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ought to be placed in the 
Florida, but the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. RaNnspeLu] and 
the gentleman from Florida |[Mr. SparKMAN] are unwilling that 
my amendment be placed in the bill, and I know that I can not 
secure the passage of that amendment without their consent. 
Therefore I withdraw it. 

The CHAIRMAN, Without objection, the amendment will be 
withdrawn. 

Mr. BURTON. As I understand it, the section which was 
assed over on page 53. was read and is a part of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The paragraph has been read. By unani- 
mous consent its consideration was postponed, in case there might 
be any amendment to offer to it. 

Mr. BURTON, That is as I understood 
part of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that it is now a part 
of the bill in its original form. 

Mr. BURTON. Then, Mr. Chairman, I move that the com- 
mittee do now rise and report the bill with the amendments to the 
House with a favorable recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker haying re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. OLMSTED, Chairman of omy Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com 

nittee had had under consideration the river and harbor bill 
(H. R. 12346), and had instructed him to report the same back to 
the House with sundry amendments, and with the recommenda- 
tion that as amended the bill do pass. 

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded 
amendment? If not, they will be submitted in gross to the 
House. 

A separate vote not being demanded, the question was taken; 
and the amendments were agreed to in gross. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading: and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third tims 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the oo sage of the bill. 

Mr. SULZER. The yeas and nays, Mr. on the final 
passage of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. 
yeas and nays on the pas 
gentlemen have risen- 
nays are refused. 

The question was taken: and the bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr. BURTON, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


That makes ita 


ppea vker, 


The gentleman from New York : r the 
sage of the bill. [Af venue os Fe ur 
not a sufficient number—and the yeas and 


ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED 
STATES, 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re 

orted that they had presented this day to the President of the 
Dnited States for his approval bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 7320. An act granting 
Manuitach: 

H. R. 2547. 
M. Guy; 

H. R. 4468, An act granting an increase of pension to John B. 
Kurth: 


an increase of pension to James 


An act granting an increase of pension to William 


. 10132. An act granting an increase of pension to John 





i. R. 5109, Anact granting an increase of pension to Frederick 

M. Hahn; 
H. R. T771. 

Seaman; 


An act granting an increase of pension to Frank 


same category with Louisiana and | 


upon any | 


H. R. 1325. An act granting an increase of pension to William | 


J. Wallace; 


H. R. 7424. An act granting an increase of pension to John | 


Craig; 

H. R. 6864, An act granting an increase of pension to Milton 
A. Embick: 

H. R. 2786, 
K. Hoffman; 

H. R. 10956. An act granting 
K. Morrison; 

H. R. 2669, An act granting an increase of pension to Isabella 
Compton; 

H. R. 7846. An act granting a pension to Michael Tynan; 

H. R. 5073. An act granting a pension to Christina Daniels; 

H. R, 9296. An act granting a pension to Mary E. Chapman; 

H. R. 8292, An act granting a pension to Hester Thomas: 

H. R. 3873. An act granting a pension to William C. Flowe 

H. R. 6487. An act granting a pension to Kazier Washburn; 

H. R. 7968. An act granting a pension to Norris L. Lungren; 

H. R. 2123. An act granting a pension to Elizabeth M. Folds; 

H. R. 3769. An act granting a pension to Susan Terry; and 

H. R. 9991. An act for the relief of F. E. Coyne, 


XXXV—198 


An act granting an increase of pension to William 


an increase of pension to Francis 


CHANGE OF REFERENCI 

The reference of the bill (H. R. 11351) to empower t] I 
tary of War to set aside a part of each national cemetery in the 
United States for the burial of enlisted : and their wives was 
changed from the Committee on Naval A to the Comini } 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, I m t] the House do now 
adjourn 

The motion was agreed to; and : rdingly (at 4 lock and 
52 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executi m- 


munications were taken from the Spea! le and 1 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury. transmitti 
of a nunic n from ‘e try SU ibn 
esti e of appro] ion for tl TIES ¢ h 
cb ( reaus VDeparti 5 e » the Co1 } l 
Approi tions, and ordered to be ] d 

\ ] rom the cretary or y Su 
of a inica n from t! Cx } S I ‘ Fish and | 
submitti nm ¢ f appropriatior 1 hatche1 san 

ul iex.—to the Comm on A] ns, and 1 
to be pri d. 

A] I rom t} i nt clerk of I Court ¢ ( e 
mitting py Oo } v the 
Edwin 7 ill, adi tor o eof Le L. Hill 

| ota tom 1 1 War Claims, and l 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clarse 20f Rule XIII. bills and resolutions of the followe- 
ing titles were severaliy reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk. and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. JONES of Washington, from the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the 
House (H. R. 11725) to amend sections 4139 and 4314 of the Re- 
vised Statutes, reported the same with amendments, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1099); which said bill and report were referred 
to the House Calendar. 


m the Committee on the Districtof Colum- 


Mr. COWHERD, fr 


bia, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2291) for the 
promotion of anatomical science and to prevent the des ion 


1 


of graves in the District of Columbia. reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1100); which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 


RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIIT, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
as follows: 


Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H : 
11696) to quitclaim all interest of the United States of An ain 
and to lot 4, square 1113, in the city of Washington, D. C., to 
William H. Dix, reported the same without amendment, 2accom- 


panied by a report (No. 1098); 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. BROMWELL, from the Commit 


which said bill and report were re- 


tee on Pensions, to which 


was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1681) granting an increase 
of pension to Maria Louisa Michie, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1191); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
| which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4071) granti n in 
| crease of pension to George C. Tillman, reported the me with 

amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1102); which | bill 


and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
bill of the Senate (S. 2976) granting an in e of pension 1 
ward. Thompson, reported the same with amendment, acc 
nied by a report (No. 1103); which said bill and report w 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same commi 
bill of the Senate (S. 3072) grantiz 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1104); which said bill and report were referred to the Priv 
Calendar, 





e, to which was referred the 
¢ a pension to Oliver Gi ne 















He also, from: the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1172) granting an increase of pension to 
Catharine F. Edmunds, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1105); which said bill and report 
were referred tothe Private Calendar. 
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Mr. BOREING, from the Committee on Pensions, to which | 


was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2599) granting an in- 

crease of pension to John Hall, of Bradley C 

the same with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1106); 

which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Pen- 

sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10496) 

granting a pension to James T. Steele, reported the same with 


ounty, Tenn., reported | 


amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1107); which said bill | 


and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 9308) granting an increase of pension to 
Edwin P. Johnson, reported the same with amendments, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1108); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SELBY, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11578) granting an increasi 
of pension to John Gaston, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1109); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DRAPER, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5560) granting a pension to 
Annie L. Evens, reported the same with amendments, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1110); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DE GRAFFENREID, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4622) granting a 
pension to Frank W. Lynn, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1111); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1046) 
granting an increase of pension to John J. Martin, reported the 
saine without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1112); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SELBY, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1486) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles A. Perkins, reported the same with amend- 


ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1113); which said bill and | 


report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DRAPER, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9592) granting a pension to 
Emily Briggs, reported the same with amendments, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1114); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SHELDEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10010) granting a pen- 
sion to Mina Weirauch, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1115); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9187) 
granting increase of pension to Caroline A. Hammond, reported 
the same with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1116); 


which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. | 


Mr. BOREING, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11737) granting a pension to 
Irene Hill, reported the same with amendments, accompanied by 
a report (No. 1117); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DE GRAFFENREID, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11924) granting 
an increase of pension to Lewis H. Delong, reported the same 
with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1118); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BROMWELL, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12356) granting a pen- 
sion to Washington Ojers, reported the same with amendments, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1119); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BALL of Delaware, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12418) granting 
a pension to Matilda E. Clarke, reported the same with amend- 
ments. accompanied by a report (No. 1120); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BROMWELL, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9847) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Zachariah R. Sanders, reported the same with 
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1121); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 





Marcu 21, 





referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10090) granting an increase 
of pension to James F. P. Johnston, reported the same with amend- 
ments, accompanied by a report (No. 1122); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of the following bills; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 3867) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
Jacobs, late of Battery I, Fourth United States Artillery—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 11556) to reimburse W. J. Pool for money paid 
to the Government as postmaster at Dong, Ga.—Committee on 


| Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on the Post- 


Office and Post-Roads. 
A bill (H. R. 11351) to empower the Secretary of War to set 


| aside a part of each national cemetery in the United States for 


the burial of deceased enlisted men and their wives—Committee 


| on Naval Affairs discharged, and referred to the Committee on 





Military Affairs, 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BLACKBURN: A bill (H. R. 12864) to reduce the tax 
on spirits from $1.10 per gallon to 70 cents per gallon—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 12865) to provide for the re- 
moval of overhead telegraph and telephone wires in the city of 
Washington, for the construction of conduits in the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 12866) to grant title to the 
town of Juneau, Alaska, of lands occupied for school purposes, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. BREAZEALE: A bill (H. R. 12867) to authorize the 
Shreveport Bridge and Terminal Company to construct and main- 
tain a bridge across Red River in the State of Louisiana, at or 
near Shreveport—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 12868) authorizing the Post- 
master-General to provide for the transportation of the mails by 


| pneumatic tubes or other similar devices—to the Committee on 


the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 12905) to provide for the 
improvement of the old military cemetery on the Fort Crawford 
Reservation, at Prairie du Chein, Wis.—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WEEKS: A resolution (H. Res. 171) authorizing em- 
ployment of clerk and messenger for Committee on Elections No. 
3—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: A resolution (H. Res. 172) con- 
cerning the question in dispute between the Government of the 
United States, the people of the Philippine Islands, and the Ma- 
lolos government or Philippine republic—to the Committee on In- 
sular Affairs. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A resolution (H. Res. 173) authorizing 
the Doorkeeper of the House to appoint an assistant driver for 
the folding-room team—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: Resolutions of the legislature of the State 
of Colorado, sympathizing with the Boers—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 


_ PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 

titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
3y Mr. BLACKBURN: A bill (H. R. 12869) for the relief of 
William Stephenson Smith—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12870) for the relief of Holland Hedger—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CONNER: A bill (H. R. 12871) granting a pension to 
Ellen A. Plumley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DEEMER: A bill (H. R. 12872) granting an increase 
of pension to Florence Bacon—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 12873) to correct the military 
record of John Shimer—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12874) granting an increase of pension to 
Levi H. Figard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12875) granting a pension to Elias Knupp— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





7 
. 





1902. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. a 





Also, a bill (H. R. 12876) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac Gordon—to the Committee on invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H.R. 12877) granting an 
increase of pension to James N. Gates—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HALL: A bill (H. R. 12878) granting a pension to 
Phoebe M. Gates—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12879) granting an increase of pension to 
W. C. Robins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12880) granting an increase of pension to 
James G. Kelly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 12881) grantingan increase of 
pension to Angus Fraser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HASKINS: A bill (H. R. 12882) granting a pension to 
Lucy Warren—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JACKSON of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 12883) granting a 
pension to William Edington—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12884) granting an increase of pension to 
Grandison Kelly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12885) granting a pension to James Thomp- 
son—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 12886) for the relief of hold- 
ers and owners of certain District of Columbia special-tax scrip— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. LOVERING: A bill (H. R. 12887) for the relief of the 
families of the seven members of the life-saving crew of the Mono- 
moy station, in Massachusetts, who perished in the performance 
of their duties on March 17, 1902—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MORRELL: A bill (H. R. 12888) granting an increase 
of pension to Christian Romain—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. OTEY: A bill (H. R. 12889) granting an increase of 
pension to Lucy Good Bigbie—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. : 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: A bill (H. R. 12890) granting an in- 


crease of pension to John C. Crimins—to the Committee on In- | 


valid Pensions. 


By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 12891) for the relief of George | 
S. Ayre, administrator of Thomas Ayre, deceased—to the Com- | 


mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SCOTT: A bill (H. R. 12892) for the relief of Joseph 
A. Cox—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 12893) granting a pension 
to Sara D. Bereman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPIGHT: A bill (H. R. 12894) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Jane Rankin Eades—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 12895) for 
the relief of C. G. Perkins—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RHEA of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 12896) for the relief 
of George T. Larkin—to the Committee on Claims. 





| Marinette, Wis., for an extension of the Chinese-exclusion lay 


oded 


e 








| delphia. Pa., asking for an amendment to the river and harbor 


bill authorizing communities, companies, or individuals to im 
prove channels at their own expense when such work does not 
conflict with the Government plans—to the Cominittee on Rivers 


and Harbors. 
By Mr. BINGHAM: Resolutions of the Trades Ls 


acue of Phila- 





delphia, Pa., favoring an amendment to the riv nd hart hill 
authorizing corporations, etc., to improve commercial channels 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 

By Mr. BOREING: Papers to accompany House bill 12849, 
granting a pension to John Stills—to the Committee on Invalid 


Pensions. 
By Mr. BROWN: Resolutions of Cigar Makers’ Uni 


| to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 





| Stockton, Cal., for an appropriation for the 
| the waters of the Mormon Channel into Calaveras River 


By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 12897) for the relief of Thomas | 


J. Austin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 12898) to renew certain let- 
ters patent—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 12899) granting an 
increase of pension to William H. Rightmire—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 12900) granting 
an increase of pension to Milton Holmes—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12901) granting a pension to Rebecca Con- 
ner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 12902) granting a pension to 
Julia Lee—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 12903) for 
the relief of Green Henry—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, memorial of the American Chamber of Commerce of 
Manila, suggesting needed legislation for the Philippine Islands 
to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

Also, resolution of Interstate Irrigation Congress, favoring 
gation of arid lands, etc.—to the Committee on Irrigat 
Lands. 

By Mr. BURK of Pennsylvania: Resolutions of the New Cen- 
tury Club, of Philadelphia, Pa., for securing a national forest re- 


irri- 
7 
Arid 


. ‘ 
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serve in the Appalachian Mountains—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, resolutions of the Trades League of Philadelphia, Pa., 
favoring a law permitting cities to improve ship channels—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the Chicago Board of Trade, approving House 
bill 8837 and Senate bill 3575—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BURLESON: Petition of Bogart Lodge, No. 294, Smith- 
ville, Tex., Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, in relation to im- 
migration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

3y Mr. CONNELL: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce: 
of Stockton, Cal., for an appropriation for the purpose of divert- 
ing the waters of the Mormon Channel into Calaveras River—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the Trades League of Philadelphia, asking 


for an amendment to the river and harbor bill—to the Committee 


| on Rivers and Harbors. 


Also, petition to the President to stop the use of United States 
ports and waters for the augmentation of British military sup- 
plies—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CURRIER: Resolutions adopted by Concord Division, 


No. 335, Order of Railway Conductors, of Concord, N. H., favor- 
ing the exclusion of Chinese from the United States—to the Com- 


mittee on Foreign Affairs. 
By Mr. DRAPER: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of 


purpose of divert 


to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of Wholesale Grocers’ Association of New York 
City relative to the removal of the Indian warehouse from that 
city—to the Committee on Appropriations. 


Also, petition of the New York State Woman Suffrage Asso- 
ciation, asking for the appointment of a commission to investigate 
woman suffrage in Western States—to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 


Also, resolutions of the Retail Lumber Dealers’ Association of 
New York and the Chicago Board of Trade, for legislation amend 


ing the existing interstate-commerce act—to the Committee on 


| Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 12904) to remove | 
the charge of desertion from the record of Robert McKown—to | 


the Committee on Military Affairs, 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Resolution of the Trades League of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., urging an amendment to the river and harbor bill 
authorizing communities or individuals to improve commercial 


channels at their own expense, etc.—to the Committee on Rivers | 


and Harbors. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 4426, for the relief of 
Daniel Sims—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Brownfield, Pa., favoring the passage 
of Senate bill 1891 and also for the passage of the Chinese-exclusion 
law—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BELLAMY: Resolution of the Trades League of Phila- 


| 
| 





Also, resolutions of the Trades League of Philadelphia, favor- 
ing an amendment to the river and harbor bill authorizing com- 
munities and corporations to improve commercial channels at 
their own expense—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: Resolutions of Winston Miners’ Union, 
of Winston, Mont., and Stationary Engineers’ Union No. 83, 
of Butte, Mont., favoring the restriction of the immigration of 
cheap labor from the south and east of Europe—to the Committ 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

3y Mr. ESCH: Resolutions of Board of Trade of Chicago, I1., 


| approving House bill 8337 and Senate bill 3575, amending the 
| interstate-commerce act—to the C 


ommittee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. EVANS: Affidavit toaccompany Hous« 
ing a pension to Aaron Young—to 
Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Markleton, Pa., for an amendment 


bill 9987, grant- 
Invalid 


he Committee on 


| to the Constitution preventing polygamous marriages—to the 


Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolutions of the Trades League of 
Philadelphia, urging that the river and harbor bill be amended 
so that private interests or municipal authorities may be author- 
ized and permitted to improve commercial channels at their own 





3156 


whenever deemed proper by them—to the Committee on 


expense 
I 






Rive nd Harbors. 
Also, resolutions of Board of Trade of Chicago, Ill., approving 
I se bill $337 and Senate bill 3775. said bills being amend- 
a to an act tor -gulate commerce—to the Committee on Inter- 

i “a F reign ( ‘omme ree. 

{AINE S of Tennessee: Petitions of Trunk and Bag 
ion No. 10, of Nashville, Tenn., and Typographical 
3, of ¢ Seri sville, Tenn., favoring an educational test 
nof immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 


NT 


and Natu ation. 
sy Mr ye AH: AM: Resolution of board of directors of the Chi- 


of Tra 
ending 


37 and Senate bill 


approving of House bill 83: 
to the Committee 


act to reg 








fuiate commerce— 


S an 











ind Foreign Commerce. 
olution of the Trades League of Philadelphia, Pa., for 
1ent to the river and harbor bill so corgorations, etc., 
ay ove commercial channels at their own expense—to the 

O01 on R ‘vers and Ha arbors. 

Also, pet ition of the Eight-Hour League of America in support 
of a national eight-hour day—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Or. GREEN of Pen mrnee Resolutions of Laborers’ 
Protective Union No. 7351, of Reading, Pa., and Just in Time 
Lodge, No. 346, Railroad Trainmen, Bethlehem, Pa., in favor of 
t] tension of the Chinese-exclusion law—to the Committee 


on Foreign Affairs. 


favoring 
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By Mr. MICKEY: Petition of citizens of Hancock Ccunty, I1., 
an amendment to the Constitution making polygamy a 
crime—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MORRELL: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Stockton, Cal., for an appropriation for the purpose of divert- 
‘alaveras River—to 


ing the waters of the Mormon Channel into ¢ 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolutions of the New Century Club, of Philadelphia, 
Pa., for securing a national forest reserve in the Appalachian 
Mountains—to the Committee on the Public Lands, 

Also, resolution of Board of Trade of Chicago, IIl., favoring 


House bill 8337 and Senate bill 3575, amending the interstate- 
commerce act—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 


Also, resolution of the Trades League of Philadelphia, Pa., 
favoring amendment to the river and harbor bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolutions of Matthew W. Sayre Council, No. 141, Ladies 


f Grand Army of the Republic, ‘Philade Iphia, Pa., favoring a 


bill providing pensions to camtal officers and men in the Army 


Also, resolutions of Just in Time Lodge, No. 346, of Bethlehem, | 
Pa.. for the further restriction of immigration—to the Committee | 


gration and Naturalization. 

By M - GRIFFITH 
Millis Company, Lawrenceburg, Ind., for the abolition of the 
London chanee in bills of lading issued to London from ao 
Atiantic p etc.—to the Committee on Interstate and Forei 
Commerce. 

By Mr. HALL (by request): Petition of Gregg Post, No. 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Bellefonte, Pa., favoring an in- 
vestigation of the administration of the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Petition of John H. Andrews Post, No. 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Michigan, for 
investigation of administration of Bureau of Pensions—to the 
Co mmstée on Rules. 

Also, petition of 10 citizens of Hastings, Mich. 


on imini. 
of 
ris, 


95 


ORR 


nin 


, against the re- 


Resolutions of the Lawrenceburg Roller | 


striction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Metcnieniion, 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: Petition of Union No. 9133, of Prince- 
ton, : id., American Federation of Labor, asking that the desert- 
land laws be repealed—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Me HILL: Resolutions of Bakers and Confectioners’ Union 
of Bridgeport, Conn., favoring restricted immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolution of same body, favoring a reenactment of the 
Chinese-exclusion law—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HITT: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of | 
Quincy, [l., in favor of a bill ‘‘ to maintain the legal-tender sil- 
ver dollar at a parity with goid and to increase the subsidiary 
silver coinage’’—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures. 

Also lutions of Chamber of Commerce of Quincy, II1., fa- 
voring a reorganization of the consular service—to the Committee 


on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LACEY: Resolutions of Butchers’ Union, Ottumwa, 
Towa, favoring the passage of the Hoar-Grosvenor anti-injunction 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LANHAM: Resolution of Typographical Union No. 198, 
of Fort Worth, Tex., 
the copyright law—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, petition of Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen of Texar- 
kana, Tex., in favor of the Chinese-exclusion act—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 





3y Mr. LINDSAY: Resolutions of the Trades League of Phila- | 
delphia, Pa., favoring an amendment to the river and harbor 
bill—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. LONG: Resolutions of Bricklayers’ Union No. 3, of 
— ska, and of Bricklayers’ Union No. 4, of Pittsburg, Kans., fa- 
vol a reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion law—to the Com- 
nit tee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. JACK: Paper to accompany House bill No. 8466, grant- | 
inet . pension to Lucinda A. Sirwell, helpless child of Col. William 
A. Sir well—to the C minittee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. JACKSON of Kansas: Papers toaccompany House bill 
12885, granting a pension to James Thompson—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, petition of William Edington for increase of pension, to 


accompany House bill 12883—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 


sions. 


in opposition to House bill 5777, amending | 


and Navy of the United States when 50 years of age and over, 
and increasing widows’ pensions to $12 per month—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. NEWLANDS: Petition containing 182 names of citizens 
of the State of Nevada, opposing the leasing of public lands—to 


the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: Petition of Bell Lodge, 
road Trainmen, of Garrett, Ind., favoring the 
Hoar-Grosvenor anti-injunction bill—to the Committee 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. 


No. 158, Rail- 
passage of the 
on the 


PALMER: Petitions of Brotherhood of Railroad Train- 


men of Hazleton, Pa., and Tobacco Workers’ Union No. 59, of 
Wilkesbarre, Pa., favoring an educational restriction on immi- 


gration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 
By Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania: Petition of 19 citizens 


of Muir, Pa., favoring restriction of immigration and the Chinese- 
exclusion act—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 


Also (by request), papers to accompany House bill No. 12840, 
for the relief of sundry officers of the Ninety-sixth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteers, and to reimburse them for losses of 
personal effects destroyed under orders for the benefit of the serv- 
ice—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee: Petition of Retail Clerks’ 
Association No. 151, of Memphis, Tenn., favoring a further re- 
striction of Chinese immigration—to the Committee off F oreign 
a 

By Mr. PAYNE: Papers to accompany House bill 12780, for the 
relief of William H. Wheeler—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PEARRE: Petition of Retail Clerks’ Association No. 22, 
of Cumberland, Md., favoring a further restriction of Chinese im- 
migration—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of Potomac Lodge, No. 2, and Retail Clerks’ 
Association of Cumberland, Md.; Knobley Division, No. 183, of 
Cumberland, and Berkley Division, No. 234, Order of Railroad 
Conductors, of Brunswick, Md., favoring an educational qualifi- 

cation for immigrants—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Matursliention. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: Papers to accompany 
House bill 12493, for the relief of James Hilliard—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 12492, granting an in- 
crease of pension to Callie West—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

3y Mr. RYAN: Resolutions of Philadelphia Trades League, 
favoring authorization to corporations, etc., to improve commer- 


} cial channels—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 





Also, resolutions of Chicago Board of Trade, favoring House bill 
No. 8337, to increase the power of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

Also, resolutions of Clothing Cutters and Trimmers’ Union No. 
46, of Buffalo, N. Y., favoring an educational qualification for 
immigrants—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 


zation. 

3y Mr. RUMPLE: Resolutions of Bricklayers and Masons’ 
Union No. 15, of Clinton, Iowa, favoring legislation to exclude 
Chinese laborers from the U nited States and insular possessions— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By, Mr. SPERRY: Resolutions of Typographical Union No. 47, 
of New Haven, Conn., favoring bill to limit the power of Fed- 
eral courts in granting injunctions in trade disputes—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. SPIGHT: Papers to accompany House bill 12894, grant- 


ing a pension to Mrs. Jane Rankin Eades—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. SULZER: Protest of Sedalia Typographical Union, No, 
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206, of Sedalia, Mo., and of St. Louis Mailers’ Union, No. 3, of St. 
Louis, against the passage of House bill 5777 and Senate bill 
2894—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, resolutions of the Chicago Board of Trade, favoring House 
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bill 8337 and Senate bill 3575, to regulate commerce—to the Com- | 


mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


Also, resolutions of the Trades League of Philadelphia, favor- | 


ing the authorizing of corporations, etc., to improve commercial 


channels at their own expense—to the Committee on Rivers and | 


Harbors. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Iowa: Resolutions of Brotherhood of 
Railroad Trainmen of Clinton, Iowa, urging the passage of the 
Hoar-Grosvenor anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. TOMPKINS of New York: Petition of Local Union No. 
46, of Nyack, N. Y., for an extension of the Chinese-exclusion 
law—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 

By Mr. VREELAND: Resolutions of Painters and Decorators’ 
Union of Dunkirk, N. Y., favoring an educational test for im- 
migrants—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 


Also. resolutions of Painters and Decorators’ Union of Dun- | 


kirk, N. Y., favoring the exclusion of Chinese laborers from the 


United States and their insular possessions—to the Committee on | 


Foreign Affairs. 
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House bill 


Mr. LOVERING. 


Mr. Speaker, I move that the 


11472, on the same subject, lie on the table 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the House bill similar to 
the one just passed will lie on the table. 

There was no objec tion. 

On motion of Mr. LOVERING, a motion to reconsider the vote 


by which the bill was passed was laid on t 
MONUMENT TO WILLIAM E. SHIPP AT CHA 
Mr. BELLAMY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to call 
up for present consideration House joint r lution 155 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 155) granting } 
ument in Charlotte, N. C., for the or 








i 
that city. 
Resolved, etc., That permission be, and the sam hereby, grant 
Shipp Monumental Committee, of the Stat North Carolina, to erect a 
| monument in honor of the late William E. Shipp on the premises upo1 
the public building and the United States mint are located in t! 
Charlotte and State of North Carolina; said monu1 it to be located und 
the supervision and direction of the Secretary of the National T1 ! nd 
the chairman of the Shipp Monumental Committee rid 
| presented to the people of the United States byt : M 
mittee, 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a paus rhe 


By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: Paper to accompany House | 


bill granting a pension to Rebecca Conner—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOODS: Resolutions of Grass Valley Miners’ Union, 
No. 90, and Bodie Miners’ Union, No. 61, State of California, fa- 
voring restricted immigration—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. YOUNG: Petition of Burnham, Williams & Co., Phila- 
delphia, in support of Houge bill No. 11308—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the Trades League of Philadelphia, Pa., 
favoring an amendment to the river and harbor bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, March 22, 1902. 
The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read, corrected, and 
approved. 
LIGHT-HOUSES AT MOUTH OF 
Mr. LOVERING. Mr. Speaker, Iask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S. 3865) to establish light-houses at the mouth of Boston Harbor to 
mark the entrance to the new Broad Sound Channel. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


BOSTON HARBOR, 


| 


| knowledge of it, anacre: 


Chair hears none, 
Mr. MERCER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gen 
the size or area of the grounds referred to in that resolution. 
Mr. BELLAMY. Mr. Speaker, this resolution simply asks the 
United States Government to permit a monument to be built on 
the public grounds in the city of C lott I do not 
will take 8 or 10 feet square. It is a small monument the people 
of Charlotte, N. C.. desire to have erected in memory of William 
E. Shipp, who was so highly complimented by General Wheeler 
for his gallantry at the charge of Santiago Heights. 
Mr.MERCER. Iamnotdiscussing the meritsoftheproposition, 
Mr. BELLAMY. Oh, the reservation. I suppose from my 
[ am cor ted 


should reply it 








a large piece of ground 
by some of my North Carolina friends, and 
about an acre. 

Mr. MERCER. About an acre. 

Mr. BELLAMY. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? \fter a pause The 


| Chair hears none. 


Be it enacted, etc., That there shall be established by the Secretary of the | 


Treasury a first-order light and fog signal at the Northeast Grave, ona gran- 
ite tower, built in the most substantial and secure manner and of sufficient 
height to allow the lanterna focal plane of 100 feet above high water, to mark 
the entrance to the new Broad Sound Channel, Boston Harbor, at a cost not 
to exceed $188,000; for the establishment of two range lights on Lovells Island, 
at the mouth of Boston Harbor, the rear light to be of the fourth order, on a 
tower about 45 feet above high water, and the front light to be of the fifth 
order, on a tower about 25 feet above high water, at a cost not to exceed 
$10,000; and for the establishment of two range lights on Spectacle Island, 
mouth of Boston Harbor, the rear light to be of the fourth order, upon a 
tower about 55 feet above high water, and the front light to be of the fifth 
order, upon a tower about 30 feet above high water, at a cost not to exceed 
$13,000, the entire appropriation for the five lights above mentioned not to 
exceed the sum of $211,000. 

The SPEAKER, 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. Li IVERIN( t. Mr. Speaker, this bill provides for the con- 
struction of a light-house near the entrance to the new 30-foot 
channel leading from Broad Sound to Presidents Roads, in Boston 
Harbor. Thischannelis nearly completed, and it is expected that 
it will be open for transit this fall. 

The light is to be built on what is known as the Northeast 
Grave. The whole course from Massachusetts Bay to and through 
the channel is beset with dangers on all sides. Ledges seen and 
unseen are only avoided by the most careful navigation. This 
light is absolutely indispensable at this point. To properly utilize 
the calm weather of the coming summer to build this light-house 
necessitates prompt action on the part of Congress. 

The bill also provides for range lights on Lovells Island and on 
Spectacle, to insure the safe passage through the channel which 
is necessarily somewhat devious, and only 1,200 feet wide. 

This bill is identical with H. R 11472, introduced in the House 
by my colleague, Mr. Conry of Massachusetts. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 





€ 


Is there objection? “[After a pause.] The 


| 


The question was taken; and the as agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. BELLAMY, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the joint resolution was agreed to was laid on the table 
LOAN OF TENTS TO KNIGHTS OF PYTHIAS ENCAMPME? 


Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 

















ul 
present consideration of the bill which I send to the d 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 11839) authorizing the Secretary of War to loan c« 
| for use at Knights of Phythias encampment t held at San Fra : 
Cal.: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be. and is here} 
| ized to loan, at his discretion, to committee of cit in charge ¢« 
ments for the encampment of the Uniform Rank, Knights of Py 
|} held in San Francisco, Cal., August 10 to 20, 1902, and d r to ¢ 
| Patton, president and executive director of said comm 1,000 
size 10 by 12, with poles, ridges, and pins for ea P ied, Tl 
pense shall be caused the United Stat Government by the dé 
return of such property; the same to be delivered to said committ ( . 
nated above at such time prior to the dat f said encamy] nt a vy be 
agreed upon by the Secretary of War and said Cha L. Pattor 
ber of tents so loaned not to exceed 1,000. 
The amendment recommended by the con @ 
follows: 
At the end of line 3, page 2, : f 
“ And pre led further, Tha I \ 
such property, take from said Charles L. Pa ! 
the safe return of said property in go d 
without expense to the United Stat 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] Tho 
Chair hears none. 
The amendment recommended by the co1 ‘ it to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to 1 ng ifor a rd 
reading; and being engrossed, it was a ly read l 
time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. LOUD, a motion to 1 nsider 
which the bill was passed was laid on th: 
LIFE-SAVING STATION AT OCRACOKE ISLA ‘TH CAI ° 
Mr.SMALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani consent for the 
present consideration of the bill which to the desl 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 10363) to authorize th 
Ocracoke Island, on the \ . 1 ¢ 
Be it enacted, etc., That the S tary the Trea 
authorized to establish a life-saving station on O ce Is d 
coke Inlet, on the coast of North ¢ rolina, at cl | mt tl Gel 
intendent of the Life-Saving Service may re 
Src. 2. That the character of the equipments and ay nee f + 
and the station building shall be determined by the G il Superint 


of the Life-Savinz Service. 





The 
Chai1 
The 


being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. SMALL, a motion to reconsider the vote by 


» SPEAKER. 
* hears none. 
bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 


Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 


which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
BRIDGE OVER NORTH CAROLINA, 
Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, Iask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


NEUSE 


RIVER, 


A bill (A. R. 12093) to authorize the construction of a bridge across thx 
Neuse River at or near Kinston, N. C 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


On motion of Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—SPEARS AGAINST BURNETT. 
Mr. POWERS of Maine. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Hous 
do now take up the report 624, the contested-election case of 


Spears against Burnett. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine calls up the privi- 
leged report in the election case, which will be read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That N. B. Spears was not elected Representative to the Fifty 
seventh Congress from the Seventh district of Alabama and is not entitled to 
a seat therein 

Resolved, That John L. Burnett was elected a Representative to the Fifty 


seventh Congress from the Seventh district of Alabama and is entitled to re 
tain his seat therein. 


Mr. POWERS of Maine. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Elec- 
tions carefully considered this case and listened to the argument 
of counsel. While the Republican members of the committee 
found some things that they could not commend, we were satis- 
fied that there were no such number of illegal or improper votes 
cast for the contestee as would change the result, and therefore 
the committee have unanimously reported the resolutions which 
have been read. I now move that the same be adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolutions. 

The question was taken; and the resolutions were agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. POWERS of Maine, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolutions were agreed to was laid on the table. 

CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—MOSS AGAINST RHEA. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I call up the privileged report on 
the House resolution No. 148, reported from Committee on Elec- 
tions No. 1. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That John 8. Rhea was not elected a member of the Fifty-seventh | 
Cong from the Third Congressional district of the State of Kentucky and 
is not i da to a seat therein 






red, That J. Me 


! venzie Moss waselected a member of the Fifty-seventh 
ss from the Thi 


d Congressional district of the State of Kentucky and 


Congre 





is entitled to a seat therein. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from Mis- 


sissippi, who desires to have read a substitute resolution. 
Mr. FOX. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolution as a 


substitute, which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That J. McKen 


ie Moss was not 


elected a member of the Fifty- 


seventh Congress from the Third Congressional district of Kentucky and is 
not enti ltoa seat ther 

Reso i, That John S. Rhea was elected a member of the Fifty-seventh 
Congr from the Third Congressional district of the State of Kentucky 
and is entitled to a seat therein 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the gentleman 
from Mississippi desires to ask unanimous consent that the sub- 
stitute resolutionsmay be considered as pending. To that I have 
no objection. 


The SPEAKER. Without objection, the substitute resolutions 
will be considered as pending. 

There was no objection. 

REPRINT 

Mr. MANN. 
man from Ohio. 

Mr. BURTON. 
1.0 7c 
Hous 


OF 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 
Mr. Speaker, I yield for a moment to the gentle- 


Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
pies of the river and harbor bill, passed yesterday by the 
. be printed. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I think it would be well, 
Mr. Speaker, to settle in the order where they shall be placed for 
distribution. 

Mr. BURTON, I take it that they will be in the document 
room. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Not unless you make the 


order spec ial. 


Mr. BURTON. I have no preference of my own. The imme- 
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diate object of this request is that the Senate committee may have 
copies before it so that they may take up the consideration of the 
bill promptly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
document room, then. 

Mr. BURTON. Iwill ask that they go to the document room. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio couples with that 
the request that they go to the document room. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I suggest, Mr. Speaker, if 
the gentleman from Ohio will give me his attention, that some of 
the gentlemen around me think that the number had better be 
increased to 1,500 copies. There is quite a demand for the bill. 

Mr. BURTON. I will modify my request, Mr. Speaker, and 
ask that the number be 1,500. 

The SPEAKER. The request now made by the gentleman 
from Ohio is that 1,500 copies of the river and harbor bill be 
printed for the use of the House, the documents to be sent to the 
document room. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 


They had better go to the 


CONTESTED-ELECTION 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that de- 
bate upon the pending resolution may continue for eight hours 
without interfering with District of Columbia business on Mon- 
day, and that at the end of eight hours’ debate the previous ques- 
tion shall be considered as ordered upon the resolution and pending 
substitute. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous 
consent that general debate on the Pp nding election case shall 
continue for eight hours, not to interfere with District of Colum- 
bia day, which is on Monday next, and that at the end of the 
eight hours the previous question shall be considered as ordered 
upon the original resolution and upon the substitute. 

Mr. FOX. Mr. Speaker, coupled with that I think it is con- 
ceded that the vote will not be taken until Tuesday. 

Mr. MANN. That is theunderstanding, and that would be the 
result that the vote would not be taken until Tuesday. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire to couple that with 
the suggestion of the gentleman from Mississippi? 

Mr. MANN. Ido. 

The SPEAKER. And coupled with that request that the vote 
will not be taken until Tuesday. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. There ought to bea further 
agreement that the time shall be equally divided. 

The SPEAKER. That will necessarily follow. 
jection? [After a pause. ] 
ordered. 

Mr. MANN. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the time be equally divided, to be controlled by the gentleman 
| from Mississippi [Mr. Fox] and myself. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from I[linois asks further 
unanimous consent that the eight hours be controlled by himself 
and the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Fox]. Is there objec- 
| tion? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, it is never a pleasant duty to per- 
form to attempt to remove from a seat on the floor of this body 
any person who has taken his seat. The Committee on Elec- 
tions No. 1 has had no occasion for personal or political feeling 
either in favor of the contestant or against the contestee. This is 
the third term of Congress during which I have been compelled 
to do duty on that committee, and although it is a popular im- 
pression throughout the country, and often in legislative bodies 
| themselves, that a committee on elections acts wholly from a 
partisan standpoint and solely for the purpose of protecting ‘‘ our 
rascals,’’ as the expression is sometimes used, I deem it proper to 
call the attention of the House to the reports which this commit- 
tee has made upon election cases during the last three Congresses. 

In the Fifty-fifth Congress there was referred to this commit- 
tee seven contested-election cases. Three of these cases were 
abandoned, so that hearings were not had before the committee. 
In one of the cases—that of Aldrich against Plowman—the com- 
mittee reported in favor of the Republican contestant and he was 
seated. 

In three cases which were contested before the committee the 
committee reported in favor of the Democratic contestees. One 
of those cases was the case of Goodwyn v. Brewer—a hot con- 
test, where the Republican members of the committee decided in 
favor of the Democratic contestee. 

Another case was that of Crowe v. Underwood, from Alabama, 
where the committee again decided in favor of the contestee; and 
I have always been exceedingly pleased that we could find in that 
way since I have become better acquainted with the gentleman 
himself. In one of the cases then pending before the committee, 


CASE—MOSS AGAINST RHEA. 


Is there ob- 
The Chair hears none, and it is so 


the contest was from the same district, with the same contestee 
as the present case, that of Hunter v. Rhea; and, although in the 
| Hunter case Mr. Hunter had been appointed to an office abroad, 





~e 


ns 
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there came before the committee from Kentucky some of its most 


eminent lawyers and Republican statesmen, who urged the com- 
mittee, upon the facts of the case, to find that Mr. Rhea was not 
entitled to the seat. But the committee then, because the case 
favored upon its merits Mr. Rhea, decided in his favor, without 
regard to the partisanship of the case. 

In the Fifty-sixth Congress there were referred to this commit- 
tee four contested-election cases. In one of those cases the com- 
mittee decided in favor of the Republican contestant, Mr. Aldrich, 
who was seated from the district in Alabama. In one of the 
cases, which was from Kentucky, the committee decided in favor 
of the contestee, Mr. Turner, and against Judge Evans, the Re- 
publican contestant, who meanwhile had been appointed judge, 
but insisted that the committee should decide Mr. Turner was not 
elected. In one of the cases Mr. Davidson, of Kentucky, was the 
contestant, and Mr. Gilbert, my friend from Kentucky, who sits 
near me, was the contestee; and the committee again decided in 
favor of the contestee on the merits of the case. 

In the most bitter case, I think, that has been before us—at 
least since I have been a member—we decided in favor of the 
Democratic contestee. I refer to the case of General Walker, the 
Republican contestant, against our friend Mr. Rhea of Virginia 
who now has a seat on this floor. If there ever was a case in 
which there was a chance for partisanship, it was that case. In 
that case for three weeks the committee sat and heard arguments 
upon the facts in the record, and at the end of that time, purely 
in the spirit of nonpartisan fairness, it decided in favor of the 
contestee. 

There have been three cases before the committee at this Con- 
gress. The House has just passed a resolution favoring the seat- 
ing of Mr. Burnett, of Alabama, although the contestant in that 
case, a Republican, urged before the committee, with all the force 
that he and his friends could command, that there was fraud in 
the case, and that the contestant, Mr. Spears, was fairly elected. 
But we decided, not in the spirit of partisanship, but in the spirit 
of fairness, that Mr. Burnett was fairly elected to the seat he 
occupies. In one of the cases at this session of Congress referred 
to us we have decided that neither the contestant nor the contestee 
is entitled to the seat. 

I know it will be charged that in this particular case now pend- 
ing before the House the committee has decided because of a bias. 
It is sometimes asked why in there cases the minority does not 
agree with the majority where the committee reports in favor of 
unseating the member. 
Mr. Speaker, that in a contested-election case, where the proposi- 
tion is to unseat a member, the minority occupy the position 
rather of attorneys than judges, while the majority of the com- 
mittee occupy the position of judges and not of attorneys, and 
that when the majority of the committee has decided in favor of 
unseating the member it is the duty of the minority to see that 
the question is properly argued in the House by making a minor- 
ity report, so that no man can be turned out of his seat on the 
floor without an opportunity of having his case heard before the 
body which should act upon it. 

So much for the record of the committee. In the case now be- 
fore the House we have not determined it upon the basis of a 
fraudulent election. We have determined this case upon very 
simple grounds. We recommend to you the unseating of Mr. 
Rhea and the seating of Mr. Moss because Mr. Moss received, 
without question, more votes and Mr. Rhea received less votes. 

At the outset of this case we were met with the proposition on 


ceived a majority of the votes. It seems that in the State of 
Kentucky the law provides that where the judges of election 
have any doubt with reference to the validity of a particular bal- 


I have always taken the position myself, | 
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ballot and the ballot folded over, made a second impression upon 
the ballot. 


It is as plainly to be seen as anyvt ! in be: it quire ; only 
the inspection of the eye to determine that the second mark upon 
the ballot is simply a reprint caused by t] ld of the ballot 
by the voter over the original marking upon the ballot. Itis pei 
fectly evident that the second mark on l] 
there for the purpose of identifying the ball it pu 
poses, and it is perfectly evident that the s di nthe bal 
lot was not made by the original stencil stamp. 1 ses 
was impossible for the committee to deterinine whic 


original mark and which was the imprinted mark, and 
cases or where there seemed to be any doubt to the 
whatever we did not count the ballot. 
Now, the law of Kentucky provide: 
stamps by stencil. Gentlemen will notice that some of them a 


marked with a stencil cross and some of them are m: d 
the butt end of the stencil. The law says they shall be n 

with a stencil cross, but the sujfreme court of Kentucky 1] 
cided that they may be marked with the butt end of the stencil, and 
when so marked in any way they shall be counted as valid bailots. 

Mr. THAYER. How many were there of those you were in 
doubt about that you did not pass upon? 

Mr. MANN. In the Electric Light precinct, which is one yn 
cinct, there were 7 ballots marked in the Republican circle and 
one other circle which we did not count, 4 ballots marked in the 
Democratic circle and another circle which we did not count. 
There were other ballots scattered from other different precincts 


but, as a rule, the majority of the ballots which we did 1 
count were marked in the Republican circle as one of the circles 
and not in the Democratic circle; so that by refu 
those we did not give any advantage to the contestant, but gave 
an advantage to the contestee. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, when we were determining this case the 
committee first, without determining whether the ballots should 
be counted as valid ballots or not, because there might be a 
difference as to one precinct or another precinct, appointed a sub- 
committee to examine the ballots and report upon the ballots 
from the various precincts which are in the record. That sub- 
committee called together the contestee, the contestant, and all 
the members of the committee, when the principal ballots in the 
case were counted—those from Warren County—and as each bal- 
lot was examined by all of these members who chose to look at 
it, a dictated statement was made to a stenographer, so that we 
all, or both sides, had a complete description of these 
they were in the record without controversy. 

Subsequently the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Powers] and 
myself, who were the Republican members of the subcommittee, 
again went over these ballots. Subsequently. I think, Mr 
POWERS went over them by himself, I know that I have been 
over these ballots two or three or more times, making mii 
utes, to discover if there could be any question, by exam 
ing the particular ballot at different times, as to which was 
the original stencil mark and which was the imprint. For my- 
self, in reference to a case of this sort, I may say that until t] 
full statement of my opinion upon each of these cases—each of 
these precincts—had been footed up by my secr 


ball TS as 





| whether my conclusion seated the contestant or the contestee, 


the case was so close: because. in the first place. I may sav that 


i . 
the contestee upon the face of the returns had a majority of 155 





| in a vote of nearly 40,000. 
behalf of the contestant that on the undisputed ballot he had re- | 


lot, the ballot is preserved and returned to the canvassing board | 


as a questioned or rejected ballot; and in this case the contestant 
claims that if these ballots were counted, as provided by law, 
where they were clearly subject to be counted, he would be 
elected on the face of the ballots; and the contestee claimed 
otherwise. 

It happens that in the city of Bowling Green, Ky., there are six 
election precincts. In one of these 112 ballots were returned as 
questioned or rejected ballots; in other precincts various num- 
bers; in Electric Light precinct 100 ballots were returned as ques- 
tioned or rejected ballots, and the question before the committee 
was, as the question before the House now is, whether these bal- 
lots should be counted at all, and, second, whether if they were 
counted and considered the result would elect Mr. Moss. 

I have here on my desk the original ballots, which I shall be 
glad to have members of the House examine. Under the law of 
Kentucky, which is the Australian ballot law, the marking of the 
ballot is made, ordinarily, by the use of a stencil stamp; and it 
happened that in this city and other places im the district the 
stencil stamp, which received its ink from an ink pad, was sur- 


charged with ink from the ink pad, and when stamped upon the ' tion to a number of little pencil marks upon the 


| had all been footed up by my secretary what the result 


| attention of the members of the House 


Upon the vote, as we make it in the House here, where we 
count what we consider the undisputed result, we give the con 
testant a majority of only 21. It was Lat 
willing to permit myself to be subject to the pol'tical bi 
tisanship in deciding upon the question as to whet ticu- 
lar ballot or the ballot from the particular preci: should be 
counted; and as I went through these ballots writing an opinion 
for myself upon the ballots from each precinct in ques ion. d ! 
mining in my own mind whether the ballots should be 
and if sohow many should be counted, I never knew ut 
whether it would give Mr. Moss a major ty 
ity for Mr. Rhea. 

Various members of the House have now ymined ballots 
which were returned from the Electric Light pr No. 20, in 
Warren County, and I laid those ballots particularly open, because 
the minority of the committee in their minority report laid par 
ticular stress upon this particular precinct. In addition, M 
Speaker, to the ballots which bear the impress, I desire to call thi 

l to another set of ballo 
which were rejected, and these last were all rejected in one pre- 
cinct. When they went to count the ballots in this precinct, 
which is Police Court precinct No. 21, in Warren County. th 
clerk of the election called the attention of the judges of the el 
ballot. 


r 


These 
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pencil marks are all different in shape, located generally in the although that law had been repealed and the election was not 


upper right-hand corner of the ballot, but sometimes on other 
portion is of the ball ot. 
They are of different styles, evidently all made with the same 


ae of a lead pencil—a soft, thick lead pencil—and usually a little | 


mark, less than a quarter of an inch in length, probably placed 
there, undoubtedly placed there, either by accident or by design, 
by the election clerk himself, who called attention to them; and 
because these marks were upon the ballots the judges returned 
them as rejected. 

I do not criticise the judges of election for doing this. The law 
forbids a ballot to be counted which has upon it a mark placed 
there by the voter for the purpose of fraudulent identification; 
and it may be very proper that the judges of election in deciding 
a matter of this sort offhand should say, ‘‘We have doubt 
whether these ballots should be rejected or counted, and we will 
send them up where they can be considered in proper order by a 
PG rb nly. 

us precin 
tl ( re 
— the que 
precinct the 
marks upon the ballots. 
a FOX. I should like to interrupt the gentleman. 

‘he SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to the 
x ntle “man from Mississippi? 
Mr. 


, where these ballots are marked with a pencil, is 
inct where we lay any stress on claims whatever 
stion of fraud; 
clerk of election committed fraud by making these 


oa i< 
OMY 


MANN. Ido. 

Mr. FOX. Yo#will agree with me that there is no testimony 
as to who placed the marks on the ballots? 

Mr. MANN. I will agree that there is no testimony as to who 
placed the marks upon the ballots, although the effort was made 
in the testimony on behalf of the contestant to show that the 
clerk of election did it. Ido not think the evidence proves that 
fact. I do not think it is material as to who placed the marks 


upon the ballots. 

W hat are the facts in the case? Under the Kentucky law there 
are two judges of election, a clerk, and a sheriff. The clerk of 
election handles the ballots; the clerk of election gives out the 
ballots to the voters; the clerk of election writes his name upon 
the back of each ballot as it is given out; the clerk of election has 
the ballots under his hand, with a pencil in his fingers, and in 
this case we must either presume that the clerk of election made 
these marks or that they were made for the purpose of fraudulent 
identification, and anybody who will look at the-ballots can see 
that the marks are not made in such a way as to identify them 
at all. 

HE MENWAY. There are Democratic ballots so marked, 
are e the re: 

Mr. M ANN. There were several Democratic ballots so marked. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Are they given credit for them? 

Mr. MANN. They are not. They were all rejected in the 
record. Of course we have nothing but the rejected ballots be- 
fore us. 

Now, the law of Kentucky provides also that there shall be two 
stubs to the ballot, one on each end. Gentlemen will notice that 
on all of these ballots there is something torn off from each side. 
The ballots are sent out to the election precincts in a book form. 
There stub at the upper end of the ballot, and when the voter 

comes in to vote the clerk of election writes the voter’s name, his 
seulllaned, and the number of the ballot upon the proper stub of 
the ballot. 

He also writes the voter’s name and the number of the ballot 
upon the lower stub of the ballot. I speak of it as the ‘‘lower’’ 
stub. These ballots were illegally printed by a Democratic elec- 
tion commissioner, in violation of the law. The stubs should 


is a 


but it is perfectly patent that in this | 


} turns. 


have been, one at the upper end of the ballot and the other at the 
lower end. , 
The voter then takes the ballot into the booth and marks it, | 


folds it up, and returns it to the judge of election or hands it to 
one of the judges of election, who tears off the lower stub of the 
bi illo , opens the stub, identifies the voter, and then deposits the 
ballot in the ballot box. Iam not sure but that in this respect it 
is the most px tex ‘t election law I have ever seen. 

In the city of Bowling Green—and this is a matter which was 
not dwelt upon in the contest before us—ev ery ballot was printed 
iliegally by the Democ ratic election commissioner. And I may 

say one of the tribulations and trials which a committee on elec- 
tions has to undergo is that very seldom is an election case prop- 
erly presented before us. The minority of this committee, in 
their minority report, quote certain sections of the Kentucky 
election law, although those sections had been repealed before 
the election was held and although the election was held under a 
subsequent act. Yet in the briefs presented to us, both on the 
part of the contestant and contestee, the matter is never referred 
to that a new election law was adopted only eighteen or twenty 
days before the election under which it was held. The brief of 
the contestee quotes the election law of the State ef Kentucky, 


held under it. 

Now, the law which was passed in October, 1900, just before 
the election was held, provided that these ballots should be so 
printed that the stubs should be one at the upper end of the bal- 
lot and one at the lower end of the ballot, and not at the side of 
the ballot. We lay no stress upon this fact, except that this ille- 
gal printing of the ballots, in the form in which they were, by 
one of the Democratic commissioners of election in that county, 


| who was a printer, is the cause of folding these ballots in such a 


way that the second imprint upon the ballot appears in another 
circle at the head of the ticket. If the ballots had been properly 
printed they would not have been folded as they were, so as to leave 
a doubt on 112 ballots in one precinct, on 100 ballots in another 
precinct, and on a large number in various other precincts. 

This seems plain enough, and no doubt members of the House 
say, ‘‘ Why, if that is the case, can there be any question about 
the results? Where does the contest come in?’? I may say to 
you that the question is principally one of identification of ballots. 
The Kentucky law provided—the old law—that a ballot rejected 
or a questioned ballot should be returned in a sealed envelope 
with the election returns. Under the law as it existed prior to 
October, 1900, the ballots which were counted and not questioned 
were destroyed immediately after being counted. 

Ballots which were not used were destroyed immediately after 
being counted. Ballots which were rejected or questioned were 
directed to be returned in sealed envelopes with the election re- 
The act of October, 1900, passed a few days before this 
election was held, provided that the ballots counted and not ques- 
tioned should be sealed up and returned in a sealed envelope, and 
sent inside of the ballot box to the county clerk; that the ballots 
which were rejected should be sealed in another envelope, in a 
linen envelope, sealed with sealing wax, with the seal of the 
county impressed upon the wax, with the names of the judges 
written across the flap, and that they should be returned to the 
county clerk as a part of the election returns. 

The law also provides that judges may count ballots and return 
them as questioned ballots, so that the judges have the right to 
reject a ballot which is a questioned ballot and to return a ballot 
as questioned which has been questioned. The law provides that 
the judges shall return with these ballots a true statement show- 
ing whether they have or have not been counted, and if counted, 
for whom. 


Mr. THAYER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 
Mr. MANN. Certainly. 


Mr. THAYER. 
the ballots that were thrown out in the whole district. 
correct about that? 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. 

Mr. THAYER. Not counted? 

Mr. MANN. I do not think they are all here. I will say to 
the gentleman from Massachusetts that the ballots were all re- 
ferred to in the evidence, but they were not all offered as exhibits, 
because of the fact that in some cases there was no question that 
the ballots were properly rejected. 

Mr. THAYER. Now, as I understand, some of these rejected 
ballots have been counted for either one of these parties. Have 
you got those that you threw out and did not count for either? 
Have you got the number that you did not count for either here? 

Mr. MANN, They are all here. We have the entire record 
here. 

Mr. THAYER. Have you, by themselves, 
not count for either party? 

Mr. MANN. It is perfectly evident that we have not, for all 
these ballots are bound by the Clerk of the House in these books. 
I would be very glad to show the gentleman some of the ballots 
in the record which we did not count. 

Mr. THAYER. I think it being soclose we ought to scrutinize 
each one of these ballots, and each member determine for himself 
whether it should be counted for either of the parties or not. 

Mr.MANN. Why, of course, that is the privilege of the mem- 
bers of the House, and I would be very glad, indeed, to allow 
everybody else to examine these ballots for himself, I know that 
I spent three or four weeks of solid work in this case, and I am 
perfectly willing that the gentleman from Massachusetts should 
take these ballots home with him and take the printed record _ 
investigate all of these ballots. If he so desires it would be « 
pleasure for me to afford him an opportunity. 

Mr. THAYER. I did not know but what the committee had 
done so, and that it could be easily referred to. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will read the report of the ma- 


AsI understand, you have here before you all 
Am I 


Not thrown out. 


those that you did 


jority of the committee he will find the ballots referred to par- 
ticularly from each precinct and a description given of every 
ballot which we count, and every ballot in those precincts which 
we do not count, and the reason for it. 

Mr. THAYER. We might be better satisfied if we inspected 
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them and came to our own conclusion. 
inquiry. 

Mr. MANN. The ballots are practically all here for inspec- 
tion, Mr. Speaker. The gentleman has been here for some time. 
If he finds an objection to the character of the ballots on inspec- 
tion, he has the right to make that objection known. There is 
practically no difference about the character of the marks upon 
the ballots. It is true that a particular ballot might have a little 
stronger imprint than another, but the charac ter of the ballot is 
the same through the district. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the reason they give in this case for not 
wishing to count these ballots is that under a decision of the 
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That is the point of my 


supreme court of Kentucky they claim the ballots are not suffi- | 


ciently identified. In a case in the Kentucky court of appeals it 
was decided in reference to these rejecte 1d ballots that they must be 
sealed up properly and accompanied with a proper true statement. 
And although this language was not necessary to the opinion of 
the supreme court in that case, we claim that we do not conflic t 
with it in any way whatever, and I will read to you the founda- 
tion of the claim upon which the minority rests its case. 

Referring to the statute requiring that a true statement shall be 
returned with the ballots, showing whether they have or not been 
counted, the Supreme Court says: 

Moreover, section 1476 seems to prohibit such a statement being mude upon 






the ballot itself as was done by the clerk in the case referred to. Ce ns¢ 
quently, the statement, in order to carry with it verity, must be made ona 
separate paper, sit gned. by all the officers of election; and its relation to the 
particular ballot it refers to must be clearly shown by attaching them to 
gether, or in some other satisfactory manner, and sealed up ¢ und returned to 
the clerk of the county court with the returns of the elections. 

Now, the contestee claims that in this precinct where there 


were 112 rejected ballots, it was the duty of the judges of elec- 
tion to make separate statements and attach one to each one of 
the 112 ballots, stating that that particular ballot had not been 
counted. It must be remembered that the law of Kentucky pro- 
sidan no blank form for this purpose. There is no form sent out 
by the election officers to the election judges. The contention 
of the contestee is that it was the duty of the judges of elections, 
the mandatory duty of the judges of elections, to write out a 
statement, ‘*This ballot was not counted,’’ signed by each of 
the election officers, and in some way attach it to the ballot. 
I may say, in passing, that it has been one of the things that I 
a not understand how marking a ballot on the back identifies 
, but fastening a paper to it does not. The supreme court of 
Ke ntucky says you can not make this statement on the back of 


the ballot, because that is forbidden by the law which forbids | 


making an identifying mark of any kind on the ballot. But you 


can put it on a separate piece of paper and attach that paper to | returned with the e 


| tion r 


the ballot. That is a distinction that requires the fine acumen of 
my friend from Mississippi or the gentleman from Kentucky. 
We say in this case that the law has been complied with and 
that this decision of the supreme court of Kentucky has been 
complied with. The court of appeals of Kentucky said that this 
statement should be attached to the ballot or made in some other 
satisfactory manner, sealed up, and returned to the clerk of the 
county court. In each case where we have counted rejected bal- 
lots we have found in the record the return of the judges of elec 


tion certifying to these rejected ballots, certifying to the number | 


of ballots re jecte dd, 
time they left the judge s of 
committee room here in the House, 

Now, I call the attention of the House to what the judges of 
elections actually did do. The contestee claims that there should 
have been a statement attached to each ballot. The law does not 
so state. The supreme court does not so state. The minority of 
the committee seeiinan [ suppose, what they considered to be 
the strongest precinct in their favor in their report selected Elec- 
tric Light precinct No. 20, and this is what the minority of the 
committee say: 


f election until they appeared in thé 






absolutely identifying the ballots from the | 
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duced by the county clerk of Warren County, who testified that 
these ballots were returned to him by the judg s of election: that 
they were opened by the board of electic n canvassers at the ‘oper 
time, and that they had remained in his custody ever since; and 
upon this linen envelope in which these ballots were returned ap- 
pears this indorsement: ** None of these ballots have been counted 
for anyone,”’ signed by all the = rs of e] n, all four of them. 

Now, the only trouble in refere *-TO any sStatemel s that the 
law provides that the questioned ‘ballot whi ive been counted 
and the questioned or rejected ballots which have 1 been 
counte “dl, but have bes hn rejec ted, shall be return d 1e 
ee and without a statement it would be imp 
election canvassers to determine whether a ballot w 
found in the record subject to be counted hi id been counted had 
not been. And that is the reason for having a “true stateme? 
made. 

But here is the statement on the outside of this linen loy 
‘* None of these ballots have been counted for a one;”’ a 
is signed by all the election officers. Wha the y 
ing that these election officers should have been com} to 
write out 100 of these statements—practically a physical 
bility—after the vote had been counted and the retm mad 
out on the night of the election? How « unyone reasonabl 
say that the ballots are not identified because each one of t 
has not attached to it a statement it that ticular 1} t had 
not been counted? 

Now, that is not all. The return of the ele n officers from 
this precinct, as from all other precincts in the State wl the 
law was complied with and where we have counted ai illots, 
sets out the number of ballots which have been cast, t unber 
of ballots which have been counted, the number of ball which 

| have been rejected, the number of ballots which have been rked 
‘spoiled,’’ and the number of ballots which have been destroyed 
because not used. In the Electric Light precinct, which gentle 
men choose to set out as their spec ial precinct, the election offi- 
cials returned the number of ballots counted as valid, 264; the 
number of ballots que stioned or rejected, 100; the number of bal- 

| lots marked *‘spoiled,’’ 10; the total number of ballots cast (which 
of course did nal include the ‘‘ spoiled *’ ballots), 374. 

Here is another absolute certificate that there were 100 r« ted 
ballots—another compliance with and true statementof the law— 
that these ballots had been rejected—all of m. 

| Here are two statements, each not only a compliance with the 
| law, but each a compliance with the decision of the court of ap- 
peals of Kentucky, that the ‘* true statement ’’ was to be returned 
sealed with the election returns. Each of these statements was 





There is not only v ng the certificate required by law to identify these 
ballots, but in some ances there is not even parole evidence offered to 
prove them. 

It is alleged that 100 ballots were rejected at Electric Light precinct, War- | 
ren County; not one of the officers of the election at that precinct testified, 
and Edley, the Republican county clerk, testified, page 27 of the record, as 
tollows: 

**Q@. How many ballots were returned, if any, from the Electric Light pre- 
< nee No. 20, and how did they come to your hands? 

. There were 100 re ‘turned by the election officers of said precinct in a 


scaled.’ 
And the minority of the committee further say: 


line 2 envelope duly s 


It also: eppe ars from the return of the officers of election at this precinct, 
page 12 of the rocord; that there were 44 votes in addition to the se cast and 
those questioned that are wholly unaccounted for by the testimony, and non 


constat that these were not a part of the ballots in the record. 
They take this as their strongest case, Electric Light precinct, 


where we have counted the 62 rejected ballots for Moss and 26 | 


for Rhea, rejected a portion of them, and they laid particular 
stress that in this precinct the ballots are not sufficiently identi- 
fied by the judges, or in the case at all. 

Here is therecord, The record shows that the ballots were pro- 


| 





lection returns. One of them was the elec- 


turn itself sealed in an envelope, and the other was the 


indorsement upon the other sealed envelope that none of 1 ul 
lots had been counted. 

[am perfectly willing to rest my case upon the question \ er 
a general certificate, embracing all the ballots, is a compliance 
with the law, or whether the judges of elections must write 01 
and attach to each separate baliot a certificate, althoug] e- 
quired by law or by the decision of the supreme court Ken- 
tucky. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this case which the gentlemen on the other 
side rely apon the case of Anderson v. Likens—is not the only 

| case Which the supreme court of Kentucky has decide refey 
| ence to election matters That case was decided by the « rt ol 
appeals of Kentucky November 19, 1898; but in a - 
quently decided by the court, the court passed upon other | 
and came to other conclusion In the « of Booe v. K 
which was decided subsequently to the case of Anderson v. I : 
the supreme court of Kentucky, whil not referring to a 
tion of the ballots themselves, w] not de ig the ] 
law in the opinion, passed upon the b illots in this lar 

In answer to this we will add that we exan 
and are satisfied that the decis 
Dudley the certificate of elec t} 
can be determined from an inspt f 
the court below, and that on the merits of 
denied. 

Here was an expression of opinion that the Supreme ¢ t had 
decided upon the record in the case of Bo 

| upon the merits of the case the court bel ; 

Mr. FOX, Has the gentleman t il volun t 

| report? 

Mr. MANN. Mr aker, I do1 now who has th inal 
volumes of any of these cases. I have not been fortut ugh 
to get hold of any of the court reports during the last we I 

| supposed the gentlemen on the other side had them. 

Mr. BOWIE. The report has been in the pos 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. SmirH]. I handed it to him myself 
at his request. 

Mr. MANN. Iam not reflecting on anyon 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It can not be disput od that the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. BurGEss] got it f ‘rom me. 
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Mr. MANN. I have been chasing for these reports, and they 


seem to have been going round in a sort of merry-go-round. 
Mr. Speaker, I had the original report. I had the original rec- 


ord from the clerk of the court of appeals of Kentucky. I know 
what the court decided because I have examined the original rec- 
ord of the case. I have the original ballots which the court of 


appeals of Kentucky said were properly counted. They were re- 
jected ballots. There was no “true statement”’’ attached to those 


ballots. The court of appeals of Kentucky said that they had 
examined those ballots and that they were properly counted; and 
in this case the county canvassers had counted 7 ballots for the 


Democrats and 2 ballots for the Republicans—rejected ballots— 
and that had changed the result. 
I have the 7 ballots which were counted to change the result, 


which the supreme court of Kentucky said was a proper re- 
sult. There is no ‘‘true statement”’’ attached to any of these 
ballots. There was no “true statement,’’ such as the gentleman 
on the other side of the aisle insist upon, connected with any of 
these ballots, and there are ballots in this case exactly like the 
ballots which we have in the matter pending before the House. 
Here is a ballot which I will defy anybody on the floor of this 
House to determine as to whether the original mark was made in 
one place or in the other, and yet the court of appeals of Ken- 


tucky said thatit should be counted for the Democratic candidate 
for county clerk. 

The gentlemen who are opposed to contestant make another 
point in this case: In each of the ballots in Kentucky there is a 
blank space below the name of the candidate large enough in 
which to write the name of another candidate, and there is a 
square opposite not only the name of the candidate, but a square 
opposite the blank space. It very often happens that the voter, 
in voting, marks his cross in the square opposite the blank space 
below the name of the candidate instead of in the square opposite 
the name of the candidate. In those cases in the pending contest | 
we counted them, because the law of Kentucky says that no ballot 
shall be rejected where you can arrive at the intention of the voter, 
and we thought it clear that where the voter had marked the blank 
space below the name of the: candidate, the two places being in- 
closed, he intended to vote for the candidate whose name was | 
printed in connection with it. 

At that time I had not seen the decision of the supreme court | 
of Kentucky in the case of Booe v. Kenner, but in these original | 
ballots, which the court of appeals of Kentucky said should be 
counted, there are several ballots, I may say to my friend from 
Mississippi, where the court of appeals counted a ballot where the 
only mark was in the blank space below the name of the candi- 
date. Ishall be delighted to present for examination to my hyper- 
critical friends from Kentucky and on the minority these ballots 
passed upon as legal by the court of appeals of Kentucky, and let 
them reconcile the opinions of that court in accordance with their 
own suggestion. 

It is not my intention, Mr, Speaker, to weary the House with 
these matters. I know very well that in matters of this kind the 
House must depend largely upon the opinion of the committee 
which makes the report. Itis with that consciousness that the | 
members of the Committee on Elections have attempted to de- 
cide this case fairly and impartially upon its merits, believing | 
and hoping that whatever may be done with this particular case 
the members of that committee might merit and receive the con- 
fidence and approbation of their fellow-members on the floor of 
this House. Mr. Speaker, I would not for any consideration vote 
to turn aman out of a body which I believe to be the greatest | 
body of men on earth if I thought that he had even a reasonable | 
chance of doubt in his behalf. 

The contestant in this case was a Republican candidate. I do 
not know whether he is a Republican or not. I do not care what 
his present politics may be. He had been a Democrat in former 
years. In the break-up of politicalalignment in Kentucy he be- 
came allied to the so-called anti-Goebel Democrats. I know not 
and I care not, so far as this contest is concerned, what his poli- 
tics may be; but I thoroughly believe that he received a majority 
of the votes cast at the election, and although that majority is 
small it makes no difference in the chance and luck of elections 
whether the successful candidate receives 1 majority or 50,000 | 
majority; he isas much entitled to his seat upon a majority of | 
26 as he would be entitled to a majority of 26,000. 

You will notice, Mr. Speaker, that I have not referred to the 
Goebel election law of Kentucky, and it is not my purpose to in- | 
dulge in any special comments upon that law, which did not af- 
fect and which does not control the method of voting in that | 
State. This election was held while the Goebel election law was | 
in force. The Goebel election law provided for the selection of | 
three State election commissioners by the State legislature. It | 
srovided that these three State election commissioners should se- | 
lect three county election commissioners in each county. It pro- 
vided that these three county election commissioners should select ! 
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four election officers in each precinct, to be divided equally be- 
tween the parties. 

The only criticism I have to make in reference to that is that if 
you place the power of elections wholly in a partisan body elected 
by another partisan body, absolutely removed from local infiu- 
ences, and then provide that if these judges of election fail to per- 
form the duties of their office you can not count the ballots on the 
one hand or prosecute the election officers on the other hand, then 
all hope of fair elections is forever removed. I make no claim 
that such action was taken in this case. I make no criticism on 
the precinct election officers in this case; but if the law provided, 
as contended in behalf of the contestee, that it was the duty of 
these election officers to attach to each of the rejected ballots in 
their precincts a separate statement, stating that these ballots had 
not been counted, then I say that it is placing upon election offi- 
cers an opportunity such as they have nowhere else, and then I 
say it is the result also of partisan selection of election officers re- 
moved from local control. 

Why, you can not prosecute one of these election officers for not 
attaching a certificate to each of these ballots. The law does not 
provide for it. You could not prosecute one. There is no evi- 
dence of intent to commit acrime. There is no evidence that the 
people did not intend to be absolutely fair. They complied with 
the law; they complied with the decision of the court; they com- 
plied with the statute, and if the law were otherwise they en- 
deavored to comply with it. But suppose we say that it is the 
duty of the judges to do so and so, and the judges are all partisan 
judges, selected for partisan purposes, removed from local con- 
trol, where the people of the county can not rebuke them in any 
way, and then say that they have the power to throw out all of 
the Republican ballots or all of the Democratic ballots in a pre- 
cinct, and there is no way of getting atit.  . 

The gentleman may smile at the idea of throwing out all of the 
Republican ballots in a precinct; but remember that in the one 
city of Bowling Green more than 300 ballots which are entitled 
to be counted were rejected by these judges of election, and prob- 
If they knew they had the power, with- 
out molestation by law, to elect a man to an office by simply say- 
ing, ‘‘ There is a question about a ballot and we reject it,’’ there 
is absolutely no security for honest elections. 

Mr. Speaker, I should be very glad,if any member of the House 
wishes to ask any particular question in regard to this matter, to 
explain it as far as may be within my power. 

Mr. PALMER. How did you identify the rejected ballots? 

Mr. MANN. The rejected ballots, under the law, were in- 
closed by the precinct election officers in a large official linen bag, 
such as I show to my friend from Pennsylvania. This bag is an 
official bag, furnished by the county clerk. After the rejected 
ballots were placed in a bag, it was sealed with sealing wax, and 
the county seal is impressed upon the sealing wax in this case. 
It should be in every case. It is sealed across the flap and the 
names of the election officers written across the flap. 

Mr. PALMER. That bag contains nothing but the rejected 
ballots? 

Mr. MANN. This contains nothing except the questioned, re- 
jected, and spoiled ballots. In this case which I refer to, and in 
every case where we counted any ballots, the certificates of the 
officers show that all of the ballots from that precinct were re- 
jected, and that there were no questioned ballots. There are 
cases in the record were some ballots are rejected and some of 
the ballots are questioned, without a statement telling which of 
the ballots are questioned and counted and which are rejected, 
and in those cases the committee did not count anything from 
the precinct. 

Mr. PALMER. Is there any evidence before the committee as 
to the reasons for which the judges rejected the ballots? 

Mr. MANN. Oh, there was parole evidence, yes: but the rea- 
sons are quite plain upon the face of the ballots, I think. 

Mr. PALMER. That was because the marks appeared in two 
circles? 

Mr. MANN. Yes. 

Mr. PALMER. What did you do with the ballots that had the 
pencil marks on them? 

Mr. MANN. Wecounted them. The law of Kentucky pro- 
vides, not that a ballot shall be rejected if it has an identifying 


| mark upon it, but that it shall be rejected if the voter, for the 


purpose of committing fraud, places an identifying mark upon it. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. He 
is mistaken in that proposition. : 

Mr. MANN. Well, I beg the gentleman’s pardon, but I am 
not mistaken in the proposition. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. The law will show. 

Mr. PALMER. Was there any evidence in this case that the 
identifying mark was put upon the ballot by the voter, or was it 
in evidence that it was put on by the clerk? 

Mr. MANN, The only evidence in the case was a sort of guess 
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evidence introduced in behalf of the contestant for the purpose 
of showing that it was put on by the clerk, but the evidence did 
not prove that fact. There was no evidence tending to show that 
it was put on by anybody else, including the voter. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Now, if the gentleman will permit 
me, I made the statement, in contradiction of his statement, that 
where there was a distinguishing mark upon the ballot it could 
not be counted. The gentleman said that if the voter had put it 
on it could not be counted. 

Mr. MANN. [still say that. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I say if it is there a 
can not be counted. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I read from section 1570 of the elec- 
tion law: 

Any ballot having any of the distinguishing marks m 
tion shall not be counted for any candidate voted for at 

If that is not as plain as a sentence can be drawn, I should like 
to know how it could be made any plainer. 

Mr. MANN. Itis perfectly plain, and I will read to the gen- 
tleman what the section says. What the gentleman quotes is: 


t all, the ballot 





ntioned in this sec 


that election 


Any ballot having any of the distinguishing marks mentioned in th 


Ss sex 
tion shall not be counted 

Now, what the section says is: 

If any person shall induce or attempt to induce any elector * * to 
place on his ballot : any sign or device of any kind as a distinguish 
ing mark by which to indicate to any other person how such elector has 


voted 

That is the section. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. 
tains that language. 

Mr. MANN. And it refers to a case where the elector places 
the distinguishing mark upon the ballot. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I beg the gentleman’s pardon 

Mr. MANN. Oh, I beg the gentleman’s pardon. I can read. 
The section expressly says: 

To induce any elector to place on his ballot 
device of any kind as a distinguishing mark. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Will the gentleman permit another 
question? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. That book you exhibit contains not 
alone the rejected ballots, but it contains those ballots that may 
have been questioned and counted. They are put in together. 
Now, I want to know how your committee distinguished the bal- 
lots put into these books that had been merely questioned and 
counted and those which have been rejected. You find in that 
book 20 ballots. Now, how can you tell which particular ones of 
those ballots were simply questioned and counted and which ones 
were rejected and not counted? 

Mr. MANN. Ifa portion of the ballots were rejected and re- 
turned, I do not know how I could tell without a particular state- 
ment, 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. How, then, can you tell whether a 
portion had been questioned and counted or a portion had been 
questioned and rejected, or whether they had all been rejected? 
How can you ascertain that proposition? 

Mr. MANN. Iam frank to tell you how I arrive at that con- 
clusion. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. I refer to Electric Light precinct, No. 20. That 
is a fair sample by way of illustration. Now, the precinct 
judges of the election, or the election officers, return in their 
statements the number of ballots counted as valid 264, number of 
ballots questioned or rejected 100, number of ballots cast 374. 
Now, it seemed perfectly evident to the committe that 374 ballots 
were cast, and 274 were counted, and 100 returned as questioned. 
Those 100 were not counted, and hence were rejected. Now, Ido 
not know whether that is a correct conclusion or not; but it 
seemed to me just as patent as to say that one and one make 
two. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. 
in error. Let us see. 

Mr. MANN. Well, let us see if I am mistaken; 100 and 27. 
make 874. I can understand nothing more clear than that. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Listen, will you? The total num- 
ber that is counted as valid is 274; the number of ballots ques- 
tioned and rejected, 100. Now, you do not know how many of 
that 100 were included in those that were counted as valid, 

Mr. MANN. Yes, I do. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. How do you know? 

Mr. MANN. We have here the statement that 374 ballots were 
cast, and they counted 274, and there were 100 they did not count, 
and they have so certified to that 100. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Then that 100 were questioned or 
rejected—questioned or rejected? 

Mr. MANN. Yes. 


Yes; I agree that the section con- 


hk + * * 


any sign or 


I think the gentleman is very much 
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Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. There area number of them { 
were merely questions d. and counted in the 264. 

fr. MANN. What became of t er ballots 

Mr. SMITH of Kentacky. That \ tion you W ll } 
ask the election officers 

Mr. MANN. You wish me to im] { un Wi 
the returns. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. No; Ido1 

Mr. MANN. We accept the return thi Y 
which says that they had 374 votes cast They inted 
274, and they have rejected 100. Now, we find in t 
bag, which you contend are questioned ball \ 
that they are questioned or rejected. But there yw ) 
ballots there. If they were not all rejected t] 
turns of the officers are false. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. If th ntleman will pen ! t 
suggest, the questioned ballots that re 1 ted ar placed 3 11 
box, to which each of the election officers has a ke 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. Only those that were counted are put 
in that book, and this report is made. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman is to a certain extent co1 
to a certain extent not correct. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. That is true. 

Mr. MANN. Allthe ballots are counted. T! questioned or 
those rejected ballots are sealed up in one envel he 


ballot box. The ballot box has two k: in the ] n 
of one of the Democratic judges and one in the possession of one 


of the Republican judges—and it takes both keys t »p 
Here, now, all the ballots were found, so that there v i+ bal- 
lots cast; 274 of those are counted as ba s not questioned 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. They are counted as ballots. They 
may have been questioned, but they are counted as ballots. 

Mr. MANN. Very well; 274 were counted as valid and 100 
were not counted as valid, and that means that 100 were rejected 


Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. There is no statement in the certif 
cate to that effect at all. There is 100 either counted or rejected. 

Mr. MANN. Not at all; there were 100 rejected. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. One-half of them may have 
included in those counted. 

Mr. MANN. It is a matter of arithmetic. If tl 
says that a portion was included in the 264 counted, what becaine 
of the rest of the ballots? 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I do not undertake to acco 
them. Iam undertaking to show the gentleman tl the gen 
election certificate can not be made to take the place of a st 
ment that our statute requires shall accompany the ballots for t! 
purpose of identification. 4 

Mr. PALMER. What isa questioned ballot? 

Mr. MANN. A ballot that is counted and the validity of which 


is questioned by a judge of election. It may be counted by the 
election officers, but still it is returned as a questioned ballot. 
Now, there are cases in this record where it is impossible to 


tell whether the ballots were rejected or whether they were q 
tioned merely, and in this case we have not counted them at 


all. But it is as plain as that 1 and 1 make 2 that in this p 
cinet the 100 ballots which were not counted were rejected bal- 
lots. That isa mere matter of arithmetic. In that particular 
precinct, and that is one which the gentlemen on the other side 
have dwelt upon most strongly in their opinion, and I call th 
attention of the House to the fact that there is a certifica ve 
the signatures of the four election officers stating that not on: 
them had been counted for anybody. 

Mr. SCOTT. Is it not true that the ballots that were questioned 
and counted were deposited in the ballot box? 

Mr. MANN. Itis true that in that precinct there were no |} 
lots questioned. Ifthere had been ballots counted | 
they would have gone with the rejected ballots ri 
show that there were no ballots questioned and co l. The 
turns in other precincts show the same thing. 

Mr. PALMER. What you want is to get an ho { 

Mr. MANN. Not so much an honest return as to f 
upon the record was fairly elected to the office under Ke 
tucky law and in accordance with the Kentucky statutes and tl 
decision of the Kentucky court of appeals 

We have taken the court of appeals of Kentucky as a ide for 
determining the Kentucky election law, although we have 1 ! 
considered that we were bound, so far as the rule of evidence was 
concerned, by the construction o ek icky court of ay 
but, so far as the result is concerned, we have absolutely fol 
lowed not only the Kentucky statutes, but the Kentucky court 
of appeals’ decisions. 

Mr. PALMER. Why did you not count the ballots not qi 
tioned and not counted for somebody? 

Mr. MANN. Well, we find a case like this, for instante: \ 

' find a return like this in Logan County, and there wet ‘ 
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charges of fraud made by the contestant against the contestee’s 
ca n Logan County. If 1 remember rightly, the contestee’s 
brotl ne of the election officers in Logan County. 

M RHEA of Kentucky. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. He 
is an tion commissioner, and has nothing to do with the con 
ai { olls on ele ‘tion day. 

Ir. MANN. Well, I call an election commissioner one of the 
e] officer But, as far as the case shows, there was no 
proof of fraud on his partat all. But this occurred: In a certain 
precinct, Ferguson, No. 10, the judges of the election made this 
return 
} ber of ba alid 1 
| { 
Wi , 
r iia 
\ kk « Vi ) 
x 

a Case V cy « ied to 21 ballots cast and 245 
AS « 1, and they n %3 votes for the two candidates for 
Co But we did not pay any attention to that case at all 
1 do not know but that we would have had an excuse for throw 
in ut ! inn We found rejected ballots coming from that 
| n { claimed to be rejected ballots. We found 
ballots in the record there questioned, rejected, or spoiled, and w 
could not determine, and we did not attempt to determine which 

M RHEA of Kentucky The ntleman does not mean for 
t H et nderstand that my brother signed that certificate 
or was an clection officer or in any capacity was present at that 
polling place? 

Mr. MANN I hope the House did not misunderstand m« I 
have notthe slightest doubt thatif the gentleman's brother had b« 
in election officer the ballots would have been properly returned. 

Now, there are othercases. We found a case at precinct No. 4 
Logan County. Inthis precinct the election officer made a state 
ment like this: 

Whole number of ballots cast 
Wi e number of rejected ballots 
Wh number of ballots marked ‘spoiled’. l 

We find in the record, in connection with the envelope returned 
for precinct election officers, an envelope marked ‘* spoiled and 
contested ballots,’ and in that we find 8 ballots. The record 

ins to show 3 ballots were counted by the precinct officers, and 
3 not counted. It is impossible to tell which of the 8 ballots in 
the record, if any, were rejected ballots, which of them were 
counted, and which of them were not counted by the precinct 
officers, and therefore we counted not any of them. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky, As I am reasonably familiar, I 


think, with the election law of Kentucky, the gentleman will 


allow tomakeasuggestion. Takea precinct in which 300 vote 
have | 1 polled. Thereare 100 0f them questioned; but of thos« 
the precinct officers count 50. In their general statement or cer 
tificate they say that 250 votes have been counted as valid. The 
next item is questioned or rejected ballots, of which they say there 
were 100, ¥y h, added to the 250, would make 350 votes polled. 
That is the gentleman’s method of getting at his result. The 
truth, however, would be that of the 100 questioned ballots 50 had 
been counted and included in the specification of the 250 votes 
counted as valid. That is the difficulty with the gentleman's 
method of computation. ; 


“Mr. MANN. In every 


‘ 


y one of these cases we have verified the 
number of ; counted as valid by examining the returns as to 
how many votes were actually cast for the different candidates. 
What the gentleman supposes to occur would be an absolute im 
possibility. 

Mr. BURGE Allow me to ask the gentleman from Illinois 
aquestion. The original ballots returned as valid are not in the 
record, are they? 

Mr. MANN. Of course the original ballots are in the record. 

Mr. BURGESS. Those that are here mentioned as returned 
ballots, are they in the record? 

Mr. MANN. Oh,.the original ballots which were counted as 
valid and not questioned are not in the record. 


SS. 


Mr. BURGESS. Very well; now, this was a general election, 
in which candidates for all offices were voted for. My question 
is this: The gentleman asserts that we can determine that certain 
ballots were rejected, because the returning officers recite so many 
q dand rejected ballots; and then he claims that by the 
n process of addition you can determine that all those were 
re ted. Now, Iask the gentleman how he can do that when he 
can not determine that the 100 ballots, we will say, counted as 
valid were any of them for Mr. Moss or Mr. Rhea, except th« 
number r 1, which in each instance is short of the valid num 
ber of ballots? 


In other words, in a general election, a voter may have voted 
for county clerk and no other officer, for sheriff and no other offi- 
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cer. That ballot may have been counted as a valid ballot, and a 
questioned ballot may have been counted for Mr. Rhea. In such 
a case these returns will not demonstrate that it was a rejected 
ballot. Hence the gentleman's whole argument falls to the ground 
as not being consistent with the returns. 

Mr. MANN. Well, Mr. Speaker, I would not wish to say for 
a moment that the gentleman’s arithmetic is not good, but I sug- 
gest to him that he examine the figures in the case. I have sim- 
ply cited one They all alike. In every case we have 
counted the ballots as plain as anything can be. Here are, we 
will suppose, 374 ballots on the table. The election officers lay 
aside 274 which they have counted and 100 which have not been 
counted for anybody. It is perfectly evident that if they have 
received 374 ballots and have counted only 274 there are 100 bal- 
lots which have not been counted at all. If the gentleman can 
not understand that arithmetic, I confess my inability to enlighten 
him on the point. 

Mr. WHEELER. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. WHEELER. If a ballot were cast for county clerk 
Warren County and not voted in the Congressional race, would 
it not, under the Kentucky law, be mandatory upon the precinct 


election officers to certify that vote as having been cast as a valid 


case. are 


of 


Mr. MANN. 
question, 

Mr. WHEELER. 
county clerk 

Mr. MANN. Certainly that would be a valid vote. 

Mr. WHEELER. And would not the precinct election officers 
be required under the Kentucky law to certify that that vote was 
a valid ballot and counted? 


Iam not sure that I understand the gentleman’s 


If in a general election some one voted for 


{ 


cast as 
Mr. MANN. If the election officers counted it as a valid bal- 
lot, as they ought to do. 
Mr. WHEELER. We presume that they did their duty, 
V 


Then they will have to certify that vote? 
Mr. MANN. Y as one of the ballots cast. 
Mr. WHEELEI Then your record would show that among 
ballots cast at this election was this ballot cast for county 
rk, though it had no relation to the Congressional race? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. WHEELER. Then will the gentleman explain, not as a 
conclusion, but as a matter of fact, how it happens that among 
the ballots certified as cast by the precinct election officers there 
were no ballots cast for county officers which were not cast in the 
Congressional race? 

Mr. MANN. Quite to the contrary; I presume there were a 
number. We do not undertake to say anything of the sort. The 
figures that I have been referring to have nothing to do with the 
Congressional race. This does not mean that there were 264 bal- 
lots cast for Mr. Rhea and lost, or on Congressman at all. This 
does not mean and it does not say there were 264 votes cast for 
Congress, but that 264 ballots were counted, 

Mr. WHEELER. Will the gentleman permit me just a little 
bit further? While that is entirely true, it is upon the hypothesis 
of the number of ballots utilized that you base your calculations 
in regard to the rejected and questioned ballots. Am I correct in 
that? 

Mr. MANN. Well, I will not say yes or no, because I do not 
understand what you mean. Suppose you elucidate further. 

Mr. WHEELER. What I meanis this. You take the whole 
number of ballots certified as cast and the number of ballots re- 
turned as questioned or rejected, and upon the basis of the whole 
1umber of those cast and those returned you arrive at the conclu- 
sion that the ballots returned as questioned or rejected are the 
identical ballots; those returned now are the rejected ballots and 
all 

Mr. MANN. Why certainly we do not arrive at anything of 
the sort. We have the certificate. These ballots are returned in 
an envelope in a particular way to the county clerk, who states 
these are the ballots, and we have his testimony. 

Mr. WHEELER. Ido not mean that. 

Mr. MANN. Then you misstate the question. 

Mr. WHEELER. Perhaps I am not clear. Some of those 
ballots are returned as questioned and they may have been 
counted, and the gentleman arrives at the conclusion that these 
ballots returned as questioned have not been counted because, by 
adding the total number of ballots returned as questioned or re- 
jected to the total number of votes counted he arrives at the 
conclusion that, as that tallies with the certificate of the count- 
ing officer, that was the total number of votes polled, and that 
therefore some of these votes questioned or rejected must be the 
same ones mentioned in the certificate and not counted. 

Mr. MANN, Well, the gentleman has made a statement of his 
own. 


Mr. WHEELER. 


es 
> 
we 
| 
the 


cl 


Is not that correct? 
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Mr. MANN. Thai is not correct. Mr. MANN. Ir t 

Mr. WHEELER. Well, then, Lhave been laboring under a mis eMr. FOX. Mr. &S P71 I 
apprehension. I understood the gentleman to say tomy colleague | want to ask hima q n I think w 
here that that was the way they knew these particular ballots had | to agree about the facts, and I | ( ve will. 1 
not been counted. L misunderst d the gentle l I 1 1 nt] 

Mr. MANN. That is the way we determined that the ball say that no questioned ballot mak ) 
which are returned in the beginning in rejected envelopes have | report of the majorit; \ 
been rejected and not counted. an envelope beari the tatel 

Mr. WHEELER. Let me put you a hypothetical « signed by the judges of el 

Mr. MANN. Butthe number of them is certified in the el Mr. MANN. Well, the gentl 
tion returns. Mr. FOX. I must have don b 

Mr. WHEELER. Supposing there were 300 votes cast, certified | tleman to say that. 
to, and that there are three of those ballots cast for county clerk Mr. MANN. No: I called attention to t! 
and not returned. tlemen of the minority selected as their batt] ound 

Mr. MANN. What do you mean by not returned? by singling it out in the minority report, and I ref 

Mr. WHEELER. Well, destroyed, because they were counted | case in full for the purpose of demonstrating t] bsure 
as valid. position of the gentlemen of the m y. Why, M1 

Mr.MANN. That is where the gentleman is misleading. The | if the position of the minority were correct, no ma 
gentleman ought to be perfectly familiar with the election law of | expect,in the State of Kentu , ti re of an] 

Kentucky, but at the time this law was in force the ballots that | and that is a libel upon the Stat vhich i \ 
were counted were not destroyed, and they are not destroyed now. | cause the people of that State, in my opinion, as well ; 

Mr. WHEELER. I understand that perfectly well, but still | in other parts of the country, hav » dl to take 
those ballots that were not destroyed are not here before the | of any candidate, or of any cl nery or fraud in the el ‘ 
House, nor are they questioned. Mr. FOX. Will th ntleman allow me a question I 

Mr. MANN. You state they were destroyed. m not going to make the mistake of arg thi e in the 

Mr. WHEELER. Then I retract that statement. They will ntleman’s time lam gon til I ret the f 
be put in the ballot box; in other words, three of them will be put | l make my rument, but J the { 
in the ballot box and then three ballots would be questioned but not a fact that the « el pe ! bi ju ned bal 1 
counted, and these ballots would be rejected and not counted, | the Electric Light p inct is the ily ¢ it | 
but the nine ballots would be returned as questionéd or rejected. | ment, signed by the officers of election, that there we 
Now, will the gentleman state to the House how he would arrive | counted? Is not that the only envelope kind? 
at the conclusion whether or not those three ballots that were Mr. MANN. It is not. 
questioned were not counted or were counted according to his Mr. FOX. Then I will ask you, if you have it ther 
statement. to the envelope inclosing the questioned ballots for K | 

Mr. MANN. If there were 300 ballots cast? precinct, No. 25, and see what the indorsement is on that; 1 1 

Mr. WHEELER. Yes. i do not want to make any mistake about a qu ion of 

Mr. MANN. And the judges of election counted all of them Mr. MANN. Ishould be very glad t tl itler 
but 6? itoit. I can not lay my hand upon it. 

Mr. WHEELER. Yes. Mr. FOX. There is no statement upon t s ther 

Mr. MANN. And returned they had counted 294 ballots, and Mr. MANN. I probably can tell that by referring t ut 
the questioned and rejected ballots were inclosed in the same | is easy enough. It is very likely there is 1 
envelope? Without anything further we could not determine, Mr. FOX. Of course, we cay differ about the consti 1 of 
and in such case we have not counted them. law. but we ought not to disagree about the ts. 

If the judges of election have 300 ballots cast and there were Mr. MANN. Uponthe ballot from the pr net which the gen- 
6 ballots which were not counted, and the 3 ballots which were | tleman cites there is an indorsement simply the names « he 


counted and questioned and the judges of election made the re- 
turn they had only counted 291 ballots, then we presume that all 
of the ballots in the envelope were rejected ballots, although it 
would be a false presumption, based on the false return by the | 
judges of election; and we have not presumed in any case that 
the judges of election made a false return, because if you pre- 


sume that there would be nobody elected at any time to any | 


office in that State, and that, of course, we could not concede, 

I reserve the balance of my time, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. LACEY. Before the gentleman sits down I should like to 
ask for a word of explanation. 

Mr. MANN. Iam very glad to yield. 

Mr. LACEY. In some of these envelopes there were ballots 
returned that had not been counted, that had been rejected, min- 
gled with others that had been counted although questioned, 

Mr. MANN. There were a few such returns. 

Mr. LACEY. And in those cases I understand you did not at- 
tempt to do anything. Because of the confusion of goods you 
could not separate one from the other. 

Mr. MANN. In those cases we paid no attention to the ballots, 
and refused to consider parole evidence upon the subject. 

Mr. LACEY. You accepted the return as conclusive? 

Mr. MANN. We accepted the return as conclusive in every 
case, although I am frank to say that I have some doubt in refer- 
ence to whether that would be the law or not; but we did not 
consider any ballot unless the return showed absolutely that all 
of the ballots in the envelope were rejected ballots, 

Mr. BOREING. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. BOREING. 
nois if it is not a fact that there were very few ballots that were 
returned questioned and counted? 

Mr. MANN. There were very few. 

Mr. BOREING. Can you state how many? 

Mr. MANN. That would be a guess, Mr. Speaker, and in an 
election case I am not willing to indulge in a guess upon any 
proposition whatever. 

Mr. BOREING. The reason I ask the question is that I think 
your report shows that there are very few. 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. It does show that there are a 
very few. 


There were some. 


| envelope containing the questioned ballots 


I should like to ask the gentleman from Tli- | 


election officers across the paster of the ballot 
Mr. FOX. Now, will the gentleman allow 
one more question? In reference to 


County, I will ask him whether there i 


me to ask him ju 
No. 9, in Sinipson 
indorsement on the 
from that p: 


as } 
precinct 


any 
: ‘ 


and if so, what that indorsement i 

Mr. MANN. I think the gentleman will have ample « 
nity to lay this particular case before the House. He m isk 
me as to each precinct in my time, 

Mr. FOX. That is the last question. 

Mr. MANN, I will say very frankly to the gentleman, as I 
said before, in some of these precincts there is no indor nt, 
and that we never rejected any of the ballots in those di 

Mr. FOX. You stated that you did not count any of t] bal- 
lots where there was no indorsement 

Mr. MANN. I did not state anything of the sort. W 
count any ballot where the judges of the ek n did 1 
showing absolutely by the certificate the nber of 1 
jected, meaning that all the ballots in the | n enve]l ! 
rejected. But the gentleman chor 3 tosay that we did 1 
duce parol evidence In his mino re ! rel 
| tric Light precinct No. 20, hes ere is no parol n 
| or other proof.’’ 

Why, Mr. Speaker, we have not to rely upon parol « 
to prove anything in this case except the ntity of tl 
from the hands of the county clerk, who certifies to th | 
being the legal custodian, and hence the gentleman f t to 
criticise us for not offering parol evidence in this parti \ 
which is the only case he sel his mi t. I 
called the attention of the Hot nd tl n 

| from that particular precinct at 1} th. If the gentlem: 

| to change now and admit that the ball that par ula 
precinct are valid, and take another tack, and write an r re- 
port, and select another precinct, ] ly willing ft nto 
the proof in the other precinct nd show that there were sufti- 
cient grounds for our conclu ' 

Mr. FOX. I will not follow the example you have in , 
an amended report that you brought in. 

Mr. MANN. I have not bro tin an: led r if I 
have, I must have written it in one of my dreams, as Brya ‘s 


of Cleveland doing. 
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Mr. FOX. You certainly made two reports. 

Mr. MANN. I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. FOX. Mr. Speaker, I yield such time to the gentleman 
from Texas as he desires; but before he proceeds, I will ask how 
much ti time has the gentleman from Illinois consumed? 


The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Dlinois has 
consum d one oni ind forty-five minutes. 
ir. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman who has just ad- 


— ssed the House enters into some of the history of the commit 
tee of which we are both members with reference to its previous 
decisions in questions like this. Being a new member, and for 
the first time on this committee, I know nothing of its previous 
record, and, frankly, I care less. 

Iam not concerned as to whether the committee decided the 
previous cases correctly or not. I hope for its honor that it did. 
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Tam mainly concerned about how it is trying now to have this | 


case decided. The gentleman speaks in defense of his purity of 

purpose; how he, together with his secretary, was so careful as 

to have these ballots all 
cast-up would be in the case. 

I am glad to see the gentleman so afraid of himself. It argues 
well for him, perhaps, in the future. But the question in this 
case—decisive, in my judgment, and upon which the minority feels 
certain the majority has blundered—is not one of count so much 
as one of legal import, as to whether any ballots in this record 
shall be counted or not. It is true we contend. and I think an in- 
spection of the ballots will support that contention, that even if 
these ballots contained in the record are oaneeny counted, ac- 
cording to correct rules of law, and the results added to the offi- 
cial return by which Mr. Rhea occupies his seat in this House, 
that the result of these returns will not be changed. 

3ut the first contention isin this case that none of these ballots 
contained in this record ought under law to be properly counted 
for any purpose in this contest. That question will arise, and I 
shall present it to you, upon the undisputed record which is be- 
fore you. There will be no controversy between the gentleman 
who has preceded me and myself as to the facts; and he will be 
forced, or those who reply for him will be forced, to meet the fair 
legal question which involves the distinct proposition of whether 
or not this Congress will follow the statute and decisions of a 
State with reference to its elections, or whether both will be 
overruled by the committee of this House, contrary to the de- 
cisions and without a single one to support it. 

I had intended briefly to cite the provisions of our Constitution 
and the decisions thereunder which define the boundaries of our 
power as a Congress to deal with Congressional elections in one 
of the States. The gentleman has frankly admitted that we are 
bound by the statutes of the State and the decisions of its su- 
preme court construing them, and hence I regard it as unnecessary 
to consume time to demonstrate the wisdom and the correctness 
of that admission. 

I will say, however, briefly, in the language of that splendid 
lawyer who wrote the minority report in this case, that the right 
to vote is not a matter guaranteed to any citizen in this country 
by the Constitution of the United States or any act of Congress. 
It isa State privilege. The only provision of the Constitution 
which could attach to an election in one of the States is that 
which has reference to the color line, and that is not involved in 
the remotest degree in this contest now before the House. 

The Constitution also provides that the members of the House 
of Representatives ‘‘in each State shall have the qualifications 
requisite for electors of the most numerous branch of the State 
legislature.’’ That provision is not involved at all in this case 
The Constitution also further provides that ‘‘ times, places, and 
manner of holding elections for Senators and 
shall be prescribed by the legislature thereof; but the Congress 
may at any time, by law, make or alter such regulations, except as 
to the places of choosing Senators.’’ That provision is not in- 
volved in this contest. 

Mr. Tucker in his work tersely and completely states this whole 
contention in the sentence when he says: 

Suffrage isa State privilege belonging to State citizenship and is exclu 
sively under State jurisdiction. 

The minority report says: 


The State of Kentucky has fixed the qualification of electors and has pre- 
ecribed the time, places, and manner of holding elections for Representatives 
in Congr 


ss. Although perfectly a. tent to do so, Congress has not at any 
time made such regulations or altered those made by the State of Kentucky 
Hence it follows this House is bound by the laws of the State of 


Kentucky and the decisions of her supreme court thereunder, and 
it is therefore perfectly obvious that the gentleman from Illinois 
admits the legal situation when he says this House is bound by the 
statr and decisions of the State of Kentucky touching upon the 
manner and conduct of her elections, Congressional or otherwise. 

Now, what is the real issue here between these two reports? 
Certain ballots are found in the record. The contention of the 
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ites 


Representatives | 


counted without knowing what the final | 
| stand the point about which we differ, 
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majority is that those ballots were rejected by election officials in 
the Third Congressional election district in Kentucky, and that 
here by this House, by this Congress, they should be recounted 
and the result added to the official returns. . And by that process, 
taking the official returns, which gave Mr. Rhea the election hv 
156 majority, they add enough votes to enone to bring him out 21 
votes in the lead. Going through the whole record and counting 
all they could afford to count, scrutinizing it with all the labor 
and patience of the gentleman from Illinois for three weeks, as 
he says, they have added out of these ballots to the official returns 
enough votes to make Rhea 21 votes behind. 

Now, I wish this House to carry that 21 majority, upon which 
the majority report stands, in its mind, for I intend to demon- 
strate, as I can as a lawyer, under the decisions of the supreme 
court, under the statutes of the State, and under the facts of this 
record, written down by the majority committee themselves, that 
there are more than enough votes in one precinct alone which 
they counted, that ought not to be counted, to change the result. 

Now. in a general way I want to state so every man can under- 
the way elections are con- 


| ducted in Kentucky in so far as they bear upon the points named 





| of ballots cast, _ 


| one, e svidently. 
| all voted, then this is what the law requires: 


in the discussion. They have there an official ballot. 
printed under the direction of the county clerk. They are re- 
quired to bear a fac simile of his signature. They are sent out in 
bound books of various numbers in accordance, I presume, with 
the judginent of the clerk as to the size of the precinct and the 
number of voters that will need them. That ballot has on it 
different columns above which appear different devices. These 
devices indicate the parties for which the nominees thereunder 
are named, like the log cabin for the Republicans and the rooster 
for the Democrats, and something else for the Populists, and so 
on. Beside each name is a square in which the voter is to mark 
his choice, and also blanks where he may vote for some one else 
than any of the names for the particular office, if he sees fit. 

A circle is under each device, upon which he may vote for the 
whole straight ticket by merely stamping in that. Now, the pro- 
cedure in the election is about this: The election officers are made 
up of two judges and a sheriff andaclerk. The two judges are 
required to be of different political faith, and the sheriff and clerk 
are required to belong to different political parties, and there is 
no contention here but what these provisions of the Kentucky 
law were carried out in this case, and the two parties were repre- 
sented. There is no necessity, noreason, for any fling being made 
with reference to fraud, because if one party was wrong the other 
was equally so, and it could not be charged to the Goebel law or its 
administration or to the Democracy of Kentucky that this or that 

failed to appear upon the ballots when they were returned. 

Now, the voter goes to the clerk of the election when the polls 
are open, and the clerk takes the ballot upon which are two stubs. 
He writes the name of the voter upon one stub and the name of 
the voter on another, tears it in two between, hands him the bal- 
lot with one of the stubs attached, and the voter goes into the 
booth, and he marks it as he may see fit. He comes back with it 
folded so that nothing will be disclosed except the stub and the 
name of the county clerk, showing that the ballot is official. Then 
the judge of elections, not the clerk, takes that ballot, tears from 
it the stub, and deposits the ballot in the ballot box. Now, that is 
exactly the simple process of voting under the existing law in 
Kentucky. 

And I pause here long enough to say that substantially those 
provisions have existed for years and years in Kentucky. The 
questions which arise in this case upon these two reports arise 
upon statutes more than twenty-five years old and that were not 
changed through all the Goebel period which is sought to be 
thrust into this case—I know not for what purpose—for no good 
Now, proceeding further, after the voters have 
The judges and the 
sheriffs and the clerks—the whole body of election officers—are 
furnished with a blank return. And I call attention to the fact 
that the form of the return, to which this printed form furnished 
by the county clerk to the election officers conforms, is provided 
for in section 1483 of the statutes, as follows: 

Src. 1488. The form of the return to be made on the inside of the cover of 
the stub book shall be substantially as follows: State of Kentucky, — - 
County, election held on the ———day of ———, 18—, in - precinct. 
Number of ballots counted as valid, ———; number of ballots questioned or 
rejected, ; number of ballots marked “ spoiled,” - ; whole number 
; number of votes received for governor by — 
number of votes received for lieutenant: governor ——— by ——— (and so for 
other State and county offices). * * We, the judges, sheriff, and clerk 


of election at the precinct mentioned, certify that the above is a correct re- 
turn of the election held therein on the day aforesaid. * * * 


Now, that refers only to ballots about which no question arises— 


They are 











| ballots against which none of the officers make any claim of in- 


validity. The statute continues: 


That if there are any ballots cast and counted or left uncounted, concern- 
| ing the legality or regularity of which there is any doubt or difference of 
opinion in the minds of the judges of election, said ballots shall not be de- 
stroyed, but sealed up and returned to the clerk of the county court with the 
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returns of the election for such judicial or other investigation as may be 
necessary, with a true statement as to whether they have or have not been 
counted; and if counted, what part and for whom. 

It must be quite clear, I think, to any lawyer that this section 
assumes that in these ballots which will not be included in the 
number cited in the returns as having been counted as valid 
there will be frequently some or all of the ballots questioned 
which were counted, but counted separately from he other bal- 
lots about which there was no question. It must also be clear to 
the legal mind that the returns provided for in one of these sec- 
tions by the legislature which enacted both sections could not 
have been dreamed of as covering the *‘ true statement ’’ provided 
for in the other section. And when any man on the floor of this 
House contends that the correct legal construction of this section 
providing for returns is that the returns provided for may be taken 
as covering the ‘‘ true statement’ provided for in the other sec- 
tion to be attached to the ballots, he goes against every authority 
of any weight that has ever treated of statutory construction in 
this country or in England, and he would be ashamed to state 
that kind of a proposition before any respectable court—even the 
court of a justice of the peace in the State of Texas. 

The familiar rule is that statutes upon the same subject are to 
be construed together, and that one is not held to cover the other 
completely, for such a construction would suppose a legislative 
body to be foolish enough to enact two statutes covering the same 
ground. These two statutes are to be treated as separate and 
distinct. Both statutes are mandatory in their terms, and they 
clearly, by any fair construction have not the same object in view. 

Now, our contention is that this statute, which is mandatory 
and which requires that all the questioned or rejected ballots 
shall be returned to the election board accompanied with a ‘*‘ true 
statement ’’ showing that they were counted or not counted, and 
if counted for whom, is to be applied to the facts of this case. 
It is admitted here that no statement of any sort is attached to 
any of the ballots that are sought to be counted by this com- 
mittee. 

The majority of the committee have been four w ecks in going 
over and inspecting these ballots with microscopic eyes from A 
to Z, and in all their searching they found one bag containing 
some ballots which, on the back of the bag, said they were not 


counted. That is all they could find. There was nothing on the | 
ballots themselves, mark you. There wasno statement to identify | 


them at all, and no man can say whether they are the ballots 
that were voted by the voters in that Kentucky election for Moss 
or Rhea or not. 


Mr. FOX. There is nothing on the back of any of the bags ex- | 


cept that from the Electric Light precinct. 

Mr. BURGESS. And only in the one case from the Electric 
Light precinct is there on the back of the bag containing ballots 
any attempted compliance with the statute, and that does not 
stite enough to identify anything. 


Mr. FOX. In that connection, if it does not bother my friend, | 


I want to call his attention to the fact that in many cases these 
ballots are not even identified as exhibits in this record. There 
is not a mark on them to identify them as part of the record 
whatever. 

Mr. BURGESS. I willsay for further explanation on that point 
that the only way that the ballots are attempted to be drawn into 
the record is in this way: The ballots returned are returned to 


the county clerk. The deposition of the county clerk is taken, | 


and with reference to some of the ballots he puts a mark on 
them, and he certifies they were ballots in his office, identifying 
them as being in his possession; but that is not the question. We 
are passing upon the action of the election officials under this 
statute with reference to these ballots before they reach the 
county clerk. 

It is when they are taken out of the box, when there is any ques- 
tion as to whether they were cast by voters or not. Then and 
there the election officials must identify the ballot about which 
there is a question and must affix in some way a statement to 


which they agree or disagree, so that there can not afterwards be | 


any question about whether that was the ballot about which the 
dispute arose. 


Mr. PALMER. Will youcontend that each ballot ought to be 


indorsed with a statement? 

Mr. BURGESS. No, sir; no, sir. The gentleman misunder- 
stood me if he drew any such conclusion as that. There never 
ought in any instance to be more than two statements, no matter 
how many ballots, and the. statute clearly indicates it, because 


when the statute fixes here the penalty for putting a mark on the | 


ballot, in brackets it expressly exempts putting a mark on the 
Pr tested ballot, and the inference is clear that if there were 100 
allots here, part of which were questioned and part of which were 
rejected, and you and I were the election judges, that the simple 
way of complying with the statute would be to make two state- 
ments, attach all the ballots to one, and say these ballots were 
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rejected and counted for nobody. and attach all the ballots to tl 
other and say these ballots were counted for So and so or no 
counted for So and so 

That is the plain. easy way of « plying with the stat 
Thatis all there istoit. There is 1 lty about it at all 
and all this fuss that is made in the n vy report about tl 
difficulty of complying with the statute ; mit attaching 
arate statements to each ballot, and tha ] 
dred statements written out and signed by all lvres 
and attached to each one, is ridiculous, That is not nten- 


tion at all. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Will the gentleman permit a qi 
right there? 

Mr. BURGESS. Yes. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Is it not a fact that that was the v 
contention of the contestee before the Committee on Elect 
and that that is the reason that this appears in the report of t1 
majority? 

Mr. BURGESS. Well, sir, I would not undertake to give you 
reasons for what you say in your report. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Do you deny that he socontended before 
the committee? 

Mr. BURGESS. Iam not sure about that; I would not deny 
that. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Do you not know that it was contended 


before the committee on behalf of the contestee that ever se)- 
arate rejected ballot had to have attached to it a separate and 
distinct certificate, certified by the officers of elections, showing 


it was rejected? 

Mr. BURGESS. I think not. I think you misunderstood th 
gentleman. I do not think that has ever been the contention of 
my friend Mr. Rhea or his attorney. I do not see how it well 
could be. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. You do not remember this being dis- 
cussed before the committee? 

Mr. BURGESS. Oh, yes: I remember its being discussed, 
like here. Mr. MANN ridiculed the idea, and perhaps you did 
too, and Iagree with you. That is unnecessary and it is ridicu- 
lous. 

Mr. MANN. Iam glad you gentlemen have got to that point, 
at least. 

Mr. BURGESS. Yes. 

Mr. FOX. That is the point of the Kentucky statute that we 
are trying to speak about. 
| Mr. BURGESS. The question, however, was brought into this 
case by those on your side urging that the statute ought not to he 
comphed with, and as a reason against it, saying it was impossible 
to be complied with, because it would require so many statement 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I beg your pardon, Mr. BURGEss; w 
never contended it should not be complied with. 

Mr. BURGESS. Then you admit it ought to be complied with 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I admit that it ought to be complied 
with. I donot admit the same result follows that you claim if 
it is not complied with. 

Mr. BURGESS. Very well; I understand. We understand 
|} each other, and I am glad the other gentleman |Mr. Mann] 
admits the statute ought to be complied with. With referen 
further to the identification of these ballots, it will be seen by ref- 
erence to article 1476 that it is very plain. It reads as follows: 


If any officer of electi 
control of any ballot or } 






n, or other person intrusted with tl 
llots, either be! 


shall in any way mark, mutilate, or deface any ba r place a 1 
guishing mark thereon, either for the pur). ! 

cept by numbering protested ballots for future 1 or for thep 
of vitiating the same, he shall be guilty of a felony 


Now, that, I take it, strengthens my contention upon the other 


two statutes, that the plain idea of all of them is that the ele 

| officers, when they act upon ballots rejected and questioned, shall 
| make them up into two piles, so to speak, and attach to each 

| statement signed by all of them specifying whether they wer 


counted or not and,if counted, how many and for whom, anj 
i « ‘oe ° . 
| identify them by number if necessary. 

Now, if we were before a court that wa 


| blind to everything but a righteous decision of the law, it w 

| be enough to read this statute and to read these Kentucky d 

| sions, in my judgment, to end the case. This pre¢ point has 
| been before the supreme court of the State of Kentucky in two 


distinct cases, raised by the briefs of parties and upon precisel 
| the record shown in this case. 
I repeat that statement and challenge a denial from the gentle- 
} men who shall hereafter follow me. that this exact question has 
been before the supreme court of the State of Kentucky in 
two distinct cases upon exactly the record in this case, and in 
both cases decided in accordance with our contention. The first 
| case that I shall read to you. decided as late as November, 18#s, is 


| the case of Anderson v. Likens, published in 20 Kentucky Law 


y 
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Reporter. page 1001. I will read that portion of it which bears | 
upon aan tion now before the court: 
hol l] tained in the sealed envelopes referred 
t the contesti ard, adjudged t i) 
b n. But it an i 
tT I n were accor e 
ment t been co “d 
parta rticl secti 
No 
imieinies ) Statement at ill in rela bos any of them except bor 6 and 
the statement as to each of them was ly meager, but was signed alone | 
by tl c tall ‘ them sig ied by him ofl vially 
ink the statement sh ibe fulland complete, as required by the | 
st: und signed officially by of the officers of the electio Moreover, 
section 1476 seems to p1 tsuch statement being made upon the ballot it- | 
if the cases referred to | 
( n order to carry with it verity, nm be | 
m: separate pap gned by all the officers of the election, 1 it 
relation } ilar | t it refers to must be clearly shown by : | 
ing the ns her ry manner, and sealed up and 
re I r f the « ty ith the returns of the els = 
Q { 3 ne of scontained in the sealed envel- | 
O} to | nd for mm unted were decided by the lov | 
and have b I d by opposing counsel in = court. But for tl 
reas stated, none of them ee competent idence of any fact, or ca 
be considered for any p rpo ce »need not discuss or determine a1 y question 
re ting >the ef} nc} ar ak tien n. 
My senior colleagu sini aemiinanil the trouble to send | 
to the State of Kentucky and procure the original record of this | 
case, so that we might see whether the returns of election showed 
what they show in this case, and see whether there was any ques- 
tion about the decision being on all fours with the facts in this | 
cast We have the record here. It shows a stronger state i“ 
facts to invoke this rule than isin the case before this House n 
There is more of it in that record to identify the lisa ouiebis 
of the statement required by the statute, than there is in thiscase. 


Not only that. This question was specifically raised befor« 


the 


court i e brief for the contestant. Not only that. This deci 
sion was rendered by a Democratic court, and the effect of it was 
to ur t a Democrat and to seat a Republican. That is the rec- 
ord of thi and if I were dispos d to appeal to your sense of 
justi n that side, I would say to you as honorable men and as 
competent lawyers, before you overrule a a court that 
seated a Republican in Kentucky over the head of a Democrat, 


you Republicans upon the same state of facts ought to hesitate 

»to unseat a Democrat in order to seat a man who is only a 
ended Republican. 

This same question 

of later date than the 


~ 





the 
I read, 


vas before supreme court in another 


a case decided in the De- | 





Cas one 

cember following the same year in which the other one was de- 

cided, a case in which precisely the same point was raised that we 

raise here and that was raised in the Likens case. Here is what 

the court say about it (Banks v. Sargent, 20 Ky. L. Rptr., 1049): 
Appellant complains of the action of the contesting board and the circuit 

‘ t because they refused to count certain ballots returned from pre 

N j als of these ballots are here, and are indorsed “ This ticket 

v ted for all persons under the rooster and nooneelse. H. Banks, clerk 

of election precinct No. 5.” | 
That was on the ballot in this case, and fixed definitely, exactly | 

whom it was counted for, and in that case. if my frie a from 


Tllinoi 
he cou 


| Mr. 


ld have 


MANN] had been there, wheat a beautiful argument 
made about the intent of the voter being plainly 


disclos and the bal lot being perfectly identified by the state- 
ment on it in compliance with the statute and the signature of 
the clerk and the returns of all the election officers; and the 
speech that he made here if made there ought to have enlight- 


ened and opened up the brain of the judges of the supreme court 








of the State of Kentucky and led them to a different decision. 
lere is what they sa 
e exact indorsement is not on all the ballots, but they are similar. On | 
ins of the ballot, the cross is opp appellant's name, which is under } 
the “log cabin,” and appellant contends that the votes so marked should be | 
counted for him, j 

And tl rt 1is findi held: 

“The oj AY derson v. Likens c “ase, SUPTA, also is conclusive of 
this poi: i e cl rk of election alone amounts to no cer- 
tificate. I ate ld not be on the ballot. It should | 
be or } » tl ballot, und signed by all the officers of 
the « an fied can not be used as evidence of any fact, 
al yeen counted by the contesting board.” 





Mr. FOX. There is one ion in the case of Anderson v. 
Likens that I want to make to the gentleman. Ths ballots were | 
accompanied by a statement signed by the clerk something more | 
than th They had no statement signed by the election officers. 
Mr. BURGESS. I have stated to the gentleman that they 

e better identified in that than they were in this, and I | 
did care to go into all the details. If any gentleman reads 
the record in the case of Anderson v. Likens he will see that they 
are much better identified than any of these are that thg gentle- 
man reports, and the only way the supreme court opinion can be 
dodge ‘d. the only way it can be obviated, is by arguing in a circle 
after a horse-mill fashion that the supreme court of Kentucky 
has not enough sense to read a plain statute and say what it 
means. 


sugvest 


ese, 





we 


case 
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| in the statutes, and the supreme court must have known it; 
| they could not in the 


“)s) 


ay 


Marcu 


That is the only way you can evade it; and in effect that is what 
you do. In effect the majority’s contention recites that ‘‘ we be- 
lieve, having great respect for the supreme court, that if we had 
appeared before it, with our logic and our brains, the decision 
would have been different.’’ That was exactly the way it was 
written, and when I read it it makes me think of CoHamp CLARK’S 
story about *‘ gall,’’ which I will not repeat. 

Mr. MANN. MayI call the attention of 
sti - — in the report of the majority? 

. BURGESS. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN (continuing). In which we say that from an ex- 
amination of the case the gentleman has referred to we are 
fied that the supreme court perfectly applied the law to the 
That is quite contrary to the statement wh 


the gentleman toa 


satis- 
facts. 
ich the gentleman has 


| now made. 


Mr. BURGESS. I understa 
last, after the sore is > ened. 
say when you turn 
moral character 

Mr.MANN. AmTItounderstand that the 
o ths it we should Limi ike that statement with reference to Mr. Rhea? 
Mr. BURGESS. I have no objection to it. I think it is true, 
and it does me goo od to have you hit the thin; 


nd you to say that as a salve at the 
{[Laughter.| It is like what you 
John Rhea out with a certificate of good 


gentleman is not will- 





in 





ry occasionally 
Mr. MANN. The ge ntleman criticises us for making that 
statement. 
Mr. BURGESS. Not at all; I simply use it as an illustration. 
Mr. MANN. I take it as a criticism from the gentleman. 


Mr. BURGESS. I use it as an illustration as to how you did 
in the other matter. When you want 

Mr. MANN. ‘* How nice we can smile 
stiletto.’’ 

Mr. BURGESS. 


when we stick in the 


I will read what you say about the supreme 


| court of the State of Kentucky: 


» believe 
tute. 


ct for the Kentucky cou 


aidin such a constru 


We have too great a resp¢ 
that that court intended to 


You think they did not 


rt of appeals t 


tion of the Kentucky st 


intend to say what they said because 


| there can be no dispute that they did say that the ballots must 


ment to 
how inany and 


is 


to them a stat 
and if counted, 


not be counted unless attached 
whether they were counted or 
for whom? 
Mr. MANN. Doesthe gentleman want me to answer that now? 
Mr. BURGESS. Is not that the language of the opinion? 


as 


not: 
Now; 


Mr. MANN. That is not the language of the opinion. The 
language of the opinion is ‘‘ attached or shown otherwise.”’ 
The gentleman seems to have omitted the very express state- 


ment of the supreme court that there are two ways of showing, 
one by attaching a statement to the papers, or in any other satis- 
factory way which may be used. 

Mr. BURGESS. I will read it to the 

Consequently, the sts ement, in order to carry with it verity, 
upon aseparate paper, signed by all the officers of the election, 
to the particular ballot it refe rs to must be clearly shown by 
together, or in some other satisfactory manner. 

Now, the gentleman will not run counter to all the 
ever knew and say that a ‘‘ satisfactory manner”’ only r to 
the statement instead of the manner of its ‘‘ relation to the par- 
ticular ballot.’’ Does the gentleman contend that the statement 
required by the supreme court is given in the record here? They 
had this case before it, and they say it must be attached to the 
particular ballot. 

Mr. MANN. Weclaim that a proper certificate is here. 

Mr. BURGESS. Can the gentleman show me any statement in 
the record which shows how many of any particular ballot was 
rejected or counted; and if counted, how many for whom? That 
is the kind of statement required by the court. 

Mr. MANN. I take it that the supreme court of Kentucky and 
the State law did not intend to say, where they say the ballots were 
not counted at all, that they must publish a statement for whom 
the ballots were counted. I do not see how it is possible to say 
for whom they were counted if they were not counted at all. 

Mr. BURGESS. You can not find the statement in the record 
that they were not counted. 

Mr. MANN. The law says that a true statement must 
whether the ballots have or not been counted, and if 
for whom. We say the statement in the record before us shows 
that the ballots have not been counted; that a statement in 
writing signed by the officers of election in each precinct, sealed 
and returned with the returns of the election. 

Mr. BURGESS. Very well; that precise statement in that case 
was in the Anderson-Likens case. That precise statement was be- 
fore the court there. Not only that, but the returns which you call 
the statement is in the exact form of the statute, the form set out 
sO 
Likens case have been overlooking your con- 
tention that it was a statement to which the subsequent statute 
refers, I amsurprised that any serious contention should be made 


gentleman: 

must be made 
and its re ls ut on 
attaching them 





grammar he 


ers 


sh yw 
counted, 


is, 
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that the returns of the general election is the ‘‘ statement ”’ at- 
tached to the ballot referred to in the Likens opinion. The stat- 
ute requires both, and the statement treated here, in the words of 
my friend, admits of no controversy. 

Mr. MANN. I remember the language of the 
perfectly well, and if the gentleman will permit me, I will say that, 
like him, I have read the original re« cord in the case and the briefs 
of counsel in the case, and I say the supreme court of Kentucky 
have never intended to make or hold such a doctrine as the gen- 
tleman claims, and in the record of that case and the briefs of that 
case the attention of the supreme court of Kentucky was never 
called to the certificates in the case and they never examined the 
certificates, and they did not ave that they were in the record. 

Mr. BURGESS. Just a moment in reply to that, because that 
constitutes a worse reflection than any the gentleman has before 
uttered; that brands every Republican lawyer in the State of 
Kentucky and the Democratic court as not knowing how to 
conduct an election case. I will say to the gentleman from [lli- 
nois that he is the first man that ever raised this issue, although 
five or six cases have been ably represented by the best Repub- 
lican attorneys in the party in the State of Kentucky. 


supreme court 


Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman claim that was an issue? 
Mr. BURGESS. Ido. 
Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman claim that in the 51 pages of 


brief of counsel it is remotely referred to? 


Mr. BURGESS. I do. 
Mr. MANN. I will thank the gentleman to show it. 
Mr. BURGESS. I admit that no reference was made by the 


court or any lawyers to the election returns under this statute as 
being the “‘ statement’’ required. Why? Because nobody in Ken- 
tucky ever thought of it, be he Democrat or Republican. It 
took an election committee of this House to find out that simple 
difference. 


Mr. MANN. I challenge the statement that there is a word in 
the 51 pages of brief of the contestee in that case which refers to 


this controversy at all in reg 
point the gentleman makes. 

Mr. BURGESS. I will stake my reputation as a lawyer and 
an honest man that the straight-out point is raised every time in 
the Likens brief that these ballots ought not to have been counted 
because the true statement required by the statute is not attached. 
The gentleman admits it in his own report. 

Mr. MANN. Isay that in the 51 printed pages of brief of the 
contestee in the Anderson-Likens case there is not the remotest 
suggestion of it. 

Mr. BURGESS. I am not talking about the contestee. Iam 
talking about the man who raised the point, who was a Repub- 
lican and represented by Republican lawyers, and the Democratic 
lawyers in Kentucky had the good sense not to make that conten- 
tion. No lawyer on the Democratic side in Kentucky ever con- 
tended that the returns of a general election amounted to a true 
statement under this statute. 

Mr. MANN. You claim that the Democratic lawyers filled 51 
pages of briefs and did not refer to the contention in the case? I 
do not believe such a slander on the Democratic party. 

Mr. BURGESS. For the simple reason that there was no way 
to meet the proposition under the statute, and the best that could 
be done, as every good lawyer knows, and what the gentleman 


ard to the rejected ballots and the 


ought to do is to admit that you are knocked out and quit. That 
is what they did. [Applause on the Democratic side.] There is 
no justice in this proposition in any fair court on earth. I will 


tell you that it is not a question of unseating John S. Rhea; 
not a question of seating Mr. Moss. This ruling and this ma- 
jority report involves a great contention that will go further in 
innovation upon the rights of the State of Kentucky and its su- 
preme court than any action of this House that has occurred since 
the war. 

It means fairly and squarely whether the Committee on Elec- 
tions can override and misconstrue and rip up the back the stat- 
utes and the supreme-court decisions of a State and be sustained 
in sodoing by the House of Representatives. There is no escape 
from this question. 

gut Iam not nearly through yet with this proposition. 
willing to mes 


I am 
‘t the gentleman on his own construction of this 


statute and say there is absolutely nothing in this case and that | 


no sensible man can vote to turn John Rhea out of this House 
on that kind of evidence. You may assume that the legislature 
of the State of Kentucky and the supreme court of that State 
were foolish enough to treat a general statement referring to no 
ballot as compliance with a statute which required a particular 
statement with reference to particular ballots as being ques- 
tioned or rejected, and a particular statement as to how mi ny 
were counted and for whom. 

Why, sir, it took ingenuity to maintain that a general return 

‘an be treated as a compliance with that sort of a particular 
statute. There is not a lawyer on the other side but would be 
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ashamed to write himself 


it is | 


| not think there is any difference under the 2 





down as sustaining such apropos ! 

No wonder the gentleman wanted to talk about how fair the 
inajority of the committee had been and hoy it hada Liz 
reaching this result. 

Mr. MANN. May I ask the gentleman tion? 

Mr. BURGESS. Yes, sir; as many a 

Mr. MANN. Does not the gentlema 
tention which he holds is correct, it w 
Kent ucky law to provide a blank uj \ 


more or less, or returns, might haves 


any 


tion officers? 

Mr. BURGESS. No, sir; I think not; and I think the r 
why a form for the purpose indicated by the gentleman 
furnished is perfectly clear. In this case, as in ma 
under the statute, blanks, as a matter of 1 ssity, 
furnished because there is so varied a state of fact na 
cases that no blanks would serve the purpose. The oftic 
get into more trouble by undertaking to use a form inn 
returns than if they simply followed their 1mon sens ry} 
is the simple explanation; and I ask the gentleman, if tl 
ture intended this return to cover such a statement as 
tends for, why did they not provide a form for it in th tut 
Let the gentleman answer. 

Mr. MANN. They did provide the form. 

Mr. BURGESS. I say—why did they provide a form for only 
that one return if they intended it to cover the other stat nts 
the particular statements for which they did 

Mr. MANN. They provided a form which w di f 
ficient. You contend that the judges of el shoul ‘ 
written out a form for which the statute provided no n 
We contend that the statute furnished a for he blank 
quired—furnished all the forms that were 1 ivy. You con- 
tend that the Kentucky law is defective; w« tend tl t 
provided for the case in good faith. 

Mr. BURGESS. I beg the gentleman's pardon. I believe thi 
statute is one of the be: st I know of, and if 1 ly admin red 
would unerringly produce accurat mi vod 
with” by an elec an committee. L 

That is my judgment. Iam tryi tlem ¢ 
the absurdity of his contention. | r 
quiring a particular measure, and 
with the question, Why was not a for {nd yet hi 
contention is that a general statute wh iown rm 
is to be construed as covering a statu lay wi 
any form. 

Mr. MANN. There is no particul 
all one statute. 

Mr. BURGESS. Well, the gentleman i ry t ical, 

Mr.MANN, ‘“ Getting very technical! iking tl ! 
identical statute—not the statute, by t rred to in tl 
report of the minority. 

Mr. BURGESS. Iwill ask you whether this language used b 
statute writers would not be regarded as a particular statute as 


against the general language of the other: 
The ballots shall be accompanied with a true statement as to whether they 
have or have not been counted; and if counted, what part 


I and for wh 


Now, if the gentleman does not understand the difference be 
tween a general and a particular statute, it will be impossible to 
debate with him further. The other statute refers to all elections 
and all returns and to no particular ballot. It lays down the 


form that all the election officers are to return from all the el 
tion precincts, without reference to any particular ballot. This 


statute requires the identification of particular ballots upon which 
the election officers take particular action, questioning some and 


rejecting others. 
Mr. MANN. The gentleman will pardon one furthe 
and that will end this interruption by me. If he holds that a 


statute with reference to one return is a particular statute, and 
a statute with reference to another return, where it is the same 
statute, applying to the same officers and about the same matter, 
is a general statute, I do not understand his distinction, and I do 


ntleman’s own stat 
ment, Therefore, Isay, I will not interrupt him any more, be« 
he does not consider me intelligent enough to debate with him 
Mr. BURGESS. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. That.is only 
an assumption like some of the gentleman’s assumptions 
report—assumptions not supported by the facts 
Mr. MANN. My assumption was based upon the gentleman 
statement, which, of course, on this matter, as on others, he did 
not intend anybody to take seriously. 
Mr. BURGESS. Of course the whole 
ferring to the general subject of electi 


in his 


bi dy of this statute re- 
ns might be called an elec 


tion law; but in speaking of two ular sections I still main- 
tain that I am right, and I do not intend that entleman from 
Illinois shall get away from thi lnsion the imputation 
that I am asserting my knowledge as superior to his. Not at all; 








Iam not. He is older and smarter and better looking than the 
gentleman from Texas. Iwill make that broad admission, but in 
this particular case he is mistaken as to the law. 

Mr. MANN. Isaid I would not interrupt again, but I can not 
permit a statement like that to go unchallenged, because it is not 
true in any particular or in the whole. 

Mr. BURGESS. Well, I will except the good looks part of it 
[laughter], but Iam going to let the balance go. Now I have | 


said to you in seriousness, and I did not intend to get in the light | 


of having a little circus and playing ringmaster to my friend 
from Illinois in the other character—that was not my purpose. 
I am serious, as earnest and as I was in my 
life, and I am willing to be written down in this record and con- 
front for the next twenty years, it I should be so fortunate as to 
be reelected. I mean to make a record in this case of which I 
shall be proud when I am in my grave, and one of which I shall 
not be ashamed to have the greatest lawyer in this country say, 
** Here is the speech you made in a contested-election case; just 
read it and see what a miserable lawyer and quibbler you were.”’ 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman think they can read paper 
documents there? 

Mr. BURGESS. Where? [Laughter.] I am not aware of 
where your intended future abode is, but I am sure they will read 
them where I intend to go. [Laughter.] Now, I have stated 
that I am willing to take the gentleman’s position that the general 
return under the Kentucky law could be taken pro tanto, so to 
speak, as covering this true statement, and that still that would 
not help him, that still that would not justify the count in this 
record, that still that would not change the return of this vote. 

Now, if you will follow me I will try and make it clear. For 
fear that the gentleman may think I misunderstand him when I 
attempt to state his statement on this floor, I will read it out of 
his report so that there can be no mistake about his position. 
Here is what they say with reference to this return. This is the 
way they attempt to identify these ballotsand justify their count 
under this statute and under these decisions: 

It seems to us quite evident that if for instance the precinct election offi- 
cers in their certificate of election state that the number of ballots cast was 
400, that the number counted as valid was 300,and that the number ques- 
tioned or rejected was 100, that this isa sufficient statement to show that 
there are 100 rejected ballots not counted. 

Now, if you will notice that, that is the meat of their case. 
Unless that is exactly true in fact and in law there is absolutely 
nothing in their report, and it ought not to be adopted. Practi- 
cally they concede that. Practically they admit that the other 
evidences of identification of ballots under the statute would not 
be sufficient, but they say that this general election return which 
gives the number of valid ballots, the number of questioned and 
rejected ballots, the number of ballots cast, and the number of 
spoiled ballots, and the number of ballots furnished to the election 
officers by the county clerk affords five statements of arithmetic, 
from which it can be deduced that these ballots in this record 
were all rejected. 

Now, I assert positively as a matter of fact that that is not true, 
and that they admit it in their own statement, and that the only 
question is as to how many of them it is true of. Now, these 
things need to be understood as bearing upon this proposition in 
mathematics, so to speak. If this had been, gentlemen, an elec- 
tion alone for Congress—Do you follow me?—if this had been an 
election alone for Congress and there had been only two candi- 
dates, namely, Mr. Moss and Mr. Rhea, then you could take the 
general return and concede that every voter there voted for Mr. 
Rhea or for Mr. Moss or did not vote for either—that is, that he 
did not vote for anybody else—you could determine whether a 
given number of ballots returned as questioned or rejected were 
all rejected or not. 


sincere as ever 


? 
I 


t 
y 


But where, as in this case, there was a general election for all | 


offices from constable to governor, including Congress, you can 
not take those figures and tell anything about whether these bal- 
lots that were in this record were counted for Mr. Rheaor for Mr. 
Moss or not. I mean from the returns, and upon that they must 
stand. For there is one box here alone—let me turn to it 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has consumed one hour. 
Having unlimited time, the gentleman may go on; but it has 
been usual to call attention to the fact that an hour has been 
consumed. The gentleman may proceed if he desires. 

Mr. FOX. I will yield to the gentleman as much further time 
as he desires. 

Mr. SPEAKER. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. BURGESS. To bring this down and try and get every 
one of you to see it, so that it can not be uncertain, I will ask 
you to consider with me just one election precinct upon which 
this committee has acted with reference to this particular ques- 
tion. I have stated to you that their report shows Mr. Moss was 
elected by 21 votes only. In this one precinct, Kisters Mill pre- 





cinct No. 25, they increased Mr. Moss’s vote over Mr. Rhea 51 
So that if they are wrong as to that one precinct, then 


votes. 
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Mr. Rhea has still got 30 majority under their own report, with- 
| out reference to all other questions. 

Now, I want you to take their own report of how they identify 
those ballots under this statute. They admit there was nota sin- 

| gle one of them signed by the election officials, nor was there 
anything on the bag in which they were contained which stated 
whether a single one of them had been counted or not, mark you. 
They were in a bag with no statement attached to them and there 
was nothing on the bag, so they admit in their own report, ex- 
cept that it had on the paster across the front, not sealed as the 
statute requires, not the signature of all the officials, but ona flap 
merely it had the signature of the election officers. 

There was no statement on the bag or on the ballot ag to any 
number of them, as to how they were counted, or for whom. So 
I have got here a case in which they added to Mr. Moss 51 votes, 
in which they must stand alone the doctrine of applying to this 
statute under these decisions the general election return and rely 
upon that alone to identify every one of these ballots as having 
been rejected. For unless it is certain that they were rejected, 
by what right will you recount them for Moss? If there is any 
question as to whether they were counted originally for Moss, by 
what right will you now recount them for Moss? And your 
| whole right to count any one of them is and must be founded 

upon the righteous judgment that they were all rejected. There 
is no escape from that. 

Now, you ask me to believe that because these returns show the 
number of ballots counted as valid, 257; number of ballots ques- 
tioned or rejected, 112; number of ballots marked ‘‘ spoiled,’’ 3; 
whole number of ballots cast, 369; number of ballots not used and 

| destroyed after the polls closed, 64; number of ballots in this 
book, 436—you ask me as a reasonable man, as a man who is will- 
ing to decide the facts on his oath. to believe from that that those 
ballots were all rejected by the election officers and to recount 
them for Moss as they may show on their face. I say you ask me 
too hard a proposition. 

Mr. LACEY. Ishould like to ask the gentleman a question. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Iowa? 

Mr. BURGESS. Yes; certainly. 

Mr. LACEY. It seems that an amount equal to 50 per cent of 
the counted ballots was rejected; that is, that one-third ef the 
whole was rejected. . 

Mr. BURGESS. About. 

Mr. LACEY. How didit happen that such a large rejection 
occurred in that precinct? 

Mr. BURGESS. Well, your question assumes more than I am 
willing to assume. There is no proof that they were all re 

| jected. 

Mr. LACEY. The return shows 112. 

Mr. BURGESS. They may have been all questioned, and that 
is the point I am discussing now. How can you tell that the 
whole 112 were not merely questioned? They may have all been 
counted. How do I know that they were not counted? You say, 
‘* Why, because there are so many ballots counted as valid.’’ 
Why, that would not include a ballot that was counted for a par- 
ticular man but questioned. The ‘‘ questioned ’’ ballots and the 
‘ballots counted as valid’’ must not be mingled together, under 
the statute. That is clear. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman claim that if a ballot is 
counted as valid, but questioned, it is not included in the return 
of those counted as valid? 

Mr. BURGESS. I think so, clearly. 

Mr. MANN. Then the gentleman ought to read the Kentucky 

law. 

Mr. BURGESS. That is a mere difference of opinion as to 
whether the gentleman from Illinois ought to know more about 
the Kentucky law. I say that this is clear. The number of bal- 
lots counted as valid refers to the ballots counted about which 
there was no question, and the addition shows it; for added to 
that the questioned and rejected ballots, the spoiled ballots, and 
the ballots left in the book makes the number of ballots sent 
out by the clerk. SoI must be correct when I say that the first 
recital of the number of “ ballots counted as valid”’ did not in- 
clude a ‘‘ questioned’ ballot that was counted. 

Mr. MANN. As valid? 

Mr. BURGESS. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. So that the gentleman’s contention is that a bal- 
lot counted as valid is not included in the number of ballots 
counted as valid? 

Mr. BURGESS. Yes; that is exactly my position. 

Mr. MANN. That is the position of the gentleman, which he 
rests upon. 

Mr. BURGESS. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. That the certificate of the judges that they counted 
a certain number of ballots as valid does not include the number 
‘ of ballots counted as valid? 
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Mr. BURGESS. 
in my time. 

Mr. MANN, I wanted to know what the gentleman’s position 
was. 

Mr. BURGESS. I will state my position so clearly, I think, 
that any man who has good common sense can understand it. 
Now, listen. I say that this number of ballots ** counted as valid,”’ 
in my judgment, does not include any ‘* questioned’? ballots which 
may have been counted for some one particular candidate, and 
the proof of that is that in each instance in these election returns 
the number of ballots counted as valid, the number questioned or 
rejected as a whole added together, with the spoiled ballots and 
the ballots left at the close of the election, added together, make 
the total number of ballots sent out in the book. So that it 
amounts to a demonstration that no questioned ballot is included 
in the number of ballots counted as valid. 

Mr. BURLESON. That is a mathematical demonstration. 

Mr. BURGESS. Itis a mathematical demonstration. 

Mr. MANN. That is what we think. 

Mr. PALMER. The demonstration is the other way. 

Mr. BURGESS. So that the only contention you have is to ask 
me to assume that all of the ballots returned by the election offi- 
cers as questioned or rejected, how many of each I do not know 
and for whom I do not know—you ask me to assume that all of 
them were rejected, and I say you have no right to make that as- 
sumption. I say that half of them or all of them may have been 
questioned as to other officvrs and that they may have been 
counted for Moss. But you say that would increase his vote. 

Mr. LACEY rose. 

Mr. BURGESS. Justa moment, and I will yield to the gen- 
tleman from Iowa. 

How frequently do we find, in red-hot Congressional elections, 
men who vote for neither candidate, and yet vote for candidates 
for county officers or for State officers. The returns show it. I 
have made a little table, and I will give you the figures without 
going into them minutely. These returns show that in the boxes 
that you counted there were 49 votes of those who did not vote 
either for Mr. Moss or Mr. Rhea, as shown by the mere subtrac- 
tion of the total vote from the vote counted as valid. As shown 
by these figures in these precincts there were 49 voters who did 
not vote either for Moss or Rhea. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman claim that the sum of 86 and 
163 are 49? Because that is the gentleman's statement, and that 
is faulty arithmetic. 

Mr. BURGESS. No; the gentleman simply misunderstands me. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman stated that in this precinct the 
number of votes returned for the two candidates for Congress 
were 49 less than the ballots counted as valid. 

Mr. BURGESS. Idid not intimate anything of thekind. Isay 
that in this precinct there were 51 votes that you counted for Moss, 
and that was more than double the whole majority you give him. 


The gentleman ought not to make a speech 


What I do say with reference to the vote is this: I was using 49 | 


with reference to all the precincts that you set out in your report. 
Add them, and they show that 49 returned as valid votes by the elec- 
tion officers did not vote for either Moss or Rhea. That is the face 
of your returns. That depends upon how many questioned ballots 
were counted, that went in to make the aggregate and decrease 
the number of those that did not vote for either Rhea or Moss. 

There may have been a hundred of them—I do not know how 
many—that did not vote for either Moss or Rhea. As to one of 
them the voter might say that he did not look upon him as a 
straight Republican, and as to the other, he might not like his 
Democracy. How many of this number were in the questioned 
ballots no man can now know, and it takes an election committee 
with a remarkable arithmetic to figure out all the rejections and 
add them to the election returns overturning the election of a 
Democrat and turning it on the side of the Republican. 

That is the shape of it exactly. Is it really possible that any 
thinking man would contend that he can tell how many of these 
ballots were in fact rejected by the election officers merely from 
the face of the returns? Were there none questioned? If they 
were questioned were they counted? Whoknows? How many of 
them were there? For whom were they counted? Who knows? 

Nobody but the gentleman from Illinois, with his fabulous intel- 
lectual process, could determine, 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. Will the gentleman allow me 
to answer as to who knows? 

Mr. BURGESS. I shall not yield for an answer, because the 
zentleman has time in his own right, and while I would as cheer- 

ully yield to him as to any other man on the floor, I prefer that 
he answer his own question in his own time and in his own 
way. 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. Isimply wanted, Mr. Speaker, 
to show where the recordanswered the question. 

Mr. MANN. He does not want it answered. 
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spoil unless it is like some of the other remarkable statements 
that have been made. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I have spoken 1 r than T intended to 
spt ak, but I desire that the Hous i t proposit 
law and apply them to the undispute case. There 
is no contention of any real dispute ; lots are in 
the record, what they show, and wha And it is 
only a question of the application .K 
tucky decisions to these facts. 

There is no need of talking about w! 
heretofore; no need to talk about the Goebel « t 
tisanship, or anything else, except the | 
the undisputed facts; and it does seem, if this H 
get together on any question under hy of p 
principle, we can afford one time to agree as lav 
the law is and apply that to a certain s 

Now, in conclusion, I press this matter, becaus 
are many fine lawyers in this House on both side 
desire to be understood as asserting that any membe1 
mittee meanly or corruptly has reached the conclusion that 
holds; not at all. But men are involuntarily and unconscions 
biased, and especially so, unfortunately, in matters of relig 


and politics. The best of men who listen toa religious discussion 
generally believe their man ate the other fel I 


dency of this House has been on contested- tion ca merely 
for each member to find out what side of the report he is on, and 
that settles the matter. 

L say that this is a question of the highest right and the highest 
judicial opinion that you or I shall ever be asked to give; and in 
making our decision it is one in which we ought to remove far 
from us every partisan plea, one in which every principl 


patriotism ought to well up in our hearts and say let us deci 
the real law in the case and preserve th t 
the rights of individuals if the heavens and parties all fall into 
pieces. [Loud applause on the Democratic sid: 

[ tell you it is a great question. If we shall set a precedent of 
winking at decisions and statutes of a State upon the free elec- 
ion of one of its citizens to represent her in this House, where 
shall we draw the line? If we set for once that precedent, when 
a time of excitement comes, when a time of partisan feeling may 
come, when there will not be the good era as there is now, men 
will be driven along and along and along until the rights of States 
and of individuals will be lost in a mere centralized power und 


the dictation of the men who are then running it. 

I tell you I feel as if this case involved as much for the State 
of Kentucky as any of the great trials through which she has 
been called to go, and God knows th *y } \ be nmmany and severe 


enough. I feel as if I would like to say to her, out of my heat 
‘*T fear, thou grand old State, thou art 
the house of thy friends. 

‘*Surrounded by representatives of sister States whose stars 
blend with thine in the national flag, the youl 
Supreme Court decisions are of no value; that your statutes are 
meaningless, and that the election of one of your citizens can be 
determined by ballots not in compliance with the laws of your 
State or your court; that though you are gallant and brave enough 
to have men that would turn out on the same issue a Democrat 
and seat a Republican, that in a Republican House they are about 
to reverse the order of things and the decision of your higher 
court, and turn out a Democrat and seat a pretended Republican.” 
[Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, may I ask how much time 
tleman from Iowa would like? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Iam not able to say, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. MANN. I yield to the gentleman from Iowa | Mr. Suirii] 
such time as he desires. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, the history of the Ken- 
tucky election laws is a novel one in this country. From | 
until 1891 elections took place in the State of Kentucky |} iva 
voce vote, and there was no ballot law in that State for any pur- 


are about tosay that y 


iy tel 
< 


| pose. The constitutional convention which adopted the present 


| parison of the laws of other States 


constitution of the State provided that thereafter elections should 
be by ballot. 

The following year a ballot law was enacted which I think is 
one of the best laws upon that subject ever written upon the 
books of any State of this Union. Applause.| It was a law 
written with the benefit of all the experience of all of the States. 
Kentucky, the last to accept this system, was enabled by a com- 
to write upon her books a 
model upon thissubject. That law has not been greatly modified 


| since, but some changes were made in October, 1900, just before 


the election here in question. 

In 1898 the legislature of Kentucky passed the so-called ‘*‘ Goebel 
law,’’ and that law has something to do with this contest. *It pro- 
vided for the election by the then legislature of Kentucky of thre 


Mr. BURGESS. I guess the answer will keep. It will not ' commissioners, for their having the selection of the election 
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commissioners in every county in Kentucky, and for the selection 
by the county commissioners of all the precinct election officers in 
the State; it provided for no division, politically speaking, of the 


members of these official bodies except in the precincts; provided 
that in the precincts there should be one judge from each of the 
two great political parties, and that the sheriff and clerk should 
be divided between the two parties, but, as the law provided, that 
the sheriff should be the umpire and should decide all disputes 
between the judges. 

So that the county board was enabled to appoint one Repub- 
lican judge and one Democratic judge, a Democratic sheriff and 





a Republican clerk, and could thus control the board of elections 
everywhere that it saw fit to control it. 

Mr. RHEA of Kentucky. Can I interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I will allow the gentleman to do any- 
thing he pleases. 

Mr. RHEA of Kentucky. I know the gentleman from Iowa 
does not mean to misstate the law, but the provision which pro- 
vided that the sheriff should be the arbiter has existed in Ken- 
tucky for fifty years. 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I did not intend to be understood that 
it Was a part the Goebel law. I meant to state that the 
Goebel law provided for the appointment of the local board by 
the county board, and the county board by the State board, and 
while it did require the judges to be of different political faiths, 
under the law the sheriff was the umpire to decide between them, 
and could, under the Goebel law, be a Democrat in every pre- 
cinct. The gentleman does not dispute that proposition, does he? 

Mr. RHEA of Kentucky. 


vili ol 
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I thought the gentleman from Iowa | 





»)*) 


way 


MARCH 





Mr. SMITH of Iowa. So many things have been done in Ken- 
tucky that it is possible this may have been done there, but I do 
not think it has ever been done anywhere else. 

Mr. MANN. I assure the gentleman that such a thing has 
never taken place in Kentucky in any recorded proceedings. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. But I want to return to the case I was 
discussing. I have not here the law of 1900, but I have the law 
which is in substance the same as to the certificate to be attached 
to these rejected ballots: 

If there are any ballots cast and counted or left uncounted, concerning the 
gality or regularity of which there is any doubt or difference of opinion in 
‘minds of the judges of election, said ballots shall not be destroyed, but 
aled up and returned to the clerk of the county court with the returns of 
the election for such judicial or other investigation as may be necessary, 
with a true statement as to whether they have or have not becn counted, and 
if counted, what part and for whom. 





There is not a syllable in that provision of law which says that 
this *‘ true statement ’’ shall be attached to the ballot. 

Mr. WHEELER. If the gentleman from Iowa will permit, I 
should like to make a single remark with reference to the question 
just asked by the gentleman from Iowa, and the intimation of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann], that there would be some- 
thing done in-Kentucky with the ballots pending mandamus pro- 
ceedings. I desire to say that there were mandamus proceedings 
in the city of Louisville in connection with the election of 1899, 
and the judges of the circuit court in that city (in some instances 
Democratic judges and in some instances Republican judges) were 
compelled to sign the returns. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. No one questions that. 

Mr. WHEELER. The gentleman from Illinois did. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Not atall; he has not questioned it in 


| the slightest degree. 


had fallen into the supposition that making the sheriff the arbiter | 
was a part of the Goebel law. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I have not. Now, these judges and 
sheriffs and clerks, selected in the manner I have indicated, made 
up the returns from which this contestee claims that he was 
elected to the Congress of the United States, and he is now de- 
fending his seat chiefly on the ground that, as he ‘claims, these 


partisans of his did not comply with the election laws of Ken- 
tucky so as to preserve the evidence of the rejected ballots. 
is here insisting that these ballots are not identified under the 
laws of Kentucky by the election officers selected under the un- 
just Goebel law. 

Mr. BOWIE. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

ir. SMITH of Iowa. I will. 

Mr. BOWIE. Inthecounty of Warren, about which complaint 
made as to the rejection of the ballots, is it or not a fact that 
th parties were equally represented at each election precinct in 


is 


bo 


that county? 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. They were in every county in Kentucky, 
if the law was complied with, and I take it that it was. 


Mr. BOWIE. If that is so, what was to prevent the Republican 
members of the precinct election board from making a certificate 
and calling on the Democrats to sign it? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Iwillanswerthe question. It would not 
do a particle of good, because you say the law of Kentucky re- 
quired them to be certified to by all the election officers, and you 
had the controlling factors of the board; you had one judge and 
the sheriff in each precinct. 

Mr. BOWIE. One other question, if the 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BOWIE. If the Republican members had signed such a 
certificate and the Democratic members, upon request, had re- 
fused to sign it, could not the Democratic members have been 
compelled by mandamus to sign it? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I presume they probably could have 
been. 

Mr. BOWIE. Was anything of that sort done? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I think not. 

Mr. BOWIE. Did even the Republicans offer to sign such a 
certificate? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. In some instances the certificate is signed 
by a portion of the board. 

Mr. BOWIE. By one clerk. 

Mr. MANN. If I may be allowed a question, I would like to 
ask what would become of the ballots while a mandamus proceed- 
ing was winding its weary way through the courts? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The object of this law, according to the 
contention on the other side, is to identify these ballots; and if 
they are not identified from the very hour of the election the 
identification is worthless, as gentlemen well know. 

Mr. BOWIE. If the ballots were taken into court they would 
be in the custody of the court, and would follow the mandamus 

roceedings. 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 


gentleman will permit. 


Did the gentleman ever hear of a court 


anywhere in the world taking charge of ballots pending man- 
danius proceedings? 

Mr. BOWIE. 
Kentucky. 


I presume it has been done time and again in 


He | 





Mr. WHEELER. I understood the gentleman from Tlinois to 
ask what would become of the ballots during mandamus proceed- 
ings? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. He simply wanted to know how you 

vould identify the ballots after this long litigation. 

Mr. WHEELER. No long litigation is required. In the case 
I have mentioned it took the court only three hours to determine 
the question. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa, 
things in Kentucky. 

Mr. WHEELER. Buta very honest way, though it may some- 
times be a little mysterious to some gentlemen. 

Mr. MANN. The question is how the ballots could be identi- 
fied by a certificate of the court, which could not be had except 
at the end of mandamus proceedings, which might be weeks after 
the ballots had passed out of the hands of the judges of election, 
The ballots could not remain in the possession of the election offi- 
cers; that is sure. 

Mr. WHEELER. 
clerk—— 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I say the statutes in Kentucky did not 
provide that this true statement should be attached to the rejected 
ballots. Butitis insisted that in the decision in the case of Ander- 
son v. Likens the supreme court of Kentucky said that the cer- 
tificate should be attached. When you come to examine the 
original record in that case you find there never was any argu- 


They have a summary way of doing 


I presume they would go to the county 


| ment before the court upon that subject; you find that the ques- 
| tion never was discussed there, and you find that there is not a 


word in the statute saying that the certificate must be attached 
to the ballot. You find that it is a mere opinion of the court with- 
out any argument having been made upon the subject at the bar. 

3ut suppose it be conceded that that 1s a fair construction. The 
court then says that the identification must be done by attach- 
ment or in some other satisfactory manner. In this case we have 
the identification in an entirely satisfactory manner, as can be 
shown to any fair-minded man. 

This question was asked here this morning: If the returns should 
show 274 votes as valid and 100 votes as ‘‘ questioned or rejected,”’ 
how could you tell that there were not 50 ‘‘ questioned or re- 
jected ’’ yotes included in the 274 returned as valid? 

Mr. FOX. Well, will my friend permit me 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Let me finish that statement. 
answer that question. 

Mr. FOX. I have not asked you any question. Go ahead. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I mean the question propounded here 
upon the floor this morning; not the question by Judge Fox. I 
will answer that question. 

Mr. FOX. I have not asked you a question. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I am answering the question propounded 
here before this morning. 

Mr. FOX. But I have not asked you anything. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I have repeatedly stated that I am not 
answering the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. The gentleman declines to ask a 
question. [Laughter. } 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 





I will 


Iam answering the question propounded 
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here this morning as to how you know that 50 of these 100 votes 
were not included in the 274. I want to answer that question. 
Because these returns, certified upon the honor of these reputable 
Democratic officers of election, state that the total was 374; and 
if 274 were counted as valid, and 100 were questioned or rejected, 
and 50 of that 100 were included in the first 274, then there were 
not 374 in the aggregate. 

Mr. WHEELER. Will the gentleman pardon me— 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I wanted to yield to my friend Judge 
Fox, if he wishes to ask a question. 

Mr. FOX. I will ask you if the same certificate that you con- 
tend for is sufficient in this case, was it not in the case of Ander- 
son against Lickens, and the court said it was not sufficient, for 
such a true statement as required by the statute must also be in 
the record. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I will take pleasure in answering that. 

Mr. FOX. Was not the identical general return in the case of 
Anderson against Likens in the record that is in the case of Moss 
against Rhea? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I will answer that as best I can. 

Mr. FOX. It is a categorical question. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I do not want to answer it in a cate- 
gorical way. I want to answer it in my own way, if I may have 
that privilege. This general certificate may be sufficient in some 
cases and insufficient in others, and I will show you how. If there 
vere 250 votes 

Mr. FOX., Will you not answer the question? 

Mr. SMITH of lowa. Let me proceed as I am, 

Mr. FOX. You decline to answer it, then? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. No; I do not. You will be fully an- 
swered in a moment. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman listened to me this morning, I 
answered the question, and he ought to be satisfied. 

Mr. FOX. Will you not admit that return is in the case of 
Anderson v. Likens? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. In the same form? 

Mr. FOX. Yes; in the record. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. In the same form? 

Mr. FOX. In the same form—in the statutory form, 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I will admit—— 

Mr. FOX. Made out exactly according to the blank that is set 
out in the statutes of Kentucky. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I will admit that it appears in Anderson 
», Likens in the same.form, but not in the same relation to the 
tacts in the case; and now, if the gentleman had waited, I would 
have explained that a momentago. If the record shows 250 votes 
counted as valid, and it shows that there are 50 questioned votes 
included in that and 50 rejected votes, and the 100 questioned and 
rejected are bunched together in the same canvas bag, there is no 
method of distinguishing which were questioned and which were 
rejected. 

Then this general certificate is not sufficient to comply with 
this provision of the statute to which the attention of the House 
has been so often called this day; butif the record shows that the 
votes that were counted as valid, added to those that were both 
questioned and rejected, makes the exact aggregate number of 
votes cast in that precinct, then it conclusively appears, if the 
certificate be true, that every ballot classed as questioned or re- 
jected was, in fact, rejected. 

Mr. WHEELER. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt 
him there? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 

Mr. WHEELER. 


Yes; certainly. 
The gentleman’s argument would be true if 
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up this statement we are talking about, it is not a statement of 
votes cast for candidates: it a statem what be e 
the ballots in that book, and you know it. 

Mr. WHEELER. That is just exactly ri 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. And they state that the ballots in that 
book—400, for instance—2U00 were counted ; l. 

|} Mr. WHEELER. That is right. 

Mr.SMITH of Iowa. That 150 were rejected or quest d, 
and 50 were destroyed because not used. 

Mr. WHEELER. Butif my friend will permit 1 a ba 
is cast for only one man and it is a legal ballot, it is counted in 
the sum total as a good ballot, and you can1 ll whet] 
been rejected or counted in the Congressi ail in the | 
dential race, or in the county race 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. A ballot is either good or bad as ' 
ballot. It may be that a voter has failed for some reason \ 
for some one candidate. 

Mr. WHEELER. Yes. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. And he may have voted for other candi 
dates; but the ballot as a ballot is either a valid ballot 
valid ballot. 

Mr. WHEELER. I agree entirely to that 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. And it is so reported by the ele ffi- 
cers of the precinct. 

Mr. WHEELER. And it is for that reason that we contend 
that when you take the total footings that may have beea « 
one candidate or a dozen candidates, upon which to hypoth te 
this calculation, and show how many of th ballots wer 
tioned and rejected or questioned and counted, it is absolutely 
fallacious, because you are assuming that every voter in Kentucky 
voted the entire Democratic or entire Republican ticket. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I beg your pardon Lam simply tu 
ing to these returns, which show there were a certain nuanbet 
votes counted as valid, and a certain number counted as que 
tioned or rejected, and a certain number that were not used, and 
the aggregate equals the total number of tickets furnished to t] 
judges of the precinct. And therefore I say those thus reported 
as rejected or questioned can not haye been counted as valid or 


there was but one race in which balloting was being done, but in | 


this particular case the citizens of Kentucky were voting a blanket 
ticket for everything from constable to governor. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Iam glad that you asked me that question. 

Mr. WHEELER, I am glad you gave me the opportunity to 
do so. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 
not asked me. 

Mr. WHEELER. I desire to direct your attention to this 
point, that if 10 voters had cast their ballots for county judge, 
those 10 ballots would have been certified to as cast, while 10 of 
the ballots that were returned as questioned might have been 
also counted in the Congressional race, and offset those that were 


I might have overlooked that if you had 


counted only in the county judge’s race in footing up the total | 


amount of ballots passed. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I will try to answer that. The law of 
Kentucky, as you know, provides that the ballots for the precinct 
shall be bound in a book. 

Mr. WHEELER. Yes. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. And it provides that the judges and 
other officers of election shall account for every ballot that they 
receive in that book, does it not? 

Mr. WHEELER. That is true. 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa, Thatis true, When they come to make 


the statement is false. 

Mr. FOX. Before my friend proceeds, will it bother him for 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. SMITH of fowa. It does not bother me at all, except that 
it uses up my time very rapidly. 

Mr. FOX. Idislike tointerrupt the gentleman for that reason, 
and I have refrained heretofore; but suppose that the return from 
the Electric Light precinct, for instance, shows that there are 100 
questioned or rejected ballots. Admitting that that is sufficient 
to show that there were 100 rejected ballots. for the sake of argu- 
ment, how does it identify the rejected ballot 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I 
ballots. 

Mr. FOX. Waitaminute. The 
the true statement required by the statute to 
ballots is necessary to identify the rejected 
how many there were, but that without that true 
ing made there is nothing in the record to identify the rej: 
ballots. It is true, perhaps, that the general returns show that 
there were 100 questioned or rejected ballots; but where are they, 
and how are you going to find out what they are? What point 
to them, what identifies these ballots in the record as the rejected 
ballots? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The law requires them to seal 
rejected ballots in a canvas sack, does it not? 

Mr. FOX. Certainly. 


} +o 1 


do not say it identifies the rej 
contention is on our side that 
ompany rejected 
ballots, not to show 
statement b 





Mr. SMITH of Iowa. And as a matter of fact the officer to 
whom these ballots were returned by your Democratic officers 
swears that these are the ones they did return as the rejected 


ballots. 

Mr. FOX. It was not a Democratic officer. Mr. 
Republican officer. 

Mr. SMITH of 
Democrat. 

Mr. FOX. Then I want to call your attention 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I said the custod 
from your Democratic officer swore that the ballots he received 
are the ones which are here. 

Mr. FOX. I say Mr. Edley swore, and he 
knows anything about it, that he was the « 


Edley was a 


lowa. I did not say that the witness wi: 


the only man that 
ustodian, and hi 


Was 


a Republican officer; and there is nothing on these sacks, except 
the one from Electric Light precinct, to identify them as coming 


from anywhere. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 
a Democrat. 

Mr. FOX. They are just dumped into this record without any 
sort of mark to identify them. They are not even identified as 
exhibits by the commissioner who took the depositions. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa, 1 say the clerk, the custodian of those 


I did not say that the county clerk w: 














ballots, testified that your Democratic officials turned them in as 
rejected ballots. 

Mr. FOX. No; he did not. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. That is the effect of his testimony. 

Mr. FOX. Well, as you read it. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Yes; as I read it. Now, I have said 
something about this Kentucky statute and something about the 
decision of the supreme courtof Kentucky. I claim, first, that 
under the statute, and then, second, I claim under the decision of 
the supreme court, these ballots are admissible; and I claim they 
are admissible even in defiance of the statute and in defiance of 
the decision of the supreme court of Kentucky. 
put it on both grounds, and I feel that it may be well to read 
even to our Democratic friends the } 
of the United States upon this subject. 
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I propose to | 
| peal 
rovisions of the Constitution | 


rhe times, places, and n r of holding elections for Senatorsand Repre- 
sentatives shall be prescribed in each State by the legislature thereof 

Does that provide that the legislature of any State can prescribe 
the rules of evidence which shall govern this judicial body in 
sitting and trying contested-election cases? Does the Constitution, | 


when it says— 

Thai th pia 
Representatives shall be 
confer authority to enact rules of evidence for the Government 
of this judicial tribunal? 

Each House shall be the judge of the electic 
of its own members. 

Is this House, sitting in the exercise of its high judicial func- 
tions, to be bound and limited by rules of evidence derogatory of 
the common law enacted by the legislature of the Commonwealth 
of Kentucky? I want to read an authority upon that subject. 
This is from George W. McCrary, of Iowa, who was once chair- 
man of the Committee on Elections of this House. His work 
upon the subject of elections is certainly the most able, the most 
learned, and the most scholarly of any text-book upon that sub- 
ject in the English tongue. He made a report to this House upon 
the very subject now -under discussion. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. What page do you read from? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It is the case of Norris against Handley, 
from the Third Congressional district of the State of Alabama, 
reported in Smith, page 72, the portion of it I desire to read: 

statute of Alabama, defining the powers and duties of the board of 
y canvassers, or supervisors of elections, provides as follows: 

it it shall be the duty of the board of supervisors of elections, upon 
nd sufficient evidence that fraud has been perpetrated, or unlawful 
wrongful means resorted to to prevent electors from freely and fearlessly 
casting their ballots, to reject such illegal or fraudulent votes cast at any 
such polling place, which rejection so made as aforesaid shall be final unless 
appeal is taken within ten days to the probate courts.” 

The gentlemen say that merely the failure of the judges of elec- 
tions of Kentucky to certify is final to this House, unless an appeal 
is taken to the court of Kentucky upon mandamus. 

Another section provides that this “ board of ong eng eye mn shall 
be composed of the judge of probate, sheriff, and clerk of the circuit court 
in each county. ; 

In the opinion of the committes, it is not competent for the legislature cf 
a State to declare what shall or shall not be considered by the House of Rep- 
resentatives as evidence to show the actual votes cast in any district for a 
member of Congress, much less to declare that the decision of a board of 
county canvassers, rejecting a given vote, shall estop the House from fur- 
ther inquiry. The fact, therefore, that no appeal was taken from the deci- 


Senators and 


“eo!l, 


and manner of holding elections for 


» times, places, 
» prescribed in each State by the legislature the 


ns, returns, and qualifications 





sion of the board of canvassers. rejecting the vote of Girard precinct can 
not preclude the House from going behind the returns and considering the 
effect of the evidence presented. From this evidence we con:lude that box 


No. 1 was improperly rejected by the board. 

That report was adopted in this House, and Iam a little sur- 
prised to see our Democratic friends are taking a contrary posi- 
tion. I want to read a little more from the Constitution of the 
United States: 

Each State shall appoint, in such manner as the legislature thereof may 
direct, a number of electors equal to the whole number of Senators and 
Representatives to which the State may be entitled in the Congress. 

The Constitution thus confers upon the State, as an entity, 
the absolute power to chose electors for President and Vice-Presi- 
dent; and yet twenty-five years ago, when the Republicans were 
insisting in a Presidential contest that the Congress could not 
go behind the face of the returns from a State, our friends set 
up a cry of fraud and insisted that Congress had that power. 

‘How does it come, as we had the right, as you said then, to go be- 
hind the returns tosay who were chosen electors for President and 
Vice-President for the whole State, that we are to be bound abso- 
lutely by the rules of evidence of the States in determining who 
has been elected by the people of a State to a seat on the floor of 
this House? 

Mr. FOX. Does my friend think that the regulation of a stat- 
ute requiring a certain certificate to accompany the ballots is « 
rule of evidence? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Yousay that the court can not entertain 
any evidence except that prescribed by the law of Kentucky. 
That is a part of your contention; that it is simply a rule of evi- 
dence. I say that it is a rule of evidence, and perhaps more than 


| out the ballots without the initials of the clerk on them. 
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a rule of evidence. I say that you propose to nullify the election 
by a law of the State which you claim fixes and limits the evi- 
dence identifying the ballots, and I insist the Constitution never 
conferred on the State authority thus to govern and control this 
House in the exercise of its judicial functions. 

Now, as a matter of fact, this whole election was in the charge 
of the partisans of this contestee. They conducted the election; 
they made the returns. We have got here what his partisans re- 
turned as rejected ballots. They show that he was not elected a 
member of this House. And we have produced the evidence of 
the custodian who received these ballots directly from his parti- 
appointed under the Goebel law, that law which was re- 
d before the election, but which the legislature deemed it 
wise and expedient to keep in force until after the election, pro- 
viding that the repeal should take effect after this thing had been 
consummated. 

Now, assuming, then, first, that we have complied with the Ken- 
tuky law, second, that if we have not complied with the Ken- 
tucky law, if we have identified these ballots, that is all that is 
necessary under the Constitution, I pass to a brief consideration 
of this case on one or two other propositions involved. 

It appears that these Goebel law officials systematically passed 
Then 
and then 
It is now con- 


sans 


they took them back and put them in the ballot box. 
when they came to count the votes rejected them. 


| tended that because the law said the ballots should not be de- 
| posited without the initials of the clerk, that that avas a proper 


exercise of the power of the election boards. 

I assert, without fear of successful contradiction, that the over- 
whelming weight of authority is that where a law provides that 
a ballot under certain circumstances shall not be counted, that is 
mandatory; where the law provides that under these circum- 
stances it shall not be received, it must be counted if it is re- 
ceived. This very question was recently before the supreme 
court of the State of Missouri, and I call attention to the opinion 
of that court in the case of Hehl against Guion, 55 Southwestern 
Reporter, page 1036,in which the court specifically lays down 
the proposition that where the law provides that without the 
initials the ballot shall not be received; if it is received, the 
voter can not be cheated of his right of suffrage by rejection of 
the ballot after its receipt. Numerous authorities are collated 
on the same subject and on the same side. 

Mr. FOX. Will the gentleman allow me an interruption? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Certainly. 

Mr. FOX. Has not another branch of the Missouri supreme 
court decided exactly the opposite? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Yes; before this case. 

Mr. FOX. About the same time? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Just before this case; and that was a 
minority decision, and this was the majority of the court. 

Mr. FOX. It was the full court, but a different branch of the 
supreme court. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. No; I beg the gentleman’s pardon—— 

Mr. FOX. There are several branches of the supreme court. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I know there are several branches, but 
this decision that I refer to was a four-judge branch and yours 
was a three-judge branch. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FOX. This was an appellate division. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Yes; but this was a four-judge division 
and yours was a three-judge division. Yours was the first case 
and this was the last case. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. FOX. This was not the last case. 
taken about that. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 
subject. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not care to further discuss the rejection 
of these ballots where they appear here in these volumes from 
page to page. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] hasably 
presented that subject. It is a fact that has been called clearly 
to the attention of the House that there was no candidate for 
Congress upon these tickets upon which the blots were made. 

Even if there had been a specific cross on the Republican ticket 
and the Social Labor ticket, under these circumstances, under 
the weight of authority, the ballots should have been counted for 
the contestant and not thrown out. The weight of authority is 
that where a man marks two ballots, under the Australian sys- 
tem—two tickets—that he does vote for all such candidates as are 
running for office where there is no candidate for the same office 
upon the other ticket. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman pardon me? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. I quite agree with the gentleman about the law, 
especially upon further investigation of it. But the gentleman 
understands that in figuring the majority of 21 which the com- 
mittee reports, they did not include these ballots, and if we did 
include them, it would make the majority considerably larger. 


The gentleman is mis- 
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Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 
cluded. 
as they should have been counted under the weight of authority— 
if in this case we had been able to go into the precincts where 
the certificate was not full enough by lack of evidence indicating 
how many had been rejected, the majority of the contestant 
would have been several times what it is by the report of the | 


I am well aware that they were not in- 
The truth is that in this case if the ballots were counted— 


committee. But absolutely every ballot has been rejected by the 
committee where it was not conclusive that the contestant was 
entitled to have it counted in his behalf. 

This Kentucky legislation provides for a system of ballots with 


two stubs, and it provides that the last stub shall be detached by | 


the officers of the election after the vote has been prepared by the 
elector. In a number of instances the stub was not thus de- 
tached as required by thestatute; and the judges, having neglected 
their duty in this respect, rejected the votes, thereby benefiting 
this contestee. But the same authorities to which I have al- 
ready referred hold that ballots of that kind must be counted. 
That has been the principle governing cases of this kind—that 
where the voter has on his part complied with the law, the judges 
of election can not by their misconduct in depositing his ballot 
without the preliminary steps having been taken, defraud him of 
the right of suffrage. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have discussed this case so far as I intend 
todo. I believe the evidence abundantly shows the election of 
this contestant; and while I have the utmost regard and respect 
for the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Rhea], my colleague 
upon the Committee on Banking and Currency, I trust that he 
does not want to sit here as the beneficiary of a system under 
which, according to his present contention, these ballots were first 
unlawfully excluded by the judges of election, who then, as he 
contends, failed to furnish the statutory evidence of that fact. 


I trust that the gentleman from Kentucky would not be willing, | 


as the result of such a proceeding, to hold the seat to which Mr. 
Moss was justly elected by the people of the Third district of 
Kentucky. 

Mr. MANN. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, wait a moment. 

Mr. MANN (after a pause). Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the mo- 
tion for the present. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Tlinois desire to 
close up this matter for to-day? 

Mr. MANN. Weare through with the discussion for to-day. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


Mr. BARTHOLDT, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of 
absence for one week, on account of important business. 


MARINE HOSPITAL AT BUFFALO, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the amendment of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 3148) for a marine hospital at Buffalo, 
mc Ss 

The amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 

In line 1, page 2, strike out “for all purposes.” 

Mr. ALEXANDER. 
amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 


I move that the House concur in this 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, 
announced that the Senate had passed bill of the following title: 
in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives was 
requested: 

$. 3653. An act for the protection of the President of the United 
States, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary b2 directed to request the House of Repre- 
ounces to return to the Senate the bill (S. 4366) granting a pension to John 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 4488) granting an increase of pension to Selden E. Whitcher. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bill of the following title: 

H. R. 11145. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
F. Key. 7 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments bills of the following titles; in which the concur- 
rence of the House of Representatives was requested: 

H. R. 3148. An act for a marine hospital at Buffalo, N. Y.; 

H. R. 10530. An act to repeal war-revenue taxation, and for 
other purposes; and 

H. R. 10404. An act granting a pension to John Y. Corey. 
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SENATE BILL REFERRED. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXTV, Senate bill of the following tith 
| was taken from the Speaker's table and referred to its appropria 
| committee, as indicated below: 
| §. 3653. An act for the protection of the P lent of the United 
States, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Mr. MANN. I move that the House d y adjourn. 
| The motion was agreed to: and accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 14 
| minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 
| 
| 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following execnt Or 


munications were taken from the Speaker's table a 
follows: 


A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, t m 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of W 
an estimate of appropriation for the Rock Island At 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be prin 
A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, trai ng a 


copy of a communication from the Secretary of Agricult 


mitting an estimate of deficiency appropriation for printin 1 
binding for the Department—to the Committ \ppropriat 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, relating to the claim 


Capt. 8. J. B. Schindell 
dered to be printed. 
A letter from the Se 


to the Committee on 


retary of War, transmitti 


report of tests of iron and steel and other material for industrial 
| purposes, at Watertown Arsenal, during the year ended June 30, 
1901—to the Committee on Manufactures, and ordered to 1 
printed. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 


RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIIT, Mr. LACEY, from the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs, to which was referred the billof the House 
(H. R. 11658) to ratify an agreement with the Indians of the Crow 
Reservation, in Montana, and making appropriations to carry the 
same into effect, reported the same with amendments, accom) 


i lied 
by a report (No. 1167); which said bill and report were referred 


to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 


the following titles were severally reported from committees, de 
livered to the Clerk, and referred to the ¢ 
House, as follows: 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10173) granting 
an increase of pension to Richard Trist, late of Company A, 
First Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, reported the same wi 
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1123); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KLEBERG, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11638) gr 
an increase of pension to Samuel Hyman, reported the same: 
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1124); which s 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11894) granting 
a pension to Hannah A. Timmons, reported the same with am 
ments, accompanied by a report (No. 1125); which said bill 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DARRAGH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11798) granting 
an increase of pension to Ole Oleson, reported the with 


‘ : hh.) 
omiittee of the W bole 
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vid bill 


and 


Sane 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1126); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6645) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Ann E. Austin, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1127): whicl 


‘ 


said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. CROWLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12129) granting a 


pension to Minnie M. Rice, reported the same with amendment, 


accompanied by a report (No. 1128); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2857) granting 


an increase of pension to Francis J. Haughton, reported the same 
| With amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1129); which 
| said bill and report were referred to the Private Calenday, 
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Mr. CALDERHEAD., from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, | 


to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8721) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph Westbrook, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1130); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7116) 
granting an increase of pension to Alexander F. McConnell, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
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Mr. DARRAGH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10679) granting 
an increase of pension to Charlotte E. Baird, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1147); which 


| said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


(No. 1131); which said bill and report were referred to the Pri- | 


vate Calendar. 


Mr. KLEBERG. from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9370) granting a | 


pension to John J. Wolfe, reported the same with amendments, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1132); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5170) 
granting a pension to Frederick Wright, reported the same with 
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1133); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9458) granting an 
increase of pension to Adolph Becker. reported the same with 


amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1134); which said bill | 


and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. CROWLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9378) granting a 
pension to Clara B. Townsend, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1135); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10782) granting 


a pension to Ole Steensland, reported the same with amendment, | 


accompanied by a report (No. 1136); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 11496) granting a pension to Henry S. 
Foster, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 1137); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. CROWLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1742) granting | 


an increase of pension to Alonzo Lewis, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1138); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11662) granting 
an increase of pension to Albion P. Stiles, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1139); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KLEBERG, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1455) granting 
an increase of pension to Aaron 8. Gatliff, reported the same with 
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1140); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5111) granting 
a pension to James G. Bowland, reported the same with amend- 
ments, accompanied by a report (No. 1141); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KLEBERG, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8355) granting a 
pension to Robert C. Ballard, reported the same with amend- 
ment. accompanied by a report (No. 1142); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7982) granting 
an increase of pension to William T. Peterson, reported the same 
with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1143); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
11112) granting a pension to 8. Agnes Young, reported the same 
with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1144); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RUMPLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9658) granting 
an increase of pension to Robert Stewart, reported the same with 
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1145); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. APLIN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9883) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William Kelley, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1146); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. KLEBERG, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1292) for the re- 
lief of J. P. O’Brien, reported the same with amendments, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1148); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11890) granting 
an increase of pension to James Brown, reported the same with 
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1149); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4238) granting a 
pension to Emsley Kinsauls, reported the same with amendments, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1150); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. APLIN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12054) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth A. Burrill, reported the same without amendment, 


| accompanied by areport (No. 1151); which said bill and report were 


referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8003) granting 
an increase of pension to Louisa M. MacFarlane, reported the 
same with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1152); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12012) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Walter C. Tuttle, reported the same 
with amendments, accompanied by areport (No. 1153); whichsaid 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KLEBERG, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


| which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12697) granting 


| a pension to M. C. Rogers, reported the same with amendment, 





accompanied by a report (No. 1154); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12395) granting 
a pension to Ruth Bartlett, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1155); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. APLIN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12774) granting 
an increase of pension to John M. Brown, reported the same 
withamendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1156); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8341) granting 
a pension to Hannah C, Chase, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1157); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. RUMPLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5695) granting an 
increase of pension to John M. Seydel, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1158); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6721) granting 
an increase of pension to Andrew Ray, reported the same with 
amendments, accompanied bya report (No. 1159); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RUMPLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9290) granting a 
pension to Francis L. Ackley, reported the same with amendments, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1160); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 8794) granting a pension to Henry I. 
Smith, reported the same with amendments, accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 1161); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4804) granting a 
pension to John S. Nelson, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1162); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 4413) granting an increase of pension to 
Martha A. Greenleaf, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1163); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RUMPLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, te 
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which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2006) granting an 
increase of pension to James Lehew, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1164); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1289) granting an 
increase of pension to Julius W. Clark, reported the samé without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1165); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 3518) granting a pension to Nadine A. 
Turchin, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 1166); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4486) granting an 
increase of pension to Myra W. Robinson, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No, 1168); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered to 
the Clerk, and laid on the table, as follows: 

Mr. MONDELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1861) to remove 
the charge of desertion from the military record of Abner H. 
Goyt, reported the same adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 
1169); which said bill and report were laid on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 9233) for the relief of John B. Burns, 
alias John B. Wilson, reported the same adversely, accompanied 
by a report (No, 1170); which said bill and report were laid on 
the table, 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of the following bills; which were thereupon 
referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7919) to provide American register for steamer 
Eagle—Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce dis- 
charged, and referred to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

A bill (H. R. 11597) granting a pension to Sarah E. Compton— 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 9226) granting a pension to Elizabeth I. Ogden 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS, 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 12906) to consummate the 
purchase of additional land adjoining the naval station, Key 
West, Fla.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

By Mr. BLACKBURN: A bill (H. R. 12907) for the construc- 
tion of a macadam road from the public square in the city of 
Salisbury, N. C., to the national cemetery—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


3y Mr. MERCER: A bill (H. R. 12908) for the relief of certain | 
officers of the Volunteer Army, and for other purposes—to the | 


Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 12909) for the re- 
lief of tobacco growers—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 12910) to increase the 
limit of cost of the building heretofore authorized at Tampa, 


Fla., for use of the United States court, post-office, and custom- | 


house there—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. POU: A bill (H. R. 12911) authorizing the President to 
suspend the collection of the import duties upon certain articles— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: A bill (H. R. 12912) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of War to acquire additional lands at Fort Snelling, 
Minn.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 12913) to authorize a resur- 
vey of certain lands in the State of Wyoming, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MEYER of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 12938) to authorize 
the New Orleans and Mississippi Midland Railroad Company of 
Mississippi to build and maintain a railway bridge across Pear] 
River—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. NAPHEN: A memorial requesting Congress to provide 
for an investigation by the United States Government of the 
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feasibility of constructing a canal between Weymouth Fore River 
and Taunton River—to the Committee on Railways and Canals, 

By Mr. BELL: A memorial resolut f the Colorado senate 
expressing sympathy for the Boe the ¢ 1ittee on Foreign 


Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS, 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXTI, private Is of thi llowing titles 


were introduced and severally referred a 
By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: A bill (H. R. 12! 


crease of pension to Cynthia J. Shatt wid G rt 
Shattuck—to the Committee on Invalid Per . 

By Mr. BLACKBURN: A bill (H. R. 12915) for the 1 f 
M. L. Skidmore—to the Committee on Claims 

By Mr. BULL: A bill (H. R. 12916) for the relief of E. W 1d 
A. Cross, of Wakefield, R. I. to t! (‘om tt : Claim 


By Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 12917 
move the charge of desertion against the name of Richard | 
ford, Company I, One hundred and twenty-first New k 
Infantry—to the Committee on Military Affair 


By Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN: A bill (H. R. 12918) f 
relief of the estate of Josiah Turnei o the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12919) for the relief of the estate of Bedford 


Brown—to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. MOON: A bill (H. R. 12920) for the relief of James 


Moore—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 12921) granting an in 
‘f pension to Mary E. Adams—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 12922) for the relief of e es- 
tate of the late Thomas C, Fuller—to the Committee on Claims, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 12923) for the relief of the estate of the late 
Jesse R. Stubbs—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HENRY C. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 12924) granting a 
pension to Lizzie 8. Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12925) granting an incre: 
Israel C. Drew—to the Committ m Invalid P. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A bill (H. R. 12926) for the re- 
lief of John C, Bishop—to the Committee on Military Affai 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12927) for the relief of Charles W. Irwin— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12928) for the relief of Lebens S. Landon 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TATE: A bill (H. R. 12929) for the relief of M: (il- 
lespie—to the Committee on Pensions. 


¢ 
» OF pens mn to 


nsions, 


i 


Also, a bill (H. R. 12930) for the relief of Theodore Cole—to tl 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: A bill (H. R. 12931) granting an in 


| crease of pension to Alexander Jones—to the Committee on 


Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WARNER: A bill (H. R. 12932) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth D. Harding—to the Committee on Invalid Pens 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12933) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. McConkey—to the Committee on Invalid Pen 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12934) granting an increase of pension to 
William V. Carr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YOUNG: A bill (H. R. 12935) granting a pei n to 
Susannah Ryan—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12936) granting a pension to Reuben M., 
Mercer—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: A bill (H. R. 12937) 


granting an in- 


| crease of pension to Patrick Clair—to the Committee on Invalid 





Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pay 


were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. APLIN: Resolution of Merrill Post, No. 419, Grand 
| Army of the Republic, Department of Michigan. favoring the con- 


struction of war vessels in the Government navy-yards—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 452, of Petoskey, 
Mich., favoring legislation to exclude Chinese m the 
United States and insular possessions—to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

By Mr. BELL: Resolutions of Bricklayers’ Union No 2, of 


laborers fr 


Pueblo, Colo., favoring a reenactment of the Chinese-exc!usion 
law—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of American Cattle Growers’ Association «f Sei- 
bert, Colo.. opposing the le asing of public lands to th » Ceommit- 
tee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. BLACKBURN: Petition of M. L. Skidmore, for the 
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payment of a claim fer lost stamps for internal-revenue pack- 
ages » the Committee on claims. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: Resolutions of the Trades League of 
Philadelphia, Pa., favoring an amendment to the river and har- 
bor bill—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


n 
t 
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Also, resolution of Carpenters’ Union No. 942, of Fort Scott, | 


Kans., favoring an educaticnal test for restriction of immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 


By Mr. BRICK: Petition of Brotherhood of Railroad Train- | 


men, Lodge No. 23, of Elkhart, Ind., favoring an educational 


restriction on immigration—to the Committee on Immigration | 


and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Group No. 193, South Bend, Ind., Polish So- 
ciety, urging a monument at Washington tothe memory of Count 
Pulaski, of the Revolutionary war—to the Committee on the 
Library. 

By Mr. BULL: Resolution of Brewery Workers’ Union No. 166, 
of Providence, R. L., in favor of the Chinese-exclusion act—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also. resolutions of Engineers’ Union No. 616, of Providence, 
R. I., favoring restricted immigration—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

sy Mr. B 
Tll., favoring House bill 8337 and Senate bill 3575, amending the 
interstate-commerce act—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the Trades League of Philadelphia, Pa., for 
an amendment to the river and harbor bill so corporations, etc., 
may improve commercial channels at their own expense—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

3y Mr. BURLESON: Resolutions of Cattle Raisers’ Associa- 
tion of Texas, indorsing Senate bill No. 3311, relating to the 
leasing of public lands for grazing purposes—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

Also, resolutions of same body, favoring a complete census of 
the live stock every five years—to the Select Committee on the 
Census. 

Also, resolutions of same body, favoring the passage of House 
bill No. 6565, known as the Grosvenor pure-fiber bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of the same body, favoring House bill 8337 and 
Senate bill 3575, amending the interstate-commerce act—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 





URKETT: Resolution of Board of Trade of Chicago, | 


By Mr. CAPRON: Petition of citizens of Westerly, R. I., favor- | 


ing the restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immi- | 
c 


gration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Rhode Island, in favor of legislation toabolish the regulation of vice 
in the insular possessions—to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 


Also, petition of the Haskell Manufacturing Company, of Paw- | 


tucket, R. I., protesting against the ratification of the reciprocity | 


treaties now pending—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. CROMER: Resolutions of Bakers and Confectioners’ | 


Union No. 195, of Anderson, Ind., in favor of the exclusion of 
Chinese laborers—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


By Mr. DALZELL: Resolutions of General George H. Thomas | 
Circle, No. 24, Ladies of Grand Army of the Republic, of Pitts- | 
burg (South Side), Pa., favoring a bill providing pensions to cer- 


tain officers and men in the Army and Navy of the United States 
when 50 years of age and over, and increasing widows’ pensions 
to $12 per month—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of the New Century Club, of Philadelphia, Pa., 


for securing a national forest reserve in the Appalachian Moun- | 


tains—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, resolution of the Trades League of Philadelphia, Pa.. fa- 
voring amendment to the river and harbor bill—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolutions of Jersey Shore Division, No. 168, and Round 
Top Division, No. 153: Order of Railway Conductors of Vilas, 


MARCH 22, 





Also, petitions of Association of Machinists Union No. 253, 


Chicago, Ill., favoring a further restriction of Chinese immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. GORDON: Papers to accompany House bill 12817, to 
amend the military record of John Rose—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 12816, granting an in- 
crease of pension to John Dugan—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petitions of Central Reformed Presbyterian 
Church, of Allegheny; the First Pentecostal Church of Pitts- 
burg, and Mount Washington Baptist Church, of Pittsburg, Pa., 
favoring an amendment to the Constitution making polygamy a 
crime—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

3y Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania: Petition of citizens of Berks 
County, Pa., favoring an amendment to the Constitution making 
polygamy a crime—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Plumbers’ Union No. 42, Reading, Pa., favor- 
ing the construction of war vessels at the Government navy- 
yards—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of Stove Mounters’ Union No. 42, Reading, Pa., 
favoring a further restriction of Clfinese immigration—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Penn Lodge, No. 172, of Reading, Pa., Brother- 
hood of Railway Trainmen, favoring an educational restriction on 
immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 

By Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: Petition of Massachusetts 
Board of Trade, favoring the appointment of a commission to im- 
prove trade relations with China, and also for the adoption of 
the merit system in the appointment of consuls—to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolution of Bakers and Confectioners’ Union No. 99, of 
Fall River, Mass., and Granite Cutters’ Union, New Bedford, 
Mass., in favor of the extension of the Chinese-exclusion law— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolution of Group 536, of New Bedford, Mass., Polish 
Society, favoring the erection of a statue to the late Brigadier- 
General Count Pulaski at Washington—to the Committee on the 
Library. 

By Mr. HASKINS: Resolutions of Granite Cutters’ Union of 
Groton, Vt., favoring a reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion 
law—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolution of Painters and Decorators’ Union of Mont- 
pelier, Vt., favoring restricted immigration—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HILL: Resolutions of Painters’ Union of Greenwich, 
Conn., for the further restriction of immigration—to the Com- 


| mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 


By Mr. HOLLIDAY: Resolutions of Carpenters’ Union No. 
205, of Terre Haute, Ind., for the further restriction of immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. KEHOE: Petition of sundry telegraph operators, favor- 
ing the passage of the Hoar-Grosvenor anti-injunction bill—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KNOX: Resolutions of Bricklayers’ Union No. 31, of 
Lowell, Mass., favoring a reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion 
law—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: Resolutions of Bricklayers and Plas- 
terers’ Union No. 1, of Lewiston, Me., favoring legislation to ex- 
clude Chinese laborers from the United States and insular pos- 
sessions—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. METCALF: Resolutions of Pacific Coast Marine Fire- 
men’s Union, of Sailors’ Union of the Pacific, and of City Front 
Federation, of San Francisco, and of Eureka Branch of the Sailors’ 
Union, of Eureka, Cal., favoring the enactment of section 39 of 


2 
o 


| the Chinese-exclusion bill, H. R. 9330—to the Committee on For- 


Wilkesbarre, Connellsville, Philadelphia, and Derry Station, and | 


Order of Railway Trainmen of Pittsburg, Pa., favoring the pas- 
sage of the Hoar-Grosvenor anti-injunction bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of the Eight-Hour League of Amer- 


ica, in support of a national eight-hour day—to the Committee on | 


Labor. 

By Mr. FOERDERER: Papers to accompany House bill 10951, 
for the relief of Mrs. Pauline M. Roberts—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. FOSS: Petitions of Polish societies of Chicago, II1., 
urging the passage of House bill No. 16, providing for the erection 
of a statue to the memory of Count Pulaski at Washington—to 
the Committee on the Library. 


eign Affairs, 

Also, sundry petitions of 115 officers of the National Guard of 
California, favoring the passage of House bill (H. R. 11654) to 
increase the efficiency of the militia, and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on Militia. 

Also, resolutions of Vallejo Lodge, No. 148, of Boiler Makers 
and Iron Ship Builders, of Vallejo, Cal.; of the Merchants’ Ex- 
change of Oakland, Cal., and of Brotherhood of Teamsters Local 
Union No. 85, and Sailors’ Union of the Pacific, of San Francisco, 
Cal., favoring the exclusion of Chinese laborers and condemning 
the action of the Merchants’ Exchange of San Francisco—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of Upholsterers’ International Union No. 54, 
of Oakland, Cal.; of Black Diamond Bryan and Stevenson Club, 


| of Black Diamond, Cal.; of Leather Workers’ Union No, 17, of 


Also, resolution of the Trades League of Philadelphia, Pa., | 


favoring amendment to the river and harbor bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors, 


Benicia; of San Francisco Labor Council and Sailors’ Union of the 
Pacific, of San Francisco; of Vallejo Lodge, No. 252, of United 
Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners; of Trades and Labor 
Council; of Typographical Union No. 389 and of Ship Keepers’ 
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Protective Union No. 8970, of Vallejo; of Cigar Makers’ Interna- 
tional Union No. 253; of Oakland Typographical Union, No. 36; 
of Pscific Coast Union, No. 1; of Boiler Makers and Iron Ship 
Builders’ Union No. 233; of Order of Railway Conductors, Golden 
Gate Division, No. 364, and of Retail Clerks’ Association No. 47, 
all of Oakland, and petition of residents of Oakland, Cal., favoring 
the exclusion of Chinese laborers—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of Typographical Union, Teamsters’ Union 
No. 76, District Council of Alameda County, Machinists’ Union 
No. 284, and Locomotive Engineers’ Union, all of Oakland, Cal.; 
Carpenters’ Union No. 194, of Alameda; Leather Workers’ Union 
No. 17,of Benicia; Typographical Union No. 389; Brewers’ Union 
No. 11. and Local Union No. 376, all of Vallejo, Cal., favoring ar 
educational qualification for. immigrants—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. MOON: Petition of Street Railroad Employees’ Union 
No. 115, of Chattanooga, Tenn., favoring a further restriction of 
Chinese immigration—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MUTCHLER: Paper to accompany House bill No. 
12517, to amend the military record of Isaac Sutton—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NAPHEN: Petition of Journeymen Plumbers’ Union 
No. 12, Boston, Mass. , favoring an educational qualification for im- 
migrants—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. NEVIN: Protest of C. H. Barton, of Dayton, Ohio, 
against the passage of Senate bill 1118—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee: Resolutions of Cigar 
Makers’ Union No. 266, of Memphis, Tenn., for an extension of 
the Chinese-exclusion law—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. RUMPLE: Resolutions of Hand in Hand Lodge, No. 
183, Railroad Trainmen, Clinton, Iowa, favoring a further 1 
striction of Chinese immigration—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of Federal Labor Union No. 6303, of Musca- 
tine, Iowa, favoring the building of war ships in the coc 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. RYAN: Resolutions of Bakers’ Union No. 16, and Pat- 
tern Makers’ Union, of Buffalo, N. Y., favoring restricted immi- 
gration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Eight-Hour League of America, in support 
of a national eight-hour day—to the Committee on Labor. 


3y Mr. HENRY C. SMITH: Resolutions of Bricklayers’ Union | of the two Houses on the amendment of th oi na 
] 


| (H. R. 4488) granting an increase of pension to Si 


No. 15, of Jackson, Mich., favoring legislation to exclude Chinese 
laborers from the United States and insular possessions—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: Memorial of the State board of health 
of the State of Florida, requesting that the control of the mari- 
time quarantine service of the ports of the island of Cuba be re- 
tained by the United States—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Iowa: Affidavits to accompany House bill 
8287, granting an increase of pension to Peter Johnson—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: Papers to accompany House bill grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Alexander Jones—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of Red Prince Lodge, No. 250, Knights of 
Pythias, and Byesville Lodge, No. 765, Independent Order of Odd 
Fellows, of Byesvi ille, Ohio, favoring a further restriction of Chi- 
nese immigration—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. WARNER: Resolution of Division 37, of Mattoon, I1l., 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, f: avoring x the passage of 
the Hoar-Grosvenor anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, 

Also, resolutions of Barbe Ts’ Union No 95, of Bloomington, M11., 
for the further restriction of immigration—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WOODS: Petition of the National Guard of California, 
for the passage of House bill 9972—to the Committee on the 
Militia. 

Also, petition of Confidence Miners’ Union, No. 47, of Confi- 
dence, Cal., favoring restriction of immigration and the Chinese- 
a act—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 

10n. 

By Mr. YOUNG: Petition of E. S. Garner, secretary, Philadel- 
phia, Pa., favoring an educational no ilification for immigrants— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolutiqns of the Alumnz Association of the Girls’ High 
and Normal Schools, of Philadelphia, Pa., for securing a national 
forest reserve in the Appalachian Mountains—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

Also, letter of 8. B. Hedderson, of Philadelphia, Pa., in opposi- 
tion to the passage of House bill 9352—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, 
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SENATE. 


MONDAY, Moreh 24, 1902, 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mu RN. D. D. 

The Secretary proceed i to read the J nal of the proceedin 
of Friday last, when, on request of Mr.S ind by u im 
consent, the further reading was disper 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. W 1. the Jou 


nal will stand approved. It is approv 
REPORT ON LEPROSY, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Ser 


nication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmit z 
from the Surgeon-General of the Marine-Hospital Servi 
mitting a report of the medical officers appointed 

the origin and the prevalence of leprosy in the United 

to report what legislation is necessary for t] prevent Loi t 
spread of this disease; which, on motion of Mr. GAL \ 


with the accompanying papers, referred to the C 

Public Health and National Quarantin 
POSTAL SAVINGS BANKS IN PORTO RICO. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before t] 


a communication addressed te ‘© the President pro tempore 


ind ordered to b 


the Senate. by Federico Degetau, resident comm mer f1 
Porto Rico, inclosing resolutions, adopted by th tive council 
of Porto Rico, relative to the enactment of legislation by the ¢ 

| egress of the United States for the establishment « 


| the amendment of the Senat 


postal savings banks in Porto Rico. The Chair 
communication, together with 
council, be printed, and referred to the Committee on P 
lands and Porto Rico. In the absence of objection it will be s 
ordered. 


the resolutions of ti ve 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSI 


A message from the House of Represent: 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced th it; the 
the bill (S. 3865) to establish light-houses at th 
Harbor to mark the entrance to the new Broad Sound Channe 

The message also announced that the House hac 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. 
hospital at Buffalo, N. Y. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the d rT - s 


itives, by Mr. W. J. 
House had 7 


The message also announced that the House hac 
e to the bill (H. R. 482 ran 
increase of pe nsion to Herbert A. Boomhower, asks a conferenc 
with the Senate on the disas rreeing votes of the two — es thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. SAMUEL W. SmituH, Mr. DarraGu, and Mr. 
KLEBERG managers at the conference on the part of F the House. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a 
bill (H. R. 12346) making appropriations for the construction, 
repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and har- 
bors, and for other purposes, in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. LODGE. I present certain resolutions of the legislature of 
Massachusetts relative to the feasibility of constructing 
between Weymouth Fore River and Taunton River. I ask that 
they may be read and referred to the Committee on Commerc: 

The resolutions were read, and referred to the Committ 
Commerce, as follows: 
Commonwealth of Massachusetts, in 

Congress to provide for an iny 1 by nited 

of the feasibility of constructing a canal between Weymouth I 

and Taunton River. 





Resolved, That the general court of Massa tts 1 ( 
gress of the United States shall take sucha 
gation by the United States Governmer f the fea y of 
canal from Weymouth Fore River to Taunton Riv by way of tl 
Brockton, in this Commonwealth, and for a report th: n, t 
spee dily as Pos sible to Congress 

Resolved, That copies of these resolutions be sent by th 
commonwealth to the presiding officers of both branc! f ! nd 
also to the Senators and Representatives in ¢ I t ( ! 
wealth. 

In house of representatives, adopted March 6, 192 

In senate, adopted, in concurrence, March 11, 1402 

A true copy. Attest: 

WILLIAM M. OLIN, 
Mr. PLATT of N Yew York presente d a memoria ilo e* wraph- 


ical Union No. 62, American Be leration of Labor. of U HY “aN, 


remonstrating against the adoption of certain amendments to 

copyright law; which was referred to the Committee on Pater 
He also presented a memorial of Columbus Lodge,-No. 401, 

International Association of Machinists, of Brooklyn, N. Y., re- 


monstrating against the enactment of legislation granting more 
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than fifteen days’ leave of absence to employees of Government | 


navy-yerds and arsenals; which was referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of the Western New York Horti- 
cultural Society, of Rochester, N. Y., remonstrating against the 
enactment of legislation providing for the irrigation of the pub- 
lic lands of the West; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Typographical Union No. 6, 
American Federation of Labor, of New York City, N. Y., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to increase the salaries of 
letter carriers; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. : 

He also presented a petition of the Retail Lumber Dealers’ As- 
sociation of Utica, N. Y., praying for the adoption of certain 
amendments to the interstate-commerce law; which was referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Retail Grocers’ Union of 
New York City; of sundry newspaper clippings from the New 
York Commercial Advertiser, New York Tribune, New York 
Evening Post, New York City Commercial; of The Post Express, of 


} 
| 


Rochester, and a petition of Madison County Pomona Grange, | 


Patrons of Husbandry, of Parish, all in the city of New York, 
praying that certain relief be granted to Cuba; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Relations with Cuba. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Knowlesville, 
Medina, and Rochester, all in the State of New York, praying 
for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit 
polygamy; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


He also presented petitions of Local Unions Nos. 711, 7, 72,489, | 


119, 34, 37, 185, 54, 133, 8631, 369, 25, 139, 233, 156, 15, 68, 176, 66, 
75, 2, 121, 58,89, 135, 22, 325,6. 44, 159, and 179, of Buffalo, Roches- 
ter, North Tonawanda, Dunkirk, Dansville, Troy, New York, 


Seneca Falls, Albany, Elmira, Oswego, Syracuse, Binghamton, 





» 
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Mr. PENROSE presented petitions of the congregations of the 
Central Allegheny Reformed Presbyterian Church, of Allegheny; 
the Mount Washington Baptist Church, of Pittsburg, and the 
First Pentecostal Church, of Pittsburg, all in the State of Pennsyl- 
vania, praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Consti- 
tution to prohibit polygamy; which were referred to the Com- 


| mittee on the Judiciary. 


He also presented a petition of 32 citizens of Jermyn, Pa., and 
a petition of 35 citizens of Wyoming, Pa., praying for the passage 
of the so-called Grout bill, to regulate the manufacture and sale 
of oleomargarine; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of Local Union No. 3, of Waynes- 
burg; of Painters, Decorators, and Paper Hangers’ Local Union 
No. 370, of Pittsburg; of Local Union No. 24 of New Castle, all 
of the American Federation of Labor; of Lodge No, 228, Broth- 
erhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Bradford; of Council No. 853, 
Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of Chester County; 
of 44 citizens of South Bethlehem, and of Local Division No. 357, 
Order of Railway Conductors, of Connellsville, all in the State of 
Pennsylvania, praying for the reenactment of the Chinese- 
exclusion law; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of sundry citizens of Sardis, 
W. Va., praying for the reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion 
law; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of Leo Schaffer, of Sewell; of P. 
Bachman’s Sons, of Wheeling; of Silas M. Thomas, of West 
Union; of John N. Tregellas, of Grafton, and of Reynolds and 


| Morriss, of Bluefield, all in the State of West Virginia, and of the 


Salamanca, Jamestown, Ithaca, Little Falls, Schenectady, One- | 


onta, Yonkers, Poughkeepsie, and Auburn, all of the American 


Federation of Labor, in the State of New York, praying for the | 


reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion law; which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of Local Unions Nos, 429, 2, 246, 5, 
7, 136, 41, 44, 84, 141, 156, 10, 25, 39, 89, 48, 68, 121, 78, 120, 429, 
292, 274, 195, 146, 12, 135, 325, 233, 205, 131, 14, and 170, of Niagara 
Falls, Buffalo, Frankfort, Troy, Brooklyn, Syracuse, Utica, New 
York, Binghamton, Wappingers Falls, Rochester, Ogdensburg, 
Glens Falls, Watertown, Schenectady, Albany, Green Island, 
Hornellsville, Corning, Jamestown, Oswego, Cohoes, Newburgh, 
and Waverly, all of the American Federation of Labor, in the State 
of New York, praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
an educational test for immigrants to this country; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Poolville, 
Oneonta, Coventry, Geneva, West Lebanon, Auburn, Canton, 
Rochester, Woodbourne, Patterson, Port Gibson, New Kingston, 
East Greenbush, Rockroyal, Edinburg, Tracycreek, Taylor 
Center, Clarence, West Meredith, Triangle, Lebanon, Altoona, 
Getzville, Chaseville, Hensonyille, Chipman, Madison, Brushton, 
Castile, Ashland, Willet, East Homer, Richville, Plattsburg, 
Bergen, Greenriver, East Hamilton, Sidney, Rock City Falls, 


Hamilton, Crownpoint, Forest, Wayne, and Trenton Falls, all | 


in the State of New York, praying for the passage of the so-called 


Grout bill, to regulate the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; | 
| tion of United States Senators by direct vote of the people; which 


which were ordered to lie on the table. 
He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade and Trans- 
portation, of New York City, N. Y., praying for the enactment 


of legislation providing for the reorganization of the consular | 


service; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the United Retail Grocers’ 
Association, of Brooklyn, N. Y., praying for the passage of the 
so-called pure-food bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Manufactures. 

He also presented a petition of the Central Trades and Labor 
Council, American Federation of Labor, of Olean, N. Y., and a 
petition of sundry citizens of Cattaraugus, N. Y., praying for 
the enactment of legislation providing for the election of United 
States Senators by a direct vote of the people; which were referred 
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented petitions of Local Unions Nos, 105, 289, 401, 
156, 521, 108, and 10, of Geneva, Olean, Brooklyn, Dunkirk, and 
Washington, all of the American Federation of Labor; of Grand 
Army Posts Nos. 399, 391, 447, 21, 355, 521, 351, 91, 231, 389, 449, 
102, and 55, of Brooklyn, Rochester, Hannibal, Suffern, Troups- 
burg, Medina, Panama, York, Moriah Center, and Wolcott, all 





of the Department of New York, Grand Army of the Republic, | 
in the State of New York, praying for the enactment of legisla- | 


tion authorizing the construction of war vessels in the navy- 
yards of the country; which were referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, 


W. M. Ritter Lumber Company, of Columbus, Ohio, remon- 
strating against the passage of the so-called Grout bill, to regu- 
late the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BATE presented a petition of Cigar Makers’ Local Union 
No. 83, American Federation of Labor, of Nashville, Tenn., pray- 
ing for the reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion law; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of 100 citizens of Robertson County, 
Tenr., praying for the enactment of legislation permitting a 
farmer to buy and sell his neighbor’s tobacco in the leaf, as 
though raised by himself, after having paid the Government 
license; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. McLAURIN of South Carolina presented a petition of 
Loom Fixers’ Local Union No. 309, of Warrenville, S. C., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation providing an educational 
test for immigrants to this country; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented a petition of Congaree Division, No. 323, Or- 
der of Railway Conductors, of Columbia, 8. C., praying for the 
reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion law; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. MILLARD presented a petition of Comrade of George G. 
Meade Post, No. 19, Department of Nebraska, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Sutton, Nebr., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation authorizing the construction of war vessels in the navy- 
yards of the country; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Beemer, Smith- 
field, Brunswick, Wilbur, Lincoln, Mission Creek, Liberty, Litch- 
field, and Funk, all in the State of Nebraska, praying for the adop- 
tion of an amendment to the Constitution providing for the elec- 


were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi presented a petition of R. E. 
Harris Division, No. 105, Order of Railway Conductors, of Meri- 
dian, Miss., praying for the enactment of legislation to exclude 
Chinese laborers from the United States and their insular posses- 
sions; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DOLLIVER presented a petition of Leather Workers’ Local 
Union No. 11, American Federation of Labor, of Davenport, Iowa, 
praying for the passage of the so-called parcels-post bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of Bricklayers, Masons, and Plas- 
terers’ Local Union No. 11, American Federation of Labor, of 
Boone, Iowa, praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
for the compulsory education and inspection of child labor; which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of Phil Kearney Post, No. 40, De- 
partment of Iowa, Grand Army of the Republic, of Oskaloosa, 
Iowa, and a petition of Company F, Fiftieth Regiment Iowa Na- 
tional Guard, of Burlington, Iowa, praying for the enactment of 


| legislation to increase the efficiency of the militia; which were re- 


ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of G. W. Sanborn Lodge, No. 9, 
Order of Railroad Trainmen, of Mason City, Lowa, and a petition 
of Butchers’ Local Union No, 144, American Federation of Labor, 
of Ottumwa, Iowa, praying for the passage of the so-called Hoar 
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anti-injunction bill, to limit the meaning of the word ‘‘ conspir- 
acy’’ and the use of ‘restraining orders and injunctions” in 
certain cases; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Trades and Labor Assem- 
bly, American Federation of Labor, of Centerville, Iowa, praying 
for the repeal of the so-called desert-land law and the commuta- 
tion clause of the homestead act, and also that an appropriation be 
made for irrigation surveys; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 

He also presented the petition of Louis P. Vance, of Suther- 
land, Iowa, to accompany the bill (S. 3262) granting a pension to 
Louis P. Vance; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also presented petitions of Switchmens’ Local Union No. 89, 
of Ottumwa; of Typographical Union No. 251, of Muscatine; of 
Harness Makers’ Local Union No. 11, of Davenport; of Wood 
Workers’ Local Union No. 64, of Dubuque; of Wood Workers’ 
Local Union No. 167, of Lyons; of Painters’ Local Union No. 246, 
of Des Moines; of Team Drivers’ Local Union No. 90, of Des 
Moines; of Barbers’ Local Union No. 97, of Cedar Rapids; of 
Barbers’ Local Union No. 52, of Sioux City; of United Garment 
Workers’ Local Union No. 48, of Ottumwa; of Amalgamated 
Wood Workers’ Local Union No. 92, of Clinton; of Pork Butch- 
ers’ Local Union No. 50, of Sioux City, and of Painters’ Local 
Union of Ottumwa, all of the American Federation of Labor, and 
of Division No. 6, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of 
Boone, all in the State of Iowa, praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation providing an educational test for immigrants to this 
country; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of Local Union No. 87, of Ottumwa; 
of Coopers’ Local Union No. 29, of Dubuque; of Plasterers’ Local 
Union No. 15, of Clinton; of Masons’ Local Union No. 14, of Cedar 
Rapids; of Local Union No. 51, of Sioux City; of Typographical 
Union No. 334, of Clinton; of Bricklayers’ Local Union No. 1, of 
Cedar Rapids; of Typographical Union No. 22, of Dubuque; of 
Bricklayers’ Local Union No. 7, of Muscatine; of Bricklayers and 
Plasterers’ Local Union No. 11, of Boone, all of the American 
Federation of Labor; of Local Union No. 522, Brotherhood of 
Railroad Trainmen, of Cherokee; of Lodge No. 183, Brotherhood 
of Railroad Trainmen, of Clinton, and of Lodge No. 9, Order of 
Railroad Trainmen, of Mason City, all in the State of Iowa, pray- 
ing for the reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion law; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the convention of mine workers, 
United Mine Workers of America, of Albia, Iowa, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to protect the lives of miners in the Ter- 
ritories; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented memorials of sundry business firms 
of Detroit, Mich., remonstrating against the passage of the so- 
called Hoar anti-injunction bill to limit the meaning of the word 
** conspiracy ’’ and the use of ‘‘ restraining orders and injunctions ”’ 
in certain cases; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Cheboygan 
County, Mich., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called 
Grout bill, to regulate the manufacture and sale of oleomar- 
garine; which was ordered to lie on the table, 

He also presented petitions of Bricklayers’ Local Union No. 
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bus, Birchardsville, Mainsburg, Forest Lal Clarion, Tulpe- 
hocken, Hecktown, Rebersburg, Willow Hill, Thompson, Me- 
Donald, Cambridge Springs, Fag] ville, Gratersford, Millbach, 
Sugar Grove, Kantz. Silver Luke, Fred ure. Li lale 

Loyalville, Grover, Blooming Valley, | lle. Stillw r, 
Shartlesville, Amasa, Mountville, Waterford ulville, Hicker- 
nell, Marble, Lykens, Dr d, Jermyn, Ne ~ ( rch, 
Allensville, Erie, Spinnerstown, Ette1 wn 
Crosscutt, Townhill, Fleetville, Keown, \ h- 
andtown, Braddock, Charleroi, Washington, Erie, La B a- 
trobe, Beaver, Monessen, Neweastle, allin tf ite of P 

nia, praying for the passage of the so-called Grout bill 

the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which were | 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of 115 citizer f Newvill 
zens of Reading, 30 ci ns of Danville, 32 t ns of P le 
phia, 55 citizens of Utica, 52 citizens of Pitt rz, 40 of 
Tionesta, 33 citizens of Markleton, 80 citizens of Philadeiphia, 140 
citizens of Hydetown, 80 citizens of Pittsbur 3 citize 
burg, 60 citizens of Marchand, and 12 citizer f Barn . all 
in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the adopti 
amendment to the Constitution to prohibit poly ty; W1 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of Bricklayers’ L 1 Union No. 31, 
of Braddock: Cigarmakers’ Union No, 446, of Norristow nl 
City Union, No. 156, of Oil City; Brewery Workmens’ Union No. 
22, of Charleroi; Retail Clerks’ Union No. 209, of Meadville; 20 
citizens of Galeton; 53 citizens of Irwin; | trical W 
Union No. $1, of Easton; 17 citizens of Tyrone; Central Labor Union 
of Hanoy and McSherrystown; Bricklayers and Plasterers’ 
Union No. 37, of Easton; Local Union No. 84, of Erie; Local 


Union No. 3, of Belle Vernon; Local Union No. 615, of Fayette; 
18 citizens of Columbia; Bricklayers’ Union No, 40, of Johnstown; 
Carbondale Typographical Union, No. 239, of Carbondale: Local 
Union No. 1254, of McGovern; Local Union No. 1359, of Bower 
ton; 40 citizens of Verona; 28 citizens of Archbald; Local Union No, 
558, of McDonald; 52 citizens of Williamsport; Bricklayers and Ma- 
sons’ Union No. 43, of Franklin; Hod Carriers’ Protective Union 
No. 7351, of Reading; Harrisburg Typographical Union, No. 14, of 
Harrisburg; Pittsburg Lodge, No. 18, of Pittsburg; of sundry 
citizens of South Side, Pittsburg; Newspaper Writers’ Union 
No. 11, of Philadelphia; Journeymen Barbers’ Union No. 198, of 
Meadville; Bricklayers, Masons, and Plasterers’ Union No. 47. of 
Pottsville; Bricklayers and Masons’ Union No. 16, of York; Ci- 
gar Makers’ Union No. 257, of Lancaster; Stone Masons’ Union 
No. 34, of Philadelphia; United Brotherhood of Carpenters and 
Joiners of America, Local Union No. 709, of Shenandoah; sun- 
dry citizens of Artz; Federal Labor Union, No. 7204, of Carbon- 
dale; Coopers’ International Union No. 101, of Allegheny; United 
Mine Workers Local Union No. 79, of Webster; Philadelphia 
Plate Printers’ Union No. 1, of Philadelphia; sundry citizens of 
Hellertown; Local Union No. 1787, of Fayette; Miners and Mine 
Workers’ Local Union No, 248, of Fayette; Retail Clerks’ Union 
No. 61, of Easton; Iron and Steel Workers’ Union No. 8610, of 


| Lebanon; Local Union No. 761, of Webster; Cigar Makers’ Inter- 


15. of Jackson, and of Iron Molders’ Local Union No. 317, of | 


Detroit, in the State of Michigan, praying for the reenactment of 
the Chinese-exclusion law; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. QUAY presented petitions of sundry citizens of Lancaster, 
Altoona, Monongahela City, South Sharon, Newcastle, Mount 
Pleasant, McKeesport, Curwensville, Wilkinsburg, Greensburg, 
Sewickley, Coraopolis, Vandergrift, Millvale, Apollo, Pittsburg, 
Sharpsburg, McKees Rocks, Wilmerding, Brushton, Tarentum, 
Etna, Beaver Falls, Sharon, Homewood, New Kensington, Spring 
Forge, Reynoldsville, Bradford, Allegheny, Farmersville, Niantic, 
Kittanning, Braddock, Pomeroy, Mount Chestnut, Eldred, Con- 
neautville, Bedford, Sturtevant, Moscow, Hayes Grove, Font, 
Duquesne, New Sheffield, Doylestown, Sparta Township, Mill- 
brook, Stonyrun, Lyndell, Troy, Amasa, Moselem Springs, Zeno, 
Thompsontown, Evans City, Leraysville, Auburn Center, Pros- 
pect, Newcastle, Springboro, Sassamansville, Wescosville, Union 
City, Waynesboro, Hill, Sugar Grove, Gold, Beckersville, Timi- 
cula, Hegins, Fishersville, Loysburg, Spring Mills, McConnells- 


burg, Kingsley, Columbus, Burning Bush, Eagle Foundry, Jack- | 


son Summit, East Rush, Lawton, Keisters, Flicksville, Niagara, 
Niilegass, Penn Township, Overton, Windom, Union City, Bird- 
in-hand, Tweedale, Sayre, Carbon Black, Fairfield, Dundaff, Au- 
burn, Woodcock, Lederachville, Coon Island, West Alexander, 
Chandlers Valley, Rauschs, Friendsville, Unityville, Bellwood, 
Vanderbilt, Elderten, Valley, Wismer, Rushboro, Montrose, Car- 
bondale, Mansfield, Snyder Township, Honesdale, Kimberton, 
Daggett, Jobs Corners, Williamson, Mount Pleasant, Maple Lake, 
Campbelltown, Salfordville, New London, Corry, Hanlin, Colum- 





| town; 


national Union No. 104, of Pottsville; sundry citizens of Kutz- 

Local Union No. 376, of Roscoe; sundry citizens of 
Johnstown; Bakers and and Confectioners’ Union No. 132, of 
Lancaster; Iron and Steel Workers’ Union No. 9249, of Potts- 
town; Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen’s Union No, 172, of 
Reading; Erie Typographical Union, No. 77, of Erie; Local 
Union No. 1572, of Lansford; sundry citizens of Pittsburg: Typo- 
graphical Union No. 2, of Philadelphia; Bricklayers and Plas- 
terers’ Protection Union No. 8, of Bethlehem; sundry citizens 
of Dunbar; sundry citizens of Conemaugh; Bricklayers and Ma- 


| sons’ Union No. 56, of Greenville; sundry citizens of McKees- 


port; sundry citizens of Elixir; Pattern Makers’ Association of 
Erie; sundry citizens of Fogelsville; Coal Miners’ Union No. 1826, 
of Canonsburg; Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen’s Union No. 
43, of Sunbury; Bartenders’ Local Union No. 225, of Meadville; 
the Central Labor Union of Kane; sundry citizens of O’Hara 
Township; the United Mine Workers’ Union No, 13: 
dale; sundry citizens of Spring Grove borough; sun 
of Philadelphia; sundry citizens of Shiremanstown; Stone Ma- 
sons’ Union No. 38, of Reading; Stove Mounters’ Union No. 6, of 
Philadelphia; Local Union No. 11, of Washington; Local Union 
No. 1726, of Saltsburg; United Mine Workers’ Union No. 1254, of 
Tarentum; the Central Labor Union of Charleroi; Stove Mount- 
ers’ Union No. 42, of Reading; International Bricklayers’ Union 
No. 54, of Norristown; Society of St. Joseph, No. 293, of Lans- 
ford; Bricklayers’ Union No. 12, of Chester; Cigar Makers’ Union 
No. 194, of Bradford; United Mine Workers’ Union No. 1622, of 
Greenock; Bricklayers’ Union No. 4, of Allegheny; Brotherhood 
of Blacksmiths’ Union No. 104, of Philadelphia; sundry eitizens 
of Tidal; Granite Cutters’ National Union, of Philadelphia; sut- 
dry citizens of Pittston; sundry citizens of New Stanton; United 


2, of Price- 
; : 
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ry citizens 
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Union No. 95, of Tarentum; Barbers’ Local Union No, 297, of 
Lansford; Journeymen Barbers’ International Union No. 277, of 
Easton; Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 466, of Easton; Journey- 
men Plumbers’ Union No. 207, of Bradford; Powder Makers’ 
Union No. 8742, of Olivers Mills; Carpenters’ Local Union No. 
492, of Reading: sundry citizens of Jeannette: United Mine 
Workers’ Local Union No. 700, of Hauto; Local Union No. 1115, 


of Pricedale; sundry citizens of Steelton; Local Union No. 187, | 


of Pittsburg; Local Unien No. 556, of Meadville; sundry citizens 
of Johnstown; Cigar MaReys’ Local Union No. 282, 
ing; Ellwood City Lodge. No. 5, of Ellwood City; Federal Labor 
Union No. 8139, of McSherrystown; Local Union No. 500, of 

3utler; Journeymen Bakers’ Union No. 150, of Reading; Central 
Labor Council, of Franklin; Typographical Union No. 7, of Pitts- 
burg: the Central Labor Union of Hazleton; Coopers’ Interna- 
tional Union No. 102, of Brownsville; United Mine Workers’ Un- 
ion Ne. 844, of Carbondale; Tinners and Slaters’ Union No. 7382. 
of Newcastle; United Mine Workers’ Local Union No. 1887, of 
Seek; Federal Union No. 9257, of Renovo; Tin Plate Workers’ 
Union No. 30, of Washington: Typographical Union No. 258, of 
Easton; Iron Molders’ Union No. 370, of Reading; Federal Labor 
Union No. 9220. of New Castle; Local Union No. 185, of Roscoe; 


Amalgamated Sheet Metal Workers’ Union No. 146, of Easton; | 


Iron Workers’ Union No. 9261, of Lancaster: Local Union No. 


1263, of Monongahela; Boiler Makers’ Union No. 147, of Susque- | 


hanna; American Tin Workers’ Union No. 10, of New Kensing- 
ton: Local Division No. 85, Amalgamated Association of Street 
Railway Employees of America, of Pittsburg; Electrical Workers’ 
Union No. 56, of Erie; sundry citizens of Wescoesville; Cigar 
Makers’ Local Union No. 295, of Scranton; Machinists’ Interna- 


tional Union No. 159, of Philadelphia; Local Union No. 51, of Mo- | 


nongahela; Cigar Makers’ Union No. 236, of Reading; Central 
Labor Union, of Lancaster; delegates to the Federal Trades Coun- 
cil of Reading; the Central Trades Assembly of Washington; Ty- 
pographical Union No. 86, of Reading; Slate and Tile Roofers’ 
Union No. 8926, of Reading; Local Union No. 32, of Canonsburg; 
Powder Workers’ Union No. 8974, of Wapwallopen; the Central 
Labor Union of Carbondale; International Jewelers’ Union No. 
5, of Philadelphia; Good Hope Lodge No. 19, of McKeesport; Glass 
Cutters’ Union No. 78, of Monaca; Local Union No.6, of New 
Kensington; Printing Pressmen’s Union No. 31, of Pittsburg; 
the American Lace Curtain Operators’ Union of Philadelphia, all 
in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the reenactment of the 
Chinese-exclusion law; which were ordered to lie on the table. 
He also presented petitions of Federal Labor Union No. 9257, 
American Federation of Labor, of Renovo; Order of Railroad 
Telegraphers’ Union No. 3, Harrisburg: Local Union No. 167, of 
Meadville; Bakers and Confectioners’ Union No. 132, of Lancas- 
ter; Electrical Workers’ Union No. 56, of Erie; Retail Clerks’ 
Union No. 469, American Federation of Labor, of Shenandoah; 
Journeymen Barbers’ Union No. 278, of Newcastle; Iron Molders’ 
Local Union No. 313, of Chester; Powder Makers’ Union No. 
8742, of Olivers Mills; Iron Molders’ Union No, 235, of Lehigh- 
ton; New Kensington Union, No. 333, American Federation of 
Labor, of New Kensington; Machinists’ Local Union No. 305, of 
Susquehanna; Junior Machinists Apprentices’ Union No. 9008, of 
Susquehanna; Retail Clerks’ International Protective Union No. 
159, of Altoona; Railroad Telegraphers’ Union No. 67, of Wilkes- 
barre; Tube Workers’ Union No. 8077, of Washington; Glass 
Bottle Blowers’ Union No. 76, of Sharpsburg; Local Union No. 
57,of Franklin; International Lonshoremens’ Association of Erie; 
Carpenters’ Union No. 492, American Federation of Labor, of 
Reading; Journeymen Barbers’ Local Union No. 226, of Sunbury; 
Machinists’ Union No. 327, of Meadville; Carpenters and Join- 
ers’ Union No. 102, of WilkeSbarre; Brotherhood of Carpenters 
and Joiners’ Local Union No, 165, of Pittsburg; Journeymen 
Barbers’ Local Union No. 203, of Reading; Machinists’ Union 
No. 16, of Harrisburg; Clerks’ Union No. 140, of Pittston; all 
of the American Federation of Labor; of New Wilmington 
Post, No. 446, of New Wilmington; L. R. Piper Post, No. 454, of 
Hopewell; Charles 8. Whitworth Post, No. 89, of Apollo; Sharon 
Post, No. 254, of Sharon: J. C. Markle Post, No. 623, of West 
Newton; Lieutenant William H. Child Post, No. 226, of Marietta; 
Colonel John D. Musser Post, No. 66,of Muncy; Swarts Post, No. 
72, of New Albany; C. W. Deming Post, No. 476, of Millerton; 
General Thomas A. Rowley Post, No. 495, of Natrona; E. B. Young 
Post, No. 87, of Allentown; George Smith Post, No. 79, of Con- 
shohocken; Major Gaston Post, No. 544, of Gastonville; Lieutenant 
H. C. Litman Post, No. 93, of Auburn; Colonel Croasdale Post, 
No. 256, of Riegelsville; Clarksville Post, No. 557, of Clarksville; 
Major W. G. Lowry Post, No. 548, of Wilkinsburg; Joseph 
Shielde Post, No. 638, of Covode; T. D. Swarts Post, No. 218, of 
Moscow; Yeager Post, No. 13, of Allentown; John Fisher Post, 
No. 337, of Riceville; A. F. Jones Post, No, 204, of Coudersport; 


Vorkers’ Union No. 548, of Buena Vista; Meadville Cen- | 


of Sellers- 


ville: Shirt Waist and Laundey Workers’ Union No. 74. of Read- | 





tral Labor Union, of Meadville; Glass Bottle Blowers’ Branch 
Edgar Richards Post, No. 595, of Pottstown; Eli Berlin Post, No. 
629, of East Hickory; Lieutenant S.C. Potts Post, No. 62, of Al- 
toona; of Phelps Post, No. 124, of East Smithfield; of Captain S. 8. 
Marchand Post, No. 190, of Irwin; Captain John Q. Snyder Post, 
No. 408, of Liverpool; of Captain G. W. Ryan Post, No. 364, of 
Middleburg; of General Welsh Post, No. 118, of Columbia; Fred- 
erick C. Ward Post, No. 468, of Altoona; Robinson Post, No. 26, of 
Hazleton: John A. Warner Post, No. 494, of Lebanon, and Robert 
| Aldham Post, No. 527, of South Bethlehem, all of the Depart- 
ment of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Republic, in the State 
of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of legislation au- 
| thorizing the construction of war vessels in the navy-yards of the 
| country; which were referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
| Mr. COCKRELL presented petitions of sundry citizens of 

Christian and Holden, in the State of Missouri, praying for the 
| passage of the so-called Grout bill, to regulate the manufacture 
= sale of oleomargarine; which were ordered to lie on the 
| table. 

He also presented memorials of the Live Stock Exchange of 
South St. Joseph; of the Live Stock Exchange of Kansas City; 
| of the Commercial Club of Kansas City; of sundry citizens of 
| Joplin, Atchison County, and Kansas City, all in the State of 
Missouri, and of the Mercantile Club of Kansas City, Kans., 
remonstrating against the passage of the so-called Grout bill, to 
regulate the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CLARK of Montana presented petitions of Miners’ Local 
Union No. 129, of Virginia City; of the Miners’ Local Union, of 
Kendall; of the Rocky Canon Miners’ Local Union, of Chestnut; 
of Miners’ Local Union No. 103, of Marysville; of George Dewey 
Engineers’ Local Union No. 86, of Granite, and of Typographical 
Union No. 255, of Anaconda, all in the State of Montana, praying 
| for the enactment of legislation providing an educational test 
| for immigrants to this country; which were ordered to lie on the 

table. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 

Webster, N. H., remonstrating against the appointment to the 
| Supreme Court of the United States of Hon. John W. Griggs; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Granite State Dairymen’s 
Association, of Durham, N. H., praying for the passage of the so- 
| called Grout bill, to regulate the manufacture and sale of olemar- 

garine; which was ordered to lie on the table, 

Mr. NELSON presented sundry papers to accompany the bill 
| (S. 4578) granting a pension to Timothy Hayne; which were re- 
| ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 
| Mr. HALE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Topsham, 
Me., praying for the passage of the so-called Grout bill, to regu- 
late the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of North Mon- 
mouth and West Franklin; of Bricklayers and Platers’ Local 
| Union No. 1, of Lewiston, and of Stonemasons’ Local Union No. 
| 5, of Lewiston, all in the State of Maine, praying for the reen- 
| actment of the Chinese-exclusion law; which were ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented petitions of Painters and Decorators’ Local 
Union No. 262 of Bangor, and of Painters and Decorators’ Local 
Union No. 237 of Portland, in the State of Maine, praying for 
| the enactment of legislation restricting the immigration of illiter- 
ate persons; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of the Massachusetts State 
Board of Trade, of Boston, Mass., praying for the establishment 
| of the so-called merit system of appointmentin the consular service 
of the United States; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Boston Division No. 122, Order 

of Railway Conductors, of Boston, Mass., praying for the reen- 
actmentof the Chinese-exclusion law; which was ordered to lie 
| on the table. 
Mr. MITCHELL presented petitions of Boiler Makers and Iron 
Shipbuilders’ Union No. 72, of Amalgamated Sheet Metal Work- 
| ers’ Local Union No. 16, and of the Amalgamated Sheet Metal 
| Workers’ International Association, all of the city of Portland, in 
the State of Oregon, praying for the reenactment of the Chinese- 
exclusion law; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Portland, 
Oreg., praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the 
laying and establishment of a trans-Pacific cable by private en- 
terprise; which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Columbia 
County, in the State of Oregon, praying for the adoption of an 
amendment to the Constitution providing for the election of 
United States Senators by direct vote of the ple; which was 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. BLACKBURN presented a petition of Newport Lodge, No, 








1902. 
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5, Amalgamated Association of Iron, Steel, and Tin Plate Work- | tl aan _- ee 1 fthe Ai in Chamber of Commerce held 
, a . . . . . 1e Oth day of February, we 

ers, of Newport, Ky., praying for the enactment of legislation | ~ ee ne . e ones 
provicing an educational test for immigrants to this country; | ROGER ap C. JONES, 8 
which was ordered to lie on the table. vis 9 a | Mr. DUBOIS. Task thatthe memorial be referred to the Com- 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Covington, | mittee on the Philippines. I wish to call attention to the signifi- 
Ky., praying for the passage of the so-called Grout bill, to regu- | cant fact that this is the second memorial pr ted through th 
late the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which was | Chamber of Commerce at Manila insist { the restrictions 
ordered to lie on the table. a , : ' | in regard to Chinese coolie labor shall ved. They 

Mr. MONEY. I present a petition of certain editors of news- | testimony before our committee goes to sl i ' 
papers in the United States, praying for the defeat of the Henry develop those islands without Chit labor e 


oleomargarine bill and for the enactment of the Wadsworth sub- 
stitute instead. I ask to have the accompanying petition, to- 
gether with the names, printed, and that it lie on the table. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The rule prohibits the print- | 


ing of the names. 

Mr. MONEY. Iknowthat. Iam asking unanimous consent 
that it may be done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Mississippi 
asks unanimous consent that the petition be printed -—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. As a document? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Together with the names—as 
a document or in the RECORD? 

Mr. MONEY. Asa document. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is there a large number of names? 

Mr. MONEY. There are probably 50 names. 

Mr. SPOONER. Why should the names be printed? Does the 
Senator care for that? 

Mr. MONEY. I care for it. That is all there istoit. The 
petition sets forth their objection, and without their names it 
would not be valuable. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The request is that it be 
printed as a document and not in the Recorp, Is there objec- 
tion? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of Winthrop Grange, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Winthrop, Me., praying for the passage of the 
so-called Grout bill, to regulate the manufacture and sale of oleo- 
margarine; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Francisco Garcia y Garcia, of 
Carolina, Porto Rico, praying that a pension be granted his sons 
for services and disabilities incurred while in the service of the 
United States; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of Lodge No. 321, Order of Rail- 


way Conductors, of McKees Rocks, Pa., praying for the reenact- | 


ment of the Chinese-exclusion law; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 
AFFAIRS IN THE PHILIPPINES. 


Mr. DUBOIS. I present a memorial of the American Chamber | 


of Commerce of Manila, suggesting needed legislation for the 
Philippine Islands, which I ask may be read by the Secretary. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Secre- 
tary will read the memorial. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


The American Chamber of Commerce of Manila—A memorial to Congress 
suggesting needed legislation for the Philippine Islands. 
To the Congress of the United States of America: 

The American Chamber of Congress respectfully represents to your hon- 
orable body 

aoe the following legislation for the Philippine Islands is urgently 
needed: 

For the sale and settlement of the Government lands, under laws as may 
be enacted by the Philippine Commission, to American citizens,and to those 
who have declared their intention of becoming American citizens. 

That the United States mining laws be extended to the Philippines. 

Laws facilitating the cutting of timber on the public domain for at least 
fifteen years, under such terms and restrictions as now are, or may be im- 
pm sed by the forestry bureau, for the prevention of the denudement of the 

orest reserve, 

For the immediate provision of the granting of franchises for the develop- 
ment of the islands and their resources. 

For the immediate passage of laws for the admission of cooly labor, as the 
native labor is inadequate and insufficient for the development of the re- 
sources of the islands. 

That the coastwise shipping laws of the United States be extended to the 
Philippine Islands. 

That free trade be established between the United States and the Philip- 

bine Islands. Weare convinced that the competition of Spanish merchandise 

in the Philippines is not to be feared by importers of American goods. In 
case of a possible deficit in the customs receipts caused by the free admission 
of American and Spanish goods, this chamber urges an uniform tax on real 
estate and personal property sufficient to meet the requirements of the ad- 
ministration, 

For the adoption of an uniform staple currency for these islands. 

For internal-revenue laws on manufactured tobacco, spirits, and malf 
liquors in these islands. 

That a free zone be established in Manila, so as to make Manilaa distribut- 
ing point for produce and manufactured goods, thereby enabling the mer- 
chants of Manila to compete with the free ports of Hongkong and Singapore. 

That the Philippine Commission be increased to 10 members and that the 
two additional members be Americans of commercial and industrial experi- 
ence. 

If Congress will enact laws as indicated, this chamber is convinced that 
the army in the Philippines can be materially reduced within a very brief 
period of time. 

Resolved, That the secretary be instructed to forward a copy of these reso- 
lutions to each member of Congress. 





| ond unanimous petition upon that point. 
| The PRESIDENT protempore. The memorial will be referred 
| to the Committee on the Philippines. 
Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, is the question of reference d 
batable? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The rule provides that 
| tions and memorials shall be referred without debate, but Senat: 
| very frequently violate the rule. 
Mr. HOAR. Irose toask from what persons the petition co1 
Is it a petition from citizens of a foreign country with whom v 
are at war or is it a petition from persons for whom we are at 
| present the Government? 
Mr. DUBOIS. The memorial is from the American Chamber 
of Commerce. 
Mr. HOAR. Are they American citizens? 
Mr. DUBOIS. I understand that they are Amerizan citizens. 
Mr. HOAR. I want to know, Mr. President, if I can, whether 
these petitioners are a people with whom we are at war. I hear 
of criticism of various members of this body and other peop! a 
criticism I have not myself escaped, although I have not any com 
plaint to make of it—that some obstruction is placed in the path 
of our military authorities in carrying on war. I wish to know 


whether the Senate thinks we are carrying on war. We can not 
carry on war, I suppose, against anybody without an act of Con 
gress, but certainly we can not carry on war without an act of 


Congress against our own citizens or subjects. Whatever act of 
force, whether civil or military, can be conducted by the Execu 
tive of its own authority is for the sake of keeping or restoring 
the peace as a police power. 
I should like to know whether in criticising such things for one 
I am criticising acts of force against American subjects, which I 
| suppose are lawful subjects of criticism, or whether I am talk- 
ing about my country in a state of war against a foreign country. 
We can not under our rules accept petitions from citizens of any 
foreign country. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. ‘* Of a foreign power.”’ 

Mr. HOAR. Well, it is the same thing, | suppose, whether it 
is a foreign power or a foreign weakness. I think the reception 
of this petition for reference, to which I certainly make no obj: 
tion and for which I shall vote if I have an opportunity to v 
on it, is an admission by the entire Senate that we are not en- 
| gaged in war, and I shall govern myself accordingly. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The memorial is referred to 
the Committee on the Philippines. 


POST-EXCHANGE SYSTEM. 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. Ihave here some letters, press extracts 


resolutions, etc., concerning the improvement of the post-exchange 
system in the military establishment. It will be a short cocu- 
ment and very interesting, and I should be glad to have the 
unanimous consent of the Senate to have it printed as a document, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re 
quest of the Senator from North Dakota? The Chair hears none 
and it is so ordered. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FOSTER of Washington, from the Committee on Pen 
to whom were referred the following bills, reported them sever- 
ally without amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 7683)) granting an increase of pension to Almond 
Delamater;: 

A bill (H. R. 366) granting an increa 
M. Kanouse; and 

A bill (H. R. 7755) granting a pension to Laura G. Weisen- 
burger. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2805) granting a pension to Mary 
Ella Cory and Edwin Lewis Cory, reported it with amendments, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DEBOE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 2240) granting an increase of pension to Aquila 
Wiley; and 

A bill (H. R. 9659) granting a pension to Laura A. Van Wye. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 





»of pension to Edward 
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the subject was referred, submitted a report, accompanied by a 
joint resolution (S. R. 71) directing the Secretary of the Interior 


United States land offices in the State of Kansas, and for other 
yurposes: which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. CARMACK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3103) granting an increase of pension to 
report thereon. 
Mr. GIBSON, fri 
referred the bill (S. 
Strong, reported it 
thereon. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 11619) granting an increase of pension to David 
A. Frier; and 

A bill (H. R. 
H. Allen. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1678) granting an increase of pension to Charles B. 


m the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
2971) granting an increase of pension to Silas D. 
Without amendment, and submitted a report 


7998) granting an increase of pension to William 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Marcu 24, 


ED 


occupants of land in Monroe County, Ark., reported adversely 


| thereon. 
to restate the accounts of certain registers and receivers of the | 


Mr. BERRY. This bill was introduced by my colleague {Mr. 
JONES of Arkansas]. He is not present in the Senate, I should 


| like to have it placed on the Calendar until he returns. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will take its place 


| on the Calendar. 
Susan Hays, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a | 


Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 


| referred the bill (S. 4339) authorizing the White River Railway 


Company to construct a bridge across the White River in Arkan- 
sas, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. HANNA, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 4080) to correct the naval record of 
Daniel W. Blake, United States Marine Corps, reported adversely 
thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 


| bill (S. 4222) authorizing the appointment of John Russell Bart- 
| lett, a captain on the retired list of the Navy, asa rear-admiral on 


the retired list of the Navy, reported it without amendment, 
REPORT OF GOVERNOR OF ARIZONA, 


Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, 


| reported the following resolution; which was considered by unani- 


Winefield: and 
A bill (H. R. 12315) granting an increase of pension to James | 
Todd. 


Mr. CULBERSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 3487) to amend chapter 4, Title 
XIII, of the Revised Statutes of the United States, reported it 
without amendment. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 4658) granting an increase of pension to Charles F. 
Rand; 

A bill (H. R. 669) granting an increase of pension to Richard 
C. Smith: and 

A bill (H. R. 8269) granting an increase of pension to James R. 
McClellen. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 1011) granting an increase of pension 


to John 8S. Raulett, reported it with an amendment, and submit- | 


ted a report thereon. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them each with an amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 4319) granting an increase of pension to Helen G. 
Heiner; and 

A bill (H. R. 11418) granting an increase of pension to Hannah 
T. Knowles. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 


mous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Public Printer be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to print from stereotyped plates 500 additional copies of the report of 
the governor of Arizona for 1901, and to deliver the same to the Department 
of the Interior for its use. 

REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF PENSIONS, 


Mr. PLATT of New York. I am directed by the Committee 
on Printing, to whom was referred the amendment of the House 
of Representatives to the joint resolution (S. R. 21) authorizing 
the printing of extra copies of the annual report of the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions, to report it back and recommend concurrence 
in the amendment of the House. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be read, 

The SECRETARY. In line7,after the word ‘* one,’’ insert ‘‘ from 
which shall be omitted all illustrations.’’ 

Mr. PLATT of New York. On behalf of the committee, I 
move that the amendment be concurred in. 

The motion was agreed to, 

JAMES O, JONES, 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the 
resolution submitted by Mr. MorRGAN on the 20th instant, reported 
it without amendment; and it was considered by unanimous con- 


| sent and agreed to, as follows: 


referred the bill (S. 2936) granting an increase of pension to Berth- | 


old Fernow, reported it with amendments, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 2417) granting a pension to James B. Harris; 

A bill (H. R. 10411) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Singley; and 

A bill (H. R. 2093) granting an increase of pension to Anna B, 
McCurley. 

Mr. PRITCHARD, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
amendments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 3472) granting an increase of pension to Zeno T. 
Griffin: 


A bill (S. 1512) granting an increase of pension to Mary Jane | 


Faulkner; and 

A bill (S. 4072) granting an increase of pension to Samuel J, 
Lamden. 

Mr. PRITCHARD, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3519) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles L. Cummings, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 1378) granting an increase of pension to Bessie H. 
Lester: 

A bill (H. R. 8212) granting a pension to Alice Angel; and 

A bill (H. R. 6873) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
Maley. 

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1154) for the relief of certain owners and 


Resolved, That the sum of $100 be paid to James O. Jones, from the contin- 
gent fund of the Senate, for preparing the index, tables of contents, and 
briefs of the testimony taken before the Committee on Interoceanic Canals 
at the present session of the Senate. 


COMMITTEE ON PACIFIC ISLANDS AND PORTO RICO, 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the 
resolution submitted by Mr. ForAKER on the 20th instant, reported 
it without amendment; and it was considered by unanimous con- 
sent and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico be, and is 
hereby, authorized to employ a stenographer from time to time, as may be 


| necessary, to report such testimony as may be taken by the committee or its 


subcommittees in connection with bills pending before it, and to have the 


| same printed for its use; and that such stenographer be paid out of the con- 


tingent fund of the Senate. 
BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 4679). granting an in- 
crease of pension to Griffith T. Murphy; which was read twice by 
its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Toaccompany the bill I present the petition 
for increase of pension of Griffith T. Murphy, with affidavits of 
Dr. G. W. Fitzpatrick, Dr. John R. Lewis, Dr. P. C. Jones, and 


| Dr. R. S. Tenney, Mrs. A. J. Leilly, Ambrose Dale, and Sarah 


| Dale, Harry L. Ferguson, and Dr. H. A. Grossman. 


I move that 
the bill and accompanying papers be referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HEITFELD (by request) introduced a bill (S. 4680) for the 
relief of the various tribes of Indians and individual Indians in 
the United States, and for other purposes; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 4681) to extend to citizens 
of the United States wko are owners, charterers, masters, officers, 


_and crews of certain vessels registered under the laws of the 


United States, and to citizens of the United States whose claims 
were rejected, because of the citizenship of the claimants, by the 
international commission appointed pursuant to the convention 
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of F bruary 8, 1896, between the United States and Great Br 

the relief here tofore granted to and received by subje ts of i at 
Britain in respect of damages for unlawful s Som s of vesse Is or 
cargoes, or both, or interference with the vessels or the e voyages 
of vessels engaged in sealing beyond the 3-imile limit oe. * aaa 
the jurisdiction of the United States, in accordance with the 
judgment of the fur-seal arbitration at Paris in the award of Au- 
gust 15, 1893; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 








the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
Mr. CARM ACK introduced the { following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committ 


A bill (Ss. 1682) for t the relief * of John W. Fowler: 

A bill (8S. 4683) for as ‘elief of Richard Workinan; 
ill (S. 4684) for the relief of the estate of Jonathan 
A bill _ 4685) for the relief of William B. Booker; 

S. 4686) for the relief of F. A. R. Scott; and 

A bill ‘S. 4687) for the relief of James C. Anderson, James H. 
Tarkington, and Nannie Jones, heirs at law of James C, Ander- 
son, deceased. 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 4688) for the relief of Eliza- 
beth Fitemaster; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 4689) granting a pension to 
Mary Harris; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SIMMONS introduced the following bills: which were se 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (by request 1690) for the 
viving partner of John Mye rs & as 

A bill (by Tre jue st) (S. 4691) for the relief of John i. 

A bill (S. 4692) for the relief of Homer W. Styron;: 

A bill (8S. 4693) for the relief of Sidney T. Dupuy and George R 
Dupuy, the only surviving heirs of George R. Dupuy, deceased; 

A bill (S. 4694) for the relief of James WwW. Adams and of the 
estate of Solomon N. Adams; soa 

A bill (S. 4695) for the relief of John Wilson. 

Mr. CLARK of Montana introduced a bill (S. 4696) granting a 
pension to Phileman Morrell; which was read twice by its titl 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committees 
on Pensions. 

Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana introduced a bill (S. 4697) for the 
relief of the legal representatives of Zenon de Moruelle. deceased; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which wer 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committes 
on Pens sions: 

A bill (S 
Comf ort: | 

A bill (8. 4699) granting a pension to William V. 
and 

A bill (S. 4700) granting an increase of pension to Henry A. 
Sampson (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 4701) granting a pension 
to Sarah E. Yeamans; which was read twice by its title, and 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 4702) granting an increase of 
pension to Ephraim Cunningham; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. \CUL LOM (for Mr. Mason) introduced a bill (S. 4703) for 
the relief of John T. McKeon; which was read twice by its tit] 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. QUAY introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. rranting a pension to Christina Wisener (with 
an ac pp ing paper) ; 

A bill (S. 4705) granting an increase of pension to James Ben- 
nett; and 

A bill (S. 4706) granting a pension to William Harrington. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 4707) authorizing the Light- 
House Board to contract for the construction of a tender for 
light-house service in Porto Rican waters; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 4708) to author- 
ize the President to place Samuel E. St. Onge Chapleau on the 
retired list of the Army with the rank of captain; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. KITTREDGE introduced a bill (S. 4709) granting a pen- 
sion to Nelson W. Wade; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, 
Pensions. 
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Albright; 


elief of T. H. B. Myers, sur- 


> Oe 
Rowland: 


4698) granting an increase of pension to George A. 


Thompson; 


1704) g 
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referred to the Committee on | 
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He also int L(s ors pensio \ b 
May Hogan; 1 eb g _ and 
accompanying f the ¢ on I 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 47 ‘ an incr f 
pension to Marion Paine; which was read by its tith id, 
with the accom} ing rred nittes en- 
si Lis, : 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4712) grantir incre of pen- 
sion to Eliphalet Noyes; which was read t y its nd, 
with the accompanying paper,1 rred 1 m1 
sions. 

Mr. BERRY Mr. Jones of Arka 
1713) for reli Of e tate of Wiliam Me¢ 
was read siaee by its title, and referred to the Com l 
Claims. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced the following bills; wii ' 
severally read twice by their titles, and r d to the Committ 
on Pensions 

A bill (S. 4714) granting an in l ( l Ve 
Tyler; 

A bill (S. 4715) granting ay ion to J W. Pu 

A bill (S. 4716) 2 sonido aan} increase of pension to J ult. 

Mr. DOLLIVE os introduced the following bills; which were 
everally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 4717) granting an increas nension to Henry H. 
Baldwin 

A bill (S. 4 g1 ra ner to ¢ h A, 
Whitcoml 

A bill (S. 4719 ! in inc 1 to Ell Mur- 
phy; 

A bill (S. 4720) granting a pe nto J Grade; ar 

A bill (S. 4721) granti in ji ise of n to ¢ HH, 
Harris. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced a bill (S. 4722) for the « l 
{ ab uilding for the use and accommodation of the Department 
of Agriculture; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the C ommittee on Public Buildings and Grounds 








Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 4723) to define tl ial 
circuits of the United States; which was read twice | itle 
and referred to the Committee on the Jud 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. DUBOIS submitted an amendment proposing to appr te 
$155,200 to pay to the estate of Eli Ay an 

iid by the nn Eli Ayers in his lite re- 

vees for 194 sections of land in thx i which 
land was afterwards appropriated, ace ent disposed of by the 
United States without ene the rights acquire said 
Eli Ayers, intended t » propos d by him to the Indian appro- 
priation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Indi n 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed 

Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana submitted amendments proposing 


to increase the appropriation for the improvement of the Missis- 


sippi River 


the mouth of the Missouri River 
crease the aggregate amount which may be + 
provement of 
S1L.800,000 to $1,900,000; 


may be expe 
river betwee 
Increase the 


Mississippi Rive r f 
Obio River, 
miscellaneous e xp nses of 
$2,000,000 to $2,250,000; t 


nay be expe 


the points las 
the limit of the 
improv 


on the 
tioned from 


last mention: 


at Caruthers 
dred a ; Tle 


shall be ch: 


pre ypriate $1 


the harbor 


Memphis, T 


i 
from the mouth of the Ohio River to and including 
from $600,000 to $650,000; to in- 
xpended on the 1m- 
that river mentioned from 
to increase the limit of the amount that 
nded in any one year on the im} vement of the said 


between the p 


n the points mentioned fron 000 to $650,000; to 
appropriation for continuing unprovem nt of the 
rom Head of the Passes the mouth of the 
including salaries. clerical, official, trav: lin . and 
the Mississippi River Commission, from 

» increase the aggregate amount which 

nded on the improvement of the said river between 


st mentioned from $6,000,009 to $6.7 
amount that may be expended in any one year 
rement of said river between the points last men- 


0.000: toi 











$2,000,000 to $2,250,000; providing that of the money 
appropriated f the improvement of said river between t ts 
a $50 .000 shall be De nade i at Greenvill il ee 

$20.000 at Helena, J 2 t New Madrid, Mo., and 000 
ville, J “OV dai tnat Tf e oO ( l , 

tween Cario and St. Lou lissis i ver, 

irged to the ft md app ) t he said rl r be- 

tween Cario and the mouth of the Mi and proposing to ap- 
10,000 for continuing the improvement of the ‘bor 

of New Orleans, La.. $50,000 for continuing the improvement of 
of Natchez and Vidalia, Missi pl and Louisiana, 
$25,000 for rectification of Red and Atchafalaya Rivers, Li lana, 
and $70,000 for continuing the improve1 t of the ha - of 
enn., intended to be prop ped | him to th and 

opriation bill: which were refer d to the ¢ mittee 


harbor appr 
‘on Commerce, and 


ordered to be printe: 








BISS 


Mr. PERKINS submitte \ an amendment proposing to appro- 


p! 25,000 for the rectification of the Stockton and Mormon 
Ch at < = near the c of Stockton, Cal., intended to be 





» the rive 


he Comm 


vl rand harbor appropriation bill; which 
red to t ittee on Commerce, and order 
prink is 
Mr. FA 
the 


‘ ; 
Tree-de 


ANKS submitted an amet 


BA 1dment proposing to in- 
alaries of igents in 


tharge of divisions in the 
livery service from $2,400 2,500, intended to be 
1 by him to the post-office appropriation bill; which was 
l the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and 
i to be printed. 


IR 
Av 
Si special ;¢ 


to &S. 


0 





prints 


VIEWS OF MINORITY ON SHIPPING BILL. 

On motion of Mr. COCKRELL, it was 

O That 2,000 extra copies of Senate Report No. 201, part 2, being the 
views of » minority of the Committee on Commerce on the bill (S. 1348) to 
provide for ocean mail service between the United States and foreign ports, 
and the mmon defense; to promote commerce, and to encourage the deep 

a fisheries, be printed for t use of the Senate 

INVESTIGATION BY COMMITTEE ON FISHERIES. 
Mr. ALE submitted the following resolution; which was con- 


od to: 


and is hereby, 


fidered by unanimous c 


Resolved, That the Committe 


nsent, 


and agre 
2 on Fisheries be 


‘ted to 


aire 





VHALING 
LODGE 


AND SALING CLAIMS AGAINST 


ed the following 


RUSSIA, 


Mr. 


submit! resolution: which was 


onsidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That there be printed for me use of aon Bake Department 200 
extra copies of the Document 8. 62, Fifty-seventh Congress, first session, be- 
ig report by the Third Assistant Secretary of State on the whaling and 





sealing < laims against Russia. 
SPANISH TREATY CLAIMS, 
Mr. LODGE submitted the following resolutien; 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


which was 











Rese 1, That the Atto y-General be directed to transmit to the Senate 
a list of the claims which he is now defending before the Spanish Treaty 
Claims Comn ii ssion, giving in each case the number, the names and res 
dences of all the claims mm . the citize ey wa ether native or b y natural 
tion, the ground of the claim, I » the injury was done, and the 
amount claimed in eax a case, with a state me n tof the gross amount of all the 
claims: 2nd also to transmit to the Senate coy ies of the petitions in each case 
where $1,000,000 or apward is claimed. 


PERSONS IN CLASSIFIED SERVICE FROM SOUTH CAROLINA, 

Mr. TILLMAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Civil Service Commission is hereby directed t 
mit to the Senate a list of persons now holding places in the clas 
charged to the State of South Carolina, giving names, present 
residence, when appointed, and amount of salary in each case 

HERBERT A. BOOMHOWER. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendment of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4821) granting an increa pension 
to Herb A. Boomhower, and requesting a conference with the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I move that the Senate in- 
sist upon its amendment and agree to the conference asked by the 
Hons rn 

The motion was 1 to. 
unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the par the Senate; and Mr. 
GALLINGER, Mr. PrircHarp, and Mr. Gipson were ap pointed. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 
If morning business over, 





) trans- 
ited Sé evece 
address, lega 





se ol 





agree 
By 


t of 


| 


is let us to the 


go 


TLALE. 
Cal r 
ry "PRESIDE NT pro tempore. The Chair first lays before the 
Senate a bill from the House of Representatives for reference. 
The bill Maps R. 12346) making ¢ ppr priations for the constr uc- 
tion, repair, and preservation of wala public works on river: 
and h: and for other purposes, is read twice by its title, : 


Mr. 
‘n 
] 


‘* 


rs, 


and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
Mr. FRYE (Mr. Penrose in the chair). The Committee on 


Commerce desired me that hearings would 
comme! 
morning % 


mornin 


to say to the Senate 


t half past 10; that Senators would be heard to-morrow 
‘Wedne sday morning, Thursday morning, and Friday 
morninz. and after that there will be no further hearings. They 
requested me also to ask leave of the Senate to sit during the 
sessions of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PENROSE in the chair), 
Without objection, leave is granted. 

SIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message fr 1m the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 

PrupDEN. one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 


PRE 
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d to be | 


» the destruction of sea fish along the eastern coast of the United 
by persons engaged in fishing h dynamite and other explosives, | 
to the Senate, by bill or otherwise, as to what remedy lies in 
lievisiation upon the subject. 





MarcH 24, 
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on the 2ist instant approved and signed the act (S. 3312) for the 
establishment of a light-house at the mouth of Oyster Bayou, 
near the Louisiana coast, in the Gulf of Mexico. 

The message also announced that the President of the United 
States had on this day approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 3261) authorizing the Eldorado and Bastrop Railway 
Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the Ouachita 
River, in the State of Arkansas; and 

An act (S. 3267) to change the boundaries between the southern 
and central judicial districts of the Indian Territory. 

THE CALENDAR. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
VIII is in order. 

Mr. HALE. It is now something more than an hour before 
the expiration of the morning hour. If we go to the Calendar, I 
think we may clear it off again, as we have done before, and I[ 
hope that will be done. I shall object to any request for consid- 
eration except in the order bills are reached. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first bill on the 
will be announced. 

JOHN L. SMITHMEYER AND PAUL J. PELZ. 
The bill (S. 167) for the relief of John L. Smithmeyer and Paul 
Pelz was aero as first in order on the Calendar. 
Mr. HALE. Let the bill go over to-day. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over, objection 
being made. 

Mr. STEWART. It went over without prejudice? 

The P RESIDENT pro tempore. It went over without preju- 


Calendar under Rule 


Calendar 


J. 


| dice. 


ASSAY OFFICE AT PROVO CITY, UTAH, 


Mr. RAWLINS. Iask that the bill (S. 150) for the establish- 
ment of an assay office at Provo City, Utah, which was tempo- 
rarily passed over, be taken up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has heretofore been 
read in full as in Committee of the Whole 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. When that bill was before the 
Senate heretofore the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] made 
some remarks about it, and I do not know whether he is now ready 


| for its passage. 


»on the bill known as the river and harbor bill to-morrow | 


| ject to its consideration to-day. 





Mr. SPOONER. There is no report accompanying this bill, 
and so I should like to ask the Senator from Utah if it is recom- 
mended by the Treasury Department. 

Mr. HALE. Let the bill go over for the day, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
will go over without prejudice. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. President, if I may be permitted tomake 
a brief statement about the bill, I will say that when it was origi- 
nally called up the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpricy], 
the chairman of the Committee on Finance, made some objection 
because the bill had been reported by the Committee on Mines 
and Mining. Upon further consideration the Senator from Rhode 
Island withdrew his objection to the bill. When the bill was 
called up the second time the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISon] 
asked that it temporarily go over in order that he might look into 
it a little further. I think the Director of the Mint says that if 
we are to establish an assay office anywhere it ought to be at this 
place, but he is doubtful as to the propriety of establishing any 
more assay offices. I think, however, this is one that ought to be 
established. The committee has favorably reported the bill, and 
I should like to have action upon it. 

.The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. HALE. The bill may be taken up later, but the Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], who heretofore obje ete d, is not now 
present, and I ask that the bill go over. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will go over without 
prejudice. 


Mr. President. 
Objection bei ‘ing made, the bill 


Is there objection to the pres- 


DISTRI 


Mr. PRITCHARD. I ask pre sent consideration of Order of 
Business No. 1, being the bill (S. 493) to amend an act entitled 
**An act to establish a code of law for the Dist rict of Columbia,’’ 
which was formerly passed over without prejudice 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read in full 
to the Senate for its information. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, that is a long bill, and I must ob- 
I want to get through with the 
cases on the Calendar, which will not take much time. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will go over without 
prejudice. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Iask the Senator from Maine to withdraw 
his objection, as the amendments which are proposed by the bill 
to the District code are very important and should be promptly 
acted upon. 

Mr. HALE. 


‘'T CODE OF LAW, 


If that billis read, nothing more wii! be done this 





1902. 


ee 


morning. I do not want to consume all the time with the read- 
ing of that bill. Iam not opposed to the bill, but I do not want 
the hour, which might be devoted to passing twenty-five or thirty 
bills in which Senators are interested, taken up in reading the bill 
to which the Senator from North Carolina refers. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Mr. President, this is a very important 
measure, and I give notice that I shall endeavor to get early action 
of the Senate upon it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
its place on the Calendar, and the 
be stated. 





The bill will go over 
next Mi on the 


, retaining 
Calendar will 


AGREEMENT WITH INDIANS OF ROSEBUD RESERVATION. 
The bill (S. 2992) to ratify an agreement with the Sioux tribe 
of Indians of the Rosebud Reservation, in South Dakota, and 


making appropriation to carry the same into effect, was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs 
with amendments. The first amendment was, in section 3, on 
page 5, line 18, after the word ‘‘ missions,’’ to insert ‘‘and lands 


reserved for common schools as provided in section 4 of this act;”’ 
so as to read: 











That the lands ceded to the United States under said agreement, except 
ing such tracts as may be reserved by the President, not exceeding 39 
acres in all, for subissue station, Indian day school, 1 Catholic mission, and 2 
Congregational missions. and lands reserved for common schools as provided 
in se “or n — this act, shall be disposed of under the general provisions of 
the ho ad and: tow n-site laws of the United States, and shall be op men 
to se tt! ‘ aan and entry by proclamation of tho President, whic h Le aa 
tion shall prescribe the mi x in which these lands may be s« l upc n 
occupied, and entered by persons entitled to make entry thereof; and no 
person shall be permitted to settle upon, occupy, or enter any of said lands, 
except as prescribed in such proclamation, until after the expiration of sixty 
days from the time when the same are opened to settlement and entry. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the end of the 
following as a new section: 

Sxc. 4. That sections 16 and 36 of the lands hereby acquired in each town 
ship shall nct be subject to entry, but shall be reserved for the use of the 
common schools, and the same are hereby granted to the State of South Da 
kota for such purpose; and in case either of said sections, or parts thez 
of the lands in said county of Gregory is lost to said State of South Dakota 
by reason of allotments thereof to any Indian or Indians now holding the 
same, or otherwise, the governor of said State, with the approval of the Sx 
retary of the Interior, is hereby authorized, in the tract herein cé 
locate other lands not occupied, in quantity equal to the loss, and suc! 
tion shall be made prior to the opening of such lands to settlement. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I move to amend the bill in sec- 
tion 3, on page 6, line 18, by striking out after the word ‘ a“ re,”’ 
down to and including the word “ that” before the word “ home- 
stead,’’ in line 25, and inserting the word ‘‘and”’ before the word 
** hhomestead.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Connecticut will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 3, on page 6, line 18, after the word 
‘acre,’’ it is proposed to strike out: 

But 


bill, to insert the 


‘eor, 












settlers under the homestead law, who shall reside upon and cultivate 
the land entered in good faith for the perio li required by existing law, shall 
be entitled to a patent for the lands so entered upon the p: vyment to the 
local land officers of the usual an d custom: ury fee and com 8 ms, and no 





»ver shall be 
land covered by 


other or further charge of 
settler to entitle 
that. 


And insert *‘ and,”’ 


any kind whatso« 


required from such 
him to a patent for the 


his entry, except 


so as to read: 


And provided further, That the ] » of said lands shall be $2.50 per 
and homestead settlers who commute their entries under ction 1 2801, Re 
vised Statutes, shall pay for the land entered the price fixed here 


Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. President. the bill submitted ciaeiante 
for consideration was prepared by the Interior Department, and has 
its approval and indorsement. Two amendments were suggested 
to the bill by the Committee on Indian Affairs, and they have al- 
ready been adopted by the Senate. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Connecticut |Mr. PLATT] eliminates that pro- 
vision in the bill in regard to the opening of the lands to fr 
homes. These lands are situated in the southern part of South 
Dakota, west of the Missouri River, and adjoining the great Sioux 
Reservation. The Government agrees to pay the Indians $2.50 
yer acre for the land proposed to be ceded. The lands affected 
. this agreement involve about 521,000 acres. Of that amount 
105,000 acres have been allotted to 452 Indians, leaving, prac- 
tically, 416,000 acres unallotted and to be thrown open to settle- 
ment under this agreement. 

Under the provisions of the enabling act authorizing the admis- 
sion of the State of South Dakota into the Union, sections 16 and 
386 in every township were reserved for school purposes. This 
provision did not apply to permanent Indian reservations, but 
became operative when the Indian title was extinguished and 
the lands restored to and became a part of the public domain. 
This would withdraw about 29,000 acres of these lands and would 
leave 387,000 acres to be opened to settlement, and which would 
be affected by the proposed amendment, 
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IST 


Mr. President, we believe that the bill as reported by the « 
mittee sh uld pass without the amendment submitted by 

nator from Connecticut. It has 1 be the policy of the 
Government to open the Western reser) to free homes. 
The ae l law enacted somany years a ‘inly proved of 
inestimable value, not only to the We | ! vy at 
large. A differ, nt policy was inaugurated some ten or twelve 
age ago, under which, when reservations were opened, the set 
tler was obliged to pay the same price for the land 
erameni paid the Indi ins for the relinqui 

Two years since a free-homes bill was pa L by 
having been discussed at great length, especially in this b 
oceurs to us that by that act the homestead policy } 1 re 
tablished by the Government. We do not belies i 
to reopen that question. 

When the bill to open the Crow Reservation in Montana \ 
recently under consideration in this body it pa l without ar 
opposition on the part of Senators; and it opened tl 
to free homesteads, involving, I think, something like 1,000,000 
acres. We believe that the same rule should be applied 
landsin South Dakota, and that this reservation should be opened 
in like manner, 

Settlers who go upon these new lands to open and develop them 
necessarily meet severe and trying conditions. They are ina 
cessible and far re anoved from railway or other facilities of com 
munication. The settlers are obliged to bear all the burdens 
incident to organizing and developing the local comm . They 
are comoelio’ to build highways and bridges, to erect school- 
houses, and maintain schools, the courts, and jails, and all the ex 
penses of local government. Within the limits of the lands pro- 
posed to be opened to settlement there are upward of 450 Indian 
allottees, and the settlers who take these lands w ill be oldiged to 
assume the responsibilities of the local « community practically 
unaided by the Indians, and to bear largely all the resp msibilities 
that heretofore have been borne by the General Government. 

The Indians have selected the choicest and best lands along the 
streams, and the settlers who move in will be obliged to take the 
more undesirable lands. 

[ believe the men who settle upon this reservation and bear 


these responsibilities and who 
ought to have their lands at 


build up thi 
the same pri 


Ica 


new communitie 
» that was paid by 
acter. I bel 





other settlers upon adjacent lands of like c} lieve it 
is nothing more than an act of simple justice, considering the 
hardships they must endure and the responsibilities they must 
necessarily assume. 

It is a question of policy, and I do not believe we should depart 
from the one heretofore adopted by the enactment of the free- 
homes law two years ago 

The PRESIDE NT protempore. The Senator’s time has ex- 
pired. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, this question ought to be un- 
der tood by the Senate. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Will the nator from Nevada 
permit me a moment, as [I moved the amendment which is pend 
ing? 

Mr. STEWART. I want to speak to that amendment. 

Mr. P LATT of Connecticut. I wish to make a single sugges- 
tion. 

Mr. es All rig] I yield to the nator 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. | had hoped that the Senator 
from South Dako a 1 [Mr. GAMBLE] would accept the am: if 
as the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Hansprovuan] a ted 
the amendment in relation to the bill opening up the Devils | 
Reservation, and I want to say now that if this amendimer 
be opposed the bill can not be disposed of this morning. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I wish to make merely ar 
mark or two in order to call the attention of the Senate to the situa- 
tion we arein. Although the Indians hay: title, except the 
title of occupancy, the Government is bound to take care of them 
and to see that justice is done them. For the most part w 
submitted to the Indians the fixing of the pri f the li \ 
we have purchased. Astheland is settled, the Indians put m 
price according tothe price of adjoinin r lands that are cultivated 
by white peopl In this very case the committ had m1 
doubt whether the land was worth $2.50 an acre; 1 the il 
consented to report the bill, because the Senator from South Da 
kota insisted that it would be detrimental and ruinon » The 
State of South Dakota to have settlement there tied up in t 
way, and that these lands ought to be opened. 

If Congress should exercise the power to fix a reasonable price 
on the land we open, and pay the Indians for it, there would be no 
serious objection to free homesteads; but if the Indians are to fix 
an exorbitant price, the Government pay it, and then open 1] 
land to free homes, there would be great friction } re We dis 
posed of these millions of acres of land. Thisraisesa very seri 


‘question. I was in hopes the Senators from South Dakota would 
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avoid the question 


adopted by the 


by adopting the same course which was 

I Senators from North Dakota as to the Devils Lake 
Reservation. They accepted a similar amendment to that bill, 
and the bill was passed. The Crow Reservation was also opened, 
and there was probably paid not more than half as much as it 
was worth in the market, and the Government will be fully 
reimbursed in that case. : 

A large portion of this particular reservation will not be worth 
very much, because itisnotarableland. If the Government pays 
$1.25 an acre for the land, and that is all the Indians ought to 
demand, then I should be in favor of opening it to free homesteads 
but I am not in favor of paying the Indians a price which is fixed 
by the value of adjoining land held by white men, and then open- 
ing it to free homes, because before we get through with it we 
shall find that it will involve a vast amount of money. 

I make these observations so that the situation may be under- 
stood by the Senate. If Congress adopts the policy of fixing the 
price of land to be opened and not leave it to the Indians, then 
we can open it to free homesteads for such price as will be reason- 
able; but if we leave it to the Indians to fix the price, under the 
advice of white men around there, then it will become so extrava- 
gant that the scheme can not be carried out. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, as I remarked a 

n ago, I did hope that the Senator from South Dakota 
r. GAMBLE] would accept the amendment I have offered, 
which is the same as that placed in the bill opening the Devils 

e Indian Reservation a few days ago, which was accepted by 
» Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH], who was in- 
erested in opening that reservation, and it was adopted by the 
yCTLALe. 

Manifestly we must have some policy with reference to the 
opening of these reservations. If the Senator from South Dakota 
insists on opposing this amendment, we can not discuss this ques- 
tion under the five-minute rule, and I shall be compelled to object 
to the further consideration of the bill this morning. 

I want to say right here and now, however, that the State of 
South Dakota, as it seems to me, ought to be pretty well satisfied 
when we pay to the Indians $2.50 an acre for this land and then 
give to the State of South Dakota two sections, amounting in 
value to something over $75,000, which is a clean gift of so much 
money from the Government to the State of South Dakota, with- 
out any obligation whatever on the part of the Government to 


: 
GO SO, 


ads, 
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The Senator from South Dakota said that when the State of | 
South Dakota was admitted to the Union there was a provision in | 
the enabling act that two sections in each township should be 
reserved for school purposes. That is true, Mr. President; but 
there was also an express proviso in that act that that reservation 
should not apply to any land which was then within an Indian 


reservation. So the amendment which has been already adopted 
is a clean gift to the State of South Dakota of $2.50 an acre for 
all the lands embraced in those two sections in each township, 
which would amount, I think, to something about $75,000, with- 
out pretending to be accurate about it. 

Mr. President, this is a question which is very much larger and 
. far-reaching in its importance than the mere question of 
hether this bill is to pass in the form in which it was reported 
by the committee, or whether the amendment I have proposed 
shall be adopted. Itis true that several years ago—more than ten 
vears ago, I think—in opening Indian reservations, we paid large 
and extravagant prices for land to the Indians, upon the theory 
that the Government was going to be reimbursed for its expendi- 
tures by the settlers paying for the land which they settled upon 
a sufficient sum to reimburse the Government. That went on for 
years, and everybody supposed that that was acceptable to the set- 
tlers. Then the settlers began to agitate that the Government 
should remit to them the obligation which they had incurred to 
pay for the land, and thereby reimburse the Government; and 
the history of that agitation of course is well known. The Gov- 
ernment remitted about $35,000,000 which it had paid to the In- 
dians and which the settlers had agreed to repay to the Govern- 
ment by the passage of that free-homes bill. 

I well remember the argument here on that question. It started as 
toOklahoma. The ground upon whichit was put was not somuch 
that the free-homes policy should be continued where we bought 
the lands from the Indians, but that this land was in the semi- 
arid region and it was impossible for the settlers to make the money 
on the farms in that semiarid region to pay what they had agreed 
to pay. The argument was extended beyond Oklahoma to all the 
lands which had been thus opened to settlement. I do not wish 
to say, Mr. President, that the Government was imposed upon by 
that argument, but I do wish to say that since that free-homes 
bill passed you can not get any person in Oklahoma who will deny 
that the lands which were thus affected are worth $20, $25, and 
$30 an acre. The school fund commissioners of Oklahoma, im- 





mediately after the passage of that act, reported to the Govern- 


| Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 
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ment that the lands belonging to the school fund in Oklahoma 
were worth, on an average, $30 an acre. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator’s time has expired. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is manifest that we can not dispose of 
this bill under the five-minute rule or under the half-hour rule. 
So I think it will have to go to the other Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri 
objects to the further consideration of the bill. 

Mr. GAMBLE. Will the bill go over without prejudice? 

Mr. COCKRELL. It can not be discussed under the five- 
minute rule, and it is worth while to keep it on the Calendar 
under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. GAMBLE, Perhaps it might be pass 
this morning. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have no objection to its being passed over 
without prejudice once. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
without prejudice. 


nant 
not 


<d without prejudice 


The bill will be passed over 


BILLS PASSED OVER. 


The bill (S. 3504) to provide an American register for the 
steamer Brooklyn was announced as the next case in order on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. HALE. Let the bill go over without prejudice. 

The bill (S. 1792) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act relating to 
navigation of vessels, bills of lading, and to certain obligations, 
duties, and rights in connection with the carriage of property ”’ 
was announced as the next case in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. HALE. Let the bill go over. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It will be passed over without 
prejudice. 

Mr. NELSON subsequently said: I was momentarily called out 
of the Chamber. What was done with Order of Business 742, 
Senate bill 1792? 

Mr. HALE. It went over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
prejudice. 

Mr. NELSON. Retaining its place on the Calendar? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Retaining its place on the 
Calendar. 

The bill (H. R. 3110) to provide for the construction of a canal 
connecting the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans was an- 
nounced as the next business in order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let the bill go over. 

The bill (S. 2960) to prohibit the coming into and to regulate 
the residence within the United States, its Territories, and all pos- 
sessions and all territory under its jurisdiction, and the District 
of Columbia, of Chinese persons and persons of Chinese descent, 
Was announced as the next business in order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask that the bill may go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. All these bills will go over 
without prejudice. 


It was passed over without 


ORDER BOOK OF GEN, ARTHUR ST. CLAIR. 


The joint resolution (S. R. 26) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to negotiate with John T. Dolan, of Portland, Oreg., for 
purchase of original manuscript copy of ‘‘ order book of Gen. Ar- 
thur St. Clair,’’ was announced as the next business in order on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. HALE. I told the Senator from Oregon I would look into 
the joint resolution. It is a matter of such small moment, how- 
ever, that I do not think it is worth while to interpose any fur- 
ther objection. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I ask unanimous consent that the joint res- 
olution may now be considered. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
It authorizes 
the Secretary of War to negotiate with John T. Dolan, of Port- 
land, Oreg., with the view of purchasing for the use of the Gov- 
ernment the original manuscript copy of the ‘‘order book’’ of 
Gen. Arthur St. Clair, and if on inspection of the original manu- 
script it is deemed advisable by the Secretary of War, in the 
interest of complete and accurate military history of the Govern- 


| ment, to purchase the same for the use of the Government, he is 


authorized to do so, paying therefor a sum not exceeding $500. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


MOORES CREEK BATTLEFIELD, NORTH CAROLINA. 


The bill (S. 3060) appropriating $5,000 to inclose and beautify 
the monument on the Moores Creek battlefield, North Carolina 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third) reading, read the third time, and 
passed, 
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MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 2291) for the promotion of anatomical science and to 
prevent the desecration of graves in the District of Columbia. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10530) to repeal 
war-revenue taxation, and for other purposes, asks a conference 
with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. Payne, Mr. DALZELL, and Mr. 
RIcHARDSON of Tennessee managers at the conference on the part 
of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10847) making 
appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and 
for other purposes, asks a conference with the Senate on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 
BinGHAM, Mr. HEMENWAY, and Mr. LIVINGSTON managers at the 
conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills and joint resolution; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 11839) authorizing the Secretary of War to loan 
certain tents for use at Knights of Pythias encampment to be 
held at San Francisco, Cal.; 

A bill (H. R. 12093) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Neuse River at or near Kinston, N. C.; 

A bill (H. R. 10363) to authorize the establishment of a life 
saving station at Ocracoke Island, on the coast of North Carolina; 
and 

A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 155) granting permission for the 
erection of a monument in Charlotte, N. C., for the ornamenta- 
tion of the public grounds in that city. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 3148) for a marine hospital at 
Buffalo, N. Y.; and it was thereupon signed by the President pro 
tempore. 

JURORS’ AND WITNESSES’ FEES IN WYOMING. 

The bill (S. 1919) fixing fees for jurors and witnesses in the 
United States courts in the State of Wyoming was announced as 
the next business in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator who reported this bill is not 
present, and I ask that it go over without losing its place on the 
Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


prejudice. 
EMPLOYEES IN 


The bill will go over without 


TREASURY, WAR, AND NAVY DEPARTMENTS, 


The bill (S. 1694) to provide for compensation for certain em- 
ployees of the Treasury, War, and Navy departments was an- 
nounced as the next business in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. HALE. Let the bill go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
prejudice. 


The bill will go over without 


LAND-OFFICE FEES IN 


The bill (S. 156) to provide for the repayment of unexpended 
moneys deposited to cover costs of platting and office work in 
connection with mining claims was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. It provides that all moneys deposited in any 
United States depository for platting of mining claims and other 
office work in the office of any surveyor-general connected with 
proceedings to obtain patents shall be deemed an appropriation 


MINING CASES, 
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for the objects contemplated by such rules and regulations, and | 


the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to cause the sums so 
deposited to be placed to the credit of the proper appropriation 
for platting and other office work in obtaining patents for mining 
claims; but any excesses in such sums over and above the actual 
cost of such platting and office work, comprising all expenses in- 
cidental thereto, and for which they were severally deposited, 
shall be repaid to the depositors, respectively; such payments to 
be made upon a statement of account therefor by the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
A. G. BOONE. 

The bill (S. 1594) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
A. G. Boone was announced as the next business in order on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I wish the bill might go over for 
the day at least. I desire to look at it. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Objection being made, the bill 
will go over, retaining its place, 
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THIERMAN & FROST. 
The bill (S. 4074) for the relief of Thierman & Frost was an- 
nounced as the next business in order on the Calendar. 
Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the bill may go over without prejii- 
dice. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


ing its place. 


The bill will go over, retain- 

HOUSE 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Commer: 

A bill (H. R. 12093) to authorize the construction of a hn 


BILLS REFERRED. 


across the Neuse River at or near Kinston, N. C.; and 
A bill (H. R. 10363) to authorize the establishment of a life- 
saving station at Ocracoke Island, on the coast of North Carolina. 
The bill (H. R. 11839) authorizing the Secretary of War to loan 


certain tents for use at Knights of Pythias encampment to be 
held at San Francisco, Cal., was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The joint resolution (H. J. Res. 155) granting permis 
the erection of a monument in Charlotte, N. C., for the 
mentation of the public grounds in that city, was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the Library. 


for 


orna- 


ion 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10847) making appropriation for the 
legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and for other purp 
and asking a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
the two Houses thereon. 
Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ments and agree to the conference asked for by the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr, 
CuLLOoM, Mr. WARREN, and Mr. TELLER were appointed. 


oO} 


REPEAL OF WAR-REVENUE TAXATION, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the a 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendme1 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10530) to repeal war-revenue taxa- 
tion, and for other purposes, and asking a conference with 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 


‘tion 


Mr. ALLISON. In the absence of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Finance, who is necessarily detained from the Senate 
to-day, I move that the Senate insist upon its amendme ind 
accede to the request for a conference asked for by the H: 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authors 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr, 


ALDRICH, Mr. ALLISON, and Mr. VEST were appointed. 
MARINE HOSPITAL AT PITTSBURG, PA. 

The bill (H. R. 3136) for a public building for a marine hospital 
at Pittsburg, Pa., was announced as the next business in order on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. HALE. Let the bill go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over, 

LIFE-SAVING STATION AT EAGLE HARBOR, MICH. 
he bill (S. 3492) to authorize the establishment of a life-saving 

station at or near Eagle Harbor, on Keweenaw Point, Michigan, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Commerce 
with an amendment, in line 5, after the word “‘ near,’’ to 





insert 

| ** Ragle Harbor on;’’ so as to read: 
That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hers , 1 
directed to establish a life-saving station at or near Eagle Ke . 
naw Point, Michigan, in such locality as the General Superintendent « 8 





Life-Saving Service may recommend. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 

ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third readin 
the third time, and passed. 

ELEONORA G. GOLDSBOROUGH. 

The bill (S. 3421) for the relief of Eleonora 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Claims with 
an amendment, in line 8, after the word ‘‘ death,’’ to insert ‘‘ witl 
allowances for two years;’’ so as to read: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he here! 


G. Goldsborough 


y is, instructed to pay 















to Eleonora G. Goldsborough, widow of the late Surg. Charle G sbo- 
rough, of the Marine-Hospital Service, out of any mor snot oth ne pro- 
priated, two years’ pay at the rate o lary he ing as nat 
the time of his death, with allow for oO $ 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Let the report be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the report submitted by Mr. 
BURNHAM on the 20th instant. 

Mr. Piatt of Connecticut rose. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the whole report be read. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
read? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do, if the bill is going to pass to-day. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Let the reading proceed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wish to make some inquiries in regard 
to 1t. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the report. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The Senator who reported this 
bill is not present, and I suggest that the further reading of the 
report be dispensed with, that the whole report be printed in the 
REcoRD, and then that the bill go over. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have no objection to that course, but in 
the report—the Senator who made the report I believe is not 
present —there is a statement which I must confess astonishes 
me. The report says: 

Now, inasmuch as the statute law gives to the widows of surgeons in the 
my and Navy two years’ ] and inasmuch as your committee agree 
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Do you want the whole of it | 


with Dr. Hamilton that no distinction should bs made in the emoluments of | 
the two branches of the medical servi r committee, after a full con- 
sideration of the bill, conclude that the ‘rs of the hazardous service in 


1 n yuld be given the 
as Army and Navy surgeons 

i should like to see that statute. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I was going to call attention to 
these recommendations, but I thought perhaps, as the Senator 
who reported the bill is not present, it had better go over. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecticut 
asks that the remainder of the report be printed in the Recorp. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the whole of the report be printed in 
the REcorD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
taining its place on the Calendar. 
hears none. 

The report referred to is as follows: 

Mr. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Claims, submitted the following 
report: 


same consideration in the matter of emoluments 


And that the bill go over, re- 
Is there objection? The Chair 


[To accompany 8S. 3421.] 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3421) grant- 
ing two years’ pay of her husband to Mrs. Eleonora G. Goldsborough, widow 
of the late Surg. Charles B. Goldsborough, of the Marine-Hospital Service, 
have given the same careful consideration, and respectfully report that the 
facts are as follows: 

To the C4 ~gress of the United States: 


The memorial of Eleonora G. Goldsborough respectfully represents to 
your honorable body that she is the widow of Dr. Charles B. Goldsborough, 
ate in the Marine-Hospital Service, and on behalf of herself and the minor 
children of the said Dr. Charles B. Goldsborough she respectfully prays that 
you will grant her the relief she asks for in her bill, to be paid to her; and 
for the purpose of informing your honorable body as to the facts upon which 
her bill is based she sets forth as follows: 

1) Dr. Charles B. Goldsborough was examined in accordance with law for 
admission into the service in August, 1877, and on October 3, 1877, was ap- 
pointed an assistant surgeon in the Marine-Hospital Service 

He was first stationed in New York as assistant: was appointed in charge 
of the service in Norfolk, Va., and remained there twe months; he was 
laced on special duty in Washington and Baltimore, and was assistant at 
New York for five months; he was nine months chief clerk in the city of 


Washington, and was then placedin charge of the service in the city of Bal- | 


timore, where he remained forthree years, until April, 1882. 
In October, 1880, he was promoted to the office of passed assistant surgeon 


while in charge of the Baltimore service. From Baltimore he was ordered | 
to Mobile, where he remained in charge of the Marine-Hospital Service for | 
three years and six months, until October 20, 1885, when he was ordered to | 


where he remained in charge of the service for two years and four 
until February 9, 1888. 
sin Chicago he was promoted to the office of full surgeon October 1, 
From Chicago he was ordered to New Orleans, where he remained one 
year and eleven months, and died in the service January 5, 189), leaving to 
survive him his widow, your petitioner, and two children, Charles Bloom- 
field, 9 years, and Irwin, 5 years of age. 

2) The entire estate left by your petitioner’s husband amounted to $2,100, 
whi n the hands of a firm which has since failed, reducing his estate 
to notl .. Your petitioner's estate consists of a farm on the eastern shore 
of Maryland, valued at $9,000, but subject to a mortgage of $6,000, making its 
total net value $3,000, and shares of bank stock of the value of $1,300 

The net income from the farm, after paying the interest on the mortgage 
and all other chargesand expenses incident to the same, when the crops are 
good is about $50, and the dividends derived from the bank stock amount to 
about $!20, making the entire income received by your petitioner for the 
support of herself and her two children $170, which is liable to be decreased 
at any 1 
farm depenés. 

3) Your petitioner's husband, while engaged in the service of the Gov- 






















ernme ievoted himself with untiring energy to his duty, and he was con- 
stantly exposed, not only to the danger of disease incident to his calling 
but to t langers arising by the constant change of climate, which in the 
coul his duty while under orders he was obliged to undergo, and his 
constitution was undoubtedly greatly undermined thereby. 
While on duty in the city of Mobile he was desperately ill with malarial 
ver, and from there he was ordered to Chicago, the extreme cold of which, 


lowing upon the warmer temperature of Mobile, brought on a serious at- 
*k of rheumatism, from which he had not wholly recovered when he was 
again ordered to New Orleans. While engaged in the course of his duty he 
contracted blood poison in the performance of an operation, which also 
tended to undermine his health, and in April, 1889, he was again attacked by 





ment by the failure of the crops upon which the income from the | 


malarial fever, which his already weakened constitution was unable to with- 
a, and from which, together with the other complications, he eventually 
died. 

(4) Your petitioner further represents that the compensation received by 
her husband and the frequent removals which in the course of his duty it 
became necessary for him to make rendered it impossible for him to save up 
more money than a portion of that which was left and which has been lost 
through no fault of your petitioner. 

(5) Your petitioner has done and is doing all in her power to support her 
self and her children, and will continue to do so and will useall means in her 
power by her own exertions to increase the small income which she now 
receives. 

All of which is respectfully submitted. 

ELEONORA G. GOLDSBOROUGH. 


To the Congre 8s of the United States: 


The undersigned respectfully represent to your honorable body that they 
are personally cognizant of many of the facts stated in the foregoing memo- 
rial of Eleonora G. Goldsborough, and those of which they are not cognizant 
personally they believe to be therein stated truly. They further state that 
they believe the said Eleonora G. Goldsborough, the widow of Dr. Charles B. 
Goldsborough, and his two children are in great need of some support, and 
that the services of the late Dr. Charles B. Goldsborough entitle them to be 
paid a pension, and they are personally aware that she is using every honor- 
able means to assist in the support of herself and her children 

JAS. SOMERS SMITH 
ANNA M.SMITH. 

D. HAYES AGNEW. 
W. DUBOIS MILLER. 

(Since the date of the above memorial the farm and bank stock mentioned 
in section 2 have been disposed of ata sacrifice, and the proceeds have been 
entirely expended in the support of the petitioner's family.) 

The affidavits of Mrs. Goldsborough and Mrs. Annie E. Haverstick, in the 

yossession of your committee, show that Surgeon Goldsborough contracted 
bi 0d poisoning while operating on a negro sailor in the United States marine 
hospital in New Orleans, La., in August, 1888. 

In a letter from Surgeon Goldsborough to Dr. John B. Hamilton, the then 
Surgeon-General of the Marine-Hospital Service, dated at Chicago, Ill., Sep 
tember 25, 1888, he states that he is suffering from carbuncles and is totally 
unfit for duty, his statement being substantiated by the accompanying cer 
tificate of Surg. H. W. Austin, of the Marine-Hospital Service, his attending 
physician. 

That Surgeon Goldsborough suffered from the effects of blood poisoning 
up to the time of his death is shown by the affidavits of Mrs. Goldsborough 
and Mrs. Haverstick, above referred to, and that his death was due prima- 
rily to the blood poisoning is proved by the affidavit of his attending pby- 
sician at the time of his death, Dr. R. P. M. Ames, which is here set forth in 
full: 






SPRINGFIELD, MASsS., March 7, 1902. 


I hereby certify that I attended Surg. Charles B. Goldsborough in the ma- 
rine hospital, New Orleans, in November and December, 1889, and until his 
death, January 5, 1890. His death was due primarily to * blood poisoning,” as 
manifested ‘by the formation of abscesses and carbuncles. 

While not personally cognizant of the fact, as I was not stationed in New 
Orleansat the time, I have frequently heard that Surgeon Goldsborough had 
been poisoned while operating upon a negro sailor in the summer of 1588, 


Very respectfully, 
R. P. M. AMES, 
Late Passed Assistant Surgeon, M. H. 8. 

Subscribed and sworn to this 7th day of March, 1902, before me. 

FRANK E. CARPENTER, 
Notary Public. 

There can be noreasonable doubt that Surgeon Goldsborough’s death was 
directly due to the effects of the operation in August, 1888. 

Dr. John B. Hamilton, Supervising Surgeon-General, Marine-Hospital 
Service, appeared before the Committee on Invalid Pensions of the House and 
there advocated that a pension should be allowed Mrs. Goldsborough, stating 
that Dr. Goldsborough was an able and efficient officer, and the duty he was 
on subjected him to orders involving change of climate and contact with epi- 
demic diseases,and the Doctor urged, asa matter of justice, that there should 
be no distinction in the allowance of pensions between the surgeons of the 
Marine-Hospital Corps and the medical officers of the Army and Navy. 

Now, inasmuch as the statute law gives to the widows of surgeons in the 
Army and Navy two years’ pay, and inasmuch as your committee agree 
with Dr. Hamilton that no distinction should be made in the emoluments of 
the two branches of the medical service, your committee, after a full con- 
sideration of the bill, conclude that the ofiicers of the hazardous service in 
question should be given the same consideration in the matter of emoluments 
as Army and Navy surgeons. 

It may be further stated that Congress, by an act approved March 4, 1882, 


| provided for the payment of two years’ salary to the families of members 





of the Life-Saving Service in the event of their death asa result of their 
yeculiar calling, and that a precedent for the bill now under consideration 
1as been set by the act approved June 15, 1898, which granted the legal rep- 
resentatives of Asst. Surg. John W. Branham, of the Marine-Hospital Serv- 
ice, the amount of his salary and allowances for two years, Dr. Branham 
having died of yellow fever. 

Your committee are of the opinion that Dr. Goldsborough died of an infec- 
tious disease acquired in the performance of his duty, and the bill is there- 
fore returned with the recommendation that it pass when amended as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the period after the word “death” and insert in lieu 
thereof a comma, and add after such comma the words “ with allowances for 
two years.” 


SOUTH DAKOTA LOWER BRULE SIOUX INDIANS, 

The bill (S. 912) to reimburse certain Lower Brule Sioux In- 
dians of South Dakota for property destroyed was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs with an amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause 


| and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to investigate the claims of the members of the Lower Brule band 
of Sioux Indians for loss of property resulting from their forcible removal 
from their homes south of White River, in South Dakota, in the year 1893, 
and to determine what amounts they may be justly and equitably entitled to 
for the loss of such property, and to certify the same to the Secretary of 
the Treasury; and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and 


s 


% 
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directed to pay such sums so certified to him by the Secretary of the inter rior 
to members of the Lower Brule band of Indians as aforesaid. And the n 
of $1,500, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated, or nt 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to carry out the 
provisions of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
the third time, and passed. 


read 


EDWARD HAINES AND OTHERS. 

The bill (S. 4306) for the relief of Edward Haines, John Haug- 
land, Wallace L. Reed, W. D. Davis, Martin Monson, Johann 
Bottjer, and the legal representatives of J. P. Ferwerda, deceased, 
was announced as the next business in order on the Calendar, and 
was read. 

Mr. SPOONER. Let the bill go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over—retaining 
its place? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

PROTECTION OF MINERS, 

The bill (H. R. 8327) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act for the 
protection of the lives of miners in the Territories’’ was next 
order on the Calendar, and was read. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The Senator who reported this 
bill is not present, and as the act amended is not so pointed out 
that I can find it readily, I wish that it may go over. 

’ PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over—retaining 
its place? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Yes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will retain its place. 

MARINE HOSPITAL AT PITTSBURG, PA. 

Mr. PENROSE. During my absence from the Senate Chamber 
the bill (H. R. 3136) for a public building for a marine hospital 
at Pittsburg, Pa., favorably reported from the Committee on Com- 
merce, was passed over. I should like to have the bill considered 
now, if there is no objection to it. 

The bill was read, and considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase or otherwise 
procure a suitable site, and cause to be erected thereon, at the 
city of Pittsburg, Pa., a suitable and commodious building for a 
marine hospital, at a cost which shall not exceed $125,000 when 
finally completed. 

Mr. HALE. I wish the Senator would tell us what is the 
scheme of the committee as to marine-hospital buildings. An 
enrolled bill has just been signed aprons, oe another at Buffalo. 
Is it the plan of the committee to establish marine hospitals 
within a short distance of each other all over the country? 

Mr. PENROSE. I havesent for the report and I should like to 
have it read. 

Mr. HALE. Yes; that will be ] 

Mr. PENROSE. The bill has been favorably reported, and 
has passed the House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report is at the desk. 

Mr. PENROSE. I ask to have the report read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read. 

Mr. HALE. It seems to me as if the two places were rather 
near each other to have marine hospitals. 

Mr. PENROSE. This bill has been approved by the T 
Department. Iask that the report may be read. 

Mr. HALE. Let the report be read. That will be better. 

The Secretary read from the report submitted by Mr. Penros! 
on the 20th instant, as follows: 

The Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3136) 
for a public building for a marine hospital at Pittsburg, Pa., having consid 
ered the same, report thereon with a recommendation that it pass without 
amendment. 

The bill has the approval of the Treasury Department, as will appea 
the report of the House Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 
which is adopted as the report of your committee. 


etter. 


reasury 


rby 


[House Report No. 948, Fifty-seventh Congress, first 
The Committee on a rstate and Foreign Commerce, 


session. ] 


to whom was re 





ferred the bill (H. R. 3136) to establish a marine hospital at Pittsburg, Pa., 
having considered the same, beg leave to submit the following report: 

The city of Pittsburg with its adjoining cities and boroughs, all of which 
substantially constitute one city, has a as of 775,000. It is at the 
head waters of the Ohio, and has an inland tonnage exceeding that of any 
other city in the world. . ities of lesser need have marine hospitals, while it 
has none. Surgeons-General of the Marine -Hospital Serviceand Secretaries 


of the Treasury have re “ atedly called the attention of Congress to its n 
for a marine hospital. So long ago as June, 1874, twenty-eight years 
there was an appropriation fora marine hos pital at Pittsburg, but beca 
of its insufficiency a building was never erected, and the site which was pur 
chased, being very desirable for other purposes, was finally allowed to be 
50k 











in | 


Now, the marine-hospital station at Pittsburg has grown to such propor- 


tions that it requires the services of two physicians and sur, geons to look after 
the ills of the river men. Dr. F. W. Meade, who has long been in the service 
of the Government, was detailed only recently to report for duty there by 
Surg. Gen. Walter Wyman. Dr. Meade, who has had a most varied experi- 
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ence in the practice of medicine, has spent 1 ] ! | P 
land, Me., and St. Loui His fix \ duty wasa l pl 

Dr. R. C. Craig, who has been in ¢} het e-hospital department 
at x SCOare, has been stat ed there for tl] ast ’ years Lor ! 
cently sent from Washington will ep } t n indefinite p | 
Dr. Craig served two years at New York and St. Lou 

The sick marines are now sent tot Mi v I t e there are 67 
patients in the marine ward. Theexpet f ta ’ t] moe? paid 
by the Government. The revenue d if n ve s 
the amount, being regulated accordi t 

Last year 1,250 pati re t la n 
the Federal building, : rk 
to detail anadditiona I D M ( 
of the idea of establ t tP 
river men. Pi ‘ 

M ippi rivers that does 

The necess f ] vit 

ra t} th t h M 
Ho rvi instead now der tl l 
aer 

T 10 marine hospital upon the Ohio River 1 ‘er to P 

iti, which is 250 miles away. 
vy of all the facts y * committee is clear f the o m that 
t to pass with an amendment striking l after tl , l 
in line 11, as suggested by the Assistant Secretary of t Ir 
-ecommend. 

A letter from the Assistant Secretary of the Tr 1 
reon-General of the Marine-Hospital Service are hereto appended as part of 
this report. 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 
3} 

SIR: passensines So 7one 2 nmi ication, dated the 29th ult », requesting 
a report in connection with i. , providing for the acquisition of a suit 
oe and the erecti nota bi ilding for a marine hospital at Pit I 

I have the hon to adviee you that from informa in the possession 
of “the Department it ppears that provision should made fora a 
tions for 50 patients, allowing for each patient a 1um cubie air spa f 
l, 50 cubic feet; that there ild be 2 war Ub nd 2 wat ) 
each; also, suitable quarters for one or two m ‘al ah \ 
ard, and 15 attendants, and provisions for heating kitchen, dir 1 
laundry, baths, etc. 


Mr. HALE. The figures given are only in support of the re 


ommendation of the Secretary. They throw no new light upon 
the question except in that way. I do not think the report need 
be read further unless some Senator asks for it. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC 
Mr. TILLMAN. I ask unanimous consent to call up the 


(S. 637) for the erection of a public building at Georget« 

The Secretary read the bill; and by a us consent, 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeas led t 
It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to acquire, by purchase, 
condemnation, or otherwise, a site and cause to be erected thereon 
a suitable building, including fireproof vaults, heating and ven 


BUILDING AT GEORGETOWN, 8, C 


bill 
wns. C 
the 


to its consideration. 


Se l- 


tilating apparatus, and approaches, for the use and accommoda- 
tion of the United States custom-house, post-office, and other 
Government offices in the city of Georgetown and State of Sonth 
Carolina; the cost of the site and building, including said vaults 
heating and ventilating apparatus, and approaches, complete, n 


to exceed $100,000. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read th 


. ordered 


, and a d. 


amendment 


third time 


The title was amended so as to read: **A bill to provir le * the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building + the reon 
at Georgetown, State of South Carolina.”’ 

STATUTES OF LIMITATIONS IN CERTAIN LAND CASES 

Mr. HARRIS. Iask unanimous consent for the consideration 
of the bill (S. 4264) hapten that the statutes of limi ns of 
the several States shall apply as a defense to ; ns brought in 
any courts for the recovery of lands patented m rea 
of May 10, 1854, between the United States of Am ar 
Shawnee tribe of Indians. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unan m us consent. the Sen- 

| ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

Mr. COCKRELL.. Let the rep t of the committee be 1 

}is very short. Let the first part of it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will b 

Mr. COCKRELL. Just that part of the repor vi 
necessity for the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. I can explain to t! nator in a few moments 
what the bill is. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Very well. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is simply owing to the fact that some thirty 
or thirty-five years ago the Shawnee tril Indians were a i 
ized to receive patents for their land since then they have been 
conveyed fro m time to time, and pretended heirs have | 

and have brought suit for interest inthe land. The bill n 
mended in the strongest possi ible terms both by the Secreta f 


Aff: 
patents 


Commissioner of Indian 
I understand that 


the Interior and the 
Mr. COCKRELL. 
issued. 


L1TS 
il . 
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HARRIS. They were actually issued, 
Mr. COCKRELL. 
Mr. HARRIS 

thority of the 


Mr. and then 
The title passe i from the Government? 
Subsequently deeds were made under the 
secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. COCKRELL. All right. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


au 


IMITATION 

The PRESIDENT 
Senate the 
T he Se 
sider the 


PRODUC 
The Chair 


DAIRY TS. 


pro tempore. lays before the 


unfinished business. 
nate, in Committee of the Whol proces ded to con 
bill (H. R. 9206) to make oleomargarine and other imi 


as 


tation dairy products subject to the laws of any State or Territory 
or the District of Columbia into which they are transported, and 
to change the tax on oleomargarine, and to amend an act entitled 
‘An act defining butter, also imposing a tax upon and regulating 
the manufacture, sale, importation, and exportation of oleomarga- 


rine,’ approved August 2, 1886, which had been reported from 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry with amendment 

The Secretary read the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PERKINS in the chair). The 
amendments of the committee will be reported in the order in 
which the \ stand. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I suggest that the amendments be consid 

llater. I think there is no occasion to read them now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments, then, will be 


defi 


. PROCTOR. Mr. President 
Mr. SCOTT. If the Senator from Vermont will allow me, Mr 
President, | suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll. 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an 
swered to their names: 
Allison Dolliver, Kittredge, Pettus, 
Bard, Elkins Lodge, Platt, N. Y. 
Bat« Fairbanks, McCumber, Pritchard, 
Berry Foster, Wash McLaurin, Miss. Proctor, 
B Gallinger, McMillan, Quarles 
B I Gamble, Mallory, Scott, 
Burt n, Hale, Millard, Simmons, 
B V Hanna, Mitchell, Spooner! 
( Wyo Hansbrough, Money, Teller 
Cock Harris, Morgan, Tillman, 
Culbers Heitfeldt, Patterson, Vest. 
Deboe Jones, Ney Penrose, 
Dill ham, Kearns, Perkins, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty Senators having answered 
to their names, a quorum is present. The Senator from Vermont 
will proceed. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, this bill proposes to put a tax 
of 10 cents a pound on oleomargarine when it is colored so as to 
make it pass for an entirely diffe re nt and more valuable product 
to reduce the present ti ix of 2 cents per pound to one fourth of 
1 cent per pound when it is not colored so as to deceive purchase 
nsumer. It also subjects it to the laws of any State into 
it may com although it may have been introduced therein 
nal pack: It may be claimed that this is a measure to 
tax a legitimate industry out of existence. Weclaim that it only 


+ 


and 


and co 
which 


in origi 





wes. 


affects the fraud; that it may and should prevent this product 
from masking under false colors, and that the legitimate industry 
will be benefited rather than injured as the present tax is reduced. 

It is a measure in the intere : of the farmers, the honest pro 
ducers of an article that sells for what it is, and they should be 


this fraudulent imitation to sell for 


protected from ‘1 
what it is not. 
I propose in opening to give some 
ful to both sid 
Census Bulletin 


designed 


statistics which may be use- 
es in discussing this measure. 
No. 138, dated February 13, 


1902, gives the 


latest statistics in regard to oleomargarine. It opens with the 
following statement, which I will ask the Secretary to re _ 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 


quest dad. 


tary read as follows: 









oO .cture is now for the first time made the subject of 
ape ensus Office. The industry was introduced into th: 
Unit ! nd at the census of that date and in 1890 its cen- 

] » found in Table lof the accom} any 
i lustry wé re visited by Mr. Garber 
17 of | the z uctories wert » personally inspe« ted 
reports were se ured by correspondence. 
sented in 8 tables: Table 1 showing comparative fig 
res the Tenth, Eleventh, and Twelfth censuses; ¥ al le 





itement of capital for 1890 and 1900; Table 3 showing 











rent classes of materials and the products for 1900; Table 4s ing 

nual production of oleomargarine from 1886 to 1900, inclusive, as shown 

t reports of the Internal-Revenue Commissioner; Table 5 showing the 
unt of oleomar ine shipped into each State for the fiscal year ending 

> WO, 1899; Table 6 showing yr the quantity and value of the oleomargarine 
leo oil exported during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1900, as published 





on Commerce and Navigation, 1900; Table 7 showing the est 
ual production of European countries; Table 8 showing the detailed 
r the industry in 1900, by States and Territories. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Marcu 24, 


| Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, it will be seen that these sta- 
tistics have all been obtained from the oleomargarine manu- 
facturers themselves either by personal visits of the census agents 
or by correspondence with the manufacturers. 
lable 1 shows that in 1880 the value of the oleomargarine pro- 
duced was $6,892,939, and in 1890 it had fallen to $2,988,525, The 
statistician gives the following reason for this decrease. 








This large decrease is due, in part, to the fact that certain States—notably 
New York—enacted effective legislation antagonistic to the manufacture of 
oleomargarine and the act of Congress of 1486 imposing a special tax of $600 

i manufacturers forced a few small producers out of busines 

It is probable, Mr. President, that this decrease is apparent 

rather than real, and that it is due to imperfect reports. As stated 


there 
last census 


in that bulletin, 
until the 


was no systematic gathering of statistics 
In 1900 the value produced was $12,499,812, 


an increase of 318 per cent over that of 1890. 

Table 8 shows the quantity and cost of the ingredients used in 
1900 and the value of the products, and I ask to have this table 
printed in full. The total cost of materials, it will be seen, is 


$7.639,501, and of the products $12,499,812. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thetable will be inserted in the 


RecORD, in the absence of objection. 





The table referred to is as follows: 
TABLI Materials and products, 1900. 
| | Cost of ma Value of 
ems ) tity j 
Items. Quar | terials products. 
Materials: | Pound | | 
Total icenwtae ----| 114,748,633 | $7,639,501 . 
Milk and cream 579, 068 . 
Oleo oil 2,744, 285 : 
Neutral lard 2,976, 870 |...... 
| Cotton-seed oil... .... cccccce +15, 567, 700 |...... a 
Butter uti 61,176 
| Salt aa & a } 2 ne ia aac 
| aa as ak 2 SU Tiwineawevaws ; 
| 0 eee 87, 842 Rt Uniitearcteanrowas> 
| Glucose . #2, WO5 I le taint 
Stearin and oleo stock | 134, 541 4, 320 ‘ 
Fuel and rent of power and | 
heat webitiediinain — 49,855 |...... dialis 
Mill supplies ; eeateee 5, 745 ‘ 
| All other materials --. j 1, 107 
a a asia 50, Te2 
Products: | 
Total sr 104, 633, 214 $12, 499, 812 
Oleomargarine ..... ee: 104, 683,214 |........ we 12, 286, B57 
RE IIIT is eins hein Rinnai and elaine 213, 455 


Mr, PROCTOR. Table 4 gives the quantity of oleomargarine 
produced and the internal revenue received in each year from 
1887 to 1900, inclusive. 

Table 5 gives the quantity of oleomargarine shipped into each 
State for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1899. Ido not think a 
reprint of these tables important in this discussion. 

Table 6 gives the quantity and value of oleo oil and oleomarga- 
rine exported to each of many foreign countries during the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1900. The total exports of oleo ~il were 
146,739,681 pounds, of the value of $10,503,856, and of oleomarga- 
rine 4,182,536 pounds, of the value of $409,083. 

Table 7, based on commercial estimates, shows approximately 
the annual production of oleomargarine in European countries. 
[ ask to have that table printed in full. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The table referred to will be 
printed in the REcoRD, in the absence of objection, 

The table referred to is as follows: 


TABLE 7.—Annual production of oleomargarine in European countries, 





Country. Quantity Quantity 
‘ | produced, imported, 
Pounds. | Pounds 

en. 0 che odsieanieeieeubennnaae 82,000, 000 | 110, 000,000 
SS ERE LA ELE ILD IER LL SE AE OO ER AE 35, 000, 000 | 4, 500, 000 
i } 7 SE Dien sraemees i 
a S RED Incccccteccdccs 
IGE .. cannesaseens c6ceumsuessesbusvensenwesoeces 0, EE 
Netherlands tinea ii i iii aiadaaeiiiiies aivetiieia a 
NE pdccvhunhingtiiubttinkinkidncidbinkthagewnwes ‘ 20, OUD, — 


UUO |... 


Tab le? 7 indicates the at Germany is the greatest producer of oleomargarine, 
with a product of 220,000,000 pounds, followed by the Netherlands, with 123,- 
000.900 pounds. According to the figures of this table, the United States, 
with an output of more than 100,000,000 pounds, ranks third in production. 


Mr. PROCTOR. 





Formulas are given of the ingredients used 


in the manufacture of three different grades of oleomargarine, 
which I ask to have printed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
| formulas will be printed. 


In the absence of objection, the 


1902 


—_— 





The matter referred to is as follows: 
Formula 1.—Che ap grade, 


Pounds 
495 
Ons 


Oleo oil... 
Neutral lard ; ; 
OCotton-seed Off .... ccc cccess 
Milk... 
Salt 
Color 


Total 
Will pri 


duce from 1, 265 to 1,300 por unds of ‘ oles omargarine, 


Formula Medium high grade, 

rr is 
Oleo oil EES eee ae ee a : B15 
Neutral lard... ; isthe talieabiael baat ie euiieain ‘ . Dd 
Cream wa ; maboueder Qpaiate See 280) 
Milk Sanaa ; Lcipdadaacmacumnd fiteictcbeaical stamens 280) 
i emia 1x 
Color a a ] 
Total seer ; ‘ a 1, 4063 

Will produce from 1,050 to 1,080 pounds of oleomargarine. 

. Formula High grade. 
Pound 
Oleo oil diate NN ah a a 1 
Neutral lard . A — alia Lv) 
Butter . ne Pen eihe bomen weet eo a i 
Salt ident debenenlens siininididenhaaninaisiani vtissededtnbndts oe 
ae nance annangancaeth baincediiniaatetnth tedtilirs Attends Cairn $ 
Total : tad a a 4 
Will produce about ! 2 pounds of oleomargarine. 

Mr. PROCTOR. It will be seen that cotton-seed oil is only 


used in the cheapest grade. In regard to this I will ask the Sec 


retary to read what the bulletin states. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

In the cheap grades cotton-seed oil is often substituted for a portion of 
oleo oil and neutral lard, but never to the total exclusion of e ithe It never 


fully replaces them, but is added to some combination of those two ingredi 
ents to cheapen the product. It isa liquid within the range of temp« 


to which butter is exposed, and its use is therefore limited to su Bi n pr 
portion in.any formula as will not soften the product beyond the usual « 
sistency of butter. Its use would doubtless increase largely were it not for 


the fact that no process has been discovered that will take away its c ha rau 
teristic flavor. To make a high-grade oleomargarine it is absolutely e 
tial that all its constituent oils respond fully to the neutralizing treatment 


se) 


by which their characteristic odors and flavors are removed, so that they 
will take on the flav r of butter from the aromatic principles of the milk o1 
cream with which they are churned. Cotton-seed oil, when forming any con 
siderable proportion of oleomargarine betrays its presence, and those mat 


ufacturers making a specialty of high-class table produc ts have discontinu 
its use altogether. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I call special attention to this statement, 
which comes from the manufacturers of oleomargarine, that 
cotton-seed oil can only be used in the cheaper products, and th 
manufacturers are alre ady discontinuing its use to some extent. 
It will be seen from the formulas given of the ingredients that 
cotton-seed oil is not put down as an ingredient except in No. 3, 
the cheapest grade. 

In this connection I will give some of the facts concerning 


cotton-seed oil, derived from Census Bulletin No. 129, dated Jan 
uary 27, 1902, to show of how little commparative value is the 
cotton-seed oil used in oleomargarine: 
COTTON-SEED OIL, 
[Facts der rived from Bulletin No, 129.] 
Average 
Gallons. Value. value per 
gallon. 
niennibanes 
| 
Am unt of oil produced in 1900 in United Cents. 
a ek a a 93, 325,729 | $21,390, 674 | 22.9 
Am unt of oil exported in 1900 - 46, 902, 30,1 


390 14, 127, 538 | 


Amount exported: 50.25 per cent of gallons, and 66.5 per cent 
of value. 

Mr. CULBERSON. May I ask the Senator a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Yes. 

Mr. CULBERSON. 
to the effect that about half of the product of cotton-seed oil is 
exported and that that industry will not be so much damaged by 
this legislation if it becomes a law. I will ask him if he can give 
us any information as to what proportion of the cotton-seed oil 
that is exported is used in the manufacture of oleomargarine in 
foreign countries? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Those figures Ihave not been able to find. 
There are tables in the bulletins to which I have referred that 
show the amount exported to each of the foreign countries t 
which it goes, but I have seen no figures to show what it is used 





| a... 


Does the Senator from Vermont | 


I suppose the statement of the Senator is | 


table 
the 


for at its destination. 


of the product that is used in this country in oleomargarin 
Amount used in oleomargarine manufacturing in the 

States, 1,575,800 gallons of the 93,325,729 gallons pr 

1.68 per cent. The product of cotton seed crushing plants 


confined to 
linters, or 


cattle feed; meal and cake for cattle feed and fertilizers. 
total value in 1900 of products of the cotton-seed indust 
$42.411.835. The value . cotton-seed oil used in oleom 
in 1900 ws 18 $567,7 790, or 1.34 per cent. The amount and 


cotton-seed oil exports he ave increa 


years. 

I ask that 
remarks. 
1S70 to 1901, 


The 





The 


RECORD. 
The table 


Total 


On. 
Cake 
Hulls 


Waste .. 
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from a ton of 
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are 


Table 
This 
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I will show something of the 


oil, but other 
‘** short lints;”’ 


f Bulletin 12 
gives the 


inclusive 


re 


and meal -.. 


secretary to rea 


The 
que sted. 
The Secret 


y? 
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OL 


"mal 





ntal 


PRESIDING OFFICER. 
sence of obj cl 


The table referred t as fol 
TAI I f rts of 
Year 
1R70 
1s 
SI trilndelasins i itll tintin iaiiniasntnsttatathehin 
N73 
v4 
Isis 
S77 
1s 
IST 
Last) 
1881] 
IX? 
EEE Eee en eee See 
1RS4 
1RNO pit ee 
M) 
LM] 
Roe 
1 Suis . 
1st 
Ist) 
1807 
rr 
1s00 
1K) 
1901 
«Commerce and Navigation of t] 
The value of cotton-seed oil, at t 
United States whe exported, 
«Quantity not stated, 
Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. Presid 
gives the quantity and value of 
cotton-seed oil, and I ask that it 


PRESIDING OFFICER. 


referred to by the Senator 


ferred t ) 
i 6.—( ! d 
ducts 
‘TOR. The value 
seed is nearly equal 
gely for cattle feed, in 
d an extract 
PRESIDING OFFICER 
ary read as foll 
I far 
a 1 tl 
\ rr 
i spa 


2 


n that numb 


marketable 
hulls for pap } 


from Vermont 


from 


products of 


«i largely during thi 


$14,946 





Bullet 
products from 
be printed in full. 
the absence 


is as follows: 
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x ‘ @17.09 
5 14.1 B. 
35.7 6.4 
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Mr. PROCTOR. On this point Secretary Wilson stated before 








I t t tto1 we rough ‘ | 
+o] ' ) : uT p 1 it r 
Cie that t . dt D t of ti 
’ equent return 1 ] valya I 

t The} ¢ } ib 
cl i liz I n but l 
oil t ir’y lair l tha ld use t 
cott eod meal ! 

Mr. D. A. Tompkins, an anthority on cotton-seed mills and the 
cotton industry, says in volume 2 of his work on Cotton and Cot 
ton Oil, published by him at Charlotte, N. C., in 1901, in regard 
to the relation of cotton-seed to dairy cattle what I will ask the 


ph a 
— 

+ 

r 

j 


The PRI 


cretary will read as re- 

















qu 

The Secretary read as follows 

DAIRY CATT! 

Pp 

S riz ts ttle on cotton-seed meal a l 
ha s iverse tot f these mater 
this ] ; I » hastily r lin regions whet t 
feedir tuffs 1 plentiful and cheap, and more agreeable at first to the 
tas at This relat mostly t tton-seed |} 
Tl i f cotton 1 meal has now } sally recogt 
and it is | n that it ne of the very best and results 

I It ( yurse, important for every d »ownSs a farm t 
ut | the] feed tuffs; but 1 rally and1 
pl i ipplement ther ith the cot s. In competing 
i! he irk the world f ) fand d l ey it 
that the South pportur lies in the intellig t d meal 
and | 

» * * 7 * * 

Pages 388 and 397 

Wit tton-seed hulls and meal as feeding stuffs, supplemented by present 
farm products, and with good breeding and good care, the German yields 
(milk and butter) might be equaled 

if this could be done, then the dairy business in North Carolina, which is, 
asaru now unprofital night be made superior to that of New York 
State as now conducted ual to that of Germany as now conducted 





What is here said about the dairy business in North Carolina is equall 
applicable to most of the other cotton-growing States. Thisentire discussior 
mn the idea that cotton-seed mealand hulls make, in nearly a 
of the cotton-growing States, ample opportunity for profitable business in 
fattening beet and in producing milk and butter 


The climate in the cotton-growing area is very favorable to all forms of 
atile business. There must always be a certain amount of warmth sup 
ied to cattle. If the weather is cold, the warmth must be supplied by f od 





and such food as is adapted to the purpose 

Mr. PROCTOR. Census Bulletin No. 138, page 15, shows that 
the oleomargarine makers of this country used in their product 
for 1900 cotton-seed oil to the extent of 11,818,921 pounds, valued 
at $567,790. 

On the other hand, of the 884,391 tons (1,768,782,000 pounds) 
of cotton-seed cake and meal produced. valued at $16,030,576; 
1,143,704,342 pounds, valued at $11,229,188, are exported (see Ag- 
ricultural Yearbook, 1900, p. 850), leaving 625,077,658 pounds 
valued at $4,801,398, to be used in this country, very largely fed 
to dairy cows. It is safe to say that the dairyman of the United 
States pays the cotton-seed-mill interests five to six times as much 
for their products of cake and meal as do the manufacturers of 
oleomargarine for cotton-seed oil. If the cotton States are inter- 
ested eitin r way it is -_ mn the side of butter. 

In regard to the production of oleo oil Bulletin No. 138 has the 
fe euuiaee statement: 












Ti unber of grades manufactured is from three to five, and, wher 
market i tive and prices are ak oie all the fat taken in slaughte 
both from cattle and sheep, is worked into one grade or another. Th 
made heep fat can itralized, and retains the character 
odor a vor of the ani degree as to be unfit for the oleomar 
garine nded in It is exported to Europe, wher: 
there 1d for he beef fats the character t 

nima hich th 10st p tent fac torin the sek on 
Some manufacturers wi st grade of oleo oil practically all 





ce one or tw ) lower grades from the 





the ta 1 from a gx 
fat of cows and “canner 


This statement is derived from the manufacturers themselves 
by the census agents. 





Other manufacturers make t grade from the caul ¢ er 
selecte i fats of the best bex yes, riain intestinal and other ] Yr 
for! togetl Ww * animals, in making from one to 
three lows ud i the manufacture of oleo oil is 





l lard, and while it is lars 
je quantities are made in iarge 
y, from fats collected in par 


more W idely distr 
fined to the big packi 
cities, outside the centers of the packing indust1 
from abattoirs and in part from retail butchers 

This extract from the bulletin suggests possibilities in the way 
of deleterious materials from which the oil may be produced on 
which I will not enlarge. From tables 6 and 8 of Bullet tin No. 
138 the following facts appear: 


1900 Pounds. Value. 








il iin manufacture in United States ...... 33,724,621 | $2,744,235 
Oleo oil exported (over 4 time 146, 739, 681 10, 508, 856 





180, 464, 302 13, 248, 091 
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Mr. John F. Hobbs, editor of the National Provisioner, New 
York, who appeared before the committee in behalf of the live- 
stock interests, gave the number of cattle ughtered annually 
in this country as 11,000,000. If the use of the $2,744,235 worth 
of oleo oil now used in this country was entirely cut Vf. the loss 
of that amount divided among 11,000,000 of cattle would be only 
about 25 cents per head. Aside from the use of oleo oil in oleo- 
margarine, Mr. Hobbs mentioned other purposes for which it was 
in demand. 

The statistics by the Department of Agriculture show an an- 
nual increase in the exp ~ of oleo oil in a table which I 
ask to have printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The table referred to will be 
printed, in the absence of objection. 

The table referred to is as follows: 


Monthly exports of oleo oil, quantities and values, 1899 to 1901. 





1809 1900 1901. 





PE ins oem 14, 746, $53 $848,827) 12,692,477; $872,205) 13,342,792 $985,408 
August . 11,600,148) 667,517 13, 438,025 910,130) 17,076,266, 1,256,983 
Se} mber 10, é 635,072 9, 681,52 700,127) 11,649, 497 S42, 042 
October 11,676,227; T31,878 8,600,274 655,000) 12,708 31, 844 
N mit 8 287,594) 512,055) 9, 167,054 672,767) 18,204,917 WH), 790 
I 10. 7 41) 662.0%, 11 G. 7H 10. 708, 607 768.479 

9, M9) 574,707) 9,875,71 13,262,121; 907,244 

9,309,349| 679,277 12,583,941 R714, 704 (32, 61 

13,172,038; 942,918 1 147 12, 481, O44 912,133 

Sinnwiend 12,490,677 6,441 11,102,549 13,360,520) 1,029, 620 

iabcbiacint 13, 083,10 908,272 13,271,061 17.5%4..% * (PT 

jcnee 17, 439, 929 1, 164,639 21,229,127) 1 17, 496, 251) 1,293, 123 

Total 142. 390. 4929. 183. 659 146. 739. 681 Mi BS 1 f 21 ie 

ota ----- 142,300, 4 , 183, 659 146, 739, 641) 10, 508, 856/161, 651, 413 11,246,378 


Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, the manufacture of neutral 
oil from the fat of hogs is a cr ———— ‘ly simple process. It is 
of two grades, one made from » leaf and the other from the 
back fat. The Bulletin states: 

The oil made from back fat retains more of the fl wor p -culiar to lard and 
like the lower grades of oleo oil, is less free from stearin or other undesirable 
constituents. Some packing houses mix a small percent of back fat with the 
“leaf” in making their highest grade of ne utral, and oleomargarine manu- 
facturers sometimes use both grades of the finished oilin c ym bination 

After treating of the ingredient the Bulletin says of the man- 
ufacture: 

While there is substantial uniformity in the process of manufacture, th 

ns of material used and, con 











in the character of the finished article. Th che: apest grades of 
( ine found on the market are made from the lowest grades of oleo 
oil and neutral lard, to which is added the lin m-seed oil, and the 
whole is churned with skimmed milk or buttermilk, salted with common 
salt and colored with the cheaper grades of coloring matter. These low-grade 
oils may be manufactured from “scrap” fat and made firm by the addition 
of more stearin or other similar substances, so that a greater proportion of 
cotton-seed oil can be added to the combination. Sometimes glycerin is 
added to give the product a glossy appearance, and sugar or glucose to 
sweeten or give texture 


Secretary Wilson, when before the committee last winter in re- 
gard to the importance of dairying, stated that population in the 
United States 1s increasing faster than cattle,and he submitted a 
table which shows this fact, which I shall ask to have printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection, the 
table referred to will be printed. 

The table is as follows: 





lit of cott 











Number of 


: Numberof, Popula- attle p 
Census year 1] ie a \Wof popu 


lation 








Se Sb utanhenwen wieiebed 191, 876 76.7 
a ppinsehiieaaismpedaiiitande 443, 2271 81.5 
aa ed 8. 58, 371 61.8 
STI scsi c-Si siascedmeinen taettadiean etisalat Guten tiaves 50,155, 788 71.6 
i iid a al a me a ae oa (2, 622, 250 RP 

Shs ceiesdilincestictveitatstendeterckbtemes ib iniiaacaaens 76, 205, 220 7.5 





Mr. PROCTOR. Secretary Wilson made a further statement 
before the committee, which I ask the Secretary to read. 

The PRESIDING OFF IC] ER. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows 

—_ and in our island possessions 
abroad will call for more of the prod 
when a in the dairy. Dairy 
homesteaders take possession ¢ f lands 
increase in the cotton-growing States 
tion of crops, and the increase of graz 
this industry. : . 

Now, then, the tendency in the South, where they have de 1 the 
lands by perpetual cropping, and the tendency west of the Misso . in the 

mi-dry belt, where they are destroying the grazing lands by injudicious 








Se 





vergrazing, is to take greater interest in the dairy cow than in the steer, 
and in the case of settlers who want to raise families out west of the one 
hundredth meidrian the interest grows every day on behalf of the dairy 
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e 
cow, and with regard to the production of steers east of the Missouri River | q circular intended to secure trade of colleges and school 
on the farms there is no comparison whatever The small amount of cattl ther institution rs « 1 
that commerce calls for in making oleomargarine is infinitesimal in val other institutions. it reads as fou 
compared with the injury that the growth of this bogus industry will inflict Wy 
upon legitimate agriculture that requires a dairy WW 
Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, there is abundant evidence | PR#StpENT IowA AGRICULTURAL C 
that the bulk of the oleomargarine used in this country reaches aa 
one a, Re ea : ba area 2 aa DEAR Sirk: Good butter 
the consumer as butter. The circulars of the dealers show this. Sa ieinets Whv? & 
I read from circulars of R. C. Dotson, a manufacturer of oleo- to be found on the m 
margarine at Baltimore. He says: Mr. President. that is what the 
A word for quality. ‘‘ Economy” propose to make sure. 
That is one grade of Mr. Dotson’s manufacture— In regard to the deception in the sal umn 
nein © ataowy Wilann toatifiad hat +] 
“Economy” is fancy Perfection” ist happy medium of grades, good margarine, n ary Wilson ' - 
enough for fancy trade Clover Creamery In producing this fan rrar winter, and I askthe Secretary to read |] d n 
butterine scienti research has been exhausted. “Clover Creamery the The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ™ tary 
best % earth, by actual t I le y tue i Lapp \ LScler thod | 
pos g the very purity and f the clover fields; more perfect uni quester js salt 
formity than any other b x butter. The cow herself could not Che Secretary read as follows: 
tell it. 
Whe the Secretary of Agi ulture, tl I ‘ W ! { 
1" : ’ : wana ame 1 aie boy : has 
The innocent cow and the innocent purchaser are both deceived. | peared before this committee, h ‘ 
They adopt for their products names intended to deceive. For | ° {r. Scnety. Iw ld |] 
_ . . wir ( would ilke to as I 
example, another Baltimore dealer advertises two grades, one as | experience or from the r hat } 
“creamery gor is,”’ the other as ** dairy goods. One company tt nsumer has ever been prosecuted ! frau i 
takes the name of the Vermont Manufacturing Company, although —s tenet. 9 
. a . a : ~* re il Wi 0 can f 
not connected with Vermont by location or otherwise, an unfair There is no < tion about ti 
use of an honest name. have to buy butt 
mm ‘ 4 > . Anc ts . , ’ , ty ‘ ‘ + ) — ' 
The same manufacturer from whom I quoted, Dotson, of Balti ind later, i pry 0 & qu : ir. W 
more, in another circular, which is headed, in large and very red ‘Well. vou have a perfect 1 
letters, ‘‘Opportunity,’’ says: you to be deceived and pay | 
BALTIMORE, February 17, 1 y robbed this deceptior 
Had it occurred to you that you can make money out of butterine without - eed i rect | 
liability to the Government for license? Perfectly simple. You solicit the ; : ah 
orders by quotation or by your salesmen, turn them over to me, and I l he , 
fill them and allow you a han profit. It requires not a dollar invested | Pp ( ~ 
and no responsibility on You would be surprised at the nic we Pr ( 
round profit you can make ay. Some merchants are making enor- | ,, oft e} 
mous commissions _— Tot t . . 
The profits seem to be large, as all illegitimate enterprises seek | *¥ore d to ti 5 y 
° . . ‘ . in t ym ror I 
tomake them. I submit the prospectus of the Standard Butterine | {| venture to say that har 
Company, of this city, W. P. Wilkins, president, and will ask to | its real name and in its t1 
ava +} nit nace : stant shish ofwas . ona ani - a of ais a 
BAvs that portion ol At prin ed whi h give the ec t and profit of Mr. PROCTOR. The 1 1 in te the , me v the 
the business. This gives the total cost, free on board, in this city | ,,quction of the tax is shown by the follow icici ving, Seer 
at 8.92 cents per pound, and the prospectus claims a net profit of | :, should be greater. as a manufacturer a chareea a prof 
$4.08 per hundred pounds, or nearly 50 per cent; to be exact, 45.74 | 6) ench advances. : 
Tt = mect -eferred to is as follows: Chis reduction of 14 cents on the ma a re! eiliy price 
1e prospectus reterret O18 aS LOLLOWS: of 14 cents would b 12.5 ner cent: 1 ents vw ld be 0.94 ner 
Prospectus of the Standard Butterine Company incorporated under the laws of cent: 18 cents wi ild be 9.72 per « 
the ate of West Virginia, U. S. A., capital stock, $1,000,000 Standard Tr . en ficures wonld donbtless he nsed ar a } ‘ ' ) 
Butterine Company, W. P. Wilkins, president; offices, 203 Ninth street NV rhe even figures would oe salle sell 
Washington, D. C., U. S. A., September 1, 1900 cents per pound be made in the selling price. Quite an item in 
laborer’s monthly 
rABLE OF COST AND PROFITS. a : os P ?— 
The statistics and statements from the Census Bulletiz n 


It is perhaps best to add to this prospectus a statement of the exact cost of 
and profits in the manufacture of butterine, compiled from manufacturing : 
statistics and recent market quotation obtained by the ce 

products themselves. I have quoted no testimony from wit 
nesses who favored the bill ex 


gard to oleomargarine and oleoand cotto et were of i” 
+7 + rt ty, n tl) , nl } +} 


Hsus expe 


Cost, showing proportions used for each 100 pounds, 


Cel briefly that of Sec? irv W 
Oleo oil, 52 pounds, at 9} cents per pound ; a pi —— , . , a <7) 7 gw 
Neutral lard, 17 pounds at § conte pee pound aS : 7 ‘4 son. | trust the opponents of this measure will recognize the faiz 
Cotton oil, 17 p yunds, at 5 cents per pound a ar » | ness of this course. 
Milk, 17 pounds, at 1 cent per pound ‘ peu wodeeusace cous MW In conclusion. we claim— 


ener cence serneors Ww Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Doesthe Senator from Vermont 
mop ea } 7 ie : : a yield to the Senator from Texas? 
abor, parchment paper, tubs, etc cosewceene a > ' f.- DR “T > are a ae 
Internal revenue, 2 cents per pound...... ebcue nenteimiinessis ? Mr. PROC POR. ( ertainly. ; . 
Mr. CULBERSON. Like all Senator ere, I ha hee ery 
Total cost (f. o. b. Washington) ceccee . much interested in the statistics which have been presented by 





The above cost when deducted from the market price of $13 per 100 pou the Senator from Vermont. This bill, ho r, pu ts ft 
‘ : "os . : ‘ - 4 : 
shows & né profit of $4.08 : . revenue measure. I should like to a -e iow Bt 
It will be seen that even if the compa produced only the 490,000 ] : tatistic ranv statement from the Tr sor Dios 
per month for which it now has definit« ders a net profit of over $16,320 SsbA 4, 5 OT any ste rh n iTO l t 1e J WOT ! 
month, or $195,840 a year, would be assured ing, first, the necessity for this addition revenue nd. se | 
This would mean 8 per cent on the preferred stock of the company, or 20 | amount of revenue the bill will produ 





per cent of the entire capitalization. + - PPOWT > ava 7 ata : ' 
This is a simple sta ent of actual facts which can be easily ver l Mr. PROCTOR. 11 v 








This showing surely ought to be of interest to everybody witl mey for kind. Of course, th y wi uld be at t } yy 
which a highly profitable investment is desired In conclusion we claim: 
STOCK. First. That the coloring of oleomargarine is for tl 
The Standard Butterine Company is incorporated, with a capital stock of | Passing 1t upon the consumer for an ¢ 
I 7 . I d I | oan : 7 E 
$1,000,000, divided as follows Second. That the purpose is accom] t 
Five thousand shares preferred, full paid, nonassessable—par value, $100 | of cases ; 
per share—$500,000 Thisd | . : ; 
Five thousand shares common stock, $50/),000. Third. That oleomargarine can b 
t} it ion i S la } edd ! 
BONDS. the ream ni J me | I ! 
did — oy ; : - crease the sa and, in asl t 
There are also $150,000 in bonds, divided into 150 bonds, at $1,000 each, pa the trade lost by lack ] 
ing an interest at 6 per cent per annum. une trade it AY 4ACK O . 
The preferred stock is guaranteed to pay 8 per cent per annum, and the | nd honest consumer. 
common stock ought, by conservative estimate, to pay at least 15 per cent Fourth. That this being the ¢ ’ 1 


after the first year of business. none a a‘ » : ad ; aa 
Mr. PROCTOR. I also read from a circular of Wilkins & | compensated by result benefits. \ laim tha ’ 

Co., and understand that Mr. Wilkins is the same man who is | to protect an hor product agair fy 

president of the Standard Butterine Company, and that Wilkin The PRESIDING OFFICER. Isit the pleasure of the S 

& Co. are the selling agents of the company. It is addressed to | that the committee amendments shall be « lered at thiis 

the president of the Iowa Agricultural College, and is apparently Mr. PROCTOR. I think it would meet with better satisfaction 
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on both sides if we were to consider the committee amendments 
later on, when we consider the bill on its passage, perhaps. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Vermont permit me to ask 
hima question? I understand he is about to conclude his remarks. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I have concluded, but I shall be glad to hear 
any question. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to ask the Senator if he thinks that 
the Congress of the United States, under the Constitution, has the 
right to legislate upon the subject of fraudulent or adulterated 
food products unless they are the subject of interstate commerce? 
In other words, can the Congress of the United States come into 
my State and legislate as to the inspection of articles for food or 
the adulteration of articles for food when the transaction or the 
product or the sale is confined exclusively to the citizens of Mis- 
souri, and where there is no pretense that interstate commerce is 
affected in any way? 

Mr. PROCTOR. I certainly do, but that is a phase of the ques- 
tion upon which I have not touched. Others will consider and 
discuss it later. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Has the report in the case been read? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has not been read. There 
are several committee amendments, and it is the desire of the com- 
mittee to have them deferred until later. 

Mr. BATE. Let the report be read. 

Mr. MONEY. I will take the floor at this time, but I think 
the suggestion of the Senator from Missouri is a good one. The 
report of the majority is quite short. The report of the minority, 
however, is much longer. I am perfectly willing, however, and 
I believe it would be a good idea, to have them both read. The 
Senator from Vermont, the distinguished chairman of the com- 
mittee, did not have the majority report read, I believe. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the majority and 


jority report. 
The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. Proctor Feb- 
ruary 24, 1902, as follows: 


The Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, to whom was referred the 


subject to the laws of any State or Territory or the District of Columbia into 
which they are transported, and to change the tax on oleomargarine, and to 
amend an act entitled ‘‘An act defining butter, also imposing a tax upon and 
regulating the manufacture, sale, importation, and exportation of oleomar- 
garine,” approved August 2, 1886, have considered the same and suggest the 
following amendments: 

First. On page 2 strike out lines 10, 11, 12, 13, and 14, inclusive. 

Second. On page 3, in line 12, strike out the word “‘and” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “or.” 

Third. Strike out the whole of section 4. 

And when so amended your committee respectfully recommend that the 
bill do pass. 

This bill proposes to increase the tax on oleomargarine colored in semblance 
of butter and reduce that not colored in imitation of butter, the purpose be- 
ing to encourage the sale of the genuinearticle and to discourage the fraudu- 


and consumer of both butter and oleomargarine. 

The laws heretofore enacted to prevent the fraudulent selling have proved 
fruitless to remedy the evil, and it has been shown that existing laws are 
continually violated, and the violations are not easy of detection. It is ap- 
parent that the wide margin of cost between oleomargarine and butter is an 
incentive to the retail dealer to perpetrate the fraud for the sake of large 


profits, and it has been shown that the manufacturer frequently aids and | 


abets him in so doing. 

The need for such a law is evidenced by the State laws which have been 
passed by 32 States and by the general public interest on the subject. The 
law of 1886 does not identify the commodity to the consumer, the evidence 
being that a very large proportion of the oleomargarine manufactured reaches 
the consumer finally as butter, either asa purchaser of the retailer, or asa 
guest at a hotel, restaurant, or boarding house. 

The House has twice indorsed the principles of what is known asthe Grout 
bill, providing an increase from 2 to 10 cents per pound in the tax on oleo- 
margarine colored to imitate butter and to reduce the same on the uncolored 
article to one-fourth of 1 cent per pound. This proposition met the approval 
of your committee in the second session of the last Congress, as shown in 
Report 2043, and we have seen nothing to cause us to change the conclusions 
reached then. : 

The principal opponents of the bill are the manufacturers of oleomargarine, 
live-stock associations, and the cotton-seed mill men. 

The cotton-seed interests will be but little, if any, affected by the passage 
of this bill, as more than half of their oil product is exported, and of the por- 
tion retained in this country only the best grade of it can be used, and none 
is used in the manufacture of the best qualities of olemargarine. Besides, 
there are other commercial avenues open for the disposition of cotton-seed 
oil. 

We fail to see how the live-stock interests will be seriously affected, as the 
caul fat from which oleo oil is derived is but a very small percentage of the 
animal's value, and this material has commercial value for other purposes. 

There isa present demand for the uncolored oleomargarine, and we be- 
lieve it will grow and furnish an increasing market for this product, on which 
there is only a slight tax; and on the colored article there will still be lefta 
reasonable margin of profit—sufficient, we believe, to enable the manufac- 
turers to dispose éf that product to advantage. Mr. F. W. Tillinghast, presi- 
dent of th Vermont Manufacturing Company, Providence, R. I., manufac- 
turers of oleomargarine, testified that his company was making and selling 
white oleomargarine, and that it would be sold freely if the colored article 
was gut of the way. 

With this brief statement, we favor the passage of the bill with the amend- 
ments. 

A minority of the committee will submit their views. 


Mr. VEST. I should like to have the Secretary read the amend- 
ments. Let the bill as it came from the House be read and then 
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the amendments proposed, so that we can understand exactly 
what the measure means. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the 
bill has already been read. Does the Senator desire to have it 
read through again or only as proposed to be amended? 

Mr. VEST. Let the amendments proposed by the committee 
be stated. 

The SecreTaRY. The first amendment proposed by the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry is to strike out lines 10, 11, 12, 
13, and 14 on page 2, section 1, as follows: 

Provided, That nothing in this act shall be construed to forbid any State to 
permit the manufacture or sale of oleomargarine in any manner consistent 
with the laws of said State provided that it is manufactured and sold entirely 
within the State. 

The Committee on Agriculture and Forestry propose, on page 
3, line 12, section 3, to strike out the word ‘‘and”’ and insert in 
lieu thereof the word “‘ or;’’ so that the first part of the section 
will read: 

Sec. 8. That upon oleomargarine which shall be manufactured and sold, 
or removed for consumption or use, there shall be assessed and collected a 
tax of 10 cents per pound. 

Mr. PROCTOR. In regard to this amendment, I will say that 
I do not consider it of much importance, but the bill there is a 
quotation from the existing law of 1886, and it has the word *‘ or ”’ 
instead of ‘‘and.’’ It was following that act, and I think we had 
better follow it exactly. That is all. 

The SECRETARY. The Committee on Agriculture and Forestry 
propose to strike out all of section 4, as follows: 

Src. 4. That the Secretary of Agriculture is hereby authorized and re- 
quired to cause a rigid sanitary inspection to be made from time to time, and 
at such times as he may deem necessary, of all factories and storehouses 


where butter is renovated; and all butter renovated at such places shall be 
carefully inspected in the same manner and to the same extent and purpose 


: , . - : t | that meat products are now inspected. The quantity and quality of butter 
minority reports is called for. The Secretary will read the ma- | 


renovated shall be reported monthly. All renovated butter shall be desig- 
nated as such by marks, brands, and labels, and the words ‘‘ Renovated but- 
ter’? shall be printed on all packages thereof, in such manner as may be pre- 
scribed by the Secretary of Agriculture, and shall be sold only as renovated 
butter. Any person violating the provisions of this section shall, on conviction 
thereof, be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall be fined not less than 
“ less than one month nor more 
than six months. 

The Secretary of Agriculture shall make all needful sanitary and other 
rules and regulations for carrying this section into effect; and no renovated 
butter shall be shipped or transported from one State to another or to for- 
eign countries unless inspected as provided in this section. 


Mr. HOAR. There are a good many other matters which one 
has to deal with, and I have not been able carefully to follow this 
proposed legislation. What is the precise change made in section 
Sof the law? Section 8 of the old act is to be amended. Now, 


| what isthe amendment? What is the change made by the amend- 


ment? 
Mr. PROCTOR. It assesses the tax of 10 cents per pound upon 


y e the s ! | oleomargarine, to be paid by the manufacturer thereof, with the 
lent sale of the imitation article, and to protect the honest producer, dealer, | 


proviso that when oleomargarine is free from coloration or in- 
gredient that causes it to look like butter of any shade of yellow 
the tax shall be one-fourth of 1 cent per pound, 

Mr. HOAR. What is the present tax? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Two cents a pound. 

Mr. HOAR. It raises the tax from 2 cents to 10 cents? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Where it is colored it raises the tax from 2 
cents to 10 cents and reduces it where it is uncolored from 2 cents 
to one-fourth of 1 cent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The senior Senator from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. Monry] has called for the reading of the minority 
report. The minority report will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the views submitted by Mr. 
Money on the 14th instant. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I have looked the Senate over 
and there is no one listening to the reading of the views of the 
minority, so I suggest that the remainder of the paper be printed 
in the RECORD. 

Mr. MONEY. Oh, no; let the reading be concluded. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator is anxious to have it read, very 
well. 

Mr. BATE. Yes. 

The reading of the views of the minority was resumed and con- 
cluded. The entire paper is as follows: 

The minority of the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry beg leave to 
submit to the Senate a substitute for the bill H. R. 9205, with favorable rec- 
ommendation. The substitute is as follows: 

[Substitute for H. R. 9206.] 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following: 

“That sections 3 and 6 of an act entitled ‘An act defining butter, also im- 
posing a tax upon and regulating the manufacture, sale, importation, and 
exportation of oleomargarine,’ approved August 2, 1886, be amended so as to 
read as follows: ; 

“*Spc. 1. That all ocleomargarine shall be packed by the manufacturer 
thereof in firkins, tubs, or other wooden packages not before used for that 
perms se, each containing not less than five pounds, and marked, stamped, and 

yranded as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, shall prescribe: Provided, That when such pack- 
ages are packed in prints, bricks, rolls, or lumps the word “oleomargarine”’ 
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shall be impressed in sunken letters, the size to be prescribed by the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
on all prints, bricks, rolls, and lumps so packed; and all sales made by manu 
facturers of oleomarg 1c and wholesale dealers in oleomargarine shall be 
in original stamped yx res. Retail dealersin oleomargarine must sell only 
from original stamped packages, in quantities not exceeding 10 pounds, and 
only in original stamped packages when packed in solid bulk, or in p 
bricks, rolis, or lumps, as received from the wufacturer. Every pe 
who knowingly sells or offers for sale, or delivers or offers to deliver any ole« 
margarine in any other form than in the original packages as above describer 
or in prints, bricks, rolls, or lumps, as received from the manufacturer, or 
who packsi 1y package any oleomargarine in any mannerc ary to law, 
or who falsely brands any package or affixes a stamp on any pa ge denotir 
a less amount of tax than that required by law, shall be fined for each 
offense not more than $1,000 and be imprisoned not more than two years. 
‘Sec. 2. That special tax on the manufacture and sale of cleomargarine 
shall be imposed as follows: Manufacturers shall pay en tera inum. Every 
person who manufactures oleomargarine for sale shall be deemed a manu 
Ta 
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vcurer thereof. 
*** Wholesale dealers in oleomargarine shall pay $480 per annum. Every 
person who sells or offers for sale oleomargarine in greater quantities than 
10 pounds at a time shall be deemed a wholesale dealer therein, but any mar 
ufacturer of oleomargarine who has given the required bond and paid th 
required special tax, and who sells oleomargarine of his own product only at 
the place of its manufacture, in the original packages to which the tax-paid 
stamps are affixed, shall not be required to pay the special tax of a wholesale 
dealer on account of such sales. 

‘Retail dealers in oleomargarine shall pay $24 perannum. Every person 
who sells oleomargarine in quantities not greater than 10 pounds at a time 
shall be regarded as a retail dealer therein.’” 











Amend the title so as to read: ‘‘An act to prevent the fraudulent sale of 
ole rgarine, butterine, or other imitations of butter, and for other 





somargarine is a legitimate article of commerce. 
his has been distinctively held by the Supreme Court of the United States 
In the case of Schollenberger v. Pennsylvania (171 U.S., 30), which was de 
cided May 26, 1898, the Supreme Court held as follows: 

“Tn the examination of this subject the first question to be considered is 
whether oleomargarine is an article of commerce. No affirmative evidence 
from witnesses called to the stand and speaking directly to that subject is 
found in the record. We must determine the question with reference to 
those facts which are so well and universally known that courts will take 
notice of them without particular proofs being adduced in regard to them, 
and also by reference to those dealings of the commercial world which are of 
like notoriety. Any legislation of Congress upon this subject must, of course, 
be recognized by this court as of first importance. If Congress has affirma 
tively pronounced it a proper subject of commerce, we should rightly be in- 
fluenced by that declaration.” 

After referring to the act of Congress of August 2, 1886, being the law now 
in force, imposing a tax of 2 cents a pound on oleomargarine, the court fur- 
ther stated as follows: 

‘This shows that Congress at the time of its passage in 1886 recognized the 
article as a proper subject of taxation, and as one which was the subject of 
traffic and of exportation to foreign countries and of importation from such 
countries. Its manufacture was recognized as a lawful pursuit, and taxation 
was levied upon the manufacturer of the article, upon the wholesale and re- 
tail dealers therein, and also upon the article itself.” 

Concluding upon this branch of the case, the court stated as follows: 

“ The article is a subject. of export and is largely used in foreign countries 
Upon all these facts we think it apparent that oleomargarine has become a 
proper subject of commerce among the States and the foreign nations.” 

Coloring matter is used both in the making of butter and in the manufac- 
ture of oleomars e for the purpose of catering to the tastes of consumers 
who have been accustomed to a generally yellow tint in both food products 

Neither the makers of butter nor the manufacturers of oleomargarine 
can claim rightf uny exclusive right tothe use of coloring matter in their 
respective produ Both admit that coloring matter is used for the reason 
that their customers prefer an article of a yellowish tint. If customers pre- 
ferred the article white, or free from any tint whatever, the makers of butter 
and the manufacturers of oleomargarine could just as easily, and even more 
easily, respond to that taste. The question for the lawmaking power to con- 
sider is this: Should the law interfere in a case of this kind and aid the 
makers of one product and injure the manufacturers of the other? 

The second section of the proposed bill imposes a tax of 10 cents a pound 
upon colored oleomargarine, or, in the language of the act, “‘ by coloration 
that causes it to look like butter of any shade of yellow.” The advocates of 
this proposed legislation admit that their object is to place the tax on oleo- 
margarine so high that it can not be placed upon the markets of the country 
if colored. , 

It is the universal opinion of those engaged in the manufacture of oleomar- 
garine that a tax of 10 cents a pound upon the product colored a yellow tint 
will destroy that industry, for the reason, which experience has shown, there 
would not be any considerable demand for oleomargarine in an uncolored 
condition. This opinion is based upon efforts which have already been made 
to introduce and sell the uncolored product in States where anticolor laws 
now prevail. The object, therefore, of imposing this excessive tax of 10 cents 
a pound upon colored oleomargarine is not for the purpose of raising reve- 
nue, but for the purpose of prohibiting its manufacture, and of thus destroy 
ing the industry. Itis of no importance thatthe proposed legislation reduces 
the tax on uncolored oleomargarine from 2 cents a pound to one-fourth of a 
centa pound. Unless there is reason to believe there would be a substantial 
production of that kind of article, the increase of the tax of 10 cents a pound 
would, in all probability, prevent any substantial revenue being derived from 
its manufacture. 

The alleged frauds committed in the sale of oleomargarine are not attrib- 
uted to the manufacturers, but to the retail dealers in the article. 

This brings us to the consideration of the question whether fraud in the 
sale of oleomargarine as butter can better be prevented by the proposed leg- 
islation, which imposes a tax of 10 centsa pound upon its manufacture, or 
by the enactment of more stringent regulations governing the retail dealer. 

Under the prooent law the retail dealer is required to break the original 
package in which he receives oleomargarine from the manufacturer. The 
smallest package which the law permits the manufacturer to place upon 
the market contains 10 pounds. The retail dealer is only permitted to sell 
from the manufacturer's original packages. If he desired to sell in 10-pound 

ackages or over, he would be required to take out a wholesale dealer's 
icense, which is fixed at $480a year. This makes it necessary for the re 
tailer to break the original package, and it is conceded that whatever frauds 
may be committed occur by reason of this fact. 

If the retail dealer desires to commit a fraud upon his customer, the op- 
portunity for so doing is thus afforded. If legislation can be enacted which 
will require the retail dealer to sell oleomargarine in the original package 
put up by the manufacturer without breaking the wrapper or the internal- | 
revenue stamp of the Government, and if such wrappers and stamps were ' 
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Senat \LLEN. Of ec: s the liquor can not go out without the consent 
c ' nt? 

s é y GAGE. N but the tax on liquor is $1.10 a gallon, while that 

2 cents per pound, so that the temptation is very much great 

which you are concerned is the tax! 

. ing, of course. 

5 i ave just made, Mr. Secretary, sug 
gests sq us * the tax the greater the incentive to 
fy The same rule we poly would it not? 

Secretary GAGE. Und edly.” 

nflicting interests ha appeared before the committee, 

of the taxing power in order to crush a rival int ( 
ask that it b ed to continue the manui 1 
eand nutri ‘fit of the thousaz i 
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‘ir poverty, to } rs of oleomar; air 
vamery butter .0ovated or resurrected butter 
aired, per ntatives, to ir t upon their in- 
g more or k to be interfered with. The pro 
secd k growers have also been repre- 
g¢ that there ‘rierence with the profits of their 
vi 5 for the benefit of the r L. 
deration this subject the « rels of the respective manu- 
d parties as t ;to be lost or made from this 
e not so impo s the f the consumer's of the several! 
re are mil wi le waes are not producers of 
t ny articles of food, but » must consume > various products. They 
an not, all of them, buy butter, and, as th« obje ot of this bill is evidently 
from the « pressions of the leading advocates of the bill—to exterminate the 
oleomargarine i dustry, these great numbers of people are interested that 
such nefarious le ion should be def d. They have rights as well as 
the manufacture rs of butter and oleomargarine, as well as the cotton-seed oil 
and the | *k men, and it is the cry of the consumer, the cry of the poor 
that should have the attention of the Senate. 

Below is appended statements by accredited representatives of the various 
labor ors vations of the country, and it can not be doubted that they speak 
not only - those who have formally accredited them to us, but also ft r the 
vast number of unrepresented poor people whose interests and whose wants 
are the same 

¢ . 





Patrick Dolan, president of the United Mine Work Association, 


as follows: 


















people, Mr. ¢ 1, are against the passage of the measure. I 
‘nt over 40,000 miners and their families. and I know from the senti 
ther sections of the country to which I go, from talking to people 


nterested in our organization, that they do not want to be deprived 
y to poe hase this wholesome artic le of food. If it is not made in 

‘ then they do not want it; but if it is just as good to them 
h as 35-cent butter, they do want it. Andif this 
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measure passes the chances are that butter will go up to 50 cents, and poor 
people will not be able to purchase it at ail.” 
Mr. John Pierce, representing the Amalgamated Association of Iron and 


Steel Work kers, said: 

“Colored olk omargarine is at present retailed at from 12} to 20 cents per 
pound. On investigation Iam satisfied that most of our people are paying 
about 15 cents per pound for it, and I can not admit that those who buy it 
can afford to pay more. I therefore arrive at the conclusion that they must 
either find 10 cents per pound more to pay this proposed robbery (for I can 
not dignify it by the name of tax) or buy and eat white oleomargarine. 
And this to satisfy the greed of the manufacturers of butter, who think 
that white oleomargarine is good enough for those who can not afford to 
pay 10 cents additional for yellow or the 20 cents or more additional for 
creamery butter, or use the off grades of butter now unsalable as food.” 

“SI those thus defrauded of what should be their inalienable titu 
omnes right be « oe ‘lied either to wear in their homes, on their very tab] 
flaunting before the eyes of their children and of those who may shar: ; the r 
boa “¥ a badge of their poverty, and an emblem of their inabi lity to pay a 
legalized robbery; or, on the other hand, to contribute from their meager 
board to the hellish greed of the butter interests, of whom it has been doubt- 
less truly said that they seek to follow the fashion and form a trust, but are 
deterred by the existence of oleomargarine? 





1a] cons 





’ * + * > * ~ 
, Mr. Chairman, there are a good many of our pe ple who make 
d wages, and of course they can buy butter; but the majority of 





ke small wages now, especially since we got into this trus t business. 
th ere are lots of men w ho d » not like to buy this white oleomarga- 
ise it looks more like lard thanany ythingelse. It does not look like 














all. Why should they be made to pay 10 centsa pe und more be- 
: ; y get butter that rese mbles country putter and looks a little better 
on the l That is why I am here to oppose the passage of this bill. Itis 
for our pm ple alone, for of course I do not know much about the butter 
business myself.” 
Mr. John F. McNamee, vice-president and chairman legislative committee 
Columbus Trades and Labor Asse = bly, Columbus, Ohio, said: 
‘I bear from the Central Lab Union of the city of Columbus, Ohio, 
officially known as the Columbus Trades and Labor Assembly, credentials 


which, with your permission, I will read to you: 


“ COLUMBUS, OHIO, January 4, 1901. 


“To whom it may concern: 
“This is t to « vertify that the bearer, Mr 


. John F. McNamee, vice-president 






























of the Columbus Trades and Labor Ament is authorized and empowered 
by said body to exert every effort and use all honorable means inaccomplish- 
1g the defeat of a measure now pending in the United States Senate, and 
known as the Grout bill, the object of which is to destroy a legiti e indus- 
try in the interest of its competitors, said Grout bill bei regarded aid 
Tre ind Labor Assembly and all it represents as a gross inj e. class 
les 1 n, an invasion of citizenship rights, and a serious m: » to the 
best interests of all citizens, partic ularly those in moderate cir ustances 
“A courtesies extended to our representative, Mr. McNamee, will be 
fully ypreciated and remembered by the Columbus Trades and Labor 
Assembly. 
““TSEAL.] FRANK B. CAMERON, President. 


” 


HAUCK, Secretary. 


“WILLIAM P. 
“This letter of introduction which I have presented represe nts but faintly 


the bitter antagonism which prevails in the ranks of organized labor to said 
measure. 
* * * + * * * 


“The members of organized labor are thoroughly familiar with all of the 
phases of this bill. The y spe ak about the chemical analyses which have been 
made of oleomargarine by official chemists, and they discuss all of the vari- 
ous components and ingredients of the product with almost as much famil- 
larity as the manufac ture rs themselves are capable of doing zr. Sol say that 





they are wide awake to the necessity, in the protection of their own inter- 
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Not only that 


the indignity to which ow 


; but as patriotic American 


citize ns they feel deeply t legislative bodies have 

























been subjected by this attempt to utilize them for the promotion of the in- 
terests of certain individuals and corporations in violation of every sense of 
tht and sti e and at the expense of the constitutional prerogatives of 
other citi . They feel that the legislative bodies of some of our Statesand 
the Congress of the United States have been insulted by this attempt to util- 
e them as tools for the protection of certain interests which can not sustain 
themselves against competitors. 
* * * & * ’ * 
“Gentlemen, there are hundreds of thousands of our citizens in moderate 
circumstances who are now looking to the United States Senate for protection 
agair the perpetration of such a gross it tice. They are depending ab- 
solutely upon that sense of justic 2, that & nse of hono ', fair play y, and on- 
ervatism which has always characterized this body to Pp rot ct them from 
this, one of the most « aes violations of their rights whi hany individual 
or combination of individuals } ever attempted to perpetr ate upon the 
American public. They are | looking to this body with the firm hope that its 

















traditional love of justice will prevail and yn -dominat in this crisis. uld 
this measure become a law, arising from the mists of the near future there 
will come a monster into w se ins atiable n Tithe cuehetiont ae our citi- 
zens shall continually flow, and whose appetite shall be increased by all at- 
tempts atits gratification. Thismonster we have all, in ourappr eh Y con 
viction of the cert y of its existence irned to regard as the crean 
trust of the future+the combination of creamery interests into one gres 
organization, which shall monopolize the m: nuts wcture, not only of the fi od 
product known as butter, but of everything of that nature. That « om ypus is 
now being conceived. If the United States Senate should consent to the 


pone of a bill so outrageously unjust as this one is, then its birth will have 
een accomplished. 
* * 2 * 


**Now, we can not see that there is 


* * * 


any justice whatever in placing any 












tax upon oleomargarine. Heaven knowsthat itsmanufacture is already suf- 
ficiently restricted and that it is an utter impossibility, under the stringent 
laws which cxist in almost all of our States re ulating its sale, for any de- 
| ception to be practiced therein. And I want to: ware you, g eee n, that 
if any deception in this connection should be attempted in our ;art of the 





sa butter 
r of the ar- 


country it would be, and often is, in undertaking to pe lm off inf« 
for the product known as oleomargarine. Iam myself aconsum 
ticle, at xropose that it shall be continually used by my family, because 
I know, and so do all of the members of organized labor who have listened 
t»> the discussions relative to this product in their various unions, that it is 
absolutely free from all disease germs; that the process of its manufacture 
is such as to destroy all the bac illi of tuberculosis and various other disease 
germs that exist in the cow and through the medium of butter consumption 
are conveyed to the human system, ar id that butter is not subjected to any 
process which will eliminate that element of danger. 
“ * * * * * * 

‘‘Here is an expression from one of the largest representative labor bodies 
in the United States—the Chicago Federation of Labor—and here is what they 
say relative to the tax: 

‘We believe the efforts to place a tax of 10 cents per pound on colored 
butterine is inspired by selfish motives, so that the manufacturers of butter 
may charge an unre asonable price for their commodity and enable the large 
ameries to establish surely and securely a butter trust which may raiso 

3as their cupidity may dictate.’ 
‘Here is another expression: 

‘ Justice demands equal rights for both manufacturers of butter and but- 
aie both products having equal merit. Any adverse legislation against 
either must bo condemned.’ 

* * * * + 


“This is from the Journeymen Horseshoers’ Union: 

‘“\* We feel that all people having arrived at the age of discretion should be 
left to exercise their own choice as to whether they shall use butter or oleo- 
margarine: Therefore, be it 

‘Resolved by Journeymen Horseshoers’ Union No, 10, of Columbus, Ohio, 
That as long as butterine is colored with a healthful in rredient said coloring 
should be encouraged, as it improves the appearance o wopteaae t; that we 
do most emphatically condemn the persecution being waged against the but- 
terine industry; that we protest against the attempt to increase the tax 
thereon, and that copies of this resolution be forwarded to every Congress- 
man, with the request that they each and every one exert the most strenuous 
efforts to crushingly defeat once and for all any and all measures providing 
for the further taxing of butterine.’ 

+ - * * - * * 


‘Here is something from the Painters and Decorators of Cleveland, Ohio. 
It speaks in very plain language. This isin the form of a letter, signed by 
Mr. Peter Hassenpfiue, 442 Erie street, Cleveland, president of said union: 

“*T have been instructed by our union, containing over 400 members, to 
write and inform you tha t we are unanimously and bitterly opposed to the 
bills now pe nding in Congress providing for the persecution of the br itterine 
indu stry. As you doubtless know, the re aré »laws now thatare being ycare fully 
enforced and lived up to that make it imp: yssib le for butterine to by »manu- 
factured and sold for anything else but butterine, and it is the unanimous 
opinion of our members t that butterine m: ude according to these laws is better 
for all uses than three-fuurths of the butter that can be bought. It won't 
get strong, and it don’t come from feverish cows that are full of disease 
germs, ond butter frequently does. 








er 


prices 
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‘We feel this way—that if butterine is wrong, or poison, or liable to in- 
jure public he alth, then do away with it altogether; but if it is not (and 
years of experience in using it have taught us it is not), then why persecute 


the indu stry and keep passing laws against it? Our belief is that this is kept 
up just for politic al reasons, and that some p ople in Congress that: are sworn 
to protect the rights and interests of all the people are willing to increase 
our already too high cost of living and add to our taxes just to catch the 
farmer vote and increase the business of the butter trust or trusts (and if 
butterine is killed they will soon be in one), and make them a present of the 
butter market, so they can either rob the neces or make them go without 
butter. It is the rankest kind of injustice to kill one industry that is right 
and legitimate in order to accommodate another. We want butterine; we 
know what it is; we would rather have it than butter,and it isan outrage, 
in order to gratify the people who make butter, that we should have to go 
without it and pay two prices for butter which we are compelled by law to 
eat. and which, nine cases out of ten, is not fit for human use. 

‘It is getting to be pretty serious when the Congress of the United States 
is snteel to go into the business of booming certain interests, and for their 
accommodation driving their « oe titors out of existence simply because 
they are competitors, and for no other reason on earth. A great deal is be- 
ing said about butterine being a certain color. Now, the only reason thata 
kick is made on that color is because it helps to sell that commodity. If the 
butterine makers were to use red or black or blue, these patriotic statesmen, 
and others so solicitous for the people’s protection, woul¢ raive no objection, 
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because that would mak whole business, and we would therefore earnest rm t,in t f 
and that is to hurt ite aale and thereby tickle the far mon American justice, that you i strenu ly pose an 
interests of the cres y trusts. The ingredient usé¢ W , m sin yi to defk ; 
rives it its color has been proven by offi ul chemical analysis » bea natur i letter h ! y 7 t 
and healthful product. As there is no reason to kill butter but becaus f which it bears our seal E 
it hurts another business, then why not do away with these hose-paintir ( t 
machines because they hurt our busin \ 

“* We know it would be unt ible to ask this, but it would be no more « ‘ . 
so than for butter makers to tr they are doing, to drive butterine t The mit rity insert here. asa part t} 
existenc*® because it hurts their busi ‘the ( poe Ey esa 1 S eandieneatietie oot & 

**T will close by saving that we consider any further le islat on by Con a f ate P 
gress tampering with the butterine business as a prostitution o at di ae 
body to the greed and ay e of certain corporations and individuals r VIEWS OF THE MINORITY OF THE 
sacrifice and that of the people in general who don’t own farms or cre: ry HOUSE OF REP! . 
factori nd in the na of my union, under its seal, and by its unanimou The minority of the Committee « ‘ 
instruction, I earnestly req t you do everything you can to defeat all | sentatives beg leave to submit the a ! 4 
measures that provide for the increase in the tax of or further interference bstitute for H. R. 3717, known as the G t 
with the manufacture or sale of butterine.’ ‘We first wi r to tl t t ‘ 

* kk ‘ at + * ( igarine a tI 
“From the Chicago Federation of Labor: entitled to a legitimate place in the comme 
“CHICAGO, March 21, 1900. tion ¢ this statement Wwe beg to subm } f 

“Hon. WILLIAM MCALEER. the committer 

“Di oom The following resolutions were unanimously adopted by the ee ar ree ee 
Chicago Federation of Labor at regular meeting, Sunday, February 4, and | ‘Prof. C. F, Chandler, professor of chen ( . 
was inst sted to forwes la copy of same to you: : ; *k, says: ‘I have studied 

‘Whereas the Chicago Federation of Labor i deeply interested in and de- | with the ordinary butter m: dl 
sires to encourage every legitimate industry which furnishes employment to | 1© 15 quite valuable as the but com ' t , 
the laboring classes; and . und wholesome, and I regard it as a most va } LI | 

‘Whereas efforts are being attempted by contemplated ‘Prof. George F. Barker, « he Unive ty of P S 
Washington to destroy the manufacture and sale of butterine, thereby d 1 iS, 1 1y opinion, quite ¢ 1abl ! pu rit 
placing la rge numbers of the industrial element and preventing them from | [tis f I , and is desirable a a 1 J 
gaining a livelihood as well asthe use of an articleof food which hasreceived | Te: »should not be an entirely 
the highest testimonials of every chemist in thiscountry and theindorsement | 0TG heth considered from the pl 
of every standard work that treats on the subject of hygiene; and xt 

‘Whereas we believe the efforts to place a tax of 10 cent per pound on rton, of the Stevens Institute of 7 I vy, New Jt 
colored butterine is inspired by selfish motives, so that the mauufacturersof | S&yYs:_" say with confidence that it I ! ng wl 
butter may charge an unreasonable price for their commodity and enab which is injurious as an article of dict, but, on th I » IS ¢ 
the large creameries to establish surely and securely a butter trust which | identical with the best fresh butter, and is superior 
may raise prices as their cupidity may dicte and — le from cream alone which is found in t Miat Lhe 

tow hereas justice di mands equal rig! 3 for aor aeaaen 1rers of butter nufacture involve a degree of cleanliness and \ nt pu 
and buiterine, both products having equal merit, any adverse legislation luct such as are by no means necessarily iliy acta A 
against either must be condemned: and ordinary making of butter from cream.’ 

‘Whereas the late published reports furnished to Congress by the Secr ‘Prof. 8. W. Johnson, director of I Agricultural Ex 
tary of the Treasury prove the legitimate and growing demand for butter- | mont Station and profes i ul cl ry in Yale College, + 
ine, and disclose the largs amount of revenue derived theref rom: and Havel 1618 a } uct t is entirely attractive and wh 

‘Whereas we believe that the present Federal law taxing butterine 2 | food, : lat 1s Ke | ordinary and culinary purpos » Lull ec 
cents per pound and the additional re ‘gulations imposed by the Commissioner | lent of good butter made from cream. I regard the manufactfi 
of Internal Revenue are sufficient t ) properly > regulate the manufacture and | ™2 ear wo on sand sonar nt ind ot N.Y 
sale of bi rine: Therefore be it * Prof. S. C. Caldwell, of Cornell University, N. ¥., say Wl 

“** Pesolved, That we, the representatives of the industrial classes in Chi- | 20! equal to fine butter in respect to flavor, it vertheless contaims ali t 
cago, and voicing, as we know we do, the sentiments of the mechanic and | ¢5*%* al ingredients of butter, and since it contains a smaller proportiot 
the ab rer throughout the country, protest against the passage of the Taw volatile fats than is found in genuine butt IS, im My op mn, less 
ney, Grout, or any otl ! I that have for their object the further incre to become rancid. It can not enter into compet v i fine butter, t > 
of 5 or the relesati: g to the diffe rent States the right to enact laws tl far as it may serve to drive poor butter out of the market, its manufactui 
are opposed to the interests of the pe ople and in no way in harmony with the will be a public benefit.’ 
inventive and progressive spirit of the age; and be it further ‘Prof. C. A. Goessman, of Amh ( . iys: ‘Ol a 

*** Resolved, That we instruct our secr tar, y to have sufficient copies of these rarine butter compares in gen ' t very favor 
resolutions printed that one be mailed to every Senat or and Congressman in | With the average quality of the } y butter in our mat 
Washington and one to each of the labor « rganizations affiliat ed with the l In its composition it resemble k é nd it 
eration of Labor, requesting them to indorse same or pass others of a simils ir | ing quality, under corresponding circu I I 
character, so that a full pression of our condemnation of such legislation | former, fori aller percen thos l i 
may be made know the main, c Wn rancid taste and d red t 

“Respectfully submitted, ‘Prof. Charles I professor in t Missouri State Univ 

“WALTER CARMODY, says: ‘It isa put yme a le of food. and in respect, 
* Secretary Chicago Federation of Labor.” as in Tes pect ee chemical composition, fully tl - lent of the t 

e * * * * . , ‘ qu alit y of dairy butter.’ 

“BuILDING TRADES CoUNCIL 7 “Prot. f. J. W.S. Arnoid, professor of physiology in versity of Now 
“Cleveland, Ohio, April 27 ann York, says: ‘I consider that e ch an levery t ! 1 in t I 
“DEAR Str: The lding Trades Council .] } eee a facture of oleomar = as eer rie ©; t 
tAR STR: ‘ suilding rades Coun of C leveland, Ohio, and vicinity largarine butter differs in no essent r f utter ma 
represer ing over 5,0001 nechanics, has by unanimous vote indorsed the action | cream. In fact oleom argarine butter po es the ‘ \ over nat 
of the Ch -o Federation oi Labor and all the oth r labor organizations wh: butter of not decomposing so readily, as it « tains f lat fat ’ 
are so doin s in opposing the persecution of the butterine ir dustry. my opinion oleomargarine is to |} y consi edag it d very ) 

‘We can not see any ication in placing a larger or, in fact, any tax on or the poor, and in every way a perfectly pure, wholesome, and pala ) 
butterine or oleomargatr The article is sold onits merits ‘ond it would irticle of food.’ 5 F shy ; eee 
rathe r hurt than help e toattempt to ell it for butter, as it is mor W. O. Atwater, director of the 1 ed States Gove nt A 
popular and g ‘ral I l la m re healthy tha n butter. Any of ov eult per ent Station at Wa ; I ‘ 
people that may want butterine can, while it is on the it { rred iral but cow ¢ . t ler 1 
teratar onal f mpt to kill it by legis ! healt 1 hig 1 \ ; , , 
ful, the butter manut ) competitors, and the result will Henry rd, formerly « Ma Aor ( 
be that the pre nt } : rb t! » butter indu tr itro leg 1 dent « t M rd ¢ , f Aoy S a ( 
the ‘chase of muk by imeries inevery farn ity i t iy ion of t - | 
the plan of the Star d al will have the pa 1e ab mutter maker it ay, 
ing DO « a — per in Ps ) without it altogether, the ri nd cindred products as . Oo leaner, and 
chances being in favor of t etter th: } ow grat butter of which so h 

* We feel that as butt led and sold for what it and as the tr _? oe : — 
laws ulating its manuf ule are operating successfully in pr rof. Paul Schweitzer, Ph. D., LL. D., } » trv. I 
venting its adulteration, t ative bodies of our country have gone | State University, says: as a res ult of my ide 

3 far as they have any right to go, and that further int nce « heir | the microsc pe and the de en | 

aie is persecution and in snded to advance private interc ts at the ise unce butterine t ah lly 1d uneqt , \ 
of the ghis of the p yple. : : or in the least bijection: ible substan: ( 
‘There is undoubted! political motive behind all this. iments rev al no diff “ence whatever 
“There are a hundred different cases in which legisla ld | tween butterine and butter” ' 
Srotect She peeete rom adulterated foods where such vigilan cer ‘Profs r Wiley, Chief of the D ) ( t f I vt 
cised, if in any remot y aver appl it is not being tak ra | D ‘tment of Agr} ure, also an 
of by the cliciald wane “i to enforce it; iwhy? Simply! ur to nutritive and v amen cutee 
ufacturers of adulterated foods or the beneficiaries of the ir exist no mmittee on sobre 
influe ntial compet titors to be served | y their } SS10N. ; 1 y ; 
; tterine has been the victim of legislative attacks for a number of | known commer 
ind we feel it is now time to let up on it and devote thee ffort wasted ‘Dr. Ge h j ) 
pers scution of this legitimate industry to some more worthy cause in | trict of Columbi 
rotection of the real interests of the p **Aga teach f ' 
: Phere is an old saying that ‘He who is bent on an evil deed is never lack- | brings the mei 
ing for an excuse,’ and it is certainly appli b] yin this case, the excuse being the public, and ' 
that it is wrong to color butterine because it is like sly to be sold as butter, is far as possibl : 
whereas, in fact, owing to the extreme p pularity< f the former, there is more _prodt ict, pr a 
lia} ility of an attempt being made by some butter manufacturer to imit ite 1e. In this ) t , 
it, and the only reason why an attempt is made t ) preve nt the use of the ma orities in thi 
terial in butterine imgarting color to it isto hurtits sale, asit has been proven Charles Ha sor of } in t] 1 l 
this material is perfectly healthy. And where is the justice of prohibiting | of Harvard 1 1 of Pra 1H 1 
its use simp sly because it helps the sale of an honest product? ” | saws: , ; 

As long as the people want butterine and it is good to use, as the Govern **‘Oleomargarine has been m esented he public t ! r oxt 
ment chemists have proven, why should it be abolished? We can not see that bably, than any other articl id. From time of it ta ! 
there is need to say more. Youcan not but see the rank injustice of this | ance in the market as a competitor of but there has been a constant 
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a t and f instit as an unwholesome article 
I ur } i use gel and 
It he een 
i s mals dea [ 
( la vy 5 OL 
qi ‘ n 
: aie : 4 
er, < i th e it 
» tl \ of 
my i i rty 
1 ' vs } rab Y 
I I rai i fa d in its ms b 
r j v7 < l how res 
on, sa 
~ f I us been s ed 
t 5 p r every vling 
{ I Eu ry thei mies and navi 
I ! American enter] eand 
I one of the conspicuous 
i Ss l < »income to the General 
( 
I t nd « > ! ‘ 
marg f food, the q 
t . d t cticed in its sale. — 
In t ! ention to the fact that the 
‘ he manufacturer. It is con- 
< t e make no effort to evade th 
‘ that t ’ ) marked and branded : ) 
a set r wl eo manufacturer as to the natu 
( T l 
It is charged, and doubtless truly, that the present law is violated by un 
£ I is retailers. In view of th se two facts, viz, that the manufacturer 
( ty ite the law, and that by ason of his being constantly under the 
eye of Government pectors there is no danger of his doing so, and that 
t retailer does violate the law 1 it is violated), the minority holds that 
tl y proper legis on is that ch directs the penalties against the re 
1 rand not against the manufacturer—in other words, against the man 
who commits the crime and not a nst the man who does not. H. R. 9206 
‘ his fund tal principle of equity avd jurisprudence by directing 
its } aga »manufacturer who is already surrounded by such r¢ 
trictions as re peer ee as at fraud, while it in no 
way ¢ din l e@ Pp * increases the difficulty involved in 
ti t n ¢ Lue re . 
fact ju tH.R is directed against the manuf: 
l 31 ev ith viol: g the law) and not against the 
I ch whon li, » fraud is cx itted, seems to just te 
sion that the real object of this meast 0 prevel nt the es \ 
r bstitute for butter, and not merely to stop the fraudulen rf 
ol Indeed, the radical advocates of the tion 
proposed b have not hk sitated to de lare t their wish and ex 
pectation i { ge of this bill will result in seriously crippling the 
"7 y, and the elimination of oleomargarine from the mar- 
asa 
‘In subs this assertion we quote the following: 
M d commissioner of the State of Wisconsin, in his tes 
timony |! ttee on March 7, 1900, said: 
} ting about the bush in this matter. Wewant to pass 
this law somargarine man ufacturers out of the business. 
*{ retary of the National Dairy Union, in a letter to 


ated May 18, 1900, writes: 
* you to clip the fangs of the mighty octopus of the 
( rgarine manufacturers who are ruining the dairy interests of this 
‘ try by manufacturing and selling in defiance of law a spurious article in 
i pure butte r. We have a re dy almost in grasp wh 
€ inat 1@ manufacture of this article from the food-product list. The 
Grout bill, now pending in the Agricultural Committee of the House of Rep 
resentatives in Congress, meets the demand. 

Hoard, ex-governor of Wisconsin, and president of the National 
Dairy Union, stated in his testimony before the committee on March 7, 1900, 
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‘To give added force to the first section of the bill, itis provided in the 
second section that a tax of 10 cents a pound shall be imposed on all cleo 














mat he color or semblance of butter. In plain words, this is re; 
si 

i uary 13, 1902, in his testimony before the Committee on Agri 
culture f Represen 3, the same witness, replying to the que 
tion as to i R. 9206—or similar measure) would be dk 
manded if, a *, just as much oleomargarine would be manu 
fact di the market as is now manufactured and sold,’ said: 


r, | would come before Congress and demand a still higher 


In view of this testimony (and much more of a similar character might 

» cited) the minority feelamply warranted in claiming that the purpose of 

R. 9206 is to cripple the business of the legitimate oleomargarine manu 

acturers. In just the extent to which this purpose is realized Congress will 
r 





A ed met 








b nsible—in the event of the passage of H. R. 9206—for in ring or 
ruining one American industry at the demand of another; a thing wl = as 
all will concede, ¢ gress ought not to do. The minority believe it to be 
cl egislation of the most pronounced kind and would establish a on ce 
a h,if followed, would create monopolies, destroy competition, and 





militate against the public good. 
“THE SUBSTITUTE BILL. 

“The purpose of the substitute bi ill, offered by the minorit is not to pre- 
vent the manufacture of oleomargarine or its legitimate sale, but to prevent 
i sudulently sold for butter. To accomplish this end it throws 
ds about the retail sale of the ar ‘tic le (the only oper n in 

isting law, it is possible for fraud to be committed) as, in our 
ly eliminate all possibility of fraud in such retail sales and 
lers in oleomargarine to sell it for what it really is and not for 
» substitute offered is really an amename nt to secti sand 6 of 

] 1argarine law. The annual licenses for the manufacture 
irgarine 0 for manufacture $480 for wholesalers, and 
rs) are not lessen¢ . wh ile the penalties imposed for violation 
» materially increas 
ority respectfully sul mit that the enforcement of these provi- 
si l ully eliminate all , possibil ity of frand in the sale of oleo- 
margarine, and that, in our opinion, is as far as Congresscan legitin go. 

‘One of the claims made by the frie nds of H. R. $206 and similar measures 
is that it will protect the interests of the farmer. We call attention to the 
fact that every ingredient that enters into the manufacture of ol ni irga 
rine is as much a product of the farm as is butter,and that such ingr clic nts 
are made more valuable on account of their use in the manufacture « leo 
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wargarine. 


‘In support of this statement we cite the following resolution ado}; - by 
» National Live Stock Association at its meeting in Chicago, Dece1 r 3, 





* ‘Resolved, Tha 


‘ 
t 
sembled, representing more 


the National Live Stock Association, in conventi 
han $4,000,000,000 of invested cap tal, reit 

l 33 legislation as the old 
ige of any law of this nature, firmly be- 
st, unconstitutional, and unfair, and not 








ciation isa voluntary organization, com- 

LIZ st linate local organizations of the cattle, sheep, and swine 

ind breeders of 26 Stat Territories of the Union and r« present- 

nore than four bill d capital 

‘The annual me » foregoing resolution was adopted was 
ymit that the unanin 10us protest of the 


attended by 1,500 del l 
redited representa tially all the live-stock interests of the 























United States (exc eng l in the da uiry business) is itled to 
respectful considerat resentatives of this association, nd ) repre- 
sentatives of the cotton industry, came before this committee and were 
unani in expressing the opinion that the enactm nt ‘of such legislation 
as is con — by H. R. 9206 would lower the price of their products and 
mater iamage their industry. 


‘The minor lirects attention also to the significant fact that the passage 
of House bill # x¥; (or similar measure) is demanded sol ly by the producers of 
butter and not by consumers, who might : anes be supposed to ask for pro- 
tection from a fraudulent product if they felt themselves in need of it. On 
the contrary, the consumers, as repres <b ‘a by h ireds of labor or L- 
tions representing many thousan 1ds of workingmen, have protested against 
the passage of this measure as one calculated to deprive them of a cheap, 
wholesome, and nutritious substitute for butter. 

‘The claim that the fraudulent sale of oleomargarine inter‘eres with the 
growth and prosperity of the butter industry is not borne out by the evidence 
before the committee. Statistics show that the total manufacture of oleo 
margarine in the United States last year was 104,000,000 pounds, as against 
1,500,000,000 pounds of butter. As to the amount of oleomargarine sold fraudu- 
lently, exact statistics can not, of course, be obtained, but it would certainly 
be a liberal estimate to place the sum of the fraudulent sales at 25 per cent of 





















| the total poems Is it reasonable to suppose that the price of the 26,000,000 








erially affected the price of the 1,500,000,000 
ming that the total oleomargarine output 
Was Ss ld fraudulently, it yet represents so small a proportion (about 7 per 

ent ) of the total amount of but r produced as to render it unlikely that it 
in any way reduced the average price of butter. 

‘And as further supporting th » conclusion that the butter industry is not 
materially damaged by the sale of oleom irine, the minority directs atten- 
tion to the significant fact that those sec s of our country which are most 
sively devoted to the dairy interests are blessed with the greatest pr 
as brought out in the testimony of ex-Governor Hoard, of Wisconsin, 
"€ O ir committee, who said that a few years ago land was worth only $15 
an acre in that State, but as the State began to be devoted more exclusively 
to the dairy interests land had rap appreciated in price,and that farmers 
had gotten out of debt, had paid the ir mortgages, and the land is now worth 
the sum of $80 per acre, this price averaging much higher than agricultural 


poun is thus L ently sold n 
pounds of bi rit rused? Evenas 























lands in other parts of the count ry : 
| ‘In conclusioh, the members of the Committee on Agriculture who have 


| joined in this minority report beg to assure the House and the country in the 
| most solemn manner px ssible that it he as been their earnest intention, and is 
now their dete srmination, to do everything possible to be done to enforce the 
sale of oleomargarine as oleoma ne and to pre tits sale as butter. To 
prevent fraud and not to injure or hamper a legitimate industry has been 
| and is our purpose. We believe that it ought to be the sole purpose of all 
legislation and the sole motive of all just men.” 
Che bill recommended by the 1 rity is, in the opinion of the minority, 















. . 1 ? pease . 
an unconstitutional me in that iti legislation. If itisdesigned a 
| a revenue measure, then vould be un titutional, because it taxes one 






| man for the benefit of an r, which, according to the language of the Su- 
| preme Court, “is robbery under the form of law.” 

WM. B. BA’ 7 ‘E 
H. D MON KY 
HENRY HEI FELD. 
F, M. SIMMONS. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I will ask the Senator from Mississippi 








| [Mr. Monry] whether he desires to go on this evening or if he 


will yield? 

Mr. MONEY. No;I have no desire to go on at this time. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Then I move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator from Mississippi take the 
floor on the pending bill? 

Mr. MONEY. I took the floor and yielded it that the report 
might be read, at the request from the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then the Senator from Mississippi holds the 
floor? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes. 

Mr. MONEY. I am ready to yield it to any oneelse who de- 


sires to go on. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened and (at 4 o’clock and 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, 
March 25, 1902, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS 
Executive nominations received by the Saale March 24, 1902. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY, 
Artillery Corps. 
| Lawrence Carter Crawford, at large, to be second lieutenant, 
March 18, 1902, vice Patterson, promoted. 





1902. 





George H. Terrell, of Texas, to be second lieutenant, March 18, 
1902. vice Casselis, promoted. 

William Scott Wood, of Virginia, to be second lieutenant, March 
18, 1902, vice Wilbur, promoted. 

CONSULS. 

Hugo Muench, of Missouri. to be consul of the United States 

at Zittau, Saxony, vice Francis B. Gessner, removed. 
Villiam E. Alger, of Massachusetts, to be consul of the United 

States at Puerto Cortez, Honduras, to fill an original vacancy. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY 

Lieut. Harold P. Norton, to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy. from the 26th day of October, 1901, vice Lieut. Commander 
Chauncey Thomas, promoted. 

Lieut. Frank M. Bennett, to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy, from the 28th day of December, 1901, vice Lieut. Com- 
mander John E. Roller, promoted. 

Commander John D. Ford, to = a captain in the Navy, from 
the 5th day of March, 1902, vice Capt. John F. Merry, retired. 

Commander Charles R. Roelker, to be a captain in the Navy, 
from the 5th day of March, 1902, vice Capt. John D. Ford, an ad- 
ditional number in grade. 

Lieut. Commander Asher C. Baker, 
Navy, from the 5th day of March, 


in the 
Lucien 


to be a commander 
1902, vice Commander 


Young, an addition: 1 number in grade. 
Lieut. Commander W illiam H. H. Southerland, to be a com- 
mander in the Navy. from the 5th day of March, 1902, vice Com- 


mander Charles R. Roelker, promoted. 

Lieut. Thomas Snowden, to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy, from the 5th day of March, 1902, vice Lieut. Commande1 
Lucien Young, promoted. 

Lieut. Commander Charles E. Fox, to be a commander in the 
Navy. from the 16th day of March, 1902, vice Commander Fred- 
erick M. Symonds, promoted. 


POSTMASTERS., 


Margaret Miller, to be postmaster at Tuscaloosa, in the county 
of Tuscaloosa and State of Alabama, in place of Margaret Miller. 
Incumbent’s commission expires March 31, 1902. 

Jacob M. Alexander, to be postmaster at Dawson, in the county 
of Terrell and State of Georgia, in place of Jacob M. Alexander. 
Incumbent’s commission expired March 21, 1902. 

De Witt C. Cole, to be postmaster at Marietta, in the county of 
Cobb and State of Georgia, in place of De Witt C. Cole. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired March 9, 1902. 

James Bromilow, to be postmaster at ( ‘hillicothe, in the county 

of Pee ria and State of Illinois, in place of James Bromilow. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired February 23, 1902 

James R. Morgan, to be postmaster at Maroa, in the county 
of Macon and State of Illinois, in place of James R. Morgan. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired February 18, 1902. 

Milton A. Ewing, to be postmaster at Neoga, in the county of 
Cumberland and State of Illinois, in place of Milton A. Ewing. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 10, 1902. 

Watson D. Morlan, to be postmaster 
of Bureau and State of DIlinois, in place of Watson D. Morlan. 
Incumbent’s commission expire .d March 16, 1902. 

James M. Hundley, 
county of Madison and State of Indiana, in place of James M. 
Hundley. Incumbent’s commission expired January 10, 1902. 

John McL. Dorchester, to be postmaster at Pauls Valley, in the 
Chickasaw Nation, Indian Territory, in place of John McL. Dor- 
chester. Incumbent’s commission expired Fe *bruary 25, 1902. 

Lewis B. Krook, to be postmaster at New Ulm, in the county 
of Brown and State of Minnesota, in place of John H. Wedden- 
dorf. Incumbent’s commission expired March 4, 1902. 

Leonard M. Sellers, to be postmaster at Cedar Springs, in the 
county of Kent and State of Michigan, in place of Leonard M. 
Sellers. Incumbent’s commission expired March 9, 1902. 

Oscar J, R. Hanna, to be postmaster at Jackson, in the county 
of Jackson and State of Mic higan, in place of Henry E. Edw: cae 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 21, 1902. 


to be postmaster at Summitville, in the | 
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of Nassau and State of New York, in place of Fred A. Wright 
Inc umbe nt’s commission expired March 9, 1902, 





Joseph Ogle, to be postmaster at Greenport, in the county of 
Suffolk and State of New York, in place of Joseph Ogle. Incam 
bent’s commission 5 et March 9, 1902 

Ada Hunter, to B saxenge-omad at Kinston. in the county of 
Lenoir and State of North ‘olina, in place of Ada Hunter. 
Incumbent’s commission e aia ‘dl March 9, 1902. 

John H. Tripp, to be poctan ister at Carrollton, in the county of 
Carroll and State of Ohio, in place of Fred Mi Incum 
bent’s commission expired February 16, 1902. 

Martin L. Miller. to be postmaster at Steubenville, in the county 
of Jefferson and State of Ohio, in place of Martin L. Mill 
Incumbent’s commission expired March 16, 1902. 

John F. Keller, to be postmaster at Romney, in the county 
Hampshire and State of West Virginia, in place of Mary Gil 
Incumbent’s commission expired February 18, 1902. 

Charles W. Adams, to be postmaster at Gillett, in the « 
of Teller and State of Colorado, in place of Maynard G 
resignes d. 

Joseph A. Shriver, to be postmaster at Manchester, in the county 


of Adamsand State of Ohio, in place of Wesley B. I 

Arthur C. Cogswell, to be postmaster at Burke, 
of Shoshone and State of Idaho. Office became 
tober 1, 1901. 

Charles W. Nugen, to be postmaster at 
of Brule and State of South Dakota. Offi 
January 1, 1902. 

Charles H. to be postmaster at 
of Snohomish and State of Washingt 
dential January 1, 1902 


sane, 


in 





Kimball, 


in the « mnry 
e became i 


Jones Arlington. in tl ant 
JONHES, ATINLTON, 1 The « ty 
m. Office be 


CONFIRMATIONS. 


Executive Senate Marel 


nominations confirmed by th 
CONSUL. 
Hugo Muench, of Missouri, 


Zittau, Saxony. 


to be consul of the United St 
POSTMASTERS. 

John M. Mull, to be postmaster at Morganton 
Burke and State of North Carolina. 

3enjamin F. Martin, to be postmaster at 
county of Essex and State of Massachusetts. 

Isaac A. Macurda, to be postmaster at Wis 
of Lincoln and State of Maine. 

William F. Darby, to be postmaster at North 
county of Berkshire and State of Massachusetts. 

Allison H. Fleming, to be postmaster at Fairmont, 
of Marion and State of West Virginia. 

H. A. Darnall, to be postmaster at Buckhannon, in thi 
of Upshur and State of West Virginia. 

Abram P. Funkhouser, to be postmaster at Harrisonburg, in 
the county of Roc kingham and State of Virginia. 

James M. Leverett, to be postmaster at Winona, in the c 


; in the ( 


Marblehead, in 


asset, in the county 


Adams, in the 


in the county 


unt 


| of Montgomery and State of Mississippi. 
at W alnut, in the county | : 
| Pulaski and 


L. S. Calfee, to be postmaster at Pulaski City, in the 
State of Virginia. 

Fred C. Furth, to be postmaster at Pine Bluff, in the 
Jefferson and State of Arkansas. 

J. G. Walser, to be postmaster at Lexington, in the 
Davidson and State of North Carolina. 


county o 
county of 


county of 


Jerry P. Wellman, to be postmaster at Keene, in the county of 
Cheshire and State of New Hampshire. 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MonDAY, March 24, 1902. 
The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and 


| approved. 


Sarah K. Travis, to be postmaster at Magnolia, in the county 


of Pike and State of Mississippi, in place of Sarah K. Travis. 
cumbent’s commission expired January 12, 1902. 

Samuel J. Kleinschmidt, to be postmaster at Higginsville, in 
the county of Lafayette and State of Missouri, in place of Samuel J. 
Kleinschmidt. Incumbent’s commission e xpired March 22, 1902. 

Horace M. Wells, to be postmaster at Crete, in the county of 

Saline and State of Nebraska, in the place of Horace M. Wells. 
Inc umbent’s commission expired March 16, 1902. 

Jusiah Ketcham, to be eo r at Belvidere, in the county 
of Warren and State of New Jersey, in place of Josiah Ketcham. 
Incumbent’s commission expired March 9, 1902. 

Fred A. Wright, to be postmaster at Glen Cove, in the county 
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In- | 


LEAVE 
3y unanimous consent, leave of absenc¢ 


OF ABSENCE, 


»was granted as follow 





To Mr. Foster of Vermont, for.four days, on account of a 
funeral in his city. 

To Mr. Smiru of Dlinois, for five days, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. Youna, for one week, on account of sickn in his 
family. 

EAST WASHINGTON HEIGHTS TRACTION RAILROAD 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Speaker, this being, under the rules, ay 
appointed for the consideration of business from the C e 
on the District of Columbia, I call up, on behalf of that c 





tee, the bill (H. R. 12086) to extend the time for the construttio 


of the East Washington Heights Traction Railroad Company. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 
fe it enacted, ctc.. That the time within which the East Washing 
Heights Traction Railroad Company is required tocomplete and put in oper 
ation its railway be, and the same is hereby, ext« mded for the term of twelve 
months from the 1sth day of June, 1902 
Src. 2. That Congress reserves the 


art 
act, 


right to alter, amend, or repeal this 
REPEAL OF WAR-REVENUE TAXES, 


Mr. PAYNE. Will thegentleman from Maryland [Mr. Mupp] 
allow this business to be suspended for a moment? 

Mr. MUDD. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, the bill to repeal war-revenue 
taxes is, [ understand, on the Speaker's table with Senate amend 
ments. I have had some conversation with the gentleman from 
Tennessee [ Mr. RicHARDSON] upon the subject, and I would like 
to get the bill into conference. I ask unanimous consent that the 
House disagree to the amendments of the Senate and ask fora 
conterc nce, 

Mr. RICHAR 
bill is here or not. 

Mr. PAYNE. It ison the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I have not had an oppor- 
tunity to look at the amendments. 

TheSPEAKER. If there be no objection, the amendments will 
be reported. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the amendments of the Senate 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee (interrupting the reading 
Mr. Speaker. I suggest that from the reading of the amendments 
in this way it is impossible for us to get a very intelligent under- 
standing of their effect. If the object is to nonconcur in the 
amendments, I do not see the necessity of detaining the House by 
reading them. If the gentleman from New York Gesires to kave 
the amendments go to a conference, I see no objection to the 
House nonconcurring without reading. 

Mr. PAYNE. lask unanimous consent that that be done. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection. the further reading will 
be dispensed with, the amendments will be nonconcurred in, and 
a conference asked by the House. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. Payng, Mr. 
DaLzeELL, and Mr. RicHarpson of Tennessee as conferees on the 
part of the House. 


EAST WASHINGTON HEIGHTS TRACTION RAILROAD. 


ISON of Tennessee. I do not know whether the 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MUDD,a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. BINGHAM, from the Committee on Appropriations, re- 
ported back to the House the bill (H. R. 10847) making appropria- 
tions for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and for other 
purposes, with Senate amendments thereto. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the House nonconcur in the Senate amendments to the legis- 
lative appropriation bill, and ask for a conference. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indianaasks unanimous 
consent that the House nonconcur in the Senate amendments in 
the legislative and judicial appropriation bill, and asks for a 
conference. Is there objection? 


There was no objection: and the Speaker announced as con- | 


ferees on the part of the House, Mr. BiInGHAM, Mr. HEMENWay, 
and Mr. LIvINGsTON. 
WILLIAM DIX. 


Mr. MUDD. Mr. 
H. R. 11696. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and required to grant and convey unto William H. Dix, of the 
city of Baltimore, State of Maryland, and his heirsand assigns all the right, 
title, and interest of the United States in and toa certain lot of land in the 
city of Washington in the District of Columbia, known upon the pla at or plan 
of said city as lot ‘No 4 in square 1113, upon the payment by the said Dix 
into the Treasury of the United States of such sum of money as the said 
Secretary of the Inte rior, up m coypsideration of all the circumstances, shall 
determine proper to be paid by the said Dix for the said lot. 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Speaker, this bill is not upon the Private 
Calendar, and I ask unanimous consent that the bill may be con- 
sidered in the House as in the Committee of the Whole House. 

The SPEAKER. 
mous consent that the bill just read be considered in the House 
as in the Committee of the Whole House. Is there objection. 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Speaker, just a word as to this bill. This is 
is a measure to quitclaim all interest or color of title held by the 


Speaker, I desire now to call up the bill 
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Columbia claimed by the proposed beneficiary of the bill. I will 
only say further about the bill that it is one of a class as to which 
the committees of both Houses have adopted a settled policy. 
The course proposed to be pursued in reference to it is approved 
by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia and the office 
of the Attorney-General of the United States, to which the bill 
has been referred. We have adopted this policy after thorough 
investigation and elaborate reports upon similar bills in recent 
sessions, the Secretary of the Interior being required to fix the 
amount which the party claiming the lands shall pay to the Gov- 
ernment for the release of title. The interests of the Government 
are sufficiently safeguarded, and the bill, in my judgment, ought 
to pass. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Iwould like to have some explanation of this 
bill. It seems to belong toa class. What is the class? 

Mr.MUDD. Iwillcallonthe gentleman from Missouri, amem- 
ber of the subcommittee on judiciary of the Committee on the 
District of Columbia to explain the bill. The bill was reported by 
his subcommittee. 

Mr. COWHERD. This bill, as I remember it, has twice passed 

the House; certainly once. I know it passed the House in the 
last Congress, toward the close of the session, and failed in the 
Senate. This is one of those case ‘s that arose out of the confusion 
of titles in very early times. The gentleman will remember, 
there have been several re ports made to Congress of titles that the 
Government had a claim in, arising out of the transactions with 
Greenleaf and others. The attorney for the District of Columbia 
reports the Government has a claim, and in this bill we leave it 
to the Secretary of the Interior to say what is the value of the 
Government’s claim, and the party proposes to pay whatever the 
Government fixes as the value of this claim, so that there is noth- 
ing lost to the Government. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On moticn of Mr. MUL'D, a motion to reconsider th« 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

AMENDMENT OF DISTRICT CODE. 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Speaker,I move that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 11099) to amend section 
1189 of chapter 35 of ‘‘An act to establish a code of law for the 
District of Columbia,’ approved March 3, 1901. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. Lacey in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of 
The Clerk will read the bill. 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman, under the rule, I believe. these 
bills have to be read twice, and I ask unanimous consent that the 
first reading be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland asks unani- 
mous consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
in the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 1189 of chapter 35o0f ‘‘An act to establish a 
code of law for the District of Columbia,” approved March 3, 1901 be, and the 

same ishereby, amended so that it shall read as follows: 


‘Sec. 1189. SALARY.—He shall receive an annual salary of $2,000, which 
shall include all fees and emoluments.” 


Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman, I would say in connection with 


» vote by 


ITobject. I would like to know what is 


| this bill that it was introduced by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 


Norton], whom I do not see present. The only effect is to rein- 
state the salary of the warden of the District Jail to the amount 
at which it was fixed by act of Congress passed a year or two ago; 


| but it was inadvertently repealed in the enactment of the code 
| through an error of the clerk who copied the code, in copying 


from the old law instead of the law which had repealed it. The 
salary in the code, therefore, is $1,800. This man had been get- 
ting theretofore $2,000. It was not the intention of the codifiers 
to repeal the law, and the Commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia have approved this proposition, and the committee unani- 
mously recommend the passage of the bill restoring the salary to 
what it was before—$2 ,000. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would like to ask if this is a unani- 


| mous report on the part of the District Committee? 


The gentleman from Maryland asks unani- | 


Mr. MUDD. It is. I move that the bill be laid aside with a 
favorable recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do now 
rise and report the bill favorably. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 


United States Government toa tract of land in the District of | sumed the chair, Mr. Lacey, Chairman of the Committee of tho 


Z 
x 





1902. 
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Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com 
mittee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 11099) to 
amend section 1189 of chapter 35 of an act to establish a code of 
law for the District of Columbia, approved March 3, 1901, and 
had directed him to report the same back to the House with the 
recommendation that it be passed. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and it was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MUDD, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill passed was laid on the table. 

JOHN Y. COREY. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following resolution 
of the Senate: 

Resolved, That th 
sentatives to r¢ wh 
Y. Corey. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, this 
will be complied with. 

There was no objection. 


Secretary be direc | 
) the Senate the bill (S. 4366) granting a pension to John 


request of the Senate 


DISPOSITION OF CERTAIN DEAD BODIES IN THE 


COLUMBIA, 


DISTRICT OF 


Mr. MUDD. 
of anatomical science and to prevent desecration of grave 
District of Columbia. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That there shall be, and is hereby, created, in and for 
the District of Columbia, a board for the control of the dead human bodies 







hereinafter described, and for the distribution of such bodies among and t 

the schoolsin said District conferring the degree of doctor of medicine or 
doctor of dental surgery or both; the Post Graduate School of Medicine, in 
corporated by an act of Congress, approved February 7, 1896, entitled “An 





act to incorporate the Post Graduate School of Medicine of the District of 
Columbia;” the medical school of the United States Army; the medical « 
amin boards of the United States Army, Navy, and Marine-Hospital 
Service, and the board of medical supervisors of the District of Columbia 
Said board shall be known as the Anatomical Board of the District of Colum 
bia, and shall consist of the health officer of said District and two represent 
atives from each olaforesaid actually engaged in teaching, to be selected 
by and from the faculty thereof in accordance with the by-laws of such 
faculty, except in the case of the medical school of the United States Army, 
the representatives from which shall be selected and detailed by the Surgeon 
General of the Army. Said health officer shall call a meeting of said 
anatomical board for organization at a time and place to be fixed by said 
health officer as soon as practicable after the passage of this act. Said ana 
tomical board shall have full power to establish by-laws for its government 
and to appoint and to remove proper officers and agents, and shall keep full 
and complete records of its transactions and of all material facts pertainin 
to the receipt and distribution of bodies. Said records shall be open at : 
times for inspection by any member of said anatomical board and by t 
United States attorney for the District of Columbia. 

Sec. 2. That every public officer, agent, and servant, and every officer, 
agent, and servant of any and every almshouse, prison, jail, asylum, morgue 
hospital, and other public institutions and offices having charge or control of 
dead human bodies requiring to be buried at public expense, shall notify said 
anatomical board, or such perpen as may be designated by the said board, 
whenever any dead human body comes into his possession, charge, or control 
for burial at public expense. And every such officer, agent, and servant 
shall, upon application by said anatomical board or its agent, without fee or 
reward, and complying with the laws and regulations governing the removal 
of dead human bodies in the District of Columbia, deliver every such body to 
said board and permit said board or its agent to take and remove the same 
The notice aforesaid shall be given in writing and forwarded to said anatom 
ical board within twenty-four hours after said officer, agent, or servant comes 
into possession, charge, or control of such body for burial, and shall include 
such material information as said board may designate. But no such body 
shall be delivered if the deceased person, during his last illness, without sug 
gestion or solicitation, requested to be buried or cremated; or if within the 
time specified above and before the actual delivery thereof any person claim 
ing to be and satisfving the officer in charge of such body that he is of kin 
dred or is related by marriage to the deceased shall claim the said body for 
burial or cremation, or request in writing that it be buried at public expense; 
or if within the time specified above and before actual delivery any person 
claiming to be and satisfying the officer in charge of such body that he is a 
friend of the deceased arranges to have the same properly buried or cremated 
without expense to the District; or if the deceased person was a traveler who 












1} 
ail 
he 





[ now call up the bill (S. 2291) for the promotion | 


in the | 





| house, prison, jail, asylum, morgue, he 


died suddenly; but in any such case said body shali be buried or delivered to | 


said applicant for burial. 

Src. 3. That the said anatomical board may receive the bodies reported t: 
it as aforesaid, and may distribute and deliver such as are received among 
and to such of the schools and boards entitled thereto as request in writing 
to receive the same, except as otherwise expressly directed in this act. Each 
such school and board shail receive annually, as nearly as may be practicable, 
such proportion of the entire number of bodies distributed as the number of 
students enrolled and in regular attendance at such school, and the number 
of candidates appearing for examination before such board, respectively, 
engaged bona fide at such school, or examined by said board in dis secting, 
and operative surgery on the cadaver, bears to the total number of students 
so enrolled in attendance,and engaged, and of persons so examined, in the 
District of Columbia. The secretary, dean, or other proper officer of each 
such school and board shall report to said anatomical board the names of all 
such students in attendance at such school or persons examined by said 
board, as the case may be, at such times and in such form as said board may 
direct. All bodies shall be delivered among such schools and boards in reg 
ular order soas to maintain, as nearly as may be practicable, an equitableallot 
ment atall times; and bodiesassigned toany school or board in regular order 
and refused by such school or board without sufficient cause shall be charged 


T 
| most of the States, creating an anatomical board and providir 
blic cl 



































a “ — : ites a a = 
} 
served in writing on the p mn to be notific left at his u pla 
residence with some adult pers rein ime er he ta 
f such person. Said board shall ta ! I by me, or, if the nat 
unknown, by a description, for ¢« receipts obt 
by said board shall be properly filed } 
Sec. 4. That noschool except the me \ ] f United States Arn 
hall receive any body under the provisi ‘ } until said school has 
ven bond to the District of Columbia, and t! Boar Commissioners ¢ 
said District has approved such bond, w!] ( i be in the penal 
sum of $200 an nditioned that all boc W ! r 
shall be uséd in said District and only tf 
art of medicine and denti , 
Sec. 5. That it shall be ity of ¢ 1 and 
ployee of every scho d receivil 
this act to see that such bodies are used in the Distr ( unbia 
| the promotion of science and art of medicine a1 ) tistr 
| other purpose whatsoever, and that after being ‘d the 1 \ 
} are disposed of in accordance with law. 
“al t » request the House of Repre si 6. That any person wl dapeecgr te : ; e ; 
| any body aforesaid, or in any way traffic ther or tran 


any such body to any place outside of said District, or cause or p1 




















such body to be so transmitted or conveyed, or ) all, i \ I 
disturb or remove, without legal permit, any “ly f veg 
shall, on conviction thereof, be fined not more than $200 or impris l 
workhouse of said District for not more than one year 
Sec. 7. That neither the United States nor the Dist tof Colum) 
any officer, agent, or servantthereof, shall be at any ex] by r 
lelivery of any body or bodies afot id, execs l ay be ] 
char reable on ace unt of bodies delivered to the 1 aischo f th \ 
| the medical examining boards of the Army, the Navy, and t Maris | 
pital Service, and the board of medical! supervisors of the District of ¢ 
bia; but all expenses of such delivery and distribution, except as hereinbefore 
specified, and of said anatomical board, shall be paid by the ng 
such bodies, in such manneras may be sy ed by said board and by such 
hool in proportion to the number of bodies which it has received; ar 
school which has failed or refused to pay its just proportior such ex] 
as determined by said board shall be ¢ d ! ay « 
or parts thereof, while the amount so d ema unpai 
Sec. 8. That any person having any duty er ned upon hiin by the] 
visions of this act who willfully neglects, ret , l » 
same, shall, upon conviction thereof, be punished } if not 
$100 or by imprisonment in the workhouse of the Districtof ¢ 
more than one year. 
Src. 9. That all prosecutions under this act s] be in p ( 
the District of Columbia, on information brought in the name of said D 
trict on its behalf. 
Sec. 10. That all acts and pa rf V th 
the same are hereby, repealed. 
Mr. MUDD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to yield to the gentlem 


from Missouri [Mr. CowHErpD]. 
Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Speaker, this is 


for the disposition of the bodies of those who die in pu 
itable institutions, and so forth, Unless some one desires an ex 
planation, I will ask tor a vote. 


Mr. McCALL. Mr. Speaker, I should like to ask the gentk 
man how this bill compares with the statutes of the difl 
States? 

Mr. COWHERD. I have not personally compared it; but Iam 
somewhat familiar with the statute in my own State. I knovy 


is very much the same, but I have not compared it with the st 


utes of any other State. I think the statute of Missouri was 
framed upon that of the State of Massac!] { 








Mr. McCALL. Iam not familiar wi statute. 

Mr. COWHERD. This bill creates a board composed of cer 
tain persons named in the bill, selected from the medical school 
of the District, and the medical school of the Army, the post 


graduate school of the District, and the medical examining board: 
of the Army, the Navy, and Marine-Hospital Corps. That board 
is to have charge of the bodies of persons who die in the alms 
pitals, and public charita- 
ble institutions and who are to be buried at public expense. Now, 
if those persons have any relatives or friends, notice must be 
given to them, and if any friend or relative objects, the body is 
not turned over to this board. If no one objects,itis then turned 
over, to be distributed to these schools pro rata. There is no ¢« 
penses to the District or the Government. 

Mr. McCALL. While statutes of this kind may be comn 
yet upon the face of it it would strike one, in view of our presi 
customs, as somewhat inhuman to provide for the dissection 
the body of a person simply because he happened to die poo 
in such an institution as that. 

Mr. COWHERD. Yet the gentleman knows that prior to th: 
creation of anatomical boards in the States the question of 1] 
robbing of graves had become a scandal'in every large city in 
the Union, and yet it was an absolute necessity that the medical 
schools, for the prote ction of the living, should have some way O01 
getting dead bodies for dissecting As a matter of fact 
I think this system has proved very satisfactory in all the States 


purpos 


| where it has been tried. 


against the quota of such school or board in such manner as not to prejudice | 


any other school or board. But no body shall be delivered to any school or 
board unfess within not less than twenty-four hours prior to such delivery no 
tice of the death has been given by said anatomical board to the nearest 


known kinsman, relative by marriage, or friend of the deceased, or if none 


such be known, published by said anatomical board at least once in a daily 
newspaper published in the city of Washington, in the District of Columbia 
The notice required by this section shall be deemed to have been given if 


I will ask for a vote, Mr. Speaker. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accort 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MUDD, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

Mr. MUDD. That is all the business which the District of-Co- 
lumbia has this morning. 


7 
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lingly 
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MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


A message from the President of the United States was com- 
municaied to the House of Representatives by Mr. PRUDEN, one 
of his secretaries, who announced that the President had ap- 
proved and signed bills of the following titles: 

ay March 20, 1902: 

. BR. 5 trey An act for the relief of Edward Kershner; 

i. R. 112 241. An act to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to regu- 
Late, in the District of Columbia, the disposal of certain refuse, 
and for other purposes,’ approved January 25, 1898; and 

H. R. 6300. An act to provide for the erection of a dwelling 
for the keeper of the light-house at Kewaunee, Wis. 

On March 21, 1902: 

H. J. Res. 162. Joint resolution authorizing and requesting the 
President to extend to the Government and people of France and 
to the families of Marshal de Rechambeau and Marquis de La- 
fayette an invitation to join the Government and people of the 
United States in the dedication of the monument of Marshal de 
Rochambeau to be unveiled in the city of Washington; 

H. J. Res. 161. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
War to loan tents to the Texas Reunion Association; 

H. R. 11719. An act to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to 
authorize the Pittsburg and Mansfield Railroad Company tocon- 
struct and maintain a bridge across the Monongahela River;’’ and 

H. R. 1980. Anacttoestablish a marine hospitalat Savannah, Ga. 

On March 21, 1902: 

H. R. a An act granting a pension to Sarah Bowers; 

H. R. 597. An act granting a pension to Adella C. Chandler; 


H. R. 1743. An act granting a pension to Samuel M. Graves; 
H. R. 3515. An act granting a pension to Mary A. House; 
H. R. 3694. An act granting a pension to Benjamin Wylie; 
H. R. 4209. An act granting a pension to Thomas Butler; 
H. R. 6435. An act granting a pension to Susan P. Crandall; 
H. R. 6869. An act granting a pension to M. Callie Glover; 

° 


H. R. 7432. An act granting a pension to Charles A. Sheafe; 

H. R. 8486. An act granting a pension to Annie S. Hummel; 

H. R. 8493. An act granting a pension to Harry H. Sieg; 

H. R. 9383. An act granting a pension to Narcissa Tait; 

Hi. R. 1018. An act granting an increase of pension to George 

. Le eo 

‘i. R. 1350. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph W. 
Grant: 

H. R. 3288. An act granting an increase of pension to Elmer J. 
Starkey; 

H. R. 1688. An act granting 
Armstrong: 

H. R. 1697. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard 
A. Lawrence; 

H. R. 2175. An act granting an increase of pension to Kephart 
Wallace 

H. R. 3747. An act granting 
R. Underwood: 

H. R. 4035. An act granting an increase of pension to Elias 
Longman: 

H. R. 4084. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
H. Wickham; 

H. R. 4827. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
H. Baker: 

I. R. 5160. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Harper: 

H. R. 5247. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard 
Fristoe; 

H. R. 5536. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
Schram; 

H. R. 6014. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Rhenby; 

H. R. 6515. An act granting an increase of pension of Carleton 
A. Trundy; 

H. R. 6861. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
K. Ashby; 

H. R. 7907. An ac 
Ballou; 

H. R. 7997. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Burns; 

H. R. 8541. An act granting an increase of pension to Mahlon 
C. Moores; 

H. R. 8954. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred N. 
Mosier; 


an increase of pension to Charles 


an increase of pension to William 


as 


granting an increase of pension to Alice M. 
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of the House of Representatives to the joint resolution (S. R. 21) 
authorizing the printing of extra copies of the annual report of 
the Commissioner of Pensions. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bill of the following title: 

H. R. 3136. An act for a public building 
at Pittsburg, Pa. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon its 
amendments to the bill (H. R. 10530) to repeal war-revenue taxa- 
tion, and for other purposes, disagreed to by the House of Rep- 
resentatives; had agreed to the conference asked by the House on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. ALDRICH, Mr, ALLISON, and Mr. VEsT as conferees on 
the part of the Senate 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
its amendments to the bill (H. R. 10847) making appropriations 
for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and for other pur- 
poses, disagreed to by the House of Representatives, had agreed 


for a marine hospita, 


to the conference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of 
| the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. CuLLom, Mr. 


| its amendment to the bill (H. R. 


H. R. 9220. An act granting an increase of pension to John §. | 


Hunter; and 
H. R. 11144. An act granting an increase of pension to Ander- 
son Howard. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had agreed to the amendment 


VYARREN, and Mr. TELLER as the conferees on the part of the 
Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
4821) granting an increase of 
pension to Herbert A. Boomhower, disagreed to by the House of 
Representatives, had agreed to the conference asked by the House 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. GALLINGER, Mr. PritcHarD, and Mr. Grpson as the 
conferees on the part of the Senate. 

CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE, MOSS Vv. RHEA, THIRD CONGRESSIONAL 
DISTRICT, KENTUCKY. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I call up the unfinished business, 
which is the election case of Moss v. Rhea, Third district of Ken- 
tucky. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] 

calls up the unfinished business, being the election case of Moss v. 
Rh a. The gentleman from [llinois. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, the minority are very anxious to 
have the time for debate extended, in order to give additional time 
to the contestee to speak in hisown behalf. I therefore ask unan- 
imous consent that the time for debate be extended one hour on 
each side. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] 
asks unanimous consent that time for debate on this election case 
be extended two hours, one hour upon each side. Is there objec- 
tion? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MANN. I yield to the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
Fox]. 

Mr. FOX. Mr. Speaker, Iyield tothe gentleman from Alabama 
| Mr. BowleE] thirty minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. BowI1e] 
is recognized for thirty minutes. 

Mr. BOWIE. Mr. Speaker, in the brief time allotted it would 
not be possible for me - go into a complete discussion of all the 
facts of this case. I shall therefore omit from my remarks any 
reference in detail to the question which was so ably presented by 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BurGEss] on Saturday. I have 
to sa2y upon that subject, however, that I fully indorse the con- 
tention of my colleague on the committee upon the proposition 
that there is not a single ballot before this House which can be 
considered for any purpose, because they are not identified in the 
manner prescribed by law. That position is sustained, as we in- 
sist, by three decisions of the supreme court of Kentucky and 
by the plain mandate of the statute itself, which specifically pro- 
vides: 

That if there are any ballots cast and counted or left uncounted, concern- 
ing the legality or re gularity of which there is any doubt or difference of 
opinion in the minds “of the judges of election, said ballots shall not be de- 
stroyed, but sealed up and returned tothe clerk of the county court with 
the returns of the election for such judicial or other investigation as may be 
necessary, with a true statement as to whether they have or have not been 
counted, and if counted, what part and for whom. 

But the gentlemen are not satisfied. They say that this House, 
borrowing its authority from that provision of the Constitution 
which declares that it is the exclusive judge of election and quali- 
fication of its own members, can so far stretch that principle 
that they can set aside the statutes of Kentucky and the decisions 
of its courts. And, sir, when they make that assertion and choose 
that as their battle ground, I desire to attack them in their own 
castle; to accept the gage of battle which they have laid down; 
to meet them upon the ve ry issue which they have made, and I 
propose to discuss this case, in the thirty minutes allotted to me, 
upon the principles of law which are conceded by the majority in 
their report to be correct. 
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The ballots which were rejected, outside of 1 precinct in the | 


county of Warren and 4 precincts in the city of Bowling Green, 
amount to nothing so far as this contest is concerned. There are 
5 precincts in which almost every one of those rejected ballots 
can be found. and I will call attention to these 5 precincts. They 
are Electric Light precinct, No. 20, in which were 100 rejected 
ballots; Police Court Room precinct, in which were 41 rejected 
ballots; Gas House precinct, in which were 57 rejected ballots; 
County Court Room precinct, in which were 5 rejected ballots; 
Kister’s Mill precinct, in which there were 112 rejected ballots, and 
Hazelip’s Mill precinct, in which there were 23 rejected ballots. 
All the balance of the rejected votes in the district would not 
amount to a difference of fifty. So that this case can be deter- 
mined upon the evidence as it relates to four precincts in the city 
of Bowling Green and one precinct outside of the city, but in the 
same county. It has been charged against the position which we 
take here that our contention is a terrible indictment of the so- 
called Goebel election law, because they say that the counting or 


rejection of these ballots is a matter which was devolved upon the 


Democratic officials, who were in charge, as they allege, of every 
election precinct in that district, and who, if we are correct, can 
wrongfully reject the ballots in the first instance and then defeat 


a contest or a prosecution by fraudulently failing to make a proper | 


certificate. 

Mr. Speaker, if the proposition which they lay down had one 
single atom of truth to sustain it, it might be persuasive upon 
some members of this House; but I undertake to say, and an 
examination of this record will disclose, that there is not a scin- 
tilla of truth in the assertion of the majority that the Democrats 
had the control of the election judges in all the precincts, or 
even a majority of them, in dispute. Now, let me call the atten- 
tion of this House to what the record in this case shows upon 
that subject. 

In Electric Light precinct, where Mr. Rhea had 147 votes and 
Mr. Moss had 117, there were 100 rejected ballots. The Republi- 
cans were in control of that box. The Republican sheriff and 
Republican judge constituted the majority of the board in de- 
termining whether or not a ballot should be rejected. So that 
this case does not stand upon the proposition that a Democratic 
board has fraudulently rejected Republican ballots, but so far as 
this precinct is concerned the contention of the majority reduces 
itself to this, that Republican judges in a Democratic precinct 
fraudulently rejected Republican votes! Mr. Speaker, I denounce, 
on behalf of the Republican managers in Electric Light precinct, 
that libel upon their character and intelligence! 

The next precinct to which I call your attention is Police Court 
precinct, No. 21. Mr. Rhea had 164 votes; Mr. Moss had 19. 
There were 41 rejected ballots: and the Republicans controlled 
that precinct. The contention is that the Republicans took away 
from Mr. Moss in that case enough votes to have changed the 
result. 

In the Gas House precinct the Republicans were in control. 
There were 57 rejected ballots. 

In Russells Lumber Yard precinct the Democrats were in con- 
trol. There was not a single rejected ballot. 

In the County Court Room precinct the Democrats were in con- 
trol and there were only five rejected ballots. 

In Kisters Mill precinct there were 112 rejected ballots, and 
the Democrats, as I understand, were in control. 

In Hazelip’s Mill precinct there were 23 rejected ballots, and the 
Republicans were in control. 

So that I find in these four precints in which the Republicans 
were in control there were 221 rejected ballots—enough to elect 
John S. Rhea half a dozen times over; and in the three precincts 
in Bowling Green in which the Democrats had a majority there 
were only 117, not enough to affect the result in any particular. 
This is the record. 

Well, but they say that it does not matter whether these Re- 
publicans came in there and defrauded Moss of his seat or 
whether the Democrats did it. They say if it was done, and that 
it is evident in this case that it was, that it does not make any 
difference who did it. 

Now, I want to apply their contention to the factsin this record 
and see if there is one scintilla of evidence, verbal or written, in 
this record that will support the assertion that either the Repub- 
lican or Democratic officials wrongfully deprived the contestant of 
any ballots to which he was lawfully entitled. I want to call at- 
tention to the argument of the gentleman from Iowa [Judge 
SmirH], a man for whom [ have the highest respect. Judge 
SMITH, in the colloquy in which I was engaged with him on Sat- 
urday, when I put the proposition to him as to what would pre- 
vent the Republican judges from signing this certificate and call- 
ing upon their Democratic brethren to join them in signing it 
and then if the Democrats did not consent to do so to mandamus 
them, tried to get out of it as follows: ‘* Why,” he said, ‘‘ because 
when you take the case into court you lose control of the ballots 
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and you can not follow them up.”? And here is the language of 
the gentleman from the Recorp: 

The object of this law, a g 
identify the and if t : 
the election the i tification is wort] 

I say amen to his proposition; but the fault of his ] : 
That in the mandamus proceedings suggested the ballots would 
go to the same clerk, a Republican clerk, ; hey w ld the 


were no mandamus proceedings ins 
question whether that clerk would hold the } 


» 


or hold the same ballots in a different capacity It 


same question as whether he held these ballots in 1] ! | 
or in his left. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I want to go further. The gentl 
and correctly says, that he has got to unt for thes 
every hour of the time when they leave the ballot box until 
get into the hands of the county clerk. That is his n 
He is correct in that. Now, [ hold in my hand the record 
case, and I say that in not one of these precincts, not a 
cinct, have they accounted for these ballots in the hand 
managers and traced them to that clerk. Not only they have1 
accounted for them for every hour, but they have not 
for them for a single hour of the time when the election closed to 
the time, several days later, when they reached the hands « he 


county clerk. 
Why do I say that? In the Kisters 


‘ i Mill precinct there were 112 
rejected ballots. There was nota single judge, not a single cler 
not a single sheriff. who testified as to where those ballots were 
what was done with them between the 6thand the 9th day of N 
vember. ‘There was not one of the officers that went on the stand 
to testify to anything concerning them; and yet, while the { 
plainly provides that these ballots shall be inclosed in a linen ba 

| and sealed with wax. and the county seal impressed on the wa 
and the names of all the election officials plainly written the 
the following statement is taken from a stenographie repo: 


these ballots, dictated by the gentleman from Llinois | Mr. Man: 

‘* The envelope bears evidence of having possibly been sealed with 
a paster on top of the flap, but the paster bears no indorsemen 

and was not signed by any of the election officers, and the names 
of the election officers do not appear on any place on the linen en- 
velope. The envelope has never been sealed with sealing wax. 

Now, this is a stenographic report dictated by the gentleman 
from Dlinois [Mr. MANN], the author of the majority report in 
this case, the gentleman who has led the fight her 
sion in that one election precinct will save thi 
Rhea. Neither one of these election officials was examined 

In the Gas House precinct, No. 22, where there were 57 rejected 
ballots, there was not examined any of the officers to prove the 
possession of those ballots and trace them into the hands of tl 
county clerk. 

In the Electric Light precinct, where there were 
ballots, there is not a scintilla of evidence that gets them away 
from the precinct officials to the county clerk, except the stat 

| ment of the clerk that on the 9th day of November he received 
them from some official, he does not pretend to say who. That is 
all there is about it, and thatis all there is of it. And yet upon 
this record it is contended that they have traced these ballots 
and accounted for them for every hour from the time they were 


and the omis- 


’ ; 
seat to John S, 


LOO re 


cast until they were supposed to reach the county cler] 

Now, the gentlemen feel that they have got so weak a 
upon the facts that they must go down into the very grave; t 
are not satisfied to go into an ordinary grave, but they mus 
down into a grave that was dug by an assassin’s hand, and frou 
that grave they must dig up something that will appeal to t 


prejudice of the members on the opposite side of this Hous 
Mr. Speaker, William Goebel is dead, and it is not 
his eulogist. It has been said, in the language of the immortal 
poet: 
The evil that men do lives afte1 
The good is oft interred with the 
So let it be with Cma@sar. 


I will not, sir, in this presence undertake to eulogize or to laud 


or to praise that mighty man of the people who met intimely 
an end; but I do deplore that in this preset it Ww thought to 
be necessary by this majority to speak evil of the dead in order to 
bolster up this flimsy case and turn out Ss nan who was hon- 
estly elected. I do say that it is pretty had that they have got 
to go down into the grave of a man slain by an assassin in order 


to appeal to the prejudice of the members of this House. 

While I need not and will not defend William Goebel, I want 
briefly, in the little time that is left to me, t« 
propesition. It has been said that the election law of Kentucky. 
under which this election was held, is one of the best passed by 
any State in this Union. 


» call attention to one 


The gentleman from Iowa [| Mr. Suiru] 
said that he believed it was the very best that he had Seen, 
' because it was one of the latest and they had the advantage of 
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comparison with all the other States. 
under the provisions of that law,and the provisions of the Goeble 
amendment to that law, so far as it affects this case, had nothing 
whatever to do with it. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 
tion? 

Mr. BOWIE. Yes,-sir. 

Mr. MITH of Iowa. 
one which could be approved, but that the ballot law was one 
which could be approved. 

Mr. BOWIE. Well, all right; I will let it stand at that. I 
have no time to look into the Recorp, and I will accept the gen- 
tleman’s statement. 

Now, let us consider the fine-spun distinction which the gentle- 
man tries to draw between the ballot law and the election law. 
What is the Goebel law, which has been so maligned? Why, sir, 
before the Goebel law was enacted any county judge in a county 
of Kentucky could appoint the managers of elections, even though 
he was a candidate himself, and he had no associate with him. 
If he were a Republican he could appoint all the managers; if he 
were a Democrat he could appoint them all. The Goebel law 
changed that, so that in every county in Kentucky no man who 
was a candidate at an election could sit as an election commis- 
sioner; and under its provisions two of the election commissioners 
were of one party and one of the other in every county of the 
tate. 

Mr. LANDIS. Who recommended the member who repre- 
sented the minority party? 

Mr. BOWIE. There is no provision for that. 

Mr. LANDIS. And the result was that the appointee was 
really some weak-kneed Republican--some Republican selected 
by a Democrat; was it not? 

Mr. BOWIE. No, sir; I deny that. 

Mr. LANDIS. In your district, if minority representation 
were given, would you consent to have the election board selected 
by Republicans of your district? 

Mr. BOWIE. I deny that anything of that kind has happened 
in Kentucky. 

Mr. LANDIS. It is true; all over Kentucky. 

Mr. BOWIE. I deny it. 

Mr. FOX. Let me say to the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
LANDIS] that there is not the slightest complaint on the part of 
the majority of the committee of any fraud of that sort. There 
is no allegation of that kind in the case. 

Mr. BOWIE. Now, allow me just a word further. 

According to the statement made by the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. MANN] in his opening speech last Saturday, there have 
been four election contests from Kentucky in which the issue of 
fraud was raised before this House—a Republican House—and 
each one of those contests, on the merits and facts of the case, 
was decided in favor of the Democrat—every one under this 
Goebel law. If the parties could not get a fair trial in the State 
of Kentucky, they certainly could get a fair trial in this House; 
and on a fair trial in this House every case that came here has 
been decided, so far as the question of fraud isconcerned, in favor 
of the Democratic candidate. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The gentleman does not mean to say that 
four of those contests from Kentucky arose under the Goebel law? 

Mr. BOWIE. Three of them did, I should have said. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The gentleman said ‘‘four.’’ I presume 
he meant there were four contests from Kentucky, but not four 
under the Goebel law. 

Mr. BOWIE. Three under the Goebel law, I believe, and all 
three of them, so far as the question of fraud was concerned, were 
decided in favor of the Democratic candidate. 

Now, another thing. It is charged that in the county of Logan 
there was an unfair division of the election officials in the last 
election. Yet the report of the majority of the committee shows 
that, though more than 6,000 votes were polled in that county, 
only one ballot was changed, where the Democrats, as claimed, 
had the majority of the managers or judges. ‘The proof of the 
pudding is the chewing of the bag.’’ That is the record as it ap- 
pears in this House. 

But the Goebel election law has nothing to do whatever with 
thiscase. In the county of Warren—in feur out of five precincts 
upon which this case turns—the Republicans bad the majority of 
the judges of elections; and it is the action of tue Republican 
majority that is sought to be reviewed and set aside in this case. 
That is the case as it stands. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Before my colleague closes will he allow 
me a question? 

Mr. BOWIE. Certainly. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Are we to understand that there is no 
contention in this case as to the fact that the Republican judges 
were satisfactory to the Republican candidates? 


Will the gentleman permit an interrup- 


This election was held | 


I did not state that the election law was | 
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Mr. BOWIE. There is not a particle of contention that the 
Republicans were dissatisfied with the election managers in the 
county of Warren, upon which this case turns. In the county of 
Logan, the only county in which they expressed dissatisfaction, 
out of 6,000 votes this committee, upon a month’s consideration 
of this case, are able to find only one doubtful vote, which they 
give to Mr. Moss. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. One other question. In order to unseat 
the sitting member in this case is it necessary to count ballots 
that a Republican board in Warren County refused to count? 

Mr. BOWIE. Absolutely so in 4 precincts—not 1, but 4 of 
them. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
who selected the so-called Republican boards in Warren County? 

Mr. BOWIE. They were selected by a board composed of two 
Democrats and one Republican, and no living man questioned 
the fairness of them; no man questioned their Republicanism— 
not a single man—and you do not question it in your report in 
this case. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Is it nota fact that they refused to appoint 
the Republicans that the Republican organization recommended? 

Mr. BOWIE. They pretended that was the factin the county 
f Logan, as I have said, and after one month’s work on this case 
hey found one ballot which they could change out of 6,000. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. In Warren County they made no con- 
tention. 

Mr. BOWIE. Never. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Will the gentleman state to this House 
that in Warren County they appointed the persons nominated by 
the Republican organization? 

Mr. BOWIE. I will state to this House that in Warren County 
there was not a question raised by either side but what the Re- 
publicans got exactly what they wanted. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The gentleman then declines to answer 
the question. 

Mr. BOWIE. I only go uponthisrecord. I do not know what 
they may have said outside of this record. I say that neither by 
the testimony in the record, nor by the argument of counsel, nor 
by the report, which you had the honor to sign, was there a sus- 
picion cast upon the good faith and the honor and the integrity 
and the Republicanism of the Republican managers in these pre- 
cincts where they set aside these votes. That is what I say, and 
that is my contention, and it is their action which you are under- 
taking to annul and declare void. 

Mr. FOX. How much time has the gentleman consumed? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Twenty-eight minutes. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I yield thirty minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. Powers}. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. Mr. Speaker, in the examination of 
this case I think I have tried to determine what was right. I 
knew nothing of either the contestant or the contestee until I 
met them before the committee. I would not do either of them 
an injustice. I went into the examination of this case with the 
same spirit, the same desire to do justice, and the same determi- 
nation to ascertain who was in fact elected that animated and 
controlled me in the examination of the case of Spears against 

3urnett, where I reported last Saturday in favor of the Demo- 
cratic contestee. And having examined it fully and carefully I 
came to the conclusion—and I know something of election con- 
tests—that the contestant in this case had received an honest 
majority of the votes cast in his district, and that if the election 
officers had done their duty, if they had obeyed and complied 
with the constitution and the statutes of Kentucky, even under 
this Goebel law, which gentlemen on the Democratic side have 
told so much about and eulogized, that the certiticate would 
have been issued to him, and that it was only by a violation of 
their duty and their oaths in refusing to count ballots that under 
the decision of the supreme court of the State of Kentucky should 
have been counted for contestant that the certificate was given 
by them to the contestee. 

Now, I care not myself whether the election officers that were 
thus guilty were Democrats, as was true in some cases. or at least 
a majority Democrats, or whether there were but one Democrat 
and two Republicans of that peculiar stamp that the Democratic 
county election officers deemed it safe and advisable to select—it 
does not in the least mitigate the frand. 

Mr. BOWIE. What do you think under the old law of the 
Democrats of that peculiar stamp where a Republican county 
judge would select them all> 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. I apprehend that when a Republican 
county judge selected he would select fairly. I have never heard 
that he did not. If lam not mistaken, the record shows we had 
but two Republican sheriffs in all the precincts, and he has the 
controlling vote. 

Mr. BOWIE. What is that? 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. That was in Logan County, I believe. 
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I know also that it was contended before the committee, and I 
think appears in the records, and it was not denied at the hearing, 
and that it was the law, which was changed afterwards, because 
its injustice and unfairness was so manifest that at the time of 
this election the county election board, consisting of a majority 
of Democrats, selected as Republican judges and sheriffs, not the 
men that had been presented by the Republicans or by the minor- 
ity, as is the general practice in other States, but such persons as 
they saw fit to call and to designate as Republicans. 

Mr. BOWIE. Where was this county—what county is that you 
speak of, where they only selected such men as they chose to’ 


Mr. POWERS of Maine. I say that the law gave them that 
power, and I think my charge is true of every county. 
Mr. BOWIE. Do you say there is anything of that sort don 


in Warren County? 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. I donot know that there is any spec- 
ial evidence as to their proceedings in Warren County, but it is 
common knowledge that they proceeded in that way everywhere. 

Mr. BOWIE. I say, Mr. Speaker, there is not a particle of evi- 
dence of that sort. 

Mr.. POWERS of Maine. The law permitted them to select the 
Republicans that they saw fit to choose. The law under which 
this election was held, and which had been repealed, but which 
remained in force until this election was held, did not permit the 
Republicans or any minority party to present the name of a man 
who was to represent them on that board, and if you will let the 
opposing party in almost any State select as the Democratic mem- 
bers of a board those whom I choose to call Democrats and to 
have them act as they did in all the precincts—men in many cases 
unfit, and who knew nothing about the laws of election—I think 
it will have no great trouble to get votes not counted or thrown 
out as they were in this case. 

Now, right here, to illustrate it, let me take a precinct and read 
the evidence upon this point in this case. In one of the precincts 
Mr. Downer was tendered as a witness. He was a Republican 
sheriff that they saw fit to appoint in a precinct where they trans- 
ferred 25 votes from Moss to Rhea, and I shall come to that by 
and by. Now, what does he say about it? He says, first, that he 
had never acted upon an election board before; second, that he 
did not believe what was proposed to be done was right, but that 
they had some whisky there and that the Democratic clerk, Mr. 
Wright, after atime declared that if he did not sign these returns 
s0 and so, as these certain little marks vitiated the votes, then he 
would not make up the report or sign it, and he said he thought 
it was best to do it rather than to have any fuss. That was one 
of the Republican officers that this Democratic county election 
board gave us in the very few places where we had a majority of 
the board. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I want to say for Mr. Downer that 
he is as upright and reputable a citizen as there is in the Com- 
monwealth of Kentucky, although he is a Republican. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. That may be, but I can read what he 
said. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. 
than Mr. Downer. 

Mr. POWERSof Maine. Iam telling you what Mr. Downer said. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Anyone in that country who knows 
Mr. Downer would resent any reflection made upon him. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. I am not making any reflection upon 
Mr. Downer, but I doubt very much indeed if Mr. Downer, never 
having acted on an election, board before, understood, as he 
says he did not, what had been decided by the supreme court of 
Kentucky, that certain marks upon a ballot should not prevent 
that ballot from being counted, and therefore it was very easy for | 
these other men who did understand it to press him in after a | 
time and have him sign the returns, as they had wrongfully made | 
them. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Downer is one of the most in- 
telligent and one of the best citizens in that whole section. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. I do not know how that may be. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. If you go down there you will find 
out how that is. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. Let us take that vote in that pre- | 
cinct, for there were 25 ballots peculiarly dealt with. Let us see 
what Mr. Downer says. There is wherethis clerk—Mr. Wright— 
obtained a dry stencil; went into the booth and got it, and placed 
a little impression, so slight that you could hardly see it, upon 
somewhere from 25 to 40 Republican votes, marked and voted for 
the Republican candidates, and then had them counted for Rhea. 

Mr. FOX. That does not appear in the record, does it? 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. I am going to read it and show it. 
If I do not read it, then we will say it does not appear. 

Mr. FOX. Is there a syllable of testimony in the record that 
the clerk put that mark there? 
Mr. POWERS of Maine. Well, we will see when we get to it. 
There was where we took our judge, for each judge has a key to ! 


There is no better man in Kentucky 
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Democratic 


the box, and went and asked the conté 
judge and have the 


t » bring Line 


box opened, and he would not do it, for 


purpose of examining these votes that had been thus treat 
Now, let us see what the evidence is. 

Mr. SMITH cr Kextucky. Let me ask the gentlema 

Mr. POWERS Maine. One m Let us vh 
evidence is. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. You spea r ing to open 
the box. I want to ask the ntleman if ws t] 
of Kentucky absolutely precludes the openit these ballots that 
have been counted, exc: pt in case of ac 1 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. Well, here wa 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Not a contest 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. Yes, tl 
ballots that the mark had been pla n. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Yes, but tl llots. as J 
stand, had been counted as valid and sea I ! { 


lot box. 

Mr. POWERS of 
them as to these 2 
they did. I 
man 


Maine. Yes, but there was a con 
5 votes, and we have it heré Let u 
irst, Mr. Downer, who is su 








Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. n 

Mr. POWERSof Maine. Mr. Downer swears, in hi stin 
as follows: 

\7. Q. State if during the day you saw the clerk 
and take anything t ‘efrom, and what h rid, ifa f 

A. I think it wa mut 10 o'clock in the mor Of cour I< ld 
ee what he took, but he went into on f tl ths, and when hx 
he had something in his hand that looked like a ster ind was p 
the point of the stencil,and he stated while picking on the t ste1 
cil that some of these damn voters had been pr ng tso hard they had 
pushed the rubber up in the instrument, and remarked al I « 
just take the stencil from the one upperm v 4 1 
using, and put itin the one that they got this one that was dai 
and try to repair this one.”’ 

He next asks: 

8. @. What names were marked besides those under th 

\. Rhea and Gorin. 

29. Q. Was the stencil mark under the lo tha 
name of Rhea and Gorin of similar character ar 

A. No, sir; the one under the cabin was plair and 
very indistinct 

3). Q. Who called attention to these marks opposite the nan I rand 
Gorin 

A. The clerk, Mr. Wright. 

1. Q. Did you notice these marks yourself 


A. Lnever would have discovered them unless you put them rig 
tween the eye and the light; there was no ink on them 


That is, the 25 votes or 40 votes, as others sugg 

314. Q. You say there was no ink on the sten 

A. Icould not discover any. 

32. Q. Describe the condition and appearan f these marks ler t 
cabin and opposite the name of Rhea and Gorin 

(Counsel for contestee objex t to the foregoing questions becat I 
lots are still in existence and show for themselves as to the conditior 


stencil mark.) 
These are the ballots that they would not let us get at. 


A. Well, it appeared to me that it was pressed on just by hard pre 
Just looked like you had taken a stencil and press 
with your hand and left an indentation. 
33. Q. Was this the appearance also of the stencil 
A. No, sir; that was perfectly distinct, with ink. 


mark under th 


Under this dry-pressure scheme, so difficult to detect, they 
counted for Mr. Rhea instead of Mr. Moss from 25 to 41. This 
shows how near we bring it to the clerk and he does not deny it. 
nor does contestee take his deposition to refute the natural pre- 
sumption. But I will also read some more of it. 


34. Q. Who was the first person to notice these d 

A. Mr. Wright. 

35. Q. Was any objection made ft 

A. Yes, sir; they all objected, all 

36. Q. Why were they counted? 

A. Well, the clerk claimed that anything that in 
been an effort to make a mark there would have to go 

37. Q. For whom were these ballots count 

A. For Mr. Rhea and Gorin, and for the Republican elect: and 

38. Q. What was done with these ballot t 
device of the log cabin and opposite the 1 

A. They were placed aside when we bi 
different candidates, 

30. Q. After the count was made in what bag or receptacle yw 
placed? 

A. The ono prepared by the officers or sheriff to inclose t} 

40. Q. Were they placed in the sack marked and s: 
were counted as valid, or among the questioned or 1 

A. They placed them in among the counted ba 

41. @. Do you know where they are now? 

A. We took them after the thing was over that night and delivered t 
I have not seen them since—the count ler} 


fferent ballots? 


»countin +1 YY 


the Re publi “2 ns 











Then he was cross-examined by Mr Sandidge 
testee. 
27. Q. Did I underst 


counsel for con- 


ind you to say that there was no ink marks 
of Mr. Rhea and th if Mr. Gorin? 
rany; I have referen that were disput 





A. I could not discove 
about. 

28. Q. What was the number of those 
cil mark? 

A. I think there were 41, if my memory serves me. 


in which you could discover nosten 
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Others did not make it so many; so we have placed it in our | 


report at 25. 

29. Q. Why didn’t you have those ballots returned as contested or ques 
tioned ballots? 

A. Well, Mr. Wright stated that he would refuse to sign the thing unless 


we allowed them to go. 


Mr. Wright, who is the clerk, stated that he would refuse to | 


sign it unless they let them go. 

30. Q. Why didn’t you refuse to sign them if they did allow them to go? 

A. Well, that might have been a question, but we concluded to let them go 

31. Q. You didn’t believe, then, if I understand you, that these ballots had 
been voted for Mr. Rhea and Mr. Gorin? 

A. We had our doubts about it 

32. Q. Notwithstanding this you signed the returns and swore to it, stating 
that Mr. Rhea and Mr. Gorin had both received these votes 

A. I don’t understand it that way. We came as near to an agreement as 
we could, and we all signed with that understanding. 

33. Q. You didn’t ever have them returned among the contested or ques 
tioned bailots, did you? 

A. I don’t remember distinctly now all the classifications that were made, 
but I know we come as near to an agreement as we could and signed them 

I want to show you how this Mr. Wright managed it, and that 
the Republicans never had anything to do with this matter. 
Here is the deposition—— 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Are you going away from this par- 
ticular question? 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. Iam going to read on the same ques- 
tion. Here is the deposition of R. C. Causey. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. He was a Republican. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. He was a Republican—sheriff. 

33. Q. How many that were not counted? 

A. Forty-one : 

35. Q. In examining these ballots did you find any ballots with the stencil 


mark under the log cabin, and then marked for anyone else under any other 
device 


A. Yes, sir; not under any other device. I believe there was one ballot in | 


the whole lot that was that way, but there were Republican ballots that I 
didn’t call a stencil mark opposite the name of Rhea and George Gorin 
just like you take a stencil and press down and make an impression without 
any ink. 

36. Q. Do you know how many of these ballots there were? 

A. I think there were 33—I think it was. I did havea statement of it, but 
I gave it to some one the night of the election, and I have not seen it since 


37. Q. Was the stencil mark on these ballots under the log cabin, and that | 


opposite the name of Rhea and Gorin equally distinct, or what was the dif- 
ference between the stencil mark under the log cabin and that opposite the 
name of Rhea and Gorin? 

A. The stencil mark in the device was plain under the log cabin, and that 
opposite Mr. Rhea’s name and Mr. Gorin just look like you had taken a sten 
cil without any ink and made an impression on the paper. Could not have 
been done with anything else, I don’t think. 

38. Q. Was that distinct or very indistinct? 

A. Very indistinct 

39. Q. Was it distinct enough that you could see it with your natural eye, 
or you have to use your glasses? 

A. Lhad to use my glasses, and some of them I could not see it then; only 
they said they could see it. 


40. Q. Who called attention first to these marks opposite the name of Rhea | 


and Gorin? 
A. Mr. Wright. 
41 @ What did he say about them? 
A. I 
but not enough ink on it to make it plain. 
42. Q. Made after the long cabin, but not enough ink to make it plain? 
A. Yes,sir. He tried to show me the shape of the stencilon the paper, but 
wherever it was pressed hard enough it always made a print. 


43. Q. Did it appear from any of these marks that there was any ink onthe | 


stencil’ 

A. No, sir 

44. Q. Was there any objection made to the counting of these votes for 
Rhea?’ 

A. Yes. sir; I objected, and told them once I would not sign the book. 

45. What did you do with these ballots? 

A. Well, there were 41 in all that never was counted for anyone 

46. Q. What did you do with these ballots that were marked distinct un- 
der the log cabin and indistinct for Rhea and Gorin? 

A. Well, there were a good many counted. I could not say how many 

47. Q. Well, when you completed the count what did you do with the ones 
that were counted? 

A. Put them all in the ballot box and locked it up. 

Now, here is a deposition of J. M. Hagan on the same point to 
the same effect: 

29. Q. Do you remember the number of ballots that were not counted at all? 

A. Yes, sir; 41. 

30. Q. Was the crossor mark opposite the names of Rhea and Gorin distinct 
or indistinct on the 29 referred to? 

A. They were very dim. Ina great many cases the officers had to get their 
spectacles in order to see any cross at all. : 

31. Q. Who first called attention to the marks opposite the names of Rhea 
and Gorin? 

A. Charley Wright 

32. Q. What did he say about them? 

A ie called the attention of the other members to those crosses that the 
ballots were voted for Rhea and Gorin 

38. Q. Did it appear from the marks made opposite the names of Rhea and 
Gorin that there was any ink on the stencil? 

A. Very little; it seemed more like the impression of a dry stencil. I ob- 
jected tothe counting. Mr. Wright said that he would not signa thing unless 
they were counted 

34. Q. You remember what the objection was to the 41 ballots that were 
not counted at all’ 

A. Yes, sir. They claimed they were disfigured ballots. 


Now, then, if the gentleman has any question to ask me. 
Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Now, this last witness, as I under- 


stand you, admits there was some inking, but he says very little? | 


Mr. POWERS of Maine. He hardly admits that. 


e contended that they were made after the stencil on the long cabin, | 
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Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Iunderstand there is no controversy 
| over these facts. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. Oh, yes; there is. 
| Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Oh, I thought that they had been 
| counted and they did not enter into the contest. 
Mr. POWERS of Maine. Oh, yes; they do. 
| Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Does the majority undertake to 
| cast out these 25 votes that were thus marked for the contestee, 
Rhea, and Gorin? 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. I will read to you about that in due 
time in the majority report. Now, this man Wright is and was 
there in Kentucky, and, with reference to these marks on every 
one of these ballots, neither Mr. Wright nor the counsel for the 
contestee, that took more depositions than the contestant, offer 
any explanation of them, but leave it without answer or denial, 
so that it has been brought pretty close to Mr. Wright, I think. 
In answer to the gentleman's question, I felt a little different. 
My views were perhaps a little stronger in reference to counting 
these and certain other ballots which [ will consider in a minute 
than those of the distinguished chairman of the subcommittee. 
And so, if you will look into the report signed by the committee, 
you will find an alternative report. The record shows that dif- 
ferent witnesses do not agree as to the number of these dry 
stencil ballots; one makes it 33, and others 25 to 41. So we called 
the number 25 in the report. If you will turn to page 22 of our 
report it gives the votes in which it states that there may be the 
same question, and then gives it, deducting the 25 illegally counted 
for Rhea in the police court district of Warren County, and they 
are deducted. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. They are deducted. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. And that number should be added to 

Mr. Moss’s vote. If you doit, the majority for Moss will be 96 in- 
| stead of 21, if you allow him some others about which I have no 
question and to which I will soon refer. 
| Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Is there not why it makes the ma- 
| jority for Rhea? 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. Oh,no. There is without any refer- 
ence to these votes—— 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. When you leave these 25 votes and 
have them counted for Rhea, does not it leave Mr. Rheaa majority? 
| Mr. POWERS of Maine. No, sir. If you do not take these 25 
| votes from Mr. Rhea and do not count certain votes for Mr. Moss 
that I think clearly under the law should be counted, if they leave 
them out and do not count these 25 votes, then Mr. Moss would 
have a majority of only 21; but if you deduct these 25 votes from 
Mr. Rhea’s column and also add them to Mr. Moss, where they 
| should be, and also add some other votes that I will come to very 
soon, then the majority of Moss is, and should be, 96, as I believe, 
instead of 21. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. In other words, you are not stand- 
ing by the report of the committee? 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. I am standing by the report of the 
| committee, for it is an alternative report. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Leaving that aside, I want to ask 
the gentleman this question: You ask the House to say that these 
25 votes shall be taken off from Mr. Rhea upon the idea that this 
| clerk, Wright, with that stencil there in the open room, with a 
Democratic judge and a Democratic challenger, a Republican 
| judge, a Republican sheriff, and a Republican challenger—five 
men, ten eyes looking at him—could take that stencil and make 
those marks on the ballots in the square opposite the names, and 
| you ask us to believe that before we can take the votes? 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. Well, if the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky is done making a speech or an argument in my time, I will 
answer. The Republican judge was sitting over at a box some 
way off, handling a registration book. The Republican sheriff 
was out at the door, as he testifies, 25 feet away, receiving voters 
and letting them in. The Democratic judge was here, and the 
clerk was here with a dry stencil handing out the votes. It was 
as easy as that two and two make four to commit this fraud, and I 
believe he did it. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. What was the Republican chal- 
lenger doing? 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. I do not know. I believe he was 
challenging votes as they came in at the door. He was not 
watching for this sort of a thing, doubtless did not expect it, and I 
submit that these peculiar marks on 25 to 41 votes with a dry 
stencil raises such a strong suspicion of fraud, with the addi- 
tional proof by the three witnesses that this clerk went in and 
got a stencil and pulled the rubber out of it, added to the fact 
that his deposition has not been taken by the contestee to deny or 
explain or to show that he had acted honestly and fairly—that it 
makes out the strongest kind of a case for contestant as to these 
25 votes. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. In other words,if a man is charged 
' with crime and fails to testify, you convict him. 








te 
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1902. 


Mr. POWERS of Maine. Oh, but that is not all. That is only 


a fair sample of the way this thing was done. ‘ From one know 


all.’ Now, while I am at it, I will take up another point in the | 


case, You will notice also in our report that we do not count in 
our first statement a certain number of votes—that is, we question 
them— where it was impossible to tell whether the mark under 
the Republican circle or the Democratic circle or the correspond 
ing marks under the Socialist Labor circle and the Socialist Dem- 
ocratic circle were made first or last. I believe, under the deci- 
sions of three States—and I have one here—that every one of those 
votes should have been counted. You will find in the alternative 
report that a number of votes of that character we do not count 
in the first computation. We only counted, in getting a majority 
of 21, those where we were confident, where you could plainly see, 
that the mark was broader and better under the device of the Re- 
publican or Democratic party; we set aside 7 of Rhea’s votes and 
32 of Moss’s votes because the marks under the Democratic and 
Republican devices and the Socialist Democratic and Socialist 
Labor where the blots were were alike. 

Now, there was no candidate for Congress on the Socialist Labor 
or the Socialist Democrats’ ticket—I think I get the terms right. 
The statute of Kentucky expressly declares that where there is 
more than one candidate voted for for any office that vote shall 
not be counted. As there was no candidate for Congress in the 
Socialist Labor or Socialist Democrat column, notwithstanding 
there may be a mark in those devices as well as in the Republican 
and Democratic device—although I believe in every instance but 
one it was done by folding—notwithstanding the mark may be 
made as distinct in the one case as in the other, yet as there was 
no candidate for Congress under either device the man has only 
marked for one candidate and his vote would be counted. I am 
not aware that that question has ever been decided by the State 
courts of Kentucky, but in Illinois, under a similar statute, it has 
been decided. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. The gentleman has the provision of 
the Kentucky statute relating to that proposition? 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. Yes; I hé.ve it here. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I do not ask the gentleman to read 
it, but I ask him to insert it in his remarks. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. Very well. Now, under exactly a 
similar statute this question came up before the supreme court of 
the State of Illinois, and here is the decision. I will read from 
the opinion of the court: 

Marking a ballot by a cross will not prevent the vote being counted fora 
candidate named on one ticket for an office for which no candidate is named 
on the other 

Therefore we claim, and it seems to be right, that he voted for 
but one man, and that these 32 votes should be counted for Moss 
and that those 7 should be counted for Rhea. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I think the gentleman will find 
upon close examination that there is a difference between the 
Kentucky statute relating to that matter and the statute of TIli- 
nois. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. Well, I will read what the Kentucky 
statute says, if you will wait a moment. I think it states it as I 
gave it to you. 

Now let me hasten along. The supreme court of the State of 
Kentucky has decided—and I think there is no question about it— 
that notwithstanding the statute provides for marking the bal- 
lots with a stencil and black ink, yet the vote shall not be re- 
jected though marked with a lead pencil, or marked outside the 
circle, or with a red pencil, or the butt end of a stencil, unless it 
can be shown that this has been done with some fraudulent pur- 
pose. The court construes the statute in reference to marking 
as directory. It recognizes the distinction, which I think all 
courts recognize, that statutes which direct the manner in which 
the right of voting shall be exercised are directory, but all 
statutes which confer a right, which designates the persons who 
shall or shall not be legal voters, are mandatory. Such are stat- 
utes prescribing the age or sex of voters, etc. All these manda- 
tory statutes must be complied with, while statutes which simply 
direct how rights shall be exercised are directory. If the voter 
has placed his ballot in the ballot box, and there has been any 
neglect on the part of the officers to see that the vote has upon it 
all things required by the statute, yet if the voter is no party to 
such neglect his vote shall be counted. I think that is the tenor 
of the decisions, and I think such a construction of the law is 
right. 

Now, let us look at the facts of this case for a moment. First, 
we have the blurred ballots. I claim that in these cases, as it is 
evident that the folding of the vote made the blot and that where 
the blot appeared there was not the name of any candidate, every 
one of these votes should be counted. 

Mr. THAYER. I understand the gentleman from Maine has 
gone over this case very carefully—— 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. I have. 
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Mr. THAYER. And has come to the conclusion that, in fair- 
ness and justice, Mr. Moss ought to be regarded as receiving 
majority. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. I would give him that. 

Mr. THAYER. That is what the gentleman would give him 
if he alone were the committee. Now, if the other members of 
the committee think that Mr. Moss has but 21 majority, Ww ho 
right? 

Mr. POWERSof Maine. The other members of the 
were inclined to take, I think, my view of it. There are two 
tabulated statements—— 

Mr. THAYER. Asa matter of fact 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Will the gentleman from Massachusetts 
{Mr. THAYER] yield a moment? 

Mr. THAYER. I will, if Iam not cut off from finishing my 
question. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I want to say that the assumption that 
any member of the committee ever conceded that the contestant 
had only 21 majority is a mistake, 

Mr. THAYER. That is the very point I want to teach 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. No member of the majority concedes 
that. 

Mr. THAYER. I understand from the remarks of the gentle- 
man now on the floor [Mr. Powers of Maine] that the committee 
holds that the majority, properly estimated, is not only 21, but 
ought to be more than that. Am I correct in that? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Absolutely correct. Very much more 
than that. 

Mr. THAYER. Then why should you ask the House to predi- 
cate its action upon this doubt? I understand that these tickets, 
some of them, were marked with a lead pencil and were thrown 
out by the ward or precinct officers. Now, the statute pro- 
vides that if any voter makes a mark upon his ballot for the 
purpose of identification his ballot shall be discarded; and there- 
fore the precinct officers discarded those ballots. Now, the ma- 
jority of this committee come and say that they do not know 
whether the voter put that mark there or whether the clerk did 
it; but they assume the clerk did it because he was the one who 
found it. Now, it occurs to me that the clerk is the one who is 
responsible above all other men for finding those marks; and it 
ought not be considered as any evidence that he put the marks 
there because he brought those marks to the attention of the 
others, he being one of four officers whose duty it was to scruti- 
nize those ballots. Under the circumstances, why should not 
those ballots be thrown out rather than counted as the com- 
mittee have counted them? And further— 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. Is the gentleman through with his 
speech? 

Mr. THAYER. I have not taken buta minute. I have under- 
taken to ask the gentleman about some things which I would 
like to have him explain. Now, I want to know how we can be 
any more correct when we frame such conclusions as those to 
which the committee has come than the precinct officers in fram- 
ing their conclusions. Those are the suggestions which I would 
like to have the gentleman answer. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. I do not know whether I cananswer 
satisfactorily to the gentleman from Massachusetts, but I think 
I can give a satisfactory answer. 

In the first place, each one of those ballots where there was a 
slight mark upon it was counted, and is included in the 21 ma- 
jority. 

Mr. THAYER. But they were not counted by the election 
officers. 

Mr. POWERSof Maine. No, sir; but the supreme court of the 
State of Kentucky had decided in reference to similar marked 
baliots that they should be counted. 

Mr. THAYER. How do you know but what the voter put 
those marks there—those two bars in connection with his name 
so that, having agreed to vote for one candidate or the other. the 
persons interested might know whether he had carried out hi 
bargain or not? How do you know the voter did not make t 
marks with some such intention? 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. I will answer that question right 
now. I do not believe there is a fair-minded man within the 
sound of my voice that can look at those tickets and see the pecul 
iarity of the mark, evidently everyone put on with one lead 
pencil and in but one handwriting on a few Democratic ballots 
and a large number of Republican, and come to the conclusion 
that they were put on by any voter or that they could give any 
indication of what any voter had done. That is how I will an 
swer that, and in a similar case before the supreme court of Ken- 
tucky, with ballots having similar marks, the courts have held 
that it is not enough to show that something of that kind is on 
the ballot, but there must be other evidence to show it was fraud- 
ulently put on before the ballot could be thrown out. 

Mr. THAYER. You say the same handwriting. There were 
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simply two littie marks, something in a V shape, not at all alike. 
There is nothing in the mark that would indicate the handwrit- 
ing of anyone. as I inspected them. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. I think there is, and on that I dis 
agree with the gentleman. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I would like to call attention to the 
fact that in order to.permit these votes to be counted, you have 

» ve your clerk made these marks in the presence of the 
other five election officers. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. 


swered already. 


t 
+ } 


I think that question has been an- 
Whether the clerk made it or whether they 
rt of catch marks put on the ballots before they were sent 
out, or where they were made, it does not matter; I know this, 


were § 


that under the decision of your supreme court in Kentucky they 
should have been counted, and that should settle it. 

Mr. WHEELER. I would like to ask the gentleman if he 
thinks that decision good law? 


Mr. POWERS of Maine. It 
tucky. 

Mr. WHE#®LER. Is the committee following that decision? 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. I think they are. 

Mr. WHEELER. If the committee follows that decision why 
should it not also follow the decision of the court of appeals of Ken- 
tucky in other respects? 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. 
Mr. WHEELER. 
on the committee—— 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. 
{Mr. SmiTH] settled that question pretty thoroughly. 

Mr. WHEELER. Ido not understand. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. I say I think the gentleman from 
Iowa | Mr. SmirH] settled that question pretty thoroughly, and I 
do not care about taking what little time I have to go over it again. 

Mr. WHEELER. I was just trying to induce the gentleman 
to reconcile his statement with the statement of the gentleman 
from Iowa. I. of course, do not desire to go into it myself. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. Now, what is the truth, what is 
right, what is just? I have only one or two observations more. 


of Ken- 


: +} . Pp + Sho 4 
is the law of the State 


I think they do. 
The remarks of the gentleman’s colleague 


——__—. 


Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I would like to ask the gentleman 
a question, because I am sure he wants to do what is right. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. Yes. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I want the gentleman to demon- 
strate to me, with some judicial certainty, that these ballots were 
all rejected in these precincts that are in controversy. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. That is what I am going to do. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I want to hear the gentleman on 
that proposition. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. I say, in the first place, an examina- 
tion of every ballot there that we have treated as not counted will 
show that the reason for which it was rejected applies to the 
whole ballot. and not to some particular name on that ballot. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Well, you are assuming that it was 


| rejected in that statement. 


| been counted. 


I think the gentleman from Iowa | 


Mr. POWERS of Maine. Holdon. That is the first proposi- 
tion. Isay next that in the whole proceeding, in all the taking 
of the testimony, not one single Democratic election officer from 
any precinct was called to testify that one of those ballots had 
That is the negative testimony upon the subject. 

Mr. WHEELER. You could not do that. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. That could not be done. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. They could have been called to state 
that they were counted. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. 
mony of that kind. 
man knows that. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. 


No; you could not introduce testi- 
It would not be competent, and the gentle- 


Well, I do not know that, although I 


| used to think I knew a little law. 


I want to say one thing about these ballots and the manner in | 


which they were returned. 
understand it. Some of our friends on the other side have tried 
to create a great furor that we are going into the grave of a man 
who has been placed there by an assassin; that we are attacking 
Goebel in commenting on the Goebel law. I have not heard one 
word derogatory of Mr. Goebel from any members on this side of 
the Chamber. The gentleman is simply creating his man of straw 
and then knocking him down. We say nothing for or against 
him: we simply state the provisions of the law and let that speak 
for itself, whether it be for or against. I say under this law en- 
acted by a Democratic legislature a Democratic board sitting at 
Frankfort, I believe, appoints in every county in Kentucky a 
Democratic election board—at least a majority of it is Demo- 
cratic—and the county board appoint election officers in every 
precinct. They have the entire election machinery under their 
control. This law provides for furnishing one blank, and that 
blank they fill out and return. Gentlemen claim that other re- 
turns for which no blank is furnished must be made or we can 
have the votes returned in the linen bag counted for want of 
proper and sufficient identification. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Are you referring to the present 
law or to what was known as the Goebel law? 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. The law that existed at the time this 
election was held. That blank was used by the election officers. 
It also provides that all questioned ballots or questioned and not 
counted ballots—questioned and rejected I think are the words 
used— 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. ‘‘ Questioned or rejected?’’ 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. Questioned or rejected, yes; shail be 
sealed up in a separate linen bag, and it then states certain for- 
malities that shall be observed, all of which I believe to be direct- 
ory, and then that this bag with the ballots shall be delivered 
by the precinct sheriff to the county clerk. That the ballots 
counted as valid shall be placed in a certain box, and that ballots 
not used shall be destroyed by the precinct officers. This whole 
machinery, from first to last, is under the control and the super- 
vision of the party of the contestee. They send a return and 
these ballots, which are a part of the record, to the county clerk. 
We take the deposition of the clerk showing how these ballots 
came into his possession and have been in his custody ever since; 
yet they say there is no sufficient identification and no proof that 
these were not counted—some of them. Let me say in reply to 
that, in the first place, that an examination of those questioned 


Let us look at it candidly; let us | 


Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I am willing todo the gentleman 
the justice to say that he must know it, as good a lawyer as he is. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. I confess that I do not know it, and 
I believe my statement correct. Now, I do not expect to demon- 
strate this to the satisfaction of the gentleman. But I want to 
state one thing more. Thereis a distinction between votes and 
ballots. When the return shows that so many ballots were 
counted and so many were rejected, and so many were spoiled 
and so many were destroyed, and when the number of ballots 
counted is exactly the same as the number of votes for the two 
candidates—I hope I make myself plain—to presume that some 
of the votes in those rejected or not counted have been included 
in the votes counted for Rhea and Moss, and that some man who 
had voted, some of the votes that were put among the counted 
ballots, had scratched out or erased the names of Rhea or Moss, 
would be to presume, without knowing anything about it, that 
the number of names erased and the number of names that were 


| counted afterwards from the questioned or rejected ballots were 


exactly and identically alike in every case, which could not 
happen and is not even thinkable. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Now, I think I understand the gen- 
tleman’s theory and his reasoning on that question. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. So I take those three things. 
if the gentleman will allow me—— 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. All right. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. I do not want to take much longer 
time, because I am occupying time that some other gentlemen 
can use a great deal better. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Iam greatly interested in the gen- 
tleman’s speech, and he is talking as I like to hear a man talk on 


Now, 


| a question. 


Mr. POWERS of Maine. The gentleman’s compliment is very 
polite, though I fear not deserved. Looking at it from the stand- 
point that I wanted to do what was right and fair—I may have 
been prejudiced 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. 
was right. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. I have no doubt myself that the con- 
testant Moss should have had that certificate of election. It is 
not a matter of any consequence to this House or to the Repub- 
lican members of this House whether we have one more or one 
less member here. The gentleman must admit that. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. That is true. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. It is a matter of grave consequence 
whether or not the man who is entitled to a seat and who should 
have had the election certificate if the votes had been honestly 





I believe you wanted to do what 


| counted is deprived of that seat by a refusal of the election officers 


and rejected ballots will show that every ballot rejected there | 
and returned in the several linen bags was rejected as a whole, 


and on account of a mark that went to it asa whole and notas to 
some particular person on that ballot. 


to do their sworn duty. 

Now, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BuRGEss] seemed to give 
us some advice that I think we may not exactly comply with. I 
recollect that he advised us, in short, to own that we are knocked 
out, and quit; that we have no honest case. He told us that the 
era of good feeling that is dawning will be injured if we commit 
this great violence to the State of Kentucky. 

Now, I am of those who recognize the fact that the civil war 
is over, and Iam of those who believe that all of its bitterness 
should be forever entombed in oblivion and forgetfulness. I am 
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glad to see this era of good feeling ushering in the dawn of the 
twentieth century. 
upon this House recognizing and legalizing a false and fraudulent 
return of votes, a refusal to count votes that should be counted, 
under the law and by every consideration of eternal right and 
justice, then I think we are paying a pretty high penalty for it. 
I think the gentleman drew lar "gely upon his imagination in mak- 
ing that statement. I believe that if this Republic is to endure, 
if constitutional government is to continue and bless millions yet 
unborn, it is essential that when a ballot has been cast it should 
be honestly counted. If we would have the people willingly and 
cheerfully submit to verdict at the polls they must believe that 
verdict has been honestly obtained. 

I recognize and indorse the position taken by the minority as to 
right of the State to determine who shall and who shall not vote. 
That right isa State rightfully. This is not a question of calling 
the State of Kentucky to account for its election laws. I think 
the | —s of Kentucky, in allowing persons to vote, those which 
confer the right of suffrage, barring the fact that they do not 
pomener ‘danas suffrage, as is the case in some few States, 
liberal as any laws in any State in the Union, perhaps more liberal 
than they ought to be. They have not any educational test, no 
property test,and they have not yet arisen to the sublimity of the 
idea of having a grandfather clause. They are all right in con- 
ferring the same privileges of voting on black and white, poor 
and rich. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Let me ask the gentleman if in his 
State they have an educational or tax-paying test? 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. We have a slight educational test, 
but it applies to all, black and white, alike. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I understand; and does not the gen- 
tleman regard it as a pretty good qualification? 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. I wish to say to the gentleman that 
Ido. I have no objection to an educational qualification or test 
at any time, in any State or anywhere. Our educational test is 
very slight in its effect at present. 
ago. Ihad something to do with the adoption of it. I believe in 
it; it only applies to persons who had never exercised the right of 
suffrage before that day. 

Mr. - KEHOE. A grandfather clause? 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. We have no grandfather clause. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. It is a kind of grandson clause, is 
it not? I would like to ask the gemtleman a question or two as to 
the method in reaching his conclusion in reference to the ques- 
tioned ballots. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. I have answered a great many ques 
tions of the gentleman, and have occupied much more time than 
I had intended or expected to. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. If the gentleman does not care to 
answer them, I will not ask them. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. I will say this to the gentleman. | 
believe that the Republican party is not only pledged to a sound 
currency and to the protection of American industries and Amer- 
ican manufactures, but it is one of its cardinal principles that 
there shall be a fair ballot of those entitled to cast a vote, and that 
the vote when cast shall be honestly counted. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I agree with the gentleman in that 
proposition. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. Iam glad to stand with the gentle 
man on that proposition and believe an honest count of the votes 
cast in the Third district of Kentucky gives to the contestant, J. 
McKenzie Moss, the absolute right to a seat in this House asa 
member of the Fifty-seventh Congress. I believe that as firmly 
as I ever believed anything in the world. I had carefully inves- 
tigated the subject when I signed this report. The report signed 
is of rather an alternative character and presenting two methods 
of counting, either of which seats the contestant. I believe that 
it would be doing violence to the voters and overruling the will 
of the majority were we not to seat the contestant. I do not be- 
lieve that technicalities should be allowed to thwart the popular 
will. Ina conversation with a gentleman, a Representative upon 
the other side, he stated to me, in justification of the grandfather 
clause, that they had to do something in his State; that to allow 
the negro vote to rule meant financial ruin and that to con- 
tinue to count it out was producing moral ruin; therefore they 
had to dosomething of this kind. There is perhaps much of truth 
in this statement. Ido not believe the end justifies the means, 
and I have always been unalterably opposed to carrying elections 
by fraud, bribery, violence, intimidation, tissue ballots, ballot- 






box stuffing, and equally so to any attempt to override the will of | 
the voters by false returns, and I believe that whenever an at- | 
tempt to count out is brought before this Congress it should and | 


will put its seal of condemnation upon it; and I also am confident 
will adhere to and reaffirm this-cardinal principle of Republican 
faith by granting to the contestant a seat in this House, to which 
he is both leg: ally and equitably entitled. 
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Still, if that era of good feeling is dependent | 


are as | 


It was adopted some six years | 


Mr. FOX. Mr. Speaker, I will ask how much time was con- 
sumed by the gentleman? 
| TheSPEAKER protempore. Fifty-seven minut 
| Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, can you tell us} much time 1 
mains on both sides? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentlema m Illinois has 
|} one hundred and sixty-three minutes and 1 Z man from 
| Mississippi has one hundred and ninety minu 

Mr. FOX. My. Speaker, if I were a playvw ] L would not 

want any better material for a first-class far 
contested-election casein this House. Theatt 

ought to be called to this condition of things. I 
gentlemen upon the other side, and if is not the fault nen 
on this side. Itisthefaultofthesystem. TT! J 

has been ably and well presented by gentlemen on the comm 
both for the contestant and for the contestee, and y 

jority of this House know nothing what * about 


after all this discussion will be able to qualify ju by 


ing that they never heard the case discussed. 

There has not been a quorum present in this House since t! 
case was taken up. Thatisnotall. That all really resul 
the fact that no arguments and no presentation of any question « 
facts that ought to govern this case will probably control a sing] 
member of this House, on either side; and therefore they will n 


be here until the close of this debate, and then they will come in 
and cast their votes, following t hele adership of the committee on 
their respective sides. 


Mr. Speaker, this is an important matter; we sit here not as a 
legislative body, but asacourt; notas a quasi court, but a court of 
final and exclusive jurisdicti —— ig not merely a righ ) 
property; but, as the gentleman from Maine | Mr. Powers] h 
just said, the right of a Con gressic nal district to be represented 
in this House by the man of their choice. The absence of mem 


bers of this House results from the fact that they come here at 
the close of the argument and cast their votes in a purely partisan 
way. My friend from Dlinois |Mr. MANN] says that the com 
mittee has tried to be impartial and nonpartisan. I have no 
doubt but that every gentleman has been perfectly conscientiou 
but if you will show me a member of C ngress that is nonpartisan, 
[ will show you a man with a patch of hair in the palm of his 
hand. There is no question that comes before this House in 
which there is more partisanship exercised than in the trial of 
contested-election cases. 

Mr. Speaker, the system ought to be changed. It is 
Constitution of the United States m: 1 ces this House the 
the qualifications and election of its own me smbe r 
not be right to take it away and vest it in some other jurisdiction; 
but the proceedings in this House could be so regulated by law 
as to make it less partisan and compel the me ate rs of this court, 
because they are members of a court. to be here when the case is 
presented. I will say in this connection that my friend the gen- 
tleman from Iowa, my colleague on the committee, has 
splendid suggestions as to the methods of procedure in thi 
so as to insure a nonpartisan result, at least, in a degree, and I 
hope he will do himself the honor to present those suggestions 
some time to this House in the shape of propose a] legislation. 


true the 
judge of 
and it would 


ome 


s House, 


Now, Mr. Speaker, this is a case, as has been shane which in- 
volves questions of grave importance. It involves not only the 
question, as the gentleman from Maine has said, of the right of a 


district to be represented by the man of their choice, but it in 
volves the right of Kentucky to regulate in its own way its own 
elections, and to prescribe the manner in which the yoters in 
Kentucky may exercise their right to vote. 

Mr. Speaker, the constitutional right of a State to fix the quali 
fications of its own electors is not disputed, but has just been con 
ceded by the gentleman from Maine. Following that right, a 
right every State has exercised, the right that States are more 
jealous of than any other right, is the right to regulate the man 
ner in which elections shall be held, so far as State elections : 
concerned, absolutely without any interference on the part 
Congress, and they have the exc lusive right to 


regulate the mat 





ner of Salainacun Federal elections, subject only to the right 
of Congress, given by the Constitution, to modify th: regulations 
made by the State 
Mr. Speaker, in the formation of the Constituti the Stat 
were very jealous of this right. All but two or three of the Stat 
of the Union at the formation of the Constitution of the U 
States had constitutions of their ewn in which they regulat 
| right of suffrage in their respective States. They were not satis- 


fied in framing the Constitution to leave this 
cation or construction: 
general clause of the Cor 


right to any im] li 
ar were not satisfied t » leave it to the 
ntion wh ich r ‘rves tr » the Stati — 


the rights and powers note expr ssly delega ted a ongress. Th 

in terms expressly reserved to themselves the ght to fix the 

qualifications of their own voters. _ Not mly that, they reserved 
‘ the right to fix the manner in which the voter sh xercise his 
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right and cast his ballot in all elections absolutely, save only in 
Federal elections, and in Federal elections they have the right to 
fix the regulations, subject only to any change that may be made 
by the Congress of the United States. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the issue in this case is whether the regula- 
tions enacted by the legislature of the State of Kentucky and in- 
terpreted by the supreme court of Kentucky shall be respected 
by this House as the Constitution of the United States declares 
you should do. They have made these regulations, and although 
competent for Congress to do so, no modifications of those regu- 
lations have ever been made by this Congress. My friend from 
Maine has said that any law regulating the manner of voting is 
directory. He might as well have asserted that the Constitution 
of the United States is directory, because the Constitution of the 
United States says that the legislature shall have the right to fix 
the times and places and manner of regulating its own elections 
absolutely in all cases except Federal elections, and that is subject 
only to such modifications as Congress may prescribe. You might 
as well get up here and argue—and it is good Republican doc- 
trine—that the Constitution is directory, for they always cut it 
out and brush it away whenever it obstructs their way. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. May I interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. FOX. Certainly. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I would like to ask as to which of these 
terms such a regulation as this comes under. The Constitution 
says that the States may, in the absence of provision by Con- 
gress, fix the time and the place and the manner of holding elec- 
tions. Now, I assume you claim that this statute of Kentucky, 
as construed in the case of Anderson v. Likens, has reference to 
the manner of holding elections, not to the time or place. 

Mr. FOX. Well? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Now, I ask the gentleman this question: 
After you have regulated the time of the election, and the place 
of the election, and the manner of the election, and the election 
being over, how doesa law fixing the manner in which the ballots 
shall be identified in this tribunal come within the provisions of 
the Federal Constitution to which the gentleman has referred? 

Mr. FOX. The Federal Constitution refers to the whole ma- 
chinery of conducting eleetions in the States. It must follow 
that Congress can not interfere in such things unless the right of 
republican government is denied. The provision in regard to 


the manner of holding elections refers to the whole election sys- | 


tem that is laid down by the States, and the issue in this case is 
whether this Congress is going to respect what the legislature of 
Kentucky has done. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. FOX. Yes, sir; in a moment. 
Clerk’s desk what I would like to have read. 
yield to the gentleman now. 

Mr.MANN. While I do not concede that the discussion in this 
respect is anything but an academic discussion, because it does 
not affect the case 

Mr. FOX. Then let us come to the case. 

Mr. MANN. I will ask my learned friend, in his view of this 
question, what would be the result in a case like this: Suppose 
the legislature 

Mr. FOX. Mr. Speaker, my time is very limited, and I must 
decline to discuss other cases. 

Mr. MANN. Thenthe gentleman will not answer the question? 

Mr. FOX. Not with reference to another case. I will answer 
a question with reference to the case at bar, as we may call it. 

Mr. MANN. 
the case *‘ at bar,’’ which of course I do not consider a serious 
one, though I suppose the gentleman means it in that way. 

Mr. FOX. The gentleman knows that my time is very limited. 
I do not object to a question concerning the merits of this case; 
but I do not want him to take up my time in discussing some- 
thing which is outside of the case. 

Mr. MANN. 
man’s time in discussing anything outside of the case. 

Mr. FOX. Let the Clerk read what I have sent up. 


Meanwhile I will 








It is the 


Iam sureI do not wish to take up the gentle- | 
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Mr. FOX. The gentleman from Iowa in his argument invokes 
the provision of the Constitution making the House the judge of 
the elections, returns, and qualifications of its members, as giv- 
ing the House full authority to do what it pleases, and to adopt 
whatever rules of law it may choose, unfettered by the enact- 
ment of the legislature of the State of Kentucky or by the deci- 
While 
my distinguished friend from Ilinois, with all his ability and 
shrewdness as a lawyer, is compelled to acknowledge the correct- 
ness of our position as to the rights of the State under the Consti- 
tution, and is compelled to acknowledge that the decisions of the 
supreme court of Kentucky and its laws must be respected here, 


| he undertakes to explain away those decisions. 


The gentleman from Iowa, with his usual frankness, recogniz- 
ing the force of those statutes and those decisions as being against 
the contestant in this case, boldly says that we can seat the con- 
testant here and decide the case in his favor in defiance of the 
laws of Kentucky and the decisions of the supreme court. That 
is the issue here—whether you will do this or not—whether you 
will defy the laws of Kentucky or respect them. Mr. Speaker, 
the Supreme Court of the United States has decided in half a 
dozen cases that where nothing even but the right of property is 
involved, that tribunal, the highest in the land, is bound by the 
statutes of the respective States and by the construction which 
the courts of the States have put upon those statutes. 

I have not much respect for precedents so far as Congress is 
concerned, because this House has decided contested election cases 
in every way. Frankly, I will state you can find precedents for 
any conceivable position that any man may take in reference to 
any contested election case. But the Supreme Court of the United 
States, the highest tribunal of this country, has always recognized 
the force of a State statute or of the decision of a State court 
construing such a statute; and in no single instance since the 
formation of cur Government has the Supreme Court of the United 
States ever trampled upon a State statute or a decision of a su- 
preme court of a State construing such a statute, unless on the 
ground of unconstitutionality. The Supreme Court of the United 
States has never ignored such a statute or decision. Yet the doc- 
trine is proclaimed here boldly—and it is the only consistent one 
in this case—that there is nothing in the law of Kentucky, nothing 
in the decisions of the supreme court of Kentucky, that we can 
not arbitrarily defy and trample upon simply because the Con- 
stitution of the United States gives us the power to judge of the 


| qualifications and elections of our own members. 


Mr. Speaker, I send to the | 


Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 
Mr. FOX. Yes, sir. 
Mr. MANN. The supreme court of Illinois decided, in refer- 


/ence to bank checks, that under the statute of Illinois the law 


My question has reference to your contention in | 
| Kentucky may make in contravention of common law. 


decision of the Committee on Elections of this House in the case | 


of Wright v. Fuller. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Having disposed of this pretiminary point, the committee proceeded to 
the examination of the law and testimony involved in this case 

In discharging the last duty the committee considered that although the 
House of Representatives, by virtue of the fifth section of the first article of 
the Federal Constitution, are made judges of the election returns and quali- 
fications of its members, yet this power is not plenary, but is subordinate to 
the second and fourth sections of the same article, the first of these sections 
providing that the electors of the members shall have the qualifications of 
the most numerous branch of the State legislature, the fourth section em- 
powering and authorizing the legislature in each State to ech the 
places, times. and manner of holding elections ‘or Senators and Representa- 
tives, such regulations being subject to alterations made by Congress. 





any matter affecting the election returns or qualifications of its members, to 
make the law of the respective States from which such members may be re 
turned its rule of action. 


not satisfactory to you. 


was one way; the supreme court of Indiana, deciding exactly the 
same question, held that under the statute of Indiana the law 
was directly opposite. And the question was fairly raised before 
the Supreme Court of the United States as to whether it would 
follow the law of Dlinois in Illinois and the law of Indiana in 
Indiana, and the Supreme Court of the United States declined to 
do that and said that the Supreme Court would not follow one 
rule of evidence on one side of the State line and another rule of 
evidence on the other side of the State line, and it laid down the 
law itself. Will the gentleman explain to us about that? 

Mr. FOX. That is not the case as presented here. That is the 
case that the gentleman from Iowa [| Mr. SMiTH] undertakes to 
make out of this, that it is simply a rule of evidence: that we are 
not bound by any rule of evidence, he says, that the legislature of 
But it is 
not arule of evidence. It is a regulation of the election system 
in the State of Kentucky. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Will the gentleman permit me to make 
myself plain there? 

Mr. FOX. I must decline to be interrupted in that way. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Very well. 

Mr. FOX. I will tell you what I willdo. If you will let me 
proceed with this argument I will submit to any questions after 
I get through. 

Mr. SMITH of Towa. I do not want to interrupt you if it is 

Mr. FOX. I donot want to be discourteous, but that would 
suit me better. That is the position of the gentleman from Iowa, 
that this is simply a rule of evidence. It is not a question of evi- 
dence. It is a peremptory statute requiring certain evidence to 
be sent up with the returns. That is all. It is a regulation of 


| the election system in Kentucky providing as to how the contested 


ballots shall reach the canvassing board. Now, let us come to it 
practically, Mr. Speaker. If gentlemen have the CONGRESSIONAL 


| RecorD and the minority report of this committee before them, I 
By force of these provisions the House is compelled, when adjudicating in | 


want to call their attention to certain provisions of the Kentucky 
statute that are involved in this case. 
You will find the blank form of general returns in the report on 
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page 35, and you will find it in the speech of the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. BurGEss] on page 3379 of the Recorp. That is the 
blank form of the returns prescribed by the statutes that must 
accompany the valid ballots not questioned. .Now, will the gen- 
tleman say that the statute isdirectory? Will the gentleman say 
that, although the legislature has provided that a return shall be 
made by the returning officers to the canvassing board in a form 
prescribed by statute, that statute is directory? Will you say 
that the canvassing board could have considered one single one 
of these ballots if there had been no return in the case at all? 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Will the gentleman answer a question 
there for information? 

Mr. FOX. Yes. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. This is a question of identification of 
certain ballots which it is claimed by one side ought to have been 
counted and that were not counted. Now,I want to ask whether 
or not the gentleman thinks that this House has a right to count 
such ballots, coming to the House without any actual question of 
their identity, even though some statutory provision intended to 
fix their identity was not complied with? 

Mr. FOX. Well, they must be identified. 
where they are. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I know, but suppose they are, as a 
matter of fact, absolutely and unquestionably identified, but that 
some statutory provision respecting the method of identification 
was not complied with. Do you think that we have not a right 
to count ballots thus actually identified? 

Mr. FOX. No such question arisesin this case. But, proceed- 
ing with my argument, no gentleman, even of the committee, 
will say that that provision of the statute, section 1483, prescrib- 
ing the general return, is directory, but that it is mandatory; 
otherwise you would have no ballots to consider, you would not 


We 


must 
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construing this law as mandatory and determining that the ques 
tioned ballots in that case could not be counted because they were 
unaccompanied by any certificate identifying them in any Way. 
The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] cites the case of Booe 


v. Kenner, and relies upon that as modifying the case of Ander- 
son v. Likens. I want to call the attention of the lawvers in this 
House to the case of Booe against Kenner, and I hope vou will 


read it, if you have any doubt about it, before the 
this case to-morrow. 

That case was decided by the supreme court of Ke 
question of jurisdiction simply. It was held that a mandamus 
proceeding would not lie in that case, and therefore the court did 


not have jurisdiction. Whatever else it said was mere dictun 


but even in the dictum, which the gentleman from HDlinois | Mr. 
MANN] relies on, there is nothing that even in the slightest degr 
modifies the doctrine laid down in the supreme court in the cas 

| of Anderson v. Likens. It does say—and I take to be true the 


know | 


| have 
|} and that is all. 


statement of the gentleman from Dlinois, who has the original 
record, that in that case the questioned ballots were not accom- 
panied by the true statement—the supreme court does say in 
this dictum that on the merits of the ballots the lower « 
cided the case aright and that the ballots on their merits should 
been counted for the party for whom they 
Looking to the ballots themselves, without any 


murt d 


were counted, 


| question as to whether they were properly there or not, they wer 


know where they were from, for whom they were cast, or any- | 


thing of the kind. Now, then, I say there is another return pre- 


scribed by the Kentucky statute which is mandatory in itsterms, | 


that must accompany the questioned ballot, and if the gentlemen 
who have the report on their desks look at the concluding clause 
of section 1482— 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman pardon me right there? I 
do not wish to disturb the gentleman in his argument. 

Mr. FOX. I can not make an argument when it is all chopped 
up inthat way. Lam notsmart enough todo that, I frankly confess. 

Mr. MANN. I know the gentleman is smart enough to make 
an argument if anybody elise can, from personal contact with him, 
but I appreciate the difficulties he complains of. 

Mr. FOX. I want to make my argument in some connected 


evidently counted in favor of those candidates for whom they 


were intended to be cast, and on the merits of the ballots the 
should have been counted as they were counted; but the court 
never once decided that the true statement was unnecessary. 


Mr. MANN. The gentleman does not want me to correct him. 
The opinion of the court said: 

In answer to this we will add that we have carefully « 
and are satisfied that the decision of the county canvassing board 
Dudley the certificate of election was right. 

Mr. FOX. Of course. 

Mr. MANN. And that depended upon those ballots, wit 
the statement which you contended was necessary. 

Mr. FOX. I hope every lawyer in this House will get that 
book and read it, or as many of you ascan. That is all it does 
mean, looking to the face of the ballots. 

Mr. MANN. It did not refer to the face of the ballots. 

Mr. FOX. Without raising any question as to how they got 
there, that they were properly counted for those for whom they 


| were intended to be cast. 


way and, asI said a moment ago, if you will wait until I finish | 


with my argument, I will be glad to yield to any questions. Now 
under the system in Kentucky, which is declared to be one of the 
best in this country, conceded to be, and, by the way, I want to 
say that all this smoke about the Goebel law and the obnoxious 
provisions of the Goebel law, if there are any, are notinvolved in 
this case. These two sections of the statute here are the only 


Mr. GILBERT. There was no issue made on that question. 
Mr. FOX. There was no issue made, and there is not a lawyer 
in this House who has knowledge enough to qualify him to be a 


| justice of the peace who would not say, and there is not a court 


sections of the Kentucky statute that are really involved in this | 


case, providing for the returns, and they were in the old law and 
have been in the Kentucky law for twenty-five years. So that 
there is nothing in the world in this discussion about the Goebel 
law excepting a disposition to hide the merits of this case by 
prejudicing the minds of those who regard the Goebel law as ob- 
noxious. 

Mr. Speaker, under this system whenever a ballot was ques- 
tioned, whenever a ballot was challenged, whenever the right of a 
voter to cast a vote was challenged, whenever in counting a vote 
the validity of the ballots was challenged, under the requirements 
of the law the managers of the election put it in a sealed envelope. 
All of the questioned ballots were put in a sealed envelope, and 
they were required to be sent up to the canvassing board with 
this certificate. Mind you, whenever a ballot is questioned, 
whether it is counted or not. it must be treated in this way. 
Sometimes a ballot is challenged and after discussion it is counted. 
At other times its validity is questioned and it is rejected; butall 
questioned ballots, whether counted or not, are required to be sent 
up in a sealed envelope with this certificate accompanying them. 

Provided, That if there are any ballots cast and counted or left un 
counted, concerning the legality or regularity of which there is any doubt 
or difference of opinion in the minds of the judges of election, said ballots 
shall not be destroyed, but sealed up and returned to the clerk of the county 
court with the returns of the election for such judicial or other investigation 
as may be necessary, with a true statement as to whether they have or have 
not been counted, and if counted, what part and for whom. 

The supreme court of Kentucky has decided several times that 
this provision is mandatory. They have decided that questioned 
ballots unaccompanied by such a “ true statement’”’ as is required 
there can not be counted. 

In the case of Anderson v. Likens a Republican contested the 
seat of a Democrat, and a Democratic court seated the Republican 





contestant over the protest of the Democratic candidate, after | 


in the land that would not say, that that statement of the court 
was pure dictum, unnecessary to be said, and that that questi 
was not involved in the case, and the question was not raised by 
the facts, but looking to the merits of the ballots themselves 

Mr. MANN. I do not wish the gentleman to be incorrect. 
They went right into the question that was raised by the court of 
appeals—the identical question. It was argued before them, and 
they passed upon it in the way that I have read. 

Mr. FOX. The question as to whether a true statement was 
necessary was made in this case. The court does not refer to it. 
There is no reference in the case before the court. It was a case 
that was decided on the question of jurisdiction. 

Mr. MANN. Forevery possible effect the question was raised. 

Mr. FOX. I will leave it to the candor of every lawyer in this 
House, and I say fearlessly there is not a court on the face of the 
earth that would be governed or pay the slightest attention to a 
dictum of that kind when it was not at all necessary to reach the 
conclusion reached by the court. They do not even refer to the 
Anderson and Likens case, or the case of Banks against Sargent 


following that case, and they stand as law to-day. And on the 





Texas on Saturday, considering these ballots as ir 
sidering them here—which I do not concede, only for the sake of 
argument—considering these ballots as being practically identi 
fied as being questioned ballots, you can not tell to save your life, 
without this true statement, whether they were counted or 1% 
jected. 


Now, let me show you. I will take the precinct of Kisters Mill, 
| precinct No. 25, found on page 22 of the majority report. There 


is a general return, and it is the content 
from Illinois that the general return 


h or ft 


S sg 
sufficiently identifies 


questioned ballots, without any particular statement as to it 
having been rejected. I say that thisreturn might identify these 
ballots as having been questioned, but does not identify them a 





being counted or uncounted. Now, t! of you gentlemen who 
have the report look to page 22. 
Number of ballots counted as valid 

Number of ballots questioned or rejected --.. bkwedekanenee wieais Eee 
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Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
Mr. FOX (continuing): 


Number of ballots marked ** spoiled” 


** Questioned or rejected.”’ 


> 
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Whole number of ballots cast , 7 Bl a ance 
Number of ballots not used and destroyed after the polls closed eakae ae 
Totai number of ballots in this book 136 


Then below it shows the vote for Congress that was counted: 


John 8S. Rhea received 


. S6 vot 
J. McKenzie Moss received 


‘ 163 votes 


Now. Mr. Speaker, according to that report there were 112 
ballots in Kister Mill precinct, No. 25, that were questioned, that 
were challenged by somebody. There is not one single syllable 
in the report which shows how many were counted. It does not 
determine how many were actually rejected. Remember, as I 
have told you, all the ballots that are questioned, whether counted 
or not, are sent up in this envelope. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
were not counted. 

Mr. FOX. It does show that some of them may have been 
counted and some of them may not have been counted; and hence 
the necessity with these ballots of this certificate, this true state- 
ment, identifying these ballots, and stating how many were 
counted and how many were not counted, and for whom. Now, 
I think I can make it perfectly plain to this House, to any man 
in this House, who wants to understand the question, that in the 
conclusion reached by the majority of this committee a ballot may 
have been counted twice for Mr. Moss. Now, let us look at it. 
It takes four items to make up the sum total of the ballots that 
were sent down there in the book. One item is the number of 


It does not show that some 


ballots counted as valid, another item is the questioned or rejected | 


ballots, of which there were 112, another item is the number of 
ballots marked spoiled, the other item is the number of ballots 
not used and destroyed after the polls closed, making a total of 
436. 

Now, that shows the votes for Congress—that John S. Rhea re- 
ceived 86 votes, James McKenzie Moss 163 votes. How do you 
know. as this was a general election, at which there were a great 
many candidates, from governor down to constable; how do you 


know that some of these votes counted for J. McKenzie Moss | 


were not questioned and still counted? 


I call your attention to | 


the fact that the whole number of ballots cast at this box was 369. | 


There were 112 votes questioned. The whole number for Con- 
gress was 249. There were 10 votes cast for somebody that did 
not express any choice for Congressman at all. There were that 
many voters at that box that did not vote for anybody for Con- 
eress. 

Mr. BURGESS. Thatis, conceding the whole 112 were rejected? 

Mr. FOX. That is, conceding the whole 112 votes were re- 
jected. There were 10 votes not cast for anybody for Congress. 
That is evidenced by a mere glance at these figures. Now, then, 
suppose there were 10 others of the questioned ballots that were not 
voted for anybody except Mr. Moss and were counted. It is per- 
fectly evident that this return would be the same, would it not? 
There were 10 who did not vote for Congressman at all. There 
were 10 votes cast that did not express any choice for Congress. 

Mr. BURGESS. Will the gentleman yield for a suggestion? 

Mr. FOX. Yes. 

Mr. BURGESS. I want to suppose a case under the gentle- 
man’s idea, and it is this: Suppose 10 of these ballots counted as 
ballots did not vote for Moss or Rhea; suppose there were 10 more 
who voted for Moss that were counted. Would not the return be 
precisely the same, and by adding those 10 you would count 10 
votes twice for Moss if you follow the majority report? 

Mr. FOX. That is exactly what I say. 
for Moss and you do not know whether they were cast or whether 
they were counted without the true statement; if 10 votes or 10 
questioned ballots have been cast for Moss and counted for Moss, 
in the total the returns would have been precisely like they are, 
conceding that there were 10 votes not cast for anybody. 
there were 10 votes not cast for anybody for Congress and 10 votes 
among those questioned were cast for Moss. Then, under your 
pure assumption thai all of the 112 ballots were rejected, and you 


count them all, you have evidently counted 10 votes twice for Moss. | 
Where does the gentleman get the basis for his | 


Mr. LACEY. 
statement that there were 10 votes not cast for anybody? 

Mr. FOX. It is anillustration I am making. No man on the 
face of the earth, I will say to the gentleman from Iowa, can tell, 
without the true statement required by statute, whether the votes 
were ever counted or not. They are only identified by the returns 
as questioned ballots; not identified as rejected ballots. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I am afraid the gentleman 
from Mississippi does not appreciate or understand the question 
of the gentleman from Iowa. The question of the gentleman 
from Iowa is, Where do you get the 10 votes that were not cast 


If 10 ballots were cast | 


Suppose | 


Marcn 24, 





for a candidate for Congress? The returns show it absolutely, 
because they show that there were 10 votes more cast. 

Mr. LACEY, There were 104 votes short, and that would only 
make 8. 

Mr. FOX. There were 369 votes cast. 

Mr. LACEY. Three hundred and sixty-three. 

Mr. FOX. Three hundred and sixty-nine votes cast. 

Mr. LACEY. There were 3 votes spoiled, and that leaves 366. 

Mr. FOX. Well, my illustration holds good. 

Mr. LACEY. I thought the gentleman was speaking of facts 
shown in the record outside of this report. 

Mr. FOX. Now, Mr. Speaker, that’s all there is in this case. 
It is utterly impossible to identify these ballots in any other way 
than by the true statement required by the statute. I know there 
are 112 ballots that are questioned at this precinct, but we do not 
know that there were 112 rejected, and they are not identified in 
the record even as questioned ballots. There is nothing in the 
record to identify them. 

You ask where the ballots are that are questioned. Gentlemen 
show you a lot of ballots dumped into the record without any 
statement accompanying them showing they were rejected. Itis 
said that in a number of precincts here these ballots were sent up 
in sealed envelopes without a single mark on the envelopes to 
identify them in any way as having been questioned. And when 
any lawyer seeks evidence—seeks from the record competent 
evidence—to determine how many ballots were rejected, he will 
fail to find anything in the record whatever identifying these bal- 
lots. Why, some of them are not even marked as exhibits by the 
commissioner himself. 

Mr. PALMER. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. FOX. Certainly. 

Mr. PALMER. Do you have any doubt that the ballots were 
‘tually cast in the election? 

Mr. FOX. I know nothing on the face of the earth about it. 
[ will say this to the gentleman: That Mr. Rhea comes here with 
a certificate of election and there is no charge of fraud here what- 
ever, and to overcome the prima facie case that he has under the 
law by virtue of his certificate you must make the proof that 
certain ballots were illegally rejected and ought to have been 
counted for Mr. Moss. 

Mr.PALMER. What is the gentleman’s idea of the reason why 
the election officers rejected these ballots? 

Mr. FOX. I donot know whether they were rejected or not. 
If you sit down, as a lawyer, to find out whether they were re- 
jected or not, to save your life you can not ascertain. 

Mr. PALMER. That is because, you say, the election officers 
did not put the certificate on the back of the ballots that went to 
the county clerk to distinguish them? 

Mr. FOX. They did not put anything on the back to identify 
them. 

Mr. PALMER. What reason does the gentleman suppose the 
election officers had for returning the ballots to the clerk’s office 
if they were cither questioned or rejected ballots? 

Mr. FOX. Ido not know what the reason was; but I will say 
to the gentleman that, as shown here to-day, the majority of those 
election officers were Republicans. 

Mr. PALMER. Ido not suppose that makes much difference. 
What we are trying to do. or what I am trying to do as one of 
the jurors in this case, is to find out what is the. truth; and it 
seems to me reasonably clear that these ballots were used in that 
election, and when these election officers returned them to the 
office of the clerk they returned them either as questioned or as 
rejected ballots. 

Mr. FOX. They ought to have done so; the law required that 
they should do so. 

Mr. PALMER. What earthly reason had they for returning 
them if they were not in one or the other class? 

Mr. FOX. I can not tell. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. They might have had as their 
reason that they were trying to unseat the contestee. 

Mr. BURGESS. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
PALMER] allow me to make a suggestion? Assuming that these 
112 ballots were in fact returned by the election officers, and that 
the returns showed that those 112 ballots were either questioned 
or rejected, can the gentleman tell me how many were questioned, 
and does he not admit that when a ballot is returned as questioned 
it means that it has been counted, for otherwise it would be a 
rejected ballot? 

Now, then, the return speaks of ballots ‘‘ questioned or re- 
jected.”’ It does not say how many or which they were, or 
whether they were counted,orfor whom. Now, how can the gen- 
tleman say they were not counted for Mr. Moss and that the com- 
mittee in counting them now are not counting them twice for Mr, 
Moss? 

Mr. PALMER. 
voted for Mr. Rhea. 


a 


I do not find that any of these ballots were 
I find they were all voted for Mr. Moss. 


eae - 











Bye 
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Mr. BURGESS. May they not have been counted for Mr. 
Moss? May they not have been ‘*‘ questioned ’’ ballots alone? 

Mr. FOX. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER 
is mistaken in the assumption he makes. 

Mr. BURGESS. I ask how does the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania reach the conclusion that all these ballots were rejected 
ballots when the return says ** questioned or rejected; and how 
can he tell how many were questioned? A questioned ballot would 
have been counted; that is the point exactly. 

Mr. PALMER. inne teemniaerteliee returned as having 
been cast, and so many as either ‘* questioned or rejected.”’ 

Mr. BURGESS. The ballots returned as counted included 
only the ballots that were neither rejected nor questioned. 

Mr. PALMER. I understand—— 

Mr. BURGESS. So that those returned as ‘‘ questioned or r¢ 
** may have been all ‘‘ questioned,’’ and may have all been 
counted for Mr. Moss; there is no proof to the contrary. Yet in 
the face of a return of that kind you ask to have those ballots 
counted again, and added to the vote of Mr. Moss. 

Mr. FOX. Now, Mr. Speaker, in answer to the suggestion of 





jected 


the gentleman from Pennsylvani + I wish to say that he is mis- 
taken in assuming that all the ‘que stioned *’ votes were cast for 
Mr. Moss. Many were cast for Mr. Rhea. That is the conten 
tion of the counsel for the contestant; but it is impossible to tell 


that has been made for whom they were cast. 
. look at the face of the ballot and determine, 
dence whether it-was cast for Mr. Rhea or 


from any return 
You can, of ( sourse 
so far as that evi 
Mr. Moss. 

But where did that ballot come from? 

What kind of a ballotis it? Isit a‘‘ questioned’’ ballot? If so 
where is the evidence, the record, that points to it as a ‘* ques- 
tioned’? ballot? I say to the gentleman in all good faith there is 
nothing whatever in the record to point to these ballots as having 
neven handled at the election—nothing whatever. There 
is only one case-—the case of the Electric Light precinct—in which 
that fact appeared. In that case there is a memorandum on the 
sealed envelope saying that none of these ballots were counted. 
But in no other instance is there any sort of evidence in the rec- 
ord showing where the ballots came from, whether they were 
questioned or not, and if so, whether they were counted or not 
and, if counted, for whom they were counted. 

Now, then, coming to another question, I say, waiving every- 
thing that I have said as to the law of Kentucky—waiving any 
arguments that I have made as to whether this House is bound by 
the statutes of Kentucky—waiving the right of the State of Ken- 
tucky, under the Constitution, toregulate the manner of holding 
its elections—I say, coming to the ballots themselves, looking at 
the face of the ballots, conceding their validity, conceding their 
identification, there are more than 21 of these ballots which the 
committee counts for J. McKenzie Moss but in regard to which 
no man in this House can tell for whom they were cast. There 
are no three men in this House who can come up to my desk and, 
looking of these ballots which were rejected, tell me for 
whom they were intended to be cast. 

Now, L invite an inspection of these ballots by any gentleman, 
and I would be glad to haveit done. Look at that ballot on page 
1331, and if there are any two men in this House that will agree 
as to whether that ballot ought to be counted without knowing 
for whom it is cast, then you have got better eyes than I. Under 
their system you see there is a blanket ballot, arranged in parallel 
columns. 

There are one, two, three, four, five, six tickets here, and they 
are all arranged together in parallel columns, six different parties, 
each having a device at the head of it to distinguish the party 
ticket from the others. It is a law common to many States. 
Now, then, under the system in Kentucky the voter takes a stencil 
when he goes into the booth and stamps in the circle at the head 
of the ticket the ticket of his choice. He does not have to make 
any mark on it. A stamp in that circle there is a vote for every 
— on this ticket, if he does not make any of the exceptions— 
Mr. PALMER. You mean on the column? 

Mr. FOX. Yes. Now,then, we do not disagree as to the facts, 
except on the points that Iam contending for now. It is stated 
by counsel for contestant, it is conceded by myself and my col- 
leagues constituting the minority of this committee, that these 
ballots, as a rule, were blotted in folding. You see that when 
you fold this ballot down in that way, these two circles coin- 
cide, and there is no doubt of that; I concede that; but in fold- 
ing the ballot it makes the impression in another circle, do you 
not see? 

Mr. LACEY. Ought not that to be thrown out? 

Mr. FOX. Ithank you forthe question. It ought to be thrown 
out if you can not tell for whom the voter intended the vote. It 


goes, 


ever be 


at some 
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ought to he counted if you can ascertain honestly and fairly and | 
beyond a doubt—that is, free from any reasonable doubt—which | 


ballot he intended to cast. 


































































Mr. LACEY. Which is the original and which i; the impres 
sion received from the original. 

Mr.FOX. Yes: thatisthe point Imake. Let me make another 
point here. Mr. Rhea comes here with a certificate of election. 
These contested ballots come up from precinct ntrolled by R 
publican managers of election. 

Mr. LESSLER. You invited us here to exan the ball 

Mr. FOX. Do not break into my argument and | | show it 
to you. These ballots under the certificates of el n oi Mr 
Rhea a prima facie case. They were rejected R 
officers of election and ought to be rejected here in 
not free from doubt, and I will leave it to the g 
Iowa, who himself has been a distinguished m ( 
mittee on Elections, if I have not stated the c i} 
law. I leave it to any honest man in this Hon 

Mr. LACEY. The difficulty about this particular ballot w 
not be the question of a distinguishing mark. It is merely i 


ability to identify the intention of the 


Mr. FOX. Yes. 


Mr. LESSLER. 


voter, 


Have you a provision in your law that it was 


the duty of the election officers to come as near t! in 
certaining that? 

Mr. FOX. I concede that to be the law 

Mr. LESSLER. I asked you that. 

Mr. FOX. Iconcede that to be the law of this e here now 

Mr. LESSLER. Is not the question as to that ballot. if in a 
man’s common judgment that is not the rey 

Mr. FOX. Well, which is the rever 

Mr. LESSLER. I would say this one. 

Mr. FOX. You would sayit because you have seen the R 
lican ticket there underneath it 

Mr. LESSLER. Youare making an assumption and you 


question of some sort-—— 

Mr. FOX. Ido not doubt your sincerity . * but Isay tl 
not a man in this House that is free from that political bias. 

Mr. LESSLER. If you come and ask mea an stion and 1 
not allow me to give you a reason, then there is 
bringing us over here. The only point as to that 
lot was that the impression there 1s stronger than thx 
here. 


Mr. FOX. Youthink so? The Republican manage rf el 
tion did not think so. It is just exactly what 1 said, that no tw 
men will agree about it, and you and the gentleman from Missis 
sippi do not agree. 

Mr. LESSLER. I never saw one of these before, and did not 


know what they were when you asked the question. 

Mr. FOX. Now, just to show you how men may differ, let m¢ 
show you something here. Here is the contention of the counsel 
for Mr. J. McKenzie Moss with reference to West Door precinct, 
No. 9, 

Listen to this. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has now consumed one hour, 

Mr. FOX. I thank the Speaker for the information 

On page 22 of the contestant’s brief which makes the sta ‘ment 
with reference to West Door precine t, No. 9, you will find that 
there were 119 votes not counted. He states that there were 119 
votes rejected at that precinct. Now listen. Counsel for con 
testant in this brief states: 


Some were rejected because they were blurred and blotted by folding 1} 
fore the ink was dry. It is difficult in some of them to ascertain the vote 
intention on account of these blots, but the marks : plain enough « 
ballots to show that the voters marked them as for the entire Repul 
ticket ; 

They only contend that 26 of the reje« ballots from W* 


Door precinct, No. 9, should have been counted for Mr. Moss 
Yet the major ity of this committee count cted bi i] 
lots for Mr. Moss, when it was never contended by comma | 
the contestant that more than 26 ought tot coun ntes 1. They con 
cede the fact that the others are so doubtful that it is hacer 
to determine the intention of the voter. 

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. Without « 
would the case stand? 

Mr. FOX. That would elect Mr. Rhea of itself. 

Mr. LESSLER. In all of these tickets which are marl 
countermarked—in other words, where there are two marks—t] 
are all in the same places relatively, the same tw: 
they not? 

Mr. FOX. Not all of them. 

Mr. LESSLER. They are always in the 
istic Labor columns. 

Mr. FOX. Some of them are in the Democratic. 

Mr. LESSLER. The principle I want to get at is this: In de 
termining the class of ballots where the relative coin. are the 
same in both columns there are 26 of those that you have agreed 
should be counted in the Republican column, 

Mr. FOX, No, sir. 


53 of those re 


ounting the 56. how 


Republican and Social- 


f . 
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Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I should like to have this conversa- 
tion loud enough so that it can be heard across the aisle. 

The SPEAKER. The House will please be in order. 

Mr. LESSLER. Is it not safe to infer from the ballots that you 
consiler to be without any doubt as to the intention of the voter 
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| here that it is impossible to count them for anybody. 


that those which are in doubt, but where the marks appear in the | 


same columns, belong to the same class. and that the 53 votes are 
rightfully counted for the ticket having the heavier impression, 
which is the Republican ticket? 

Mr. FOX. Whzy,I will say to my friend that, in my judgment, 
the proper way would be to inspect the face of each ballot. If 
you determine in the first place that these are identified as the 
que stioned or rejected ballots, then it was the duty of this com- 
mittee, and would be the duty of this House, so far as possible, to 
inspect them. If you determine that they are sufficiently iden- 
tified, it would be your duty to inspect each ballot, and if you 
can ascertain from an inspection of the face of that ballot the 
honest intention of the voter as to which one of these tickets he 
intended to vote for, thenit ought to be counted in that way; but 
if it is impossible to tell which is the original impression and 
which impression was made by folding the ballot, then for whom 
can you count 1t? 

Mr. LESSLER. In a scrutiny of these ballots, is there any 
doubt in your mind, taking them as a class, knowing the relative 
the first and second impression, that those ballots 
were cast for J. McKenzie Moss? 

Mr. FOX. Why, certainly, I do not believe a word of it. 
not believe anything that the testimony does not show. As a 
juror in this case, or, if you please, as a judge, it is my sworn duty 
not to arrive at any conclusion that is not sustained by proper and 
competent evidence. That is all I say. No man anxious to ar- 
rive at the truth, whether he be a lawyer or not, is going to as- 
sume a fact that is not proven by the record, and no lawyer will 
ever state a thing to be a fact that is not proven by competent 
evidence. 

Hence I say that if ballots like this, and there are a great many 
of them, if you can not say whether the stamp was made there 
[indicating], and this blur is made by folding, or whether the 
stamp was made here [indicating], and this is the blur that is 
here [indicating], then you can not count the ballot, because you 
do not know the intention of the voter. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. 
dicating] was counted or not? 

Mr. FOX. I know it was counted for Mr. Moss; and I say— 
and, gentlemen, do not take my word for it, because the rest of 
the ballots are here—I say there are over 21, whichis the majority 
that they give to Mr. Moss, and which they counted for Mr. Moss, 
j ust as uncertain as that. 

Mr. SMITHof Arizona. 

Mr. FOX. 
managers of the election. 
all agreed about that. 

Mr. LESSLER. Have you sucha provision in the law as we 
have in the State of New York, that the vote of the man who 
voted this ballot [indicating] may be rejected for all the can- 
didates on the two tickets for the reason that you can not deter- 
mine for whom he voted? But here he voted for J. McKenzie 
Moss for Congress, and nobody else. 

Mr. FOX. That is a good argument. 

Mr. LESSLER. Is there anything in your law by which you 
would reject everything on that ticket or count a portion of it 
where a man cast his vote for one name on that ticket and for no 
other man? Say, for instance, that it was for Congressman, or 
whatever these other things are, would you throw it out for 
all when it shows on its face that he voted for Moss? 

Mr. FOX. Your argument is a perfectly sound one, but your 
premises are just as far wrong as they can possibly be. You as- 
sume that the voter marked this ticket [indicating]. There is 
nothing to show that. It is a mere assumption. I say, if he 
marked this ticket [indicating] and intended to vote this ticket, 
and this blur [indicating] isa mere blur made by folding, then 
he intended to vote for nobody for Congress, and it ought not to 
be counted for anybody. Now, let me illustrate. Gentlemen 
who are entirely conscientious arrive at the truth very differently 
in this proposition. My colleague, the gentleman from [llinois 
[Mr. Mann], and myself were appointed a subcommittee to ex- 
amine these questioned ballots. He made up a typewritten re- 
port—I have it here—showing his conclusions as to which of these 
ballots ought to be counted and which ought not to be counted. 
As to the uncertainty, he said that there were some of them so ab- 
solutely uncertain that they ought not to be counted for anybody. 
In his report, dictated by him to his stenographer, he states that 
there were certain votes that ought not to be counted for anybody, 
because it was impossible to tell which was the original impression 
and which was the blot made by the folding. 


positions of 


I do 


Was it counted by the election officers? 
It was not counted for anybody by the Republican 
The returns were signed, and they are 


Do you know whether this ballot [in- | 
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The gentleman from Maine has brought in a totally different 
count, and he contends that these votes should be counted for 
Moss, and he insists on them being counted, while the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Mann], with all of his nonpartisanship, states 
Now, you 
see how gentlemen will differ. The gentleman from [linois 
{Mr. MANN], who makes the majority report in this case, makes 
the majority for Moss 21 votes, after counting all the ballots that 
he is in doubt about. The other gentleman. the gentleman from 
Maine, would include in those votes for Moss a number of re- 
jected ballots which the gentleman from Illinois says are so un- 
certain that they ought not to be counted for anybody. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. And yet the gentleman from 
Illinois includes fifty-odd votes for the contestant where he only 
claims 29. 

Mr. FOX. They count 53 votes for Moss from precinct 9, when 
the contestant never contended for but 26 of those votes. Now, 
Mr. Speaker, I have not concluded my argument, but I have con- 
sumed all the time that I desire to take from the contestee in this 
case, and I yield the balance of the time allotted to the minority 
to the gentleman from Kentucky, the contestee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. FOX. Itis not understood, Mr. Speaker, that the gentle- 
man from Kentucky is to speak now. I simply yield the balance 
of my time to him to dispose of as he pleases. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have not concluded my argument, but I 
have consumed all the time that I desire to take from the contestee 
in this case, and I yield the balance of the time allotted to the 
minority to the gentleman from Kentucky, the contestee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi states that 
the remainder of the time on that side is reserved to the gentle- 
man from Kentucky, the contestee. 

Mr. MANN. Now, Mr. Speaker, I yield twenty minutes to the 
gentleman from Kentucky | Mr. BorREING]. 

Mr. BOREING. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state in the beginning 
of my remarks that I have neither the right nor the inclination 
to cast any reflections whatever upon the sitting member. Our 
relations have always been friendly and pleasant. Nor does the 
record justify me in saying anything derogatory of the integrity 
or honor of the contestee. 

This was an election, Mr. Speaker, held for the election of elect- 
ors for President and Vice-President, for governor of Kentucky, 
and members of the Fifty-seventh Congress of the United States. 
It must be remembered that this election was held under the 
Goebel election law when it was clothed with its fullest power 
to do evil. That law was enacted in contempt of the rights of 
the citizens and the liberties of the people. It has been inter- 
preted to afford the greatest opportunity for fraud upon a free 
and equal ballot. It has been administered to crush the public 
will by turning out the duly elected officers of the State of Ken- 
tucky and installing in their stead the defeated Democratic can- 
didates. 

Under the operation of the Goebel election law the election 
machinery of the State is an adjunct to the political organization. 
The central board, composed of three State commissioners, are a 
partisan political body elected by the legislature, which itself is 
elected under the most unjust apportionment law that ever dis- 
graced the statute books of any one of the forty-five great Com- 
monwealths of the Federal Union, an apportionment that dis- 
franchises one-half the Republican voters of Kentucky. Accord- 
ing to the showing of the Democratic board in Kentucky Mr. 
Beckham carried the election for governor by 3,500 majority; but 
out of 100 members of the State legislature the Republicans have 
26 and the Democrats 74. How do you figure this? It is by mak- 
ing the Republican districts twice, and in some instances three 
times, as large as Democratic districts. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, from this partisan State board emanates all 
power in Kentucky to hold elections, make returns thereof, to can~ 
vassand tabulate the votes, and try and dispose of contested-election 
cases. except the legislature itself is the board of trial of con- 
tested cases for governor and lieutenant-governor. The power 
goes out from tle State commissioners through the county com- 
missioners, to the officers in the precincts, who are clothed with 
the authority and charged with the duty of holding elections. 
These creatures of the parent board hold the elections and report 
back, through the county commissioners, to their masters. 

The State commissioners have the right at any time to remove 
the county commissioners and appoint others in their stead. The 
county commissioners have the right at any time to remove the 
election officers in the precinct and appoint others in their stead, 
and it has been the practice under the Goebel law, on the day be- 
fore election, for the county commissioners to make such changes 
as have been demanded by the Democratic organization. In the 
district of my colleague |Mr. Irwin], in the election of 1899, I 
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believe, on the night before the election they changed nearly 100 
of the election officers. 


Mr. IRWIN. They changed 87 
Mr. BC REING. Eighty-seven. And in like manner they re- 


moved the election officers in other counties. 
recordin this case discloses the fact that the same practice was con 
tinued in 1900. Now, neither the State commissioners nor the 
county commissioners are required to give any bond for the faithful 
performance of their duties. There is no provision in the Goeb 
election law to punish either a State commissioner or a couny 
commissioner for a violation of law. Ido not care whe the rT they 
are all three Democrats or whether they are two Democrats and 
one Republican; they are in the majority in the Stat al o the 
county boards; and it isnot true, as the gentleman from Alabama 
| Mr. Bowie] stated to-day, that one of these commissioners has 
always been a Republican. In my own county, where we have 
1,000 Republican majority, they gave us two Democrats and one 
Populist for county commissioners. 

But, Mr. Speaker, Iam speaking of the election law as it existed 
at the time this election was held. Itis not the same now. In 
the beginning of the campaign of 1900 the Democrats in Kentucky 
found themselves in a defenseless position before the people. They 
had in broad, open daylight held up and robbed the Republicans of 
their election for State officers after the State board had canvassed 
the returns, tabulated the vote, and given them their certificates 
of election. 

The same board that canvassed the vote and declared the re- 
suit, after having tabulated the vote and declared the result on 
the face of the returns, transformed themselves into a board of 
contest, in which capacity they exercised the judicial power 
granted to them by the Goebel election law, and threw out the 
vote of county after county, including the city of Louisville, dis- 
franchising one-fourth of the voters of the State, until they dis- 
posed of the Republican majority. So intense was the public 
sentiment against the Goebel law that even the Goebel Demo- 
crats, and especially the class of Democrats that went with the 
Goebel organization, because it seemed to be regular, would not 
approve of the methods practiced under its provisions. So mon- 
strous was this conduct that it grated upon the sens sibilitic s of 
the Goebel Democrats themselves. 

I may say here, Mr. Speaker, that a Kentuckian by instinct is 
an honest man, whether he is a Republican ora Democrat. Ken- 

uckians will not stand for office stealing by any party. They 
have something of the spirit of the Revolutionary fathers who 
believed that it was better to die than to live without civil liberty. 
So, notwithstanding my distinguished colleague from the First 
district of Kentucky in the Fifty-sixth Congress stood upon this 
floor and prophesied that the Goebel election law would stand 
forever as a monument to the memory of its framer, yet in less 
than six months perhaps after that utterance the legislature was 
convened in Kentucky for the purpose of repealing or modifying 
the Goebel election law. 

Mr. WHEELER. He will find a more fitting monument in his 
calumniators and slanderers, who are denouncing his memory 
after his death. 

Mr. BOREING. That prophecy is, perhaps, like your former 
prophecy. A Democrat is the worst prophet upon earth, because 
he always fixes the time for the fulfillment of his prophecy so 
near that he lives to witness the failure of his own predictions. 
| Laughter. ] 

Now, the legislature assembled in August and adjourned till 
October, and then they took down the most objectionable features 
of the Goebel election law; but they did not let that apply to the 
ensuing election. When the Goebel election law was enacted in 
Kentucky we had just had an election, and it was about eight 
months before another would occur. Yet the legislature put into 
operation what is known down there as ‘‘ the emergency clause.” 
We do not have any “‘ grandfather clause’’ in our constitution; 
but we have a very peculiar and a very convenient clause known 
as the *‘ emergency clause.”’ 

So. when the legislature of Kentucky enacted this law, notwith- 
standing it was eight months till an election, they applied ** the 
emergency clause,’ and why? To enable the existing legislature 
to appoint the State commissioners. But when they assembled to 
take down this law, notwithstanding it was less than thirty days 
before an election, they failed to apply the emergency clause.”’ 

Now. I put it to my colleagues and gentlemen on the other side 
of this House to answer this question: if the Democratic party— 
the Democratic organization in Kentucky—did not mean to use 
the Goebel law in the election of November, 1900, why did you 
not apply the ‘‘ emergency clause *’ and let it go into effect then? 
Why, Mr. Speaker, this legislature passed two bills. They passed 
one in reference to the ballot and one in reference to the election 
machinery: and to the act passed in reference to the ballot they 
dil apply the ** emergency clause,”’ letting that act go into effect 
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Mr. Speaker, the | 





at once, because the change in the ballot would tend to 

fuse the illiterate voter, ¢ pe i lly th col re ad‘ er. a | t rda 

pretext for throwing out his vot: But they wanted 1 th 

election machinery in one more electi they tl ry 

the right to make one mor ul.” p ised t] | 
Kentucky that they would be mon , 

This action was accepted by the Repu me asi 
tice that the Democrats intended to mal { ( 
the returns, if possible, that they had a 1 
tion with reference to the election of 1899 
from the Republicans by contest. they put then na 
bad attitude before the peop! of Kentucky and the f ‘ 
country; sothe Democratic organization adopted a differ 
for the vr of 1900, a lan of a multiplicity of a of 
larceny, instead of one act of grand larceny, which they had 
petrate “dd i fore. 

There are enough outcroppings in this record t 
facts. I do not mean to say that we did not have a fai 


in any precinct in Kentucky in 1900, but I do declare to thi 


and to the country that wherever we had a fair election | 
tucky it was attributable to the fact that the electi: Hcers W 
better than the law under which they acted. I fm 

that in the Third district, wher son cenbeat is mad he fa : 
disclosed by the record that they had some officers el 

that were as bad as the law. 

l refer especially to Hazelips Mills precinct. in which o 
Charley Jenkins figured, the district where they laid the Repub 
lican ballots in one pile and the Democratic ballots in ani 
and then this sweet-scented geranium, J: ~ ins. says, ** Let us s 
whether all these ballots are signed by the clerk of the election.” 
He looks at the Democratic pile and he finds only one. ‘* Well,” 


let us count it 
Let us lool 


Ka 


sa.d some Republican, *‘ that is a mistake; 
**Oh, no; I do not believe we ought to count it. 

the Republican pile.” 

And they find 21 there that this Democratic clerk had failed to 


t 


sign. Some Republican said, ‘** Well, that is a pretty slick trick 
Jenkins got angry, threatened to cut to nieces the man who im 
pugned any dishonesty to his motives. Now, if Jenkins was si 
cere in his anger, then he had made a mistake and that vote ought 
to have been counted. If he had method in his madness, then he 
had committed a corrupt act and still the ballots ought to have 
been counted. Ido not want to go into this legal discussion, as 
lawyers will never agree as to what the law is, and I speak as 
layman, but allow me to say this: There is nothing better settled 


in Kentucky than the doctrine that neither the 
fraud of election officers can deprive a citizen of 
and have his vote counted as it is cast. 

There is another doctrine well settled there, that it is the duty 
of an election officer to count the vote of every voter the way 
has been cast if the intention of the voter can be determined from 
the ballot. Acting upon these two lines of doctrine, a majority of 
your committee have reached the finding that if we 
votes according to this doctrine it elects McKenzie 


ignorance nor the 


his right to vote 


count the 


Moss 


« ; ] 
and does 


not elect John Rhea, the sitting member; consequently, they 
have not considered it necessary to go into the investigation of all 
the frauds that have been alleged and proven in this record. 
There is another instance of an election officer who is as bad as 
the law in the person of Charles Wright. I believe that is in th: 


Police Court precinct. What do we 
of concession as the distinguished gentleman from Chicago 
admits that no fraud is proven Well, it is a fact tha no 
witness testifies that he pond Charles Wright put those mark 


find? Iam not quite as full 


there 


i 

the margin of those ballots, but to my mind, Mr. Speaker, there i 

the strongest kind of circumstantial proof that he did « It 

isin proof inthis record that the Republican sheriff was engaged 
at the end of a long hall receiving the voters 

It is in proof in this record that the Republican judge was given 


a registration book, and he was poring over that with his specta 


cles on, trying so see that everything conformed to it; and het 
Charlie Wright, with a lead pencil in one hand and astencil i 
other, getting in his work. Why, it is like the old man’s « 
trap down in North Carolina. He caught them comin’ and gw 
[tis in proof that he was the custodian of the ballot 
gave out these ballots to the voters, that he had an opportunity to 
commit this fraud, and that he was the only man who did 
an opportunity to put those marks upon the ballots. It is in 
proof that he was the first to discover them. It is ret ible 
that the very man who is suspected of making these marks di 
covers them first. Just like the clerk in the other precin vhen 
he failed to sign the ballots, he was the first to investigate i 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman hac expired. 

Mr. BOREING. Can I have a few moments more? 

Mr. MANN. Haw much longer time does the gentleman 
want? 

Mr. BOREING. Not over ten minutes, and maybe five 
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Mr. MANN. I vield the gentleman ten minutes more. 
Mr. BOREING. Mr. Speaker. there is method in all this; 
~ ree 


there is design in all this. They always made their marks to af- 
fect a few Democratic votes as well as Republican votes. You 
know that in order to make a lie go you have to put a little truth 
in it, 
Now. it always worked out to the detriment of the Republicans 
nd to the advantage of the Democrats; but it shows and tends 


to show just what we have always believed in Kentucky, that if 
we had been given a perfectly fair vote and a fair count in all 
the precincts that Mr. Yerkes would have been elected governor 
and Mr. Beckham would not have been elected governor. But I 
have no time to go further into this line of discussion. It has 
been said on the other side that Mr. Moss is a pretended Repub- 
lican. I regret that such flings as that should come from the 
other side, because it is always in bad taste fora party or a church 
to abuse a man after he has left it. It is sufficient to say that 
McKenzie Moss has repudiated your doctrine, condemned your 
methods, and walked from under your jurisdiction, and it is too 
late now for you to undertake to arraign him and try him for 
political heresy, and however unsatisfactory his politics may be 
to the party that he went out from, they are eminently satisfac- 
tory to the party with whom he has cast his fortune and with 
whom he will affiliate in the future. 

But I want to tell you, Mr. Speaker, that he came not alone 
when he walked out from under the dominion of Goebelism in 
Kentucky. Along with him came a large per cent of the best 
talent. the best culture, and the best standing of the Democratic 
party. Along with him came most of the former leaders of the 
Democratic party. Along with him came 75 per cent of the old 
Confederate soldiers in Kentucky, who refused to stand for the 
Goebel law or the Goebel methods in elections. All these men 
have not joined the Republican party, but they did all join in 
condemning Goebelism. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, we have only to count the vote as the voter 
intended to cast it in order to seat the contestant in this case. 
The majority of the committee have been exceedingly fair in 
reaching their conclusion, in my opinion, and the law of the case 
has been fully and ably presented by the distinguished attorneys 
who have spoken for the majority report. I deem it unnecessary 
to attempt further to discuss the facts, and I have the utmost 
confidence in the jury that is to try this case. Whether the law- 
yers will all agree about the law or not I do not know; but Iam 
confident of one thing—that the jury will be able to find a ver- 
dict from the facts. [Applause on the Republican side. } 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I trust that the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. Fox] will consume some of his time at present. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. BuRKETT). Does the gentle- | 


man from Mississippi desire to use some time now? 

Mr. FOX. I will ask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr, Mann] 
if he desires to use any more of his time? 

Mr. MANN. Not at present. 

Mr. FOX. Mr. Speaker, it will be impossible for the contestee 
| Mr. Rhea of Kentucky] to conclude his remarks to-day. I have 
already yielded the entire time remaining to the minority, two 
hours, to the gentleman from Kentucky. It would be unpleasant 
and inconvenient to him to make a part of his argument this 
afternoon and a part to-morrow. In view of this fact, I hope that 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] will move that the House 
do now adjourn. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I stated tothe gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi this morning that this very complication would arise un- 
less the gentleman from Kentucky, the contestee, should address 
the House at the time the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Fox] 
comme nced. 

[ think the House has exercised great patience in extending the 
time for the debate in the case. At my request this morning the 
House consented to give the extension of one hour on aside, which 
was purely for the purpose of accommodating the gentleman from 
Kentucky as to time, and it hardly seems to me a fair thing to 
the House to make the request which the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi now prefers. 

Ve have acted in the very best of faith toward the gentlemen, 
in endeavoring to accommodate them so that all the members of 
the minority of the committee might have opportunity to be heard, 
and so that the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Rhea] might 
have the very unusual time of two hours in which to discuss the 
case. I think the gentleman from Kentucky might well pro- 
ceed. The House is pretty well filled now, and will undoubtedly 
become much better filled as soon as the gentleman commences 
his speech. Imyself am not willing that the House adjourn now. 
I think it is only fair to the House that the gentleman proceed. 

Mr. FOX. We are not complaining of any treatment of the 
House. The action of the House has been sdtisfactory, as to time 
and all that. It would bea great convenience to the contestee 
and, it seems to me, a favor that might very well be granted. | 
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ask unanimous consent that the remainder of this argument be 
postponed until to-morrow. ; 

Mr. MANN. Well, Mr. Speaker, it has been the custom of the 
House ever since I have been here to close up an election case 
within twodays. Asa matterof accommodation to the minority, 
we originally planned that the vote should be taken upon to- 
morrow, so that more time might be devoted to debate, and then 
have allowed a portion of to-morrow in addition for debate, and 
because the business of the House is already delayed and we have 
not the right to ask further time in this case I must object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the 
contestee has two hours and five minutes and the contestant one 
hour and eighteen minutes of time remaining. 

Mr. MANN. Ihope the gentleman from Kentucky will pro- 
ceed. Of course I understand that he fears that breaking into 
his argument will make a difference; but I think the gentleman 
from Kentucky enjoys an opportunity which he might well seek— 
of having the House fresh to-morrow when he closes his argument. 

Mr. RHEA of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, it has been my hope 
and purpose in addressing this House touching a matter which 
not so much personally concerns myself as it does the great State 
of Kentucky that I should be able to present reasons, not invec- 
tive, to the jury which is to decide my fate, and that I might be 
indulged the poor privilege of having at least a respectable num- 
ber of the jury present to hear me; but when one is caught between 
Scylla and Charybdis he must do the best he can. 

It would be a sad day for the American people if election con- 
tests were to be decided from purely partisan standpoints. It 
would be untrue if I were to say that 1 did not believe a Demo- 
crat could get a fair hearing at the hands of an Election Com- 
mittee whose majority is opposed to him in politics, or a fair 
hearing in the House where the majority is against him. 

It would also be a great mistake to assume that neither the 
Elections Committee nor the House could make a mistake in its 
findings. It was never my purpose to assail the committee or 
accuse the House of having been influenced in its determination 
of this case by political bias. Therefore I regret that the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Illinois in opening this debate deemed 
it necessary to assure the House that the committee was not con- 
trolled by partisan bias. I am reminded, however, that authority 
venerated among men hoary with age and entitled to as much 
acceptation as an election-contest speech in the House has said 
that *‘ the wicked flee when no man pursueth.”’ 

The question to be determined here, and the question I am 
ready to meet, is whether, under the statute laws of Kentucky, 
controlling its elections, the right of each and every legal voter 
who presented himself at his polling place to cast one vote and 
have it counted as he casts it was violated in an election which 


| on its face gave me the certificate to hold the seat which up to 


this moment I am entitled to. If by fraud, injustice, or partisan- 
ship I believed I was returned to this House I would scorn to hold 
the place here. [Loud applause on the Democratic side.] Iam 
not reduced to the personal extremity that a mere salary of about 
$400 a month would induce me to hold on with tenacity to a place 
to which I was not elected. I have the pride which ought to ani- 
mate every man that holds a place on this floor. That pride 
would go down in humiliation and defeat if I had the knowledge 
that a majority of the electors did not send me here. 

I regret—I say it sincerely—I regret that my colleague from 
Kentucky, Judge BoREING, has played the part he did in this con- 
test. Ishallnotsay anything unkind of himorabouthim. Ishall 
not even deal in kind against his political associates in the State 
of Kentucky. I shall not be taken from the true issue involved 
here, to answer the purely bitter partisan arraignment of my po- 
litical associates in Kentucky, further than to say that his speech 
disclosed the fact that he is both partisan and ignorant of the 
election law in Kentucky. I took his language, and he said this: 

That the Republican party was held up and the Republicans robbed of the 
State offices in 1899 after they had won them and the State board of election 
commissioners had issued to them the certificates, and that that was done 
under and pursuant to the provisions of the Goebel election law. 





For more than a hundred years, indeed since that great Gom- 
monwealth which he and myself both represent adopted its first 
constitution, the law in regard to a contest and its settlement for 
the offices of governor and lieutenant-governor has given to the 
general assembly final and exclusive jurisdiction. 

Mr. BOREING. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. RHEA of Kentucky. I can not, and I will not. 

Mr. BOREING. I thought yor would not. 


Mr. RHEA of Kentucky. Yes; you are right. [Applause on 
the Democratic side. } 

Had William Goebel never been born on this earth; had he 
never left that other great Commonwealth of Pennsylvania to seek 
his fortune in Kentucky; had he never trod its clover-blossomed 
fields; had Kentucky sunshine never bathed his pale brow; had 

| he never drawn inspiration from the eyes of her fair women, the 
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law invoked and the law which settled that contest would have 
been the same. 

Just for a brief while I shall endeavor, not to defend, because it 
needs no defense, but to explain to those who do not know the 
changes that were made in the election laws of Kentucky as they 
existed from time immemorial, by the law known as the Goebel 
election law. There is not in any Commonwealth inthis glorious 
Union a nonpartisan election board—not one but what the ma 
jority party in that Commonwealth enact all its laws, the election 
laws included, and not one to which commits the conduct and 
control of its elections to its political opponents who are in the 
minority. 

Now, under the old law, as I said, from the inception, from 
the adoption of the first constitution in Kentucky, where 
contests ever arose over the governor or the lieutenant-governor, 
it was committed to the general assembly. It was not in any 
wise changed by the Goebel election law. Now, the law from 
time immemorial in contests for State offices less than governor 
and lieutenant-governor, the canvassing board, the contest board, 
was composed of the governor, the attorney-general, the auditor, 
the secretary of state, and the treasurer of the State. It has 
never occurred in the history of Kentucky that the State offices 
in Kentucky have been divided between two political parties, so 
that necessarily whichever party won at the election the election 
machinery was, in that sense, purely partisan, and the politics 
of those charged with the administration of the law and the set- 
tling of the contest rendered them more or less partisan in their 
judgment and decision. 

In the selection of officers to canduct the election on election 
day under the late law, the county judge, one man in each county, 
was charged with the sole duty of selecting all the election offi- 
cers, judge, sheriff, and clerk. In that selection he was only re- 
stricted by the statute which said he should make an equal divi- 
sion between the two dominant political parties, or the two 
political parties that cast the highest vote at the last general elec- 
tion in the Commonwealth; that is, one judge should bea Repub 
lican and one a Democrat, and a like division existed between the 
offices of sheriff and clerk; and that notwithstanding the fact that 
pretty nearly—I may say, in 99 out of 100 cases the county judge 
who made the selection was a candidate for reelection at the time 
himself. thereby selecting those who were to pass upon his own 
case in the coming election. 

The canvassing board under the old law was the county judge, 
the county clerk, the county sheriff, all three of whom were fre- 
quently, as is known to every Kentucky member on this floor, 
candidates for reelection. The law said that when you come to 
canvass the vote as to county judges, the county judge shall stand 
aside and the clerk and sheriff shall render the return and write 
the certificate; and when you come to the county clerk’s office, 
the clerk shall stand aside and the judge and the sheriff shall ren- 
der the result: and when you come to the sheriff, the sheriff shall 
stand aside and the judge and the clerk shall ascertain and de- 
clare the result. But if men would forget their duty and proceed 
along partisan lines purely, how easy would it be for a common 
understanding between the three for the judge to say to the clerk 
and the sheriff, ‘* You count me in and I will count you in;’’ and 
so all along the line. 

Now, the change made by the Goebel law was that instead of 
the governor, etc., constituting the canvassing board for the 
State and the board for the contest of offices less than the gov- 
ernor and lieutenant-governor, there was selected by the general 
assembly three State commissioners who didthis. The change in 
the county machinery was that instead of the county judge ap- 
pointing the officers and the county judge and sheriff and clerk 
constituting a canvassing board to issue certificates, the State 
commissioners named three commissioners for the county, who 
did this work. 

I can not undertake to say what the court in London, Laurel 
County, Ky.. did, but I do undertake to assert, upon my word as 
a member of this House, that in no election accurring in the 
Third Congressional district of Kentucky has that county board 
been composed of all Democrats, but that two of them were Dem- 
ocrats and one a Republican, and that the records will show that 
a Republican was appointed upon the recommendation of the 
local Republican committee of each county. 

If, in the judginent of that State board, it found it necessary to 
keep a Republican off in the county of my colleague [Mr. Bore- 
ING}. I am not responsible, nor are the voters of my Congressional 
district. But the Goebel election law did not remove, or attempt 
to remove, one safeguard thrown around the ballot box by the 
State law. It still commanded that the election officers should be 
equally divided between the two political parties. It still gave to 
each political party not only a division of the election officers, but 
it gave each party the right to have an inspector and a challenger 
named by the Republican organization of each county who could 
be present at the polls and in the polling places from the time the 
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first vote was deposited u { ite \ If 
any county in the Third Cor ional district ¢] 1 
this record fails to disclose it 1 it « ; EL] 
the Re public an orga Za ni ! »>TLA } 
son to be present at the polling p! 

Now, none of us—none of you any n 
from political bia Determine how ly 
of all political feeling in forming our jud ndw 
verdicts, we can not doit. Itcreeps in v oftentin 
and displays itself in the ardor of del \ al and 
able friend, Judge SmitH of Iowa, on $ lsu 
himself and that side of the Chamber—forgot that was a 
in his argument and became a Republican advoca L adh 
his genius, his ability, and his kindly good nat his } 
ical bias just exuded out of the pores of hi and 
help it. |Laughter. | 

When he was being interrogated on the flo uching tl 
turns from the county of Warren and asked why it was that 
Republican officials at these polling places did not make t 
turns that our contention is the Kentucky statute and the K 
tucky courts say must be made in order to give validity to th 
called contested ballot, he said in distinct language that unde 
operations of the Goebel law we had all the sheriffs; that the law 
was so written as to put the appointment in the power of Dem 
cratic hands, and that the Democratic commissioners used the law, 
as he says, so that at every polling place the Democrats had th 
sheriff, who was the arbiter in dispute, and the Republicans had 
the clerk, who could do nothing but write the ballot. That is h 
exact language as printed in the Recorp. 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Will the gentl ad the lan 
from the Recorp. if that is the exact langua 

Mr. RHEA of Kentucky. I hate to take tl ime. but I know 
what I am talking about. 

Here it is: 


Mr. Samira of Iowa. I willanswer t q It ! 
of good, because you say the law of Kentuck ! 
to by all the election officers, and you had the cont ¢ factor 
board; you had one judge and the sheriff in ea 


| Applause on the Democratic side. | 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I submit that that is not either in sul 


stance or in letter the language as the gentleman stated i 

Mr. RHEA of Kentucky. I do not hear tl entleman’s 1 
mark. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I submit that the language jj; read 
not either literally or in substance the language as before stat 
by the gentleman. 

Mr. RHEA of Kentucky. That is a mere quibble You wi 
discussing (and I was referring to it) the returns from the sixt! 
election precinct in the city of Bowling Green, where these I 
tested and so-called uncounted ballots were sent up. The ver 
question and the answer (if I had the time to go into the mat 


would show—all the colloquy led upt »it—that the statement wa 
made on our side that if it was an intentional fraud that 


turn was withheld it was within the power of the Republica 
election officers there to sign the return and have the Democ1 
refuse; and you gave that answer to that statement, in 
say at that time we had the sheriff. 

Now, I undertake to say that at four of the polli pla 
whence come these disputed and contested ballots you had th 
controlling factor, and your own evidence discloses it. In Ele« 


tric Light precinct, No. 20, you had J. H. Thompson, a Republican 
sheriff; at Police Court Room, 21, you had F. N. Downer, a Rey 

lican sheriff; at Gas House, 22, you had W. H. Hawkins, a R: 
lican sheriff; and at precinct 18 you had T. C. Garret 

Republican sheriff. At only one precinct where any consid 
number of ballots appear in this record as contested or 1 ted 
had the Democrats the control of the election machinery; and 
under the election law of Kentucky controlling that election 


which has been the law since Kentucky was a State, if a diffi 
ence arises between the judges as to the right of a voter to vot 
or as to the legality of a ballot which is voted and taken out of 
the box, the sheriff of the election has the controlling vote in 
that disagreement. 

[I understand it is admitted that unless all the 1] 
counted for that were at the polling place on el day 1 
tain conclusion can be arrived at as to these contested 
Now, let us see what your report show Her the report of 
the majority; let us test it by that at it is conceded 
by the majority of the committee that « y ballot that was in 
the box at any polling place where a cont rose on the morning 
when the election was opened must be accounted for in the return 
or else you can not arrive at a true conclusion as to what wa 
what was not done with the contested ballots. Now, let us tak 
the Electric Light precinct: 
Number of ballots counted as valid - 4 
Number of ballots questioned or rejected 





pe “quodied * . ccccsoe : . , 1U 


Number of ballots marke 





The ballots counted as valid, with those questioned or rejected 
and those marked “ _ iled,’’ make the total number 374. 


and destroyed after the polls closed, none. 


418 





i 1 b. c 
Yow, tell me what became of the difference between 374 ballots 
counted and 418 ballots that appeared at that polling place on 
election day. Youcan not do it, but perhaps I can. 

The evidence of John E. Dubose, witness and attorney—not to 
eared much as a lawyer, but most dangerous as a witness 


hter]|—the evidence of John E. Dubose taken in this con- 


it i i a 





test—the man who appear d 1 before your committee to argue the 
contestant’s case—discloses the fact, on cross-examination, that 
he and the contestant who sits there had these ballots in their 
P ASRS val 


says that the ballots shall be kept sealed and inviolate; 
surrendered to no man except a court of jurisdiction competent 
try the contest. Yet this man is forced to admit, because he 
knew we knew it—he is forced to admit on cross-examination that 
; 


eand t contestant went into the clerk’s office, the clerk being 
a partisan of the conte stant, as well as the custodian of the bal- 
lots, and that he and the cor ant were there permitted to handle 
these ballots. Thate xpli Lins a difference hetween 374, the num- 


ber accounted for, and 418. the number in the books. 

»w, I maintain, under the concession of gentlemen who agree 
with the contest a side of this case, that if all these ballots are 
not accounted for, then no conclusion can be arrived at touching 
these questioned or rejected ballots. I ask gentlemen on that 
side of the Chamber, then, what they will do with the Electric 
Light precinct in the face of this discrepancy of 26 and 18—44 
hi ullot . Gone where? I don’t know. Neverin the possession of 
anybody but the clerk, who was the contestant’s supporter and 
partisan, and the contestant and his lawyers. What will you do 
with that when the committee that reports sixty odd votes of the 
100 returned ** contested’ ought to be counted for the contestant 
in order to give him the 21 majority that they say he is entitled to? 

Now, I want to take up a little of the law of this case and no- 
tice for a while some of the law relied on by the distinguished 
gentleman from Iowa, Judge SmirtH. His contention is that the 

louse is not bound by the statutes of a State touching the con- 
ict of its e ele ‘tions; is not bound by the law as laid down by its 
highest courts of adjudicature construing those statutes, and for 
that he cites from McCrary on Elections, a most learned law- 
giver, who has written, perhaps, the best treatise in the English 
SaneUnGS, as was said by Judge SMITH, on the subject of elec- 
tions. Thisis the law Judge SMITH cites to uphold his contention: 

The statute of Alabama, defining the powers and duties of the board of 
county canvassers, or supervisors of elections, provides as follows: 

That it shail be the ‘duty of the board of supervisors of elections, upon 
good and sufficient evidence that fraud has been perpetrated, or unlawful 
or wrongful means resorted to to prevent e lectors from freely and fearlessly 
‘asting their ballots, to reject such illegal or fraudulent votes cast at any 
such polling place, which rejection so made as aforesaid shall be final unless 
appeal is taken within ten days to the probate courts.” 

He cites further from the report of the committee of the House, 
of which Judge McCrary was perhaps a member at that time. 
Touching upon this Alabama case, the committee in its report says: 

In the opinion of the committee, it is not competent for the legislature of 
a State to declare what shall or shall not be considered by the House of Re P- 
resenta tives as evidence to show the actual votes cast in any district for 
member of Congress, much less to declare that the decision of a board of 
county canvassers, rejecting a given vote, shall estop the House from fur 
ther inquiry. The fact, therefore, that no app “al was taken from the deci 
sion of the board of canvassers rejecting the vote of Girard precinct can 
not preclude the House from going behind the returns and considering the 
effect of the evidence presented. “From this evidence we conclude that box 
o. 1 was improperly rejected by the board. 

What does that decide? It simply says, which everybody knows 
to be true, that no power rests in the legislature of the State of 
Kentucky or the State of Alabama to say: If you do not do a cer- 
tain thing by a certain day you can not wage a contest before 
the Congress of the United States touching the seat of a member 
therein: if you do not appeal to some court by a certain day 
your right cf appeal to the Congress will be denied. Certainly 
nobody was ever so foolish as to contend that the House would 
be bound by any such statute as that, because the Congress of 
the United States has lodged in it exclusive and final jurisdiction 
of all contests arising over the right of a member to his seat on 
the floor of the House; and no State legislature could enact a law 
requiring that an appeal should be taken from the canvassing 
board to some court of the Commonwealth or of the county be- 
fore the right of appeal would lie to the Congress of the United 
States on a contest. So it proves nothing. 

Now. what has the Ke mtucky court and the Kentucky statute 
said? It does not say, you must do this, that, or the other, else 
you can not carry the record to the Congress of the United States. 
It simply says that in order to validate a return, in order to give 
authenticity to a return, in order to constitute a return, that cer- 
tain prerequisites must be complied with. In other words, that 
if a ballot is contested and either counted or rejected, and it is to 
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be made the basis of a contest before the canvassing board or be- 
fore Congress, that in order to identify that ballot before the can- 
vassing board of the county, you must keep it separate and apart 
from all other ballots retutned. 

You must inclose it in a sealed envelope, you must seal that en- 
velope with sealing wax and put the county election seal upon it, 
and you must indorse across the face of that seal your names as 
elec o m officers; and a true statement must accompany these bal- 
lots showing how many there are, whether counted in whole or in 
part, 1 ind if counted in part, for whom and how many. Now,I 
want the gentleman from Illinois who will conclude this case to 
tell me how a canvassing board, a committee of Congress, or the 
House itself can determine that a ballot hes been contested and 
either counted or not counted unless something is done to or con- 
cerning that ballot to identify it when it gets before the county 
can assing board or be fore the committee of this House or the 
House itself. 

Will it do to say that the general return, as has been argued 
here, which is written in the back of the poll book, which states 
how many votes were cast for the Democratic electors for Presi- 
dent and Vice-President, naming them by name; how many for 
the Republicans, naming them by name: how many for Yerkes, the 
Republican candidate for governor; a many for Bec kham, 
the Democratic candidate; how many for Mr. Moss, and how 
many for me and for the other candidates for those offices, 
merely saying that there were 100 contested ballots? Can any- 
body determine from that? I ask any member of this House, can 
you take such a return as that and simply because you find in a 
sack sent up with the other returns a lot of ballots without any 
other mark of identification or any other certification from those in 
charge of the election, and either count in whole or in part, or 
reject in whole or in part, and send them up for future investi- 
gation in the absence of any mark made by these gentlemen iden- 
tifying them—can this House undertake to say what those ballots 
are or what was or what was not done with or concerning them? 
I do not think it can be done. 

sut it is said that if the contention of the contestee here is the 
correct one, then a fair election and an honest return could be for- 
ever prevente “l by the dominant party in control of the polls in 
Kentucky. Let us see about that, Mr. Speaker. Let us apply it 
to the case in hand. 

All the contested ballots come from the county of Warren, and 
95 per cent of them from the precincts within the city of Bowling 
Green. Noc omp aint is made that any injustice was done in the 
selection of election officers at either one of these precincts. No 
suggestion of fraud is intimated in the record or notice of contest 
or the brief of attorneys except as to the action of possibly three 
men, but none is intimated against the manner of their appoint- 
ment or against the intelligence or loyalty of those representing 
the Republican party. 

Now, if it had been the purpose of the Democratic officials to 
refuse to execute the law, in order that they might beget an un- 
true and an unrighteous result, then those Republicans had it 
absolutely in their power to have made the fraud so apparent to 
this House that you would not have found this contestee here ask- 
ing you to consider his case. How? They could have made the 
return required by the statute. They could have said to the re- 
maining Democratic officials, ‘* Hereisthelaw. Write this return 
and indorse your name on this official envelope, containing these 
ballots,’’ and if those Democrats had refused to do it it would not 
have been necessary to seek the extraordinary processes of a court 
of chancery or the writ of mandamus. The fraud would have 
been so apparent that every honest man in Bowling Green and 
Warren County would have risen in rebellion,‘and the mere pres- 
entation of suc h a record as that would have been conclusive as 
to what was the purpose of those Democrats who refused to obey 
the law. But how do our friends, the enemy, seek to avoid that? 
Oh, they say that Charlie Wright, up in the Police Court-House 
precinct, said, ‘‘ Damn it, if you do not count these votes and put 
them in here and sign the returns, I will not sign anything.”’ 

Now, the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Powrrs] went ahead to 
read a statement from Mr. Downer, in which Mr. Downer said 
that he had never served as an election officer before. I will add 
my personal word about Mr. Downer. He is one of the most 
intelligent, upright, courageous men I know; a man of large busi- 
ness interests; not a street vagabond. not an election bummer 
picked up by a Democratic election commission who would serve 
their purpose either by reason of ignorance or cowardice, but a 
most reputable man; and had the contestant dared make use of 
the privilege I tried to get him to exercise—to be heard in his own 
behalf—I would have forced him to admit that my personal trib- 
ute to Frank Downer is atrue one. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. | 

That is the answer, though, that somebody said, ‘‘ Oh. if you do 
not do this, I will not do the other.’* Well, if they had not done 
the other there could not have been any return at all, and if the 
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Democrats had refused for that reason, especially, because the 
Republicans refused to coincide with them upon the legality of 
some vote or the illegality of another, the statement of Frank 
Downer would have been conclusive of the fraud. It isthe merest 


pettyfogging to make such an argument to this House. It isa 
special plea that is not worthy of a police-court lawyer. It is in- 


sulting to the intelligence of the American Congress to say that 
Republicans like Frank Downer and Erasmus Motley and others 
who presided over and protected the Republican interests at the 
polls submitted to this thing either through fear or coercion, and 
wrote anything or refrained from writing anything that Charlie 
Jenkins or Charlie Wright or some others suggested to them. 

The committee pays me the personal compliment—for which I 
return my gratitude and thanks—to say that it finds nothing in 
the record that affects my character as a man or a member of 
this House. I say to the committee that I thank them for that 
personal estimate; but I should be untrue to myself, knowing 
these Democrats as I do and knowing this record as I know it, to 
let the charge of fraud and corruption and forfeiture of their 
oaths be hurled at them, and escape through a fulsome compli- 
ment of this committee. I accept the fate of my political breth- 
ren in Kentucky and my district. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] Iam no better than my party or its humblest honest voter. 
| Applause on the Democratic side.|_ They stand for honesty and 
for purity as much as I do, and if by this record they are to be 
impeached, then I will share a common fate with them. 

When the committee gets into my own county of Logan, where 
the fiercest onslaught was made in the notice of contest, in the 
argument of contestant’s attorneys and in the attempted evi- 
dence, it finds that gross frauds were perpetrated. Inasmuch as 
a brother of mine was a Democratic elections commissioner, it 
may fairly be assumed I am responsible for certain things. I 
want to say now that he did all he did at my suggestion. He did 
nothing I would not have done, and he did nothing any honest 
man ought to refuse to do for his party. The committee says 
that it finds that the grossest fraud was perpetrated in precinct 
No. 20, in Logan County, Ferguson precinct, and it prints the re- 
turns to show that everything went wrong down there. Here is 
the report: 

This charge of conspiracy to commit fraud relates to a number of precincts 
in Logan County. It is quite certain that the Kentucky law requiring an 
equal division of the precinct election officers between opposing political par 
ties was neither properly nor honestly obeyed by the county election board 
in Logan County. It is also quite certain that in a number of the precincts 
the conduct of the officers of election is subject tocriticism. For instance, in 
Ferguson precinct the Democratic clerk of election conducted himself ina 
paren reprehensible manner. Itischarged that in this precinct a num 

er of persons who voted the Republican ticket made out the proper affi 
davits in accordance with the statute after being challenged, but that never 
theless their ballots were not counted, and that the officers of the election 
conducted the election without regard to the law and wholly in the interest 
of the-contestee and against the interest of the contestant. : 

The certificate of return by the election officers in this precinct of itself at 
least casts suspicion on, if it does not condemn the action of, the election 
officials in the precinct. 

They made the following return: 

Number of ballots counted as valid... . 2.002 ccc cccccncecccn cecees 
Number of ballots questioned or rejected _...........-..- 
Number of ballots marked “ spoiled” 


Whole number of ballots cast. -..... - ; 
Number of ballots not used and destroyed after the polls closed_......... % 


Total number of ballots in this book ‘ 360 


The evidence discloses the fact that in a large Democratic pre- 
cinct a Democratic clerk, with the very able assistance of a Repub- 
lican inspector, Bill Darby, whom I have known all my life, im- 
bibed too much whisky and got drunk and conducted himself 
improperly; and the evidence discloses that other Democratic 
officials at that polling place and Democrats on the outside tried to 
get him to vacate his place and let some one else go in and con- 
duct the election. But he was simply in a drunken condition, and 
to say my political friend and my personal friend, in an attempt 
to perpetrate fraud, being a man of enough intelligence to fill the 
place of clerk, would intentionally make such a return as that, to 
be seen of all men, is so preposterous on its face that it is idle for 
anybody to talk about it. 

1 admit that the return is in such a shape that no credence 
could or ought to have been given toit. I admit that by reason 
of his drunken condition such things occurred there as would at 
least throw a suspicion of fraud—not actual, but legal, technical 
fraud—around about it and to render the return wholly uncer- 
tain; to make it impossible for either the canvassing board, per- 
haps, or the board of this House to determine what was the true 
result at that polling place. I recognized that fact and intro- 
duced proof to show the true vote. Recognizing that the value 
of the returns had been destroyed, I put on the stand or ac- 
counted for 144 voters, who testified under oath that they were 
there present on that day, legal voters, and cast their votes for 
me. 

I accounted for all but 9 of the votes claimed for me in that 
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precinct. ‘‘ McCrary on Elections *’ says you may destroy the 
returns, utterly blot them out, but every legal voter has the right 
to establish the fact that he voted that day. and he get credit for 
it. ButI told you Dubose is more dangerous as a witness than 


I 


as a lawyer. Dubose did not know that, having destroyed t 
validity of the returns, if it was thrown out it would also thi 
out the 85 votes for his man. I proved yw nine votes ¢ 


t nh 
all that were claimed for me, but he never put on the witt 
stand a single voter to prove a vote for Mo 
do not disturb this return, be the 
the whole return it would knock out Moss’s 85 
would go the majority of 21 which they give him L 
plause on the Democratic side. | 
Mr. Speaker, it is now 5 o'clock, and I would ask ¢] 
of the House to quit now, to enable me to conclude t 
{Loud applause on the Democrati 
Mr. MANN. I hope that may be accorded to the gentl 
Mr. Speaker. 


ause 11 


. } 
side 


ENROI 
Mr. WACHTER. from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills o 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 
H. R. 6018. An act granting a pension to Lue Emma McJunkin: 
H. R. 7074. An act granting a pension to Benjamin F. Draper: 
H. R. 5289. An act granting a pension to Malvina C. Stith: 
H. R. 5543. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
W. Skinner; 


LED 


BILLS SIGNED. 





H. R. 4260. An act to correct the military record of James A. 
Somerville; 

H. R. 1529. An act granting an increase of pension to John G 
3rower; 

H. R. 3272. An act granting an increase of pension to Israel P. 


Covey; 
H. R. 4456. 
H. R. 2673. 
H. R. 
F. Key; 
H. R. 4488, 
Whitcher: 
H. R. 9227. 
Shafer: 


An act granting a pension to Ruth B. Osborne: 
3. Anact granting an increase of pension to John Vale; 
11145. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 


An act granting an increase of pension to Selden E, 


An act granting an increase of pension to Frederick 


H. R. 9397. An act granting a pension to John 8. Lewis; 
H. R. 8293. An act granting a pension to Amanda Jacko; 
H. R. 7823. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob D. 


Caldwell; and 
H. R. 3148. An act for a marine hospital at Buffalo, N. Y. 
LEAVE OF 
3y unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
BurTON, for four days, on account of important business. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

3y unanimous consent, Mr. FITZGERALD obtained leave to with- 
draw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, the pa- 
pers in the case of James L. Proctor, Fifty-seventh Congress, no 
adverse report having been made thereon. 

By unanimous consent, Mr. MAYNARD obtained leave to with- 
draw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, the 
papers in the case of James McGreevey. Fifty-sixth Congress, no 
adverse report having been made thereon. 

By unanimous consent, Mr. DE GRAFFENREID obtained leave 
to withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, 
the papers in the case of Ferguson M. Burton, Fifty-sixth Con- 
gress, no adverse report having been made thereon. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad- 
journ. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 59 
minutes p.m.) the House adjourned. , 


ABSENCE. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the resident com 
missioner from Porto Rico, transmitting a copy of a resolution of 
the executive council of Porto Rico relating to postal savings 
banks, was taken from the Speaker’s table, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Insular Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIIT, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees. deliv- 
ered to the Clerk. and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. WEEKS, from the Committee on Claims. to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 10140) for the relief of Henry 
La Croix, of Algonac, Mich., reported the same with amendnrent, 
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accompanied by a report (No. 1172); which said bill and report | 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- | 


ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 4399) to reimburse the State 
f Wyoming for money expended by the Territory of Wyoming 
in protecting and preserving the Yellowstone National Park dur- | 


ing the years 1884, 1885, and 1886, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1173); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. NEVIN, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8546) to grant jurisdiction 
and authority to the Court of Claims in the case of Southern 
Railway Lighter No. 10, her cargoes, etc., reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1174); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. OTEY. from the Committee on Claims, to which was 





r red the bill of the House (H. R. 3728) for the relief of 
Noah Dillard, of the State of Connecticut, reported the same 





with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1175); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. NEVIN, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 4534) for the relief of Joseph 
A. Jennings, reported the same with amendments, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1176); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. OTEY, from the Committee on Claims, towhich was referred 
the bill of the House (H. R. 6830) authorizing and directing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to pay to the heirs of Peter Johnson cer- 
tain money due him for carrying the mail, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1177); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4178) for the relief of Austin 
A. Yates, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1178); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. STORM, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the Senate (S. 567) for the relief of H. B. Mat- 
teosian, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 1179); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BREAZEALE: A bill (H. R. 12939) to authorize the 
parish of Bienville, La., to construct and maintain a wagon and 
foot bridge acruss Loggy Bayou, in the parish of Bienville, State 
of Louisiana—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com 
merce. 

By Mr. IRWIN: A bill (H. R. 12940) creating a commission to 
inquire into the corslition of the colored people of the United 
States—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: A bill (H. R. 12941) defining what 
shall constitute a discovery of and providing for assessments on 
oil mining claims—to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. MOODY of Oregon: A bill (H. R. 12942) for the relief 
of the various tribes of Indians and individual Indians in the 
United States, and for other purposes—to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

By Mr. MEYER of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 12943) to erect a 
monument on the Chalmette battle ground, in St. Bernard Parish, 
La.—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 12944) providing for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Kirksville, Mo.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MARTIN: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 169) provid- 
ing for the publication of 1,000 copies of Preliminary Description 


of the Geology and Water Resources of the Southern Half of the | 


Black Hills—to the Committee on Printing. 
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PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. BOWERSOCKE: A bill (H. R. 12945) granting a pension 


| to Jennie E. Boernstein—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. COWHERD: A bill (H. R. 12946) for the relief of J. H. 
Sanders, of Jackson County, Mo.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. CROWLEY: A bill (H. R. 12947) granting a pension to 
John N. Bayles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 12948) for the relief of 
Van Goolsberry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 12949) for the relief of Mahlon H, 
Childs—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. IRWIN: A bill (H. R. 12950) for the relief of Morgan 
O’ Brian—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

3y Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 12951) for the relief of the heirs 
of H. D. Flowers, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

3y Mr. MARTIN: A bill (H. R. 12952) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to issue patent to the Rochford Cemetery As- 
sociation to certain lands for cemetery purposes—to the Commit- 
tee on Patents. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12953) granting an increase of pension to 
Adoniram J. Austin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MEYER of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 12954) for the re- 
lief of the legal representatives of Zenon de Moruelle, deceased— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MOODY of North Carolina: A bill (H. R.12955) grant- 
ing a pension to Alfred B. Panther—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12956) granting a pension to Melissa White 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12957) granting a pension to Joseph H. Bry- 
son—-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12958) for the relief of Henry Berry —to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NEVIN: A bill (H. R. 12959) granting an increase of 
pension to William C. Lyon—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
810NS. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12960) granting an increase of pension to 


| Andrew T. Bovard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. RANDELL of Texas: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. | 


170) expressing sympathy for the two South African Republics 
and urging cessation of hostilities—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. COCHRAN: A resolution (H. Res. 174) requesting the 
Secretary of State to secure safe conduct for physicians sent by 


charitable associations to the theater of military operations in | 


South Africa—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

3y Mr. WANGER: A resolution (H. Res. 175) directing the 
Secretary of War to furnish to Congress copy of the ‘‘ Proceed- 
ings of Board of Ordnance and Fortifications’’ for the past two 
years; also opinions obtained by said Board as to the value of the 
service disappearing gun carriage—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 


By Mr. HENRY C. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 12961) for the relief 
of James L. Carpenter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12962) granting a pension to Minerva Cham- 
berlain—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H. R. 12963) granting a pension to 
Sarah E. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TOMPKINS of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 12964) granting a 
pension to James M. Littrell—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12965) granting an increase of pension to 
William Evans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VANDIVER: A bill (H. R. 12966) granting a pension 
to William C. Kinyon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: A bill (H. R. 12967) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Nicholas Swingle 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WARNER: A bill (H. R. 12968) granting an increase 
of pension to John T. Mull—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
S1lOnSs. 

By Mr. WATSON: A bill (H. R. 12969) granting an increase of 
pension to Capt. George W. Kimble—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

3y Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 12970) 
granting a pension to Frederick Dutrer—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 12971) granting a pension to 
Thomas Martin—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12972) granting an increase of pension to 
John Cable—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC, 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of United Labor League of Sharps- 
burg, Pa., favoring the construction of war vessels at the Gov- 
ernment navy-yards—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. ADAMSON: Petition of Atlanta Credit Men’s Associa- 
tion, indorsing the Ray bankruptcy bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Petition of Group No. 259, Depew, N-Y.., 
Polish Society, urging a monument at Washington to the memory 
of Count Pulaski, of the Revolutionary war—to the Committee 
on the Library. 

Also, petition of Carpenters’ Lodge No. 440, of Buffalo, N. Y., 
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favoring the construction of war vessels at the Government navy 
yards—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
* By Mr. BOWERSOCK: Memorial of the general committee of 
adjustment of the St. Louis and San Francisco Railroad Company 
of Fort Scott, Kans., favoring reenactment of Chinese-exclusion 
law—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, memorial adopted by the Fifth Annual Convention of the 
National Live Stock Association, at Chicago. favoring legislation 
relating to transportation of live stock—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of citizens of Fort Scott, Kans., 
amendment to the Constitution defining legal marriage 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BREAZEALE: Petition of citizens of Desarc, Red 
River Parish, La., praying for the passage of a bill to authorize the 
construction of a wagon and foot bridge across Loggy Bayou, in 
the parish of Bienville, La.—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: Petition of Queen City Lodge, No. 105, 
Iron Ship Builders’ Union, Cincinnati, Ohio, favoring restricted 
immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza 
tion. 

By Mr. BURKETT: Petition of National Live Stock Association, 
for modification of section 4386 of the Revised Statutes, for the 
care and feeding of live stock in transit to market—to the Com 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 3242, granting a pension 
to T. A. Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CONRY: Resolutions of Boston Division, No. 122, Or 
der of Railway Conductors, favoring a reenactment of the Chi- 
nese-exclusion law—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. COWHERD: Petition of J. H. Sanders, for reference of 
war claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. CROWLEY: Paper to accompany bill for the relief of 
Lofton Burgess—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: Petitions of Polish societies of Ham- 
mond, Ind., urging the passage of House bill No. 16, providing 
for the erection of a statue to the memory of Count Pulaski at 
Washington—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, petition of Order of Railway Conductors, Division 302, of 
Lafayette, Ind., favoring legislation to exclude Chinese laborers 
from the United States and insular possessions—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: Resolutions adopted at a meeting of th: 
Montana Agricultural Association, Helena, Mont., opposing any 
measure that has for its object the leasing of the public lands, 
etc.—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of the Aldridge Miners’ Union, No. 57, of Aldridge, 
Mont., favoring a restriction of immigration—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. EMERSON: Communication from Samuel Gompers, 
president American Federation of Labor, with reference to House 
bill 3076—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, letter from J. K. McCammon, with reference 
bill 3076—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of the National Live Stock Association, 
in relation to the feeding and watering of live stock in transit 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, Petition of Holy Cross Society, of La Crosse, Wis.. urging 
the passage of House bill No. 16, providing for the erection of a 
statue to the memory of Count Pulaski at Washington—to the 
Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolutions of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Stockton, Cal., for an appropriation for the purpose of 
diverting the waters of the Mormon Channel into Calaveras 
River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolutions of Manufacturers’ Association of New York. 
favoring the building of war ships in the navy-yards—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of National Live Stock Association, present 
ing reasons for the modification of section 4386 of the United 
States Revised Statutes—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of Retail Lumber Dealers’ Association, urging 
the passage of House bill No. 8337, confirming certain powers of 
the Interstate Commerce Commission—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the Manufacturers’ Association of New 
York, against the passage of Senate bill 1118—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FLEMING: Petition of Augusta Typographical Union, 
No. 41, of Augusta, Ga., favoring an educational qualification for 
immigrants—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 

Also, resolutions of Augusta Typographical Union, No 


fayoring an 
to the 


to House 
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Augusta, Ga., favoring a irther extens 
exclusion law—to the Con +) 

By Mr. FLETCHER: Pet ” Ain A 
ters and Pilots, Duluth 
wages to the masters of 
conduct of officers of ste: 
mittee on the Merchant M 

Also, petition of citizens of ( 
of an Army post at Crookston, M 
itary Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of 
Union No. 89, of 
war ships in the navy-yards—to the 

Also, protest of Elec 
apolis, M 
to regulate wiring in t 
on the District of Coh 

Also, resolution of 1 
favoring a national park reservation in M 
mittee on the Public Lands 

Also, petition of Medical Asso 
suggesting needed legislation for the P 
Committee on Insular Affairs. 

Also. resolution of the Chamber of Conn St. Paul, Mint 
urging the enactment of the | 
the Committee on Ways and M 

Also, resolution of the same body. favo1 irrigation of arid 
lands to the Committee on Lrrigat of Arid Land 

Also, resolution of the St. Paul Jobber Union. 
against the passage of the Elkins bill, for the enlargement of t 
powers of the Interstate Comme 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Comm: 

Also, resolution of the Commercial Cl finn 
urging the enactment of certain measure r com 
sion—to the Committee on Ways and Meat 

Also, petition of citizens of Minneapol 1., fav 
further restriction of Chinese immigration—to the Committ 
Foreign Affairs. 

3y Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of J. C. Irwin Post, Ni 
Grand Army of the Republic, of South Salem, Ohio, favor in 
investigation of the administration of the Comn 
sions—to the Committee on Rul 

Also, resolution of McPherson Post, Little Rock, A1 
preference to veterans to the Committe on Reform in t ( 
Service, 

Also, resolution of Division No. 72. Brotherho« 
Engineers, of Columbus, Ohio; Lodges 107, 175, S70. and 5 
3rotherhood of Locomotive Fireme n; Divis ions 14 
100,177. and 329, Brotherhood of Railway C 
125, 59, 200, and 148, Brotherhood of Rail1 
the passage of the Hoar-Gro: 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HILL: Petition of Local Union No, 527 
rators, and Paper Hangers, of Norwalk, 
cational qualification for immigrants—t 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of Prairie City Uni Painter 
rators, and Paper Hangers, of Dixon, Ill., favoring further 
striction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, sundry petitions of re sick nts ol 
hour law for postal clerks—to the C 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HOLLIDAY: Papers to a 
eranting 
Pensions. 

By Mr. JOY: Petition of Car Coa 
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St. Louis, Mo., for the further restr mimig 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization 

$y Mr. KNOX: Resolutions of the International Association 
Machinists, Lodge No. 172, of Lawren Ma ivoring the 


tension of the Chinese-exclusion law—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 


Also, petition of William F. Hills and 17 other citizer f Loy 





ell, Mass., asking for an amendmen » the Constitution proh 
iting polygamy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LACEY: Resolutions of Barbers’ Union of Oskaloosa, 
lowa, for the further restriction of immigration—to the Commit 
tee on Immigration and Naturalizatio 

Also, resolution of Brotherhood of Electrical Workers of Ot- 


tumwa, Iowa, in favor of the extension of the Chinese-exclusion 
law—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also. resolutions of Painters’ Union and Local Union No. 813 i 
South Ottumwa, Iowa, favoring the passage of the Hoar-Grosve- 


on the Judiciary, 
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3y Mr. LESSLER: Resolutions of the Manufacturers’ Associa- 
tion of New York, protesting against the passage of Senate bill 
1118, to limit the meaning of the word “conspiracy,” etc., in 
certain cases—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Also, resolution of same body, favoring House bill 9056, known 
as the Babcock bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


Also, resolution of the same body, favoring the construction of 
war vessels at the Government navy-yards—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Resolution of the Manufacturers’ Associa- 
tion of New York, favoring the building of war ships in the navy- 
yards—to the Committee on Naval Affairs 

Also, resolution of same body, against the passage of Senate bill 
1118—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MANN: Resolution of Chicago Board of Trade, favor- 
ing House bill 8337, toamend an act to regulate commerce—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial of National Live Stock Association, favoring 
modification of section 4386 of the Revised Statutes—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of John III Sobieski Society, of West Hammond, 


Nl., favoring the passage of House bill 16—to the Committee on 
the Library. 
Also, resolutions of Reliable Lodge, No. 253, International 


Association of Machinists, of Chicago, 
of war vessels in the 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of same org 


favoring the construction 
United States navy-yards—to the Commit- 


ranization, favoring further restric- 

tion of Chinese immigration—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of Chamber of Commerce of Quincy, II1., 


favoring the of Senate bill 1618—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the same organization, favoring passage of 
bill to maintain the legal-tender silver dollar at a parity with 
gold—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts: Resolutions of Boston Di- 
vision, No, 122, Order of Railway Conductors, favoring a further 
restriction of Chinese immigration—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. MOODY of North Carolina: Papers to accompany 
House bill 12956, granting a pension to Malissa White—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 12! 


passage 


955, for the relief of 
Albert B. Panther—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEVILLE: Affidavits of Otis D. Lyon, C. D. Essig, 
William F. Bassett, and James Tucker, to accompany House bill 
12519, granting a pension to Hugh McFadden—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEVIN: Resolutions of the Columbus Credit Men's 
Association, indorsing the Ray bankruptcy bill—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of Reynolds & Reynolds Company, Weston Pa- 
per Company, Charles Hoffritz, the F. A. Requarth Company, 
Dayton Motor Vehicle Company, Sterling Electric Motor Com- 
pany, Seybold Machine Company, and Brownell & Co., all of 
Dayton, Ohio, protesting against the passage of the Hoar-Gros- 
venor anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Division 295, of Lorain, Ohio, Brotherhood of 
Railway Conductors, favoring the passage of the Hoar-Grosvenor 
anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Petition of Painters’ District Council of Mil- 
waukee, Wis., favoring an educational restriction on immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolutions of various groups of Polish societies of Mil- 
waukee and Cudahy, Wis., favoring the erection of a statue to 
the late Brigadier-General Count Pulaski at Washington—to the 
Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petiton of C. McLeod Smith, 
of Ray, Ind., on the subject of immigration—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. RUPPERT: Petition of the National Live Stock Asso- 
ciation, for a modification of section 4386 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States—to the Committee on Interstare and For- 
eign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of Board of Trade of Chicago, Il., favoring 
House bill 8337 and Senate bill 3575, amending the interstate- 
commerce act—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Eight-Hour League of America, in support 
of a national eight-hour day—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of Stockton, 
Cal., for an appropriation for the purpose of diverting the waters 
of the Mormon Channel into Calaveras River—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 
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Also, resolution of the Trades League of Philadelphia, Pa., 
favoring amendment to the river and harbor bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 


Also, resolutions of the Manufacturers’ Association of New 
York, favoring the construction of war vessels in the United 


States navy-yards—to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 


Also, resolution of the Manufacturers’ Association of New 
York, favoring the passage of House bill 9056, known as the 


Babcock bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Resolution of Loom Fixers’ Union No. 307, 
if Willimantic, Conn., for the further restriction of immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of the Polish Shoemakers’ Society of 
Buffalo, and of the Society of the Sons of the Polish Queen, of 
Buffalo, N. Y., favoring House bill 16, to erect a monament to 
the memory of Brigadier-General Pulaski—to the Committee on 
the Library. 

Also, resolutions of Niagara Lodge, No. 330, of Machinists, of 
Buffalo, N. Y., favoring an educational test for immigrants—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SCOTT: Petition of G. H. Titus and other citizens of 
Iola, Kans., favoring an educational qualification for immi- 
grants—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolutions of the Cattle Raisers’ Association of Texas, 
protesting against the passage of the Henry bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

3y Mr. HENRY C. SMITH: Rese 7g sae of Michig: 
atory, at Iona, against the passage of House bills 3143 and 5798, 
restricting the shipment of prison-made goods—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: Resolutions of Carpenters’ Union 


an Keform- 


No. 841 and Coopers’ Union No. 104, of Murphysboro; Adkins 
Post, Cottage Home, and Dollins Post, Johnston City, Ill., favor- 


ing the construction of war vessels in the 


United States navy- 
yards—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


Also, resolutions of Carpenters’ Unions Nos. 581, of Herrin; 841, 
of Carbondale; 604, of Murphysboro, and 803, of Metropolis: Box 
Makers’ Union No. 190, of Cobden; Coopers’ Union No. 144; 


Woodworkers Union No. 61, and Laundry Workers’ Union No. 
94, of Murphysboro, and Railroad Telegraphers’ Division No. 93, 
Illinois Central Railroad, for the further restriction of immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolution of Labor Union 8203, of Duquoin; Hoisting En- 
gineers’ Union No. 17, of Herrin; Typographical Union No. 461 
and Woodworkers’ Union No. 182, of Cairo, and Teamsters’ 
Union No, 88, Typos = al Union No. 217, Painters and Paper 
Hangers’ Union No. 87, Bartenders’ League No. 241, and Coopers’ 
Union No. 104, all of Murphysboro, Ill., in favor of the exclu- 
sion of Chinese laborers—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr: SPERRY: Resolution of Polish-American citizens of 
New Haven, Conn., favoring the erection of a statue to the late 
Brigadier-General Count Pulaski at Washington—to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

Also, resolution of Trades Council of New Haven, Conn., 
voring an educational qualification for immigrants—to the 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. TONGUE: Petition of railway postal clerks of the 
State of Oregon, for the reclassification of the Railway Mail 
Service—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of Shipbuilders’ Union No. 72, of Portland, 
and Cornucopia Miners’ Union No. 91, of the State of Oragon, 
favoring the restriction of immigration—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Resolution of National Wholesale 
Lumber Dealers’ Association, favoring bill now pending to abol- 
ish the London landing charges on cargoes of lumber from North 
Atlantic ports—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, 

Also, petition of citizens of Niagara Falls and vicinity, New 
York, favoring a further restriction of Chinese immigration—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolution of manufacturing firms of Niag 
protesting against the ratification of the reciprocity treaties now 
pending, and favoring possible reciprocity concessions—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WARN YER: Resolutions of mechanics and laborers of 
Peoria, Ill., and of Bricklayers and Masons’ Union No. 17, of 
Champaign, Ill., favoring an extension of the Chinese-exclusion 
law—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of Bricklayers’ Union No. 
Branch of Stonecutters of Bloomington Trades and Labor As- 
sembly; of Plasterers’ Union No. 152, O. P. I. A.; of Cigar 
Makers’ Union No. 259, of Bloomington, Ill.; of the E. T. Jeffery 
Lodge, No. 412, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Centralia; 
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Com- 


ara Falls, N. Y., 
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Chicago, and of Tailors’ Union No. 8, of Champaign, all of Ili- 
nois, favoring restrictive immigration laws—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolutions of Journeymen Horseshoers’ Union No. 60 and 
of B. M. and S. B., Union No. 24, of Bloomington, and of Ord 
Post, No. 372, Grand Army of the Republic, of Ludlow, Ill., favor- 
ing the construction of war vessels in the United States navy- 
yards—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WEEKS: Petition of board of control of Michigan Re- 
formatory, relating to shipment, etc., of convict-labor products 
to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. WILSON: Resolution of Bricklayers’ Union No. 9 and 
Union No. 57, of Brooklyn, N. Y., favoring restriction of immi- 
gration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WOODS: Petition of the National Guard of California, 
for the passage of House bill 11654—to the Committee on the 
Militia. 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of Santa Bar- 
bara, Cal., favoring House bill 8337 and Senate bill 3575, amend- 
ing the interstate-commerce act—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of Bakers and Confectioners’ Union No. 120, 
Stockton, Cal., favoring restricted immigration—to the Commit- 
tee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolutions of Bakers and Confectioners’ Union No. 120, 
Stockton, Cal., favoring a reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion 
law—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of National Live Stock Association, Chicago, Tll., 
for modification of section 4386 of the Revised Statutes, in rela- 
tion to the transportation of stock from one State to another—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: Resolutions of Division 10, Order of Railway 
Conductors, of Sayre. Pa., and Division 137, Brotherhood of Loco- 
motive Engineers, of Susquehanna, Pa., favoring the passage of 
the Hoar-Grosvenor anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

3y Mr. YOUNG: Petition of Henry Howerter, president of State 
legislative board of railroad employees of Pennsylvania, and of 
West Philadelphia Division, No. 45, Brotherhood of Locomotive 
Engineers, urging the passage of the Grosvenor anti-injunction 
bill, H. R. 11060—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 





SENATE. 
TUESDAY, March 25, 1902. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mitpurn, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Jour- 
nal will stand approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10404) grant- 
ing a pension to John Y. Corey. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 11099) to amend section 1189 of chapter 35 of **An 
act to establish a code of law for the District of Columbia,’’ ap- 
proved March 3, 1901; 

A bill (H. R. 11696) to quitclaim all interest of the United 
States of America in and to lot 4, square 1113, in the city of 
Washington, D. C.. to William H. Dix: and 

A bill (H. R. 12086) to extend the time for the construction of 
the East Washington Heights Traction Railroad Company. 

The message further returned to the Senate, in compliance with 
its request, the bill (S. 4866) granting a pension to John Y. Corey. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 1529) granting an increase of pension to John G. 
Brower: 

A bill (H. R. 2673) granting an increase of pension to John 
Vale: 

A bill (H. R. 3272) granting anincrease of pension to Israel P. 
Covey: 

A bill (H. R. 4260) to correct the military record of James A. 
Somerville: 

A bill (H. R. 4456) granting a pension to Ruth G. Osborne; 

A bill (H. R. 4488) granting an increase of pension to Selden 
E. Whitcher; 
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A bill (H. R. 5289) granting a pension to Malvina C. Stith: 

A bill (H. R. 55438) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
W. Skinner: 

A bill (H. R. 6018) granting a pension to Lue Emma MeJunkin: 

A bill (H. R. 7074) granting a pension to Benjamin F Dray i 

A bill (H. R. 7828) granting an increase of pension to Jacob D 
Caldwell: 

A bill (H. R. 8293) granting a pension to Amanda J Oo 

A bill (H. R. 9227) granting an increase of pen n to Frederic] 
Shafer: 

A bill (H. R. 9397) granting a pension to John S$, Lev and 

A bill (H. R. 11145) granting an increase of persion to Mary F, 
Key. . 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. KEAN presented memorials of John Maddock & Sons 
Trenton, N. J., and of sundry business firms of Trenton, N. J 


|} remonstrating against the establishment of reciprocity treat 


with foreign countries: which were referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of Palisade Lodge, No. 592, Brother 
hood of Railroad Trainmen, of Jersey City, N.J., praying for the 
passage of the so-called Foraker-Corliss safety appliance bill 
which was referred to the Committee on Interst: ite Commerce, 

He also presented a petition of the Retail Merchants’ Protective 
Association, of New Brunswick, N. J.. praying for the passage of 
the so-called pure-food bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Manufactures. 

He also presented petitions of 35 citizens of Lebanon, of 31 citi 
zens of Jacksonville, and of 26 citizens of Rosenhayn., all in the 
State of New Jersey, praying for the passage of the so-called 
Grout bill, to regulate the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of Painters, Decorators, and Paper 
hangers’ Local Union No. 26, of Newark, and of Typographical 
Union No. 307,0f New Brunswick, of the American Federation 
of Labor, in the State of New Jersey, praying for the enactment 
of legislation authorizing the construction of war vessels in the 
navy-yards of the country; which were referred to the Committees 
on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of Bricklayers and Masons’ Local 
Union No. 14, of Plainfield, N. J., praying for the reenactment 
of the Chinese-exclusion law; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented a memorial of Cigar Makers’ Local Union 


| No. 146, of New Brunswick, N. J., remonstrating against the 


proposed reduction of the duty on cigars imported from Cuba; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No 
138, and of Painters, Decorators, and Paperhangers’ Local Union 
No. 26, of the city of Newark, in the State of New Jersey, praying 
for the enactment of le -gislation providing an educational test for 
immigrants to this country; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented memorials of George Cook, of Plainfield; of 
the New Jersey Melting and Churning Company, of Hoboken; of 
Samuel Calton, of Perth Amboy; of P. Cussen, J. F. McDonald, 
and E. Neelen, of Elizabeth; of T. Leuthauser, W.S. Morton, and 
E. J. Thompson, of Newark; of Therkelsoen & Brown, of Perth 
Amboy; of S. Scheuer & Sons, of Summit; of C. D. Vincent & 
Co., of Orange; of Wyckoff & Shields, of Washington; of Col 
S. D. Dickinson. of Hoboken; of J. M. Saunders, of Hackettstown: 
of Bush & Stuart, of Oakland: of Mrs. H. Metz, Mrs. Thomas 
Williams, Mrs. Francis Johnson, Mrs. William Chilver, Mrs. G. A. 
Owens, George Matthews, and of Fred Emory Tilden, of Jersey 
City; of L. F. Hersh & Bro., Mahon Brothers, and G. B. Kinsey 
of Elizabeth; of Fred Angle, jr., of Dover: of J. D. Rover. of 
Taurus; of G. W. Meredith, of Trenton; of W.L. Black, of Ham 
monton; of Mattison & Barker, of Hackettstown: of W. L. Hoff 
of Washington: of H. F. Brown 7 Bro., of South Amboy: 
E. W. Turner, of Asbury Park; of J. H. Polhemus, of Whi; 
pany; of Cramer & Rogers, of Burlington: of De Mott & Ryerson 
of Wayne; of N. E. Warmolts, of Paterson; of L. M. Lee. o 
ed of J. H. Hooke, E. B. Park, A. Scott. Mrs. Ackley, 

. DuBois, C. 8S. DuBois, H. Behrens, jr.. the American Chees 
ao Butter Company, T. Hanlon, R. H. Bowden, C. Young, M. 
Anderson, Dr. L. Dodson, om Henderson, F. E. La Roche, D. D. 
Clark, J. J. Murphy, M. A. Finley. D. J. Colbert, A. G. Camp- 
bell, T. E. Older, C. E. ae W. H. Britton, G. W. Snider 
H. T. Goodrich, J. T. Bryan, C. H. Klink, Mrs. A. Wilkes, G. W 
Van Blarcom, and Mrs. Williams, of Jersey City; of E. Young 
and A. Decker, of Little Falls: of A. Powdermaker and Charles 
Roesch & Sons, of Atlantic City; of the New Jersey Butter Con 
pany of Camden; of Tschuini & Bro., of New Durham; of L. 
Goodman, of Newark: of W. Schoenebaum, jr., of Hoboken: of 
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. Lewis, of Cranbury; of J. R. Voorhees, of C. & D. D 
Munson & Co.. 


of Franklin Furnace; of C. Haefeli, G. W. Slinger- 


land, and J. H. Feeny, of Paterson; of Mrs. A. Higgins, of Dun- 
dee; of G. Modersohn, J. W. Housel, and C. Sommer & Son, of 
Newarl if P. Pointer, of Passaic: of Vail & Gardner, of Plain- 
field: of J. S. Gratz. of _ iden: of W. M. Le nt of Long 
Brancl G. W. Treat, of Asbury Park; and of C. M. Brandt, 
of Ps son, all in the State of New Te sey, cee tare 
the passage of the so-called Grout bill, to regulate the manufac- 
ture and sale of oleomargarine: which were ordered to lie on the 
table 


Mr. PLATT of New York presented petitions of sundry citizens 


of aan ille; of Local Union No. 69, American Federation of 
Labor, of Canandaigua, -_ of Local Union No. 718, American 
Federati f Lab = New Rochelle, all in the State of New 
York. praying for the re nactment of the Chinese exclusion law; 
which were ord selttaiionnties tale. 

H so presented a petition of the Pattern Makers’ Associa 
tion, American Federation of Labor, of Buffalo, N. Y., praying 


for the enactment of legislation providing an educational test for 
immigrants to this country; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a compilation of sundry newspaper clippings 
from the Post-Express, of Rochester; the Investigator, of New 
York City; the New York Evening Post; the Journal, of Adams; 
the Press. of Utica; the en of eee er, and 
the New York Times, all in the State of New York, in favor of 
rranting relief to Cuba; which was refe ie «d to the Committee on 
lations with Cuba 

He also presented a petition of Grange No. 781, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, of Clarksville, N. Y.. and a petition of Grange No. 823, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Corinth, N. Y., praying for the passage 
of the so-called pure-food bill: which were referred to the Com 
mittee on Manufactures. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of 28 citizens of Harris- 
burg. Pa.. praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Con 
stitution t a hibit polygamy; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Ship-Keepers’ Protective 
Union No. 8970, American Federation of Labor, of Vallejo, Cal., 
praying for the reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion law; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented a petition of sundry 
citizens of Everett, Wash.. praying for the passage of the so-called 
Grout bill, to regulate the manufacture and sale of oleomarga- 
rine: which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He a sented a me morial of Painters, 





Decorators, and Paper 


Hanger nion No. 526. American Federation of Labor, of Aber 
deen, W: ‘ , remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 


to ame nd on r 7 of the Revised Statutes relating to the em- 
ployment of seamen in the merchant marine of the country; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Bricklayers and Masons’ Inter- 
national Union No. 9, American Federation of Labor, of Belling- 
ham, Wash., praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
an educ ational test for immigrants to this country; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Associated Charities of 
Tacoma, Wash.. and a petition of Bricklayers and Masons’ Inter- 
a i] — No. 9, American Federation of Labor, of Belling- 
ham, Wash., praying for the reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion 
law; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. NELSON. I present a memorial of the legislature of Min- 
nesota relative to the bill (S. 3575) to increase the powers of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission. I ask that the memorial be 
printed in the Recorp and referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. 

The memorial was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 
Introduced by Mr. Young. A memorial to the Congress of the United States, 

by the legislature of the State of Minnesota, relating to the bill (8. 3575) 

to increase the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission, intro- 

duced in the Senate by Senator KNUTE NELSON on February 5, 1902 

Whereas the power and right to “regulate commerce among the several 
States” given by the Constitution to the Congress has by repeated decisions 
of the Supreme Court been held to inc lude the right to fix reasonable maxi- 
mum rates for common carriers engaged in the transportation of such com- 
merce; and ; ; 

Whereas the Congress attempted to delegate its power in this regard to 
the Interstate Commer¢e Commission, and attempted to give said Commis- 
sion the necessary authority for that purpose; and z 

Whereas the Supreme Court of the United States has recently decided 
that the act creating t ~ raid interstate Commerce Commission is seriously 
defective and incomplete, and that while said act confers on said Commis 
sion the power to de Jens existing rates unreasonable it does not give said 
Commission the power to prescribe a tariff of reasonable rates to replace 
those found to be unreas mable; and , 

Whereas since said decision there is no tribunal having the power to cor- 
rect any unreasonable rates or classifications of freights in the domain of 
interstate commerce; and 








R 


| of Smeltermen’s Local Union No. 147, of Gas City, 


| ment of accounts of laborers, workmen, 
under the eight-hour law; 
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Whereas one of the most important functions of the Government is thus 
suspended, and immediate legislation is imperatively necessary to clothesaid 
Interstate Commerce Commission with adequate power toregulate interstate 
commerce and to prescribe reasonable maximum rates for the transportation 
thereof, and the State of Minnesota, as wellas the entire Northwest, is vitally 
interested in the enactment of such a law: and 

Whereas the bill 8. 3575, introduced February 5, 1902, in the Senate of the 
United States by Senator KNUTE NELSON, contains: ull of the provisions nece 
sary to invest said Interstate Commerce Commission with the powers neede "1 
for es aforesaid, and said bill is oe — fore one of the most impor- 
tant bills now before Congress: Therefore be 

Resolved by the legislature of the State of Minne sota, That we heartily in- 
dorse said bill 8. 3575 and respectfully urge the early passage of the same by 
the Congress of the United States; and be it further ; 

Resolved, That we indorse and approve the action of Senator NELSON in 
introduc ing and advoc ating g said b i 

Resolved Jurther, That a copy of this memorial be sent to the Secretary of 
State, to each member of Congress from Minnesota, and to the President of 
the Senate of the United States. 

Mr. DRYDEN presented petitions of Bergenfie a Council, No 
247, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Dumont; of 
Bakers’ Local Union No. 84, of Newark; of Coopers’ Local Union 
No. 40, of Hoboken; of Railroad Telegraphers’ Division No. 10, 

' Jersey City; of Cigar Makers’ Local Union, of Newark; of 
Woodworkers’ Local Union, of Newark; of Woodworkers’ Local 
Union No. 87, of Jersey City; of Lampworkers’ Local Union No 
47, of Millville; of Trenton Division No. 85, Order of Railroad 
Telegraphers, of Trenton; of Sanitary Ware Potters’ Local Union, 
of Trenton; of American Flint Glass Workers’ Local Union No. 
85, of Newark; of Typographical Union No. 235, of Rahway; of 
Bakers and Confectioners’ Local Union No. 165, of Paterson; of 
Boiler Makers and Iron Shin Builders’ Lodge No. 176, of Eliza- 
bethport; of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 146, of New Bruns- 
wick; of Union Hill Typographical Union, No. 10, of West Ho- 
boken; of Iron Molders’ Local Union No. 208, of Dover; of Iron 
Molders’ Local Union No. 7, of Jersey City; of Garment Makers’ 
Local Union No. 101,0f Rosenhayn; of Iron Molders’ Local Union 
No. 99, of Bridgeton; of lron Molders’ Local Union No. 267, of 
Trenton; of Core Makers’ Local Union No. 92, of Trenton; of 
Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 131, of Jersey City; of Hope 
Lodge, No. 202, Brotherhood of Railroad Telegraphers, of Net- 
cong; of the Cigar Makers’ Local Union, of Elizabeth; of Cigar 
Makers’ Local Union No. 427, of Rahway; of Cigar Makers’ Local 
Union No. 8, of Hoboken; of the United Brewery Workmen, of 
Newark; of Beer Drivers and Stablemen’s Local Union No. 148, 
of Newark; of Brewers’ Local Union No. 106, of Union Hill, and 
of Brewery Workmen’s Local Union No. 171, of Newark, all in 
the State of New Jersey, praying for the enactment of legislation 
restricting the immigration of illiterate persons; which were or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HARRIS presented a petition of Sunflower Local Union, 
No. 46, American Federation of Labor, of Topeka, Kans., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation authorizing the construction 
of war vessels in the navy-yards of the country; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of 
Independence, Brookville, Wakefield, Attica, Harper, Baldwin, 
Woodston, Oak Hill, Halstead, Ladysmith, Centropolis, Moon- 
light, Walnut, Parsons, Peabody, and Walton, all in the State of 
Kansas, praying for the passage of the so-called Grout bill, to 
regulate the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Fort Scott, 
Kans., and a petition of sundry citizens of Beloit, Kans., pray- 
ing for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to pro- 
hibit polygamy; which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Jetmore, Kan- 
sas City, Leroy, and Olathe, all in the State of Kansas, praying 
for the enactment of legislation providing for the election of 
United States Senators by : a direct vote of the people; which were 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elec tions. 

He also presented petitions of Local Union No. 270, of Atchison; 
and of Smelt- 
ermen’s Local Union No. 124, of Girard, all of the American 
Federation of Labor, in the State of Kansas, praying for the 
enactment of legislation providing an educational test for immi- 
grants to this country; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Carpenters’ Local Union No. 
499, American Federation of Labor, of Leavenworth. Kans., 
praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the adjust- 
and mechanics arising 
which was referred to the Committee 





Nickerson, 


on Education and Labor. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Leavenworth 
and Wichita; of Local Division No. 350, Order of Railway Con- 
ductors. of Emporia; of Retail Clerks’ International Protective 
Union No, 421, American Federation of Labor, of Parsons, and 


| of Sunflower Local Union, No, 41, American Federation of Labor, 
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of Topeka, all in the State of Kansas. praying for the reenact- 
ment of the Chinese-exclusion law; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. CLAY presented a petition of sundry citizens of Savannah, 
Ga., praying for the reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion law; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a memorial of the Central Council 
of Irish-American Societies of Kansas City, Mo., remonstrating 
against the violation of the treaty of Washington permitting the 
United States Government to allow England to use the ports and 
waters of the United States as bases of military operations against 
the two South African Republics; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Musicians’ Protective Union 
No. 34, American Federation of Labor, of Kansas City, Mo., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to prohibit Government em 
ployees competing with civilians in the arts of labor; which was 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of Local Division No. 141, Order of 
Railway Conductors, of St. Joseph, Mo., praying for the reenact 
ment of the Chinese-exclusion law; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. GAMBLE presented a petition of the Miners’ Union of 
Galena, S. Dak., praying for the enactment of legislation pro 
viding an educational test for immigrants to this country; which 
was ordered to lie on the table 

He also presented a petition of the Retail Implement Dealers’ 
Association, of South Dakota, Minnesota, and Iowa, praying for 
the ratification of the reciprocity treaty with France; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented the petitions of A. H. Wheaton and 50 other 
citizens of Brookings. of Mark Marion and 45 other citizens of 
Kidder, and of W. 8. Hilland 35 other citizens of Alexandria, all 
in the State of South Dakota, praying for the passage of the so- 
called Grout bill, to regulate the manufacture and sale of oleo- 
margarine; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. QUARLES presented a memorial of the Metal Trades Asso 
ciation of Milwaukee, Wis., remonstrating against the passage 
of the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill, to limit the meaning of 
the word ‘‘ corispiracy ’’ and the use of ‘‘ restraining orders and 
injunctions ’’ in certain cases, and also against the adoption of the 
metric system as the standard of weights and measures in the 
United States; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of H. W. Lawton Camp, No. ¢ 
Spanish-American War Veterans, of Manitowoc, Wis., praying 
for the enactment of legislation to prevent the desecration of the 
American flag; which was referred to the Committee on the Ju 
dic ~~. 

He also presented the petition of D. Baldwin Wylie and sundry 
other | c sliies ns of Milwaukee, Wis., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to provide for the protection of game in the district of 
Alaska; which was referred to the Committee on Forest Reserva- 
tions and the Protection of Game. 

He also presented a memorial of the Business Men's Associa- 
tion of Sparta, Wis., and a memorial of the Board of Trade of Li 
Crosse, Wis.. remonstrating against the passage of the so-calle F 
parcels-post bill; which were referred to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Retail Grocers’ Association 
of Milwaukee, Wis., and a petition of the Business Men’s Asso 
ciation of Sparta, Wis., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to prohibit the manufacture and sale of adulterated food prod- 
ucts; which were referred to the Committee on Manufactures. 

He also presented a petition of the Merchants and Manufactur- 
ers’ Association of Milwaukee, Wis., and a petition of the Wis 
consin Retail Lumber Dealers’ Association, praying for the 
passage of the so-called Nelson-Corliss safety-appliance bill; which 
were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. QUAY presented petitions of sundry citizens of Northeast, 
Jermyn, and Quarryville, all in the State of Pennsylvania, pray- 
ing for the passage of the so-called Grout bill, to regulate the 
manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Bradford; of 
Local Union No. 173, United Mine Workers of America, of Beaver 
Rock; of Local Union No. 1824, of Leechburg; of Railway Teleg- 
raphers’ Local Union No. 67, of Wilkesbarre; of sundry citizens 
of Bethlehe = of sundry citizens of Brownfield; of Typographical 
Union No. 437, of Franklin, and of Retail Clerks’ Local Union 
No. 196, of Wilkesbarre, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying 
for the reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion law; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut presented a memorial of 45 citizens 
of the Indian Territory, remonstrating against the enactment of 


legislation caleulated to imperil the prohibitory laws now existing ! 


in that Territory relative to the use of intoxicating liquorg; whic! 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. BLACKBURN pres nted a a petition of Queen City Lod 
No. 105, Boiler M: ikers and In hip Buildex 3 Uni n. of ( 
nati, Ohio, praying for the enactment of 1 lation prov 
educational test for immi 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a petition 
of Railroad Trainmen, of Wheeling, W. \ 
sage of the so-called Foraker-Corli fet 
was referred to the Committee on Int« ite ¢ 

He also presented memorials of the H. F. B 


Wheeling; of H. E. Stephan, of Sistersvill O.O. A 
Mercer; of C. Meyer & Son, of Wellsbur; nd H. J 
of Parkersburg. all in the State of Ws \ 

against the passage of the so-called G 

manufacture and sale of oleomargarii \ 

lie on the table. 

Mr. BURROWS presented a memorial of 
firms of Grand Rapids, Mich., remonstrating agai 
sage of the so-called Hoar anti injunction’ bill, t il 
meaning of the word ** conspiracy’ and the use o restra 
orders and injunctions’ in certain cases; which was order 
lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions « undry citizens « \Menvill 
Millburg, Dowagiac, Lawrence, Jackson. Salem, West Bay Cit, 
Cushing, Pipestown, Standish, Breedsville;: of Fernville Grai 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Fernville: of Fern Grange, Patro 
Husbandry, of Big Rapids, and of ea Lake Grange, Patror ot 
Husbandry, all in the State of Michigan, praying for the passig 
of the so-called Grout bill, to reguli ute ae manufacture and sal 


of oleomargarine; which were orde ved to lie on the tabl 
He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Natt 
Mich., praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Co 
tution providing for the election of United States Senators b 
direct vote of the peopl : which was referred to the Committe 
on Privileges and Elections. 
He also presented petitions of H. P. Merrill Post. No. 419, D 


partment of Michigan, Grand Army of the Republic, of Bay City 
of Typographical Union No. 122, of Kalamazoo: of Boiler Makers 
Local Union No. 64, of Jackson; of the American Federation of 
Labor, all in the State of Michigan, praying for the enactment of 
legislation authorizing the construction of war vessels in the nayy 
yards of the country; which were referred to the Committee on 


Naval Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of Lodge No. 8, Internation: 
ciation of Machinists, of Detroit: of District Lodge No. 24.1 
Mine Workers of Ame rick a, 0! Saginaw: of the Council of Trad 
and Labor Unions of Detroit, and of Local Division No. 1, Bro 
hood of Loe astiedtinainenm.6t Detroit, all in the State of Mic] 
igan, praying for the passage of the so-called Hoar anti-injunction 
bill, to limit the meaning of the word ‘* conspiracy *’ and 
of *‘ restraining orders and injunctions’ ii certain cases: which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of Boiler Makers’ Local Union N 
64, of Jackson; of Typographical Union No. 300, of Port Huroi 
of Bricklayers’ Local Union No. 2, of Detroit; of Local Union 
No. 48, Order of Railway Conductors; of Journeymen Bakers 
Local Union No. 89, a Saginaw; of Typograp hical Union No 





122, of Kalamazoo; « Typographical Union No. 168, of Musl 
gon; of Cigar Makers Local Union No. 152, of Petoskey; 
Bricklayers and Masons’ Local Union No. 11, of Bay City, and 


of Amalgamated Association of Street Railway Employees, of 
Bay City. all in the State of Michigan, praying for the reen 
ment of the Chinese-exclusion law: which were ordered to lit 
the table. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented a petition of Painters’ Local Union 
No. 28, of Rutland, Vt., and a petition of Local Union No. 311 
Brotherhood of Painters, Decorators, and Paperhangers, of Moi 
pelier, Vt., praying for the enactment of legislation providin 
an educational test for immigrants to this country: which we 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DEPEW presented the petition of Don. J. Wood and 25 
other citizens of West Exeter. N. Y.. praying fi 
of legislation to prohibit the false branding and labeling of dairy 
and other food products; which was referred to the Committee on 
Manufactures. 

He also presented petitions of the Journeymen Bakers and Con- 
fectioners’ Union of Albany: of Bricklayers and Mas ons’ Inter- 
national Union, of Canandaigua; of Loom Fixers Loc ul Union 
No. 270, of Jamestown, and of sundry other citizens of Amagan 
sett, allin the State of New York, praying for the reenactmen 
of the Chinese-exclusion law: which were ordered to lie on ft! 
table. 

He also presented petitions of Painters, Decorators, and P 


pee 
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Hangers’ Local Union No. 454, of Bronx Borough: of the Piano 
and Organ Workers’ International Union of Brooklyn; of Brick- 
layers’ International Union No. 69, of Canandaigua, and of Wall 
Paperers’ Local Union No. 273, of Jamestown, all in the State of 
New York, praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
an educational test for immigrants to this country; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Prattsville, 
Wayne, Windham, Lowman, North Franklin, Rockroyal, Tracy- 
creek, East Greenbush, New Kingston, Taylor Center, Sherburne, 
Allegany, Glen Aubrey, Skerry, Edinburg, Georgetown, Frews- 
burg, Chittenango, Sidney, Rock City Falls, South Trenton, 
Green River, East Hamilton, Richville, Plattsville, Otego, One- 
onta, Cameron, Gardiner, Cattaraugus, Owego, Moons, Wood- 
bourne. Rockdale, Moores Forks. Cicero, Hamilton, Arcade, Nash- 
ville, Neversink, Jefferson Valley, JohnsonviHe, Crown Point, 
Falconer, Forest, Colton, Trenton Falls, Bergen, Bemus Point, 
Reniff, Yanhank, Geneva, West Lebanon, Auburn, Canton, Louis- 
ville Landing, Morley, Patterson, South Bethlehem, Oriskany, 
Castile. Brasher Falls, North Cuba, Poolville, Port Gibson, De- 
kalb, Canton, Hamlet, West Meredith, Newport, East Aurora, 
Cassadagua, Walton, Hamlin, Spokane, Canton, Tompkins, Ash- 
land, Willet, East Homer, Chipman, Triangle, Getzville, and 
Altona, allin the State of New York, praying for the passage of 
the so-called Grout bill, to regulate the manufacture and sale of 
oleomargarine; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. McCOMAS presented a petition of Oriole Branch, No. 176, 
National Association of Letter Carriers, of Baltimore, Md., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation providing for the payment of 
overtime claims excluded from judgment because barred by the 
statute of limitations: which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of Typographical Union No. 228, 
American Federation of Labor, of Norwood, Mass., and a me- 
morial of Typographical Union No. 43, American Federation of 
Labor. of Charleston, 8S. C., remonstrating against the enactment 
of legislation to amend chapter 7 of the Revised Statutes, in rela- 
tion to copyright; which were referred to the Committee on 
Patents. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Towson, Kings- 
ville, Bosley. Lutherville, Mount Washington, and Delight, all in 
the State of Maryland, praying for the adoption of an amendment 
to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which were referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Rocks, Union 
3ridge. Double Pipe Creek, Walkersville, Big Spring, Clear- 
spring. Poplar Springs, Howard County, and Chestnut Hill, all 
in the State of Maryland, praying for the passage of the so-called 
,Grout bill. to regulate the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Baltimore, 
Md.. remonstrating against the reenactment of the Chinese-exclu- 
sion law; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Baltimore, 
Md., remonstrating against the regulation and control of vice by 
the board of health of Manila, P. I.; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Philippines. 

He also presented a memorial of Columbus Lodge, No. 401, In- 
ternational Association of Machinists, of Brooklyn, N. Y., remon- 
strating against the enactment of legislation giving Government 
employees in navy-yards and arsenals a fifteen days’ leave of ab- 
sence in every year; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Berlin, Md., 
remonstrating against the repeal of the anticanteen law; which 
were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Maryland, 
praying that an appropriation be made to pay the depositors what 
they have been deprived of by the failure of the Freedman’s Sav- 
ings Bank and Trust Company; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Williamsport, 
Md., praying for the enactment of legislation to improve and 
beautify Battery Park; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of Steam Fitters and Helpers’ Local 
Union No. 54, of Baltimore, Md., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to exclude Chinese laborers from the United States and 
their insular possessions; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Potomac Lodge No. 2, Amal- 
gamated Association of Iron, Steel, and Tin-Plate Workers, of 
Cumberland Md., and a petition of Local Division No. 234, Order 
of Railway Conductors, of Brunswick, Md., praying for the en- 
actment of legislation providing an educational test for immi- 
grants to this country: which were ordered to lie on the table. 
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211, American Federation of Labor, of Baltimore; of Admiral 
John Rodgers Post, No. 25, of Havre de Grace; of Corporal Joseph 
Johnson Post, No. 61, of Talbot County, of the Department of 
Maryland, Grand Army of the Republic, in the State of Mary- 
land, and of Farragut Post, No. 4, Department of California, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Vallejo, Cal., and of Columbus 
Lodge, No. 401, International Association of Machinists, of Brook- 
lyn, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation authorizing 
the construction of war vessels in the navy-yards of the country; 
which were referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of Local Union No, 234, of Bruns- 
wick; of Bricklayers’ Local Union No. 1, of Baltimore; of Local 
Union No. 54, of Baltimore; of Stereotypers’ Local Union No. 10, 
of Baltimore, and of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 1, of Balti- 
more, all of the American Federation of Labor; of sundry citizens 
of Baltimore County, Creagerstown, and Alberton, all in the State 
of Maryland. and of Columbus Lodge, 401, International Associa- 
tion of Machinists, of Brooklyn, N. Y,, and of Local Division No, 
234, Order of Railway Conductors, of Cedar Rapids, Iowa, pray- 
ing for the reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion law; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the National Live Stock Ex- 
change, of Chicago, [ll., remonstrating against the passage of the 
so-called Grout bill, to regulate the manufacture and sale of oleo- 
margarine; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Columbus Lodge, No. 401, Inter- 
national Association of Machinists, of Brooklyn, N. Y., praying 
for the passage of the so-called eight-hour bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Dr. Oscar H. Allis, of Phil- 
adelphia, Pa., praying that Congress use its influence to abolish 
the regulation of vice in our island possessions and put an end to 
enactments intended to make vice safer; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Philippines. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Massachusetts, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to secure the calling to- 
gether of a world legislature; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Worcester North Agricultu- 
ral Society, of Fitchburg, Mass., praying for the passage of the 
so-called Grout bill, to regulate the manufacture and sale of oleo- 
margarine; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Boot and Shoe Workers’ Local 
Union No, 175, American Federation of Labor, of Newburyport, 
Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation providing an edu- 
cational test for immigrants to this country; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Painters and Decorators’ Local 
Union No. 4483, American Federation of Labor, of Cambridge, 
Mass., praying for the reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion law; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of Local Union No. 262, Amer- 
ican Federation of Labor, of Bangor, Me., praying for the reen- 
actment of the Chinese-exclusion law; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

CLAIMS AGAINST COLOMBIA, 


Mr. HOAR. The President sent in the other day papers regard- 
ing claims growing out of the Colon fire. They were quite volu- 
minous. The resolution of the Senate asking for them was passed 
on May 15, 1900, and it has taken the Department a good while. 
It was suggested when the papers came in that they be referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations without printing—at any 
rate, until they could be examined. I am now informed that 
they relate toclaims amounting toseveral million dollars—claims 
which had been in the State Department in Mr. Bayard’s time, 
and for the examination of which a commission had been agreed 
upon between the two Governments, but something interrupted 
the negotiation, and then the city of Colon was seized. There 
will undoubtedly be a very serious application to Congress for 
relief, and there will also be a demand for a hearing before the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, and it is very important that 
the papers should be printed. I move that they be printed for 
the use of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pettus inthe chair). Has 
the Senator ascertained what the cost of the printing will be? 

Mr. HOAR. I have not. Ido not understand, when a docu- 
ment sent in by the President is to be printed for the use of the 
Senate. that the first printing requires the application of the rule 
as to cost. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts moves that the papers referred to, which are now in the 
hands of the Committee on Foreign Relations, be printed as a 
document. 


Mr. HOAR. If it shall turn out that the cost of the printing is 
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such a case—which I do not think it does—we shall be so in- 
formed; and then, if it be necessary, we can pass a joint resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Massachusetts that the papers referred to by him 
be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11053) providing for 
the issuance of patent to the town site of Basin City, Wyo., to the 
municipal authorities thereof for the use and benefit of said town, 
and for other purposes, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
initted a report thereon. 

Mr. DEBOE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally with amend- 
ments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 3633) granting a pension to Samuel L. Leffingwell; and 

A bill (S. 1814) granting an increase of pension to Anna E. Luke. 

Mr. DEBOE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 4404) granting an increase of pension to Otto 
H. Hasselman, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

He also, from the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 6918) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Bliss; 

A bill (H. R. 725) granting an increase of pension to Joseph B. 
Arbaugh; 

A. bill (H. R. 
Cowgill: 

A bill (H. R. 6016) granting an increase of pension to William 
J. Overman; and 

A bill (H. R. 1275) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
W. Thomas. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1107) limiting the liability of 
sureties on bonds of officers of the Navy, reported it without 
amendment. and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HANNA, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, sub- 
mitted a report to accompany the bill (S. 4222) authorizing the 
appointment of John Russell Bartlett, a captain on the retired list 
of the Navy, as a rear-admiral on the retired list of the Navy, 
reported by him yesterday from the Committee on Naval Affairs 
without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, submitted a report to ac- 
company the bill (S. 4080) to correct the naval record of Daniel 
W. Blake, United States Marine Corps, reported adversely by him 
yesterday and indefinitely postponed. 


9848) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom | 


was referred the bill (S. 642) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act 
for the relief of certain settlers on the public lands, and to pro- 
vide for the repayment of certain fees, purchase money, and com- 
missions paid on void entries of public lands,’’ reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1643) granting an increase of pension to 
Ellen J. Clark, reported it with amendments, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 7811) granting a pension to Mary King, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

AMERICAN REGISTER FOR STEAMER BROOKLYN, 

Mr. HANNA. 
American register for the steamer Brooklyn, now on the Calen- 
dar, be recommitted to the Committee on Commerce, 

The motion was agreed to. 

CONSIDERATION OF PENSION BILLS, ETC. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent 
that at the conclusion of the routine morning business to-day 
twenty minutes may be devoted to the consideration of pension 
bills on the Calendar and bills to correct the records of soidiers. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire asks unanimous consent that at the conclusion of the rou- 
tine business twenty minutes be given to the consideration of 
unobjected pension cases and bills to correct military records. Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none. It is so ordered. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. McMILLAN introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia: 

A bill (S. 4724) for the extension of M street east of Bladens- 
burg road, and for other purposes; 
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A bill (S. 4725) for the opening of R street northeast to Tw 
eighth street, and of Twenty-eighth street n 
to M street; and . 

A bill (S. 4726) to regulate the practi f veterinarv medicine 
in the District of Columbia. , 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a 
crease of pension to Isaac Rhodes; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred he Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 


irtheast from 


1: ‘ ~o* 
bill (S. 4727 ranting an 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut (by request) introd 1 (Ss. 
1728) for the relief of Mary Keith and Benny Keit ' wis 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committ Indian 
Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills: which we ] 
read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying | 


referred to the Committee on Pensions: 
A bill (S. 4729) granting an increase of pension to Daniel A 


Hall; 


A bill (S. 4730) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Youngs; and 

A bill (S. 4731) granting an increase of pension to James Mc- 
Guire 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 4782) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles H. Hazzard; which was read twi by its 


title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4733) granting an increase of pen 
sion to Henry W. Gaskill; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4734) to correct the military rr 
of John Gauley, alias John Shepherd; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S. 4735) to enable Samuel H. Jen 
kins, formerly of New York, N. Y., and now of Chattanooga, 
Tenn.. to make application to the Commissioner of Patents for the 
extension of letters patent; which was read twice by its title 
referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. BATE. I introduceabill for my colleague [Mr. Carmack}, 
who is necessarily absent. 

| The bill (S. 4736) granting an increase of pension to Alwilda A. 
Wheeler was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S. 4737) for the relief of the 
estate of P. B. Sawyer, deceased; which was read twice by its 

| title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4788) for the relief of the estate of 
Mrs. Robert Garland; which was read twice by its title, 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 4739) granting an increase 
of pension to Samuel J. Brainard; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. BURNHAM introduced a bill (S. 4746) granting an increase 
| of pension to Maria L. Godfrey; which was read twice by its title, 
| and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 4741) for the relief of 
Hiram Wilhite; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi introduced a bill (S. 4742) grant- 
ing a pension to William Cross; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. , 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4748) for the reli 
Blanton, administratrix; which was read twice by its titl 

referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana introduced the following bills: which 
were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 4744) for the relief of Charles 

A bill (S. 4745) for the relief of the Nx 
Sara Mail Company; 

A bill (S. 4746) for the relief of the estate of Armand Dunlantier: 


and re- 


f of Martha R. 
, and 


Banks; 


w Orleans a 


A bill (S. 4747) for the relief of Francois Jefferson: and 

A bill (S. 4748) for the relief of P. Emile Arceneau 

Mr. DEPEW introduced a bill (S. 4749 rranting an ince se of 
pension to Eunice A. Smith; which was read twice by its titl 


and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Cominitte 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4750) for the relief of N. F. Palmer. 
jr., & Co., of New York; which was read twice by its title, and, 
| with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
| Naval Affairs. 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (S. 4751) granting a pension 
to Mary Louise Lowry; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4752) granting a pension to Betsey 
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Jones: which was read twice by its title, and. with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: 

A bill (S. 4753) for the relief of Ellen O. Thomas, administra- 
trix (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 4754) for the relief of Peter Targarona; 

A bill (S. 4755) for the relief of the heirs of George Minor (with 
accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 4756 for the relief of Horace Resley, of Cumberland, 
Md. (with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (S. 4757) to set aside Court- 
Martial Orders, No. 53, dated November 18, 1870, in the case of 
Lieut. William W. Armstrong; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


‘ 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. McMILLAN submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $200,000 for improving the Anacostia River and the recla- 


mation of its flats in the District of Columbia, intended to be pro- | 


posed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington submitted an amendment provid- 
ing for a survey of the Columbia River at Foster Creek Rapids, 
near the mouth of the Okanogan River, in the State of Washing- 
ton, intended to be proposed by him to the river and harbor ap- 
propriation bill; which was ordered to be printed, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$18,000 for improving the Columbia River between the mouth of 
Willamette River and the city of Vancouver, in the State of 
Washington, intended to be proposed by him to the river and 
harbor appropriation bill; which was ordered to be printed, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. MONEY submitted the following amendments, intended 
to be proposed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; 
which were referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed: 

An amendment proposing to appropriate $783,622 for improving 
the Pascagoula River, Mississippi; 

An amendment proposing to appropriate $100,000 for improving 
the Tombigbee River from Demopolis, Ala., to Columbus, Miss.: 
and 

An amendment proposing to appropriate $100,000 for improving 
the harbor of Biloxi, Miss. 

Mr. PROCTOR submitted two amendments intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (S. 2960) to prohibit the coming into and 
to regulate the residence within the United States, its Territories, 
and all possessions and all territory under its jurisdiction, and the 
District of Columbia, of Chinese persons and persons of Chinese 
descent; which were referred to the Committee on Immigration, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill (S. 2960) to prohibit the coming into 
and to regulate the residence within the United States, its Terri- 
tories, and all possessions and all territory under its jurisdistion, 
and the District of Columbia, of Chinese persons and persons of 
Chinese descent; which was referred to the Committee on Immi- 
gration, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. STEWART submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $100,000 for deepening and rendering the channel naviga- 
ble between the El Dorado Canyon and Rioville, Nev., intended 


to be proposed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; | 


which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. ; 
Mr. MALLORY submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 


priate $25,000 for deepening the channel from the mouth of the | 


Withlacoochee River tothe loading pool in the Gulf of Mexico, 
in the State of Florida, intended to be proposed by him to the 
river and harbor appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PRITCHARD submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
propriate $250.000 for improving the Cape Fear River above 
Wilmington, N. C., to be expended in obtaining a navigable 
channel from Wilmington to Fayetteville, N. C., intended to be 
proposed by him tothe river and harbor appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. NELSON submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $45,000 for improving Warroad Harbor and Warroad 
River, in the State of Minnesota, intended to be proposed by him 


to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was referred to | 


the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Marcu 25, 


Mr. CLAY submitted the following amendments intended to be 
proposed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which 
were referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed: 

| An amendment proposing to appropriate $15,000 for improving 
the inside water route between Savannah, Ga., and Fernandina, 
Fla.; 

An amendment providing for a survey and estimate of the cost 

of connecting Club and Plantation creeks so as to provide for 
| an inside water route from the Altamaha River into the port of 
Brunswick, Ga.: 

An amendment proposing to increase the appropriation for the 
improvement of Brunswick Harbor, Georgia, from $140,000 to 
$165,000; and 

An amendment proposing to increase the appropriation for im- 
proving the Oconee River, Georgia, from $15,000 to $40,000. 

Mr. MARTIN submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 

| priate $20,000 for additional improvement of Norfolk Harbor, 
Virginia, and its approaches, intended to be proposed by him to 
the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$5.203.96 for improving Chesconnessex Creek, Virginia, intended 
to be proposed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$28,870 for improving Pagan River, Virginia, intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$100,000 for extending the improvement of James River to the 
head of navigation at the docks, etc., intended to be proposed by 
him tothe river and harbor appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to increase the ap- 
propriation for improving the harbor at Cape Charles City, Va., 
from $10,000 to $20,000, intended to be proposed by him to the 
river and harbor appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$25,000 for the deflection and improvement of the river at Peters- 
burg, Va., etc., intended to be proposed by him to the river and 
harbor appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TILLMAN submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $50,000 for improving the inland waterways between 
Cnarleston Harbor, South Carolina, and Alligator Creek, etc., 
intended to be proposed by him to the river and harbor appro- 
priation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment providing for a survey from 
the ocean to Georgetown Harbor, South Carolina, with a view to 
its improvement, to a depth of 18 feet at mean low water, intended 
to be proposed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. MITCHELL submitted an amendment proposing to increase 
the appropriation for improving the Lower Willamette and Co- 
lumbia rivers below Portland, Oreg., from $250,000 to $300,000, 
intended to be proposed by him to the river and harbor appro- 
priation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$3,000 for continuing improvement of Coquille River between 
Myrtle Point to Coquille, Oreg., intended to be proposed by him 
to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to increase the 

| appropriation for improving the mouth of Columbia River, Ore- 
gon and Washington, from $500,000 to $600,000, and to increase 
the aggregate appropriation for improving the mouth of Colum- 
| bia River from $1,000,000 to $1,500,000, intended to be proposed 
by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
He also submitted an amendment proposing to increase the 
appropriation for improving the Columbia River at The Cascades, 
Oregon, from $30,000 to $50,000, etc., intended to be proposed by 
him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
He also submitted an amendment proposing. to increase the 
appropriation for improving the mouth of Siuslaw River, Oregon, 
| from $26,000 to $50,000, intended to be proposed by him to the 
river and harbor appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
' Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
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He also submitted an amendment proposing to increase the 
appropriation for improving the entrance to Coos Bay and Har 
bor, Oregon, from $10,000 to $142,970.64, intended to be proposed 
by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to increase the 
appropriation for improving Willamette River above Portland, 
and Yamhill River, Oregon, from $68,000 to $70,000, 
be proposed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment providing for a 
Yaquina River from its mouth to Elk City, instead of 
also for an estimate of the cost of revetting the bank of the Wil 
lamette River near Albany, Oreg., with a view of preventing a 
diversion of that stream; and, further, for a survey and estimate 
as to the character and cost of improvements in the Willamette 
River between the city of Portland and Oregon City, etc., in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the river and harbor ay 
tion bill; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce 
ordered to be printed. 

He also iieationt an 


survey of the 


,and 


amendment proposing to appropriate 
$500,000 for procuring the right of way for a canal at The Dalles 
of the Columbia River between the foot of The Dalles rapids to 
the head of Celilo Falls, Oregon, and for commencing the con- 
struction of the same, etc., intended to be proposed by him to 
the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed, 


HEIRS OF 


Mr. MONEY submitted the following resolution; 
read, and referred to the Committee on Claims: 


Resolved, That the bill (S. 3190, Fifty-seventh Congress, first 
the relief of the heirs of Abe 1 Walker, deceased,’ now pe mding in the Sen: a 
together with all the accompanying papers, be, and the same is hereby, re 
ferred to the Court of Claims, in pursuance of the provisions of an act satl 
tled ‘An act to provide for the bringing of suits against the Government of 
the United States,” approved March 3, 1887. And the said court shall proceed 
with the same in accordance with the provisions of such act, and report to 
the Scnate in accordance therewith. 


ABEL WALKER, DECEASED. 


which was 


session) “* for 


TREATIES WITH INDIANS IN OREGON, 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut submitted the following resolution; 
Which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the 
inform the Senate what treaties were negotiated with tribes of 
the Territory of Oregon under the act of June 5, 1850 (9 U.S. Stat p. 437), 
entitled “An act authorizing the negotiation of treaties with Indian tribe 
etc..”’ and under the authority for the negotiation of such treaties contained 
in the subsequent act of June 27, 1851 (9 U. 8. Stat. L., p. 586); whether any 
of said treaties were ever ratified by the Senate; whether the lands agreed 
by the Indians in said treaties to be ceded to the United States have been 
occupied as public lands; what sums of money, either in cash or merchan 
dise, were to be paid tosaid tribes, respectively, by said treaties, and whether 
the sums so specified have been paid: whether said Indian tr ibe ss are now in 
existence, and, if so, the numbers of Indians belonging to said tribes, respec 
tively, and their present location, and any other or sree information r 

cting said treaties that may be necessary in order to determine whether 
the Government is now equitably bound to compensate said Indian tribes or 
any of them. 


Interior be, and is hereby, 


CHARLESTON (S, C.) HARBOR 


Mr. TILLMAN submitted the following resolution; 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to fur 
nish the Senate a copy of the modified estimate recently made of the cost of 
improving the inland navigation between Charleston, 8. C., and opposite 
McClellanville, 


IMPROVEMENT, 


which was 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia: 

A bill (H. R. 11099) to amend section 1189 of chapter 35 of ‘‘An 
act to establish a a of law for the District of Columbia,” 

approved March 3, 1901; 

A bill (H. R. 11696) to quitclaim all interest of the United 
States of America in and to lot 4, square 1113, in the city of Wash- 
ington, D. C., to William H. Dix; and 

A bill (H. R. 12086) to extend the time for the construction of 
the East Washington Heights Traction Railroad Company. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning business is 
closed. The Secretary will announce the first pension case on the 
Calendar, 

ELIZABETH W. 


The bill (H. R. 7341) granting a pension to Elizabeth W. Sim- 
mons was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Elizabeth W. Simmons, 
widow of Samuel Simmons, late of Captain Emerson’s company, 
Virginia Volunteers, war of 1812, and to pay her a pension of $12 
per month. 


SIMMONS, 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


t> a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


intended to | 


to T lk do: 


ypropria- 


directed to | 
Indians in | 
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MARTHA A. DE LAMATER 
The bill (H. R. 2273) granting a per M A. De La 
mater was consider red as in Committ f the Whole. 
The bill was reporte d from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendment, in line 9, after the word 


mk th; sO 


authorized and directé 


a 
as to make t 


Re it enacted, ete., That th 
d to place on the 


he bill read: 
tthe S 


y ry ¢ +] 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name Mart 
widow of Walter De Lamater, late of Company I, Sixt! 

try, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per mor 

additional on account of each of the minor childret 
De Lamater until they shall have reached the a; 

The amendment was agreed to. = 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amend { ! 
ment was concurred in 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed lthe bill t 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN H. COATES. 

The bill (H. R. 5261) granting an increase of } aT 0 Joh 
H. Coates was considered as in Committee of the Whi . It] 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of John H. ites, late 
of Companies F and K, Fourteenth Regiment Ulinois Volunt 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per1 h in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or 7 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LUCY B. BEVIS 

The bill (H. R. 5714) granting an increase of pension to Luc: 
B. Bevis was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Lucy B. Bevi 
widow of Benjamin F. Bevis, late first heutenant Company G 
Thirty-second Regiment Dlinois Volunteer Infantry, and to p 
her a pension of $17 per month in lieu of that she is now 1 

| ing. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordet 
| to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ALIDA PAYNE, 
The bill (H. R. 10486) granting a pension to Alida Payne \ 
| considered as in Committee of the Whole. It propos 
| on the pension roll the name of Alida Payne, the helpless da 
ter of John A. Payne, late of Company E, Thirty-ninth Regime 
New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pen 1 of 
per month. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In line 6, after the word * hel { . 
move to insert the words ** and dependent. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended wnd i I 
ment was concurred in. 

—_ amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill f 


read a third time. 
The bill was 


The bill (H. R. 1 


J. Tallman 


man, 


eenth Regiment N« 


read the third 


vidow of Chi 


1 


ime and pa 


EMILY J. TALLMAN. 





1011) granting an increase of pr » Emily 

was considered as in Committee le. I 

proposes to place on the pe msion roll the name of I. Tall 
irles C. Tallman, late of Might 

‘w Hampshire Volunteer l to pa 


her a pension of $24 per month in lit 
ing, provided, however, that in the case of the d: 
William C. 
Tallman is increased, the pension of 
man shall continue only at the rate of 


less 


son, 
Emily J 





u of that she is now re 
ath o 
Tallman, on whose account the pension 


said Emily J. Tall 
$12 per month from and 


after the death of said helpless son. 


Mr. COCKRELL. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
The Secretary read the report 


as at case. 
ill be read. 


(FALLINGER On 


Let the report be 1 


report 


submit ted by Mr. 


the 21st instant, as follows: 


The Committee on 
granting an increase 
same and report: 


The report of the C 


oe ae ey retrees } WR 
m to Er J. Talli 


Pensions, 
of pensi 


ommittee on Invalic a = ion t H 


sentatives, hereto appended, is adopted and the pa 














mended. 
The House report is as follow 
The soldier named in this bill, who s l I t Company B 
Eighteenth New Hampshire Inf *y, f1 { tt une 10 
1865, when honorably discharged, was a pei rut r general law 
$16 per month from September 16, 1487, on nt of rrh and disease 
lungs, following measles of accepted 
**He died March 30, 1899, of d 
“The beneficiary na ned in the bill, now ¢ who married tl] 
| soldier October 25, 1860, was pensioned in Feb ! 1So0 the 
soldier under the general law at $12 per montl Ime! g f 
of the soldier’s death, an 1¢ is now in receip of i 
| application for pension stated that the soldier left 1 
of age surviving him at the time of his death 
| _ “There has been filed with your committee the affid 
showing that she has a son, William C. Tallman, born J LS6e ho was 











S232 

















nearly 21 years of age when his father died: that he was a cripple from 
birt! ad epileptic fits ever since he was 3 years and 4 months of age: 
that the fits have so impaired his mind that he is wholly incapacitated, 
mentally and physically, to earn his support. and that he has no means of 
support and no mone but lly dependent upon the affiant for support 
and care; that she is 62 years « n ble financially to bear the whole 
burd f his support, and unable physically to take care of him in case of 

) ‘testimony filed with your « mittee shows that d William C 
Tallman is the son of the soldic tha beneficiary is destitute; that he 
has no means of support, anc t he has been a cripple and epileptic, and, in 
fact, an incurable imbecil ible t ke care of himself since arriving at 
th of 3 years and 4 months, and medical testimony filed with your com 
mittee corroborates these statements as to the son’s mental and physical con 
d 

i t I dents « «i in former Congré ses, toadd to the pen 
slo1 i ier’s Wi van nal sum of $12 per month for the support 
and n ance i blind, idiotic, ir or helpless child, your committec 
re nd a like se in this cas i the bill is reported back with the 
recommendation that it pass.” 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and pass¢ d, 

JOHN W. MEADE. 

The bill (H. R. 10906) granting a pension to John W. Meade 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of John W. Meade, late of 
Company A, Fourth Battalion District of Columbia Volunteer 


Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $12 per month. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN M. HOWE. 


The bill (H. R. 9178) granting an increase of pension to John M. 
Howe was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of John M. Howe, late of 
Company E, Third Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, 
and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HENRY 

The bill (H. R. 1694) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Ball, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
to place on the pension roll the name of Henry Ball, late of Com- 
pany A, Seventh Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, 


BALL, 


and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is | 


now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
PATRICK LEE. 

The bill (H. R. 2781) granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
Lee. was considéred as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Patrick Lee, late of Com- 
pany C, Third Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and 
to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ROLLIN TYLER. 


The bill (H. R. 5862) granting an increase of pension to Rollin 
Tyler was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Rollin Tyler, late of Com- 
pany G, Third Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Cavalry, and to 
pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM LARZALERE, 

The bill (H. R. 10044) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Larzalere was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ** dollars,”’ to strike out 
‘fifty’ and insert ‘* thirty; *’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to t 
and limitations m laws, the name of William Larzalere, late cap- 
‘ompanies F and D, Sixty-ninth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
y him a pension at the rate of $0 per month in lieu of that he is now 


ine 


is hereby, 


VISIONS 








of the pensi 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

FREDERICK A. CONDON. 

The bill (H. R. 1696) granting an increase of pension to Fred- 

erick A. Condon was announced as next in order. 
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It proposes | 


Marcu 25, 





Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the 

the Committee on Pensions. 
| The motion was agreed to. 
ELIAS M. HAIGHT. 

The bill (H. R. 10924) granting an increase of pension to Elias 
M. Haight was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Elias M. Haight, 
late of Company I, Eighteenth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ALMOND DELAMATER., 

The bill (H. R. 7683) granting an increase of pension to Almond 
Delamater was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Almond Delamater, 
late of Company I, One hundred and fiftieth Regiment Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $45 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

ANNA L. CORY. 

The bill (S. 2805) granting a pension to Mary Ella Cory and 
Edwin Lewis Cory was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
| rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of 
the pension laws, the name of Anna L. Cory, widow of John Cory, late of 
Company G, First Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and second lieu- 
tenant Company H, First Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Heavy Artillery, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving: Provided, That in the event of the death of Mary Ella Cory and 
Edwin Lewis Cory, helpless and dependent children of said John Cory, the 
additional pension herein granted chal cease and determine. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘ A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Anna L. Cory.”’ 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to call the attention of the 
chairman of the Committee on Pensions to the fact that all the 
bills from this one on were reported only yesterday, and the bills 
and reports have not been laid on our tables. There will be no 
trouble about passing them at the proper time, and I think it 
would be better to delay action on them. 
| Mr. GALLINGER. The bills and reports have been printed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. At least I have not been able to get them. 

| [have sent for them to the document room. I should like to 
have the privilege of glancing at some parts of them. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have no objection, Mr. President. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Has the Senator copies of all of them? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have copies of all of them, I will say to 
| the Senator. 

Mr. COCKRELL. They are not here, and I have sent word to 
the document room that it would be better to send them down 
a little more punctually when we are to consider bills the day 

| after they are reported. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have copies of them. I have carefully 
examined them all, and I would be glad to turn these over to the 
Senator from Missouri, if that will answer his purpose. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Very well; so that I can look at them. 

EDWARD M. KANOUSE. 

The bill (H. R. 366) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
M. Kanouse was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Edward M, 
Kanouse, late of the Third Battery Wisconsin Volunteer Light 
Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LAURA WEISENBURGER. 

A bill (H. R. 7755) granting a pension to Laura G. Weisen- 
burger was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Laura G. Weisen- 
burger, widow of John J. Weisenburger, late major. First 
Regiment Washington Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and 
to pay her a pension of $25 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

AQUILA WILEY. 
The bill (H. R. 2240) granting an increase of pension to Aquila 
' Wiley was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 


bill be recommitted to 


G,. 








1902. 


to place on the pension roll the name of Aquila Wiley, late col- 
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3233 


and the 


The bill was re ported to the Senate as amended, amend- 


onel Forty-first Regime nt Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay | ment was concurred in. 


| 


him a pension of $72 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. | 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
LAURA A. VAN WYE. 

The bill (H. R. 9659) granting a pension to Laura A. Van Wye 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Laura A. Van Wye, the de- 
pendent and helpless daughter of John C. Van Wye, late of Com- 
pany H, Seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay 
her a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SUSAN HAYS. 

The bill (S. 3103) granting an increase of pension to Susan Hays 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Susan Hays, widow of John C. Hays, late 
colonel First Regiment Texas Mounted Range rs, war with Mexico, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieuof that she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
the third time, and passed. 

SILAS D, STRONG, 

The bill (S. 2971) granting an increase of pension to Silas D. 
Strong was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Silas D. Strong, late of 
Company F, One hundred and eighty-sixth Regiment Ohio Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM H. ALLEN, 

The bill (H. R. 7998) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam H. Allen was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William H. 
Allen, late of Company B, Twenty-third Regiment Michigan Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $17 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DAVID A. FRIER. 


The bill (H. R. 11619) ) granting an increase of pension to David 
A. Frier was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of David A. Frier 
late of Capt. R. B. Turner’s company of Florida Volunteers, 
Florida Indian war, and to pay him a pension of $16 per m« mth 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
toa third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHARLES B. WINGFIELD. 

The bill (S. 1678) granting an increase of pension to Charles B. 
Wingfield was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the prov een und limitafions 
of the pension laws, the name of Charles B. Wingfield, late of Company A, 
First Regiment United States Dragoons, war with Mexico, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JAMES TODD. 


The bill (H. R. 12315) granting an increase of pension to James 
Todd was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, after the word ‘‘ Captain,’’ to strike out the 
name ‘‘ Norcutt’s’’ and insert ‘‘ Northcutt’s;’’ so as to make the 
bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James Todd, late of Captain 
Northcutt’s Company D, First Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, war 
with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


XXXV 


read 


99 


ao 





203 


The amendment was ordered to be 
read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time. 


engrossed and the bill to be 


and passed. 


CHARLES F. RAND, 


The bill (S. 4658) granting an increase of pension to Charles F. 
Rand was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Charles F Rand. late of 
Company K, Twelfth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, 
and to pay him a pension of $60 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed 


JOHN S. RAULETT, 


The bill (H. R. 1011) granting an increase 
S. Raulett was considered as in Committee of the 


of pension to John 
Whole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions, with an 
amendment, in line 7, before the word ‘‘ and,”’ to insert ** United 
States Navy;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here} 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisi: 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 8. Raulett, late 
United States steamship Florida, United States Navy 1d pay him a pension 
at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receivin 





The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported tothe Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
The amendment was ordered to be e1 
read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
RICHARD C, 


The bill (H. R. 669) granting an increase - pension to Richard 
C. Smith was considere d as in Committee of the Whole. it pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Richard C. Smith, 
late of Company H, Thirty-ninth Regiment Massachusetts Vol 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES R. 


The bill (H. R. 8269) granting an increase of pension to James 


iwrossed and the bill to be 


SMITH, 


M’CLELLEN. 


R. McClellen was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of James R. 


McClellen, late of Company C, Fifth Regiment United States 
Cavalry, and Company D, Eighty-eighth Regiment New York 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


, ordered 


HELEN G. HEINER. 

The bill (S. 4819) granting an increase of pension to Helen G. 
leiner was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Helen G. Heiner, widow of Robert G. Heiner 
late captain, First Regiment United States Infantry, and pay her a pensio 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third r¢ 
the third time, and passed. 


ana 


amend 
. 
‘ading, re: 


BERTHOLD FERNOW. 

The bill (S. 2936) granting an increase of pension to Berthold 
Fernow was considered as in Committee of the Whole 

The bill was reported from the Committee Pensions 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “ late,’’ to insert 
in the same line, after the word ‘* lieutenant,’’ 
the’’ and insert ‘‘ Company I;’’ and in line 7, 
‘Infanty,’’ to insert ‘*‘ Volunteer;”*’ so as to make 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of t } 
authorized and directed to place on the pens 
and limitations of the pension law 
ond lieutenant Company I, Third Reg 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at th« 
he is now receiving 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate a 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for 
the third time, and passed, 


on with 


“second 
«1 it 
to strike ont 


be fore 


41 
the 


the 





s amendéd, and the amend 


a third reading, read 
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JAMES B. HARRIS, 
The bill (H. R. 2417) granting a pension to James B. Harris | 


was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
place on the pension roll the name of James B. Harris, late of 
Company K, Tw nty-eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer 
Emergency Militia, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY E, SINGLEY. 

The bill (H. R. 10411) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
E. Singley was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on thi m roll the name of Mary E. Singley, 
widow of John M. Singley, late of Company K, Forty-ninth Re Zi- 


pensl 


ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay he sr a pension 
of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving: Provided, 
however, That in the case of the death of the helpless child, Rob 
ert t H. Singley . on whose account the pension of Mary E. Sing 
ley is increased, the pension of said Mz ik Singley shall continue 
only at the rate of $8 per month from and after the date of death 
of said helpless child. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
HANNAH T. KNOWLES. 
The bill (H. R. 11418) granting an increases of pension to Han- 
nah T. nie s was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 





amendment, in line 9, before the word “‘living,’’ to strike out 
‘still;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
au i | to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisior 
an pension laws, the name of Hannah T. Knowles, widow 

iW r.3 , la the U.S. S. Independence, war with Mex 
and J iv her ay sion at the rate of $8 per month, such pension to cease 
upon pr f th at the solidi 5 ilvihg. 

Th 1e ndment was agreed to. 

Th bil iM was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read atl hird time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

ANNA B. M’CURLEY. 
The bill (H. R. 2093) granting an increase of pension to Anna 


B. McCurley was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Anna B. Mc 
Curley widow of Felix McCurley, late commander, United States 


Navy, and to ) pay her a pension of $35 per month in lieu of that 
sheis = receiving 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, re ad the third time, and passed. 

ZENO T. GRIFFEN. 

The bill (S. 3472) granting. an increase of pension to Zeno T. 
Griffin was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, before the word “‘late,’’ to strike out the 
name ** Griffin ’’ and insert ‘‘ Griffen;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is her« 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provision 
d limitations of the pension laws, the name of Zeno T. Griffen, late of 
o ompany E, One hundred and twenty-second Regiment New York Volur 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension ‘at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he isnow receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 


I 


an 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
The title was amended so as to read: “‘A bill granting an in- 


of pension to Zeno T. Griffen.”’ 
MARY JANE FAULKNER. 


The bill (S.1512) granting an increase of pension to Mary Jane 
Faulkner was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


crease 


It proposes to | 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
CHARLES L. CUMMINGS. 


The bill (S. 3519) granting an increase of pension to Charles L. 


| Cummings, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with | 


amendments, in line 7, before the word ‘‘ ty yo to strike out ‘‘ de- 
ceased;’’ in line 8, before the word “ ’ to strike out ‘‘ Mexi- 
can;’’ in the same line, before the ane “ ' and,’ ’ to insert ‘* with 
Mexico:”’ and in line 9, before the word “‘ dollars,’’ to strike out 
‘‘twenty-five ’’ and insert “‘ twenty; ’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., T hat the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of thet ‘nsion laws, the name of Mary Jane Faulkner, widow 
of Jos — F aulkner, late of Company A, First Regime nt Virginia Volunteer 
Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month 
in lie ae x tha t she is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in, 





The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions, with 

an amendment, in line 8, before the word *‘ dollars,’’ to strike out 
‘ fifty ’’ and insert ‘‘ thirty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., Thatthe Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles a Cummings, late 
of Company E, Twenty-eighth Regiment Mic higan Volunteer Inf: antr y, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 

eiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 

he third time, and passed. 
SAMUEL J, LAMBDEN. 

The bill (S. 4072) granting an increase of pension to Samuel J. 
Lamden was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

__ chat the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di 

cted to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Samuel J. Lambden, late of C ompany B, 
First Regiment Missouri Mounted Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $25 dollars per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: 
of pension to Samuel J. Lambden.”’ 
H. LESTER. 

The bill (H. R. 1378) granting an increase of pension to Bessie 
H. Lester was conside red as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes that the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Bessie H. Lester, widow of Charles H. Lester, late lieutenant, 
Second Regiment United States Cavalry, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $15 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ALICE 


The bill (H. R. 8212) granting a pension to 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes that the 
Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alice Angel, help- 
less and dependent daughter of James J. Angel. late of Captain 
McClelland’s company, Tennessee Volunteers, Cherokee Indian 
disturbances, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SARAH MALEY. 


The bill (H. R. 6873) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
Maley, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah Maley, widow 
of Thom: as E. Maley, late first lientenant and regimental quarter- 
master Fifth Regiment United States Cavalry, and to pay her a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Me. GALLINGER, Mr. President, that concludes the Pension 
Calendar. 

Mr. HALE. Now let us go back to the 
up for the rest of the morning hour. 

AMENDMENT OF DISTRICT CODE, 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I ask the Senate to take up the bill (S. 493) 
to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to establish a code of law for 
the District of Columbia.’’ It is the bill that . called up yesterday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is No. 1 on the Calendar. 

Mr. HALE. That isan important bill. Ww hile it is somewhat 
long it will always be in our way until it is disposed of. If the 
Senator thinks it will not give rise to debate and is likely to have 
quick passa. passage, I will not ask the Senate to delay action upon it. 

. = PRITCHARD. I do not think it will give rise to any 
debate. 


and the amend- 


‘A bill granting an increase 


BESSIE 


ANGEL. 
Alice Angel was 


Calendar and take that 
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Mr. HALE. It is undoubtedly an important bill, and it ought 
to be passed. We may as well take it up. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on the District of Columbia with amend- 
ments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Iask that the formal reading of the bill 
be dispensed with, that it be read for amendment, and that the 
committee amendments shall receive first consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from North Carolina? The Chair hears 
none. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. The first amendment 
of the committee was, in section 1,on page 1, line 7, after the 
word ‘‘ by,’’ to strike out the words: 

Str iking out in the first and seventeenth lines thereof the word ‘‘ ten” and 
inserting in lieu thereof in each of said lines the word “‘eight.’’ Also by. 

So as to read: 


Amend section 3 by adding at the end of said section the words No jus 
tice of the peace during his term of office shall engage in the practice of the 
law, subject to the penalty of removal from his oflice 


The ee was agreed to, 


The next amendment was, on page 5, line 15, after the words | je 


“‘“Amend section 42 by,’’ to strike out ‘‘inserting in the second 
line thereof, after the word ‘ present,’ the word * constituted,’ ”’ 
and insert: 

Substituting for said section the following: 

“Suc, 42. CONsTITUTION.—There shall continue to be a police court in tl 
District as at present constituted, consisting of two judges learned in the law, 
appointed by the President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate 
for a t “rm. of six years, or until their successors are appointed, who shall 
each receive a sal ry of $4 nt pe rannum. Thesaid judges shall hold separate 
sessions and may carry on the business of said court separately and simulta- 
neously, and are emp ywered to make rules for the apportionment of the bus 
ness between them, and the act of each of said judges respecting the busin 
of said court shall be deemed and taken to be the acts of said court. Each 
judge when appointe d shall take the oath prescribed for judges of courts of 
the United States.” 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 6, after line 6, to insert: 

Amend section 51 by substituting for said section the followi 

‘Sec. 51. Disability of judge.—In cases of sickness, absence " dicabil lity, ex 
piration of the term of service of, or death of either of the judges of said 
court, any one of the justic es of the supreme court of the District of Colum 
bia mz “y designate one of the justices of the peace to discharge the duties of 
said police judge until such disability be removed or vacancy filled. The 
justice so designated shall take the same oath prescribed for the judg s of 
the police court and shall receive the sum of $ for each day of se rvic in 
addition to the salary now provided for by law, to be paid in the san ) man 
ner as the salary of the judge of the police court.’ 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 19, after line 15, to insert: 

Amend section 190 by substituting for said section the following: 

“Sec. 190. There shall continue to be a coroner of said Distric t, who shall 
be ay pointed by the Commissioners of the District of ¢ ‘olumbia, and shail 
receive a salary of $1 800 per annum.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 37, after line 20, to insert: 

Amend section 645, line 5, by substituting the words “three thousand five 
hundred” for the words ‘‘two thousand five hundred.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 41, line 23, after the word 
‘of,’ to insert and by substituting, in lines 2 and 3, the words 
**corporation counsel,’’ for the words “‘ city solicitor;”’ so as to 
make the clause read: 

Amend section 982 by striking out in the tenth line thereof the word “for” 


and inserting in lieu thereof the word “of,” and by substituting, in lines 2 
and 3, the words “corporation counsel” for the words “city solicitor.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 42, after line 13, to strike out: 

Strike out sections 966 and 967 and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“Seo. 966. CAUSES FOR DIVORCE A VINCULO.—A decree of divorce from th« 
bond of matrimony may be granted in any of the following cases, namely 

‘First. Where either party has committed adultery during the marris 
unless the same has been with the consent or conniv: anc eof the other party 
or, after knowledge of the fact, he or she has continued voluntarily to cohabit 
with the guilty party 

**Second. Where the party complained of has been an habitual drunkard 
for the period of three years 

“Third. Where the party complained of has been guilty of cruelty of treat 


as 


ment, endangering the life or health of the other party. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. In the amendment to section 1286 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. T 
Mr. COCKRELL. I suppose that 
print here it is ‘‘ who has know 
any marriage.’’ It is spelled wron 
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7? ; - 
fully conti 
the original, bu 





tunately, both words are spell cd rig! ht b i. The bill oug 
to read that the word “‘contraected ”’ | n out. 
Mr. PRITCHARD. Let ‘“‘ contraected ituted for t 
corres +t spelling of the word. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That will le 
The reading of the bill was resumed. ‘1 xt ! 
was, on page 60, after line 14, to insert: 
Amend section 1582. in line 6, by strik 
and inserting in lieu thereof the follow 
“And whether said lots or parcels « I } 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia l 
under authority of section 1601 of this code; a1 p 
ee lL find the plat correct he shall certify the eu 
to the said Commissioners with such remark ppea ) 
but no suc ich pl at or subdivision shall be admitt l rd it 
surveyor without an order to that effect 1 t] n | 
sioners 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 61, after line 5, t : 
Amend section 1584, line 3, by striking out tl 
t to the uses declared by the person m 
The amendment was named to. 
The next amendment was, on page 61, af t 
An nd > » 2, by striking v 
und in lin ng out the 
with the sti of the gro 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was continued t ny} 6 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The‘ r befor S 
ate the unfinished business, which will bh ut 
The Secretary. <A bill (H. R. 9206 » ma leon 
and other imitation dairy products subject to the la 
State or Territory, or the District of Columbia, into which t 
are transported, and to change the tax on oleomargarine, and 
amend an act entitled ‘‘An act defini butter, also imposin 
tax upon and regulating the manuiac ile, importation, and 
exportation of oleomargarine,”’ approved Augu is 
Mr. PRITCHARD. [ask that t fi ad} s bet 
porarily laid aside in order that we may « e the reading « 
the bill. 
Mr. COCKRELL. There are only two and a half 
Mr. PRITCHARD. Only two and a half pages. 
Mr. PROCTOR. Let the reading be fi hed; andif ther ) 
be no debate on the bill, I will consent to its passag 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. o objection being made, t 
unfinished business is temporarily laid aside, 
The Secretary resumed and conclud: a the reading 1e b 
Mr. PRITCHARD. On behalf of the ¢ mmittee on ft D 
| trict of Columbia I offer an amendment 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be 


* Fourth. Incase of willful desertion and abandonment of the complainant, | 


by the other party, for the full, uninterrupted period of two years. 

“Sec, 967. CAUSES FOR DIVORCE A MENSA ET THORO.—A divorce from bed 
and board may be granted for cither of the following causes, namely: 

“First. Cruelty of treatment by either party endangering the life or health 
of the other party. 

hn Second, Reasonable apprehension by one party of bodily harm from the 
other.” ’ 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading was continued to line 5, on page 57. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair calls attention to 
lines 3 and 4. The bill strikes out ‘‘contracted’’ and inserts 
** contracted.”’ 





The SECRETARY. On page 35, after 


Amend section 553 by striking out, in 1 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does 





line 


1 
ne lf 





insert: 


1891,"° and ins 


the section of 


Mr. PRITCHARD. It is to amend @ 
page 98. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is not in this bill at all. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. No, sir; it is not in this bill 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison agr 
the amendment, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President, I find in th til 
appropriations for the present fiscal year, on page 366, a1 
mendation for a provision in this bill for 

One deputy clerk, to be known as financial clerk, t { 
carry out that portion of section 58 of code, approved M 
191, relative to receiving, accounting for, a posit f all fir 
. ties, costs, and forfeitures imposed or taxed by the p u 
; |} ordered by the court. 
I find that the police judges recommend the adoption 
an amendment, and I send the am: mdr 1ent to the desk to b 
It proposes to amend section 58 of t 
The PRESIDE NT pro tempore. The amendm ih a 
The SECRETARY. On page 6, after lin 
That section 58 of an act entitled ‘‘An act 
District of Columbia,” approved M 5, 1M 
follows 
“Sc. 58. FINES TO BE PAID TO THE < K HY COUR A 
fines, penalties, costs, and forfeitures im} I . 
shall be paid to the clerk of said court cneaes 
process ordered by the court. The « ® court 
first secular day of each week, deposit w he rof tax 
amount of all fines, penalties, costs, and f “itu ted by m dur 
the week next preceding the date of such dep to be ec 1d into t 
Treasury to the credit of the District of Columbia, subject to t lire- 
ments of the provision of the act of June 11, 189, to meet any defic 7 in 
the police or the firemen'srelief fund. The said clerk shall render an temized 
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statement of each deposit aforesaid upon such forms and in such manner as 
shall be prescribed by the auditor of the District of Columbia.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. What has been read is from page 12 of the 
code of law? 

Mr. PRITCHARD. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is not in this bill at all? 

Mr. PRITCHARD. | It is not in this bill. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. It is in the old code. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. It is in the old code at page 12. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I suppose the proper method would be 
to have the amendment adopted as an additional section or in lieu 
of the section covering that subject. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On page 6 of the bill, after line 19 and be- 
fore the next clause amending section 61, let the amendment be 
inserted amending section 58 of the code. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. That is proper. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On page 2 of the proposed 
amendment, line 9, there is a bracket in pencil. What does the 
Senator signify by it? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. That is the new matter which provides 
for the appointment of the deputy clerk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That has not been read. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. No; it has not yet been read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

And to carry into effect the provisions of this section there shall be ap 

nted by the judges of the police court an additional deputy clerk, to be 

signated * financial clerk,” at an annual compensation not to exceed $1,800 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to the amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. 

The SECRETARY. 


It is on page 12. 


The question is on agreeing 


Where is it to come in? 
After line 19. 
On page 6, after line 19. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Now, let us see how it reads. 
The SECRETARY. Amend section 58 as follows: 
Sec. 58. Fines to be paid to the clerk of the police court. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Now, what change does it make in the 
original? It is only additional. 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. The 
propos d section. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
The SScRETARY. 
this section ”’ 
Mr. COCKRELL. Then say: 


change occurs at the end of the 


The last five or six lines. 
‘And to carry into effect the provisions of 





*‘Amend section 58 by adding 
thereto the following words.’’ It is not worth while to insert 
the whole section again. That is the way the amendments have 
been made all the way through. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. That will answer the purpose, I think. 

The SecRETARY. Amend section 58 by adding thereto the fol- 
lowing words: 

And to carry into effect the provisions of this section there shall be ap- 

nted py t ges of the police court an additional deputy clerk, to be 
design: finan “ial clerk,” at an annual compensation not to exceed $1,800. 

Mr. Coc KRELL. Now, about the salary. I have here the 
original section. It does not say what the clerk’s salary shall be. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. In the estimates of appropriations the 
salary is fixed at $1,500. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it go in at that for the first. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Ihave no objection to making it $1,500. 

Mr. COCKRELL. One thousand eight hundred dollars might 
be too high for a deputy clerk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

The SecRETARY. In line 

‘five; ’’ so as to read: 

At an annual compensation not to exceed $1,500. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I should like to inquire if it is the 
purpose to pass this statute in its present condition and to leave 
the code amended in all this vast number of particulars, some of 
them verbal, relating to different sections, so that everybody who 
wants to know what the law is has first to look at the code and 
then to search through the separate sections and patch together 
the two? Itisavery awkward and unscientific method of amend- 
ing bills that we have got into to say that an act shall be amended 
by striking out some word and inserting another in the old law 
instead of reenacting the law; but we do it ordinarily only where 
there is really a substantial section stricken out and a new text 
put in, which amounis to the same thing as a newlaw. It would 
seem to me that the proper course to pursue would be to refer the 
bill back to the commiitee 
District code with these amendments in it, and to order, when it 
comes in, that it may be read only by its title, unless the Senate 
otherwise direct at the time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let me make a suggestion to the Senator. 

Mr. HOAR. In a moment. 





The modification will be stated. 
13 strike out ‘“‘eight’’ and insert 


the authority of the committee that what we have passed | has been 
incorporated in the code. 


The only difficulty about it is that in 


with instructions to report the existing | 


| 
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the House, if it goes there as a new bill in that way, it might re- 
quire the reading in the House of the entire District of Columbia 
code, which would be a very serious obstacle to its passage, and 
which I do not want to create; but it seems to me that there 
ought to be some mode of getting rid of this method of legislating 
It would be very embarrassing and un- 
comfortable for all lawyers and citizens, for the courts and every- 
be dy else. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Mr. President, it was in order to obviate 
the necessity of reading the entire code that the amendments were 
prepared as now reported. It is the purpose of the committee to 
havea reprint of the code which will meet the objection my distin- 
guished friend from Massachusetts |[Mr. Hoar] makes to the bill. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Do I understand that the code is to be 
printed as amended? 

Mr. PRITCHARD. That is the intention. 

Mr. COCKRELL, But that can only be done after the bill has 
en agreed to in conference. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. That is true. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill go to the other House and let 
the amendments be acted upon there, and when the bill is agreed to 
in conference then let the conferees bring in the perfected code 
just as the Senator says it ought to be, and then we shall have the 
code as it will be when amended. That is the only way it can be 
done. 

Mr. HOAR. That is what I was about to say I thought would 
be the only solution of the difficulty, not by doing it in the Senate 
alone, for it has to go to the other House and be acted upon there. I 
desire to express the hope when this bill has been adopted, or 
when the two Houses have agreed on some bill of which this may 
be the foundation and substance, that the two committees will 
find some way to substitute the revised code as it will be with 
—_ amendments, and it can then be put through very quickly. 

I do not know that every Senator prese nt knows that before 
the Revised Statutes of the United States of 1884, were passed the 
House spent nearly the whole summer in evening sessions, read- 
ing every chapter and going over the bill very carefully. The 
revision was under the authority of very competent and experi- 
enced lawyers of the committee there. Then it came over here, 
and was read one evening at an evening session by title only. The 
Senate took it absolutely upon the authority of the House, not a 
word of it being read here. It was then sent to the Printer. and 
the volume of the Revised Statutes, printed and bound, was laid on 
the desk of the President of the Senate the next morning when 
the Senate met. I dare say the Senator from Nevada [ Mr. STew- 
ART] remembers that fact. 

Mr. STEWART. Yes; I was on the committee. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senate took it on his authority, without 
wanting to inquire further about it, and without even wanting 
to hear him make a speech about it. [Laughter. ] 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

LEMUEL GROVE. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, by an oversight this morning 
Order of Business 797, being the bill (S. 2305) granting an increase 
of pension to Lemuel Grove, was not considered. I ask that it be 
taken up and passed now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
quest of the Senator from Missouri? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 2305) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Lemuel Grove. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, after the word ‘‘late,’’ to strike out ‘‘ of” 
and insert ‘‘ captain;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lemuel Grove, late captain 
Company F, Forty-sixth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima 
pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JOHN Y. COREY. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a mes- 
sage from the House of Representatives re turning to the Senate, 
in compliance with its request, the bill (S. 4366) granting a pen- 


~ 


Is there objection to the re- 


| sion to John Y. Corey. 


Mr. GALLINGER. A similar bill has passed both Houses of 


The Senate will, of course, accept | Congress, and I move to reconsider the vote by which it was 


passed and that the bill be indefinitely postponed. 
The motion was agreed to. 
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IMITATION DAIRY PRODUCTS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 9206) to make oleomargarine and 
other imitation dairy products subject to the laws of any State 
or Territory or the District of Columbia into which they are 
transported, and to change the tax on oleomargarine, and to 
amend an act entitled ‘‘An act defining butter, also imposing a 
tax upon and regulating the manufacture, sale, importation, and 
exportation of oleomargarine,”’ approved August 2, 1886. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. Money] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, yesterday afternoon I yielded 
for the reading of the reports of the majority and of the minority 
of the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry on this bill, which 
consumed the remainder of the afternoon and enabled me to mak« 
a little collection of papers. 

This bill is one that is sui generis. There has never been, I bi 
lieve, since the foundation of this Government a bill with such a 
proposition in it as is embodied in the bill now pending. Senators 
on both sides have decided convictions about it. My conviction 
of it is that it is unconstitutional, unjust, immoral, and dishonest, 
and I do not mean to flatter anybody by making that statement. 

I listened with a great deal of interest, not to say enthusiasm, 
to the impassioned and thrilling statistics submitted on this ques 
tion by the Senator from Vermont |Mr. Procror] on yesterday, 
and heard with a great deal of pleasure his glowing eulogy of the 
cow as the giver of almost every good and perfect gift in this 
country. I could even add uses of the cow which were not men 
tioned by the Senator from Vermont. But, nevertheless, my en- 
thusiasm, moved by his oratory, did not quite sweep me from my 
convictions, and I am still of the same opinion that the bill should 
not pass. 

I endeavored to put in the minority report, so far as I had a 
hand in drawing it, my reasons for my attitude on this bill, but 
being conscious of the fact that reports of committees are never 
read, except when read at the desk, and then never heard, I shall 
be compelled to repeat something contained in the report. 

This proposition is one in line somewhat with all the protective 
measures that have been adopted by the Congress of the United 
States. It is a singular fact that only the people who desire the 
money of other people have been pushing bills of this character. 
It is not the great mass of the people who rise up and demand pro- 
tection for a single class, and there has never before been a prop- 
osition for such a tax as this. We have had bounty acts passed, 
in which the whole public were taxed for the benefit of people en- 
gaged in an industry that was supposed to labor under some in- 
equalities, such as the cheapness of labor in pauper Europe, and 
so on, and we have had taxes levied upon all the people of the 
United States on fish caught in the fisheries of our Northern seas. 
We have had taxes levied to pay manufacturers in order that they 
might enjoy the home market and sell their products about 50 or 
60 per cent higher in the United States to American citizens than 
they sell the same articles abroad, where there is the competition 
of the world, 

Any proposition which taxes other people for the benefit of any 
one industry is, in my opinion, obnoxious not only to the Consti- 
tution, but to good morals. But here is a proposition that goes 
far beyond any other that has been considered here. This is a 
proposition not simply to tax one man for the benefit of another, 
but to tax out of existence a legitimate industry in order that 
another industry may enhance its profits. If the manufacturer 
of oleomargarine or butterine or imitation butter were called upon 
to pay a part of his earnings, orif the people who produce the raw 
material, the cotton-seed oil, beef fat, lard, and other ingredients 
in butterine or oleomargarine were called upon to pay a part of 
the tax for the interest of the butter men, that would be bad 
enough, in good conscience; but this isademand that an industry 
shall be absolutely exterminated. I do not believe that any pro- 
tectionist has ever heretofore gone that far. In fact, I consider 
this to be protection run mad—gone clean crazy—and how the 
Senate or any deliberative body can coolly consider a proposition 
of this sort is beyond my comprehension. 

Mr. President, the distinguished chairman of the committee 
said in his report that— 

The principal opponents of the bill are the manufacturers of oleomarga- 
rine, live stock associations, and the cotton-seed mill men. 

The cotton-seed interests will be but little, if any, affected by the passage 
of this bill, as more than half of their oil product is exported, and of the 
portion retained in this country only the best grade of it can be used, and 
none is used in the manufacture, of the best qualities of oleomargarine. Be- 
—, pare are other commercial avenues open for the disposition of cotton- 
” ‘We fail to see how the live-stock interest will be seriously affected, as the 
caul fat from which oleo oil is derived is but a very small percentage of the 
animal's value, and this material has commercial value for other purposes. 

I do not think that that is an exactly correct statement, al- 
though I have no doubt the Senator from Vermont thought he 
was making it exactlvas it was, I am not here representing live- 
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stock associations, or the cotton-seed-oil men, or the cotton-seed 


producing men, or any other interest; but Iam here representing 
that vast body of American citizens who rarely have a voice reised 
here in their behalf, and tnat is the consuiners of these products 
I speak to-day in the interest of the vast mas working people 
throughout this country, who can pay no attorneys. who can 
promise probably no votes, and who have? rganization 
to press their demands upon Congress 

This is a proposition to deprive millions of people in this 
try. men working in the mines, in the crowded 
and in the great commercial centers of the ce 
some, legitimate, and nutritious article 
millions who can not buy butter who are perfectly satistied with 
butterine. I will say that the chemist, the expert, t] 
and everybody else who has been before the committ 
two Houses and given testimony as experts have said that b 
terine is quite as good an article f food as butte just as yh 
some, just as nutritious, and in several instances they have } 
nounced ita great deal better. Oleomargarine or buiterine is 


not subject to the decay and the rancidity to which butter is sul 
ject. It contains no butyric acid, and is less obnoxious to the del 





cate stomach than butter. So. according to the scientific 
mony of those people who should know. on an average of larg 
experiments, butterine is a better or, at least, as good an artic 
of food as butter. 

I do not know that I ever ate any oleomargarine, and I do not 
think anybody else knows whether he has eaten any. I venture 
to say there is not a Senator here who can tell the differe: be 
tween that article and butter. I recollect last year a Senator on 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry said one morni: 
that he had been eating oleomargat the whole winter at ] 
hotel, that he had just heard of it, and his indignation was greatly 
aroused. Iasked if he could not tell it by the smell. No.” he 
said. ‘*Norbythecolor?”’ ‘* No.’ ‘* Nor by the tast 7 '"N 
‘*Nor by the effects upon your digestion?’’ ‘* No.’ | By” J 


said, *‘ what is the odds whether you eat oleomargarine or but 
terine or butter if you can not tell the difference in any way 
whatever?’ 

But it is said that the position of the committee is to protect 
the people of the United States from the imposition of a fraudu- 
lent product in substitution for another. Mr. President, we are 
accustomed to say these formal things just as we begin a letter 
by saying ** My dear sir,”’ and end it ** Your most obedient serv- 
ant.’’ or ** Yours, truly;*’ but, as a matter of fact, there would 
not be a voice raised here to protect anybody from imposition if 
there was no money behind this bill in the enhanced profits, as 
they suppose, that are to go tothe butter interests of this country. 

Lam not against the butter interest. I have had any number 
of petitions here under that stereotyped heading as sent forth by 
the National Dairymen’s Association, imploring me to vote for 
this bill, and one man wrote to me—and a very good man after 
his way, I suppose—that if I thought I was doing any 
the dairy people I was badly mistaken. I wrote him that if he 
thought [ was trying to do anything for the dairy people, or any 
other interested class of people, he was badly mistaken. Tam not 
here to champion any one interest against another; 
just indignation in the breasts of those people who are enga 
in an honest industry—just as honest as milking and churn 
in the production of a good, wholesome article of food, that the. 
should be oppressed and compelled to quit their business, and 
that the producers of the raw material should suffer in their 
proper earnings from the effects of such a law as this. 

I say, in the first place, Mr. President, that this is an unconsti 
tutional act. It is plainly class legislation. Nobody will deny 


ervice To 


but the 


that it is in the interest of one class: nor is it simply taxing the 
people generally for the benefit of that class That is already 
done. There is to-day a duty of 6 c¢ pound on butter. 
America is the highest butter market in the world. Butter is 6 
or 7 cents a pound higher here than in the market of Great 
Britain, which is supplied mainly by the Danish people, who m 
the best butter in the world, and it is 9 or 10 cents higher h 
than in Canada. Canadian butter pays the duty + mm 
into this ¢ uuntry, and it is exported agai with a rebate of 5 cents 
to enable the exporter to get itin and send it out at the cost 
only 1 centa pound. Thisisa great protection for butter, at lea 
that was the argument of the men who framed law and fixed 
this rate on the importation of butter. which, as I said before, is 
higher in this country than it is anywhere else on the face of the 
earth. 

Nobody can complain that the dairymen are not doing well. 
They are doing well. We find that vy are doin » well that 


the 
there is a proposition now to make a gr 
ter factories of the country, as is stated here by a paper published 
in Kansas City of a late date. 

Big butter trust—Two Kansas men to consolidate all United States"erean 
eries—Capital stock, $18,000,000—They already control about 400 creaimeries in 


the West. 


nd trust, run by the but 
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Well, let 


That is legitimate enterprise, some people will say. 
Ido not attack this consolidation of creameries; 


it go at that. 
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but what I do oppose is the taxation of other people for the bene- | 


fit of these gentlemen in the creamery business. 

I say this bill is unconstitutional in respect to its being class 
legislation, and it is unconstitutional in the tax itself. It has 
been often said, quoting Chief Justice Marshall in McCulloch v. 
The State of Maryland, that the power to tax carries with it the 
power to destroy; but it also has been said over and over again 
that when the Government laid its hand upon a citizen to take 
from him a part of his money for the benefit of another citizen 
or class of citizens, it was not legislation, but legislative decree 
under the form of law, and was robbery. That was the opinion 
delivered in those words by the greatest judge in my time—a Re 
publican judge m the State of Iowa. 

Now, I propose, if the Senate will not be wearied by a few 
legal decisions, to substantiate what I am saying. I deny that 
this Government has a right to tax anybody, much less to so tax 
as to exterminate an industry for the benefit of any person or any 


number of persons, even if there were millions of them. I deny 
the right of this Government to tax to destruction or to tax at all 

nybody or anything except for the purposes of government. 
You must show that the object of the taxation is to raise revenue 


that will permit this Government to conduct its affairs and ad- 
minister the affairs of the people in a proper way; to supply the 
instruments for the enforcement of law, and to do everything 
that becomes a sovereign in the family of nations in its internal 
relations to its own citizens and in its external relations to the 
world. 

The greatest case that I know of is the one that isrepeated here 
quite often, and was set forth quite elaborately the other day by 
my distinguished friend from Kansas [Mr. Harris] in the very 
able and lucid speech which he submitted tothe Senate. Itis the 
case of Loan Association r. Topeka, quoted in 20 Wallace, page 
665, the opinion being delivered by Mr. Justice Miller, as I said, 


the greatest judge in my time; and I want to say further that, | 
although a Republican, when the history of his time is written | 


he will be put down as, next to John C. Calhoun, the strongest 
States’ rights man who ever figured very prominently in this 
country. Strange he should bea Republican, but itisso. Judge 
Miller says: 

The power to tax is therefore the strongest. the most pervading of the 
powers of government, reaching directly or indirectly to all classes of the 

he State of Maryland, that the power to tax is the power to destroy. 

But that was a case—I want to call it to mind—where the State 
of Maryland attempted to tax one of the instrumentalities of the 
United States, and the denial was that the State could levy a tax 
at all upon an instrument of this Government, because to tax in- 
cluded the power to destroy. 






A striking instance of the truth of the proposition is seen in the fact that 
the existing tax of 10 per cent imposed by the United States on the circula 
tion of all other banks than the national banks drove out of existence every 





Stete bank of circulation within a year or two after its passage. 

That is the opinion of the judge, but it does not give the argu- 
ment. The argument was that the Government was then in the 
stress of war; it was struggling for its national integrity, to pre- 
serve itself, rounding out its whole extent of dominion. and money 
being the principal instrument in conducting a war and absolutely 
necessary thereto, it was compelled for lack of hard money to 
issue paper money, and in order to give that a place in the mar- 
kets and sustain it in its value the Government was compelled to 
tax out of existence the issues of the State banks. That was the 
argument, and it was a good one, for the Government had a right 
to do that. 

This power can as readily be employed against one class of individuals and 
in favor of another. so as to ruin the one class and give unlimited wealth and 
prosperity to the other, if there is no implied limitation of the uses for which 
the power may be exercised. 

That is what is being attempted in this bill. It may be said by 
my distinguished friend from Vermont |Mr. Proctor], who hon- 
ors me with his attention, that it is not the intention to extermi- 
nate this industry. He does not say that is the intention here, 
but it is professedly a revenue bill, and Secretary Gage, when in- 
vited before the committee, said that if it was a revenue bill it 
was not needed. Wehave just passed a bill wiping off the statute 
books the whole war-revenue taxes because there is a surplus in 
the Treasury of one hundred and eighty-odd million dollars out- 
side of the $150,000,000 of the gold reserve. So we do not need 
the money; and if itis not a revenue measure, then it is a mis- 
nomer. 

Here is a proposition in this bill to add to the wealth of one 
class of our fellow-citizens, to use the language of this decision, 
‘“so as to ruin the one class and give unlimited wealth and pros- 
perity to the other, if there is no implied limitation of the uses for 
which the power may be exercised.”’ 

That is evidently the proposition here—to enhance the value of 


Maron 25, 


the products of the dairy and to decrease the value of live stock, 
cotton-seed oil, and lard, and also to destroy millions of dollars in- 
vested in butterine and oleomargarine, the making of which is 
recognized as a legitimate article of commerce by law. 

_ To lay with one hand the power of the Government on the property of the 
citizen, and with the other to bestow it upon favored individuals to aid pri 
vate enterprises and build up private fortunes, is none the less a robbery be- 
cause it is done in the forms of law and is called taxation. This is not legis 
lation. It isa decree under legislative forms. 

There never were truer words spoken. They are words that 
ought to carry weight to every mind in this Senate, and if this 
decision does not fit all around this bill then it does not amount 
to anything ai all. 

Nor is it taxation. “A tax,’ says Webster's Dictionary, ‘‘is a rate or sum 
of money assessed on the person or property of a citizen by the Government 
for the use of the nation or State.” 

I ask you, Senators, is this taxation for the benefit or use of 
the nation or State? The testimony of Secretary Gage was that 
if you raised the tax to 10 cents a pound there would be great dif- 
ficulty about collecting any of it at all. Suppose the industry 
could bear the tax, how many inducements have you given to 
those people engaged in the manufacture and sale of oleomarga- 
rine to evade the law and save the 10 cents per pound? You know 
when vou raised the tax on whisky to $2 a gallon it had to be put 
down to $1.10 because nobody wanted to pay the tax, and the wit, 
the enterprise, and the energy of the whisky men were directed to 
putting whisky on the market without paying the extraordinary 
tax of $2 per gallon. and the tax had to be reduced in order to in- 
crease the revenue derived from that article. 

Taxes are burdens or charges imposed by the legislature upon persons or 
property to raise money for public purposes. 

Is this tax to be insposed to raise money for public purposes? 
We do not want any more money. We are trying to reduce the 
surplus in the Treasury. This is what Judge Miller described 
here as an attempt to tax one class, or several classes of people, 
in order to enrich one particular favored class, and that, he de- 
clared, is unconstitutional. Is it a public purpose because a hun- 
dred, or a thousand, or a million, or ten million dairymen would 
reap profits from it? That does not make it fora public purpose. 


| The * public ’’ in the law is not the public in the newspaper sense 


of that word, in the common acceptation of people generally, but 


| it means for governmental purposes, when it says ‘‘ for public 


purposes,” that the Government must need this money. For 


i : | what? Not to reward this man or that man, to induce him to 
wople. It was said by Chief Justice Marshall, in the case of McCulloch v. | 


extend his operations and increase his private wealth, but to 


| carry on the administration of public affairs; and that is the 


only sense in which it can be called a public purpose. The deter- 


| mination of the meaning of that phrase ‘‘ public purpose”’’ runs 
| through a hundred decisions which are not necessary to be cited 


here, but some of which I will give. 

The State ex rel. James Griffith et al. v. Osawkee Township et al. 
Municipal bonds not issued for public purposes; constitutional 
law. 

The act of the legislature of 1875, entitled ‘‘An act authorizing 
townships to issue bonds for relief purposes,’’ in that it provides 
for the issue of bonds and the levying of taxes for other than 
public purposes is unconstitutional and void. 

In Lowell v. City of Boston (111 Mass., 454) the court held an 
act of the legislature unconstitutional and void that authorized 
the city of Boston to loan, on sufficient security, to the sufferers 
from a great fire in that city amounts not exceeding in the aggre- 
gate $20,000,000, to enable them to rebuild upon their property, 
because it was an appropriation of public money for private use 
and made taxation necessary for private purposes. 

There was a whole city full to be benefited; that may be called 
the whole public of Boston, and yet this tax was not for a public 
but for a private purpose. The Government had no interest in 
it, it was not necessary for the administration of its affairs, and 
therefore it was adjudged unconstitutional. 

Allen v. Inhabitants of Jay (60 Me., 124): 


Taxation, by the very meaning of the term, implies the raising of money 
for public uses, and excludes the raising if for private objects and pur- 
poses. 

That is a case in which, I believe, a township asked the legisla- 
ture of the State to enable it to issue bonds to establish a cotton 
factory or to give a bonus to a cotton factory, and the legislature 
granted the request. The factory was built, the taxpayers dis- 
puted the act, and it was declared unconstitutional by the Maine 
court. 

In Sharpless v. Mayor, etc. (21 Penn. St., 147), Black, C. J., 
said: 

I concede that a law authorizing taxation for any other than public pur- 
poses is void. 

Hanson v. Vernon (27 Iowa, 28), Dillon, C. J.: 


The acquisition, possession, and protection of property are among the 
chief ends of government. To take directly or indirectly the property of 
individuals ant loan to others for purposes of private gain and speculation, 
against the consent of those whose money is loaned, would be to defeat it 
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| 
from the protection of the Constitution, and submit it to the will of an irre- | 
sponsible majority. It would be robbery and spoliation of those whose | 
estates, or a portion of whose estates, is thus confiscated. 

That is pretty strong language—that part of the estate of a but- 
terine factory or of a man who is engaged in raising live stock or 
cotton producing or hog raising is confiscated by legislative de- 
cree under the form of law to enrich the milkmen and dairymen 
of this country who are already, as I have said, so well protected 
under a 6 per cent duty that butter is higher here than in any 
other part of the globe, and not only higher here, but a great deal 
higher than where the best butter in the world is sold. 

Now, here is what Chief Justice Marshall said, in McCulloch 2 
State of Maryland, to which I referred before: 

That the power to tax involves the power to destroy; that the power t 
destroy may defeat and render useless the power to create; that there i 
plain repugnance in conferring on one government a power to control t] 
constitutional measures of another, which other, with respect to these very 
measures, is declared to be supreme over that which exerts the control, are 
propositions not to be denied. 

I beg atte ntion to this one line of the Chief Justice’s decision: 


How all incons ncies are to be reconciled by the magic of the word 
fidence.” Taxati: it t is said, does not necessari ly and unavoidably destr 
; 


To carry it to excess of destruction would be an abuse, to presume which 
would banish that confidence which is essential to all government. 














In other words, such legislation destroys absolutely in the 
minds of the people taxed all confidence in the integrity of the 
legislature which puts into operation such a proposition as this 
under form of law for the enrichment of one class of its citizens 
as against another; and, as I said a while ago, it is not simply tax- 
ation, but it is the determination to extinguish an industry just 
as legitimate as any on earth, producing an article not like 
whisky, to steal away the brain and disintegrate the whole phys- 
ical and moral nature of man, but a wholesome article of nour- 
ishment, accessible to millions of the working people of this coun- 
try who will be without this necessary article of food if the pend- 
ing legislation is adopted. 

Missouri, etc.. Railway Company v. Nebraska (164 U.8., 147; 41 
L., 495; 17S. Ct., 185), in holding State can not take property of 
one — without owner’s consent for use of another person. 
Atchison, etc., Railroad v. Atchison (11 Kans., 714; 28 Pac. , 1001), 
holding tax levied in aid of private sectarian college void. 

Notwithstanding the beneficent influence which would natu- 
rally emanate from a college or any institution of learning to the 
whole people, notwithstanding the fact that it educates a portion 
of them and elevates to a higher plane intellectually and morally 
the people of the whole State, yet this provision is declared void 
upon the protest of a taxpayer. 

In the same case it is held: 

The taking by a State of the private property of one person or corpora 
tion, without the owner's consent, for the private use of another is not due 
process of law, and is a violation of the fourteenth article of amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States. 

Citing Wilkinson v. Leland, 2 Pet., 627; Murray v. Hoboken 
Company, 18 How., 272: Loan Assoc ation. Topeka, 20 Wi ull. , 655; 
Fallbrook District v. Bradley, 112 U. 8., 158; State v. ¢ chicago. 
Milwaukee and St. Paul Railw ay, 36 Minn., 402. 

Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Company v. City of Atchison. 
In error from district court. Opinion by Johnston, J. 

While it is argued that the public is benefited by the increase of schools 
and the spread of learning aod knowledge, it is not contended that the col 
leges in question are under the supervision and control of the public, or th: t 
there is or could be any legislative authority for their support. The offic« rs 
of the city had no power to impose a tax on the property of the citizens ot 
Atchison to aid private sectarian schools or to promote private interests and 
enterprises, 

Citing Loan Association v. Topeka, 20 Wall... 665. 

These decisions seem to me to be very conclusive upon the point 
of the constitutionality of this measure. 

Now, as to the interests concerned—— 

Mr. QUARLES. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. MONEY. With pleasure, 

Mr. QUARLES. I should like to ask the Senator his opinion 
as alawyer. Suppose this bill is passed; does he think any court 
would hold it unconstitutional? 

Mr. MONEY. Thecourt hasevaded the merits of a great many 
questions by saying that it could not look behind to discern the 
legislative intent; and when I say that this legislation is uncon- 
stitutional I do not mean that any court will ever pronounce it so, 
although it might, but what 1 mean is this: That we as legislators 
must see from these decisions that we are attempting to doa thing 
which is absolutely unconstitutional, although the court may never 
make a direct decision upon that point, because in a great many 
other cases it has said, ‘‘ We can not go behind the text of the law 
to inquire into the intent of the lawmakers.”’ 

Mr. QUARLES. If I understand the position of my distin- 
guished friend, it is that this measure is unconstitutional, but 
that no court can ever be {made to see it. It is unconstitutional 
in a Pickwickian sense, 








ava 

Mr. MONEY. Notatall. My friend misunderstood n 
coelo if he imagines anything of the sort. 

Mr. SPOONER. Ifthe Senator will permit me, it 

| tutional in the Senate, but notin thes Court of the 
States. 

Mr. MONEY. L did not sax t er T am verv m h 
obliged to the Senator from Wiscon ! istance. J 
did not say that. Neither do I think ] , 
argument that it needs to be misreprese1 Ol understood, I° 
do not say that it can not reach the Supreme Co* r do I sa 
what the Supreme Court willsay; but 1 do say that at mat 
unconstitutional measures have bh i 
Court of the ne a { 
the text of the me t h Z 
text to inquire into nt " 
of the United States | | WW 
a law for the purpose of raising rey 
ment, although in fact the court must ki 
stances surrounding it, from gene inf lation wl ( 
generally take cog? net (and they are a uch called uy 
to do so as they are of the law or the Counstitu 
must say, ‘*‘ We will not go behind to cor t tl 
frand.”’ 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Prerrvs in the chai D 
the Senator from Mississippi yield to the Senator from Texa 

Mr. MONEY. Certainly. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Idesire to ask the Senator from Mississippi 
this question: If the record could be made up of ase to 
submitted to the Supreme Court, in which it were admitt 
it is virtually admitted in this debate, that the tax of 1 
pound is not levied in order to raise revenue but to driy 
oleomargarine out of the market, what is his opinion as 1 
judgment of the Supreme Court? 

Mr. MONEY. There would not be a single moment's he 
tion, and there would not have been a single moment's hes*cvation 


in a number of cases which have been pa i upon by the court 
Change the title of this billy; or « i. nge a section, and instead 
‘raising revenue’ say on the face of it, ‘** Here is a bill to driv 
out of existence an industry that is injuring by its competition 
and honest competition, another industry,’ and you would see 
what the Supreme Court would do withit. I challenge the ma 
jority of the committee, who have reported this bill, to change 
in one single instance, so that the court may honestly come to a 
decision upon that point, without the necessity of challenging t 
purpose and intent of the political power of the Government. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mi 
sippi yield to the Senator from Kansas’ 

Mr. MONEY. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. I should like to ask the Senator from Missi 


sippi if his argument is not really sixteen years old? His arg 
ment, it seems to me, might have had some relevancy and pert 


nency to the law which was enacted sixteen years ago, but as a 
plying to this measure, which is merely an amendment of that 
law, which has stood the fire of the courts all of these years. it 
seems to me it has not much effect. Is hould like him to discu 
this as an amendment to the existing law. 

Mr. MONEY. In reply my to distir oui ed friend the Sena 
tor from Kansas, I will say that I am discussing this on principle. 
I do not care whether itis an amendment or an original bill or a 
substitute or what not; the form of itis nothing. It is the prin 
ciple of the bill; that is what Iam discussing. I care not what 
the court said sixteen years ago. Any number of precedents cm 
not deter legislators from performing their d 


Weare not bound in leg sislating r by a decision of the court. The 
may be any number of decisions, but they have nothing more t 
a persuasive power upon the minds of men enacting law. It 
good thing that we have tocome back really to first principles ar 
rejé ct decisions and+judgment s and its lg down 


fundamental principles once in a while, in order to secure t] 


rights of the people of this country. If we drift on 1 
precedents, one getting a little worse than the other ail the tir 
no man on earth can tell where we will land. 

But I venture to say there never will be a bill framed, with an 
honest title to it, which can pass the Supreme Court of the United 
States or any other court of competent jurisdiction as to its con 
stitutionality. Gentlemen must hide behindacover. Talk about 


the fraud of oleomargarine. It is a molehill as to a mountain 
compared with the fraud that is perpetrated upon the country 
and upon the court when a bill professing one thing means an 
entirely different thing. Everybody knows as well as the Secr 

tary of the Treasury that there is no need of thistax. Everybody 


| knows that by the unanimous vote of both Houses the Cong 
| has swept off of the statute book a whole system of internal- 


revenue taxation. Weall knowthat. We knowit is hard to get 
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rid of the $183,000,000 of surplus, which ought to be in circula- 
tion araong the people of this country to quicken and enliven 
commerce in all its avenues. 

I said the determination is to exterminate this industry. I 
have the testimony of men who have been sent here to effect 
legislation to that end. Mr. Hoard, who I believe is the chair- 
man of the National Dairymen’s Association, a gentleman of 
very high character, an ex-governor, said in his testimony before 
the House committee, when asked about this bill, that if it did 
not succeed in stamping out the industry he would be here next 
winter with one that did; and Mr. Knight, the secretary I believe 
of one of these associations, who has been a sort of dry nurse to 
the committees of both Houses until he was expelled from the 
committee room of one of them, or was not permitted to go in, 
has been collecting all sorts of testimony, and we find a letter of 
his to the Virginia dairymen, in which he says: ‘‘ Now is the 
time to clip the fangs of this octopus and destroy it.’’ We can 
not account for his mixed-up metaphors. An octopus has ten- 
tacles and not fangs. 

Mr. Adams, who represents the State of Illinois, I believe, comes 
in and says, ‘‘ The purpose of our bill is to exterminate this busi- 
ness; to wipe it out of existence.’’ The effect was not good upon 
the committee. However much the committee was committed 
to a proposition of this sort, it could not quite have it declared 
openly, al fresco, ‘‘ We are going to exterminate one industry by 
taxing it in order to benefit another.’’ So he went before the 
committee and declared he was misunderstood, but when he said 
that the committee rose up and said, ‘‘ You were well under- 
stood,’’ and the minority of the committee print in their report 
the statement that he did say what he was reported to have said. 
The testimony is full on that subject. I could read you any 
quantity of stuff. I can not find what I want, but I will goaway 
from that point. I believe it is exhausted. 

I do not believe there is a man in the committee or in the Sen- 
ate who believes that this bill is for any other purpose than to 
wipe out of existence the butterine or oleomargarine business, to 
destroy the money invested in it, for the purpose of relieving the 
butter men of a competitor, a competitor who undersells them in 
the market upon a grade of goods satisfactory to the consumer, 
with a protected market which makes it the highest in the world, so 
that the dairyman can absolutely buy Canadian butter, pay the 6 
cents tax. get the rebate of 5, and export it abroad. And yet 
with all this protection the dairymen come here and ask that Con- 
gress lay an additional burden upon the cotton-seed men and the 
live-stock men and the hog-raising men, and at the same time 
tax out of existence a lawful industry, an industry just as lawful 
as theirs, producing just as good an article of food. 

Now, that is the purpose, and there is not a man here who will 
deny it, inmy opinion. They protect themsvives by the title and 
the phraseology of the bill from any inspection of the purposes by 
the Supreme Court of the United States. That shield has been 
put up over and over again. 

Now, a great many people will be deprived of a wholesome food 
article by this act, assuming that it will operate as its friends de- 
sire. If it does not so operate, I suppose we will have Mr. Hoard 
back here next year and there will be another bill introduced, 
imposing a tax of 20 cents or doubling the inspection or some- 
thing of that sort, still further to injure and embarrass or destroy 
this legitimate industry producing a wholesome article of food for 
the millions of this country who can not buy a higher priced 
article of food. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion, if it will not interrupt him? 

Mr. MONEY. Notatall. Thisis not susceptible of interrup- 
tion. 

Mr. SPOONER. If oleomargarine is innocuous, as I assume 
it is 

Mr. MONEY. It is, anyhow. 

Mr. SPOONER. May be it is and maybe it is not. 

Mr, MONEY. It is. 

Mr. SPOONER. There isa difference of opinion about that. 

Mr. MONEY. You are not an expert. 

Mr. SPOONER. Unfortunately, I have been swindled in using 
it. 

Mr. MONEY. It did not hurt you. 

Mr. SPOONER. It hurt a member of my family. I think a 
man who wants to use in his family oleomargarine ought to be 
permitted to do it. 

Mr. MONEY. Certainly; I admit that. 

Mr. SPOONER. But I think a man who wants to buy butter 
and has oleomargarine palmed off on him for butter is swindled. 

Mr. MONEY. I think so. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator admit that this is largely 
sold as butter? 

Mr. MONEY. No; Idonot, I think it is sometimes, but not 
largely. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. This discussion has been con- 
trary to the rule. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think the Chair is right. 

Mr. MONEY. I yielded with pleasure to my distinguished 
friend, because this is a free-for-all and a go-as-you-please sort of 
matter, and I do not care how much interruption there is. 

That brings me to this point. The weight of testimony is 
almost overwhelming that there is no fraud practiced by the 
wholesale dealer, and no complaint is made, and Mr. Gage testi- 
fied that he collected the tax as easily as any other tax; that he 
had no more trouble than he had with any other tax, and that it 
was much more easy to collect it than some of the other taxes, 
because a tax is evaded in the proportion that there is reward for 
its evasion. 

It is said also that the wholesale dealer has not imposed upon 
the retail dealer. I hope my distinguished friend the Senator 
from Wisconsin will listen to this. It is directly in line with his 
question. I dislike to beg his attention, but it is in answer to his 
question, if he please. The testimony is that the manufacturer 
does not deceive, nor does he desire to, and the wholesale dealer 
does not deceive anybody. But the complamt is that here and 
there a retail dealer, in some small instance, does deceive the 
purchaser. 

I want to say here that I am just as much in favor of prevent- 
ing an imposition upon the consumer as any man in this Cham- 
ber. I amas ready and will go as far as any other man to prevent 
it, and I have here the substitute bill, which is offered by the mi- 
nority as a measure which will prevent imposition in a degree 
very far exceeding that of the bill presented by the majority, ex- 
cept in so far as the majority suppress the industry. Iam glad to 
call attention to the substitute, and I desire to read it. Here it is: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following: : 

“That sections 3 and 6 of an act entitled ‘An act defining butter, also im- 
posing a tax upon and regulating the manufacture, sale, importation, and 
exportation of oleomargarine,’ approved August 2, 1886, be amended so as to 
read as follows.” 

I meet my friend the Senator from Kansas right there. The 
substitute is proposed as an amendment to the existing law. I 
have done, not in my own person, but for the minority, exactly 
what the Senator from Kansas says should be done. We have 
amended the old law so as to protect the innocent consumers 
from imposition and fraud on the part of the retail dealer, and 
that is the only place where the fraud is asserted to come in. 
Here is the provision: 

Sec. 1. That all oleomargarine shall be pectee by the manufacturer 
thereof in firkins, tubs, or other wooden packages not before used for that 
yurpose, each containing not less than 5 pounds, and marked, stamped, and 

randed as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, shall prescribe: Provided, That when such pack- 
ages are packed in prints, bricks, rolls, or lumps the word ‘‘oleomargarine” 
shall be impressed in sunken letters, the size to be prescribed by the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue and approved by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury on all prints, bricks, rolls, and lumps so packed; and all sales made by 
manufacturers of oleomargarine and wholesale dealers in oleomargarine 
shall be in original stamped packages. Retail dealers in oleomargarine must 
sell only from original stamped packages, in quantities not exceeding 10 
pounds, and only in original stamped packages when packed in solid bulk, or 
in prints, bricks, rolls, or lumps, as received from the manufacturer. Every 
person who knowingly sells or offers for sale, or delivers or offers to deliver 
any oleomargarine in any other form than in the original packages as above 
described, or in prints, bricks, rolls, or lumps, as received from the manu- 
facturer, or who packs in any package any oleomargarine in any manner con- 
trary to law, or who falsely brands any package or affixes a stamp on any 
package denoting a less amount of tax than that required by law, shall be 
fined for each offense not more than $1,000 and be imprisoned not more than 
two years. 

Src. 2. That special tax on the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine 
shall be imposed as follows: Manufacturers shall pay $600 perannum. Every 
person who manufactures oleomargarine for sale shall be deemed a manu- 
facturer thereof. 

Wholesale dealers in oleomargarine shall pay $480 perannum. Every per- 
son who sells or offers for sale oleomargarine in greater quantities than 10 
pounds at a time shall be deemed a wholesale dealer therein, but any manu- 
facturer of oleomargarine who has given the required bond and paid the re- 
juired special tax, and who sells oleomargarine of his own product only at 
the place of its manufacture, in the original packages to which the tax-paid 
stamps are affixed, shall not be required to pay the special tax of a wholesale 
dealer on account of such sales. 

Retail dealers in oleomargarine shall pay $24 per annum. Every person 
who sells oleomargarine in quantities not greater than 10 pounds at a time 
shall be regarded as a retail dealer therein. 


That is the provision of the substitute proposing to amend the 
law as suggested by the Senator from Kansas, and in accord with 
his suggestion we have endeavored to throw around the consumer 
protection from imposition or fraud. There is no attempt here to 
destroy one industry for the benefit of another. There is no ine- 
quality in this. There is no injustice. I consider this bill as a 
totally immoral instrument, for the reasons I have given and 
others which I will adduce. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missis- 
sippi yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. MONEY. Certainly. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I desire to ask, for information, a question of 
the Senator from Mississippi, who is familiar with this subject. 
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It is whether the sole object of the pending bill is to impose a tax 
on oleomargarine which is colored in imitation of genuine butter, 
leaving it open to manufacture oleomargarine and sell it without 
the imposition of a tax, provided it is not so colored as to convey 
the impression to those who may purchase it that it is genuine 
butter? 

Mr. MONEY. That is what they say in the bill. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Then, one other inquiry in that connection, 
and I should like to hear the Senator upon it. He is making an 
interesting argument. How, then, will this bill or the imposition 
of this tax, as provided in the bill, destroy a legitimate industry? 
If oleomargarine is wholesome, if it is equally nutritious, if it in 
every way commends itself to the consumer as a desirable article, 
why will it not stand upon its merits without any attempt to imi- 
tate any other article which may be upon the market? 

Mr. MONEY. There are a dozen answers tothat question, and 
it opens up an illimitable field. I could reply by asking another 
question: Why doall the creameriescolor their butter? Take the 
renovators or resurrectors of stale, rancid, sour butter, collected 
from a thousand or a million storehouses throughout the South 
and the West, placed in great cauldrons and heated to 212°. Some 
of it stinks; some of it is sour. It isremade with the aid of chem- 
icals to deprive it of its odor, which makes it absolutely injurious 
to the consumer; and that product is permitted to be sold and 
colored. Why are they not deprived of the privilege of coloring 
their product? Why not make the man who makes white butter 
sell it white? I will tell you thereason why. Because the taste— 
I do not mean the palate—must be satisfied as well as the palate. 

I once asked a retail grocer in my town who had canned goods 
on his shelf, ‘‘ How do you sell these things?”’ 

He said ‘‘so and so.’’ ‘‘ Now,’ he said ‘‘I want to tell you a 
singular fact. We have tomato cans. I cansell unlimited quan- 
tities of tomatoes put up in acan with a red and yellow label, 
and if you puta black and white label on the same tomato can 
you can never sell acan.’’ They were the same tomatoes, they 
were just as good, they were just as palatable, they were just as 
digestible, but the cans had an unattractive label on them. So 
the public has demanded golden butter, yellow butter, Jersey 
butter, or California butter, and so on, which is presumed—itisa 
violent presumption—to be all yellow. As a matter of fact, but- 
ter is not yellow, but the great majority of it is white. Now, we 
come in here and we demand that one manufacturer of a made 
article shall not color it and the other is permitted to do it. 


Mr. SPOONER. Will my friend permit me to ask him a ques- | 


tion? 

Mr. MONEY. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Butter colored is still butter, is it not? 

Mr. MONEY. I suppose so, with the added ingredients. 

Mr.SPOONER. Oleomargarine in the similitude is simply hog 
fat? 

Mr. MONEY. No; it is simply oleomargarine. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is the difference? 

Mr. MONEY. And black is still black and white is still white, 
and so we could go on endlessly with that sort of logic. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missis- 
sippi yield to the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. MONEY. With the greatest pleasure. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator did me the honor to allude to me 
a little while ago in reference to an amendment which has been 
proposed by the minority of the committee. That amendment 
requires, as I understand, that the bricks or blocks of butter shall 
be stamped with the word *‘ oleomargarine.’’ The present law, I 
believe, requires that the paper in which oleomargarine is wrap- 
ped and sold shall be stamped with the word ‘‘ oleomargarine.”’ 
That law, as we know, is constantly being violated. Instead of 
selling it in a paper stamped with the word ‘*‘ oleomargarine’”’ it 
is constantly (and I speak from personal knowledge) sold with- 
out that stamp. Now, what would prevent the same dishonest 
retailer from obliterating, with a stroke of a knife. the words im- 
pressed upon the brick of butter, just as he now fails to comply 
with the existing law? 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, in answer to that I will say that 
there never was yet a law framed by human ingenuity that evaded 
the lawbreaker. We hang people for murder, and they still 
murder. The illicit distillers still sell moonshine whisky. So 
men from some of the States in the Union sell terra alba to be 
mixed with flour. Wheat is the staff of life, and the people of the 
land are poisoned by wholesale assassinations. These things can 
not be prevented; and I do not believe it is the province of this 
Government to step in and prevent people from being imposed 
upon in transactions of that sort. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then the Senator ought not to have intro- 
duced any such amendment as he now proposes from the minority 
of the committee. 

Mr. MONEY. I think it isso much superior to the majority 
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measure, at least in principle, and that is what Iam talking about, 
as I said, that I shall stick toit. But I shall be very willing, as 
far as I am concerned, to accept, and I believe I speak for the 
minority, any proposition that the Senator from Kansas or any 
other Senator will offer here that will make more perfect the im- 
possibility of imposing a single ounce of any substitute for butter 
upon the public. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, that is wholly and entirely the 
object of the bill which is now being discussed. It is to per- 
fect — 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas ought 
to pause until he gets permission from the Chair. 

Mr. HARRIS. I beg pardon of the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missis 
sippi yield to the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. MONEY. Certainly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas will 
proceed. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator will give the same credit of 
honesty to those who are in favor of this bill I think he will admit 
that the whole object of the bill is to perfect an existing law and 
to prevent fraud. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, it is exceedingly painful to me 
to disagree with anything that is concluded by the Senator from 
Kansas, but I do not believe anything of the sort. Ido not be- 
lieve that there is any intention or design particularly worthy of 
mention to protect anybody from anything, but I do believe the 
purpose is to enrich one class at the expense of another and to 
destroy an industry in order to doit. I say that that is unprece- 
dented in legislative history here. I will not say abroad, because 
I believe they did it once. 

Probably some one here more familiar with history can correct 

|me if I am wrong—if the Senator from Massachusetts | Mr. 
Hoar] were here he could correct me—but I believe that once the 
British Empire pronibited the colonies from making certain things 
of iron and steel, and in order to recompense them for the loss 
forbade the cultivation of tobacco in England, where it could not 
grow. These things have happened frequently, and I have been 
looking for somebody here to introduce a bill in behalf of the 
Filipinos to compensate them for what we have done to them 
by providing that nobody shall raise Manila hemp or Nipa grass 
in Connecticut or somewhere else in the United States, as a com- 
pensation for a little bit of robbery. 

Of course there is a great agreement of the people interested in 
| this measure, and that reminds me of what poor old Sam Cox 
used tosay about these protection measures when it was announced 
that everybody who was a beneficiary of the spoliation was har- 
monized. I can recollect when the celebrated McKinley bill was 
passed it was said that everyone who went into the committee 
room wrote with his hand what he wanted in the bill, and it was 
considered a perfect bill because they had agreed about it. Sam 
| Cox called that the mutuality of rascality. That isa pretty hard 
term, perhaps, but it was said in his jocular vein, and nobody took 
offense at all. He designated it as ‘‘ the mutuality of rascality,”’ 
and there were people everywhere who were not harmonized, the 
people who had to pay the money and get nothing back; and they 


ought always to dissent. 


There are other objections to this bill besides the one I have men- 
tioned. I could go on indefinitely talking on the bill. Here isa 
provision, for instance, in the very first section: 


That all articles known as oleomargarine, butterine, imitation butter, or 
imitation cheese, or any substance in the semblance of butter or cheese not 
the usual product of the dairy and not made exclusively of pure and unadul 
terated milk or cream, transported into any State or Territory or ’ 
trict of Columbia, and remaining therein for use, consumption, sale, o 
therein, shall, upon the arrival within the limits of such State or Tet ry 
or the District of Columbia, be subject to the operation and effect of the laws 
of such State or Territory or the District of Columbia, enacted in the exer 
cise of its police powers, tothe same extent and in the same manner as though 
such articles or substances had been produced in such State or Territory or 
the District of Columbia, and shall not be exempt therefrom by 
being introduced therein in original packages or otherwise 





Now, if this destroys the decision of the Supreme Court in the 
original package case, where is the power of the Government of 
the United States to regulate internal commerce? The State 
could not prevent the introduction from another State of its arti- 
cles of manufacture or production in the original package. We 
attempt here by legislation on the part of Congress to confer 
power upon the sovereign States of this Union. The sovereign 
States of this Union made the Constitution. They conceded cer 
tain of their own sovereign powers in order to establish a more 
perfect Union, and they reserved to themselves all things not 
delegated or necessary and implied to carry out the delegated 
grant of power. 

Here is Congress attempting to confer sovereign power upon a 
State. No lawyer knows better than my distinguished friend 
from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] that the police power is an in- 

‘herent and an inalienable right in every community. 





Mr. DOLLIVER. Will the Senator allow me? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Missis- 
sippi vield to the Senator from Iowa? 


Mr. MONEY. Certainly. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. I call the Senator's attention to the fact 
that the original-package law of 1890 was declared constitutional 


id valid in full by the united court in the habeas corpus case 
which came up from Kansas, reported in 140 United States. 
Mr. MONEY. That is just what I said. 


and 


Mr. DOLLIVER. I understcod the Senator to say that this 
attempt to confer power upon the State to exercise its polic 
jurisdiction over articles of interstate commerce was unconstitu- 
tional. 

Mr. MONEY. I did, but that has nothing to do with the case 
you cite. Th you cite exactly supports what Isay. The 

Tnited States has power to regulate commerce, and therefore a 


vent the introduction within its limits of a pro- 


Vy 

Uni 

tate can not pre 
] of manufacture in that State when it comes in the 





origin package. This section is an attempt to do away with 
that ision of the Supreme Court. 
Mr Dt ILLIVER. On the contrary, the Supreme Court of the 
1 i States in Leisy v. Hardin decided that articles of interstate 
mimerce coming inte a State did not, until they had been once 


sold in the original packages, commingle in such a way with the 
7 


property of the State as to come within its police jurisdiction. 
Mr. MONEY. Of course. 
Mr. SPOONER. Without the consent of Congress. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Without the consent of Congress. 
Mr. MONEY. That is all right; there is no difficulty about 
that. But here is a proposition to confer power upon the State 


by the legislative branch of the Government. 


Mr. DOLLIVER. The Supreme Court, in the case—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa is out 
of order. 

Mr. MONEY. Of course I yield to the Senator from Iowa. 


The interruption is perfectly agreeable to me. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator is out of order. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missis- 
sippi yield to the Senator from Iowa? 


Mr. MONEY. Yes, sir; I yield. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. In the case of Leisy v. Hardin, the Chief 
Justice expressly stated that if Congress did confer powe: »y spe- 


cial act upon the State then the State could exercise it. 


Mr. SPOONER. If Congress gives consent? 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Removal of obstruction was the language 
of the court. So this first provision follows verbatim the lan- 


guage of the original-package law of 1890, which has been affirmed 
by the Supreme Court. 

Mr. MONEY. I understand all that, Mr. President. TheSen- 
ator from Iowa brings up the matter just exactly as I understand 
it. But notwithstanding, that leaves me in the same position I 
was before. There is no sovereign power that can be conferred 
upon the States by Congress. The Constitution, which was the 
work of the peop le of the States creating Congress , creating the 
Government of the United States for the government of the na- 
tion, reserved expressly in two amendments all the powers not 
therein expressly delegated or implied. Therefore it is beyond 
the reach, it is ultra vires entirely, of Congress to confer sover- 
eign power, such as the police powers especially, which are in- 
alienable and not impugnable also. 

Now, the committee struck out also a whole section of the bill 
that was inserted as a part of the House bill. Now, I want the 
attention of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Harris] particularly 
to this, as he is so much interested in protection and not so much 
in revenue in this matter. Iam speaking, of course, with great 
respect, but it seems to me to be the real moving cause in this 
matter that it is in somebody’s interest and not the desire to pro- 
tect the unsophisticated workingman who wants oleomargarine 
and goes and buysit. Here is what is stricken out by the Sen- 
ate committee: 

Sec. 4. That the Secretary of Agriculture is hereby authorized and re- 
quired to cause a rigid sanitary inspection 

Note the words— 
to be made from time to time, and at such times as he may deem_ necessary, 
of all factories and storehouses where butter is renovated; and all butter 
renovated atsuch places shall be carefully inspected in the same manner and 
to the same extent and purpose that meat products are now inspected. The 
quatity and quality of butter renovated shall be reported monthly. All 
renovated butter shall be designated as such by marks, brands, and ‘labels, 
and the words “ Renovated Butter” shall be printed on all packages thereof 
in such a manner as may be prescribed by the Secretary of Agriculture, and 
shall be sold only as renovated butter. 

Here is what they did with oleomargarine: 

Any persons violating the provisions of this section shall, on conviction 
thereof, be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall be fined not less than 
$50, nor more than $500, and imprisoned not less than one month nor more 


than six months. 7 
The Secretary of Agriculture shall make all needful sanitary and other 
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rules and regulations for carrying this section into effect. 
| butter shall be shipped or transported from one State to another or to for- 


| posed upon people as good butter. 


| totake it by piecemeal. 


| milch cows myself. 


| the taste, and why white oleomargarine will not sell. 
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And no renovated 


eign countries, unless inpsected as provided in this section. 

Here is an opportunity to protect the consumer, not from a 
wholesome article of food full of albumen, but from a substance 
that is unfit to eat; that confessedly in its manufacture involves 
the use of chemicals as a disinfectant and deodorizer that makes 
it injurious to the human stomach—rancid and sour butter col- 
lected from the four corners of the world and carried to these 
vast renovated or resurrected butter establishments, put in cal- 
drons and heated and mixed with chemicals and the other things, 
and brought out and colored with annatto or some other sub- 
stance, the coloring matter being harmless, I believe, and it is 
palmed off as butter. Yet here is a provision to protect the inno- 
cent purchaser from imposition and fraud, and it is stricken from 
the bill. Oleomargarine will hurt nobody. If a man is imposed 
on he is not injured, although I would not have him imposed on. 
But here is a case where he is imposed on and injured, and a pro- 
vision for the protection of the purchaser, which this committee 
has thrown its whole heart into, is stricken from the bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President——— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missis- 
sippi yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. MONEY. With great pleasure. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Asa supporter of the measure now under 
consideration, Mr. President, I want to say to the Senator from 


| Mississippi that when the time for voting upon the provision 
| which he has just referred to arrives I shall be glad to join with 


him in keeping it in the bill. 


bill. 
Mr. MONEY. 


I think it ought to be kept in the 


Very well, I shall be very happy to have the 


able assistance of the Senator from New Hampshire. 


Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President— 

Mr. MONEY. And of the Senator from Vermont, too. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Will the Senator from Mississippi yield to me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missis- 
sippi yield to the Senator from Vermont? 

Mr. MONEY. With pleasure. Did you mean to say that you 
would join me in this? 

Mr. PROCTOR. For the committee I wish to say that we 
looked upon that provision in regard to renovated butter as so 
imperfect in its machinery that it would be inoperative. Striking 
it out does not indicate that the committee were opposed to such 
a provision. There are two bills now pending in another body in 
regard to renovated butter. The committee have been comparing 
those measures, and I hope before this bill comes to final action 
an amendment may be submitted in lieu of the provision stricken 
out that will reach that purpose. Ithink there is no disagreement 
about it. 

Mr. MONEY. I will have little confidence in keeping it in the 
bill. It is very easy to offer something here to perfect it. It was 
just as easy to perfect this paragraph by substituting one of the 
bills before the committee of the House and none before the Sen- 
ate committee as it was to strike it out. If there is any desire to 
protect the people, why not perfect here this imperfect arrange- 
ment for inspection and for the protection of the consumer? 

No, Mr. President, the fact is that here is an additional seller 
of butter employed in making this fraudulent article that is im- 
Here is an opportunity to ex- 
tend the sale of the productof thecow and the churn. Therefore 
it is stricken out. I want this whole subject to go along and not 
Why did not the committee present here 
the matter that was pending in the House bill? The document is 
accessible in the document room. It could have been offered 
here and substituted for this section, but it was not done. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Vermont expects to do it. 

Mr. MONEY. He is trying to round out this bill and to perfect 
it to absolutely disarm any suspicion that there is an unfair treat- 
ment of one product at the expense of another. There could not 
have been anything said on the subject—at least of protection— 
except that behind it all was interest. I do not, of course, mean 
the gentlemen who are voting on this bill; I mean the interest of 
a class of people, and one of the best classes. There isno attempt 
here on my part, Iam sure, to disparage it in any way. I own 
I make Jersey butter. I donot sellit; I eat 
it. Ido not know that anybody eats oleomargarine in my State. 
There is one thing about it, though, it will keep where butter will 
not; it can be carried where butter can not. 

That brings me right back to an answer to the question of my 
friend here, and I will just mention that—the question of suiting 
It is caleu- 
lated by those who seem to understand the subject that about 75 
per cent of the 83,000,000 pounds would not be consumed if it 


| were not colored. The last year's product was about 110,000,000 


Now, you have got to cater to the eye as well as to the 
For instance, we export oleomargarme to the West 
What is the color of it? It is not white; itis not yellow; 
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it is a brilliant red. Why? 
red butter or red oleomargarine. 
like a red shirt or a red cravat—— 
Mr. TILLMAN. Or red lemonade. 
Mr. MONEY. Or red lemonade at a circus, or the red label on 
a tomato can, or anything of that sort. You have got to please 
your customer or he will not trade with you. 
Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. D 


Because the darkies down there want 
That suits their tast It is 


es the S from Missis- 


nator 


sippi yield to the Senator from Wisc 

Mr. MONEY. Of course. 

Mr. SPOONE!I Does the Senator think that if all butter were 
white, oleomargarine would be colored at all? 

Mr. MONEY. I think that whenever you begin to make th 
prevuiling tint of butter white and the public taste demands it 
the oleomargarine man also will need his to be white, because 


both classes are suiting the taste of the people to whom they sell. 


And I want to say now that some crack hotels in this country are 
putting white butter on the table to-day instead of yellow 
Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missis- 
sippi yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

tr MONEY. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator did not answer my question; 


he ran away from it. 
Mr. MONEY. Oh, 
Mr. SPOONER. If all butter were 
think oleomargarine would be colored? 
Mr. MONEY. Lanswered that. I said it woul 


I did not mean to run, I assure you. 


white, does the Senator 


d hot be 


Mr. SPOONER. Oh. 
Mr. MONEY. I said it as plainly as I could. 


Mr. SPOONER. I have it now. 

Mr. MONEY. I am not in the habit of 
evading, as far as that is concerned. 

Mr. SPOONER. I did not mean that. 

Mr. MONEY. Of course the Senator was in good humor. I 
take it that way: and I want to say, in the first instance 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This conversation between the 
Senators is out of order. 

Mr. MONEY. It is addré 
you please. 

Mr. President, I said a while ago that there are millions of poor 
people in this country who could not buy butter and they can ‘bu 
oleomargarine, and it is the confident belief of people in the busi- 
ness that the 10 per cent tax will destroy their industry. 

Now, the question has been raised whether, if the butter gets 
the benefit of that 10 per cent which protected articles generally 
do, although sometimes the home competition reduces it, will 
we not then be flooded with the butter of Canada, which would 
pay only six cents per pound rate of duty, and would it not 
me in here and compete with the Vermont farmer, as good as 
his butter is and as cheap as he can make it? Ce tainly, it will 
not raise the pric e of Canadian butter from 21 and 22 cents to 25 
or 26 cents, and there would be a big profit in Canadian butter. 
Would it not vine competition from - nmark, from Australia, 
and from other countries that make butter, because this is the 
highest butter market in the world, as gentlemen know? Although 
we export some of our butter, yet we buy and sell exactly the same 
article that is made in almost every country in the world, unless 
there is something peculiar in the soil or c limate. 

To get back to the proposition about the people who use oleo- 
margarine, I have just received this morning, at the hands of the 
distinguished Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], a letter ad- 
dressed to him, which I take the liberty of reading, by his per- 
mission: 


running away, or 


ssed to the President of the Senate, if 


JOPLIN, Mo., March 1, 1902. 


Hon. GEorGE G. Vest, 
United States Senate Chamber, Wash ington, D.C. 
DAR Srr: As a consumer of butterine, speaking for myself and in behalf 


of the working class in the Joplin mining district 


Joplin is a great mining district in Missouri, as you all know— 
aggregating some 100,000, including dependents, I take the liberty of urging 
that you cast your vote and use your influence against the passage of the 
oleomar garine bil 1. It is necessary in this locality, in order to enjoy the us: 
on our tables of anything bhving the semblance of butter, to use butterine. 


I have used it in my own household for eight years, and grade for grade, 
compared with butter, I can honestly state that we prefer the butterine. 





There is no accounting for tastes. 


The retail price of the so-called butter offered in this market makes its use 
prohibited, so far as the laboring man here is concerned, and a 10-cent tax on 

Putter rine will result in depriving him and his family of both butter and but- 
terine. 

In passing, I may add that I have mining interests in New Mexico, where 
Ispend more or lees of my time. To the thousands engage d in mining, pros- 
pecting, and lumbering in all of that mountain region the passage of the bill 
will be little less than a calamity. Butterine there is as staple an article of 
diet as canned beef 


the bill, I am, 


Yours, very truly, C. W. STEPHENS 
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Trusting that you can see your way clear to vote against the passage of | from the dealer. 
John F. McNamee, vi 


-president and chairman | 


3244 


committee 


Columbus Trades and Labor Assembly, 


Ohio. said: 


The members of organized labor are thoroughly familiar with all of the 


phases of this bill. Th y speak about the chemical analyses which have been 
made of oleomargarine by official chemists, and they discuss all of the vari 
ous components and ingredients of th product with almost as much famil 
iarity as the manufacturers themselves are capable o doing. So, I say, that 
they are wi e awake to the necessity, in the protection of their own inter 
ests, of having the bill defeated. 

They do not want to be protected by the bill, except by its de- 
feat? That is the proteciion they ask from Congress—the defeat 
of this iniquitous legislation which proposes to discriminate 
against them and to compel them to do without a necessary ar- 
ticle of food. There must be something to go with the cereal. 
You can not eat flour: you have got to have something like lard, 
butter, oleomargarine, butterine, or oil with it. A great many 
people in the Tropics do not eat butter or butterine at all. They 
use olive oil, ae the Government of Italy some years ago pro- 


hibited cotton-seed oil to be imported, because it interfered with 
the olive-oil industry; in fact, it was better than the olive oil. 
Mr. McNamee proceeded to say: 


Not only that, but as patriotic American citizens they feel deeply the in 
} 


dignity to which our legislative bodies have been subjected by this attempt 
to utilize them for the promotion of the interests of certain individuals and 

rporations, in violatio m of every sense of right and justice and at the ex- 
pense of the constitutional prerogatives of other citizens. 

These workingmen come here to protect you, Senators, and 
they say they are indignant because it is attempted to use you as the 
instruments of these corporate interests in order to extract from 
the people a tax for the support of such interests and to enhance 
their earnings at the expense of the working people of this 
country and deprive them of an article of food. They say they 
are jealous of your dignity and protest that you should not levy 
a tax of 10 cents a pound at the butterine counter or the oleomar- 
garine counter. It seems to me that we are getting into a retail 
business here. The great United States of America, the greatest 
nation in the world, discarding constitutional principles. the 
equal rights of all of its citizens, the protection and the equality of 
all men before the law, has got down, not to the manufacturer, 
not to the wholesale dealer, but has got down to the transac- 
tions between the petty shopkeeper and the man who comes with 
his tin pail desiring to purchase butterine or oleomargarine, to 
protect him against buying the very thing he comes there to buy. 
We have got into a small business. 

They feel that the legislative bodies of some of our Statesand the Congress 
of the United States have been insulted by this attempt to utilize them as 
tools for the protection of certain interests which can not sustain themselves 
against competitors. 

do not agree with them about that. Butter has sustained 
itself, and I am very glad that butter hasdone so. I do not want 
to hurt the butter interest; I would not hurt any legitimate in- 
terest on earth; but the record shows that butter has steadily 
improved in price ever since the invention of oleomargarine. 
There has not been any loss. The protection of 6 cents a pound 
has been ample to keep the home market, to enable us to buy it 
and then export it, and at the same time the price of good butter 
has gone steadily up; in fact, in order to secure a market at a 
good price to-day, good butter must be made. Oleomargarine is 
so good that a great number of people would use oleomargarine 
if butter were not made better year by year. 

Mr. McNamee said further: 

Gentlemen, there are hundreds of thousands of our citizens in moderate 
circumstances who are now looking to the United States Senate for protec- 
tion against the perpetration of such a gross injustice. 

That is the protection that some of them want. They want 
protection against the greed of these interests coming here and 
using the strong hand of the Government in legislation to take 
money out of the pocket of one man and put it in the pocket of 
another. It is protection against that that the workingman 
wants. He does not call for this bill, but he calls for you to vote 
against this bill; and I guess the friends of the workingman will 
vote that way, and vote to protect his interests. 

Mr. McNamee continues: 


They are depending absolutely aoe that sense of justice, that sense of 


- mor, fair play, and conservatism which has always characterized this body 

o protect them from this, one of the most culpable violations of their rights 
= hich any individual or combination of individuals has ever attempted to 
perpetrate upon the American public. 

This representative of labor talks well. He would-do well in a 
seat in this Senate. He could express himself as vigorously, as 
lucidly, as clearly, and as much to the point as any Senator in this 
Chamber, and he has a right to be heard for what he says. He 
continues further 

They are looking to this body wiih the firm hope that its traditional love 
o* justice will prevail and pre: jominate in this crisis. Should this measure 


become a law, arising from the mists of the near future there will come a 
monster into whose insatiable 


continnally flow, and whose appetite shall be increased by all attempts at its 
gratification 
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That has been the observation of mankind through all the ages, 

Greed grows by what it feeds on. Goldsmith says: 
In vain our flocks and fields increase our store, 
Our having riches only makes us wish for more. 

At the expense of somebody else. If this butter trust had the 
whole of this earth for a grazing ground, they would still want 
a corner of the moon for a cow pen. [Laughter.] 

This monster we have all, in our apprehensive conviction of the certainty 
of its existence, learned to regard as the creamery trust of the future, the 

‘ombination of creamery interests into one great organization, which shall 
monopolize the manufacture not only of the food product known as butter, 
but of everything of that nature. 

That ‘‘ apprehensive conviction ’’ is about to be realized by this 
great trust now being organized, including already 400 creameries 
and with a capitai of $18,000,000. This man spoke with a spirit of 
prophecy upon him; he had a live coal from the altar on his lips. 


That octopus is now being conceived. If the United States Senate should 
consent to the passage of a bill so outrageously unjust as this one is, then its 
birth will have been accomplished. 


Here the Senate of the United States is called upon by the in- 
terested parties to be accoucheur at the birth of this monstrous 
octopus, as this laboring man calls it. I do not know whether he 
knew the meaning of the word or not, but he knew the thing, and 
that is well enough. 

I might go on reading indefinitely from the statements pertain- 
ing to this matter by representatives of organized labor. Here 
is an expression from one of the largest representative labor bodies 
in the United States—the Chicago Federation of Labor—and here 
is what they say relative to the tax: 

We believe the efforts to place a tax of 10 cents per pound on colored but- 
terine is inspired by selfish motives, so that the manufacturers of butter 
may charge an unre asonable price for their commodity and enable the large 
creameries to establish surely and securely a butter trust which may raise 
prices as their cupidity may dictate. 

That has happened. Here is another man who comes with a 
prophecy or prediction that is being verified to-day by this butter 
trust which is being formed in the United States. Here is another 
expression from another source: 

Justice demands equal rights for both manufacturers of butter and but- 
terine, both products having equal merit. Any adverse legislation against 
either must be condemned. 

There are statements in the report of the minority from the 
painters and decorators, composed of a large number of people of 
Cleveland, Ohio, from the home of our distinguished and brilliant 
junior Senator from Ohio [Mr. Hanna], who has always benefi- 
cently and benevolently occupied himself in adjusting the little 
differences between labor and capital, and who, I am quite sure, 
as a lover of the laboring man, would oppose this bill with all 
his known energy and ability if he should happen to be here. 

Then here are resolutions of the Chicago Federation of Labor, 
which ought to interest the Illinois Senators, which condemn this 
legislation in strong terms. They say they are opposed to the 
dairymen’s trust, or the butter trust, or whatever it is called; 
that they want to protect and uphold the dignity of Congress and 
to protect themselves from such legislation as is here proposed. 

That is what these people want. They want to be let alonea 
little bit. But here are people going around dropping their legiti- 
mate business to protect people in an infinitesimally small retail 
transaction, because there is no pretense of fraud anywhere else 
except in the retail business, or, if there is a pretense, it is nothing 
more than a pretense. There is neither justification nor excuse 
nor any palliation for any charge that the manufacturers and the 
wholesale dealers have engaged in any such thing. It is all in the 
retail trade, and that is a very small business. I could read much 
more testimony to the Senate. 

Among the scientists who testified as to oleomargarine being 
wholesome and nutritious, I would mention Prof. C. F. Chandler, 
professor of chemistry at Columbia College, New York; Prof. 
George F. Barker, of the University of Pennsylvania; Prof. Henry 
Morton, of the Stevens Institute of Technology, New Jersey; 
Prof. 8. W. Johnson, director of the Connecticut Agricultural 
Experiment Station and professor of agricultural chemistry in 
| Yale College. Iwill read what Professor Johnson says: 
| Itisa product that is entirely attractive and wholesome as food, and one 
that is for all ordinary and culinary purposes the full equivalent of good 
butter made from cream. I regard the manufacture of oleomarg garine asa 
legitimate and beneficent industry. 

I want to say right now to Senators that the butterine man or 
the oleomargarine man is not hostile to the cow. The farmers in 
northe rn Ohio, in some parts of New York, and in other portions 
of the country do not themselves use the milk of their cows, but 
sell it to cheese factories, and so it is all over the country. They 
send it to the creameries, and vast quantities are really sold . 
and used in the butterine factories and the oleomargarine fac- 
tories, which must have 25 per cent of pure sweet milk, in which 
they churn the ingredients which enter into their product, which 
is sold as oleomargarine, and that is the best substitute for 
| butter. 
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The French Government not long ago sent a commission down | 
into Holland to inquire there into what had been the effect of the | 
oleomargarine or butterine factories established in the low coun- 
tries. What was the report? They were told that the establish- | 
ment of these manufactories, which are sending their product all | 
over the globe with perfect satisfaction to everybody concerned. 
had largely increased the raising of cattle, that the production 
of milk had enormously increased, and that those factories there 
were one of the means of support for a large number of people 
who raised cattle. 

There are other things in the cow besides milk. Some people 
want to eat beef, some people want leather, some want bones, 
some want horns and hoofs, for every part of the animal is useful, 
even the hair. We talk about it as though the milk of the cow | 
was the sole thing to be protected. What is to become of those | 
vast ranges in the West. which are fast being extinguished, I am | 
sorry to say? At last we have got to get back to the Eastern 
section of the country and the Middle section of the country to | 
raise beef and butter, too. Whois going to discourage the rais- 
ing of cattle merely because there is obtained from them this fat, 
this stearin—I believe it is called—I will ask the Senator from 
Idaho about that? 

Mr. HEITFELD. Caul fat. 

Mr. MONEY. Iam notas familiar with this matter as some 
other Senators. These form an important article of the beef. | 
The Cattle Association and the Live Stock Association, who met 
at Fort Worth, Tex., the State of my distinguished friend here | 
{Mr. CULBERSON], and another at Chicago, declared that this bill | 
would depreciate the value of their product from $3 to $4 per head | 
of cattle. I do not know whether that is true or not, but that is 
what they say; it is in their memorial to Congress. They state | 
that it is the truth. Those men are responsible; they are men of | 

| 
| 


worth, and they state it positively. 

There has been a great deal of talk about cotton-seed oil, and 
it is supposed that I am interested because my people raise cot- | 
ton. That is not of such great concern to me, because the cotton | 
trust regulates the price. I am going to be very honest about it | 
and very candid. Iam a cotton raiser, but I donot know that it 
is worth one cent to me, because if I sell my cotton seed at all I 
sell it at whatever price is imposed by the mill, and not by the 
state of the market for the seed or for the oil. But at any rate 
the farmers of the South are interested this much, that they want 
en avenue for every possible use of their product. In my opin- | 
ion, having been a cotton raiser all my life, I think the best use 
to which a cotton farmer can put his cotton seed is to put it right 
back into the ground, and not let a mill touch it. It will pay 
more to the cotton planter in that way. 

But, unfortunately, under the taxation that rests upon the cot- 
ton planter of the South to pay every sort of taxation to support 
the Government, to help to pay his share of the $140,000,000 of 
pensions, and his share of this, that, and other things, none of | 
which he gets back, he has been compelled, by this narrow stress | 
of circumstances—res angusta domi—to sell everything that will 
bring a price in the market, even if it results in detriment to his 
best interests. He ought to put his cotton seed right back to | 
the earth that gave it to him, and not let the mill have it; but 
the cotton farmers do sell it, nevertheless. They are interested in 
it that much. 

Prof. Henry E. Alvord, formerly of the Massachusetts Agricul- 
tural College and president of the Maryland College of Agricul- 
ture, and now Chief of the Dairy Division of the United States 
Department of Agriculture and one of the best butter makers in 
the country, says: 

The great bulk of butterine and its kindred products is as wholesome, 


cleaner, and in many respects better than the low grades of butter of which 
so much reaches the market. 


Then Prof. Pau] Schweitzer, Ph. D., LL. D., professor of chem- 
istry, Missouri State University, says: 

As a result of my examination, made both with the microscope and the 
delicate chemical tests applicable to such cases, I pronounce butterine to be 
wholly and unequivocally free from any deleterious or in the least objection- 
able substances. Carefully made physiological experiments reveal no differ- 
ence whatever in the palatability and digestibility between butterine and 
butter. 

Now, if these things are true—and no man here can contradict 
them—what is the harm if a man intending to buy butter shall 
buy butterine by fraudulent imposition of his dealer? Of course 
we do not want fraud; but I think the fraud perpetrated is very 
little when you consider the vast amount of this substance that is 
sold. But is anybody injured by it? There is not the slightest 
injury in any sense of the word, but there is a relief to the pocket. 
Here one by one the so-called quasi reasons for the support of this 
bill perish when put to the test of truth. 

Professor Wiley, Chief of the Division of Chemistry of the 
United States Department of Agriculture, also appeared before 
the committee and testified to the nutritive and wholesome qual- 
ities of oleomargarine. 





! can not imitate the brand so as to prevent the world from finding 
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Dr. George M. Kober, professor of hygiene, Georgetown Uni- 
versity, District of Columbia, says: 


As a teacher of hygiene, I have urged upon my students for years to bring 
the merits and nutritive value of this food stuff'to the attention of the pul 
lic, and in the interest of the wage earners of this country to correct. as far 
as possible, the prejudice which has been created against the use of this 
yroduct, provided always it is sold under its true name an ts real value 
o this opinion Iam glad to besupported by the highest scientific authorities 


in this country and abroad 


That brings me to this point: I have had it stated to me—I do 
not know whether it is true or not, and therefore I give it as ] 
got it—that butterine and oleomargarine are used in nearly all 
the schools, colleges, and Soldiers’ Homes in the United States. as 


| well as by miners and working people, used with full and cd 


liberate knowledge of what it is, and that it is bought and used 


|as butterine and oleomargarine by preference by the one on ac 


count of its equal value with butter and by the other on account 
7 


| of its lower price. That may be disputed, and Iam not able to 


substantiate it; but I say that statement has been made to me, 
and I believe it is true, or I would not repeat it. 

Charles Harrington, assistant professor of hygiene in the med 
ical school of Harvard University, in his Manual of Practical Hy 
giene, 1901, page 112, says: 


Oleomargarine has been misrepresented to the public to a greater extent 
probably, than any other article of food. From the time of its first appear 
ance in the market as a competitor of butter there has been a constant at 
tempt to create and foster a prejudice against it as an l l 
made from unclean refuse of various kinds, a vehicle for disease gern 
and a disseminator of tapeworms and other unwholesome parasites. It has 
been said to be made from soap grease, from the car of animals dead of 
disease, from grease extracted from sewer sludge, and from a variety of other 
articles equally unadapted to its manufacture 

The truth concerning oleomargarine is that it is made only from the cleat 








| est materials in the cleanest possible manner, that it is quite as wholesome as 


butter, and that when sold for what it is and at its proper price it brings int 
the dietary of those who can not afford the better grades of butt 
portant fat food much superior in flavorand keeping property to the chea 
grades of butter, which bring a better price. Oleomargarine can not b 
made from rancid fat, and in its manufacture great care must be exercised 
to exclude any material however slightly tainted 





These are the certificates of scientists who are not interested in 
this question pecuniarily and not interested except as scientists, 
who, by microscopic and chemical tests, ascertuin whether this 
product is good or bad, to denounce it to the public if it is bad 
and to commend if it is good. These experiments were instituted 


| in the interest of the people who consume, not of the people who 


get money for the article manufactured, whether butter or but 
terine. All this testimony is in behalf of the people of the United 
States, the poor people. 

Judge Hughes, of the Federal court of Virginia, in an opinion 
Says: 

It is a fact of common knowledge that oleomargarine has been subjected 
to the severest scientific scrutiny and has been adopted by every leading 
government in Europe as well as America for use by their armiesand navies 

Now, will gentlemen please listen to that? Here is this state- 
ment of a Federal judge giving a decision from the bench that 
this article of oleomargarine is used by all the governments of 


| the world in their armies and their navies, where the most nutri- 


tious and most wholesome food is absolutely necessary for the 
effective employment of their troops. , 

The great Napoleon never saida truer thing in his life than when 
he said an army was like a snake; it crawled upon its stomach; and 
if it was not well fed it was inefficient. And yet these govern 
ments, by the aid of their scientists and experts, have decided that 
oleomargarine is the best thing that they can give to the men in 
their armies and navies—better than butter, for it is just as whole- 
some and keeps in tropical countries better than butter. 

Of course, it is next to impossible to keep butter from the milk 
of the cow in the Tropics. The Swiss have been in the habit of 


| putting up their butter in wide mouth glass bottles, pouring on 
| top of the butter two or three tablespoonfuls of the finest olive 


oil, which hermetically seals the butter, because nothing can get 
through the oil to it. In that manner of packing it has gone 
around the globe and been approved everywhere. It may be 
excelled by the Danish butter, I willsay, which is the best butter 
made, which keeps better, is more easily preserved anywhere in 
the world, and is the best butter on earth, better even than Ver- 
mont butter. [Laughter. | 

Judge Hughes went on to say, further: 

Though not originally invented by us, it isa gift of American enterprise 
and progressive invention to the world It has b me one of the cor cu 
ous articies of interstate commerce and furnishes a large income to the Ger 
eral Government annually. 

We do not care anything about revenue, although this bill pro- 
poses to be a revenue bill. 

Now, gentlemen, oleomargarine has come here to stay. You 
can repress it, but I want to tell you that the world’s progress is 
made up of innovations, of inventions, of discoveries; and when- 


ever a man can come forward with an article just as good as the 


one in use or better or cheaper the cheaper will prevail. You 
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out what it has bought. 


England attempted it and did utter for- 
geries upon the brands of our cotton goods sent to the Orient, and 
put in sizing to give the goods weight, but the Chinese detected 


the fraud, and it was a failure. Talk about the trade following 
the flag or anything else. Trade goes where it can buy the cheap- 
est, the article being just as useful or as good, and you can not 
prevent it. 

You can not put down this article. It has come to stay, and 
all the bills in the world will not prevent it. They will make it 
white, and the people will eat it white, perhaps, after the taste is 


educated, and I believe hotel men in New York are trying to cul- 


tivate the palate to white butter. 

There is any amount of this matter here, but I do not care to 
read it all. WhatI have presented seems to me sufficient. As 
Mercutio said when he was wounded ina conflict between the 
Capulets and the Montagues and he lost his life— 

*Tis not so deep as a well nor so wide as a church door, but ‘tis enough; 
*twill serve. 

What I have submitted ought to convince, if it does not, and I 
believe it will. Here is something from the National Live Stock 
Association, but I will not read it. 

Mr. President, I have talked longer on this subject than I ex- 


pected, led on by interruptions which were very agreeable to me, | 


because what I want is to bring out the truth of this matter. I 
have no prejudice against anything—butter or butterine—so far 
as that is concerned. But I insist upon some measure of justice 
being meted out to these people who can not be represented here 


on account of their poverty, except when they make up a purse | 9 “jess susceptibility to its carrying disease germs. 
and send a delegate, and in every instance where a single one has | 


} 


come here, sent by the laboring people, he has protested in the | 


strongest possible language against the passage of this bill. He 
has denounced it as unjust, as robbing the people of a valuable 
food product, which can not be replaced by butter on account of 
its price. 

You have heard here the protests of the people whose interests 
are concerned not as consumers, but as producers of articles 
going into the manufacture of this article of butterine. Then 
you have heard above all-others the persistent cry of the dairy- 
man, who wants this protection, although-he is now protected 
with a 6 cents tax, protected by having the home market, pro- 
tected by having a price higher from 6 to 9 cents than is 
found in any other market inthe world. You have him here in- 
sisting upon this legislation, committing an outrage upon the 
poor, discriminating against the producersof certain substances, 
and absolutely attempting to tax out of existence a lawful indus- 
try producing a wholesome and nutritious article of food, with 
the admission from the chief, the head of the dairymen, that if 
this bill is not sufficient to extinguish that industry next winter 
will see him return with a bill that will. I suppose he will be 
here if this is not sufficient. I suppose that industry is writing 
with a large hand into the laws of this country what its demands 
are. Having no respect for anybody else’s rights, and only con- 
cerned about their own interests, they have presented to the 
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that the purpose of this bill is to destroy an established industry. 
I deny it. The enactment of the bill into law will put oleomar- 
garine and kindred products before the people on their merits, for 
what they really are, and deprive the manufacturers of these 
products of the privilege of imposing them upon the public for 
what they are not. 

The purpose of the bill is to prevent one class of manufacturers 


| from enhancing the value of their product by making it to resemble 


another and more costly product. It will be difficult to convince 
any unprejudiced person that this is an immoral purpose or that 
it is a dishonest purpose. 

When this question is looked at in its true light it is surprising 
that there should be any objections to the principles of this bill, 
because it is simply aimed at manifest intentional deception, shown 
in every feature of the article oleomargarine and the methods 
which are employed in its sale. 

Not only is this article oleomargarine an intentional imitation 
of an older and more popular article of food in every possible de- 
tail, but the methods used to push its sale are equally deceitful. 
The names used to designate the compound, ‘‘ Jersey creamery,”’ 
‘** Holstein,’’ ‘*‘ Fancy dairy,’’ ‘‘ Fancy creamery,’’ etc., are all in- 
tended to mislead the public into believing it is another and more 
popular article of food, and added to this prima facie evidence of 
an intent to mislead the public comes the overwhelming testimony 
of the methods employed by those who deal in the article. 

The makers and apologists for this imitation claim for it merit 
surpassing that of butter. They lay claim to better keeping qual- 
ity, purer ingredients, more sanitary methods of production and 
They argue 
that it isa popular article of food; that those who use it prefer it 
to butter, and that it is sold at prices much below those at which 
butter can be produced and sold. They tell us that as a matter 
of fact the two articles are chemically the same—butter and oleo- 
margarine—and that one is as digestible as the other, and their 
product more pleasing to the palate than nine-tenths of the butter 
made, 

Now, one would naturally suppose that the makers of an article 


| possessing all these superior qualities would desire to have it stand 


Senate and to the Congress a bill objectionable in every single | 


one of its features, as I conceive it. 

Of course there may be honest differences, but I think the bill 
is unconstitutional. I think it is unjust. 
to the poor, and I think it is immoral and dishonest. Whatever 
the courts may do about it matters not to me, discussing it on 
principle; but I say that if this measure were presented to the Su- 
preme Court of the United States with a title that belongs to it by 
virtue of the inherent qualities of the bill itself, if there were pre- 
fixed to it a title which the reading of the bill would suggest to 


I think it is oppressive | 


any fair-minded and candid man, the court would knock it out | 


without a moment’s hesitation as an unconstitutional measure 
A shield has two sides, gold and silver; and sometimes a man 


| margarine is overwhelming. 


fights until he gets around on both sides of the shield and sees | 


both ways. Iseeit just as I think it is, without prejudice against 
anybody, without being particularly interested in it except, as I 
said, on account of the multitude of those who must have this 
kind of food—either butter, butterine, oleomargarine, or lard, or 
something of the kind—and who have appealed to us not for their 
protection against the retail dealer in oleomargarine, but for pro- 
tection from this bill in your hands. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, I desire to be heard briefly 
on this bill, and I am disinclined to proceed to-night. 


unfinished business is taken up I will ask the attention of the 
Senate. 
Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate proceed 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President-—— 
Mr. HOAR. I was about to move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business; but if some other Senator 
wishes to speak to-night, I will withhold the motion. 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President, it has been charged here 





If it is not | 
disagreeable to the Senate, I give notice that to-morrow when the | 


absolutely on its own merits. Itis customary with the producers 
of a popular article of food to copyright a trade-mark that will 
become familiar to the public, and to prominently display it upon 
the packages of their product. One or two soaps are advertised 
as possessing certain characteristics, such as being in powder 
form. Another is identified through the constant calling to the 
attention of the public the fact that ‘‘ It floats.’’ 

What has been the history of oleomargarine? As to the article 
itself the very first quality, to accept the statements and claims of 
the makers, must be that it imitates butter. Unless it imitates 
butter, they say, it can not be sold. If butter were all white, 
they admit, their product could also be sold white. But all its 
other superior qualities count for naught when it is not possible 
to make it look like butter. The price, sometimes 50 per cent 
cheaper than butter, has no attraction to the buyer if the article 
does not look like butter. The advantages claimed of being more 
uniform in quality, more wholesome, fully as healthful, and imi- 
tating the taste of butter so completely as to fool experts, will not 
commend it to the people unless the eye is also deceived. 

Now, the public might take some stock in this claim if it were 
made under other circumstances than presented. If the makers 
could show that the product oleomargarine was really desired 
by the public at large, and that the people knew it whenever they 
tasted it, and that there was no deceit in its sale, then their argu- 
ments for the right to color their product in semblance of butter 
would not meet objections. But what are the facts in the case? 

The evidence before the committee of fraud in the sale of oleo- 
It is the testimony of the food 
commissioners, presidents and secretaries of the State boards of 
agriculture, and others who have the matter of enforcing State 
laws in charge, that instead of the selling of oleomargarine for 
what it is being the rule, it is the exception. Our own senses and 


| reason will make it plain to us that oleomargarine is almost 





wholly consumed as butter, when it is understood that fully one- 


| ninth of all the articles marketed and consumed and supposed to 


be butter is oleomargarine. That is to say, the production of 
oleomargarine in this country last year was 104,000,000 pounds. 
It would fill over 5,000 cars of 20,000 pounds each. It would 
make a train 36 miles long. The production of butter was, as 
shown by the Twelfth Census, about 1,500,000,000 pounds, and it 
is estimated that about 700,000,000 pounds of this was consumed 
by the producer, leaving 800,000,000 pounds of butter to come 
upon the market, which meets in competition in the leading cen- 
ters 104,000,000 pounds of oleomargarine. Now, it is well known 
that a very large majority of the hotels and eating houses serve 
oleomargarine on their tables. In fact, this is a large part of the 


trade of these manufacturers. Yet who of you ever remembers 
of knowingly consuming oleomargarine at a hotel or restaurant? 
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And who of you have ever called for it or heard anybody else call 
for it? 

Where is the necessity for more evidence of deceit? This ar- 
ticle has been on the market in the United States now for about 
a quarter of acentury. It shows no more disposition to-day to 
stand on its own merits than it did twenty-five years ago. Asa 
matter of fact, the attempt to popularize oleomargarine as such 
has not been successful. 

The tax proposed in this measure is not intended to destroy the 
oleomargarine industry. The advocates of this bill have shown 
their willingness to be fair by conceding a reduction amounting 
to 874 per cent of the present tax, when the article is made in its 
natural color, or, in fact, any color except that by which butter 
has been known from time immemorial. All they ask of Con- 
gress is to do what it can to aid the States in controlling the 
traffic of the colored article. 

The opponents of the bill came before the Agricultural Com- 
mittee and solemnly protested against what they termed vicious 
class legislation, which would deprive them of the right to color 
their oleomargarine in imitation of butter. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 


Does the Senator from North Dakota yield to the Senator from | 


Alabama? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I yield. 

Mr. PETTUS. I desire to know whether it would not suit the 
convenience of the Senator from North Dakota to go on in the 
morning; and if so, I will move an executive session. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. It is immaterial to me. I can finish 
what I have to say in the morning in a very short time, if it will 
accommodate the Senator. I yield. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. PETTUS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 
35 minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednes- 
day, March 26, 1902, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate Mareh 25, 1902. 
POSTMASTER. 

John F. Keller, to be postmaster at Romney, in the county of 
Hampshire and State of West Virginia, in place of Mary Gibson. 
Incumbent’s commission expired February 18, 1902. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Commander Frederick M. Symonds, to be a captain in the Navy 
from the 16th day of March, 1902, vice Capt. A. S. Crownin- 
shield, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Hutch I. Cone, to be a lieutenant in the 

Vavy from the 9th day of February, 1902, vice Lieut. John B. 
Bernadou, promoted. 

APPOINTMENT IN THE 

Infantry Arm, 

Archibald G. Hutchinson, of Missouri, to be second lieutenant, 
February 2, 1901. 


ARMY. 


WITHDRAWAL. 
Executive nomination withdrawn March 25, 1902. 
John Kellar, to be postmaster at Romney, in the State of West 
Virginia. 
CONFIRMATIONS, 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 25, 1902. 
POSTMASTERS. 
William P. Fleming, to be postmaster at Georgetown, in the 
county of Williamson and State of Texas. 
William F. Bloebaum, to be postmaster at St. Charles, in the 
county of St. Charles and State of Missouri. 
William M. Treloar, to be postmaster at Mexico, in the county 
of Audrain and State of Missouri. 
Joshua Mizell, to be postmaster at Punta Gorda, in the county 
of De Soto and State of Florida. 
Sallie Millsaps, to be postmaster at Hazlehurst, in the county 
of Copiah and State of Mississippi. 


Florence Sheasby, to be postmaster at Elgin, in the county of 


Bastrop and State of Texas. 
James A. Gammill, to be postmaster at Calvert, in the county 
of Robertson and State of Texas. 


Thomas T. Wilson, 
of Atchison and Stat 


to be 
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postmaster a 


» of Missouri. 


Charles T. Ramsdell, to be postmaster a 


of Denton and State of Texas. 


Harry Martin, to be postmaster at Bo 
Fannin and State of Texas. 
Christian H. Wegerslev, to be postmas 


of Buena Vista and State of Iowa. 


John M. Glenn, to be postmaster at S 


Pettis and Stat 


» of Missouri 


Reuben N. Shanks, to be postmaster at 


of Shelby and State of Missouri. 
Tom Richards, 
Grayson and State of Texas. 
Warren 8S. Randall, to be 
county of Butler and State of Missouri. 
Frank W. Reast, to be postmaster at Whitesbo 
of Grayson and State of Texas. 


to be postmaster at Sherman 


postmaste 


William C. Smith, to be postmaster at 
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Let us try that statement now in the light of the majority re- 


port of this committee. The very first precinct in the city of 
3owling Green, county of Warren, that is under consideration by 

the report of this committee is Electric Light precinct, No. 20, 

and here is the return as made in the report of the committee: 


iT pees nails? NT turer ema UN On a latina SO 264 
Number of ballots questioned or rejected _........-.-..---.---.---- 100 
OE ee I acc cnnncinnecs cansctenenndsieekeniennn 10 

ir... canbe sqntuboebnssaeneeaeaeunneieiabenehnen 374 
I ale Reins nein linia dh bidet 374 
Number of ballots not used and destroyed after the polls closed -- waceune Le 
Total sumer of ballots im this HOOK. ....... .cncoccccccscccccccccecsess: a 418 


Mr. MANN. May I interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. RHEA of Kentucky. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. Ido not wish to mislead the gentleman in any 
way. In the actual record in the case the number of ballots not 
used and destroyed is given as blank. 

Mr. RHEA of Kentucky. Thatis what I said. 
copy of the record. 

Mr. Mz ANN. I beg the gentleman’s pardon, in order not to 
mislead him: The Cle erk of the House, in making up the printed 
ord, or r copy for the printed record, makes various marks on 
papers indicating whether it is to be in one kind of type or 
another, and various things of that sort. As it is printed in the 
printed record there is a cipher used, which through mere inad- 
vertence on my part is also copied into the majority report. In 
the certified copy of the record there is no cipher used at all. 

Mr. RHEA of Kentucky. What is used? 

Mr. MANN. It is a mere blank. 

Mr. RHEA of Kentucky. A blank is a cipher and a cipher is 
a blank, as far as this goes. 

Mr. MANN. I do not wish toargue it; I simply called the gen- 
tleman’s attention to it so that it would not mislead him. 

a _RHEA of Kentucky. That does not mislead me at all. I 
submit, What would be the difference if, in stating the ‘“‘ whole 
number of ballots cast. 374, the number of ballots not used and 
destroyed after the polls closed,’’ there should be a blank there 
or acipher? A blank means nothing; a cipher means nothing. 
Supposing it to be the fact that by reason of a mere typograph- 
ical error a cipher has been placed there when there ought to be 
a blank, there are still 44 ballots unaccounted for that were sent 
to that polling place. If that is not true, then I ask the gentle- 
man, before I take my seat, to show me wherein the error of the 
statement lies. 

Therefore let us wipe out that cipher, and in that line, ‘‘ Num- 
ber of ballots not used and destroyed after the polls closed, 0,”’ 
let us put a blank instead of the cipher. Still the whole number 
of ballots accounted for is 374. The total number of ballots con- 
tained in that box when the election officers got it that morning 
was 418, and there are 44 ballots unaccounted for. Yet the ma- 
jority of the committee say that out of 100 ballots returned as 
questioned or rejected sixty-odd ought to be counted for the con- 
testant—three times as many as the majority of the committee 
gives him in its conclusion, notwithstanding the fact that the re- 
turn shows that 44 ballots are missing and totally unexplained. 

As I said yesterday, the committee may not be able to explain 
this, but the reading of this record will give the explanation. 
Turn to the deposition in the record of John E. Dubose, lawyer 
and witness for the contestant. He discloses, on cross-examina- 
tion, that, contrary to the law, not only the Goebel law of Ken- | 
tucky, but contrary to every statute in every State where the 
Australian ballot is used, the secrecy of the ballot law was de- 
stroyed, and the county clerk, the custodian of these ballots—the 
partisan of the c mtestant—permitted the contestant and his at- 
torney to handle these ballots, and that the public generally had | 
access to them for many days before they reached this committee 
or this House. If that is to be denied, I will read the statement 
of this witness of the contestant in which he discloses that fact. 

A Memser. Is Dubose a Democrat or a Republican? 

Mr. RHEA of Kentucky. He was one of the *‘ ex’s;’’ and I may 
say, digressing from the record, one who did me a foul wrong as 
a Democrat and was denounced, and he and many of his kind 
have been driven out of the party. It was not a voluntary exile 
that he took. [Applause on the Democratic side.] It was the 
conventions of my own party that refused to recognize him, and 
he found shelter in the camp - the —— ans of Kentuc ky. 

Now, let us see what the lawis. I do not read from a Ken- 
tucky decision, but from Illinois Reports, volume 94—the case of 
Kingerly v. Berry. That was a case growing out of a township | 
election in which I believe some 7 or 8 or 10—I do not pretend 
to give the exact number: the principle is what I want to state— 
in which a number of ballots were contested, the contestee alleg- 
ing that a recount of the ballots would disclose the fact that he 
had been fairly elected. Proof was made that the ballots there 
were to be kept secret and only surrendered into the possession | 
of a court of competent jurisdiction to decide the contest, but | 


This is an exact 
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that the clerk, the custodian of the ballots, had permitted the 
contestant himself to have them in his possession; and the court 
refused to consider them as evidence, saying that it was not 
necessary to show by evidence that actual fraud had been com- 
mitted or that the ballots had been manipulated, but that the 
mere possession of them, the mere handling by the contestant, 
without notice to the contestee or without him or his friends be- 
ing there to see what was being done, was sufficient to throw 
about them such suspicion as to warrant the court in utterly re- 
fusing them. That case has been affirmed and reaffirmed by 
later decisions in Dlinois. 

So that by every rule of law these 100 ballots coming from 
Electric Light precinct—waiving all questions of proper identifi- 
cation—are surrounded with such an aroma of fraud, and the 
chance to substitute other than the ballots originally sent up, 
that by every rule of right and justice and by every rule of law 
delivered by any court, they ought not be considered in this con- 
test. The record shows that the clerk, the partisan of contest- 
ant, allowed contestant and his attorney to have possession of 
these 100 contested ballots; that 44 ballots not used in the elec- 
tion at this precinct are unaccounted for, and could easily have 
been marked and substituted for that number of the contested 
ballots actually returned by the election officers. 

Next the record shows that out of six precincts in the county 
of Warren, whence 95 per cent—yea, I will say 99 per cent—of the 
contested ballots come, the Republicans had the sheriff of elec- 


| tion in four of those precincts; that under the law—the old law, 


| tisan election boards or officials. 


the Goebel law, the amended law, under every law that ever ex- 
isted in Kentucky—the sheriff of elections is the arbiter between 
disagreeing judges. If the judges disagree as to the right of a 
man to vote or as to the regularity of a ballot after it has been 
put into the box and has been taken out for count, the sheriff 
has the decisive vote and can say whether the vote can be received 
or not and whether the ballot shall be counted or not; and the 
fact is disclosed by this record—a fact no man will deny—that in 
four instances a Republican sheriff—not appointed by fraudulent 
means, for that charge is not made by the contestant himself; not 
weak-kneed, old, and feeble Republicans, but men of brawn and 
brain, men in vigorous manhood, loyal and intelligent, there on 
the scene, inspecting these ballots before the ink had grown dry— 
refused to count them as properly cast for Moss and sent them 
up as contested. 

I then ask this House if it shall substitute its judgment, far re- 
moved from the scene of action, more than a year after the elec- 
tion, on a mere physical inspection or noninspection now of the 
ballots and upon the recollection of men who detailed or pro- 
fessed to detail what they saw, for the judgment of these men, 
one Democrat and one Republican sheriff, or a Republican judge 
and a Democratic judge and a Republican sheriff all agreeing? I 
ask if the judgment of these men is to be set aside and yours is to 
be substituted in place of it as to what the true intent or purpose 
of these ballots was? And again, we come now to the county of 
Logan. Thatis my own county. I want to say within the rec- 
ord, for I am not traveling out of the record, that I have had the 
honor to appear before the voters of Logan County six different 
times for office. 

Until I became a candidate for Congress the Republican party 
never even so much as put up a man against me in Logan County, 
although it had carried the election years before and years after 
my candidacy, and in the three elections in which I have stood 
before that people as a candidate for Congress I have received 
under the old law in 1896, before Goebel ever wrote his infamous 
law, as it was denounced by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
BoREING] yesterday, before he ever dreamed of putting it upon 
the statute books, I received the highest majority ever given toa 
Democrat since the civil war, with one exception, in Logan 
County, over Dr. Hunter, the Republican sitting member of this 
House at that time [applause],and although a contest was waged 
by him and withdrawn, as stated by the gentleman from Illinois, 
a careful inspection of the record and the votes disclosed the fact 
that it was an honest vote I received there, uninfluenced by par- 
The record discloses it. 

In 1895 the county of Logan went Republican, and it was so cer- 
tified, giving Governor Bradley a majority of 288, I believe—over 
200, at any rate. In 1896 it gaveme a majority of 862. In 1897 it 
ran down to less than 100 Democratic majority in some of the 
county races. In 1898 it gave me 1,060 majority. In 1899 it went 
Republican, and in 1900 it gave me in round numbers a majority 
of 800, and I shall go back there, and if I stand as a candidate 
again an honest majority of at least 1,000 will be returned for 
this contestee. [Applause.] Ido not ask the aid of Democratic 
returning boards or election commissions. I take my appeal to 
the honest people of that county, and it has ever, and | believe 
ever will, sustainme. [Applause.] Yet, notwithstanding these 


facts, the contestant devoted more time in his notice of contest 
It was there where, to use the 


to that county than to any other. 
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language of the report, the contestant said that gross frauds were 
committed in all the precincts. 

I want this House to bear in mind that there were no contested 
ballots came up from Logan County. There was achange of only 
1 vote made in thisrecord. There were nota dozen contested bal- 
lots sent up, as my recollection serves me now, or exceeding a 
dozen, from all over the county, but the contestant pitched his 


whole battle on the ground of fraud, thinking, no doubt, he would | 


overslaugh me and the Democratic party. He ransacked with a 
fine-tooth comb from center to the outermost edge of the county 
in every direction. He could not find, except within three pre- 
cincts any testimony that even squinted at any wrongdoing. 
particularly assailed one large Democratic precinct, Ferguson, No. 
20, saying that here in this precinct particularly a common con- 
spiracy had been laid between the election commissioners, the 
Democratic management, and the officials who were to preside 
at the polling place there on election day, and what did he dis- 
cover? He discovered that the clerk of the elections, a Democrat, 
with the assistance of the Republican inspector, got drunk during 
the voting hour. 

That his conduct was very reprehensible I admit. 


votes this way and the other way. He perhaps refused to put 6 
or 8 or 10 votes, I do not know the exact number, but not very 
many, in the ballot box which the contestant alleges were entitled 
to go there, but the proof shows that the other Democratic offi- 
cials tried to get him to leave his place as clerk on account of his 
drunken condition and let somebody else assume the duties there, 
and the report goes on in this language: 

This charge of conspiracy to commit fraud relates toa number of pre 
cincts in Logan County. It is quite certain that the Kentucky law requiring 
an equal division of the precinct election officers between opposing political 
pare was neither properly nor honestly obeyed by the county election 

ward in Logan County. It is also quite certain that in a number of the pre 
cints the conduct of the officers of election is subject to criticism. For in 
stance, in Ferguson precinct the Democratic clerk of election conducted him 
self in a particularly reprehensible manner. 

So, too, say I. He conducted himself in a particularly repre- 
hensible manner, but the committee do not, in that candor which 
I submit should have characterized the criticism of this precinct, 
relate what the evidence discloses, that he was in a drunken con- 
dition and that that accounted for his reprehensible conduct. 
The report continues: 

It is charged that in this precinct a number of persons who voted the Re- 
publican ticket made out the proper affidavits in accordance with the statute 
after being challenged, but that nevertheless their ballots were not counted, 
and that the officers of the election conducted the election without regard to 
the law and wholly in the interest of the contestee and against the interest 
of the contestant. y 

The certificate of return by the election officers in this precinct of itself at 
least casts suspicion on, if it does not condemn the action of, the election offi 
cials in ae peeenes , 

They made the following return— 

Bear in mind this is a return that comes from a large Demo- 
cratic precinct, admittedly so, made by Democratic officials— 


Number of ballots counted as valid --.- stands Seine Se ieacend 245 
Number of ballots questioned or rejected ..............---..-.- 
TEER DOT CL DRIES TUBE ROTO a onc ccc ccccweccncccweccoccccccece 
ee iain a wig des Waenen besewdecdwonce<ace 21 
Number of ballots not used and destroyed after the polls closed_......... 96 
Total number of ballots in this book -..........-....-......... 360 
FOR CONGRESS. 
; Votes 
BE BE DOI stances nbsidbendedndécesetssunsdnwecsdccess 168 
BS EES ELE RT EES Sa er en eS &5 


The report goes on: 

It will be seen from this that the number of ballots counted as valid is less 
than the combined vote returned for Rhea and Moss; that the whole number 
of ballots cast is incorrectly stated; that there is no return of questioned or 
rejected or spoiled ballots, and that the whole return is inaccurat 
sufficient. 

So say I, and I submit to this House and to that honorable com- 
mittee, if the whole return was insufficient and inaccurate, why 
did you not set it aside in whole? Why did you not wipe out the 
168 votes returned for me and the 85 votes returned for Moss, and 
then put us to the law which is laid down by McCrary, the ablest 
law writer on contested elections whom I know? 

He says that where the verity of a return is destroyed, or where 
it comes in such questionable shape that it can not be received, 
or where fraud lurks round about the action of the election offi- 
cers and destroys the value of returns, that both parties to the 
record can yet put the legal voters on the stand and show that 
they were there present at the polling place and cast their votes, 
and their votes so proved shall be given to the man for whom 
they werecast. Recognizing that that return had been impeached, 
as I now disclaim by intentional fraud, because it was my friend 
destroying a large vote for me: he did it, and whether technical or 
actual fraud, the fraud existed. We recognized that the return 
had been destroyed. 
have accounted, by the sworn testimony in this record, for 144 of 
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He | 


The drunk- | 
enness was reprehensible, and in his drunken condition he slammed | 


And out of the 168 votes certified for me I | 
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| them, leaving only 24 shown to have been absolutely cast 
| there. One hundred and forty-four men proven to have voted 
that day, proven to have been legal voters that day. proven to 


have cast their vote for me on that day; but as I said y 


not 


is 


terday 


commenting on Dubose, lawyer and witness, that he was not 
| much to be feared as a lawyer, but dangerous as a witness. He 
| never knew that in destroying that return he destroved the 85 

votes certified for Moss. the contestant: or els¢ i llowin r the 
language of his written brief before the committee, he assumed 

that no proof was necessary in order to have a Democrat unseate 
| by this House. 

I will read his language: 

There is a ray of comfort for a contestant who was a candid 
Republican party in this: That he does not have to take proof t x} 
irregularities or disprove charges of fraud; the law relieves him of 

It is a direct insult to the committee and the House. He neve 


put a witness on the stand to prove that Moss had received, or 
that Glenn, the other candidate for Congress, had received a vote 


What do the committee finally say about it? They say: 

We have, however, in this, as in other instances, resolved all doubts in fa 
of the contestee, and hence do not change the vote as returned in this preci 

You say it is smirched with fraud; you say it is irregular; you 
say it is uncertain; you say it is incorrect; you say the con- 
duct of the election clerk was most reprehensible; you say noth- 
ing can be proven from it; but in your kindness of heart you re- 
solve all doubts in my favor, and let both the 168 for me and the 


, +}, s% 
esult, not the motive 


1} 1 1 
dhave been the result 


85 for Moss stand, and, forsooth, why? The 
for I do not impugn the motive—what wou 
had you thrown out that which you yourss 
your report and denounced? 


r 
1 
i 


lf have spat u 1 in 


i 


Had you thrown out the 85 votes 


wy 


certified, in the absence of Moss proving, as I have proved, and 
as I was compelled to prove to get credit for the vote there, the 
85 would have four times wiped out the 21 majority you ré 


turn for him and have left me the undisputed rightful occupant 
of a seat on this floor. [Applause onthe Democratic side.| That 
is the result, explain it as you may or as youcan. No other re- 
sult follows that action, that conclusion, that determination. 

As to the general charge and intimation of a dishonest adminis- 
tration of the election law in the appointment of tic 
for the Republicans in Logan County by the Democratic members 
of the commission, I shall not take the time to read the record; 
but I call the attention of the gentleman who will conclude this 
case to the evidence of Mr. L. A. Freeman, the Republican elec- 
tion commissioner; not a blind, halt, decrepit, ignorant. disloyal 
Republican, but, I assert on my honor as a man, he was the choice 
of the Republican county committee for that place and was re« 
ommended to the State commission and appointed as the choice 
of the Republicans of that county. And the evidence here dis 
closes the fact that the commissioner appointed Democratic offi- 
cials only when he was unable to give the names of Republi 
competent to fill the election places in about four election precincts 
in Logan County, and in some he himself suggested the Democrat 
because no Republicans lived within the district of the intelligence 
that he admitted the law required they should have if appointed 
to those places. 

And I submit, further, that the proof shows, notwithstandin 
the denunciation of the committee of that election 


: S 
election ol! ials 


‘ans 


Lat 


1 7. 
poard, tl 


they did in many places appoint Republicans where Freeman rec- 
ommended Democrats; and his evidence admits that. Take the 
Court-House precinct, in Russellville. He did not name a Re- 


publican, although many reside there, but he named Democrats 
These simon-pure Democrats, those who are better than their 
party—Buckner and Palmer, John Brown, anti-Goebel—and I 
take the responsibility to say Iadvised the two Democratic mem 
bers not to appoint Democrats, but to find Republi beca 
the law then said that an equal division should be had if they 
could be found. I did not suggest the names, but told 
appoint Republicans in every precinct where they could find them 
intelligent enough to fill the place, and the record i 


‘ans, because 


them to 


shows that in 
the Court-House precinct they did appoint Republicans, instead of 
so-called Democrats suggested by the Republic an commissionel 
Complaint is now made that the commission did not app 
certain Republicans; for instance, that John Sadler and Foste1 
were appointed instead of Burger and somebody else. Nobody 
ever proposed Burger or the other men. The commission se 
lected Republicans who could read and write, and whose loyalty 
to their party was and is unquestioned to this day, and put thein 
at the polling place In four precincts Freeman himself ad 


not a Republican resided, because not a white man in those 
cincts has ever united as yet with the Republican party; where 
| Freeman himself admits no Republican who could read or write 
or intelligently administer the law and ‘tect the interests of 
the Republican party could be found. There! he says he 
| made no recommendations except those of ;, and that 


Democrats 


- 
c ore Ss 
Democrat 
| in those places, with possibly the exception of one, the 
‘ he suggested were appointed. 
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Now. Mr. Speaker, I want to come to Allen County. 
show you another thing. 
ord evidence that at a polling place in Scottsville, Allen County, 
Ky.. John H. Gilliam, a Republican, not a voter of that precinct, 
went into the polling place and got from the Republican clerk 50 
ballots, not voted at that polling place, but sent them somewhere 
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I want to 
You will find on page 233 of the rec- 


else, so they say. That Republican clerk of elections, at the re- 
quest of J. H. Gilliam,a Republican, tore out, in violation of the 
statutelaw of the State, 50 ballots from that polling book and took 
them outside of :1e polling place. Now they attempt to explain 
that by saying that they had run short at precinct, or some 


other precinct, and they took the official ballots from one polling | 


place and sent them to another. 

Talk about committing a fraud. Give me one of the official 
ballots outside of the polling place and if I am dishonest and par- 
tisan enough to violate the law I can change the result of two- 
thirds of the votes polled there if I could find men who would sell 


their votes, by marking one official ballot for a Democratic can- | 


didate, give it to the voter and say: ‘‘ Take this into the polling 
booth, put this marked ballot into the box, and bring me one out 
when the clerk gives it to you, unstamped; bring it to me and I 
will pay you the money.’’ When he does that I can take it and 
mark it and give it to another corrupt voter and repeat the proc- 


ess. Here is evidence that this was done, done by a Republican | 


clerk at the instance of a Republican worker. The explanation 
of this was that they wanted them to go to some other precinct. 
When they arrived there it was found that only 11 of these were 
used, and they further say that out of 11,6 or 7 were voted by 
Democrats and 3 or 4 were voted by Republicans. How do they 
know how these ballots were voted? This was unlawful, and 


gave the opportunity to the Republicans who got the ballots to | 


commit fraud and bribe voters. 
Then you take Butler County, the home of Taylor, the refugee 


governor. 


ht or ten years in the record. Yet it seems that with the re- 
ut in that county for eight or ten years, that at the November 
ection, without any increase in the Democratic votes, the Re- 
publican votes stated in these returns runs up to 97 per cent of 
the total vote of Butler County, something that never occurred in 


Union. 
the face, because they say they can determine better than the 
election officers, both Democrats and Republicans, how a smeared 
or blurred ballot was intended to be voted, determined to give 
contestant 21 majority on the recount, and this House is asked to 
declare that the seal of my State certifies to a lie and a fraud. 

Do it, gentlemen, if it be your judgment; I shall not complain. 
I stand here for my people and my party, thank God, as I have 
ever stood. Neverinthe hour of my greatest extremity, political 
or otherwise, have I been found to befoul the people of my own 
State, Democrats or Republicans. [Applause.] I would scorn 
to doit. I stand for Kentucky and Kentuckians, Kentucky man- 
hood and womanhood, for the honesty of her election officials, for 
the honesty of her voters, and for the virtue of her women, thank 
God. [Applause.] Not for a seat on this floor, not for the Presi- 
dency of this great nation, could I be induced to befoul the State 
that has honored me with an election in this body. [Applause.] 

Now. about the contestant; let me read you something from his 
printed brief in this case. He says: 

In 1899 Mr. Taylor carried the district by 1,500 majority over Mr. Goebel, 
with 1,500 votes cast f: 
complexion of the district was due in a large measure to the zeal and ability 
of Mr. J. McKenzie Moss, he having been selected by the anti-Goebel Dem« 
crats to manage their campaign. He gave his whole time to the work with- 





wr Mr. John Young Brown. This change in the political 
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Take that, and I have the returns of elections for | 


MarcH 25, 





is false or his statement in his brief is false. I care not which. 
I assert, too, and if he is fortunate enough to get his seat here and 
will dare deny it, I will send to some member the sworn evidence 
of his own adherents, the Brown Democrats, that he told them, 
not later than a week before the election, that he was for Bryan 


| and free silver, and if elected to this House he would vote with 


the Democrats on the organization and all party questions. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic mes I will defy him, if he gets his 
seat, todeny it, and I will overwhelm him with evidence to demon- 
strate that heisthe poor, miserable creature that I know him to be. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I call the gentleman to order. 

Mr. BOWIE. I hope the gentleman from Illinois will not take 
up the time of the gentleman from Kentucky, as he has only five 
minutes more. 

Mr. MANN. 
language. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the gentleman 
from Kentucky be allowed to proceed in order. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The Speaker has not yet ruled. 

Mr. RHEA of Kentucky. I will wait until the Chair has ruled. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Speaker, we would like to havea ruling 
whether the gentleman is proceeding in order or not. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Manon). The Chair did not 
hear all of the remarks of the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. MANN. Well, Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to detain the 
House, and I suppose this would come out of the time of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky or out of the time of the House, and I 
withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. RHEA of Kentucky. I undertake to say, Mr. Speaker, the 
statement that he betrayed his party, allied himself to the oppo- 
sition without the hope or expectation of reward, is not the cur- 
rent history of his own city of Bowling Green, in the Third Con- 
gressional district. I undertake to say that there is sworn testi- 
mony that he registered as a Democrat. Three of his witnesses 
testified on cross-examination that he was known as a free-silver 
Democrat when he was making this run against me. I undertake 


I can not help that; this is not parliamentary 


| to say, in the face of this record, that if current history is not 


true when it says he got his reward in that canvass he is now 


| abjectly begging the Republican party in this House to take him, 
the history of the United Statesin any county in any State of the | 


Yet the committee, with all these things staring them in | 


saying he is theirs to-day and to do their will from now hence- 
forth, which shows that he hopes to come into his reward right 
soon. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. Speaker, Iam about done. During my five years of serv- 
ice on the floor of this House I recall with pride and with pleasure 
that never has an unkind word or a discourteous retort es- 


| caped my lips to any member on either side of this Chamber. I 


have never indulged in acrimonious debate. I have never seen 
fit to impugn the motives of my brethren, whether differing or 
agreeing with me. Ihave not donesointhis instance. Butlam 
equally proud of the fact that the record discloses the fact that I 
have stood by my party platform and my party faith against all 
comers. [Applause on the Democratic side.] And for that I 
have no apologies to make. 

So long as I believe in its principles I stand ready on all merely 
party questions, questions of party or governmental policy, to fol- 
low my party. Whenever the time may come that I can not 
longer follow it, then, like an honest and conscientious man, as I 


| hope I am, I will renounce that party and go openly to that party 
| wherein I can find shelter and secure association with those in 


| consonance with my opinions and views. 


| appeal to you. 


[ Applause. } 
Gentlemen of the House, fellow-members, I make no cringing 
I do not want you to violate your sense of duty. 


| If your honest judgment leads you toconclude that I am not right- 


out compensation or expectation of reward. Because of this and his fitness | 


for the place— 


He tells you this, and it must be true [laughter on the Demo- 

cratic side]— 
Because of this and his fitness for the place, and because he was and is in full 
accord with the Republican party on the dominant issues of the time, he was 
unanimously nominated as the candidate of the Republican party from this 
district. 

That is a little bit of history that I never knew. } 
to get the contestant to occupy this floor and tell his tale to this 
House. I invited him—whether that invitation was delivered or 
not I do not know—through my friend Judge Smiru of Iowa, with 


the assurance that he should speak without objection on my part | 


or the objection of my associate Deiuocrats. I sent my colleague, 
Mr. WHEELER, in person to him, and he declined. I wanted him on 


this floor, and he might have chosen his place, but I wanted him | 


where he would have the right to speak and to answer questions. 
I wanted him to tell if he is in full accord with the Republican 
party on all the dominant issuses of the day, when and how he 
got there. 

- This record discloses the fact that within less than two weeks 
before the election he registered as a Democrat in the city of 
Bowling Green. Now, either that registration given in by him 


I did my best | 





fully the occupant of this seat,say so. But Ido beg you, as hon- 
est men, if this contestant has not shown by proof positive and 
certain that the seat I hold does not belong to me, rise above party 
questions, even though you have to differ with your committee, 
and follow your judgment and give me the benefit of it. 

I thank you, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, for your 
courteous and kind attention. [Loud applause. ] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I yield forty minutes to the gentle- 
man from West Virginia [Mr. GaINngEs]. 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I have listened 
with great interest to the impassioned appeal of the gentleman 
from Kentucky, the contestee in this case; and I must say that 
the eloquence he has displayed merits the congratulations which 
have been extended to him by gentlemen on the other side. That 
his appeal was impassioned is something for which nobody will 
criticise him, in view of the position which he occupies. But it 


becomes my duty, Mr. Speaker, to recall the attention of this 
House to the fact that the committee in this case have solved 
every doubt in favor of the contestee, and yet are bound to come 
to the conclusion that the contestant is lawfully entitled to his seat. 

It is not to be forgotten in this case that the contestant pro- 
eat and grave disad- 
hoped, in view of the 


ceeded in the election in Kentucky under 
vantages. The committee in this case h 


oe 
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fact that there were enough ballots here to settle this controversy 
by a mere count, to be relieved of the necessity of going into the 
question of the Goebel election law—that fré wud at the very source 
of elections in the State of Kentucky—as well as to be relieved of 
the necessity of going into the question of fraud at the election 
under that law. But since so much has been made of it, let me 
for a moment call the attention of the House to the Goebel elec- 
tion law. 

That law provides, in the first place, that a partisan body shall 
be elected by the legislature, consisting of two Democrats and one 
Republican—not a Republican of Republican selection, but of 
Democratic selection. It provides that these three shall, in every 
county in the State, appoint an election board, of which the Dem- 
ocratic party has control—giving that party control in every 
county in the State. And that election board does what? 
points election officers, and the law requires that the Republicans 
shall have representation among the election officers, but it does 
not require that they shall have representation of their own 
choice. 

Under an election law of this sort, Mr. Speaker, this case 
closes the fact that with the machinery in the possession of the 
Democratic party these election officers, acting under the Goebel 
election law, could certify to the contestee in this case a majority 
of only 156, and to do that it was necessary to refuse to count 
votes which it is plain to be seen by anybody should be counted 
for the entire Republican ticket. Some question has been raised 
in this case as to what the record discloses as to the manner in 
which these election officers in Kentucky were appointed. 

The contestee himself eulogizes the character of L. A. Freeman, 
a Republican and a witness in this case—not, he says, a weak 


man. The contestee gives him credit for both character and in- 
telligence. Whatsays Mr. Freeman, who was the minority rep- 
resentative on the county board of election commissioners of one 


of the counties of the Third district? 


Q. Of the 21 precincts, in which and how many of them were there no Ré 
publi ans whom you could recommend? 

A. I think there were three or four, probably. ; 

Q. Of the 42 names submitted by you how many were appointed by th 
board? 

A. There was some 14 or 15. 

Again he says: 

Q. What about J. T. Rhor 


A. [knew him to be a Rept abiion 

I am showing the House the character of the pe ople they ap- 
point in Kentucky to take care of the interests of the Republican 
party in the elections. 


n 


Q. Did he ask to be excused for any reason 
A. He made an affidavit that he was physically disqualified to serve. 


Q. What attenti lavit? 


A. Rejected. 

Q. Had he or not, on several occasions before, 
tion officer and always failed to serve? 

A. I could not say. 

And then. gentlemen of the House, there follows a statement of 
his physical difficulties, which I shall not read; neither shall ] 
read the promises made by the contestant’s brother, a member 
of the board of county commissioners, to enable him to rid him 
self of his physical troubles. But I suggest to any member 
this House who wishes to see the amusing side of this case that he 
read this part of the record. 

And again. They appointed to take care of Republican inter- 
ests in one of the precincts Dillard Foster; and about him the 
record shows the following questions and answers: 

Did you ask him if he could read and write? 

I don’t know that I did at that time, but I did before the election, for he 
spoke to me about it on several occasions after my first talk with him 

Could he read or write, either? 

He could not read the letters that I handed him, and his writing was 
very poor. 

Was it anything more than a scrawl? 

I could not read it. 

And you could not read it after he had written it? 

I don't think I could. He came around the next morning and told me he 
could write better now than he could the night before. 

That is the character of people put up in elections to take care 
of the Republican party’s interests in the State of Kentucky, and 
the kind of people selected by Democrats to represent the Repub- 
lican party in this election in the Third Congressional district of 
that State, from which this contest comes. 

Let me call the attention of the gentlemen of this House to 
another matter. Public opinion in the State of Kentucky, dis- 
satisfied with the dishonesty of this election law, required its re- 
peal, and the legislature of that State passed what was known as 
the emergency law of October 16, 1900. They, however, spe- 
cifically excepted from the operation of that emergency law the 
Goebel election law concerning the appointment of election ma- 
chinery, which was so unpopular in the State. 

Let me ask gentlemen on the other side, who defend that law, 
why, if it was a just law, did popular opinion in Kentucky com- 
pel them to repeal it? And why, if they saw fit to repeal it, did 
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they except the very part of it that was o ionabl mM O} 
ation at the election of 19002 Was it n Mr. Speaker tl 
purpose: In order that they might seem to yield to popular d 
mand when they were compelled to; and yet that they 1 
keep that law for one more election, and have one more chance 
to stifle public sentiment and the popular will in that d 
under the terms of that infamous Goebel el 

Gentlemen on the other side have ar L t} s With great 
adroitness. They would have you beli ‘ 1 ee il 
this case have resolved doubts in favor of tl nt Thev 
tell you that as to these election precincts ther di is 
to how many votes were rejected and |] 
questioned. T he xy have particularly called ; Ki 
Mill precinct, where 112 2 ballot S were rejected. 

The gentleman from Texas (Mr. BURGESS] said that he did 1 
know and nobody knew as to how many of these 112 ball 
marked as questioned or rejected had been counted. But the 
cord, Mr. Speaker, and gentlemen of this House, discloses w] 

| gentlemen on the other side were unwilling to know. The t 
mony of L. J. Warden, one of the ele n officers, on page 54 « 
the record, is as follows: 

Q. Vere any of these 112 ballots unt 

The y were not counted for ar 5 } 
And so you may take the evidence all through. 
Now, the part of this case that ( t and plainest, 1 
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hat part upon whie 


er or reputation; t 


part which is absolutely conclusive 


body’s conduct or charact 





the committee sought to rest its case without going further and 
proving more than was necessary and much that is offensive, is 
as follows: In the last Kentucky election the ballot was comp 1 
| of six tickets. The Democratic ticket was the first one on the 
left, and the Social Democratic ticket was the last one on tl 
treme right. The Republican tic ket was the second one from 
| left, and a ist Labor ticket was the second one from 


| to by gentlemen on the other 


| statement should be full and comp! 


extreme right. So that when the ballots were folded the Dem 
cratic ticket folde l over exactly on the Social Democratic ticket 
and the Republican ticket folded over exactly on the Socia! 


Labor ticket. 

The result was that using the stencil with a pad full 
when these tickets were folded the cross which ] 
the voter in the circle, as required by tl 
made a blur over on the correspondin 
There are enough of these tickets in the 
tion officers in this district refused to « 
that had been blurred on an opposi 
marked for a straight Republican ti ; 
this election. Upon a perme n of tl ick 
tee has reported. And yet we are talked to as if somethi 
kind were done to the « vonte stee in this ca I he ranking men 
ber the committee, who introduced this ussion, referr 
as he had a right to refer, to the record of ymmittes 
ness and judicial decision of these el 

I may refer to that record, Mr. Spx 
fore I was a member of this body, much less of 
It is the record of this committee that it has never rep 
for decision to the House except in a judicial manner, p 
partisanship and unfairness aside; and in this Congr 
two cases that we have reported, one has been in favor of 
Democrat, and this one in favor of the Republican. I chall 
the closest examination, Mr. Speaker, of the action of the c 
mittee in this case by every member of this House, : ai 
that it will sustain the reputation of the committee for fairn 

We are told again, Mr. Speaker, that we are deciding this « 
contrary to the decision of the supreme court of the State of 
tucky. Let us see what the decisions of the st upre 
Kentucky are which bear upon this c The deci 
r side is that of Ande rson v. Lik 
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record where 


yuunt Republican ti 
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The court says in that case: 
owe th 
h 


sut it appears from an inspection of thi s th 
accompan}i ied with a true state sment as to er t] had or } 
counted, and if counted, what part and for whom, as required by art 
section 37. , 
There was no statement at tall - ré 
and the statement as to them w: t onh 
clerk of election, and not all! of thom signe 


whe i not 





‘We think t! 








officially by all of the election officer 

Moreover, section 1476 seems to prohibit su 
the ballot itself, as was done by the cler 
quently the statement, in order to carry with it verity, must eon 
separate paper, signed by all th fficers of ¢ tion, and its rela 1 to the 
particular ballot it refers to must be clearly shown 1 ut them to 
gether, or in some other satisfactory manner, a iled up and returned to 
the clerk of the county court with the returns of the ¢ ion 

Now, Mr. Speaker, to clai: 
have claimed, that the Ken icky 
decide that a separate certificate 
every one of these ballots, and be attached in y 
ballot, and that such certificate should state at lengt! 
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office whether it had been voted and for whom, would be to con- 
vict the Kentucky court of appeals of requiring of election offi- 
cers an utter impossibility. 

Take the case of Kisters Mill precinct. 
not counted. 
the election officers should prepare a certificate stating as to every 
ballot whether it was not counted for governor, not counted for 
lieutenant-governor, not counted for all the other officers in de- 


There are 112 ballots 


tail and by name, it is clear to every man that it would be impos- | 


sible for the election officers to make a return inside of two or 
three days; and yet the statute of Kentucky requires, and very 
properly requires, that the counting of the ballots shall be con- 
cluded on the night after the election, or immediately after the 
election without any adjournment. 

But, Mr. Speaker, we are not left in doubt as to whether this 
contention is: true under the decisions of the supreme court of 
Kentucky, because the supreme court of Kentucky. in the case 


of Booe v. Kenner, decided since the decision in Anderson against | 


Likens, upon which the gentlemen on the other side rely, goes on 
to give a full review of the case of Anderson v. Likens. It will 
be seen by any gentleman who will take the trouble to refer to 
that case that the supreme court of Kentucky, in three different 
places in the decision, refers to the case of Anderson v. Likens. 

The case I am speaking of (Booe v. Kenner) was not only a well- 
considered case, but was particularly well considered with refer- 
ence to the case of Anderson v. Likens. 
say that they have carefully inspected the ballots, and that the 
same position for which we contend in this case—the right to in- 
spect ballots certified as these are—was correctand proper. Here 
are the ballots themselves [holding up to the view of the House 
the ballots which were before the Kentucky court of appeals in 
Booe v. Kenner] which the supreme court of Kentucky permitted 
to be counted, for the purpose of correcting a false return in that 
case, and gentlemen of the House would do well to examine these 
ballots and see how much on all fours they are with the ballots 
which we have counted in this case, and how much on all fours 
the decision of the committee in this case is with the decision of 
the Kentucky court of appeals in Booe v. Kenner. 

Mr. WHEELER. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt 
him? 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. 

Mr. WHEELER. The gentleman does not desire to misstate 
the record, lam sure. Was not the question in the Booe case a 
question of jurisdiction entirely, and did not the court so decide, 
that it had no jurisdiction in the matter? 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. The Booe case brought up 
this question, Mr. Speaker: Under the old Kentucky law they had 
had a viva voce vote, and the supreme court had decided that 
under that law the writ of mandamus would lie to compel a proper 
count and a particular certificate, because the election officers had 
nothing to do but foot up the returns. That mandamus would 
not lie under the recent law; but in view of the fact that the 
change of procedure was just then taking place in that case, in 
view of the fact that injustice was likely to be done to the person 
who had relied upon the course of decisions formerly sustained 
by the supreme court, that court went into the merits of the 
record, and permit me to read to the gentleman from Kentucky 
what they said: 


Certainly. 


It is insisted for appellee that he took his proceeding in this case relying 
upon the case of Houston v. Steele, and that after he has acted upon it this 
court can not in justice overrule that decision when to do so will be to defeat 
hisaction. In answer to this we will add that we have carefully examined 
the record and are satisfied that the decision of the county canvassing board 
in giving Dudley the certificate of election was riglt; that the intention of 
the voter can be determined from an inspection of several of the ballots re 
jected by the court below, and that on the merits of the case the mandamus 
should be denied. 

Now, the county board of canvassers, in doing what the su- 
preme court of Kentuckys say was right, had done exactly what 
this committee has done in this case. 

Where does this trouble come from? It comes from a misun- 
derstanding with reference to section 47 of the election law of 
Kentucky, which provides what sort of certificate the election 
officers shall make as to ballots. In the first place, the Kentucky 
election law requires ballots to be furnished to election officers 
bound in a book. It requires the election officers to account for 
all those ballots, how many of them were voted, how many of 
them were counted as valid votes, how many of them were ques- 
tioned or rejected, and the number which were destroyed. There 
is no other form of certificate set out in the Kentucky election 
law. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, if the position contended for by gentlemen 
on the other side were correct, what would have happened? In 
the first place, if these lengthy certificates were demanded by law 


the law itself would have required the public officers to furnish the | 


election ofticers blanks with which to make them. The election 
officers are not usually lawyers; they are not usually men skillful 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


If it be correct, as claimed by the contestee, that | 


In that case the judges | 
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| with the pen; and evenif they were the most skillful lawyers 
; and most skillful penmen in the world, they could not within a 
| reasonable time prepare 112 certificates of the character claimed 
to be necessary by gentlemen on the other side. 

But not only is it true that the law does not make the require- 
ment; it is likewise true that the election machinery of neither 
party in Kentucky has ever furnished such blanks to its election 
managers and workers, and if you will look at the language of 
the statute you will see why. Because the language itself in the 
certificate required by the election law would never indicate to 
anybody that any such certificate as claimed to be necessary by 
gentlemen upon the other side ought to be made, Now. election 
laws are like constitutions, in that they are intended for the guid- 
ance of the people themselves. They are intended to be construed 
by the rank and file of the people, from whom are taken election 
officers. When you look to the form of the certificate required 
by the statute to be made out by the election officers, what is it? 

Sec. 1483. The form of the return to be made on the inside of the cover of 
the stub book shall be substantially as follows: State of Kentucky, ——— 
County, election held on the ——— day of ,18—; in ——— precinct. Num- 
ber of ballots counted as valid, ———; number of ballots questioned or re- 
jected, ———; number of ballots marked “spoiled,” - ~; whole number of 
allots cast, ———; number of votes received for governor, — by ——; 

number of votes received for lieutenant-governor, by (and so 
| for other State and county offices). * * * We, the judges, sheriff, and 
clerk of election at the precinct mentioned, certify that the above isa cor- 
rect return of the election held therein on the day aforesaid * * 

Now, let us remember that election laws are for the guidance 
of the people—the laymen—who as a general rule are in the first 
instance charged with their construction. The election officers 
are required to certify ‘‘the number of votes counted as valid’’ 
and ‘‘ the number of votes questioned or rejected.’’ Now let us 
see what they did at these various voting places in the Third dis- 
trict of Kentucky, so far as they appear in this record. Take 
Electric Light precinct, No. 20, as a sample, and it is a fair sam- 
ple in this case, and I refer to this precinct because it has been 
the subject of very much discussion. The certificate is as follows: 
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stand to be a proper certificate? That they should certify that 
they counted the votes; that if they counted a vote they should 
certify it as ‘‘ valid’’ and return it among the “ valid’’ ballots, as 
required by the election laws of Kentucky; that if they thought 
certain ballots were not valid ballots, then they should not socer- 
tify them, but should certify and return them as ‘* questioned ”’ 
or **rejected’’ ballots. And, again, if ‘‘ questioned’’ and ‘‘ re- 
jected’ are terms that mean something different, how much or 
how little questioning will, under the contention of gentlemen on 
the other side, make it necessary for the election officers to takea 
valid ballot out of the list of ‘‘ valid votes’’ and certify it as 
‘questioned?’ The absurdity is too apparent for argument. 
Such a view would put in the power of a single election officer to 
take all valid ballots or a precinct out of their proper class and 
have them certified as questioned or rejected. Such was obvi- 
ously not the intention of the law. 

The common-sense inference of the law, the one that ought to 
be drawn and the one which the record in this case shows that 
the election officers did draw, is that whenever they counted a 
ballot as valid they so certify it, and whenever they rejected a 
ballot they put that in the ‘‘ questioned or rejected’’ envelope, 
and certify it accordingly. Yet we are told, Mr. Speaker, that 
for some reason or technicality we can not use our sense and judg- 
ment, that we can not make a proper calculation in this case; 
that where the election officers certify, asin this precinct, the num- 
ber of ‘‘ ballots counted as valid’’ 264, the number of ballots 
‘* questioned or rejected ’’ 100, the whole number of ballots cast 
374, we, for some reason or technicality, can not arrive at the nec- 
essary conclusion that 264 ballots were counted and 100 were re- 
jected; that we can not make the simplest mathematical calcula- 
tion; that we can not employ the plainest processes of reasoning 
and of common sense. 

The contestee, Mr. Speaker, in his argument on yesterday af- 
ternoon undertook to attack the position of my colleague on the 

| committee, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Sirs], for having 
said in effect that while in many places where the Republican 
party had two election officers, by virtue of their law which 
made the sheriff the arbitrator in cases of dispute, the Democrats 
| still had the control in the precincts. And with great vigor and 
| denunciation he asserted that the gentleman from Iowa was ig- 
norant of the law of the State of Kentucky in making that asser- 
| tion. 
| Well, there was a slight inaccuracy in saying that the Demo- 
crats had the sheriffs in all cases. The contestee called attention 


| to the Court-House precinct, the Electric Light precinct, and the 
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Police Court precinct, three very important precincts in this case 
in which the Republicans had the sheriff. Let me Mr. 
Speaker, if that can not be explained. I réad from section 1493 
of the Kentucky statutes, as follows: 


see, 


Src. 1493. Duties of respective officers.—In making the registration the 
clerk shall act as the recording officer, the judges shall decide all questions 
relating to the qualifications of persons offering to be registered, except that 
in case of a difference of opinion between the judges the clerk shall have the 
casting vote. 

Now, section 1487 provides that ‘* The officers of election in the 
several election precincts of the respective cities and towns men- 
tioned in the preceding section shall be the officers of registration 
in such precincts.’’ So that it appears that in substance the gen- 
tleman from Iowa was correct, because under this election law 
the Democratic party had the sheriff in all those places where the 
sheriff was the most useful officer, and in the registration pre- 
cincts they took the clerk because in such precincts he was the 
essential and important officer. 

Mr. BOREING. May I interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. Certainly. 

Mr. BOREING. In view of that, is it not a fact that 
testee himself is either ignorant of the law or unfair in his argu- 
ment? 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. Well, Mr. Speaker, there has 
been so much talk on the other side about ignorance and about 
legal ability adapted only to a justice’s court that I donot care to 
characterize the contestee as ignorant or as unfair. But Idostate, 
however, in this case, that this record shows that wherever under 
the Kentucky election law the Democratic party needed a sheriff, 
they had the sheriff; and where the clerk would best suit their 
purposes, they had the clerk. So the gentleman from Iowa knew 
pretty well the Kentucky election law, and he appreciated accu- 
rately its practical working. 

There is one other precinct to which the contestee himself called 
attention, and that I want to mention. It was Electric Light 
precinct No. 20, where he claims that the whole returns should 
be thrown out. Why, Mr. Speaker, if the committee had thrown 
out the whole return, as claimed by him, it would have reduced 
his majority 80; whereas by the course the committee took it 
only gave Mr. Moss a majority of 6. In other words, the con- 
testant in this case would have been 24 votes worse off if the 
course had been adopted that the contestee contends the commit- 
tee in fairness should have taken. 

Mr. RUCKER. Will fhe gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. Certainly. 

Mr. RUCKER. Did not the contestee say that under the law 
he had produced witnesses to prove that 145 of those ballots were 
deposited for him? 

Mr. MANN. That related to another precinct, a precinct in 
Logan County, while Electric Light precinct is in Warren County. 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. Asto the precinct the gentle- 
man from Missouri has just mentioned, what reason was there 
for throwing it out? It is in evidence in this case that the elec- 
tion officers failed to remove the secondary stub from certain 
ballots voted; and we are gravely told that because the election 
officers in that case did not do their duty the voters in that pre- 
cinct should be disfranchised. 

Let me say to the gentleman from Missouri, since the contestee 
is not present, that I hope there never will be a Congress that will 
decide that voters may be robbed of their rights because election 
officers fail to do a duty of that kind; and especially when, asin this 
case, it is shown that the tearing off of the stub afterwards, when 
the polls were closed, was done by agreement of both parties, and 
was without fraud and without prejudice to either party. They 
attack us for not throwing out the returns in this instance where 
it is admitted by both parties that there was no fraud and that 
the right thing was done to preserve the votes of the people. 

Mr. Speaker, I have already, I believe, consumed the time so 
kindly allotted io me by my colleague on the committee who has 
charge of this case. I shall not enter into the personal matters 
between the contestant and the contestee, so unfortunately 
brought into the discussion by the contestee at the close of his 
argument. I know something of the contestant in this case, not 
by long personal acquaintance, but by the judgment and state 
ment of gentlemen of Kentucky,some of whom have been driven 
out of the Democratic party by unfair election methods in that 
State, and some of whom have by those same methods been 
driven in disgust from the State. 

I want to say, Mr. Speaker, that this committee did not care 
whether he was a Republican or a Democrat. Butif it be true, 
as stated by the contestant, that no attractiveness of the Repub- 
lican party but only the improper conduct of the Democratic 
party has removed the contestant from the ranks of that party, 
the contestant is welcome to all the comfort out of that situation 
he can extract from it. All the committee cares about and all it 
desires to certify to this House is that, upon a careful, honest, 


the con- | 
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conscientious investigation of this record, the contestant in th 
case is, beyond any possible doubt, entitled to a seat in this 
House. 

Mr. KEHOE. Sefore the gentleman takes his seat. I would 
like to ask him a question. 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. Very w 

Mr. KEHOE. Does the gentleman mean to nvey the idea to 
the House that in any precinct the clerk of elections Kentucky 
has the deciding vote as to the ballots or who shall be allowed t 
vote on election day? 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. I do not know that T« In 
the first place, I have read the Kentucky law, which sho fy 
the gentleman. I then explained tothis House that in a 
of registration, of deciding who is entitled to go to tl 
vote, the clerk had the controlling vote: and I furthe 
where the gentleman's party needed a sheriff, it took him, and 
where it needed a clerk, it took him. The gentleman should not 
ask me whether I intended to say something I did not say. 

Mr. KEHOE. And howmany places in the district were th 


registrations? 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. I do not know 
out of four places mentioned by the contestee on which to bas 
my argument. Iam meeting the very argument produced in tl 
case by the contestee himself. 


Mr. KEHOE. 


I took three 


I will ask the gentleman whether the law is not 
as the contestant stated it to be, that in every case where a bal 
lot is questioned the sheriff is the umpire. Is not that the law? 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. I have not denied it. 

Mr. KEHOE. That is the law. 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. I read the law itself as the 
basis of my remarks, and I said that the clerk had the control 


the casting voice, on the question of registration, and | followed 
that by the statement that, asa general rule, where you needed 
the sheriff you had him, and where you needed the clerk you 
had him. 

Mr. Speaker, I leave the question to the House. 
the Republican side. | 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, while it is undoubtedly true, a 
stated by my colleague on the committee, the gentleman from 
West Virginia [Mr. GAINES], who has just spoken, that under the 
Kentucky law the Democratic party, or the party which is in 
power, may prefer its own interest in the appointment of clerk 
or sheriff as it pleases, so far as Iam concerned I make no com 
plaint of that. I make no complaint that any party in power 


{ Applause on 


which has the selection of three officials, two of whom shall be 
of one party and one from another, selects two from its own 
| side. And, Mr. Speaker, the question is not involved in this cas¢ 
whether the election officers of Kentucky were honest or honor 


| so absurd in the light of the rey 


able or fair dealing in their action in counting the ballots except 
in one or two precincts. We admit that the judges of election 
under the Kentucky election law were justified in sending toa 
higher tribunal for decision the question whether these re-marked 
ballots should be counted or not; and they performed a prope 
duty on their part when they returned these ballots in sucha 
way that they might be laid before the House of Representatives 
itself, which should determine upon their validity. 

It is not my purpose, Mr. Speaker, to discuss or reply at length 
to the arguments which have been made in favor of the minority 


report; but I think I would be wanting in fairness to the majority 
of this House if I did not reply to one or two statements which 
have been made and arguments which advanced on 
wholly false premises. We were told in the brief filed in behalt 
of the contestee in the first place that it was nec 
the ‘‘ true statement’ there referred to atta 
The statement in the contestee’s brief, the decisions 
of the Kentucky courts, was, ‘* unless each ballot is accompanied 
with a true statement;’’ and again, *‘ Its relation to the parti 


have bes i 


+ 
‘sSsary { 


hed to each ballo 


construing 


ular ballot it refers to must be clearly shown by attaching them 
together.’’ 
We attacked that decision. The contestee had construed the 


decision of the Kentucky court and said that it meant what 
stated in his brief. We have attacked that decision, and, lo and 
behold, they have abandoned it on the floor { 
they contended the supreme cour 


v> : : ’ 
t tuck ! i « med wa 


rt of the majority that on the 
floor their first speaker aband ned the contention and said 
the law only meant that the ball 
piles. 

Mr. Speaker, the supreme court of Kentucky, o urt of ap 
peals, which is the same thing, have decid ' 
ment’’ in accordance with the law must be 
sented; and the ‘‘ true statement’ in each 
record where we have counted the ballots. 

The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Fox] yesterday called th 
attention of the House to the volume containing the ballots from 
West Door precinct, No. 9, in Simpson County, and because he 
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did not wish to be interrupted I made no interruption as he stood 
there showing the ballots tothe members on the floor of the House 
and calling their attention to the fact that he could find in that 
volume of ballots a number which they could not distinguish as 
to which had the actual mark and which the remark. But, Mr. 
Speaker, the report of the committee showe that in this volume 
of ballots there were 20 ballots which the committee did not 
count, for the very reason which the gentleman urged, and those 
were the ballots which he was showing to the members of the 
House as ballots which could not be distinguished and which we 
had counted. We did not count the ballots which the gentleman 
disclosed to the House. 

Mr. FOX. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. What he states is 
not the truth. I never did exhibit a single ballot to the House 
but what was counted by the committee. 

Mr. MANN. Well, Mr. Speaker— 

Mr. FOX. It would have been a disgrace to myself and an in- 
sult to this House for me to have presented ballots here that had 
not been counted by the committee, and I deny that I did so. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman has finished, Mr. Speaker— 

Mr. FOX. There was no necessity for the gentleman to make 
such a statement as that, because I would have been unworthy of 
membership in this House and unworthy of being recognized as 
2a gentleman if I had condescended to do such a thing. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from Mississippi 
had had patience enough to contain his soul, he would have found 
that I absolved him from any intentional purpose to deceive the 
House—— 

Mr. FOX. I will not allow a statement of that sort to be made 
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his case before the committee he took a different notion of the 
matter. Referring to the precinct, the contestee in his brief says: 

There is no charge here that the return is false or fraudulent. There is 
no claim that any person was intimidated or that any person who desired 
to vote was prevented by fear of violence from so doing. ‘* * * Ttis shown 
conclusively by all of the witnesses that every voter who went to the elec- 
tion and desired to vote was allowed to do so. 

That was the contention which the contestee presented to the 
committee, and the majority of the committee sustained his con- 
tention and permitted the returns to stand. Nor is it true that 
if the committee had thrown out the returns it would have been 


| to the interest of the contestee. The contestee stated that he 


placed upon the witness stand, as I remember, 144 witnesses to 
testify that they voted for him. He did not place upon the wit- 
ness stand 144 witnesses, though he did claim, and it is claimed 
that the testimony which he did introduce showed that 144 per- 
sons voted for him, and he says that there was no testimony to 
show how many voted for the contestant. 

The gentleman from Kentucky, the contestee, was mistaken. 
The contestant upon the returns had 85 votes. The evidence be- 


| fore the committee showed that there were counted for him on 


here which impeaches my character as a gentleman and a man of | 


honor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi is not in 
order. He has no right to address the House unless upon recogni- 
tion of the Speaker and with the permission of the gentleman on 
the floor. 

Mr. MANN. Well. Mr. Speaker, I am perfectly willing to let 
the gentleman from Mississippi make the statement he has made. 


the night of the election 89 votes from the ballots, and that there 
were 89 votes for the contestant instead of the 85 returned; and 
if the committee had thrown out the returns, it would have in- 
creased on the evidence the vote of the contestant from this pre- 
cinct and decreased the vote of the contestee from this precinct. 
If the gentleman from Kentucky, the contestee, were half so 
good a lawyer as he is an orator, he would have known what the 
facts in the record showed in the case. 

I cali for a moment the attention of the House to another case 
that the contestee referred to, and that is the Electric Light pre- 
cinct No. 20,in Warren County. In this precinct the judges of the 
election, in making their returns, did not certify as to the num- 
ber of ballots not voted and destroyed at the election. The elec- 
tion law of Kentucky provides that immediately after the polls 


| are closed, and before the ballotsare counted, the unvoted ballots 


I would not believe for a moment—and I am very sorry the gentle- | 


man understood me as implying such a thing—that he would 
intentionally mislead the House. I believe the gentleman from 
Mississippi to be a man of the highest honor, and I will not be 
led by his passionate and hasty remark into saying anything to 
the contrary. I hope I have self-possession enough to not permit 
hasty remarks such as he has made to turn me from my even way 
and from my pleasurable acquaintance with the gentleman. 
But the gentleman from Mississippi did show to the House or call 
to the attention of the House the ballots from West Door pre- 
cinct, No. 9, in Simpson County, and showed to the House bal- 
lots which he contended ought not to be counted because we could 
not tell which was the original mark and which was the im- 
printed, and the report of the committee shows that from that 
precinct there were 20 ballots which the committee did not count, 
a majority of which were marked in the Republican circle. 

Whatever may have been the intention of the gentleman on the 
floor of the House—and I would not for a moment accuse him or 
any other colleague of mine upon the committee, for all of whom 
I have the highest respect, of intentionally deceiving the House— 
but when the gentleman showed these ballots I knew which bal- 
lots were counted and which were not by the majority of the com- 
mittee, and the ballots which the gentleman showed were not 
counted for the contestant by the majority of the committee in 
this case. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, another complaint which has been made by 


shall be torn from the book and destroyed by the election officials. 
The contestee claims that in this precinct the returns did not show 
whether these ballots were destroyed or not, and thereupon he 
builds a fanciful and chimerical imaginative tale about the attor- 
ney for the contestant. 

Why, Mr. Speaker. it would be perfectly absurd for the House 
to reject the returns from a precinct because the judges of elec- 


| tion had omitted to state the number of unvoted ballots which 


they had destroyed; and if this class of returns were to be re- 
jected as the contestee desires, it would reduce his majority a 
thousand votes. The contestee in this contest received in the 
county of Barren 3,144 votes, and the contestant received 2,246, 
nearly a majority of 1,000 for the contestee, and in no precinct 
from the county was the return made which the contestee insists 
should be made. Ah, but he says, what of the 44 ballots which 
were not voted in Electric Light precinct? And thereupon the 
contestee now charges that the record shows that the rejected 
ballots had been turned over to the possession of the attorney for 
the contestant and left in his possession, so that a portion of the 
ballots which were actually returned might be taken out and 


| have substituted for them these 44 ballots which were not voted. 


I deny it. The record shows nothing of the sort. 

The record shows, Mr. Speaker, that these rejected ballots, ac- 
cording to the law, were returned by the sheriff of the precinct to 
the county clerk; that they were turned over by the county clerk 
to the Democratic board of election commissioners of the county; 


| that the envelope containing them was opened by the Democratic 


the contestee is in reference to Ferguson precinct, No. 20, in Lo- | 


gan county, and, Mr. Speaker, Iam not unmindful of the splendid, 
passionate eloquence of the gentleman from Kentucky. I shall 
only say that in my opinion he made a much stronger argument 
and a much more eloquent speech and a much better presenta- 
tion of his case when he argued his own case before the commit- 
tee than he did upon the floor of the House. 

The gentleman from Kentucky makes most of his argument in 
reference to the points in his brief on which the committee sus- 
tained him. Most of the argument which the contestee made was 
about cases where the committee sustained the contention of the 
contestee. Most of his argument was addressed to counties like 
Logan and Barren counties, and in those cases we sustained the 
contention of the contestee; but he says that in Ferguson precinct, 
No. 20, Logan County, the Democratic clerk got drunk, and he 
complains because the committee did not say the man was drunk 
instead of merely saying that his conduct was reprehensible. He 
says that in that precinct the committee sustained the contestee 
against his interest. Icallthe attention of the House to the claim 
made by the contestee in reference to this precinct, which he now 
says ought to be thrown out altogether. The contestee now says 
that the committee ought to have rejected the returns from Fer- 
guson precinct, but when he prepared his brief and when he argued 


election commissioners, and when so opened returned to the county 
clerk. The record shows that the county clerk permitted both 
the contestant and his attorneys and the contestee’s attorneys to 
examine these ballots in his presence and while in his possession— 
a proper proceeding. 

Ah, Mr. Speaker, we do not have to depend upon that testi- 
mony, even although these ballots are traced from one official to 
another as a registered letter is traced from one officer handling it 
toanother. We have the ballots in our possession which were re- 
turned from this precinct where the contestee charges that fraud- 
ulent or other ballots have been substituted in their place, and I 
invite the attention of the gentlemen of the minority to the fact 
that each of these ballots in the record bears the original signa- 
ture of the Democratic clerk of this election precinct. No ques- 
tion is raised in reference to it. Eachof these ballots when given 
out to be voted was signed by the Democratic clerk of election. 
Each of these ballots is here in the record, signed by this Demo- 
cratic clerk of election, and the charge that other ballots have 
been substituted in their place by the attorney for the contestant 
was a cowardly charge, unworthy of a man who has the standing 
of the contestee. 

The contestant’s attorney has no opportunity to appear here; 
and I take the responsibility of saying that in the interest of 
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what I believe to be the proper conduct of the trial of any litiga- cnapp, Mis Ts 1 ¢ ns, M 
tion, I refused to permit the contestant to speak on the floor of | pO ty, N. Ray. N. \ wart, N. \ 
this House in this contest. Ido not believe in litigants arguing | Lewis. Pa Morg Seta 
their own cases. I think the contestee would have left a better im —_— y R Su lay 
impression upon the House if he had omitted the scurrilous re- | [OoSinsaver Mudd reves Ol 
marks, which no gentleman ought to make without an opportu- | Lovering eadink: S enigy sl 
nity for reply, and which no gentleman ought to make under any 7 leary, Nevi O 
circumstances. I refuse to permit this case to degenerate intoa | 4.000" Palm 5 vr 
question of billingsgate between the two parties in contest. I | Mann Park ; 
decline to permit the contestants to engage in the business of fish- eel, Patterson, Pa ; . 
. : 7 e artin, 1 sr t \ 
wives replying to each other. The contestant appeared before | yyopcor. Perkin Southard \\ 
the committee, and to a certain extent argued his case there, and, | Metcalf, Powers, Me + 
I may say, he made as good an argument as I have ever heard in | Miller P M , 
the room of the Committee on Contested Election Cases. As be- ANSWERED “ PRESEN 
tween the character of the two, Mr. Speaker, it is not for us to | Coombs, Lawrence, Ruck \ 
decide. We decide upon the record before us. The citizens and | Curtis, eaten, Show 
voters of the Third district of Kentucky have decided between the | jes -ham Pr s 1 ( 
two gentlemen, and they have expressed their approbation for the NOT VOTING 
gentleman whom I hope will soon be the gentleman from Ken-} , .)...,» iit K 
tucky, the contestant in this case. He has the support of the | Babcock! Doven K Sla 
majority of the people who voted at this election. He can afford | Ball, Tex Dr s 
to let go without reply the contemptuous remarks of the gentle- wd yy ; bao - 
tleman from Kentucky, the contestee. Benton. Feels Loud, ithwicl 
Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote. Bristow, | Fletcher, McAndrew Stephens, 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the substitute ere oa McDer ee nee 
resolution which is pending for consideration. Bull, * Ti McRae 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I ask that it be reported. Burleigh, I _ Vt - : 
Mr. FOX. And I ask for the yeas and nays. ae Pa row NOY ‘ ; 
The SPEAKER. The Chair did not understand the gentleman. | @ark.’ Grosvenor { { \ : 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I ask that the substitute be | Clayton, Heatwol W 
reported. eee. B . ai P xR 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the substitute will be | payey. La Hildebra R ‘A 
again reported. Davidson, Hopkins, R Y 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The substitute resolutions. | }*) "90.4, = ” 2 
The SPEAKER. The substitute resolutions. tee 
The Clerk read as follows: So the resolutions were not agreed to 
Resolved, That J. McKenzie Moss was not elected a member of the Fifty he follow Ing pairs were anounced: 
seventh Congress from the Third Congressional district of Kentucky, and is Until further notice: 
not entitled to a seat therein. Mr. LANDIS with Mr. CLARE 
Resolved, That John S. Rhea was elected a member of the Fifty-sevent} “ . B a ' ) h Mr M RA 
Congress from the Third Congressional district of the State of Kentucky,and | LT. PAR VEY wien aa CivAl < _ 
is entitled to a seat therein Mr. CROMER with Mr. Miers of Indiana. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the reso-| Mr. Henry C. Sarria with Mr. T ¢ of Alabama 
lutions. | Mr. Stewart of New Jersey with Mr. Woo% 
Mr. MANN. Mr Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays on that. | Mr. Reeves with Mr. Henry 
The veas and navs were ordered. | Mr. BaBcock with Mr. Man 
mW . . ™ 1; ‘ 490 4 » x ¥ > : To " 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 124, nays 136,| Mr. GRosvENoR with Mr. Sx 
$9 ° . . » fee xara T° 1 4% fon & . 
answered ‘‘ present ’’ 13, not voting 82; as follows: | Mr. SHOWALTER with Mr. SLA 
cia Mr. Eppy with Mr. SHEPPARD. 
YEAS—124. } Mr. KETCHAM wi : . 
, , ; . | Mr. KetcHam with Mr. SNopDGRA 
Adamson, Fitzgerald, Latimer, tobb, Mr Ky.e with Mr. Vs ms 
Allen, Ky Fleming, Lester, Robertson, La | Mr. KYLE with Mr, VANDIVER aie 
Bankhead, Fox, ; Lever, Robinson, Ind. | Mr. JongEs of Washington with Mr. BRUNDI 
Bartlett, Gaines, Tenn. Lewis, Ga, Robinson, Nebr. Mr. McCaLu with Mr. STEPHE? fT 
Beli, Gilbert, Lindsay, Ruppert, Mr. Burton with Mr. BAl em.<. 
Bellamy, Glenn, Little, Ryan, MY. HURTON with Mr. Bau of Texas. 
Belmont, Goldfogle, Livingston, Salmon, } Mr. LessLeR with Mr. DouGHERTY. 
Bowie. Gooch, Lloyd, Scarborough, | » Boacverm af Var ath Mr Por 
Brantley, Gordon. McClellan. Selby. Mr. - JSTER Ol Vermont with Mr. I 
Breazeale, Green, Pa. McCulloch, Shackleford, For this SOneeOE: . 
Burgess, Griffith, McLain, Shafroth, | Mr. Coomss with Mr. Davey of Louisiana 
eee, Griggs, Maynard, Shallenberger, =| Mr. Youne@ with Mr. Benton. 
jurnett, Hall, Mickey, Sims, } ~ o4a as _ ; 
Butler, Mo. Hanbury, Moon. Smith. Ky. Mr. Day ron with Mr. Meyer of Louisiana, 
Caldwell, lay, Mutchler, Sparkman, Mr. Joy with Mr. MAppox, until April 1. 
‘an J enry iss Naphe spic T , ° > . 
Candler, Henry, Miss. Naphen, Spight, | Mr. Bartuoupt with Mr. Rucker, for one wi 
Cassingham, Hooker, Neville, Stark, | = ete “Snags “—e : 
Cochran, Howard, Newlands, Sulzer, Mr. OLMSTED with Mr. Winery, until Wednesday. 
Conry, Jackson, Kans Norton, Swanson, | Mr. WACHTER with Mr. SMALL, until Thursday 
Cooney, Jett, Otey, Talbert, Page Se daw: ; 
Cooper, Tex. Johnson, Padgett, Tate, | For this day: 44 . 
Cowherd, Jones, Va, Patterson, Tenn. Thomas, N.C. Mr. SHELDEN with Mr. FEELy. 
Crowley, Kehoe, See o Thompson, | Mr. BuTLerR of Pennsylvania with Mr. McDeEr: 
Cummings, Kern, Pugsley, Underwood, | » Mprpr 7 . 1 . > 
Davis, Fla. Kitchin, Claude Randell, Tex Vreeland, | Mr. Tirrect with Mr. THayer. . 
De Armond, Kitchin, Wm. W. Ransdell. La. Wheeler, On contested-election case—Moss v. Rhea of K uckK 
De Graffenreid, Kleberg, Reid, White, | Mr. SIBLEY with Mr. Foster of [inois 
Dinsmore, Kluttz, Rhea, Va. Williams, Tl. } > -prewem «uri - oe . : 
Edwards, Lamb, Richardson, Ala. Williams, Miss. Mr. LAWRI NCE W ith Mr. ‘ LAYTO 
Elliott, Lanham, Richardson, Tenn. Wilson, | Mr. DovenrrR with Mr. TRIMBLE. 
Finley, Lassiter, Rixey, Zenor. Mr. CuRTIS with Mr. McANDREWSs. 
NAYS—136. | Mr. Escu with Mr. FLoop. 
ee Brownlow, Dalzell, Greene, Mass. Mr. WRIGHT with Mr. CREAMER. 
exander, Burk, Pa. Darragh, Grow, Mr. OVERSTREET with Mr xpuRY (Mr. Ov : ; 
Allen, Me. Burke, 8S. Dak. Deemer, Hamilton, { sl and Me Ht with Mr. H - - i —_ 
Aplin, Burkett, Dick, Haskins, | testant and J [r. Ha YBURY for contes . 
Ball, Del. Calderhead, Draper, Haugen, Mr. BEIDLER with Mr. Brovussarp, on th 
Barney, aamon, Emerson, Hemenway, | Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I notice in the announcement 
Bates, Capron, Evans, Henry, Conn. | alas . hein ae sare ] ' 
Bingham, Cassel, Fordney. Hepburn, of the pairs a pair between the gentleman from Indiana, Mr. OVER 
SenOP. Connell, Foss, , Hill, | STREET, and the gentleman from New York, Mr. Hannury. I 
Blackburn, Conner, __. Gaines, W.Va. Hitt. understand Mr. Hanpury voted. 
Blakeney, Cooper, Wis Gardner, Mich Holliday, 7 SNCART .¢£ | . 
Boreing, Corliss, Gardner, N. J. Howell, Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, we can no 
Boutell, Cousins, Gibson, Hughes, hear what the gentleman says. 
Bowersock, Crumpacker, Gill, Hull, The SPEAKER. The gentleman will repeat his statement. 
Brick, Currier, Gillett, Mass Irwin, ee TNT \" oy 1 : 
Brom well. Custman. Graff. Janke. Mr. TAWNEY. I notice in the announcement of the pairs a 
Brown, Dahle, Graham, Jenkins, pair between Mr. OVERSTREET and Mr. Hanrury, of New York 
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My recollection is that Mr. Hansury—I do not know whether he 


is here—has voted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I do not think 
that is in order on a question of pairs. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recorded as voting in the 
affirmative. The House can not decide that question. It is a 
matter of honor for any gentleman as to whether he will observe 
his pair. The Chair knows of no law governing the matter. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I suppose, if Mr. HANBURY 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Icallfortheregularorder. I 
can not understand that the gentleman has any right in this matter. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. HASKINS. Mr. Speaker, I voted ** nay”’ on the first roll 
call. I wasin the gallery when the second roll was called, and 
my name was called on the second roll call. I was in my seat 
and voted on the first roll call, and voted ‘* nay.’’ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not recorded as voting. 
Does the gentleman state that he voted on the first call? 

Mr. HASKINS. I voted on the first call ‘* nay ’’ very distinctly. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will be recorded according to 
the statement of facts. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on agreeing to the origi- 
nal resolutions reported by the committee. 

Mr. FOX. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The veas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. FOX. Mr. Speaker, at the request of the gentleman from 
Kentucky. Mr. Rhea, I witiniaanrthodemand for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The demand for the yeas and nays is with- 
drawn. Is it renewed? [Aftera pause.] Without objection, the 
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MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. ParkrNnson, its reading 


clerk, announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following 


order for the yeas and nays will be canceled and a vote taken | 


Vy iva voce, 
The question was taken: and the resolutions were agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. MANN, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the contestant, Mr. Moss, | 


be allowed to take the oath of office. 

Thereupon J. McKenzie Moss appeared at the bar of the House, 
accompanied by Mr. Mann, of Illinois, and took the oath of office 
prescribed by law. 

PERSONAL PRIVILEGE. 

Mr. HANBURY. Mr. Speaker, [rise to a question of personal 
privilege. I understand that it was announced that I, having a 
pair, had voted. Is that correct? 

The SPEAKER. The RECORD so shows. 

Mr. HANBURY. I wish to correct the Recorp then. I did 
not vote after I was paired, but after I voted I was paired for the 
next roll call. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s statement will be entered 
in the RecorpD. 

BOARD OF MANAGERS FOR NATIONAL HOME FOR DISABLED VOLUN- 
TEER SOLDIERS. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the resolution, which the 
Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House joint resolution 171. 

Resolved, etc., That Henry E. Palmer, of Nebraska, GEORGE W. STEELE, of 
Indiana, WALTER P. BROWNLOW, of Tennessee, T. J. Henderson, of Illinois, 
and J. M. Brown, of Maine, be, and the same hereby are, appointed as mem 
bers of the Board of Managers of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer 
Soldiers of the United States—Henry E. Palmer to fill a vacancy caused by 
the death of Gen. William J. Sewell, whose term of service expires April 21, 
1%H4; GEORGE W. STEELE to succeed himself, his present term of service ex 

iring April 21, 192; WALTER P. BROWNLOW to succeed Gen. William B. 
‘ranklin. whose term of service expires April 21, 1%; T. J. Henderson to 
succeed himself, his present term of service expiring April 21, 1902; J. M 
3rown to succeed himself, his present term of service expiring April 21, 1902. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection te the present consideration 
of the joint resolution? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I would like 
to ask the gentleman from Iowa if this is a unanimous report? 

Mr. HULL. It is a unanimous report made by the committee, 
and it is requested that it be passed to-day. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. The question 
is on the engrossment of the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HULL, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows; 

To Mr. GARDNER of Michigan, for four days, on account of im- 
portant business. 

To Mr. Berp_er, for this week, on account of important business. 


titles; in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives 
was requested: 

S. 156. An act to provide for the repayment of unexpended 
moneys deposited to cover costs of platting and office work in 
connection with mining claims; 

S. 637. An act to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Georgetown, State of 
South Carolina; 

S. 912. An act to reimburse certain Lower Brule Sioux Indians 
of South Dakota; 

S. 3060. An act appropriating $5.000 to inclose and beautify 
the monument on the Moores Creek battlefield, North Carolina; 

5S. 3492. An act to authorize the establishment of a life-saving 
station at or near Eagle Harbor, on Keweenaw Point, Michigan; 

S. 4264. An act providing that the statutes of limitations of the 
several States shall apply as a defense to actions brought in any 
courts for the recovery of lands patented under the treaty of May 
10, 1854, between the United States of America and the Shawnee 
tribe of Indians; and 

S. R. 26. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of War 
to negotiate with John T. Dolan, of Portland, Oreg., for pur- 
chase of original manuscript copy of ‘‘ order book of Gen. Arthur 
St. Clair.’’ 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed, with- 
out amendment, bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 366. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
M. Kanouse; 

H. R. 669. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard 
C. Smith; 

H. R. 1378. An act granting an increase of pension to Bessie 
H. Lester; 

H. R. 1694. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
3all; 

H. R. 2093. An act granting an increase of pension to Anna B, 
McCurley; 

H. R. 2240. An act granting an increase of pension to Aquila 
Wiley; 

H. R. 2417. An act granting a pension to James B. Harris; 

H. R. 2781. An act granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
Lee: 

H. R. 5261. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 


| Coates; 


H. R. 5714. An act granting an increase of pension to Lucy B. 
3evis: 

H. R. 5862. An act granting an increase of pension to Rollin 
Tyler; 

H. R. 6873. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
Maley; 

H. R. 7341. An act granting a pension to Elizabeth W. Sim- 
mons; 

H. R. 7683. An act granting an increase of pension to Almond 
Delamater; 

H. R. 7755. An act granting a pension to Laura G. Weisen- 
burger: 

H. R. 7998. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Allen; 

H. R. 8212. An act granting a pension to Alice Angel; 

H. R. 8269. An act granting an increase of pension to James R. 
McClellan; 

H. R. 9178. An act granting an increase of pension to John M. 
Howe: 

H. R. 9659. An act granting a pension to Laura A. Van Wye; 

H. R. 10411. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E, 
Singley; 

H. R. 10906. An act granting a pension to John W. Meade; 

H. R. 10924. An act granting an increase of pension to Elias M. 
Haight; 

H. R. 11011. An act granting an increase of pension to Emily J. 
Tallman; and 

H. R. 11619. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
A. Frier. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill 
of the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 3136. An act for a public building for a marine hospital 
at Pittsburg, Pa. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of the 
following titles: 

S. 3865. An act to establish light-houses at the mouth of Boston 
Harbor to mark the entrance to the Broad Sound Channel; 

S. R. 21. Joint resolution authorizing the printing of extra 
copies of the annual report of the Commissioner of Pensions; and 
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S. 2291. An act for the promotion of anatomical science and to 
prevent the desecration of graves in the District of Columbia. 
SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 


were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their appro- | 


priate committees, as indicated below: 

8. 156. An act to provide for the repayment of unexpended 
moneys deposited to cover costs of platting and office work in con- 
nection with mining claims—to the Committee on Mines and 
Mining. 

S. 6387. An act to provide for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion of a public building thereon, at Georgetown, State of South 
Carolina—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

S. 912. An act to reimburse certain Lower Brule Sioux Indians, 
of South Dakota, for property destroyed—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

S. 8060. An act appropriating $5,000 to inclose and beautify the 
monument on the Moores Creek battlefield, North Carolina—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 3492. An act to authorize the establishment of a life-saving 
station at or near Eagle Harbor, on Keweenaw Point, Michigan— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

S. 4264. An act providing that the statutes of limitations of the 


several States shall apply as a defense to actions brought in any | 
courts for the recovery of lands patented under the treaty of May | 


10, 1854, between the United States of America and the Shawnee 
tribe of Indians—to the Committee on the Judiciary; and 


S. R. 26. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of War to | 


negotiate with John T. Dolan, of Portland, Oreg., for purchase | 


of original manuscript copy of ‘‘ order book of Gen. Arthur St. 
Clair ’’—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 

into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 


the purpose of considering the bill (H. R. 12804) making appro- | 


priations for the support of the Army. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa moves that the | 


House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the purpose of considering the bill H. R. 
12804, being the Army appropriation bill. 

Mr. HULL. 
state to the House that by agreement of the committee, if ratified 
by the House, general debate shall run for ten hours, five hours 
on a side, the time to be controlled on the majority side by the 
chairman of the committee and on the minority side by the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. SULZER], and I ask unanimous con- 
sent that that agreement may be ratified now. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa, chairman of the 


And pending that motion, Mr. Speaker, I would | 
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of the Philippines to be provided for by this bill outside of the 
United States proper. So that I think $28,000,000, as against 
$38,000,000 for last year, will be ample for all that the Government 
will need. 

The parts of this bill which are new legislation will be found 
to be of minor importance. On page 5 there is one clause provid- 
ing for 50 first-class surgeons in the Signal Corps. Of course. we 
shall discuss the necessity of that when we reach it under the five- 
minute rule. There are one or two other places where minor 
changes of the law will be found, which will be submitted to the 
judgment of the House as we reach them during the reading ot 
the bill, without any attempt to hide anything that has been done. 
Attention should have been called to these items in the rey 
but on account of my absence and the hurried method in which 
the report was prepared that has not been done in this case, as we 
have usually done in bills which I have reported in the past. 1 
think, Mr. Chairman. this is all I desire to say on the bill now. 


ort 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I should like to ask my friend 
from Iowa [Mr. HULL] a question. I saw in the New York 


Times of yesterday a statement of an incident in Mindanao 
where our signal corps had been captured by 200 Moros and one 
of our men killed. They captured the transportation of the d 
tachment, including four pack mules,so this report states. Does 
the gentleman know anything about that? 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, we do not propose to legislate on 
that subject in this bill. We provide for a signal corps 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I desire to ask this question 

Mr. HULL. I have no information on the subject. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Does the signal corps go around 
in these islands unprotected? 

Mr. HULL. The members of this signal corps are themselves 
soldiers; they go where they are ordered. Of course the com- 
manding general is supposed to know about the size of the force 
proper to be sent out. Whether in this case they were fooled by 
the apparently friendly disposition heretofore manifested by the 
natives, I am unable to say. I only know what I have seen in 
the public prints; and the gentleman from Tennessee has as much 
information on the subject as I have. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. This seems to have been a small 
corps operating in that so-called peaceful territory; and they were 
captured. The press report, as I remember it, states that some 
were killed. 


Mr. HULL. I do not like to have the time occupied in this 


| way with a matter which is entirely irrelevant. 


Committee on Military Affairs, asks unanimous consent that gen- | 


eral debate upon the pending bill be limited to ten hours, one 
half of the time to be controlled by the chairman of the com- 
mittee and the other half to be controlled by the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. SuLzER]. Is there objection? [After a pause. ] 
The Chair hears none and it is so ordered. 

The motion of Mr. HuLL was then agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. HEMENWay in 
the chair. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 
first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowaasks unanimous 
consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, Ido not intend to detain the House 
with any speech this afternoon, and in fact I could see no reason 
why general debate should run for ten hours on the bill. 
measure reported to the House covers the usual items, and with 
few exceptions does not depart from the legitimate rules of the 
House. There are two or three items in the bill clearly subject 
to a point of order, if one should be made. 

The estimate submitted to the committee called for appropria- 
tions amounting to $101,905,940.03. The bill carries appropriations 
amounting to $90,880,943.41. The reduction is largely made by 
the reduction in the Army and by the reduced cost of the trans- 
portation of the Army. The appropriation of last year was about 
$113,000,000, with some deficiencies made afterwards, taking it up 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Just one word more. Does the 
gentleman approve of the policy of sending a mere handful of 
men around in this way and having them butchered? 

Mr. HULL. I suppose, as a matter of fact, wherever condi- 
tions exist that are not lawful, and still there is not a state of war, 
it is very difficult to tell just how many people should go out upon 
an expedition of this kind. I have known cases, even in this 


| country, where men sent out with a paymaster in the Rocky 


| general debate on this bill. 


The | 


to about $117,000,000; so the appropriation for the next fiscal year | 


will be something over $26,000,000 less than for the last fiscal year. 


priated for every legitimate and necessary expenditure for the | 


Army for the next fiscal year, unless the Army shall be largely 
inereased, a contingency that none of us anticipate. The discon- 
tinuance of the army of occupation in Cuba and taking off the 
transport service from the Atlantic Ocean has largely cut down 
the expenses for transportation of the Army and its supplies, leav- 
ing only a small army that we have in Porto Rico and the army 


Mountains were overpowered, a part of the escort killed, and the 
treasure looted. But I would hardly say that that was a matter 
for legislation on an appropriation bill. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the other side claimed that they had mem- 
bers enough desiring to speak to occupy at least twelve hours in 
I would be glad if some of them would 
go ahead. I very much doubt whether we shall use anything like 
our five hours. 

Mr. SULZER. 
glad to occupy it. 

Mr. HULL. I would prefer to go on with the bill. 

Mr. SULZER. I yield twenty minutes to the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. ScarBorouaH]. 

Mr. SCARBOROUGH. Mr. Chairman, I wish to state at the 
outset that the remarks I shall submit to the House this afternoon 
will not have reference to the pending question. My purpose is, 
in the time allotted to me, to say something in regard to what 
might be characterized as ‘‘the Southern question.’’ The only 
apology, Mr. Chairman, I have to make for obtruding my remarks 
upon this question at this time is that it is currently reported 


If you have time to spare, we would be very 


and well understood that when the resolution requiring an iivesti- 
gation into the suffrage laws of the different States is reported, 
no time, or very little time, will be allowed for general debate; 
therefore, if I can have the attention of the House for a few 
minutes I desire to place my views upon record. 

It is well understood in political circles that the solid South is 


not a dream ora supposititious condition or situation, but is a real 
On the hearings before the committee I believe we have appro- | 


fact. Standing, then, upon the threshold of this discussion, I 
purpose offering some reasons for the existence of this situation 
and explaining briefly why there is in one section of this country a 
people solidly and unanimously united in matters of politics. © 

It will be my purpose, Mr. Chairman, in the discussion of this 
question, to say nothing which may tend to irritate the gentlemen 
upon the other side of this Chamber, nothing calculated to atouse 
their passions or their prejudices. But it is my purpose to state 
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facts as they are, and appeal to the sober common sense, as well 
as to the sense of justice, of the gentlemen who occupy seats 
upon this floor. 

It is a well-known fact that the people of the section which I 
have the honor in part to represent are allied with the Democratic 
party, and the reason that this party is so largely in the majority 
in that section is not only because of the treatment which the 
South in the past has received at the hands of the dominant party, 
but because we believe with all our hearts that the Democratic 
party stands for all that is highest and best in government—the 
things best suited to our condition and to the condition of the 
country at large. 

Why, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, has the resolution known 
as the Dick resolution been introduced in this body? What has 
caused the gentlemen upon the other side of this Chamber to con- 
clude that it is necessary or proper that this resolution should be 
offered? Whence comes the demand for this proposed legislation? 
Is it a result of a broad spirit of patriotism and love of country 
found in the breasts of our Republican friends? Who is so igno- 
rant as to answer yes? The fact is, gentlemen, this resolution is 
the offspring of sectionalism—narrow, bigoted sectionalism. The 
conservative people in every section of this great Union desire to 
see close fraternal relations exist between all our people. It has 
been our boast, as well as our hope, that the new century would 
be free from the bigotry and rancor of the old. We of the South 
had hoped that we would be allowed to work out ‘‘ our manifest 
destiny ’’ without the patronizing, demagogical supervision and 


espionage of politicians and mercenary statesmen. I have no idea | 


that the great body of the people of those States from which come 
the advocates of this measure desire any such legislation. 

The people of the South do not now nor have they ever pre- 
sumed to dictate to other sections of the country as to their suf- 
frage laws and matters of domestic policy. Local self-government 


tlemen who advocate the Dick resolution need not delude them- 
selves with the idea that the people of this great country demand 
this legislation or will sustain those who attempt it. 

Again, what good is the pending measure intended to conserve? 
Does the great Republican party see a handwriting on the wall 


and fear that the South will once again control legislation and | 


shape the policies of thisGovernment? Considering present con- 
ditions, the dominant party’s large majority in this body, the ar- 
bitrary rules foisted upon the House, and its consequent absolute 
control of legislation upon this floor, I again ask, What good is to 
result from the proposed investigation of the suffrage laws of 
Southern States? What good is to come from the proposed reduc- 
tion of Southern representation, when you already have legisla- 
tion in your own hands? Yes, it is a fact that there is a solid 
South, and it will remain so. 

The people of that section are obliged to stand together for 
their common defense. Wewould have itotherwise. We would 
have conditions more conducive to larger individual freedom of 
opinion, but the attitude of the Republican party toward the 
governing class in the Southern States has made the solid South 
a necessary political condition. It is a matter of surprise to 
the people of the South that the leaders of the Republican party 
should persistently interfere in the domestic affairs of the South- 
ern States and by vicious legislation thwart them in their ef- 
forts to build up their section. The Republican party seems 
to lose sight of the fact that we of the South are more than 
Southerners—that we are Americans, of kin to the people of 
every other section of our country, connected by birth, history. 
and tradition with you of the North, bone of your bone, and 
flesh of your flesh,as proud of the Anglo-Saxon blood in our 
veins as are you. And yet, Americans though we all are, some 
of you are prone by vicious legislation to oppress your brethren 
and kinsmen under the specious guise of aiding an alien and an 
inferior race found in our midst, and for whose presence in our 
locality you are largely responsible. 

To my mind the Golden Rule is as applicable to political as 
to private affairs, and under its binding sanction we demand at 
your hands the same measure of consideration which you expect 
us to accord you. 

This above all: to thine own self be true, 
And it must follow, as night the day, 
Thou canst not then be false to any man. 





lican leaders of other Southern States, who were really trying to act their 

rt worthily and honorably, were obscured from view and did not obtain a 

air hearing at the bar of public opinion. 

The government of South Carolina under its series of Republican adminis- 
trations was of such character as brought shame upon the Repeblicnn party, 
exposed the negro voters to unmerited obloquy, and thus wrought for the 
cause of free government and equal suffrage at the South incalculable harm. 


This situation, honestly stated by your great leader, is the prob- 
lem with which the South has had to grapple for a third of a cen- 
tury. The people of that section alone understand the true situa- 
tion; they alone are competent to settle what you call the Southern 
question. The Southland is their home and country, and they will 
control it in spite of the ravings of bitter partisans and politicians. 
When you tell us that we oppress the freedman and deny him the 
right to vote, we ask what is the status of the large number of 
negroes found in your section of the country? Notwithstanding 
the fact that those among you are of a higher type than the great 
majority found in our midst, yet how many negroes hold office 
in Massachusetts, Pennsylvania, Ohio, Indiana, and other great 
States whose Representatives upon this floor are so extremely so- 
licitous of the welfare of their Southern brothers in black? How 
many of you recognize them as your social and political equals, 
vote for them for political positions, or try to lead them into the 
higher walks of life? And yet, be it said to your shame, in this 
the highest law-making body inthe American Union, you declare 
by your conduct, if not by your words, that we of the South 
should accord to the colored man privileges which you yourselves 
deny him. 

The situation in the South is peculiar, two distinct races occu- 
pying the same territory. One race the owners of the soil and 
until recently the absolute owners of the other race. One race 
the highest type of civilized man. The other a people without a 


| country, just freed from the yoke of bondage, ignorant of the 
aws | rights and duties of citizens, and yet by cruel, wicked, and un- 
is a principle dear to the heart of every true American, and gen- | 


philosophical legislation suddenly placed upon the same legal foot- 
ing with the other, declared to be the equal before the law, and 


| entitled to share equally in the functions of government. The 


The condition which the advocates of this resolution claim ex- | 


ists in Southern States is greatly exaggerated and misunderstood, 
but so far as it does exist the responsibility therefor lies at the 
door of the Republican party. We have high authority for this 
statement. Mr. Blaine, one of the leading lights of the Repub- 


lican party, and in many respects superior to his party, in his 
book Twenty Years in Congress admits the truth of this proposi- 
tion. In speaking of some of the conditions which resulted from 
the civil war and the reconstruction methods of his party he said: 


The consequence was that some of the States had wretched government, 
officered by bad men, who mislead the negroes and engaged in riotous cor- 
ruption. Their transgressions were made so conspicuous that the Repub- 


situation is without a parallel in modern history, and for its proper 
solution we need reason and cool judgment, exercised by broad- 
minded statesmen rather than by bitter partisans. As a result 
of the bitterness engendered by the civil war the Republican party 
deliberately undertook to humiliate the people of the Southern 
States. That party, for its own purposes, ignoring its duty to the 
common country, and particularly to the southern section, thrust 
the ballot into the hands of the untutored and irresponsible freed- 
men, declared him the equal of his former master, and even placed 
him in the halls of state. It is needless, however, to say more 
upon that feature of the situation. The bitter struggle of the 
South is recent history, and I have no desire to revive those un- 
pleasant memories. The people of that section have met the 
issue fairly, have solved it in a reasonable, philosophical, and legal 
way. 

It is a case of ‘‘ the survival of the fittest.’’ 

The so-called Southern question is a sociological question, and 
not a political one. It can never be successfully solved as a polit- 
ical problem, and the more such attempts are made the more 
complicated and annoying will the situation become. 

But we are told by the gentlemen on the other side of this 
Chamber, as well as by newspapers that echo the enlightened (7) 
sentiment of the Republican party, that Representatives from 
the Southern States need not become excited or go into hysterics 
over this proposition; that no wrong is intended, and that there 
is no disposition to place the South under negro domination and 
control. What, then, is the purpose of this resolution? Is it to 
conserve the best interests of this country, the best interests of 
the Southern States, or is it not rather to advance the interests 
of the Republican party? 

We hear it said, however, that the real purpose is to reduce the 
representation from the Southern States in accordance with the 
provisions of the fourteenth and fifteenth amendments to the 
Constitution of the United States. We deny the right of this 
body to interfere with our representation as at present composed. 
The Constitution of the United States declares that the House of 
Representatives shall be composed of members chosen from the 
several States of the Union in proportion to population. It has 
never been the theory of this Government that representation 
should be predicated upon the number of electors in a State, but 
only upon population; and each Representative upon this floor is 
the spokesman not only of the electors in his district, but of all 
the people, whatever their condition, white or black, male or 
female. 

It is true that section 2 of the fourteenth amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States, reaffirming the doctrine of 
representation based on population, does provide that representa- 
tion may be reduced in any State where male inhabitants, other- 
wise qualified, are disfranchised on account of race, color, or 
previous condition of servitude. But even then this body can not 
constitutionally reduce the representation of any State unless it 
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can show the exact proportion that such disfranchised persons 
bear to the whole number of electors. Furthermore, the proviso 
would not be applicable if the abridgement of the right of suf- 
frage applies to all classes alike. Another section of the Consti- 
tution provides that— 

The electors in each State shall have the qualifications requisite for elect 
ors of the most numerous branch of the State legislature. 

Therefore, beyond question, the Federal Constitution concedes 
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As an abstract proposition, no one will deny that population is the true 
basis of representation, for women, children, and other non-voting classes 


| may have as vital an interest in the legislation of the country as those who 


to the several States the right to determine for themselves the | 


qualifications of their voters. Here again it appears that we 
should treat the so-called Southern question as a sociological 
proposition, and deal with the freedmen of the South with the 


same freedom that all the States of this Union exercise in dealing | 


with the question of woman suffrage. In other words, each State 


has the right to extend or withhold the elective franchise accord- | 


ing to the enlightened conscience of its people, provided, of 
course, there is no discrimination as to class. 

Strange things happen in the school of politics. Gentlemen 
upon the other side of this Chamber, who will doubtless vote for 
the Dick resolution when it is reported, and thereby provide for 
a committee to go into the Southern States to examine into the 
condition of our suffrage laws, are radically inconsistent. The 
Southern black man is the object of their especial care, and yet 
the Filipino is considered neither competent nor worthy to cast 


actually deposit the ballot. Indeed, the very amendment we are dis y 
implies that population isthe true basis, i much as the exclusion of the 





black people of the South from political r s has suggested this indirectly 
coercive mode of securing them those rights. Were the negroes to be ent 
chised throughout the South to-day, no one would n the adopt 

this amendment, and yet if the amendment shall be i rated in the Fed 
eral Constitution its incidental evils will abide in t! val States long after 
the direct evil which it aims to cure may have been ¢ licated in the South 
ern States. 

Basing representation on voters, unless Congres l empowered to 
define their qualifications, would tend to cheapen suffrage everywhere 
There would be an unseemly scramble in all the States during each decad 
to increase by every means the number of voters, and all conservative 1 
strictions such as the requirement of reading and writing, now enforced in 
some of the States, weal be stricken down ina rash and reckless effort to 
procure an enlarged representation in the national councils. 1 


would be invited to vote on a mere preliminary “declaration of i: 


In these latter days it has been found that the Federal Consti 
tution, which has been of force for more thana hundred years, is 
somewhat in the way of those who are now in charge of our Goy- 
ernmental affairs. And while as to some questions the Repub- 
lican party insists upon a strict construction of the Constitution, 
yet when they find it necessary to have at least some apparent 


| authority for doing an act which in the past has been considered 


a ballot in the land which is their birthplace and for which they | 


are fighting to-day. In the discussion of the Philippine tariff 


bill it was vehemently denied by some of the Republicans upon | 


this floor that Filipinos are capable of governing themselves, and 
yet, so blinded by prejudice and swayed by partisan zeal, you de- 
mand that the people of the South submit to negro domination, 
for you know that that would be the practical effect of the com- 
plete enfranchisement of the Southern black. Filipinos, accord- 
ing to your argument, are unfit to govern themselves, while on the 
other hand you seem to consider that the Southern black men are 
capable of governing Anglo-Saxons, your brethren. Allow me to 
quote from the published report of the Philippine Commission: 

In this condition of affairs we have thought that we ought first to reduce 
the electorate to those who could be considered intelligent, and so the qual 
ifications for voting fixed in the municipal code are that the voter shall either 
speak, read, and write English or Spanish or that he shall have been for 
merly a municipal officer or that he shall pay a tax equal to $15 a year or own 
property to the value of $250. 

If such is your judgment in regard to the Filipinos, a people 
who have at least a measure of civilization and a kind of govern- 
ment, why is it that you want to remove all restriction from the 
negro and give him the right to vote regardless of qualification? 

Speaking particularly for the State of South Carolina, we are 
willing to rest our case upon the record; we are willing to have 
the constitution of 1895 construed in the light of the fourteenth 
and fifteenth amendments to the Constitution of the United States. 
It is true these amendments are the product, not of the cool and 
deliberate judgment of the wisest statesmen of the period in which 
they were adopted, but rather are the offspring of the passion and 
rancor prevailing at that period. 

The ratification of those amendments, so far as the South is 
concerned, was obtained at the point of the bayonet. I have no 
desire, however, to reopen those unpleasant questions or give 
utterance to thoughts unbecoming this period of our history or 
unbecoming a representative of a great people. Yet the intro- 
duction of this resolution emphasizes the fact that the spirit of 
1860 is still abroad in the land. Whatever may have been the 
sentiment of the great body of the people of the North at the time 
those amendments were adopted, one thing is certain—the conserv- 
ative people throughout the entire country now confess that the 
enfranchisement of the negro was a mistake, a mistake of the 
Republican party, a mistake the bitter consequences of which we 
have had tosuffer, while you have stood by and expressed amaze- 
ment that the people of the South have not gracefully submitted 
to this great injustice and have not been ready to kiss the hand 
that smote them. 

The right of suffrage is neither a natural nor an absolute right. 
It is not one guaranteed by the Constitution of the United States. 
It is a relative right, one which is subject to control, and the 
people of the sovereign States composing this Union have the 
right to declare for themselves who shall be entitled to cast 
the ballot. This right is inherent in the State as asovereign, and 
no power anywhere can deny this exercise of sovereignty unless 
it is exercised in such a way as to contravene the provisions of 
the fourteenth and fifteenth amendments of the Federal Consti- 
tution. Here again let me quote from that eminent Republican, 
Mr. Blaine, speaking with reference to the adoption of those 
amendments. 

Mr. Blaine, in his speech on ‘“‘ Basis of representation in Con- 
gress,’’ used this language: 

These propositions differ somewhat in phrase, but they all embrace the 
one idea, substantially, of making suffrage, instead of population, the basis of 
apportioning Representatives; or, in other words, togive the States in future 
a eee proportioned to their voters instead of their inhabit- 
ants. * 


foreign to the purposes and principles of our Government they 
want a liberal construction. So when we come to discuss the so- 
called Southern question, and ask why this resolution has been 
introduced, we are pointed to the Constitution and its amend 
ments and reminded, ‘‘ Thus saith the law.’’ 

The Constitution has been found sufficiently elastic to adjust 
itself to the changed conditions of the country, and the hig] 
court in the land has interpreted it in the light of present circum 
stances and in a philosophical way rather than in a strict and 
truly legal way. In other words, the decisions of our Supreme 
Court indicate that the Constitution will not be allowed to stand 
in the way of the present Administration. Whether we believ: 
its construction relative to the powers of this Government to a 
quire and control foreign territory is sound and in keeping with 
our past history and traditions is of no importance now. The 
court has declared thelaw. So when we come to consider the four 
teenth and fifteenth amendments as applied to existing Southern 
conditions, we ask for a fair and liberal interpretation, like that 
you place upon other provisions of the Constitution in dealing 
with Porto Rico and the Philippine Islands 

But we are told, Mr. Chairman, that we have made invidious 
distinctions in our suffrage laws in the South, and that therefore 
there should be an investigation to see whether or not we are 
denying the right of suffrage to anyone contrary to the provisions 
of the Federal Constitution. It is unnecessary that I enter upon 
any further discussion of the legal questions that arise under thi 
proposition. It will be time enough to argue that phase of the 
case when the proposed committee shall have made its 
But speaking particularly for the State of South Carolina, I dare 
to say that so far as their legality is concerned we are willing for 
you to make a most rigid investigation of our suffrage laws. W< 
are willing to stand by the constitution and laws which we have 
adopted, and we believe that when it becomes a practical ques 
tion we will be able upon purely legal grounds to satisfy even a 
partisan majority that we are right in our contentions and that 
we have not illegally treated the colored people of the South. The 
suffrage laws of South Carolina are fair and apply to all alike. 
We have simply a property and educational qualification. 

Mr. PALMER. Then why do you object to the inquiry? 

Mr. SCARBOROUGH. I object to the inquiry, Mr. Chair- 
man and gentlemen, because it is un-American. One of the 
greatest constitutional rights of the individual American is the 
right to be exempt in his person and in his property from unwar- 





report. 


| ranted search and seizure, and that is the principle which actuates 


the Southern man. Weare willing for you to investigate, pro 
vided you were going there as broad-minded Americans; but we 
do not propose to sit silent and see this resolution adopted know- 
ing that you have prejudged the case and will come back to this 
Congress and make a prejudiced report. If you would go ina 
broad American spirit, we would welcome you. When youclaim 
that you have a right to go there, we admit it. We admit that 


| this Congress has a right to make an investigation, but we do 


not admit that you have a right to go there for the 
pose which you have in view. 

As a matter of fact, the so-called Southern question loses its 
importance when we eliminate politics from it. are 
in the South who desire to interfere with the legal and vested 
rights of those who live uponour soil. Again, speaking with sp 
cial reference to the State of South Carolina, I submit that no un- 
prejudiced person can claim that our suffrage laws are obnoxious 
to the Constitution of the United States. The constitution of 
South Carolina, section 3 of Article IT, provides: 

Every male citizen of this State and of the United States, 21 years age 
and upward, not laboring under the disabilities named in this constitution, 
and possessing the qualifications required by it, shall be an elector. 


' 
avowed pur- 


There are none 
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Src. 4. The qualifications for suffrage shall be as follows: 

(a) Resi ence in the State for two years, in the county one year, in the 
polling precinct in which the elector offers to vote four months, and the pay- 
ment, six months vefore any election, of the poll tax then due and payable: 
Provided, Tha‘ ministers in chs arge of an organized church and teachers of 
public schools shall b* entitled to vote afier six months’ residence in the 
State, otherwise qualified. 
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(v) Registration which shall provide for the enrollment of every elector | 


once in ten years, and also an enrollment during each and every year of 
every elector not previously registered under the provisions of this article. 
(c) Up to January 1, 1898, all male persons of voting age applying for reg- 
istration who can read any section of this constitution submitted to them by 
the registration officer, or understand and explain it when read to them by 
the registration officer, shall be entitled to register and become electors. A 
separate record of all persons registered before January 1, 1898, sworn to by 
the registration officer, Shall be filed, one copy with the clerk of court and 
one in the office of secretary of state, on or before February 1, 1898, and 
such persons shall remain during life qualified electors unless disqualified by 
the other provisions of thisarticle. The certificate of the clerk of court or 
secretary of state shall be sufficient to establish the right of said citizens to 


| no *‘ grandfather clause; 


any subsequent registration and the franchise under the limitations herein | 


imposed. 

(d) Any person who shall apply for registration after January 1, 1898, if 
otherwise qualified, shall be registered: Provided, That he can’ both read 
and write any section of this constitution submitted to him by the registra- 
tion officer or can show that he owns and has paid all the taxes collectible 
during the previous year on property in this State assessed at $300 or more. 

(e) Managersof election shall require of every voter offering to vote atany 
election, before allowing him to vote, proof of the poyvenens of all taxes, in 
eluding poll tax, assessed against him and collectible during the previous 
year. The production of a certificate or the receipt of the officer authorized 
to —. ct such taxes shall be conclusive proof of the payment thereof. 

The general assembly shall provide for issuing to each duly registered 

elec 4 r a certificate of registration, and shall provide for the renewal of such 

ertificate when lost, mutilated, or destroye 4 if the applicant is still a qual- 

ified elector under the ee ona of this constitution or if he has been regis 
tered as provided in subsection (c). 

Sec. 5. Any person denied registration shall have the right of appeal to the 
court of common pleas, orany judge thereof, and thence to the supreme court, 
to determine his right to vote under the limitations imposed in this article, 
and on such appeal the hearing shall be de novo, and the general assembly 
shall provide by law for such appeal and for the correction of illegal and 
ae nt registration, voting, and all other crimes against the election 
aws 

Sec. 6. The following persons are disqualified from being registered or 
voting: 

First. Persons convicted of burglary, arson, obtaining goods or money 
under false pretenses, perjury, forgery, robbery, bribery, adultery, hleeaee, 
wife beating, housebreaking, receiving stolen goods, breach of trust with 
fraudulent intent, fornication, sodomy, incest, assault with intent to ravish, 
miscegenation, larceny, or crimes against the election laws: Provided, That 
the pardon of the governor shall femove such disqualification. 

Second. Persons who are idiots, insane, paupers supported at the public 
expense, and persons confined in any public prison. 


Wherein do the foregoing clauses of our constitution contravene 
the Constitution of the United States? It is useless to quote au- 
thorities to sustain the position that each State has the right to 
adopt its own registration and election laws so long as they do 
not conflict with the Federal Constitution. They have the right 
to declare the qualifications of electors, and the courts have held 
that a property and educational qualification is not an illegal 
abridgment of the elective franchise. 

Sifted down to its last analysis, it appears that South Carolina 
has merely followed the lead of other great States of this Union 
and has adopted a property and an educational qualification for 
suffrage, without discrimination or an attempt to abridge the 
rights of any particular class. 

3efore you criticise the people of my State relative to these 
salutary provisions incorporated in their constitution, examine 
the laws of the State in their practical operation and see whether 
or not our people are acting in good faith and thus attempting to 
improve their suffrage regulations. Many of you are doubtless 
ready to declare that the restrictive clauses of our constitution 
are aimed directly at the negro; but this is untrue. As a matter 
of fact, while perhaps not more than 10 per cent of the negroes of 
South Carolina are taxpayers, yet the white people of the State 
annually burden themselves by taxation to raise a fund to edu- 
cate not only their own children but the negro as well. Accord- 
ing to the census of 1900, the white population of South Carolina— 
that is, males of voting age in the State—is 130,375; negroes of 
voting age, 152,860. 

According to the same census we have: [literate whites, 15,711; 
literate whites, 111,685; illiterate negroes, 83,594; literate negroes, 
69.201. 
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Constitution of the United States, we deny it, and appeal to the 
record for the refutation of the unfair charge. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
my colleague may have five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York is in con- 
trol of the time. 

Mr. SULZER. I yield to the gentleman five minutes more. 

Mr. SCARBOROUGH. I thank the gentleman. 

I started to say that while in their practical effect the suffrage 
laws of South Carolina do reduce the colored vote, yet they also 
reduce the white vote, and are not obnoxious to the fourteenth 
and fifteenth amendments to the Federal Constitution. We have 
> we have no ‘‘ understanding clause’”’ 
now in force. We have an educational and property qualifica- 

tion, pure and simple, and are appropriating money every year in 
order that whites and blacks alike may qualify themselves for 
the intelligent exercise of the right of suffrage. 

But I submit, — n, that while we do not fear an nivestt- 
gation if it were fairly made, yet the proposed investigation is in- 
opportune, unwise, and unnecessary. The relations between the 
two races in the South are pleasant and friendly, and only harm 
could result from the proposed investigation. It would tend to 
inject into the mind of the Southern colored man a desire which 
he does not now entertain—a desire to again enter into politics— 
and revive an agitation which in good. faith we have tried to 
settle. 

Let me repeat that there is no such thing as the Southern ques- 
tion viewed from our standpoint. There is no disagreement or 
strife between the two races in our section, and I dare to say here 
and now without fear of successful contradiction that apart from 
the interference of politicians, apart from the interference, aye, 


| more, of the Republican party, the races of the South will con- 


| cious circumstances. 


According to the report of our efficient superintendent of edu- | 


cation for 1901, there were enrolled in the public schools of the 
State 127,230 white pupils and 157,976 colored pupils. 

Look at these figures in the light of our suffrage laws and an- 
swer: Does this situation show that we are ignoring the educa- 
tional interests of the negro? Does it not rather show that the 
white people of the State are trying to qualify the colored race for 


the intelligent use of the elective franchise? South Carolina dur- | 


ing the year 1901 expended upon her free public schools for ne- 
groes $211,287.50. in addition to the amounts expended for the 
maintenance of the normal summer school for colored teachers 
and the appropriation for Claflin University. Where, then, is the 
charge that the negroes are being unfairly treated? When you 
claim that our people are denying the right of suffrage to negroes 
in South Carolina in violation of the fourteenth amendment to the 


tinue to maintain their present pleasant and harmonious relations. 
Experience teaches us that this is true. It is only when design- 
ing Republican politicians stir up the colored people that we have 
trouble with them. The Southern question, as a matter of fact, 
rests in the imagination of the people who live north of the Mason 
and Dixon’s line, and who want to make Republicans out of the 
Southern negro. 

Now, in conclusion, I would like to ask the gentlemen upon the 
other side of this Chamber to answer as sworn Representatives: 
Is it a fact that you want to place a free and unrestricted ballot 
in the hands of the colored men of the South to enable them to 
exercise the elective franchise as they see fit; or is it not rather 
your desire and purpose to secure the ballot for them in order to 
advance the interests of your party and to humiliate and annoy 
the solidly Democratic South? Suppose it could be known that 
every negro in the South. if enfranchised, would vote the Demo- 
cratic ticket, would you desire the passage of the Dick resolution? 
Would you be heard upon this floor Congress after Congress harp- 
ing upon the ‘* Southern question *’ and continually charging that 
there is an illegal suppression of the colored vote in the Southern 
States? I dare say there is no man in this Chamber so utterly re- 
gardless of truth as to make an assertion of that kind. 

Let me once again ask why the dominant party should desire 
to disturb the ples isant relations that now exist between the dif- 
ferent sections of the country and turn this sociological question 
into a political one? 

The Anglo-Saxon people, of which we are a part, are born rulers 
and leaders. They have never yet surrendered nor will they 
ever surrender their governmental functions to any other race of 
people. The people of the South will find means to control the 
suffrage of their section in a legal and constitutional way, just as 
they are controlling it to-day, and they feel that they should have 
the hearty cooperation and help of this great American people, 
regardless of party affiliation, in fairly and properly carrying the 
‘* white man’s burden.”’ 

Mr. Chairman, when I was elected to Congress I congratulated 
myself that I could make my appearance here under such auspi- 
I felt that we had a reunited country; no 
North or South, no East or West,and that this was indeed a 
most auspicious time for a representative to stand at the altar of 
his country to be dedicated to its service. 

But rude indeed has been my awakening from that fanciful 
dream. I must confess that I have been surprised to note that 
there are those who linger around the embers of hate and pas- 
sion which I had thought long dead and forgotten. The blood of 
the sons of Southern heroes and Northern veterans has been 
mingled and poured out in a common cause for the honor and 


protection of our common country, and I had hoped this crimson 
tie would forever bind all sections of this fair land together. 
Why, then, does the great Republican party continually 
threaten the South with force bills, reduction of representation in 
Congress, and such like, and by such conduct revive the unpleas- 
ant recollections of the past? Racial instinct is as strong in the 
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breast of the Southern man as in that of any other in all the 
earth. We ask in all candor, Why are you seeking to erect a dif- 
ferent standard for us from that by which you yourselves are 
governed? When in all conscience is this unholy crusade against 
the South to end? Think you that threats like these will terror- 
ize the people whom I have the honor in part torepresent? Think 
you such measures will disintegrate the South and make its peo- 
ple cringe and sue for peace on bended knee? We have a consti- 
tutional right to regulate our suffrage question. We have exer- 
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cised that right in a plain, fair, and legitimate way. We demand | 


that you judge us fairly, treat us as your equals, allow us to 
manage our own affairs under the guidance of the Constitution 
unawed by the rage of politicians and the arrogant and unwar- 
ranted espionage of overzealous partisans. Reason should pre- 
vail when the passions have subsided. We ‘‘ appeal from Philip 
drunk to Philip sober.’ [Loud applause. ] 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I now yield twenty minutes to 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. GAINES]. 

[Mr. GAINES of Tennessee addressed the committee. 
pendix. | 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I trust the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. HULL] will now use some of his time. 

Mr. HULL. There is no gentleman present now on this side 
who desires to talk, and I do not know that anyone will really 


See Ap- 


desire to do so—certainly not if the debate does not take a wider | 
I am perfectly willing, | 
if the other side will go on now, to have charged up against me a | 


range than it has taken up to this time. 


corresponding amount of time. I shall be glad to make that ar- 


rangement, if gentlemen on the other side will occupy the time | 


till 5 o’clock. 

Mr. SULZER. Our side has already consumed an hour and 
fifteen minutes, and the other side only five minutes, I believe, or 
a little more. 

Mr. HULL. 
little. 

Mr. SULZER. I think it only fair to our side that the other 
side should now use some of their time. If there are no members 
on that side who wish to go on with the debate now, I am per- 
fectly willing that we adjourn till to-morrow morning. 

Mr. CANNON. I would like to play the réle of peacemaker, if 
I can, between these two very excellent gentlemen. It is now 
three-quarters of an hour before 5 o’clock. Why should not the 
gentlemen agree between themselves to charge up that time to 
the two sides, count it as occupied, and then let us go home? 

Mr. HULL. I would be very glad to adopt the suggestion, 
but would much prefer to close general debate and go on with the 
bill. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, we have anumber of gentlemen 
on our side who desire to speak on this bill. 

Mr.HULL. Does the gentleman from Connecticut wish to talk 
on this question? 

Mr. HILL. Oh, no. 

Mr. SULZER. 
nearly all the afternoon, that that side should now occupy some 
time. Of course if they are not ready and have no one who de- 
sires to speak, we are content to take an adjournment, but we are 
perfectly willing to sit here if they have anybody who desires to 
speak. 

PMtr. HULL. Suppose we divide the time from now to 5 o’clock 
half and half and then adjourn. I will state that I have no one 
here now who desires to talk at all and have no desire to take up 
any time. 

Mr. PARKER. Why not proceed with the reading of the bill? 

Mr. HULL. If the gentleman will consent to proceed with the 
reading of the bill now, I will be perfectly willing to make a liberal 
arrangement in regard to the five-minute rule to-morrow. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House made a rule for ten hours’ gen- 
eral debate, and if there is no gentleman who desires to be heard, 
vhe Chair supposes it is in order to read the bill. Without objec- 
tion— 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, we have occupied an hour and 
five minutes of our time, and they have occupied, I think, not 
more then ten minutes of their time, and surely it would be un- 
just to force us to go onnow. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair calls the attention of the gentle- 
man from New York to the fact that if the gentleman desires to 
discuss the question in general debate, he may proceed. 

Mr. SULZER. Dolunderstand that the gentleman from Iow: 
aos no one on his side of the House who desires to discuss this 

ill? 

Mr. HULL. I have, Mr. Chairman, only one man who re- 
quests thirty minutes’ time, and I would not be surprised, unless 
the debate would liven up in some way, if that would be all that 
we would have on this side. I am perfectly willing at this time 
to go to the five-minute rule. 


I took a little time to explain the bill, but a very 





We think it is only fair, as we have occupied | 


| gested by either of the gentleman in control of the 
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Mr. SULZER. Iam perfectly willing, then, Mr. Chairman, to 
do this: I am willing to take up allof the time to-morrow, and on 
Thursday, immediately after the approval of the Journal, to take 
up the bill under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. HULL. Well, we could not make that agreement if we 
tried. 

Mr. SULZER. 


Then we can not make any other agreement. 


Mr. HULL. That would be a proposition that is absurd on its 
face. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize anvone sug- 





time, but if 


there is no one who desires to speak it is hardly proper for tl 
committee to remain sitting here. 

Mr. SULZER. Then I move that the committee rise. 

The question was taken; and on a division (called for by Mr. 
SULZER) there were -ayes 20, noes 23. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman,I make the point of no quorum. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, itis hardly worth while to wait 
here until we count to see whether there are 100 present. I am 
willing to have charged off my time thirty minutes—nothing 
more could be done to-day anyhow in order to shorten it up—and 
suggest to my friends that to-morrow they have their men ready 
to go on with the debate; that if this state of affairs comes on 
to-morrow at any time we will at once proceed to the reading 
of the bill under the five-minute rule. I ask unanimous consent 
that thirty minutes may be charged off my time—— 

Mr. HAY. That is all right. 

Mr. HULL. And not take up the time of the Committee of the 
House longer. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman [Mr. Hay] withdraw 
his point of no quorum? 

Mr. HAY. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that thirty minutes be charged to his time. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. PARKER. And ten minutes to the other side. 

Mr. HAY. Oh, no; not at all. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection, and it will 


ic 


| be so ordered. 


Mr. HULL. 
rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. HEMENWaY, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 12804), 
the Army appropriation bill and had come to no resolution 
thereon. 

On motion of Mr. HULL (at 4 o’clock and 20 minutes), the 
House adjourned. 


Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do now 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. SOUTHARD, from the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 


BILLS AND 


| 2210) relating to Hawaiian silver coinage and silver certificates, 


reported the same with amendments, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1180); which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 


| bill of the House (H. R. 2766) to provide for the coinage of cer- 


tain memorial half dollars for the benefit of the Washington Mon 
ument Association of Alexandria, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1181); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. MONDELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs. to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6539) providin 
for the extension of the Loudon Park National Cemetery, near 
Baltimore, Md., reported the same without amendment, accom 
panied by a report (No. 1219); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
Senate joint resolution (S. R. 57) relating to military badges, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1220); which said bill and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. WANGER, from the Cominittee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
2062) to authorize the Western Bridge Company to construct and 
maintain a bridge across the Ohio River, reported the same with 
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amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1221); which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Interstate and For- | 


eign Commerce. to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 9059) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act relating to navi- 
gation of vessels, bills of lading, and to certain obligations, du- 
ties, and rights in connection with the carriage of property,’’ sub- 
mitted the views of the minority of said committee (No. 739, part 
2) on said bill; which were ordered printed and referred to the 
House Calendar. 
7 Mr. PARKER. from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2066) to change the 
terms of the district court for the eastern district of Pennsylva- 
nia, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 1223 
House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 


Mr. SULLOW AY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1685) granting 
an increase of pension to Augustus E. Hodges, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1182); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


which said bill and report were referred to the | 


amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1194); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 7678) grantinga pension to Mary Holmes, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1195); which said bill and report were referred to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 6871) granting an increase of pension to 
Harman Scramlin, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1196); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 965) granting a 
pension to Eliza B. Gamble, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a-report (No. 1197); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. APLIN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5150) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary C. Trask. reported the same with amendment, 


| accompanied by a report (No. 1198); which said bill and report 


Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5551) granting an 
increase of pension to Charles Edward Price Lance, reported the 
same with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1183); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CROWLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6890) granting 
an increase of pension to Robert G. Scroggs, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1184); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DARRAGH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7994) granting | 


an increase of pension to Margaret M. Grant, reported the same 


said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11180) granting 


were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RUMPLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4261) granting 
an increase of pension to Sanders R. Seamonds, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1199); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of. the House (H. R. 4426) 
granting a pension to Daniel Sims, reported the same with amend- 
ments, accompanied by a report (No. 1200); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 5961) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles F. Coles, reported the same with amendment, accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 1201); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


| to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9366) for the 
with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1185); which | 


an increase of pension to Henry W. Gaskill, reported the same | 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1186); which | 


said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KLEBERG, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H, R. 10545) granting 
an increase of pension to Solomon P. Brockway, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1187); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3519) granting 


an increase of pension to John Marble, reported the same with | 


amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1188); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, | 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1967) granting an | 


n to Andrew J. Freeman, reported the same 
which 


increase of pensi 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1189); 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KLEBERG, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11314) granting | 


4 


an increase of pension to Mary E. Pettit, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1190); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 


sions. to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5453) 
granting an increase of pension to Thomas Wilkinson, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1191); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. RUMPLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5870) granting 
an increase of pension to Oscar W. Lowrey, reported the same 
with amendments. accompanied by a report (No. 1192); 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DARRAGH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7512) granting 
an increase of pension to Neil Gillespy, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1193); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4184) granting 
an increase of pension to John Glenn, reported the same with 


which | 


relief of Peter T. Norris, reported the same with amendments, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1202); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RUMPLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 954) granting an 
increase of pension to Rachel Brown, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1203); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 639) granting an increase of pension to 
Justus Canfield, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1204); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. APLIN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1422) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. C. M. Merritt, reported the same with amendments, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1205); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3486) granting a 
pension to James 8S. Peery, reported the same with amendments, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1206); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1811) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas Milsted, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1207); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3213) granting a 
pension to Anna J. Thomas, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1208); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 


| bill of the House (H.R. 38755) granting a pension to Lawson Wil- 


liams, reported the same with amendments, accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 1209); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2994) granting a 
pension to Eliza J. Noble, reported the same with amendments, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1210); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DARRAGH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3868) granting 
an increase of pension to Isadora F. Maxfield, reported the same 
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ccompanied by a report (No. 1211); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was eee, the bill of the House (H. R. 12504) granting 
a pension to J. B. Hashbarger, reported the same with amend- 
ments, acc ompani ed by a report (No. 1212); which said bill and 
report = re referred to the Private Cal ndar. 

Mr. CROWLEY, from the Committee on Invalid 


without amendment, a 


Pensions, to 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12409) granting 
an increase of pension to J. M. Peck, reported the same with 
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 121: 8); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calend 


He also, from the same committee, to wale h was referred tl] 
bil : of the Honse (H. R. 12408) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Eveland, reported the with amendment, accom 
panied by a report (No. 1214); which said bill and report wer 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DARRAGH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12312) granting 


same 


a pension to Susan Walker, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1215); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. APLIN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12549) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Ransom Simmons, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1216); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 11534) for the relief of Hugh McGuckin. 
reported the same with amendments, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1217); which said bill and report were referred to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1942) granting 
an increase of pension to Kate H. Clements, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1218); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


PUBLIC BILLS 
Under clause 3 of Rule XX, 


, RESOL UTI INS, AND MEMORIALS 


bills, resolutions, and iennnesiiie 


of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

3y Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 129738) to extend to citizens of 
the United States who are owners, charterers, masters, officers, 
and crews of certain vessels registered under the laws of the 


United States, and to citizens of the United States whose claim: 
were rejected, because of the citizenship of the claimants, by the 
international commission appointed pursuant to the convention 
of February 8. 1896, between the United States and Great Brit- 
ain, the relief heretofore granted to and received by subjects of 
Great Britain in respect of damages for unlawful seizures of ves- 
sels or or both, or interference with the vessels or the 
voyages of vessels engaged in sealing beyond the 3-mile limit and 
beyond the jurisdiction of the United States, in accordance with 
the jud; gment of the fur-seal arbitration at Paris in the award of 
August 1893—to the Committee = Claims. 

By Mr. BING +HAM: A bill (H. R. 12974) to abolish the ranks of 
sergeant-major and quartermaster-sergeant in the Marine Corps, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BAB COCK: A bill (H. R. 12975) to regulate the prac- 
tice of veterinary medicine in the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: A bill (H. R. 13025) to make the pro- 
visions of an act of Congress approved February 28, 1891 (26 Stat- 
utes. 796), applicable to the State of Utah—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A resolution (H. Res. 176) providing 
that bills H. R. 2212, 2216, and 2686, for the relief of George W. 
Webster, Peter Dougherty, and Dr. J. J. Crunk, with accom- 
panying papers, be referred to the Court of Claims for a finding 
of fax 

By Mr. WILCOX: A memorial disapproving any attempt to so 
amend the organic act of the Territory of Hawaii as to restrict 
the suffrage of the natives of the islands—to the Committee on 
the Territories. 

By Mr. McCALL:.A memorial of the legislature of Massachu- 
setts, requesting Congress to provide for an investigation by the 
United States Government of the feasibility of constructing a 
canal between Weymouth Fore River and Taunton River—to the 
Committee on Railways and Canals. 


cargoes 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule X 


were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. APLIN: 


A bill (H. R. 


12976) granting an increase of 


‘ts under the Tucker Act—to the Committee on War Claims. | 


XXII, ts bills of the following titles | 
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pension 


Also, a 





to Jacob Smith—to the Co 
bill (H. R. 12977) granti: 


~ A 
William L. Chureh—to the Committ n 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 12 
of pension to Charles F. Smith--t ( 

By Mr. BLAKENEY: A bill (H. R 
heirs of John D. Clemson—to the Com 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12980) granting : 
a 7. on Invalid Pens 

a CANNON: A bill (H. R. i29 
Sarel A. Ww atete to the Committ 

By Mr, CONRY: A bill (H. R. 1° 
record of Edward A. M. ¢ ld—to the 
Affairs. 

By Mr. CROMER: A bill (H. R. 12983 
pension to Eleanor Emerson—to the Com 
sions. 

By Mr. CROWLEY: A bill (H. R. 129 
tary record of Bird Pippin—to the C 
fairs. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 12985) to correct the 
Lewis » the Committee on Military Afi 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 12986 
S. A. Routh—to the Committee on I 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12987) granting a 
Gun to the Committee on Invalid P 

Als o,@ bill (H. R. 12988) for th 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12989) for the reli 


the 


By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H 


Committee on Military Affairs. 
. R. 12990 
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wmting 
John ¢ 
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pension to John H. Decker—to the Committ n dP ns 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: A bill R. 1 i) granting 
a pension to Gustavus 8. Perkins—to 1 mmittee on Invalid 
Pensions 

By Mr. HOLLIDAY: A bill (H. R. 12992) granting an increa 
of pension to Linza Cottrell—to the Committee on Invalid Pi 
sions. 

3y Mr. JACK: A bill (H. R. 12993) for the rel f Ira. B 
baker—to the Committee on Military Affai 

Also. a bill (FH. R. 12994) for the reli a H. Wa l 
to the Committee on Military Afi <- 

By Mr. MAHON: A b ill CEH. 2995) granting an inc 
~ ion to John Lilley—to the ) ommittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill i. R. 12996) for the relief of th 
Western Branch Baptist ( Church, Vit the Committee 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12997) granting a pe nto Frar \ 
Almy—to the Committee on Pension 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12998) granting a ion Emma 
Simmonds—to the Committee on Pension 

By Mr. MORRIS: A bili (H. R. 12999) granting an increa 
pension to Simon Prutsman—to the Committee on fnyal 
Pensions. 

y Mr. NEVILLE: bill (H. R. 13000) granting an incre 
| of pension to M. J. Cohn—to the Committee on Invalid Pension 

By Mr. NEVIN: A bill (H. R. 13001) granting a pensi ti 
John Riley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13002 granting a pension to R r 
Knox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13003) granting an in ise of pensio1 
David Montgomery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13004) granting an increas pensi¢ 
Peter B. Rouch—t the Ci mimittee I ions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13005 of pe 
Mathew Maley—to the Committ 1 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13006 nsior 
Harley H. Sage—to the Commi S. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13007) f p 
George Ott Middleton—to the ¢ ae d Pet I 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13008) to r - charge ” 
record of Michael Mahar—to the Committ Military Affair 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13009) to remove charge of des« mn 
record of Thomas Ready, alias Thomas O’ Mal he ( 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (1. R. 1 
remove the charge of desertion from the mili recor Ricl 
ard Wilson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 13011) gran 
pension to Mary eee ae to the ¢ imit on Pe ni 

By Mr. STORM: A bill (H 12 the relief of certa 
watchmen in the Wen Dopartne nt during the war with Spain 
to the Committee on Claims 

| By Mr. TOMPKINS of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 13013) a ing: 
‘ pension to Fannie Swartz—to the Commit on Invalid Pension 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 13014) granting a pension to Alwilda Slat- 
ter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13015) granting a pension to Mary A. Law- 
yer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WARNOCK: A bill (H. R. 13016) for the relief of 
George W. Leonard—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WOODS: A bill (H. R. 13017) granting an increase of | 
pension to James Austin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13018) granting a pension to William T. | 


Binninger—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MERCER: A bill (H. R. 13019) granting an increase of | 
pension to Marietta Elizabeth Stanton—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A bill (H. R. 13020) granting a 
pension to Maggie Barker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13021) for the relief of Matthew Bier—to the | 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13022) granting a pension to Henry Fuller— | 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 13023) granting | 
a pension to James C. Finn—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13024) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac W. Waters—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: Resolutions of the Philadelphia Maritime 
Exchange, favoring a reorganization of the consular service—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. APLIN: Resolutions of Bricklayers and Masons’ Union 
No. 11, of Bay City, Mich., in favor of excluding Chinese laborers 
from the United States and their insular possessions—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BRICK: Resolutions of Jones-Darling Camp, No. 186, 
National Association Spanish-American War Veterans, in favor 
of fiag legislation—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of Painters and Decorators’ Union No. 95, 
South Bend, Ind., favoring restricted immigration—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

3y Mr. BURKETT: Petition of W. J. Crandall, of Firth, 
Nebr., favoring such reciprocity treaties as will not sacrifice or 
injure any American industry—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. CONRY: Resolution of Polish-American citizens of | 
Boston, Mass., favoring the erection of a statue to the late 
3rigadier-General Count Pulaski at Washington—to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

3y Mr. CROWLEY: Paper to accompany House bill to remove 
the charge of desertion against the record of Bird Pippin—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CURTIS: Resolutions of the Trades and Labor Council 
of Atchison, Kans., against the reduction of duty on imported | 
cigars—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the Gas City Smelter Men’s Union, No. 147, 
W. F. M., and of Union No. 270, Brotherhood of Painters, Deco- 
rators, and Paper Hangers of America, of Atchison, Kans. , favor- 
ing a further restriction of immigration—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolutions of the Electrical Workers’ Union No. 19, of 
Atchison, and of Amalgamated Sheet Metal Workers’ Union No. 
170, of Leavenworth, Kans., in favor of a further exclusion of | 
Chinese laborers—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolutions of Order of Railway Conductors 
of Sayre and Albion, Pa.; Order of Railroad Telegraphers of 
Wilkesbarre; Locomotive Engineers of Susquehanna, and State 
Legislative Board of Railroad Employees of Northumberland, Pa., 
favoring the passage of the Hoar-Grosvenor anti-injunction bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Resolutions of National Live Stock Associa- 
tion, presenting reasons for the modification of section 4386 of the 
United States Revised Statutes—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: Petition of Belt Mountain Miners’ Union, | 
No. 7, of Piehart; Rocky Canyon Miners’ Union, of Chestnut; 
North Moccasin Miners’ Union, of Kendall; George Dewey Engi- 
neers’ Union, of Granite, and Miners’ Union No. 129, Virginia 
City, Mont., favoring an educational restriction of immigration— | 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petition of the Eight-Hour League of | 
America, in support of a national eight-hour day—to the Com- | 
mittee on Labor. 

Also, resolution of the Manufacturers’ Association of New ' 





York, favoring House bill 9056, known as the Babcock bill—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

3y Mr. GRIFFITH: Resolutions of Bricklayers’ Union No. 23, 
of Columbus, Ind., favoring a reenactment of the Chinese-exclu- 
sion law—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HANBURY: Papers to accompany House bill 9592, 
granting a pension to Emily Briggs—to the Committee on Pen- 


| sions. 


3y Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Resolution of the Cigar Mak- 
ers’ Union of Hartford, Conn., protesting against a reduction of 
the duty on cigars—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

3y Mr. HOLLIDAY: Resolutions of Local Union No. 197, of 
Terre Haute, Ind., in regard to immigration from the south and 
east of Europe—to the Committee on Immigration and Natural- 
ization. 

By Mr. JACK: Petition of Polskiw Gornikow Grupa Society, 
No. 409, Glen Campbell, Indiana County, Pa., and of Henryh 


| Dabrows Ri Society, Branch 533, of New Kensington, Pa., favor- 


ing House bill No. 16, for the erection of a statue to the memory 
of the late Brigadier-General Pulaski—to the Committee on the 
Library. 

Also, resolutions of United Mine Workers’ Ux.con No. 1824, of 
Leechburg, Pa., favoring a further exclusion of Chinese laborers— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of the Polish National Alliance, 
Branch No. 181, of Brooklyn, N. Y., urging a monument at Wash- 
ington to the memory of Count Pulaski, of the Revolutionary 


| war—to the Committee on the Library. 


By Mr. MARTIN: Petition of Miners’ Union of Galena, S. Dak., 
on the subject of immigration—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. McCALL: Petition of Division 122, of Boston, Mass., 
Brotherhood of Railway Conductors, favoring the passage of the 
Hoar-Grosvenor anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of the American Chamber of Commerce of 


| Manila, suggesting needed legislation for the Philippine Islands— 
| to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 


Also, resolution of Rubber Workers’ Union No. 8622, of Cam- 


| bridge, Mass., and State Lodge No. 88, Brotherhood of Railroad 


Trainmen, favoring legislation to exclude Chinese laborers from 
the United States and insular possessions—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. NEVILLE: Affidavits of Frank Webster and others, to 
accompany House bill 12518, granting a pension to William H. 
Covert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PALMER: Petitions of Antoni Walerak and others, of 
Plymouth, Pa.; B. A. Walentynowicz and others, of Wilkesbarre; 


| Jan Drapala and others, of Edwardsdale; Holy Trinity Society, 


of Duryea; Polish Alliance of Duryea, and Polish Patriotic Soci- 
ety of Nanticoke, Pa., favoring the erection of a statue to the late 
Brigadier-General Count Pulaski at Washington—to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

Also, resolution of Retail Clerks’ Association No. 821, of Nanti- 
coke, Pa., favoring an educational qualification for immigrants— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolution of Clerks’ Union No. 140, of Pittston, Pa., fa- 
voring the construction of war vessels in the Government navy- 


| yards—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


By Mr. PRINCE: Petition of Thomas Jefferson and other citi- 
zens of the State of Mississippi, in relation to an appropriation 
for money lost by the failure of the Freedmen’s Saving and Trust 


| Company—to the Committee on Appropriations. 


By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of Fort Wayne (Ind.) 


| Printing Pressmen’s Union, No, 19, against immigration of cheap 


labor from the south and east of Europe—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. RYAN: Resolution of National Wholesale Lumber 
Dealers’ Association, favoring bill now pending to abolish the 
London landing charges on cargoes of lumber from North Atlan- 
tic ports—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Conimerce. 

By Mr. SIBLEY: Resolutions of Typographical Union No. 437, 
of Franklin, Pa., favoring a further extension of the Chinese- 
exclusion law—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: Paper to accompany House bill 
1614, granting a pension to Langston P. Byrant—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. SPERRY (by request): Resolution of Fairfield County 
(Conn.) Pomona Grange, No. 9, Patrons of Husbandry, favoring 
House bill 6578, relative to postage and postal currency—to the 


| Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


By Mr. STEELE: Resolutions of Bricklayers and Masons’ 
Union No. 12, of Marion, Ind., favoring an extension of the 


| Chinese-exclusion law—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


Also, resolutions of Huntington (Ind.) Lodge, Brotherhood of 
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Railroad Trainmen, favoring restrictive immigration laws—to 
a Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: Resolutions of Flint Glass Workers’ 
Union No. 81; Brotherhood of Railway Trainmen, Lode e No. 397, 


of Toledo, and Oil Well Workers’ Union of Bays, Ohio, favoring 
an educational restriction on immigration—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 
By Mr. SULLOWAY: Petition of Iron a Union, Mule 
Spinners’ Asa ciation, and B. of P. D. and P. A., Local Union | 


4 
4A” 


N.H.,é 


favi 


und of District Stal e Spinners’ 
Ting an educational eadineaiion 
» on Immigration and Natural- 


No. 317, of Manchester, 
sociation of Dover, N. 
for immigrants—to the 
ization. 
By Mr. 


B., 
Com 





LEI 


SUI : Petitions of Polish So Ne ss 


‘lety of Polonia, 


and Group No. 44, Polish National Alliance, of New York, urs 
ing the passage of House bill No. 16, providing for the erection 
of a statue to the memory of Count Pulaski at Washington— 


to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, resolution Stereotypers’ Union No. 
City, N. Y.. in opposition to House bill 5777, 
right law—to the Committee on Patents. 

Als¢ », Te solution of Mai nufacture rs’ Association of New 


New York 


amending the copy- 


c 
Ol 


York, 
navy- 


yard: to the ‘ominittee on Naval Affairs. 
Also, resolution of same body, favoring House bill 9056, known 
as the Babcock bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


Also, resolution of Harlem Board of Commerce, of New York, 
urging the appointment of more mail carriers in the boroughs of 
Manhattan and the Bronx—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Iowa: Resolution of Esther Lodge. No, 
352, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen. of Estherville, lowa. 
favoring the passage of the Hoar-Grosvenor anti-injunction bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TOMPKINS of Ohio: Resolutions of Electrotypers’ 
Union No. 14, Columbus, Ohio, favoring further restriction of 
Chinese immigration—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. TONGUE: Petition of Brotherhood of Railroad Train- 
men, of La Grand 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WARNOCK: Petition of Cigar Makers’ Protective 
Union of Urbana, Ohio, favoring further restriction of Chinese 
immigration—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: Paper to accompany House bill 
to amend the military record of Hiram Hutchcraft—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs 

By Mr. ZENOR: Resolutions of Carpenters’ Union No. 533, « 
_ ‘ffersonville, Ind., for the passage of House bill 9330, fora furth: 

striction of Chinese immigration—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 


> 
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SENATE, 
WEDNESDAY, March 26, 1902. 


Prayer by the Chaplain. Rev. W. H. Mitpurn, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. HANSBROUGH, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Jour- 
nal will stand approved. It is approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. WELLINGTON presented a petition of sundry business 
firms of Baltimore, Md., praying for the elimination of the clause 
known as the ‘‘ London clause’’ from steamship bills of lading; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Machinists’ Local Union No. 212, 
American Federation of Labor, of Cumberland, Md., and a peti- 
tion of the Granite Cutters’ National Union, American Federa- 
tion of Labor, 3altimore, Md., praying for the enactment of 
legislation authorizing the construction of war vessels in the navy- 
yards of the country; which were referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of 193 citizens of the State of Mary- 
land, praying for the passage of the so-called Grout bill, to regu- 


of 


late the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which was ordered | 


to lie on the table. 
He also presented a petition of Potomac Lodge, No. 
can Federation of Labor, of Cumberland, Md., praying for the 


2 


enactment of legislation providing an education: il test for immi- | 


grants to this country; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of Subordinate Association No. 
18, Lithographers’ International Protective and Beneficial Asso- 
XXXV— 
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| ciation, 


», Oreg., favoring the restriction of immigra- | 
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saltimore, Md mstratir the a m < 
certain amendm to t] rht | was 1 1 to 
the Committee on Patent 

oe ) presented petitions of 5S cit vland Cia 
Makers’ ‘al Union No. 1, of Baltimo ( r ( | 

| Trimm a Local Union No. 6, of Balti ’ 

| ters’ Local Union of Baltimore: of C V\ | 
ers’ Local Union No. 83, of Baltimo1 1 
tioners’ Local Uni m No. 12 Lb: l M 
Local Union No, 212, of Cumberl ill 
om of Labor, and of Local Division N | f 
Railroad Trainmen, of Cumberland, all M 1 
praying for the reenactment of the Ch la 
were ordered to lie on the table 

He also present ed a petition of ul f 

ent of Maryland, Grand Army of R in 1 
Maryland, praying for the enactment of legislation pr 
military instruction in the public school t 
was referred to the Committee on Mi \ 

He also presented a petition of the e1 of tl 
ment of Maryland, Grand Army he R n th 
Maryland, praying that a commission in tf] RK r A 
granted to George L. Fishe1 H rstown at St l 
was referred to the Committee on Military 

He also presented a petition of » Ut \ in pray 
for the enactment of legislation t llow 1 fron 
P. I., to San Francisco, Cal., to wl ton th 
volunteers for the Spanish-American war; Vv was r to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

“Mr. HARRIS. My colleague [Mr. Burton] is unavoidably 
absent from the Senate, and I preseut f memorial from 
sundry citizens of Kansas City, Kans., re ‘ating a 
passage of House bill No. 9206, raising the tax on oleomargarine. 

| move that the memorial lie on the table, the bill n eing 

| under consideration by the Senate. 

| The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DRYDEN presented the petitions of Herbert W. Colling- 
wood, of Monmouth County; of W. Van Fleet. of Bergen County; 
of D. C. Lewis, of Cranberry; of J. R. Voorhon, of Hopewell, 

| and of F. G. Woner, of Elizabeth, all in the State of New Jersey, 
praying for the en of the so-called Grout bill, t ulate 
the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which were ordered 


A meri- 





to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of D. D. Clark, Mrs. Arkley, John 
J. Murphy, Arthur Scott, Edgar B. Park, C. Young, R. H. Bow- 
den, M. Burke, James T. Bryan, M. A. Finley, Louis W. Dodson, 
C. A. Brush, Mrs. Williams, — s. A. Wilks, ¢ rge Van Biari- 
—_ Augustus S. Van Dien, Dr. W. L. Boyd, B. Beebe, and 
F. BE. Older, of Jersey City; oe Fred Angle, of a ver: of dolph 


; Powde rmaker, of Atlantic City; of Geor Allen, of Pater 
son; of John D. ener jr., of Taurus; of De “sewn & Ryerson, of 
| Wayne; of Edward J. Thompson, of Newark; H. F. Brown & 
Bro., of South Amboy: of George W. Treat, of Asbury Park; of 
J. R. Callahan, of Millville; of C. M. Brandt, of Paterson; of 
| Charles Sommer & Son, of Newark; of James W. Housel, of 
Newark; of Vail & Gardener, of Plainfield: of Modersohn, 
of Newark; of Charles H. Klink, of Jersey City Heights; of G. W. 
Slingerland, of Paterson; of Pettis & Co., of New Brunswick: of 
L. Goodman, of Newark; of the New Jersey Butter Company, of 
Camden; of C. & D. E. Munson & Co., of Franklin Furnace 
of Cesar Haefeli, of Paterson; of W. Schoenebaum, of Hoboken 
of Mattison & Barker, of Hackettstown; of Joseph A. Colgate, of 
Elizabeth; of Theodore Leuthauser, of Newark; of Will Li. 
| Hoff, of Washington; of George W. Meredith, of Trent of 








William L. Black, of Hammonton: Alvin Decker, of Little 
Falls; of William H. Connors, of Newark, and of L. M. Lee, o 
Vineland, all in the State of New Jersey, remonstrating Lins 
the passage of the so-called Grout bill, to regulate the ie 
facture and sale of oleomargarine; which were ordered to n 
| the table. 
| Mr. TELLER. I present a memorial of the legislatur Colo- 
rado, praying for the construction of reservoirs in the arid-land 
States for the storage of surplus water, I ask that the m rial 
be read and referred to the Committee on Irrigation and Reclama- 
tion of Arid Lands. 
The memorial was read,and referred to the Committ lrri- 
gation and Reclamation of Arid Lands, as follows: 
House joint memorial No.2. By Mr. W. C. Harr 
To the honorable Senate and House of R } 
of the Un j 
Your memorialists, the general assembly of the St f Colorad ld 
respectfully represent that 
Whereas the continued material growth of the Western Stat i 8 
yroductiveness of the publ ind I vate lands ther ire dé p tl L 
arge degree upon systematic irrigation of the same; and 
i Whereas the waters capable of successful application for such ] mse can 
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o1 ) lized by a system of reservoirs beyond the limits of local or 
private ent prise to construct and operate: ar 

Wl there are t mut the Ws rnS larly within 
the yf ‘ rea ng land, be 
lor I ed St e now l , but which 
Ww t ica r tl u eir natural 
fer imm pr ‘ 

Ww! : tuse of all available v rs, through the im ling 
thereof requisite for 1 rd lopment i would open a new i for 
the acq tion of desir I 1eS 1 ler t laws of the Uniter ites, 
thereby eving the ted « 1 min the East, e ring 
the demands for labor, and ‘easing kindr i dependent industries; 

Therefore your mem ts respectfu vu your honorable body to 
favorably consider and y pass aj riate laws, making adequate 
rovision for the constrt a ervoirs throughout the arid 

Vest for t stors vaters, to be used for the purpose of irri 
gation ur regulatic 

Res hata y L,0rial be for presiding officer 
of each } i rt 3 Hon. Henry } the Hon. THOMAS 
M. PATTERSON, to t 1oOuN F. SHAFROTH, and to the Hon. Jonn C, 
BELL, out tors and presentatives in Congress. And they are respect- 
fully requ i to use every effort to secure the early passage of such laws. 

5B. F. MONTGOMERY, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives 
D. C. COATES, 
President of the Senate. 
WILLIAM J. HAMILTON, 
Clerk of the House oy Representatives. 
JAMES B. ORMAN, 
Governor of the State oj Colorado. 
W. H. KELLY, 
Secretary of the Senate. 
Attest: F 


SEAL.] DAVID A. MILLS, 
Secretary of State. 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of the Retail Grocers and 
Butchers’ Association of Denver, Colo., praying for the passage of 
the so-called pure-food bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Manufactures. 

He also presented a petition of the Trades and Labor Assembly, 
American Federation of Labor, of Denver, Colo., praying for the 
enactment of legislation providing for the construction of storage 
reservoirs to equalize the flow of streams and to save the flood 
waters for the irrigation of the public lands of the West; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Colorado, remonstrating against the manage- 
ment and control of vice by the board of health of Manila, P. L.; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Philippines. 

He also presented petitions of the congregations of the Central 
Christian, Baptist, First Presbyterian, Methodist Episcopal, and 
Fountain Presbyterian churches, all in the State of Colorado, 
praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to 
prohibit polygamy; which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Lyons, Fondis, 
Le Roy. Elbert, and El Paso, all in the State of Colorado, praying 
for the passage of the so-called Grout bill, to regulate the manu- 
facture and sale of oleomargarine; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented petitions of Ten Mile Miners’ Local Union 
No. 41, of Kokomo; of Excelsior Engineers’ Local Union No. 85, 
of Colorado: of the Painters’ Local Union, of Leadville: of Battle 
Mountain Miners’ Local Union No. 89, of Gilman; of Miners’ Lo- 
cal Union No. 56, of Central City, and of Miners’ Local Union 
No. 137, of Black Hawk, all of the American Federation of Labor, 
in the State of Colorado, praying for the enactment of legislation 
providing an educational test for immigrants to this country; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of Machinists’ Local Union No. 47, 
of Denver: of Shirt Waist and Laundry Workers’ Local Union 
No. 84, of Pueblo: of Local Union No. 349, of Grand Junction; of 
Bricklayers’ Local Union No. 2, of Pueblo, and of Typographical 
Union No. 425, of Canyon, all of the American Federation of 
Labor, in the State of Colorado, praying for the reenactment of 
the Chinese-exclusion law: which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the National Live Stock Asso- 
ciation, of Chicago, Tl., praying for the enactment of legislation 
regulating the transportation of live stock from one State to 
another; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

Mr. HEITFELD presented a petition of the Miners’ Local 
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Olmsted and 47 other citizens of Berkshire County, all in the 
State of Massachusetts, praying for the passage of the so-called 
Grout bill, to regulate the manufacture and sale of cleomarga- 
rine; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Philadelphia Maritime Ex- 
change, of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation extending the so-called merit system so as to include the 
consular service of the United States; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. KEAN presented memorials of 23 citizens of Jersey City, 
Elizabeth, and Newark; of W. H. Axford, of Washington: of 
J.E. Borton, of Camden; of C. Postel, of Hoboken; of W. R. 
Hill, of Hoboken; of J. Worischeck, of Hoboken; of M. M. Crane, 
of Boonton; of D. H. Fenn, of Jersey City; of Col. John J. Tof- 
fey, of Newark, and of Delaware Grange, No. 126, Patrons of 
Husbandry, all in the State of New Jersey, remonstrating against 
the passage of the so-called Grout bill, to regulate the manufac- 
ture and sale of oleomargarine; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented the petitions of A. M. Davidson, E. Erwin, 
and C. R. Dye, of Cranbury; of W. J. Lewell, of Burlington, 
and of M. F. Fischer, of Jersey City, all in the State of New Jer 
sey, praying for the passage of the so-called Grout bill, to regu- 
late the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BLACKBURN presented petitions of International Job 
Workers’ Local Union No. 44, of Covington: of Local Union No. 
153, of Louisville; of Local Union No. 547, Brotherhood of Rail- 
road Trainmen, of Paris; of Team Drivers’ Local Union No. 291, 
of Covington; of Local Union No. 72, Iron, Steel, and Tin-Plate 
Workers, of Louisville, and of Candy Makers’ Local Union 
No. 124, of Louisville, all in the State of Kentucky, praying for 
the enactment of legislation to exclude Chinese laborers from the 
United States and their insular possessions; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. KEARNS presented a resolution adopted at a meeting of 
the Utah Volunteers, favoring the allowance of travel pay to hon- 
orably discharged soldiers; which was read and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, as follows: 

Whereas Congressman JOHN C. BELL, of the Second district of Colorado, 
has introduced a bill in the House of Representatives on January 22, 1%?, 
asking the Government to allow travel pay from Manila, P. I., to San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., to those who enlisted on the call for volunteers for the Spanish- 
American war, and 

Whereas we, as honorably discharged soldiers, having done our duty in 
cee cue vane, deem it our just due that said bill should be passed: Therefore, 
; Re solved, That we appeal to the Senate and House of Representatives, ur- 
gently requesting the early passage of said bill. 

Mr. FRYE presented the memorial of William F. Willis and 32 
other citizens of West Paris, Me., remonstrating against the ap- 
pointment of Hon. John W. Griggs as a justice of the United 
States Supreme Court; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. GAMBLE, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 3084) for the relief of bona-tide set- 
tlers in forest reserves, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 4450) confirming in the State of South Dakota title toa 
section of land heretofore granted to said State, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
recommitted the bill (H. R. 11409) to authorize the construction 
of a traffic bridge across the Savannah River from the mainland 
within the corporate limits of the city of Savannah to Hutchin- 
sons Island, in the county of Chatham, State of Georgia, reported 


| it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, towhom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 2120) granting an increase of pension 
to Horatio N. Warren, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DEBOE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 


‘referred the bill (H. R. 9821) granting a pension to John W. 


Union, of De Lamar, Idaho, praying for the enactment of legis- | 
| thereon. 


lation providing an educational test for immigrants to this coun- 
try; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of Local Division No. 237, 
Order of Railway Conductors, of Worcester, Mass., and a peti- 
tion of the Central Labor Union of Quincy, Mass., praying for 
the reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion law; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. LODGE presented the petitions of George Johnson and 9 
other citizens of Barre; of Walter Guild and 24 other citizens of 
Northampton; of C. E. Smith and 14 other citizens of Westboro; 
of W. W. Chapin and 16 other citizens of Sheffield, and of F. M. 


Moore, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 


Mr. TILLMAN, from the Committee on Mines and Mining, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 634) to apply a portion of the pro- 
ceeds of the sale of the public lands to the endowment, support, 
and maintenance of schools or departments of mining and metal- 
lurgy in the several States and Territories in connection with the 
colleges for the benefit of agriculture and the mechanic arts es- 
tablished in accordance with the provisions of an act of Congress 
approved July 2, 1862, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. QUARLES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 4284) to amend an act entitled 
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‘An act for the relief and civilization of the Chippewa Indians in 
the State of Minnesota,’ approved January 14, 1889, reported it 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED, 

Mr. CLARK of Montana introduced a bill (S. 4758) granting an 
increase of pension to Mary L. Doane; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. HEITFELD introduced a bill (S. 4759) granting an increase 
of pension to Martha Clark; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committe: 
on Pensions. 

Mr. BARD introduced a bill (S. 4760) granting an increase of 
pension to John Hamilton; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 4761) granting an increase of 
pension to Philip T. Greeley; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8S. 4762) to prevent any consular offi- 
cer of the United States from accepting any appointment from 
any foreign state as administrator, guardian, or to any other office 
of trust, without first executing a bond, with security, to be ap- 
proved by the Secretary of State; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 4763) to provide for the 
removal of overhead telephone wires in the District of Columbia, 
and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 4764) granting an increase 
of pension to Queen Esther Grimes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TILLMAN introduced a bill (S. 4765) granting an increase 
of pension to H. R. Rutledge; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 4766) granting a pension to 
James P. McClure; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SIMMONS introduced a bill (S. 4767) authorizing the ap- 
pointment of a board of engineers to consider the subject of an 
inland waterway from Norfolk, in the State of Virginia, to Beau- 
fort Inlet, in the State of North Carolina; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced a bill (S. 4768) to authorize the 
United States and West Indies Railroad and Steamship Company, 
of the State of Florida, to construct a bridge across the Manatee 
River. in the State of Florida; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 4769) to fix the fees of jurors 
in the United States courts; which was read twice by its title, | 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (8. 4770) for the relief of John 
Lippincott and others; which was read twice by its*title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 72) to reg- 
ulate the height of buildings on residence streets in the District 
of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana submitted an amendment proposing 
to increase the appropriation for continuing the improvement of 
the mouth and passes of Calcasieu River, Louisiana, from $35,000 
to $207,000, intended to be proposed by him to the river and har- 
bor appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MALLORY submitted an amendment providing that the 
seagoing dredge authorized for improving the harbor of Pensa- 
cola, Fla., may be used in improving Apalachicola Bay and at 
East Pass, Carrabeile Harbor, Florida, and proposing to appropri 
ate $25,000 for the operation for one year of such dredge, intended 
to be proposed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. HEITFELD submitted an amendment proposing to increase 
the appropriation for continuing the improvement of the Upper 
Columbia and Snake rivers, Oregon and Washington, from $25,250 
to $40,250, and proposing to increase the appropriation for improv- 
ing Snake River above Lewiston, Idaho, from $10,000 to $25,000, 
intended to be proposed by him to the river and harbor appropri- 
ation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 


1 


Mr. HARRIS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed ' 
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by him to the bill (H. R. 9206) to make oleomargarine and oth 
imitation dairy product 
ritory or the District of Columbia int they 
ported, and to change the tax on oleomargat to ama 
act entitled ‘‘An act defining butter. al : a tax u 
and regulating the manufacture, s and « 
tion of oleomargarine,.’’ approved 1 \ 
ordered to lie on the table and to 

Mr. BAILEY submitted an ame 
$300,000 for the improvement of ¢ 
Tex., and authorizing the Secret f \ t 
complete said project not to ex 1 in { 
intended to be proposed by him to the river and |] 
priation bill; which was referred to the Commit n ¢ 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CLAY. Iam requested by the junior Senator fron 
[Mr. Mason] to submit an amendment proposing to appropt 
$150,000 to provide for a wireless system of telegraphy to connect 
the post-offices of Washington, Baltimore, Wilmington, Philadel 
phia, New York, Albany, Buffalo, Cleveland, Detroit, Toledo, and 


Chicago, intended to be proposed by him to the Post-Office 
propriation bill. At his instance I submit the amendment, and 
ask that it be printed and referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads and be 
printed. 

Mr. QUARLES submitted an amendment proposing to ap 


priate $10,000 for improving the harbor at Ahnap s.; also 
proposing to appropriate $6,000 for improving the it Port 
Washington, Wis., and, further, proposing to apm » $3,000 
for improving the harbor at Oconto, Wis., int be pi 

posed by him to the river and harbor appropri which 





was referred to the Committee on Commerce, an 
printed. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut submitted an amendment prop¢ 
to increase the appropriation for improving the harbor at Mil 
ford, Conn., from $5.000 to $15,000, intended to be proposed by 
him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment providing that 
the probable cost of improving the Connecticut Ri tw 
Hartford, Conn., and Holyoke, Mass., the engineer officers ap 
pointed by the Secretary of War shall take into account both 
direct and consequential damages, and the annual cost of main- 





taining this improvement, and shall hear all parties interested in 
this improvement or who may be affected thereby, and prop 

to appropriate $25,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
to pay the expenses of this board, etc., intended to be proposed 
by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was r 


ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
GEORGE A. K. MORRIS, 
Mr. LODGE submitted the following resolution: which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the President be, and he is } requested 





patible with the public interests, to furn Senate wit | 
respondence between the Department of § { ad reeA. K. Mor 
his attorneys, in 1885 and 1886, against the r nt of Nicarag 
juries done to his property by Nicara I 1 violat 1 (a 
the rules of civilized warfare, at Amapala, |} duras, in 1563 
HERRERA’S NEPHEWS. 

Mr. PROCTOR submitted the following resolution; which w 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

R ved, That the Secretary of War } nd } 
municate to the Senate copies of allthe paper { rr 
in chr logical order, relating to tl ‘ 
dete ind use thei | ( 

] band f thei 

tion a t use thelr w 1 and w } . . . 
the Uni i ties at Sent ck 1 intl } i ' 


THE ISTHMIAN CANAL, 


Mr. HARRIS (for Mr. MorGAN) submitted the following reso- 





lution; which was referred to the Committee on Printin 

Resolved. Tl » prin ted 2,000 co] f Senate ] . —" 
5 On PUty-s ry bh } ( th 
Int oceanic Ci i he 5 
and 2,000 copi » of the H 

IMITATION DAIRY PR { rs 

Mr. PROCTOR. I move that House bill 9206 be taken 1 

The motion was agreed to: and the Senate, as in Comm ‘ 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9206 
make oleomargarine and other imitation dairy products subject 
to the laws of any State or Territory, or the District of Colun 
into which they are transported, and to change the tax ( 
margarine,and to amend an act entitled ‘An act defining butter 





also imposing a tax upon and regulating the manufacture, sale, 
importation, and exportation of oleomargarine,”’ approved August 
2, 1886. 
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HANSBROUGH. Mr. President, when the Senator from 

Mr. Pettus] asked me to yield to him yesterday that 
move an executive session, 1 was discussing the pending 
rgarine bill, and I said that the opponents of ‘the bill came 





inst what they termed vicious class legislation, which 
prive them of the right to color their oleomargarine in 


f 1 t+tar 
Or DUtte 





ths of those who entered this sol- 
] - their Me sg sg Spa ma vy 
w] y thus « * their product, and they appeared 
before the committee as violators of the laws of their own States 
to protest against the Government doing something that might 
result in preventing them from further successfully evading Staté 





mmittee on Agriculture and Forestry and solemnly | 
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Mr. TILLMAN. As the Senator is quoting the statutes of va- 
rious Southern States as being opposed by their laws to this bogus 
butter—this axle grease which they sell down there for butter, 
and all that kind of thing—I should like to ask him why he does 
not let the State laws apply as to original packages in the first 
section and leave off the 10 cents a pound tax. If the States are 
endeavoring to protect their citizens against a fraud, and every- 
body agrees to it, why not stop with that and simply let the State 
laws govern, instead of Congress going forward and, as we con- 
tend, in an unconstitutional way taxing this thing out of exist- 
ence? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I anticipated just such a question from 
the Senator from South Carolina. I call the attention of the 


| Senator to the fact that in 1886 Congress passed a law fixing a tax 


statut no pretext of being law-abiding citizens, 
but openly acknowledged that they employed various schemes for | 
the dk TOL Justice , and some of the food commissioners verify 
their statements in a manner not atallcreditable to those engaged | 
in this t i 

Asal er of fact his entire contest is over the right of the | 


e 


manufa inoue of ok aomeainad to color his product in semblance 
of butter. This protest of the oleomargarine makers against the 


tax of 10 cents a pound is a protest that if this measure is passed | 


it will not be profitable for them to longer engage in a traffic that 
the States, with a few exceptions, have absolutely forbidden 
through the most stringent laws. They are pleading for what i: 
practically an outlawed business. They come to Congress and 
say they can successfully evade and beat the laws of the States 
and thi se whose duty it is to enforce them, but they can not cope 
with the United States when Congress places a tax on their out- 
lawed product. Therefore they ask us not to pass this bill, be- 
cause they will then no longer be able to carry on an illegal busi- 
ness. 


Some of our friends fr mm the South have an idea that their peo- 





ple are greatly interested in the production of oleomargarine. It 
was represented to them when this subject first came up for dis- 
cussion that s mething like 55,000,000 pounds of their cotton-seed 


oil was used annually in the production of this substitute for 
butter. 

Some evidence on this point may be found on page 844 of the 
hearings before the committee. 

But investigation, which was combated by their supporters in 
the House, revealed the fact that instead of this being the amount 
used there was less than 9,000,000 pounds employed in 1900, worth 
less than $500,000, of the total annual output of cotton-seed oil, 
which amounts to about 1,000,000,000 pounds, worth $28,000,000, as 
shown by the Twelfth Census. In other words, the interest of 
the cotton-seed oil producer is about six-tenths of a cent a pound 
in the finished product, oleomargarine, which displaces, when 
sold, a pound of butter, which is worth to the producer of the 


of 2 cents a pound on oleomargarine, and so far as the collection 
of the tax was concerns d, the law was enforced in all the States, 
but it was found impossible under State laws, and even with 
that Federal statute, to work the color out of oleomargarine. 
The purpose now is to put a 10 cent tax on it so that oleomargarine 
which is colored must pay a tax of 10 cents, as it is the only way, 
in my judgment, by which color can be worked out of oleomar- 
garine. 

The statutes of Tennessee on this subject were equally stringent. 
The law of Tennessee is as follows: 

Any article which is in imitati of yellow butter and not made exclu- 
sively from og milk or cream is prohi ibited; but oleomargarine, free from 
othe - ingredient to cause it t ok like butter, and made in such 
and sold in such manner as will adv ise the consumer of its true charac- 
, am q other imitations uncolored and labeled with their correct names are 
p ‘rmitted; wholesale packages shall be pl: Linly lal led and a label shall ac- 
company retail sales, 











Laws of Kentucky, passed in 1898, of Missouri, passed in 1895, 
of Virginia, passed in 1898, all forbid the manufacture and sale 
of oleomargarine colored yellow in semblance of butter, while in 

» North the only States which have not passed laws on this sub- 


| ject are Rhode Island, Kansas, Indiana, Wyoming, Idaho, and 


Montana, and in Montana there is a State tax of 10 cents per pound 
on all oleomargarine. 

But let us look into the objections of the opponents of this bill. 
They are almost wholly confined to the 10-cent tax, and it is 
loudly claimed that the imposition of this amount will utterly 
wipe the oleomargarine industry out of existence. They will not 
for a moment concede that it is possible to sell oleomargarine at 
all unless it is colored in semblance of butter. 

The manufacturers of oleomargarine do not want to be driven 
to the production of an article that must be sold for what it really 
is. Their chief argument for its sale to the retailer is that it can 


| be sold with twice the profit obtained through the sale of butter. 
| Now, why should this be? Why should a compound, which is 


latter article 20 cents. The Southern cotton-seed oil interests are | 


willing, apparently, that the dairy farmer shall be cheated out of 


cotton-seed oil producer may havea market for less than one- 
fortieth that amount of cotton-seed oil through an article 75 per 
cent of which is sold for what it is not. 

But even the cotton-seed oil people themselves have not been 


able to withstand without protest the encroachments of this fraud | 


in their own States. In 1885 the State of Alabama passed a law, 
approved February 18, which provides that: 

No article which is in imitation of pure yellow butter, and is not made 
wholly from pure milk and cream, shall be manufactured, sold, or used in 
any public eating place, hospital, or penalinstitution, etc.; but oleor marg rarine, 
free from color or other ingredient to cause it to look like butter and mad 
in such manner as will advise the consumer of its real character, is pe rmitted. 
It must be stamped with its name. 

In December of the same year the State of Georgia passed a 
similar law, providing as follows: 

Imitafion butter and cheese are defined as any article not produced from 










pure r cream—salt, rennet, and coloring matter excepted—in semblance 
of b r cheese and designed to be used as a substitute for either. Every 
pacl must be plainly marked ** Substitute for butter” or ** Substitute for | 
cheese,” and each sale shall be acco mpanied by verbal notice and by a printed 
statement th it the article is an imitation, the statement giving also the name 


ot the producer. The use of these imitations in eating places, bakeries, etc., 
must be made known by signs. 

In 1896 the State of South Carolina passed a law, approved 
March 9, which provides: 

Imitation butter and cheese are defined as every article not produced from 
pure milk or cream, with or without salt, renne nd harmless coloring mat- 
ter, which is in semblance of, and designed to be used as a substitute for, but- 
ter or cheese; they shall not be colored to resemble butter or cheese; original 
packages shall be marked “ Substitute for butter” or “ Substitute for cheese;” 
shall not be sold as genuine butter or cheese, nor used in hotels, etc., unless 
signs are displayed. 

And in 1895 Tennessee enacted a law as follows—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President 

The P RESIDEN T pro tempore. Does the Senator from North 
Dakota yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. [yield for a question. 


de af 








claimed by the maker will keep much longer and better than but- 
ter, realize him twice the profit that he can obtain through the 
sale of butter? Surely not because of the fact of any loss in the 


par ' | handling thereof through shrinkage in values. In the handling 
a market for $20,000,000 worth of butter per year in order that the | 


of butter the dealer finds that it depreciates in quality if he does 


| not dispose of it promptly. 


For this reason he must charge rebatively a higher profit on 
butter, the perishable article, than he exacts from other articles 
in which there is no risk. Now comes the maker of a ym ‘oduct 
which it is claimed is little less perishable than lard or tallow, 
and tells him he can make double the profit on oleomargarine 
that he can make on butter, when, as a matter of fact, such an ar- 
ticle should be sold with much less profit. Oleomargarine, be- 
cause of its composition and cost of production, should rank with 
lard and cottolene, rather than with a high-priced, delicate arti- 
cle like butter, because the additional moisture or overrun in 
oleomargarine, amounting to about 15 per cent, will almost pay 
for the manipulation of the fats and the cost of the milk that is 
used init. What I mean is that 85 pounds of neutral lard, oleo 
oil, and cotton-seed oil, with 15 pounds of milk added, will make 
100 pounds of oleomargarine, the milk not costing 10 per cent of 
the value of the additional 15 pounds of fat. 

It is plain that these manufacturers prefer to produce an article 
that can be substituted three times out of four for a dearer product. 
This very fact creates their entire demand from the hotels and 
restaurants. The consumer would undoubtedly soon become ed- 
ucated to the uncolored article, but the manufacturer knows that 
his best customers, the hotels and restaurants, would be compelled 
to meet the popular taste and give their patrons what they now 
ask for and think they are getting—butter—provided they could 


| not purchase yellow oleomargarine at figures that would enable 
| them to serve it with profit, because no man, not even the hotel 


keepers, practices deceit for the amusement of the thing. It is 
the profit that is in it. 

What is the objection to the uncolored product, oleomargarine, 
which can be distinguished by everyone? The workingmen who 
came before our committee said that it would be a blow to their 
pride to have to eat what looked like lard; that their children 
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would revile them and that they would be held in contempt by 
their neighbors for serving white butter (or oleomargarine) on 
their tables. The oleomargarine makers themselves told us that 
if butter were white that they would have no trouble selling 
white oleomargarine, but that people would not buy the one 
white without the other were white also. The butter people tell 
us, and the oleomargarine people do not deny it, that some of the 
finest hotels in this country now serve butter as white as it can 
be made; that it isa fad among certain people to eat white butter, 
and that the highe st-priced butter in England is the uncolored 
French butter that comes from Normandy. But the oleomarga- 
rine people say that the minute butter is w hite then the objections 
to white olemargarine will disappear and that they can sell their 
goods uncolored without being Sconmubed, 

Now what conclusions are we to draw from all these statements 
and claims? Is not it quite clear that what the oleomargarine 
people want to do is to build up their business on the reputation 
of butter? If oleomargarine is a popular article of food among 
those who consume it why not reverse the order of things and 
say that if this popular article of food is left uncolored people will 
no longer consume butter colored; that instead of ole oma garine 
being dominate d by the color of butter why not butter be com- 
pelled to follow the color of oleomargarine? 

The ap Sosiets of oleomargarine say that to forbid its being 
colored in semblance of butter would kill the industry; that peo- 
ple would not eat it. Do they mean to say thatif butter were 
not colored people would not eat butter? And if they will know- 
ingly take butter uncolored, as they do in the finest of hotels, why 
not oleomargarine? And does not this bring us back to the same 
point every time—no matter where we started or from which di 
rection we look at it—that there is no valid excuse, except for the | 
purpose of deception, that oleomargarine should be colored in 
imitation of butter? Not a single position or argument = be 
sustained to excuse the imitating of butter by the makers of oleo- 
margar ine ° 

In the first place, oleomargarine has no excuse for artificial 
coloring. Inits natural state it is never yellow, never was yel- 
low, and the yellow color added through artificial means is en- 
tirely foreign. And yet its makers claim that this foreign color 
is the only thing that sells it. 

Can anyone mention a single other article of food that depends 
wholly upon an artificial, unnatural, and foreign color to sell it? 
It is true many foods are more or less colored. Candies are col- | 
ored, but not all of them, and none of them colored for deceptive | 
purposes or fraud; and their sale does not depend upon their col- 
ors; canned peas are colored, or rather the natural green of 
French peas is preserved through the addition of copperas. But 
the result obtained is not a new, unnatural, or foreign color; itis | 
merely the preservation of the original color. Mustard is colored | 
yellow at times, but mustard is naturally yellow, and it is not | 
done to make anybody think it is anything else but mustard. | 


SS 





3ut everybody knows that if nine out of ten consumers knew 
they were having oleomargarine set before them at the hotels or 
restaurants as a substitute for butter there would be a row right 
away. And the makers of oleomargarine know nn GS 

Mr. BACON, Will the Senator please let me ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH., I yield for a question. 

Mr. BACON. Why is it that they can not detect the difference? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Between butter and oleomargarine? 

Mr. BACON. Yes. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. : supposed the Senator fr m Georgia | 
had had experience with oleomargarine, being a producer of co 
ton-seed oil, which would have taught him that if he will pi 
oleomargarine, for instance, on a porterhouse steak and under 
take to cook that steak with the oleomargarine the tallow in the 
product will settle on the steak until it is all covered with a white 
substance; whereas if he puts butter on a porterhouse steak the 
steak will absorb the butter. Now, if the Senator wants 

Mr. BAC( N. I understand from the Senator, then, t1 
is no difficulty in distinguishing the one from the other? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Not if a person knows about it—if you | 1 
know how. 

Mr. BACON. If there is no difficulty 
labor is unnecessary here. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. The Senator from Georgia has not tried 
developing this question to a sufficient extent undoubtedly to dis 
cover the difference himself. He wants some one else to discover 
it for him. It is very easy if the Senator will go about it. 

Mr. BACON. I did not say there was no difference, but I wa 
simply getting the Senator to the point which he seems to have | 
reached—the recognition of the fact that there is no difficulty in 
distinguishing one from the other. I understand that it is the 
sole purpose of this bill to prevent a person from being deceived, 
and if there is no difficulty in distinguishing one from the other 
I do not see that there is any danger in that matter, 
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, then, it seems to me our 
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Mr. HANSBR(¢ IUGH. I will say to the senator that th l 
another way by which he may discover the difference between 
the two produc ts. If he will put on atablea } iece of oleomal 
rine, no matter how pure it is, and a piece of butter, placing them 
side by side, during a warm day, he will discover at once which is 


oleomargarine and which is butter. He will discover that it will 
be necessary to put a piece of ice on the butter to preserve it or to 
keep it from melting, while the oleomar ne will stand up | 
all time. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator still continues to add to the argu- 
ment to show that there is no difficulty in distir ishing between 
the two. That is the point I amafter. He keeps on ] x up 
the evidence of the fact that there is no difficulty in disti Lish- 
ing between the two, and yet I understand 1 le purj f 
bill is to prevent the people from beirg deceived ast 


one and which is the other. 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President, I should not wm ta 


ti Sa e the Senator from Georgia. He ought to kn 
all people do not know how to distinguish between the t 
ucts. I was saying, Mr. hy resident, that the makers of oleoma 
garine know this, and f that reason want to keep th llow 
“olor in for th iis +1, } { 4 ] 
color in for the alee ealing th lentity of 1 
so it cib-ae tube eoneuuatien without protest. For this and for 
no other reason—the disguisin xy of their « pound they 
desire to keep the color in it. 

What do the courts say of this plea—that the coloring of oleo- 

“ I 
margarine is for the purpose of making the article more pal i 
The learned jurist, Mr. Justice Harlan, in his opinion in tl 
3 I 

Plumley case, handed down in December, 1894, in whic! was 
held that the law of Massachusetts forbidding the sale of « 
garine when colored in semblance of butter was a valid « o 
of the poli 8 power of the State, said 

Now, the real object of coloring oleomargarine so as to make l like 


genuine butter 

And I call the attention of the Senator from Georgia to this 
opinion in the Plumley case. I think it answers his peculiar 
question: 








Now, the real object of coloring oleomargarine so as to make 
genuine butter is that it arto be what it t,a ) 
unwary purch \ cl ly se 1 uy ’ 
n which it is cx i to yit as an ) 
terated milk, or cream from such milk. g n that ol 
is artifically colored so as to render it more palata d attra 
mean that customers luded by such ¢ ition into belie 





$a 
are getting genuine butter. 

And this conclusion is only too plainly apparent to anyone who 
reasons the thing out. 





Are we particular as to the color of jellies we spread on our 
bread? Do we send back graham bread because itis not the color 
of the white bread we have been accustomed to eat? Do \ all 
for rye bread and then refuse it because it is black? Do we expect 
when we get rye bread or whole-wheat bread that it is s to 
look just like the white bread we are accustomed to eat? We eat 
these articles for other reasons than their effect upon the eye. 
And when we go abroad and are served with butter as whit s 
can be made, do we do as the oleomargarine makers claim would 
be done in the case of oleomargarine, reject it because it is not 
yellow? 

The truth of the whole matter is that oleomargarine nade 


from tallow, lard, and cotton-seed oil. Whenitis not disguised 
with coloring matter its identity is revealed. It does 1 like 
1 .. . ia iy canal 


lard when uncolored, because lard predominates, th é 
being about 45 per cent lard. People do not relish eating lard on 

| their bread, and are prejudiced against it, and the ol rgari 
makers know that they will not eat it so freely when t] know 
what itis. Therefore the desperate effort to disguiss ‘. 
acter of the compound and force it upon the people a 


will or through their ignorance. 
You will say that butter is colored. That is a fact; 1 












coloring of butter deceives no « 2 \ i 
has been its trade-mark for centuries. B natu 

<cept for afew months in the year. I ldom 
white, and very fre qu ntly 1 alm ’ l 
hotels that demand white butter mu 1a 
to satisfy the fastidious taste their gu } y i 
a complaint because somebod Tl n 
butter is in no wi > indic: ti that 
butter is artificially colo h 
summer butter falls t the ) . 
that in winter this same suim 

| a pound less than butter which is 
want summer butter in winter. 
ught the yellow cole r indicat ! n 

| December was made in June t! uid 1 buy it, a l- 
oring would be a detriment rather than a} t : 

Why is butter colored? For the sole pur] i 
uniform shade. Changes of weather, and of feed and the chai | 








conditions of the cow, which do not affect the quality of the but- 
ter fat so far as the palate or nutritive value is concerned, do 
color, and the product of a dairy is likely to be one 
The use of an artificial 
‘rves a uniformity that is demanded in the markets. 


affect ti 
color one day and another the next. 
coloring pres 
It is ei 

when the product of the dairy is lightest, or bleach the butter 
white in summer to keep it of a uniform color the year around. 

It is a matter of convenience. If all butter could be white the 
year round, the trade and consumers could be educated to that 
color in thirty days. It is not the color, but uniformity that is 
sought, and the color thi it can be kept uniform the year around 
is the end to be attained. 

rine makers there is no necessity for any arti- 
‘thods of keeping th 1eir product t unif aaa incolor. Cotton- 
lard, and oleo oil are the same color the year through. 

it the use of coloring mi tter the -y can get a uniformly col- 

and can soon, if they desire to spend the money and 





With the oleomarg: 


ficial m 





ored pr miuct, 
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time to do so, build up a trade for their uncolored product that 
will supply everybody who really wants oleomargarine as a sub- 
stitute for butter. Other manufacturers of food have had to pay 


out money advertising and popularizing their articles. A little 
magazine advertising, setting forth the merits of uncolored oleo- 
margarine and comparing its qualities with butter, would be 
beneficial, no doubt, as it has been to other food products. There 
are no prohibitions upon the sale of uncolored oleomargarine in 
any State, and it can have a free trade with the tax reduced toa 
mere trifle under the measure now under consideration. 

The Government in 1886 undertook the regulation of this oleo- 
margarine traffic. and thereby admitted the inability of the States 
to cope with the frand. The law of 1886 has not been successful. 
Can Congress now refuse to so modify or amend that act that it 
will give the people the protection that it has undertaken? And 
in doing this should not Congress make some recognition of the 
policy of the States in handling this question, and would it be 
right for us to tear down the laws they have enacted when they 
come to us for assistance in their enforcement? Should we enact 
legislation in conflict with their laws, when their officials have 
had all the experience there is in the regulation of this traffic? 
Should we go counter to the judgment of every State official who 
has had experience in the prosecution of cases under the various 
laws, and ignore the protests and appeals of the united dairy sen- 
timent of the country? 

Mr. President, the most active opponents of this measure until 
recently, apart from the manufacturers of oleomargarine them- 
selves, have been the live-stock associations and their officers. 
We have seen this opposition only through these associations, 
there having been no petitions presented to the committee, so far 
as I knuw. signed by individual live-stock growers. There may 
have been a few letters from individuals. 

It ap pears from investigation that the growers of live stock have 
been led to believe that the passage of this bill means a loss of any- 
where from $2 to $4 per head on their fatted steers. The resolu- 
tions of the National Live Stock Association, passed at Fort 
Worth. Tex., two years ago, claim a loss of from $3 to $4 per head 
on the fat of a steer, as shown on page 78 of the printed testimony. 
In its resolutions, as printed on page 185, the National Live Stock 
Exchange says that ‘the loss will amount to $3 per head. The 
Kansas City Live Stock Exchange recites the fact that the loss 
will be an average of $4 per head, as shown on page 72; and the 
basis of ‘the opposition of the Kansas City Commercial Club's op- 
position to the bill, as shown in its resolutions, printed on page 62 
is that it has been represented that there will be a loss of $2 per 
head on cattle. a South St. Paul Live Stock Exchange calls 
the loss from $3 to $4 per head, as printed on page 57. 

That t » figures are unreliable and without foundation was 
clearly shown, we believe, by Hon. 8. C. Bassett, president of the 
board of agriculture of the State of Nebraska, who appeared be- 
fore the committee in behalf of this measure and showed in fig- 
ures and facts that were not questioned or disproved that only 
about 44 cents’ worth of beef fat is used for oleomargarine made 
in this « untry from each animal slaughtered. His evidence is 
printed on page 451, and I read the following extract as embrac- 
ing the vita f 
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1 points thereof: 
A neighbor of mine who ¢ ually feeds large 

ket, after reading this statement, said to me: 

certainly am opposed to y rout bill.” 
Gentlemen of the comn 1, as I understand 


numbers of cattle for mar 
f that statement be true I 





this matter, this statement 








is not t and neither by statistics nor otherwise can it be shown to be true 
$ published by the United States Department of Agriculture for the 
fiscal ding , June i ; 09, show that at 41 packing centers the number 
of cattl pected before slaughter was 4,654,842. Outside of those inspected 
by t riment it is estimated that enough more were slaughtered to 





make the acgregate number slaughtered for the year, 5,000,000 head. 

The report of the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States to Con- 
gress in May last shows that in all the 83,000,000 pounds of oleomargarine 
manufactured in this country last year there were but 24,491,769 pounds of 
oleo oil used. This at 9cents per pound has a value of $2,204,259, which sum 
divided among the 5,000,000 head of cattle who produc ed this oleo oil makes 
an average of 44 cents per head. 
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In some cases this product is priced at 10 cents per pound, but I think that 
is unjust from a producer's standpoint, for the reason that at 10 cents a 
pound oleo oil is a manufactured product into which labor, etc., goes, and on 
which profit is realized, but the man who markets the cattle does not receive 
10 cents a pound for it, and I have used the figure 9 cents, which, in my judg- 
me nt, is a proper estimate. Noone believes or for a moment seriously con- 
tends that if this oleo product used in the manufacture of oleomargarine 
coul inot be so used it would be a total loss, and lessen by the sum of 44 cents 
the average amount received by the ownersof cattle for e auc ch animal sold for 
slaughter. But “| it needs be sold at the price of r fats—) cents 
per pound—it would mean a mere nominal loss of 20 centson each animal sold 
for slaughter, which sum every owner of live stock we ni knows is } 
given a thought when his stock is being disposed of for slaughter at packing 
centers. 


Mr. Bassett also showed (p. 452) that of the 43,891,814 head of 
cattle owned in this country 28,825,933 were owned in the States 
prohibiting the sale of yellow oleomargarine, while but 15,065,881 
were owned where its sale is permitted. And in closing his re- 
marks, as shown on page 453, Mr. Bassett said: 

I do not wish to discredit the National Live Stock Association before this 
committee, but in its appearance here it does not ena either the w ish s 
or sentiments of the very » majority of the farmers and stock raisers of 
my State. It undoubtedly does represent thse sentime mt of the pac! ; 
of live stock on the ranges, and like interests, but 
it does not represent the sentiment of our ‘f armors and dairymen, who are by 
far the largest rais' ‘rs and owners of a : ek, 

When I say “owners of a ve stock or iges,”’ I have refe 
class of men who own large interests in hive ‘stock. 


In support of this statement, Mr. President, I have since had 
placed in my hands a petition signed by a large number of live- 
stock growers of the State of Nebraska protesting against the a 

ion of the National Live Stock Association in its antagonism of 
the measure, and indorsing the same in the strongest terms. 

Secretary Wilson was invited to appear before your committee 
and give his views of the Grout bill. Mr. Wilson is himself a 
stock farmer, and his Iowa farm is largely, if not wholly, given to 
the growing of beef cattle for the markets of this country. The 
following is taken from the testimony on page 418, and can be re- 
lied upon, I believe, to be a true, impartial, and expert statement 
of the matter: 

Senator ALLEN. Have you inquired into the effect the passage of this bill 
will have upon the value of animals raised for food purposes; not for dairy 
purposes? 

S a tary WILson. Very carefully. 
f r ALLEN. What will be the effect of the passage of this bill on that 
class of alan ils? 

Secretary WILsoN. I tried to reason that in my short paper which I have 

ao There isa little oil furnished by cotton-seed people, and a little by the 
~ » who grow steers; but the old-fashioned steer that had lots of fat in 
Sie is not the steer that is used to-day. The young beef, under 2 years of 
age, put into the market and prepared for the s hi umbles, is not an animal that 
produc es much body or intestinal fat. That is the animal that is wanted 
to-day. 

The old-fashione od steer that was 3} years sane before he got to market had 
a large amount of fat, running up in some cases to 150 and as high as 180 
po minds, 

Now, then, the tendency 
lands by perpetual cropp 
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in the oe where they have destroyed the 
, and the icy west of the Missouri, in the 
semidry belt, where they are destroyin y ng lands by injudicious 
overgrazing, is to take greater interest in the d y cow than in the steer, 
and in the case of settlers who want to raise families out west of the one hun- 
dredth meridian the interest grows every day on behalf of the dairy cow, 
and with regard to the production of steers ¢ ast of the Missouri River on the 
farms there is no comparison whatever. Thesmallamountof fs ut from cattle 
that commerce calls for in making oleomargarine is infinitesimal in value 
compared with the injury th: ut the growth of this aa gus indus str y will inflict 
upon legitimate agriculture that re quire sa dairy c 

And the following is an excerpt from the ined testimony on 
page 425: 

Senator DoLLIveER. I received a telegram from a cattle dealer in Iowa 
stating that this bill was likely to very greatly damage the value of beef 
cattle. 

Secretary WILSON. Yes; he does not know what he is talking about, that 
same cattle dealer 

Mr. President, from what I have stated here in respect of the 
interest taken by the growers of live stock, it will be observed, 
no doubt, that the Live Stock Association have heretofore, as we 
all know to be true, opposed any legislation of this character. 
But some of the members of the Live Stock Association have re- 
cently seen new light; they have been thinking of this question; 
they have been studying it; and some of them, at least, have 
come to the conclusion that it is better for them as an association 
to keep out and allow Congress to do what it thinks best in a 
matter of this kind. In proof of that I desire to quote from a 
letter recently written by Mr. H. F. McIntosh, who is the editor 
of the Nebraska Farmer and a member of the executive com- 
mittee of the American Cattle Growers’ Association, which met 
at Denver in Colorado, I think, on the 4th, 5th, 6th, and 7th of 
the present month. In that letter Mr. McIntosh says: 

The executive committee of the American Cattle Growers’ Association 
brought in and recommended for adoption the Fort Worth resolution op- 
posed to the Grout bill. I immediately made a motion to lay this resolution 
on the table. This motion was voted down. The question then recurred on 
a motion to adopt the resolution. I presented what seemed to me to be the 
leading objections to taking action on this resolution, and when the vote was 
put a< onsiderable majority of those voting were found to be opposed to the 

resolution. * * 
I may say, in addition to this, that the Nebraska Stock Growers’ Associa- 


tion, - sorted in the Nebraska Farmer, had a large attendance and is made 
up of all the leading range cattlemen in Nebraska. The American Cattle 
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Growers’ Association, which met at Denver, is a strictly national organiza 
tion of range cattlemen, and it has a membership of about 450 individuals 
The association is not made up of delegates ‘fr ym corporat is or other 
ganizations, but represents exactly the opinion of men engaged in gr 
cattle on the plains 

In another letter, dated at Omaha, March 13, 1902, Mr. Mcl 
tosh says: 

Inclosed I send the origins al copy y of antioleo resolution introdu at tl 
Nebri Stock Growers’ Ass olathe m meeting, and which was tabl l 
Secretary Van Boskirk’s letter, att 1ed, shows. This was received s 
my report of the meeting was sent you 

This same resolution was presented at the Denver me Ar 
can Cattle Growers’ Association, with the result reporte R 
Mountain News and all Denver papers of March 7, 1902. 

So, Mr. President, some, at least, of the stock growers’ associa- 





tions are changing the ir views on the question of the feasibility 
and desirability of legislation such as we now propose. 

Now, a word as to the ch: rg » that the object of the 10-cent tax 
is for the purpose of taxing a legitimate industry out of existence. 
What is a legitimate in bostey! Can you call an industry that 
has been condemned by the legislatures of 32 States as one that 
shall not be permitted to do business in their borders a legitimate 
industry? 

What could be more illegitimate than an industry that has 
been forbidden by more than two-thirds of the States, with more 
than four-fifths of the population of the United States? 

Is itnot straining a cohed to call such an industry legitimate: 
Certainly this is a new dé a of the word, and if colored oleo 
margarine, outlawed by 32 States, is legitimate, it would be diffi- 
cult to find anything illegitimate. And these laws have not only 
been universally up held by the courts, but oleomargarine colored 
in imitation of butter has come in for judicial condemnation by 
the Supreme Court of the United States in the case of Plumley 
v. Massachusetts, with which decision almost everybody who has 
studied the question is familiar. 

But to go back to the question of — m. It may be true that 
the tax of 10 cents per pound would deprive some few who de 
sire to purchase it of the privilege of oa ing colored oleomarga- 
rine at the prices that it can now be bought as oleomargarine. 
But what are the objections of consumers to uncolored oleom: ir 
garine? The representatives of the workingmen who appeared 
before your committee said it was a matter of pride. They 
didn’t want people to see them have white oleomargarine on their 
table. They did not claim that the color added to the palatability 
of the article, or to its nutrititive value. It simply permitted 
them to conceal its identity from their neighbors and children. 

On the other hand, the thousands and millions of people who 
do not want oleomargarine at all, but are having it palmed off on 
them as butter at butter prices every a: uy by the retail dealer, and 
are being cheated out of millions of dollarsevery year, are to be con- 
sidered, and there is a large class of people who are defrauded at the 
hotels and restaurants, and who have under present conditions or 
under the substitue offered by the minority no protection whatever. 
Then there is what is of as much importance, the defrauding of 
the dairyman out of his market for the butter that the great ma- 
jority of people desire. These dairymen are imposed upon by 
those who substitute oleomargarine and charge butter price: 

Now the question is, Which side has the best claim to protec- 
tion, the man who appeals for colored oleomargarine_to be per- 
mitted to go upon the market in guise of butter in order that he 
may not be compelled to color it for himself, or the classes which 
appeal for prote ction from fraud, deceit, and injury and probabk 
demoralization of their business? In weighing the evidence your 
committee has twice come to the conclusion that inasmuch as the 
only demand for the color in oleomargarine is a matter of very 
small convenience to its limited number of conscious consumers, 
and that it is the color and the color alone which makes the 
fraud possible in the open market and at hotels and restaurants, 
the tax of 10 cents per pound is defensible upon the ground that it 
is a tax which would strike at fraud and would not come out of 
the consumer, but, if p: uid, would be paid by the one who should 
pay it—the man who makes the compound in such a manner that 
it is used to defraud the public. 

Oleomargarine has no competitor. Its field is as wide as the 
universe. Let it take off its mask and say, ‘‘ Here am I, whit yas 
the first flake of snow, pure as a freshly plucked orange, whole- 
some, digestible, without artifice, purged of all deceit,’’ and ther 
will be no trouble, Mr. President, about a market for it. With 
such a label upon it people will be convinced that it is an article 
full of merit, and the demand for such an article will be unlimited 
and world-wide. 

Mr. MONEY. Iask theconsent of the Senate to withdraw the 
substitute offered in the minority report and to insert in its place 
the one which I now send to the desk. 

I wish to say that the substitute in the minority report was not 
intended to be there and was placed there inadvertently. In the 
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would deprive three-fourths of the pi 
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in the butter they eat. This universal practice of dealers in col- 
oring their butter has led the mass of the people to believe that 
the natural color of butter is yellow. They do not know that the 
practice of coloring was inaugurated to conceal the unwholesome 
appearance of microbe butter. 

Afterwards the discovery was made that butter could be pro- 
duced quite as palatable and equally nutritious as the best butter 
made from cow’s milk, but it could not be made yellow any more 
than the ordinary butter in the market without resorting to the 
loring used by the butter dealers at large. 

It is not butter. 
I know it is not butter from a dirty farm 


same process of cx 
ir. SPt - INER. 


Mr. STEW TART. 


a 


stable. 

Mr. a MONER. It is not cow’s butter. 

Mr. STEWART. It is not unclean, unwholesome, microbe 
yutter. It will n ison childrez It would not shock the con- 
butter. It will not poison children. It would not shock the con 





sumers to know its ingredients, as they would certainly be shocked | 


if they witnessed the process of producing butter at a large por- 
tion of the dairies of this country. If the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin will visit some of the dairies ‘ths it produce butter, he will have 
a strong stomach if he does not desist from the use of milk and 
butter for a time atleast. The cry is for the protection of microbe 
butter, which may kill, and often does, against a perfectly clean 
althful product. In many respects oleomars garine is better 
for use than any cow’s butter. The millions of miners, manu- 

turers, and mechanics ievesehon’ the country can not use to 

i 





an iderable extent cow’s butte They can not afford to 
ki igerators and buy ice to keep butter cool, and must 
the1 ispense with the use of cow’s butter during warm 
wea Such butter melts down and becomes unfit for use in a 
few hours unless preserved with ice. This fact accounts for the 


preference of the great mass of laboring men for oleomargarine 
butter, which will not become rancid or melt down in warm 
weather. 


But the advocates of microbe butter say that we wiil only tax | 


you one-fourth of 1 cent a pound on your oleomargarine butter if 
you will allow us to have a monopoly of coloring our butter, 

which could not be sold for any purpose in its natural color. 

There is no doubt that the c loring of cow butter is a wrong, be- 

cause the deception enables the dealer to sell poison under the 
trade-mark of clean butter. Why should butter dealers complain 
that the coloring they use to sell clean as well as unclean butter 
should be adopted by oleomargarine vendors to sell an article 
the cleanliness and wholesomeness of which has not been ques- 
tioned? 

The princ iple at the bottom of the bill is wrong. There is no 
justification or excuse for the venders of colored cow butter, 
which may or may not be wholesome, to protest against the sale 
of oleomargarine butter which is admitted to be wholesome. 
Why should the millions of laboring men be deprived of buying a 
cheap and healthful product to allow butter dealers to sell with- 
out restraint a dearer product in much of which lurks deadly 


poisons? 
“overy of oleomarg 


L 


The dis rarine butter was most beneficent. 
It provided for the poor a product that could be kept without 
large expenditures for ice, containing no poison, at a price which 
the laboring masses could pay. If the butter dealers will allow 
this bill to be amended so that no coloring matter shall be used 
for either cow butter or oleomargarine and apply the t 
and punishment to the sale of cow and microbe butter as well as 
to oleomargarine, the community might have some protection 
against the unclean methods of butter dealers. 

If the policy to tax one industry for the benefit of another is to 
prevail, why not tax the growers of oats for the benefit of the 
farmers who raise barley and corn? And the growers of cotton 
for the benefit of the growers of wool? There is hardly a fabric 
in ordinary use which does not contain some material which it 
does not profess.to contain. 

[It is not the business of government to legislate ag 
which do not exist or to destroy legitimate industries. 
is done the community by the sale of oleomargarine, 
a healthful and nutritious article of food. 

[ do not propose to elaborate this matter. 


ainst wrongs 
No wrong 
because it is 


The fact that this 


taxation | 


legislation is aimed against a clean, wholesome, good product in | 


favor of a product which may or may not be clean condemns it. 
Coloring matter is used by the manufacturers.of oleomargarine 
to pander to a taste for yellow butter created by the de alers in 
cow butter, to sell unw hole ssome butter and deceive the commu- 
nity. & Strip all butter of coloring and the price of oleomargarine 
will be ] higher on its merits than the average price of cow butter. 
The producers of cow butter and microbe butter are carrying this 
war against a legitimate industry too far. The time may come 

n unclean dairy products carrying deadly poisons will be ex- 
cheiied from the markets. 

President 


Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. .I would not venture to ask 





for many years in the other House of Congress I had some mod- 
est connection with the legislation which had for its object the 
prevention of the adulteration of cheese and flour and other agri- 
cultural products; and while the subject is rather a lowly one 
from some standpoints, it has nevertheless become, in my humble 
judgment, one of the pressing and important questions with 
which we have to deal. 

I was very much interested in the discourse delivered here yes- 
terday by the honorable Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Money], 
and I regret that in stating the object of this measure he failed 
altogether to get the standp int of those who have felt an interest 
in the passage of this bill. His idea seemed to be that the object 
of this measure is to suppress the legitimate industry of manu- 
facturing oleomargarine, whereas in truth the objectof this meas- 
ure and the only object which it has is so to amend the oleomar- 


| garine act of 1886 as to more effectually prevent the imposition 


which has been practiced upon the community in the manufacture 
and sale of imitation dairy products. 

That statute levied a tax of 2 cents a pound on oleomargarine 
and provided means for identifying the article in the market place. 
It was thought at the time to be adequate for that purpose, and 
would have been in all probability if its promoters had not delib- 
erately chosen for their industry a career of lawlessness and false 
pretenses. At that time the annual production of oleomargarine 
was comparatively small, and few people could be found to eat it 
if they knewit, but since then the elie of factories has greatly 
increased, the chemical processes of its manufacture have been 
vastly improved, and the annual output multiplied beyond a hun- 
dred million pounds. 

If those ae have invested their money in the business had 
chosen to deal in good faith with the community, observing the 
act of Congress and the laws of the States in which three-fourths 
of our population live, no additional legislation would have been 
necessary. But year after year this business has played into the 
hands of men who have nullified the act of Congress in every par- 
ticular save only the payment of the tax, and have trampled under 
foot the local enactments of 32 States in the Union; all for the 
purpose of selling its product to those who are unable to distin- 
guish it from butter. 

The result of this is that the business has become fraudulent 
through and through, and unless its promoters are willing to 
cooperate with the lawmaking power, State and Federal, in the 
effort to lift it above the general reputation of a cheat at common 
law, the time will come, however many millions are invested in 
it, when it will be unfit for the countenance of any honest man. 

Before I go any further I will point out what this bill proposes 
todo. The first section subjects original packages of all imita- 
tion dairy products entering any State through the channels of 


| interstate commerce to the police regulations of that State in re- 
| spect to such articles. 


This section is drawn for the purpose of 
preventing people in one State from sending these articles into 
another under conditions which exempt them from the operation 
of the laws of the State to which they are sent. 

There wasa time when most lawyers would have said that when- 
ever an article of commerce enters a State it becomes immediately 
subject to the police powers of that State, for the opinion of Chief 
Justice Taney in the license cases of 1847, notably the case of 
Pierce et al. the State of New Hampshire, reported in 5 
Howard, would appear to settle the right of any State to fix the 
status of articles of commerce brought into it from another State. 

But at the October term, 1889, that ancient landmark of our 
jurisprudence was removed by the opinion of the court in the 
case of Leisy v. Hardin, reported in 135 United States, page 100. 
Chat case arose in the State of Iowa. The legislature of Iowa, 
in its discretion, had prohibited the manufacture and sale of in- 
toxicating liquors within its borders under the usual penalties of 
seizure and condemnation. 

The firm of Leisy & Co., citizens of Dlinois, transported to 
Keokuk original packages of intoxicating liquors and undertook 
to sell them there notwithstanding the statutes of Iowa in such 
cases made and provided. They were seized by the constable of 
the township, and in an action of replevin to recover them the 
supreme court of Iowa held that they were in all respects subject 
to the laws of the State. 

The case was brought here on writ of error, and the Supreme 
Court, with a dissenting opinion by Mr. Justice Harlan, in which 
Mr. Justice Gray and Mr. Justice Brewer joined, held that the 
liquors in controv ersy being articles of interstate commerce, had 
not, when sold for the first time in their original packages, so 
commingled with the common stock of goods subject to State 
jurisdiction as to feel the weight of State laws intended to pre- 
vent the traffic in intoxicating liquors. 

This decision of the court would undoubtedly have produced 
universal confusion in every State where the law had undertaken 
to subject the liquor traflic to police regulations, whether by 


anybody to listen to me on this bill if it were not for the fact that ' license or prohibition, if Congress had not promptly acted upon a 
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suggestion of the Chief Justice, repeatedly made in the decision, 
in which its right is recognized to permit by express enactment 
the exercise by the States of the power to interfere by seizure or 
any other action with the importation or sale of goods brought in 
by foreign or nonresident importers. 

Acting upon this suggestion, the original-package law of 1890, 
applicable only to intoxicating liquors, was passed—a law since 
fully sustained by the court inre Rohrer (140 U. S.)—and the first 
section of this bill repeats verbatim the language of that law, ex- 
tending it to include the imitation dairy products with which we 
are now concerned. I regard the first section of this bill, there- 
fore, as an important step in the direction of effectually managing 
the oleomargarine question. 

It will be observed that the committee has struck out an 
amendment added by the House. We did that for two reasons. 
In the first place it is not necessary and therefore of no value, 
and in the next place it is ambiguous and therefore likely to pro- 
duce controversy. Without the amendment nobody will be con- 
strained in taking oleomargarine into States where the law per- 
mits its sale, provided the tax is paid, while with the amendment 

eft in a question of construction may arise in which the rule of 
uniformity in the levy of taxes may be invoked to invalidate the 
whole statute. 

I found great pleasure in urging the committee to leave it ou 
because I heard the advocates of oleomargarine boasting that 
they had secured an amendment in the House which, while inno- 
cent in its appearance, would operate to cripple if not to nullify 
the statute. So much for the first section. 

The second section extends the definition of the words ‘‘ mannu- 
facturer of oleomargarine’’ so as to include everybody who sells 
it for money. 
it for their own use. So the bill enables the purchaser, the poor 
workingman, who seemed to disturb the feelings of the Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. Monry] so much, to buy the article in its 
natural appearance and color it to suit himself, a thing which was 
shown to the committee to be very much more simple in the 
economy of the household than the somewhat complex process of 
salting mashed potatoes, for example. 

But the bill extends that definition so as to include boarding 
houses, dining cars, hotels, restaurants, and everybody who 
handles the article for the purpose of disposing of it to others. 

The next section of the bill may be described as the battle- 
ground of thecontroversy. It increases the tax on oleomargarine 
from 2 centsto 10 in case the article is colored in imitation of but- 
ter, and it reduces the tax from 2 cents to a quarter of a cent in 
case the article is put upon the market without an artificial color- 
ing which brings it into the similitude of butter. 

The final section of the bill is administrative—concerns only 
the relations of wholesale dealers to the Treasury Department. 

The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Monry] undertook to state 
the purpose of the bill, and I am afraid that, without intending 
it, he did so with a certain lack of that fairness which usually 
characterizes his utterances here. He said that it was the object 
of the bill to kill the oleomargarine industry. 

I will say to the Senator from Mississippi that the object of this 
bill, if I have understood it correctly, is to put a stop to an abuse 
which has long existed in the American market place—an abuse 
which has worked a very special hardship upon a great agricul- 
tural industry of the country, and in a lesser degree upon the 
whole community. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 

Mr. MONEY. I desire to state to the Senator that I did not in- 
tend to impute any dishonesty of purpose to the members of the 
committee particularly, but I quoted the men whoare here urging 
the bill and whose pockets are interested in the result, wh o de- 
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clared before the committee and are in print to the effect that they 
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beautiful and classic definition of it yesterday; a defin rition | very 

valuable in this discussion. when he » pointed out that it is derived 
from a word signifying pearl, and that it means a pearl-colored 
oil. It was the invention of a French chemist. who. in 1869. ] 
think, under the patronage of the Govérn: of Napoleon III. 
found a way to remove the fat of beef from its cellular ti by 
the action of carbonate of potash unde perature 115 
F. and then by hydraulic pressure to separat: tearin or 
a neutral residuum of oil. 

That product he churned in milk and water, and after a ‘eful 
washing it was ready for use. The process was a very simnpl 
and produced an article nutritious and in a « w] 
which could be used as a cheap substitute for but 1 \ 

| deceive anybody on account of its similarity. 

Very soon the formula fell into the | ry pel 
sons both here and in other coun tri s, who set out to pi 
article so nearly akin to butter chemically as to need onl; ew 
unscrupulous commercial arts to convert it into the most el 


It does not include those who are in possession of | 


swindle that has ever been contrived against the rulk 
dealing among men. 
The originators of it di at first perceive the actual 


bilities of the swindle, for rth e industry passed through 








development so crude, both in the materials employed and in the 
methods used, that for many years it needed the surveillance of 
the board of health rather than the attention of the legislature. 
Indeed, if a man will gothrough the debates which accompanied 
the oleomargarine act of 1886 he will see at once that 1 hief 
ground of complaint against the article was based upon tl 
ral repugnance that men everywhere feel toward articles of food 
suspicious in their appearance and doubtful in their orig 
The tax of 2 cents a pound would in all probability hav ly 
wiped out the business if the managers of it, in order to it 
life, had not taken two steps—one in the right direction, 1 the 
| other in a direction which, whatever may be the fate of t] bill, 
will leave it one day outcast and discredited everywhere in the 
United States. 
They set out by the aid of science to remove from it all elements 
deleterious to the public health; and for the purposes of this de 


puted 


not be di 


bate, though for no other purpose, the claim need 
» to produ e, and 


that the oleo factory of to-day at its best is abl 






if the hope of unnatural puoi were takenaway would uniformly 

a an article of food wl . whatever its merits as a sub- 
stitute for butter, woul lat least give rise to no questions of mere 
sanitation and hygiene. 

I do not go quite as far as my honorable friend from Wiscon- 
sin [Mr. SPOONER], who intimated yesterday that in his judg- 
ment the article is unhealthy. Ido not know whether it is o1 
not, although I am convinced that if it produc oma 

| all they are likely to be chronic in their character and such as 


| of our commerce, domes 


intended to exterminate this industry, and if this bill did aad do 


it they would come with another. That was the reason why I 
said it was the objec ‘t of the bill to extinguish the industry. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I do not desire to raise any personal question 
with my honceable friend from Mississippi, although I could not 
help being somewhat impressed with the cheerful way in which 
he stated that this bill would receive a majority of the votes cast 
in the open Senate, but would be left with only a bare dozen if 
a secret ballot could be had. 

Mr. MONEY. I want to say to the Senator that since I made 
that statement I have had assurance on the other side of the 
House that that is the case. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Ido not wish to get the Senate into sucha 
controversy as any further pursuit of that subject might involve 
I desire, however, by the kindness of your attention, to discuss 
this question both from the standpoint of the American farm and 
from the point of view of everybody who takes an interest in the 
integrity of the market place itself. 

What is oleomargarine? My friend from Mississippi gave a 


might be expected to arise from a gradual in ni urn nt of th 
human system. I heard a gentleman say the her | day—a col- 
league of mine from the Fifth Congression " di strict of low 


Representative Cousins—that he had examined the pauhie t wit 
very great care and he found only one real difference betwe 
oleomargarine and butter, and that difference a mere qui n of 
time, a question of twenty-four hours, butter having the pe 
iar property of melting in you in the same day. 








I do not know poy ther that covers the wh ol scase or not; but 
for the purposes of this argument, though for no other pr 
Tam willing to concede that oleo in its best estate is no 
subject to the suspicion which, twenty year », made i 


reputable headquarters mysterious wit g 
bage plant and the soap factory. I make this admission freely 
for the purposes of this debat i 
ther inquiry under proper guidance as to where the @ vi ible sup- 
ply of oleo oil, now known to pass annually throu 
tic and forei actual 
Unfortunately, ever ye t the manufacturers of oleom 
seem to hx — te about takin p. the into ft ir 


, reserving only the right of fur 


There is a little bo kc | aril 1s thi eof Facts about 1] 
presented with the comp! ‘in nts of Willig 1J. Moxl 
manufacturer of the g goods in Chicago. N LY 
to find in a book like that a statement of what the a le is 
made of. 

It gives the composition of butter on the authority of tl vho 
have analyzed it, but says thing about ol i 
that it contains a fraction | of acids, lea‘ i n 
upon the mind that this shortage is int 1 O1 k 


he goods more acceptable to the pe 
- ror rr > _+ } rAOa . rg . 1; ° 
however, without the means of finding « 


made of, and we can not fail to admire t] 





the oleomargarine trade has inveigled into its defense the 
industries which supply, or are said to supply, its raw m: S. 
Mr. John H. Garber, an expert special a t of the 1 th 
Census, has just finished his bulletin upon t! mars n- 
dustry, and in the course of that bulletin he gives exa 10 
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composition of the three grades of oleomargarine known to the 
trade. If you will let me, although I hate to do it, I will read 
what he says: 





Formula 1.—Cheap grade. 
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Mr. MONEY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. MONEY. I do not want to interrupt the Senator—— 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I do not object to the Senator’s interrup- 
tion. 

Mr. MONEY. Except that as long as he is on that line I beg 
to call his attention to the report made by the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue to the Secretary of the Treasury, the report for 
1900. He gives the table in full here of the ingredients of oleo- 
margarine. The Senator will find it on the eighty-eighth page of 
Mr. Springer’s argument, if he has it there. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Iam familiar with that. I read this simply 
because it appears to me that the expert examination made by the 
Director of the Census would probably be more accurate than 
the analyses of specimens by people who are not familiar with the 
business connected with the Internal-Revenue Department of the 
Government. 

Mr. MONEY. The report the Senator read, if he will pardon 
me, was made by a special employee of the Census Bureau. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Iso stated. 

Mr. MONEY. The other was made by the Internal Revenue 
inspection department. I had supposed each one of them to be 
charged with the duty of finding out exactly what it was. But 
I do not intend to interrupt the Senator to set off one table 

against the other, by any means, or to make any conflict of au- 
thority on that point; I simply direct attention to the fact that 
there is a variation. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I recognize the slight variation, but I have 
felt more security in Mr. Garber’s report, in view of his expert 
knowledge of the oleomargarine industry, than I would feel in an 
Internal Revenue report, even if the Commissioner had signed it 
himself. 

Now, what will be the effect of this bill upon this article? It 
will have no effect at all unless it induces the manufacturers in 
preparing these goods for the market to leave out the coloring 
matter, and in the highest grade to leave out that admixture of 
butter or other ingredient which by reason of its natural shade 
would be likely to dominate the appearance of the finished prod- 
uct. It gives to these manufacturers, with the tax reduced almost 
to nothing, the whole field of supplying the world with a cheap 
substitute for butter, and takes away from them only one oppor- 
tunity which they now enjoy—the opportunity of filling the chan- 
nels of a long-established trade in the United States with an un- 
limited output of bogus merchandise. 

Now, what will be the effect of this bill upon the manufacture 
of this product? Will it go on asat present? The framers of this 
bill think not, and for this reason: The addition of 8 cents a pound 
to the retail price of the goods brings it up so near the usual price 
of butter as to take away altogether the temptations of the trade 
to mislead its customers as to the character of the article; for 
after all the least tolerable feature of the oleomargarine swindle 


is its habitual assumption of the price of butter as well as its ap- | 


pearance. In fact the fraud could not exist if it did not do that. 

If a householder found himself buying creamery butter, every- 
where known to be worth 30 cents, for 15, he would instantly 
perceive that there was something the matter with the transac- 
tion, just exactly as a man would be put on his guard if he was 
offered a Perfecto cigar for a nickel. Therefore this assumption 


of price goes side by side with the oleomargarine business. The ' 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 








MAROoH 26, 





trade itself understands this perfectly, for I find here preserved 
in the hearings before the committee a circular letter by the Capi- 
tal City Dairy Company, of Columbus, Ohio, in which they dis- 
tinctly point out the importance of selling their prime butterine 


| at 25 or 30 cents, and also suggest that they have mixed packs or 


country rolls always in stock. 

This means that they are preparing for the market in the State 
of Ohio not only an imitation of the color of butter, but of the 
humble efforts of the country housewife to put it up in packages, 
noticeable on account of the limitation of her situation. They 
deliberately copy the infirmities and defects incident to her situ- 
ation, and then send peddlers, dressed as farmers, through the 
streets of the cities of Ohio selling this article as genuine butter. 

The other day I was in the city of Cleveland and I found there 
a universal turmoil going on about the discovery that everybody 
was eating oleomargarine. The courts were getting in action 
and indictments were being found, and the food commissioner of 
the State, in an interview printed in an evening newspaper, said 

‘*that most of the oleomargarine cases are cases of peddlers who 
rig themselves up as farmers’ and proceed to peddle this butter 
through the streets of that city. I have no doubt that the same 
business is going on all over the United States. I know that it is 
going on in the city of Chicago, which is the headquarters of 
this swindle in the United States. 

I have here [exhibiting] the sign of one of the leading oleo- 
margarine grocery houses in the city of Chicago, which was pre- 
sented in evidence before the Senate committee at the last session 
of Congress: ‘‘ ry our best Elgin creamery butter; five pounds 
for a dollar.’’? The gentleman who secured the sign asked for 
butter and got oleomargarine, though there was none for sale in 
there for less than 25 cents a pound. 

The other day, in order just to satisfy myself as to whether this 
business was still going on, I caused to be purchased in the city 
of Chicago, of a very famous butter dealer there, who never had 
a pound of real butter in his place, a little package of butter, and 
I have it here unopened. [Exhibiting.] Everybody in the Senate 
will remember what the provisions are of the oleomargarine law 
of 1886 as to the marketing of this product. There is a package 
of the article, and I intend to exhibit to the Senate the skill with 
which that law is nullified. 

I will unwrap that package and tell you in advance that it is 
marked in plain letters ‘‘Oleomargarine.’’ I would be willing to 
contribute something to the happiness of any Senator in this 
Chamber who will within five minutes discover the mark upon 
that package. In order to have the business well and faithfully 
attended to I will ask my friend from the State of South Carolina, 
which has the most stringent laws on this subject of any State in 
the Union, to try to find the mark ‘‘ Oleomargarine’’ which the 
law of 1886 requires to be written upon the covering of that pack- 
age hendie eee to Mr. TILLMAN]. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Do you mean this package? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Yes; the outside wrapping paper. 

Mr. TILLMAN. This is the wrapper in which the grocer gave 
it to you? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Exactly; but the law of 1886 requires this 
mark to be made upon the wrapper. It will engage any man’s 
ingenuity to discover it, although if he knows exactly how that 
business is practiced in the city of Chicago, and removes all the 
folds around the imitation butter, he might before nightfall find 
the word ‘‘ oleomargarine”’ printed in dim letters on the package. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Does the Senator leave the kage on my 
desk because he wants me to get introduced to this article? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I hope to introduce the Senator to the gen- 
uine goods before I am through. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I wish to say to the Senator that a couple of 
years ago I was in the town of Elgin, and they gave me oleomar- 
garine at the hotel table. I recognized it. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. You recognized the goods? 

Mr. TILLMAN. That is supposed to be tke leading dairy mar- 
ket in the West. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. If the Senator will remember that this re- 
tail grocer, who never had a pound of butter in his great estab- 
lishment, advertised in his windows ‘‘ New Elgin butter.”’ 

Mr. TILLMAN. Why do you not try him? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. He has been in the courts half the time in 
the last five years, but he never got in without finding at his side 
the attorneys of the oleomargarine manufacturers and their rep- 
resentatives ready to sign his bail bonds. I see by the Chicago 
newspapers of yesterday that he is in court again, along with 
about 15 or 20 other slippery gentlemen there. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 

Mr. MONEY. I fear that the Senator in his good nature has 
been imposed upon by my interruptions. 
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Mr. DOLLIVER. Not at all. 

Mr. MONEY. Since the Elgin creamery has been brought in, 
are you quite sure that the oleomargarine dealer when he adver- 
tises Elgin butter was not giving it its proper name? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I think not—— 

Mr. MONEY. I should just like to say, then—— 

Mr. DOLLIVER. As will be developed in the course of my 
remarks, I have not that supreme confidence in these manufactur- 
ers which the Senator from Mississippi manifested here on the 
floor ret: 

Mr. MONEY. I have not a bit more confidence in them than I 
have in the butter men, but I desire to say that a very high and 
responsible gentleman, and very high in the Republican party, 
told me he went to market. here to get pure butter, made a little 
scarce by this investigation. He went to the principal butter 
man in town and asked him, ‘‘ Do you sell oleomargarine?’’ He 
said, ‘‘No; Ido not; I sell butter, but Ican take you toa man 
who sells oleomargarine.’’ He asked him, ‘‘ Where do you get 
your butter?”” And he said, ‘‘I get it from the Elgin Creamery.”’ 
The gentleman happened to be the correspondent or agent here 
of the Armour Company, and he told me the Elgin Creamery was 
the biggest customer Armour had for the butterine which the 
retail dealers are selling us. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I do not want to get into a side controversy 
with the Senator from Mississippi. His remarks only indicate 
the bewildering mystery of the business with which we are deal- 
ing. I have personally gone into at least a score of stores on a 
single street in the city of Chicago and stood there as an ob- 
server while the workingmen, whom my friend from Mississippi 
was disturbed about yesterday, were asking for butter and carry- 
ing away with them, at the price of butter, a spurious article which 
they did not come there to buy. 

Of course it is too much to e t a dealer, whether in Wash- 
ington or Chicago, when he has once embarked upon piracy like 
that, to reduce any of his margins as a voluntary concession to 
the rights of anybody else. The only way to break up a nest like 
that is to reduce to a minimum the profits of the rascality, and I 
will say to my friend from re that if the 10-cent tax pro- 
posed in this bill is not sufficient to do that he will find me ready 
to vote to make it high enough to accomplish that result. 

What, then, does this bill leave for these manufacturers to do? 
It leaves them to put upon the market the article which they are 
making in its natural color. It leaves them still at liberty to 
copy the smell of butter by capturing and colonizing our microbes 
and permitting them to starve to death in an unfriendly environ- 
ment. They may simulate the taste of butter, but this bill will 
require them to give to me and to you and to everybody else at 
least one unmistakable and authentic way to find out what kind of 
a lubricant we are actually spreading upon our bread. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

a PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Then will the Senator be ready when he sees 
a white article in the market to declare that it is oleomargarine? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. That will certainly make it easier to locate. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Does not the Senator know that during eight 
months of the year you can not get yellow butter? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Like my friend, 
about butter. Out in our part of the country, where cows are fed 
on ——— food, we manage to get up a little color all the year 
round, 

se TILLMAN. Very little, however, during tne winter 
months, 

Mr. DOLLIVER. But I do not intend to waste the time of the 
Senate in taking lessons to-day on the subject of what the color 
of butter is if I can help it. 

Mr. TILLMAN, I do not want to intrude on the Senator un- 
less it is agreeable to him. * 

Mr. DOLLIVER. It is perfectly agreeable. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If white becomes the flag of oleomargarine 
and yellow becomes the flag of butter, I simply want to know 

ow you are going to keep the people from being deceived by 
white butter? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. lt is impossible to entirely avoid that diffi- 
culty; but if any misguided man should be entrapped into buy- 
ing good butter when he is looking for something in the nature 
of oleomargarine I think he is entitled neither to the Senator’s 
sympathy nor tomine. [Laughter.] 

_ Mr. TILLMAN. If, on the contrary, you get something that 
1s not good butter, but is colored in imitation of good butter, as 
oleo is said to be artificially and fraudulently colored, thus de- 
ceiving the customer, would that have the Senator’s indorsement? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Not atall. I entirely with the sug- 
gestion made here yesterday by the chairman of the committee 
in respect of all falsifications of butter. 


| 


| 
| 


Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator vote for an amendment for- 
bidding the coloring of genuine butter—good butter? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I do not think I will. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Why not? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Thereisnoreason why I should do so. Cow 
butter has been colored from time immemorial. 

Mr. TILLMAN. By what? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. By everybody who has been engaged in mak- 
ing it. At certain seasons of the year, as my friend says, it falls 
off from the natural color. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I suppose when the cow herseif can not color 
it, it is permissible to color it? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. That is permissible. That has been the 
practice for many years, and I know of nobody who has been 
wronged by it. 

Mr. President, if the operation of this bill results as we hope it 
will, instead of doing the manufacturers of oleomargarine an 
injury, as the Senator from Mississippi seems to think, in point of 
fact we would be doing them more good service than all the 
attorneys they have ever employed and all the witnesses that 
have filled the courts of 32 States with the atmosphere of its dis- 
repute; for the way in which this business is now managed, not- 
withstanding its investment of millions, has made it a defend- 
ant in the criminal courts of nearly every State in the Union. 

As the distinguished Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Hans- 
BROUGH] said a moment ago, the testimony of those who have 
spoken before the Senate committee in behalf of labor revealed 
the fact that this article has attached to itself the badge of a dis- 
grace so complete that even among the mining villages of Penn- 
sylvania it is impossible for anybody to call its name ina store 
without running the risk of social ostracism and reproach, 

Not even the modern liquor traffic at the point of its worst deg- 
radation has ever lived in such a storm of indictments and mo- 
tions for a new trial. This article, so far as its manufacture and 
sale are concerned, has been put under the ban of the law in nearly 
every State in the Union; and yet the business out of its unjust 
profits has gone steadily forward, executing the most far-reaching 
conspiracy that we have ever known in the United States against 
the administration of justice. 

The law’s delays in thousands of cases pending all over the 
United States; organized relays of hired attorneys carrying their 
thumb-worn briefs from one court-house to another, leaving be- 
hind them the trail of appeal bonds and assignments of error; jury 
fixers in all the stages of moral decay; professional witnesses 
graduated in the arts of perjury—these, and such as these, are 
the influences with which the food commissioners of 82 States in 
the Union have for years been waging an almost hopeless conflict. 

They have come before the committee of the Senate charged 
with this business, and as they have told us—faithful officers of the 
law, as they are—their story of this unequal warfare, ! have not 
permitted myself to doubt that if the managers of these mis- 
guided commercial enterprises are looking for a fight toa finish 
with the American farm, they will be accommodated by the allied 
agricultural industries of the United States. 

But my friend from Mississippi says, Why do you emphasize 
the wrong of the manufacturers when the fraud belongs alto- 
gether to the grocery trade? Why do you, on account of this un- 
seemly carnival of petit larceny in the retail stores, want to dis- 


I ought to know something | turb the happiness of the noble band of men who are engaged in 


this industry and who are turning out upon the tender mercies 
of a very cold world these 100,000,000 pounds of wholesome and 
nutritious food product? 

I wish I could take the view that my friend from Mississippi 
takes. I wish I could acquit these manufacturers of the misde- 
meanors which are now being committed in their name; but the 
evidence in this case prevents me from doing that, because I find 
that these reputable gentlemen, standing a little in the back- 
ground, are even now guiding the course of this traffic, are offer- 
ing their counsel and their money and their help to everybody 
who gets into the pitfalls of the retail oleomargarine trade, and 
are following to-day with vigilant attention the covert and devious 
passage of this article throughout the whole market place. 

What is the evidence of that? Fortunately the evidence is 
clearly upon record. If you will open the little volume contain- 
ing the hearings, you will find stated in the circular of the trade 
itself the origin of these retail frauds. It may be said that the 
whole scheme of committing the color fraud has been perfected 
under the direct guidance and supervision of these reputable 
manufacturers for whom my friend was so eloquently speaking 
only yesterday; and in order to show that I will read this circu- 
lar, dated Chicago, April 5, 1899, and signed by a leading manu- 
facturer of these goods there. 


NOTICE TO THE TRADE. 


Inclosed find a color card, which is as near the color of our butterine as 
the printer's art can represent. Our aim is sending you this card is to aid 
you in selecting the proper color suitable to your trade. 
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Not a palatable color that would be cheerful to the eye, as my 
friend said, but “‘ the proper color suitable to your trade.”’ 

Mistakes are easily made, but hard te remedy. 

There is a profound truth. 

In nearly every section of the country there isa difference im the color of 
butter, and even in certain seasons of the year there is a change— 

These people seem to be onto this, if the Senator from South 
Carolina will take note of this language— 

In certain seasons of the year there is a change, as you will have noticed. 
In winter butter is of a lighter color than in summer. In many sections this 
is result of the difference in feed or pasture. 

This man seems to be familiar with that aspect of suburban life. 
He continues: 

We can give you just what yon want at all seasons if we know your re- 
quirements. Asan example, No. 1 has no coloring matter; No. 2 hasa little 
coloring, and so on to No. 8, which is the hest colored goods we turn out. 
Preserve this card, order the color you want by number, and we will send 
you just what you want. 

It is in vain for these reputable manufaeturers to cry out that 
they are being persecuted simply because they put upon their 
product a palatable and cheerful color. If that is so, what does it 
imean when these trade circulars go out advising and exhorting 
their customers to watch the changing color of butter in particu- 
lar markets and at particular seasons of the year? 

But my friend from Mississippi says they have the same right 
to color their oleomargarine the butter manufacturer 
to color butter. Idenyit. They are without the legal author- 
ity to do it in 32 States of the Union, and they are without the 
moral right to do it amywhere in the United States. Why? Be- 
cause the coloring of butter, whether the practice be good or bad, 
misleads nobody, wrengs nobody, injures nobody; whatever its 
color, it is still butter and nothing else. maker of it in add- 
ing a harmless vegetable dye to his product at those seasons of 
the year when the natural color of butter differs from the bright 
yellow produced by green pastures, modifies, in a way of which 
nobody can complain, the of the article, without in 


~~ way disturbing the — of anybody else. 

hope to see the color fashion of butter soc as to no 
longer require a resort to this cheap device; but if good day 
should ever come the literature ef the margarine business 


contains ample evidence that its promoters, as the Senator from 
Mississippi candidly admitted yesterday, would follow such a 
change with a skill so perfect as to perpetuate the scheme which 
they have been working ior twenty years. The thing I protest 
against is not the coloring of oleomargarine, but the selling of it | 
in the market under the false pretense that it is butter, and this | 
bill strikes the color only because it is the instrument of that | 
crime. ~ 

I have not come here as an adviser of these 27 oleo ine | 
factories scattered here and there over the United States, but I | 
will say to them—and I wish my voice could reach the ear of 
some worthy end honest man connected with the business, which 
has in it to-day an imvestment of more than $3,000,000—if my 
voice could reach the men engaged im this business, I would say 
io them that I am a better friend to them than those in Congress 
or out who would counsel them to go on trying to perpetuate the 
license which they are now enjoying to prey upon the entire 
community. 

Already the demand for oleomargarine in its natural color is 
seen in the markets of the United States, and it has long been seen 
in Denmark, in France, in Holland, and in Italy, and it needs, in 
my judgment, only the encouragement of a moderate integrity— | 
only a moderate integrity—to increase to the proportions at least 
of a decent commerce. 

There must be something fatally wrong about an investment 
that spends more of its time dodging police than it does in the 
other departments of the business, and I for ome hope the time | 
is come when we shall have in the United Statesa state of things | 
such as exists in Denmark to-day. If that time should come, it 
would at least make this business respectable, whether it re- | 
mained profitable or not. 

I do not therefore agree with those who think that the enact- 
ment of this law will disturb for any length of time the manufac- | 
ture of a suitable substitute for butter, made in its own likeness 
and presented to the public on its own merits in a legitimate way. 
It is om account of this belief that I have listened without alarm 
to the representations that have been made before the Committee | 
on Agriculture of both Houses of Co: in behalf of great in- | 
terests which are said to be threate by this measure. 

If it operated to entirely extinguish the oleomargarine business 
by shutting up these factories, | would not even then have very 
much fear on account of any damage to i agriculture; | 
for those who have given the profoundest thought to the problems 
of the farm are united in the opinion that the dairy stands for 
more in all sections of the United States than all the interests that 
contribute to the cleomargarine trade added together. 





| on the theory that this bi 


In the last session of Congress the Secretary of Agriculture a: 
before the Senate committee at request. iene 
paragement of others to that he stands to-day unap- 


proached in his own country unrivaled in other country 
of the world as a student of the questions with which the farm 


has to deal. And not the least of his qualifications for the great 
work which he isnow is his talent for surrounding himself 
with men who, like Major 


Dairy md A, have become inde 
workers and constant contributors to the sum of the allied sciences 
to which they have devoted their lives. 

No man can doubt his devotion to the interest of the American 
farmer, whether on the scattered quarter sections of the Missis- 
sippi Valley, or in the region where cotton was king 
re frontiers where the cowboys, watching over their herds, 
take their first lessons in the curric of the strennous life. 

While Secretary Wilson was making his statement to the com- 
mittee on the occasion to which I have referred, a telegram was 
handed to me from a dealer in my own State —_—o this bill 
was likely to very greatly damage the value of f cattle. I 
took occasion to read the telegram to the Secretary in order to 
get his opinion about it, and without hesitation he answered in 
these words: 

He does not know what he is talking about, that same cattleman. 

He showed that the total amount of beef fat used in making 
oleomargarine is, in the nature of the case, so insignificant as to 
find no expression in the market price of cattle. 

But under his brief statement was a suggestion still more im- 
pees than that, for he pointed out that the days of the range 

erd are numbered, as the Senator from Mississippi himself ad- 
mits, and that the very life of that business even now depends 
upon the individual homestead, with its bona fide settlers, and the 
creamery near at hand. 

I can not help admiring the suecess of the oleomargarine in- 
dustry in putting itself into rship with the Stock Growers’ 
Association, and I can easily understand the satisfaction with 
which one of its chief spokesmen, in a letter which I have had an 
opportunity of seeing, con the contributors to the oleo- 
margarine campaign fund that in securing the services of the 
attorney of the Stock Growers’ Association t had acquired a 
standing here which an undisguised oleo could never 
have secured. 

I claim not only the right to speak, but I exercise an official 
duty in speaking for the live-stock industry of a State that is first 
in swine, first in beef cattle, and first in the production of milch 
cows. Our people ean not be shut out of a first-class live-stock 
association or any other well-regulated institution. [Laughter.]} 

Mr. TILLMAN. They raise a pretty good crop of politicians 
out there. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Maybe thatisso. There is a little pork fat 
which in the form of neutral oil is used in making oleomargarine, 
and nearly everybody in Iowa is raising pigs, but nobody wamts 
to sell them for butter, so far as I have ever heard. Some fat of 
beef is used, and nearly everybody im Iowa is raising steers, mag- 
nificent epee) tracing their ancestry through the herd books 
of the Old World, but you never meet anybody there who wants 
to sell them for butter. 

With hogs so eorpulent that we have to put casters under them 
to move them around the feed yard [laughter] and shorthorns 
that balance the weight of a ton on scales at , | have 
heard from only one man whoap to think that the live-stock 
industry has anything to gain by crippling the butter trade of 
the United States; for that whole ee learned 
from the counsel of James Wilson that at the threshold of all 
agricultural prosperity stands the cow with her calf 


vord and his young assistant in the 
pendent, 


permanent 
by her side. 

More grotesque even is the effort of the oleom: parti- 
sans to enlist in their omnes the cotton belt of the United States 
ill, by wie out oleomargarine, cuts off 


an important cotton-seed market. t is an argument put forth 


| with only the dimmest comprehensions of the facts. Little or no 


cotton-seed oil is used in the manufacture of oleomargarine and 
none at all except in the cheapest grade. There are several rea- 
sons for this. In the first place, no possible refinement of cotton- 
seed oil takes away from it entirely its characteristic taste. I do 
not say that the taste is unpleasant or disagreeable, only that it 
is peculiar,and no article desiring to enjoy the undisturbed ex- 
perience of butter in the market can afford to carry with it the 
taste of cotton-seed oil. 

Besides that, cotton-seed oil resumes its liqrid state within the 
temperature which butter is called on to endure. Therefore any 
considerable admixture of it softens the product, not indeed past 
the point of use, but past the point of keeping up the appearance 
of butter. For these two reasons incidentally 
Census bulletin to which‘l have before referred, 
of cotton-seed oil in this product has 
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in the cheapest grades; and the only possible way to reinstate it 
in the chemical formula of oleomargarine is to back the 
business to its legitimate channels, since in its masquerade as 
butter it is compelled, in order to k its disguise on straight 
to part company with cotton-seed oil even in its most refined 


forms. 

But if it were true as some have claimed that the oleomargarine 
factories have opened a great and eee for this product, 
there are two far-reaching reasons w ought to disassociate 
the cotton fields from this lawless invasion of the rights of the 
American dairyman. The cotton belt gets more money by the 
sale of cotton-seed meal to butter-producing States than it does 
from the sale of cotton-seed oil to the oleomargarine factories, 
many times over, so that, from the purely business point of view, it 
has an interest far more distinct in the prosperity of the dairy farm 
than in the scandalous programme of its enemies. If our friends 
of the South want to get the riches of cotton seed into butter why 
not put itin by feeding the animal, because she has within the only 
chemistry that can assimilate that product. 

Beside that, as Secretary Wilson stated before the committee 
out of the abundance of his wisdom and his undoubted will 
toward the South, the redemption of its worn-out fields must 
come from the widest variation in their tillage, combined with 
such specialties in production as have made the modern creamery 
a universal and un sign of thrift and wealth. 

There are almost unnumbered reasons why the State of Missis- 
sippi, for example, distinguished on this floor by the public serv- 
ices of my friend and co on the committee, should have as 
much interest in the dairy as the State of Vermont, in which our 
honored chairman pursues the quiet tasks that belong to country 
life. I venture to t that within twenty years States of 
the Middle South will be the center of the butter-making industry 
of America, and that the children of its present representatives 
will be laughing at the folly of their fathers, who for the sake of 
selling a few gallons of cotton-seed oil are lending the influence 
of their honored names to the most destructive fraud ever devised 
against American agriculture. 

Mr. BATE. I to say to the Senator from Iowa that we are 
moved by a principle in this matter and not that we may make 
a few dollars by the sale of cotton-seed oil. I am so e@ Sen- 
ator has made such a reflection. I can not believe means 


it-— 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I make noreflection. On the contrary, it is 
inspiring to know that the representatives of any section of the 
country for the sake of principle are willing to sacrifice so much. 

I have so far spoken mainly of the rights of the e at large 
to be defended against the adulteration and falsification of their 
food. If this is not the most important de the oleomar 
rine question, it is at least the aspect which invites the attention 
of the most people, for it can not be denied that we live in a time 
when greed and avarice have filled the world with a thousand 
plausible inventions intended to deceive and rob the unfortunate 
and the unwary. 

Neither the cloth that we wear nor the food we eat has 
escaped the strategy of the counterfeiter. Wherever we go and 
whatever we buy, we are not for a moment free from the uneasy 
feeling that we are likely to be entra’ and fleeced on every 
hand. And if this measure, deali the most conspicuous 
swindle of them all, shall operate to deliver our market place from 
this notorious offense a sound morality, it will be a notable 
step in fulfillment of the law of self-protection, which in nearly 
every countey enna our own has become part of the general code 
of A hoy life. 

ven those who like to eat oleomargarine have a right to know 
what they are eating, and those who are just able to stand it 
when they can not afford oars else are entitled to have it 
served in such a war that the price of it and the looks of it 
will put them on their as to its actual character. A free 
people ought not to be asked to surrender the right to know what 
nd of a dose is being administered to them. The American 
people have done nothing to deserve such a fate. 

In the course of his joint debate with Job, Zophar, the com- 
forter, undertakes to show the state and final portion of the 
wicked, Curse after curse he utters as he tries to reach an ade- 
quate statement of their misfortunes. ‘‘ He shall suck the poison 
of asps, and the vipers’ tongues shall slay him.”’ But that is not 
all; the climax of sa aes not yet reached, It is no 
sudden retribution; no swift judgment from the skies. He has- 
tens to present it to the imagination of the afflicted patriarch. 

He shall not see the rivers, the floods, the brooks of and 
butter." Not even the brooks. A pictorial way, , of 
saying that the worst thing that can ha to a man is to be 
sentenced to eat glucose and oleomar, all the days of his 


life ul : 
M has been said in the course of this controversy—and just 
now reiterated by tho honorable Senator from . 


STEwaRtT}]—intended to disparage the butter trade by pointing 
out the conditions of sa and filth which are said to sur- 
round farm life in the United States and which result in making 
butter an undesirable and even dangerous article of diet. Ido 
not recognize the necessity of defending the home life of the 
American farm against these contemptuous comments. They 
have no application to the one butter-producing communities 
of the United States, and I do not believe that they describe con- 
ditions existing, certainly not above the line of abject poverty, 
even in the most remote backwood neighborhoods. 

And I have not been able to listen to those sneering descriptions 
of dirt and destitution surrounding the old-fashioned family churn 
without going back in my own memory to the cellar doorway of 
an humble farmhouse yonder among the mountains of West Vir- 

inia, where, in the shadow of climbing roses, with a spring of 
iving water at hand, colder than ice and clearer than crystal, I 
took my turn in counting the strokes which at length brought 
forth the yellow luxury, which waited only the sleight of patient 
fingers to transform it into a work of art and beauty. 

‘Surely the churning of milk bringeth forth butter,’’ said the 
royal sage of Israel, ages ago. I do not believe that any butter 
brought forth by the methods mentioned in the Scriptures ever 
did the world any serious harm. The market has an unerring 
way of measuring its value by its quality and condition, so that 
the incentive is always present to correct its faults by care and 
labor. It always has been true, and is still true, that those who 
make bad butter eat the most of it themselves, and therefore the 
general market never has had and does not now have anything 
more than a sympathetic interest in the subject. 

I am aware that in recent years means have been invented to 
renovate grades of homemade butter not before available. But 
whatever may be said against the sale of renovated butter, one 
thing must not be overlooked—it is butter. Surely the churning 
of milk has brought it forth. I do not believe that it appears in 
the butter market under any subterfuges of the e. It is 
bought for cooking and for other immediate uses. It does not 
bear the price of butter of the first quality, and no merchant with 
a fixed aleeoet business seeks to deceive his customers in its sale. 

It reveals its character to the senses, and if its taste does not 
betray it the first day its smell will the next. It can not hide 
itself. Therefore it stands upon the counters on the butter mar- 
ket in its true character and at its true price. Some people like 
it, others tolerate it, while others reject it altogether. In some 
tropical markets it finds great favor, being consumed in a melted 
form like the goat butter of the ancients, of which Pliny says in 
the twenty-eighth book of his natural histéry, ‘‘ The more rank it 
is in smell the more highly it is esteemed.”’ 

The mere reworking of butter to cleanse and solidify it and to 
give it uniformity of color and specific gravity can arouse no rea- 
sonable complaint. But if it is true, as the evidence appears to 
show, that in recent years the butter market has been invaded by 
goods heretofore unmerchantable, collected into factories and 

d by questionable chemical in order to remove 
the evidences of decay, there can be no objection to putting such 
a business under the same superyision with which we propose to 
surround the sale of oleomargarine. 

The House of tatives, in the bill before us, made an 
effort in that direction. That amendment your committee struck 
out, not for the want of sympathy with the pu in view, but be- 
cause the House amendment contained no definition of renovated 
butter and provided no effective machinery for approaching the 
subject; and at the proper time it is the spon of your commit- 
tee to offer an amendment more completely covering that subject. 
I assent to this, not because I believe it involves in any appreciable 
degree the rights of the public, except in so far as sound com- 
mercial policy ought to encourage thrift and enterprise, leaving 
goods hopelessly unmarketable without profitable access to the 
channels of the trade. 

My friend from Mississippi seemed to find it against this bill 
because it is intended y to help the farmer. I do not mind 
confessing to my honorable friend that I, for one, do not regard it 
as necessary to conceal the fact that the American farmer has 
probably more interest in the suppression of these abuses than 
anybody else. 

A country like ours, which not only feeds itself but stands 
ready to answer calls for bread and meat and all other food from 
every part of the world, does not need to apologize for a vigilant 
national policy guarding the welfare of the farming population. 
Whatever intrudes upon the privileges of the farm, disturbing its 
business, limiting its opportunities, and wasting its ancient estate, 
is a proper subject for notice even in the Senate of the United 


States. 

. e in this country living upon farms, 
aay ales their homes, bringing up their fan.ilies, going 
about their daily business in the midst of the surroundings which 

descri Lose by the Senator from Nevada as a miserable 
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landscape of squalor and disease. They are not alone in their 
miseries, because they have sent out the best vigor of their blood 
into every center of American energy to win the prizes of the 
great professions, to master the problems of national life, to con- 
quer the mysteries of the arts and sciences, and to win the laurels 
of all great achievements. 

Not very long ago the late President of the United States crossed 
the State of Iowa with a distinguished party on a train which 
carried him into the Northwest, where he went to receive the 
returning volunteer regiments of the Philippine army. There 
were present with him in the car all the members of his Cabinet, 
the governors of several great States, and nearly a score of Sena- 
tors and Representatives, all of them famous and honored in the 
public life of these times. 

As they were all sitting one morning in the smoking car, just 
after an early breakfast, everybody noticed the President laugh- 
ing benevolently to himself as he watched the antics of two boys 
who appeared to be warming their feet by the roadside in a place, 
a sort of oasis in the desert of frost, where an “ld cow had been 
lying down all night; and turning to his company, the President 
said, ‘‘Gentlemen, do you know that one of the most delightful 
recollections of my boyhood is the solid comfort of the experience 
that those boys are now having, warming frost-bitten feet in the 
place where cows had been lying down?’’ 

Turning to his company, he said: “‘ I wonder how many of you 
here have had thesame experience.’”’ One after another the mem- 
bers of his Cabinet gave in their experience. My honored col- 
league, the senior Senator from Iowa, was present upon the occasion 
and heard every member of the Cabinet bear the same witness, 
beginning with John Hay, who did his foot warming y in Ohio 
and partly on the prairies of Illinois, and ending with James Wil- 
son, ** Tama Jim,”’ as we affectionately call the Secretary of Agri- 
culture out in Iowa, who did his on the heather in Scotland. 
Everyone gave the same testimony, and one after another all the 
governors and the Senators and Representatives of great States 
followed, every one of them bearing the same witness, a manl 
testimony to the recollection of the luxuries of their own boyhood. 

I heard a man say the other day that he was surprised that a 
few milk dealers could get the attention of the Co of the 
United States, as they evidently have had it on the oleomarga- 
rine question. He seemed to think they did not amount to any- 
thing. He made one mistake in his calculations. He did not 
count the reserve corps, for when the old homestead calls for 
volunteers in its defense, millions of men and women are ready 
to answer the call as they go back again to the far-off happy days 
when, after sundown, boys and girls together, with laughter and 
with song, they followed the procession through a tarnesd 
gate as the cows came home. And so gentlemen need not be sur- 
prised that an attack like this, carried on for twenty years against 
American agriculture, has excited a little attention even here in 
the Senate of the United States. 

Mr. President, the American farm, whatever my friend from 
Nevada may say, whatever the learned Senator from Mississippi 
may say or think, asks no advantage over its competitors if you 
will give ita market place that is on the square. We have no 
fear of competition that is straight. We do not believe that the 
natural fruits of the earth’s bounty are ever going to be cast 
away to make room for the secrets of the laboratory or the patent 
rights of the chemist. 

We have no anxiety—none at all—for fear the simple bill of fare 
which Abraham and Sarah set before angels from heaven at the 
very dawn of history as they held a picnic together under a 
friendly tree will ever lose its place in the menu of civilized man. 
[Laughter.] We have no fear of that. But if Ihave interpreted 
the resolution of the farmers of the United States correctly, very 
interesting events are in progress. 

The Senator from Nevada complains that they are counterfeit- 
ing one thing. Other gentlemen complain that they are coun- 
terfeiting another. I serve notice on the whole race of counter- 
feiters that the day of reckoning with public opinion in the 
United States is at hand. 

It used to be thought that the cow jumped over the moon. 
That was not true. It used to be said that the dish had run away 
with the spoon. That was a harmless fiction of the nursery; but 
if the little dog will keep his eyes open he will see some interest- 
ing exercises yet [laughter], for if I have interpreted aright the 
purpose and the resolution of the American farmers, they do not 
intend to permanently allow a horde of sneak thieves to follow 
them through the streets of cities, here and abroad, forging their 
trade-mark, purloining their profits, and degrading their mer- 
chandise in markets where it has been respected through un- 
counted centuries. 

The American farmer does not come here to beg anything. 
He makes a plea here directly to the sense of fairness and of jus- 
tice, never absent from the American character. He prays for 
nothing. He pleads nothing. He does not ask to give 


him anything. His appeal here is a petition of right; and repre- 
senting 2,000,000 of them, now hopefully going about their spring 
work, sorting their seed corn between the great rivers which 
throw the arms of their loving kindness about the Common- 
wealth of Iowa, I desire to thank you for the patience and atten- 
tion with which you have listened to the inadequate statement 


which I have made of their case in equity against the oleomar- 
garine fraud. HE ge in the galleries. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the first amendment reported by the committee. 

Mr. LODGE. I should like to ask what the amendment is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
amendment. 

The SecretTaRy. On page 2, beginning in line 10, it is pro- 
posed to strike out the proviso, as follows: 

Provided, That nothing in this act shall be construed to forbid any State to 
permit the manufacture or sale of oleomargarine in any manner consistent 
with the laws of said State, provided that it is manufactured and sold entirely 
within the State. 

Mr. PROCTOR. As I suggested on Monday, I think it would 
be better to leave these amendments until the time that may be 
fixed upon for a final vote arrives. I am not aware that there is 
enyboky ‘wtahian to go on this afternoon. If there is, I shall be 
glad to have him doso. There is plenty of time. If there is no 
one who wishes to go on, I suppose it is an indication that there 
is very little more to be said, and I would suggest that it would 
be well to fix a time for taking a vote on the bill. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I desire to offer an amendment in the na- 
ture of a substitute for the pending bill. I ask to have it read 
and printed, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas offers 
an amendment in the nature of a substitute, which he asks to have 
read and printed. It will be read if there be no objection, 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Amendment, in the nature of a substitute, intended to be by Mr. 
H. R. 9206, entitled “An act to make oleomargarine and other 

ucts subject to the lawsof any State,”’ etc.,as reported 
Senate ttee on tureand Forestry, with amendments. 
Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following: 


“ That sections 8 and 6 of an act entitled “An act d butter, also 1m- 

a tax upon an the manufacture, sale, importation, and 

exportation of e,” approved August 2, 1886, be amended so as to 
read as follows: 


. 8. That special tax on the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine 

ont pees Oe = 
“* Man of oleomargarine shall $600perannum. Ev rson 
who man oleomargarine for oale shall bo deemed a eaaulicarer 


thereof. 
“Wholesale dealers in oleomargarine shall pay $480 per annum. Every 
arson who sells or offers for sale Secunesatine n quantities ter than 
0 pounds ata shall be deemed a wholesale dealer therein; but a manu- 
facturer of oleomargarine who has given the required bond and paid the re- 
i rine of his own production only 
to which the tax- 


sales. 
‘** Retail dealers in oleomargarine shall $48 perannum. Every on 
n 10 


who sells or offers for sale ees uantities not greater 
unds at a time shall be asa retait dealer therin. And sections 


wens ‘cor posed: ti any ufactu 

sons u whom are n case man rer 
of cee commences business op mg to the 30th day of June in 
any Fone, Se ee, ee ae SS eee the Ist day of July in that 


ear, an 
Ai. EC. 6. That - - ee be put up by the manufacturer for 
sale in packages of 1 and 2 pounds, respectively, and in no other or larger or 
smaller kage; and be every print, brick, roll, or lump of ol - 
rine, before so pu oo orremoval from the A 
be impressed b e man r the word ‘Oleomargarine’ in sunken let- 
ters, the size of which shall be ae hy veqmiataces maete 9 et Ooms. 
missioner of Internal Revenue and a ved by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury; that eve Spa print, brick, roll or aa % ————— fn oe 
28 Wrap pa wrapper © word ‘ ne’ on 
the aplde thereof in distinct letters, and said wrapper mail also bear the 
name of the manufacturer, and shall then be put up angly by the manufac- 
turer thereof in such wooden or paper or in such wrappers and 
marked, stam and branded e word ‘Oleomargarine’ printed 
thereon in distinct letters, and in such manner as the Commissioner of Inter- 
nal Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary of the : pre- 
— and the a pote “pipet gm stamp shall be affixed so as to surround me 
outer wra of each 1 an pound kage: Provided, That any number 
of such o: stamped pockages may 1 be put up by the manufacturer in 
crates or boxes, on the outside of which shall be marked the word ‘ Oleomar- 
ee with such other marks and brands as the Commissioner of Internal 
ovens shall, by regulations approved by the of the Treasury, 
presc . 

“ Retail dealers in oleo rine shall sell only the kage to 
which the tax-paid cttuup ts ol affixed, and shall sell oe the ori inal 
conte - boxes in which they receive the pound or 2-pound prints, bricks, 
rolls, or lumps. 

a Every person who maowtaat sells or offers for abe, of Sipe or otters 

any oleomargarine otherwise than as provi this or con- 

trary to the re ations of the Commissioner of Internal ee made 
pursuance hereof, or w. pac any package an 

law, or who shall sell or offer Yor sale, as butter. any 

oleo rine, colored or uncolored, or who falsely brands any , or 
affixes a stamp on any pockage deno a iess amount of tax that re- 

uired by law, shall be ‘or the offense not less than $100 nor more 

n and be imprisoned not less than thirty ows nor more than six 

and for the second and every subsequent offense shall be fined not 


manner contrary 


mon 
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less than $200 nor more than $1,000and be imprisoned not less than sixty days 
nor more than two years. : 

“Sec. 6a. Renovated butter is butter produced from inferior, cheap, old, 
sour, unmerchantable, or rancid butters by washing, mix with milk, 
cream, or other milk product, rechurning, recoloring, reworking, melting, 
chilling, or by any or all of such processes combined, <a any other process. 
That wpon renovated butter which shail be manufactured, made, and sold, or 
removed for consumption or use, there shall be assessed and collected a tax 
of one-fourth of 1 cent per pound, to be paid by the manufacturer or maker 
thereof, and any fractiona rt of a pound shall be taxed asa pound. The 
tax levied by this section shall be represented by coupon stamps, and the 
provisions of oe oes governing the engraving, issue, sale, accountability, 
effacement, and destruction of stamps relating to tobacco and snuff, as far as 
applicable, are hereby made to apply to stamps provided for by this section. 

e Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and required to cause a 
rigid sanitary inspection to be made from time to time, and at such times as 
he may deem necessary, of all factories and storehouses where butter is reno- 
vated; and all butter renovated at such places shall be carefully inspected 
in the same manner and to the same extent and rome that meat products 
are now inspected. The quantity and quality of butter renovated shall be 
reported monthly. All renovated butter shall be designated as such by 
marks, brands, and labels, and the words “Renovated butter” shall be 

rinted on all packages thereof, in such manner as may be prescribed by 
he Boonen of Agriculture, and shall be sold = as renovated butter. 
oO 


Any person violating the provisionsof this section shall, on conviction thereof, 
be loomed ty of a misdemeanor, and shall be fined not less than $50 nor 
more than , and imprisoned not less than one month nor more than six 
months. 

“The Secretary of Agriculture shall make all needful sanitary and other 
rules and r tions for carrying this section into effect. And no renovated 
butter shall be shipped or transported from one State to another or to foreign 
countries unless inspected as provided in this section.” 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The substitute will be printed 
and lie on the table. BS *n3) 

Mr. LODGE. I wish to ask a question in regard to one of the 
proposed amendments to the bill. 

Mr. PROCTOR rose. : 

‘Mr. LODGE. If the Senator from Vermont desires to speak I 
will not interrupt him now. 

Mr. PROCTOR. No; I did not rise tospeak. I rose to ask for 
an agreement. 

Mr. LODGE. I will not interfere with the Senator’s request 
for an agreement. I will make my inquiry subsequently. 

Mr. PROCTOR. No one seems soni to speak this afternoon. 
I suppose that is an indication that there is very little more to be 
said on the subject. So far as those who favor the bill are con- 
cerned, we are entirely aot to vote now. The minority of the 
committee expressed themselves as ready to vote to-morrow after- 
noon, but others seem to want a longer time. I shall be glad if 
some reasonable agreement can be made about a time to vote. 
Then we should all know what to calculate upon. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, I should like very much myself 
to contribute to the pleasure of the Senator from Vermont, who 
I know has an engagement which he desires to meet and which 
will require him probably to leave for a while. But it is impos- 
sible for me to represent this side of the House in a matter of 
this sort. I find several gentlemen here desirous of speaking on 
this question, and they are not yet prepared to do so on account 
of the press of other matters which have been demanding their 
attention. I do not know that anyone is ready to go on now. I 
could take the floor myself, if necessary, but I do not particu- 
larly want to monopolize the discussion. 

The distinguished Senator from Texas [Mr. Barry] is =~ 
ing a speech, and I should be glad if he could be honed. e 
junior Senator from Alabama iMr. Pettus] desires to make a 
speech, but he is not ready to go on this afternoon, and he does 
not know that he will be prepared to go on to-morrow. 

I would suggest to the tor from Vermont that this matter 
be dropped until these gentlemen get ready to present their views 
to the Senate on this important question, and in the meanwhile 
there are other matters waiting which can be taken up, and the 
Senator can return, if he wants to leave now, and call up the 
measure when he gets back. 

I wish to repeat that personally Iam very willing to come to 
any accommodation that will suit the convenience of the Senator 
from Vermont, but I am not authorized to do so for anybody, and 
I find that objections will be made on this side. 

Mr. PR OR. This measure has been on the Calendar now 
for overa month. Of course that was equivalent to notice that 
it might come up at any time, and it has been the regular order 
of business since last Friday. On Good Friday we probably shall 
not be in session, and that will afford a leisure day for prepara- 
tion. I think it would be unwise to lay aside the measure. 
shall be glad to give a liberal, fair time for debate. Thursday 
was thought to be agreeable to the minority of the committee as 
. time for taking a vote. I would suggest the coming Satur- 

y. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President—— 

_The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Vermont 
yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Certainly. 

Mr. BAILEY. I will say to the Senator from Vermont very 
frankly that no day short of Monday will be considered upon a 
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request for unanimous consent. As stated by the Senator from 
Mississippi, it is my purpose to address the Senate upon this ques- 
tion. Up to this time I have not begun even the necessary prepa- 
ration, consulting statistics, and I have not examined until at 
my seat to-day the opinions of the Supreme Court touching the 
powers of the States and the powers of the Federal Government 
over this question. 

I have no intention of preparing or attempting an elaborate 
speech. Indeed, I have no intention of preparing a speech at all; 
but Ido intend tomake one. I will not be ready to proceed before 
Monday; that is practically certain. I will say this much to the 
Senator from Vermont, that after those of us who desire to speak 
have spoken we will be ready to take a vote. There is no dispo- 
sition to interpose objections or to delay the consideration of this 
measure or the vote upon it. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Iamvery glad to learn that the Senator from 
Texas is going to favor us with a speech. It will surely be inter- 
esting and able. We all know his facility in preparation and 
force in delivery, and I am very glad to agree to postpone the 
time for a vote until Monday afternoon at 4 o’clock and to agree 
that he shall have all the time Monday that he wishes, if that is 
satisfactory. 

Mr. BAILEY. No, I would not think of agreeing to that ar- 
rangement, because I feel that there are other Senators here who 
desire to speak and who would be permitted to speak with my con- 
sent, even if it displaced me. I think rather than to undertake a 
definite agreement it will answer the purpose if the Senator from 
Vermont will announce that he will endeavor to obtain a vote at 
4 o’clock on Monday. That will be sufficient notice to bring all 
the Senators here who desire to be present, and if there should 
happen to be on either side of the Chamber any Senator who has 
not spoken and who desires to discuss the measure, I think the 
Senator from Vermont would not press a vote under those cir- 
cumstances. If there is no one then still desiring to speak I 
assure him that we will not attempt to delay the vote. I speak 
for myself. Of course I have no authority to speak for anyone 
else, but Iam sure that is the feeling on this side of the Chamber. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, there have several Senators 
spoken to me to the effect that they are very anxious on account 
of other a porated and going away to have a definite time 
fixed. I would suggest to the Senator, to insure ample time, that 
we make it Tuesday afternoon at 4 o’clock. 

Mr. BAILEY. Itseems ungracious, after the very kindly refer- 
ence of the Senator from Vermont to me, to persist in an objec- 
tion, but I believe it is impossible to reach an agreement about 
this matter now, though I do not believe that it is altogether im- 
possible to reach a vote on Monday, or on Tuesday at the most. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I should like to say one word with 
reference to what the Senator from Vermont said as to the ex- 
meme oo that we shall adjourn over Friday. I believe that has 

nm the custom for a g many years now, and I think it would 
be the desire of many Senators to adjourn also over Saturday if 
we are to be absent on Friday, so I think that when we adjourn 
on Thursday we ought to adjourn until Monday. I mention it 
now so that there may be no misunderstanding on that point. 

Mr. BAILEY. 1 suggest that a Friday and Saturday recess 
would enable those of us who, in the press of other matters, have 
not been able to make any kind of preparation to prepare for the 
discussion on Monday, and, then, surely if the bill does not occupy 
the time of the Senate longer than Monday and Tuesday, I im- 
agine that a vote can be reached on Tuesday. For myself I might 
be willing to have that understanding, but I could hardly consent 
that there should be a unanimous agreement to that effect. 

Mr. PROCTOR. To vote on Tuesday? 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Vermont 
yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Certainly. 

Mr. BATE. Some of us here want in that time to appear before 
the Committee on Commerce. We have, including Friday, but 
three days. A great many amendments have gone in, and we 
shall be required to appear Celene the committee in that time. So 
I think it would be a good proposition to adjourn from Thursday 
until Monday. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I did not quite understand the proposition of 
the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. BATE. I said that I think it would be a good idea to ad- 
journ over on Friday and Saturday. A vote on Tuesday evening 
would be agreeable as far as I am concerned, but many Senators 
on this side, five or six of us, at least, will have to appear before 
the Committee on Commerce on Thursday and Friday. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, with the permission of the 
Senator from Vermont, I will state that this is a very important 

uestion involving very large interests and involving much more 
oon the right of a great many people. The debate only began 





on Monday afternoon at 2 o'clock, and it has been very short. I 
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do not believe that there ever was so short a debate on a matter 
so important as this. 

I had not thought of Friday as Good Friday before, but it 
seems to be impossible under the circumstances for those who 
desire to speak to prepare themselves in the time named. I had 
also forgotten what was mentioned by the Senator from Tennes- 
see. I must spend some time on the reports of the engineers, 
because of the matters coming before the Committee on Com- 
merce to-morrow relating to the improvement of the Mississippi 
River and its tributaries. Nearly all the Southern members I 
understand are to appear before the committee, and they must 
necessarily be engaged in preparing themselves for arguments 
that they will submit to that committee. That is an exceedingly 
important matter for them. 

1 regret that the personal convenience of the Senator from 
Vermont compels him to urge such prompt action on the bill, 
although I am not averse to giving it. I think if he would allow 
the matter to go until Tuesday, that then we can take a vote 
upon it. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Would the Senator be willing to agree to 
unanimous consent for a vote on Tuesday afternoon. 

Mr. PETTUS and others. No. 

Mr. MONEY. I would say yes, but I hear “‘no”’ all around 
me, so that I can not do it. at was my intention, but I hear 
‘‘no”’ all around me, and I presume that gentlemen will not per- 
mit me to speak for them in that regard. 

Mr. PROCTOR. On account of what has been said to me by 
several gentlemen who wish to know, I would be very much 
pleased if some day could be named. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Vermont 
yield? ; 

Mr. PROCTOR. Certainly. 

Mr. PETTUS. I think this is too early a date to fix any period 
for a vote on a bill like this. The discussion commenced on Mon- 
day and I do not see any necessity for any great haste about it. 
I should like to accommodate the Senator in charge of the bill as 
far as I could possibly go, but I do not think that we ought to fix 
a time at all now. I think we ought to have time to discuss the 
bill fully. 

Mr. PROCTOR. So far as I have heard expressions on this 
side, Senators favor an adjournment over from to-morrow night 
until Monday. That will give two days, to say nothing about 
the first day of the week, for preparation, and I will agree to the 
suggestion made by the Senator from Texas. I will not ask fora 
vote before Tuesday at 4 o’clock, and I will rely upon his expres- 
sion that he will try to be ready before that time. 

Mr. BAILEY. I simply disclaim any right to speak for others 
who may not be prepared. I shall be prepared. 

Mr. QUARLES. Mr. President, it is my pu at some time 
to make a few observations regarding the pending measure, and 
as there seems to be a lack of Senators who are prepared to pro- 
— I will be glad to proceed in the morning, if the Senate will 

ease. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to say a word or two on the bill now. 

Mr. QUARLES. Very well. I understand that my distin- 
guished friend from Massachusetts is prepared to say something 
upon the bill at thistime. To-morrow morning, after the routine 
business, I shall be glad to occupy a little of the time of the 
Senate. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Mr. President, I should like to know 
what is the exact understanding concerning the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that 
there is no understanding at the present time. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not wish to debate the bill, 
but as I am to be absent after to-morrow and shall probably not 
be here until after the vote is taken, I should like to state simply, 
without the fullness which would be occupied by an argument, 
the reason upon which I shall be governed in my vote. 

I think one of the greatest dangers to the country now is the 
danger that the principle will be established that we may use the 
taxing power of the Government as a means either of punishing 
or suppressing vice and all crime or any form of wrongdoing. 
We have, in my judgment, no right under the Constitution to 
use the taxing power for that purpose. If we have, we can usurp 
into the hands of Congress the entire power of criminal and penal 
legislation in this country. We can punish polygamy or murder 
or burglary or any form of offense against the safety of business 
like stockjobbing and attempt to reach it in a way by which the 
measure, on the part of the State, can be defeated, and so get all 
the powers which belong to the States indirectly into our hands. 

It is settled by the Supreme Court that we have the right to 
use the taxing power when we do not use it for the mere purpose 
of getting revenue to suppress anything which we have the con- 
stitutional right to suppress. We have the right to suppress the 


currency of State banks under our power to regulate the cur- 


rency. Therefore the taxing power, being a method of accom- 
lishing a result which is put into the power of Congress, it has 
n held that we can do it by the use of the taxing power. 

So if all the arguments which have been stated with so much 
eloquence and force against the abuses of the manufacture of 
this spurious article were all that existed I not only could not 
give it my support, but I should be bound to resist the measure 


as one carrying with it an extreme danger. But they are not all. 
We have undoubtedly under our right to regulate interstate com- 
merce the right to suppress commerce in deleterious articles, and 
so far there can be no reasonable argument that I can think of 
against this bill. 

We have another right which is well settled, and that is in 
selecting objects upon which we shall put the tax in raising rev- 
enue. We have aright to select objects the burdening of which 
is not a public injury, and to omit or pass by objects which are a 
clear benefit, and every burden, or load, or condition placed upon 
which is a public disad vantage. 

We might, I suppose, for the mere purpose of raising a revenue, 
tax the production of wheat, or of milk, or of honest and whole- 
some butter as an excise, but we do not do that because we do not 
want to put any burden upon such products, which are absolutely 
and unquestionably beneficial. So we take brandy, whisky, 
tobacco, beer, and articles which, while they yield us a revenue, 
we do not mean to prohibit their sale if we could. Still nobody 
claims that if the sale or use of beer, or tobacco, or brandy, or 
whisky be burdened the public has suffered any disadvantage. 

Now, that being true, and it being a sound constitutional prin- 
ciple and a sound principle in the exercise of legislative discretion, 
we have undertaken to tax oleomargarine under the use of our 
taxing power on the same principles and for a like reason, and 
moderately, just as we have undertaken to tax beer and whisky 
and brandy. : 

This fraudulent and spurious butter is not only, if what the 
gentlemen who have spoken are right, as I suppose they are, 
an injury to the farmers’ butter, but it is an escape by fraud or 
forgery from exhibiting and laying open for purposes of taxation 
a genuine product of oleomargarine which we have a right to 
tax. Just as we had the right to tax out of existence the State- 
bank a because it interfered with our national currency, 
which we aright to provide, to establish, and to regulate, 
we have a right fo tax out of existence spurious oleomargarine 
because it interferes with the genuine oleomargarine, which is 
a genuine and legitimate object of taxation. If it incidentally 
benefits the butter producer, so much the better, just as the 
taxing out of existence State currency was an incidental benefit 
to the public by the fact that it extinguished the wild-cat banks 
which were the curse of this country before 1860. That wasa 
good and additional reason for exercising our discretion, although 
it was not the constitutional foundation on which the legislation 
rested. 

So it seems to me that this being a wise and beneficent thing 
in itself, it does not establish the principle of using the power of 
Congress to tax matters which are merely State products and ar- 
ticles of State commerce alone and do not enter into international 
or interstate commerce. It is not using that power as a mere 
national police regulation, but it is a fair and reasonable exercise 
of our power, justified by established precedents which have re- 
ceived the sanction of the Supreme Court. 

I do not wish to debate this matter, but I wished to state the 
ground on which I shall cast my vote. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly; I yield the floor. 

Mr. VEST. I should like toask the distinguished Senator from 
Massachusetts a question. I could not hear him very distinctly. 
Does he hold that the Congress of the United States has the right 
to come into my State, where oleomargarine is manufactured 
with the permission of the State, and tax it out of existence when 
the oleomargarine manufactured has not entered into interstate 
commerce? That is a point upon which I should like very much 
to hear the distinguished Senator. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator had heard me distinctly he would 
have the answer to his question. I do not like his phrase in that 
question—if I think the Congress of the United States has a right 
to come into a State. The Congress of the United States is in 
every State in this Union just as much as his life blood or his 
nerves are in his body. It is there just as much as the State gov- 
ernment is there, and it is there more than the State government 
is there, in that wherever it is and as far as it is rightfully there 
it is the supreme controlling authority. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. But that is a matter of mere phraseology. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts yield to the Senator from Missouri? 
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fr. HOAR. 
question, but, certainly, I yield. 
Mr. VEST. Doesthe Senator from Massachusetts concede that 
there is certain legislation which is given by the Constitution of 
the United States exclusively to the States; for instance, inspec- 


I was coming to the substance of the Senator’s 


tion and police laws? 
Mr. HOAR. No; I do not. 
Mr. VEST. Does the Senator hold then—— 
Mr. HOAR. I do not concede that there is anything given by 


the Constitution of the United States to the States. I take a 
stronger ground in the way of State rights than that. I affirm 


that there are certain powers which the States possessed as in- 
herent powers of sovereignty before the Constitution was formed, 
and they never were surrendered to anybody; and there are other 
inherent powers which the people of the United States possess, 
which they have not given either to State or to nation. SoI have 
no trouble with the Senator on that point. 

But I do not want to be led away from the answer which I rose 
to make to the Senator’s question into a discussion as to whether 
Iam right or wrong with my criticism of his phraseology when 
he asked me if I thought the Congress of the United States had a 
right to gointoaState. It does not have to go when it acts within 
its authority; it is there all the time. The Congress of the United 
States is in Missouri in the exercise of its power a great deal more 
than it is in Washington. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Massa- | 


chusetts yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. There is no difference between the Senator from 
Massachusetts and myself when he states that the Constitution is 
in every State in the Union. It is in every State in the Union and 
in every Territory as to all matters over which jurisdiction is 
given to the National Government. But the point I make, and 
upon which I desire to hear the distinguished Senator, is as to in- 
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spection laws, as to sanitary laws, within the State. Has not the | 


State exclusive jurisdiction? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. Very good. 

Mr. HOAR, Very good. 

Mr. VEST. Then, I ask, can the Congress of the United States 
come into any State of the Union which permits the manufacture 
of oleomargarine and interfere with that manufacture when the 


oleomargarine has not entered into interstate commerce? 
Mr. 


precise question in what I said before. The Senator said he 
—— me imperfectly, and undoubtedly he did hear me imper- 
ectly. 

The legislative authority of the United States, being always in 
and over every State, has no right to exercise its penal power or its 
power of criminal legislation, except in the matters specifically 
committed to it by the Constitution, anywhere inaState. Thatis 
clear. I go further—and this is what I rose to say—and state that 
it has no right to use its taxing power there when it uses it, not for 
the purpose of raising revenue, but only to strike some evil thing, 
or thing supposed to be evil, out of existence, and the attempt to 
exercise that taxing power for purposes however laudable, but 
which belong to the States and not to Congress, constitutes, in 
my mind, one of our present political dangers of a very serious 
character. If that objection existed to this bill, nothing could 
induce me to give it my support. 

But, on the other hand, we have the right to use the taxing 
power to strike down, to put out of existence, anything which we 
have a constitutional right to strike at directly, because it inter- 
feres with one of our national functions. We had no right to sup- 
press the State banks in the time of war merely because the wild- 
cat State bank was an evil, it being confined to State business and 
authorized by State power; but when we established a national 
currency we had aright by any method of constitutional action 
to protect that national currency against the competition or 
rivalry of any other, to make it exclusive. Therefore we had the 
right to tax out of existence the currency of State banks, just as 
we should have had the right to pass a law directly that no State 
bank should issue currency in competition with ours. 

This bill can not be supported constitutionally unless it comes 
within that principle. Every argument which has been adduced 
by the very ~~ and brilliant Senator who has just addressed 
the Senate, or y those who have preceded him in this debate, so 
far as it stops with saying that oleumargarine as used in purely 
State commerce, and as purely a State product is a miserable 
fraud, does not help this bill, in my opinion, in passing. We have 
a right, however, in selecting objects for national taxation to se- 
lect such objects as it is no harm to the public to put a burden on, 
and to avoid such objects as it does hurt the public to put a bur- 
den on; and we have the same right to select oleomargarine as an 
object of revenue in good faith to get money into the Treasury 
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and to pass by butter, just as we select brandy or whisky or beer 
or tobacco and pass by wheat or corn. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President 

Mr. HOAR. Let me finish this sentence. 
my poet and then I will yield. 

r. BAILEY. I was merely going—— 

Mr. HOAR. Let me finish. I can not state these things ina 
half sentence, and then have to go back and begin over again. I 
want to get the agony over, and I shall complete what I have to 
say as soon as I can. 

Mr. President, we asserted as a pure taxing power the power 
to put a tax of 2 cents a pound on oleomargarine, just as we 
might, if we had been foolish enough, have put a tax on pure 
butter—which of course no human being would dream of—and 
we put it there just as we put taxes on beer or tobacco or whisky. 
Having that tax, the men who make the article which is the 
subject of our taxation come in, and by fraud or fraudulent de- 
vice endeavor to present that as something else, so as to escape 
our taxation for their article. We have a perfect right to say 
that that article which we tax for the pure purposes of taxation 
shall not be disguised, or by any fraud made into something 
else and put on the market, just as we have aright to say that 
nobody chal import into any port of this country something 





I wish to explain 


| appearing to be other than it is and thereby get rid of the 


duty. 
If we had the constitutional right to do that, as we have, then 
the further fact that it puts a burden on a bad thing or stamps 


| a bad thing out of existence, just as the taxing of State currency 


afforded the further benefit of getting rid of the wildcat banks, 
does not hurt or diminish our power to do it, but it affords an ad- 
ditional and fair argument for doing it, for the reason that we are 
attacking a bad thing and not a good thing, just as I said a while 
ago, we impose a tax on whisky, brandy, and beer, the use of 


which is not of very great value to mankind altogether, and not 


on milk or butter or cheese. 


Now, I will yield to the Senator from Texas: 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator from Massachusetts evidently did 
not understand the purpose for which I rose. I rose to say that 
I agreed with him in stating that we had a perfect right to select 


| such articles for taxation as our wisdom might suggest; but the 


OAR. Mr. President, I thought I had answered that | 


| margarine, but on fraud or false coloring. 


question I desired to propound was, whether the Senator thought 
the imposition of 10 cents a pound on oleomargarine was really 
intended to raise revenue? 

Mr. HOAR. No; and I have tried to make that as clearas I 
knew how. Conceding that it is not intended to raise revenue, 
conceding that this tax of 10 cents a ponnd is to stamp the 
thing out of existence, this 10 cents a pound is a tax, not on oleo- 
It does not touch the 
product of the manufacturer of oleomargarine, and his product 
of oleomargarine is not taxed under this bill when we come to 
the last analysis. It is the fraud, the coloring to make it look 
like butter, that we are putting the tax on. We could not do 


| that merely because it is a fraud, as I agree, but it is a fraud that 


| is just the same. 


interferes with our legitimate power of taxing, and we impose, I 
think, 2 cents a pound on uncolored oleomargarine-—— 
Mr. PROCTOR. One-fourth of a cent a pound. 
Mr. HOAR. Very well, one-fourth of a cent. The principle 
This is not, in my judgment, the taxing power, 
but it is the power to crush out or stamp out 
Mr. BAILEY. Then the tax is only on account of the color- 
ing? 
Mr. HOAR. But we have got the power to crush out or stamp 





| out this thing, although it is a State manufacture, not alone be- 


cause it is a bad thing, but because it is a thing which interferes 
with our legitimate, lawful, and proper taxation of the real thing 


| by disguising the real thing. 


Mr. BAILEY. Then, Mr. President, as I understand the Sen- 


| ator from Massachusetts, his answer is, that the real purpose of 
| this bill is—and that is the purpose which commands his support 
| of it—that it is intended to destroy the oleomargarine industry. 


Mr. HOAR. Oh, no. 
Mr. BAILEY. At least so far as it attempts to color its 
| product. 
Mr. HOAR. I donotthink so. The Senator does not under- 
stand me. 


Mr. BAILEY. Let me state it in another way. 

Mr. HOAR. Perhaps I had better contradict that way first. 

Mr. BAILEY. Very well. 

Mr. HOAR. I stated, if the Senator will pardon, that this tax 
is in substance on the fraud and not on the manufacture. 

Mr. BAILEY. I understood the Senator from Massachusetts 
to say in the beginning that if the only argument in support of 
this bill was such as was so eloquently advanced by the Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. DoLLIVER] he would be compelled to vote against 
it. Further on he suggested the analogy between this tax and 
the tax upon the issues of State banks, asserting the power of 
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Congress to lay the tax upon the notes of State banks for the pur- 
pose of dri¥ing them out of competition against the notes of the 
Government. Then, if that analogy is correct, the purpose of 
laying this tax upon colored oleomargarine is to drive it out of 
competition with butter. 

Mr. HOAR. Fraudulently colored oleomargarine. I did not 
say drive if out of competition with butter. 

Mr. BAILEY. No; I did not say that the Senator stated that; 
but I was following his analogy that the Government tax upon 
State bank notes was justified"upon the ground that it drove them 
out of competition with the Government’s own notes, 

Mr. HOAR. Yes. 

Mr. BAILEY. And in our power toregulate the currency that 
right to drive the State bank notes out of existence originated. 

The Senator further argued that in our power to regulate com- 
merce originated the power to lay this tax upon oleomargarine. 

Mr. HOAR. I said nothing of the kind, nor anything that 
came within ten thousand million miles of it. 

Mr. BAILEY. That is a distance that I can not compute, but 
I do think I can comprehend an analogy even when it is so finely 
drawn as the Senator from Massachusetts sometimes draws it. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator’s want of comprehension of what I 
said is owing to the want of clearness with which I said it, and 
not to any difficulty of his comprehension. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator is too kind. 

Mr. HOAR. I did not say what the Senator has stated; but 
what I said was, that we have the right to tax oleomargarine as 
an excise just as we have the right to tax butter, but we would 


not do that. 

Mr. BAILEY. Iagree with the Senator as to that. 

Mr. HOAR. Then we all agree as tothat. The United States 
in raising a tax on honest, fair oleomargarine is cheated out of 
that tax by its being disguised, so that it pretends to be something 
else than what it is; and the fraudulent article is an injury to the 
genuine article and aninjury to our right of taxation, just as the 
State-bank currency was an injury to our national currency, which 
we had a right to provide. I did not say that oleomargarine is 
taxed because it comes in competition with butter, or whatever it 
was the Senator stated in the last remarks he made, but it is be- 


cause it is a fraud which destroys practically the right and power | 
of the United States to meee and collect a tax on the genuine | 
t | of butter? 


article of oleomargarine. is not because of competition with 
oleomargarine. 
we get from it. 

Mr. BAILEY. Well, Mr. President, let me suggest to the 
Senator from Massachusetts that the Government is cheating 
itself in this operation, because the tax now imposed upon oleo- 
margarine is 2 cents a pound, and from that tax we derive a con- 
siderable revenue. The pending bill proposes 
upon pure oleomargarine to one-fourth of a cent a pound. 

Mr. HOAR. To protect that industry. 

Mr. BAILEY. And it is proposed to increase the tax to 10 
cents a pound upon colored oleomargarine. So the argument is 
that the tax upon colored oleomargarine is intended to drive it out 
of competition against pure oleomargarine. That is the Senator’s 
argument. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, what earthly difference does it 
make whether we reduce that tax of 2 cents a pound or increase 
it? We tax the genuine article, and we have the power to compel 
every manufacturer of that genuine article to disclose to man- 


kind what he is doing. Now, he comes in and says: “‘I will put | 


that under a mark; I will put it under a fraud; I will color it, so 
that it will pretend to be an article of butter, which is an untaxed 
article.’’ We say: ‘‘No, my friend; you can not do that. 
will put a tax on that thing that will drive the fraudulent, dis- 
guised, masked imitation of the genuine thing out of existence.”’ 
There is no reason why we should not do it, if we have the right 
to do it, for the reason that it also competes with honest butter. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator pardon me for asking him a 
question for information before he takes his seat? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. I understand the Senator from Massachusetts to 
base his support of the bill upon the proposition that this tax on 
colored oleomargarine is justifiable in order to protect the other 
tax. In other words, this tax of 10 cents a pound is justifiable in 
order to protect the Government in the collection of the 2-cent 
tax or the quarter-cent tax, as the case may be. The question I 
want to ask the learned Senator is this: If there was no 2-cent 
or quarter-cent tax, would there be any ground upon which he 
could base the constitutionality of this act? 

Mr. HOAR. Ithink not. I think if there were no tax what- 
ever on this article it would stand just as the proposition of ex- 
Senator from Minnesota, Mr. Washburn, to tax stock jobbing or 
stock gambling where it was entirely confined to the States and 
did not come at all into interstate commerce, a proposition which 
I perhaps ought to say found its chief advocates and supporters 


It is because it is an injury to the revenue which | 


to reduce that tax | 


We | 


on the other side of the Chamber, notably in the late very able 
Senator from Mississippi, Mr. George, the great champion of 
States’ rights. But that does not affect the merits. 

Mr. BACON. Now, Mr. President, if the Senator will 
me, what I was about to say was this: If I understand 
ical presentation of the Senator, the object of this bill is not to 


on 
log- 


protect the country against spurious butter, but to protect it 

against spurious oleomargarine. That is as I understand the 

weegeenn of the Senator, and it at least has the virtue of origi- 
it 


a 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, it is my intention to vote for 
this bill on the very simple ground that, while I have no objection 
in the world to the sale and purchase of oleomargarine as such, I 
think the sale of oleomargarine as butter is a fraud which ought 
to be put an end to, But there is one proposition of the com- 
mittee as to which I should like to have some information, and 
that is the proposition to strike out the clause about renovated or 
yoncase butter. Whatever may be thought of oleomargarine—I 

lieve in itself it is generally considered to be an innocuous prod- 
uct—there is no doubt that process butter, renovated butter, is 
as bad an article as can possibly be devised; and I do not think 
this bill ought to pass without a suitable provision in regard to 
renovated butter. 

Mr. QUARLES. There is an amendment which provides for 
that. 

Mr. LODGE. If there is an amendment I have not seen it, and 
I wanted to ask the Senator from Vermont whether it was the 
purpose to do nothing in that regard? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, the committee reported in 
favor of striking out that provision in regard to renovated butter 
for the reason that it was very imperfect and would not accom- 
plish the purpose aimed at. The Senator from Kansas has this 
morning offered an amendment fully covering renovated and 
process butter and adulterated butter. It is fair to the committee 
to say that some of the members of the committee assisted in the 
preparation of this amendment, and I am authorized by the com- 
mittee to say that when that amendment comes up they will 

ee to it. 


| Mr. LODGE. That is entirely satisfactory to me, Mr. Presi- 


dent. I was not aware of the amendment. 
Mr. STEWART. Does that amendment prohibit the coloring 


Mr. PROCTOR. It does not. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, I desire to offer an amendment to 
the pending bill, which I ask may be printed and lie upon the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment submitted 
ne Se Senator from Georgia will be printed and lie upon the 
| table. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I have heard it remarked here 
several times this afternoon, or assumed, rather, that this bill is 
| designed to destroy something bad. I thought it was admitted— 
for certainly the evidence is all that way—that the oleomargarine 
product is perfectly wholesome and healthful. There is no ques- 
tion about the facts. We are not destroying by this bill anything 
bad, but we are destroying something good. 

The crime of coloring products to resemble butter is not origi- 
| nal with the oleomargarine men. I recollect how the crime grew 
into existence. When I was a boy in western New York some 

of the northern counties produced yellow butter—Goshen butter 
| it was sometimes called—which sold for a higher price than other 
butter. Yellow butter became quite a fad. en they com- 
| menced coloring all butter to keep up the fad, and thus they were 
| enabled to sell it for a higher price. 
Following that, all classes of butter were colored, even such as 
| ought not to have been allowed to be sold in the market at all. 
| So it is that the people got to be educated to the idea that all 
butter is yellow, and when an article of butter is introduced it 
can not be sold unless ee conform to this custom. If you could 
by a penalty prevent the using of any coloring matter in butter, 
and in oleomargarine and everything sold as batter, there could 
a no objection to such legislation. That would be honest legis- 
| lation. 

We all know that microbe butter is put upon the market and 
sold to the injury of the people. An investigation was held at 
Paris over this thing, and it wasshown that numbers of children 
were killed every year. So it is in New York, and you have re- 
ports in your own city here of the death of infants from milk 
eee containing microbes, which result from the mode of 

eeping the dairiesand manipulating themilk. These things are 

dangerous. You should strike at them. 

I undertake to say that if you were to treat them all alike oleo- 
margarine would outsell butter side by side, for it is superior to 
much of the stuff that is sold as butter. : 

ae SLAM . What kind of butter, if the Senator will per- 
mit me 

Mr. STEWART. Cow butter, 


: 
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Mr. TILLMAN. Any kind of cow butter? 

Mr. STEWART. No; microbe butter. 

Mr. TILLMAN. What is microbe butter? 

Mr. STEWART. Butter that kills. 

Mr. TILLMAN. There is butter and butter. 
will get rancid very soon if it is not properly handled; but I hope 


Of course butter 


the Senator does not stand here and undertake to say that good, 
honest cow butter is not better than any imitation of it that is 
ever manufacture4. 

Mr. STEWART. I do not know about that. I will tell you 
what you will find. If you will read the reports of the investi- 
gations that are now taking place in Paris and in New York, and 
read the reports here, showing the death-dealing poisons that aré 
the result of milk products, cow products, dairy products, 
you will see that you have to choose for your families, not know- 
ing whether it is microbe butter or pure cow butter, because you 
can not determine that from the color. You might be able to 
judge pretty well if it was in the natural color, but when it is 
doctored and fixed up in that way, if you had to choose for your 
family between this colored microbe butter and oleomargarine 
you would take the safe side, as many do now, and buy oleomar- 
garine. That is one of the reasons why oleomargarine has such 
a large sale. The reports which are constantly being made of the 
impurities in cow products have alarmed a great portion of the 
people, and they buy oleomargarine for self-protection. 

All that honest legislation should require is that these products 
should be clean, healthful, and bear their own natural color with- 
out deception; but persons should not be allowed to color butter 
containing this death-dealing poison and fix it in an attractive 
way for the purpose of selling when you will not allow persons 
selling wholesome products to color them. That is what I com- 
plain of in this bill. I do not think it is fair legislation. I think 
there is a necessity for legislation requiring that there should be 
no coloring in any of these products. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me toask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. If microbe butter were uncolored, it would 
still be microbe butter, would it not? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes; it would be microbe butter. 

Mr. = You could not tell it from the fact that it was 
not colored? 

Mr. STEWART. But the butter thatis unclean is badly made. 
Some of you have been in g country store and have seen butter 
brought in and ked down in the cellar, where it is worked 
over and doctored up after it has been gathered in, and then sold 
off by the butter dealers as first-class butter. I am not at all 
afraid of that stuff getting much headway on its own merits. 
You can see what it is, and that is sufficient. Take the coloring 
off of it and there is nothing g in the ce of oleo- 
margarine, and that is where it would have a great advantage. 
If you take them both in the natural state, oleomargarine is the 
best article altogether. The ordinary, ; miserable butter, 
which ought not to be sold, shows for itself if you donot color it. 
Take the coloring off and give the people a show, or leave the 
coloring on both, and let the oleomargarine have a show. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. KEAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 


tion of executive i i Sy 

_ The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 16 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, 


March 97, 1902, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate March 26, 1902. 
APPOINTMENTS BY BREVET IN THE ARMY, 
To be captain, by brevet. 

First Lieut. Henry C, Clement, jz., Twenty-first Infantry, for 
distinguished gallantry in action near Calamba, Luzon, Philippine 
Islands, July 30, 1899, to rank from that date. 

( Notr.—This officer was nominated to the Senate March 20, 
1902. for appointment to the above-named office, under the name 
of Harry C. Clement, jr. This message is submitted to correct 
error in the name of the nominee.) 

SURVEYORS OF CUSTOMS. 


“Mahlon M. Garland, of Pennsylvania, to be surveyor of customs 

sae ‘ Pittsburg, in the State of Pennsylvania. (Reap- 
ent. 

Perry M. Lytle, of Pennsylvania, to be surveyor of customs in 

eel Philadelphia, in the State of Pennsylvania. (Re- 


INDIAN AGENTS. 

Frederic O. Getchell, of North Dakota, to be agent for the In- 
dians of the Devils Lake Agency, in North Dakota, his term having 
expired. (Reappointment. ) 

A. W. Thomas, of Seymour, N. Dak., to be agent for the Indians 
of the Fort Berthold Agency, in North Dakota, vice Thomas 
Richards, term expired; George L. Robinson, who was confirmed 
January 31, 1902, having declined appointment. 

Albert M. Anderson, of Washington, to be agent for the Indians 
of the Colville Agency in Washington, his term having expired. 
(Reappointment. ) 

Herman G. Nickerson, of Wyoming, to be agent for the Indians 
of the Shoshone Agency in Wyoming, his term having expired. 
(Reappointment. ) 

CHIEF OF THE BUREAU OF YARDS AND DOCKS. 

Civil Engineer Mordecai T. Endicott, United States Navy, to 
be Chief of the Bureau of Yards and Docks, in the Department of 
the Navy, with the rank of rear-admiral, from the 4th day of 
April, 1902. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Lieut. Harold P. Norton, tobe a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy, from the 26th day of October, 1901. 

Lieut. Frank M. Bennett, to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy, from the 28th day of December, 1901. 

Commander John D. Ford, to be acaptain in the Navy, from the 
5th day of March, 1902. 

Commander Charles R. Roelker, to be a captain in the Navy, 
from the 5th day of March, 1902. 

Lieut. Commander Asher C. Baker, to be a commander in the 
Navy, from the 5th day of March, 1902. 

Lieut. Commander William H. H. Southerland, to be a com- 
mander in the Navy, from the 5th day of March, 1902. 

Lieut. Thomas Snowden, to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy, from the 5th day of March, 1902. 

Lieut. Commander Charles E. Fox, to be a commander in the 
Navy, from the 16th day of March, 1902. 

POSTMASTERS. 

Charles W. Nugen, to be postmaster at Kimball, in the county 
of Brule and State of South Dakota. 

Milton P. Schautz, to be postmaster at Allentown, in the county 
of —— and State of Pennsylvania. ° 

Ross L. Hammond, to be postmaster at Fremont, in the county 
of Dodge and State of Nebraska. 

Francis M. Love, to be postmaster at Lewistown, in the county 
of Fulton and State of Illinois. 

Josiah Ketcham, to be postmaster at Belvidere, in the county 
of Warren and State of New Jersey. 

De Witt C. Cole, to be postmaster at Marietta, in the county of 
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Cobb and State of Georgia. 
John F. Keller, to be tmaster at Romney, in the county of 
Hampshire and State of West Virginia. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, March 26, 1962. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 
GEN. NELSON A, MILES. 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I present a privi- 
leged report from the Committee on Insular Affairs, and ask for 
its immediate consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin, chairman of 
the Committee on Insular Affairs, by direction of that commit- 
tee, submits the following privileged report, which the Clerk will 


read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, re- 
spectfully cogperte= if same is not incompatible with the public interest, to 
transmit to the House copies of all correspondence — to, and papers 
bearing on, the matter of the recent request of Lieut. Gen. Nelson A. Miles, 
United States Army, to be assigned to duty in the Puiiprine Archipelago 
and to be allowed to put into effect there a plan outlined by him having for 
its pu and being calculated to bring about an immediate cessation of 
hostili 


es in said Philippine Archipelago without further loss of life on either 


The following amendments recommended by the committee 
were read: 


line 5 strike out the word “recent” and insert the word “ 


In reported.” 
In lines 8 and 9, after the 


“him,” strike out the words “ having for ite 
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purpose and being calculated,” and in line 9, after the word “about,” strike 
out “an immediate’ and insert “a.” 
In line 10, after the word “ hostilities,” strike out “in said Philippine Archi- 
pelago without further loss of life on either side.” 
The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 
The resolution as amended was agreed to. 
_On motion of Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, a motion to recon- 
sider the last vote was laid on the table. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for 
the further consideration of the bill H. R. 12804, the Army ap- 
propriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordiagly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con- 
sideration of the bill H. R. 12804, the Army appropriation bill, 
with Mr. HEMENWAy in the chair. 

Mr. HULL. I yield thirty minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. WARNOCK]. 

Mr. WARNOCK. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, the bill un- 
der consideration, the Army appropriation bill, has been very 
ably prepared, and I think the thanks of the House are due to the 
Cominittee on Military Affairs for the splendid work which has 
been done in framing a bill that meets all the requirements and 
at the same time is more than $11,000,000 less than the estimates. 

There is one thing, however, in this admirable bill that I take 
very great exception to. I think as a matter of fact and of law 
that it is subject to a point of order, and if it were in order at 
this time I should submit the point of order. This provision that 
I object to is found on page 11 of the bill and reads as follows: 

Provided, That hereafter there shall not be allowed or paid any increase 
of longevity pay to any officer retired from actual service above the sum al- 
lowed and paid to such officer at the date of retirement. 

The practical effect of this provision is to reduce the pay of 
every officer who was retired because of wounds received or dis- 
abilities incurred in the line of duty in our great civil war. It 
does not affect any officer who was on post duty or who was on 
staff duty at some city headquarters, far removed from the scene 
of danger, and who passed through the war without injury. It 
does not affect those gallant officers who had the good fortune to 
pass through the dangers and hardships of that war without dis- 
ability, but it does affect 70 officers who were retired because of 
wounds received on the field of battle. Some of these officers 
lost legs or arms, and one officer lost both legs and was retired 
with the rank of lieutenant. Most of these officers were retired 
shortly after the close of our civil war with very low rank. Very 
few of them were retired with rank above that of lieutenant or 
captain. 

They were retired on three-quarters pay, and for more than 
thirty years they have been receiving, by virtue of the laws of 
Congress, an increase of 10 per cent for every five years continued 
in the service, not exceeding a period of twenty years; so that the 
extreme maximum of increase would be 40 per cent. These offi- 
cers, as I have said, were retired very soon after the close of the 
civilwar. I know many of them personally. They are now grow- 
ing old, averaging in age from about 60 to 75 years. When they 
were young men they gave up their business and their professions 
and entered the Army. They were prompted by the loftiest pa- 
triotism and by the purest motives. Some of them gave up most 
brilliant prospects for successful careers, but they were so unfor- 
tunate as to be wounded upon the field of battle while in the line 
of duty. If they had been as fortunate as their comrades who 
escaped unharmed and who passed through the dangers and hard- 
ships of the civil war without injury, they would to-day be en- 
joying higher rank and increased pay, as those comrades are. 

But because they were stricken down, because they were no 
longer able to discharge the active duties of their office, because 
they were physical wrecks, because they were wounded, maimed, 
and disabled for life, these men were retired by a peremptory 
order from the Government upon three-fourths pay and this pro- 
vision as to the increase. When these men were so retired there 
was no further opportunity for promotion for them. When they 
were so retired their careers as far as the Army was concerned 
were ended. The avenues of civil life were practically closed to 
them because on account of their disabilities they were not able 
to compete with the earnest, active strugglers who crowd every 
avenue of labor and of thought. 

Mr. JETT. Do you know of any other business where any 
an are cared for by three-fourths pay outside of the Army and 
Navy? 

Mr. WARNOCK. Ido,sir. The Pennsylvania Railroad retires 
its employees on a time limit on three-fourths pay. [Applause. ] 

Mr. JETT. Any other employees of the Government? 

Mr. WARNOCK. I do not know of any other service or any 


other occupation that stands on the same plane that does the man 


[Applause.] I said the 


who risks his life in defense of his flag. 
avenues of civil life were practically closed on account of the ac- 
tive, earnest strugglers who crowded every avenue of labor and 


thought. These men thus retired could live only in the past. 
They could rejoice only in that which they once had been. So 
far as their lives were concerned, there was nothing for them to 
do but to endure and to wait. Now a proposition comes to take 
from these brave old veterans this pay which has been granted to 
them by an act of Congress and which has been received for the 
last thirty years. I have been unable to understand why this re- 
markable proposition should have been made. 

If this Government were insolvent, if this Government were 
bankrupt, if it were in the throes of financial distress, if we were 
in the midst of a great panic, if we were not prosperous in our 
industries, if there were a failure in our crops, if gaunt famine 
were stalking throughout this land, then I might be able to under- 
stand this proposition of economy with reference to these old vet- 
erans; but with the Treasury overflowing, with our industries all 
working full time and overtime, with a commerce such as the 
world has never known, and a prosperity such as the world has 
never known, I am unable to comprehend why this proposition is 
now made to take from these old veterans the little miserable in- 
crease of pay that has been given to them by the Congress before 
the generosity of the people had grown cold for the services ren- 
dered by these old veterans. 

Who are the men whom it is now proposed to single out by 
reason of this provision in this law? Each and every one of them 
was a hero in the mightiest struggle that ever shook a continent. 
These men who a in these engagements were heroes as 
great as ever walked and fought and endured upon the battlefields 
of earth. Other wars have continued longer, but there were ces- 
sations for recuperation and rest; but with our great civil war 
there was no cessation for four long years, and during that strug- 
gle there was no time when one army could say, ‘‘ My enemy is 
asleep and is taking a vacation, and I will take a rest.’’ It 
was one long, continuous, strenuous struggle for four long years 
of bloody war. In that struggle there were 1,882 general engage- 
ments, battles, and skirmishes in which at least one regiment was 
engaged on each side, being an average of more than one for eyery 
day of the four years. There were 112 general engagements in 
which the losses on one side or the other exceeded 500 in killed 
and wounded. 

It was a struggle in which, including both sides, half a million 
men were killed or mortally wounded upon the battlefield and a 
million men permanently disabled. It was a struggle in which 
American manhood, courage, endurance, and skill were pitted 
against American manhood, courage, endurance, and skill. It 
was the greatest war of the century. It was the greatest be- 
cause it was the bloodiest and fraught with the greatest results 
to mankind. The bloodiest wars have not always been the most 
decisive, but they have always been the most historic. The most 
memorable wars of the world are those which have been made so 
because of the fatalities which have attended them. When the 
world comes to assign its place in history toa great battle, it usu- 
ally assigns it by the length of the casualty list. Measured by 
this standard, the great battles of our civil war have been awa 
and beyond the bloodiest struggles of all history. [Applanse.] 
I was greatly impressed by this not long ago when reading Fox’s 
Regimental Losses. In that book comparisons were instituted 
between the losses in the great battles of our civil war and the 
losses in the battles of other times and other countries, and I am 
indebted to that book for the figures that I shall give. It is very 
interesting to compare some of those figures. 

First, there was the charge of the Light Brigade at Balaklava, 
which Tennyson has made famous in immortal verse, so that we 
have come to regard that as one of the most gallant, heroic exhi- 
bitions of human effort in all history. In that charge 673 men 
obeyed an ill-advised order, and rode to their death. o victory 
was won, no results were accomplished, but it takes its place in 
history and in song because of the fatalities which attended it. 
Of the 673 men who made that charge 113 were killed. 184 wounded, 
making a total loss of 247, or a per cent of loss of 36.7. But we 
had 150 regiments in our at civil war—75 on the Union side 
and 75 on the Confederate side—that had a greater loss than that. 
In a single engagement each of these regiments lost over 40 per 
cent of the numbers engaged. 

Take, again, the Franco-Prussian war, the greatest loss sus- 
tained in —S ment by any regiment during that war was 
that of the Third Westphalian at Mars la Tour. It went into 
the engagement with 3,000 men, and it lost in killed, wounded, 
and missing 1,484, a loss of 49.4 per cent. But we had 120 regi- 
ments in the Union and Confederate armies that had a greater loss 
than 50 per cent of the numbers engaged—some as high as 60, 70, 
75 per cent—and two regiments, one in the Confederate army and 
one in the Union Army, that had a percentage of loss of over 82 
per cent of the numbers engaged. 
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The following tables give the list of regiments, battles, numbers 
engaged, losses in killed, wounded, and missing, and the per cent | 


of loss: 
Maximum percentage of casualties. 




















JS! 181.14 
Bis lel els 
Regiment. Battle. £ 318 q\° 
=| 9° A | te 
a|s sis 
AMIE Ale 
} } | | | 
First Minnesota ...........--..--.- Gettysburg .......... \"262) 47) 168)... ./82 
One hundred and forty-first |-.... Wabtiverniiswcats 198} 25 108) 21/75.7 
Pennsylvania. | | 
One hundred and first New York.| Manassas -.........-.. 168; 6) 101) 17/73.8 
Twenty-fifth Massachusetts ----.- Cold Harbor. ........ 310) 74) 139) 7/70 
Thirty-sixth Wisconsin (4 com- | Bethesda Church.... ae 20) 108} 38/69 
panies). } | 
Twentieth Massachusetts. ........ Fredericksburg -.-.- 238) 25) 138)... . 68.4 
Eighth Vermont -........-.---.--- Cedar Creek........- 156, 17) 66) 23/67. 
Eighty-first Pennsylvania -....... Fredericksburg --.--- 261; 15) 141) 2067.4 
Twelth Massachusetts -........... DI esi asin 834) 49) 165) 10/67 
First Maine Heavy Artillery ---.. Petersburg .........- | 950) 115) 489) 28/66.5 
Ninth Louisiana, colored --_-_.....- Millikens Bend -..... | 300} 62 130)... _\64 
One hundred and eleventh New | Gettysburg -.......--. = 58 177| 14 |68.8 
York. | 
Twenty-fourth Michigan .........|-.--- oe pe 496) 69, 247) (©) (63.7 
Fifth New Hampshire ............ Fredericksburg -.... | 303, 20 154) 19/63.6 
pi UR RE eee eee RENNES. piled waxnen neds 78 61 300! 5663.3 
Ninth New York (8 companies)..| Antietam -........... B73| 45 176) +1468 
Fifteenth New Jersey -........... Spottsylvania........ 432) 75 159) 38/62.9 
Fifteenth Massachusetts-......... Gettysburg .......... 230| 23 28/61.9 
Sixty-ninth New York ...........- Antietam ............ 317} 44! 152... 61.8 
Fifty-first Mlinois.................. | Chickamauga. ....... 209) 18 92| 1861.2 
Nineteenth Indiana ............... | Manassas ............ 423, 47) 168) 4461.2 
One hundred and twenty-first | Salem Church ....... 453) 48 173) 5560.9 
New York. i | 
Fifth Now WORM. 02. se2s200i5..-.. | Manassas ............ 490, 79) 170) 4860.6 
Ninety-third New York .......... | Wilderness .......... 433) 42,213) 560 
Second Wisconsin..............-.- | Gettysburg.......... 302) 26) 155) (4) 59.9 
Forty-first Illinois. ................ | GOR se coccusccccesss 338) 27) 135) 4059.7 
One hundred and forty-eighth | Gettysburg..........| 210, 19 101) 559.5 
Pennsylvania. oe 
Fifteenth Indiana ................. Missionary Ridge...) 334) 24! 175/....'50.5 
Serve Me ak senk dedens ctansnnsen | Cedar Mountain. -... 807; 31) 149) 259.2 
Eightieth New York .............. | Gettysburg .......... | 85) 111) 2459.2 
Sixty-third New York ............ | Antietam ............ 341) 35) 165, 259.2 
REG. We EE Hien pan icinnin on coon anual dite aes mainte 840) + 27| 173)....'58.8 
Onehundredand fourteenth New | Opequon ............- a 21) 164)... 58.7 
York. | 
Fifty-ninth New York ...........- | Antietam ............) 381) 48) 153) 2358.7 
Twenty-sixth Ohio-................ Chickamauga........ 862) 27) 140) 4558.5 
Second Wisconsin ................. | Manassas ............| 511) 58) 213) 8258.3 
SRG Be iti dclcthdddpen ie | Gettysburg.......... 210; 18) 45 58 
Seventeenth United States Infan- |....- Sidnedietnibacanci 260, 25; 118} 757.6 
try (7 companies). | | } 
One hundred and twenty-sixth |..... Wi cutsh wthetemand 402) 40) 181) 1057.4 
New York. ® 
Forty-fifth Pennsylvania ......... | Cold Harbor......... B15, 18) 141) 2257.4 
Forty-ninth Pennsylvania ........ | Spottsylvania .......| 478) 50| 180 4457.5 
Sixth United States Colored ...... | Chaffin’s Farm. ....-- 367; 41) 160, 856.9 
Fifteenth Massachusetts.......... | Antietam ............ 606, 65 24 56.7 
Twenty-sixth New York.......... | Fredericksburg ..... 800 23, 136; 1156.6 
Fourteenth Indiana ............... | Antietam ............ 820' 30° 150). .2 
Ninety-sixth Illinois .............. | Chickamauga........ 401; 39.184 5256.1 
Twenty-sixth Pennsylvania ...... | Gettysburg -........ 882, 30 176) 755.7 
Hloventh Now Jereey.......0. cece '+22--GO nacens onnscocces 275, 17| 124, 1255.6 
te a Manassas ............ § 33 114) 3155.6 
Nineteenth Indiana ............... Gettysburg ......... 288) 27) 1338) (*) 55.5 
Twelfth New Hampshire. ........ Cold Harbor......... B01; 23) 1 1555.4 
Sixty-first Pennsylvania.......... eee 74 68) 152) 4355.4 
Twenty-fifth Illinois -............- Chickamauga........ 337| 10' 171) 2454.9 
Fourteetes GP cncdde cnccccscccculceese aoe cedabed 449! 35! 167) 4854.5 
Second New Hampshire .......... | Gettysburg -......... 854) 20) 137 36 54.5 
SN CN | Chickamauga... .... 406, 30) 165; 2554.1 
Sixteenth Maine. .................. | Fredericksburg ..... 427| 87| 170! 3454 
Sixteenth United States .......... Stone River.......... 808) 16) 134) 1653.8 
Fifty-fifth Mlinois ................. Shiloh..........-.....| 512) 51) 197) 2753.7 
Sixty-ninth New York............ Fredericksburg ..... | 238) 10) 95) 2353.7 
Thirty-fifth IMlinois................ | Chickamauga........ 200; 17) 190) 1353.5 
Twenty-second Indiana ........... | Chaplin Hills -......- | 303; 49) 87) 2352.4 
Eleventh Ilinois .................. | Fort Donelson ....... 500) 70) 181) (*) 50.1 | 
> ating the mortally wounded. | 
2 » — of July 2; eight. companies engaged; total casualties at Gettysburg 
ere 224. 


eIn addition to the killed and wounded, there were 47 missing. 
‘In addition to the killed and wounded, there were 52 missing. 
*In addition to the killed and wounded, there were 50 missing. 
‘In addition to the killed and wounded, there were 88 missing. 


Remarkable percentages of loss in Confederate regiments at particular engage- 











Sa ments. 

2 e 3 | $ 

Regiment. Battle. i B18 | © 

| ° & 

MIE Ria 
Werk Wi 8 | 45 141 -ee.8 

Twenty-first Georgia _......- 88) 146)... 76 
Mabey Rain Noi 502 (>) 71.7 
Sixth Mississippi ..__- | 61 ee 
Eighth Tenn 41) 265)... 68.2 

Tenth Tennessee ......___. 44 180 ____ 68 
Palmetto Sharpshooters __........ | 89) 215!.... 67.7 
Seventeenth South Carolina 25) 164, 166.9 
Twenty-third South Caro 27| 122 ....'66.2 
Forty-fourth Georgia ............. 71) 264)... '65.1 
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Remarkable percentages of loss in Confederate regiments at particular engage- 
ments—Continued. 














































| 2 }¢ 2 ws | a 
; | Sigisiale 
Regiment. Battle. iSiBSisi«a 5 
j}olc 5 a n 
la| BIE ela 
First Alabama Battalion _......... | Chickamauga........ 260) 24) 144 64.6 
Second North Carolina Battalion.| Gettysburg -......... 240) © 29) 124)____ 163.7 
Sixteenth Mississippi--...-.....-..- | ARRON ............ 228; 27 . 
Twenty-seventh North Carolina -_|_..-- Se 325) 31 2 
Ne. ls. caddcociba Chickamauga... ...- 317) 27 om 
Second Tennessee -.......-......-.|-.--- i oes 264, 13 2 
Fifteenth and Thirty-seventh |...-. NR 9 
Tennessee. 
Sixth Alabama ............-.......-/ Seven Pines_......... 632| 91 f 
Sixteenth Alabama ...........-...- | Chickamauga... .... 414) 25) 3 3. 6 
Fifteenth Virginia ...............- PSs 128) 11 5 
Sixth and Ninth Tennessee -- .| Chickamauga. ......- 335) 26 9 
Eighteenth Georgia... ...... -| Antietam _..........-. 176} 13 7.3 
First South Carolina Rifles - Gaines Mill ........-- | 587) 81) 3 5.9 
Tenth Georgia. -............-. -| Antietam -........... 1148} 15 3.7 
Eighteenth North Carolina .| Seven Days-.-.- .| 396) 45 4.5 
Third Alabama............. Malvern Hill _. 854| 37 3.4 
Eighteenth Alabama. Chickamauga. . 527} 41) 3 3 
Seventeenth Virginia ---.. Antietam -_.._. 55) 7 3 
Seventh North Carolina - Seven Days -. 450) 3 1.2 
Twelfth Tennessee -_....- .| Stone River... 292) 18 3 
Twenty-second Alabama .| Chickamauga. 871; 44 2 
Ninth Georgia........... Gettysburg --. 840° 27 
Sixteenth Tennessee - Stone River. - 377, 36 9 
Fourth North Carolina .| Seven Pines - 678, 77 4 
Twenty-seventh Tenness Shiloh -__...- 350 27 .2 
Twenty-third Tennessee Chickamauga 181; 8 1 
Twelfth South Carolina .| Manassas 270; 2B 
Fourth Virginia................... pee ii kene~ 180, 18 8 
are -| Antietam ---- -| 200, 10 5 
Twenty-seventh Tennessee. Chaplin Hills - 210, 16 3 
First South Carolina... .... .| Manassas ¢ __ .| 283; 25) 126)_...|53.3 
Forty-ninth Virginia --.... a) OS eae | 424| 32) 170) 22/62.8 
Twenty-ninth Mississippi. .-....... | Chickamauga... _..- 368; 38) 156)_._.|52.7 
Twelfth Alabama ................. Pair Oaks............ 408) 59) 156) 52.6 
Seventh South Carolina. -......... Antietam ............ 268} 23) 117). .2 
Fifty-eighth Alabama. ............ | Chickamauga... ...- | 288) 25) 124)..../51.7 
TREE RNG son ia canperenccns4] MMOL) conecececcee 306) 22) 136)....|51.6 
Sixth South Carolina.............. DP CI cece cussse | 621; 88) 181/_.../51.6 
Fifteenth Georgia ............... ..| Gettysburg -........- | $35) 19) 152/_...'51 
Eleventh Alabama ................ i eonake | B57; 49) 121) 11/50.7 
Seventeenth Georgia..--.........-..- a i 200; 10) 91)_...\50.5 
Thirty-seventh Georgia........... Chickamauga........ 391; 19 168) 
Third North Carolina............. | Gettysburg .........-. 812; 29) 127) 





' ' 


*Including the mortally wounded. 

>In addition to the 588 killed and wounded, this regiment lost 120 missing, 
many of whom were killed. 

¢General Ewell, in his official report, states that the Second North Caro- 
lina Battalion lost 200 killed and wounded out of 200 present. 

4Including Ox Hill (Chantilly). 

* There were 51 missing also, who are not included, most of whom were 
killed or wounded. 





The foregoing are the immortal records of more than 60 regi- 
ments in each army, where the loss in killed and wounded was 
from 50 to 85 per cent of the numbers engaged. Let us make a 
little furthercomparison. Takethe great battle of Waterloo, one 
of the 15 decisive battles of the world, a battle which decided the 
fate and changed the geography of all Europe. In that battle 
Napoleon had 82,000 men and 256 guns. Wellington, with the 
allies, had 72,000 men and over 200 guns. They lost on each side 
in killed and wounded about 23,000 men, being a percentage of 
loss of from 25 to32 percent. Turn to the great battle of Gettys- 
burg and compare it with the battle of Waterloo, and there is a 
wonderful similarity between the two in some respects. General 
Meade had in his army almost precisely the same number of men 
Napoleon had at Waterloo. 

Mr. BURLESON. May I ask the gentleman a question at this 

yint? 

Mr. WARNOCK. Yes. 

Mr. BURLESON. Will the gentleman state how the mortality 
of the battles in the civil war compare with the mortality at the 
battle at San Juan Hill? [Laughter. | 

Mr. WARNOCK. Itis no embarrassment to me personally, 
and I think that question would answer itself. None of the bat- 
tles that I have named as battles 

Mr. BURLESON. I withdraw the question if it embarrasses 
the gentlemcn. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. WARNOCK. I have said that at Gettysburg General 
Meade had 82,000 men, with the Sixth Corps in reserve, with 250 

ns. General Lee had an army of 72,000 men, with 200 guns. 

e losses were 23,000 on each side in that engagement, almost 
identical with the losses at Waterloo. 

Now, let us compare Gettysburg and Waterloo with some of the 
other great battles of history. The battle between the French 
and Russians at Borodino was perhaps the bloodiest battle since 
the invention of gunpowder; there were 30,000 men killed on each 
side. But as each army numbered over 130,000, the per cent of 
loss was less than at Gettysburg and less than at Waterloo. 

Mr. OTEY. Can not the gentleman account for the difference 
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in the loss by the fact that at the battle of Gettysburg and other 
battles he has named the soldiers on both sides were Americans? 

Mr. WARNOCK. Why, sir, that is the point of my argument, 
and I am glad the gentleman has seen itin advance. Itis because 
they were Americans. Take the great battle at Leipzig, where 
Napoleon had 175,000 menand where the allies had on the first day 
275,000, increased on the next day by reenforcements to 330,000. 
There were about 40,000 killed on each side. Yet the very large 
numbers engaged in that battle made the per cent of loss very 
much less than at Gettysburgor Waterloo. It would be interest- 
ing to compare other battles, but I will not weary the House. 

Mr. OTEY. I would like to make one statement by way of 
correction of the gentleman’s remarks. If he will go to the War 
Department he will find by the records that at the battle of Get- 
tysburg the Twenty-sixth North Carolina Regiment (I am from 
Virginia) lost 90 per cent. 

Mr. WARNOCK. I have that in the record; but I did not read 
down to it. I will comment on that a little further on. 

Mr. BURLESON. Just one more question, if the gentleman 
will allow me. 

Mr. WARNOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. BURLESON. How does the ratio of brevets which were 
conferred as the result of the battle of Gettysburg compare with 
the brevets which were conferred as a result of the sanguinary 
conflict which took place at San Juan Hill? 

Mr. WARNOCK. I thought the gentleman had withdrawn 
that question. 

Mr. BURLESON. Well, if it isembarrassing to the gentleman, 
I will withdraw it. I withdraw it. 

Mr. WARNOCK. As I said, it is not embarrassing to me per- 
sonally. I was about to say that the greatest loss of a single 
regiment on the Union side in any one engagement was that 
of the First Minnesota at the battle of Gettysburg. as 
the second day’s fight, when the Union Army was driven bac 
from Emmetsburg road in disaster and defeat, General Hancock 
was making a wonderful effort to establish a new line. He had 
but one regiment at hand, and that was the First Minnesota, 
numbering 262 men. While he was having the reenforcements 
hurried up, he saw suddenly marching from a clump of trees 
Wilcox’s Confederate brigade. He saw from the position and 
rapid movements of that brigade that they would occupy, unless 
he could prevent it, the position that he regarded as the key to 
that part of his lines. Seeing the extremity to which he was re- 
duced, he rode to Colonel Colville, commanding the First Minne- 
sota, and, pointing to the advancing colors, gave the order, ‘“‘ Take 
those colors.’’ Without a moment's hesitation the gallant Min- 
nesotans charged upon those colors. A desperate hand-to-hand 
conflict ensued. The advance of the Confederate brigade was 
checked, but 215 of the First Minnesota Regiment were left upon 
that battlefield dead or wounded and bleeding. The 47, however, 
who went back carried the colors with them. That check saved 
that line from disaster on that day. [Applause.] 

General Hancock, speaking of it afterwards, said it was the most 
gallant deed recorded in history. ‘I needed,’”’ he said, ‘‘ a few 
minutes in order to repair my lines. I saw that if I could not 
check the brigade that was advancing my line would be broken 
and the position would be lost.’’ It was the ition at Little 
Round Top; and he said ‘‘I would have ordered that regiment in 
to make that charge if I had known absolutely that every man 
would have been killed. Iwas glad that I had a regiment so near 
at hand willing to make this great sacrifice.’’ The loss to that 
regiment on that day was 82,°, per cent. 

Mr. OTEY. Will the gentleman yield to me now for another 
question? 

Mr. WARNOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. OTEY. Is it not recorded in the War Department that the 
Spanish army at Santiago positively refused to surrender until 
they were requested to do so? [Laughter.] 

Mr. WARNOCK. Well, if the gentleman will ask me anything 
about the war I was in I will be glad to tell him, so faras I know. 
I was not at San Juan, and I was not in the Spanish war. I wrote 
to the President (I have his letter on file) and he thought I was a 
little too old to go down to Cuba and Porto Rico; so that I am 
not posted as to that war. Take, again, the One hundred and 
forty-first Pennsylvania Regiment at Gettysburg. That regiment 
went in with 198 men and they lost in killed and wounded 149, a 
loss of 75.7 per cent. I shall not attempt to discriminate further, 
except to say that the most pathetic incident, to my mind, in that 
entire struggle was when the Twenty-fifth Massachusetts at Cold 
Harbor was ordered to make the charge at that place, which his- 
tory condemns, which General Grant himself condemns, which 
the men themselves, with a keen instinct, knew was a blunder. 

Notwithstanding this these same men deliberately began writing 
their names on slips of paper and pinned them on the inside of 


their blouses, that their dead bodies might be identified, and with 
that staring them in the face, they made the charge and came 
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out, a little remnant of them, 90 men out of 310 who made that 
charge. Where there were such losses inflicted, it is only fair to 
say that equal losses were inflicted in turn, and so I call attention 
to the First.Texas at Antietam, with its 226 men, having 45 killed 
and 141 wounded, being a loss of 82.3 per cent. I come again to 
the question asked me by the gentleman from Virginia in regard 
to the Twenty-sixth North Carolina. That I regard as one of the 
most remarkable instances in all history. That regiment was 820 
strong. It had 86 killed and 502 wounded, making a total of 588, 
or 71.7 per cent. That was on the first day’s battle; but the most 
remarkable part of it is that this regiment on the third day’s fight 
turned up with a little remnant of 216 men out of their 820, and 
pave ated in that gallant charge, and came out with only 80 men 
eft. Petionest 

That I regard as the most remarkable loss in all history. There 
was a company in that regiment—Captain Tuttle’s company— 
that went in with 3 officers and 84 men. They came out of that 
with only 1 officer and 1 man. Another remarkable fact about 
that contest was the greater loss of officers in proportion to the 
enlisted men. There were 110,090 men killed in action in the 
Union Army. Of these 6,365 were officers and 103,725 enlisted 
men, being 1 officer t. 16 men. The regiments as organized had 
1 officer to 28 men; but when they were depleted the average be- 
came 1 officer to 21 men. It is not claimed that this increase of 
loss on part of the officers is due to any greater bravery on their 
part, but because they were charged with greater responsibility 
and were made the targets for the sharpshooters and others. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent that the gentleman be given time to finish his remarks. 

Mr. HULL. How much more time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. OTEY. Let him finish. 

Several MemBers. Let him finish. 

Mr. WARNOCK. I will not take over ten or fifteen minutes. 
<_ HULL. Iyield ten minutes more to the gentleman from 

oO. 

Mr. WARNOCK. As my time is limited, I pass on to a little 
incident which I think is a tribute well worth preserving. Gen- 
eral Scott was asked on one occasion before he had resigned his 
active command of the Army, ‘‘ Why is it that it takes you so 
long to get into Richmond, Va., when you got into the City of 
Mexico in such a short time?’ His answer was, ‘ use some 
of the men that are keeping me out of Richmond are some of the 
men that helped me get into Mexico.”” [Applause. 

And now it is proposed to take away from the old battle-scarred 
heroes that helped to fight these battles, that helped to make these 
immortal records—it is proposed to take away from them the little 
increased pay which they were allowed by a generous Government 
thirty years ago, when their services not been forgotten. 
[ Applause. } 

Mr. HULL. Will the gentleman permit me just a question 
there? I will yield him the time to make it up. 

Mr. WARNOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. HULL. Isit not true that those battles were largely fought 
by the volunteer? 

Mr. WARNOCK. Why, certainly. 

Mr. HULL. Does the gentleman understand this as affecting 
the volunteer? 

Mr. WARNOCK. I do not. 

Mr. HULL. Isit not true that the volunteer that lost a leg 
would get from $35 to $40 a month? 

Mr. WARNOCK. Yes. 

Mr. HULL, Is itnot true thatthe regular who losta leg would 
get three-quarters of his pay at that time? 

Mr. WARNOCK. Yes. 

Mr. HULL. Does the gentleman think, as justice between the 
regular and the volunteer, that the one should have, say, $2,000 
a year and increase that every year for twenty years on the re- 
tired list, and the other never get but the one? 

Mr. WARNOCK. The cases are not parallel. When the vol- 
unteer went into service it was simply an episode in his life. He 
went for three years. 

Mr. HULL. But he lost his leg? 

Mr. WARNOCK. He did; but when the Regular Army officer 
went into that war or into any other war it was his profession; it 
was his business for life; he was fitted for that, and for nothing 


else. 
Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Will the gentleman allow me a 
question? 
" Mr. WARNOCK. Why,I can not get through with what | 
ave. 
Mr. HULL. I will yield the time. 
Mr. WARNOCK. Very well. 
Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Does the gentleman know how 
many officers who participated in the war of the rebellion would 
be affected by the provision to which he refers? 
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Mr. WARNOCK. I know this—— 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Does the gentleman know how 
many? 
Me. WARNOCK. Ican not give you the exact number. 


Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Well, we can. 
Mr. WARNOCK. I know that there are 700 retired Army offi- 


cers. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. And only about 70 of them are 
affected by this bill, so that I do not believe the gentleman can 
name three who are affected by this provision, and all this talk 
about the gallant conduct of officers in the war of the rebellion 
refers to the volunteers. It does not refer to those veterans of 
the Regular Army who have been on the retired list for so long 
and who are drawing an increased amount every five years. 

Mr. WARNOCK. I know positively that that statement is not 
true. I know that the regular infantry regiments of the Army 
of the United States participated in every great battle of that 
war. And I know, personally, several officers of the Regular 
Army who were wounded in one or other of those great battles 
and retired with low rank, and one who lost both legs and was 
retired as lieutenant. 

Mr. HULL. Well, he gets three-quarters of that pay. 

Mr. WARNOCK. Certainly, he does. 

Mr. HULL. Now, just right there. Suppose he had been a 
captain of infantry in the volunteer service, what would he have 

‘ot? 
. Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. What portion of what he now 
gets would he get? 

Mr. WARNOCK. He would have gotten the various rates that 
are established. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. He would get about one-third of 
what he gets now. 

Mr. WARNOCK. That is very true; but if he had not given 
up his life and given up his business and given up his profession 
to go into the Regular Army he would have had a business and 
a profession to which he could have returned at the close of the 
war when he was disabled; but he had no such business; he had 
no such profession; he was not fitted for anything else; he was a 
soldier, trained as such—a professional soldier—and unfitted for 
Ss pursuit. 

hat is the reason urged now for this proposition? The reason 
that has been suggested is that the law discriminates between the 
volunteer and the regular. I sayitdoesnot. The regulars stand 
on a different footing. One reason urged is that these men have 
no vested —_ in the increased pay. This law was enacted sub- 
sequent to the time that these gentlemen entered the service, and 
as the law can be repealed they have no vested rights. I grant 
that that is true, but I never expected to live to see the day when 
the American Congress would calmly and deliberately weigh the 
claims of the old veterans by a mere cold, legal statement of 
vested rights. Why, to my mind the old a officer with 
one leg or one arm or bearing on his body honorable scars of pain- 
ful wounds received in the defense of his country has a more 
sacred claim, because of his disabilities, than could ever come by 
any mere cold, legal vested rights. I do not believe that the time 
has come when the American Congress or the American people 
are ready and willing to economize at the expense of co and 

triotism and valor in order that they may squander their mil- 

ions for mere tinsel or show or some useless public improve- 


ment. aa 
Mr. PALMER. Does this provision take away anything that 
the officer has been getting? 

Mr. WARNOCK. It takes away the increased pay that was 
allowed in 1870 for every five years of service, so that if an officer 
were retired before 1870 it would take away the 40 per cent that 
he has been receiving for the years after twenty years had elapsed. 
In other words, the law only gave this increase at the rate of 10 
per cent for each five years, and when his service was twenty 
years, then the increase stopped. So that it makes 40 per cent 
of his salary, and these men have adjusted themselves to that 
manner of living and their families have, and I regard that as an 
additional reason why these men in their old age, with one foot in 
the grave, should not now be treated in that way by a generous 
Government. 

Mr. PALMER. Will they get as much in the future as they 
have bem getting in the past? That is what I want to know. 

Mr. WARNOCK. Notif this provision prevails. The 40 per 
cent of their pay will be taken away. 

Mr. PALMER. Then I am with you. 

Mr. NORTON. And we are all with you, as far as that is con- 


cerne 1. pera) 

Mr. H JLL. Iask the gentleman from New York now to pro- 
ceed in his time. 
Senn SULZER. I yield twenty minutes to the gentleman from 


Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com- 
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mittee, on the 8th day of March I introduced a resolution direct- 
ing an inquiry to the Department of State with reference to its 
alleged refusal to issue certain passports to the Rev. Dr. Thomas 
and his wife to visit the concentration camps in South Africa, to 
relieve the distress of the noncombatant women and children 
there confined. 

On the 14th of that month this resolution, having been in the’ 
meantime broadened in its scope by the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, was reported and unanimously adopted by the House. I 
contend that neither the inquiry with reference to this matter 
originally a to the State Department, nor the inquiry 
provided for by the resolution adopted has been answered in 
spirit or in letter. 

Many times during the past two years the chief officer of the 
State Department has been denounced as an Anglomaniac and as 
a pro-British sympathizer. In the pressand upon this floor it has 
been charged that through his instrumentality this Government 
was being used as a buttress for Great Britain in the prosecution 
of the unholy war she is conducting in South Africa. 

Ihave never indulged in this harsh criticism against the officers 
of our State Department. It is not my purpose now to indulge 
in any harsh language against the head of the State Department; 
but it is my = e by the utilization of irrefutable logic applied 
to indisputable facts and circumstances, which I shall lay before 
you, to demonstrate that in this matter he deserves at the hands 
of every true American condemnation for his derelict conduct. I 
wish to be perfectly fair in this discussion and do not desire to 
reach any conclusion not justified by*the unquestioned facts. 

In the first place, what inquiry was originally made of the Sec- 
retary of State; what action did Governor Yates and his commit- 
tee, the parties at interest, attempt to secure at his hands? I will 
submit it to the candid judgment and determination of every 
honest man in this House that the query propounded and the 
action solicited at the hands of the State Department was cléarly 
made manifest as early as January 7 in a letter to the State De- 
partment by Mr. Van Vlissingen. 

That what was wanted was clearly understood by the State De- 

rtment is disclosed by Mr. David J. Hill, of the Department, in 

is reply, dated January 9, 1902, to this letter of Mr. Van Vlissin- 

en, member of ‘‘ Governor Yates’s Boer Relief Fund *’ committee. 

ow, what action was asked at the hands of the State Depart- 
ment? What did the representatives of Governor Yates and his 
relief committee seek to obtain from the Secretary of State? 

They wished to enlist the good offices of the Secretary of State 
of the United States to secure a permit from the British war office 
for Dr. Thomas and his wife to to South Africa upon 
their charitable mission to relieve the dying women and children 
there confined in concentration camps. Am I doing the Secretary 
of State an injustice? Let us see. 

I read from a letter of Mr. David J. Hill upon that point. Itis 
known to everyone that an ordinary passport can de secured by 
making an affidavit before any notary public to American citi- 
zenship and applying to the port clerk in the State Depart- 
ment. The intervention of the Secretary of State or other high 
officials of the State De ent is not necessary to secure pass- 
ports. In the letter referred to, Mr. David J. Hill, the First As- 
sistant Secretary of State, uses this language, speaking with refer- 
ence to what was necessary if Dr. Thomas undertook the mission 
contemplated: 

The Department is informed that a am should be procured from the 
British Government by ~~ rson desiring to proceed to South Africa, 
and that no person unprovi with such permit is allowed by tho authori- 
ties in South Africa to land, except under special circumstances. Permits 
are issued by the colonial secretary in London on production of satisfactory 
evidence from the United States embassy that the purpose of the contem- 
plated journey is legitimate, etc. 

Consequently, gentlemen, I am justified in my statement that 
the State Department was exactly advised of what was wanted 
before Mr. ight, acting for the Boer relief committee, ap- 
= by Governor Yates, first visited the State Department. 

rthermore, in a letter which is printed in the CoNGREssIONAL 
ReEcorpD, Mr. Knight uses this language in reference to that visit: 

In order to secure the admittance of Dr. Thomas to the concentration 
camps, however, it was realized that it would be necessary to first secure 
passports [permits] from the British war office— 

The British war office— 
to enable him to proceed to his destination. 


He knew that this permit was absolutely essential, and his sole 
mission to the State Department was to enlist the good offices of 
the Secretary of State in order to secure it. Now, is it possible 


that I am mistaken about this? 

Let us go one step further and see. In addition to this letter, 
which been addressed by Mr. Van Vlissingen to the Secretary 
of State in the early part of January, and the reply of Mr. Hill, 
which disclosed what was necessary to have in the way of per- 
mits and what was wanted, Mr. Knight, before he visited the Sec- 
retary of State, secured an interview with the chairman of the 
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Committee on Foreign Relations of the Senate, and clearly ex- 
plained to him his mission. 

Now, if only an ordinary passport was desired, if the applica- 
tion was to be made for a simple passport, what would have been 


the necessity of securing the intervention and assistance of the | 


great chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations of the 
Senate? 

Every man here knows that the chairman of that great com- 
mittee ought to be versed in international law. 

Every man here knows that if Mr. Knight had gone to him to 
ask his assistance to secure a simple passport that he would have 
replied, ‘‘ There is no necessity for it. Go to the passport clerk 
and get it.’’ Mr. Knight informs you that in the archives of the 
Secretary of State’s office there is a letter from Senator CULLOM, 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations, laying this 
matter before Mr. Hay, setting forth in detail what was desired 
by the Boer Relief Fund Committee. Let me read further from 
Mr. Knight’s letter, and it has been published for days, and has 
never been questioned and can not be contradicted. 

I first went to Senator CuLLOomM, of Illinois, and explained to him the nature 
of my mission. He then gave me a note to Secretary Hay, again explainin, 
what I sought, as it had been stated to him, and speaking a high word of 
praise for the character of Dr. Thomas, with whom he is personally ac- 
quainted. : 

In addition to the letter written by First Assistant Secretary 
Hill in the archives of the State Department there is this letter 
from Senator CULLOM disclosing the fact that it was not a pass- 
port, but the good offices ef the Secretary of the Department, 
which was sought in order to secure a permit from the British 
war office for Dr. Thomas and his wife to visit the concentration 
camps where the unfortunates were confined. There has been no 
— of it, because the State Department can not truthfully 

eny it. 

Now, let us go one step further. These facts which I have 
cited can not be questioned. I now desire to cite an indisputable 
circumstance in support of my contention. Mr. Knight was 
thoroughly familiar with conditions in South Africa, having 
spent severalmonths there. He knew an ordinary passport would 
be valueless; he knew that it would be necessary to secure this per- 
mit from the British war office, and concluded it was best to secure 
it through the good offices of the State Department, if it could be 
done. I will read from a recent letter of his on that point: 

Having spent several months in South Africa during the present war as a 
newspaper correspondent, I was also familiar with the situation there and 
knew just what would be needed from the British authorities in the way of 
passports or passes, and having carried an American passport during that 
time, which I secured through a notary public in California, I well knew the 
incompetency of such a ort to secure entrance to a country under mar- 
tial law unless it bore the indorsement of those in control of the military 
situation. 

This additional circumstance conclusively establishes the fact 
that the Secretary of State knew that it was not passports, but 
his good offices, which were sought to secure this permit from the 
British war office. 

Again: 

At first the 
don and make 


lan was entertained of having Dr. Thomas go direct to Lon- 
is application there, but this was afterwards rejected on the 
ground that such a trip would incur heavy expense and ht be without 
satisfactory result. It was then decided to bring the matter directly before 
our own State Department, have the matter brought, if possible, by our Sec- 
retary of State to the attention of the British oumbemodior here, and laid by 
him before the London war office. 


This I read from the same letter from the representative of the 


‘** Boer Relief Fund Committee ’’ appointed by Governor Yates. 
You will see, gentlemen, that I am not mistaken in my conten- 


tion that prior to March 11 the State Department knew that it | 


was the good offices of the State Department in securing these 
permits, which were desired, and not mere passports. 


But if gentlemen who are anxious to defend the State Depart- | 


ment, who feel that it is incumbent upon them to defend the Sec- 
retary of State, see fit to say that the matter was still in doubt at 
that time as to what was asked of the Secretary of State, I will 
again read for their benefit acommunication addressed to the State 
Department which removes it entirely from the field of uncertainty. 

After the interview with the Secretary of State wherein he was 
requested to use his good offices to bring Dr. Thomas's application 
for permission to visit the South African concentration camps in 
the interest of charity before the British ambassador, for the 
purpose of having it passed on by the British war office, and after, 
it is claimed, the Secretary of State had declined to do this on 
the ground that such action on his part might be considered med- 


dlesome, a remissness, ete., Mr. Knight addressed a communica- | 


tion to the Secretary of State da March 11, which is in the 


REcoRD, on page 2816, bringing directly to the attention of the 
State Department that it was not passports, but his good offices | 
which were sought. 

On the 14th of March, with conditions as I have now detailed 
them, the resolution I had introduced was brought up before the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


Precipitately, without having official knowledge of the existence 

of the resolution, the Secretary of State (according to the statement 

| of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hirr]) wrote a letter to 
| the Committee on Foreign Affairs in answer to an inquiry which 


was set forth in the resolution as originally introduced. The 
scope of this resolution was subsequently broadened by the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs to recite and meet the true conditions, 
and of course to the resolution thus broadened the letter of the 
Secretary of State was no answer. 

In my opinion, in the light of what had transpired—but I forego 
the expression of an opinion and submit the question to you—was 
not the letter thrust before this committee and subsequently read 
to you an attempt to evade the real issue? After this letter from 
the Secretary of State was read by the gentleman from Illinois, 
the resolution, broadened in its scope, as I have shown, was unani- 
mously reported and unanimously adopted. Conditions remained 
in statu quo until March 17, at which time this letter was ad- 
dressed to the honorable Secretary of State by Mr. Knight: 

The honorable SECRETARY OF STATE, 
Washington, D. C. 


Sir: I had the honor to present a written communication to your Depart- 
ment on the 1)th instant, uesting your good offices to secure, through the 
British ambassador in Washington or such other egoncy as iz might deem 
best, a permit from the British authorities to enable Dr. and Mrs. Hiram W. 
Thomas to visit the Boer concentration camps in South Africa for the pur- 
pose of disbursing funds collected in the State of Illinois for the relief of 
women, children, and other noncombatants held in these military camps. No 
ey to my communication has been received. 

n view of the fact that women and children are dying by the scores and 
hundreds for the want of pruper care, as is shown by the British official re- 
ports of the condition in these camps, and as the very pu for which the 
charitable people of Illinois have subscribed funds are, in a measure, being 
thwarted by the continued delay in dispatching the relief which they wish to 
send, I now beg leave to request that a reply be made to my communication 
as early as the matter can be consistently reached by your Department. 

have the honor to be, sir, very respectfully, 
JOHN O. KNIGHT, 
Acting for Boer Relief Committee appointed by Governor Yates. 


Hore. RALEIGH, 

Washington, D, C., March 17, 1902. 

To this letter the Secretary of State to this day has made no 
reply, unless this news item to which I direct your attention may 
be considered an answer. In the next morning’s issue of the 
Washington Post, under the caption ‘* War Office dodges inquiry,”’ 
which did not refer to this dodge, but another made by Mr. Brode- 

| rick, the war secretary of Great Britain, to an inquiry made by 
Sir Henry Campbell-Bannerman, the Liberal leader in the House 
of Commons, was this statement: 


WAR OFFICE DODGES INQUIRY—BRODERICK SAYS INVESTIGATION WOULD 
BE DISASTROUS JUST NOW. 
* * * * * * * 


Secretary Hay will not make further response to the House resolution in- 
quiring into the facts connected with the application of Rev. Dr. and Mrs. 
| Thomas for rts to reach the Boer camps. All the facts in the case 
| were set out In the Secretary's letter, written in anticipation of the e 
| of the resolution of inquiry and Mr. Hirt to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. The tary is communicating with Governor Yates, of Illi- 
nois, who initiated the movement to send the Thomases to South Africa, to 
ascertain exactly what is wanted by the contributors to the fund. 

This news item states: ‘‘All the facts in the case were set out in 
the Secretary’s letter written in anticipation of the passage of 
the resolution of inquiry.”’ 

Now, gentlemen, upon your conscience, aside from partisan- 
| ship—and there is no partisanship involved here—I submit to 
every candid, fair-minded man whether the letter meets any of 
the true facts of this case. 

Is there any allusion in Secretary Hay’s letter to the fact that 
Mr. CuLLom, chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
in a letter, had explained to him exactly what was wanted? 
Is there any allusion to the fact that Mr. Knight had addressed 
| him on the 11th of March a clean-cut, explicit request for his good 
offices to secure this permit? On the contrary, these unquestioned 
| facts wereignored. On the contrary—i dislike to indulge in strong 
language, but this letter was an evasion on the part of the Secre- 
tary of State. Why? Because he could not meet the true facts 
without demonstrating that he had proven derelict, that he had 
shown himself un-American when this eminently proper request 
was submitted to him. 

It is such conduct as this on the part of high officials of our 
Government which warranted the Hon. Joseph Chamberlain, 
Britain’s colonial secretary, in making this remarkable statement: 

‘We must make the Boers recognize that they are defeated, and take from 
them the barest bility of repeating the attempt. * * * The war 
the approval of sister nations across the sea.” 

These were his words, spoken in an address recently delivered 
by him at Guildhall, London. Thus, for the firsttime in our his- 
tory, we are placed in the attitude of having sympathy for a 
monarchy as against a republic. 

What was the purpose of this request which was refused by our 
Secretary of State? It was to furnish relief in the way of medi- 
cine, food, and clothing to Boer women and children confined in 
concentration camps in South Africa, their husbands and fathers 
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being in the field struggling for independence as did our revolu- But, gentlemen, I said there was‘no expression of sympathy on 
tionary sires in 1776, and that, too, against the same tyrannical | the other side. Permit me to retract that. The gen*leman from 
foe. ow can any true American uphold the Secretary of State | Michigan [Mr. WM. ALDEN Smiru] on the 2st of last January 
in his refusal to aid in this humane undertaking? introduced this resolution, and it does credit to his head and 

What are the conditions prevailing in South Africa? Some two | heart: 
years ago a few thousand honest Dutch burghers were living there | whereas it is officially reported that the British military authorities in 
under a government of their own—a Christian, God-fearing, peace- South Africa have passed and are about to execute sentence of death upon 
loving people—the majority of them engaged in pastoral pursuits. | Commandant Scheepers, of the army of the Orange Free State; 


7 - a “hi Whereas said Commandant Scheepers, a subject of the Orange Free State, 
In an evil moment for them gold was discovered in their country | was captured while sick and wounded in eel. and should therefore be 


in immense quantities. considered especially entitled to all the privileges and exemptions of a pris- 
{Here the hammer fell. oner of war; | ooo 

4 Whereas his execution may lead toacts of retaliation and reprisal, hus 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. I ask unanimous consent that my col- | make more difficult and htm, and thus 

league’s time be extended. Whereas the whole civilized world suffers from the effects of war waged 


The CHAIRMAN. The time, which is to be equally divided, | between any of the family of nations; and 
3 Whereas the people of the United States are moved by feelings of human- 
18 controlled by the gentleman from New York [Mr. SuLZER] on ity in behalf of the sufferers from the terrible warfare now being conducted 
one side and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HULL] on the other. | in South Africa: Therefore 
\OOPER Sr T Th I 1 to th tl f Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
2 : n Resolved by ‘ f 0 rring), Th 
ee “ Os SOzas SS ee oe ee ee British Government be requested to set aside the sentence of death passed 
New York. , upon Commandant Scheepers, and to accord him the customary immunities 
Mr. SULZER. How much further time does the gentleman | and privileges of a prisoner of war guaranteed under the Geneva Convention. 
from Texas [Mr. BURLESON] desire? A similar resolution was introduced by the senior Senator from 


Mr. BURLESON. Ten minutes. Colorado in the Senate, but it came too late. Permit me to read 
Mr. SULZER. I yield the gentleman ten minutes more. to you the finale of that unfortunate episode. Here is the story 


Mr. BURLESON. As I was saying, in an evil moment, gold | of ‘a soldier who formed one of the hollow square inclosed in 
was discovered in thatcountry. This discovery excited the greed | which Commandant Scheepers, the Boer patriot, met his doom: 
and the money lust of Britain’s subjects. Immediately lans were Commandant Scheepers was shot at 3 o'clock. They brought him from 
set on foot by that wonderfully strong man, Cecil Rhodes, acting | town in an ambulance van, with a band playing and the firing party follow- 
for the British Empire, to overturn the government of the Boers— ing Sena. — they - bisa © * ore he begged to be all mee, te 

" ; ; ; 8 ) > 9 ) C > } olde 
to wrest from the control of those peace-loving , inoffensive peo- cen. 1 = 15 of the ¢ Coldstream Guards stood 10 en fvoma hin ond fired. 
ple their country. For two years a contest has been waged there, | The volley was a sickening sight. He must have been a brave man; he did 
without a parallel in history. not finch nor tare pale. ney, buried him as he was, and broke up the chair 

A people unaccustomed to the arts of war—only 25,000 of them— | “PWitn it is further added that the tune played by the band that convoyed 
without financial resources, without credit, without an open port, Scheepers to death was a rollicking one, and that the victim at the time was 
when the effort was made to destroy their government, animated | suffering from severe wounds, the horror excited among the Boers by the 
by the spirit which moved our illustrious Washington, took up execution may be imagined. 
arms in defense-of their country. The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Opposed to them is the most powerful nation in the world, with Mr. SULZER. I yield the gentleman two minutes more. 
possibly one exception—a nation of unlimited credit—a nation Mr. BURLESON. How this contrasts with the magnanimous 
which has for years dominated and controlled the seas—a nation | treatment accorded by the Boers to the wounded English gen- 
able to throw into South Africa an army of 250,000 men, which | eral, Methuen, when a captive in their hands! Too poor to give 
it promptly did, to grapple and combat these 25,000 inexperienced | him proper medical treatment they returned him safely to the 
farmers. | British lines, and yet our boasters and braggarts prate of Anglo- 

The contest has been waged for two years. It is still being | Saxon civilization, talk much of Christian charity, actually claim- 
waged, and notwithstanding the fact that when one of the unfer- | ing the meek and lowly Nazarene as an exemplar for their con- 
tunate Boers is stricken down no man is there to take his place, | duct! 
while when a British soldier is stricken down ten men can be Now, gentlemen, in conclusion, I have no doubt that the re- 
immediately sent forward to supply the place made vacant by his | quested permits will ultimately be secured, and that, too, through 
death—notwitstanding these odds which have been against them | the good offices of our Secretary of State, but it will be through 
the Boers have struggled and fought on and on and are still con- | force of public opinion which lashes our laggard officials into 
tending for the maintenance of their government. action. 

May God give them strength to endure and fight on untilevery | Theodore Roosevelt has done things of which I do not approve. 
British soldier is driven from South Africa or every valiant Boer | There are many things he ought to have done as President which 
dies. | I believe he would have done if left alone, but which by rea- 

During the past two years we have heard much about Anglo- son of his environments he has failed todo. However, I would 
Saxon civilization—the Anglo-Saxon race, the race devoted to the | not be fair to myself if I did not express my belief that Mr. 
principles of constitutional government, a race that has been per- | Roosevelt is a courageous, strenuous American. I believe that— 
sistently determined to maintain for itself self-rule—and yet, gen- | and I now indulge a prophecy—in less than one year, yea, much 
tlemen, the anomalous spectacle is presented of the only English- | less than one year, there will be another interchange of letters 
speaking Government upon the Eastern hemisphere engaged in | of regret between our President and another Cabinet minister, 
this struggle to destroy the only people on the Dark Continent | and our little pro-British Secretary of State, the little author 
who are endeavoring to maintain the right to govern themselves, | of ‘‘ Little Breeches,” will follow other Cabinet ministers of a 
and the only English-speaking Government on the Western | former President into the quiet of a private life. [Applause. ] 
hemisphere is engaged in attempting to suppress and beat down Mr. HITT. Will the gentleman from Iowa yield me some time? 
the first effort which is being made by a people in the Orient to Mr. HULL. How much time do you want—twenty minutes? 
govern themselves. Mr. HITT. Oh, no. 

As a matter of fact,this is the tie that binds. Animated by Mr. HULL. I yield to the gentleman from Illinois such time 
unrighteous purposes, both Britain and America are engaged in | as he may desire. 
unholy causes of conquest. Wehearnowordof sympathy uponthe | Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, I do not think it necessary to imi- 
other side of the Chamber for these suffering Boers. Why isit? It | tate the gentleman in repeating and again reading what the House 
1s not because you do not love liberty; it is not because you do not | has heard once or twice before. These letters have all been read 
sympathize with the dying women and children in the concentra- | and published and discussed before. They were promptly given 
tion camps in South Africa, for no man can make me believe | to the press at the very instant they were indited by the enter- 
that your kind hearts are not animated by the same impulses of | prising young man whom the gentleman from Texas mentions s¢ 
only that move the hearts upon this side. requently. The action of the State Department, which the 

i could not be made to believe that you do not cherish in your | gentleman has denounced with such extreme vehemence as eva- 
souls the same noble affection for liberty that is entertained on | sion, is, in fact, prompt and frank, as is apparent to anyone who 
this side. Yet you are silent. Why is it? Because you are sus- | will look a moment candidly at it. 
taining an Administration whose policy it is to crush out the love A resolution was introduced making an inquiry of a Depart- 
of liberty in the Philippine Islands—suppressing and destroying a | ment.. A copy, as is customary, was sent to the Department. 
people who are endeavoring to control their own country. We The Secretary of State, instead of evading, answered immediately 
are engaged in the same business as Britain. in a note which is before you, which compactly states the facts; 

The truth is a spirit of commercialism, which has marked the | and none of those long details and conjectures about what was 
beginning of the decadence of every great nation, has taken pos- | requested for Mr. Thomas, which are read from letters in the 
Session of our people. I fear we have reached the period in our | newspapers and uttered by the gentleman, are necessary to know 
history when we love dollars more than we do right and justice, | the simple facts. A request was made to the Secretary, first, for a 
when we esteem conquest and power more than we do liberty | passport. He said, ‘‘ Yes,”’ at once, and, more than that, *‘ I will 
and freedom, give letters to all those with whom I can have any influence to 
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forward this work.”’ 


‘‘Inguiry was then made ’’—I quote the 
Secretary's letter—‘‘ whether this Government would ask of the 
British Government permission for Mr. and Mrs. Thomas to go 
at will through the British military lines and camps, a suggestion 
which I thought impracticable.”’ 

That was the necessary answer which would be given in such 
case. Permission could no doubt be obtained to visit those camps 


‘‘ under surveillance,’’ as has been granted the Germans; and such 

rmission would be given to anyone properly authorized present- 
ing the request from the State Department or from our minister 
in Lopvcon. The Secretary states further, showing his willing- 
ness to aid, that *‘ he is ready at any time to consult with a repre- 
sentative of Governor Yates,”’ and Governor Yates is the man 
who inspired and set in motion this whole work of contributions 
by people for the benefit of the distressed Boer prisoners, ‘‘ as to 
the best means of getting into the proper hands the sums con- 
tributed by charitable people in Illinois for the relief of the suf- 
ferers by the war in South Africa.’’ I have no official informa- 
tion as to any action that has taken place since. I have reason to 
believe that the wishes of Governor Yates and of that committee 
have been or are being discussed. 

I do not know the state of affairs, but one of the gentlemen 
connected with the committee has said to me that they were in 
communication about it, and we may believe from the prompt- 
ness with which the Secretary acted and the spirit that he has 
shown that the purposes of the good people to relieve the sadness 
and suffering in South Africa will be carried out. I do not wish 
to detain the House in further discussion dragging this matter 


out. It has been talked over at such length, with such ition 
and such bitterness, that further talk does not add much. Our 
Government has repeatedly shown the sympathetic spirit that 
animates it toward the South Africans. e have o our 


mediation when other nations did not. When it was refused, we 
have again and again in the most public manner thata national 
utterance can be given, stated our willingness to mediate again 
whenever we can to bring about peace or mitigate the sufferings 
that come from such a dreadful war. I do not think it necessary 
to answer the epithets and vi tions of the gentleman. I 
merely call attention to the statement of the real facts, embraced 
in this ten-line letter of the Secretary. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side. 7} 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I yield thirty minutes to the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Parrerson]. 

Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. Mr. a eng the American 
people have asked and are now asking why it is ‘that the enor- 
mous appropriations for the military eat ishment of the Gov- 
ernment show no signs of substantial diminution. 

This bill carries with it the sum of $90,880,934.41, a little less 
than the amount carried for 1901, but larger than the amount ap- 
priated for the year 1900. And thisin yo of the fact that in the 
two preceding years large numbers of were quartered in 
Cuba and the insurrection in the Philippine Islands was flagrant. 
But now we will soon withdraw all our troops from Cuba, and 
we are told that conditions in the archipelago are highly favor- 
able, that the majority of the provinces are ; , and that 
armed resistance to our sovereignty is unorganized and confined 
to a few malcontents in remote regions from the city of Manila. 
In glowing terms we are told of ou general peace which prevails, 
and yet we are to send and maintain under this bill a standing 
army in the islands of upward of 40,000 soldiers. But this is no 
new promise. We were told in the beginning that the insurrec- 
tion, if such it can be called, would soon be quieted and that peace 
would prevail throughout the archipelago. 

We have been told from time to time in the press dispatches, 
by military authorities and by our Republican friends, that these 
heavy burdens imposed upon the American taxpayer would be re- 
duced; but we have spent in the hitherto vain ae to ee} 
gate the Christian people of these islands the stupendous sum of 
over $500,000,000, and yet the appropriations go on, the insurrec- 


tion still lives, and whatever of peace prevails is at the point of | | 


the sword. Not only have these vast amounts been expended in | 
the inglorious and unsuccessful effort in the East. but we have | 
slain or wounded nearly 100,000 people whose sole affront has 

been that they sighed for liberty, and without it were ready to 


die. To accomplish this the American soldier has too often gone 
out full of promise and hope to find a grave in those y | 
and distempered islands or to return broken in spirit and ed 


in health to become an inert pensioner on the Government. 
But, Mr. Chairman, 
not purpose to enter into ane 


bill relating to these islands shall be presented to the 


its consideration. 


But I shall now submit a few remarks upon one feature of the 
situation there relating to the practice and continuation of human 


the time at my disposal is limited, and I do 
or general discussion of this | 
question, reserving this for a future time when the ,oeepeenean 
House for 


slavery, as an illustration of one of the many grave questions 
which the dominant party has forced upon the country in its great 
folly in the East. 

In doing so I wish to correct the impression sought to be left 
by the distinguished gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy], 
who will soon be called to the head of the Navy, and who will, I 
am sure, bt ape A wear his great and new-found honor. 
course of his remarks early in the session he attempted to show 
that slavery did not exist in the Philippine Islands with the 
approval or consent of the United States Government. If the 
House will give me its attention, I shall undertake to show that 
not only does it exist with the approval and consent of the 
Government, but that it has been made and is nowa participator 
and copartner in that iniquity. 

Acting under orders from the President, General Otis, who was 
at the time military governor of the Philippine Islands, directed 
| instructions to General Bates to enter into negotiations with the 
Sultan and the datos of the Sulu Archipelago with the ultimate 
object of entering into a ‘‘ written agreement,’’ subject to the 
approval of the authorities, and designated General Bates the 

‘agent on the of the United States military authorities in 
the Philippine Petandis.” The following is a part of the instruc- 
tions: 

he Uni ill t the obli tems of in under the agree 

eau of 1SfS in the aantior of money annuiti ties, and in br oof of sincastee got you 
will offer asa present to the Sultan and datos $10,000 ( oe). — which 
you will be supplied before leaving for —_ same to be ha 
them, res vely,in amounts with the ratio of punts made to 
them'b iy Government = eir declared se 

of September next and cae e United States ‘will pay to them regu- 
larly the sums by Spin in Ste agreement of 1878, and in any subse- 

romises of which proo: rnished. 


uent 
. The United States will promise, in return for the concessions to be herein- 
after a. religion oe with but to protect the Moros in the free 
and customs, social and domestic. and will respect 
the rights sland digaities of the Sultan and his advisers It not toin- 
of internal eee and political 

ther on to respond to their requests for assistance, or to render 
action through advice and instruction in those special features 
tration connected with the development of trade and agricultural resources, 
and the methods of and employing the same for the improve- 
— and efficiency of ——— 

agrees to insure to enj it of these 


ent. 
the Sultan and his people the 
rights and — privileges all foreign nations, and will all trade of 


tan and his le with an rtion of the Phili opine Sapam, com 

ducted under the i erican flag. wlntee, unlimited, and undutiable. It de- 

mands, of course, the right to y control over the places within its 
occupation. 

In return for these promised assurances, the Sultan and his chiefs, ac- 

the sovereigaty of the United States, should stipulate to per- 





= 
oa 
aa. 





knowl 
| mit that Government to con’ such points in the islands as the 
execution of the o bligntions ch it assumes necessary, whether for 


aggression or to disperse at- 
Tyee yt. gt 
emblem and proof of 


naval or military operations i a 
tempted piratical excursions. agree 
| casions, and continuously, t he delete ar as the 
United States sovereignty. 

Armed with these instructions as the accredited agent of the 
Government, with the money furnished by General Otis, knowing 
full well that slavery existed throughout the Sultan’s dominions, 
General Bates started upon his mission, the result of which was 
the celebrated treaty or agreement ’ is name. 

In Senate Document No. 136, not furnished until February 1, 
1900, after the Senate resolution of January 24, 1900, had been 
passed requesting its production, is found the reports relating to 
the culaduaaien of this agreement, the American people being 
— in entire ee of the facts up to that time. 

g of the interviews between General Bates, the 
galten, a the datos, who are next in authority to the Sultan, 
discloses a state of facts in which a great government is made 
| to play an undignified and puerile réle, not to speak of its future 
_ responsibility arising from these unpardonable transactions. 

If the situation was not one of the most ve im the com- 
ical features of the daily peregrinations of General Bates about 
| the ports of the a and the reported dialogues between 

himself and the Sulu digmtaries would at least be amusing if not 
| instructive. There are many instances, one of which I shall in- 
_sertas a fair sample of our consideration toward the slaveholding 
Moros, and as showing the performance of our “ duty,’ 
| about which our Republican friends are so wont to prate. The 
interview is as follows: 


as | CONFERENCE BETWEEN GEN. J.C. BATES AND DATOS CALBI AND JOAKANAIN, 
| HELD AT THE RESIDENCE OF DATO oe NEAR JOLO, P. I., AUGUST 19, 1899. 





GENERAL. Tell Dato Joakanain that we would have been Gown to seo 
hien of his own house, bunt wo aid mubget nck: tn Sew e from our tri 
ranged to come here to-day, as we heard he would be at his bro 
that the visit is to him as well as to his brother. 

Say that we have been very glad to feel that both he and his brother are 
gro’ trieuds tous, and wo Rape we will cbengs kanp geod Srtendennd be bet 

er irien 


Dato JOAKANAIN. — ag ae very —. 
Ln to those that I found good and 
me to make 0 nt een ges 
and a his brother are good friends to us, and I want to make resent 
from th am talking the same to both, Dato Dato Ca bi and 


You can also tell him we have enjoyed the races very much, and will be 


and ar- 
er’s, and 





me down here they told 
a think he 
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glad tosee him to-morrow. Tell him I give them these because we regard 
a sy ea aitat with flag and bag of pesos.) 
Dato CALBI. They receive it with thanks. He — things are turned 


around. It was customary if people came from another country that they 
should take something away from it, and he says you have taken nothing 
a 


from the country, but have given them something. He will take it, he says, 


because whatever he could give you would be worthless, and so he will not 
give you enything. : 

GENERAL. Tell him we want to build up a trade here. We want to sell 
American and buy what the Moros have to sell. We want to be good 
friends and expect to make our expenses that we. as this is the way Ameri- 
cans make their money, by increasing trade and improving conditions in the 
; Date CALBI. He says he has got several daughters, but he is very glad to 
tell you to-day be got a son. : 

GENERAL. I congratulate him very heartily. 

(Refreshments served.) 

For the information of that part of the American people who 
may not know what a peso is, a bag of which was presented to 
these fortunate datos, I will explain by saying that it is a Spanish 
dollar, and that the flags presented were those which “ shou!d 
never come down.’ How like the Republican party this asso- 
ciation of the flag and a bag of money! The old flag and an ap- 
propriation! It is little wonder that these particular datos are 
‘pacified,’ and we behold their signatures to the infamous 
agreement which was shortly thereafter consummated. 

These scenes were repeated, gifts of money and presentations 
of flags, “‘refreshments,’’ and an era of brotherly love and good 
feeling begun, which up to this hour is still undiminished. 

The Sultan himself seems to have resisted these blandishments 
for a while, but the redoubtable General Bates finally had an ‘“‘ in- 
terview;”’ the Sultan was presented with “sev *” American 
flags. $1,500 in money, and an agreement to pay him $250 per month 
indefinitely, and he, too, became “ pacified ’’ and a firm friend of 
the Government. The only apparent halt in these negotiations 
between General Bates and the Sultan was in regard to his own 
and the American flag, whether he should use his or our flag at 
his capital and on his excursions in the surrounding waters; but 
mutual concessions and forbearance settled this delicate interna- 
tional point of etiquette, and both were agreed to be flown, the 
Stars and Stripes just a little above the Sultan's flag. 

Having settled this delicate point to his own satisfaction, and 
in a manner consonant with the “ dignity ’’ and “* duty ”’ of a great 
and beneficent government, General Bates and the Sultan had 
‘refreshments’ and parted the best of friends, the general sail- 
ing away to report the result of his arduous labors, leaving the 
Sultan, holding the American flag in one hand and a bag of silver 
in the other, to return to the ministrations of his slaves and the 
delights of the harem, and with a profound respect for the Ameri- 
can Government and the uplifting force and beneficent influence 
of American institutions. 

‘** How would you like to be the Sultan of Sulu?’’ would form a 
striking title for a comic opera, and Senate Document No. 136 
would furnish all the material for a successful production. 

Happy man! Joint sovereign with the United States Govern- 
ment; secure in his wives and concubines; his slaves unmolested; 
guaranteed protection in all his rights, temporal and spiritual; 
with American money to spend aa the American flag to secure 
him and his numerous posterity forever in the enjoyment of these 
great and varied blessings. [Laughter and applause. | 

The following is the treaty: : 

AGREEMENT 
Between Brig. Gen. John C, Bates, representing the United States, of the one 
part, and His Highness the Sultan of Jolo, the Dato Rajah Muda, the Dato 

Attik, the Dato Calbi, and the Dato Joakanain, of the other part; it bein 

understood that this ment will be in full force only when approv 

by the governo of the Philippine Islands and co Dy the 


nfirmed 

President of the United States, and will be subject to future modifications 

by the mutual consent of the parties in interest. 

ARTICLE I. The sovereignty of the United States over the whole archi- 
pelago of Jolo and its ncies is declared and acknow . 

.. Ant. IL, The United States flag will be used in the archipelago of Joloand 
its dependencies, on land and sea. 

Ant. Ill. The rights and dignities of His Highness the Sultan and his datos 
shall be fully respected; the Moros shall not interfered with on account 
of their religion; all their religious customs shall be respected, and no one 
shall be persecuted on account of his religion. 

: Art. IV. While the United States may occupy and control such points in 
the archipelago of Jolo as publie interests seem to demand, encroachment 
x ill not made upon the lands immediately about the residence of His 
an guitan — military neceantt requires each cocmpation 

) ore wer; and where property 0’ uals 
taken, due compensation will be made in each-case. can 
; A person can purchase land in the archipelago of Joloand hold the same 

oy obtaining the consent of the Sultan and to a satisfactory “e- 
ment with the owner of the land: and such hase shall immediately be 
registered in the proper office of the United States Government 
_ Art. V. All trade in domestie products of the axenigoag? of Jolo, when 
carried on by the Sultan and his people with any the Philippine 

slands, and ‘when conducted under the American , shall be free, un- 
limited, and undutiable, 
th py ht The Sutton of Fale shall be allowed i communicate Greet with 
‘ral o Philippine Islands complaint against 

the commanding officer of Jolo or ow naval commander. 

Art. VII. The introduction of and war material is forbidden, 
ine under specific authority of the governor-general of the Philippine 


SS 


ec 


Arr. VII. Pi must be suppressed, and the Sultan and his datos agree 
to heartily cooperate with the United States authorities to that end, and to 
-—_ every possible affort to arrest and bring to justice all persons engaged 


racy. 
nr. IX. Where crimes and offenses are committed by Moros against 
Moros, the government of the Sultan will bring to trial and punishment the 
criminals and offenders, who will be delivered to the government of the Sul- 
tan by the United States authorities, if in their ssion. In all other cases 
persons charged with crimes or offenses will be delivered to the United States 
authorities for trial and punishment. 

Art. X. Any slave in the archipelago of Jolo shall have the right to pur- 
chase freedom by paying to the master the usual market value. 

Art. XI. In cases ofany trouble with subjects of the Sultan the American 
authorities in the islands will be instructed to make careful investigation 
before resorting to harsh measures, as in most cases serious trouble can thus 
be avoided. 

ArT. XII. At present, Americans or foreigners wishing to go into the 
country should state their wishes to the Moro authorities and ask for an es- 
—_ it is hoped that this will become unnecessary as we know each other 

tter. 

Arr. XIII. The United States will give full protection to the Sultan and 
- subjects in case any foreign nation should attempt to impose upon 

em. 

Arr. XIV. The United States will not sell the island of Jolo or any other 
island of the Jolo Archipelago to any foreign nation without the consent of 
the Sultan of Jolo. 

ArT. XV. The United States Government will pay the following monthly 
salaries: 

Mexican dollars. 


Neen nn nn nee rei deumidaddesladW snes amisneas 250 
I oe cneme wanttw etn ees 75 
a sk deahaenninedes amesecnsek 60 
I en eaene eae ae ti} 
I entdinns epcncouannas 5 
Cee nbsp anudipene eunbwis 60 
I  ebivnnies even oneonewnuy 60 
To Neen nnn ee eee unmete omontenden i) 
Po ne ee, 
as a cuielineinehap a teannanansioe bs 


Signed in triplicate, in lish and Sulu, at Jolo, this 20th day of August, 
A. D. 1899 (18 Arabuil, Abril 1517). 
JOHN C. BATES, 


Brigadier-General, United States Volunteers. 


|b 


Sultan of Jolo. 


see2Jy°Gk 
to RWjab a. 

_ i 
Dato Att sk 





Dato Calbi @ Dato Joaxenain. 


This treaty or agreement, Mr. Chairman, is not only wholly un- 
worthy of our Government, but criminal as well, involving us, as 
it does, with the maintenance of the religion of the Moros, which 
recognizes slavery in all its varied forms, and their customs, which 
countenance polygamy. 

But the distinguished gentleman from Massachusetts read the 
letter of the Secretary of War, after this treaty was signed, ad- 
dressed to General Otis, and which is as follows: 


Wark DEPARTMENT, Washington, October 27, 1899. 

Sir: The President instructs me to advise you that the agreement signed 
August 20, 1899, between Brig. Gen. John C. Bates, epeeneens the United 
States, of the one part, the Sultan of Jolo, the Dato jah Muda, the Dato 
Attik, the Dato Calbi, and the Dato Joakanain, of the other part, is confirmed 
and approved, subject to the action of congress provided for in that clause 
of the treaty of peace between the United States and Spain which provides, 
“The civil rights and the political status of the native inhabitants of the ter- 
ritory hereby ceded to the United States shall be determined by Congress,” 
and with the nnderstanding and reservation, which should be distinctly com- 
municated to the Sultan of Jolo, that this a ment is not to be deemed in 
any way to authorize ere the consent of the United States to the exist- 
ence of slavery in the Sulu Archipelago, a thing which is made impossible by 
the thirteenth amendment to the Constitution of the United States. 

At the same time when you communicate to the Sultan the above- 
mentioned understanding, the President desires that you should make in- 
q as to the number of ape held in slavery in the archipelago, and 
wha ment it may be practicable to make for their emancipation. 
It is assumed that the market price referred to in the agreement of August 
20, 1899, is not wy high at present, and it may be that a comparatively 
moderate sum, which Congress might be willing to appropriate for that pur- 
pose, would suffice to secure freedom for the whole number. 

It is needless to sugsest that the inquiry should be prosecuted in such a 
—= not to create the impression that we now have authority to make 
such an arrangement, and in such a manner as not to create extravagant 


tions. 
Very truly, yours, ELIBAU ROOT, 
Secretary of War. 


ath. Gen. E. 8. -, b } 
manding United States Forces in the Philippines, Manila, P. L 
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From this letter he derives the conclusion that the United States 
Government did not consent or approve the continuance of slavery 
in these islands, but how weak the position is when the treaty is 
approved, and not one thing has been done from the time it was 
signed up to the present to vary, alter, or modify a single term. 

Of course the Secretary of War was compelled to say the Gov- 
ernment did not recognize slavery. That was a fact before his 
letter of approval, and the statement of the Secretary did not 
make or change it, for the inhibition is written in the Constitution 
itself. 

That the Constitution is opposed to slavery; that every good 
man, including the gentleman from Massachusetts. is needs noth- 
ing but the statement, but in spite of the Constitution—in gross 
disrezard of it, to the shame of the American people—we have ap- 
proved it, and are protecting it not only by a treaty but by subse- 
quent promises not to interfere with the religion and customs of 
the Moros. 

Long after the letter of the Secretary of War was written we 
find repeated assurances from Governor Taft that the Commis- 
sion did not intend and would not interfere with the religious 
customs and tribal relations of the Moros. The following is an 
excerpt as published in the report of the Philippine Commission, 
page 10°: 

INTERVIEW OF COMMISSION WITH VARIOUS MORO DATOS. 
CoTABATO, Afternoon of April 2, 1901. 


PRESIDENT (addressing Spanish interpreter). Say to him (Moro inter- 
poster) that we would be glad if he would express to the datos who have 
1 


onored us by coming here our pleasure in seeing them. Say to him that we | 


come here with the friendliest feeling to continue the policy which has been 
introduced by the worthy military officers now in command; that we would 
not deprive a single Moro of a just right which he has heretofore enjoyed; 
that we are not here to take their country from them or to make profit out 
of them; that anything the Government of the United States may do here, 
through its representatives, will be directed solely to the prosperity and best 
interests of the Moro people; that we do not come here to interfere with 
their form of government, but only to see to it that justice is administered 
and that peace and equity are maintained; that nothing could be further 
from our a than an interference wlth their worship of God as they 
choose, according to their own religious beliefs; that the foundation stone of 
the American Republic is tolerance in religion, and the entire separation of 
church and state, and that the Moros will be left to practice their religious 
rites as they choose. 


The history of article 10 is instructive. It was a subject of 
some controversy between General Bates and the Sultan whether 


the pe at which the slaves could buy their freedom should be 
fixed 


cent agent, unwilling that so small a matter should interfere with 
amicable relations, consented to this proviso. 

According to article 10 it will be seen that the slave working 
for nothing is secured in the inestimable privilege of purchasing 
his freedom, and we can better understand this boon which the 
American flag has brought to him when we are informed that he 
could have thus purchased his freedom long before the acquaint- 
ance of General Bates and the Sultan of Sulu was formed, and be- 


fore the Stars and Stripes were apparent in the archipelago. An | 


interesting problem in mathematics would be, How long would it 
take a slave working for nothing to buy his freedom at the ‘‘ mar- 
ket price?’’ 


And we may inquire of our Republican friends to-day, What is | 


the *‘ market price ’’ of a slave in the Philippine Islands? What 
are the market quotations in the Sultan’s price current? 
Taking the Republican view, we have paid $20,000,000 to Spain 


for the whole Philippine Archipelago, which includes the Sultan’s | 


so-called dominions, and our title is indefeasible to the whole. 
Yet the United States Government is placed in the miserable at- 
titude of negotiating with the Sultan for trading privileges, bar- 
tering with him for military positions of occupancy, just as if he 


was in fact a foreign potentate, and agreeing in return to protect | 


him in the religion and customs of the Moros, as well as their 
tribal relations. And the unenviable position of the dominant 
party with reference to this treaty is that to free the slaves 
would be a gross breach of faith toward the people with whom 
the agreement was made, while if its continuance is permitted 


and protected, as it has been in the past and up to the present | 


time, it is to bring dishonor on the nation and shame to all citi- 
zens of the Republic. 


EXTENT OF SLAVERY, ITS CHARACTER, AND HOW SLAVES ARE OBTAINED. 


In his evidence before the Insular Affairs Committee of the 
House Governor Taft estimated that there were from two hun- 
dred and fifty to three hundred thousand slaves in the Moham- 
medan countries of the archipelago, and, in addition, in the first 
volume of the United States Philippine Commission, page 38, he 
says: 

It should be understood that slavery in the Philippines is by no means 
confined to the Moros. It is common among the wild Indonesian tribes in 
the interior of Mindanao and among the wild Malayan tribes of northern 
Luzon. If the evidence of credible witnesses is to be believed, some of the 


= tribes of Mindanao sacrifice their slaves to propitiate their heathen 
vinities, 


at a definite figure or not, but the Sultan insisted that it | 
should be at the *‘ market price,”’ and our agreeable and compla- | 


Governor Taft further stated in his testimony before the com- 
mittee that the dato or master had the power of life and death 
over his slaves. In the second volume of the Philippine Com- 
mission Report, page 85, Maj. C. J. Sweet, an officer at Jolo, on 
March 28, 1901, testified, in response to inquiries by the commis- 
sioners, as follows: 

SYNOPSIS OF INTERVIEW HAD BY THE COMMISSION WITH MAJ. O. J. SWEET, 
COMMANDING OFFICER, JOLO, P. 1., MARCH 28, 1901. 


In response to inqeicies, Major Sweet stated as follows: 
Slavery among the Moros a in three ways—by capture, by debt, 
and by heredity. Practically all the slaves favor emancipation. Applica- 
tions for freedom are received almost daily, eight or ten having been re- 
ceived within the past few days. Did not think the slaves were treated with 
great cruelty; at times were whipped and at times killed outright if they dis- 
leased the “datto.” Being asked whether the slaves were used as concu- 

ines, he stated that the term “‘concubine” was a distinctive name applied to 
an attendant upon the women of the harem; that the concubine was often a 
slave. All female slaves, however, were aware subject to the desires of the 
master; that was by the Koran. id that a slave followed the 
mother; could sell father without the mother. Unde there could be 
marriages between slaves by consent of owner. Did not understand that 
such consent deprived owner of right to sell father without mother. 

In order to show that mapumitted slaves may have an oppor- 

tunity to rise, Major Sweet cites an instance as follows: 


Manumitted slaves could rise to positions of trust and honor if they showed 
themselves competent. Cited the case of the man Janarin, who was a slave 
and notorious liar, whose mouth had been slit from ear to ear, but was sub- 
sequently, though a slave, placed in charge of a village to = ey: the busi- 
ness interests of his master; that is, to collect the tax levied upon the indus- 
tries of the people. ‘ 

From which we may infer that in order to fit a slave for a posi- 
_ tion of responsibility after his manumission it would be nec- 
_ essary to slit his mouth from ear to ear, or at least this operation 
would not interfere with his efficiency. sie 

Major Morrison, in an interview by the Commission at Zam- 
boanga, March 31, 1901, made the following statement as illus- 
trative of this system: 

Most of the Moros obtain slaves by stealing children or by making war 
and capturing them. I do not think the Zaboangans deal in slaves much. 
They are a different class from the others. The ple of Tligan Bay made 
some trouble and captured some slaves, and one of their sultans was coming 
down here, and he pone a woman and two children toa little island up 
here and sold them to a Chinaman. acquaintance of mine was in there 
one dayand saw them. This man asked the Chinaman what he bought them 
for. “Iam going to feed them for a few months and then geta good price 
for them,” he replied. When I was down in Tawi Tawi they were selling 
girls 15 years old for from $5 to $15. [hada girloffered tome for $36 Mexican. 


We must all agree that at some time, if we are to hold these 
islands as a permanent possession of the Government, slavery 
| must cease, and that we will be compelled, as a matter of na- 
| tional honor, to exterminate it; and when that time shall come 
we will have a war of fanaticism with the Moros far more seri- 
ous than that with the Christian Filipinos, and we can see in the 
future increasing appropriation bills for the Army and growing 
pension rolls as a result of the strange cruise upon which the Re- 
| publican party has launched the ship of state. 
| Governor Taft, on this subject, in the first volume of the Phil- 
ippine Commission Report, page 37, says: 

An attempt at the mt time to use force in securing the liberty of Moro 
slaves woul inevitabl provoke a fierce conflict with a brave and warlike 

eople, and, so far as the slaves themselves are concerned, would meet with 
Fttle apprenaten. If, on the other hand, the refusal on the part of the Gov- 
ernment to slavery is persisted in, and the taking or purchasing of 
new slaves prevented, the question will settle itself in a generation without 
bloodshed or the bitterness necessarily engendered by an armed strife. 


That these views of Judge Taft, to the effect that this question 
will settle itself, are not only optimistic, but will simply postpone 
the day when the conflict shall come, will be understood by every 
man who has studied this question or has any knowledge of Moro 
laws and customs. 

Mr. Chairman, I hope I have not approached the discussion of 
this question from any narrow partisan standpoint, or to be un- 
derstood as charging that either Governor Taft or the military 
authorities are in favor of a continuation of human slavery, but 
the facts do warrant the assertion made in the beginning, that it 
is being protected by the United States Government, and either 
silently or actively approved by every agent who has dealt with 
the question. : 

The facts laid before the country can not fail to inspire senti- 

' ments of the deepest concern to the American people. 
If the observations of those not connected with the Govern- 
ment and who profess to speak from personal knowledge are true, 
they disclose a much worse state of affairs than here presented. 
But I have purposely refrained from coloring the situation by 
reading from other reports, but have contented myself with pre- 
senting the facts as gathered from the testimony of military offi- 

cers taken by the Commission, and that of Governor Taft him- 
self. I shall not stop now to contrast the harsh treatment of the 
| Christian Filipino with the regard manifested by our Government 
| toward the Mohammedan Sultan and the infamous m which 
| is a part of his religion further than to say that if the Christian 
| had received the same treatment as the Mohammedan much of 
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ruin would have been prevented and much of treasure and hu- 
man life would have been saved. 

We appeal first to the dominant party to end this intolerable 
condition of affairs and demand that the thirteenth amendment 
to the Constitution be made as effective in the Philippine Islands 
as it is in the States of the Union. Failing in this, our next ap- 
peal will be to the American people to put a party in power 
pledged to the independence of the Christian peoples of those 
islands, and who will either wash its hands of this miserable busi- 
ness in the East or see to it that nowhere under the protection 
of the American flag shall a single human being be held in bond- 
age. [Loud ap lause. | 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I trust the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. HuLu] will now use some of his time. 

Mr. HULL. I donot know that we care to use over thirty min- 
utes at the outside—to close. 

Mr. SULZER. Well, if that is so, we will go on and consume 
all of our time. 

Mr. HULL. If Ishould haveany applications for time, I shall | 
of course expect to come in whenever my friends want to speak. 
I do not surrender my rights. 

Mr. SULZER. I yield twenty minutes to the gentleman from | 
Illinois [Mr. Kern]. 

Mr. KERN. Mr. Chairman, when the proper time arrives 
under the five-minute rule I shall take occasion to offer the follow- 
ing amendment to this bill: 

Provided, That the Secretary of War be instructed to authorize the reestab- | 
lishment and restoration of the Army canteen as it existed under the rules in | 


force previous to its abolition by Congress: And be it further provided, That 
the provisions of all acts in conflict herewith are hereby repealed. 


The Army canteen, Mr. Chairman, which is sometimes called | 
the ‘‘ post exchange,”’ was, as I understand the subject, nothing | 
more or less than a place maintained by the regiments in our | 
Army which desired to maintain it, at which refreshments and 
stimulants of the milder sort were served to the members of those 
regiments who were both willing and able to pay for what they 
received under the regulation and restraint of the military 
authority. 

To say that these places were during the time of their existence 
disorderly; that they were the scenes of the drunken ribaldry, of 
disgraceful orgies, and of excessive indu!wence in intoxicating 
drink, to the extent of making them injurious to the health and 
morals of our soldiers, is to impeach the character of the Army 
for efficient discipline and to characterize the military authority 
as weak and impotent. 

I deny that in the period when the canteen was tolerated by the | 


Department of War and when its operation was sanctioned by | 
the military officers the discipline in the Army was more lax than 
it is now or that the government of the posts was lacking in that | 
firmness and resolution which is so essential to the preservation 
of good order and the attainment of the highest degree of efficiency 
in the troops. Yet Congress has seen fit by legislative enactment 
to probibit the continuance of the post exchange. 

I have not the slightest doubt in my mind that this step was | 
taken in obedience to a sentiment which aimed to bring about an | 
entirely meritorious reform. It was done in the interests of | 
sobriety and with a view of purifying the lives of the soldiers; 
with the view of improving their physical health, elevating 
their morals, and advancing the men who have enlisted to fight 
the battles of our country in an intellectual way. This commend- 
able purpose no good man will try to bring into reproach by the 
use of either ridicule or criticism. Far be it from me to do so. 
It should be encouraged and upheld at all hazards. It should be 
made the guiding star not only in our military, but in our civil 
life. It furnishes a foundation strong enough and broad enough 
on which to build a nation. It should be the text of our most 
effectual sermons, It should be the gist and pith and core of the 
system of our universal education. 

But I deny that the abolition of the canteen has established or 
even approached that much-to-be-desired condition of things. I 
assert. on the contrary, that the change involves a movement in the 
opposite direction. We have had a sufficient trial of both plans to 
place us into a position to form an intelligent judgment on this 
matter by calm analysis and fair comparison of the two. Instead 
of | introducing habits of greater a in the Army, the aboli- 
tion of the canteen has substituted inebriacy for moderation in 
the use of intoxicants among the soldiers, periodical sprees for 
steady and noninjurious if not healthful indulgence. Instead of 
improving the health and morals of the soldiers, that move has 
proved fatal to both. Instead of improving the order of the 
4 rity posts, it has resulted in demoralization and wanton dis- 
obedience to the command. A fair trial of the new method 
one to serve to convince reasonable men that the means em- 
P oyed are not merely illy suited to bring about the end aimed at, 

ut that they are subversive and absolutely destructive of it. 

The universal opinion from General Howard, that i 








| 





soldier, down among all of our military men, and of the most keen 
observers on the outside of the military ranks, is that the prohibi- 
tory statute enacted against the post exchange was a grave mistake. 
Its theoretical object and ultimate purpose was no doubt to make 
total abstainers of the soldiers. Thisis a purpose which never was 
accomplished by law in the wide world since Adam fell. Th 
attempt has been made over and over again, and over and over 
again has it failed. The statutory law in that instance conflicts 
with the natural and inalienable rights of the individual. For 
that reason it falls to the ground every time it is placed on the 
books, and becomes inoperative. That has been the fate of the 
prohibitory law in the Army. ° It has been the common fate, and 
ever will be the common fate of all such laws. 

It is a fact which is of record that when the post exchange was 
abolished the men simply went outside the camp to get their re- 
freshments, their stimulants, and their relaxation. The prohi- 
bition of the canteen did not make abstainers of them. Their 
personal liberty had been seriously abridged and ruthlessly tam- 
pered with, but the end aimed at was not attained. 

They became the easy prey of unscrupulous dealers doing busi- 
ness on the immediate outskirts of the military camps who were 
after their pitifully small wages as the hawk is after its victim by 


| selling them stimulants at exorbitant prices. The goods sold to 


the men under the operation of the departure are seldom of a high 
standard of excellence. Asa rule they are vile decoctions, adul- 
terated to increase profit, reeking with poisons which palsy and 
kill. The result is too well known to require specification before 
men of the intelligence and world knowledge which I am con- 
vinced the members of this House possess. Riot, disorder, brawls, 
suicides, murders, insanity—and this is a sad and deplorable 
fact—disease, and death are the inevitable consequences. These 
are the fruits of a blind and misguided zeal, the white-robed spec- 
ters of a vain and complacent fanaticism which has taken the 
place of reason and practical every-day common sense in the ad- 
ministration of our Army affairs. 

Simply by way of emphasizing my contention I beg leave at 
this point to submit, for the consideration of this House, a press 
telegram from Omaha, Nebr., dated March 15, 1902. It is one out 
of many which have, during the last decade, appeared in the pub- 
lic prints throughout the length and breadth of this land. This 
was printed in the Chicago Chronicle, a newspaper of wide and 
general circulation and of acknowledged reliability so far as its 


| news columns are concerned. With the indulgence of the House 


I shall read it: 


OMAHA, NEBR., March 15, 1902. 
A car of insane soldiers passed through the Union Station to-day. They 


| were eighteen in number, and they are being sent from the Philippines to the 
| soldiers’ hospital at Washington. Every one of the eighteen is violently and 


incurably insane. Their wild, haggard faces peered menacingly through 
the windows of their coach, their manacled hands wildly threatened the on- 
lookers, and their fiendish shrieks and laughter echoed through the depot. 
Few of them were apparently diseased in body. 

The maniacs were in charge of a squad of soldiers armed withclubs. The 
guards said, in reply to questions, that a consignment of a score or two score 


| of maniacs from the Philippines was by no means unusual. The affliction is 


due either to the heat and unhealthy climate of the Philippines or the in- 
dulgence in the Filipino “ vino” and other liquors sold there. 
he malady is of a violent and persistent nature and will not respond to 
any treatment that has yet been discovered. 
MEN RAVE LIKE BEASTS. 


As the Union Pacific train from the West pulled into the station thisafter- 
noon there was a sound as of a menagerie approaching. The imprisoned men 
were chattering, snarling, moaning, and whining like wild beasts, and the 
noise was terrifying to the spectators. 

Depot ——— and trainmen who passed the car, not knowing of the 
presence of the maniacs, were greatly frightened when they heard a snarl of 
rage and then looked up into fiendish faces, which had their lips drawn back 
and teeth exposed. One unwitting man fainted from horror and fright and 
was compelled to receive medical aid. 

ALL WEAR HEAVY IRONS. 


The condition of the maniacs was pitiable in the extreme. All were abso- 
lutely mad and violent. Every one of them wore leg irons and handcuffs, 
and some were in strait-jackets and bound to their seats in the car. Most 
of them are young men, 


Their car was turned over here to the Chicago, Milwaukee and St. Paul 
road, which will take it to Chicago. 

Reestablish the Army canteen and your cases of pitiable insan- 
ity caused by the consumption of the vile and death-dealing ‘‘ vino 
and other liquors sold ’’ in the Philippines will no longer disgrace 
our Army records or mar the pages of our public journals to 
stand asa rebuke to proud, manly, liberal, self-respecting, and 
patriotic Americans. [Applause. ] 

This question of the sale and use of intoxicating beverages can 
be regulated by discreet and wise action; but it can not be settled 
with hammer and tongs and prohibition laws, and its proper solu- 
tion can not with safety be left to the impractical and inexpe- 
rienced nor to unreasoning zealots with a cause to promote by any 
sort of partisan trickery or political bulldozing. The testimony 
of experienced Army officers is solidly against them on this mat- 
ter. e common sense of this entire nation is against them. 
The heart and the brain of every boy in blue is against them. 

In the post exchange none but goods of attested purity and the 
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best quality were sold to the men. The medical authorities in 
the Army saw to that. That was not sold to them in excessive 
or injurious quantities. The officers of the Army saw to that. 
The milder class of stimulants only was dispensed to the men at 
the canteen. The rules provided for that. When a man was 
found to be drinking to excess, to the extent of showing signs of 
intoxication, he was unceremoniously hustled to his quarters, an 
eye was kept on him in the future, and he was punished for his 
indiscretion. 

At all times he remained under the observation of his superiors. 
When he became lost to his sense of responsibility he found him- 
self in charge of comrades with authority over him who were in 
full possession of their reason and who were fully responsible for 
their acts and alert to preserve the order, the honor, and the good 
name and character for decency of the camp. Furthermore, the 
incentive for selling to the soldiers in excessive quantities was 
entirely removed. No individual made any profits by the sale. 
These went into the hands of trusted officers who expended the 
proceeds impartially among the men for more palatable and more 
abundant rations. 

Many a highly appreciated dainty was purchased with the seem- 
ingly trifling surplus of the canteen which made many a poor heart 
glad and shed one ray of welcome sunlight into its homesick and 
disconsolate recesses. Under the same provision the incentive of 
overcharging the soldier was wholly wiped out. So that the 
Army canteen was the greatest promoter of temperance which 
the posts have ever known. 
health and the morals of the men. It dealt with conditions and 
with human nature as it found them, in the most sane and sen- 
sible way. It preserved the order and elevated the dignity of the 
camp. It recognized the individual liberties of the men; and let 
no man contend that they surrendered these when they donned 
the uniform to brave the dangers of hell in defense of the flag of 
our great country. [Applause. ] 

A soldieris not aconvict. He doesnot enter the gates of a peni- 
tentiary when he enlistsin the Army. If true, self-reliant, hon- 
orable manhood is needed anywhere itis inthe Army. All of the 
liberty compatible with efficient military discipline belongs to the 
soldier, and it should be sacredly preserved forhim. He doesnot 
surrender his tastes or his appetites when he dons the uniform, 
and reasonable and tolerant men do not expect him to do so. Nor 
can he change his habits of life inan hour. Perhaps he is not 
willing to change them. The strongest ties that bind human so- 
ciety together are the habits of the people. They can not be 
broken by caprice nor by a pet fad. They are bands of most tena- 
cious steel, and it takes as many centuries of istent hammer- 
ing to break them as it took ages to forge and mold them. May 
that day be far off when the habits of liberty, loved and worshiped 
by the American people, are crushed under the iron heel. 

The sentiment which bids us go forth to our cemeteries where 
rest the heroes who have kept our flag in the sky on the 30th day 
of May each year, to do them reverence and commemorate their 
deeds by laying flowers on their tombs, marked and unmarked, 
of the known and the unknown dead, is a tender and touching one, 


which does honor to us as a nation and which should be perpetu- | 


ated as long as the words liberty, justice, and equality are in- 
scribed on our standard (applause); but while we should weep 
for the fallen, and while we should keep their graves green and 
bury them each year, again and again, beneath the wealth of 
spring, with sprigs and garlands borne by willing hands to their 
silent chambers of dreamless rest, we should not forget the earthly 
needs and the human wants of the living in our tearful sympathy 
and endearing solicitude for the dead. 
On fame’s eternal camping ground 
Their silent tents are spread, 
And glory guards with solemn round 
The bivouac of the dead. 

Believe me, my colleagues, as soon as you abridge the personal 
liberty of the soldiers of this Republic beyond the point of human 
endurance and in wanton violation of our sacred traditions of lib- 
erty, you deter the flower of America’s manhood from carrying 
arms under the flag. 

Carrying arms! Would the time were past when man’s in- 
humanity to man makes it necessary for anyone to carry arms. I 
wish there were no more wars. Would that bright day had come 
and that golden era been reached when we could discharge the 
whole Army and apply the immense sums of money which these 
bills appropriate to some useful and humanitarian purpose. Were 
we honest and sincere in practicing what we preach there would 
be no more human blood voluntarily shed. 

Ez fer war, I call it murder; 
There you hey it, plain and flat. 

I don’t want to go no furder 
Than my Testyment fer that. 

I sometimes wish that the very word war were obsolete, par- 
ticularly when I reflect on the kind of miserable, inglorious, land- 
grabbing, and liberty-destroying warfare we are engaged in 
carrying on now in the distant islands of the somber sea. I wish 


It was the best safeguard to the | 








the very word were obsolete as it is applied to the kind of mur- 
derous and exterminating warfare which our so-called mother 
country is carrying on in the interests of despotism, tyranny, and 
red-robed kingcraft in the Transvaal. 

But as long as you do need soldiers treat them as men, en- 
dowed with all the attributes of a sturdy and robust manhood 
while they are living; not only as heroes when they are dead. 


They - the battles of our country. They face the dangers of 
the field. They endure the hardships of the camp. They make 
the long and weary marches. They defy the fiercest elements. 
They say the long, perhaps the last, good-by to the loved and 
loving onesathome. They carry the flag and keep the old banner 
in the breeze. They leave their blood, their limbs, their lives on 
sanguinary battlefields. They suffer untold agonies in the hos- 
pitals of pain. They cheerfully lay all they have on earth on the 
altar of their country in willing sacrifice. Then let them enjoy 
some of the comforts—some of the sweets mixed with the hard- 
ships, the perils, and the bitterness of life. 

In God’s name do not deny to them what you demand for your- 
selves, my colleagues. You have your canteen. Nobody molests 
it. The Senate has its canteen. Noone disturbs that. Then let 
the soldiers of this Republic have and enjoy their canteen unmo- 
lested and undisturbed. Restore to them the personal liberty which 
you have takenawayfromthem. Protect them against the leeches, 
the tin-horn gamblers, and the prostitutes who linger around 
the Army camps to fleece and rob them. Have some regard for 
their health, their comfort, and their moral being. Let them be 
American freemen, proud of the flag under which they are fight- 
ing, imbued with an unwavering love for the country they gave 
up home to serve in obedience to all commands. In this spirit of 
entire toleration and pa fairness, and with this purpose of 
promoting the cause of true temperance among our soldiers and 
preserving their personal liberty, I shall submit this amendment 
for your candid consideration. [Loud applause. | 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 
Arkansas. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, there is no disinterested citizen 
who has observed the enormous growth in the appropriations in 
this country for the last thirty years, and especially for the last 
five years, who does not stand amazed at its proportions. 

There is a general tendency in all branches of the Government 
toward extravagance rather than economy. The old doctrines, 
founded in wisdom and right, that the Government should be 
economically administered and that taxation should be limited to 
the amount found necessary for this purpose, have no place in the 
modern statesmanship of the dominant party. 

That Federal taxation and extravagant expenditures have 
reached the limit of endurance a brief comparison with the for- 
mer history of the Government will clearly establish. 

I desire to submit a statement of the comparative expenditures 
of the Government for ten-year periods, beginning with the year 
1840, and giving the sum total for each of these years, as well as 
the amount per capita of the population. 

The following table shows the amounts expended for the years 





Amount 
Year Net expense. per 

| capita. 

DOD. weiss soctcetedene aitthemansis wemtdt wits cndosctiveren $24, 317,579.00 $1. 42 
Siri: npcih= charcndnies nce hehense enminttandnbinirenindimeinlnminate | 89,543, 492. 00 1.71 
TEE. onder meorstp Cntcuiabtbnnd bandingehed denctalieaamen | 63,130, 598.00 2.01 
BIOs on sccddccsiwcttinettubiessicatiatinenseeisemmbtcank 809, 653, 561. 00 8.08 
BOD. oc ccenciccnnt ccngimnssititdine cani sudiabhametin andaceees 287 , 642, 958.00 5. 34 
BE) coceevesceus henthe memgenmeapnetvetettnons ubigind | $18,040, 710.00 5.07 
OS oo eek toe, enn eek nie eae noe ees | 674; 981,022. 00 8.84 
1901 nn cowed bibbblieanuuh odncekdbeetisdéekswbehell Ee 8.13 
1902 a---e---.| 729,911, 683.00 9.06 


1903 (estimated) _........... aikeienadile Si ka | 800, 848, 318.00 9.89 
I do not believe, Mr. Chairman, that $800,000,000 will meet the 
obligations that have been and will be decreed by this session of 
Congress. I feel quite certain that this amount is not an extrav- 
agant estimate. 
We have in the United States and Territories at this time, in 
round numbers, 22,000,000 male population over 21 years of age. 
So it will be seen that the expenses of the Government for the 
fiscal year 1903 will be equal to a charge of $86.36 inst every 
man in the United States over the age of 21 years. is is more 
than twice as much as the cost of the Government for the year 
1890, 12 times as much as it cost for the year 1860, and 30 times 
what it cost for the fiscal year 1840. These figures speak for them- 
selves and need no comment to warn the taxpayer what may be 
expected from a continuance of the highest tariff laws that ever 
existed in this country. 
When the amounts collected from the people through the 
taxing laws of the Government are in excess of the legitimate 
demands of the Government and a large and growing surplus 


accumulates in the Treasury, one of three things must happen— 
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either the taxes must be reduced or the expenditures must be in- 
creased or the surplus paid upon the national debt, so as to absorb 
the continual accumulations in the oe Then of necessity 
all those interests that enjoy protection at the expense of the peo- 
ple under the tariff laws, in order to perpetuate the bounties they 


enjoy, are — interested in the expenditure of the public 
moneys. Ithink I may safely say that this will account for many 


of the schemes now being pressed before Congress asking for ap- 
propriations and throw light upon many of the expenditures made. 

Take as an illustration the course of our Government in the 
Philippines. Who is it that would be bold enough to assert that 
if the Supreme Court had decided in the insular cases—as many 
of us believe that they ought to have done—that Congress had no 
right to impose tariff taxes on imports from those islands that 
the Republican party would not now be favoring the relinquish- 
ment of that country to the people thereof? 

The policy pursued in the Philippine Islands since the conclu- 
sion of peace with Spain has furnished the excuse for not only 
continuing the trust-breeding tariff but the war taxes long after 
they might have been repealed. That policy, Mr. Chairman, has 
not only been a great wrong upon the people, but it has been a 
most expensive one on this country, both in men and money. 

Now, more than three years since the conclusion of the peace 
treaty with Spain, we still have an — there greater than the 
standing army of the United States at the beginning of the war 
with Spain. More than 30,000 men are there, at a cost of over 
$50,000,000 annually, and no man.can predict when it can be ma- 
terially reduced if the present policies are pursued. 

I do not intend to enter into a general discussion of the policies 
being pursued there in that far-off land, except in so far as it is 
necessary to show its cost tothe people of this country. No abso- 
lutely correct estimate can be made, but I believe everyone will 
concede that $300,000,000 is not only conservative, but is a low es- 
timate of actual expenditures on account of our army in the 
Philippines. This may seem a trifling amount to some, but to 


men who earn their livelihood by daily toil, and contribute more | 


then their share to the payment of these moneys its amount can 
be appreciated. 

It is estimated that the cost of the Revolutionary war was 
$135,193,703; the war with Great Britain, in 1812, $107,159,103; 
the war with Mexico, $100,000,000. Total cost of these wars, 
$342,352,806. These three wars combined with their wonderful 
achievements cost but litle more, indeed, if any more, than we 
have already expended in the senseless attemp subjugation of 
the Filipinos. But this is not all the cost. Our army there is 
giving us a pension roll that will last for half a century. 

There have already been allowed something over 500 pensions, 
and there are pending over 4,500 more claims originating from 
service in the Philippines, and the number is rapidly increasing. 
What total sum this will cost in the end no one can tell, but 
that it will run into many millions is apparent. 

Not only this, Mr. Chairman. This policy made the excuse for 
increasing the standing Army from 25,000 men to an army of 
100,000 when at its maximum, and which can not under existing 
law be reduced below 59,181. 

When will these expenditures cease? No one dare predict. 
The partisan press tells us that the war in the Philippines is over. 
No one believes this, and, judging from proposed legislation, it is 
not expected to end for a long time. The general opinion is that 
for at least ten years we will be compelled to keep an army of 
from 25,000 to 30,000 men there. 

In the urgent deficiency bill, which passed the House some 
weeks ago, $500,000 was appropriated for the establishment of a 
military post near Manila. The pending bill appropriates $1 ,500,- 
000 for the shelter and protection of soldiers on duty in the Phil- 
ippines. These items show beyond doubt that we may expect our 
army to remain in that country for years to come if the present 
policies are not repudiated by the people. I will submit at this 
point statement of expenses of military establishment since 1890. 


Statement of expenditures on account of “ Military establishment” (support of 


the Army and Military Academy), for the fiscal years 1890 to 1901, inclusive. 
1890 





Total 
Amount appropriated for 1902 


Amount for 1908 (estimated) 


Now, Mr. Chairman, returning to the many plans at home—in 
our own country—asking admission to the public Treasury, I de- 
sire to call attention to the universal demand for the increase of 


salaries of Federal officers. In this connection I call attention to 


| 


|D 








the bill to increase the salary of the Supreme Court judges, which 
has already passed the Senate. 

This bill, if it becomes a law, will give the Chief Justice, who 
now receives $10,500, a salary of $13,000 per annum and each of 
the eight associate justices, who now receive $10,000, a salary of 
$12,500 per annum. These men hold their offices for life, and at 
the age of 70 may retire from duty and continue to draw their 


salaries during life. Under these circumstances I believe their 
salaries are already high enough and should not be increased. I 
think any lawyer who will read the decisions of this great court 
on the insular cases will decide that they are now overpaid, at 
least some of them. 

A bill is also pending to increase the salary of Senators and 
Representatives to $7,500 per year. This bill should not pass, and 
I know it will not if I can prevent it. These bills show the gen- 
eral tendency in every department of this Government. 

Another evidence of not only extravagance, but special and un- 
just legislation, is the ship-subsidy bill. This bill has passed the 
Senate and is now pending in this House. Not desiring to discuss 
it at this time, I will only say that it is a bold attempt to transfer 
$100,000,000 from the pockets of the people to the favored ship- 
owners, and the party responsible for its enactment, in the event 
of its final passage, will witness the transfer of power to enact 
laws to other hands. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, coming to the direct cause of this condi- 
tion of affairs in public legislation, I attribute it in its inception 
and growth largely to our present system of taxation. 

When the first law was passed authorizing a tax not for the 
purpose of raising revenue but for protecting special interests, 
the seeds were sown from which we are now reaping the ripened 
fruit. Not only in burdening the people with overtaxation, but 
in compelling them to pay tribute out of their honest earnings to 
the most So em trusts that ever disgraced not only a free gov- 
ernment but any government on the face of theearth. You can 
not turn your attention to any line of manufacturing industries 
without being confronted with combinations seeking to control 
and monopolize such industries. 

Indeed, there is hardly a single important industry in the whole 
country free from the dominating influence of this evil in our 
commercial life. Noman who has not given the subject more than 
passing attention can appreciate the stupendous proportions of 
these combinations in the last few years and especially since the 
enactment of the Dingley tariff law. 

I will at this point submit a summary or statement recently ap- 
—— in the New York Journal, the accuracy of which will not 

doubted, showing the organization of these combinations for 
the years 1900 and 1901. 

The summary shows the capitalization for each month of the 

current year, with comparisons for 1900: 











Month 1901. 1900 

ei dae | §105,250,000 | $208,750, 000 
SERS ARES at RT 79, 500, 000 124, 350, 000 
a Eo 190, 500, 000 502, 900, 000 
I a dau kein saad ne - aoe 
al 177,980,000 | 261,600,000 
ar ee 306, 200,000 | 166, 200, 00 
a epditinn 236, 325,000 | 185, 700, 000 
I tee a Sea | 57, 450, 000 99, 900, 000 
September | 66, 800, 000 | 90, 700, 000 
October -_.. 164, 600, 000 128, 950, 000 
ST 508, 850, 000 165, 775, 000 
a TS 3,205, 606,000 | 2,255,075, 000 


These figures are not only startling butdemonstrate that unless 
checked by national legislation these trusts will soon control with 
an iron hand the various interests covered by their monopolies and 
leave the people the helpless victims of their remorseless greed. 

Mr. Chairman, I will at this point call the attention of the 
House to the profits disbursed in dividends during the year 1901, 
which amounts to a grand total of $238,830,633. 

The following statement will give their dividends more in detail: 
INDUSTRIAL DIVIDENDS IN TWELVE MONTHS AMOUNT TO ALMOST A QUAR- 

TER BILLION DOLLARS—THE DECEMBER DISBURSEMENTS. 


The disbursements for dividends by industrial corporations in December 
amounted to $17,991,933. Nearly two-thirds of this total is due tothe Stand- 
ard Oil Company and the United States Steel Trust, which will jointly pay 
their stockholders $12,883,638. , : 

The grand total for twelve months is $238,890,633, as will be seen from the 
subjoined summary: 





i a nes woseenegeeeen $29,915, 740 
Tee ee cu acdeccecccoweeansemseseuncs . 11,450,630 

it AAO ac nmemesenwenginaiin 26, 166, 430 
STR TS aga ST a Na coe ere 24, 913, 360 

a ss eenvedasmeascbes 9, 338, 820 
June. .... 19, 100, 830 
EE 23, 204, 060 
i iin aiciinwns 16, 523, 754 
eg adn. cn ssacanenqdauliinneastesdinandaoungined soon $19, 436, 084 
October 23,016, 608 
tes oe, sea tieepah aieeeibakiiedninddeeda on 17, 772, 834 

| i ou dened eieenab eee resale eeeewhecotees 17, 991, 933 


Ro se 238, 890, 633 










3296 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





MARCH 26, 





Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention of the House 
particularly to two of these organizations, the Northern Securi- 
ties Company, with a capitalization of $400,000,000, and the United 
States Steel Company, with a capitalization of $1,404,000,000. 
The first named was organized for the purpose of controlling 
and dominating a great railroad combination, and if it succeeds 
will open the way for the complete consolidation of the great 
railways of thecountry. The evils to follow from the consumma- 
tion of this plan can only be measured by the demands of such 
combinations and the evils of freight discrimination and exces- 
sive freight charges, although in many instances now intolerable, 
will be multiplied many times over. Ican not now go further 
into the discussion of this organization in line with what I wish 
to say, but I will content myself by now stating that the party in 
control of the affairs of this Government, by refusing to legislate 
against this threatened crime against the commerce of the coun- 
try, are taking upon themselves a fearful responsibility—one that 
must in the near future prove the undoing of the Republican party 
or end in the complete overthrow of the rights of the people. 

The United States Steel Company, organized for the purpose of 
dominating and controlling the iron and steel industries of the 
country, is the greatest single trust in the world. 

I refer to the following statement in the report of the Director 
of the Census for 1900, showing its total capitalization and also 
the different companies that have been absorbed by it and the 
total capitalization of each of the constituent companies: 








| Total author- 
| ized capitali 
zation 
i 
United States Steel Corporation ...:............-.....---- | $1, 404,000, 000 
Constituent companies: - Semen 
SIN iats raid enstesniens-=naprunenttahnteemsonemensnsnesal | a 
eS sn ichnapdbenescncneonvau 160, 000, 000 
American Bridge Company. ......................-..-..- 70, 000, 000 
Lake Superior Consolidated Iron Mines -.. , 000, 





Federal Steel uanrer aa ae ee 200, 000, 000 
i 


American Steel and Wire Company of New Jersey -.-- 90,000, 000 
Get Se... ccheduesicnaocunsecbnweed 80,000, 000 
RE SE NED»... caniindisuniandnesenpewerens 63, 434, 000 
American Sheet Steel Company -..............--------- 58,000, 000 
American Tin Plate Company -........-.-- connsaan 50,000, 000 
American Steel Hoop Company -| 33, 000, 000 





Shelby Steel Tube Company -................- tell ical lian abba i 


The net earnings of this company for the nine months ending 
December 31, 1901, amount to the fabulous sum of $84,779,298. 

Mr. Chairman, all the products manufactured or controlled by 
this trust are among those protected by the highest tariff rates 
contained in the Dingley law, giving it the power to hold up the 
American consumer like a highwayman, while its products are 
shipped to foreign countries and sold for a far less price than our 
own people can buy them at the factory door. 

At this point I desire to call attention to statements made in a 
recent Republican caucus by the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. Dick, 
and the gentleman from Maine, Mr. LITTLEFIELD. These state- 
ments appearing in the city press the next morning, I assume 
that they were authorized or are substantially correct. 

The statement of the gentleman from Ohio is reported as 
follows: 


A statement made by Mr. Dick, of Ohio, in the conference Tuesday is 
causing much comment, as respects the need of tariff revision for steel and 
iron schedules. Mr. Dick announced that he had recently received a letter 
from a prominent manufacturer of mowers and agricultural implements at 
Akron, declaring that he was now buying the large quantities of steel which 
he uses annually in Europe. This is American steel, but Mr. Dick’s corre- 
spondent said that he could buy this steel in Europe, pay the duty thereon 
and the freight back to Akron, cheaper than he could buy identically the 
same article in Pittsburg. 

The statement of the gentleman from Maine is reported as 
follows: 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD’S argument waslargely a legal one, and commanded the 

‘ closest attention. He denied that we could guarantee a stable government 
for Cuba. That was more than the United States could do for any one of 
We could guarantee a constitutional form of government for 
one of the States; nothing more. He warned the Republican protectionists 
that the time was not far distant when tariff revision would come. He told 
how American steel cost ~s in Maine shipyards, while the identical kind of 
American steel could be bought in England for % cents. If the high-tariff 
Republicans of the House now heeded not the appeal of the beet-sugar 
industry for protection, they could expect little help or sympathy when their 
own Macedonian cry went up. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I quote these statements from these two 
eminent Republicans and stalwart protectionists with the hope 
that they may carry conviction home even to the disinterested 
protectionist that at least this mammoth trust, the United States 
Steel Company, does not need the protection of the tariff. It is 


the States. 


matter of common information that many articles controlled by 
the trusts can be bought in foreign markets from 20 to 50 per 
cent cheaper than they can be bought at the factory doors in this 
country. 


If American steel costs in this country $1.65 when the identical 
kind of American steel can be bought in England for 95 cents, no 
man can well afford to insist that this trust ought longer to be 
allowed to fleece the American consumer. 

This condition is true not only as to steel, but equally true as 
to hundreds of other articles of commerce that enter into the daily 
needs of our people. 

These monopolies are completely protected against foreign 
competition in our own dite by the high tariff rates that 
must be paid upon foreign goods before they can enter into our 
markets. 

They have, by consolidations, destroyed competition at home, 
and can with impunity add practically the rate of tariff duties to 
the selling price in the home markets, and the people are power- 
less in their hands unless relief is given by legislation. 

The remedy in most instances is simple—remove the tariff from 
trust-made and trust-controlled articles and commodities and you 
will break the shackles from the hands of the American con- 
sumer and independent industries and strike the trusts a stagger- 
ing blow. Why not doit? Whyshould the American consumer 
be longer held in bondage tosuch monopoly? Whocan justify his 
own course before the people that refuses to join in the struggle 
to right this indefensible wrong? Where is the man that can 
justify a condition that will admit of the sale of American goods 
in foreign markets, and at a profit after paying freight, cheaper 
than the same article can be bought in our own market by our 
own people? This injustice, this iniquity and open robbery can 
not be justified upon any ground. It is indefensible and intoler- 
able. 

This condition has been brought about by Republican legisla- 
tion. The same y that is now in power is directly responsi- 
ble for it. They brought it into existence by legislative favorit- 
ism. They loved and protected it, and they are now maintaining 
and defending it. It is vain and useless for the people to hope 
and expect relief at their hands. They are powerless to grant it. 
The slavery of those whodominate that party to monopoly is com- 
plete and they can not extricate themselves from its grasp, and 
their overthrow must precede the overthrow of the trusts. 

Great as that party claims to be, it can not agree upon any fair 
or liberal trade relations with Cuba. That this great party has 
on its hands now one of the greatest contests within its ranks 
that has threatened the harmony of its councils in years over a 
proposition to reduce the tariff rates in favor of Cuba 20 per cent 
of the Dingley rates for only two years upon her making like 
concessions in our favor. The principal produce of the island is 
sugar, and the existing rate of duty is equivalent to 86 per cent 
ad valorem. Yet the Republican majority are unable to agree to 
this, which will be of little benefit to either country. 

In my opinion simple justice demands that a much larger con- 
cession should be made. Not only justice but good judgment in 
the interest of our own commerce demands it. Notwithstanding 
this, the party in power halts and hesitates, and in the end will 
fail to permit any legislation to pass that will materially benefit 
Cuba or our commerce with her. 

Mr. Chairman, the issue as to the trusts is not one so much be- 
tween the friends of a tariff for revenue only and those who 
believe in a protective tariff as formerly taught as it is an issue 
between honesty and dishonesty, between fair dealing and open 
robbery, between the sovereign people on one side and unbridled 
and unrestrained monopoly on the other side. Shall the great 
trusts and aggregations of capital continue to be protected by the 
tariff while they destroy the country and ride down the people? is 
the question. 

Can the followers of the Republican creed of protection be 
longer deluded into the support of that doctrine—the protection 
to these enemies of the people? Let the rank and file of that party 
answer. Let the destroyed ee answer. No effective or 
sincere efforts of those in control of the legislation in this or the 
last Congress has been made looking to the destruction of these 
trusts. None will be made by them at this session. But, Mr. 
Chairman, the day of reckoning is near at hand. The people are 
growing restless and resentful. They are alarmed for the safety 
of themselves and their industrial institutions. They witness 
with disapproval the wasteful and reckless expenditure of the 
public money. ; 

They are already convinced of the unholy alliance of selfish in- 
terest and are resolving upon its overthrow. 

Those who stand for just and —_ legislation, with equal 
privileges to all and economy in public expenditures, are enlist- 
ing under that banner. The merchant, the farmer, the laborer, 
and all who believe in just government are equipping themselves 
for the conflict, and when the contest is over the doctrine of equal 
rights and privileges for all and economy in the public expendi- 
tures, and that taxation should be limited to the needs of the Gov- 
ernment, economically administered, will again prevail in this 
country. [Loud applause on the Democratic side.] 
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Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I yield such time as he may want | United States— 


to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Prince], a member of the 
committee. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, we have under discussion to- 
day the Army appropriation bill. It appears that the bill last year 
carried an appropriation of $115,734,049.10. The bill this year 
carries an appropriation of $90,880,934.41, in round numbers 
$25,000,000 less this year than it was last year. 

It is true, gentlemen of the House, that this bill to-day is much 
larger in appropriations than it was when I first entered in the 
Fifty-fourth Congress. It was my privilege then to come ata 
time when one branch of the Government service was in control 
of our friends upon the other side of the Chamber. Two years 
later the party to which I belong came into control of all branches 
of the Government. 

I remember very well, as if it were only but yesterday, the in- 
tense feeling and interest in this House in the Fifty-fifth Con- 
gress. It was not confined to the other side of the Chamber, but 
it was on this side of the Chamber as well. The sentiment was 
not only here in this ee hall, but it was throughout the 
country on the part of the people, that something should be done 
to relieve Cuba. I remember very well how we marched in and 
out of the various conferences and caucuses on this side urging 
and insisting that the President of the United States should do 
something toward the relief of Cuba. I now recall in substance 
some of the words that I heard the distinguished President of the 
United States—who had been a soldier in the civil war, who had 
gone forth as a mere lad of 17 years of age, who had bid his 
neighbors and friends good-bye, who had kissed the dear mother 
that he loved so well, who knew what war was—make use of 
then. He said that we could easily succeed in war, but the re- 
sults would be unpalatable to many of our people. 

He stood against war in those days, because he thought this 
whole question of the disturbance in Cuba could be settled by 
honerellls and peaceful means. But it had been decreed other- 
wise, gentlemen of the House. The —— demanded that we 
should go and relieve and free Cuba, There was no purpose in the 
mind of the President or anyone at that time, nor is there now, to 
obtain Cuba by force of conquest. But we went to war, and we 
succeeded very quickly. Our armies upon the sea and land were 
covered with glory. The world looked to the young republic, and 
by leaps and bounds we became one of the foremost, if not the 
foremost, nation in the world; and then there came upon us the 
results of that war. Let me say to you it was not a party war. 
Cuba was relieved of Spanish rule; Porto Rico fell into our hands, 
and there came into our hands also the archipelago where the 
Philippine Islands are located. 

This is not a party question, and gentlemen of the House of 
Representatives should not discuss this question as a party ques- 
tion. We are here representing a great people, with a great rep- 
resentative duty to perform, and let us move along as representa- 
tives in this great y with a knowledge of this question that 
we are discussing. Porto Rico and the Philippines now belong 
tous. Cuba, we said, ‘‘is and of right ought to be a free and in- 
dependent people.”’ On the 20th of May, 1902, Cuba will take her 
place as an independent ple. The resolution that we passed 
in this House by practically a unanimous vote, as I recall it, will 
be consummated on the 20th of May, 1902. 

How have we acted in the case of Porto Rico? We have given 
that island a form of self-government. Her executive officers are 
appointed by the President and confirmed by the Senate. The 
executive council is appointed by the President, but the legisla- 
tive body is selected by the people of that country. 

Now, as to the Philippines. As the representatives of a great 
people—representing a people the greatest on earth—what should 
we as representatives do with this question? It is for us to dis- 
cuss this a. and as a result we shall have to go before our 
people and render an account of our stewardship in reference to 
those islands. Have we mistreated those people in any way? 
Who is there in this Hall or elsewhere to say that the American 
people, by arms or by civil force in the Philippines, have laid a 
harsh hand on those people? There are 8,000,000 of them— 
1,000,000 Moros and siaditadinnn, 7,000,000 believing in the 
same religion that we believe in, worshiping the same God, rec- 
ognizing the same Master. 

Have we borne heavily u 
Who ‘Says that we have? 
that island in a humane and Christian manner, as far as it was 
p ssible. Their schools are moving successfully along. We are 
10lding out to those people inducements to expect that they will 
have a form of government given to them as rapidly as it is possi- 
ble for them to accept it and maintain it and use it. We are rec- 
ommending—and, in my judgment, it will passin this Congress—a 
form of civil government. They will have an executive head, ap- 
pointed by the President and confirmed by the Senate. They 
will have an executive, council selected by the President of the 
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nm them by law or by force of arms? 





rhaps the members of the Commission already 
constituted. They will have an elective body similar to the leg- 
islative bodies throughout this country. 

But, my fellow-members, what have they there? There are 34 
provinces where the electors choose through proper channels the 
men to preside over them. There are 500 municipalities similar 
to municipalities in our own country. There will be formed 
among those islands a central form of government, similar, per- 
haps, to the Congress of the United States, to which those men 
will send their representatives, chosen by their own electors, 
whose right to vote will be prescribed perhaps along the line of 
intelligence and property. And there should be permitted to 
come to this legislative body as Delegates from that archipelago 
three representatives, to tell us of the condition of the people 
there—what they want and what they need. 

These are the lines along which we are moving. These are the 
ideas which will be crystallized in legislation, no doubt, before 
this Congress closes. Have you ever thought, my fellow mem- 
bers, that no country in the world under any form of government 
has ever pointed the finger of reproach to the United States in 
regard to its treatment of the Filipinos? It has been left for men 
of this country alone to criticise our action there as a great peo- 
ple. The world has never said that we have been harsh or cruel 
tothem. In the heat of party politics perhaps at times we have 
said things that we ought not to have said; but the world, which 
is the best judge of our actions—the civilized and Christian world 
that is represented in Continental Europe, Great Britain. and in 
other portions of the globe—has never found fault with the con- 
duct of the United States toward Cuba or Porto Rico or the Phil- 
ippines. That to my mind is the best and highest evidence that 
we have been moving along the lines of a Christian nation, sus- 
tained by the voice of a Christian people. The conduct of men 
who are here representing our people in legislative halls has been 
eee by the people of this country and by the people of the 
world. 

So it seems to me that, irrespective of party lines, we can render 
an account of our stewardship to the voters this fall in regard to 
our treatment of the Filipinos, the Porto Ricans, and the Cubans. 
I have heard no fault found thus far, aside from a little question- 
ing here and there. And I ask you, fellow-members, not to con- 
sider any party lines in dealing with this question. Consider 
your oath of office; consider what you have said you would do to 
maintain this Government and all its colonies—if you see fit to 
call them colonies—or its dependencies, its insular possessions— 
if you see fit so to call them. Remember that they are part of 
your possessions as well as ours. Remember it is yours as well 
as ours, and ours as well as yours. There is no party line that 
should be drawn. It is part of our duty as representatives of a 
great people to see to it that the men in those islands who are 
wearing the uniform of the United States and maintaining our 
flag, as well as those in civil positions, shall be sustained, their 
hands upheld in all they are doing for the betterment of this peo- 

le and the betterment of the world. This is what I ask you to 

o, and when you consider the question in the line of your duty 
as men you will not give to anybody here or elsewhere any en- 
couragement to resist the lawful, honorable government enacted 
in the Philippines. [Loud applause. ] 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I now yield twenty minutes to 
the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BREAZEALE}. 

Mr. BREAZEALE. Mr. Chairman, we have been informed 
that the Naval Committee of this House, by a recent strict party 
vote, has concluded not to report any of the pending bills relative 
to the status of Admiral Schier , and that it will no longer con- 
sider that subject. I regret exceedingly, Mr. Chairman, that that 
great committee should have reached that conclusion. I have not 
seen nor have I heard the reasons that induced that conclusion, 
but I take it for granted that the reason given or the reason actu- 
ating them will be found in the closing paragraph of President 


Roosevelt’s judgment on what is known as the Schley appeal. He 
closes with these words: 
To keep it alive would merely do damage to the Navy and to the country. 


I submit, Mr. Chairman, that no reason of State or other reason 
should operate to prevent the rectification of an injustice done. 
I submit that before the country, before the world, Admiral 


| Schley stands to-day as being the victim of one of the greatest 


e have been conducting ourselves in | 


and most cruel injustices ever perpetrated upon a gallant man, 
I submit again that, if it be true that the Naval Committee repre- 
senting, as it is presumed to represent, the judgment or opinion 
of this House, it is deplorable in the extreme that it did not give 
this House an opportunity to express its opinion by vote on that 
subject. Ido not believe itis right to deny a free and fair expres- 
sion of opinion upon any question, and especially upon a question 
in which all the people, the whole people of this great country, 
are so directly interested. 


The people of this country are generous. They are courageous. 








3298 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


MARCH 26, 





They believe in fairness, and they believe that if one man more 
than another is entitled to that great victory at Santiago it is 
Winfield Scott Schley. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, Admiral Schley stands ina horrible predicament. 
He stands convicted by the highest executive officer of this Gov- 
ernment—convicted in the most remarkable judgment that ever 
has been given to the public on any question. I dislike to criti- 
cise as severely as I would desire that judgment because the in- 
herent respect I have for the high station of Chief Executive of 
the nation circumscribes the plain expression of my opinion, and 
I desire in what criticism I may make of him-to do so with dignity 
and with a proper regard for the proprieties. 

Let us look at it now as laymen, as nonprofessionals, as peo- 
ple who know nothing of the technique of naval warfare. Lt 
us look at it from the standpoint of fairness and of justice, and 
let us see what has been decided in that opinion. It has been | 


charged, or rather insinuated, that this prosecution of Admiral | know whet 


Thanks, mighty mogul, thanks. 
**On the whole did well.’’ It is true that she received more 
than a majority of the damage done to any of the American ships, 
but at least we have that modicum of consolation that Admiral 
Schley and Captain Cook together are entitled to credit for what- 
ever the Brooklyn did, and that on the whole she did well. Mr. 
Chairman, it makes no difference to the public whether there was 
a retrograde movement or not; whether there was a bl eof 1 
mile or 5 miles; whether or not there was a looporno loop. The 
layman looks at the results. The people look at the crowning 
result, the grandest victory in naval warfare of modern times, 
and for that victory the people of this country are indebted to 
Admiral Schley. 

I want to have read in my time by the Clerk a criticism taken 
from a newspaper, the Post of this city. I do not know the poli- 
tics of that paper, nor do I care, but it is a great paper. I do not 

er it be Republican or Democratic, but I know its 


She did well, in his opinion. 


Schley is the result of a cabal or conspiracy in naval circles. Of | criticism of that judgment is so thoroughly stated, so thoroughly 


that 1 know nothing. I wish wecould getat the bottomof it,and | expressed, so thoroughly represents 


I believe if the Naval Committee of this House would permit us 
to go into that question by reporting some of these bills we could 
get at the merits of that charge and lay bare that conspiracy. 

But what says President Roosevelt? He weighs with exact 
mathematical certainty the merits of Admiral Schley’s appeal. 
He tells us that five-sixths of that appeal—now, Mr. Chairman, 
mark the mathematical exactitude of that statement, that five- 
sixths of the appeal is based upon the demand to know who com- 
manded and who is entitled to the credit for that victory. He 
immediately tells us what? I quote him: 

What I have to decide therefore is whether or not President McKinley did 
injustice in the matter. 

I submit, Mr. Chairman, that that is unfair to Schley. Neither 
Admiral Schley nor his counsel nor any one of his friends and 
admirers or believers in his integrity or in the fairness or justice of 
his claim ever asked President Roosevelt or any other man to de- 
cide whether or not President McKinley had committed an injus- 
tice. Mr. Chairman, that gives the whole case away. It is hid- 
ing behind the ghostly shadow of a good man, and a desire to 
prevent the public from looking at the real situation. 

Following that up, what does the President say? He gives the 
evidence of all the captains involved in that battle. After doing 
that he goes back again to his mathematics and demonstrates 
with the impetuosity of a school boy the actual number of shots 
which struck the Spanish ships, and, furthermore, demonstrates, 
to his satisfaction at least, the actual number of those shots fired 
by each respective American vessel. 

Then what does he say? Hereaches then the heat of the engage- 
ment with a coolness that is sublime, a coolness that is truly 
marvelous. He tells us, sitting in his cosy cabinet room, that he 
can plot and does plot with absolute certainty every single move- 
ment of the actual battle—a most wonderful capacity he has 
demonstrated in that line—and in doing so he reaches the conclu- 
sion (a most remarkable one, to me) that the battle itself was a 
‘‘captain’s fight.’’ Involuntarily the mind travels back to that 
bright morning in the springtime when the t battle of San 
Juan hill was raging, and we, no doubt, believe, or are called 
upon to believe by parity of reasoning, that that battle was a 
colonel’s or a lieutenant-colonel’s victory. 

No general had command there, by parity of reasoning. No 
one had command at the battle of Santiago, says the President; it 
was absolutely a captains’ fight; yet immediately preceding that 
assertion he tells us that Admiral Sampson then in charge of the 
American squadron had left on that morning before the battle 
with a signal flying, observed by the entire squadron, ‘‘ Disre- 
gard the movements of the commander in chief.’’ Whois to dis- 
regard it? The squadron or the second in command? Who was 
the second in command? He admits here that Admiral Schley 
was the second in command. Is there any way to reconcile that 
faulty reasoning, telling us in one breath that the commander in 
chief had left with a signal flying, observed and acted upon by 
the entire squadron, to disregard the movements of the com- 
mander in chief, and then telling us that the battle immediately 
following, when that command devolved by right upon Admiral 
Schley, was won by the captains? What captains, inGod’s name? 

I find from a careful reading of this judgment on this appeal 
that the principal captain selected by him for recommendation— 
at least the ju ent in that appeal is in his favor—was Captain 
Wainwright, of the Gloucester, a torpedo boat, I think. The 
whole judgment is one in favor of we involved in that 
fight, except the actual commander of battle, Admiral Schley; 


yet we find running through it some modicum of consolation. 
in plotting this actual battle, that he tells us he can do with ab- 
solute certainty, we find this (it is true it comes to the admiral 
in partnership with Captain Cook): 

Admiral Schley is rightly entitled, as is Captain Cook, to the credit of what 
the Brooklyn did in the fight. On the whole she did well. 


— opinion, that I desire 
to have it printed in the Recorp, and will send it to the desk to 
have it read. a 

The Clerk read as foliows: 

RIGHT HERE WE DODGE. 

“A high-school boy” writes to us in great anxiety of mind. He has care- 
fully examined the President's memorandum in the Schley case, and, as 
boys will do at times, he asks embarrassing questions. He takes the very 
great, not to say irreverent, liberty of criticising the Presidential mmar 
and costing Smplous doubts upon his august rhetoric. This Aleck 
who will fall down before long unless he gets a better gait on—quotes from 
the memorandum, as follows: 

“Under such circumstances it seems to me that the recommendations of 
President MeKinley were eminently proper, and that so far as Admirals 
Sampson and Schley were concerned, it would have been unjust for him to 
have made other recommendations. 

** Personally I feel that in view of Captain Clark's long voyage in the Oregon 
and the condition in which he brought her to the scene of service, as well as 

in which he actually managed her before and during the fight, it 
ve been well to have given him the same advancement that was 
given Wainwright.” 

And then our youthful correspondent proceeds, stiff-necked and una- 


bashed, to aay: 

“Long before I got to the high school my teacher, Miss ——, told me that 
it was ungramma to say such el ‘it would have beon unjust for 
him to have made,’ and ‘it would have well to have given,’ and things 
like that. She said they didn’t mean anything, that they were ‘canceila- 
tions,’ and left you in doubt as to the time or the meaning involved. It's a 
humiliating admission, but true, that whenever I used what she called ‘the 
double potential,’ she always kept me in or said mean to me. 

**Now, I can't believe Mr. Reosevelt would write bad grammar. He isa 
graduate of , and, es, he writes books. I have read his history 
of the great war in Cuba, and it was just fine. I only wish I been old 
enough to go with the Rough Riders ande heights 
iards as they did. Still,Ican not forget how —— used 
was a little second-year chap and said things like ‘it would have well to 
have given him.’ 1 wish you would tell meabout it. I don't know whether 
to believe the President or the mmar." 

We respectfully but swiftly this complication. In an 
tween the President of the United States and a mere private ci 
Lindley Murray, there is only one attitude the patriotic and lo 
can conscient assume. We may not know what “it wo have been 
well to have given him” means. Butshall we setup agains a carefully pre- 

red declaration by Mr. Roosevelt the challenge of our own 

ce? Never! A thousand times never! use the language of our 
own Mrs. Malaprop, we might to this high-school boy, aeeey nous 
avons "’—that we do not take to “it would have been unjust for him 
to have made.” y we that phrase to Du Maurier’s list of 
“things one would rather have put otherwise.’ Speaking officially, we say: 


“Mum's the word.” 
The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. SULZER. I yield the tleman two minutes more. 
Mr. BREAZEALE. Mr. ietemem , inclosing, I desire to direct 

the attention of the public to the between the two his- 

toric cases in this country. There appears to me to be a remark- 
able parallel between this present case of Admiral Schley and the 
grave injustice done to a great Union soldier in the civil war. 

Gen. Fitz-John Porter, who for more than thirty years rested 

under the stigma of cowardice and of treason. At last he was 

vindicated. 

The great Gen. U. 8. Grant, who had hastily acted in the first 
instance, subsequently upon a review of the testimony in the case, 
with a manly truly American, undid that injustice, and 
to-day the name of Fitz-John Porter shines brightly im the grand 
galaxy of generals who fought in the Union Army. I _— and 
trust that Admiral Schley will not have so long to wait. I hope 
and trust that the President may find occasion to reverse this 
most hideous, monstrously hideous, judgment in his case, and if 
he fails to do so, mark this hecy, it will be but a short time 
when this House, under a different majority and under the con- 
trol of a different party, will see that ample and perfect justice is 
done to this great, this noble, this patriotic man, this gallant 
sailor, Admiral Schley. [Applause.] 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
all the gentlemen who have spoken on this bill have leave to 
print. : 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that all gentlemen who have spoken on this bill have 
leave to print. Is there objection? 


issue, as be- 
like Mr. 
American 
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Mr. HULL. I supposed they had had leave to print; they have | 
been given ample time. 

Mr. SULZER. This request is only for those who have spoken 
on the bill. 

Mr. HULL. I understand, but they haveall spoken themselves 
out, and I object to their going to work and writing up a lot 

ore. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa objects. 

Mr. SULZER. I trust that the gentleman from Iowa will now 
consume some of his time. 

Mr. HULL. The gentleman from Iowa will be glad to proceed 
with the reading of the bill, if the gentleman has no objection. I 
make the request that we proceed with the reading of the bill, | 
with the ne that to-morrow morning the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Hay], a member of the committee, have | 
twenty-five minutes, and that we have twenty-five minutes on 
this side, if we desire to take it. 

Mr. SULZER. I have no objection to that, and I trust now, as 
I have agreed to that proposition, the gentleman from Iowa will 
withdraw his objection to unanimons consent that those who have | 
spoken have leave to extend their remarks. 

Mr. HULL. I make that request in order to accommodate gen- 
tlemen on the other side of the House, not with any idea of ac- 
commodating myself; so that in place of its being a concession 
for the gentleman to agree with me it is a concession on our part 
to ask that consent for them, and I can see no reason for with- 
drawing my objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa objects, 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman, the gentle- 
man from Louisiana [Mr. Broussarp], who is a member of the 
committee, understands, I think, that he will be given some time, 
and he is now preparimg some remarks on this bill. He is not | 
present, and I desire to have him protected, and that time be given | 
to him. 

Mr. HULL. The gentleman’s request would not affect him at 
all. It would not help him out any, use the request was for | 
those who have spoken, and they have all had time and have fin- 
ished their remarks, with the exception, as I remember now, of | 
one or two gentlemen, who asked that they might be permitted to 
extend their remarks in the Recorp, which consent was given. 
A general leave to print to those who have spoken would mean | 
that parties can go to work and write anything they please, and | 
I think it is hardly a fair proposition. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. I misunderstood the request. 

Mr. HULL. Butif the gentleman from Louisana [Mr. Brovus- 
SARD] under the five-minute rule to-morrow will ask leave to 
extend his remarks I shall be glad to state that I hope the leave 
will be given him. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. Gatngs] addressed the House yesterday and requested me 
to ask leave for him to extend his remarks. 

Mr. HULL. Well, Mr. Chairman, we gave Mr. GAINES some 
of our time a order to allow him to finish and he 
talked out. I should to give him permission to get a second 
wind and go on with it. I shall object. 

I ask, Mr. Chairman, that the reading of the bill be proceeded 
with now, under the five-minute rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. Noone demanding the floor, the Clerk will 
proceed to read the bill. 

Mr. HAY. I should like to know whether the request was 
granted that I have leave to speak to-morrow? 

Mr.HULL. I understand that consent was given on the prop- 
osition that I asked for the gentleman from Virginia, that he have 
twenty-five minutes to-morrow, and that we on this side have 
twenty-five minutes, if we desire. 

_ The . In order that there may be no doubt about 
it, if there be no objection the request of the gentleman from 
Iowa will be granted. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

; The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
ows: 

For pay of enlisted men of all grades, including recruits, $11,500,000. 

: 1 HAY. I offer the amendment which I send to the Clerk's 
desk, 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

In line 17, page « otis out the words “eleven million five hundred” and 
insert “nine nine hundred and fifty.” 


Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, when the Army was increased to 
100,000 men it was understood that as soon as the exigencies of 
@ service and of the Government allowed it would be reduced. 
bill calls for an Army of 83,000 men—5,000 Filipino scouts 

American troops. 

6 have the evidence of Governor Taft that there will only be 
required in the Philippine Islands for the next about 20,000 
American soldiers. This bill provides t for 5,000 Fili- 
pino scouts, making 25,000 men for the Philippine Islands. 


EE 
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The artillery has now been increased to 18,000 men, which is 
considered to be sufficient for the manning of our coast defenses 
and for the field batteries. So that if you take the 25,000 men for 
the Philippines and the 18,000 for the artillery from the 83,000 
provided in this bill you will leave about; 40,000 men in this coun- 
try, outside of the 18,000 used in the artillery. I should like to 


| know how these 40,000 men can be used in this country at the 


various posts which we have? It is a well-known fact that the 
posts have been decreased, and that there is no need for as many 
Before the war 
with Spain 25,000 men were sufficient for every purpose in the 
United States. 

It is now proposed to keep 40,000 men here. The amendment 
which I present is offered upon the basis of reducing this bill by 
15,000 men, so that there will be 30,000 men here and 25,000 men 
in the Philippine Islands, an ample number, more than sufficient. 


| But I desire to be conservative, andI desire that the Government 
| Shall have all the men necessary to protect its interests in the 
| Philippine Islands and here. 


The only use really for that num- 
ber of men (30,000) in this country is to have a sufficient number 


| of them to interchange with the troops in the Philippines. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, it is very true that it is difficnlt to ascer- 
tain just exactly how many men are needed there. The Secretary 
of War says in his hearings that we will need 30,000 regular 
Governor Taft, as I said a 
moment ago, stated they would only need 20,000 in all, and that 


| they ought to be reduced, and that they could use what he called 
| the Filipino constabulary there to much better advantage than 
| they could use troops. General Hughes says practically the 
| Same thing. General Otis, in his hearings before the Philippine 
| Committee of the Senate, says that they only need 25,000 troops 


in the Philippine Islands. 

Now, whai I want to know is, why we should vote an Army of 
83,000 men, when we can get along without any trouble with an 
Army of 66,000 men? If gentlemen can show that we need more 
than 66,000 men, if there is amy necessity for it, then I am willing 


to vote it. But after a careful consideration of the subject, after 
review evidence which I have been able to get with re- 


gard to the Army and the needs of the Army in the Philippines 


| and in this country, I have come to the conclusion that we can 


without trouble reduce the Army about 15,000 men in this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HAY. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. HULL. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, Iask unanimous consent that 
the time of the gentleman may be extended for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that the time of the gentleman from Virginia be 
extended for five minutes. Is there objection? [After a pause. | 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HAY. Now, then, the amendment which I have offered 
is based, as I have said, upon the reduction of the Army by 15,000 
men from this bill. We all know that there is no need, and there 
will be no need, in the year 1903, for any troops in Cuba. This 
bill provides for two battalions, I believe, in Porto Rico; and if 
there is any necessity, if the conditions in the Philippines are 
such as to need any more men than the 30,000 men as asked for 
by the Secretary of War, then I would like toknowit. We de- 
rive our information from Administration sources, we derive it 
from the civil governor of the Philippine Islands, we derive it 
from the officers of the United States Army, so far as they are 
permitted to speak. 

Mr. Chairman, we all know that there is a sort of tyranny of 
silence which is placed upon the Army; that officers are not per- 
mitted to give their opinions to committees of either House of 
Congress without being called to account for it by people in high 
place andin power. We know that the Ccommanding General of 
the Army of the United States, for giving his opinion upon the 
verdict of a court of inquiry in another branchof the service, was 
reprimanded by the President publicly before a promiscuous 
audience. I say, therefore, that if they have any evidence to show 
that there are more men needed in the Philippines than they 
themselves say there are, let that evidence be produced. But un- 
til it is produced it is our business as members of this House, 
legislating for the American people and for the American tax- 
payers, to keep this army down to such a number as is necessary, 
per to give a single man more than is necessary. I propose 
to follow the present amendment with amendments all along 
thro the bill, reducing it as I have said. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I think this side of the House should 
be under the greatest obligation to the gentleman from Virginia 
for his solicitude in keeping the sancenelane of this Congress 
down to the lowest limit, and I should be glad to join with him in 
that policy, that we might make the total appropriations showing 
avery great deal of reduction under Republican leadership; but I 
want to call the attention of the committee to the fact that the 
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Committee on Military Affairs has already reduced the estimate 
for the Army proper by $1,000,000 from that submitted to us in 
the estimate. So that this amount that we have reported to the 
House is for a much smaller army than was originally estimated 
for — the estimates were submitted to Congress in last De- 
cember. 

Mr. HAY. Iwill ask the gentleman the question whether or 
not those estimates were made for an army of 100,000 men? 

Mr. HULL. No, sir; not quite. 

Mr. HAY. Well, what does the gentleman estimate the Army 
to be raised under this bill? 

Mr. HULL. The Army under this bill is, as I understand, 
between seventy and eighty thousand men. But I want to take 
issue with the gentleman’s argument as to the number of men we 
may need in the Philippine Islands. I believe if we were to reduce 
them below the point of safety it would encourage further insur- 
rection and result in increased expenditures on the part of the 
Government in the future. 

When I was in the Philippine Islands I had the privilege of go- 
ing with General Chaffee and visiting nearly all the posts outside 
the island of Luzon, and the evidence taken before General 
Chaffee, not given by Army officers alone, but given by the native 
officials, the governors, the fiscals, the treasurers, and the super- 
visors, was, without exception, that it was unsafe to take any 
troops from the localities we visited. There is to-day no organ- 
a ae in the Philippines, but there is lawlessness all over the 
islands. 

I know that Governor Taft has been very optimistic and hopeful 
as to the conditions that may prevail in the Philippine Islands. 
I sincerely hope time may prove him right. I think conditions 
are better than when I was there, but he was very optimistic 
when I was there as tothe military force it would require to pro- 
tect life and property. After I left there I think you will re- 
member that several of the provinces were turned back to mili- 
tary authority on account of the civil governments being prema- 
turely started on their careers. They were powerless to accom- 
plish good. 

This appropriation offered by the committee—I supposed it met 
the approval of the entire committee, because we very full 
conference as to all of these appropriations, and I will say for the 
credit of my Democratic friends that they joined with the major- 
ity in cutting down wherever they could; but when we made the 
report it was on the basis of a reduction of the army in the Phil- 
pk oe to about 30,000 men, American soldiers, and 5,000 Filipino 
soldiers organized under the law that was passed when we 
adopted the general reorganization bill. 

It does seem to me, Mr. Chairman, that it is a great mistake for 
this committee to reduce this amount below what was reported 
from the committee. The Administration in the United States 
and Governor Taft in the Philippines are both of them anxious 
to reduce the army to the lowest point consistent with safety and 
the interest of the United States, and if we do not need the num- 
ber that we appropriate for, which, in my judgment, is the lowest 
number that this country can safely go ahead with, they will not 
be used, and if not enlisted and employed they will not be paid 
for; but we should not make it impossible to pay if enlisted. 

The gentleman from Virginia is not more anxious to get the 
army down to the lowest point consistent with safety than is 
the Administration, both the President and the War Department, 
so I hope the amendment will not be adopted; and I can see no 
good reason why he should have offered it. 

Mr. HAY. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. HULL. Certainly. 

Mr. HAY. The gentleman says he wants to reduce the Army 
to what he considers a point of safety? 

Mr. HULL. I do. 

Mr. HAY. How many men do you think ought to be kept in 
the Philippines? 

Mr. HULL. Ithink that there ought to be more than the Secre- 
tary of War estimates, if you want my honest judgment. They 
have five hundred and some odd poststhere. The force of natives 
there is new and untrained, and it is only effective when it knows 
that it is backed by the power of the United States. Without 
that power the native troops would be worthless. 

Mr. HAY. Then that is from your experience? 

Mr. HULL. From my personal experience and what I have 
read and know of it, I should say 30,000 American troops in the 
Philippines was reducing the Army to the lowest point consistent 
with safety, and reducing the number more than I would take 

the responsibility of doing. 

Mr. HAY. That is what the Secretary of War says. 

I think you ought 


Mr. HULL. Yes: but I think itis too low. 
to have more than 30,000 there. 
The CHAIRMAN. 


expired. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


The time of the gentleman from Iowa has | agrees with Ju 


MARCH 26, 


Mr. HAY. Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman may 
continue for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia asks that 
the gentleman from Iowa may continue for five minutes. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HULL. Now, let me finish myanswer. If it takes 30,000 
troops in the Philippines, there ought to be 30,000 here, because 
these troops ought to be exchanged at stated intervals so that no 
one would be there more than two years if ible. If you do 
that and have 18,000 artillerymen—and I understand the gentle- 
man from Virginia to say the artillery was raised to that num- 
ber, although I didn’t so understand it—that would be 78,000 
men. 

Mr. HAY. And 5,000 Filipino troops. 

Mr. HULL. If you have that number, the amount we have 
reported here will, in my judgment, call for a deficiency bill dur- 
ing the short session of this Congress. We are appropriating for 
50,000 privates; and we cut off $1,000,000 from the estimates. 
The estimates were for 55,000 privates. 

Mr. JETT. From the gentleman’s judgment and experience 
while in the Philippines, does he or does he not believe that it 
will be necessary for some time to keep troops where the so-called 
| civil government has been established? 

Mr. HULL. Isay yes. It will be necessary for some time. I 
do not regard it as possible that a people who have never had any 
experience in civilized government, as we understand it, can in 
the course of a year or two years or three years leap into full- 
fledged American citizenship, with fully developed ideas of the 
rights of property and life and a full comprehension of how to 
administer a free government. 

Mr. HAY. Governor Taft in his evidence before the Philip- 
pine Committee stated that the constabulary there were doing 
more good than the soldiers; that they could find these robbers 
and these disturbers of the peace much more effectively than the 
soldiers could. 

Mr. HULL. I think that is true in one sense and not true in 
another. I think that if the United States troops should be re- 
moved the local constabulary would not amount to anything, but 
when backed ~ American troops and protected by them they are 
better scouts than our soldiers, because they are more familiar 
with the habits and haunts of their people. 

Mr. HAY. Iam not advocating the removal of the American 
troops, but I wanted to know the lowest number of American 
troops added to the Filipino troops that the gentleman thought 
necessary. 

Mr. HULL. I should say that 35,000 would be better than 
30,000. 

Mr. HAY. Then the gentleman thinks that 35,000 American 
troops, in addition to the 5,000 Filipino troops, are needed there? 

Mr. HULL. Yes, sir; and if I had adhered to my own idea I 
should have insisted upon that number; but I yielded to the 
judgment of the Secretary of War, who thought that 30,000 of 
our troops, with the 5,000 Filipino troops, would suffice. 

Mr. HAY. And you think they will be needed there for some 
years to come? 

Mr. HULL. For the next fiscal year, anyhow; and that is 
what we are ——— for. 

Mr. PATTE N of Tennessee. My recollection is that Gov- 
_ernor Taft, before the Insular Affairs Committee, said that all the 
provinces of the archipelago were pacified, with the possible ex- 
ception of five. 

Mr. HULL. I have not read what Governor Taft said, and I 
do not want to answer for him. They may be pacified in one 
sense of the term; that is, there may be no organized army there. 

Allow me to say that I have been so busy at home for the last 
month or five weeks trying to preserve my own private or polit- 
ical interests that I have a but little attention to public mat- 
ters, and I think I will take this occasion to say in reply to what 
has been thrown out here to-day that while I was thus engaged 
at home I made absolutely no promises as to what should be my 
| course in the future. ee omen 
| Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. If the gentleman from Iowa 

thinks that is an answer to my question, I suppose I must be sat- 
| isfied with it. 

Mr. HULL. Ido not know whether I understood the gentle- 
man’s question. 
| Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. What I wanted to ask was 
| this—the gentleman did not wait till I finished my question: I 

stated that, according to my recollection, Governor Taft, before 
| the Insular Affairs Committee, testified that the whole Philippine 
Archipelago is ified, with the possible exception of four or 
five provinces. ow, I understand the gentleman from Iowa has 
visited that archipelago, and I would like to know whether he 
e Taft on that point. 7 
ell, Mr. Chairman, I believe I have partially 











Mr. HULL. 








1902. 





answered that question already. 
exists in the broad sense that there isa law-abiding people. If by 
pacification is meant simply that there is no organized, armed 
rebellion against the authorities, I should say yes. But I want to 
say from my obsefvation that there is a large lawless element 
there that never has been controlled by any government in the 
past; this is the first Government that ever has undertaken to 
control it and establish peaceful conditions outside of the large 
cities. 

And it is going to require the strong arm of the Government to 
protect the Filipinos from their own people—not to protect the 
United States in the cities, but to protect the law-abiding Fil- 
ipinos, who want to work and make a living, from the raids of 
those robber bands that for centuries have preyed upon them, de- 
stroying the fruits of their industry and compelling them to hud- 
dle in little towns along the seaports, instead of spreading them- 
selves out on farms in the interior as they might have otherwise 


I do not believe that pacification 


done. 

Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. The gentleman is referring 
to the Filipinos who oppose the authority of our Government? 

Mr. HULL. Oh, no; they oppose any government. They op- 
pose us just now because we are the government; but they would 
oppose any government. They would oppose their own govern- 
ment. They are lawless bands of ladrones. 

Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. Does the gentleman think it 
necessary to have a standing army there to keep those provinces 
vacified? 

’ Mr. HULL. The future must determine that. 

Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. I would like to have the gen- 
tleman’s opinion about it. 

Mr. HULL. I say for the present, yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Iowa has 
expired. 

Mr. HULL. I call for a vote. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I wish to ask the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. HvuLL] a question, and for that purpose I ask 
that his time be extended for two minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to extending the time of 
the gentleman for two minutes? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I understood 
the gentleman from Iowa to state that if we had 30,000 Ameri- 
cans in the Philippines, or 35,000, which he thought would be 
better, we ought to have the same number of troops here, in or- 
der that these soldiers could be exchanged or replaced from the 
United States to the Philippines as often as at least once every 
two years. I would like to know the reasons for the necessity of 
that change. Is it owing to the climatic conditions there? 

Mr. HULL. It isa tropical country, and no people that are 
engaged in service there ought to be kept any great length of 
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time. While a large number of the troops there when mustered 
out were perfectly healthy, and the percentage of sickness in the 
past was no higher than it is here, yet the danger of affecting the | 
constitution of Americans by keeping them there in service too | 
long is enough of itself to warrant the change, and we change 
troops in this country from one part of it to another in the same 
way. We do not keep troops in the Gulf States an unreasonable 
time. 


Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Well, the main reason for that 


| Gentlemen, the truth will finally be known. 





change then would be owing to the health of the soldiers in the | 
Philippines? 

Mr. HULL. I should say, yes; very largely that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Virginia. 

_Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I want to say one word in conclu- 
sion. I understood the gentleman from Iowa to say that there 
were only 50,000 enlisted men provided for in this bill. 

Mr. HULL. I said there are less than 55,000. The estimates 
were for 55,000 previously, and we cut it down $1,000,000. 

Mr. HAY. And yet it is very well understood that there is to 
be an Army of 83,000 men under this bill. Now, I understand | 
that the artillery has 18,000 men. Am I mistaken about that? 

Mr. HULL. I do not so understand. 

Mr. HAY. The artillery, I say, is to have 18,000 men in it. 

Mr. HULL. I doubt if there are that many there now, but 
they are getting it to that number as rapidly as they can find 
good men. 

Mr. HAY. That is what this appropriation calls for. 

Mr. HULL. Yes; but you must remember in addition to this 
statement that this appropriation does not commence until after 
the 30th of next June. 

Mr. HAY. Oh, I understand that, of course; and it is all the 
more reason for reducing the appropriation, because as time goes 
on, as Governor Taft says, so ‘each lens is there any necessity for 
American soldiers in the Philippine Islands. Now, there cer- 
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tainly can not be any reason for 43,000 soldiers in this country, 
18,000 soldiers in the artillery and 25,000 outside. 

Surely no man will contend that it is necessary to have that 
number of troops here, and if there is a chance of an opportunity 
to reduce this Army, as these gentlemen who come from the Phil- 
ippines tell us that there is, then we ought to reduce it, and next 
December, if it is found necessary that a larger appropriation 
shall be made, we will be here to make it. Therefore I say that 
it is our duty to the taxpayers and as representatives of the 
American people to bring this Army down, and to reduce this ap- 
propriation as much as we possibly can, and I hope that gentlemen 
upon this floor who have the interests of the people at heart will 
vote for the amendment which I have introduced. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will yield 
just a minute, I have what purports to be an interview from 
Governor Taft when he landed in San Francisco on January 22, 
and I will read the language with which he is credited: 

Fifteen thousand men will be an ample force in the islands before the 
close of the year. I was told this only a few days before I came away. Of- 
ficers thoroughly versed in the situation gave me the figures. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment of the gentleman from Virginia. 

The question was taken; and on a division (called for by Mr. 
Hay) there were—-ayes 31, noes 52. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For additional pay for length of service for all enlisted men, exclusive of 
Hospital Corps, $906,492. 


Mr. COCHRAN. Itis to mea matter of amazement that the 
recklessness of assertion which at the beginning of the ¢on- 


| troversy about the Philippine Islands characterized this discus- 
| sion should still continue on this floor. 
| cussion, before gentlemen had time to inform themselves, this 
| was inexcusable. 


Even earlier in the dis- 


At this late date it isumpardonable. The gen- 
tlemam from Iowa would have you believe that the Philippine 
Islands never had in the interior a good municipal government. 
Where does he get that information? Not from any history or 
other authentic source. The fact is that the Philippine Islands— 
that is, the Christian islands—prior to the war with Spain, had 
good municipal governments. 

Every writer who has ever discussed the subject, including dis- 
tinguished Frenchmen and distinguished Englishmen, and our 
own Dean Worcester, of the Michigan University, bear testi- 
mony to the peaceableness, honesty, and good social qualities of 
the Filipino people. When, after the cessation of hostilities at 
the end of our war with Spain, two Americans, one a military 
and the other a naval officer of the United States, visited every 
part of the Christian island of Luzon, upon their return, they 
said that ere the embers of the war with Spain had disappeared 
the people had returned to their fields and shops and resumed the 
pursuits of peace, and that the island was as peaceable as any 
part of the United States. 

A report to this effect was made to their superiors and has been 
printed as a public document. Why do gentlemen refuse to in- 


| form themselves on the subject and in the face of all history con- 


tinue to misrepresent the real situation in the Philippines? 

Why do they seek to misrepresent the facts and pervert history? 
In discussing the 
question it is useless to try to exclude it. The people will finally 
know all the facts. 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HULL] says that no less than 
35,000 troops should be retained in the islands, and in this con- 
nection he and others who discuss it talk about the pacification of 
the country. What do you mean by pacification? 

Do you think the time will ever come when a conquered country, 
inhabited by four or five millions of civilized Christians, will be 
content to live under alien rule? Do you think that there will 
ever be found on earth a country such as I have described, where 
anything short of brute force will secure submission to a con- 
queror? Instead of the word “ pacify ’’ say terrorize. Other con- 
quered countries have been pacified, you will say. Ah, yes! 
Ireland has been pacified, but at the end of seven centuries of for- 
eign occupation we find 35,000 British troops there, and a tax im- 
posed to prohibit men from having firearms in their houses. 
Seven centuries of pacification, and yet the people of [Ireland are 
as ready as they were in the days of Elizabeth to seize arms and 
fight for the liberties of their country. 

India has been pacified, but the bayonet of the conqueror is at 
India’s throat. Poland has been pacified, yet the largest contin- 

ent of the armies of the Czar stationed in any one portion of his 

mpire, from the day of the tragedy of the destruction of that 
kingdom down to this hour, have been within striking distance 
of Polish centers of population. And sol might go on. 

The truth is that God has planted in the breasts of men the 
national instinct, the pride of race, the love of country, which 
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everywhere leads them to resist the aggression of any foreign 


power that invades their country and ae its government. 

If we are to retain the Philippine Islands as a vassal state in 
perpetuity, if we are to set up a colonial government there and 
maintain it, we must enter this new field to follow the 
example of England and other great colonizing powers. We 
must maintain a large army there and the yers must foot 
the bills. We must rule by force. There will be opposition. 
We must beat it down. So, when hereafter we speak of in 
the Philippine Islands, let us say not that the people over there are 
‘* nacified,’’ but that they have been terrorized into submission. 
That is what conquest means. 

Do you want to dothat? Will the American people continue to 
abet you in doing it? Are you content to look i into the future 
with the distinct understanding that fifteen, thirty-five, or fifty 
thousand, or any other number of thousands of troops shall be 
kept there at the expense of the American taxpayers for the pur- 
pose of coercing consent to our sovereignty? If we are to go on 
in this way I do not believe an army of 35,000 will be any too large. 
The Spaniards went there when these people were barbarians. 
The islanders had no civilized government. 

The Spaniards imported a large number of Catholic priests— 
the Catholic religion then being practically the only Christian 
denomination in existence—and converted substantially all the 
people of the arable portions of the northern islands to the Chris- 
tian religion. From that day on Spanish was the official language. 
The Spaniards were the tutors of the Filipinos. They furnished 
them gg apa and their religion and their learning and their 
schools. The people became civilized under Spanish rule. Inter- 
mayriages of Spaniards and natives produced the educated and 
enlightened classes which have had most to do with making 
Philippine history. 

Identity of official language, identity of religion, as well as 
many humane and beneficent projects carried forward in the ear- 
lier days of the settlement of the islands, bound the Filipinos to 
the Spanish Crown. But as the natives learned what was going 
on in the outside world, as the spirit of individual self- t 
asserted itself in their breasts, the national spirit, which, thank 
God, abides everywhere, came to them also. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missouri 
has expired. 

Mr. COCHRAN. 
two minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent that he be allowed to proceed for two minutes. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Repeatedly and repeatedly they rebelled 
against this alien rule. Revolt after revolt occurred, and for 


many years before their final expulsion the Spaniards were com- | 


pelled to keep in the islands an army which frequently exceeded 
50.000 men in order to hold sovereignty over that people. 


We must do the same thing. Do not tell me that 15,000 troops | 


will quell opposition to American rule. The time will come when 
100,000 men will be needed. Withdraw 15,000 men now—cut 
your force down to the beggarly 15,000 talked about—and you 
will find that 100,000 will be needed before yon are through with 
it. Every day you stay there will embitter them. Every hour 
of their travail will intensify their desire for independence and 
liberty. 

Mr. PARKER. Do I understand the gentleman to say that it 
will take a hundred thousand men? 

Mr. COCHRAN. Isayif youcut your army down and another 
insurrection takes place you will have to send a hundred thousand 
men there to quell it. 

Mr. PARKER. Did you vote for the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia to cut down the Army? 

Mr. COCHRAN. I will vote to withdraw 1 soldier, 5 soldiers, 
5,000 soldiers, 15,000 soldiers, or all our soldiers from the Philip- 
pines every time I geta chance. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. | 

Mr. PARKER. Then you want—— 

Mr. COCHRAN. I want every nation on the earth to enjoy 
the God-given right of independence of every other nation on 
earth 

Mr. PARKER I understood the gentleman to say that if the 
army were reduced there would be a massacre there. Do I un- 
derstand—— 

Mr. COCHRAN. You did not understand the gentleman to 
say any such thing, if you were listening, and if you were not 
listening, you ought not to put words, into my mouth which I 
have not uttered. I said the withdrawal of 15,000 would 


be followed by another insurrection. That is whatIsaid. I be- 
lieve that at every opportunity the people of the islands will arise 
and attempt to win independence. 

Does not the gentleman know from what we 


Mr. PARKER. 


I ask unanimous consent that I may have | 


| Mr. SULZER. The point of order, in my jud 
| be made until the gentleman from Iowa finds out what this article 
| is about. 


saw here the other day about these telegraphers it was pretty near 
the same thin 

Mr. COCHRAN. I do not know what the gentleman refers to? 
I know this, that in every war such as we are ng on in the 
Philippine Islands all the usages of civilized warfare are forgot- 
ten by both parties to the contention. Under such circumstances 
the struggle ceases to be legitimate war and degenerates into 
bloody reprisals levied generally by both parties to the conflict 
without reference to the usages of war. 

I was going on to say that no matter what you may do, insubor- 
dination, res ce, rebellion will continue. No people number- 
ing millions will ever peaceably and willingly submit to the reign 
of a conquerer. 

Under such circumstances resistance is mere obedience to im- 
pulses and sentiments which shape the conduct and destiny of all 
races. A people speaking the same language, inspired by the 
same ideals, segregated from others, and possessing the country 
in which they live, instinctively desire a government of their 
own—a monarchy if they be monarchists—a republic if they are 
democrats. 

Do you regret that this is true, you gentlemen who favor the 
conquest of the Philippines? Whether you do or not is immate- 
rial. It is a principle of humanity as ineradicable as any emotion 
of the human breast. No country that enters upon the career of 
a conqueror can escape dealing with it. Force, not reason, will 
compel obedience to government that is despised. [Loud ap- 
plause on the Democratic side. ] 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Inspector-General’s Department: For pay of officers in the Inspector-Gen- 
eral’s Department, $51,500. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I want to pour a little sugar on the troubled waters. I 
send to the Clerk’s desk an article from the Philadelphia North 
American, a great Republican newspaper, which I desire to have 


read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


[Philadelphia North American, March 14, 1982.) 
Representative SULZER introduces a bill which is intended to reform the 


present tariff law. Aims a blow at trusts. 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of order that that 
has nothing to do with the bill. We are not dealing with the 
tariff under the five-minute rule. Weare dealing with the Army, 
and there is no use taking up the time in this way. 
ent, can not 


| Mr. HULL. Well, the way it starts out is enough to find out. 
| (Laughter. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the Clerk has read 
| far enough to indicate the character of the article; and the Chair 
| sustains the — of order. 
| Mr. SULZER. Well, I willread the article myself. [Laughter 
| on the Democratic side.] Mr. Chairman, I introduced a bill in 
| this House some time ago to repeal that provision in the Dingley 
| tariff law known as the color restriction on sugar. 

Mr. HULL. Now, Mr. Chairman, I raise the point on the gen- 

tleman himself. I raise the point of order that the gentleman is 

| not Claonating the bill, and under the rules he had plenty of time 
| in general debate to discuss the matter that he is now referring to. 
| Mr. SULZER. I have the floor, and the gentleman from Iowa 
| is out of order. 
| The CHAIRMAN, The Chair sustainsthe pointof order. The 
| gentleman is not discussing the amendment. 

Mr. > The Chair does not know what my amendment 


oin: 

| The CHAIRMAN. “oe ——— moves — —_ the last 
word o i ph, an e remarks of the gentleman are 
not ofliceinall 40 teak amendment, and he is not in order. 

| Mr. SULZER. Well, Mr. Chairman, I desire to discuss this 

| matter, and I trust the gentleman will not make that point of 

_order. He will get along much more rapidly if he does not. 

| The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman ask unanimous consent 
to discuss the question he is now discussing? 

| Mr. SULZER. I understand I have the floor, Mr. Chairman. 

| The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman has not the floor, unless he 

| is in order. 

| Mr. SULZER. Then I ask unanimous consent—— 

| a CHAIRMAN (continuing). The gentleman is not in 
order. 

Mr. HAY. Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman may 
be allowed to pay without being interrupted with points of 
othe CHATRMAN ; 

The C . The gentleman from Virginia asks unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from New York may be per- 
mitted to proceed without being interrupted by points of order. 


| is 
| 
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Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I object to that. Iam willin 


to 
concede to the gentleman, as he no 0 ty, con ing 
the time himself, and his modesty forébade him to use it, that he 
may have five minutes to discuss the tariff question if he desires. 
I will not object to that kind of a proposition if he or his friends 
will put it in that form. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent—— 

Mr. HULL. I do not ask it, but if the other side asks unani- 
mous consent I will not raise any objection. 

Mr. SULZER. Do I understand the gentleman from Iowa to 
object to the reading of this article from the Philadelphia North 
American? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York is not in 
order. The point of order has been raised against the reading of 
that article, and the Chair has sustained the point of order. 
Does the gentleman request unanimous consent. If so, the Chair 
will submit the request to the committee. 

Mr. SULZER. understood unanimous consent had been 

iven. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent has not been given. 

Mr. SULZER. Then I ask unanimous consent for five minutes 
to present this matter to the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks unan- 
imous consent to discuss the question that he is now discussing 
for five minutés. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. DICK. I object. 

Mr. HAY. Too late. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio objects. 

Mr. SULZER. The President will read him another lecture 
to-morrow morning. umenter.] 

The Clerk read as follows: 


gat oe of Engineers: For pay of officers in the Corps of Engineers, 
900. 


Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do | 


now rise. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
SULZER) there were—21 ayes and 53 noes. 

Mr. SULZER. No quorum, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York makes the 
point of no quorum. The Chair will count. [After counting. ] 
One hundred and three members present—a quorum. 

Mr. SULZER. Tellers, Mr. Chairman. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. HuLL and Mr. SULZER were ap- 
pointed as tellers. 

The question was again taken; and the tellers reported—22 ayes 
and 63 noes. 

Mr. SULZER. No quorum present, Mr. Chairman. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has just counted a quorum. | 


The point is dilatory, and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For additional pay to such officers for length of service, to be paid with 
their current monthly pay, $425,000: Provided, That hereafter there shall not 
be allowed or paid any increase of longevity pay to any officer retired from 
active service above the sum allowed and d to such officer at the date of 
retirement. 

In all, $2,068,391.07. , 


Mr. WARNOCK. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
that this changes existing law. 

Mr. HULL. Will the gentleman from Ohio withhold the point 
of order, so that the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. STEVENs], 
a member of the committee, can be heard? 

Mr. WARNOCK, I will reserve the point of order, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from Ohio this morning discussed the subject of longevity pay. 
The committee have placed this provision in the bill with the de- 
sire to bring before this House an evil that has been presented to 
them for several years past. The Paymaster-General in his re- 
ports and the Paymaster-General in the hearings before the com- 
mittee every time has recommended that something be done to 
cure an obvious defect in the present law, and that is this: Officers 
when they have been placed upon the retired list for any cause 
receive three-quarters of full pay under all circumstances. There 
is no disposition to cut that down. But under the law as it now 
stands, as construed by the Supreme Court, the longer a man re- 
mains on the retired list the more pay he gets under the longevity 
clause, and for this reason: Longevity pay is given for length of 
service. For every term of five years of service an additional 10 


per cent oat is given—— 

Mr. W. Does not that stop at the end of twenty 
years? 

_Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. I was just going to say it is 
given for four periods, or up to twenty years, when the officer 
shall have received 40 per cent additional pay. Now, under the 
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law as it exists at present we have found quite a number of cases 
where the officer has been retired after a few years of service; and 
after that go on the retired list with three-quarters pay, to do 
whatever they may choose. The longevity pay increases right 
along. After five years they get 10 per cent more pay; after ten 
years they get 20 per cent more pay; after fifteen years they get 
30 cent more pay, and after twenty years they get 40 per cent 
additional pay: and so the longer they remain on the retired list 
the more pay they get. 

The committee conceive that that was not the theory of lon- 
gevity pay. The history of this statute shows that when it was 

rst enacted the pay department construed that longevity pay 
was not applied to the retired list. That construction was main- 
tained for quite a number of years, until the Supreme Court of 
the United States construed the word “service’’ as applying to 
the retired list as well as to the active list, so the longevity pay 
applied to the officers on the retired list. Now, the theory of lon- 
gevity pay is that the longer a man is in active service in the 
Army the better fitted he is by his experience and his wisdom to 
perform efficient service for the Government, and Congress has 
deemed it necessary to retain the services of such men and pre- 
ae their resignation when most needed by giving them this 
additional longevity pay. 
| But when a man is on the retired list, when under the law he 
is not required, with few exceptions, to perform any services what- 
| ever, the reason for the addition of this longevity pay does not- 
apply. Longevity is a gratuity alone. It is not a pay called for 
| by rank; it is a pay that is given for service, pay given for wis- 
| dom, a pay given for experience, and these reasons do not obtain 
| in the case of the man on the retired list of the Army. Now, 
| these officers on the retired list are getting pretty good pay any- 
I have a list of the rates of pay that is given to the officers 


| Way. 
| on ‘the retired list, as shown by the very last Army Register of 
| 1901. 

The highest pay is given to the Lieutenant-General—$8.250 per 
annum. This is the pay on the retired list. The lowest pay is 
| given to a second lieutenant, who may be retired the very mo- 
| ment after he receives his commission, and yet he receives $1,050 

perannum. Now, that second lieutenant, after he has received 
| his commission and goes on the retired list, may, after remaining on 
| the retired list twenty years, receive 40 per cent additional pay, 
| or $1,450 per annum, although he does not doa single thing for 
| the Government. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Warnock] 
| made this morning a very eloquent and able speech recounting 
the services and the sacrifices of many gallant officers during the 
civil war. This amendment applies to only a few of those men. 
{Here the hammer fell. ] 
| Mr. HULL. I ask that the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
| STEVENS] be allowed five minutes more. This is a matter vitally 
affecting the bill. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I ask unanimous consent that the gentle- 
man be permitted to conclude his remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the gen- 
| tleman from Minnesota be permitted to conclude his remarks. Is 

there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HILL. Before the gentleman from Minnesota resumes, I 
wish to call his attention to an amendment which I have sub- 
mitted to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WarRNocK]. That gen- 
tleman, if this provision be accepted, is perfectly willing to with- 
draw his point of order. I would like to have the gentleman 
from Minnesota address his remarks to it. 

I understand that the objection to the provision in the bill is 
founded principally upon the injustice which it is understood 

| would accrue under it to those officers who have been receiving 
| this longevity pay, and who now in their old age may find it 
| stricken off under the operation of this provision. I have sug- 
| gested to the gentleman from Ohio to insert in line 4 the word 
| **hereafter;’’ so that the clause will read: 

That hereafter there shall not be allowed or paid any increase of longevity 
pay to any officer hereafter retired. 

Mr. JETT. Let me say to my friend that that already appears 
in the bill. The language of the bill is: 


Provided, That hereafter there shall not be allowed, etc. 


Mr. HILL. I understand the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. War- 
NOCK] will withdraw his amendment if my amendment be sub- 
stituted for the provision of the bill. 

Mr. HULL. I think the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
STEVENS] has a better amendment. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. The point suggested by the 

eman from Connecticut and the gentleman from Ohio has 

m considered. The alternative propositions are the one in- 

serted in the bill and the amendment which I send up now to be 

read for information, and which I think covers exactly the point 
suggested by the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Hii}. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


On and after the approval of this act no further increase of longevity 
shall accrue to officers now on the retired list, and officers hereafter re’ 
from active service shall not be allowed or i any increase of longevity pay 
above the sum allowed and paid to such officers at the date of retirement. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. This amendment will not affect 
such officers as those described by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
WaRNOCK] this morning—those who, having ‘served during the 
war of the rebellion, have been placed on the retired list and have 
been there long enough to get their full longevity pay. They will 
continue to get it if this amendment be adopted. hee does the 
amendment affect those who have served in the Regular Army 
long enough to receive their full longevity pay before going on 
the retired list. All those will be exempted from the operation 
of this amendment. It will cover a few officers who have en- 
tered the service late in life, as chaplains, quartermasters, pay- 
masters, etc., and who have served only a few years before going 
on the retired list. This proposition will prevent such officers 
from getting larger pay after going upon the retired list than 
they did before. 

Mr. WARNOCK. The amendment sounds all right, but I 
would like to see it in writing before giving my assent toit. If 
it does not affect the old officers who were retired immediately 
upon the close of the civil war on account of wounds or disability, 
that is all I want. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. The officers of the War Depart- 
ment whom I have consulted about the matter tell me that the 
provision will not affect any officer who served—— 

Mr. HULL. It does not affect any officer who has already been 
receiving full pay upon the retired list. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. It does not cut anybody down. 
It simply prevents the pay of certain officers from increasing 
under the longevity provision. The effect of the amendment, if 
adopted, will be to prevent any further increase of longevity pay 
to those who go on the retired list hereafter. The amendment 
affects only a comparatively few officers. A table has been pre- 
pared by the War Department showing the number who would 
be affected—only 13 officers of five years’ service, 62 over five years, 
and 78 over fifteen years, so that there would be less than 10 per 
cent of the officers on the retired list affected by the amendment 


¥ 


as first suggested, and none of those covered by the proposition | 


of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. WARNOCK. If that amendmentis adopted, Iam entirely 
content to withdraw my point of order. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Then I ask unanimous con- 
sent——- 

Mr. HULL. Just offer that as an amendment. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. That this amendment I send to 
the desk be offered as a substitute for the proviso at the top of 

age 11. 
. The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio withdraw 
his point of order? 

Mr. WARNOCK. 
withdraw my point of order. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent, so that the gentleman can maintain his right, that the 
amendment which I have sent to the desk, and which has been 
read, be substituted instead of the proviso on the top of page 11. 

Mr. HULL. I understand the gentleman asks to strike out all 
after the word ** provided *’ down to and including the word “‘ re- 
tired ’’ in the fifth line. and insert this as that proviso. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Yes. 


Mr. BARTLETT. That simply makes a little more definite | 


what you mean by the proviso already in there? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. No; it makes it definite, but it 
does not include those now on the retired list. It does not cut 
down anybody. 

Mr. BARTLETT. 


body. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Well, we have not, but we can 
not do it under the rules. 

The CHAIRMAN. I understand the gentleman from Ohio to 
withdraw his point of order, but only on the ground that the 
amendment be adopted. 

Mr. HULL. He reserves his point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unani- 
mous consent that the amendment which he sends to the desk be 
substituted instead of the proviso on the top of page il. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. SULZER. I object. 

Mr. WARNOCK. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw my point of 
order for the present. 

The CHAIRMAN. 


I have no objection to cutting down any- 


The point of order is withdrawn. 


Mr. SULZER. Then I renew it. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
point of order. 


The gentleman from New York makes the 


I say that if that amendment be adopted I 
| 


Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. If the Chair will rule on the 
point of order, then I will offer this as an amendment. 


Mr. SULZER. Re r order. 
Mr. HULL. Re r order is the ruling of the Chair. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota offers the 
amendment that the proviso on page 11, ‘‘ Provided, That here- 
after there shall not be allowed,’’ etc.—— 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Now, I offer this as an amend- 
ment, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has not ruled yet. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. I beg the Chair’s pardon; I 
thought he had. 

The CHAIRMAN. I will ask the gentleman from New York 
the ground upon which he bases his point of order. 

oa SULZER. Does the Chair desire to hear me on this point 
of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair asks the gentleman to state the 
ground upon which he makes the point of order. 

Mr. SULZER. Is the Chair in doubt? 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman please reply to the 
question of the Chair? 

Mr. SULZER. Well, Mr. Chairman, if the Chair is in doubt, 
I desire to say that my point of order is that the proposed amend- 
ment changes existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair holds that the point of order—— 

Mr. CAPRON. Before the Chair rules, may I be heard upon 
the point of order for a moment? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is not in doubt. The*Chair 
holds that the point of order made by the gentleman from New 
York is well taken and that it changes existing law. The Chair 
sustains the point of order. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Now,I offer the amendment 
which I forward to the desk and ask the Clerk to read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Minnesota. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert after the word “dollars,” line 2, page 11, the following: “* Provided, 
That on and after the approval of this act no further increase of longevity 
pay shall accrue to officers now on the retired list, and officers hereafter re- 
tired from active service shall not be allowed or paid any increase of longevity 
pay above the sum allowed and paid to such officers at the time of retirement.” 


Mr. SULZER. I make a point of order against that. 

Mr. HULL. I am inclined to think the point of order is not 
well taken, Mr. Chairman. This is a limitation under the appro- 
priation only. The other was more than a limitation, because it 
reduced the pay of officers. This does not reduce the pay, and my 
impression is that the gentleman had better look up the law on 
that. This is an effort toward a limitation upon an appropriation 
bill to declare what shall be paid. The gentleman puts himself 
on record as in favor of giving increased pay to men year after 
year who perform no service for the Government. The gentle- 
man may want to go before the country on that theory, and I am 
delighted to have him do it. 

Mr. SULZER. Then you are dissatisfied with the bill you re- 
| ported to the House. 

Mr. HULL. I do not understand the gentleman’s remark. 

Mr. SULZER. Why did you vote for the bill in the committee? 
Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I voted for it because I believed 
| the other provision ought to have been agreed to. That is why I 
| did it. 
| Mr. SULZER. Then "a ought not to have done it. 

Mr. HULL. I would have ——— the bill as reported if you 
had not stopped it on a point of order. It was the gentleman 
from New York who interfered with it. By his point he places 
himself and his party on record as in favor of increasing pay of 
| officers when they perform no service for the country. But I do 
| not believe his point of order is well taken as to this proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. STEVENs] is as follows: 

Provided, That on and after the approval of this act— 

And so forth. It is evident that the words “ that on and after 
the approval of this act,’’ if the provision was adopted, would re- 
sult in enacting permanent law in this appropriation bill, and for 
that reason are subject to the point of order. If the provision 
read so as to limit the mg in this bill, it would not be 
subject to the point of order; but this provision seeks to enact per- 
manent law, and consequently the Chair sustains the point of 


order. 
Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I have another 
— which I think comes clearly within the ruling of the 
ir. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota offers the 
following, which the Clerk will report: 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert after “ dollars,” in line 2, page 11, the following: 
“ Provided, That no part of thissum be used for the yment of further 
increase of longevity pay to officers now on the retired list; and officers here 
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after retired from active service shall not be allowed or re therefrom any 


increase of longevity pay above the sum allowed and paid to such officers at 


the date of retirement.’ 


Mr. SULZER. A point of order, Mr. Chairman. That is just 
the same as the other. It means the same thing and would ac- 
complish the same thing. It is just a change of verbiage. I ask 
for order, Mr. Chairman. I think the Chair is capable of decid- 
ing the point of order without instructions from the gentleman 
from Minnesota. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York will be in 
order. If the gentleman has anything to say upon the point of 
order, the Chair will hear him. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, this is clearly subject to a point 
of order. It is exactly the same in effect as the previous amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Minnesota, and accomplishes 
the same thing. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair calls the attention of the gen- 
tleman to the fact that the amendment now proposed is a limita- 
tion upon the appropriations in this bill, and with that in view, 
if the gentleman has anything to say, the Chair will be glad to 
hear from him, 

Mr. SULZER. My point of order is that this amendment will 
change existing law, and is clearly subject to the point of order 
under the rule, and the Chair has held accordingly regarding two 
previous amendments. This amendment is almost identical with 
the others, and accomplishes the same purpose. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, just a word before the Chair de- 
cides the point of order, and one word only, I think, will make 
the Chair very clear on the subject. That is, that I am delighted 
that at last the Democratic party has appeared as champion of 
the retired list, and in favor of increasing pay of officers after 
they are placed on the retired list. 

Mr. SULZER. That comes with very bad grace from a Re- 
publican who has been in favor of it ever since he has been in 
Congress. 

Mr. HULL, You gentlemen have always opposed it before. 

Mr. JETT. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman on the 
point of order. 

Mr. JETT. I desire to be heard on the point of order. I want 
to take exception to what my distinguished friend [Mr. Hut}, 
the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, has said. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not care to hear that ques- 
tion discussed. Unless the gentleman has something to say on 
the point of order—— 

Mr. JETT. I was going to say that I hope the Chairman can 
see his way clear to hold that this is a mere limitation upon this 
appropriation, and that this amendment may be adopted. For 
myself I would love to have seen it stand as reported in this bill 
rather than see this provision enacted into law, and I hope the 
distinguished gentleman presiding will see his way clear to hold 
it isa mere limitation upon this provision, and it ought to be 
adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. This amendment provides that ‘‘ no part 
of this sum shall be used for the payment,”’ etc., purely limiting 
the provision to the amount appropriated on this bill. In other 
words, that no sum of money appropriated in this bill shall be 
used for this purpose. The amendment being a limitation upon 
the appropriation bill, the Chair holds it is in order, and overrules 
the point of order made by the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. Nowthat the Chair has—and 
properly, in my judgment—ruled on the point, it ought to be voted 
down. That er which is for a single year, would read 
precisely as if it were for all time, and wholly defeats the object 
of the gentleman from Ohio in his original objection. That 
amendment takes away the longevity pay of the veterans of the 
civil war who have been thirty years on the retired list just the 
—— a second lieutenant of her year, and it ought not to be 
adopted. 

Mr.SULZER. Iask thatthe substitute be re 


rted as amended. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 


ew York asks that 


the amendment be again reported. Without objection, the Clerk 
will again report the amendment. 
The amendment was again read. 


Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Just a word in explanation. 
Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. The words ‘further in- 

creased ’’ were not read when that amendment was first read. 
Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. This was prepared very care- 
fully. I have gone over the matter with the pay officers of the 
War Department, and they have pointed out these two classes 
very clearly. First those already increased, who do not get any 
more, and second, including those who come hereafter; so that I 
— + specifies clearly that it does not affect the first or the 
nd. 
ghee GARDNER of New Jersey. As read the last time it is all 


Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Minnesota yield? 

Mr. SULZER. I understood the gentleman from Minnesota 
had concluded. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. I have concluded all I care to 


say. 

Mr. SULZER. Just a very few words. Mr. Chairman,I agree 
substantially with my friend from New Jersey that this amend- 
ment, which has now been adopted, and that the whole provision 
should be voted down; and I trust that there will be enough mem- 
bers on that side of the House to doso. Iam glad, at this late 
day, that the gentleman from Iowa, chairman of the Committee 
on Military Affairs, has begun to see a new light, and that he now 
wants to reduce the expenditures of the Government. He is now 
in favor of a little economy, after having been in favor for years 
of the most extravagant ee for military affairs. 

In my judgment, this bill carries millions and millions of dol- 
lars more than is necessary for the military establishment of the 
Government. I believe it will be a good thing at this time to 
vote down this whole provision, in accordance with the views ex- 

ressed by the gentleman from New Jersey, and I hope enough 
epublicans will vote with us on this side to accomplish that 
purpose. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. LACEY. I move to strike out the last word. I am not 
sure, Mr. Chairman, that I fully understand this amendment; 
but if I do, it is to this effect: That the law heretofore fixed the 
pay of an officer at a certain percentage of the amount given him 
when on active duty. In addition to that there is the fogey allow- 
ance every five years of 10 per cent increase that the law gives to 
that pay. 

The pr ition in this bill is to appropriate only a portion of 
what the law gives thisretired officer. Ir 80, and we appropriate 
four-fifths of what is due the officer, what is to hinder him from 
going to the Court of Claims and suing for the remainder and 
getting a judgment against the Government of the United States 
for that portion of the pay not appropriated for? It does not pre- 
vent him getting it in the future. e simply put ourselves in 
the attitude that we will not change the law, but only appropri- 
ate enough to pay for four-fifths or five-sixths of what the law 
gives the retired officer. 

Mr. WARNOCK. I move tostrike out the last two words. 

Mr. HAY. I would like to be heard on the amendment. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Curtis having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 
Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the Senate had 
passed bills of the following titles; in which the concurrence of 
the House of Representatives was requested: 

S. 2805. An act granting a pension to Mary Ella Cory; 

S. 3103. An act granting an increase of pension to Susan Hays; 

S. 2971. An act granting an increase of pension to Silas D. 
Strong; 

S. 1678. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles B. 
Wingfield; 

S. 4319. An act granting an increase of pension to Helen G. 
Heiner; 

S. 2936. An act granting an increase of pension to Berthold 
Fernow; 

S. 3472. An act granting an increase of pension to Zeno T. 
Griffin; 

8. 1512. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary Jane 
Faulkner; 

S. 3519. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles L. 
Cummings; 

S. 4072. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel J. 
Lamden; 

S. 493. An act to amend act entitled ‘‘An act to establish a code 
of law for the District of Columbia; ”’ 

S. 2305. An act granting an increase of pension to Lemuel 
Grove; and 
ace An act granting an increase of pension to Charles F. 

nd. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments bills of the following titles; in which the concur- 
rence of the House of Representatives was requested: 

H. R. 10486. An act granting a pension to Alida Payne; 

H. R. 10044. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Larzalere; 

H. R. 12815. An act granting an increase of pension to James 


H. R. 1011. An act granting an increase of pension to John S. 
Ranlett; 
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H. R. 11418. An act granting an increase of pension te Hannah 
T. Knowles; and 
H. R. 2273. An act granting a pension to Martha A. De Lamater. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. WARNOCK. Iwant to make a few remarks upon this last 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio moves to strike 
out the last two words. 

Mr. WARNOCK. I understand the proposition to be that you 
can not change existing law under the rules as they now stand. 
I understand, further, that as claimed by the gentleman that the 
law enacted in 1870 was open to construction once in the court, 
and the court held that the retired officers were not entitled, but 
the Supreme Court held that they were. Now, this amendment 
offered is open to construction and leaves the matter in doubt. It 
professes to make an appropriation for this year only as follows: 

Provided, 
ther inc an of jongerity a tert —a _ eotared ten anh ak offi- 
cers hereafter ret from active service shall not be allowed or paid there 


from any increase of longevi above the sum allowed and paid to such 
officers at date of eee — a 


Mr. PARKER. Still the effect of it is precisely the same as to 
officers hereafter retired. 

Mr. WARNOCK. Ah, it is not limited to that. 

Mr. PARKER. Yes, sir; “‘ and officers hereafter retired.” 

Mr. WARNOCK. But it is officers on the retired list. 


Mr. PARKER. That is the first class. The first one is, ‘‘No. 


part of this sum shall be used for further increase of longevity 
pay of officers on the retired list.”” Then it goes on, ‘‘ Officers 
hereafter shall not be paid any increase at all.” 

Mr. WARNOCK. How could they be paid further increase 
when the time had not elapsed? 

Mr. PARKER. It means beyond the increased longevity pay. 

Mr. WARNOCK. For the five years? 

Mr. HULL. Oh, no. 

Mr. WARNOCK. Well, it is so open to construction that I 
hope the amendment will be voted down. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I hope the amendment will not be 
voted down, and I think when gentlemen on this side of the 
House understand it as I do and those of us who heard the matter 
discussed they will not vote it down. This amendment will save 
the Government every year a considerable sum, and it will only 
take away from a few men longevity pay which ‘they do not earn. 
If the gentlemen on this side of the House want to vote for an 
amendment which will reduce ropriations they will vote for 
. this amendment, because this is just what it does; and I hope, 
therefore, that the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. May r ask the gentleman a 
question? 

Mr. HAY. Certainly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. AsI understand, an officer 
that received longevity pay for ten years—that is, who gets 20 per 
cent—this amendment stops it there and does not allow him any 
further longevity pay? 

Mr. HAY. That is right. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. 
he can not get any greater longevity pay? 

Mr. HAY. That is right. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. And it applies to the next 
man that goes onto the retired list, so that he does not get any 
longevity pay by reason of being on the retired list? 


lis 

Air, RICHARDSON of Alabama. The man who goes upon the 
retired list does not get longevity pay? 

Mr. HAY. Not unless he earned it by being on the active 
list. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Does not this allow an officer 
that goes on the retired list to get the longevity pay that he has 
earned on the active list? 

Mr. HAY. Yes. If he has earned 30 per cent of what they 
call fogy or longevity pay on the active list, when he is retired 
he continues to get it; but he does not get the other 10 per cent 
which he would have beenentitled to if he had continued for five 
years more on the active list? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask a question of 
the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. StevENs] or the gentleman 
from Iowa, the chairman of the committee, in reference to this 
matter. I see the appropriation for the retired list seems to be 
$2,068,391. I would like to inquire of the gentlemen whether 
that is the complete augnenslelas for the retired list; whether 
that is all for the retired list 

Mr. HULL. That is all for the retired list. 


ame HAY. No; he gets no pay unless he got it on the active | 


And being on the retired list | 


| 











| sent that immediately after the disposition of the ee 
| priation bill, now er considerati 
| the House take oon bill (H. R. 10386) for the protection of the 


Mr. MANN, Can the inform us what the amount 


eae is for the on the active list? 
r. HULL. The bill tells that. 


Mr. MANN. I suppose we might be able to figure it out from 
7 ee ee ee 
it at han 

Mr. HULL. On m page 4 of the bill it provides for paying officers 
of the line $5,000,000. 

Mr. MANN. I beg the gentleman’s pardon, but I understand 
~ retired list embraces other officers than the officers of the 

ne. 

Mr. HULL. So does the active list. 

Mr. MANN. What I want to get at is what proportion of the 
appropriation is now used to pay officers on the active list, and 
what to pay officers on the retired list. 

Mr. HULL. I should say it was a little less than one-third in 
favor of the retired list. 

Mr. MANN. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that when we get 
to the point that the Government is paying for men on the retired 
list one-third as much as we are for men on the active list it is 
“he Cit that some amendment of this sort was put into law. 

CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the 


a aie and the amendment was agreed to. 
ULL. Mr. Chairman, I move that. the committee do now 


The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose: and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the , Mr. HEMENWAY, chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 12804) 
making appropriations for the support of the Army, and had 
come to no resolution thereon. 


PROTECTION OF THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES, ETC. 


Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
appro- 
ion in Committee of the ole, 


President of the United States, the suppression of crime against 
the Government, and for other purposes, reported from the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and that it be the special order until 
disposed of; not, however, to interfere with ap tion bills. 

Mr. DALZELL. I suggest that the gentleman include also 
revenue bills. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Very well; not to interfere with ap- 
propriation bills or revenue bills. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Does the gentleman propose now to fix a 
limit of debate on this bill? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Oh, no; my p ne is simply for 
a continuing order until the bill is dispos f, not to interfere 
= a priation or revenue bills. 

PCE. TI should like to make aninquiry. I understand 
nisi So the so-called ‘* anarchy bill.’’ 

Mr. RAY of New York. ft includes something of that kind— 
= pression of crime against the Government. 

ACEY. Then, I ask, why not take up the Senate bill on 
fe . same subject, so that the measure which has already gone 
through the other House may be before this House? 

Mr. RAY of New York. My proposition is to take up the House 
bill. The Senate bill has not acted upon in the committee. 

Mr. LACEY. Then it will be necessary to have double action 
in this House. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I object to the request made 
by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray]. 

“The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

MINORITY REPORT. 

Mr. MONDELL. I ask unanimous consent that a minority of 
the Committee on Public Lands be granted leave to file their 
views on the bill (H. R. 11536) to transfer certain forest reserves 
to the control of the Department of Agriculture, to authorize 
game and fish protection in forest reserves, and for other pur- 

ses. 
aie being no objection, leave was granted. 


COMMITTEE ASSIGNMENTS. 

The SPEAKER announced the following committee assign- 
ments: 

Committee on the Library—Mr. Conner of Iowa and Mr. 


Wooren of Texas. 
Committee on Banking and Currency—Mr.BartLettof Georgie. 


Committee on the Militia—Mr. Conry of Massachusetts. 
Committee on Labor—Mr. GiLBrert of Kentucky. 

Committee on Enrolled Bills—Mr. Ruea of Virginia. 
Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Trafiic—Mr. Rei of Arkansas. 





cern as 





ee 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 10404, An act granting a pension to John Y. Corey; 

H. R. 7755. An act granting a pension to Laura G. Weisen- 
burger; 

H R. 10411. Anact granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Singley; 

H. i 669. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard C. 
Smith; 

H. R. 366. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
M. Kanouse; 5 : 

H. R. 2240. An act granting an increase of pension to Aquila 
Wiley; 

H. R. 7683. An act granting an increase of pension to Almond 
Delamater; 

H. R. 11619. An act granting an increase of pension to David A. 
Frier; 

H. R. 8269. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
McClellen; ; ; 

H. R. 1378. An act granting an increase of pension to Bessie H. 
Lester; 

H. R. 2093. An act granting an increase of pension to Anna B. 
McCurley; 

H. R. 2781. An act granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
Lee: 

H. R. 2417. An act granting a pension to James B. Harris; 

H. R. 7998. Anact granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Allen; 

H. R. 6878. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
Maley; 

H. R. 8212. An act granting a pension to Alice Angel; 

H. R. 9659. An act granting a pension to Laura A. Van 
Wye: 

H. R. 5862. An act granting an increase of pension to Rollin 


H. R. 1694. Anact granting an increase of pension to Henry 
H. R. 9178. An act granting an increase of pension to John M. 


H. R. 10906. An act granting a pension to John W. Meade; 
H. R. 5714. An act granting an increase of pension to Lucy B. 


H. R. 11011, An act granting an increase of pension to Emily 
J. Tallman; 

H. R. 5261. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Coates; 

H. R. 7 An act granting a pension to Elizabeth W. Sim- 
mons; anc 
ok = 10924. Anact granting an increase of pension to Elias M. 

aight. 


ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED 
STATES. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had presented this day to the President of the 
United States for his approval bills of the following titles: 

_H. R. 11145, An act granting an increase of pension to Mary F. 


ey; 

H. R. 4488, An act granting an increase of pension to Selden E: 
Whitcher; 

“ H. R. 1529. An act granting an increase of pension to John G. 
rower; 

a — R. 2673. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
ale; 

é H. R. 3272. An act granting an increase of pension to Israel P. 
ovey; : 

H. R. 5543. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
W. Skinner; 

H. R. 7823. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob D. 
Caldwell; 
- = R. 9227. An act granting an increase of peusion to Frederick 
onater; 

H. R. 9456. An act granting a pension to Ruth B. Osborne; 

‘ i 6018. An act granting a pension to Lene Emma Mc- 
JUnKIN; 

R. 5289. An act granting a pension to Malvina C. Stith; 

R. 7074. An act granting a pension to Benjamin F. Draper; 
R. 8293. An act granting a pension to Amanda Jocko; 

R. 9397. An act granting a pension to John S. Lewis; 

R. ~~ An act to correct the record of James A. Somer- 
an 


H. R. 3148. An act for a marine hospital at Buffalo, N. Y. 
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LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

‘To Mr. Stewart of New Jersey, indefinitely, on account of sick- 
ness in his family. 

To Mr. Patrerson of Pennsylvania, until Friday next, on ac- 
count of important business. 

And then, on motion of Mr. HuLL (at 4 o'clock and 58 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIU, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. GROW, from the Committee on Education, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11911) to encourage the es- 
tablishment of homes in the States and Territories for teaching 
articulate speech and vocal language to deaf children before they 
are of school age, so as to fit them to enter the public schools pro- 
vided for hearing children, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1225); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. WANGER, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
12085) providing for the oe of a light and fog-signal 
station in the Patapsco River, Maryland, reported the same with 
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1228); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13031) to prohibit 
the coming into and to regulate the residence within the United 
States, its Territories, and all territory under its jurisdiction, and 
the District of Columbia, of Chinese and persons of Chinese descent, 
reported the same with amendments, accompanied by a report 
(No, 1231); which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MONDELL, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11536) to transfer 
certain forest reserves to the control of the Department of Agri- 
culture, to authorize game and fish protection in forest reserves, 
and for other pope submitted the views of the minority of 
said committee (No. 968, part 2) on said bill; which were referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, 
delivered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. THOMAS of Iowa, from the Committee on Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3525) for relief 
of Jacob B. Phillips, reported the same with amendments, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1229); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SALMON, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7007) for the relief of the 
legal representative of Maj. William Kendall, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1230); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. STORM, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 8955) for the relief of Gottlieb 
Schlecht and Maurice D. Higgins, and for the relief of the heirs 
and legal representatives of William Bindhammer and Valentine 
Brasch, reported the same with amendments, accompanied by a 
report (No. 1232); which said bill and repori were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered to 
the Clerk and laid on the table, as follows: 

Mr. GROW, from the Committee on Education, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7480) to encourage industrial 
education in the several States, reported the same adversely, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1226); which said bill and report were 
laid on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 7481) to establish a general system of in- 
dustrial education in the Territories of the United States and 






















































NERS ON i ker Ey os! (9-4 AI NSE at os 








3308 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 








insular dependencies, reported the same adversely, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1227): which said bill and report were laid on 


the table. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced, and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. WOODS: A bill (H. R. 13026) to amend section 5 of an 
act entitled ‘* An act to establish circuit courts of appeals and to 
define and regulate in certain cases the jurisdiction of the courts 
of the United States, and for other purposes,’’ approved March 
2, 1891—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 13027) extending 
the time for making final proof in desert-land entries in Yakima 
a State of Washington—to the Committee on the Public 

ands. 

By Mr. BARTLETT (by request): A bill (H, R. 13028) to reg- 
ulate the statute of limitations in suits to annul patents to land 
obtained by frand—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HILDEBRANT: A bill (H. R. 13029) for the relief of 
Joseph’s Band of Nez Percé Indians—to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

By Mr. WILCOX: A bill (H. R. 13030) to permit the Hawaiian 
Tramways Company, Limited, to use and maintain electric trac- 
tion—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs: A 
bill (H. R. 13031) to prohibit the coming into and to regulate the 
residence within the United States, its Territories, aan terri- 
tory under its jurisdiction, and the District of Columbia, of 
Chinese and persons of Chinese descent, as a substitute for H. R. 
9330—to the Union Calendar. 

By Mr. WILCOX: A bill (H. R. 13032) to grant the right of 
way through the islands of the Territory of Hawaii to the Hawaii 
Railway Company, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
the Territories. 

By Mr. HAY: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 172) authorizing 
the Secretary of War to loan to the Morgan Memorial Association, 
of Winchester, Va., certain Revolutionary trophies at Allegheny 
Arsenal, Pittsburg, Pa.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CORLISS: A resolution (H. Res. 177) directing the 
Attorney-General to institute proceedings against the Commercial 
Cable Company for violation of the act of July 2, 1890, known as 
the “ anti-trust law ’’—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HILL: A resolution (H. Res. 178) for the consideration 
of H. R. 12704—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. POU: A resolution (H. Res. 179) to investigate the use 
of money in the elections of 1896, 1898, and 1900—to the Commit- 
tee on Rules. 

By Mr. BELL: Joint memorial of the Colorado legislature, ask- 
ing for national aid in Western irrigation—to the Committee on 
Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

By the SPEAKER: Memorial of the legislature of Colorado in 
regard to irrigation of arid lands—to the Committee on Irrigation 
of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. MERCER: Memorial and concurrent resolution of the 
legislature of North Dakota, favoring the erection of suitable 
monument to mark White Stone battlefield, in said State—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 


By Mr. BLACKBURN: A bill (H. R. 13033) for the relief of | 


Mrs. Nancy Gregg—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13034) for the relief of Sidney Maxwell—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13035) for the relief of Z. C. Church—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BULL: A bill (H. R. 13036) granting an increase of 


— to John B. Greenhalgh—to the Committee on Invalid | valid Pensions. 


‘ensions. 
By Mr. CROMER: A bill (H. R. 13037) granting an increase of 


— to Frank W. Anderton—to the Committee on Invalid | 


ensions. 


By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 13038) authorizing the Sec- | 


retary of War to purchase the Isham shell and Tuttle's “ thorite ’’— 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. GORDON: A bill (H. R. 13039) granting an increase 
of pension to William A. Mullen—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


Pensions. 





Also, a bill (H. R. 13041) granting an increase of pension to 
William Wheeler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HANBURY (by request): A bill (H. R. 13042) for the 
relief of Theodore R. Timby—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 13043) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth Kimball—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HEDGE: A bill (H. R. 13044) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles M. Baber—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13045) granting an increase of pension to 
Moses Kiger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILDEBRANT: A bill (H. R. 13046) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Joseph H. Ludlum—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13047) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record.of William Thomas—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13048) to remove the sentence of court- 
martial from the military record of Thomas J. Sutton—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JONES of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 13049) for the relief of 
the trustees of the Drummondtown Methodist Episcopal Church, 
at Drummondtown, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KEHOE: A bill (H. R. 13050) for relief of Baptist Church 
of Flemingsburg, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LASSITER: A bill (H. R. 13051) for the relief of the 
estate of Richard Wiseman, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. LEWIS of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 13052) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles K. Batey—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13053) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NORTON: A bill (H. R. 13054) granting a pension to 
Louisa L. Kerr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13055) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas H. Thornburgh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13056) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac Decker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13057) granting an increase of pension to 
John F. Zeller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13058) granting an increase of pension to 
Wilson H. Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13059) granting an increase of pension to 
William Greer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13060) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph 8. Chilcoat—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OTJEN: A bill (H. R. 13061) granting a pension to 
George Larson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 13062) for the relief of Rich- 
ard Workman—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PUGSLEY: A bill (H. R. 13063) granting a pension to 
Julia B. Shurtleff—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RUMPLE: A bill (H. R. 13064) to restore to the pen- 
sion roll the name of William W. McAllister—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SELBY: A bill (H. R. 13065) granting an increase of 
pension to William Edwards—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13066) granting an increase of pension to 
O. D. Jasper, Mexican war veteran—to the Committee on Pen- 
s10ns. 

By Mr. SHALLENBERGER: A bill (H. R. 13067) for the re- 
lief of Reuben Stewart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, @ bill (H. R. 13068) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob C. Yorty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H. R. 13069) granting a pension to 
Leverett C. Lindley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 13070) granting a pension 
to Mary Lane—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLER of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 13071) granting an 
increase of pension to Robert A. Pinn—to the Committee on In- 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
y Mr. ACHESON: Petition of Waynesburg Lodge, No. 3, 


| Greene County, Pa., favoring restrictive immigration laws—to 


the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. f 
Also, papers to accompany House bill 12600, granting an in- 


; | crease of pension to Dr. George S. Graham—to the Committee on 
By Mr. GRIFFITH: A bill (H. R. 13040) granting an increase 
of pension to Hensley H. Kirk—to the Committee on Invalid | 


Invalid Pensions. 
Also, papers in support of House bill 4426, granting an increase 


' of pension to Daniel Sims—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. BARTHOLDT (by request): Affidavits and 
reference to a patent for a quarter section of land obtain 
by John 8. Goddard and 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. : 

By Mr. BELL: Petition of citizens of Durango, Colo., asking 


pers in 
by fraud 
is false witnesses, September 9, 1869— 


for an antipolygamy amendment to the national Constitution—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of soldiers of the Second Congressional district 
of Colorado, favoring passage of travel bill—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. ‘ ; 

Also, resolution of seme cal Union No. 425, Canon City, 
Colo., favoring reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion law—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the National Live Stock Association, for a 
modification of section 4386 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of Grocers and Butchers’ Association of Den- 
ver, indorsing the pure-food bill—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of Typographical Union, of Canon City, 
miners’ unions of Black Hawk and Ophir, Colo., favoring an ed- 
ucational restriction on immigration—te the Committee on Im- 
micration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Resolutions of Polish societies of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., favoring the erection of a statue to the late Briga- 
dier-General Count Pulaski at Washington—to the Committee on 
the Library. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCE: Petition of citizens of Pleasanton, Linn 
County, Kans., favoring protection, with such changes in sched- 
ules from time to time as changed conditions may require—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BRICK: Resolutions of Polish Przemyslowcow Society 
of South Bend, Ind., favoring the erection of a statue to the late 
Brigadier-General Count Pulaski at Washington—to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

By Mr. BULL: Petition of the Society of the Sons of Poland 
and Lithuania of Providence, R. I., urging the passage of House 
bill No. 16, providing for the erection of a statue to the memory 
of Count Pulaski at Washington—to the Committee on the Li- | 
brary. 

Also, petition of George H. Hope and other citizens of Rhode 
Island, favoring further restriction of immigration—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: Petition of citizens of | 
Chester County, Pa., favoring a further restriction of Chinese 
immigration—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CANNON: Papers to accompany House bill 12981, | 
granting a pension to Sarah A. Waltrip—to the Committee on | 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAPRON: Resolutions of Typographical Union No. 33, | 
and Brewery Workers’ Union No. 166, of Providence, R. I., in | 
favor of the exclusion of Chinese laborers—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CORLISS: Resolution of Retail Clerks of Detroit, Mich., | 
for the further restriction of immigration—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. COUSINS: Resolution of Brotherhood of Railroad Train- | 

| 





men, Cedar Rapids, Iowa, on the subject of immigration—to the | 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolutions of Brotherhood of Locomotive 
Firemen of Connellsville, Pa.; Order of Railway Conductors of 
Erie, Altoona, Bennett, and Carbondale, Pa.; Locomotive Engi- 
neers of Conemaugh, Philadelphia, East Mauchchunk, and West 
Philadelphia, Pa.; Railroad Trainmen of Columbia, McKees 
Rocks, Sunbury, Derry, Scottdale, Carnegie, Pottsville, Cone- 
maugh, and Carbondale, Pa.,in regard to the Hoar-Grosvenor | 
anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DARRAGH: Papers to accompany House bill 5911, 
granting an increase of pension to Gilbert G. Gabrion—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 8005, granting a pension 
to Samantha A. Newcomb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 
Also, papers to accompany House bill 9570, granting an in- 
ae of pension to Isaac Gabrion—to the Committee on Invalid | 

enslons, 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 9073, granting an in- | 


——e of pension to Darling Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions. 





Also, papers to accompany House bill 9074, granting a pension | 
to Elizabeth Gates—to the Comittee on Invalid Puniiae 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 8401, granting an in- | 
crease of pension to Henry E. Murphy—to the Committee on | 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also. papers to accompany House bill 9710, granting an increase | 


of pension to Elizabeth J. Eagon—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


Also, papers to accompany House bill 9072, granting an increase 
of pension to George W. Steffey—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 9569, granting an increase 
of pension to Albert Deits—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 6694, to correct the 
a record of Richard Foster—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary airs. 

Also papers to accompany House bill 6696, to remove the 
charge of desertion against the name of Hiram A. Thompson—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 6691, to correct the 
— record of Cyrus Irwin—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Also, resolutions by Board of Control, Michigan Reformatory, 
Ionia, Mich., opposing the passage of House bills 3143 and 5798, 
restricting the shipmentof prison-made goods—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Resolution of a meeting of Utah Volunteers 
for the Spanish-American war. relating to allowance for travel 
pay from Manila, P. I., to San Francisco, Cal.—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of Group No. 6, Polish National Alli- 
ance, of La Crosse, Wis., urging the passage of House bill No. 16, 

roviding for the erection of a statue to the memory of Count 

laski at Washington—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, resolution of Guard Rail Lodge, No. 168, Brotherhood of 
Locomotive Firemen, of North La Crosse, Wis., favoring the 
passage of the Hoar-Grosvenor anti-injunction bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolutions of a mass meeting of the 
Utah Volunteers, favoring bill to allow travel pay from Manila, 
P. I., to San Francisco to those who enlisted on call for volun- 
teers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: Resolution of John A. Rawlins Post, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Minneapolis, Minn., urging pas- 
sage of a bill for the establishment of a national park at Freder- 
icksburg, Md.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr.GRAHAM: Resolutions of a meeting of volunteers for 
the Spanish-American war, from Utah, asking for allowance of 
travel pay from Manila, P. I., to San Francisco, Cal.—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolution of United Labor League, of Pittsburg, Pa., 
favoring the e of the Hoar-Grosvenor anti-injunction bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. , 

By Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: Resolutions of citizens of 
Osterville, Mass. , favoring the granting of pensions to life-savers— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Papers to accompany House bill granting 
an increase of pension to Dr. W. C. D. Stevenson—to the Com- 


| mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of Post No. 434, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Barlow, Ohio, favoring the construction of war 
vessels at the Government navy-yards—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of Order of Railroad Conductors No. 402, Massil- 
lon, Ohio, favoring a further restriction of Chinese immigration— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of Divisions No. 402, of Massillon; No. 289, of 
Wellsville; No. 299, of Lima; No. 134, of Bellevue, and No. 14, of 
Cleveland, Ohio, Order of Railway Conductors, and Lodges No. 
21 and 243, Order of Railway Trainmen, and No. 208, Locomotive 
Firemen, State of Ohio, favoring the passage of the Hoar-Gros- 
venor anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HANBURY: Resolution of Boiler Makers’ Union No. 


| 171, Brooklyn, N. Y., favoring an educational restriction on im- 
_ migration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 


Also, resolutions of the Manufacturers’ Association of New 


| York, against the passage of Senate bill 1118—to the Committee 


on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of same body, favoring House bill 9056, known 
as the Babcock bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of Boiler Makers’ Union No. 171, Brooklyn, 
N. Y., favoring further restriction of Chinese immigration—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HEDGE: Resolutions of Painters and Decorators’ Union 
No. 83, of Keokuk, Iowa, and Union No. 548, of Fairfield, lowa, 
favoring restricted immigration—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Resolution of Samuel Brown 
Post, No. 56, of Thompsonville, Conn., Grand Army of the Re- 
public, favoring the construction of war vessels at the Govern- 
ment navy-yards—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of various labor organizations of Hartford, 
Thompsonville, and New Britain, Conn., favoring a further 
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restriction of Chinese immigration—to the Committce on Foreign | salaries of clerks in first and second class post-offices—to the Com- 


Affairs. 

By Mr. HILDEBRANT: Petition of E. and M. J. Underwood, 
of Harveysburg, Ohio, for the passage of a bill to prohibit vice in 
the Philippines—to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of Iron Molders’ Union of Hillsboro, Ohio, 
favoring restrictive immigration laws—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolutions of Bricklayers’ Union No. 16, of Xenia, Ohio, 
favoring further restriction of Chinese immigration—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of Boot and Shoe Workers’ Union No. 
265, of Dixon, I11., favoring legislation to exclude Chinese laborers 
from the United States and insular possessions—to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. JACKSON of Kansas: Papers to accompany House bill 
granting a pension to Oxley Johnson—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: Paper to accompany House 
bill No. 956 to amend the military record of Henry Von Hess— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JOY: Resolutions of Boot and Shoe Workers’ Union 
No. 245, of St. Louis, Mo., for the passage of House bill 9330, for 
a further restriction of Chinese immigration—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 


mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of the New Century Club, of Philadelphia, Pa. , 
for securing a national forest reserve in the Appalachian Moun- 
tains—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, resolution of Lehigh Lodge, No. 292, of Weissport, Pa., 


favoring the exclusion of Chinese laborers—to the Committee on 
"—— Affairs. 
By Mr. NEEDHAM: Petition of the National Guard of Cali- 


fornia, for the passage of House bill 11654—to the Committee on 
the Militia. 

By Mr. NORTON: Petition of F. A. Mabery, of Tiffin, Ohio, 
in regard to reduction of duty on hides—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 12121, granting an in- 
crease of pension to C. Terflinger—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, resolution of Bucyrus Division, No. 193, Order Railway 
Conductors, favoring the passage of the Foraker-Corliss bill— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petitions of Klemmaier Brothers, of Marion, F. H. Steig- 
meyer, of Attica, and the Schwerer Box Company, of Sandusky, 


| Ohio, for reduction of tariff between United States and Cuba— 
| to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


Also, petition of A. M. Hilfinger, of Crestline, Ohio, for the re- 


Also, resolution of Boot and Shoe Workers’ Union No. 245, of | classification of the Railway Mail Service—to the Committee on 


St. Louis, Mo., favoring the construction of naval vessels at Gov- 
ernment navy-yards—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, resolution of Railroad Trainmen, Future Great Lodge 
No. 45, favoring the passage of the Foraker-Corliss safety-appli- 
ance bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: Petition of Shoe Cutters’ Union of North 
Adams, Mass., favoring an extension of the Chinese-exclusion 
law—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MAHON: Papers to accompany House bill 12995 for the 
relief of John Lilley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: Papers to accompany House bill 12996 for 
the relief of Western Branch Baptist Church, Virginia—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 12997 for the relief of 
Frances A. Almy—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McCALL: Resolution of Lithographers’ Union No. 8, of 
Boston, Mass., in opposition to House bill 5777, amending the 
copyright law—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, resolution of Hardwood Finishers’ Union No. 109, of 
Boston, Mass., favoring an educational qualification for immi- 
grants—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of trustees of Tufts College, Massachusetts, in 
fayor of bill to refund taxes paid by educational, charitable, etc., 
institutions under the war-revenue act—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McDERMOTT: Petitions of Piano and Organ Workers’ 
Union No. 32, and Shipbuilders’ Union No. 16, of Jersey City, N.J., 
in favor of the extension of the Chinese-exclusion law—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MOODY of Oregon: Petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce and Shipbuilders’ Union No. 72, of Portland, Oreg., favoring 
a further restriction of Chinese immigration—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the Board of Trade of Portland, Oreg. , favor- 
ing the establishment of a trans-Pacific cable by private enter- 
prise—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of Linn County Business Council, Patrons of 
Husbandry, of Oregon, opposing the leasing of public lands—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of Santa Barbara 
County. Cal., favoring House bill 8337 and Senate bill 3575, amend- 
ing the interstate-commerce act—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 


Also, resolutions of Stanley Post, No. 73, of Flora, and Butler | 


Post, No. 57, of Portland, Oreg., Grand Army of the Republic, 
favoring the construction of war vessels in the United States 
navy-yards—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MORRIS: Resolutions of Northwestern Manufacturers’ 
Association, in relation to the irrigation of arid lands—to the Com- 
mittee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

Also, resolutions of John A. Rawlins Post, No. 126, Minneapo- 
lis, Minn., for the establishment of the Fredericksburg National 
Battlefields Memorial Park Association of Virginia—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MUTCHLER: Resolution of Typographical Union No. 
17, of New Orleans, La.; phical Union No. 206, Sedalia, 
Mo.; Typographical Union No. 198, Fort Worth, Tex., and Mail- 
ers’ Union No. 3. St. Louis, Mo., in ——- House bill 5777, 


amending the copyright law—to the Committee on Patents. 
Also, petition of Linwood Griffin, Memphis, Tenn., relating to 


the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Bucyrus Division, No. 193, Order of Railway 
Conductors, favoring the passage of the Hoar-Grosvenor anti- 
injunction bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of George W. Cunningham and 20 others, of 
Fostoria; H. J. Dryfuse and 6 others, of Bloomville; Alvie Myers 
and 81 others, of Melrose; M. M. Shoemaker and 87 others, of 
Fostoria; and Bucyrus (Ohio) Division, No. 193, Order of Railway 
Conductors; ee ee No. 85, of Galion; Marion Lodge, 
No. 466, of Marion; etstone Lodge, No. 344, American Machin- 
ists, and Buckeye Union, No. 228, of Galion, Ohio, favoring an 
educational qualification for immigrants—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 13054, granting a pension 
to Louisa L. Kerr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 13060, granting an in- 
crease of pension to Joseph L. Chilcoat—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. " 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 13059, granting an in- 
crease of pension to William Greer—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 13059, granting an in- 
crease of pension to Wilson H. Davis—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 13056, granting an in- 
| crease of pension to Isaac Decker—to the Committee on Invalid 
| Pensions. 

Also, —— to accompany House bill 13057, granting an in- 
crease of pension to John F. Zeller—to the Committee on Invalid 
| Pensions. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Resolutions of Lithographers’ Association of 
Milwaukee, Wis., favoring restrictive immigration laws—to the 
| Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 
| By Mr. PADGETT: Papers to accompany House bill for the 
relief of Richard Workman—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PALMER: Petitions of Plymouth Branch, No. 457, Paul 
Kopicki, and others, of Pl uth, Pa., and Branch No. 25, Polish 
Alliance, of Wilkesbarre, Pa., favoring the erection of a statue to 
the late Brigadier-General Count Pulaski at Washington—to the 
Committee on the Library. 

Also, petition of i m Post, No. 283, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Department of Pennsylvania, for investigation of ad- 
ministration of Bureau of Pensions—to the Committee on Rules. 

Also, resolutions of Railroad Telegra: * Union No. 67, of 
Wilkesbarre, Pa., and Mine Workers’ Union No. 173, of Auden- 
reid, Pa., favoring an extension of the Chinese-exclusion law—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
| Also, resolutions of Railroad Telegraphers’ Union No. 67, of 
| Wilkesbarre, Pa., favoring a further restriction of immigration— 
_ to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. PAYNE: — to accompany House bill 12902, grant- 

|inga ion to Julia Lee—to the Committee on Pensions. 

| ~ r. PUGSLEY: Petition of citizens of Mount Vernon, 
N. Y., for an amendment to the Constitution prohibiting polys- 
amy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

| Also, resolutions of ae Union No. 718, of New Ro- 

| chelle, Bricklayers’ Union No. 75, of White Plains, N. Y., favor- 
ing an educational qualification for immigrants—to the Commit- 
tee on Immigration and Naturalization. c 

Also, resolutions of Typographical Union No. 6, of New Y ork, 
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favoring the passage of House bill to increase the pay of letter 
carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
Also, resokutions of Interstate Irrigation Congress of Colorado 


and Nebraska delegates in joint convention, favoring irrigation 
of arid lands—to the Committee on Irrigation uf Arid Lands. 

Also, resolutions of Bricklayers and Plasterers’ Union No. 75, 
of White Plains, and Bricklayers’ Union No. 83, of New York, 
favoring legislation to exclude Chinese laborers from the United 
States and insular possessions—to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs. 

Also, resolutions of Wholesale Grocers’ Association of New 
York and vicinity, regarding the Indian warehouse in New 
York—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: Paper to accompany 
House bill No, 18010, to amend the military record of Richard 
Wilson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RYAN: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Stockton, Cal., for an oe for the purpose of diverting 
the waters of the Mormon Channel into Calaveras River—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolutions of St. Joseph Branch, No. 225, and Rejiana 
Branch, No. 279, Polish National Alliance, , N. Y., favor- 
ing the erection of a statue to the late Brigadier-General Count 
Pulaski at Washington—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, resolution of National Wholesale Lumber Dealers’ Asso- 
ciation, favoring bill now pos to abolish the London landing 
charges on cargoes of lumber from North Atlantic ports—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Resolutions of Pomona Grange, No. 9, Fair- 
field County, Conn., favoring House bill 6578, to mprove postal 
facilities—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SCOTT: Petition of Harry Evams and 47 citizens of 
Pleasanton, Kans., favoring reciprocity with Cuba—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SHALLENBERGER: Resolutions of George G. Meade 
Post, No. 19, Grand Army of the Republic, of Sutton, Nebr., fa- 
voring the construction of war vessels in the United States navy- 
yards—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SIBLEY: Resolution of Turbut Grange, No. 249, North- 
umberland County, Pa., asking for the defeat of the irrigation 
bill—to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. SKILES: Petition of Victory Star Branch, No. 442, 
Polish National Alliance, of Lorain, Ohio, urging the passage of 
House bill 16, providing for the erection of a statue to the mem- 
—- of Count Palaski at Washington—to the Committee on the 

1brary. 

By Mr. HENRY C. SMITH: Resolution of Cigar Makers’ 
Union No. 314, Jackson, Mich., against reducing tariff on tobacco 
from Cuba, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: Resolution of Painters and Pa- 
per Hangers’ Union No. 283 and Barbers’ Union No. 15, of Flint, 
Mich., favoring an educational restriction on immigration—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. STEELE: Statement to accompany House bill for the 
relief of the bondsmen of I. W. Eurit, late postmaster at Macy, 
Ind.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: Petition of Brotherhood of Railroad 
Trainmen of Manchester, N. H., favoring an educational qualifi- 
cation for immigrants—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of volunteers for the Spanish- 
American war for travel pay from Manila to San Francisco, 
Cal.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Petition of Division No. 215, of Austin, 
Minn., Brotherhood of Railroad Conductors, favoring the pas- 
sage of the Hoar-Grosvenor anti-injunction bill—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. THA : Resolutions of Worcester Division, No. 237, 
Order of Railway Conductors, favoring a reenactment of the 
Chinese-exclusion law—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. VREELAND: Petition of Knights of Kosciusko, Dun- 
kirk, N. Y., favoring the passage of House bill 16—to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

Also, resolutions of Bakers’ Union of Dunkirk, N. Y., and 
Union No. 270, of Jamestown, N. Y., favoring an extension of 
the Chinese-exclusion law—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

_ Also, resolutions of same, favoring the restriction of immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: Paper to aomatare House bill 
13024, granting an increase of pension to Isaac W. Waters—to the 
a on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, | to accompany House bill 13023, ting a pension 
to James C. Finn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

_ By Mr. WOODs: to accom House bill 13017, grant- 


ing an in f i 
ne on ate - pension to James Austin—to the Committee on 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mrnzvurn, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. Foster of Washington, and by 
unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Without objection, the Jour- 
nal will stand approved. 


CHARLESTON (S. C.) HARBOR IMPROVEMENT. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in 
response to a resolution of the 25th instant, a letter from the 
Chief of Engineers, United States Army, together with a copy of 
a report from Capt. J. C. Sanford, Corps of Engineers, giving a 
modified estimate of the cost of improving inland navigation be- 
tween Charleston, S.C.,and McClellanville. The Chair suggests, 
if there be no objection, that the communication and accompany- 
ing papers be referred to the Committee on Commerce, without 
printing. 

AGREEMENT WITH CHOCTAW AND CHICKASAW INDIANS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting an 
agreement between the United States and the Choctaw and 
Chickasaw tribes of Indians in the Indian Territory, which has 
been negotiated on behalf of the United States by the Commis- 
sion to the Five Civilized Tribes and on behalf of the Choctaws 
and Chickasaws by commissioners appointed for that purpose by 
their respective tribes; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 171) for appointment of Board of 
Managers of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they 
were thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 366) granting an increase of pension to Edward 


M. Kanouse; ; 
A bill (H. R. 669) granting an increase of pension to Richard 
C. Smith; 
A bill (H. R. 1878) granting an increase of pension to Bessie H. 
r; 
A bill (H. R. 1694) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
A bill (H. R. 2098) granting an increase of pension to Anna B. 
ley; 
A bill (4. R. 2240) granting an increase of pension to Aquila 
Wiley; 
A bill (H. R. 2417) granting a pension to James B. Harris; 
A bill (H. R. 2781) granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
Lee; 
A bill (H. R. 3136) for a public building for a marine hospital 
at Pittsburg, Pa.; 
A bill (H. R. 5261) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Coates; 
A bill (H. R. 5714) granting an increase of pension to Lucy B. 


— (H. R. 5862) granting an increase of pension to Rollin 


aan bill (H. R. 6873) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
ey; 

A bill (H. R. 7341) granting a pension to Elizabeth W. Sim- 
mons; 

A bill (H. R. 7683) granting an increase of pension to Almond 

ter; 

A bill (H. R. 7755) granting a pension to Laura G. Weisen- 
burger; 

A bill (H. R. 7998) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Allen; 


A bill (H. R. 8212) granting a pension to Alice Angel; 
A bill (H. R. 8269) granting an increase of pension to James 
McClellan; 
a bill (H. R. 9178) granting an increase of pension to John M. 
owe; 
A bill (H. R. 9659) granting a pension to Laura A. Van Wye; 
A bill (H. R. 10404) granting a pension to John Y. Corey; 
_A bill (H. R. 10411) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
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A bill (H. R. 10906) granting a pension to John W. Meade; 

a a (H. R. 10924) granting an increase of pension to Elias M. 
aight; 

A bill (H. R.11011) granting an increase of pension to Emily J. 
Tallman; 

‘ A bill (H. R. 11619) granting an increase of pension to David A. 
rier; 

A bill (S. 2291) for the promotion of anatomical science and to 
prevent the desecration of graves in the District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 3865) to establish light-houses at the mouth of Bos- 
= Harbor to mark the entrance to the new Broad Sound Chan- 
nel; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 21) authorizing the printing of extra 
copies of the Annual Report of the Commissioner of Pensions. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. KEAN presented memorials of sundry citizens of Jersey 
City, Hoboken, Arlington, Bayonne, and Passaic, all in the State 
of New Jersey, remonstrating against the passage of the so-called 
Grout bill, to regulate the manufacture and sale of oleomarga- 
rine; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CLARK of Montana presented a petition of 51 citizens of 
Choteau County, Mont., praying for the enactment of legislation 
providing for the election of United States Senators by a direct 
vote of the people; which was referred to the Committee on Priv- 
ileges and Elections. 

He also presented petitions of Miners’ Local Union No. 45, of 
Bridger: of Bricklayersand Masons’ Local Union No. 1, of Butte; 
of the Miners’ Local Union of Basin; of Typographical Union 
No. 277, of Missoula; of Typographical Union No. 256, of Great 
Falls: of Photo-Engravers’ Local Union No. 25, of Anaconda; of 
Local Union No. 86, of Helena; of Local Union No. 110, of Great 
Falls; of Plasterers’ Local Union No. 119, of Butte; of Local 
Union No. 27, of Kalispell, and of Cigar Makers’ Local Union 
No. 361, of Butte, all of the American Federation of Labor, in 
the State of Montana, praying for the enactment of legislation 
providing an educational test for immigrants to this country; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BERRY presented petitions of Coopers’ Local Union No. 
44, of Little Rock; of Barbers’ Local Union No. 197, of Little 
Rock; of Switchmen’s Local Union No. 147, of Texarkana; of 
Leather Workers on Horse Goods’ Local Union No. 85, of Fort 
Smith; of Wood Workers’ Local Union No. 189, of Jonesboro, 
and of Typographical Union No. 313, of Texarkana, all in the 
State of Arkansas, praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
viding an educational test for immigrants to this country; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CULLOM poonenee a memorial of the United Type Found- 
ers of Chicago, Ill., remonstrating against the adoption of cer- 
tain amendments to the copyright law; which was referred tothe 
Committee on Patents. 

He also presented a petition of Reliable Lodge, No. 258, Inter- 
national Association of Machinists, of Chicago, Ill., praying for 
the enactment of legislation authorizing the construction of war 
vessels in the navy-vards of the country; which was referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Retail Grocers’ Association 
of Danville, Dl., praying for the passage of the so-called pure- 
food bill; which was referred to the Committee on Manufactures. 


Mr. BARD presented petitions of the Associated Charities of | 


San Jose: of Painters and Decorators’ Local Union No. 267, of 
Los Angeles; of Engineers’ Local Union No. 609, of San Fran- 
cisco; of Miners’ Local Union No. 90, of Grass Valley; of Miners’ 
Local Union No. 141, of French Valley, and of Sign and Pictorial 
Painters’ Local Union No. 510, of San Francisco, all in the State 
of California, praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
an educational test for immigrants to this country; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of 72 commissioned officers of the 
National Guard of California, praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to increase the efficiency of the militia of the United 
States; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 





| galia County, 


He also presented a petition of Photo-Engravers’ Local Union | 
No. 8, of San Francisco, Cal., praying for the reenactment of 
the Chinese-exclusion law; which was ordered to lie on the | 
| Co., of Clarksburg; of Louis H. Bachmann, of Wheeling; of 


table. 
Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of Gilboa Grange, 


Patrons of Husbandry, of Gilboa, N. Y., praying for the passage | 
against the passage of the so-called Grout bill, to regulate the 


of the so-called pure-food bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Macaliiatesen 

He also presented a memorial of Local Union No. 2, Interna- 
tional Cigar Makers’ Union of America, of Buffalo, N. Y., re- 
monstrating against the passage of the so-called Philippine 20 per 
—_ reduction vill; which was referred to the Committee on the 

i Ippines 

He also presented a petition of the National Lumber Dealers’ 


: 





Association of the United States, praying for the enactment of 


legislation to abolish the London aoe charge imposed by 
steamship companies upon lumber and other products exported 
from the North Atlantic ports; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Manufacturers’ Association 
of New York City, N. Y., praying for the of the so-called 
Babcock bill, to provide revenue for the Souseuiaai and to en- 
courage the industries of the United States; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Manufacturers’ Association 
of New York City, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation 
authorizing the construction of war vessels in the navy-yards of 
the country; which was referred to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs. 

He also presented a memorial of the Manufacturers’ Associa- 
tion of New York City, N. Y., sepeas against the passage 
of the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill, to limit the meaning of 
the word ‘*conspiracy’’ and the use of “restraining orders and 
injunctions” in certain cases; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented a petition of the North Side Board of Trade, 
of New York City, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion providing for the improvement of Bronx Kills in that city; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Lockport; of 
the Iron Molders’ Local Union No. 130, American Federation of 
Labor, of Sandy Hill, and of Loom Fixers’ Local Union No. 270, 
American Federation of Labor, of Jamestown, all in the State of 
New York, praying for the reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion 
law; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DEPEW —— a petition of the Manufacturers’ Asso- 
ciation of New York City, N. Y., praying for the enactment of 
legislation authorizing the construction of war vessels in the 
navy-yards of the country; which was referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Manufacturers’ Association 
of New York City, N. Y., praying for the —— of the so-called 
Babcock bill, to provide revenue for the Government and to en- 
courage the industries of the United States; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Manufacturers’ Association 
of New York City, N. Y., remonstrating against the passage of 
the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill, to limit the meaning of the 
word ‘‘ conspiracy ’’ and the use of “‘ restraining orders and injunc- 
tions’’ in certain cases; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also a titions of Local Union No. 52, of Mount 
Vernon; of Painters, rators, and Paper re, Local Union 
No. 806, of Fulton; of Local Union No.-122, of Newburg, and of 
Painters, Decorators, and Paper Hangers’ Local Union No. 148, 
of Peekskill, all of the American Federation of Labor, in the State 
of New York, praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
an educational test for immigrants to this country; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of New York 
City and Brooklyn, in the State of New York, remonstrating 
against the reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion law; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of Leander Wright and 40 other citi- 
zens of Amityville; of B. M. Hutcheson and 69 other citizens of 
Lockport; of Bricklayers and Plasterers’ Local Union No. 25, of 
the American Federation of Labor of Sing Sing, and of Local 
Division No. 225, Order of Railway Conductors, of Hornellsville, 
all in the State of New York, praying for the reenactment of 
the Chinese-exclusion law; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. FUSTER of Washington presented a petition of Nipsic 


| Lodge, No. 282, International Association of Machinists, of Brew- 
| erton, Wash., praying for the reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion 


law; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of sundry citizens of Monon- 
. Va., praying for the passage of the so-called 
Grout bill, to regulate the manufacture and sale of oleomarga 
rine; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorials of Armstrong, Crislip, Day & 


Andrew P. McGarrell, of Benwood, and of O. E. Darnall, of 
Pruntytown, all in the State of West Virginia, remonstrating 


manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which were ordered to 
lic on the table. A 
Mr. KITTREDGE presented a petition of Typographical Union 


| No, 218, of Sioux Falls, 8. Dak., praying for the enactment of leg- 


islation providing an educational test for immigrants to this coul- 
try; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
r, GALLINGER presented the memorial of Dr. Oscar H. 








Allis, of Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against the manage- 
ment and control of vice by the board of health of Manila, P. L.; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Philippines. 

He also presented petitions of the Iron Molders’ Local Union of 
Manchester; of Coopers’ Local Union No, 120, of Nashua, and of 
the Iron Molders’ Local Union No, 251, of Nashua, all of the 
American Federation of Labor, in the State of New Hampshire, 
praying for the enactment of legislation providing an educational 
test for immigrants to this country; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented petitions of Charles F. Foster Post, 
No. 42, of Lansing, and of Murray Post, No. 168, of Maple City, 
Department of Michigan, Grand Army of the Republic, in the 
State of Michigan, praying for the enactment of legislation au- 


thorizing the construction of war vessels in the navy-yards of the | 
country; which were referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. | 


He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Pipestone and 
Standish, in the State of Michigan, praying for the passage of the 
so-called Grout bill, to regulate the manufacture and sale of oleo- 
margarine; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of Typographical Union No. 359, 


Flint: of Team Drivers’ Local Union No. 287, of Saginaw; of 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


| Brotherhood of 
of Sault Ste. Marie; of Team Drivers’ Local Union No. 298, of | 






3813 


Union of Covington; of Tobacco Workers’ Local Union No. 68, 
of Henderson; of Tobacco Workers’ Local Union No. 72, of Louis- 
ville; of Tobacco Workers’ Local Union No. 79, of Henderson; of 
the Wood Workers’ Council of Louisville; of Wood Workers’ 
Local Union No. 161,of Ashland; of Wood Workers’ Local Union 
No. 136, of Farmers; of Mailers’ Local Union No. 16, of Louis- 
ville; of Team Drivers’ Local Union No. 291, of Covington; of 
Stove Mounters’ Local Union No. 20, of Louisville; of Local 
Union No. 29, Marine Engineers’ Beneficial Association, of Padu- 
cah; of Coopers’ Local Union No. 45, of Owensboro; of Coopers’ 
Local Union No. 112, of Louisville; of Iron Molders’ Local Union 
No. 16, of Louisville; of Stereotypers and Electrotypers’ Local 
Union No. 32, of Louisville; of Plasterers’ Local Union No. 193, 
of Owensboro; of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 32, of Louis- 
ville; of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 185, of Paducah, and of 
Beer Drivers’ Local Union No. 207, of Louisville, all in the State 
of Kentucky, praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
an educational test for immigrants to this country; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BAILEY presented 2a petition of C. Spangler Lodge, No. 52, 
ailroad Trainmen, of San Antonio, Tex., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation providing an educational test 
for immigrants to this country; which was ordered to lie on the 








Typographical Union No. 166, of Adrian; of Hematite Lodge, No, | table. 


612, Brotherhood of Railway Telegraphers, of Ishpeming; of Ma- 


Mr. HOAR presented a petition of the American Humane Edu- 


sons and Bricklayers’ Local Union No. 4, of Marquette; of Team | cation Society, of Boston, Mass., praying for the enactment of 


Drivers’ Local Union No. 322, of Owossa; of Bricklayers and Ma- 
sons’ Local Union No. 11, of Bay City; of District No. 24, United 
Mine Workers of America, of Saginaw, and of Leather Workers’ 
Local Union No, 22, of Flint, all in the State of Michigan, pray- 
ing for the reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion law; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of Local Union No. 8, Marine En- 
gineers’ Beneficial Association, of Detroit; of Stove Mounters’ 
Local Union No. 1, of Detroit; of Iron Molders’ Local Union No. 
244, of Detroit; of Painters, Decorators, and Paperhangers’ Local 
Union No. 283, of Flint; of Tobasco Workers’ International 
Union, of Detroit; of Local Division No, 26, Street Railway Em- 
ployees’ Association, of Detroit; of Boxmakers’ Local Union No. 
124, of Detroit; of Typographical Union No. 122, of Kalamazoo; 
of the Journeymen Barbers’ Local Union, of Lansing; of Wood- 
workers’ Local Union No. 168, of Kalamazoo; of Cigar Makers’ 
Local Union No, 188, of Three Rivers; of Team Drivers’ Local 
Union No. 322, of Owosso; of Jackson Lodge, No. 61, Switch- 
men’s Union, of Jackson; of Woodworkers’ Local Union No. 41, 
of Detroit; of Detroit River Lodge, No. 2, of Detroit; of Iron 
Molders’ Local Union No. 213, of Grand Rapids: of Iron Molders’ 
Local Union No, 134, of Albion; of Woodworkers’ Local Union 
No. 74, of Saginaw; of Local Union No. 67, Marine Engineers’ 
Beneficial Association, of Saugatuck; of Barbers’ Local Union 
No. 169, of Kalamazoo; of Barbers’ Local Union No. 130, of 
Menominee; of Woodworkers’ Local Union No. 160, of Benton 
Harbor; of Carriage and Wagon Workers’ Local Union No. 58, 
of Detroit; of Bay City Lodge, No. 16, Order of Railway Clerks 
of America, of West Bay City; of Local Union No. 27, Marine 
Engineers’ Beneficial Association, of Bay City; of Huronia Lodge, 
No. 48, Marine Engineers’ Beneficial Association, of Port Huron; 
of Local Union No. 51, Marine Engineers’ Beneficial Association, 
of Muskegon, and of Local Union No. 55, Marine Engineers’ 
Beneficial Association, of Cheboygan, all in the State of Michi- 
gan, praying for the enactment of legislation providing an educa- 
tional test for immigrants to this country; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. MARTIN (for Mr. DANIEL) presented petitions of Cigar 
Makers’ Local Union No. 240, of Norfolk; of Coopers’ Interna- 


legislation to place the men of the Life-Saving Service within our 
pension system; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. FRYE presented petitions of Team Drivers’ Local Union 
No. 282, of Portland; of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 273, of 
Rockland; of Boiler Makers and Iron Shipbuilders’ Local Union 
No. 768, of Bath; of Iron Molders’ Local Union No. 101, of Ban- 
gor; of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 179, of Bangor; of the 
Iron Molders’ Local Union of Bath; of Garment Workers’ Local 
Union No. 85, of South Norridgewock, and of the Iron Molders’ 
Local Union, of Portland, all of the American Federation of La- 
bor, in the State of Maine, praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion providing an educational test for immigrants to this country; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PROCTOR, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1451) to correct the military rec- 
ord of A. W., alias Washington, Huntley, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9960) to prevent a false brand- 
ing or marking of food and dairy products as to the State or Ter- 
ritories in which they are made or produced, asked to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration, and that it be referred to 
the Committee on Manufactures; which was agreed to. 

Mr. QUARLES, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom were referred the following bills, reported them severally 
without amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 6196) transferring a lot in Woodland Cemetery to 
city of Quincy, Ill.; and 

A bill (H. R. 610) to correct the military record of John F 
Antlitz. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Manufactures, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1347) for the proper labeling of 
wine purporting to be champagne, reported it with amendments, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 9960) to prevent a false branding or marking of food 


tional Union No. 70,of Lynchburg; of the Brewers’ Local Union, | and dairy products as tothe State or Territories in which they are 


of Richmond; of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 412, of Norfolk; 
of Iron Molders’ Local Union No, 105, of Norfolk; of Plasterers’ 
Local Union No. 64, of Norfolk; of Bridge and Structural Iron 


| made or produced, reported it with an amendment, and submit- 


ted a report thereon. , 
Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 


Workers’ Local Union No. 28, of Richmond; of Tobacco Workers’ | was referred the bill (8. 3797) authorizing the Secretary of War 


International Union No. 40, of Richmond, and of Typographical 
Union No. 70, of Richmond, all of the American Federation of 


Labor, in the State of Virginia, praying for the enactment of leg- 


to deliver old pieces of ordnance to the Indian war veterans, re- 
ported it without amendment. 
Mr. BURROWS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 


islation providing an educational test for immigrants to this | whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 23) authorizing the 


country; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CARMACK presented a petition of the Commercial Club, 
of Gallatin and Sumner County, Tenn., praying that an appro- 
priation be made to improve the Cumberland River in that State; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of Donna A. Waldron, of Ten- 
nessee, to accompany the bill (S. 2793) for the relief of the estate 
of William B. Waldron, deceased; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BLACKBURN presented petitions of Garment Workers’ 
Local Union No. 153, of Louisville; of the Tobacco Workers’ Local 
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Secretary of War to furnish condemned cannon for a statue of 
the late Maj. Gen. Alexander Macomb, United States Army, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2029) entitling any officer of the Navy or Marine Corps 
appointed a second lieutenant of artillery to take rank in accord- 
ance with the date of his original commission in the Navy or Ma- 
rine Corps, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was 

to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. PRITCHARD, from the Committee on Patents, to whom 

was referred the bill (H. R. 12095) to amend section 4883 of the 
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Revised Statutes, relating to the signing of letters patent for in- | by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
ventions, reported it without amen nt, and submitted a report | Committee on Finance. 
thereon. i 2 . _ He also introduced a bill (S. 4773) granting an increase of pen- 
Mr. SCOTT. from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom | sion to Christopher C. Underwood; which was read twice by its 
was referred the bill (S. 4099) to provide for a macadamized road- | title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
way from the town of Sharpsburg, Md., to the Connecticut mon- | mittee on Pensions. , 
ument on the battlefield of Antietam, submitted an adverse re-| Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 4774) to confirm title to lot 
= ase which was agreed to, and the bill was postponed | 4, a re a een gton, D. C.; which — — —- by 
indefinitely. its title, and, wi e accompanying rs, referred to the Com- 
He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the | mittee on the District of Columbia. _— 
bill (S. 3984) granting land for a miners’ home, reported it with-| He also introduced a bill (S. 4775) granting an increase of pen- 
7 ~~ + me ay ee srs nes en to nase B. Bozorth; which — — joie by its =. 
r. . iam direc y the Committee on itary | and, with the accom in rs, refer e Committee 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3821) to extend the | on Pensions. — 
time for presentation of claims under the act entitled ‘An act to! Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S. 4776) to authorize the construc- 
reimburse the governors of States and Territories for expenses | tion of a bridge across the Emory River, in the State of Tennes- 
incurred by them in aiding the United States to raise and organ- | see, by the Tennessee Central Railway or its successors; which 
ize and supply and equip the Volunteer Army of the United | was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
States in the existing war with Spain,” approved July 8, 1898, | Commerce. 
— eo emo to report it without amend- | He also introduced a bill (8. 4777) to authorize the Nashville 
The law as it stands now limits the time to the present month 2 ae coe Seda = se A cnet ule te 7 
and the bill extends it to January, 1903, and is acceptable to the title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. ‘ 
to ee _ the War ao be placed on the | Mt; LODGE introduced a bill (8. 4778) for the relief of Samuel 
J md in aS FES HEPETS, ° P on the | 7. Blair; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Mr. HAWLEY. Iam also directed by the Committee on Mili- | “Sfr"MoMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 4779) relating to the 
a ane eee a the bill, oe ) = = - office of the secretary of the District of Columbia; which was read 
honorable discharge from the military service to Charles H. Hav: | twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District 
thereon. ’ - pore ‘ ‘ . 
: ae : : Mr. BARD introduced a bill (S. 4780) granting a pension to 
I will state that a similar bill was passed and it was vetoed b a : : ; oe F 
the President. A new bill was presented in its stead which en —, = bd a eee twice by its title, and re 
ates the criticisms of the veto, and we have been given informally a Iso introduced a bill (S. 4781 ) to authorise the county of 
to understand that it will be accepted. © G0 aarOuEcen ; : t yc 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I desire to ask the Senator | Maricopa, Ariz., to issue bonds for the construction of canals, 
from Connecticut, the chairman of the Committee on Military | #4 5° forth, for irrigating purposes; bag eh oe rene OU by its 
Affairs, if this is the soldier a bill for whose benefit was vetoed | title, and referred to the Committe er Bed) cc tttnd: Melati 
during the present session of Congress? _ : er oe Seen 
Mr. HAWLEY. Yes; it was vetoed two or three weeks ago tion on the Court of Claims to try, adjudicate, and determine the 
The difficulty was purely technical. It was a clerical error. — gar peerage eee 
Mr. GALLINGER. I have noticed . that I think three vetoes remsee: Bpe wy oa y , . 
of bills proposing to correct the records of ex-soldiers have come aliiial 
to the Senate during the present session, and I have been writing wan ee . a ee eee ali a _- 
ex-soldiers =e _ been esos to ae” te bills that iy Tintosduoe two bills 
I did not think there was any use in doing it—that apparently The bi — : : : 
oti: enacts Silla enue - : e bill (S. 4783) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
= bills were to be vetoed. I hope that is not to be the Breckosis was 1 twice by its title, and, with x accompanying 
: ‘ . ad ; r, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
— a oe can explain in a moment what the Presi- PeThe bill (S. 4784) to amend ia 9 - the ont a" February 2, 
: : : : 1901, entitled ‘‘An act to increase the efficiency of t rmanent 
jane GER. It is not necessary that it should be ex- military establishment \ of the 1 United States, . was ead twice ‘by 
. m Ai 2 eer its title, and refe e Commi on Military Affairs. 
oilt HAN EEN, , Thecriginal bill revoked the order dismissing | “Mr, CLAPP introduced bill (. 4780) to correct the military 
rected the issue to him of a certificate of honorable discharge to a ee eee ime jo Military “Affaire. er . 
date the 25th of January, 1863, and provided that he shall here- He also introduced a bill (S. 4786) granting a pension to George 
after be held and considered to have been honorably discharged. | yw witherell. which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
If I may refer to the other end of the avenue, the objection was | +}, Committee on Pensions. ° P 
to the words directing the Secretary of War to revoke the order . : 
dismissing him. It is now changed to ‘‘ authorized to review and 
to revoke the order,’ and a single word, ‘‘ hereafter,’’ is substi- 
tuted for “‘ thereafter;’’ that isall. The phraseology used in the 
first bill involved, I may say, a constitutional question, because it 
was a direction, and in a case of that sort it was not thought to 
be quite acceptable; but an authorization to review ins of a 
direction to reveke is acceptable. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the 
Calendar. 
: Mr. FAIRBANKS. I move that the bill oa providing 
or an additional circuit judge in the seventh judicial district, be - : ‘ ; 
recommitted to the Fieee iain on the Faliaieny. Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 4790) directing yormens of pen- 
The motion was agreed to. sion to Stephen A. Seavey; which wasread twice by its title, and, 
Mr. FAIRBANKS subsequently, from the Committee on the | With the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
Judiciary, to whom was recommitted the bill (S. 3220) providing | 81025. . ‘ x 
for an additional circuit judge in the seventh judicial circuit, re- | Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (8. 4791) authorizing the Post- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a supplementary | master-General to provide for the transportation of the mails b) 
report thereon. neumatic tubes or other similar devices; which was read twice 
BILLS INTRODUCED. ‘Vv rem and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 
Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S, 4771) authorizing the ap- = AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 
pointment of George F. Ormsby as a judge-advocate, with the 
rank of major, upon the retired list of the Army; which was read Mr. MALLORY submitted an amendment providing for a pre- 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military | liminary examination and survey of Key West Harbor, Florida. 
Affairs. with a view of determining the feasibility of securing a channel 
Mr. MILLARD introduced a bill (S. 4772) to fix the y of | 30 feet deep and 400 feet wide through the ship-channel entrance 
nde 


the collector of customs at Omaha, Nebr.; which was read twice | into the harbor of Key West, intended to be proposed by him to 





Mr. CARMACK introduced a bill (S. 4787) for the relief of the 
estate of Daniel W. Seay; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CLARK of Montana introduced a bill (S. 4788) granting an 
increase of pension to Andrew J. Cupples; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 4789) to provide for the 
erection of a monument for Joseph Anthony Mower; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Library. 
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the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was referred to 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment proposing to ap ri- 
ate $500,000 for the transmission of mail by pneumatic tubes, in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the Post-Office « ietion 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Pos and 
Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PRITCHARD submi an amendment proposing to ap- 
propriate $1,500 to enable the Secretary of the Interior to employ 
a special a for the Eastern Band of North Carolina Chero- 
kee Indians for the remainder of the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1902, and to pay cad legal oa be ht ee Famers said In- 
dians, intended to be proposed im to the Indian appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CLAPP submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$1,000 to enable the Secretary of the Interior to have a survey 
made of Net Lake Reservation in the State of Minnesota, in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BATE submitted an amendment proposing to increase 
the appropriation for improving the Cumberland River, Tennessee, 
above Nashville, Tenn., from $105,000 to $250,000, intended to be 
proposed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which 
was — to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 

wrinted. 

' Mr. CARMACK submitted an amendment —— to appro- 
priate for the improvement of the Cumberland River, Tennessee, 
the following sums: Completion of work at lock 2, $94,700; at 
lock 3, $112,100; at lock 4, $121,500; at lock 5, $101,148; at lock 6, 
$61,000; at lock 7, $70,000, and for contingent and office expenses 
$70,604.80, intended to be proposed by him to the river and harbor 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MONEY submitted an amendment proposing to appropri- 
ate $300,000 for the purpose of securing a 17-foot channel from 3 
miles above the mouth of Dog River to the 17-foot contour in 
Mississippi Sound, intended to be proposed by him to the river 
and harbor appropriation bill; which was referred tothe Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment providing for a survey of 
Yazoo and Big Sunflower rivers with a view to the construction 
of a lock and dam in the Yazoo River near the mouth of the Big 
Sunflower River, intended to be proposed by him to the river and 
harbor appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McCOMAS submitted an amendment proposing to increase 
the appropriation for improving certain harbors and rivers on 
the easterly shore of Chesapeake Bay, Maryland, from $60,000 to 
$74,000, intended to be proposed by him to the river and harbor 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropri 
$16,665 for completing the improvement of Elk River, in land, 
intended to be proposed by him to the river and harbor appropri- 
ation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$50,000 for ———— the channel of Curtis Bay, Baltimore Har- 
bor, Maryland, by en the same to 30 feet and widening it 
to 250 feet, ete., intended to be proposed by him to the river and 
harbor appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$200,000 for increasing the depth of the main ship channel of' the 
Patapsco River and Baltimore Harbor to 85 feet and the width 
thereof to 1,000 feet from Baltimore to Ch e Bay, etc., in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the river and harbor appropria- 
tion bill; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 2nd 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SIMMONS submitted an amendment owe to appro- 
ae $30,000 for improving Shallotte River, Brunswick County, 

- C., intended to be proposed by him to the river and harbor 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to seqeageiat 
$2,000 for maintenance of improvement of Fishing Creek, North 
Carolina, from its mouth to Beach Swamp, intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which 
a referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
mane submitted Seemann paotitine! ieee 4 a Loe 

"way connecting Swan Quarter Bay wi ; 
Carolina, with a view of obtaining a depth of 7, 8, rom 9 feet, 
respectively, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the river 


and harbor appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment authorizing the Secretary of 
War to appoint a board of engineers to consider the entire sub- 
os a waterway of not less than 16 feet depth from Norfolk 

bor, Virginia, to Beaufort Inlet, North Carolina, etc., intended 
to be proposed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. Y submitted an amendment proposing to appropri- 
ate $60,000 for maintenance of the channel at Sabine Pass, Texas 
and Louisiana, and to reduce the appropriation for maintenance 
and repairs of the jetties at Sabine from $185,000 to $125,000; 
also proposing to connect the Sabine and Neches rivers by a chan- 
nel 8 feet deep at or near the west margin of Sabine Lake instead 
of through Sabine Lake; further, te increase the appropriation 
for continuing the improvement of the Sabine and Neches rivers, 
Texas, from $79,000 to $150,000, etc.. intended to be proposed by 
him to the riverand harbor appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

INDIAN SCHOOLS. 


Mr. STEW ART submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 
there be printed and bound in cloth 12,000 copies of the Revised Course of 
Study for Indian Schools; 8,000 for the use of the Senate, 6,000 for the use of 
the House of Representatives, and 3,000 for the use of the Superintendent 
of Indian Schools. 


DESTRUCTION OF FISH BY DYNAMITE, ETC. 


Mr. BARD submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Attorney-General is hereby directed to examine into 
the facts relating to the destruction of fish in the shore waters of the United 
States near the Province of New Brunswick by dynamite or other explosive 
fishing and to report to the Senate what relief for the same can be given by 
legislation by Congress. 


NATIONAL HOME FOR DISABLED VOLUNTEER SOLDIERS. 


The joint resolution (H. J. Res. 171) for appointment of members 
of Board of Managers of the National Home for Disabled Volun- 
teer Soldiers was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
Bate] is authorized to report the joint resolution favorably. 

Mr. BATE. Yes, sir; 1 am instructed by the committee to re- 
port it back favorably, and I ask for its present consideration. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from Tennessee, 
from the Committee on Military Affairs, reports the joint resolu- 
tion favorably, and asks for its present consideration. It will 

read 


Mr. ALLISON. I hope it will not be considered to-day. I 
think it ought to lie over. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I hope it will be considered and passed for 
the reason I shall state. There is no objection made to the men 
named, and the board is to meet on Tuesday next to go down to 
Tennessee on official business. If the joint resolution does not 
fill the vacancies, no quorum can be had next Tuesday. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand from the Senator from Connecti- 
cut, the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, and also 
from the Senator from Tennessee, that the joint resolution has 
been considered by the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ithas. It was considered before the commit- 
tee this very morning. 

Mr. ALLISON. In view of the pressing necessity for the con- 
sideration of the joint resolution, I will withdraw my suggestion 
that it lie over for a day, although I should be glad to look at it 
for a moment. 

Mr. BATE. I will state that I was not present in the commit- 
tee this morning when it was considered, but it was turned over 
to me when I came in directly afterwards, and the chairman and 
others informed me that it was considered and acted on this morn- 
ing and that I was instructed to report it favorably. 

r. HAWLEY. The committee instructed me to put it in the 
hands of the Senator from Tennessee, because one of the chief 
nominees is a Tennessee man; that is all. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be 
read 


The joint resolution was read, as follows: 
Resolved, etc., That Hi E. Palmer of Nebraska, GrorGE W. Stree ce of 


In WALTER P. BRowNLow of Tennessee, T. J. Henderson of Illinois, 
and J. M. Brown of Maine be, and the same hereby are, appointed as mem- 
bers of the Board of rs of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer 


Soldiers of the United States; Henry E. Palmer to fill a vacancy caused by 
the death of Gen. William J. Sewell, whose term of service expires April 2/, 
19044. GEORGE W. STEELE to succeed himself—his present term of service 
April 21,1902. Water P. Browx.ow to succeed Gen. William B. 

, Whose term of service expires April 21,1002. T.J. Henderson to 
succeed himself—his present term of service expiring April 21, 1902. J. M. 
Brown to succeed himself—his present term of service expiring April 21, 1902. 








3316 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 








The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. . 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. PROCTOR. I move that when the Senate adjourns this 
afternoon it be to meet on Monday next. I trust if this motion 
prevails it will give an opportunity for the gentlemen who wish 
to be heard on the pending bill to prepare their speeches. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont 
moves that when the Senate adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet 
on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL, 


Mr. FRYE (Mr. Foster of Washington in the chair). The 
Committee on Commerce desired me to say to Senators that they 
would be in session all day to-morrow after 11 o’clock, and that 
the hearings for Senators will be concluded on to-morrow. They 
will be heard at any hour during the day after 11. 


IMITATION DAIRY PRODUCTS. 


Mr. PROCTOR. Imove that House bill 9206 be now taken up. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9206) to 
make oleomargarine and other imitation dairy products subject 
to the laws of any State or Territory or the District of Columbia 
into which they are transported, and to change the tax on oleo- 
margarine, and to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act defining butter, 
also imposing a tax upon and regulating the manufacture, sale, 
importation, and exportation of oleomargarine,’’ approved August 
2, 1886. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I submitted an amendment yes- 
terday to the pending bill, which was a a measure which 
had been introduced in the House. It had been carefully gone 
over by the chairman and members of the Senate Committee on 
Agriculture and by others interested, and it was intended to take 
the place of the provision in regard to process or renovated butter, 
as found in the bill when it came over to us from the House. I 
think it is very important that that amendment should be under- 
stood by the Senate as the bill is being considered, and I therefore 
ask that the amendment be read for the information of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

The SECRETARY. 
the following: 

Sec. 4. That for the purpose of this act “ butter” shall be understood to 
mean an article of food as defined in “An act defining butter, also imposing 
a tax upon and regulating the manufacture, sale, aes and exporta- 
tion of oleomargarine,”’ approved August 2, 1886; that “‘adulterated butter” 
shall be understood to mean a grade of butter produced by mixing, rework- 
ing, rechurning in milk or cream, refining, or in any way producing a uni- 
form, purified, or improved product from different lots or parcels of melted 
or unmelted butter, in which any acid, , chemical, or any substance 
whatever is introduced or used for the purpose or with the effect of deodor 
izing or removing therefrom rancidity, and any butter with which there is 
mixed any substance foreign to butter as herein recognized or understood, 
with intent or effect of cheapening in cost the — in any way, either 
through cheaper or inferior ingredients, or with intent or effect of causin 
the absorption of abnormal quantities of water, milk, or cream: Provided, 
That in case of the addition of animal fats or vegetable oils the product shall 
be known and treated as oleomargarine, as defined in the aforesaid act ap- 
proved August 2, 18%. 

That ‘process butter” or “renovated butter” shall be understood to mean 
a grade of butter produced by mixing, reworking, rechurning in milk or 
cream, refining, or in any 
protect from different lo 


It is proposed to insert in lieu of section 4 


ts or parcels of melted or unmelt-d butter, and 


n which no acid,alkali, nor chemical, nor any substance whatever has been 
there- | 


used for the purpose or intent of deodorizing or removing eng nS 
from, and to which no substance or substances foreign to pure butter has 
been added with intent or effect of cheapening cost or increasing weight of 
same. 
That special taxes are imposed as follows: 
Manufacturers of process or renovated butter and of adulterated butter 
shall pay $600 per year, the payment of which shall cover the tax upon tn 
uction 


manufacture of both articles. Eve rson who e in the pr 
of process or renovated butter or adulterated butter Shall be considered to | 


bea manufacturer thereof. 

Dealers in adulterated butter shall pay $48 per year. Every person who 
sells adulterated butter shall be regar as a dealer in adulterated butter. 
And sections 3232, 3233, 2234, 3235, 2236, 3237, 8238, 3230, 2240, 3241, and 3243 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States are, so far as applicable, made to ex- 
tend to and include and apply to the special taxes imposed by this section 
and to the person upon whom they are im ; 

That every person who es on the business of a manufacturer of proc- 
ess or renovated butter or adulterated butter without having paid the spe- 
cial tax therefor, as required by law, shall, besides being liable to the payment 
of the tax, be fined not less than $1,000and not more awed gees and every 

rson who carries on the business of a dealer in adultera butter without 

waving paid the special tax therefor, as required by law, shall, besides bei: 
liable to the payment of the tax, be fined not less than $50 nor more than 
for each offense. 
That every manufacturer of process or renovated butter or adulterated 


butter shall file with the collector of internal revenue of the district in which | 
his mauufactory is located such notices, inventories, and bonds, shall keep 


The amendment will be read. | 








‘induced to use it as butter. 


way producing a uniform, purified, or improved | !¢8s than $50 nor more than $500 nt 


| it to be a healthful 


such books and render such returns of material and products, shall put up 


such signs and affix such number of his factory, and conduct his business 
under such surveillance of officers and mts as the Commissioner of Inter- 
nal Revenue, with the approval of the retary of the Treasury, may by 
regulation require. But the bond required of such manufacturer be 
with sureties satisfactory to the collector of internal revenue, and ina penal 
sum of not less wn and the sum of said bond may be inc from 
time to time and additional sureties required at the discretion of the collector 
or under instructions of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 

That all adulterated butter shall be packed by the manufacturer thereof 
in firkins, tubs, or other wooden pac not before used for that pur- 
pene, each containing not less than 10 pounds, and marked; stamped, and 

rnded as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the 
Secretary of the Srey, mek rescribe; and all sales made by manufac- 
turers of adulterated butter shall be in original stam ———— 
ame in a ee ae —- 7 — o = - crigtnal 

™m pac , and when such original stam are broken the 
adulterated butter sold from same shall be ro suitable wooden or 
— packages, which shall be marked and branded as the Commissioner of 
nternal Revenue, with the approval of the Gocwetney of the Treasury, shall 
prescribe. Every person who knowingly sells or offers for sale, or delivers 
or offers to deliver, any adulterated butter in any other form than in new 
wooden or paper pac as above described, or who packs in any peckage 
any adulterated butter in any manner contrary to law, or who falsely bran: 
any package or affixes a stamp on any package denoting a less amount of 
tax than that required by law, shall be fined for each offense not more than 
$1,000 and be imprisoned not more than two years. 
That every manufacturer of adulterated butter shall securely affix, by 
ing, on each package containing adulterated butter manufactured by 
im a label on which shall be printed, besides the number of the manufactory 
and the district and State in which itis situated, these words: ‘‘ Notice.—That 
the manufacturer of the adulterated butter herein contained has complied 
with all the requirements of law. Every person is cautioned not to use either 
this package again or the stamp thereon, nor to remove the contents of this 
tkage without destroying said stamp, under the penalty provided by law 
in such cases.” Every manufacturer of adultera butter who neglects to 
affix such label to any package containing adulterated butter made by him, 
or sold or offered for sale for or by him, and every person who removes any 
such label so affixed from any such package shall be fined $50 for each package 
in respect to which such offense is committed. 

That upon adulterated butter, when manufactured or sold or removed for 
consumption or use, there shall be assessed and collected a tax of 10 cents per 
pound, to be paid by the manufacturer thereof, and — fractional part of a 

und shall taxed asa pound. The tax to be levi this section shall 

» represented by coupon stamps, and the provisions of e laws govern- 
ing engraving, ra Se, accountability, effacement, and destruction of 
stamps relating to to’ and snuff, as far as applicable, are hereby made 
to apply to the stamps provided by this section. 

That the provisions of sections 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, and 21 
of “An act defining butter, also im a tax upon and regulating the man- 
ufacture, sale, eee. and exportation of oleomargarine,”’ approved 
August 2, 1886, shall apply to manufacturers of “adulterated butter” to an 
extent necessary to enforce the marking, branding, identification, and regu- 
lation of the exportation and importation of adulterated butter. 

dy of an act viding for an inspection of meat for exportation, ap- 
proved August 30, 1890, and of an act to provide for the inspection of live 
cattle, hogs, and the carcasses and products thereof which are the subjects 
of interstate commerce, approved rch 3, 1891, and of amendment thereto 
approved March 2, 1895, which are applicable to the subjects and p de- 
scribed in this section shall apply to process or renovated butter. And the 
Secretary of Agriculture is hereby authorized and required to cause a rigid 
sanitary inepees to be made, at such times as he may deem proper or 
necessary, of all factories and storehouses where process or renovated butter 
is manufactured, pac} +d, or prepared for market, and of the products thereof 
and materials going .nto the manufacture of the same for exportation or 
tra on from one State to another. All process butter and the ag 
ages containing the same shall be marked with the words “Process Butter,” 
by marks, label, or brands, in such manner as may be praais by the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture, and no yooeem or renovated butter shall be shipped or 
transported from its place of manufacture into any other State or Territory 
or the District of Columbia, or to any foreign country, until it has been 
marked as provided in this section. The Secretary of Agriculture shall make 
all needful tions for carrying this section into effect, and shall cause to 
be ascertained and reported from time to time the quantity and quality of 

rocess or renovated butter manufactured, and the character and the condi- 
‘ion of the material from which it is made. And he shall also have — to 
ascertain whether or not materials used in the manufacture of said process 
or renovated butter are deleterious to health or unwholesome in the finished 
roduct, and in case such deleterious or unwholesome mate are found to 
used in product intended for ex tion or shipment into other States 
he shall have power to confiscate the same. Any ae firm, or corpora- 
tion violating any of the provisions of this section 1 be deemed ty of 
a misdemeanor and on conviction thereof shall be punished by a fine of not 
risonment not less than one month 
— ——— than six months, or by d punishments, in the discretion of 

e court. 


Mr. HARRIS, Mr. President, in the discussion of this bill 
there has been a great deal of complaint made, and I think with 
justice, that the health of the consumer is injured by what is 
called process or renovated butter. I think the amendment I have 
offered. practically protects, in the most efficient way, the interests 
of the consumer in that direction, and I hope it will remove some 
of the objections that Senators on this side have to the bill. 

So far as the general bill is concerned, I have been somewhat 
undecided. For a good many years I have been engaged in the 
breeding and feeding of beef cattle, and I have, with a great deal 
of interest, long watched the operations of the improvement which 
has been made in the —— of oleomargarine. Beginning 
with the experiment of the French chemist. I think the great 
packing houses of this country have accomplished a wonderful 
and magnificent achievement. Noman can —— say anything 
more in favor of oleo: rine than I am willing tosay. I believe 
wea I believe it to be nutritious; I believe 

egitimate article of trade, provided it is not 
le imposed upon and 
It is an article of commerce with 


it is an honest and 
sophisticated by the use of color and 
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such merit that it astonishes me that the oleomargarine manu- 
facturers themselves do not come out openly and boldly and ad- | 


vertise it as such. It has advantages over butter. It requires a 
higher temperature to melt it; it is not subject to the changes of 
decomposition, which affect butter so severely, and which make 
it so perishable, and for camp use, for the use of miners, and in a 
thousand other ways oleomargarine is more desirable than butter 
itself. It is strange that these manufacturers do not so advertise 
it and claim these merits for it. 

The growth of this industry has been something very marvel- 
ous. It has gone hand in hand with the development of the won- 
derful packing interest, that now controls practically the butcher- 
ing and selling of meats all over this country. These great 
establishments have practically superseded everywhere the local 
butcher. They control absolutely the price of the steer on the 
hoof and the price of every pound of meat sold on the butcher's 
block throughout the country. It is a magnificent improvement 
over the old method, and we are supplied with a better class 
of beef, properly killed, properly cooled, and properly handled, 
reaching the consumer in the best possible state. They have 
broadened the use of meat and extended the period when fresh 
meat can be used throughout the summer, where formerly its use 
had largely to be abandoned. It is a wonderful achievement; it 
is a magnificent example of the power of organization and intelli- 
gence applied to what we had supposed heretofore would be a 
field controlled by local interest. 

These great packers utilize every possible product of the beef 
animals which they slaughter. They therefore are enabled to 
bring about a more economic result. Among the utilizations of 
the different by-products is this of oleomargarine. These packers 
have demonstrated that it is a valuable addition to the sum total 
of the food products of the world. 

So far as the great packing establishments of the country are 
concerned, they are manufacturing and selling oleomargarine in 
an absolutely honest and legitimate way. I do not think that 
any evidence has been brought before any of the committees 
which have had charge of the consideration of this matter which 
shows that these great packing houses in Chicago, in Kansas 
City, or in St. Louis in any way deceive or render assistance to 
those who are deceiving in this matter. 

But it does not stop with them. The oleo oil which they 
manufacture and sell is taken hold of by special concerns that 
manufacture simply oleomargarine and that are not engaged in 
any other business. They are the ones who endeavor to assist 
and help the retail dealers of the country in imposing oleomar- 
garine as a fraudulent article upon the consumer. 

For two summers, I believe, I was on the subcommittee Of the 
Committee on Manufactures engaged in investigating all the 
adulterations of food products in Chicago and elsewhere, and 
everywhere we were met with this conflict between the dairy in- 
terests of the country and the fraudulent sellers of oleomarga- 
rine, assisted, aided, and abetted by the specific manufacturers of 
oleomargarine. The evidence presented was absolutely over- 
whelming that a great part of this manufacture is sold as butter. 
There can be no controversy on that question. 

I admit also that we were tremendously disgusted with the 
amount of duplicity and of false charges that were produced on the 
dairy side of the case. There has been a great deal of dishonesty 
and a great deal of selfishness exhibited by that party to this con- 
troversy, and it is ly to meet and check some of the injurious 
effects which result from the illegitimate and improper sale of 
renovated and process butter that I have offered this amend- 
ment. 

The a business back in 1886 was in danger of be- 
coming a stench in the nostrils of the people. Those engaged in 
that business at that time resisted the proposed law just as vehe- 
mently as they resist the poe proposed amendment to that 
law. They said they would be ruined and driven out of business; 
they said it was an unjust aggression in the interest of an oppos- 
ing industry; they Gameenend ts in every possible way; and = 
this great industry, which is of so coun importance and value 
to-day, absolutely owes its existence, I believe, to the protection, 
to the regulation, and to the supervision which was placed upon 
the industry by that law. 

At that time every stock yard in the country was surrounded by 
people who were buying dead animals, diseased animals, and all 
sorts of improper fat and other substances, and they were gradu- 
ally, on account of the enormous profits involved, using such ma- 
terial in this newindustry. That was checked, and these scaven- 
gers of the stock yard were practically driven out of business by 
that very act, which has been so much denounced. It has been 
the salvation of that great industry; and I believe that the regu- 
lation which is imposed upon renovated and process butter by the 
amendment which I have offered will be of equal value to the 
great dairy interests of thiscountry. They are in danger, I think, 
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| of that beautiful little flower that we call the 
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of being rendered obnoxious on account of the improper processes 
used by the manufacturers of renovated, process, or adulterated 
butter. Because it is to protect the purity of the food products 
of this country I think that this legislation is justifiable and 
proper. 

As to the interests of the cattlemen being hurt in any possible 
way I do not for a moment concern myself. The evidence is ab- 
solutely conclusive that, even if we should absolutely stop the 
consumption of oleomargarine in this country, the effect upon 
the cate industry of the country would be absolutely inappreci- 
able. 

As has been shown, we slaughter about 11,000,000 head of cat- 
tle in this country, and the total amount of the value of the prod- 
uct of oleomargarine which is utilized in this country is only 
about $2,750,000. So that there will be from 25 to 30 cents per 
steer, and every cattleman knows that that would be absolutely 
inappreciable. 

e great packing interests control, as I have said, the price of 
cattle in this country, and—I do not say it with any desire to reflect 
upon them—considering the opportunities that they have had, I 
think they have acted with wonderful fairness and moderation. 
They have the power, they are members of all the great live-stock 
exchanges of the country, and they control practically all the 
great cattle associations everywhere. The commission men are 
practically all subordinated to the wishes and interests of the great 
packing houses. Cattle are sent to the great stock yards of this 
country to be sold, and the seller meets but four or five buyers, 
representing these great establishments. Every commission mer- 
chant knows that unless he is on good terms with the great pack- 
ing houses his business is liable to suffer, and consequently it is 
an easy matter for the live-stock exchanges to pass any kind of 
resolution that may be supposed to be in the interest of these great 
establishments. 

They, of course, complain that this legislation is liable to injure 
them in some respects, but I think they exaggerate the difficulties, 
just as they did in 1886. I think they will not be hurt. Eighty 
per cent of the product is exported and that can not possibly be 
affected, and the 20 per cent that remains to be consuind in this 
country can be consumed, in my judgment, absolutely as well 
uncolored as colored. 

I have tried this article thoroughly myself. I have used oleo- 
margarine in every possible way on my table, in camp, and else- 
where, and I believe it to be a thoroughly good product. I have 
also used it uncolored, and I am just as willing to use it uncolored 
as I am to use it colored. There is no amount of consideration, I 
think, that is due to this claim that the whole thing depends upon 
its being made palatable by being of a yellowcolor. I have a let- 
ter, which I received this morning, from one of these great estab- 
lishments, the managers of which are honorable and respectable 
men in every possible way, from whom I regret even to differ 
upon a question of this kind. 





We are inclined to take issue with you on the color question. The ap 
pearance of an article has a great deal to do with its palatability. An arti- 
cle may be palatable and still not appeal to the taste on account of its ap- 
pearance. Would you like to eat green ice cream? 


Well, I could not help laughing when I came to that, for it 
seemed that my friend was not well informed as to ice cream, as 
we frequently eat green ice cream here and elsewhere. and enjoy 
it quite as much as that of any other color. The pistache ice 
cream is always green. 

And yet it would be just as palatable and taste just as well as the beautiful 
pink punch served at fashionable receptions. Butterine manufacturers have 
—_ as much rig t to use color ng as the dairy people. Waile the fact has 

n disputed, the butterine manufacturers co tend they were the first to 
adopt t:.e h gh yellow stancard for our goods, and the dairy people, seeing 
that it pleased the public, followed suit. Youcan remember years ago when 
it used to be said “that must be oleomargarine because it is so yellow.” 


That seemed to me a little bit amusing. I could not help re- 
calling a day just about ten years ago when I wandered around 
the pastures of Warlaby, that historic spot in Yorkshire, Eng- 
land, which has been the home of the magnificent herd of short- 
horn cattle through three generations of the Booth family. My 
feet were colored with the yellow dust which fell from the blossoms 
buttercup. The 

tures were yellow with that beautiful flower; and that has 

an known as the buttercup for centuries. Why? Because it 
resembles the yellow color which butter has and which must 
have existed even long before we had any record of the butter- 
cup. And yet my friend says the yellow color of butter became 
fashionable here and was first initiated by the manufacturers of 
oleomargarine. 

The writer of this letter further says: 

We know that very light butter is preferred in some markets; but the 
veer lightest butter that can be produced looks palatable, while uncolored 
butterine looks extremely unpalatable, for the reason that it has a dirty 


white shade. If it possessed a tinge of yellow it would perhaps appeal more 
to the buyer. 
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It seems to me, Mr. President, that comment is unnecessa 
upon that kind of claim. I had not myself observed that uncol- 
ored oleomargarine was a dirty white. The white color would 


not be so attractive, but it seems to me that it is not an unpala- | 
On our farms in the winter time we continually use | 
| but I must confess that I have very little qquasty for them. 


table color. 


butter which is practically of the same color. As my friend from 


Iowa [| Mr. DoLLIVER] said yesterday, as a matter of course, butter | 
has always more or less of a yellow tinge, unless the feed is abso- | 


lutely confined to bran and water; but if you feed any kind of 
good clover or timothy hay there will be a slight color in the but- 
ter. That color, however, is a quality which belongs to butter, 
and should not be taken and used as a mask for any other 
product. 


I have received several telegrams this morning from creamery | 


concerns all over the country, which commend the amendment I 
have offered. While there is a great deal of human nature and 
selfishness on both sides of this controversy, yet I believe the 
creamery men of the country are willing to be fair and just in this 
matter. 
more. 
ufacturers of oleomargarine. 
honest competition; and my friends all through the West, who 
are interested in the production of beef cattle, are willing to yield 
to that kind of competition. 
no fear of any disastrous results to them. They are perfectly 
willing that everything shall stand strictly upon its own merits 
and that honest dealing shall be used in every possible way in 
handling their products. 

The cattlemen of the West are a great big-hearted, broad- 
souled set of men; they live in the open; their lungs are filled 
with pure air, and their veins are filled with good, warm, red 
blood. I denounce and deny as a cattleman that the owners of 
the great cattle ranges and farms of the country are in any way 
whatever in sympathy with this false pretense that is being made 
use of by a part only of the manufacturers and dealers in oleo- 
margarine that is offered for sale t hout the country. 

The interest of the laboring man has been brought in , and 
laboring men have been appealed to here and there over the coun- 
try in the mistaken idea that this bill means the prohibition of 
the manufacture of oleomargarine. I have talked with laboring 
mon, members of labor organizations, who have sent in petitions 
here, and they were astonished to learn that this bill does not 
mean anything like a prohibition of the manufacture of oleomar- 
garine; that they can still continue to buy oleomargarine; that 
they can still continue to have all the advantages which it is sup- 
posed to possess over butter; that they can take it themselves, 
and the housewife, if she so desires, by a very simple process can 
give it any color she pleases. 

Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him 
for just a minute? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pratt of Connecticut in the 
chair). Does the Senator from Kansas yield to the Senator from 
Minnesota? 

Mr. HARRIS. Certainly. 

Mr. NELSON. Will not the effect of this legislation be to 
make oleomargarine cheaper for the _—_ who want to use it? 

Mr. HARRIS. Unquestionably. I was about to state that the 
only practical effect upon the laboring man will be that under. this 
legislation he can and ought to be able to buy oleomargarine a 
cent or three-quarters of a cent a pound cheaper than now. There 
is no doubt about it. This is in the interest of the laboring man, 
and there is no reason why he should not buy white oleomar- 
garine and color it to suit himself if he desires to do so. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kansas 
yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. HARRIS. Certainly. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I call the attention of the Senator from 
Kansas to the testimony of Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
Wilson before the Senate Committee on Agriculture and Forestry 
last year, in which he said that the demand that oleomargarine be 
colored came from the purchasers of oleomargarine and the retail 
dealers—the users of the article, the plain laboring people of the 
country. I call the attention of the Senator to that statement. 

Mr. HARRIS. That the demand came from the purchasers? 

Mr. CULBERSON. That it came from the users, the con- 
sumers, the purchasers. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, we had before the Committee 
on Manufactures in Chicago one of the most notorious violators 
of the law in regard to this matter that we have met, the man 
who, I believe, was alluded to by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
DOLLIVER] yesterday, who is continually in the courts. In reply 
to some questions with regard to the matter of coloring, he said: 
‘The very men who come to us and whisper in ourears that they 
want oleomargarine want that kind which is colored yellow; and 
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They demand that which is theirs of right, and nothing | 
They do not desire to impose any hardship upon the man- | 
They are willing to meet a fair, | 


The beef-cattle men of the West have | 
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| the people woe think we were cheap skates’’—I remember the 


| expression ectly well—** if we were to let it be known that 
| We are purchasing and using oleomargarine on our table.”’ 
There may be, Mr. President, a class of people who are willing 


to deceive their friends and their children in that kind of way, 


The real laboring man who desires yellow oleomargarine, as I 
have said, can purchase it white and in a few minutes can c 

it to yellow. Itis like the preparation of any other article that 
comes upon the table; it can be prepared to suit the taste of the 
particular individual or family who consume it. There is no 
difficulty whatever about that. But he knows exactly what he is 
using. 

There is one other class I have heard of whoare perhaps affected 
in this way. I have been told that letters have been received 
from people who keep large boarding schools and large establish- 
| ments of that character, who say that the children are crying for 
oleomargarine colored, but they would not eat it white. I should 
like to have those children given a chance to see which they prefer 
at all events. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kansas 
| yield to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. HARRIS. Certainly. 

Mr. STEWART. I do not know whether the Senator has 
| spoken on that point, but I should like to hear him also as to the 
| coloring of cow butter, and whether he has made any investiga- 
tion of that matter? 

| Mr. HARRIS. If it comes to the question of coloring cow but- 
ter, I think I shall have to refer the Senator from Nevada to the 
| subtle alchemy which exists in the digestive process of the cow 
herself. She is responsible for the color in the butter. It is there, 
| as I said earlier in my remarks, all the time except when she is 
fed on unnatural and abnormal feed. Natural feed produces color 
| in the butter. 
| Mr. MONEY. I wish to ask the Senator a question, suggested 





by the question of the Senator from Nevada. not the cream- 
ery as well as the cow have something to do with the coloring of 
butter? 
Mr. HARRIS. Yes, sir; but the cow begins the process. 
Mr. MONEY. But at times she gives us yellow Sotten, and at 
other times she gives us white butter. 
Mr. HARRIS. Ihave said that there are certain seagons in the 
year, perhaps in the Senator’s part of the country, when the hay 
crop is short and cows have to be fed on cotton-seed meal, when 
they produce an article that looks very much like lard; but if the 
Senator will improve his farming, raise more clover hay, and 
feed his cows on that kind of feed in the winter, he will find the 
butter always more or less yellow. 
I admit—and of course there is nobody who controverts the 
idea—that dairymen, for the sake of uniformity, as the color 
of butter varies from one season of the year to another, do use 
artificial coloring matter; but the product is none the less butter. 
They do not color it in order to make it resemble oleomargarine: 
they do not color it in order to make it resemble any other prod- 
uct on earth; there is no deception or frand whatever so far as 
the real character of the article is concerned; and that is the 
crucial point in the manufacture of oleomargarine, that the col- 
oring is introduced for the of enabling it to be sold for 
something which it is not, whilst in the butter it is introduced 
merely for the sake of uniformity in color, and it is not pretended 
to be anything else but butter all the time. 
I think that is the consideration that finally determined me in 
this matter. I could not see in the cloud of charges, the crimi- 
| nation and recrimination through each stage of this ——. any 
other way to do than to adhere to the plain, simple, honest prin- 
ciple of requiring everything which we have to use as food to 
stand upon its own merits. 
I am in favor of pure-food legislation. Iam in favor of every 
article of food being sold to the people for exactly what itis. | 
| do not believe in maple sirup made in the i t corn State 
| of my friend from Iowa; I do not believe in honey which pur- 
| ports to come. from California, but which is cuauuaatened at a 
| glucose factory in New Jersey; I do not believe in strawberry 
| jelly or jam 90 per cent of which is made from apple paring 
and apple cores, and we all know that is the process used in the 
| manufacture of that article. I do not want any of those things. 

It is a plain, simple proposition, as I have stated, of honesty in 
| the essential matter of food products. We are improving in that 
| direction, and that feeling is growing all over the country. 

As a member of the subcommittee of the Committee on Manu- 
factures, I was astounded at the extent to which adulteration 1s 

| cometed om tn seune of our Sood ucts. We have got to take 
| some steps in that direction, and I believe the chairman of the Com- 
| mittee on Manufactures to-day reported a bill, which I hope will 
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sophisticated; it is impossible to buy any article of confectionery 
that is not adulterated or sophisticated; it is impossible to buy 
any kind of pickles that are not injuriously sophisticated or adul- 
terated. You can not even buy an ounce of ground ginger with- 
out finding old rope ground up in it and other adulterants. It is 
that kind of greedy, heartless, selfish, remorseless grasping for 
the dishonest dollar that I think we ought to take some measures 
to stop. Nomatter whether it hits the great manufacturing estab- 
lishments, no matter whether it hits the little pickle factories 
down in the dirty little alleys, no matter where it hits, let us 
be honest in the sale of the food products in this country. 

Of course my friends on this side of the Chamber are very much 
concerned over the constitutionality of this bill, and I was stag- 
gered for a long time prior to 1886; but the message of Mr. 
Cleveland—delivered at the time he signed the original oleo- 
margarine bill—largely cleared up my mind on that matter. 
That law has been upon the statute book for sixteen years; it has | 
been assailed in every possible direction by the most tremendous | 
aggregations of capital, and yet it stands upon the statute book | 
unshaken in its integrity. Now, it seems to me late in the day. 
when an amendment is proposed simply to carry on the good 
work, simply to make that measure more effeetive, to attack this | 
kind of legislation from that standpoint. As Mr. Cleveland | 
said: 





Having entered ae this legislation, it is manifestly a duty to render it 
as effective as possible in the accomplishment of all the good which should 
legitimately follow in its train. 


If there had been objections to that law of a constitutional | 
character, the courts certainly would have decided those questions 
long ago. 

I will ask, Mr. President, that the Secretary read a further ex- 
tract from the same message of Mr. Cleveland. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there isno objection, the Sec- 
retary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


If this article has the merit which its friends claim for it, andif the people 
of the land, with full knowledge of its real character, desire to purchase and 
use it, the taxes exaeted by this bill will permit a fair profit to both mann- 
facturer and dealer. If the existence of the commodity taxed and the profits 
of its manufa@ture and sale depend upon hee of it tothe people for 
something else which it deceitfully imitates. the entire enterprise is a fraud 
and not an industry; and if it can not endure the exhibition of its real char- 
acter, which will be effected by the inspection, supervision, and stampin 
b bags so bill directs, the sooner it is destroyed the better in the interest o 

ir dealing. 

_ Such a result would not furnish the first instance in the history of legisla- 
tion in which a revenue bill produced a benefit which was merely incidental 
to its main purpose. 

Chere is certainly no industry better entitled to the incidental advantages 
which may follow this legislation than our farming and dairy interests, and 
to none of our le should they be less begrudged than our farmers and 
dairymen. present dep on of their occupations, the hard, steady, 
and often unremunerative toil which such occupations exact, and the bur- 
dens of taxation which our agriculturists necessarily bear, entitle them to 
every legitimate consideration. 

Nor should there be tion to the incidental effect of this legislation on 
the part of those who profess to be en honestly and fairly in the manu- 
facture and sale of a wholesome and valuable article of food which by its 
provisions may be subject to taxation. As long as their business is carried 
on under cover and by false pretenses, such men have bad companions in 
those whose mannfactures, however vile and harmful, take their p with- 
out challenge with the better sort in a common crusade of deceit against the 
public. But if this occupation and its methods are forced into the light and 
all these manufactures must thus either stand upon their merits or fall, the 
good and bad must soon part company and the fittest only will survive. 

Not the least important incident related to this legislation is the defense 
afforded to the consumer against the fraudulent substitution and sale of an 
imitation for a genuine article of food of very general household use. Not- 
withstanding the immense quantity of the article described in this bill which 
is sold to the le for their consumption as food, and notwithstanding the 
elaim made t its manufacture supplies a cheap substitute for butter, I 
venture to say that hardly a pound ever entered a poor man’s house under 
its real name and in its true character. 

While in its relation to an article of this description there should be no 
governmental r ions of what the citizen shall eat, it is certainly not a 
cause of regret legislation of this character he is afforded a means 
which he may better protect himself against imposition in meeting the n 
and wants of his daily life. 

Having entered upon this legislation, it is manifestly a duty to render it as 


effective as ble in th tof all th hich should legiti- 
ae ee ~ e accomplishment of all the good w ould legi 


Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I do not believe that I care to 
take up the time of the Senate any further. This is all, it seems 
to me, a ong proposition, and when it is rightly understood I 
eae = - — the approval of man who de- 

res rotect all classes of people in eve pest e enjoyment 
of good health and in their pocketbooks. iP believed that oleo- 
margarine was in the least unhealthful I should be in favor of 
abolishing it altogether. We in the Committee on Manufactures 
have divided food products into two classes; one where the adul- 
teration is deleterious to health and injurious, and we wish to 
abolish that class wholly and altogether; another class is where it 
is merely a sophistication and a fraud upon the pocketbook. 
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be passed, which would be a long step in the right direction. It 
is almost ne to buy any spice that is not adulterated or 


I regard oleomargarine as it is improperly sold, as it is sold as 
butter, merely as a fraud upon the pocketbook, I do not condemn 
it as unhealthful in every possible way. It is difficult, it is almost 
gay en for anyone to detect one from the other. You can not 
tell. A good deal was said the other day about how readily you 
can tell butter from oleomargarine. I have tried it in every pos- 
sible way, and I can not detect the difference between good oleo- 
margarine and good butter. You can tell bad butter readily 
enough. Thereis notrouble about that. There is only one simple 
method by which theconsumers can protect themselves. Linquired 
of the chemical bureau of the Department of Agriculture, and 
I found that the only simple method by which to detect the differ- 
ence between the two is by taking a small quantity of each in a 
spoon, letting it melt, stirring it gently with a toothpick or match 
as it melts over a flame, and the butter will froth up, will assume 
a light appearance and gradually subside into a fine delicate oil, 
whereas the oleomargarine quietly melts down with a few bub- 
bles like some wax would melt, and it requires, of course, a higher 
temperature than the butter does. 

But the peculiar quality of butter is that it foams when sub- 
jected to heat. It gets light; and it has that effect when used in 
bread or in any other possible way. That is the reason why it has 
a greater superiority in point of digestibility, in my opinion. but 
not enough so to require us to brand oleomargarine in any possi- 
ble way as unhealthful to the ordinary consumer. : 

Mr. President, the Senator from Vermont | Mr. Proctor] intro- 


| duced some tables that I think are of great interest in this matter. 


I ask that they be printed as an appendix to my remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, that 
order will be made. 

The tables referred to are as follows: 


TABLE 3.— Materials and products, 1900, 










. Costof ma- Value of 
Items. Quantity. | terials. products. 
Materials: Pounds. | 

EE eh padindidaltiinl duke wccgieaniidpesd « 114,748,683 | $7,630,501 -...... 
Milk and cream. .................. | ghee4,305 | 579,068 
CN noc cotmdire mihadnidecdidietiies | @B,724,621 | 2,744,235 
I IN hicttsitiiticncrsncininabinecsitnl 37,651,741 | 2,976,870 
Cotton-seed ofb...... .....+-...-.-- 11, 818, #21 567,790 | 
Butter_......- nal 306, 956 | 61,176 |_. 
ee 6, 962, 238 | 58, 887 | 
Color enaatntes 204, 418 2 jee 
I hae | 137, 842 7, 084 | 
Glucose i a2, 965 OE Be a ncctbinneeniih 
Stearin and oleo stock.-.... ...... | 134, 541 | ints retdtnee 
Fuel and rent of power and heat.|....-..-..... GEE Dentdncdnckees 
a ee ll oul Tne ceteris 5, 745 
All other materials. .............- ele 501, 107 
la aA te aaa, 5), 792 

Products: 

SE a ee AE I A ESR Te 104, 638,214 |. $12, 499, 812 
QROOMRAI ITI ovine ons ccc te e+ cen 104,608,214 j............. 12, 286, B57 
es GENE WII it ed ene sos on adiaednc 218, 455 





TABLE 7.—Annual production of oleomargarine in European countries. 


Quantity 







‘ Quantity 
Country. produced. imported. 
| Pounds. | Pownds. 

United Kingdom 82,000,000 | 110,000,000 
Denmark .........-- 35, 000, 000 | 4, 500, 000 
Norway - ditinee 22,000,000 }......- pas 
a <a I 
GI soccer c cosssccrstnerecorsccocsrsscsseesccers| TAIRA | 422006000. -...6 
PEED: cn cwccvecswarterbaduesscecdeses sonra ovsed 123,000, 000 }.............. 
Ec ncccccccacqroansanpaatqetsresqueqessssaseenss 20, 000, 000 lteaiaiagladiniect i 


Table 7 indicates that Germany is the greatest producer of oleomargarine, 
with a product of 220,000,000 pounds, followed by the Netherlands, with 123,- 
000,000 pounds. According to the figures of this table, the United States, with 
an output of more than 100,000,000 pounds, ranks third in production. 


COTTON-SEED OTL. 
[Facts derived from Bulletin No. 129.] 


| Average 


| Gallons. | Value. | value per 

| | gallon. 

Amount of oil produced in 1900 in United Cents, 
in ddiettinliitite aneuuliity dihencmen ences | 98, 325, 729 | $21, 390, 67: 22.9 
Amount of oil exported in 1900..........- 46,902,300 | 14,127,538 30.1 


Amount exported: 50.25 per cent of gallons, and 66.5 per cent of value. 


In regard to the production of oleo oil Bulletin No. 138 has the following 
statement: 

“The number of manufactured is from three to five, and, when the 
market is active a rices are high, about all the fat taken in slaughtering, 
both from cattle ont sheep, is worked inte one grade or another, The oil 
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made from sheep fat can not be neutralized, and retains the characteristic 
odor and flavor of the animal to such degree as to be unfit for the oleomar- 
garine demanded in American markets. It is exported to Europe, where 
there is demand for cheaper oils. With the beef fats the character of the 
animal from which they are taken is the most potent factor in the selection. 
Some manufacturers work into their highest grade of oleo oil practically all 
the fat taken from a good steer, and make one or two lower grades from the 
fat of cows and ‘canners.’”’ 

This statement is derived from the manufacturers themselves by the cen- 
sus agents. 

“Other manufacturers make the highest grade from the caul and other 
selected fats of the best beeves, using certain intestinal and other lower 
forms, together with that taken from nero animals, in making from one to 
three lower grades. As previously indicated, the manufacture of oleo oil is 
more widely distributed than that of neutral lard, and while it is largely con- 
fined to the big packing houses, considerable quantities are made in large 
cities, outside the centers of the packing industry, from fats collected in part 
from abattoirs and in part from retail butchers.” 





This extract from the bulletin suggests possibilities in the way of dele- 
terious materials from which the oil may be produced on which I will not 


enlarge. From Tables 6 and 8 of Bulletin No. 138 the following facts appear: 


1900, 












































Pounds. Value. 
| 
Oleo oil used in manufacture in United States. -.-...- 33, 724, 621 =. 744, 235 | 
Oleo oil exported (over 4 times) ................------ 146, 739, 681 0, 508, 856 | 
CNG rcikiin bikie ach insisbtctinbbitasnaabtadtada 180, 464, 302 | 18, 248, 091 
Monthly exports of oleo oil, quantities and values, 1899 to 1901. 
1899. 1900. 1901. 
Month NS ne eee Se ecr ee ae ene aan ie anna 
Quantity.) Value. Quantity.) Value. |Quantity.) Value. 
| Pounds, | Pounds, Pounds. | 
bib cicnnepenned 14, 746, 933 , 827) 12,692,477) $872,205 13,342,792 $985, 408 
August _.... - 11,600,148, 667,517 13, 438, 025) 910,130 17,076,266 1,256, 983 
September. -..... 10, 668,719) 635,072) 9,681,527) 700,127) 11,649,497, 842,042 
October .......... 11,676,227, 731,878) 8,609,274; 656,009, 12,708,835, 931,844 
November -.....- 8,287,504) 512,065) 9,167,054) 672,767) 13,264,917, 960,790 
December -...... 10, 762,801) 662,056) 11,593,796) 857,502) 10,708,607; 768,479 
January ........-. 9,012,969, 574,707) 9,875,713; 782,610 13,262,121 907,244 
February .......- 399, ¢ 679, 277 12,583,941 923,138) 8,714,704) 622,681 
SS 13, 172,088) 942,918) 13,495,147) 961,799) 12,481,946 912, 137 
Bs ne 12, 490,677) 856,441) 11,102,549) 778,246 13,360,520 1,029,620 
DN inccteneciintweal | 13,083,108) 908,272) 13,271,051) 926,925 17,594,957) 1, 326, 027 
TUOD ~siceconaa 17, 439, 920 1, 164, 639) 21,220,127 1, 462,398 17,496,251) 1,288,123 
Total....... 142, 390, 492 9, 188, 650146, 739, 681 10, 508, 856 161, 651, 413 11, 846, 373 
| } | 
Formula 1.—Cheap grade. 
Pounds. 
npentirs wennne beenes whbitbbnnenonen sian dainaininaei edie 495 
ghisvdeinteter-bemnntetdeiblinad adds aed memaiaaaeed 265 
Leushh Sheksstiehh ootcuseceabesebae 815 
dinnthin thicchanteeeh pina ihkind cbaadiathind dee. 255 
stgddih abbas apt wetetie 120 
Mists daasiaiaeeaene 1} 
Ui davhinstessnidhcsacetaabaettesietnindastilaietiaidingidss aa 1, 4513 
Will produce from 1,265 to 1,300 pounds of oleomargarine. 
Formula 2.—Medium high grade. 
Pounds 
icra sie ait to ees so Daal tana a ia eae 315 
PIO 6 centteniséne> «nine Gitkinntinincin tens amin 5o0 
IIIT «sin contivatinsegeabidechsninicminingee tlieinesanmnintasetamentaatien mes tobias nahidmmiaeananaaa 280 
IUUcseis 1: chanincin Inscssiskanen iniieesiiesteemtammeieacnteicioesgundants anepiameeeryanninlianmatetepindah ainda als 280 
PRED nit ictcnuncdbnabadbede ppetdtnmibenesabaneahe tans 120 
CI a iscdeacin Secrecsacencth niin isons ied tanta tained ccacenelnieiadicsia dis ie eae ia ih ee a aia li 
BNE ok cicccinsescdtideak usenet acncennsacsideni abeakpg aetna 1, 4963 
Will produce from 1,050 to 1,080 pounds of oleomargarine. 
Formula 3.—High grade. 
Pounds 
a a as ae peas akin daienb ae ae 100 
RUIET TIINUL - kuiihaticsict dinnintpingetehdheth nena netatetdiamntimmanpiannnaitadal 130 
SETI i: -snsnpriiscicialaashiaaiicniliniianid Ueebaadientntdintds ointidtaptinnindeintidipibipedasitieniidaiimiiadiaiiaitiicasi 9 
SUI rata -exneeo qpentlbageatinanendtaciaeaiaieiadbdaioescieetaihainannMiiaresdn cinta dialled tas aia dace 32 
EIU ick crneeincaeiininennsaatiaebininelce inten lenbtaenncemiata miscues ois tesmaiammareniaaeaatiiainaias ; 
I isa: cacinsn siathstacientine sintgilltgiiial a taa eating ieee elena it 
Will produce about 352 pounds of oleomargarine. 
TABLE 3.—Exports of cotton-seed oil, 1870 to 1901.* 
Average 
Year. Gallons. | Value.» | value per 
gallon. 
Cents. 
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TABLE 3.—Exports of cotton-seed oil, 1870 to 1991—Continued.* 














average 

Year. Gallons. | Value.» | value per 

gallon 

; 

| Cents. 
SEE dinpadbiind cocnbbebuhacuita dneedeatadbennael 8,605,946 | $1,570,871 | 43.6 
1885 . ae ae 41.1 
iE cinnchts ommnmshtamigmiameiiaid duties danse 6,240,139 | 2,115,974 33.9 
ET ncietinm beniisaobawe sumtin abies icedradieaaal 4,067,188 | 1,578,935 88.8 
DED stintadwidesdkhocebontisatbbneetia noes 4,458,597 | 1,925,739 43.2 
I is client alld Neal ch ia ech aad 2,690,700 | 1,208, 609 48.3 
MD i. doiinihod 6 ihiet nad iichseiminninink axanciel 13,384,385 | 5,291,178 | 39.5 
1891 - oucens winked webes dinebed debe chai na 1 Te 86.1 

SE ia cinichintvini nthe Kae Sela meee 13,859,278 | 4,982,285 86 
1898 nd. nsnmicipnie Maaaiidumiid duibdanintite 9,462,074 | 8,927,556 41.5 
i vindns opines panediieels wetuaitite: wana nial 14,958,309 | 6,008, 405 40.2 
1895 ..... oie 9 eanéphaksipasipaceptens acca Tn iT ane 82.2 
SR Seas 28.2 

DU iam nihiund cdppeibioel Seah aiiaaadiath niall 27,198,882 | 6,897,361 25 
El kniuncebeotsndioknens seem wendmsebaanande 40, 230,784 | 10,137,619 25.2 
DEP voip tosnanenbevspnan beddaeiieienan sina 50, 627,219 | 12,077,519 23.9 
DEEP vidiincupaee banat pul Vehabaed bedeaene 46,902,390 | 14,127,538 80.1 
TEE didntiendiniinwetinntdanGndepcddndbaliategetil 49, 356,741 | 16,541,321 83.5 


*Commerce and Navigation of the United States. 

» The value of cotton-seed oil, at the time of exportation, in the ports of the 
United States whence expo R 

*Quantity not stated. 


TABLE 6.—Crude products per ton of cotton seed, 














Products. Quantity. Value. 

Pounds. | Per cent. | Per cent 

NOE « ocnns ckidbictashia saddened 2,000; 100 $17.09 | 100 
a ul bees ee ae oe; 14.1 8.61 50.4 
Cake and meai.....2222722007272277700-. 713| 95.7 6.48 87.9 
ES NE SE EE ee ss O45 47.1 1.20 7.5 
Bel ea lit i la ed ee) 23 11 71 4.2 
a ceutin cnt ueiainsaanaiaints nie 39 is nied el OR lel 

Number of cattle, by census years. 

Numbe / Penuls Number of 

umber o 9) - | cattle per 
Census year. all cattle. on. a a 

| lation. 
BOI. sn = snes datalbsal cain oepeaenallie sa al | 23, 191,876 76.7 
a ee 81.5 
SII, sscasasvenes wt bts ses ad Soup wei een demevneadial mises teed 61.8 
STIs sc totes te anni sion Sdn each tenes 71.6 

RE 82 
PENG tion sGbacccOdae eaten 76, 295, 57.5 


besnbepiwiie o6otncnahany ae 
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| Prospectus of the Standard Butterine Company, incorporated under the laws of 


the State of West Virginia, U. 8S. A., capital stock, $1,000,000. Standard 
Butterine Company, W. P. Wilkins, president; offices, 208 Ninth street NW. 
Washington, D. C., U. 8. A., Septem 1, 1900. 
TABLE OF COST AND PROFITS. 
It is perhaps best to add to this prospectus a statement of the exact cost of 
and profits in the manufacture of butterine, compiled from manufacturing 
statistics and recent market quotations. 


Cost, showing proportions used for each 100 pounds, 





Oleo oil, 82 pounds, at 9} cents per pound.....................-.--..-.-.-. $3. 04 
Neutral lard, 17 pounds, at 8} cents per pound...._................-..... 1.444 
Cotton oil, 17 pounds, at 5 cents per pound........................-.....- 8% 
DEREK, 13 POUR, OE 1b CONE DOP BONG. ciccicectdciicicccccccecsccscedieosses 17 
Salt, 7 pounds, at 4 cent per pound -............-....... Kiebeededdaauied re 
Molature, 10 pounds, G6 G) PEF MOURNE ...ccccwcceccdcccccccosccsccscesessee .00 
BED WOUED.. «0 vcdin'svc owes bsadguece bcd icbedssccodceutescheabeatenedniisaad tee 
Labor, parchment peer, GEOR, GOD 6 ccs cose ticscanives cotenstuvssabesbasull 1.88 
Internal revenue, 2 cents per POUNG........... 2... cccncccoccccecscnseces 2.00 
Total cout (6.0. B. Weta) occcisenccness nsccsscccssersbabesubees 8.92 


The above cost when deducted from the market price of $13 per 100 pounds 
shows a net profit of $4.08. 

It will be seen that even if the company produced only the 400,000 nds 
per month for which it now has definite orders, a net profit of over $16,220 a 
month, or $195,840 a year, would be assured. 

This would mean 8 per cent on the preferred stock of the company, or 20 
per cent of the entire capitalization. 

This is a simple statement of actual facts which can be easily verified. 

This showing surely ought to be of interest to everybody with money for 
which a highly profitable investment is desired. 

STOCK. 

The Standard Butterine Company is incorporated, with a capital stock of 
$1,000,000, divided as follows: 

Five thousand shares preferred, full paid, nonassessable—par value, $100 
per share—$500,000, 

Five thousand shares common stock, $500,000. 

BONDS. 

There are also $150,000 in bonds, divided into 150 bonds, at $1,000 each, pay- 
an interest at 6 per cent per annum. 
he preferred stock is guaranteed to pay 8 per cent per annum, and the 

common stock ought, by conservative estimate, to pay at least 15 per cent 

after the first year of business. 

Mr. QUARLES obtained the floor. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Will the Senator from Wisconsin yield to me 


for a moment? 


in 
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Mr. QUARLES. Certainly. 

Mr BROCTOR. I wish to have the attention of the Senator 
from Mississippi for a moment. If there is no possible objection 
to the amendment offered by the Senator from Kansas. and it 
could be adopted, as it involves some other verbal amendments 
in other portions of the bill, I would ask to haveit reprinted. But 
if there is any single Senator who objects to its being adopted, 
there is a very thin Senate present and I will not ask it. 

Mr. MONEY. The Senator from Vermont did me the honor to 
consult me a moment ago, and I then told him there was no ob- 
jection, but since then, not then having read the amendment, I 
find this article is not taxed, and that would take it beyond the 
supervision of anyone in particular. I would rather have a tax 
put on it, so that it would come under the supervision of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury and the people employed by him to see 
that the law is enforced in this matter as well as with respect to 
oleomargarine. I think it nothing but fair that this product 
should be taxed just as oleomargarine is. 

Mr. HARRIS. There is in the amendment a tax of 10 cents a 
pound on adulterated butter. 

Mr. MONEY. Does it put on a tax of 10 cents per pound? 

Mr. HARRIS. Ten cents a pound upon the butter which is 
found to be adulterated, where any foreign substance is used in 
its composition. On page 6 this provision will be found: 

That upon adulterated butter, when manufactured or sold or removed for 
consumption or use, there shall be assessed and collected a tax of 10 cents per 
pound, to be paid by the manufacturer thereof, and any fractional part of a 
pound shall be taxed as a pound. 

Mr. STEWART. I wished to move an amendment, when I 
heard it read, to include colored butter. 

Mr. HEITFELD. I desire to state that in reading the amend- 
ment I find there is a tax upon adulterated butter, but no tax 
upon renovated butter. I believe that the amendment provides 
that renovated butter shall be under the supervision of the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture, while the other would be under the supervi- 
sion of the Secretary of the Treasury. Therefore, I suggest that 
it be amended to the extent of putting renovated butter under the 
same tax that is imposed on uncolored oleomargarine, so that it 
would be policed and governed by the same Government official. 

Mr. HARRIS. That class of manufacture which is described 
as ‘‘ process butter’’ or ‘‘renovated butter,’ as distinguished 
from adulterated butter, indicates— 

A grade of butter produced by mixing, reworking, rechurning in milk or 
cream, —— or in any way producing a uniform, purified, or improved 
product from ifferent lots or parcels of melted or unmelted butter, and in 
which no acid, alkali, nor chemical, nor any substance whatever has been 
used for the pu or intent of deodorizing or removing rancidity there- 
from, and to which no substance or substances foreign to pure butter has 
been added. 

The manufacturer of that product is required to pay a tax of 
$600 a year and is required to give bond and is required to conduct 
his business—and I call the attention of the Senator from Idaho 
to this provision— 
under such surveillance of officers and 
nal Revenue, with the approval of the 
regulation require. 

And further than that, his place of manufacture is also brought 
under the supervision of the Secretary of Agriculture, so that he 
is practically covered by all the safeguards of both Departments. 

Mr. STEWART. It says “nor any substance whatever.” 
Would not that include coloring matter? 

a Mr. HARRIS, I will let the Senator make his own interpreta- 
10n, 

Mr. STEWART. If it would include coloring matter, the 
amendment would cover the matter, it seems to me. 

Mr. HARRIS. Those are the words in the amendment—“ nor 
any substance whatever.” 

Mr. MONEY. I should like to know the meaning placed upon 
the words by the Senator who framed the amendment and intro- 
duced it. Does it include coloring matter? 

Mr. HARRIS. I think strictly construed it would. I think 
there is no question as to what the words mean. I will say so far 
as I am concerned, that I am perfectly willing to require that 
class of butter to pay the one-fourth of a cent a pound which is 
required of uncolored oleomargarine. 

Mr. MONEY. Uncolored oleomargarine? 

Mr. HARRIS. Yes, sir; uncolored oleomargarine. 

Mr. MONEY. It seems to me, as renovated butter is a sub- 
stance which is not wholesome—— 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not know that there is any authority for 
that statement. Adulterated butter is the class referred to 


ents as the Commissioner of Inter- 
retary of the Treasury, may by 


Mr. MONEY. I have not heard of any testimony before the 
committee of either House which did not show that butter was 
renovated by introducing into it deodorizing chemicals, and I be- 
lieve sterilizing chemicals. for the purpose of getting out bac- 
teria, and by inserting coloring matter to give it an appearance 
to suit the public eye and taste in the matter. I do not know of 
any other butter than that which is called renovated. 





Mr. HARRIS. Oh, yes; there is gnother class of what might be 
called renovated butter in which no acids or alkalis or chemicals 
of any kind are used; a better class of butter, which is melted, 


mixed, and churned over with cream to give it freshness. 

Mr. MONEY. Will the Senator put in the word" colored,”’ or 
whatever is necessary there? 

Mr. HARRIS. No; because butter has a natural color and 
you can not take the color out of it. 

Mr. STEWART. We do not want to take the color out of it, 
but we object to putting it in. 

Mr. HARRIS. The cow put it in. 

Mr. STEWART. If the cow put it in, let it stay there, but do 
not put it there. If the amendment includes putting in coloring 
matter into any kind of butter, I think it might get my vote, 
perhaps. That is the point with me. 

Mr. MONEY. I should very much prefer, if the Senator from 
Kansas means that it shall not be colored, that he would say so 
in the amendment. I will offer an amendment to that effect, if 
he will accept it; and if he does, then accept his. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam perfectly willing to accept an additional 
tax, if you think that is necessary. 

Mr. MONEY. And include the word ‘“‘ colored?’’ 

Mr. HARRIS. No; I would not be willing to do that, because 
I believe it infringes upon a just right which the man who han- 
dles pure butter, real butter, has. 

Mr. STEWART. The right to color it? 

Mr. MONEY. The great mass of butter consumed in the 
United States, except where it is consumed where it is made, on 
the farm, is colored. Whatever the natural color may be, an 
artificial coloring is put in in every creamery in the United States. 

Mr. HARRIS. For the sake of uniformity. 

Mr. MONEY. For the sake of making it attractive and getting 
a sale, and that is a fact well known to the trade, as proven by the 
Senator from Iowa {jMr. DOLLIVER] yesterday in the case of the 
oleomargarine manufacturer who sent round a card with different 
colors, wanting to know what shade the customer wanted. That 
was simply appealing to the taste. 

Mr. HARRIS. I believe that card was sent around by an oleo- 
margarine manufacturer. 

Mr. MONEY. And the creameries consult the public taste 
just as the oleomargarine man does. He wants to produce some- 
thing to please the public. The people prefer to eat a yellow 
butter, because it is richer than white butter. It is richer in fat 
than white butter. My contention all the time about the color- 
ing business has been not that oleomargarine is colored simply 
to imitate butter, but that butter and oleomargarine are both 
colored for the purpose of pleasing the public who buy and con- 
sume it, and for no other reason. I do not believe that oleomar- 
garine is colored in order to deceive anybody, so as to make them 
take it for butter, but because the public want yellow butter. 

I made an allusion the other day to hotels trying to set the 
fashion of eating white butter, and the distinguished Senator 
from Wisconsin asked me whether I thought the oleomargarine 
men would not immediately leave out the coloring matter if that 
kind of butter camein vogue. I answered frankly that I thought 
they would, not because they wanted to imitate butter, but be- 
cause they would want to consult the taste of the people who pay 
for and eat the article. 

So I would prefer to have the amendment amended in that way, 
if the Senator will accept it. This is just as much a process as 
the other. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. Harris], with his 
usual candor and his usual fairness—because I believe the Senator 
from Kansas is as fair a man as there is anywhere—has admitted 
that oleomargarine is a good and wholesome product, and that he 
does not desire to circumscribe its sale, and all that sort of thing. 
I contend, and the experts bear me out, that process butter is not 
healthful. Yet it is permitted to be colored and to be sold as but- 
ter with all of its injurious ingredients—renovated or resurrected, 
as some of the witnesses called it before the committee. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Asthe Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. QuARLEs] 
yielded to me for a moment, if there is any doubt about this amend- 
ment being accepted, and about its being satisfactory to every- 
body, I think it had better go over. 

Mr. STEWART. Let it be printed. 

Mr. MONEY. Let it go over. 

Mr. PROCTOR. It has been printed. 

Mr. MONEY. It has been printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kean in the chair). 
Chair understands that the amendment has been printed. 

Mr. MONEY. I hope I may be allowed a moment to refer toa 
matter to which the Senator from Kansas alluded. It is not ma- 
terial. He spoke of the white butter made in Mississippi, and 
said we do not have grassthere. He is very much mistaken. We 
have the Bermuda grass, the finest grass ever grown out of soil, 
not even —— the blue grass of Kentucky. Then we have 
what is called the black or prairie belt—the finest grass and cereal 
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producing country I know of, There they have elegant cream- 
eries. I know of one there, because I have a petition from the 
neighborhood asking me to vote for this bill. I do not believe 
there is amy finer butter made in the world than there is there. 
The largest registered herd of Jersey cattle in the country is in 
Mississippi. 

Mr. HARRIS. I take great pleasure in withdrawing what I 
said as to the inferior agriculture of Mississippi, and I congratu- 
late the Senator that it is in so much better condition. 

Mr: MONEY. Ilmewthe Senator would when he had the facts. 

Mr. QUARLES. Mr. President, things have come to a strange 
pass when the steer competes with the cow as a butter maker. 
When the hog conspires with the steer to monopolize the dairy 
business, it is time for self-respecting men to take up the cudgels 
for the cow and defend her time-honored prerogatives. Asa mat- 
ter of poetic justice, if nothing else, we ought not to forget the 
bountiful favors of earlier years that were conferred by that 
faithful creature, and we ought not now to desert her or to permit 


her to be displaced, her sweet and wholesome product supplanted | 
by an artificial compound of grease which may be chemically pure | 


but has never known the fragrance of clover, the freshness of the 
dew, or the exquisite flavor which nature bestows exclusively on 
butter fat to adapt it to the taste of man. 

Mr. President, [ desire butter that comes from the dairy, not 
from the slaughterhouse. I want butter that has the natural 
aroma of life and health. I decline to aecept asasubstitute caul 
fat, matured under the chill of déath, blended with vegetable 
oils, and flavored by chemical tricks. The man who makes this 
compound may have clean hands; he may wear a clean, white 
apron, but he is no friend of mine. 

Mr. President, the State of Wisconsin has invested in dairies 
over a hundred and seventy-five million dollars. The annual 
product of that investment is over $40,000,000. The best part of 
our agricultural domain has been dedicated to this great lente. 
Ne man representing that State here would discharge his duty if 
he remained silent when the chief industry of his State was as- 


sailed, her greatest product imperiled by a cheap and spurious | 


substitute, and 175,000 of her best citizens disturbed in their regu- 
lar employment. 

In addition to these matters of State concern, Mr. President, I 
wish to remind you that there are 5,000,000 American dairymen 


now appealing as a matter of right for commercial honesty and | 


fair dealing in the American markets. They are men of high 


intelligence, who seldom ask for legislation. But, sir, when 110,- | 


000,000 pounds of counterfeit product has in a single year forced 
its way into the American market as butter—has been sold for 
butter and bought for butter; when State jurisdiction has been 
found utterly impotent to protect that great interest—what wonder 
is it that these men come here with a dignified appeal for Federal 
protection? 

Mr. President. this measure is what on its face it purports to 
be—a revenue bill. As such I defend it. It has been charged on 
the other side that while having the semblance of a revenue bill 
it is in truth and in fact an illicit exercise of the police power of 
the State; and the first suggestion which comes from the other 
side is that we are not in need of revenue. That is a proper ques- 
tion to raise and settle here. 

We must remember that at this session of Congress, by a bill 


recently passed by both Houses, we have taken away $78,000,000 | 


of the annual revenue of thisGovernment. If the great projects 
now contemplated are to be undertaken, we shall certainly need 
aiditional revenue. But it is said that this bill will not yield 
revenue. It is insisted that this bill is calculated to crush out 


the manufacture of oleomargarine and that the result of the en- | 


actment will be no revenue whatever. It is to this point that I 
wish to direct attention for a moment. 

It will be noticed that the manufacturers of oleomargarine 
have been all the time directing attention to the importance of 


the matter of color. They have been educating the people to be- | 


lieve that it is a vital matter in the sale and disposition of oleo- 
margarine; that without it they would be Pe mg dispose of 
their product. I infer from this that the policy of the manu- 
facturers can not be changed at once so as to produce a white 
oleomargarine. I infer, therefore, that at least one-half of the 
oleomargarine that shall be manufactured in the coming year will 
be colored, and if so this bill will yield at least $5,000,000 in the 
next year. 


Now, let me call your attention to another proposition. It has | 


been repeatedly asserted on this floor that a 10-cent tax is probib- 
itive: that no ocleomargarine can possibly be made to pay this 10- 
cent tax and still compete with butter. Nothing is further from 
the truth. The report of the Twelfth Census shows that the ay- 
erage price paid to the manufacturer during the last year for oleo- 
margarine is 11 cents and a fraction. it 11 cents, if you 


please. That 11 cents, as you will see, covers the 2-cent tax and 
the manufacturers’ profit. 
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I assert that when the tax is 10 cents and butter is 23 cents the 
margin is as great in favor of oleomargarine as it is when the tax 
is 2 cents a pound and the price of butter is 15 cents. The margin 

| is the same, as you will see by computing it. 

| Now, I direct your attention to the report of the hearings be- 
| fore the committee last year, on page 558. There you will find a 
| compilation of the monthly production and the monthly price of 
butter compared with the production of oleomargarine month 
| by month. This table discloses that in 1893, and, indeed, in sev- 
eral other years, when the price of butter was 15 cents and oleo- 
margarine was paying a 2-cent tax, its production went on and 
reached 3,000,000 pounds a month, even as early as 1893, when 
the production of this article was really in its infancy. 

I say that if oleomargarine with a 2-cent tax could compete 
with butter at 15 cents in 1893, then, with a 10-cent tax, when- 
ever butter is 23 cents, there isan equal margin and an equal 
| opportunity for the butterine manufacturer; and, of course. when 
butter advances above 23 cents, then there is that much larger 
profit to the oleomargarine manufacturer. 

If butter should remain at its present price and the retailer 
| could obtain oleomargarine at the present cost, there would, after 
| paying the 10-cent tax, remain a much larger profit for oleomar- 
| garine than butter has ever yielded. Here is the formula: 

Eleven cents, the manufacturers’ price, includes 2 cents of tax; 
| add 8 cents to cover balance of tax and 19 cents will stand as the 
' cost price of butterine. When butter commands 30 cents in the 

market, there will be a profit of 11 cents for every pound of col- 

ored butterine that can be soldas butter. Now, it is well known 
| that the retailer of butter is satisfied with a profit ranging from 
| 2to5cents. Will not the thrifty retailer still prefer to sell but- 
| terine under above conditions? at warrant has any man for 
| saying that this enactment will peeve prohibitory? 
| A perusal of this table will show that in all probability oleo- 
| margarine in the future will be colored notwithstanding this leg- 
| islation and will yield a considerable revenue. 

But it is said, sir, that this act is unconstitutional. Ihave been 
utterly unable to understand the ground upon which that con- 
tention rests. The Constitution confers upon Congress the tax- 
_ ing power absolutely, without any limitation whatever. Congress 

certainly has the right to select the articles upon which it will 

impose taxation, and that selection may properly be made—nay, 
it always has been made—largely with reference to the character 
of the article in question. 

I suppose that it does not cost over 12 cents to manufacture a 
gallon of whisky, and still we impose upon that article a tax of 
$1.20, which is ten times the cost of production. Why is that 
done? Why is that article singled out by Congress to bear such 

/an enormous burden? Of course I need not suggest to any Sena- 
| tor on this floor that it is because in the opinion of many, if not 
| most persons, it is a deleterious article, whose influence upon 
| society is harmful. So alcohol, which costs a little more to pro- 
| duce, bears a tax of $2.25, if I remember aright. 

Let me call your attention, Senators, to the bill which passed 
the Senate just the other day—the tax-reduction bill, as it is 

| called. Congress has seen fit to relieve every one of the industries 
which was bearing that unusual burden, except only bucket shops. 
Congress reserves the right to release all others and still let 
| bucket shops bear the burden known as the war tax. Why? Be- 
cause, in the opinion of Congress, the influence of a bucket shop 
is unwholesome. Does any man doubt the right of Congress to 
impose the tax upon that ground? There was not a voice raised 
| in either House of Congress in favor of repealing the tax on the 
bucket shops. 

In the same way Congress selects oleomargarine that has been 
| colored in semblance .of butter—that is, fraudulent oleomarga- 
_rine—and says here is a product which is the result of a con- 
spiracy; it is a continuing frand upon the public, and we will 
select that article to bear a tax of 10 cents a pound. 

I would call your attention to the fact that under the act of 18%, 
| which imposed only a 2-cent tax on oleomargarine, the revenues 
| were increased by from two to three million dollars annually. 
| Let me say in regard tothe Constitution, that ever since I have 

known anything about politics our friends in the Democratic 

party have been sitting up with the Constitution like a trained 

nurse. I am therefore not surprised that in this simple matter of 

the imposition of a tax upon an article because it is a fraud the 
_ Constitution should be resorted to again as animpediment. __ 

But, Mr. President, no lawyer on this floor will stand in his 
place and assert that this bill, if enacted by Congress and signed 
by the President, will ever be in any danger of being set aside on 
any constitutional ground. Of course it is familiar and ¢le- 
| mentary that no judicial tribunal will ever review the discretion 
| with which Congress is here vested by the Constitution over the 
| subject of taxation. Therefore no Senator,in my judgment, necd 
| have the slightest hesitation in voting for this measure upon any 
‘constitutional ground. The police power has failed signally in 
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terfeit, and I submit that it would be mockery to now turn these 
dairymen over to the jurisdiction which has been utterly im- 
potent to protect their rights. 

Mr. President, I am not to be deterred from supporting a reve- 
nue measure because it will accomplish an incidental benefit which 
may by some be thought more important than the major purpose 
of the bill. There is no occasion to apologize for this bill because, 
incidentally, it will protect the American ie from fraud. It 
is too late in the history of Federal legislation to challenge a reve- 
nue measure because it has an incidental purpose. That propo- 
sition has been discussed for so many years that it has been con- 
sidered settled, and the American people at the ballot box have 
recorded their verdict upon it. 

Now, Mr. President, I wish to state the basic proposition upon 
which the contention of the dairyman rests, upon which he 
predicates his demand for protection. Butter has a color, flavor, 
and grain that were known of all men everywhere, recognized in 
every market, many years before the siege of Paris, out of whose 
trials and privations came the first suggestion of oleo. In another 
place some one contemptuously asked, ‘‘ Has the dairyman, for- 
sooth, a patent upon this color, which is known as the butter 
color?”? Yes, Mr. President, nature has conferred her letters pat- 
ent. The color in dispute is imprinted by God’s sunshine, and 
you might as well deny to the modest buttercup of spring its yel- 
low tint or the right of the violet to its shade of blue. The great 
artist makes no mistake in the use of colors, and the American 
people will make no mistake if they demand butter that has been 
sanctified by the sunshine. In the sunny month of June, by its own 
weird processes, nature gives to milk and butter a peculiar shade 
that is recognized and known as exclusive and distinctive as the 
badge and attribute of butter. 

Mr, President, butter has another monopoly traced to the same 
great origin, and that is that wonderfully delicate and delicious 
flavor. It is distilled in the cruciblesof nature under the summer 
sky, in field and meadow, where the bobolink and the bee prac- 
tice their sweet incantations. It is conferred by the same great 
power that gives to the rose its distinctive fragrance; so delicate 
is it that no chemist can reproduce or even imitate it. 

These are the attributes, the trade attributes, if you please, the 
natural trade-marks, that butter has which were recognized as 
belonging to it by the consensus of mankind and had earned for it 
a universal demand. 

That good will, that trade-mark, became appurtenant to that 
business, and it follows that every butter maker who, by his skill 
and effort, had helped to build up the reputation of that product 
had a propesstany interest in that trade-mark and in that good 
will. They belonged to him. They were his to have and to hold, 
and were of incaleulable value. This proposition is so plain and 
so equitable that it will not be denied either here or elsewhere. 

_ Let me illustrate for a moment. A few days ago it transpired | 
in a committee hearing of this body that a counterfeit product 
was being produced to take the place of jellies and jams made 
from preserved fruit. What did the evidence show? It showed 
that the people who manufacture that miserable counterfeit took 
the parings and the cores of apples—the refuse gathered up at 
the hotels and restaurants—and by jockeying and doctoring with 
chemical colorings and flavorings they produced an article that 
could not be detected by the eye, the nose, or the taste from the 
original.” Still there was not a bit of fruit in it. 

_ This is the proposition I wish to enforce as a matter of natural 
Justice and commercial honesty. Should the man who for years, 
perhaps for a lifetime, has been building up a legitimate business 
in the preserving of fruits, gathering in the most ripe and deli- 
cious fruit that could be found in the market, preserving it with 
the best sirups he could obtain, having acquired a good will for 
his business, should that man, as a matter of natural justice and 
right, be compelled to submit to such a competition as that of 
which I have spoken? No fair-minded man would contend for 
such a proposition. All will agree that such a counterfeit should 
be driven out of the market and the honest industry protected. 
Common honesty should be enforced by common law. 

_ Mr. President, let us leave the proposition of natural right and 
Justice, conferring these property rights upon the honest butter 
maker, and trace the history of a conspiracy to despoil the butter | 
maker, to take suey bee profits, and inf his just claims. 

It was when the Germans had the Frenc shut up in Paris | 
at the end of the Franco-Prussian war that oleomargarine was 
first conceived. When famine was mena besieged and the 
necessaries of life were obtained with diffi , a French chemist 
used his skill and crucible to alleviate distress. His pur- 
pose was not to make a substitute for butter, but to utilize certain 
food products that otherwise would be unfit for food. He said, 
in describing his process, that he took the fat of all animals—he 
made no distinetion—and reduced it by novel methods. He put 
in bicarbonate of soda for an Bo olded aster. 
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ing matter, some pepsin from a cow’s udder, and churned it to- 
gether, and that product he called oleo. 

This was a merciful expedient to ameliorate famine, but as soon 
as its success was understood on this side of the ocean its com- 
mercial possibilities attracted the attention of shrewd and un- 
scrup S men, who saw an opportunity of making a cheap 
imitation of butter and reaping a rich reward by a species of com- 
mercial piracy. In time 84 patents were taken out in this country 
for the production of patent butter. These patents disclose on 
their face the motive and purpose of the promoters. They pro- 
vide for the use of the most powerful acids and deodorizing agents, 
throwing a ghastly light on the character of the material to be 
used in sak pe of patent butter. In Paris the expedient 

by necessity, which knows no law; it was promoted 
here by avarice, which respects no law. 

After the experimental stage in this country the production of 
oleomargarine attracted a large amount of capital, and it pro- 

marvelously until the dairymen began to cry out against 
it. State after State exhausted its jurisdiction and its police 
power to check the growth of this fraud. What was the result? 
The great manufacturers who then had millions of dollars in- 
vested came to the front and said to the retail dealers, ‘‘If you 
will persist and continue to violate these State laws and sell this 
product we will stand between you and the county jail; we will 
stand between you and all harm; we will furnish all lawyers; we 
will vide all bail bonds; we will pay all your fines; now go 
ahead with your business.”’ Thirty-two States denounced colored 
oleomargarine as a fraud and branded it as an outlaw, and still 
those manufacturers, by the means I have indicated, were able to 
defy this State authority and the legislation came to naught. 

What then happened? In 1886 Congress undertook to come to 
the help of the States, and you remember the original oleomar- 
garine act that was passed. It depended upon brands and mark- 
ing as well as inspection. But it soon fell out that the retailers 
were getting an enormous profit, 15 cents on every pound that 
they could sell for butter at 25 cents. That profit they divided 
with the manufacturer. When the tub was set up with the marks 
upon it, only a turn of the wrist was required to change all that 


| im the dark recesses of the ice chest, and oleomargarine was re- 


tailed for butter just the same. 

Now, let me say right here that from the beginning oleomarga- 
rine was a counterfeit. It never came into the market as a sub- 
stitute for butter or as an independent food product. It came in 
as a counterfeit with a mask upon it, saying, “‘I am butter.’’ 
What methods were adopted to facilitate this fraud? What were 
the representations that were made to the public? It was put up 
originally in exactly the same packages that the dairies had used, 
so that it might simulate a dairy product. It was branded on the 
outside with the names of favorite dairies—‘‘ Oakdale Dairy,’’ 
‘** Ferndale Dairy,’’ and many other dairies. Armour & Co. sen- 
tentiously testified: ‘‘ Why, we brand that to suit the customer; 
we give it to him just as he wants it.” 

Not only so, but the color that belonged to butter was repro- 
duced with great fidelity. The coarse compound of suet and 
tallow was blended with vegetable oil to secure the grain. The 
delicate flavor they could not counterfeit, so they stole it out- 
right and mixed in enough high-grade butter to sanctify the mass. 
Thus they produced an article at a cost of about 8 or 10 cents a 
pound which was sold for butter, bought for butter, and eaten 
for butter. I do not hesitate to pronounce this the greatest fraud 
of the century. The evidence clearly shows that, in defiance of 
State laws and the act of Congress, from 75 to 95 per cent of that 
product was retailed as butter. We are seeking simply to amend 
the act of 1886 to correct a structural defect in that law, so as to 
accomplish what Congress intended to accomplish by that enact- 
ment. 

Mr. President, will you have the patience to listen for a moment 
as to how this pending measure will harmonize with our system 
of legislation and jurisprudence? This nation has a conspicuous 
record for enforcing commercial honesty. In the first place, we 
have the trade-mark law, which is familiar to everyone. It is in- 
tended to prevent the counterfeiting or imitation of trade products. 
A counterfeit, in order to fall under the penalties of that law, 
need not be an exact imitation, it only needs to come so near the 
genuine article as to induce purchasers to buy it for the original. 
What the trade-mark law was intended to punish and discour- 
age is precisely what oleomargarine is doing in the market on a 
scale, although, for obvious reasons, the dairymen can have 
nefit or protection from the trade-mark law. 

As is well known, Congress has jurisdiction to punish fraud in 
its public service, but has no authority within one of the sovereign 
States, as an original matter of jurisdiction, to entertain a com- 
plaint of that kind. But what have we done? For the purpose 
of throwing the influence of this great Government against 
fraud, we have enacted yo for the use of our mails by 
fraudulent enterprises. rigid enforcement of that enactmert, 
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which has penalties adequate to punish the fraud, has rid many 
a State of fraudulent nuisances that might otherwise have escaped 
the State jurisdiction. So that it may almost be said that this 
Government has been ingenious in its efforts to acquire jurisdic- 
tion to rebuke fraudulent practices. 

Next came the filled-cheese legislation of 1896, which involves 
precisely this principle. A counterfeit article of cheese had been 
made, which was debauching the cheese market; Congress laid 
hold upon that fraud, and by the same means invoked in this bill 
it restored the genuine article to its market, and taxed the fraud- 
ulent article out of existence. 

Let me remind you, Mr. President, that when that bill was 
pending here every argument that is now raised on this bill was 
made. We are but rehearsing stale objections, and every ques- 
tion involved in this controversy is res adjudicata, in so far as the 


deliberate action of Congress can ever be final upon any question. | 


The Supreme Court has ee indorsed the principle of 
this bill, and has recognized t 
punish the invasion by a counterfeit product. 

In the case of Plumley v. Massachusetts (155 U. S., 461) Justice 
Harlan, in delivering the opinion of the court, said: 

The Constitution of the United States does not secure to any one the privi- 
lege of defrauding the public. The deception against which the statute of 
Massackusetts is aimed is an offense against society. The States are as com- 
petent to protect their people against such offenses or wrongs as they are to 
protect them against crimes or wrongs of more serious character. And this 
postentien may be given without violating any right secured by the National 

‘onstitution and withont infringing the authority of the General Govern- 
ment. A State enactment forbidding the sale of deceitful imitations of arti- 
cles of food in general use among the people does not abridge any privilege 
secured to citizens of the United States nor in any just sense interfere with 
the freedom of commerce among the several States. 

So that there remains no dowbt that this bill rests upon a just 
and equitable basis and is in accord with the spirit of our laws 
and jurisprudence. 

Mr. President, this frand is more universal and more inveterate 
than any other with which we have had occcsion to grapple. It 
goes to every home in this land—to the mansion and to the cottage. 
Isay ‘‘inveterate.’’ The bogus dollar circulates from hand to hand 
and every man who uses it gets good value for it except the man 
in whose hands it is finally detected; but every man who uses 


bogus butter, supposing it to be the genuine article, is injured and | 


defrauded. 

This bill is based upon a simple proposition, namely, that every 
man has a right to buy what he will and to get what he buys. If 
he wants butter he has a right to have butter; if he wants oleo- 
margarine he ought not to be compelled to pay a butter price in 
order to get it. That is the simple proposition upon which this 
legislation rests. 

There are two aspects of this fraud, so far as the consumer is 
concerned. An imitation product is foisted upon him which he 
does not want. This is an insult. He pays the price of butter— 


say 30 cents—but gets a product that ought not to cost him 15 | 


cents. That amounts toaninjury. Furthermore, the consumer 

is absolutely helpless to protect himself against this imposition. 

He calls for butter, pays the price of butter, but, by reason of the 

skillful imitation in color and grain, he cannot detect the im- 
ysture. 

* Mr. President, allow me for a few moments to speak of the de- 

fense that is made here for oleomargarine. Why, it is said, it is 


wholesome; it tastes just as well and is just as palatable as butter. | 


Is that any answer to this indictment? The gravamen of this 
charge is fraud; the germ of the complaint is imitation. There 
is no escape by showing that the imitation is successful, and that 
it is a good article. That only shows the strength of our case. 
It would not be dangerous if it were not good. But we stand 
upon the proposition, which I have before enunciated, that when 
we have built up a good will for a trade product no adventurer 
may come in and dispossess us of our trade, purloin our profits, 
an 
good as yoursand justaspalatable.’’ Thatis no answer under the 
trade-mark law; it isnoanswer in equity; it isno answer in justice. 
** Well,” it is said, *‘ it is chemically as pure as butter.’”’ Mr. 
President, what is it to be chemically pure? This all rests on the 
testimony of the chemist. The chemist is the Mephistopheles of 
modern society. He has headquarters in every distillery, and 
by his necromancy in an hour's time converts raw spirits into 
10-year-old whisky. 
the wrist high wine directly from the still is converted into old 
Holland gin. The r fool, whose vitals are being eaten out by 
the decoction, smacks his lips when he drinks it and fancies he 
detects the mellifluous flavor of age. es The chemist 
is particeps criminis in every one of our food adulterations. He 
is a very jolly man; he stands back at a safe distance and sees the 
public fleeced according to his own machinations; he has an 
oleaginous face and wears a smile that would grease a wagon. 
Langhter.| As has been suggested here, it would be cold com- 
ort for the individual whose vitals had been eaten out by this 


e right of the State to prohibit and | 


then justify himself by saying, ‘‘Oh, my product is just as | 


By a change of ingredients and a turn of | 


| chemical dose to receive the assurance of the chemist that the 


stuff was chemically pure. 

Mr. President, with the art which the chemist commands he 
| can take oil that is rendered from the disease-infected carcass of 
| a horse and in a few minutes he will present it to you in the test 
| tube chemically pure. There is none of the sediment of decay in 
it, because it has been deodorized by chemicals. There is no 
| taste that indicates decomposition, because powerful agents have 
| been applied; it has just been divorced from death and disease, 
| but there is no human sense that can detect its revolting history, 
| Do you yearn for that as an appetizing morsel upon the assurance 

of the chemist that it is chemically pure? Probably there has 
| been no field open to the chemist which has been more remunera- 
— or successful than in giving oleomargarine the semblance of 

yutter. 

I do not doubt that there are butterine factories that are cleanly, 
| but we all understand that oleo oil is a separate trade product, 

sold ready-made in the market. Who made that oleo oil or from 
| what substance it was extracted no man can tell, but the imagi- 
| nation can easily suggest. 

It is said that butter is guilty of the same deception of which 

it complains, and my friend from Nevada [Mr. Stewart]—and 
|I am sorry he is not here—is inclined to think that the color- 
_ing of butter is as much a transgression as the coloring of oleo- 
margarine. That is really the old, old trick of the criminal 
lawyer to put the prosecution on trial and create a diversion for 
the time being. But let us see whether butter is equally guilty. 

We have spoken earlier of the title the dairyman has in equit 
and justice to the color, to the grain, and tothe flavor. It is well 
known that every manufacturer, no matter in what line, is anx- 
| ious to present to the market a uniform product, and for that pur- 
_ pose, and not for the purpose of deception, it has been customary 
for very many years for the butter makers to resort to various 
| expedients in feeding stock and in the use of color to bring the 
| winter butter nearer to the standard of the color of the butter of 

June. Is there a human being who has ever been deceived by 

that? Has butter ever iapesell upon anyone by virtue of its 

color? Has it ever been sold for anything but butter or assumed 
| to be anything else than butter? 
The distinction is this, that the coloring that is put in butter in 
January is reaching back to June and trying to ——- a 
color that belongs to butter, that distinctively and exclusively 
belongs to it. It is not a scheme to counterfeit something else or 
to mislead the trade. Iam reminded, sir, that the woman of fash- 
ion sometimes employs cosmetics. She is seeking to perpetuate 
in her cheeks the roses that used to bloom there; she is ae 
gling to reproduce charms that were hers in the earlier years. It 
is another case of January reaching back to June. It is true that 
in her case she probably fools nobody but herself. [Laughter.]} 
The distinction is that while butter is trying to preserve and per- 
petuate its own color throughout the twelve months of the year 
| and make it uniform, a color that is recognized as belonging to it 
| and to no other —. oleomargarine, on the other hand, is us- 
|ing the color of butter as a mask to enable it to sneak into the 
_market and deprive this genuine article of its trade and profit. 
_ The distinction is apparent and elementary. Before the great in- 
| quest of public opinion the indictment of the genuine article can 
| not be found *‘a true bill.”’ 

So stealthy has been the advance of this counterfeit that never 
yet in any trade circular or newspaper has there been 4 market 
| quotation of either butterine or oleomargarine. For twenty years 
_ it has been insidiously taking possession of the market of butter; 
| but so far as the great trade are concerned, and the 
| market quotations, where every article of merchandise is sched- 
_uled, there has not been to this day a suggestion that there was 
/such an article of merchandise as butterine or oleomargarine. 
| Stealthily, like a serpent, it has crept into this market; it has 
thrown its coils around a t, honest industry, and when the 
dairymen cried out from sheer distress it raised its scaly head 
| and darted out its dark tongue, and said: “‘Don’t step on me; I 
| am an honest industry.” 

For a moment, Mr. President, I want to speak of another very 
persuasive argument which has been made by the opponents of 
this bill. It is asserted that this bill is intended to crush one in- 
dustry for the benefit of another. A most pathetic chorus has 
been chanted upon that key. The cattlemen and the cotton-seed 
men have all joined in, and I fancy that the chemist has been 
moved to tears by the doleful strains. This tale of woe need de- 
ceive noone. In the first place, this bill does not attack oleo- 
margarine except when it is fraudulent. In the next place, sir, 
if I have shown that originally this conspiracy against this mar- 
ket amounted to commercial rascality, by what necromancy 











has it been converted into a righteous enterprise? The propo 
sition involves moral obliquity that does no credit to its advo- 
cates. The assumption of the argument is that colored oleo- 
margarine is entitled to the same consideration and the same 
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treatment as colored butter. 
gument falls to the ground. Wealth can not make fraud decent. 
By its enormous profits oleomargarine has become great, and it 
impudently assumes to have become good. Age will not lend 


I say, Mr. President, that that ar- 


fraud respectability. Its great success is simply evidence of its 
slippery skill and nothing more. ; » iat’ 

What is called here ‘‘an honest industry that is liable to be 
crushed out’’ has been denounced by the legislatures of 32 States 
as an outlaw and a base fraud. Any argument that is built up 
upon the proposition that that fraud is entitled to the same con- 
sideration as the genuine article and the honest trade is not en- 
titled to be considered in this place. 

We do not assail cheap butter or patent butter or oleomarga- 
rine. Wedemand that it shall be honest with the trade. This 
bill denies to oleomargarine nothing that oleomargarine has a 
right to demand. Instead of taxing it out of existence, we insist 
that it shall have an existence—an independent existence of its 
own. All we ask is to tax the fraud out of it so that it shall no 
longer thrive as a parasite. If it still persist in counterfeiting 
butter, we propose to reduce the commercial incentive and com- 
pel it to pay a tax of 10 cents a pound, and thus equalize the cost 
of production. 

I should ill represent the breadth of mind and the fairness of 
my constituents if I stood here o — a wholesome substitute 
for butter. I will not do that. ere is room for both products 
in the market if they can be honestly manufactured and honestly 
sold. If the lumbermen think, as many of them do, that oleo- 
margarine is better for the purposes of the camp, that it lasts 
longer, and is more easily transported, let them have it by all 
means; but let us have the market honestly conducted; what is 
sold for butter, let it be butter, and what is sold for oleomarga- 
rine, let it be understood as such. Then the poor man will need 
no protection such as our friends on the other side of this Cham- 
ber have assumed to throw around him. Destroy the fraud in 
the market and the poor man will take care of himself. He 
knows what he wants; he knows whether he wants butter or 
oleomargarine, and if the market can be honestly administered 
he will need no protection at our hands. 

The most prominent, if not the most persuasive, feature of the 
testimony offered by the opponents of this bill before the commit- 
tee is that sales of oleomargarine must be abandoned unless it is 
permitted to simulate butter. This is an appeal for letters of 
marque and reprisal ans a legitimate market—a sinister argu- 
ment in favor of fraud. Such an appeal is not fit to be consid- 
ered, much less countenanced, here. The insincerity of the op- 
position becomes apparent in view of the fact that no honest 
effort has been made to sell oleomargarine as oleomargarine. 
They have not tried the experiment of honesty. This appears 
from the literature of the trade on the subject. 

The Senator from Iowa [Mr. DoLLIVER] yesterday called atten- 
tion to the card of William J. Moxley, which I have here, calli 
attention to the differences in color in winter, in summer, in dif- 
ferent localities. I also have a little card that is sent out in con- 
nection with that publication which I wish to call to the attention 
of the Senate. You will notice that on the outside the Stars and 
Stripes are printed, as though that fraud might nestle under its 
graceful folds, and it says ‘‘ Stand by your colors.”’ 

Here [exhibiting] are the colors that are the badge of this fraud. 
There is the Wisconsin color [indicating]; the Denver color [in- 
dicating]. No. 6 is a straw color; No. 5 is the Cincinnati color; 
and now notice: ‘ No. 4 is for country roll,” suggesting the des- 
picable fraud that was so justly characterized by the distinguished 
Senator from Iowa in his eloquent address on yesterday. There 
18 a separate color for the man who can cherish in his heart so 
mean a fraud as that, ing this counterfeit butter up into those 
little unequal rolls, just as the poor old country woman was in the 
habit of doing, and putting the basket in the hands of a man dis- 
guised as a farmer to go about and impose upon poor people. In 
order that such a fraud may be successfully perpetrated, here is 
the color of your “ a roll.”’ 

By these notices the eis informed that the varying shade of 
butter from month to month has been carefully imitated, and 


a 


that the manufacturer is prepared to produce just what is wanted | 


at all seasons to make the counterfeit complete. In another cir- 
cular this same man Moxley advises the trade— 
Your profit will be double the amount made from the butter you are now 


handling, and your butter trade will be more satisfied if you will send them | 


such butterine as you can buy from me. 


Then I have here a card from Braun & Fitts, who are among 
the leading producers of this bogus article: 

Now is your chance to build up a first-class trade by handlin 
class buttertne. Eggs are selling at cost, but The only High a 
That is the brand— 


will give you profit; 
good butter, profit; so keep pushing its sale and build up a reputation for 


That is the gospel of this trade—push butterine, and so build 
up a reputation for good butter. 


only first- 
— 


| these men kill a calf or a sheep for his own market. 





Here I see on the next page the card of one of the manufac- 
turers of patent butter—the Capital City Dairy Company. Why 
** dairy,” Mr. President? Their product has never seen a dairy. 
They draw on the shambles for their material. This only indi- 
cates that the trail of the serpent is over it all. Oleomargarine 
seems to be a diaphanous compound. It seems to induce a fraud 
as naturally as snuff induces a sneeze. As an old judge in the 
early days of our State once said while charging a jury in a fraud 
case, ‘‘ Gentlemen, ‘ f-r-o-a-d’ [fraud] is wrote all over it from 
one end to the other.” 

Everybody who deals in the slippery stuff is involved ina strong 
temptation to deceive, but by one of the clauses of this bill it 
would appear that the oleo eater has reserved the right to fool 
himself. He will tell you that oleo is cleaner and more whole- 
some and quite as palatable; that butter is much of it vile stuff, 
and still he wants his oleo colored to resemble butter. He knows 
it is oleo, but it stimulates his pride to say, ‘‘ Mary, pass the but- 
ter.’’ Therefore, in recognition of this inevitable crooked tend- 
ency, this bill recognizes the right of the consumer to color his own 
oleomargarine for family use and to indulge a harmless delusion. 

I wish to call attention to another card which is issued by one 
of the strongest combines engaged in this business—that is Swiit 
& Co.; Swift & Co., a firm known all over the world. What do 
they say? And, by the way, this card was sent to every member of 
Congress and every Senator, and see what an audacious thing itis: 


‘The question of color is urged against the use of oleomargarine. 
without saying— 


Note the language— 
It goes without saying— 

That is, it is too plain to require explanation— 

It goes without saying that we have the right to make our goods as at- 
tractive and as pleasing to the eye and as desirable to the purchaser as we can. 

That is almost the exact language of my distinguished friend, 
the Senator from Mississippi, and whether Swift & Co. got the 
language from him or wheter he borrowed it from them Ido 
not know. They discuss this coloring matter, but I will not 
weary the Senate by reading it. The gist of it is that it goes 
without saying that they have the right to employ the butter 
color in their oleomargarine. 

Now, who is Swift& Co.? It is an Illinois concern, presumably 
a corporation, created by the laws of Illinois and protected by the 
police power of that State. What was the law of. Illinois at that 
time? 

Imitation butter is defined as any article not produced from pure milk or 
cream—salt, rennet, and coloring matter excepted—in semblance of butter 
Gad Sectgaes to be used as a substitute for it. Shall not be colored to resemble 

The creature has become greater than the creator, State laws 
are trampled under foot, and this corporation says that it goes 
without saying that it may defy ne oe of Illinois. Not only 
so, but 31 other States of this Union. have passed substan- 
tially the same law, and therefore this great combine have the 
audacity to say to you and to me by their card that it goes with- 
out saying that they have the right to do what? To violate the 
laws of 32 sovereign States of this Union. 

Whence comes that power and what is the source of that un- 
doubted prerogative? I can only think that it rests upon the bru- 
tal power of money or the dark sorcery of the trust. Swift & 
Co. Who are they? One of the Big 4,as we know them out 
West—trade despots, great enough to havethrown a shadow over 
every farm in the Northwest. Thousands of men trained as 
butchers have been obliged to abandon their calling because, for- 
sooth, ‘‘it goes without saying”’ that this combine would have 
ground them to powder. In no State of the West = one of 

Thy? Be- 
cause ‘* it goes without saying ’’ that the combine would destroy 
him if he dared to do it. 

Yet, Mr. President, the arrogance of that pretension is defended 
on the other side of this Chamber. There used to be an idea 


It goes 


| among the masses of the Democratic party throughout the coun- 
| try that the champions of the 


— men, ‘‘ the plain men,”’ if you 
please, sat on the other side of this Chamber, but the debate on 
the oleomargarine bill will go a great ways to dispel that ancient 
superstition. 

r. President, what have these men done? They have not only 
induced every retail dealer in oleomargarine to trample the law 
under his feet, but they have been powerful enough, as it now 
develops from the testimony taken by the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, to constrain the railroads of this country to violate 
the law in order that their own illicit profits might be increased. 
Still our friends on the other side, when we attack this frand, 
bring in the Constitution of the United States and say, ‘‘ Oh, give 
it a chance; give it a chance.’’ They are practically holding the 
poor men of this country where they may be fleeced by these 
combinations, while at the same time they are uttering unctuous 
prayers for the welfare of the laboring men. 
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But, Mr. President, there is one thing that does ‘“‘ go without 
saying,’ and that is that these great combines are not willing to 
try conclusions with the Federal power, and therefore they 
the passage of this bill. For that very reason, sir, we ought to 
pass the bill. I believe that UncleSam, with his own strong arm, 
ought to push these trade giants over on to their own ground and 
give the American dairymanachance. Let us declare that hence- 

orth the markets shall be honestly conducted; that what is sold 
for butter shall be butter, and that if oleomargarine shall sneak 
into the market under the disguise of butter it shall hereafter 
pay a tribute of 10 cents a pound. Otherwise, it shall stand on 
its own merits content with its own profits. If this measure 
shall accomplish these rerults, no Senator on this floor will have 
occasion to regret his vote in favor of this bill. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message ftom the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on this day approved and signed the act (S. 1256) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Stephen A. Toops. 


RELATIONS WITH CUBA. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Piatt of Connecticut in the 
chair) laid before the Senate the following m from the 
President of the United States; which was read, referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 
To the Congress of the United States: 

I commend to the Con: timely consideration of measures formaintain- 
ing diplomatic and consular representatives i in Cuba and for carrying out the 
provisions of the act makin [ae , A » 8 2 Whe wooden of the Army for | 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1902, eae reading as follows: 

Wee IS ing 20. 1606, entitled “For the roseenition of the 

one ae rovi ‘For the m of the 
; of tae poaut people of Cuba, demanding th that the Government 
Sade ling weiss the aneharity ama the island of Cu 
withdraw its land and naval forces from Cuba poe Cuban waters, 
ing the President of the United States to use the land and naval forces of the 
United States to these resolutions into effect,’ the President is hereby 
authorized to ‘leave the government and control of the island of Cuba to 
ee. So soon as a government shall have been established in said island 

era constitution w , either as a part thereof or in_an ordinance a 
ded thereto, shall define the future relations of the United States wit 
Baba ba substantially as follows: “y 


‘That the government of Cuba shall never enter into any treaty or other 
mae: with any foreign se or powers which will impair or tend to im- 


— t any manner authorize or permit any 
oreign power or powers to obtain, by nization or for military or naval 


purposes or otherwise, lodgment in or Leatvel over any portion of said island. 

w I. 

“That said government shall not assume or omenet any saking Rautic debt to 

y the interest which, and to make reasonab! d provision 

oat the ultimate discharge of which, the =, es of the island, 

after defraying the current expenses of government, shall be inadequate. 
“7. 

“That the government of Cuba consents that the United States may exer- 

, the 


and to 
direet- 


‘ore recommend that provision ho Sustiewtth sande, and the salaries 
oa to be immediately available, for— 


a. Envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary to the Republic 


. of Gaba... iti thik aitias hn miand oep--= 9 can aocngnpiniamnondiiath $19,000 
c. secant commatens 3 eeetion .. pitsktnhlinnsichinwitinnees © ouinbeielae 1,500 
d. Consul-general at Habana . - co cnaoticpeniewemnns diame pumbonabetiii®: MeO 
e. Consuls at— ‘ 
Ee Sco, oasis canes hohpee cadpsonepiabenaaan , 000 
Is cite astiantins oo wviidibauinendidinnyd sbbuliadanneiaahni 8,000 
I de not recommend the os | een: of the consulates formerly 
maintained at Baracoa. Cardenas, Matanzas, N ween, Raene ip Greate, ane 
San Juan de los +) ene commercial inte hereto 
fore have not been la te consular fees collected there d the fiscal 
year 1896-97 aggregated $752. 10. It is believed that the actual of the a 
offices named efficiently subserved by agents under the three prin 
pal consular offices until events may show the necessity of erecting f a full 
consulate at any point. 

The commercial and political conditions in the island of Cuba while under 
the be Crown afford little io oo estimating the local development of 
intercourse with this coun the influence of the new relations which 
have et a oe by the iSrensums of Cuban independence, and which 
are to 


in every proper way by conventional 
eh ae dneetentin tiasand bees tion ai to stim- 
ulate the commerce between the twocountries, if the great task we accepted 


1898 is to be fittingly accomplished. 
- , . THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 


Wuite Hovse, 
Washington, March 27, 1902. 


CAPTURE OF AGUINALDO, 


Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, on opening the — this 
morning we were confronted with an ted Press dispatch 
from Topeka, Kans., which I desire to read. The headlines are 
as follows: 

FUNSTON DENOUNCES PRESS—EASTERN CRITICISM OF LOTUS CLUB SPEECH 
MAKES THE GENERAL TIRED. 

The following is the dispatch: 

Topeka, Kans., March 26, 1902. 


Gen. Frederick Fianston was in this cit oo-day. on pang 30 Qaiitorzin. 
General Funston delivered himself of a denunc the Eastern news- 
ae which criticised his speech before the Lotus Club in New York. He 


“T have been nagged by that class of papers until I — A Editorially 


they misinterpret my remarks, and I am g my inde- 
pendence of their opinions and their talk and that ert their h nd about my 
unfair means in the capture of also that 


dishonorable and 
lvictated the Articles t deal more about — 
War. Everything is pe 
missible in a campaign except the use of poison or the violation of a oe of 
truce 


“Asa matter of fact, only ition were dressed 
in the i uniform. The others were dressed as Filipino peasants 
“President Roosevelt approved heartily of my tet before the Lotus 


of War. They know a 
bee eit than they do about the Articles 


four of my men on the 


oC banquet and was very anxious to have me goto Boston on the invitation 
of Senator Eand make the same speech there, but my orders were such 
that it was impossible for me to go.” 
Mr. President, I paid no attention to the h of General Fun- 
ston before the Lotos Club, although it i in pretty broad 


suggestions that those in the United States who were engaged in 


cise the right to intervene for the preservation of Cu seeking to have justice done to the Filipinos and to satisfy the 
" saagngemnnce + 2 govemmens ote oaeee for eae ee — property, that the Archipelago was re property 
Cube tupenedl gee ee en ban ons with respect to | for the United States deserved hanging more than those actually 
ben phe ae hy bee s anty of Pars ore Cuba. ee aeumed engaged in the insurrection. Ido not intend to criticise General 
“Tv. Funston nor to denounce him in any way, and I would not notice 
“That all acts of the United States in Cuba 4 poeta one the matter now were it not for the fact that he seeks to buttress 
thereof are ratified and validated, and all lawful rights thereunder himself behind President Roosevelt and the chairman of the Sen- 
shall be maintained and protected. 4 ate Committee oy pines. i 
, necessary ex. | 48 it is quite evident is correctly e is 
quit teak age om my * ies anor oS Thutually —, likely to be used in the ‘future for campaign purposes, making 
for the sanitation of the cities of the island, to the end that cally the same speech, with the a of distinguished 


epidemic and infectious diseases may be prevented, thereby ensuring tec- 
tron to the people and commerce of Cuba, as well as to the commmnenen of the 
southern ports of the United States and the people residing therein. 


“Vx 

“That the Isle of Pines shall be omitted from the proposed constitutional 

boundaries of Cuba, the title thereto being left to future adjustment by 
treaty. 

"Vil. 


“That to enable the United States to maintain the independence of Cuba, 
and to ~~ the people thereof, as well as for its own defense, the 
ment of Cuba will sell or lease to the United States lands necessary for coal- 
ing or naval stations at certain specified points, to be agreed upon with the 
President of the United States. ‘ 


“That by way of further assurance the government of Cuba will embody 
the foregoing provisions in a permanent treaty with the United States.” 

The people Mf Cuba having framed a constitution embracing the foregoing 
requirements, and having elected a president who is soon to take office, the 
time is near for the oe of the pledge of the United States to leave the 
government and control of the island of Cuba to its people. I am advised by 
the Secretary of War that it is now expected that the installation of the 
ernment of Cuba and the termination of the vupation of 
island by the United States will ees 

It is necessary and appropriate that the esta 
relations with the government of Cuba tout coincide with its inauguration, 
as well to provide a channel for the conduct of diplomatic relations with the 
new State as to open - for the immediate ae of conventional 

3 of the act above q 


agreements to 
It is also advisable ntation be Seabiened without de- 


Tn- 


that consular 


lay at the principal Cuban ports in order that commerce with the island may 
be cond ched d with due regard to the formalities prescribed by the revenue 
and navigation statutes of the United States, and that American citizens in 


Cuba may have the customary local to them = their business 


resorts open 
needs and, the case arising, for the protection of their 


. 
= 


officials of the nation, that he made before the Lotus Club, I 
think it but just and proper that two things should be put be- 
fore the country in a calm and ionate manner. First, the 
statement of General Funston. himself, over’ his own signature 
only last September, about the capture of Aguinaldo; and, sec- 
ond, the rules of civilized warfare as promul, , with the ap- 
proval of President Lincoln, and as declared by all writers upon 
international law, and as ratified by the late peace conference 
at The 

Without indulging i in a I will first call attention to the 
rules of war applica the conduct of General Funston = 
dealing with Aguinaldo. _ read from page 222 of George B. 
Davis’s International Law. The author was an instructor at 
West Point, and he gives the rules which should govern warfare 
—_ the part of a civilized — as he derives oo, — 

he great authorities upon very important subject 

page 222, section 21, under the subhead ‘Use of the enemy ‘s 
uniform and flag,”’ he makes the following statement: 


It is forbidden in war on land to make use of the enemy's flag for purposes 
of deceit. It is also forbidden to use the enemy's uniform th some 
dy ay Em Famer 
a distance. the sea the na a v m ve 
layed wane an engagement eens ora cnbiare ie mage. “These —, = 
Based on the fact that flags and uniforms are used for e@ 
minin in the field, A violation of theso 


the asthenal character of troops 
rules Indicates a want of good faith, a quality equally obligatory in pote 
and war. 


Turning to the late work of Mr. Frederick W. Holls, who was 
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a member of The Hague conference, representing the United 
States, I read as follows from pages 150 and 151: 


The idea of codifying the laws of war in their entirety originated with the 
late Francis Lieber, professor of political science and international law at 
Columbia Vaiversty: New York. He was also the author of the code a 
proved by President incoln and formulated in 1863 as General Orders, No. 100, 
for the government of the United States armies in the field by General Hal- 
leck. is order, as was said by M. de Martens at The Hague, has remained 
the basis of all subsequent efforts in the direction of humanization of war. 

I turn to that general order, which received the approval of 
President Lincoln, and was issued for the government of the 
American armies in the field, and has remained the guide for 
American armies—both of privates and officers—and call atten- 
tion to the following sections on page 411: 


63. Troops who fight in the uniform of their enemies, without any plain, 

striking, and uniform mark of distinction of their own, can expect no 
ter. 
quar = pe y iM a a * 

65. The use of the enemy’s national standard, flag, or other emblem of 
nationality for the purpose of deceiving the enemy in battle is an act of 
perfidy by which they lose all claim to the protection of the laws of war. 

Then I tura to section 101 of this order, which reads as fol- 
lows: 

10]. While deception in war is admitted as a jen and necessary means of 
hostility, and is consistent with honorable warfare, the common law of war 
allows even capital punishment for clandestine or treacherous attempts to 
injure an enemy, because they are so dangerous and it is so difficult to guard 
against them. 

Recurring again to the work of Mr. Holls, page 151, in which, 
as I have already read, he says the order approved by President 
Lincoln has remained the basis of all su uent efforts in the di- 
rection of the humanization of war, I read from it the following 
in The Hague treaty, which treaty was ratified by the Senate only 
the other day: 

ART. 22. The right of belligerents to adopt means of injuring the enemy 
is not unlimited. 

It then recites things which are prohibited, and says: 

ArT. 23. Besides the prohibitions provided by special conventions, it is 
especially prohibited— 

(a) To employ poison or poisoned arms. 

(b) To treacherously kill or wound individuals belonging to the hostile 
nation or army. 

Then following down to ‘“‘ f.”’ 

(f) To make improper use of a flag of truce, the national 
ensigns, and the enemy's uniform, as well as the distinctive 
Geneva convention, 

So we discover that following the precedents which were estab- 
lished by the United States forty years ago and approved by 
President Lincoln, The Hague conference classes with the em- 
ployment of poison or poisoned arms and to treacherously kill or 
wound individuals, the following: 

_ To make improper use of a flag of truce, the national flag, or military en- 
signs, and the enemy’s uniform, as well as the distinctive badges of the 
Geneva convention. 

I now read from Halleck on International Law, pages 400 and 
401, a part of section 20 and a part of section 21: 

Src. 20. The same may be said of assassination, or treacherously taking 
the life ofanenemy. Not unfrequently the success of a campuign, or even 
the termination of the war, depends upon the life of the sovereign or of the 
commanding general. Hence, in former times it sometimes happened that 
a resolute person was induced to steal into the enemy’s camp, under the 
cover of a disguise, and, having penetrated to the general’s quarters, to sur- 
prise and kill him. Such an act is now deemed infamous and execrable, both 
in him who executes and in him who commands, encourages, or rewards it. 

Quoting from section 21: 

But we must distinguish between a treacherous murder and a surprise, 
which is always allowable in war. A small force, under cover of the night, 
may pass the enemy’s lines, penetrate to his headquarters, surprise the gen- 
eral, and take him prisoner or attack and kill him. It was his duty to guard 
against such attacks, and to prevent a res Such acts are, therefore, 
not only justifiable, but commendable; it is the disguise and treachery which 
gives to the deed the character of murder or assassination. 

So that, beyond any doubt, if persons in the Federal uniform 
by any sort of subterfuge had gained access to the quarters of 
Aguinaldo and carried him off or killed him, if it were necessary, 
they would not act in violation of the articles of war, but where 
they succeed in doing this by disguise, by the assumption of the 
enemy’s flag, or of his uniform, it is denounced, and if the result 
is the killing of ‘an enemy under such circumstances it is declared 
to be assassination or murder. 

Now, Mr. President, having in view those statements, I desire 
to call the attention of the Senate to General Funston’s own re- 
hearsal of this transaction. I call nobody else as a witness. I 
shall not attempt to give color to his statements, but will content 
myself with reading to the Senate his own plain, simple, almost 
naive and childish statement of that affair. 

Turning to a *s Magazine, which I understand is 
owned and published by John Wanamaker, we find two articles, 
one in the September and the other in the October number, 1901, 
which is the story continued from one into the other, by General 
Funston, over his own signature, of his capture of Aguinaldo. 

if the Senate will bear with me, I will, in as succinct a manner 
a Ican, give General Funston’s statement about that transaction. 


, or military 
ges of the 








| their minds against the Americans by all sorts of ridiculous stories. 


Commencing at the beginning, it seems that about February, 
1901, Company C of the Twenty-fourth United States Infantry 
was located at Panta , upon the northeast part of the island 
of Luzon. Its commander, Lieutenant Taylor, was informed by 
the mayor of Pantabangan that a small number of insurrectos 
were in the neighborhood, and that they could probably be in- 
duced to come in and be of service to the American side. The re- 
sult was that they were induced tocome in. The body was found 
to consist of Cecilio Segismundo, a confidential agent of Emilio 
Aguinaldo, and was the bearer of important dispatches to the in- 
surgent generals in southern and central Luzon. The others were 
merely insurgent soldiers who acted as an escort for the messenger. 

Lieutenant Taylor communicated with General Funston, the 
result being that he was directed to have Segismundo and the 
5 ae in his possession sent as rapidly as possible to headquarters. 

pon an examination of the correspondence that Segismundo car- 
ried, it was found to consist of ators from Aguinaldo to his 
cousin, Baldomero Aguinaldo, and to Lacuna Sandico, Pablo and 
Simon Tecson, and to several subordinate chiefs. It directed that 
Baldomero Aguinaldo should be given an advanced command, 
and further asked that 400 of the best insurrectionary soldiers be 
sent to him at his then headquarters. General Funston states: 

We kept Cecilio Segismundo at the headquarters, and I had several long 
talks with him, in which I finally got all the necessary information regardin 
the town of Palanan and the number of people with Aguinaldo. After much 
persuasion he agreed to assist in the capture of his former chief. 

In other words, after much persuasion Cecilio Segismundo, the 
confidential agent of Emilio Aguinaldo, was induced to betray 
his superior and enter into an agreement to capture the chief he 
was professing to serve. 

General Funston then describes the manner in which they 
reached the plan by which Aguinaldo was to be captured, and I 
read it. It isnot very long. The latter part of it is the impor- 
tant feature. 


The plan which I first suggested was a secret landing from a ship at night 
in the vicinity of the town and a quick march to effect a surprise. This, he 
said, was impossible, as the savage Balugas, who are very numerous through- 
out that region, would without doubt discover the landing and give the 
alarm, as they were well disposed toward the insurgents, who had ae i 
A march 
from the valley of the Cagayan to the westward of Palanan would be wasted 
effort, as there was but one trail over the mountains, a distance of 50 miles, 
and that was very ee by outposts. Aguinaldo would receive 
ample warning of any expedition from that direction to enable him to get 
out of the way. When I proposed the plan that finally succeeded, the man 
cla his hands together, jum from his chair in great glee, and said it 
would probably succeed. The plan— 


Now, mark the plan, and bear in mind the rules that govern 


| civilized warfare while the plan that Funston himself unfolds is 
| being considered. 


He says: 


The plan was to disguise a body of native troops in our service as insurgent 
soldiers representing the reenforcements asked for by Aguinaldo, and thus 
gain access to his presence. The necessary American officers were to be car- 
ried along as supposed — who had been captured en route. Any sus- 

icions Aguinaldo might have were to be lulled by decoy letters over the 

orged signature of some insurgentchief. The whole plan will be best under- 

— by a perusal of the following letter to my immediate superior, General 
ton— 


Then follows the letter in which the plan is substantially stated 
as I have read it. I do not desire to consume the time of the 
Senate in reading it, and I ask that it may be published with my 
remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection, 
and leave is granted. 

The letter referred to is as follows: 


SAN IstpRo, PROVINCE OF NUEVA Ecisa, 
February 12, 1901. 
The ADJUTANT-GENERAL, 
Department of Northern Luzon, Manila, P. I. 


Sir: I have the honor to suggest the following plan for the capture of 
Aguinaldo, who, from recent developments, is known to certainly be at Pal- 
anan, province of Isabela. : ; 

Before stating the plan I wish to call attention to the following facts, 

leaned partly from the captured letters and partly from the native Cecilio 
Regismundo, who brought through the correspondence. Aguinaldo has in 
these letters ordered Simon Tecson, Sandico, and Baldomero Aguinaldo to 
send him troops as soon as possible, this man to act as guide for one of the 
detachments. The man himself corroborates this by stating that Aguinaldo 
gave him verbal instructions to guide back to Palanan the first one of the 
columns to come through. naldo will consequently be expecting the 
column guided by this man. f 

My plan is to take acompany of Macabebes to Manila, arm them with 
Mausers and Remingtons, dress them partly in insurgent uniforms and 
Ss in the clothing of the country, take one of the Navy light-draft gun- 

ts, and be landed at night on the east coast of Luzon, south of Casiguran. 
Four or five officers would be with them, carried along as eanposed prison- 
ers, until the time came for action. I would take Natividad and several 
other ex-insurgent officers, who would act as officers of the column until the 
time came to throw off the di . Upon arrival at Casiguran, which we 
would do by marching along the beach, we would call on the presidente, an 
i to supply us with necessaries (this man facilitated Segismundo), 
and would send Yerverd a letter signe = Natividad that we were reenforce- 
ments from Nueva Ecija, coming in 0 ence to his orders. 

I believe that we could deceive him until we were in his presence, and the 
rest would be . Upto this time the American officers would be prison- 
ers, nominally. It is not likely that Aguinaldo knows that Natividad has 
presented himself, but still considers him in his service. 


The native Segismundo is more than willing to play his part. All details 
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can be worked out satisfactorily, and the plan 
is no doubt great hardships will be endured. 
naldo learns that his courier has presented himself and given up the letters. 
It would be necessary to pay the Tagalos who go as supposed officers pretty 
liberally, of course contingent on success. If the plan is approved may I be 
notified by wire, in order to make preparations? 


Respectfully, 
FREDERICK FUNSTON, 
Brigadier-General, United States Volunteers. 


General Funston then proceeds with his 


oe to succeed, though there 
It should be done before Agui- 


Mr. PATTERSON. 


account, as follows: 


The reply to the above communication was a tel instructing me to 
come to Manila at once for consultation with the department commander, 
General Wheaton. The latter approved the plan without hesitation, and di- 
rected me to report to the division commander, General MacArthur, etc. 


Now, I pass from that to the preparations that were made as 
described by General Funston and the methods of disguise re- 
sorted to. General Funston’s memory is bad when he states 
there were but four of the Macabebes tressed as Filipinos, as I 
shall show. There were 20, at least. Under the subhead ‘‘ Pre- 
liminaries arranged in secret,’’ General Funston recites: 


Once in Manila I was kept »usy making the cotietasy arrangements for 
the expedition. I was given practically carte blanche by my superiors, and 
assisted in every manner possible. The company of Macabebes was imme- 
diately brought from its station at Pulilan, Bulacan, to Caloocan, a suburb of 
Manila. The first task was to make these men look as much as ible like 
a band of irsurgent soldiers. It would have been very unwise to put them 
all in insurgent uniforms, for since the insurrection degenerated into 
errilla warfare the great majority of the enemy's soldiers have been 
ressed in the clothing of the country, so that they could be combatants or 
poncombatants without the necessity of undergoing any more transforma- 
tion than concealing their rifles in a clump of boo. 

To have equip our men throughout with uniforms would have aroused 
suspicion because of their neatness and uniformity. Accordingly we pro- 
cured only 20 uniforms of the blue and white stri cotton cloth with which 
the insurgents were formerly clothed, the remainder being outfitted as Fili- 
Fifty Mauser and 18 Remington rifles were ob- 
There were 


—_ paisanos or peasants. 
ined from the stock of captured arms in the Manila arsenal. 
100 cartridges for each Mauser and 60 for each Remington. 


Those were his preparations. Since I can not read it all, I turn 


to the following paragraphs: 
The Macabebes— 


And these were native soldiers who were to assume the réle of in- 
surrectos and by their uniform to deceive the insurrecto general— 

The Macabebes went on board wearing their uniforms as American sol- 
diers, and did not receive their anaes equipment until after the vessel 
had sailed. On March 6 we embark and after dark the same day the 
little white gunboat slipped out of Manila Bay to the southward, en route to 
the east coast via the Straits of San Bernardino. 


It became necessary, in addition to dressing 20 Macabebes as in- 
surrectos and the rest as peasants, in order that the disguise might 
be the more complete and less likely of discovery, to forge some 
letters. A little while before they had captured the baggage of a 
Filipino general named Lacuna. General Funston, referring to 
that, says: 

During the six days’ voyage from Manila the cor letters which were to 
play so prominent a part were prepared. On the 24th day of October, 1900, 
while scouting with a small detachment of cavalry in the southern part of 
Nueva Ecija, I had surprised and nearly captured the insurgent general, 
Lacuna, obtaining, however, his personal effects, stationery, co: ndence 
etc. Among this material were several sheets of writing paper, the top of 
each one being already stamped with his official seal. m captured cor- 
respondence we were perfectly familiar with Lacuna’s signature, and before 
leaving San Isidro I had had a Filipino very expert with the pen imitate 
Lacuna’s autograph at the foot of two of these sheets of paper. 

Then he tells how afterwards at sea they filled in the blank 
pages above Lacuna’s forged autograph. They give a translation 
of the two forged letters addressed by the fictitious Lacuna to 
Aguinaldo, one of which simply contained general information 
as to the progress of the insurrection and the other related to the 
troops that Lucuna was ostensibly sending to Aguinaldo in re- 
sponse to his request to send him 400 Filipinos. I will not read 
it all, but it recites that he is unable to send 400; that he sends 
somewhere in the neighborhood of 100, and that they are under 
the command of one Hilario Placido, an ex-mayor, ‘* whom you 
no doubt remember through his former service.”’ 

Thus equipped with disguised Macabebes and with forged let- 
ters intended to deceive Aguinaldo and to cause him to believe 
that the company that was approaching were his own troops and 
his own officers, we come to the statement of General Funston as 
to his entrance into Casiguran on his way to Aguinaldo. The 
subhead under which this part of the story is printed reads 
‘* Entrance into Casiguran under false colors.”’ 

Just as darkness was coming on, worn and weary by our march of 20 mil 


we entered the dilapidated town and were met by the alcalde and princi 
citizens. The first Americans ever seen by the inhabitants of this isola 


village were regarded with mild curiosity. A few scowled at us, but the 
majority appeared by no means unfriendly. Our people— 


That is, the Macabebes— 


hugely enjoyed the joke, and it was with difficulty that the Macabebes kept 
Apparently no one suspected our identity. The 


Macabebes 


serious faces. 





had been cautioned 
be aroused, and used 


While at Casiguran General Funston caused a third letter to be 
forged, purporting to be signed by Hilario Placido, addressed to 
Aguinaldo, in which the insurgent general was notified of their 
——- and of the difficulties of their trip and of the additional 

act t— 


While on the march through the mountains near Pantabangan we came 
face to face with a detachment of American soldiers making maps, and by 
the suddenness of our attack and by surrounding them we were able after 
slight resistance to take five prisoners. 


The five prisoners were the five American officers who accom- 
panied the Macabebes, all under the command of General Funs- 
ton. They were carried along, after this letter was forwarded to 
Aguinaldo, as captured American soldiers by this supposed band 
of Filipino insurgents. 

That ends the story as told in the September number of the 
magazine. I now come to its conclusion in the October num- 
ber. Here is the account of the journey from Casiguran to 
Aguinaldo’s headquarters. They were compelled to make detours, 
the footpaths being fearfully steep, so they were compelled to 
use not only their feet, but their hands, and they could not have 
surmounted the difficulties if it had not been for the roots and 
branches of the trees, which gave them something to hold to, 
The account says: 


Every morning at daybreak we took up the march without breakfast, and 
kept at it until 10 o'clock, when we boiled some cracked corn, which we ate; 
rested two or three hours, and resumed the march until dark, when we 
would prepare another meal and lie down tosleep. We had but two meals 
a day, and these were short ration. Rain poured in torrents nearly all the 
time, day and night, and there was not one who had on his person a stitch of 
dry clothing at any time between Casiguran and Palanan. It is difficult to 
estimate how many streams we waded. Some were deep, swift, and danger- 
ous, others trivial. We had three days’ ration, but made it last five. The 
Macabebes caught small fish in their hands, and we got limpets, snails, and 
a small de , which we stewed, etc. 

a * oa ™ . * + 

All of the sixth day out from Casiguran we plodded along weak and 
hungry, without a mouthful of food. Our situation could not be fogerded in 
any other light than serious. It was a day, too, of misgivings. Why had no 
messenger been sent out from Palanan to meet us? 


He means in response to the forged letters that had been for- 
warded to Aguinaldo. 


Had someone been a traitor and sold us? During all the afternoon of that 
day we half expected a blast of rifle fire from every cliff we passed under. 


Omitting some immaterial portions—immaterial for my pur- 

—he tells how he add a forged letter, ostensibly signed 

y Hilario Placido, to Aguinaldo an him of the straits in 

which they were for food, and begging that food be sent them. 
General Funston, as to that, says: 


In the meantime we must have food before resuming the march in the 
morning. Accordingly, a letter was written in Tagalo and forwarded to Pa 


lanan at once by a Baluga furnished us by the old man. 


Then follows the purported letter of Hilario Placido, lieutenant- 
colonel commanding, addressed, ‘‘ To the colonel and chief of staff, 
Simeon Villa.’’ Then the account continues: 


The food came early the next morning, and after a hasty breakfast the 
march for nan— 


That is where Aguinaldo was— 


was taken up by the main part of the company, we Americans being left 
behind with a guard of 10 Macabebes, under a corporal. 


The company reached Palanan, and I take up the statement of 
General Funston as to what occurred there. He says: 


But the end was now at hand. A few moments before 30’clock we reached 
the bank of the Palanan River, a stream about a hundred yards wide, and saw 
the last boat load of Macabebes forming on the farther bank. As prearranged 
the boat was sent back for us and we were just embarking when firing broke 
out in the town on the other bank. We hurried across and took command of 
the excited and yelling Macabebes, who were filling the air with bullets, fir- 
ing in every direction. We Americans ran at once to "s house, and 
reached there just in time to take part in the last of the scrimmage and saved 
the lives of the prisoners from the Macabebes, who had recognized the unfor- 
tunate dictator and were c him about the room. 

Aguinaldo, as might be expected, was terribly agitated, and, in fact, vuld 
scarcely . He said to me in Spanish, “Oh, tell me, is not this a joke? 
I assured him that it was, to the contrary, cold, hard fact, and that he was at 
last a prisoner. He w scarcely believe it at first. Villa, shot through 
the band and shoulder, was more self-contained. Santiago Barcelona, Acui- 
nald ‘s treasurer, a bright and well-educated mestizo, was excited, but glad 
to be alive. We the prisoners that no harm would come to them, 
and from that time treated them with every tion. 

Because of the unfortunate circumstance that compelled us Americans to 


conversing in their own language lest suspicion 
e Tagalog dialect exclusively. 


be kept in the background at first, we had to hear from the others what had 
oovanrel while we were c the river. The column had been met at the 
river bank by a staff officer, Segovia and Hilario taken up to report to 
Aguinaldo— 


Those Macabebes and those in command of them were received 
as friends; they were dressed as friends, professing to be friends. 
By reason of an arrangement they had gone on a short time in 

vance of the five Americans who were of the party. 


The column had been met at the river bank by a staff officer and Segovia 
and Hilario taken up to report to ldo, who, surrounded by eight 
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received them cordially, and plied them with questions regarding 
ofiews, te march, the capture of the Americans, and many other matters. 
It was the most trying situation for the two men, surroun ed as they were 


by a number of men, every one of whom carried a revolver. The versatile 


Spaniard— 
He was the one who had done the forging for General Funs- 
ton— 


was put to his wits’ end to answer all the questions successfully and keep up 
the conversation. In the meantime the Macabebes were crossing the river 
in the boat, eight at a time, and forming on the bank. All across, they were 
marched up to the near Aguinaldo’s house, not more than a hundred 
yards from the landin , and formed in line facing the 50 soldiers of Aguinal- 
do's escort, who were drawn up to receive them— 


To receive them as friends— 


At this moment Segovia, looking out of the window, saw the Americans 
approaching— , 


Segovia was the Spaniard who has been referred to, the instru- 
ment of Funston to forge the letters— 


and, excusing himself for a moment, stepped out of the house and told Grego- 
rio Cadhit— 


This was another of Funston’s Macabebes— 
to open fire on the escort. 
That was the escort of Aguinaldo. 


Gregorio yelled out in Spanish, ‘ Now is your time, Macabebes; give it to 
them.” The Macabebes, terribly excited over the trying situation, fired first 
a few scattering shots and then a ragged volley. The men lined up near 
them broke in disorder and fled, firing a few shots in return, one of which 
wounded a Macabebe slightly. In their flight they threw away 18 rifles and 
a thousand rounds of ammunition. Only two of them were killed. When 
Segovia had given the order to Gregorio, he stepped back into the house. 

At the first shots Aguinaldo, who did not suspect the situation, stepped to 
the window and said to his men: 

“ Stop that foolishness. Do not waste your ammunition.” 

He evidently thought the men were firing in the air to celebrate. 


That is, to celebrate the arrival of these reenforcements, these 
new officers. 


At this juncture Hilario threw his arms about Aguinaldo and bore him to 
the floor, saying: “* You are a prisoner of the Americans.” Segovia drew his 
revolver and shot Villa twice and Commandante Alhambra once. Both men 
threw themselves out of the window and into the deep and swift river, Al- 
hambra disappearing entirely, so that his fate is still unknown. Villa was 
fished out by the Macabebes, who, with howls of —_. dragged him up the 
bank, a sorry-looking specimen. Of the officers in the room all esca ex- 


cept Santiago Barcelona, the treasurer, who gave up quickly. At this 
moment we Americans entered the house, as already related. 
It is unnecessary, Mr. President, to read more. I have done all 


that I intended todo. I simply desired to call the attention of 
the Senate to the rules of civilized warfare, as declared in the 
order that was approved by President Lincoln and as set forth by 
Halleck in his work upon international law, and that is stated b 
Holls as the basis of The Hague treaty, which the Senate ratified. 
All declare that the use of the enemy’s uniform is perfidy, and 
that if in the use of such a killing occurs it is assassination, and 
those who en in affairs of that character are, under the rules 
of civilized warfare, outside of protection. 

It is true that Aguinaldo was not killed. It is true that Gen- 
eral Funston and the Americans — Aguinaldo’s life. In 
all human probability if Funston had not reached the headquar- 


ters of Aguinaldo at the time he did, the Macabebes and their 


officers would have succeeded in their efforts to kill Aguinaldo 
and his officersthere withhim. If that had occurred, what would 
it have been? If a general officer is responsible for those who are 
under him and operating under his command, he would have been 
responsible for whatever the crime was, and under the laws of 
war it is declared to be assassination. 

I make this suggestion, however, that when Funston went on 
that expedition he took his life in his hands. It was an affair 
that required great personal courage, there is no doubt of that; 
but it was an expedition equipped and carried on in violation of 
the most sacred and most important rules of civilized warfare. 

e _ SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
one 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think the rule the Senator read, so far as I 
recollect it, related to civilized and regular warfare. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is it not stated in the letter from which the 
Senator has read that, so far as the Filipinos are concerned, their 
war has degenerated into a guerrilla warfare? Did the Senator 
read the rule relating to guerrilla warfare? 

Mr. PATTERSON. So has the warfare upon the part of the 
Boers in South Africa degenerated into guerrilla warfare. Guer- 
rilla warfare is legitimate warfare. So all writers recognize. 
When Governor Taft testified before the Philippine Commit- 


tee, he recognized the fact that guerrilla warfare is legitimate 
warfare, 


XXXV——209 


Mr. SPOONER. I have turned down a page in the book from 
which the Senator read on guerrilla warfare. 

; aa PATTERSON. I have no objection to the Senator read- 
ing it. 
r. SPOONER. I do not care to do so now. 

Mr. PATTERSON. But General Funston in this interview, as 
it is printed this morning, claims that he violated no rule of civil- 
ized warfare, that only the administration of poison or the vio- 
lation of a flag of truce are in derogation of the rules of civilized 
warfare. He thereby undertakes to place his conduct in that 
transaction upon the plane of the rules of civilized warfare. 

As I said before, it is not my purpose to denounce General 
Funston, but simply to state unquestioned facts as detailed by 
General Funston himself, and to read the rules applicable to 
civilized warfare as they have been recognized in this country 
for years, and by the civilized nations of the world, and as they 
have been adopted in the treaty composed by the conference at 
The Hague. 

I was going to say that undoubtedly when General Funston 
went on that expedition—and I think I am doing him no injus- 
tice—he made up his mind to sell his life dearly if it became 
necessary to do so. If his plan had not been successful, if Agui- 
naldo had been prepared for his reception, and it had been neces- 
sary, without any hesitation whatever Aguinaldo would have 
been killed, as would everyone who was in his command and 
connected with his defense. Fortunately for Aguinaldo and, I 
think, fortunately for Funston, there was no necessity for that. 
But two of Aguinaldo’s guards were killed. By the rules of war 
they were assassinated. 

I want to suggest, therefore, whether General Funston was 
warranted in saying that the President approved his speech or 
not, and whether he was warranted in what he said about the 
chairman of the Senate Committee on the Philippines, and also 
whether or not, as he intimates, he may be used as a campaign 
orator in the coming campaign, the facts of his dealings with 
Aguinaldo, as detailed by himself, and the laws of civilized war- 
fare as they are, without any question, should be put clearly and 
unequivocally before the American people. 

I have done, Mr. President, all I intended to do, and, under the 
circumstances, I think I have done no less than I should do. 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the oe of the 
House had signed the enrolled joint resolution (H. J. Res. 171) 
for appointment of members of Board of Managers of the National 
Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers; and it was thereupon 
signed by the President pro tempore. 


AMENDMENT OF THE RULES, 


Mr. HOAR. I am directed by the Committee on Rules, to 
whom was referred the resolution submitted by myself on the 
28th of February, providing for additional rules for the govern- 
ment of debate in the Senate, to report it back, and I desire at 
this time, if there be no objection, to have the report read at the 


desk. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


I am directed by the Committee on Rules to report the following resolution: 

“ Resolved, That Rule XIX be amended by inserting at the beginning of 
clause 2 thereof the following: s 

“* No Senator in debate shall, directly or indirectly, by any form of words, 
impute to another Senator, or to other Senators, any conduct or motive un- 
worthy or eaaeconans & Senator. 

‘** No Senator in debate shall refer offensively to any State of the Union.’” 

And further, by direction of the same committee, I give nctice in writin 
of said proposed amendment to the second clause of the nineteenth rule, anc 
that the purpose thereof is to make more clear the rule of the Senate requir- 
ing decorum in debate and the power and duty of the Chair to enforce the 


same. 
GEO. F. HOAR, 
For the Committee. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator desire the re- 
port to lie over or to be placed on the Calendar? 

Mr. CULLOM. Let it lie over and be printed. 

Mr. HOAR. I suppose it will lie over and be printed. I shall 
not call it up for one week unless the chairman of the committee 
thinks it desirable to have it sooner considered. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is entirely agreeable to me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be printed and 
lie upon the table. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After 7 minutes spent in 
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executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 
7 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, March 31, 
1902, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate March 
POSTMASTERS. 


Melville Sheridan, to be postmaster at Osceola, in the county of 
Clarke and State of Iowa, in place of Melville Sheridan. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired January 14, 1902. 

Wallace M. Moore, to be postmaster at Mount Vernon, in the 
county of Linn and State of Iowa, in place of Wallace M. Moore. 
Incumbent’s commission expired March 1; 1902. 

George L. Wilkinson, to be postmaster at Neola, in the county 
of Pottawattamie and State of Iowa, in place of George L. Wil- 
kinson. Incumbent’s commission expired March 22, 1902. 

William L. Buford, to be postmaster at Nicholasville, in the 
county of Jessamine and State of Kentucky, in place of William 
L. Buford. Incumbent’s commission expires April 5, 1902, 

Nathan H. Sears, to be postmaster at Millbury, in the county of 
Worcester and State of Massachusetts, in place of Nathan H. 
Sears. Incumbent’s commission expired January 19, 1902. 

Charles B. Collingwood, to be postmaster at Agricultural Col- 
lege, in the county of Ingham and State of Michigan, in place of 
Ira H. Butterfield. Incumbent’s commission expired January 10, 
1902. 

John E. Crawford, to be postmaster at Milford, in the county of 
Oakland and State of Michigan, in place of John E. Crawford. 
Incumbent’s commission expired March 16, 1902. 

George W. Buswell, to be postmaster at Blue Earth, late Blue 
Earth City, in the county of Faribault and State of Minnesota. 
in place of George W. Buswell. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 10, 1902. 

Samuel Y. Gordon, jr., to be postmaster at Brown Valley, in 
the county of Traverse and State of Minnesota, in place of Sam- 
uel Y. Gordon, jr. Incumbent’s commission expired February 
16, 1902. 

Lemmon G. Beebe, to be postmaster at Winnebago City, in 
the county of Faribault and State of Minnesota, in place of 
Lemmon G. Beebe. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
10, 1902. 

Jonas W. Mullen, to be postmaster at Charlotte, in the county 
of Mecklenburg and State of North Carolina, in place of Jonas 
W. Mullen. Incumbent’s commission expired January 14, 1902. 

Richard Daeley, to be postmaster at Devils Lake, in the county 
of Ramsey and State of North Dakota, in place of Richard Daeley. 
Incumbent’s commission expires March 31, 1902. 

Thomas J. Davies, to be postmaster at Barberton, in the county 
of Summit and State of Ohio, in place of George A. Shaw. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired January 31, 1902. 

Charles W. Searls, to be postmaster at Madison, in the county 
of Lake and State of Ohio, in place of Charles W. Searls. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired January 31, 1902. 

David M. Graham, to be postmaster at Mahanoy City, in the 
county of Schuylkill and State of Pennsylvania, in p: of Frank 
F. Reed. Incumbent’s commission expired March 23, 1902. 

Henry 8. Williams, to be postmaster at Aberdeen, in the county 
of Brown and State of South Dakota, in place of Samuel H. 
Jumper. Incumbent’s commission expires April 5, 1902. 

Joseph L. Crupper, to be postmaster at Alexandria, in the 
county of Alexandria and State of Virginia, in place of Joseph L. 
Crupper. Incumbent’s commission expired March 4, 1902. 

John McDuffie, to be postmaster at Laurel, in the county of 
ae and State of Mississippi, in place of Katie Edwards, re- 
moved. 

Herbert C. Hurd, to be postmaster at Rugby, in the county of 
Pierce and State of North Dakota. Office became Presidential 


Juiy 1, 1901. 
poe at Kingwood, in the 
e 


Horatio S. Whetsell, to be 
county of Preston and State o st Virginia. Office became 


Presidential January 1, 1902. 
CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 27, 1902. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


John H. Bauman, of Arizona, to be receiver of public moneys 
at Tucson, Ariz. 


oy 
wey 
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POSTMASTER. 


Jacob M. Alexander, to be postmaster at Dawson, in the county 
of Terrell ang State of Georgia. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THuRsDAY, March 27, 1902. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. 
Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

Mr. HULL obtained the floor and said: Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House resolve itself in Committee of the ole—— 


PURCHASE OF DANISH WEST INDIAN ISLANDS. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, [rise to a ques- 
tion of privilege. I present the resolution which I hold in my 
hand and now send to the desk, and which I ask to have read, as 
it states the matter of privilege. ; - 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read for the information of 
the House. : 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas one Walter Christmas, a subject of Denmark, whois now and 
who has been for several years a diplomatic agent and representative of the 
Government of Denmark, autho: and empowe ton 6 with the 
Government of the United States for the sale of the Danish West Indian 
Islands to the United States, and who was also the agent of the United States 
for the purchase of said islands, has submitted a secret and confidential re- 
port to his own Government; and 

Whereas the said Christmas, agent and representative as aforesaid, in his 
said report to his said Government, and sets f among other 
things, the fact that the Government of Denmark has contracted, agreed, 
and obliga i to pay and turn over to him, the said Christmas, 10 per 


cent, or about $500,000, of the one of the arising from 
the sale of said islands to the United States when the same have been 
_ by the United States to Denmark, for the express as has been 

eclared and set forth by him in his said secret report to Government, 


for the bribing of members of the United States Congress and other promi- 
nent. citizens of this country and for eae Pan newspapers, to 
the end that opentin’ treaty between the Uni States and Denmark for 
the sale of the i by the latter to the former Government may be so con- 
summated; and 

Whereas it is also declared and expressly set forth in said secret report 
that if said purchase money shall be paid to Denmark by the United States 
the said sum of about $600,000 thereof will be immediate d over to said 
Christmas, agent and representative of the aforesaid, by Government in 
pursuance of the agreement and contract already referred to for the corrupt 


objects set forth; and 
eas aty between the two said Governments for the sale of the 
West Indian Islands by Denmark to the United States is now pending, and 


its ratification has not been finally consummated by the two said Govern- 
ments, and the purchase price for the islands has not been appropriated by 
Congress; Therefore 

Be it resolved by the House of Representatives, That a select committee of 
seven members of the House o Repossentadives be cupetntes by the Speaker, 
whose duty it shall be to examine into the truth of all the allegations and 
charges made by the said Walter Christmas, agent and representative as 
aforesaid, in his said secret and confidential report to the vern- 
ment as to the methods med and to be pursued by him and any of his 
assistants in the Uni States, and the contracts made or to be 
made by him or other persons acting in any way for him, or as assistants to 
him, for the purpose of, or which in any manner has for their object the 
bribery of or the attempted bribery of members of the United States Con- 
gress or of the payment of any valuable consideration of any kind or charac- 
ter to them or to any of them to vote for or to assist gg gl 
posal, adoption, or ratification of the said treaty of sale of the said ds, as 
aforesaid. Said committee shall have power to subpcena and examine wit- 
nesses under oath and to send for records, popes, and all other evidence 
that may be n for a full and comple: ves’ tion of the subjects 
herein mentioned, and it shall be authorized to sit du the sessions of the 
House and to have such a and binding done as it deem necessary. 
The committee shall ea fuil report to House of the result of its in- 
vestigation at as early a date as is p . The ex of the investi- 
gation shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the House of Representa- 


tives. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order against 
that. The preamble recites that the information it contained in 
a secret report, or, in other words, the preamble itself recites the 
fact that there are no facts known to the author of it—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. A little londer. I can not 
hear what the gentleman says. 

Mr. PAYNE. The preamble recites that this is based on a 
secret report, or, in other words, it states facts of a secret report. 
Now, it seems to me that contradicts itself; that there is no foun- 
dation to form a question of privilege m such a , and 
the second point is that that matter is not before the House of 
Representatives. ; 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I would like to add to that that it 
is not such a question of privilege that would take me off the 


floor for the further consideration of the a iation bill. 
The SPEAKER. Upon the latter point the ir is clear that 
it would take the gen from the floor. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. , in reply to 
the gentleman from New York, I hope I will i to say 
that that resolution which I have introduced that these 


charges have been made by a diplomatic agent of the Danish 
Government to hisGovernment ina secret report. I desire to say 
that I have on my desk a copy of that secret report, and there- 
fore the objection made by — ee is not tenable. It 
was a secret report when made, is described asa secret report 
by me in the resolution; but I state upon my honor as a member 
this House that I have what to be and what I believe, 
from the evidence which I have before me and which I propose 
now to offer to the Speaker and to the House and to the country, 
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to be the report, less one page, made by this secret agent to the 
Danish Government. 
Now, I say that, Mr. Speaker, with a full responsibility of the 


words. Istate as a member of this House that I have the un- 
mistakable evidences in my judgment that this report was made 
by Mr. Christmas, the agent of the Danish Government and a 
quasi, if not a real, agent of our own Government, to Denmark. 
Having the copy of the report which I purpose offering here as a 
part of my remarks and from which I now desire to read, it seems 
to me that the objection made by the gentleman from New York 
will not hold. 

Mr. PAYNE. I would like to ask the gentleman when he ex- 
amined the archives of the Government of Denmark to see this 
secret report. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Ah, Mr. Speaker, I have 
never been to Denmark and have never examined the archives of 
that Government, but that is not the only way in which we can 
get evidence of the genuineness of a report. I take it the gen- 
tleman has never examined any of the archives of the courts of 
Europe, and yet he must believe that reports that have been made 
there are genuine. It is not necessary that I should go to Den- 
mark. I have the evidences, Mr. Speaker, and I desire now to 
submit some of those evidences to the Chair, if necessary. 

Mr. Speaker, this is a grave charge. I have not brought it 
here for the purpose of seeking a mere political advantage. Here 
is a charge made by an official of the Danish Government that he 
has $500,000, or will have, of the purchase money to be paid, and 
which has not yet been paid, by this Government, for the ex- 
press purpose of bribing American Co , and yet the 
gentleman from New York endeavors to inte: a technical ob- 
jection. I say, Mr. Speaker, that I have evidences to sustain me 
in the statement which I have made upon my honor, and which I 
believe to be true. Now, sir, I am content to have the Chair rule 
upon the statement as made, or I will submit cheerfully some of 
the evidences which I hold in my hand and which are in my pos- 
session as to the genuineness of this report. Mr. er, shall I 
proceed with some of the evidences as to the genuineness of the 
report or the authenticity of the rt? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thi the gentleman has covered 
_ branch of the case by making the statement here upon his 

onor. : 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I believeit, sir; but I would 
prefer to give some of the evidences in order that the gentleman 
may see that I am not exaggerating, that Iam not straining my 
conscience at all in making that statement, because I think the 
evidences which I possess are conclusive of the fact, and that 
every gentleman on the floor of this House who hears these evi- 
dences will believe that the report is genuine. 

Mr. Speaker, I state that it has been published largely in nearly 
all of the papers in Copeniiagen. I have some of the Co n 
papers here containing this report, or portions of it. I have had 
them translated. I have the translations from these papers, and 
Iam ready to submit the original papers to any Danish scholar 
who may read them, and I will also submit and have published 
with my remarks these extracts from the Danish papers. Now, 
Mr. Speaker, if this is true—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to call the gentleman’s 
attention to the fact that the allegations are that the members of 
Congress have been corrupted and bribed; also the newspapers. 
With regard to the newspapers, the Chair thinks that is a matter 
which alone would be hardly within the jurisdiction of the House. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That may be subject to the 
criticism made, I admit, 

The SPEAKER. And the term “Congress” includes both 
House and Senate. The allegations are not so specific as to show 
whether any member of the House is included in the charge. In 
respect to this the Chair is very strongly of the opinion that that 
body must be the custodian of its own morals, and no specifica- 
tion is made here which directly affects the House, as the Chair 
remembers the resolution when read, although the general term 
would include both Houses. The Chair would like to hear the 
gentleman on that point. 

Mr. RICHAR IN of Tennessee. Yes;I am prepared on that. 
The resolution as I present it describes the persons to be bribed 
as “‘members of Con .”’ I am warranted in amending the 
resolution, if the Chair holds that it is Seventy ae as to say that 
the charge includes members of this House; but, Mr. Speaker, 
that is unn . If we, the representatives of the American 
people, are to appropriate the money, if this treaty has been pro- 
cured by bribery of American Senators and members were not 
included, we would have a right to inquire as to the trath of these 


c ‘ 

Therefore that objection is immaterial; but I would be war- 
ranted in amending the resolution so as to limit it alone to mem- 
bers of this House, if that is required, and the Chair should hold 
that it must be members of the Semeo-ef Representatives who are 


charged and should exclude all charges as to Senators. And I 
am very clearly of the opinion, Mr. Speaker, that inasmuch as the 
treaty has not been ratified, and inasmuch as the question must 
come here for an yp soe oe that we have the right, as the 
representatives of the American people, to know whether or not 
that treaty has been procured by bribery, whether $500,000, or any 
portion of this money, when paid over to Denmark, is to be dis- 
tributed in this country to members of either House of Congress 
in furthering this legislation. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is pretty strongly of the opinion 
that this should be limited to the House. If the gentleman will 
make that amendment—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Very well, Mr. Speaker. 
In my resolution, where I use the word ‘‘ Congress,’’ I will insert 
‘including members of the House of Representatives.”’ 

Mr. FLEMING. Including members of the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I desire that the resolution 
be sent to me in order that I may add the words “including 
members of the House of Representatives.”’ 

The SPEAKER. That will be the proper form. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. All right; I will make that 
addition. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I hope we may have order; but if gentle- 
men do not want to hear this it is immaterial to me. 

The SPEAKER. The House will please be in order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I have added, 
after the words ‘‘members of the United States Congress,’’ the 
words ‘‘ ee embers of the House of Representatives.”’ 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution as 
amended in full. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas one Walter Christmas, a subject of Denmark, who is now and 
who has been for several years a diplomatic agent and representative of the 
Government of Denmark, authorized and empowered to negotiate with the 
Government of the United States for the sale of the Danish West Indian Is- 
lands to the United States, and who was also the agent of the United States 
urchase of said islands, has submitted a secret and confidential re- 

own Government; and 

Whereas the said Christmas, mt and representative as aforesaid, in his 
said pogees to his said Government, declares and sets forth among other things 
the fact that the Government of Denmark has contractedfagreed, and ob- 
ligated itself to pay and turn over to him, the said Christmas, 10 per cent, 
or about 000, of the proceeds of the purchase money arising from the 
sale of said islands to the United States when the same shall have been paid 
by the United States to Denmark for the express parness, as has been de- 

ed and set forth by him in his said secret report to his Government, for 
the bribing of members of the United States Congress, including members 
of the House of Representatives, and other prominent citizens of this coun- 
try, and for su ing American newspapers, to the endthat the pending 
treaty between the United States and Denmark fpr the sale of the islands by 
the latter to the former Government may be so consummated; and 

Whereas it is also declared and expressly set forth in said secret report, 
that if said purchase money shall be paid to Denmark by the United States, 
the said sum of about $500,000 will be pussnecenseny pas over to said Christ- 
mas, agent and representative of the aforesaid, by his Government in pursu- 
ance of the agreement and contract y referred to, for the corrupt 
objects and perpene set forth; and 

hereas the roe between the two said Governments for the sale of the 
West Indian Islands by Denmark to the United States is now pending, and its 
ratification has not been finally consummated by the two said Governments, 
2 _ purchase price for the islands has not been appropriated by Congress: 
erefore, 

Be it resolved by the House of Representatives, That a select committee of 
7 members of the House of Representatives be appoints by the Speaker, 
whose duty it shall be to examine into the truth of all the allegations and 
charges made by the said Walter Christmas, agent and representative as 
aforesaid, in his said secret and_confidential report to the Danish Govern- 
ment, as to the methods pursued and to be pursued by him and any of his 
assistants in the United States, and the contracts eor proposed to be 
made by him or other persons acting in any way for him, or as assistants to 
him for the purpose of, or which in any manner had for their object the 
bribery of or the attempted bribery of members of the United States Con- 
gress or of the payment of any valuable consideration of any kind or char- 

to them or to any of them to vote for or to assist in procuring the 
P by ares, or ratification of the said treaty of sale of the said islands, 
as afo : 

Said committee shall have power to subpcena and examine witnesses, un- 
der oath, and to send for records, papers, and all other evidence that may be 
necessary for a full and complete investigation of the subjects herein men- 
tioned, and it shall be authorized to sit during the sessions of the House, and 
to have such printing and eng Sone as it shall be necessary. The com 
mittee shall make a full report to the House of the result of its investigation 
at as early a date asis practicable. The expenses of the investigation shall be 
paid out of the contingent fund of the House of Representatives. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker 
The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say, on the point of or- 
der made by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne], that 
it is clear, especially as the matter has been amended at the sug- 
tion of the Chair, that this is a matter of high privilege. It 
troubled the Chair somewhat to decide how much we should 
be governed by the statements made by a member of a foreign 
Government, but the gentleman from Tennessee, having stated on 
his honor as a member of the House that he believes in the integ- 

of these charges that have been made—— 
r. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. No; I beg pardon. I do 

not mean—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will stateit. Not that the gentle- 
man vouches for the charges being true, but for the fact that this 
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brings it in as his own charge. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Let me ask pardon of the 
Chair. I have not stated that these charges are true. I have 


stated that I believe this report is genuine and that Mr. Christ- | 


mas, the agent of the Danish Government, has made the charges 
that are contained in it. I do not say the charges are true. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee clearly vouches 
for the authenticity of the charges, in the opinion of the Chair. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That they have been made. 

The SPEAKER. In that view of the case, the Chair is clearly 
of the opinion that the point of order is not well taken, and recog- 
nizes the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Now, Mr. Speaker, the first 
proof which I desire to offer, and which leads me to believe that 
these charges have been made in this report, is in the shape of an 
affidavit made by a man who was formerly asubject of Denmark, 
who was born in Denmark, educated at Harvard University, and 
who is now a citizen of the United States. He has made an affi- 
davit, which I will now read: 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, Washington City: 
Personally appeared before me, the undersigned, Niels Gron, and made 


oath in due form of law that he isa native of Denmark, but now a citizen of | 


the United States; that he wasin Co 
of December, 1901, to the 15th day of February, 1902. That he arrived in the 
United States, returning from Denmark, on the 26th day of Febru- 
ary, 1902, and came at once to Washington City; that he brought 
with him a copy of the special and confidential report made by Walter 
Christmas to the Danish Government of date October 1, 1900, less one page 
thereof, which is missing from the report; thata large part of said repo:t 
has been published in many of the newspapers of mmark,and that he 
hiv self translated said report into Englis 
Hon. JAMES D. RICHARDSON, M.C., within the last week; that 
said Walter Christmas personally, and that said Christmas, has admitted, in 
a statement over his own signature, which statement has been published in 
the newspapers of Copenhagen, that the copy of the report as published in the 
Danish papers isa correct copy. He further makes oath that he has faith- 
fully translated extracts from Copenhagen nowemagese commenting on said 
report as they appeared in said papers from about February 1, 1902, toa late 
date, and that he has also delivered said extracts, with the newspapers from 
which they were taken, to said RICHARDSON. 
NIELS GRON. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this March 27, 1902. 
{u. 8.} AARON RUSSELL, Notary Public. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The same gentleman who 
makes this affidavit, Mr. Gron, this morning handed me the fol- 
Jowing statement: 


When early in February last the contents of Mr. Walter Christmas’s se- 
cret report to the Danish Government, relative to the transfer of the Danish 
West India Islands to the United States, became public, a party comprising a 
large portion of Denmark's best and most influential men and highest inter- 
ests, realizing that since Christmas had, in the furtherance of the pendin 
treaty, served by direct authority first the Secretary of State of the Unite 
States and afterwards the Danish prime minister, . Horring, it would be 
imapossible to disassociate his efforts from the treaty or the methods set forth 
in his report from the official negotiation. 


nhagen, Denmark, from the 7th day 


And realizing, further, that if the present treaty was consummated and | 


permitted to take effect Denmark would be obliged to stand before the 
world as having made use of and the United Statesas having accepted such 
negotiatiations as said Christmas sets forth and describes in the above-men- 
tioned report; and since it was thought that that would oe the people of 
the two nations in an unfavorable and regrettable light, I was requested by 
the party referred to to journey with all s from es nm to Wash- 
ington and lay before the representatives of the people of the United States 
the facts touchin — of the negotiations, in order that any further 
steps taken by the United States toward causing the taking effect of the 
treaty in question might be done with a full knowledge of the situation. 
NIELS GRON. 
WASHINGTON, D. C., March 27, 1902. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I have in my hands the extracts which this | 


American citizen, Mr. Gron, says he has translated from Danish 
papers, and some of these extracts I shall read. I have the papers 
on my desk, and any Danish scholar who desires to do so can have 
that pleasure, if it be a pleasure to him, to read them. The first 
article is headed: 
LEAVES OF DANISH DEGRADATION, 
This paper says: 
At the second reading of the finance bill— 


In the Parliament or Congress of Denmark— 


it was argued as a proof that our ministers to foreign countries are of no 
value, that Mr. Brun, in Washington— 


Mr. Brun, I may add, is the official representative of the Danish 
Government in Washington— 


had had nothing to do with the sale of the’ West Indies. Prime Minister | 


Deuntzer contradicted this, and said that the negotiations could not have 
been carried on without Minister Brun’s assistance. Captain Christmas will 
certainly think differently. It is a fact that it was he who got the American 
Government to begin the negotiations. It was he who brought the American 
Government's envoy, Mr. White, to the Danish foreign ministry in Copen- 
hagen, and it was he who got the mission again in January, 1900, to go to 
America, where, according to Mr. White's statement, he was persona tis- 
sima. Mr. Christmas claims that he has had no assistance from the Danish 
minister in Washington, Mr. Brun. 

It appears even from his report that he thinks himself directly opposed by 
the minister. Before his departure Captain Christmas had expressed to 
Prime Minister Horring that he feared antagonism from Minister Brun. Mr. 


Horring then promised him that he would write to the minister and inform 
i i Nevertheless, Christmas thinks he has noticed 


him of Christmas’s mission. 
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and delivered a copy thereof to | 
e knows the | 


Marcu 27, 


, i ically | cold rays from the minister in Wash m. While Christmas under his first 
officer of a foreign Government made the statement, practi y visit had found open doors and cordial receptions, he now noticed a strong 


turn in the situation. A part of the press turned against him and wrote un- 

complimentary about him, especially was diligent use made of the fact that 

he had been i from the Danish Navy in disgrace. Mr. Christmas 

| had anticipated that, and on that account had made every effort to get the 
judgment removed. 

e Government had not been entirely unwilling to listen to this, but 
thought that the actual removal of the judgment should be the final reward 
when the sale should be accomplished through Mr. Christmas's efforts. The 
Danish Government in that has without doubt acted very unwisely. Either 
Mr. Christmas was a man whom the Government could not use, and then it 
| should have nothing to do with him, or else it had confidence in him and his 
ability, in which case it was its duty to assist him and in every way prevent 
difficulties. Mr. Christmas went to Senator LopGs, a man who it was not 
possible to bribe, and requested his advice. Mr. LopGs advised him to go to 
the foreign minister, Mr. Hay, and tell him how the matter stood. He fol- 
lowed the suggestion. Hay was surprised that Christmas did not receive 
| greater assistance from the Danish side, and he was angry over Rodger’s 
| machinations. 

The ground in Washington became too warm for Christmas,and he moved 

to New York. For the benefit of the sales po Christmas had secured the 
| assistance of two press associations, and he contracts with a C. W. Knox, 
| friend of Senator MARK HANNA, of Ohio, and Mr. Richard P. Evans, a law- 
yer in Washington, who represented Senator HANNA. 

These connections —_ naturally made certain demands. Already this 
to bribe politicians and bu nee my vy on credit was in itself a difficult mat- 
ter,and Christmas had nothing else to offer as guaranty than his own prom- 
| ises. He was ob , however, in several cases to furnish the cash. here 
did he get it from? He had nothing himself, and the 6,000 kr. for expenses 
| would reach nowhere for such use. He must have had connections in Den- 
| mark. 
| Mr. Christmas insisted upon getting his banking firm, Seligman, in New 

York, recognized. For this he claims to have had the promise of the prime 
| minister, ioexias. The recognition should mean that the named firm should 
receive the sales sum and out of that retain 10 per cent, which was to be used 
as Christmas directed. This recognition would have placed Seligman ina 
position to guarantee Christmas's promises to his tools, etc. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, here is a further extract from the Folkets 
| Avis, Copenhagen, February 11, 1902, which, in speaking of 
| Christmas’s work, prints this paragraph: 


| And after that it appears to us that the Danish minister, Mr. Brun, has 
nlayed a perfect statis réle, though one should expect him to be fitted for the 
| 





ead réle. What in the world have we ministers for when they are not to 
be used on such occasions? 

The Social Demokratten, February 17, 1902, in speaking of 
Christmas’s report, among. other things, says: 

The facts revealed are based upon a confidential rt from Captain 
Christmas to the Sehested ministry. That report was at first only sent to 
Sehested himself, but afterwards a copy was sent to each one of the other 
ministers. It contains the information that Mr. Christmas was obliged to 
bribe American politicians in order to secure their interest for the purchase 

of these islands. Since he had no money with him, it was necessary to bribe 
them on credit, which naturally e much more expensive. hen it is 
reported, therefore, that he is to receive 2,000,000 kr., it must be understood 
that a large sum of money is to be paid to Americans if the islands are sold. 
| The following extract is from the Nationalitidende of Febru- 
ary 14, 1902: 
| This paper, which, I think, from information I have, I am safe in callin 
Denmark’s most conservative and most careful newspaper, published on th: 
| date an article criticizing the negotiations used by Denmark toward Amer- 
ica. The following isan extract from a two-column article: “In order to 
make it specially clear to the Americans how willing we are to let us Jew 
down we make the offer to a get rid of our goods. Like certain busi- 
| nesses giving a coffeepot gratis with each pound of coffee so Denmark offers 
| the Americans one and one-half million kroner on bu 15,000,000 kroner’s 
| worth of islands, and as an explanation for this me of procedure it is 
| whispered secretly and confidentially in_ corners that this is now once neces- 
| gary, you understand * * * but ns means keep quiet about it.” - 

It seems as if it never struck Mr. Christmas and those back of him that 
they by such business principles committed the greatest insult against the 
United States politicians. How? Itis of high importance to the States to 
secure some little islands, and the leading American politicians must be 
bribed in order to further or at least not to oppose their country’s interests, 
* * * An unpardonable use has been made of the State’s money secured 
| by the sale of Danish territory, since the sale pete belongs without any re- 

ductions, including the famous 10 per cent, to the Danish state treasury and 
to mo one else. : . = 4 . ‘. 


Further, Mr. Speaker, in proof that this is a correct copy of the 
report, we have— 


pat. Copies of Danish papers in which most of the report has been pub- 

lished. 

Second. Christmas himself, in an article over his own cignotens, published 

in Denmark's lar politiken on February 11, 1902, admitting that it is his 
secret ere to the Danish Government which is being so freely used for 
the public, he says: 

“There is, however, one point which attracts general interest. How has 
| my report reached out to the public? I sent out at the time this confidential 
| report to each one of the nine ministers which constitute the Sehested min- 
| istry. There existed only those nine copies. 
| “Who has stolen or who has given out this document which now is being so 
freely used for creating scandal? How, on the whole, is it possible that such 
a secret document, which, according to the nature of its contents, never should 
come to the pee knowledge, can Gesppene: from the ministry?” 

In proof t romised Christmas 10 per cent, 


at Prime Minister Horring hs 
we quote a paragraph from an article published in, Vértland on February 5, 


1902. 
On January 14, 1901 aC moa Christmas sent to the chairman of the Finance 
é the Folkething a written statement in which he recounted his 





| 
| Committee o 
| efforts and set forth his claim 


He presented the case thus: That he had definite legal claims, 
and that he meant to make good such claims at the right time 
and place. Mr. Horring, former prime minister, was asked if 
he had made an agreement with Gris tmas, and Mr. Horring, 
in a written statement to the minister of finance, Mr. Scharling, 











1902. 





dated February 9, 1901, says he had promised Christmas to ask 


Rigsdagen’s consent to pay him 10 per cent if the sale took place. 

He asked the Danish Parliament, or Congress—whatever it may 
be termed—to pay him 10 percent if the sale took place. He says 
this contract been made. In Vortland of February 2, 1902, 
this paragraph appears: 

Captain Christmas commenced his second trip to America on January 7. 
Previously he had negotiated with Prime Minister Horring about the pecu- 
niary side of the question. The prime minister agreed that Christmas could 
operate with 10 per cent of the sales price of the islands. America should 

yay the money to an American bank. For this Christmas had chosen the 
A of L. & W. Seligman & Co.,in New York. This firm should retain 10 per 
cent of the sum and send direct to Copenhagen. 

Christmas came to America, Mr. Speaker, from the evidence 
that I have,in the fall of 1899. The first official step taken in the 
furtherance of the present treaty was taken because of this trip 
of this gentleman to America, when he had an interview, as he 
says in the report, with the Secretary of State. 

In the preamble of the resolution I have stated that this man 
was at one time a representative of the American Government. 
That pee to be a strange statement. He was a subject of 
Denmark, 

Now, I wish to explain here why I say he was a representative 
of this Government. He came and presented himself to the Sec- 
retary of State and offered in some way to bring about the sale of 
these islands. The only way by which he became the agent of the 
United States that I know of was that he was engaged to put on 
foot the preliminary steps looking to this the sale and to the pend- 
ing treaty. He came to our Secretary of State, and, as he shows 
in his report, was sent toconduct a diplomat of the United States 
to the Danish court and there present him. 

He was directed first to go to London. He did go to London; 
and there, as he was told by the Secretary of State, he would find 
introductory letters to our legation there and further instruc- 
tions. He went there and was informed that Mr. White, of that 
legation, would accompany him to Copenhagen, to put on foot 
these negotiations looking to the treaty of sale. He did go. Mr. 
White did not go in the same conveyance, as I believe, with this 
agent from London, but that was on account of the illness of 
some member of his family; but that is not material. He did 
join him in Copenhagen. 

After this agent met Mr. White in the American legation in 
London he did, with all reasonable diligence, proceed to Copen- 
hagen, where he met this man Christmas, who, at least at that 
time, was acting as agent for the American Government, and by 
him Mr. White was presented to the Danish court or to the prime 
minister. That he was the guest of Captain Christmas at his 
hotel while he was in Copenhagen can not be denied, if the report 
is true. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in Denmark the negotiations were handed 
down from the Horring ministry, which first put them on foot, to 
the Sehested ministry, and from the Sehested ministry to the 
present Deuntzer ministry, which later concluded the pending 
treaty. So that there have been two administrative changes 
since the matter was put on foot in Denmark by Mr. Christmas 
and Mr. White. 

As proof that the official negotiations begun by Horring on Mr. 
White's visit to Copenhagen were continued through the various 
administrations I quote from an editorial in the largest Govern- 
ment paper, the Politikan, dated February 10, 1902: 

The present Government found this affair far advanced on its cominginto 
power. * * * Though naturally the liberal government could have cut off 
negotiations, perhaps also on account of previous workers, if they had rot 
been approved of, but w: at the conservative governments had begun and 
a: proved of that the liberal government continued. 

I read this to show that the two administrations that followed 
the Horring government, which made the contract, continued in 
existence down to the present date the contract with Christmas 
to spend this $500,000. 
at again, Mr. Speaker, from the Vortland, February 5, 


The new (Sehested) cabinet on Snding the question handed down from the 
Horring ministry was, even though it did not itself feel that the sale of the 
lands was desirable, obliged to continue negotiations with America, which 
iad already brought about the result that there had been sent from the for- 
eign minister of the United States a draft for a treaty. 


The same paper on February 13, 1902, says: 


. When Horring’s ministry was relieved by the Schested ministry, Mr. 
Scharling became minister of finance. He was opposed to the sale of the 
islands, and had been among those prominent men of all parties who had 
publicly protested against the sale. There was therefore reason to believe 
that the negotiations with America would be broken off or allowed to run out 


in the sand. 

The Schested ministry let it become known that it was not with 
pleasure that it took over the affair from its predecéssors. The 
negotiations with America were not broken off, however, only 

rolonged through the Schested ministry and continued by the 
untzer ministry (which is the present ministry of Denmark), 


with the result that a treaty between the two countries has been 
arrived at. 
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I have shown, sir, beyond controversy, as it seems to me, that 
this report is a report made by this diplomatic agent of Denmark 
to his own Government. I have shown that he was a quasi if not 
a real agent of this Government in instituting these proceedings— 
that is, the proceedings which led to this treaty. Mr. Speaker, to 
show that I have not exaggerated the charges made by this cor- 
rupt bargainer, and that they are worthy of our consideration 
and investigation, I propose to read a few extracts from that re- 
port. In an interview which this man Christmas had with the 
prime minister of Denmark in Copenhagen he speaks of his expe- 
rience in this country. I shall quote literally from this report, 
but it is too long for me to seal it all. I shall ask to have it 
printed in the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp and as a document, but I 
quote from that report—— 

Mr. CANNON. What is the report the gentleman speaks of 
now? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
ing are extracts from the report. 

Mr. CANNON. What report. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The report of Walter Christ- 
mas, made to the Danish Government, on which I am comment- 
ing. I would read it all, I state to my friend from [linois, but 
in my time I could not read it; it would take me more than an 
hour to read it to the House. I have therefore culled some lus- 
cious extracts from it, some delicious extracts, which Iam ashamed 
to offer, and if they be true they ought to bring the blush of 
shame to every man in this country, and no man, white or black, 
in it should object to an investigation. If they are true they 


bring disgrace upon this country here and in every foreign land 
in the world. 


I will quote now from the report some things that this corrupt 
bargainer says were said while he was speaking with the prime 
minister of Denmark: 


His excellency (that is, the prime minister) expressed himself with greater 
force than I wish to report. His abhorrence for the political situation in 
America which made it necessary to offer money in order to bring a political 
action like that of transferring the islands to a succeasful termination, but 
that he had long ago discovered the necessity for making such a money sac- 
rifice and he was ready to grant it. 


Further on he says: 


Besides, I made the acquaintance of the President's brother, Mr. Abner 
McKinley, who is a lawyer and has a business in New York, together with 
his partner, Colonel Brown. These two gentlemen are only very little re- 
spected, and their business, which specially consists in securing certain firms 
contracts and concessions from the Government, is, without question, any- 
thing but nice, but both Mr. Brown and Mr. Abner McKinley have the 
entrée to the White House at Washington. They know most accurately 
almost all the winding paths through Congress and are well informed as to 
what members of Congress must be paid, as well ds the method which must be 
used to accomplish it. 


And again: 


The next day I went to New York, where I remained until November 20, 
on which day I received a written request to come to Mr. Hay. Mr. Hay 
immediately told me that he had investigations made both as regards the 
German company on St. Johns and my chart, that my representations had 
proven correct, and that he would now take steps to begin negotiations with 
the Danish Government for securing the Danish colonies. 

Iasked him to remember that the Danish Government knew nothing of 
my visit to Washington, to which he replied that he could make no mistake 
as to my position, since I myself had declared not to possess credentials of 
any kind, but that Mr. Hay would highly appreciate it if I personally would 
accompany a trusted diplomat to enna and secure for him a secret 
meeting with the chief of the Danish Government. 

I gave the minister pra Se information that I had promised, besides 
others, President McKinley's brother and his partneracertainsum. Besides, 
I had bound to me two press associations, one in Washington and one in New 
York, and that I had an understanding with the banking firm I. & W. Selig- 
man & Co. that they were to assist me, all, of course, upon the conditions 
that the sale of the islands took place. : 

The minister expressed that he found the political conditions in America 
horrible, but “that it had been known for a long time, and I can let you dis- 

of the 10 per cent, but not any more.” His excellency asked me what I 
Phought I would make out of the affair. I replied that it hardly would be 
very much. His excellency: ‘That you must certainly try to arrange, for 
more than 10 per cent I can not secure for you, and it would be too bad if you 
should get nothing for yourself.” 

Again he says: 

It was not alone the members of Congress I had to invite. 

He is speaking at this point in the report of inviting members 
of Congress to dine with him at the Hotel Raleigh in this city. 
He says: 

It was not alone the members of Congress I had toinvite. I had as my 
special assistants two men, C. W. Knox, who was an intimate friend of Sen- 
ator MARK HANNA, and Richard P. Evans, a lawyer in Washington, who 
represented Mr. GARDNER and his friends in the House. These took an 
active part in the personal agitation, since they talked with a large number 
of members of Congress and agitated for the purchase of tho islands. 

I had contracts with them both, according to which they and through them 
certain members of Congress should have a share of the commission if the 
sale took place; but the two gentlemen's agitation, expenses, etc., bills in res- 
taurants and hotels, I had to pay. The twopressassociations, Abner McKin- 
ley, and Brown, Evans, Knox, and others, I had promised that their contracts 
should be guaranteed by the house of Seligman. To this the banking house 
had , as it should in one way or anotker have to be recognized by the 
Danis 


Government. 
Mr. Speaker, I could make more of these quotations, but I will 
not take the time of the House. It is enough to show what a 


What I now purpose read- 











report this creature has made to the Danish Government, this man 
whom our Secretary of State used as an agent—I was about to 
say tool, but as an agent—to carry a trusted diplomat from our 
legation in London to the court at Copenhagen, who there enter- 
tained this trusted agent and procured him admission and intro- 
duction to the prime minister of Denmark, which resulted in 
putting on foot the negotiations leading to this treaty. 

Now, sir, lam not here to charge, and I do not charge, that any 
American Member or Senator has been bribed in this matter, but 
here is the declaration of this agent of the Danish Government 
and of our own Government that he had contracts for $500,000 of 
the money which we supposed we were paying into the treasury 
of Denmark for these islands, to be used, as he says, for the cor- 
rupt purpose of bribing American Congressmen. 

Does not this demand an investigation at our hands? Are we 
to sit here and permit this paper to be published in the leading 
papers not only of Denmark and of the United States—because a 
portion of this report making these charges has already been 
printed in a Philadelphia paper and in some other papers in this 
country—but printed also in the newspapers in all the capitals of 
Europe? I have seen a notice of it in the London Times. It has 
been printed, I venture to say, in the leading papers of every 
capital in Europe. These charges have gone forth to the world 
that there is a condition of affairs in the United States Congress, 
as described by this agent to the minister of state in Denmark, 
which is characterized as something that is simply horrible and 
which it appears the minister said has been known for a long 
time. 

Does such a state of affairs exist, Mr. S er? Every member 
of Congress can be called and interrogated upon his oath whether 
or not he met this man Christmas, whether or not he dined with 
him at the Hotel Raleigh, and if he knows of any improper means 
having been used in any way to make public opinion in favor of 
the ratification of the treaty for the purchase of the Danish islands. 
I repeat that I do not say these charges are true. Ihave brought 
them before the House from a sense of duty. And in order that 
this House and the country may see that I have not exaggerated, 
that I have not icanetel the allegations made in the report, I 
shall ask that it be printed in full in the CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD. 
Then each gentleman to-morrow morning can read and digest it 
with his breakfast, if he desires to do so. 

Mr. Speaker, one other point. I haveso far made no reflections 
upon any American official; but I do say this, that these facts 
that I have submitted here, the newspaper extracts, show that 
the charges of corruption against the American Congress have 
been public in Denmark, and the allegations at corrupt contract 
business have been published there since the 28th day of January. 
These things have appeared daily in the papers at Copenhagen. 
We did not know, and I take it that the Senate of the United 
States did not know on the 17th day of February that $500,000 of 
that money had been bargained away for thé corrupt purpose of 
buying them and you and the balance of us, into the support of 
the treaty of sale; and yet on the 17th day of February the Amer- 
ican Senate almost unanimously, as I believe, and as has been 
published in the newspapers, ratified the treaty. 

Did they know, Mr. Speaker, when they ratified the treaty that 
these things were being published in Co , Denmark? 
Did these United States Senators, did the Committee on Forei 
Affairs of the Senate know this? I do not know, but this is t 
first time the attention of this House has been called to this dis- 
graceful charge. I have shown you that the publications began 
as far back as the 28th of January, that they continued through 
the first half of the month of February. Isay, Mr. Speaker, that 
there is, it seems to me, one thin in this whole 
business, and that is that the Department of State must have 
known of the publication of these infamous charges in Denmark 
and in Copenhagen for two weeks, or nearly three weeks. before 
~ treaty was ratified and took no notice thereof so far as I 

ow. 

If with full knowledge of these facts, with the light turned on 
as this report turns it on when published; if, in other words, with 
full knowledge of all the facts, the Senate of the United States— 
Senators of both parties—said, ‘‘ We will ratify this treaty,’ I 
would bow to their act. But Ido not believe that these facts 
and charges were in their possession when they voted with so 
much unanimity to ratify this treaty. 

Were they not entitled to have these facts? We have an Ameri- 
can minister at the court of Denmark, resident in Co n. 
Where was he from the 28th of January until the 17th of Febru- 
ary, the day the American Senate ratified the treaty? Do you 
suppose he failed to give notice to our premier; do you suppose 
that our Secretary of State was not in full and complete posses- 
sion of these allegations? If so, I y ask if the American 
Senate and the American people were not entitled to have the 
benefit of these charges? 

Mr. Speaker, this matter is still here with us, as we have not 
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appropriated the purchase money. I am not here to oppose the 
purchase of the Danish Islands; I am now of the ion that we 
ought toownthem. They are rightatourdoor. Ithink we need 
the harbors that they offer there. I am not objecting to the pur- 
chase; but I do object, I have the right to object, when you come 
and ask me to vote for $5,000,000 to pay for these islands, that I 
shall not be asked to vote that appropriation with knowledge such 
as these papers bring to us, that $500,000 of this $5,000,000 are to 
be used for the corrupt purposs indicated in that report. We 
had better keep that sum ourselves. The report shows, I think, 
— we could have purchased the islands for $4,000,000 or even 
ess. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I believe I have nothing further to say. I 
believe that these resolutions ought to pass unanimously. I be- 
lieve they are worthy of the attention of the House. The charges 
may not be true. I do not vouch for their truth. But here they 
are in the report of our own agent and the report of the t of 
the Danish Government. They ought to be investigated fully and 
a complete report be made. If the American Congress has been 
foully slandered, as I believe, and as I a the proof will show it 
has, no man will rejoice more than myself. 


I thank you, Mr. er, and the House. 
The SPEAKER. e question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tions. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Before the gentleman be- 
gins, I ask that I may be allowed to print with my remarks the 
reports which I have referred to. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks by printing the report which 
he has named. Is there objection? 

Mr. OLMSTED. I would like to ask the gentleman to whom 
that report was addressed? It has not been stated by the gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I beg pardon. I thought 
I had stated it plainly. The report is addressed to the Danish 
Government by Capt. W. Christmas, and gives his full Danish 
name, W. Christmas Dirckinck Holmfeldt, October 1, 1900. It is 
addressed to the Danish Government. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Whois the Danish Government? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes, sir; to the Danish 
Government. 

Mr. OLMSTED. What officer of the Danish Government? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. No officer is named. It is 
addressed to the Danish Government. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Just addressed at large, then. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Temmessee. It is addressed to the Dan- 
ish Government. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. LACEY. I would like to ask the gentleman this question, 
as he is going to print the full report: Is there anything to indi- 
cate that Christmas was simply trying to get a rake-off of 10 per 
cent, explained it this way, and he could not get it unless he made 
some such statement? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. There is nothing in the re- 
port to that effect. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have the first 
of the ‘“‘ whereas” read again. I would like to see whether the 
statements that are therein recited are recited apparently with 
the approval of the House of Representatives and by its indorse- 
ment, or merely the reported statement of this man Christmas. 


rtion 


Perhaps the gentleman can answer? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Let it be read for more cer- 
tainty. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the first section of the 
preamble will be read. 


Mr. HITT. The gentleman has gone over it so frequently I 
would like to see whether it is a declaration of the House. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


ee one ae Chsteomen, omni’ of et " ae on 
n for several years a diplomatic agent and representative ov- 
ernment of De nd ered to ee ends 


to the United States, and who was also 
the purchase of said islands, has 
to own Gov' 


Mr. HITT. That I object to. I object to that recital being 
put in the mouth of the House as a declaration of the House. If 
the gentleman will put it that “‘ it is alleged ’’ or ‘‘ publicly stated, 
there will be no objection, but I object to putting a declaration 


like that inte the mouth of the House, that he is a representative 
of our Government. * I can hardly consent to that. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I think, Mr. § er, that 
the gentleman’s technical objection comes too late, but I do not 

ar ohare If the gentleman from Illinois thinks 
‘‘alleged *’ should be inserted, I see no objection. 


the word 
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Mr. HITT. I ask that at the beginning it may be made to read 
‘¢ Whereas it is all .”” Dothe words after the second ‘“whereas ”’ 
contain any such allegation? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. If it does I will look at it 
and make the insertion. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I came in a few minutes after 


the gentleman from Tennessee began to make his statement. I 
have listened to him as carefully as I could in his reading of the 


extracts of this alleged report, and as near as I can at it on 
the wing, it seems that some man by the name of istmas, a 
Danish subject, that acknowledges himself a briber and worse 
than a thief, makes certain allegations, and upon those allega- 
tions it is proposed to make an investigation, not whether any 
Senators, but whether any Members of the House of Representa- 


tives have been guilty of bribery. Am I correct? Is that the 
scope of the investigation? 
r. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I do not propose by any ad- 


missions to limit the extent of it; the resolution shows the extent. 
It is to investigate the whole matter from g to end. 

Mr. CANNON. It was held to be privileged, because it related 
to members of the House, 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It includes members of the 
House. One member is named in the report, 

Mr. CANNON. One member is named? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes; he says that he had 
dealings with him; or at least he mentions the name of one mem- 
ber whose representative he had employed here in Washi m. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, that escaped,me and I would like to 
have it read. While the Clerk is finding it, I want to sug- 

est ——— 
» The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that that is not a part 
of the resolution; it was a part of the remarks of the gentleman 
from Tennessee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. What I read, if the gentle- 
man from Illinois is referring to that, is an extract from the re- 
port. I read several extracts. What they mean the gentleman 
can infer as well as I. 

Mr. CANNON. Does any extract which the gentleman read, 
or does the report upon which this investigation is to be founded, 
if it is ordered, make a charge of bribery against any member of 
the House of Sere 

Mr. RICHAR IN of Tennessee. Why, undoubtedly, it makes 
a charge of bribery. It says that he made contracts for the 
bribery of the members of Congress. 

Mr. CANNON. Contracts with whom? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I read the names of the 
men; I do not care to go over that again. Has the gentleman 
from Illinois just come in? 

Mr. CANNON. I came in after the gentleman from Tennessee 
began his remarks. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. He says that he had con- 
tracts with several gentlemen; I can read them again if the gentle- 
man desires. 

Mr. CANNON. Very well, Mr. Speaker; it seems to me it 
would be wise to make this investigation, if it be worthy of an 
investigation, and, as this document is to be printed in the Recorp, 
and as that part of the gentleman’s remarks that I listened to was 
the reading of extracts from newspapers and then his own im- 
pressions and remarks, it seems that nothing would be lost if this 
whole matter should go into the Recorp, and to-morrow morning, 
after members have had the opportunity to see what is substance 
and what is not, if it all is not substance the House can take such 
action as it sees proper. 

There is no man on the floor of this House that does not desire 
that a full investigation be made if the honor of any man is au- 
thoritatively called in question in his official capacity or other- 
wise in the performance of his duty as a Re tative. But I 
do not believe there is a man in this House that desires an inves- 
tigation of a mere statement of an acknowledged thief. I would 
be find if it could go over until to-morrow. 

he SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois make a 
motion to postpone to a certain day? 

Mr. CANNON. I the gentleman from Tennessee will ac- 
cept it. I will say to the gentleman that I make the suggestion 
in the greatest good faith. ; 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Well, I offered this in the 
greatest of good faith, too, and I shall not agree to it. 

Mr. © ON. It ought not to be passed before the member- 
ship of the House have a chance to read the statements on 
which the gentleman founds his motion; to read the papers from 
which the gentleman read very incomplete extracts. 

Mr. RIC DSON of Tennessee. Tn reply 
agitated remarks of the gentleman from ois, I will now ten- 
der this report to the Clerk and ask to have it read, in order that 
the gentleman may understand what it is. Iam perfectly willing 
to give all the facts that I possess, but I could not undertake to 





read all that matter in my time, because, as I said, it would take 
too long. 

Mr.CANNON. Wecan not followitfromthereading. There- 
fore, having the floor, I move that this whole matter be postponed 
until to-morrow morning after the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. On that we want the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Ilinois yield? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I want tosay something in reply to what 
the tleman from Illinois has said on his motion if he will 
yield the floor to me for a few moments before he attempts to 
close debate. 

Mr. CANNON. How much time does the gentleman wish? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. About ten minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say that he questions the 
right to move to postpone this matter to a particular hour; but 
the gentleman may move to postpone it till to-morrow, subject to 
other privileged matters. This will be privileged to-morrow, if 
the motion is made and adopted to postpone until to-morrow with- 
out the clause ‘‘ after the reading of the Journal.”’ 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I desire to make that motion. 

TheSPEAKER. That will makeit a special order for to-morrow 
morning. 

Mr. CANNON. Very well. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Dlinois yield to the 
gentleman from Alabama |[Mr. UNpDERWoOop]? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly; I yield ten minutes to the gentle- 
man from Alabama. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. I 
wish to ask whether this motion, if adopted, would interfere with 
the special order for to-morrow? 

The SPEAKER. If the motion of the gentleman from Illinois 
should prevail, this business will be the special order for to- 
morrow. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Then I hope the gentleman will make 
his motion apply to Saturday instead of to-morrow, so as not to 
interfere with the special order for to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. This will be privileged to-morrow morning 
if the motion of the gentleman from I[linois should prevail. 
Does the gentleman from Dlinois yield to the gentleman from 
Alabama? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes; I yield to the gentleman ten minutes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I do not think, from what 
the gentleman from Mlinois has said, that he addresses his re- 
marks to the true gravamen of this situation. I may be old- 
fashioned in my ideas, but I believe my ‘country’s honor ought to 
stand above everything else. Now, it is not merely an individ- 
ual’s honor that is at stake in this matter; that would be « small 
consideration as compared with the honor of our country. That 
is the question at stake here; that is the true question that is to 
come for trial before this House. 

I care not what you putin your resolution or how you may make 
it privileged. Isay that this fact exists and is shown, that a man— 
I do not care whether he is a thief or a knave—that a man by the 
name of Walter Christmas came to this country, attempting first 
in his own individual behalf to negotiate a sale of these islands; 
that that man went back to Denmark, accredited by the Govern- 
ment of the United States, to introduce our diplomatic agent to 
his own Government. Be he thief or knave, he carried our com- 
mission for that purpose, and it is denied by no man. When he 
had done that and the negotiations were opened, it is not denied— 
nay, it is recognized—that he was sent back here by his Govern- 
ment, not as an official agent, to negotiate this sale. 

Mr. Brun, the Danish minister, represented his Government in 
an official capacity; but it is not denied, and the official records 
of Denmark show it—it is admitted by the ministers of the Sehes- 
ted ministry—that this man was the unofficial agent of Denmark 
to negotiate this trade. Be he thief or be he knave, I care not. 
They sent him here, and he dealt with our people in this matter. 
Now, what is the result? He goes back to Denmark and makes a 
report to the Sehested ministry of what he has done here, and he 
says in that report to the mimistry of his country that he has 
contracted to expend $500,000 of the purchase money of these 
islands with American citizens, with members of Congress and of 
the Senate, and press associations, for corruption purposes. For 
what? To put dereugh a bargain that we say is just and right, a 
proper trade, yet we stand committed before the people of Den- 
mark to the effect that it is necessary to use bribery and corrup- 
tion in order to get through a proper and legitimate trade with 
the American people. 

Now, what this man says may be untrue. I pray God that it 
is untrue. But he has made the charge. As these reports show, 
here is an affidavit stating that this is the report of which this 
thief or knave—as the gentleman may call him, but the accredited 
agent of the Danish Government, the unofficial agent—has made 
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to that Government, saying that he has used $500,000 for a cor- 
ruption fund, here under the Dome of our country’s Capitol. 

Are we to laugh that down? Are we to say that because this 
man is a knave, that he has no character, that we are above re- 
proach and stand there in that position before the nations of the 
world? Mr. Speaker, and my fellow-members, if that is the po- 


sition the American Congress is to take when our country’s honor 
is involved, then I say that the day of our degradation is not far 
distant. No, itis not merely a question of knowing. Ido not 
believe it is so. I hope itis not so. I hope this man has lied— 
lied from beginning to end—but when governments use men for 
corruption purposes they do not use honest men, and this man 
reports to his Government that he has used their money for cor- 
ruption purposes. 

We do not expect to find them using an honest man for that 
purpose, but we do know that he has made this report to his Gov- 
ernment, that it has been published in the Danish papers, in the 
London papers, and in probably every paper of Europe, and there 
our country stands discredited in the face of the world; and would 
you deny the right of Congress to acquit ourselves; would you 
deny us the right to show to the world that we have clean hands 
in this matter? That is what we are demanding. We are not 
demanding the right to know if some poor weak individual, if it 
be so, has fallen by the wayside, but we do demand a committee 
to investigate this matter and show to the nations of the world 
that the Congress of the United States and the Government of the 
United States stands with clean hands in this transaction. 

Mr. HITT. Will the gentleman from Tennessee inform us of 
the date of that report? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. October 1, 1900. 

Mr. HITT. Isitan official document, or is it a statement from 
a newspaper? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It is not official. 
typewritten statement. 

Mr. HITT. Is it a copy, or purporting to be a copy, made by 
some one who has had an official document, or is it printed from 
a newspaper? I could not understand from the gentleman’s 
statement. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It is impossible for me to 
tell how this document got out of the archives of Denmark, but 
I have produced the evidences, which are satisfactory and con- 
clusive to my mind, that it is a faithful copy, except one page, 
and I have produced the affidavit here—— 

Mr. HiTT. That is the affidavit of a translator. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes; the affidavit of an 
American citizen who was in Copenhagen. 

Mr. HITT. Does he say it was a genuine report? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. He says that this is, in his 
judgment, a cx PY and that Christmas has admitted that it was a 
copy, as published in the newspapers there, of his secret report. 
That is what he says. 

Mr. HITT. The matter was so obscurely stated that I could 
not follow the gentleman. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I do not know whether it is 
or not. 

Mr. HITT. We know what official documents are. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I do not say that it is; Ido 


It is a 


not vouch for it, and I am not going to attempt to answer the de- | 


nunciations of your colleague from Illinois |Mr. Cannon], who 


says this man is a thief, an admitted thief; but this record shows | 
that he was the trusted agent of Denmark, and it shows one De- | 
partment of this Administration, the Secretary of State, used | 


him to introduce our minister, Mr. White, at the court of Den- 
mark, 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, just one word, and then I will 
ask for a vote. I never heard of this man Christmas until now. 


I have no knowledge or information about him, but, on his bare | 


statement, he is a briber and worse than a briber; a thief; that is 
what I said. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. What does the gentleman | 


think if our Secretary of State sent a man like that with our 
minister from London to Denmark? 


Mr. CANNON. Oh, the gentleman is not fair to our Secretary | 


of State. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Iam not unfair. I do not 
want to be unfair, or to have you put me in that category. 

Mr. CANNON. Even upon his own statements, he states—or 


this man states, and he indorses it—that he came as a secret | 


agent of Denmark—diplomatic—and that the Secretary of State, 
taking him at his word, told him to go to our representative in 


London and he would go with him to make these negotiations, and | 


- therefore the gentleman says artfully-—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Oh, no; it is no art of 
mine. 

Mr. CANNON. That the Secretary made him our agent. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, one word. Ido not know what the fact is 


about this matter. If there is anything that ought to be investi- 
gated, I am for investigating it; if there is anything in this reso- 
lution that is omitted, it ought to be inserted. If there is any- 
thing in it that ought to be stricken out, it goes without saying 
that it ought to be stricken out. It is brought this morning be- 
fore us, a long document that the gentleman does not nor 
rer to read—— 

r. UNDERWOOD. Will the gentleman from Illinois allow 
me a question? 

Mr. CANNON. One moment. With a lot of newspaper ex- 
tracts, and they are to go into the Recorp in toto. Now, then, 
when this investigation begins, it ought to begin on a proper reso- 
lution. Therefore, in common justice, in common fairness, and 
in common discretion, in my judgment, this matter should go 
over until to-morrow. It can go into the Recorp and we can 
have an opportunity to read it, and then, in the light of that in- 
formation, each individual member of the House can be in condi- 
tion to act intelligently. The gentleman is not more swift than 
I am—neither of the gentlemen—to investigate all things that 
affect Federal officials or the American Congress, 

I ask a vote upon my motion. 

Mr. RICHARDSO of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, will the gen- 
tleman permit me? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. For a question. 

Mr. CANNON. I yield for a question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The gentleman imputes to 
me some art in what I said about the Secretary of State. Now, 
I said, Mr. Speaker, that the Secretary of State must have known 
from the 28th of January until the 17th of ey that these 
reports were being printed in Denmark papers, and I did say that 
I thought the Secre of State should have called the attention 
of the Senate to it, and if that is a reflection on the ee of 
State, I stand byit. I should like to ask the gentleman if he does 
not think that the Secretary of State should have called the at- 
tention of the United States Senate to the fact that $500,000 of 
this purchase-price money was to be used for corrupt purposes, 
as ened. whether Bp rpory hho falsely. 

Mr. CANNON. Ido not know that the $500,000 was used. I 
do not know anything about it, and until Ido know more than 
the gentleman from Tennessee seeks to know I will not rise in my 
place and seek to cast dishonor upon any man connected with the 
Government. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Why, Mr. Speaker, I sub- 
mit to the gentleman that the passage of the resolution does not 
reflect on anybody. We are seeking to keep them from being re- 
| flected on. I hope the motion will be voted down, and that gen- 

tlemen who are anxious to come to the relief of the American 
Congress will show it by voting down the motion. 
Mr. CANNON. Ah, the gentleman fears the reading of the 
document in full by all the members of the House which he read 
| extracts from. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That statement of the gen- 
| tleman from Illinois is not true, and I ask now. before we vote 
| upon it—I have asked and I repeat it—I ask unanimous consent 
| now, Mr. Speaker, that this full report be read at the desk. 

Several Members objected. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I prefer that you act upon 
the full report and not upon my own statements. 

Mr. CANNON. It will keep until to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon], that the consideration of the 
resolution be postponed until to-morrow, Friday. 

The motion was rejected. 

The SPEAKER. e question is on agreeing to the resolution 
of the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. MERCER. Mr. Speaker,I think in all fairness that we 
should have the resolution and document read. 

Mr. SULZER. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. MERCER. I ask unanimous consent that it be read 
now. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I understand it (the resolution) 
has been amended by the gentleman from Tennessee since it has 
| been read in the House. I understand the preamble has been 
amended. The gentleman took it for that pufpose, at the sug- 
gestion of the gentleman from Illinois {| Mr.’ Hirt}. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I added the word which 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hirt] asked me toadd. I added 
| the word “ alleged.” ; 
| The SPEAKER. The House is clearly entitled to have it read. 
The Clerk will rt the resolution. , 

Mr. LACEY. r. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent again, as 
we are to vote on this matter, that the full be now read. 





| 


| 


Objection was made a while ago with the idea of the matter En 
ing over, but we ought to hear this full report. I mean the full 
report on which the gentleman bases his resolution. 
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The SPEAKER. The resolution will first be reported, as re- 
uested. 
’ Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I will state 
that the word “ alleged’’ may not appear there as often as the 


gentleman from Illinois wishes. If not, it can be inserted. 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order while the Clerk 
reports the resolution as amended, The Clerk will read. 

he Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas one Walter Christmas, a subject of Denmark, who is now and 
who has been for several years an alleged diplomatic agent and representa- 
tive of the Government of Denmark, authorized and empowered to negotiate 
with the Government of the United States for the sale of the Danish West 
Indian Islands to the United States, and who was also the alleged agent of the 
United States for the purchase of said islands, has submitted a secret and con- 
fidential report to his own Government; and 

Whereas the said Christmas, agent and representative, as aforesaid, in his 
said report to his said Government declares and sets forth, among other 
things, the fact that the Government of Denmark—— 


Mr. HITT. Stopright there. The essence is right there in the 
assertion that he has made the report. It should be “‘ alleged ’’ to 
have made a report. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. HITT. That word should go in right there. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas the said Christmas, agent and representative as aforesaid, in his 
said alleged report— 


The Clerk continued to read as follows— 


has contracted, agreed, and obligated itself to pay and turn over to him, the 
said Christmas, 10 per cent, or about oe, of the proceeds of the pur- 
chase money arising from the sale of said islands to the United States, when 
the same shall have been paid by the United States to Denmark, for the ex- 
press purpose, as has been declared and set forth ——. in his said secret re- 
port to his Government, for the bribing of members of the United States 
Congress and other prominent citizens of this country, and for subsidizi 
American powspneeen, SS the end that the pending treaty between the Uni 
States and Denmark for the sale of the islands by the latter to the former 
Government may be so consummated; and 


Mr. HITT. No. Whereas it is ‘‘ alleged” that it is declared. 
That is what it should declare. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I have no objection to put- 
ting the words in, and I am willing that the gentleman from IIli- 
nois shall insert the words himself, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In his alleged secret report. 


Mr. PAYNE. If the gentleman will add the words “it is 
alleged ’’ after each of the whereases it will cover the matter. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. This is a matter to be in- 
vestigated, and I do not want any snap judgment on it. 

The SPEAKER. That correction will be made, if there be no 
objection, after each whereas. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LACEY. I would call attention, further, to the fact that 
the attack is not made on American newspapers, but certain press 
associations, and you are investigating the whole of the American 
newspapers, 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The Speaker held that we 
do not ae the newspapers anyway. 

pe ei The resolution does not conform with the facts 
as stated, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to correct the gentleman 
from Tennessee. The Chair did not so hold. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I so understood. 

The SPEAKER. Not at all. 

Mr. LACEY. The resolutions ought to conform to the facts 
as the gentleman alleges them to be, as alleged. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I am of the opinion that 
the word “ newspaper "’ is used in Mr. Christmas’s report, and in 
some places ** press associations; ’’ but, Mr. Speaker, where ‘‘ news- 
papers ’’ appear I ask to add ‘‘ or press associations.”’ 

he SP AKER. This change will be made. Does that cover 
nee oe desired to be read by the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 

Mr. WANGER. I would like to hear the first whereas read. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, this will be read again. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Aa hereas it is alleged that one Walter Christmas, a subject of Denmark, 
who is now and who has been for several years an alle; diplomatic agent 
and representative of the Government of Denmark, authorized and empow- 
<4 to Deqotiate with the Government of the United States for the sale of 

: Danish West Indian Islands to the United States, and who was also the 
alleged agent of the United States for the _— of said islands, has sub- 
mitted a secret and confidential report to his own Government. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing tothe resolution. 
The question was taken; and the resolution was to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair announces the following commit- 
tee of inv tion: Mr. DALzeLL, Mr. Hirt, Mr. Coustys, Mr. 


McCa.1, Mr. Ricuarpson of Tennessee, Mr. DivsMor®, and Mr. 
CowHERD, 





Report to the Danish Government from Capt. W. Christmas, Dirckinck Holm- 
Seldt, October 1, 1900. 
To the Danish Government: 


As early as May 4, this year, I permitted myself to hand over to his ex- 
cellency the me minister a report of my work in the affair of the Danish 
West Indian Islands, while at the same time I requested that there might 
later be given me the opportunity of more ae explaining the case in per- 
son. Since in the meantime no such opportunity has been afforded me b 
his excellency, there remains no other way open to me than by a renewe 
requesiee attempt to secure the high Government's attention to this matter. 

believe it necessary to express myself as explicitly as possible with re- 
gard to all the details, as Iam anxious to give an accurate and complete pic- 
ture of what has happened to me in this affair, an affair about which I dare 
believe it will be understood has been one of honor and for the highest good, 
in which, therefore, I believe I owe those men who have assisted me, no less 
than myself, as clear a presentation as possible of all the relations and con- 
ditions pertaining to it, without which it will be impossible for my efforts to 
receive fair judgment. 

INTRODUCTION. 


In order to explain how I, on the whole, came to interest myself in the sale 
of the West Indian Islands, let me briefly show how these islands, ever since 
my childhood, have played a réle in my life and how circumstances have 
constantly kept my interest in them awake. 

My family’s economical situation has been closely connected with our col- 
onies in the West Indies. My grandfather, Admiral Christmas, was in his 
time a very wealthy man. He invested his whole fortune in plantations on 
St. Croix, which in the Sosisaing gave him a largeincome. The liberation 
of the slaves gave him and the other plantation owners a severe injury, which 
he never got over. At his death he was ruined, and the State took over his 
plantations. No wonder, then, that my interest in the West Indian colonies 
was early aroused, As second lieutenant I sailed down there on board a 
koffardimand and remained on the islands about six months. 

I have since, both in men-of-war and privately, visited the islands seven 
times in the last ten years. I have seen how the plantation owners have be- 
come gradually impoverished, how one business firm after another has failed, 
and how shipping has been reduced. Often I have prepared plans for the 
betterment of the conditions on theislands. I have tried to establish a steam 
ship connection between St. Thomas and St. Croix. I have worked out and 
sent to the Government a proposition for a more economical rule (or govern- 
ment) of the islands, and I have tried to start a company for the purpose of 
making use of the fertile soil on St. Johns by the help of Chinese coolies, 
but without success, since never have I met in this country any interest for 
the West Indian colonies. All have skeptically shrugged their shoulders 
whenever future bilities for the distant islands were suggested. With- 
out exception all have (at any rate heretofore) expressed the opinion that the 
islands’ only future > | in annexation to the United States. 

B otudying the old West Indian literature, ‘ially that touching the 

h Islands, I saw that the English, in the beginning of the century, won 
the colonies and appear to have had the intention of uniting them to the 
English West Indies. It was the intention of the English to establish a naval 
station at St. Thomas, but changed this plan when they discovered the large 
harbor on the east side of the St. Johns. Two English ships were sent into 
Coral Bay, the whole harbor was carefully measured, and a chart made of it. 
In the English naval chart archives may still be found the large chart show- 
ing whata ——_ deep, excellently protected, and clean harbor St. Johns 


has, especially adapted to a naval or war station, as batteries or forts can be 
placed on_ far-extend peninsulas and on Bock Island, which absolutely 
protects the entrance. I got the idea that that harbor could be made a new 


and important source of income to the colonies, I decided to attempt to get 
established a large and modern harbor, where nature had petpted out such 
a good place and such excellent conditions. I did not doubt but that good 
use could be made of such a harbor, since the West Indies, as far as harbors 
are concerned, is the poorest archipelago in the whole world. 


THE HARBOR PROJECT AND ITS RESULT, 


In the fall of 1898 I went to the West Indies and examined the conditions 
on St. Johns. This island has but very few plantations, but the numerous 
ruins of large stone houses and mills which lie seattered between grassy 

ths and shrubs remind one of former culture and the soil's fertility. There 
fe to be found —— oe plains for cattle and extensive woods containing 
valuable species of wood, I got a large amount of the island's land upon my 
hand and returned to Copenhagen to secure money for =e project of buying 
the land and using it and for putting the harbor in order for receiving ships. 

I worked upon that for several months; secured also a loan of money from 
different persons interested in my undertaking, but failed to secure enough 
capital to carry my plan oa. I was then advised to seek capital in Ger- 
many, and that in a short time I succeeded in doing in Berlin. A syndicate 
was formed, and I went again to the West Indies, this time in order to study 
the conditions on the English and French islands and for the paypese of 
measuring and making a chart of the harbor on St. Johns. This I accom- 
plished in the spring of 1899 and returned to Berlin with chart and plans. 

The German syndicate that in the meantime had established itself was 
“ Die Kolonial und Handelsgesellschaft St. Jun,” and had laid large plans for 
bringing the island in under the German sphere of interest by first buying 
up all the land and afterwards to put the harbor in order for German com- 
mercial ships and men-of-war. The plan had been oa to authorities 
of the German navy, who seemed to look upon it with favor, for just as desira- 
ble as it was for Germany to secure a foothold in the West Indies, so impos- 
sible did it seem if they should proceed openly by — Denmark to buy 
the islands, for it was known that America would never allow another Euro- 
pean power to establish itself in the West Indies. On the other hand it 
seemed possible that Germany, through the indirect way, as proposed by the 
Company St. Jun, could make use of the newly made harbor and gradually, 


as time would pass, secure control over the harbor and over the whole island. 
I could have no scruples in working for that plan, since nothing could hap- 
nm without the knowledge and consent of the Danish Government. Toa 


egree it would be necessary that the directions of such a harbor company 
should be Danish, and leave its seat in Denmark. : ; 
The plan was, as already stated, adherence at the highest places, and it 
was attempted to get the Hamburg-American Line, which had about 6) steam- 
ers running in the West Indies, to take up the affair. That company’s di- 
rector, Mr. lin, had several conferences with the St. Jun Company director, 
Admiral Zirzén. Herr Ballin requested certain guaranties of the Govern- 
ment, which it hesitated to give, and the negotiations proceeded very slowly. 
On my return from the West Indies the directors of the “Company St. 
Jon” asked me to go to Denmark toseek the Danish minister of finance, with 
a view of securing such concessions as to make the establishment of the new 
harbor bl 


2. 

In June, 1899, I sought Herr Schlichtkrull, department chief in the minis- 
try of finance, and later the minister of finance, Hoering, and presented to 
them both the plan, and at the same time explained to them how the situa- 
tion had evolved itself. The minister was not disposed to give concessions or 
permission to establish a new harbor, and he expressed as his opinion that 
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the only thing which could be done for the West Indian Islands was to trans- 
fer them to America. Suchat ‘er would, in the opinion of the minister, 
be the final outcome. I informed the German syndicate of the result of m 
interview with the minister of finance, and secured an agreement whereb 
would be able to do as I might think best in the project of establishing the 
harbor in return for paying the syndicate a sum of money. 

Durir nd the summer of 1890 I found out, quite by chance, that a circle of 
men in this country, in connection with some had, 1897, at- 
tempted to effect a transfer of the West Indian colonies to America. That 
committee consisted of General Bahnson, Captain Bluhme, Redaktor Cors- 
tensen, Count Frijs, Folkethingsmand Christop j i 
mann, Atatsraad Gustav Hansen, Hojestere Octavius Hansen, and Ra- 
daktor Hirup. The committee, through a native Dane, Mr. Neils Grin, 
—_ in touch with a number of American financiers, Mr. H. H. Rogers, Mr. 

int, etc. 

As already noted, the patriotic motive of this committee was to effect the 
transfer of the West In Islands to the United States. It worked with 
the knowledge and full authority of the Danish minister of finance, and the 
ministef had given his consent to let the committee dispose of 10 per cent of 
the sales price for furthering the project, since it was taken for nted 
that the political conditions in America were such that an affair like the sale 
of the islands could not be carried through without a substantial expenditure 


of money. 

Up m Mr. Hagemann's proposition, Mr. Neils Gron, in the name of the 
Danish committee, was to apply to Mr. H. H. Rogers for his assistance, and 
Mr. Rogers declared himse’ to the matter h Congress on 
the condition that he be auth to of 10 eent of the price. It 
was further arranged that the banking house of J. M in New 
York and Privatbanken in Copenhagen should the Govern- 
ment. The first-named pang house should receive the sum from the 
American Treasury and deliver it to Privatbanken less 10 per cent, the com- 
mission to be paid to America, The work of the committee came to nothing, 
because the breaking out of the 8 war stopped 
win had oven diene teal ieamiioaae cohen ot 
as it never di a subcommittee, oO 
General Bahnsen, Herr Hagemann, and the chairman of the committee, 
Etatsraad Gustav Hansen, kept in constant touch with the American syndi- 
cate through Mr. Neils Gron. This I discovered later, as when I went to 
America I thought the above-mentioned committee had long before given up 
“OS Fet | decided to take up the: question of @ sale, I ted myself to De 

nen eci to e a presen my - 
a Chief Schlicht and before him my Herr f Schlicht- 
1 expressed it as his conviction that my plan w find recognition if it 
could be carried through, since it was clear to the Government that it was 
best to hand over the islands, and the department chief expressed besides that 
there would hardly be Ss in getting the right to dispose of the 10 
per cent commission, as 7 epee ed mentioned committee had had. De- 
rtment chief inquired of minister if he would receive me, and on the 
ollowing day I called on the prime minister. 

The minister assumed a ~~ ical position toward my project, since, 
evidently, he did not believe t Leould accomplish engties in America. 
What I specially desired was to get permission to dispose of the same amount 
of money as the committee three years before and 
the amount Denmark would be willing to accept for the West Indian Islands. 

The prime minister assumed a very distant attitude as regards the first 
question, and said that if my plan succeeded could I (this his ex- 


cellency used) fi upon the same support as the commi' . His excel- 
lency expressed himself with greater force than I wish to his — 
offer 


rence for the — situation in America, which made it 
money in order to bring a political action, like that of transferring the 
islands, to a successful termination, but that he had long ago discovered the 
necessity for making such a money sacrifice, and he was ready to grant it. 
As to the amount desired for the islands, the minister did not wish to com- 
mit himself. Hesaid: ~ 

“I can surely not then give you the islands in hands that would be quite 
contrary to all feelings of dignity.” 

And [ater: 

“On the whole, it is not the idea to sell the islands. To that thought is 
His Majesty opposed. What could be done is to arrange a transfer on such 
conditions that we sustain no loss, but it must not appear that we sell.” 

When I left the minister he said: 

“I must honestly admit that I can not see how you can accomplish your 
project; but, of course I can not forbid you making the attempt, especially 
since the ——— can ne value to the country. One a -_ 
cast away private intuition which is necessary, especially here, w e 
Government can do nothing. It must constantly be remembered that what 
must be done is to get the American Government to take the first step to- 
ward acquiring the islands. The Danish Government is absolutely ignorant 
of ue journey and undertaking.” ; 

"yom at conversation I considered myself at liberty to draw the follow- 
ing conc fusion: 

i ) The Danish prime minister and minister of finance desires nothing bet- 
ter than the transfer of the islands on conditions fair to the inhabitants. 

(2) The minister considers it nec and is wi to place a portion of 
the sales price to further negotiations in question at the disposition of ‘‘ the 
private initiative.” 

(3) “The minister will accept a sum of money for the islands which will 
cover all expenses, the Colonial debt pension, etc., so that the country get out 
of the affair without loss.” 

(4) That my object was to get the American Government to take the first 
step without having the Danish Government officially even roe anything 
of my undertaking. I dare insist that my understanding of the four points 
= » me and I have strictly kept to them point for point, as the following 
will show. 

MY TRIP TO WASHINGTON. 

In October, 1890, I went to America via London. Ihad no connections 
there, and not as much asa letter of introduction, but I had a decided opinion 
as to how Ishould manage, and I had good cards on hand. — 

(1) On President McKinley's platform in 1896, er with a few reforms 
of vital interest to the Union, was ¢ the ire of securing the Dan- 


ish West Indies Islands. ident and his followers, the blicans, 
naturally, therefore, must consider the acquirement of our as being 
important, and therefore it would hardly become difficult for me to interest 


in my ns, 


the Government in Washirgton 
(2) I knew the sentiments of Americans 


Germany and their anx- 


iety as regards an attack w the Monroe trine. I could clearly show 
that the idea of securing directly or indirectly the Danish Islands was not 
strange in influential circles in Germany. 

(3) I_ knew that the Americans desired to establish a s' naval harbor 
in the West Indian waters. Onthe independent Cuba that not be done 


Porto Rico does not own a single good harbor, but America had nevertheless 
chosen San Juan in Porto Rico as the best place, and had voted to 
improve theharbor. (That project wasstopped after I had been in Washing- 
ton.) 


St. Thomas Harbor is neither large enough nor especially suited for a 


naval station, whereas the harbor on the east side of St. John complies h 


wit 

all the uirements of that harbor. I made a chart, and I felt confident 
that. SS t harbor would open the eyes of the Americans to the value of 
our islan 

All three suppositions proved themselves to be absolutely correct. 

From among the many banking houses in New York I chose the firm of 
I. & W. Seligman as one of the most recognized and most respected, and 
which at the same time stood in close touch with the Government. The 
house Seligman is there the American's Naval Rapegtmens special financiers, 
and is often used by the Administration in Washington to handle large 
money transactions. I have never had occasion to regret that | 
Since it was necessary for me to secure an introduction to President McKin- 
ley, Mr. Se secured me the same through a friend of the President, a 
wealth —_ rt of San Francisco, Mr. Scott. 

Besi made the acquaintance of the President's brother, Mr. Abner 
aig “Thee tt — AS oan aoe Hisdis'vomected cnn 

wn. ese two gentlemen are only very an 
their business, which liy consists in secur’ certain firms’ contracts 
and concessions from the Government, is withou eas anything but 
nice, but both Mr. Brown and Mr. Abner McKinley have the entrée to the 
White House in Washington. They know most accurately all the winding 
paths through Congress, and are well informed as to what members of Con- 
apes mewet paid, as well as to the method which must be used to accom- 


it. 
- As the situation was, I could not be too particular in the choice of my 
assistants, and I must say that the gentlemen, Mr. Brown and Abner McKin- 
ley, have rendered me excellent ensistence. 

Ten days after my arrival in New York I was informed that Mr. Scott had 
secured mean introduction to the President, and that he awaited me. | 
went to Washington, and obtained an audience with the President, who re- 
coeee Lae on contialty. aocmet him of ee object of me vane, while 

poin ‘orm of 1896, expressed it as my personal conviction 
that the Danish Government would scarcely refuse to consider with favor a 
proposition from the Americans for the transfer of the islands on conditions 
which should prove fair to the inhabitants of the colonies. I it clear 
that I acted entirely on my own responsibility, had no connection with the 
Danish Government, and told my motive was simply my own pecuniary in- 
terest in such a sale. 

The President admitted that he had always considered it naturaland right 
that America should the if, 


hand, found it out of y with the 0 j 

rt of the land, but that it would be of much economic advantage to the 
eods to get it under the age Republic, and since His Ma has only the 
good of his subjects at heart, dol feel sure that the Kin, not oppose any 
arrangement which will give to the Danish Islands such advan as the 
natural harbor of the West Indian waters, the United States can offer them 

+ ag udience when there were announced six Indian 
chiefs. me 


closed the a 
uested to seek Secretary Hay the poiewing fg and to 
discuss the matter further with him, and thanked me for the visit. 

The next morning I was received by Mr. Hay in the fo ministry. I 
had taken with me my large chart of the har of St. John and a na 
phlet I had written on the conditions in the West Indies, the fertility of the 
islands, the harbor conditions, etc.—in short, all which could make the 
Americans desirous of bu the islands. Mr. Hay, however, did not 
need much information. He appeared to know all re the islands; 
also that a Danish committee sought to secure the ermment’s 
interest for the sale three years before. Mr. Hay was well informed as 
regards the unfortunate pecuniary status of the inate, oot asked why 
Denmark did _ ae the colonies to export sugar y free to the 
mother y- hen I laid my chart of St. John’s Harbor on the table, it 
at once caught his interest. He asked me why it was that Denmark had so 
far neglected so excellent a national harbor as noteven to haveit marked off 
by buoys, etc. 

I said that we had enough in St. Thomas Harbor which was quite good 
Mr. Hay did not a r to take special interest in St. Thomas Harbor. He 
constantly re to the harbor of St. John, and evidently believed my 
chart to very unreliable. I showed him how much that harbor wax 
thought of by others, and that if America did not care for it then it would 
interest Germany so much the more. That made a strong im on on 
Mr. Hay. He became actually very excited when he that a German 
company had contemplated making use of the harbor and of as the 
whole island. Once he exclaimed: ** They are trying to sneak into the West 
Indies, are they?” 

When I was through reading the papers showing 
that he might be a to keep them and m 
over the aflair. He got my address, and I went. next morning early I 
was called up to Mr. Hay. That time Admiral Bradford, Chief of Navi 
gs Department, was present. My chart lay on the table, and 

both by i 


and Mr. Bradford I was cross-examined for about an hour 
It was evident that the interest in the Danish West Indian was ad- 
vancing. 


The next day I went. to New York, where I remained until November 2). 


the above, he uested 
chart while he thonght 


on which day I received a written request to come to Mr. Hay. Mr. Bey im- 
mediately told me that he had investigations both as regards the 
German company on St. Johns and chart, that my r tations had 
been proven correct, t he w now take to negotiations 
with the Danish Gevernment for the colonies. 


nanan oe which he } 
as to my position, myself had declared not to possess credentials of 
any kind, but that Mr. Hay would highly appreciate it if I personally would 
accompany a mat to and secure for him a secret 

meeting with the chief of the Danish Government. 
Admiral Bradford said: ‘I have sentin ay sapent of the Danish West In- 
that my 


dian Islands, and over St. Johns . Lean tell 
n a 


report could not be more fav: to plans,” and the followed 
me out in the hall and said: “I will let you know that I not only wish the 
islands for the Navy, but I them.”’ 


intend to demand ' ; 
On the 28th November I received two letters from Foreign Minister Hay. 
in one of which he informed me that he had written to the ambassador in 
London about m Te The other was an introduction to the am- 


bassador i Choate. : 
I could aves away on the steamer sailing December 4, and as a friend 
of mine, Mr. W. G. <r - = oe 2th = ee . 
minister, same B re- 

a Seen Fe ee ee Kechan mtaisas ote of which be did. 
When I, on the 12th of December, announced myself to the American ame 


sador in London, Mr. Choate had already received information as to my ™.*- 


sion from Mr. Hay, who had given orders that the first to the lega- 
tion, Mr, White, should incognito ee ae there conier 
with + Danie Goverment about the transfer of the Mr. Whites 
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wife was in the meantime very ill, and he had 
not come farther than Dover, where he awai 


spo over the 
Channel. I decided immediately to go to Dover. rT. Choate received 
‘nstructions from Mr. 


ly 
a pau commas, if oasis, the conferences about 
the sale of the islands. . Choate p that M 


r. White should meet the 
Danish minister some place outside of phagen, to which I replied that 
the minister if must decide that, but that_ I would make the proposal. 
The proposal, however, was not accepted. On the same day I arrived in Lon- 
don 1 went over to Dover, where I met Mr. White. The next morning we 
went together to Paris, where we parted. White brought his wife to Bordi- 
ghera, and I went to Copenhagen. 

Mr. White kept me assured of his movements by telegraph, and on the 9th 
of December he arrived in Copenhagen. 


IN COPENHAGEN. 


In the forenoon of the 16th December I arrived at Co m. Dr. F. 
Hansen, son of Etatsraad G. Hansen, who had traveled with me from New 
York, where to some extent he assisted me as secretary during my activity 
for the sale of the islands, had arrived in Copenhagen two days before me. 
Mr. Hansen had, without my knowledge and desire, sought an audience with 
His Royal Highness the Crown Prince, in order to inform him of my arrival 
with an American diplomat. 

Dr. Hansen has concisely written some of his recollections about several 
personal happenings. I == therefrom the er 

“As re what has ~oee in America, I can add nothing above what 
Captain Christmas has al y stated. I visited Mr, Hay in Washington one 


of the last days in November for the p of obtai some papers, and 
he requested me specially not to say anything about the affair to the Ameri- 
can minister in Cagenhagen. On the homeward journey I from Ca 

tain Christmas in London, since he went to Dover to meet Mr. White, and I 
went directs * Copen m. On my arrival here I immediately sought an 
audience with the Crown Prince, who at that time was t during the 
King’s absence. I told him exactly all that had happened to us during our 


stay in America, about the United States Government’s strong desire to get 
the matter through and about Mr. White's early visit to Copenhagen. 
Royal Highness expressed his doubt as regards the possibility of bi the 
matter to an early termination. It has several times failed just as it was al- 
most completed. That it would not be safe to be too hopeful before the mat- 
ter was entirely finished, although it would greatly 1 lease His Royal 

if I should be proven right in my optimistic view, that Captain Ch 

had actually been able to put the matter ree. 

“About a week after I was informed that Gehejmekomferentsraad Vedel 
toa private person (Generalinde Bruun f. Bluhme) had expressed his disa 
proval of the fact that Iavent about and told that I had somethi: 
the sale of the Danish West Indian Islands. Since I knew that I was abso- 
lutely not guilty of any indiscretion, and that His Royal Highness the Crown 
Prince was the only one with whom I had discussed the affair, I sought Ge- 
hejmekomferentsraaden to get the mistake corrected, and on that occasion 
had a prolonged conversation with Gehejmekomferentsraaden. It appeared 
that he actually had entertained the idea as above expressed. 

“He admitted, however, his after hearing my presentation of the 
affair. Gehejmekomferentsraad Vedal ap ed in the beginning to feel 
strongly against the idea of having Captain Christmas having anything todo 


with theaffair. It appeared, however, that His Excellency changed his mind 
slightly after I had more closely informed him of the mstances, 

cially after he had heard of Ch: ‘s relation to the pane minister, Mr. 
Horring, and about the accomplished results, viz, Mr. te’s visit to Copen- 


hagen.” 

So much for Dr. Hansen’s report. 
_ Gehejmeraad Vedel had, however, as above said, expressed himself with 
indignation about my efforts in America to Generalinde Bruun, who evi- 
dently believed that I had taken the affair out of her son’s (Kammerherre 
Brun, in hfe wm hands, and at once wrote and told him the whole af- 
fair, which should have been kept secret. This was the reason for and the 
beginning of Mr. Brun’s jealousy and enmity toward me, feeli: which he, 
even in affairs of so great importance, could not control while I worked for 
the Danish Government in America. 

‘Two hours after my arrival in Copeniogen I presented myself to the prime 
minister in the treasury department. The minister received me very cor- 
dially and was a ee in pow to how the affair had evolved it- 
self, and about Mr. ite’s expected arrival. The minister said: 

Well, thanks to God, that the sale now can be brought about, I must 
compliment Te for what you have accomplished. I had really not believed 
that it would have been possible for you.” 

The minister would not agree to meet Mr. White either in Roskilde or in 
Malm . “I cannot see whatis the use of all that secrecy. The meeting must 
naturally take place here in the foreign ministry.” me time after His 
Excellency asked what language I thought Mr. White could use. I answered 
that besides English I knew he could talk excellent French, which I haa ex- 

erienced in Paris. The minister replied: “It is too bad that of those two 
anguages Iam not at all familiar.” I. “It is possible that Mr. White under- 
stands German.” The minister: ‘German I understand quite well; that is, 


I can read, but I lack entirely the tice in speaking it.” The minister 
ended up by proposing that the foreign minister, r. Ravn, should meet Mr. 
White instead of himself. 


: The prime minister asked me about the conditions. I informed him then 
~ rw Thad insisted —— both over for President McKinley and over for the 
foreign minister in Washington that the Danish Government would not in 
any way make a business out of the islands, and would only consent to a 
transfer on such terms that Denmark should not aloss. I had said 
48 my opinion that the sum would likely come up to about three and a half 
million dollars, but I said to the prime minister t the American Govern- 
ment would be sure to give more if it was demanded. The minister said: 
: can hardly do it for less than $4,000,000," to which I replied that it 
= os — » show Mr. White that, and the size of the sum would 
) nim; ant part. 
; fae ane 5 ‘ ime ae of the aie end punted out how 
’ : 6 m r’s expressions to me ‘ore my departure, 
had allowed myself to make use of the same 10 cent: which the former 


committee had a right to dispose I minister frank] “ 
formation that I had beh Neen oth eS Prenkiens McKinley's a 
and his partner a certain sum. I to me two press - 
tons, one in Washington and one in New York, and that I had an under- 
Standing with the firm, L. & W. & Co, that they were to 
at me, all, of course, upon the conditions that the sale of the islands took 

The minister e that he found the political conditions in America 
norrible, bat " it had been known for 4 time, and I can let you dis- 
ose of the 10 per asked me what 


cent, but not , 
thought I would ate of the affair. Teopliod that £ hardly would be 


very much, His ex : “That you must certainly try to ; 
rid ubiuodiectee young rt] aoa vous Sete 
cent is not very much to use for such ‘ Cast ton 
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for your excellency to secure me some from home?" His excellency: ‘That 
I can not guarantee you. I can only promise you to do my best in that way; 
but you know very well how narrow-minded are the nt members of the 

.”’ The minister asked me if I was personally acquainted with the 
committee, and proposed that I should meet with the members of it. His 
excellency said: 

“The committee will surely take the greatest interest in the undertaking. 
They are excellent people; especially Mr. Hagemann can be of great assist- 
ance. He is well acquainted with American conditions. It will be of great 
assistance both to you and to me if the negotiations are supported by the 
committee.” 

I promised to put myself in touch with the committee immediately 

As one will see from the above, I had every reason to be satisfied. The 

rime minister had on no point disavowed me. He had complimented me 
or what I had accomplished; had expressed himself willing to negotiate 
with the American representative upon the same basis as was mentioned in 
Wash on. Theislands should not be sold, but transferred to America, on 
the condition that Denmark sustained no pecuniary loss. The minister had 
given me —_ to dispose of 10 cent of the commission and had even 
promised to do his best to secure for me a commission besides what I could 
make out of the 10 per cent. 

Etatsraad G. Hansen’s son, Dr. Folmer Hansen, applied in my name to his 
father, the committee’s chairman, and requested a meeting. That was 
brought about the next evening, though only the subcommittee met, since 
several of the members were absent from the city. The subcommittee con- 

of the chairman, Etatsraad G. Hansen, General Bahnson, and Fabrike- 
jer Hagemann. 

Thechairman, and afterwards Mr. Hagemann, expressed themselves satis- 
fied with what I had accomplished, complimen me on that point, and 
afterwards we discussed what was further to be done. It was agreed upon 
that a new plan had been adopted for accomplishing the sale of the islands, 
brought forward by a new man, and based upon new chances—as, for ex- 
ample, the new harbor on St. John—but that the aim was the same as when 
the committee worked, as well as the means for accomplishing the result, 
viz., the 10 cent commission. As regards that point, none of those pres- 
ent had entertained the slightest doubt, and that is best shown by the fact 
that the gentlemen unanimously advised me to effect a relation with the 
American members of the syndicate, the gentlemen Gron and Rogers, in part 


for the purpose of giving over a proper portion of the commission to them. 
Not only would it rous to secure those gentlemen's enmity, but 
their assistance would to a high d further the undertaking. Especially 


egree 
Mr. Gron had done a great deal of work for the sale of the islands before, and 
therefore had a right to consider himself entitled to a pecuniary advantage. 
I felt convinced of the accuracy of all that, and wished n: thing more than 
the o ty of working together with Gron and Rogers. I promised to 
offer to them as much as was possible of the 10 per cent. 

aor it will appear that I offered to them over half of the commission— 
namely, $200,000. 

Etatsraad G. Hansen offered to zive me a letter to Mr. Gron and Fabriker 
Hi nn and one to Mr. rs. 

e next discussed Mr. White's expected arrival and his conference with 
the foreign minister, and Mr. Hagemann then showed how important it was 
that the nds were admitted into the American tariff union. I promised 
to talk with Mr. White concerning that. Of our conference that evening, as 
well as later, a report was made in the committee’s journal by Etatsraad G. 
Hansen personally. It will therefore be easy to have confirmed if my state- 
ments are true. 

On the evening of December 19 Mr. White arrived, and I drove him to the 
Hotel Phoenix, where during his stay he was my guest. In order to remain 
as much as possible incognito, I gave his name as “Schwartchkopf, from 
Berlin.” That precaution, however, was not worth much, since a couple of 
times daily he received telegrams under his right,name from his wife at 
Bordighera. In the meantime he visited no one here, not even the American 
minister. He was always in my presence. The only ones who recognized 
him was Baron Reedtz Thott an roness Reedtz Thott, who one day sat at 
the table next to us at the hotel. 

On the 20th took place the meeting at the foreign ministry, but before that 
Mr. White came to my room and requested instructions on different points 
that might be brought up in the conference. I still hold a piece of paper 
upon which he had written down three points, to which I added the question 
of the tariff; unfortunately to no avail, since the foreign minister forgot en- 
tirely to mention it, and Mr. White did not feel himself under obligation to 
offer better conditions than were demanded from the Danish side. 

For the sake of precaution I asked Mr. White how he intended to intro- 
auce the conversation, and he replied: “ Why, of course, I will tell him that 
as Denmark wishes to get rid of the islands we might buy them at a reason- 
able price.” ; 

I tried to make him understand that that was the very worst thing he 
could say, and he promised to begin thus: ‘“That the United States Govern- 
ment, under the just inaugura colonial-expansion policy, had discovered 
the advantages which America could secure from acquiring the Danish West 
Indian Islands, but that naturally the American Government could not pos- 
sibly under any circumstances intimate to Denmark their possible willing- 
ness to buy them before secretly they had secured from the Danish Govern- 
ment the intimation that they were willing to part with their colonies.” 

Mr. White assured me after the conference that he had used the very words 
I have said above, and added: “I never saw a man smile like the old fellow 
ween 5 given him just your words, so I think they were exactly what he 
wanted.” 

Iaccompanied Mr. White to the foreign ministry and presented him to his 
excellency. Since I remained in the antechamber,I do not know what took 
place, except from Mr. White's report, and, since he was in a rather playful 
mood, I not repent his report, except in an abbreviated form. 
The minister declared himself willing to negotiate with America about 
the transfer of the islands upon such a basis that Denmark should receive 
enough to cover the colonial debt and the expenses to pensions, etc. To Mr. 
White's question as to the sizeof the sum, the minister replied that it would 

rhaps come to between $4,000,000 and $5,000,000. That gave the American 

ter an cpportenity ey to say, “The old fellow was not much of a 
business man. Why didn’t heask $4,000,000 or $5,000,000? Of course he can not 
— us to give him more than $4,000,000 after that.” ; 

ring the conference Kmhr. was called,and he and Mr. White then 
went into the archives, where the necessary material from the minister of 
finance was to be obtained, so that Mr. White could take notes of the islands’ 
budget, debts, pensions, Crown estates, etc. : : 
nder that adjournment of the conference, Minister Hirring, accompanied 
by Department Chef Schlicktkrull, came in to find out how the meeting had 
resulted. Both appeared well satisfied when they later passed through the 
antechamber where I stood, and the minister said a couple of friendly words 


to me. 

After Mr. White came out from the archives he remained for a short time 
with the minister. The conference lasted aboutan hour. We then tooka 
long walk ther, during which Mr. White recounted to me the whole of 
the conversation with the minister and Mr. Krag. 
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Mr. White was very well satisfied with the result of his journey, and he 
expressed it as his conviction that the islands before one year would be 
American. He said: “The price is not at all the question; but as your Gov- 
ernment won't make any bargain, why, of course we don’t wish to pay more 
than necessary. It is a very fine fooling (not. to wish to sell the islands). 
We Americans are more in the business line, don’t you know. We hardly 
understand those feelings.’ Mr. White departed that evening. 

When on the following evening I met with the subcommittee I informed 
them of Mr. White's ae of the conference, and especially that the tariff 
question had not at all been discussed. Mr. Hagemann was very angry 
about that, as well as the other gentleman, and found that it was absolutely 
a scandal that the most important point had been forgotten. He predicted 
that there would spring up a strong sentiment against the sale of the islands 
if the colonies did not get free trade with America. 

Mr. Hagemann was certainly right therein, for if the sugar from the islands 
could be sold on the American market without duty the property there would 
rise in price 40 per cent. I offered then to tel ph Mr. ite and request 
him to add to his report to Mr. Hay in Washington the demand for free 
trade. That request was accepted. r. White answered wz telegraph that 
the desire would be complied with. A letter to me from Mr. Hagemann of 
December 27, 1899, shows the importance he places on the question of free 
trade for West Indian Islands. He writes: ‘Thanks for the information as 
regards Mr. White's report. It was fortunate that the most important point 
of all was considered from the beginning.” 

Ihave during my whole work in the affair of the West Indian Islands 
sought assistance and counsel from a lawyer to the supreme court, Mr. Salo- 
mon. It is therefore quite natural that I at the time, while I was constantly 
conferring with the prime minister (naturally mores Mr. Salomon con- 
stantly informed of such conferences), should several times request Mr. Sal- 
omon in my stead to talk to the prime minister, to whom I had, with Mr. 
Salomon’s consent, expressed the fact that he was myadviser. Mr. Salomon 
answered my request that he naturally would be ready to seek the prime 
minister in case he should — the desire to see him, but that without 
such expressed desire he could not trouble the minister by requesting a con- 
versation. 

However, on the 27th of December a conversation took place between the 
prime minister and Fr. Salomon, since the latter, without any request from 
me, on that day sought the minister. I have requested Fr. Salomon himself 
to write down and present to the prime minister a report of their conversa- 
tion and everything else known to him regarding my work for this affair. 
To this report, the contents of which are known, I take the privilege to call 
the High Government's attention. 

It was clear to the prime minister that it was necessary for me again to 
return to America; that I, as it were, had all the threads in my hand, and 
knew the persons who should agitate during the coming negotiations and acts 
in Congress. Besides that, Mr. White had urgently advised the foreign min- 
ister to let me complete what I had begun, since I,as Mr. White expressed it, 
was persong gratissima in Washi n. 

In the meantime I had used up all my personal means during my trips to 
West Indians and America, since the Danish Government now accepted 
all my plans touching the sale, and furthermore desired to make use of my 
assistance, it appeared to me reasonable that the Government should pay 7 
journey, or at least a part thereof. The prime minister was perfectly will- 
ing to do this, but he had no funds from which to take the money. It was 
then arranged that Mr. Hagemann should advance me a sum of 6,000 kroner, 
against the guarantee of the minister of finance. That sum should be re- 
gerded as an advance on what I should make out of the 10 per cent commis- 
sion. Hagemann brought about that arrangement by, ether with Etats- 
raad G. Hansen, calling in the ministry of finance. Regarding that advance, 
Mr. Hagemann writes me on December 29: “ Etatsraad Hansen and I have just 
come from the prime minister, who, in accordance with your statement yes- 
terday, requested me to assist you by advancing an amount not exceeding 
6,000 kroner, in the form of a letter of credit. That shall be done.” 

It has always been clear to me that it would be difficult for the prime 
minister to make any written documents regarding the affair, neither as 
regards credentials for authority nor ranties for what by word of mouth 
was promised me, especially on so delicate a matter as the use of the 10 per 
cent. The prime minister's word was naturally sufficient. There was that 
possibility that the minister might die while the affair was in progress, but 
in that case I should have as witnesses to what was agreed upon such promi- 
nent men as Department Chef Schlicktkrull, Fr. Salomon, and the members 
of the subcommittee, and in case of a change of ministry, all were convinced 
that the prime minister would give his successors all the information neces- 
sary regardin g the situation and those binding promises which were the basis 
for my work for the sale of the islands and upon which hung both my moral 
and pecuniary existence. 

In the meantime there were two difficulties which had to be overcome, 
and in this the minister had to act personally. 

The minister in Washington, Mr. Brun, I have known from my childhood. 
He has always been an energetic and intelligent man, but reserved and pe- 
culiar; an extremely sensitive man about his own dignity. 
heard Dr. Hansen's experience with Gehejmeraad Vedel and Generalinde 
Brun I knew that Minister Brun would be myenemy. I informed the prime 
minister of this and showed the great danger the whole affair would en- 
counter if Mr. Brun began to ot against mein Washington. The prime 
minister recognized this, and decided to write a letter to Mr. Brun in order 
to make him assume the right position over forme. At the same time could 
that letter serve to clear another difficulty, namely, to show the Danish Gov- 
ernment’s relation tothe banker I had promised, and whom the Govern- 
ment’s chief had accepted; but the prime minister did not like to write di- 
rectly to Seligman, and it was necessary to find a means whereby the firm 
could receive some official recognition. 

The prime minister then promised me that in his letter to Mr. Brun he 
would recognize Seligmans as the American bankers on whom I could de- 
pend, and who should receive the price of sale for Denmark, and afterwards 
send it to Privatbanken in Copenhagen with a 10 per cent discount. The prime 
minister requested from me a copy of my contracts with the firm of J. & W. 
Seligman & Co., and I sent the copy to the minister's private house in Tor- 
denskjoldsgade. The prime minister's letter to the minister in Washington 
was sent. “The contents Iam not acquainted with, but the results I know. 
Mr. Brun worked with great 7 cepeeet me. He was successful in ruin- 
ing my position and my name in Washington. He refused to enter into re- 
lations with Seligmans, and thus I never got my bankers recognized. About 
that later. I shall only in this connection remark that the recognition of m 
bankers was the basis formy whole effort. Ihad no money above that whic 
I should use personally, and to bribe politicians and buy journalists on credit 
is naturally very difficult. At any rate, guaranties must be furnished. 

By recognizing my bankers the prime minister gave me the necessary 
cuniary backing for the money offers it was necessary for me to make in order 
to get the islands sold. This the minister recognized, and expressed it both 
to me and to my lawyer, Salomon. The Danish minister in Washington 
ebeqee Seve by word of mouth given the necessary recognition, but he refused 
it absolutely. 

There was one more affair to arrange before I started on my journey. I 


As soon as I | 


a court-martial, and 
that fact could become ruinous to my efforts if any body should use that easily 
obtainable penpen against me in Washington, and thereby make me impos- 
sible with the American Government. hen the prime minister had used 
my service and secured for me the means for the journey, since I had already 
had personal intercourse with the President and foreign minister of the 
United States, and since I was the one who had personally presented the 
American diplomat to the Danish foreign minister, it appeared to me in har- 
mony with all the var nee interests that my position should be changed. 

I therefore app ed in this connection, to the men about whom I know, that 
he both deserved and the absolute confidence of the prime minis- 
ter, viz, Mr. Hagemann. Mr. Hagemann realized that my desire was oppor- 
tune, and promised to take up the affair, about the ge result of which he 
had no doubt, but the result did not come. P. mann has since 
told me that he did all he could for me, but in the meantime the withdrawal 
of judgment against me was refused for the present, but intimated as a a. 
sibility in the event of the success of my mission. I should here remark that 
the minister of the navy, Ravn, at one time prevented me from reaigning, 
since I preferred that to dismissal by court-martial. Mr. Ravn said my 
father, who gave in my resi, tion: “‘ Your son can at the very highest only 
receive a couple of months in the fort, and that is nothing to speak of. Be- 
sides, if he sends in his resignation he will not receive that recognition that 
is due him on account of his courageous work in Siam.” 

In this matter Mr. Ravn prevented me from resigning, and I thought that 
I could expect from him that he would make use of this oa to make 

ood again the injustice which he had preraany done. ButI was mistaken. 

y dismissal by court-martial should continue to hang on me asa chain 
about my leg. Neither the foreign minister, Ravn, nor the prime minister 
wished to take up the affair, and what I anticipated happened. My enemies 
in America made use of this means to the fullest extent. Mr. Brun started 
the startling news that the man who had gone between the American and 
Danish Governments had been kicked out of the Danish navy by a court- 
martial both in the American foreign ministry and in the good society in 
Washington. Mr. Neils Gron took good care that the press got hold of the 
scandal and was delicately used. ‘ g 

The day after Mr. White had been at the foreign ministry it was published 
in the papers (from Danish journalists). It went over England to America, 
and thereby Mr. Rogersand Mr. Gronsecured the information that the affair 


of the islands was n up. 
On the same day that I left Denmark Mr. Hagemann received the follow- 
“MAR #H 1, 1900. 


ing telegram from Mr. Rogers: 
in, with poosponts of success if worked with proper 


ority to spea 
. “H. H. ROGERS.” 


Mr. Hagemann sought me at the hotel and gave me copy of telegram. 
Together we wrote an answer, which was as follows: 
“MARCH 1, 1900. 


“The sale is in official channels, Have protected your interests. Await 
arrival Captain Christmas, St. Paul, with introduction to you. 
. “HAGEMANN.” 


had been dismissed from the service of the many 


“Danish islands up 
parties. Would like au 


On January 5 I received in London the following: 
“Captain CoristTMAS, Hotel Savoy, London. 


‘** Following cable is sent: ‘Sale is in official channels. Await arrival Cap- 
tain Christmas, St. Paul, with introduction to you. 
“*HAGEMANN.’” 


I left Copenhagen on January 3 after I had had a farewell audience with 
the prime minister. The minister asked me to do all in my power to get 
the price up to $4,000,000; told me about his meeting with my lawyer, Salo- 

| mon, to whom he sent his thanks for the visit he (Salomon) had paid the min- 
ister; advised me with much cordiality to be sure to see that I got my share 
| out of the 10 “~~ cent, and said in conclusion: ‘“‘God be with you, and do not 
forget to send frequent reports.” 
| No one who knows anything about the affair doubted that on my depart- 
ure I had commission from the Danish prime minister to work for the sale of 
| the islands, and that I had the right to dispose of 10 per cent of the sale price. 
| Ido not know whether from a legal point of view there is a difference be- 
tween a verbal and a written authorization. Certainly from a moral point 
| of view there can be none. There can be no difference between a man's 
| verbal promise and his written one. The supreme court lawyer Salomon 
| has clearly expressed himself to me as to his eae of the relation 
| between the prime minister and myself and as regards the authorization 


| given me. The subcommittee also had no doubt on that point. 
Mr. Hagemann requests me that all money transactions in regard to the 
| sale should go through Privatbanken, on the ground that that bank at a 


| former time was interested through him. He would not make such a request 
| tome if he did not know that I had it in my power to arrange the money 
| matter as I might think best. , 
And when Rogers later (see below) telegraphically requested subcommit- 
| tee to leave me “disinterest Christmas” the gentlemen replied: “This is im- 
possible, since ‘matter is officially in Christmas’s hands.’ "’ The subcommittee 
recognized thereby again the authorization I had received from the prime 
minister and called it “ official.” 
IN AMERICA. 


On the same day that I arrived on the steamer St. Paul in New York I sent 
| the two letters of introduction to Mr. Rogers and to Neils Gron, : 

The first I met the day after in his office in the x: Mr. Rogers is a man 
| of about 60, extremely wealthy, but, in spite of his large fortune of about 

$50,000,000, snosetney Ser of making money. He is the most active 
member of the Standard Oil Company, and is both hated and feared in the 
| money world on account of his absolute inconsiderateness in his money oper- 
ations, which yearly demands a great many offers, both on New York's and 
| Chicago's exchanges. Mr. Rogers was evidently dissatisfied because I had 
taken hold of the sale of the islands, and he repeated several times, “I wish 
to make money by this, and don’t you forget it.” 

I asked what sumi he demanded for his assistance in the affair, but as to 
| that he would not commit himself. He requested me to see Mr. Gron and 
| further to negotiate with him. When I left, he said, “ Now, Mr. Christmas 

I don't know if we come to an ment or not; but, mind you, this islan 
| business will never pass through Co: without my consent. I am able 
to swing 26 votes in the Senate, and don’t you forget it.” 
| _ Isought next Mr. NielsGron. This man is a Dane by birth, and has gone 
| through Harvard Gpivecsty He leads a more mysterious existence than 
any man I know. He calls himself a journalist, but is not connected with 
| any paper. Most people look upon him asa kind of secret agent either in the 
| service Of the police, or else in one or other company's service; but no one, 
in fact, knows anything about his means of existence or his efforts. 
Mr. Gron was absolutely unapproachable. He presented to me the choles 
of securing him and Mr. rs as enemies, which, in his opinion, woul 
make the sale impossible, or to give the whole over into his hands and Goyer? 
for home. I should have aoaling to do with disposing of the 10 per cen 
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commission. The next day, however, he sought me and offered me 


000 of 

commission. This was an im: ble condition, since I had y dis- 

= of a much larger sum, and I answered him that more than half of the 

commission it was impossible for me to offer to —— andhim. Gron refused 

that offer and prophesied that I would soon realize my error in not handing 
everything over in his hands. 

The next day he out my wife a long article regarding the sale of the 
islands, which had the heading, ‘‘ Pretty woman in St. Thomas deal,” and 
spoke of my wife in the most scandalous manner and expressed insinuations 
regarding the Danish ae. I feel convinced that no other than Gron him- 
self had inspired thatarticle. No American journalist could have known the 

yecial relations mentioned therein. 

The next day two large New York papers contained interviews with me. 
My expressions regarding the sales of the islands and the Danish King’s posi- 
tion tovvard the sale were the height of indiscretion and lack of tact. In one 
of the interviews I told the reporter that President McKinley's brother was 

receive an enormous sum of money for bringing about the sale. I had had 
no interviews whatsoever and had not talked to a reporter since I landed in 
America. I protested both verbally and in writing the different editors, 
but no attention was paid to rg / demands for a retraction. 

I do not hesitate to assert that these and all other false interviews and 
compromising articles originated from Mr. Gron, directly or indirectly, and 
thereby he began a fight against me which should last for over two months. 
Mr. Gron’s use of the press absolutely astonished me. It was first later that 
I found out that Mr. Gron’s means are often used in America and that, on 
the whole, it is placed at the dis tion of him who has money enough to 
offer. It is difficult at home to judge of Americans, and especially American 
press conditions. I, at any rate, had never dreamed to what a degree the 
American press is for sale, both for political and other speculations and in- 
trigues. 

Sorin my whole stay in America I fought constantly with Mr. Gron to 

et him fo work with me, or at least to cease to cgecee my efforts. Late in 
fi bruary I offered him and Mr. Rogers $200,000 if the sales price should be 

000,000, He accepted this, but a week later he broke his agreement and 
demanded more. are Se last part of my stay I was compelled to use 
strong means to compel him to my side, and I succeeded in getting a binding 
contract between us. It was at that time too late to get the island question 
through Con: during the spring session, but it could be during 
the coming wintersession. The contract provided that Gron and his friends 
should dispose of two-thirds and I of one-third of the commission. 

I was so much the more anxious to arrive at an understanding with Mr. 
Gron, as I was afraid that he could overthrow my work, and besides Mr. 
Gron had—I regret that I have to say—his very best assistant in the Danish 
minister, Mr. Brun, who at the same time was my worst enemy. 

As I have previously remarked, our minister in Washington, even before 
my arrival, worked inst me. Mr. Brun was, through his mother, Gen- 
eralinde Brun, al y, before my departure from Copenhagen, made 
acquainted with my work for the transfer of the islands, and that scarcel 
on a favorable basis for me, as Generalinde had, through Mr. Vedel seem 
ing to Dr. Hansen's report, got the impression that I was interfering with 
the nrinister’s work, which, humorously enough, also seemed to be the min- 
ister’s own impression. 

One could imagine that the minister, from principle, found it ae that 
unauthorized private persons should appear as politicians, but that was by 
no means the case. Mr. Brun knew perfectly that I appeared with author- 
ization from the prime minister, aoonly as he had received written infor- 
mation on that point from the prime minister, and he had at the same time 
for a long time been acquainted with the former committee’s work. Mr. 
Brun stood even in a very intimate relation to Mr. Neils Gron, whom I sev- 
eral times met in the minister’s home. Mr. Gron was always well informed 
what of interest had taken place regarding the affair in Denmark, and he 
peated himself upon his good relation to the minister—proud because he 

new that I had n to _ erent upon in that connection. 

Thé minister did not feel himself in So Set degree obliged to do any- 
thing for me because the Danish prime ter had commended me to h 
consideration, and he stated several times that, as he had noorder from the 
poume minister, he could not undertake to assist me. The banker Seligman 

© would have nothing whatever to do with. 
_ Upon the minister's pathy for Gron, whom he knew me, and 
his antipathy for myself, I not dwell any longer, but I must here ex- 
eos ‘my indignation that Mr. Brun —ar to make me impossible in 
ashington. e used, in order to create distrust of me, that easily ob- 
tainable and unworthy wens ay discharge from the Navy—and it was 
made use of in the foreign ministry with members of Sangre with certain 
jomrneiiats, and in the circles of society where my wife had been well re 
ed. 

As I have pecvionsy related, during ay former stay in America I had es- 
tablished relations with the President’s brother, Mr. Abner McKinley, and 
his partner, Colonel Brown, besides I had bound to me two press associa- 
tions in New York and Washington. These different connections brought 
me once more in touch with a number of Senators and Members of Congress. 
Congress, in the middle of February, was taken up with the Nicaragua Canal 
treaty and the extension of the fleets, and both of these affairs had to be 
diepg sed of before the question of the Danish Islands could be brought for- 


I shall a in setting forth my work in Meher to keep close to 
the reports and letters which I, after ment with the prime minister 


and the committee’s chairman, Eta Hansen, forwarded to them, and 
T use quotations from both reports in order to illustrate the progress of 


JANUARY 18. 

ETATSRAAD HANSEN, Washington: 

te. Rogers expressed that he, if he obtained that advantage from the sale 
which he ong due him, will be pleased to assist me. He requested me to 
arrange all with Gron, who represented him. 
: I sent your letter to Gron, who lived at the Waldorf, and next had a meet- 
= with him. Iregret much to have to inform you that Gron’s tion 
> en over for me was absolutely antagonistic. Gron’s opinion is that I have 
i ae him and ruined his dearest hope that he himself should sell the islands. 
S ad in the meantime substantial hope that I would be able to get Gron and 

ogers over. Gron has in the meantime already began actively a t me, 
as following will show, and he has openly expressed that it was his and his 
Lym ys intentions to overthrow the affair at present in order late to take it up 

I shall here remark that ail that has a red in American papers called 
interviews with me are lies from one on tO the other. I have not allowed 
myself to be interviewed and will not. Since the pa 


full of rs, however, have been 
bh - ane rela to me and the sale of the islands, and since it could 
ur myself and the affair, I requested the editor of the Washington 


Post (the Government organ) to publish a declaration from me. That cli 
Laem anes The declaration oune out early in order to satisfy the 

I have had a conference with Mr. Hay, who received me very cordially, 
only he expressed regret that Mr. White's visit to Copenhagen had not re- 





mained a secret. He expressed himself very satisfactorily about America’s 
desire to buy the islands. I suppose the question will be brought forward in 
about a fortnight, as soon as the debate over the Nicaragua Canal and the 
extension of the Navy is brought to a close. 

Papers of all colors have already expressed themselves in favor of the pur- 
chase of the islands, and as far as I have heard the Government has both in 
the Senate and House votes enough to put the matter through. 

To-day lam to talk with Senator Derrw, and other members to whom 1 
have letters of recommendation. In the same way I am to have a meeting 
with Admiral Dewey, whose influence is very large. 

Isent yesterday evening the following cablegram: “Affair looks favorable. 

Mas. ” 


rist . 

I had. as above mentioned, at last made the acquaintance of different Mem- 
bers of Congress, for example, Senators LopGE, Depew, CLARK, BACON (the 
last two were Democrats); members of the House, ALEXANDER, GARDNER, 
and others. They all took a great interest in the acquirement of the islands, 
and promised me their very best assistance. I got them to establish the price 
of $4,000,000, as the prime minister had desired. 

n the meantime I, through indiscretion from the forei 
out that Mr. Hay would only offer Denmark $3,500,000, and that it was there- 
fore important as early as possible to get the sum placed at $4,000,000. 

In the last part of January I wrote to Etatsraad Hansen: ‘Since my last 
letter nothing official has taken place, but I have accomplished much under- 
hand work. I have been ata couple of secret meetings in Congress, where 
the plan for future developments was agreed upon. A pair of the leadin 
Senators and some members of the House were present, and the genera 
opinion was that the acquirement of the West Indian Islands would not meet 
any serious opposition. It was the first intention that some Senators should 

vately suggest to the President that he should let Secretary Hay apply to 
The Danish minister here and officially ask if Denmark would sell. 

The President, on the other hand, desired for political reasons that the af- 
fair should not come from the Administration to Congress, but the reverse. 
For that reason there is now bei repared a big speech, which on next 
Wednesday or Thursday is to be delivered by a Member of Congress, Mr. 
GARDNER, on which occasion the House will express its wish about buying 
the Danish islands for $4,000,000. That sum has been decided upon and, if the 
Government of Denmark insists upon it, will be appropriated. It is not im- 
— that Hay will attempt to screw down the price, but the $4,000,000 can 

considered sure. 

Ihavesent you the following telegram: ‘“‘ Four million dollars guaranteed,” 
because I could not know how quickly requests would be made, and there- 
fore you should know what sum you aw to insist upon. All appears, 
therefore, in a most hopeful manner, and if no personal interests intervene 
in the affair it will go off easily enough. 

Inthe meantime I am somewhat afraid of Mr. Rogers and Mr. Gron. I 
have even reasons to believe that the gentlemen have intentions of injuring 
me in Copenhagen, and ially to try to take the affair ¢ut of my hands. 
I believe in the meantime that that will be impossible. Of course it is of lit- 
tle importance whether I peseenel bring the matter to a close or not, but 
if all the arrangements which I e for the furtherance of the matter are 
now overthrown, would it possibly give occasior toa t scandal and liti- 

tion? I will, however, try to come toan understanding with Rogers and 
. but they assumed, as already said, a very antagonistic position to- 
ward me. 

I have formerly on different occasions touched upon, and repeat here, that 
Rogers and Gron tried to persuade the committee to take the authority from 
me. The reply was: “Impossible; matter officially in Christmas’s hands.” 

In Congress.all seemed to go after desire, and on January 3) I was able to 
te ph Etatsraad Hansen, ‘To-morrow the House will vote $4,000,00% for 
bu the islands.” 

In the meantime, however, my friends in Congress changed the pro- 

mme somewhat. In of the proposed great speech of Mr. GARDNER, 
and the subsequent vote of the House, there was in the House brought for- 
ward a bill, the so-called Gardner bill of February 1. 


ministry, found 


I telegraphed to E February 2, 1900, “Resumé Gardner 
bill yesterday: ‘Be it enacted the House and Senate of Congreas as- 
sembled, That State Department is authorized to expend the sum not ex- 


ceeding four millions in acquiring West Indian Islands, and that this act 
take effect immediately.” 

As regards the-significance of that bill, I have expressed myself in my re- 

rt to the prime minister of the 5th and 2d. By thisI have the honor to 

nform your excellency that all touching the West Indian Islands appears as 

promi as possible. I had the honor to forward to your excellency a copy 
of th- Gardner bill after eee sending telegraphic résumé of same to 
Etateraad Hansen. This bill will possibly not bring the affair to a direct 
conclusion, but it has established the price as $4,000,000. end that was its 
special mission, as Mr. John Hay had attempted to acquire the islands for 

ree to three and a half millions. All has now been prepared as well as it 
has been possible for me todo. The right people are interested in the affair 
and I have good reason to believe that negotiations will proceed rapidly in 
the near future if from Denmark's side no opposition arises. As I have pre- 
viously permitted myself to express, Gardner's bill will not come to play a 
decisive part, since the Senate is the place where treaties are ratified. The 
Senate Committee on Foreign Affairs, whose chairman is Senator Davis, will 
report the affair favorably and then it will immediately be sanctioned, but 
since it is the House which appropriates the money it is also of importance 
that this is considered. 

It will be seen from the above that I do not give too much importance to 
the bill. My efforts have been in the direction of supporting the Danish 
prime minister in his attempt to get the price for the islands set to $4,000,000, 
and to that end has the Gardner bill been of service. 

It was now my hope that the bill should be put through in the course of a 
few days, but that did not happen. . 

There were now in Congress (as Mr. LopGgE expressed it) ‘“‘evil spirits at 
work” namely, Rogers and his friends. 

Senator LopGE, who is the most respected member of the Senate, and who, 
of all the political persons I have met in America, is the only one that can not 

bribed, was my best assistant. It was he who discovered that Rogers was 
at work, settating among his 26 Senators, whose votes he thought to be able 
to control. 

Mr. LopGe advised me to seek Mr. Hay, and to inform him of all roenrding 
my antagonistic position to Rogers and Gron. I had at that time offere 
Gron half of the commission, which sum he refused. Hence I felt that I had 
done all in my power to win him and friends, for if Gron had received the 
ove a. I would have nothing for myself; not even enough to cover my 
own debt. 

I was therefore so angry with Rogers and Gron that I decided to take no 
consideration whataoever of them, and to follow the advice of Mr. Loves, 
I worked out a statement, took all my papers, letters, and telegrams, and 
announced myself to Mr. Hay. Mr. Hay became confused, annoyed, and an- 

when I had told him what was in my mind. He was confused, because 
rz foreigner, had secured such an unfortunate impression of the political 
conditions in Washington; annoyed because Mr. LopGE had sont me up into 
the foreign ministry, and angry, or more correctly enraged, against Rogers 
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To me he said: “ Well, it may be that these ‘trust peoeie’ 


and his people. 
are very powerful, but I will show them that they do not yet rule the Admin- 
istration of this country or its Congress.” 

Now I felt no more of Gron's machinations, not even through articles in 
the press. I could now work in peace for the sale of the islands, and use my 


best efforts. 

I had one article a‘ter another published in different pa: 
islands, and often illustrated with photographic drafts 
I point in that connection to my scrapbook. which contains Ae a 
chppings. I made the acquaintance of many members of Co 
now one, now another, either to dine or to supper at Hotel Raleigh where I 
lived. It cost me much money, because Washington is one of most ex- 
pensive cities in the world—especially the dinners in the hotels were expen- 
sive. It was not alone the members of Congress, but their private secretaries 
that I bad toinvite. I had as my especial assistants two mer, C. W. Knox, 
who was an intimate friend of Senator MARK Hanna, and Richard P. Evans, 
a lawyer in Washington, who represented Mr. Gardner and his friends in 
the House. These took an active part in - personal agitation, since they 
talked with a large number of members of Congress and agitated for the 
purchase of the islands. 

I had contracts with them both, according to which they, and through 

them certain members of Co: 8s, Should have a share of the commission 
if the sale took place. But the two gentlemen's agitation expenses, etc., bills 
in restaurants and hotels I had to pay. 

In the middle of January I to procure more money from ne 
since the amount I had for my journey was ey exhausted, and 
before my departure for America I was comoue to aes oe ~ lenish: 

In the meantime work proceeded rap ay Wi could count 
that the matter would have the aes th in the mabe Soe the House 
(also between the Democrats was a sentiment created for the acquirement of 
the islands). I was in the happiest frame of mind, since I believed that all 
the difficulties had at last been overcome, but just then began my very worst 


troubles. 
As already repo rted, Mr. Brun talked about my dismissal in such a man- 
ner that bot Me ” Senator LODGE, and others came to know it. In dif- 


ferent ways I notic ar that cordiality by which I had been received cooled. 


rs describing the 
t Thad with’ me. 
red 


My two assistants, Evans and Knox, referred more frequently to the reports 
that were circulated, and Mr. Knox even sought the and rom 
his own mouth confirmed the -~ eigen news that I had been and 


aced from the Danish na 
ne day Senator LopGg, in his private room at the Senate, asked me how 
the matter stood, and when I last had an audience with Mr. Hay he asked 
me the same question. Icould not deny the fact that I had been dismissed 
in disgrace, and my efforts to ameliorate the situation had no effect. 

I had become a suspicious mand blackened, and soon my stay in Wash- 
ington had become impossible fee: myself as well as for my wife. Both Mr. 
‘Hay and Senator LopGE advised me to take my aa. and I decided to 
do that and to live in New York, from ——- I could easily run over to Wash- 
~~ n when my presence should be necessa: 

ut a much worse danger rire en ie the most 

situation. I had not ro ays ~~ ition of my Seales, L& Boline 
man & Co., and I co ut a guarantee for the sums of 
money I had been obliged _— ye My own means were entirely 
exhausted; I was ieee. to live as economically as ible in New York; I 
coukd no offer money upon the Senators and Members of 

and was obliged to let Mr. Knox and Mr. Evans know that I was not able io 
pay their expenses. 

The: two press associations, Abner McKinley and SSvena, Evans, Knox, and 
others I promised that their contracts should be guaranteed hor 
of Scligman. To this the cet: house had agreed 
one way or other be reco; the Danke Govan. 
minister's absolute promise of sah a recognitio: had 
the promise, but it was not kept. yh my Pe it to the prime min- 
ister I received only this reply by telegram, which had no signature, but 
which I conclude was from the minister. It stated: “Letter received, but 
incomprehensible. Can not give you or 8. an authority. 


I then studied out that possibly the minister woute to permit 
a bank guarantee; and since Privat in nhagen, me 
to ask Seligman to send them the eventual amount of sale (in which connec- 
tion Seligmans had written Privatbanken), it a to me reasonable that 


the minister would rather let Privatbanken take the affair in hand and give 
Seligmans the desired bank — that the American banking house was 
accepted by the Danish Government 

I wrote, then, February 25, 1900: “ ‘Herr Direktor Larsen, petvetieniom. 


Copenhagem I have, after t with you before m rture from 
Ospenhaaen, informed I. & W. Seligman & Co., a La who have 


to the United —s that Privatbanken, 
from the Danish 2 side. should — the affair; and Seligmans have with 
which will be referred to the strange fact that the 

_— Seligmans that they have actually been in case a sale takes 
» “~ 

In that letter the director = oe the information t he, after conference 
with the minister. had received the impression that ‘his excellency regarded 


pleasure agreed to that 
on, was art ey ran has nok Get received 
has et received 
the official tion of the recogni of Enapee. 
Seligmans at the same time wrote Privathbanken, in order to get a recog- 
your firm as bankers for the American no means as 


act- 
ing for the banish Government. Seligmans gave me that letter and I believe 
that from that moment they looked upon me with te lag tek seas 
— . melas I to that degree had been disavowed 


In the ‘month of January my whole efforts had been pone upon the clear 
tween m and the prime minister that Seligmans should 
the recognized bankers of the Danish Governmen t in the sale, and in March 
the minister declared to the Direktor of ane te that Seligmans had 
actually nothing to do with the Danish Governmen 
But even a greater surprise awaited me. In aa Seated A that == es 89 
extremely important recognition of Seligmans brough the 
counsel to the banking house to write to = 
preme Court, Mr. Salomon, to whom I myse! 


been accepted b — a of finance as in the event of the sale 
dian Islands to 
Seligmans, in that co 
I will therefore uest from you after conversation with with the minister to 
accepted, 
nition established, and received late in March rep ay Soom Direktor Larsen. 


As Tat one time e toy so, ba already before mg Petra 
in December di of a part of the 10 —— and accepted the 
bankers, J. & W. Seligman & Co., all upon ition that the minister 
of finance approved both of m futuoy adeninieter of the 10 cent and 
of the bankers. Asyou know, tune ror to my proposi As you 
will understand, I have had great difficulty for the 


commission I have promised. I myself have 


—~ mi 
pend on. That is naturally enough for me, the Americans 1 refused to 
accept that as good enough. 


Here I tave been obliged to place my own person and my personal prop- 











erty as securi Pion Seligmans have, who have absolute confidence 
= me. Placed th y respected name as guaranty for my administra- 
ion of 10 per a 


wor firm now think, as is natural, that the moment has come 
form or , to receive confirmation for the fact that the Danish aoe 
ernment actually Ye use it to finance an eventual sale of the islands. Ihave, 
therefore, advised the firm's legal acumen to put himself in touch with you 
with a view of securing a recognitio 

I take it for granted that i aeisister cco. not as yet give any official a 
thority, and he has in a matter sent me a telegram, but the aftair might 
be arran; in same manner as when the minister gave me ex - 
monty vee through oe *Direktor Larsen requested me 
that The salo of the 1 usiness in hand, and I arranged this with Selig. 
mans. The sale a will, therefore, % cod . & W. 
Seligman & Co. on this side of the Atlantic and b vat, 
other. In that connection, therefore, it would seem ” to me that Privatban. 

consider them, 


ken conld give the guaranty to Seligmans that they could 
selves the Danish Government's bankers in the affair. 
It is very difficult with this ‘‘hide and seek” anxiety on the of the 
minister. I must have the relation established before it is too late. Selig- 
mans ought to have the powaney that they run no risks in giving guaranties 


in connection with the o ose cent, or it willend in their considering me a 
humbug, in whom they could have no confidence. 

Supreme Court Lawyer Salomon, on receipt of his letter, took steps to seo 
the prime minister on ee As regards the result of the attempt, I 
received the following 

“MARCH 13, 1900. 


“Schlichtkrulls, principal, writes indignantly. He won't speak anybod 
ae or See representing you. Give me explanation. _ 


“SALOMON.” 
answer back on the same day was: 
ly explanation, principal crazy. j 
“CHRISTMAS.” 

I knew nothing else to answer. I was not only a zed PS surprise, 
but entirely confounded by Mr. Solomon's believe that 
Gare ms was either a miyeterry or mistake. My — ae not omatan the idea 
that the prime minister who three months ago secured me money for the 
journey. gave me instructions, had acceded =e pall my plans and propositions 

shown me the oonhaanee 2 of ee ae to administer as large a sum aa 
pn CE dp hl y paid for the Danish Islands, who, on my 
de rture had pressed my hand in most, cordial manner and ¥ me 
he now indignantly refused to talk to anyone who, di- 

rectly or indirectly , represented me. 

ADA i knew than i tee dane note bo which he could take exception. I 
had offered the best of my ability for the affair. I had talked with several 
hundred persons, written innumerable articles in the paper, conferred, con- 

vinced, , given and suppers, used all my money, borrowed 


_ ——< this fact was sure: The prime minister would have noth- 


who ted Captain Christmas. 
ing He orate later pe with Supreme Court Lawyer Salomonabout thestrange 
situation, he said about the f 
o en I had read 


the minister's letter I was o - bien it you 
or another over there, or at I knew 


geting het teensemete® the work the minister had 

The most remarkable is, however, that after my return w 

ert hh tten such a letter, if he had 
ng to complain of speeding me me, he answered * No.” 

un in the latter part of oars I =auened to New York. The affair stood 

well in Wash fan for eas than concern was that the Danish Govern- 

— —_ sell the $4,000,000. On the 19th of February 


iw “Ome of assistants in n Washington, ho has tion in the State De- 
“ m w a 
: me that a whole series of has 


a | more, and again used it. 


iven 
ni 
any- 


be 
through with it et. 
—— waited 
had made 
f when {had gone back to New York 
, and I was again and 
ai had yet or would soon recognize 
They 414 mot wish to work any longer upon the emeertaixtics 
accustomed to give credit in political matters, etc. In short, 
whet ts the tol & to om 
know what in Faas oat One Selignnens Semeiess bene 
of that y by the minister of 


et te 
sdviner and acoopted his elp | 
agreement with meand compelled me to act 28 
@ lawyer in 
. He isa 
desire to make 
of means 
family, through 


, and 
As soon 


he had heard of the itand quention ho wished oboctendly to 7 @ part, but 
after he committed a number of indiscretions I eo pak h as 


5 
i 
a 
bie 
is 


man of ability, 
himself 
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vut the last of February I was very badly situated, I could no longer pa 
_— and Knox cash, It was still necessary to work with the press, witch 
co much money. I wished to secure a large model of St. Thomas, which 
cost several hundred dollars, and should be exhibited in Washington for the 
purpose of interesting the members of Congress in the islands. Seligmans 
withdraw more and more, and my people in Washington threatened to lay 
down the work if I could procure no guaranties. 

Thon came Fischer-Hansen to me one forenoon at the Hotel Manhattan, 
and offered his and his father-in-law's guaranty for thesums [had promised, 
until Seligmans should be recognized. He yen to pay for a model of 
St. Thomas referred to and also to furnish the running expenses in Wash- 
ington and to the press. 

Whatever reluetance!I might have had, I did not dare, difficult position, to 


refuse the offer. The only demands Fischer-Hansen made in return were 
that | to the Danish prime minister should acknowledge him as my legal 
counsel, to report to the minister his offer, and to promise to work to the end 


that he might receive a decoration, which was the aim of his ambition. 
Vischer-Hansen guaran as promised, several contracts, and in return 


I reported to the prime minister that I had accepted Fischer-Hansen as my 
Jegal counsel in New York, and praised him, as was natural, for his generous 
offer. I refer in that relation to my report to the prime minister dated Feb- 
euary 26, 1900. . 

rE the meantime a great struggie had sprung upin Congress which lasted 


fora long time. The fight was about the Porto Rico tariff, and the result of 
the contest played an_ important part, as the Danish West Indian Islands’ 
future might fare in the same way as Porto Rico. That island had up to the 
present been kept outside of the American tariff limit, and its economical 
situation was yery ned. a ——- desired to give Porto Rico free — 
the Democratic party also, bu e large sugar tr company opposed it 
as harmful to the interests of the company fter a long time an agreement 


was arrived at upon a basis of 15 per cent tariff, which compromise satisfied | 


none of the parties, 

I had in the beginning of March a meeting with Mr. Bryan, the Demo- 
cratic party's candidate to the Presidency. Mr. had made a number 
of political speeches in the different large cities in America, and came also to 
Philadelphia. He we especially against McKinley's imperialistic policy, 
and I was afraid that he might oppose the purchase of the Danish West 
Indies. Mr.C. W. Knox obtained for me a meeting with Mr. Bryan in a train 
between Baltimore and Philad ia. I hada ten minutes’ conversation with 
him. and secured his assurance that he would not oppose thesale. Mr. Bryan 
considered the purchase of the islands asa military strategic necessity which 
had nothing whatever to do with politics. _ 

That evening, in a speech before the Philadelphia Democratic Club, Mr. 
Bryan confirmed his position as that question. He said he would al- 
ways fight against imperialism militarism, which he considered as synon- 
ymous; and said he could always sympathize with a peaceful extension. and 
ospecially a rounding off of the ublic within our own wa as that was 
specially to protect our own coasts and islands. Together with the discus- 


sions about the Porto Rico tariff was the Nicaragua Canal treaty. Mr. Hay 
and the English ambassador, Pauncefote, had signed the treaty according to 
which the proposed Nica: Canal could not be fortified. That angered a 


ange pate on of the Americans, and there was a strong sentiment against 
r ay. 

I mention this question because, like the Porto Rico tariff, it touched the 
fate of the Danish Islands. While the Democrats demanded that the Nica- 
raugua Canal should be fortified, the Republicans, with Senator Lopes in 
the lead, insisted that that was not necessary, the canal could be pro- 
tected from the islands lying about, by establishing strong naval stations in 
the right places. Not one but many times came the advocates of the treaty 
back to this point, and showed how the canal could be protected on the west 
from some islands in the Pacific; on the east from the Danish Islands. I 
have in my scrapbook numerous articles from the ow touching on this 
question, and it is quite remarkable to see how the American ticians al- 
ready at that time looked upon the Danish Islands as the best to estab- 
lish American fortifications. 

_ It would of course have been of great value to me to have been kept in- 
formed of what took place in Denmark regarding the island affair, but I 
never heard a word beyond a few scattered newspaper articles. In the be- 
vinning of Mareh, however, I received a letter from Mr. Hagemann, and 
reading that I first began to realize that o tion tothe sale might be foun 
in Denmark. I knew, however, that the Danish Government had formally 
agreed toa transfer to the United States Government, and since I had re- 
ceived no command te stop my work I simply continned. 
_ Lhave never known what during that time took place in Denmark regard- 
ing the sale beyond what a few Congressmen told me. 
_ Itissure that the Danish Government would not have found any difficul 
in putting the affair through, since in America at least, no material - 
tion would have appeared. In Congress there was a majority for obtaining 
the islands. The Administration desired that extension of the United States. 
The military department demanded — wae Shananas neelteley for the 
an 


country's security, and all the papers portance over the whole 
Union had expressed qhemsetven ba favoring the affair. The only dangerous 
opponents, viz, Rogers and his friends, had been brought to silence. 

dare here express, without in any way a risk of criticised 


for self-praise, that all of this favorable situation for the affair w by the 
way still exists, is the direct result of my own work, and it is far from that 
this work had been made easy for me ence on the contrary, a ag 
tions had been placed in the way by the syndicate, by the Danlsh 1 r 
yes, and not the least, by the minister. 

It is therefore not without a of bitterness that I, on the 13th of 
March ror we prime minister: id 
s i termina’ comm 
add some remarks which will aauiet in ova pet rom pa fair compre 


~ ng your a compre- 
Y nsion as to how my position has been over here since I left Denmark. 

‘our excellency did me the honor at one of our m inform me that 
you had written a lengthy letter to the Danish ; in- 
formed him as te the of the affair, and as to my early return to 
America, I had absolute reason to believe that that communication from 
your a should serve me as a sort of an official credential, so that I 
ee only would be able to count the assistance of the minister in the in- 

crest of the affair, but should abe be in a position to give to my banker in 
New York a semioflicial tion that been By Dan- 
ish Government, since such a confirmation have 


& personal 
P eee ng between the minister and the chief of the house of L. & 
mo oO, 

__ As Lhave previously had the honor to inform your excellency, Mr. Brun 
woul scarcely admit t he had received the jettor would 
only look upon me as a 
that Mr. Brun’s 

in W: 


foreign minister w 
regard and confidence. , 


much 
amount of w 
tted, with all 


endleas 
upon. It must be 
Surprise that I have thus been 


; 
é 





important affair, which both your excellency and a large portion of the 
Danish le desire to have terminated as quickly as possible. It has now 
for nearly three years been clear both to your excellency and to the com- 
mittee of the hig t Danish patriots, which was formed for the purpose of 
accom ing the sale of the Danish West Indian Islands, that such a polit- 
ical action could not be put through in America without paying a large sum 
of money. 

“Tecan, after m 
right. Since no o} 
dertake to 
sale, a private 


experience, absolutely confirm that conception as being 
ial representative of the Danish Government could un- 
the amount of money necessary for accomplishing the 
rson had to do it, and it became my task to accomplish that 
unpleasant by no means easy task; but from difficult it became almost 
impossible for me, since I had neither cash money nor guarantees to offer the 
persons whom it was necessary to interest in the affair. I had, therefore, 
surely depended that I should have been able to use a banker as guarantor 
for the sums I had to offer in case the affair was accomplished, but in that re- 
gard I had not been backed up from home.” 

That communication I was obliged to dictate to my wife while lying in bed 
ill from nervousness and provocation over the treatment which I had received 
from the prime minister. 

From private letters and newspaper articles from Denmark, and espe- 
cially after receiving the supreme court lawyer Salomon's telegram, i under- 
stood that a sentiment against the sale of the islands was springing up in 
Denmark; also that Horring’s ministry would soon be dissolved. I decided. 
therefore, to return home as soon as Privatbanken’s reply to Seligman’s 
should arrive, because upon that I based my last hope that the prime min 
ister would keep his promise to recognize the banker. 

The reply arrived, as already stated, early in April, and with that my last 
hi was banished. 
e Danish Rigedag would soon close, and in the American Congress the 
coming Presidential campaign had already begun to absorb all interest. 
Hence it was easily r ble that the sale of the islands could not be 
terminated before the next Congress—that is, after the 4th of December, 


1900. 
Thad already in several letters and reports, for example, in my letter to 
Etatsraad G. Hansen, on 19th February—expressed this eventuality, and I 


had even advised sooner to wait the summer over, as thereby it might be 
possible to increase the sum $1,000,000. 

Before I left America, however, it was of the highest importance that I 
should come to a definite understanding with Rogers and Gron, as I did not 
dare to leave the country with those two +s enemies. 

lattempted, therefore, again to get Gron to agree to a com 
that was very difficult. He and —o evidently did not thin 
any possibility that the sale of the nds would take place before the fol- 
ae session, and it was then their intention to manage with me out, so 
that they themselves, assisted by their friends in Copenhagen, could arrange 
the latter in accordance with their own interests. 

To that I was naturally opposed, since I had not only done a great and im- 
portant work in the matter and sacrificed a large sum of money in trying to 
accomplish it, but I had also to consider other persons who had rendered me 
much assistance both in Congress and in the press, and those persons would 
without doubt, if they saw their demands pos! ted and their interests threat- 
ened, work just as stron; as the affair as they had before for it. 

For about a fortnight worked in New York to the end of arriving at 
a compromise, but did not succeed. In the meantime I was notable, from pe- 
cuniary reasons, to remain longer in New York. I was absolutely obliged to 
depart before I became so reduced that I should not be able to pay my passage 
home for my wife and myent An attempt to secure money from Denmark 
through Mr. Hagemann failed. 

I could therefore see no other means, in my difficult position, than to com- 
pel Gron to compromise. My feelings toward bim and Rogers Were not of 
the kindest, since they had done me all the harm they could and had not been 
select in their choice of weapons. 

Before I did anything I sought Mr. Gron and informed him of my de- 
cision. These transactions with Gron and Rogers had to come to an end, 
and if they would not willingly accept my offer, which, in generosity, was 
rauch greater than the two gentlemen could expect or demand, then I would 
in one of New York’s largest papers make public their opposition to me 
in the island affair, their misuse of the press, etc.; in short, scandalize 
them to such a degree as they for months had tried to scandalize me. My 
offer to Gron consisted in that he and Rogers during their present session of 
Congress should have half of the commission, but if the islands first were 
sold during the coming winter session they could have two-thirds and I one- 
Gee the commission. The day after Gron sent to mea refusal of the 
offer. 

I then went to the editor in chief of the World, Colonel Vanbentheisen, 
and made him acquainted with my difficult situation. He understood imme- 
diately, and offered to assist me. I gave Mr. Vanbentheisen a short account 
of the whole affair of my relations with Rogers and Gron, handed over to him 
a number of letters, telegrams, and other documenta, and made him grease 
that he would publish nothing without my permission. Advocate Fischer- 
Hansen was witness to our conversation, which he, by the way, himself 
had brought about, since he personally knew Colonel Vanbentheisen. 

My intention was not to have anything made public, since that would only 

oduce scandal, without any way furthering the affair. I only wished to 

ten Gron, and espec rs. 
must here explain that no poger can make public an article giving names 
of persons without first presenting such an article’s head points and asser- 
tions. In such a case the editor sends some one to the person and presents 
him a résumé of the article's contents, and allows the person to protest 
inst it if he wishes. Those press conditions had been explained to me by 
er-Hansen, and upon that I had built my hopes of being able to force 
Rogers to give in when he should see that there was danger that I would 
actually f up my threats. Besides, I must explain that the World is 
especially feared y mange Crom com ies, Which the paper fights with 
all its power, as detrimental to the middle class. Mr. Rogers is, besides, the 
very blackest sheep in all the trusts, since he is the most inconsiderate opera- 
tor, with the enormous fortune of the Standard Oil Company. 

Mr. Vanbentheisen kept his promise, sent a reporter to Mr. Rogers, and 
a to Mr. Gron, and the result was the desired one. The day after 
Gron, in his own and rs’s name, si a contract with me, after which 
half of the sum should fall to him and Rogers if the islands were sold during 
the present session, two-thirds if the sale took place during the coming win- 
ter session. As soon as the contract was si . Mr. Fischer. Hansen secured 
me back all my papers, letters, etc., from Colonel V., who kept his word and 
never made public a line of what I had given him in confidence. 

affair was therefore, in my opinion, out of the world when I returned 
to Denmark, but unfortunately there awaited me an afterplay. About 
three weeks after departure =o ewe, New York Times, published a 
lohg article against Hogers in coun m with his relation to the sale of the 


A part of that article has been published in the Politikan, and I have an- 
wered it. It was not clear to me from where the article originated and who 
had inspired it. I had left no material In the beginning I thought 


romise, but 
there was 


ut 
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that it was from the foreign minister, to break a ble 


tion in the 
Senate to the island sale. The minister of war held warlike hes, in 
which he demanded the islands. Now he is believed to understand better, but 
what it all is about he can not be blamed more than the man who has fallen 
as an offer for thieves and bandits. Gron has here in this country blamed 
Fischer-Hansen as the author. 

Before I left Fischer-Hansen desired to be liberated from some of the ob- 
ligations he had given as guarantor of my contracts, and I complied with his 
desire, so much the more as I had never wished to make use of his help. I 
was only compelled to do so by circumstances, because I set the affair over 
all personal wishes and considerations. 

hose persons and press associations who previously were my assistants 
are still. I have reduced the different sums of which I am now the only 
ee in such a way that I can now manage to get along with a third of 

e commission promised me. That I did in order to be able togive the gen- 
tlemen, Rogers and Gron, the large amount—two-thirds of the 10 per cent 
commission—which they demanded. 

After my return to Denmark I applied to the chief of department 
Schlichtkrull and requested him to inquire of the prime minister when I 
— secure an audience. The minister asked me to call the day after, and 

met. 

I had not seen the minister since my departure from Denmark in January, 
and it was in a bitter frame of mind that I in entered the minister's re- 
ception room in the ministry of finance. I in the meantime worked to 
such a degree that my nerves were almost ruined and my means entirely ex- 
hausted. I had not saved peo, but thrown my whole energy into the 
affair, which the minister shown such a live y, interest for. In return 
the minister had done nothing for me. He had broken his promises and 
agreements, even to such a degree that he had proven untrue to me and had 
made it appear that I had made myself impossible for the minister's confi- 
dence. (See prime ministers letter to Salomon.) 

The audience terminated for both parties ina very unpleasant manner, 
and my bitterness and anger ran away with me, and I reproached the min- 
ister for his failure to keep his word and remain loyal to me. 

The minister admitted that perhaps in his letter to Salomon he had ex- 
pressed himself too strongly. hen I asked him if he had had anything to 
reproach me for, he answered no. 

permitted myself to make it clear to him how he, by refusing to back 
me up, had made it possible for Mr. Brun to drive me out of Washington; 
how I had there only worked acounting to the agreement between myself 
and the minister, but had been left in the lurch, been made suspicious, 
and mocked: how the minister had been the fault of making my best friends 
in America, such as Seligmans and Senator LopG#, look upon me with sus- 
picion; how I had been jeered at in Denmark, and called various names, etc., 
without the minister having done anything toward assisting me; on the 
contrary, he had betrayed me and disavowed me each time he found an 
opportunity. I asked the minister to think it all over, and requested ur- 
gently that he should secure for me satisfaction. His excellently had only 
is reply—that it was not in his power to give me any satisfaction; that he 
only had a couple more days to remain minister in. 


CONCLUSION. 


I have above given a detailed and accurate account of my work in the 
island affair. How that evolves itself in the future I do not know, but I per- 
mit myself here to establish the absolutely undeniable fact that it is I and 
my personal work that is the cause of the Americans’ interest in the islands 
and their desire to buy them. 

Here a is lost.] 

ustice and to the enlightenment of all the relations upon which I base 
this desire is this: That I have permitted myself to trouble the high Govern- 
ment with this pa of my work in the affair in question. 


With the highest obedience, 


W. CHRISTMAS DIRCKINCK HOLMFELDT. 
FARUNGAARD, October 1, 1900. 
ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
the further consideration of the bill H. R. 12804. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. Hemenway in the 
chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Housé is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of 
the bill H. R. 12804. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I understood the gentleman from 
Virginia was to have twenty-five minutes’ debate on the bill. 


Mr. HAY. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from New 
York. 
Mr. HULL. I hardly think that was theagreement. I submit 


to my friend from Virginia if that was not with the understand- 
ing that he was to discuss the bill, and that he was not quite 
ready to proceed with his remarks yesterday. That was the un- 
derstanding, was it not? 

Mr. HAY. I did not so understand. I wanted forty-five min- 
utes; and I say to the gentleman from Iowa that I will yield ten 
minutes to the gentleman from New York, and then I will not 
take any time myself. 

Mr. HULL. It was not a question of time; it is a question of 
the understanding that was made. If the gentleman will say 
that was not his understanding, of course I will raise no objec- 
tion. 

Mr. HAY. Ido not want you to have any misunderstanding. 

Mr. HULL. Well, I will leave it to my friend from Virginia. 

Mr. HAY. I am between the gentleman from Iowa and the 


gentleman from New York. I do not want to do anything dis- 
courteous to either one. 
myself. 
York. 
Mr. HULL. Go ahead. 
Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, yesterday afternoon I sent to 


I do not propose to make any remarks 
I just yield ten minutes to the gentleman from New 





the Clerk’s desk an article from the Philadelphia North American 
dated March 14, 1902, which I desired tohaveread. At that time 
it was objected to by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HULL] and 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Dick]. I now send to the Clerk 
the same paper to have the article read in my time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

[From Philadelphia North American, March 14, 1902.]} 

REPRESENTATIVE SULZER INTRODUCES A BILL INTENDED TO REFORM PRES- 

ENT TARIFF LAW—AIMS BLOW AT SUGAR TRUST—WOULD REMOVE COLOR 

RESTRICTION AND OPEN MARKET TO CUBAN PRODUCERS, 

(By Angus McSween. } 
WASHINGTON, March 13, 1902. 
The North American's exposure of sugar-trust methods is having its ef- 


ect. 

Representative SuULZER, of New York, to-day introduced in the House a bill 
to amend the present te~iff law by striking from the sugar schedule the pro- 
vision that all sugars above No. 16, Dutch standard in color, shall paya duty 
of Ay cents a pound. 

action was based (lirectly upon the statements in the North Amer. 
ican of Tuesday showing the enormous protection given the sugar trust 
by the color restriction “n the tariff law and the palpable deception prac- 
ticed by Co: both by its insertion in the law and by its retention there, 

As its author isa member of the Democratic minority, Mr. SULZER's bill 
will be scoffed at by the members of the Ways and Means Committee, but it 
will serve as a beginning of the inves tion which shoyld be demanded by 
the country, and which should lead to favorable action upon the bill as soon 
as the purposes aimed at are generally understood. 


REFERRED TO COMMITTEE. 


The bill was referred to the Ways and Means Committee, and it is before 
that committee now. Mr. SULZER expects to obtain his first hearing and a 
hearing also for the witnesses he produce to testify in behalf of his 


ro tion. 
- xcept by reports of the trust interests, it is not easy to see how objec- 


tions to the bill can be successfully eee. It proposes no reduction in the 
rates of duty established by existing law upon sugar according to its grade 
of purity, and leaves the duty of 14%, cents a pound upon refined sugar, 
but eliminates the color restriction and opens the way to the sugar producers 
of Cuba to send their highest grades of sugar to the United States for sale in 
the markets in competition with sugar-trust products. 

Of course, the measure will be opposed by the trust and by all trust advo- 
cates in Con but there is no sentiment outside the two legislative 
Chambers in favor of trust privileges, and sooner or later SULZER’s proposi- 
tion will be accepted. The North American has aroused the spirit of in- 
quiry,and nothing more is needed to expose the trick by which the trust has 
secured absolute control of the sugar market. Mr. SULZER said to-day re- 
specting his measure: 

“Everyone must admit that the whole usefulness of the Dutch standard 
lies in the fact that, first, it forces the planters to sell exclusively to the 
trust, and, second, of course, it forces the ple to bey eueeively of the 
trust. Itis merely a means of assuring to the trust an absolute monopoly in 
the sugar business. The Cubans, who would be glad to market their sugars 
direct and pay the higher duties, which will required according to a 
really scientific test, are unable to do so, and the ag ny of the United States, 
wae would be glad to buy their sugar direct from the producers, are unable 
to do so. 

“Ingenuity of man could not have devised a more perfect and admirable 
method of securing for a limited number of capitalists an absolute monopoly 
of an important article of food than this one which lies hidden in that appar- 
ently innocent color restriction. It helps nobody but the trust, it keeps the 
peantese poor, and it robs the people. All this can be easil rors i, — 

in 


at is what I purpose todo. It was because I was certain of 
duced the bill.” 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, the article just read is from 
one of the most fearless, one of the most honest, and one of the 

eatest Republican newspapers in this country, the Philadelphia 
North American. The article speaks for itself. I have had it 
read from the Clerk’s desk so that it will be inserted in the Con- 
GRESSIONAL REcorD, and I hope that every member of this House 
will take the trouble to read it. 

The article clearly, fully, and intelligently tells the © oy of 
the bill I introduced in this House on the 13th day of this month. 
The bill was referred to the Ways and Means Committee by the 
Speaker, and I request, and indulge the hope, that it will ere long 
be favorably reported. : 

Let me reiterate what I have frequently said before on this 
floor, that I am now, always have been, and alwa will be a 
friend of Cuba and of the Cubans. The record show that 
ever since I have been a member of this House I have done all in 
my power for the Cuban people. 1am glad the bright day is not 
far distant when the Cuban Republic will take her place amon 
the nations of the earth. May success, happiness, prosperity, an 
domestic tranquillity abide with her hereafter forever, is my fer- 
vent prayer. TA plause. } 

The time is at hand, nevertheless, when we must live up to our 
sacred obligations to Cuba. We must grant her the freedom and 
the independence promised. We must launch this young Repub- 
lic of Cuba on the ocean of nations and say te all the world, Cuba 
is free and independent. We must say to every nation, She is our 
creation—a daughter of the great Republic—and any interference 
with her will be an act unfriendly to the Government of the 
United States. 

But that is not all, Mr. Chairman. We must now grant her 
immediate trade relief. In a commercial way she is at our mercy. 
That is not her fault—it is our fault. Congress has made it 
practically impossible for Cuba to market her products in other 
countries; they must be sold here, and they can not be sold in 
this country at present except at a ruinous loss, unless our tari 
law is repealed or modified. This must be done at once—it 
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should have been done months ago. If it is not speedily done I 
predict that conditions in Cuba will soon be worse than they ever 
were before. The situation is serious and admits of no further 
delay. The people want Congress to act. 

The Republican party is responsible for the deplorable commer- 
cial condition now existing in Cuba. The Republican party, 
wedded to its high protective-tariff policy, would apparently 
rather witness the starvation of the Cubans than consent to re- 
duce to a slight degree for Cuba its present system of outrageous 
tariff taxes. ‘What a spectacle of commercial selfishness, monopo- 


listic greed, and political shortsightedness the Republican party. 


presents today! We have been in session here since the first 
Monday of last December, and nothing has been done to afford 
relief to the Cubans. 

The President, the Secretary of War, General Wood, President- 
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duties 20 per cent on sugar and tobacco. That according to the 
President, the Secretary of War, General Wood, President Palma, 
of the Cuban Republic, and others competent to testify, will do 
absolutely no good. If there is going to be any reduction of the 
tariff law, the reduction must be 50 per cent or more in order to 
help the Cubans. 
ow, Mr. Chairman, a few words regarding my bill to remove 
the color restriction on unrefined sugar coming from Cuba. I 
introduced the bill in good faith, and I intend to do all in my 
_— to pass it. It isa good bill, and should become a law. 
ere should be no opposition to it, and to some extent it will 
solve the present difficulty by permitting the Cuban planters to 
market their unrefined sugar product immediately in this coun- 
ty: That will afford some relief at once. 
f the color restriction on Cuban unrefined sugar should be re- 





elect Palma, and every person familiar with the present situation | moved, it would not materially injure the beet-sugar growers nor 
in Cuba have urged Congress to reduce the existing tariff taxes on | the cane-sugar growers of this country, but it would benefit im- 
Cuban exports to this country at least 50 percent. But nothing has | mediately the Cuban planters and furnish to the people of this 


been done. The Republican leaders can not agree, the Ways and 
Means Committee will not act, and the industrial arm of Cuba is 
becoming paralyzed. I predict that if this selfish policy is con- 
tinued much longer the doctrine of Republican protection will 
soon be destroyed by its foolish worshipers. 

Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of doing something now to avert 
calamity in Cuba. I want to see Cuba free and happy and pros- 
perous. I will vote for any measure to reduce the present tariff 
duties between this country and Cuba. In my judgment we 
should have free trade with Cuba. It would be beneficial to us 
and advantageous to the Cubans. It would help the people of 
both countries. 

But I say now, and it must be apparent to anyone who gives 
the subject consideration; that if relief comes by tariff reduction 
the present duties must be reduced at least one-half. Anything 
less in this line will be useless and futile, and Cuba will go back 
to a condition of commercial stagnation that will cost us dearly 
in the end, and the fault will be all our own. 

In the last three years the balance of trade has been over 
$30,000,000 against the island. Her le have exhausted their 
resources in a heroic struggle to bmld up their industries, but 
they can not go on spending more than they receive any longer, 
and this year’s sugar crop, which will be over 800,000 tons, repre- 
sents their supreme effort, and unless relief comes—and comes 
quickly—we must expect a crisis which will render Cuba’s posi- 
tion most deplorable and ours most embarrassing. 

A mere handful of protected beet growers and cane growers, 
who care nothing for Cuba, nothing for the millions of American 
sugar consumers, are the only obstructors of this nation’s good 
will tothe people of Cuba. The American people expect Congress 
to grant relief. and to grant it quickly. 

When the adop the so-called Platt amendment, 
which I voted against, and which in my judgment never should 
have been adopted, it took an unfair advantage of Cuba; but 
when that amendment finally became a law; the Cuban le ac- 
cepted it in good faith, and, at our request, wrote it into their con- 
stitution. By virtue of that amendment Cuba is commercially 
helpless to-day, and unable to make treaties of a commercial 
character to market her products. Under the circumstances, 1t 
seems to me that it is now incumbent on this Government to 
grant some trade relief to Cuba by which her products can be ad- 
mitted into this country and sold withouta loss. At present this 
—— be done. 

_ the cost of raising sugar in Cuba is 2.6 cents per pound. Thesell- 
ing price of sugar, aaty paid,in New York is now 3.75 cents. The 
Dingley duty is 1.68} cents per pound, or nearly 100 per cent of 
its value on the plantation in Cuba. It plainly rs, therefore, 
that Cuba can only sell her staple crop in New York at a loss, and 
can not sell it anywhere else. There is now about $20,000,000 
wath of sugar cane sanding in Cube, and if the i block- 
me t is not raised it might as well be left to rot on the 
‘ound, 


a recip- 
rocal arrangement, insists that this country to lose 
and much to gainthereby. Our domestic production of sugar is 
about 450,000 tons; in the annexed and protected islands, Cuba 
included, about 1,000,000 tons more are grown, and from Europe 
we buy about 800,000 tons besides. One-fifth of all the sugar 

American le use must come from outside. Cuba’s total 
product, even if it were greatly increased, could not possibly 
make us in dent of Europe. 


Now, sir, if I could have et 


strike down every tariff Reuse the Deyniieet Ste 
und the United States. If something is not qui a Con- 
gress that will be the solution. The leaders of the Re i 
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country cheaper and better sugar. 

At present, on account of this color restriction, put in the law 
by the sugar trust, every pound of unrefined sugar that comes 
from Cuba to this country must be sold to the sugar trust, and it 
must be sold to the trust at the trust’s own price. If this bill to 
remove that restriction should become a law, the Cuban sugar 

lanters, if they were unable to sell to the sugar trust, could mar- 
et their Pa and sell it to grocers and consumers in compe- 
tition with the sugar trust. 

The only legitimate opposition to this bill must therefore come 
from the sugar trust, in order to control the product, dictate the 

rice, and stifle competition. When this question is understood, 
am satisfied every friend of the ple, every foe of monopoly, 
and every believer in commercial justice will favor the bill. 

Now, sir, Ido not say this bill is all that is necessary at the 
oo time, but I do say, and I challenge successful contra- 

iction, that it is a step in the right direction, and will afford im- 
mediate relief not only to the tariff-taxed Cuban producer, but 
also to the trust-taxed American consumer. 

The color restriction on sugar is a device of the sugar trust and 
was put in the Dingley high protective tariff law at the instiga- 
tion of the sugar trust, to give it a monopoly in this country on 
refined sugars. Remove the color restriction and the higher 
grade Cuban sugars can be put on the American market at once 
and sold in competition with the refined sugars of the trust. 

At present the color restriction on sugar in the law forces the 
producers of Cuban sugar to sell to the trust at the price fixed by 
the trust, and compels the consumers in America to buy from the 
trust at the price dictated by the trust. The trust controls the 
product and fixes the price to suit itself. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. i , 1 wanted to get this matter be- 
fore the House. I have done so briefly. At some future time I 
shall discuss this question more ae and at greater length. 
This color restriction for monopoly will have to go. The Repub- 
lican party must repeal it or admit it stands for monopoly. |Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side. ] 

The Clerk read as follows: 

All the money hereinbefore appropriated shall be disbursed and accounted 
for by the Pay = as pay of the Army, and for that purposo shall 
constitute one fun 

Mr. HULL. Under instruction of the committee, I move to 
amend by inserting after the word “appropriated,” in line 25, 

14, the words “‘ for pay of the Army and miscellaneous.”’ 
"itow me to explain, Mr. Chairman, that in the making up of 
this bill for the last four or five years several items have gotten 
into the first part of the bill (following the lines of the estimate) 
that are not under the control of the Pay Department. This 
amendment should be adopted for the p se of keeping distinct 
what belongs to the ue Dendxtment and what belongs to other 
branches of the service. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


r supplies: pt lies of the Quartermaster’s Department, 
their care a proteten, consisting of stoves and heating a - 
uired for heating offices, hospitals, barracks, and quarters, and re- 
stations; also and stoves and en er cooking and 
serving sen ane repair — maintenance of such heating and cooking appli- 
ances; of fuel and lights for enlisted men, including recruits, guards, hospi- 
tals, store and offi and for sale to officers; and including also fuel 
and engine supplies requi in the operation of modern batteries at estab- 
ed posts; for post ‘bakeries; for the necessary furniture, text-books, 
pe and equipment for the post schools and libraries; for the tableware 
furni for kitchens and mess each and all for the enlisted 

men, including recruits; of forage in kind for the horses, mules, and oxen of 
tke ter’s Department at the several posts and stations and with 
the armies in the field, and for the horses of the several regiments of cav- 
alry, the batteries of artillery, and such companies of infantry and scouts as 
may be moun and for the authorized number of officers’ horses, includ- 
ing beddim, for animals; of straw for soldiers’ bedding, and of station- 
ery, including blank books for the Quartermastgr’s Department, certificates 
for discharged soldiers, blank forms for the Pay and Quartermaster’s 
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Department's, and for P 
Provided, Ths* no parto 


rinting department orders and reports, $5,500,000: 
the appropriations for the Quartermaster’s wapeet 


ment shall be expended on printing unless the same shall be done by contract 
after du» notice and competition, except in such cases as the emergency will 
not admit of the giving notice of competition; and in cases where it is im- 
eas to have the necessary eae done by contract the same may 
»e done, with the approval of the Secretary of War, by the hire of the nec- 


essary labor for the purpose: Provided further, That hereafter, except in 
cases of emergency or where it is impracticable to secure competition, the 
purchase of all supplies for the use of the various departments and posts of 
the Army and of the branches of the Army service shall only be made after 
advertisement, and shall be purchased where the same can be purchased the 
cheapest, quality and cost of transportation and the interests of the Govern- 
ment considered; but every open-market emergency purchase made in the 
manner common among business men which exceeds in amount $200 shall be 
reported for approval to the Secretary of War under such regulations as he 
may prescribe. 


Mr. HULL. By the instruction of the committee I offer the 
amendment which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


After the word “bakeries,” in line 23, page 17, insert the following: “for | 


ice machines and thetr maintenance, where required for the health and com- 
fort of the troops in the insular possessions.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BELLAMY. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by striking 
out the last word. I was very much interested in the very just 
and glowing tribute paid yesterday to the valor of American 


soldiers by my friend from Ohio |Mr. Warnock], and I have | 
| ment this item, under the rules of the House, belongs u 


been even more interested in the table of casualties—as inserted 
in this morning’s Recorp—that were sustained by the various 
armies on both sides in the great struggle between the North and 
the South. 


I come, as you are aware, sir, from the Old North State, which | 


has for its motto Esse quam videre. That motto expresses a 
striking characteristic of our people, but the modesty of North 
Carolina will never permit her interests to suffer, when her sons 
are apprised of an occasion when even unintentionally she is 
deprived of her merited glory. She was the next to the last 
State to go into and form the present Union; and yet so devoted 
was she to it that when she once gave her heart and hand to it 
she was the last State to reluctantly withdraw from it. And 
when she, with sorrow, decided to break away from the old Union, 
she dedicated her all to the new Confederacy, and became the 
first to lose the life of a son, at Bethel, and was the last to lay 
down her arms, at Appomattox. And, sir, she contributed more 


| 


| 





soldiers to the lost cause than did any one of her sisters. But | 


she accepts the arbitrament of war, and now vies with her sisters 
in her loyalty and devotien to her first love, but treasures with 
pride and sacred reverence the conspicuous part she bore in the 
**lost cause.”’ 

In the table of statistics that the gentleman gives will be found 
that he put at the head a Texas regiment as having sustained the 
greatest loss during the war. Mr. Chairman, it is a well-known 
fact that the regiment that sustained the greatest casualties in 


deaths and wounds in that great battle of Gettysburg was the | 


Twenty-sixth North Carolina Regiment, which lost 90 per cent of 
its men and its gallant colonel, Harry Burgwyn; and the Second 
North Carolina Battalion took into that great engagement 200 
men, of whom there was not one who was not killed or wounded. 

In all history, Mr. Chairman, from Platza and Marathon to 
Spion Kop, there is nothing toequal it for courage and endurance; 
and that the future historian may not omit from the records of 
time this brilliant achievement, never before equaled in the 
world’s history, I simply refer to this well-established fact to-day 
in order that he may make up an accurate account of the valor 


of our troops in that great and sanguinary struggle and give the | 


proper credit to the modest but great State that I have the honor 
to represent and love so well. 

I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Barracks and quarters: For barracks and quarters for troops, storehouses 
for the safe-keeping of military stores, for offices, recruiting stations, and for 
the hire of buildings and grounds for summer cantonments, and for tempo- 
rary buildings at frontier stations, for the construction of temporary build- 
ings and stables, and for repairing public buildings at established posts, in- 
clading the extra-duty pay of enlisted men employed on the same, $3,000,000: 
Provided, That no part of the moneys so appropriated shall be paid for com- 
mutation of fuel or for quarters to officers or enlisted men: Provided further, 


That the number of and total sum paid for civilian employees in the rter- 
master’s Department, including those paid from the funds appropriated for 
regular supplies, incidental expenses, barracks and r- 


1 d ui: limited to’ the 1 
tation, clothing, camp and garrison equipage, i e actua 
requirements of the service, and that no employee paid therefrom shall re- 
ceive a salary of more than $150 per month, except upon the approval of the 
Secretary of War. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. OLMSTED having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a m from the Senate, by 
Mr. Roser, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Senate had passed 
without amendment joint resolution of the following title: 


H. J. Res. 171. Joint resolution for appointment of members of 





ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. KERN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the conclusion of the pa: ph just read insert the following: 

* Provided ae, That the Secretary of War be instructed to authorize 
the reestablishment and restoration of the Army canteen as it existed under 
the rules in force previous to its abolition by Congress: And be it further pro- 
wided, Te the provisions of all acts in conflict herewith are hereby re- 
pealed. 

“ Mr. HULL. I raise the point of order that this is new legisla- 
tion and not in order on this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment evidently changes exist- 
ing law, and is therefore subject to a point of order. The Chair 
sustains the point, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the proper shelter and protection of officers and enlisted men of the 
Army of the United States lawfully on duty in the Philippine Islands, to be 
expended in the discretion of the President, and to be immediately available, 
$1,500,000; and the President is directed to report a detailed statement of the 
expenditure of this sum to each session of Dongvens until the entire appro- 
priation is expended. 

Mr. CANNON. I move to amend by striking out the last word. 
Mr. Chairman, I wish to occupy only a moment. In my judg- 
the 
sundry civil bill and not upon the Army appropriation bill. But 
I have not deemed it aes to make a point of order upon it 
because I apprehend that the appropriation ought to be made. [| 
call attention to the matter now merely for the purpose of pre- 
venting this being cited in the future as a precedent. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, I suppose the appropriation 
embraced in this paragraph is in addition to the $500,000 hereto- 
fore appropriated for the same purpose in the urgent deficiency 
bill. Of course it is a necessary appropriation and I have no 
word of —— to offer to it. But I wish to challenge the at- 
tention of the House and the country to the fact that this same 
item may be expected to appear in the Army appropriation bill at 
every session for an indefinite period in the future. The purpose 
to which the money will be devoted possesses great significance. 
This money will be expended in adding to the vast number of 
military posts scattered throughout the Philippines so thickly as 
to beleaguer the archipelago with American bayonets. These mil- 
itary posts tell the whole story. They typify the form of govern- 
ment under which henceforth the people of the islands must 
live. 

I have said on this floor and I repeat it now that as long as we 


| stay there we will dominate only the portion of the Philippine 


Islands commanded by the guns of our Army. Retire cur sol- 
diers and the people will reclaim their own and take possession 
of their country. I have forgotten the number of military 
posts now in existence in the islands, but it is a far greater 
number than ever existed on this continent. Without definite 
knowledge of statistics, I will venture to say that we now have in 
the Philippines a greater number of military posts than ever ex- 
isted in the entire Western Hemisphere at any time inits history. 
This bill provides for more, and we will need them. In order to 
coerce the people into submission we must police the islands from 
one end to the other with soldiers. In order to compel respect 
for our authority the people must constantly look into the muz- 
zles of our or see the gleam of our bayonets. 

The gentlemen, on the other side of this Chamber, the Chief 
Executive, and some of the great newspapers assure the country 
that presently the Army will be withdrawn from the Philippines 
and that civil government will be instituted there. This done, they 
will tell us that a small force—ten or twelve or fifteen thonsan( 
soldiers—will suffice. They are deceiving themselves. Whatever 
its form or name, the government will rely upon the military 
for support. It will be a government of force, a government at 
variance with every principle of the American Constitution, 2 
government at variance with every idea of the American people, 
a government such as American orators and American writers 
have from the foundation of our Government down to this hour 
denounced as infamous, because it will not, rest upon the consent 
of the people. There are probably 5,000,000 Christians in that 
island. In order to justify the policy of our Government they 
are continually represented as bar , 

Even if they were barbarians, would that justify us in cross- 
ing an ocean to subjugate them and despoil them of their coun- 
try; to say that wherever a barbarous people may be found 
an American squadron and an American army shall be sent 
forth to conquer the country? But the Christian Filipinos are 
not barbarians. They are not our equals as a race nor in intelli- 
gence. The Malay can never approach the attainments of tie 
great races of Europe and the North American Continent. Prob- 


Board of Managers of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer | ably they can never have a nt like ours. 
; very government isa reflection of tt 
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of the people who are its subjects. Establish whatever govern- 
ment you may over any people, and in the long run it will be no 
better than the people themselves. The form of government, its 
methods, and its er depend upon the people themselves. 
The Philippine Islanders, I assert again, as I have asserted fre- 
quently on this floor, had a better government than most countries 
have before we interfered with them. Withdraw our armies to- 
morrow and they will have a better government than we can give 
them. They will have a government capable of protecting life 
and property and guaranteeing the peace of the citizens. 

After over two years of active campaigning, during which our 
Army has created a reign of terror in the island of Luzon, destroy- 
ing the habitations of the people, laying waste the country, ter- 
rorizing the inhabitants, and now you say the country is pacified. 
I said yesterday, and I repeat it, terrorized is the word. The 

le have been terrorized into submission, but not pacified. ow, 
in order to retain what has been won by the use of fire and sword, 
we must build barracks and garrisons there with soldiers as a 
constant admonition to the Filipinos that resistance is hopeless. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman have five minutes more. 

Mr. HULL. I would ask unanimous consent that the gentle- 
tleman have leave to print his remarks. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Oh, no; let him have five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Colorado asks unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from Missouri have five min- 
utes more. Is there objection? 

Mr. HULL. I shall not object to this. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Iam exceedingly obliged to the gentleman 
from Iowa for not objecting. The gentleman asks that my re- 
marks be printed. They will be printed, and more remarks of 
the same kind will be printed, not only at this session, but at 
future sessions of Congress, because more appropriations of the 
same kind will be asked. The War Department will be here at 
the next session asking more millions to build more fortresses, 
to establish more outposts in the Philippines. As long as we re- 
main in the Philippine Islands, at session after session we will 
be compelled to make these appropriations. Congress must ap- 
propriate this money, because nobody here desires to deprive the 
soldiers in that island of anything necessary to their comfort, and 
T see no reason to e *t a reduction in the amount demanded 
from year to year. Iam one of the number who believé that it 
is better to keep a large army there than a small one if we are to 
retain in our hands permanently the government of this distant 
foreign country. Then at the very outset let us accept the re- 
sponsibility and discharge it without flinching. 

We must do as England has done in her colonies. We must 
keep in the islands constantly a sufficient number of soldiers to 
strike terror to the hearts of those people and hold them in un- 
questioning submission to our authority. 

It is futile and hopeless, it is spitting in the face of all history, 
to expect that we can secure acquiescence in our government of 
the islands in ed other way. 
_ Gentlemen talk about pacifying the —— They were talk- 
ing in this same strain two yearsago. Long, long before General 
Otis left Manila he reported that the islands were just about 
pacified. Others who have gone there in official capacity, and 
still others who have gone there to be entertained and wined and 
dined at military headquarters in Manila while writing for 
American newspapers and magazines, have said: ‘‘The war is 
over and the country is pacified.’ Then in ten or twelve days 
— we have heard of skirmishes in the very suburbs of 

anila. 

Recently, after having read reports and statements from all 
kinds of official and unofficial sources that the war in the Philip- 
= had been terminated, that there were nothing but a few 

ands of robbers and marauders in the field, it became n 
for General Bell to issue an order sweeping 16,000 people into one 
concentration camp and 9,000 into another. So desperate was the 
situation that one of our commanders sees the very tactics of 
Weyler in Cuba and of Kitchener in South Africa, and cleared a 
wide area of its inhabitants. Strange, is it not, that such drastic 
measures should be deemed n after we have been told over 
and over again, even in President’s messages, that the Philippine 
war is over. 

Only one course is left open to us. We must restore the coun- 
try to its people or ie a force there strong enough to fairly 
gridiron the country with military roads and punctuate it at fre- 
quent intervals with pee apn ag Thus we can hold the 
people in subjection. It can be done in no other way. 

As I have said before, this appropriation will have to be made. 
So will another be necessary next year and the year after, and 
when we get through what will we have to show for the outlay? 
We may benefit a few Americans who want to get rich quick! y 
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without work, exploiting the natural resources of the Philippine 
Islands. We may help promoters of all kinds of fanciful corpora- 
tions organized to develop gold mines, quarries, coal mines, and 
forests. All the various resources of the islands may be, and 
probably will be, seized and appropriated by speculators, to the 
end that a few men may get rich, or make the effort; meantime 
the American taxpayer will foot the bill. No American boy will 
ever go there to get a farm. Few Americans will ever go there 
to seek employment. No man can go there and, in that pestilen- 
tial climate, make his home and rear his family. No Americans 
will expatriate themselves for the purpose of going into a country 
the inhabitants of which are citizens of nowhere, with no soverign 
except the bayonet, and owing allegiance to no country that has 
a name in history. 





At the outset we were compelled to outlaw those islands. They 
hey arenotanation. Where, then, 


are not a part of our nation. 
is their allegiance? When a Filipino boy arrives at the age of 


manhood, where shall he address the devotions of a patriot? 
the United States? He is not a citizen of the United States! To 
the Philippine Islands? They have been blotted out as an entity 
by the American Government. 

Build your outposts, quarter your army there, go on with this 
scheme of conquest and spoliation, but let it be understood dis- 
tinctly that you are carrying out a permanent policy. 

Every gentleman on the other side of the Chamber has reached 
the conclusion long ago that military force must be the perma- 
nent basis of government in the Philippine Islands, but the 
Republican leaders have not dared to say so to the country. 
We all know that there is not in the islands any class of people 
who are loyal to our Government, but that on the contrary the 
inhabitants are united in opposition to our sovereignty. The 
pretense that any considerable number of them are loyal to our 
flag must be abandoned. There are no loyal Filipinos. The 
country is committed irrevocably to the policy of military despot- 
ism in the Antipodes. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

ney the hammer fell.] 

e Clerk read as follows: 


Transportation of the Army andits supplies: Transportation of the Army, 
including baggage of the troops when moving eiker or land or water, and 
including also the transportation of recruits and recruiting parties hereto- 
fore paid from the appropriation for ‘‘ Expenses for recruiting;"’ of supplies 
to the militia furnished by the War Department; of the necessary agents 
and employees; of clothing, camp and garrison equipage, and other quarter- 
master stores, from Army depots or places of purchase or delivery to the sev- 
eral posts and Army depots, and from those depots to the troops in the field; 
of horse equipments and subsistence stores from the places of purchase and 
from the p of delivery under contract to such places as the circumstances 
of the service may require them to be sent; of prdnance, ordnance stores, 
and small arms from the foundries and armories to the arsenals, fortifica- 
tions, frontier posts, and Army depots; freights, wharfage, tolls, and ferri- 
ages; the purchase and hire of draft and pack animals and harness, and the 
purchase and repair of wagons, carts, and drays, and of ships and other ves- 
sels and boats required for the tra rtation of troops and supplies and for 
pen a for drayage and cartage at the several pe sts; hire of 
mstersand other employees; extra-duty pay of enlisted men driving teams, 
repairing means of transportation, and employed as trainmasters and in 
aan roads and building wharves; transportation of funds of the Army; 
the expenses of sailing public transports on the various rivers, the Gulf of 
Mexico, and the Atlantic «.nd Pacific oceans; for procuring water, and intro- 
ducing the same to buildings, at such posts as from their situation require it 
to be brought from a distance, and for the disposal of sewage and drainage, 
and for constructing roads and wharves; for the payment of Army transpor- 
tation lawfully due such land-grant railroads as have not received aid in 
Government bonds (to be adjusted in accordance with the decisions of the 
Supreme Court in cases decided under such land-grant acts), but in no case 
shall more than 50 per cent of the full amount of service be paid: Provided, 
That such compensation shall be computed upon the basis of the tariff or 
lower special rates for like tra rtation performed for the public at large, 
and shall be accepted asin full for all demands for such service: Provided 
further, That in expending the money appropriated by this act a railroad 
company which has not received aid in bonds of the United Statesand which 
obtained a t of public land to aid in the construction of its railroad on 
condition that such railroad should be a post route and military road, sub- 
ject to the use of the United States for postal, military, naval, and other Gov- 
ernment services, and also subject to such regulations as Congress may im- 
pose restricting the charge for such Government transportation, having 
claims against the United States for transportation of troops and munitions 
of war and military supplies and property over such aided railroads, shall 
be paid out of the moneys appropriated by the foregoing provision only on 
the basis of such rate for the transportation of such troops and munitions of 
war and mary Spee and property as the Secretary of War shall deem 
ust and reasonable under the feregoing provision, such rate not to exceed 
r cent of the compensation for such Government transportation as shall 
at That time be charged to —— — parties to any such company 
for like and similar transportation; and the amount so fixed to be paid shall 
be accepted as in full for all demands for such service, $25,000,000; Provided, 
That the balance of the appropriation of $100,000 made by the act of May 26, 
1900, for construction of military roads and bridges in Alaska remaining un- 
expended on June 80, 1901, is hereby qpepropriated and made available for 
such construction: Provided further, That the number of draft animals pur- 
chased from this appropriation, added to those now on hand, shall be limited 
to such numbers as are actually required for the service. 


Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 25, line 16, strike out the word “ five” and insert the word “ two.” 

Mr. HAY. The amendment which I offer makes the appro- 

riation of this service read ‘‘ twenty-two”’ instead of ‘“‘ twenty- : 
ve’’ millions of dollars. The committee will observe that on 
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page 16 of the bill the officers and crews and employees of these | every oppressed ara on the globe, and if left free to carry out 


transports are provided for in that particular clause. Now, after 
careful examination into this question of the transport service, 
there being only 22 transports, it seems to me that $22,000,000 is 
a sufficient sum to run this service. As it is run now, it is very 
expensive, and this appropriation ought to be cut down. I hope 
that the amendment will be agreed to. 

Mr. HULL. If the gentleman will look at page 16, he will see 
that the appropriation there is only for the subsistence of the 
crews that he speaks of. I want to say to the committee that last 
year it cost about $35,000.000 for this transport service. The esti- 
mates this year were $30,000,000, and the committee cut the esti- 
mate down $5,000,000, appropriating $25,000,000 for this year. 
The Quartermaster-General said the item should not be reduced 
below $28,000,000; and we ought not to cut one penny below the 
amount in this bill. There is danger of having a small deficiency 
at the next session of Congress even with this appropriation of 
$25,000,000. Now, with reference to this service being extraordi- 
narily expensive to the Government, it has cost the Government 
less than one-half of what it would have cost the Government to 
transport these troops back and forth, if they had used the regu- 
lar means of travel instead of owning their own transports. 

Mr. HAY. They had to buy the transports, had they not? 

Mr. HULL. The Government owns all. the transports it uses. 

Mr. HAY. I know they do. 

Mr. HULL. But whenthey needed more than they owned and 
chartered a boat the chartered boat cost a great deal less than to 
use commercial lines. It seems to me that my friend is offering 
anamendment here which would simply either cripple the service 
or demand at the next session of Congress that the Committee on 
Appropriations shall take the matter up and report a deficiency. 


Mr. HAY. Was there nota deficiency on the last appropria- 
tion? 
Mr. HULL. I believe that $25,000,000 is the least sum that we 


ou ght to oa at this session. 
Was there not a deficiency the last appropriation? 

Mr. HULL. We appropriated $34,000,000, and in the last bill 
there was no deficiency. 

Mr. HAY. Ithink the Quartermaster-General said that he had 
more than he needed. 

Mr. HULL. If you will read the hearings you will see that he 
reported we ought to appropriate more than $25,000,000. 

Mr. HAY. I understand that he said he could cut it down 
$2,000,000. 

Mr. HULL. He said he could cut it down $2,000,000, and the 
committee cut it down $5,000,000. 

Mr. HAY. But we are not transporting as many troops as 
ee - re 

Mr. HULL. But we are transporting all the time. 

Mr. HAY. I understand we are. 

Mr. HULL. We are going to transport all the time, and we 
have cut off $5,000,000 by the committee below the estimates sub- 
mitted to Congress, and it seems to me that $5,000,000 is a pretty 
big cut, in view of what the ae: General says, and we 
ought not tocut it down another three millions. I call for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the 
— 

uestion was taken, and the amendment was ——— 
Mr, NORTON. Mr. Chairman, I believe in my country’s 
os believe in advancement, and in a that is possi oe 
aid 3 in its material growth, and in making lives of my fellow- 
beings happier and better. 

Iam notan alarmist. I believe in justice and equality, ae. : 
have faith in the common sense and loyalty of the 
from this belief and faith I am confident that the peop’ — 
out the length and breadth of the country will aie votes cast 
for general public improvements, but I am equally confident that 
they will be quick to condemn the unpatriotic schemes ted 
here, which are leading our country farther and farther away 
from the — iples of loyal devotion and adherence to the ideas 
— which this Republic was builded. 

Chairman, it does seem that the leaders of the Administra- 
tion =e have forgotten the precepts taught by our fathers; that 
they deliberately set out to ignore the heri handed down 
to us by those who have gone before, that this is the “‘ land of the 
noble free; *’ that independence and the right of the 
ern themselves are sacred principles. The air we b 
devotion to freedom and right, and the doctrine of the “ ‘vine 
right of kings’ finds no lodgment in the heart of any true Amer- 
ican. 

Republican party leaders on the™ during every campaign, 
when appealing to the voters of “the bond. either are blatant- 
mouthed jingoists, for the occasion, or avoid the —— as a pes- 
tilence and a plague. I have nota doubt but that the great heart 


of the American people beats in unison with every im - 
freedom, every longing for independence that fills the 
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the noble thoughts, desires, and intentions of their nature the 
would join in some movement whose widening circles and swell- 
ing crest would reach to the earth’s remotest bounds and extend 
the benedictions of liberty and peace to all of the world’s op- 
pressed. 

The United States of America should stan¢ at the head and lead 
in this glorious crusade of freedom as the evangel of liberty; but 
unfortunately her limbs have been fettered by those in power, who 
have sought personal ends at the expense of the country’s shame. 

For years in our history the Fourth of July meant something to 
our people. It was celebrated as a reminder of the foundation of 
our independence and greatness. In every hamlet and village 
celebrations were held, eloquent speakers portrayed the growth 
and glory of the country, and, in common gee “twisted the 
Lion’s tail,’’ and I have no doubt but that there are many of my 
Republican friends here who have been the el uent ** orator ’’ on 
such an occasion and have denounced Eng *s aggression; but 
such celebrations have fallen into disuse, and the stern sense of 
opposition to British schemes has grown less or been crowded into 
the background by self-interest or overcome by the glitter of 
British gold. 

If we were true to our real convictions and should speak out 
our honest sentiments as American citizens, we would ee 
the cause of the struggling Boers, and our voice would be heard 
in thunder tones demanding that the South African republics 
shall remain as such, amd not be destroyed at the behest of the 
cupidity and greed of the brutal Briton. 

The sturdy burghers are fighting for their very existence; and, 
though their numbers are queeiony small, the ferocity of 
British authorities has given to them a long list of heroic martyrs, 
whose memories are to the struggling Boers an inspiration that 
makes each one an host. 

The Boers are fighting to maintain their existence as a separate 
government under a republican form. The British, under 
tense of holding a suzerainty over their territory, just as the Brit- 
ish claimed a suzerainty over the United States, are fighting to 
destroy the independence of the Dutch republics, and, mainly, 
to steal the gold and diamonds of the country. 

Any intelligent and unbiased pote in looking over the situa- 
tion, com: as the history of United States and England 
with the ry of the Boers and mans. would say that at the 
very first rifle shot fired by Eng lish ruffians at the Boers this 
Government would at once leap to the defense and rescue of her 
sister republic and say to the Imperial British Government, 

‘** Stop, we will never consent or it such wrong. It is our 
mission to aid in the advance of liberty and freedom and in the 
building up of independent republics wherever they exist, and, 
‘ by the Eternal,’ we will do it.”’ 

Have we done this? No, no; speak it to our shame! We have 
not only sit by and watched the “‘ robber nation’’ violate all the 
rules of civilized warfare in its war against the Boers, protesting 
neutrality, we have permitted the English to draw from our coun- 
try their military sw ss 

So “‘ commercialized’ is the patriotic spirit of the Administra- 
Srasshenoih hn thio soaesingremshahtapel tetas o> 

hased in co ‘ape Colony for the use 
Pf the British army are a more potent influence than all ideas of 
patriotism, humanity, justice, and right. 

This Administration can not receive “ officially ’’ the duly au- 
thenticated representatives of the South African Republics or 
listen to an appeal for peace, =e it can use all the power and force 
of the Government to guard and protect the British mules near 
New Orleans. I wonder that such obsequent subserviency to a 
foreign foe, for that is what England is and ever has been to us, 
does not arouse the shade of old ‘‘ Sam’’ Houston and his band of 
brave patriots from their and incite them to sweep the 
whole ly crew from ae ’s ae: 

Reason, justice, patriotism, ea the memories of our 
past, al the hupen,degbalions.ane desires of a freeborn people, 

rompt us to intervene in behalf of the Boers. Why do we not? 
y? 
It is time that we should. The horrors of war are darkening 


pry ped pry 
tinguished, save by the utter annihilation of every man, woman, 
and child of the race. Why do we not act favorably to these 
struggling heroes? Ah, since we have launched our iny on 
the same course as im , Since we have wan- 
dered so far away from the principles upon which our Republic 
was founded, since we, too, as a nation are equally guilty of the 

same crimes pe peg and justice, for v shaxze’s 
oie we anaes & Sane oe a finger in of South 
Africa, or England would simply point to the Philippines and 
say, ‘Physician, heal thyself.”’ 
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This is the answer to the question why we do not take some 
action to bring peace to the stricken South Africans and relieve 
them frora the savage tortures of savage British soldiers. Let us 
take a survey of our surroundings, for it is high time we took our 
bearings and found out where we stand. We have drifted from 
landmark after landmark and are sailing over seas where many a 
ship of state has foundered. 

It was the idea of the fathers that this should be a representa- 
tive government, with three coordinate branches—the executive, 
the legislative, and the judicial. For a century this system was 
on trial, as am experiment and as an assured fact, a success; but 
ambition and organized greed crept in, and by shrewd manipula- 
tion the executive encroached more and more upon the rights of 
the other branches, which tamely submitted, until now both are 
subordinate—in fact, if not in theory—to the executive. 

Mr. Chairman, this ought not to be. No matter who occupies 
the Presidential chair, he is there but to execute the laws passed 
by Congress, and it is beneath the dignity of amy legislature to 
follow the beck and nod of any President, irregardless of what 
his wishesmay be. Ifthe wishes of the people were carried out and 
political chicanery dropped, there might come to us such a condition 
that our skirts would be clean enough to permit us to speak a word 
for the Boers, but as long as we maintain our present condition 
we can not with consistency advocate any course which demands 
honor, patriotism, and humanity. So bound is the Government 
to scheming ringleaders that there is no consistency anywhere in 
the legislation sought to be enacted. Noestablished rule of honor 
or duty is maintained. Right in Porto Rico is wrong in the States. 
We have one standard of dealing with Cuba, another with the 
Philippines, and still others, different with each subject, the only 
agreement being in complete deference to the trusts. 

To-day war exists in our Eastern possessions—our colonies, our 
dependencies, our provinces—no one knows just how to describe 
the Philippines. But we are ina b izing warfare 
there that in some ways may be compared to the conduct of the 
war in South Africa. 

There is no question of patriotism or loyalty to the Republic 
involved in this war. It is simply a war of aggression and con- 
quest. Our honor, our homes, our rights have not been assailed 
by any of the foes we are fighting. 

They are fighting for their liberty and independence, and we 
are fighting for their homes and their subjection to our domina- 
tion. They have made a brave, even if hopeless, struggle, but 
are not as yet.conquered or subdued. But how great the cost to 
us, not alone in money but in shame and sorrow! 

It is still to continue, and we will be having repetitions of the 
scenes described in a press dispatch from Omaha, which I will 
read. We have had many a ship load of coffined forms brought 
home, and many a load like these, all part of a paid by 
the nation for its crimes and for the trampling ‘oot of the 
principles of Independence Day. 

OMAHA, March 15, 1902. 

A carload of maniacs brought in from the Wést to-day caused commotion 


at the Union station. The men were United States so! who had gone 
insane in the ee. All were absolutely mad and violent. All wore 
leg irons and handcuffs. Some were in strait-jackets and were bound to 
isolated parts of the car. 

There were 18 maniacs in all. The guards and care takers were soldiers. 
a were Culieass at the doors of the car and at intervals along it with 
clubbed rifles. 

As the train pniled imto the station there was a confused sound as of a 
menagerie approaching. The i w ; meeees. 
srowane. moaning, roaring, and whining like so many wild beasts. 
seemed to i himself some representative of the animal kingdom, and 
the result was ing and ing. 
me maniacs are taken to the Insane Soldiers’ Hospital at Wash- 

The course of the Administration can not be defended any 
moral or religious ground. It is only upon the assumption that 

‘might makes right,” and that the “ hty dollar ”’ is in it, that 
the advocates of the continuance of the present policy can stand. 

We hear a great deal about the large sums we are expending 
for the education of the natives over there, but whose money is it 
that we are spending? It is money that is collected there and be- 
longs to the revenues of the islands; it is not our money; and for 


% heathen ’’ we send a whole shipload of whisky and beer. 
We hung on to the islands as an after conclusion. Dewey 

captured the Spanish fleet and, with Aguinaldo’s aid, took posses- 

sion of eee Senn ennene ae ts Gee oe ge 


ment to retain anything more 
when the word came that the forests were valuable, that rich beds 
of minerals could be found, and that there were opportunities for 
big stealings, then the greedy cormorants of monopoly here in the 
States declared that they must have a show, and they have had it. 
ana they * soon get ie the only way to ae 
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and say nothing of the loss of honor. life, health, and reason that 
| as a nation and as individuals we have suffered? Is the game 

worth the candle? In the report of the Secretary of War for 1901 

the imports to the Philippine Islands for 1901 were as follows: 


ated tte headache ter binineepab- triennial $6. 956, 145 
United States .-._... ‘ . 2,855,685 
iin cnsniteiaeddene<ccn enaeunendemusenn Camser einscssomnwcccecss | ie 
i diintichitathitnbstibadndnaischtinh mincénteeaeegnewscunmeccere Mh 135, 252 
ceed aniniemenatiiiion 1,688,229 
aaa ale Ect reensenieenieiniintnecioncepaliaen irornsiutineasaters 4 1, 941 
IN a TT EE EC ea ees ), 585 
Bast indies. ___._ pba chiesonwalvinknnscsncciins Stinnlaemenseteeeswineds 2, 192,892 
EELS EET LATTE OI Oe 

Pete ........ wencecss G0, meee 


The exports were: 
Great Britain 


Teen nn enden Ley 2'5 


72,021 
a os liaianlb eulemeeuts 9, 938, 186 
ey eetre Some reer ee rN ere! ~ 28,214,948 


Now, a large part of the imports were for goods for our own 
soldiers there, so that it was not legitimate trade of the islands. 
For this paltry $2,855,685 of commerce that went from the United 
States, we paid out over $100,000,000. How long will this be 
kept up? The independence of the Philippines is the only solu- 
tion. With the people and the Democratic party rests their only 
hope, and not alone their hope, but the hope for the perpetuity of 
this Republic. The Republican party has had im its past some 
great leaders, men whose clear intellect, rugged honesty, and up- 
rightness of character made them leaders, and at the inception 
and early days of the party these leaders enunciated the princi- 
ples of the party with a vigor that was unmistakable. Compare 
the words of Lincoln, when he said: 

These arguments that are made that the inferior races are to be treated 
with as much allowance as they are capable of enjoying: that as much is to 
be done as their condition will allow—what are these arguments? They are 

arguments that kings have made for enslaving the people in all ages of 
the world. You will find that ali the arguments in favor of kingcraft were 
of this class: that they always bestrode the necks of the people, not that they 
wan te do it, but because people were better eff for being ridden. 
Turn it whatever way you will; whether it comes from the mouth of a king, 
an excuse for enslaving the people of the country, or from the mouth of men 
of one race for enslaving the men of another, it is all the same old serpent. 

Or that resolution adopted by the Republicans in convention 
assembled in 1860: 


That the maintenance of the principles promulgated in the Declaration of 


Independence, that governments are instituted among men, deriving their 
just powers from the consent of gov is essential to the preservation 
of our republican } ns. 


Compare, I urge, this language, these séntiments, with that of 
the leaders to-day, who boldly advocate forcible annexation and 
declare ‘‘ We have the Philippines and we are going to keep them 
forever.’ Like Pharaoh of old they have hardened their hearts, 
and it may be necessary for a holocaust, guch as the death of all 
the firstborn in the land, to bring them to hear reason. It is not 
because there is no remedy for present conditions in the Philip- 
pine Islands that no action is taken. It is because of the oppor- 
tunity given for favored officials on high salaries, for pet con- 
tractors who reap fortunes from their dealings with the Govern- 
ment, for syndicates and rings to get hold of valuabie properties. 
These are the main reasons. The dollar is their god and man but 
aslave. As long as there is this sickening subserviency to greed 
there will be a demand for our brave boys to be thrown as vic- 
tims to disease of body and mind, to wounds, torture, and death, 
in a war which has degenerated to a level with the war in South 
Africa, for the Philippine natives are struggling for their free- 
dom now, as they have been for over three hundred years, and 
we have but taken thé place of the Spaniards. 

If Congress should resolution or the President issue proc- 
lamation that it was the intention of the United States within a 
year or tao years, or even five years, to grant to the Filipinos an 
independent government, without any humiliating conditions, 
the native combatants would y gory seek their homes as soon as 
the newscould reach them and at once begin the preparation for 
their independent statehood and take up the rebuilding of their 
properties, and would concede to us such naval stations and trade 
concessions as would in a shorter time than can ever be under 
our dominion of the isles reimburse us for the money we paid to 
Spain for their purchase. Our Republican friends, however, are 
having trouble all along the line. Take Cuba as another illus- 
tration. Forced by the demand of the people. we, in the name 
of humanity, delivered Cuba from nish bondage, and then, at 
the suggestion of the trusts, we died the island with a mili- 
tary and a government. Wesaved them from mur- 
der, but left them to starve while the Rathbones and Neelys 
plundered the revenues. 

We ourselves to make it a stable government, and we so 
hedge it about with conditions that it is impessible for the is- 
land to develop its resources. Foreign capital was timid, as cap- 
ital always is, and has kept out of Cuba while we haggled over 
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the political disposition of the Cuban question, and now the prin- 
cipal industry of the island is paralyzed by our neglect. 





a Republic, I do not believe it wisdom or good policy or anything 
less than a crime to add even the ‘“‘ Gem of the Antilles’’ to the 


During our occupation of the island the sugar trust secured | galaxy of States until it comes freely, willingly, and of the own 
control of many plantations, and with changed conditions they | volition of the people thereof. , 


now make their demands on Congress. 

I have been opposed to a protective tariff, as such, and I would 
be glad to wipe out the tariff on sugar, but I also want to be 
equally kind to tea, to tobacco, to iron, steel, hides, and wood pulp. 

I realize that the Republican leaders are in a state of mind over 
this Cuban question, and afraid of its outcome. They realize that 
there is boundless sympathy for the Cuban people in the hearts 
of the American people; that Cuba has untold wealth of natural 
resources and raw material, and if we treat them justly, and as 
they have the right to expect under the conditions in which we 
have placed them, in a very short period of time we will have an 
annual trade with them of hundreds of millions; but, like Deme- 
trius of Ephesus, they cry, ‘‘ Our craft is in danger,”’ and great is 
their confusion. 

The tariff is the fetich upheld by the trusts, and before which 
the Republicans bow themselves. 

A Democratic standard bearer once tritely said that “‘ the tariff 
is a local issue,’’ and he was assailed and ridiculed by the opposi- 
tion leadersand press for the saying, and yet each different section 
and locality of this country, each separate industry, has separate 
wants and interests to be conserved, and every tariff that has 
ever been made has been the result of compromises, and only 
satisfactory to the interests which get the most favorable con- 
sideration. 

I receive from many of my Republican constituents appeals to 
have hides placed on the free list, because it is for the interest of 
leather workers to have the tariff reduced. The great newspapers 
of the country, Republican journals as well as others, are in dis- 
tress, and beg, demand, and threaten that wood pulp must be 
admitted free, and so it goes all along the line. 

Cuba comes and begs of us for relief, and humanity dictates 
that we heed her cry. 

I read one of many letters I have received from Cubans: 

HABANA, February 12, 1902. 


Hon. James A. NORTON, 
Member of the United States Congress, The Raleigh, Washington. 

DEAR Str: We would earnestly request you to carefully read and think 
over the contents of this letter, as a nation’s prosperity or ruin depends on 
the way in which the matter herein touched on is settled. 

After three years of a civil war of the most destructive character we find 
ourselves with all our capital invested in the reconstruction of the country, 
chiefly in the building up again of our two great industries, sugar and to- 
bacco. At the commencement of the present grindi season, or, say, the 
harvesting of our sugar, we find ourselves with a prospective crop of fully 
800,000 tons of sugar, the market price for which, duty included, in our ac- 
tual market is so much below the cost to us of producing same that unless 
immediate measures are taken by the American Congress to give us some 
relief in the way of a reduction in the duties our sugar and tobacco pay on 
entering the United States absolute ruin stares us in the face. 

his crisis in our affairs reaches every person in the island of Cuba, 
whether planter, banker, business man, or whatever he may be, and unless 
the reduction comes to us within the present month, that its benefits may 
reach the crop we are in these moments commencing to harvest, our condi- 
tions will be worse than ever before in this island. 

It is a well-known fact that every civil war Cuba has had has been, more 
than anything else, due to economic reasons. The best-informed people on 
the island consider that the economical crisis which mow overshadows us is 
the most ceriousin our history. 

Unless you wish to see a wy ~ ruined and anarchy reign at the very doors 
of the United States, and as a direct result of her intervention for the mntag 
of said people, we most earnestly beg and implore you to use all your well- 
known and powerful influence that the reduction we ask for on our sugar 
and tobacco may be granted us within the course of the present month; for, 
believe us, it is a matter of life and death for the island of Cuba, and the 
evils which threaten us unless this reduction is conceded we dare not think 
of. A failure in the present crop possibly means a complete wiping out of 
the existing business interests in the island of Cuba. 


Reape. SHOE, ANSELMO CASSELLS. 


The fight is not so much upon giving relief, but as to the de- 
tails. As sugar is the chief export from Cuba, anything that 
will help that industry will aid the development of the islands, 
and from the hearings had before the Ways and Means Commit- 
tee it would seem that the removal of the differential duty, or 
that corresponding to color restriction, upon Cuban unrefined 
sugars imported into the United States would produce this 
result. I am in favor of this, as far as it goes. I want to help 
the people of Cuba to the fullest extent, not in any halfway de- 
gree; but I want the people of my own country benefited first, 
and I find in the evidence before the committee this statement: 

Should Congress deem it advisable to make a reasonable reduction on raw 
sugars from Cuba, we, as bee manufacturers, can stand such a reduc- 
tion on such tariff, and still, with such decreased duties, feel assured of a 
legitimate profit on the actual money investment. 

But, while Cuba comes asking for relief, there are selfish inter- 
ests here, represented by the sugar trust, which contend against 
this full measure of relief and join with the Administration in a 
policy which by making use of the necessities of Cuba will lead 
to forcible annexation through the medium of starvation. 

Now, while it may or may not be desirable to have Cuba an- 
nexed to the Union and add another problem to our existence as 





We are here to legislate for the people of the United States, and 

in all things we should be most jealous of the interests of all the 

ple. We should not cater or defer to one class or industry, 

ut so act that the beneficent influence and result of our legisla- 

tion will fall alike upon rich and poor, capital and labor, every- 
where within our borders. 

If legislation be enacted in behalf of or against sugar, then bring 
within the same treatment tobacco, corn, wheat, cotton, lumber, 
iron, steel, and all the products of our country. 

If the steel industry is favored, then extend the same privileges 
to the farmer. 

If the members of a syndicate owning great steamship lines are 
to receive millions in the way of subsidy, then scatter millions 
more among the workingmen of the country. If you are going 
to open the vaults of the Treasury to a few, why not throw wide 
~ 9 doors and give all a chance to go in and steal what they 
choose? 

You all know that this is not a land of equal opportunities, no 
matter how loudly, for campaign purposes only, you prate about 
the glorious Republic of —r- k at the vast accumula- 
tion of wealth in the hands of the few, not gathered by honest 
industry, but by favored legislation! See how they continue to 
be favored! Now, it is the duty of the Democratic party to be 
true to its principles and fight for the restoration to the people of 
their common heritage to be free and equal and to have equal 
opportunity with syndicate and trust in the benefits of legislation. 

There is coming before us sqon the ship-subsidy bill, which, by 
its provisions, is a gift, pure and simple. Under its first title the 
Postmaster-General can make contracts with owners of certain 
vessels for the carrying of the mail, and for such service the Gov- 
ernment is bound to pay, not in proportion to the amount of mail 
carried, but a rate based on the gross tonnage and distance sailed 
by the vessels. Then, again, there is a general subsidy to freight 
vessels, and here the bounty is not confined to amount of freight 
carried, but is governed by the capacity of the vessel and the 
sailing distance. Again, there is a gift outright to those engaged 
in deep-sea fishing which has been estimated to only reach 
$175,000 a year, and it would not be necessary for a single fish to 
be caught under the provisions of the bill. It is a most vicious 
bill. I read the provisions as to payment: . 

Sec. 5. The rate of compensation for such ocean mail service, to be paid 
per gross registered ton for each 100 nautical miles sailed from the = of 
clearance in the United States to the port of entry in the United States, ac- 
on me route required by the Post-Office Department, shall not exceed 

e TOLOW : 

Svenmnaiies of the first class, 2.7 cents. 

Steamships of the second class, 2.5 cents. 

Steamships of the third class, 2.3 cents. 

Steamships of the fourth class, 2.1 cents. 

Steamships of the fifth class, 1.9 cents. 

Steamships of the sixth class, 1.7 cents. 

Steamships of the seventh class, 1.5 cents. 

The rates of compensation to a steamship to be enemyed. in ca ng the 
mails to a foreign port in North America under any con t hereafter to be 
made under the paowmsoue of this act shall not exceed 70 per cent of the max- 
imum rates established by this section: ided, That in the case of failure 
from any cause to perform the regular voyages stipulated for in said con- 
tracts, or any of them, a pro rata deduction shall be made from the compen- 
sation on account of such omitted vo or Vo and that suitable fines 
and penalties may be imposed for delays or irregularities in the due per- 
formance of service acco to the contract, be determined by the 
Postmaster-General: And provided further, That until July 1, 1907, not more 
than_ $5,000,000 shall be expended in any one year under the contracts pro- 
vided for in this title, and after that date not more than $8,000,000 shall be ex- 

nded in ay! one year under the contracts provided for in thistitle; and the 

ecretary of the shall make such re tions for the payment of said 
compensation as will cause any excess in the total amount of compensation 
earned under this title in any one fiscal year over and above said sums re- 
spectively to be deducted rata from the total compensation due each per- 
son or corporation under title during said fiscal year. 


GENERAL SUBSIDY. 


Sec. 6. That from and after the Ist day of July, 1902, the Secretary of the 
Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to pay, subject to the provisions 
of this title, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 


appropriated, to 

the owner or owners of any vessel hereafter built and i nm the United 

States or now dul stered by a citizen or citizens of the United States 

(including as such citizens any co tion created er the laws of the 

United States or any of the States thereof), and being at the time of entry 

in the fo) trade of the United States, w shall be entered in 

the United States from a foreign port or from ony eee in the Philippine 
Islands, com tion as hereinafter ed, that is to say: 


(a) On each entry, not exceeding 16 entries in any one fiscal year, of a sail or 
steam vessel of over 1,000 registered tons, 1 cent per gross registered 
ton for each 100 nautical ‘ 
(b) On each entry, not exceeding 16 entries in any one fiscal year, and for 
a period of five years from the date of registration of a vessel of over 1,')") 
i tons, which shall be after the 
passage of this act, one-fourth of 1 cent 
nautical miles sailed, in addition to 


completed and 
gross registered ton for each 1'”) 
compensation provided in pars- 


ih (a). 
Odeo. 7. That com tion under this title shall not be allowed in respect 
of any of the follo -named vessels: 


less than 15) 


(a) A vesselon a voyage extending only to a f Bap Rod or from 


nautical her last port of departure in the 
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a foreign —_ less than 150 nautical miles from her first port of arrival in the 
nited States. 

" b) A vessel on a voyage less than one-half of the whole length of which, 

ona outward and homeward aes respectively, shall have been on the 


sea between a port of the United and a foreign ie 

(c 2 A vessel which shall not be at least of the Class Al, as classified either 
by the Record of American and Forei ree the United States Stand- 
ard Owners, Builders, and Underwriters’ Association, or equivalent classifi- 
cation in any other register of shipping of at least equal merit. 

(d) A vessel of which less than one-fourth of the crew shall be citizens of 
the United States or such persons as shall be within the provisions of section 
2174 of the Revised Statutes. 

(e) A barge, canal boat, or vessel proceeding from port to port in tow, or 
a tugboat, or a vessel engaged in wrecking. 

(f) A foreign-built vessel, hereafter admitted to American registry pursu- 
ant to the provisions ef section 4136 of the Revised Statutes. 

(g) A vessel while employed in the coasting trade. . 

( fi ) Steamers which during their trials have not obtained a minimum speed 
of 8 knots, half loaded. 

Sec. 8. That the ssleoge — which compensation shall be paid under this 
title shall be determined e direct customary route from the last port of 
departure in the United States to a foreign port or a port in the Philippine 
Islands, and from such last-mentioned port by the direct customary route to 
the first port of arrival in the United States. If ones the voyage the ves- 
sel shall enter at two or more foreign ports or ports in the Philippine Islands, 
the distance by the direct custontary route between such ports shall also be 
S—— in the mileage upon which compensation shall be paid under this 
title. 

DEEP-SEA FISHERIES. 


Sec. 12. That from and after the ist day of July, 1902, the Secretary of the 
Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, bounties as follows: 

(a) To the owner or owners of a documented vessel of the United States 
engaged in the deep-sea fisheries for at least three months in any one fiscal 
year. $2 per gross ton per annum: Provided, That at least one-third of the 
crew shall be citizens of the United States, or such persons as shall be within 
the provisions of section 2174 of the Revised Statutes. 

(b) To a citizen of the United States serving as a member of a necessary 
and proper crew of a vessel of the United States documented and engaged in 
deep-sea fisheries for at least three months during any one fiscal year, $1 per 
month during the time necessarily employed in the voyages of such vessel. 

Now, this bill is landed to the skies by its framers as a great 
help to our merchant marine, and that it will promote shipbuild- 
ing in American shipyards; that in a few years all the carrying 
ade Ss the seas will be in American-built and American-owned 
vessels, 

Let us lay aside the fact that the father of the bill is one of the 
large beneficiaries under the bill, and see, if we can, wherein our 
merchant marine will gain. 

The provisions of the bill do not apply to our coasting trade, 
nor to commerce on the lakes and rivers of our country; only 
to those vessels engaged in the foreign trade. The amount to be 
expended is in a measure limited, and there are now more than 
enough vessels owned by the favored corporation to use up the 
entire appropriation, so what encouragement is there for the 
building of new ships under this law? 

The shipyards of the country are not lacking in orders. Many 
of them are declining to accept new business by reason of the 
amount of business they now have on hand. It is true that a large 
share of our commerce with prosperous foreign countries is car- 
ried in foreign-built, foreign-ownefl, and foreign-manned vessels, 
but how that can justify or argue that we should take money out 
of the Government Treasury and give it to one class of people for 
absolutely no service rendered and compel the rest of the people 
to contribute to the fund by taxation is certainly a hard propo- 
sition to digest. 

If the merchant marine can not maintain itself and a paternal 
Government must rush to its assistance, then, in all justice and 
fair play, apply the same principle to other industries. The farm- 
ers are not p rous, so every time they drive to town pay them 
10 cents a coma for all their whole outfit weighs over a ton for 
each three miles-traveled. Now, would not such a proposition 
build up and promote agriculture? 

Do you not think the farmers would then build better roads, 
buy larger and heavier wagons, and raise more heavy draft horses? 

hy, of course they would. 

The laboring men are not in a flourishing financial condition. 
Shall we not give them a compensation of 30 cents for each tool 
they may have in their hands per hour? Would there not soon 
be an increased production of tools, a cessation of all eight-hour 
day agitation, and the workingmen prospering everywhere? 

Where is there more right and justice in giving shipowners a 
subsidy than in giving the farmer and workingman? 

What justice is there in paying the boat owners and the crews 
on boats which engage in deep-sea fishing a subsidy and ignore 
the fishermen on the lakes? 

The whole scheme is one by which a few of the great shipown- 
ers who have already formed a trust may draw still more from 
the nation’s ry. 

This unjust discrimination in favor of one class of our citizens 
ought not to be. I believe that laws should be general in their 
application, and not so hedged about with restrictions as to benefit 
but a favored few. 

It is the same way with the Chinese-exclusion law. I do not 
favor the exclusion of Chinese laborers alone. I do not believe 
that the United States should bar out the coolies of China from 


the ‘‘Golden Gate’’ and give entrance through the ‘‘ Narrows”’ 
to the paupers, the ignorant, the vicious, and criminal from the 
slums of every other country on the globe. I am no advocate of 
cheap labor. Cheap labor and contract labor are ever to be depre- 
cated, as they are next to slavery. History, experience, and ob- 
servation teach us that the best-paid labor is the most econom- 
ical and produces the best results. It does more and better work. 
It makes better citizens. So let us broaden the restrictions of our 
immigration laws and ‘shut out every element that will tend to 
lower our standard of citizenship. 

I am in favor of home protection. Not the protection taught 
by Republican leaders, which would shut out the products of the 
‘** pauper labor’’ of Europe, but bring the pauper laborers in by 
the thousands to take the places of American workmen, and then 
shoot them down like dogs when they are starving under the 
meager pittance paid them and ask for more. 

This leads me to speak of a breed of humans who have been 
brought to this country and nursed by Republican practices and 
Republican precepts—the anarchists. 

en on that fair autumnal day in September last, like a 
lightning sheet from a clear sky, there flashed the news that Wil- 
liam McKinley had been slain, a whole world paid tribute of love, 
sorrow, and appreciation. Here in his own country the whole 
nation mourned, party lines were obliterated, partisan feeling 
was forgotten, and under the dark cloud of our nation’s disaster 
from every heart there welled up the most profound sympathy 
and grief, while all united in condemnation of the hideous crime. 
All parties have joined in approval of the merited punishment 
which was given to the spawn of hell in whose base heart that 
monstrous crime had its birth. 

There was insistent demand everywhere that without delay 
Congress should legislate against ‘‘anarchy,’’ and many good 
people were so exercised that the most anarchistic suggestions 
were made as to the form legislation should take. 

Almost four months have d since we opened this session, 
and the ‘‘ anarchists’’ are still undisturbed. 

The Republican -party is responsible for what is done and for 
that which is not done here. Your acts in the past have created 
the conditions which breed anarchy, and you can not escape the 
responsibility involved in such breeding. Your high protective 
tariff, which engendered trusts; the importation of pauper for- 
eign labor by the beneficiaries of your legislation, your govern- 
ment by injunction, the infamous ‘* bull pen,’’ the brutal murders 
at Latimer, the assassination of Goebel in Kentucky, and the 
protection of the instigator and hoped-for beneficiary of the mur- 
der by the Republican governor of an adjacent State, all these are 
the hotbeds and inspiration of anarchy. The disregard of the 
Constitution and subversion of equal rights and justice, the tri- 
umph of the or ring, and a score or more acts of autocratic 
misrule, all have developed anarchy. 

This land of ours may suffer for a time by the sporadic growth 
of anarchy under the favoring shelter of Republican Adminis- 
tration, but it will not last. The people of this nation are always 
stronger than the officeholders; they are patient and enduring up 
to a certain point, and then they render summary justice upon 
the offenders, and it is to the people we must look for help, and 
they have never failed. Their courage and bravery has been 
shown on many a battlefield, their patriotism and devotion at- 
tested by a century’s history, and although, while corporations 
control the Government and imperialism casts its dark shadow 
over society, a dangerousand rebellions spirit will spread through- 
out the land, yet the time will come when the people will demand 
in thunder tones that can not be ignored that class privileges 
must be abolished and the principles of equality and equal rights 
to all be established once more as the foundation wall and cap- 
stone of the temple of liberty in this nation. 


{Mr. GOLDFOGLE addressed the committee. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Chairman, the statement made by the 
chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs a few minutes 
ago ought to impress the members of this House and the country 
at large with the fact that this Government is bound to be at an 
enormous expense in holding the Philippine Islands. He stated 
that the appropriation of two years ago for transportation to the 
Philippines was $35,000,000 and that last year it was $30,000,000. 
Mr. HULL. Thirty-four millions. 

Mr. PARKER. This is not for the transport service, but for 
transportation in general. 

Mr. HULL. For transportation and supplies everywhere. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I understand that, but most of it is for the 
transport service. It shows the enormous amount it is costing us 
to transport soldiers from one part of the country to another for 
embarkation and in sending them to and from the Philippine Is- 
lands. Four-fifths of this appropriation is necessitated by our 
occupation of the archipelago. 

I want to call attention to the fact that the appropriation in 
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this bill for that service is $25,000,000—an enormous amount. 
According to the report of the Committee on Mili Affairs 
the amount appropriated for subsistence of the en soldiers 
is $11,934,000 and for the pay of the soldiers is $12,402,000. In 
other words, the cost of transportation is such a large item that 
it exceeds the pay and the subsistence of the enlisted men. 

Mr. Chairman, what I desire to call attention particularly to in 
this paragraph is that the cost of the Army in the Philippine Is- 
lands is enormous compared to the cost of the Army in the United 
States. Of the $90,000,000 appropriated in this bill for the military 
establishment of the United States, I have no doubt that two- 
thirds of it is for the maintenance of the soldiers in the ee 
islands. In other words, we are appropriating $60,000,000 a 
in order to hold the Philippine ,000,000 annually rie 
sustain by force our sovereignty there! 

Mr. Chairman, when we look at these figures we naturally 
inquire how are we ever going to get even on this enterprise of 
conquest and subjugation. If wecould wipe out the past expend- 
itures of $300,000,000 and start anew, we could never get even on 
this great blunder of the American people. Mr. Chairman, the 
Secretary of War in his annual r made a statement with re- 
spect to the commerce of the Phi ippin e Islands which, it seems 
to me, ought to convince anybody t even if we have peace, 
even if we reduce the force to 15,000 men in the archipelago, there 
will still be an expenditure of more than $20 for every dollar of 
profit made to our commerce. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to call attention toa table in the last 
annual report of the Secretary of War, which to my mind is the 
strongest argument from the commercial standpoint against hold- 
ing the Philippine Islands that ever has been made. It shows 
that the total imports of the Philippine Islands for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1901, aggregated tb, 000,000, and of that amount 
the United States exported to the Philippine Islands only 
$2.855,685 

It is generally asserted that the exporter of goods is doing ex- 
ceedingly well if he makes 10 per cent profit on his exports. «Ten 
per cent of that amount is only $285,000. That, then, is the sum 
which the exporters from the United States make on the goods 
sold in the Philippine Islands in a whole year. 

Mr. Chairman, we have been in possession of and the flag of 
our country has floated over the archipelago for nearly four years, 
and yet we find that we have not received 10 per cent of the total 
commerce of the islands. We have heard of the argument that 
trade follows the flag; we have heard it stated that if we planted 
colonies we could get their trade; and yet we have been in posses- 
sion of the aennan with all the advantages i in our favor, and we 
have captured not quite one-tenth of the commerce of the same. 

Yea, more. We find that the demand for the American 
we send is made largely by our own soldiers there. If that de- 
mand were eliminated we would not have one-twentieth part of 
the commerce of the islands. 

Mr. Chairman, the Filipinos are like other people; they buy 
where they can buy cheapest, and they sell where they can sell 
dearest. In this very table is an item that Spain, hated Spain, 
shipped to the Philippine Islands during the past year almost as 
many goods as did the United States—$2,182,000 worth of goods— 
and yet they tell us that the trade follows the flag. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Colorado 
has expired. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I would like five minutes more, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman from a —_ have five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. ntleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that the time et the gentleman from Colorado be ex- 
tended five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Chairman, we find that the Philippine 
people purchase from the very country they had been in rebellion 
against for a generation almost as many goods as they purchase 
from the people of the United States. 

There is another statement contained in this report of the Sec- 
retary of War which every person ought to take and consider seri- 
ously in connection with the Phili problem. It is shown by 
this report that although the United States commerce with the 
islands has increased somewhat, yet certain other nations have 
been increasing their commerce with the archipelago more than 
the United States. That statement demonstrates that trade does 
not follow the flag, but does follow the price list. 

Now, what is that statement? The Secretary of War, on page 
77 of the report, says: 

The imports from the United Kingdom, from co Se 


from the British East Indies have increased in greater proportion than 
imports from the United States. 


Think of it! With our Army there, withall the natural tenden- 


ae and 
the 


cies that our soldiers have to buy American goods, with everything 





| $285,000 is what all the exporters of the Uni 


in our favor, with the flag floating from all the ports of ee aot 
pelago, yet the Secretary of War admits, in lan, ae 

ve but one construction, that the imports from the United King, 
dom of Great Britain, from Germany, France, and from the 
British East Indies have increased in greater proportion than the 
imports from our own —- 

Mr. Chairman, is it possi that anyone can contend that 
“ trade follows the flag,’’ in view of that declaration of the Secre- 
tary of War? Gentlemen say that the trade will increase. It may 
increase; it may double, treble, or quadruple. It may increase 
tenfold. And yet, according to the extent of our expenditures in 
the past and those that are bound to be made in the future, we 
will expend at least $20 out of the Treasury of the United States 
for every dollar of profit to our exporters of goods. 

And who gets the profit? Mr. Chairman, it is not the Govern- 
ment. We do not get the profit. It is s not even the —— who 
get the profit. It is only one class of the people. T 
alone gets the profit which is made upon the goods. That pa — 
States get in p 


its. But who pays the $60,000,000 Which we are appropriating 
in this bill? It is the people—the taxpayers. How long are the 
people of this country going to consent to pay $60,000,000 a year 
out of their earnings for the purpose of maintaining a commerce 
in which there is a profit of only $285,000 a year? 

But suppose that commerce should increase a thousand per 
cent. That would be an extraordinary increase—not to be looked 
for—perhaps never to be attained; for you must remember that 
notwithstanding the reputation of having phenomenally increased 
our commerce, it took atm United States more than twenty years 
to even double our e The exports of the United States 
for the year 1880 were 55,000, 000; and for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1901, they were $1, 487 000,000. Our exports have not 
quite doubled in twenty-one years. Yet it was the pride of every 
American that we had extended our commerce more rapidly than 
any other great nation of the world. 

But, Mr. Chairman, assuming the exports from our country to 
the Philippine Islands will grow ten times faster than our com- 
merce wit ‘the rest of the world has grown, yet for our yearly 
expenditure of $60,000,000 our exporters will derive a es of only 
$2,850,000 per annum. That is, the Government expend out 
of money collected from the people $20 for every doller of profit 
to our exporters of goods. If the expenditures be cut down one- 
half, which is not probable in this generation, yet the Govern- 
ment expense will be ten times the profit tocommerce. What an 
idiotic policy, even from the commercial standpoint, it is to hold 
the Philippine Islands. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I find it difficult to iibetine 
what is the aaa of the Democratic party in respect to our 
Philippine 

Mr. COW HERD. Will the gentleman tell us what is the atti- 
tude of the Republican party in regard to the Philippine Islands, 
or what policy that party has ever declared on that question? 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, the policy of the Republican 
party, as I understand it, is todo our duty there aati and 
well 

Mr. COWHERD. Can not the 
duty is—whether we should give 
government or hold them as colonies? 

Mr. MONDELL. We are following our duty as we see it. We 
will continue to do so until the end. 

Mr. COWHERD. Can not the gentleman tell us how he sees 


>: * dut 
o MONDELL. I can if the gentleman will give me time. 

Tho gentleman from Colorado > SHAFROTH], in a speech 
made isan some time ago, suggested that while we could not with 
_ ty hold the Philippine Islands, we might properly trade 
them o 

Mr.SHAFROTH. No,sir; the gentleman ismistaken. Inever 
made any such statement. I was accused of it; but it was some 


ntleman decide what our 
people an independent 


one else this side—— 

Mr. MONDELL, I understood the gentleman took the ground 
that we might away or ‘omen the Philippines. 

Mr, SHAF Oh, no. My contention was that the only 


solution of the problem was to treat the Philippines in exactly 
the same way we promised to treat the Cubans—to them 
their inde , and then after the establishment of a stable 
government give it to them. 

Mr. MONDELL. I certainly understood the gentleman to say 
we might better trade or exchange the Philippines—— 

Mr. SHAFROTH. a sir; it was another gentleman on this 
side who said that; but the @ declaration never met with my 3p 
proval, and when ‘the = eman from Iowa charged me wi 
having made such a declaration I denied it. There is nothing in 
the Recorp to show that I ever said such a thing. 

Mr. MONDELL. I am glad that my friend from Colorado did 
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not say it—that it was some other gentleman on that side who 
id it. 

* Me. PATTERSON of Tennessee. The remark to which the 

gentleman from on {Mr. MonDELL] refers was made by the 


gentleman from Mississippi {Mr. Wi11ams]. He did not say 
that he wanted to trade off those islands. at he did say was 
that it would be better to trade them off than hold them as 
colonies. 

Mr. MONDELL. Well, Mr. Chairman, if we have no right to 
hold the Philippines I do not understand how we can have any right 
to swap them off to some other nation for territory elsewhere. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I do not think we have. 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman from Missouri yesterday de- 
clared himself ~ re to our Philippme policy because, he said, 
it was a policy of conquest. The gentleman from Colorado but 
a moment ago was opposed to our Philippine policy because it 
does not promise to bring a large return in trade. On which 
proposition does that side of the Chamber stand? I suppose that 
if eed was a prospect of a large increase in commerce with the 
Orient by reason of our holding the Philippines, the gentleman 
would admit that we were justified, or would suggest that we 
were justified. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. No; I would not admit. I have discussed 
the question from the moral standpoint, You can not get up 
here on the floor of the House and in five minutes cover the moral, 
political, military, and commercial aspect, for the simple—— 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman suggested that there was no 
large balance of trade coming our way because of our occupancy 
of the Philippine Islands, and therefore we were not justified in 
holding the Philippine Islands, Gentlemen on the other side 
have a very convenient memory. They seem to have forgotten 
that the Philippine policy was the first fruit of our intervention 
in Cuba; that even before we struck the first blow at the Gordian 
knot of Cuban captivity we had the Philippine policy on our 
hands by reason of Dewey’s victory in Manila Bay; that we de- 
stroyed a government, and the destruction of that government 
laid —— us the duty of establishing a government in its stead. 
Would the gentleman have us shirk our responsibilities? Would 
the gentleman have had us leave the islands to domestic anarchy 
or to spoliation on the part of foreign powers, and sail away after 
we had destroyell the government which we found there at the 
time of the battle of Manila Bay? I hope not. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I will state to the gentleman what I think 
we ought to have done. 

Mr. MONDELL. Well, the gentleman has just made his speech, 
and I am making mine. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. You ask me the question, and if you do not 
care to have me answer it, very well. 

Mr. MONDELL. Now, the gentleman asked what was the 
Republican policy in the Philippine Islands. I certainly can not 
speak for all of the gentlemen on this side, or for the party of 
which I am a member, but as I understand it, Mr. Chairman, our 
policy in the Philippine Islands is the policy of performing our 
whole duty. 

I know that the ition, with their ear to the ground to 
catch any faint vail gs of popular discontent with the form 
or result of our policy in the Orient, with their eyes bent upon 
the East, not to discern by the dawn’s early light whether our 
flag in triumph still waves over fair Luzon, but to find some 
excuse for criticising the policy which has planted it there, 
which may have some weight with the voter at the coming 
November election, or some pretext for pulling it down, have 
constantly sought to disassociate two phases of the same action— 
our intervention to save Cuba from Spain and the firm hand we 
have maintained to save all of the Filipino a from some of the 
Filipino people; to disconnect the cause—the war with Spain—in 
which they glory and for which they claim a measure of 
credit, from the effect—our difficulties in the Philippines, from 
all responsibility for which they seek to absolve themselves. 

I feel that it is almost an imposition upon this House to trace 
the continuity of events and the rapid march of incidents—thrill- 
ing, epoch marking, inspiring—which began with the decision 
of the American people for intervention in behalf of Cuba, carried 
our flag triumphant around the world, and planted our institu- 
tions in the heart of the Orient. But to judge from some of the 
speeches made on the other side one would imagine that decades, 
if not generations, hed thrown a gulf of time unbridged by con- 
tinuing and connecting events between the Spanish war and the 
pacification of the Philippines. So convenient have been their 
memories they seem to have been able to forget that the Philip- 
pines were the first fruits of the Cuban intervention; that Dewey’s 
guns aroused us to a new a a tremendous responsibility 
there before the first blow had been struck directly at the Gordian 
knot of Cuban captivity. 

To from the speeches made on that side of the Chamber 
one would imagine that the lapse of time had entirely obliterated 


from the memory of the cpposition the fact that it was their 
acknowledged leader who drummed up votes enough in the 
United States Senate to ratify the treaty of Paris, and I am not 
surprised that the gentlemen are not anxious to recall this fact 
of history, challenging as it does the responsibility of their party 
for the inauguration of a policy which for partisan ends they now 
seek to criticise, and at the same time reminding them of the 
anything but patriotic motives which their ‘‘ pegrless’’ leader 
confessed actuated him in seeking to have the treaty ratified. 
Such is their present situation; and yet, casting a prophetic eye 
down the lane of time, I think I can see the day at no distant 
future when, forgetful of and ignoring the present attitude of 
the gentlemen on this floor who claim to represent the Democracy 
of the nation, when, denying in all probability the motives which 
their candidate and their leader admitted actuated him in seek- 
ing the ratification of the treaty—to embarrass a Republican Ad- 
ministration—they will place Mr. Bryan upon a pedestal beside 
the immortal Jefferson and laud him, not for his advocacy of the 
policies which carried Democracy to defeat in 1896 and 1900, but 
as the follower of Thomas Jefferson, who, like him, gave addi- 
tional territory to freedom, a wider zone to American influence, 
and enlightenment by securing the ratification of the treaty 
which extended our sovereignty over the Philippines. 

But, as I have said, that is the prophetic not the present view. 
To-day we have the spectacle of a party claiming all the credit of 
bringing on the war with Spain, claiming the major portion of 
the credit of planting the flag in Porto Rico and Santiago, while 
trying to pull it down in Luzon, preposterously insistent in claim- 
ing the lion’s share of the credit of adopting the policy of forceful 
intervention, ridiculously pathetic in the turn-tale and scuttle 
policy advocated in dealing with the questions which intervention 
gave rise to, absolutely impotent and nerveless with regard to a 
definite policy for the future. ; 

So far as we are concerned on this side of the Chamber,we can well 
afford to allow our Democratic friends to indulge to their limit 
the hallucinations that the American people will desert a policy 
strenuously pursued to a definite aim and purpose to follow the 
will-o’-the-wisp of nerveless vacillation and opaque uncertainty 
outlined by the Democratic party on this floor. We may well 
rest content while they seek to allay the bruises of past defeats 
and heal the breach of party differences with the balm of duty 
shirking and of issue straddling, for the people will be fooled by 
none of thesethings. Let them not vainly imagine that a discerning 
people will give more honor to those who, taking their own state- 
ment of the case, stood within the safe buttresses of the Congres- 
sional watch tower and sounded the charge withoutcounting the 
cost, than to those who, as the fortunes of battle carried them 
far afield, fought to the grim finish the fight which the trumpet 
call brought on. Foolish are they who trust their political for- 
tunes to the illusive hope that the American people once having 
put their hand to the plow will listen to the opportunists’ call to 
turn back. 

But let us assume that our friends on the other side or their 

sy associates and leaders were in no way responsible with us 
or the emp a question; that instead of advocating the policy 
of retreat only in the hour of accomplishment they had preached 
it from the onslaught; that the Republican party and its leaders 
were entirely a for the Cuban intervention and for all 
that has followed since. I do not believe there is any disposition 
on this side to shirk that wee mre hg apologize for anything 
that has followed. It is bootless at this late day to air our opin- 
ions as to whether or no American sovereignty could have been 
established in the Philippine Islands without bloodshed or with 
less bloodshed than has occurred. The fact remains that once 
the Government of Spain was destroyed there the establishment of 
American sovereignty was necessary to serve as a foundation of 
law and order upon which to build the government which is to 
succeed that which went down with the fall of the Spanish power. 
Iam one of those who believe that in taking Manila we became 
responsible for the entire archipelago. That responsibility is not 
discharged except by the establishment of stable government 
throughout the archipelago; by the planting there, so far as we 
may be able to accomplish it, of the institutions which distinguish 
is as a people and upon which we believe must rest the permanent 
happiness, progress, and prosperity of any people. 

ion brethren on the other side in the discussion of this ques- 
tion have generally started out by denying our moral right to 
coerce any portion of the Philippine es into a recognition of 
our authority, and generally end nD saying that it would be 
unprofitable to do so because the Philippine Islands do not offer 
an inviting field for American settlement or a profitable oppor- 
tunity for American trade and enterprise; and it never seems to 
occur to them that these two arguments can not logically be ad- 
vanced at the same time, for if we have been exceeding our duty 
and transcending our rights in the Philippines not all the fertile 
lands, not all the trade and commerce of the world, can justify 
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our action, while their arguments carried to the logical conclu- 
sion would excuse any infraction of international and moral law, 
providing there is enough to be gained by it. 

Mr. Chairman, we have poured out our treasure like water in 
the Philippines. Hundreds ef American soldiers have given up 
their lives in establishing and maintaining our flag there. There 
can be no justification of our policy or of the sacrifice of precious 
lives in either the hope or realization of enlarged trade and com- 
merce.or increased prestige in the Orient, and when our Demo- 
cratic friends assail not the Republican but the national policy 
in the Philippines, as they have often done, by attempting to 
show that no great increase in trade can be expected in those 
regions, their arguments are a confession that from their view 

int the policy which they now condemn would be justifiable if 
it brought a large return in trade. 

I thank God that our past and present policy in the Philippine 
Islands rests on no such indefensible foundation as desire for con- 
quest or lust of commerce, but it rests upon the firm and substan- 
tial basis of a duty clearly seen and bravely met; that it was 
neither conceived nor is it being executed in the ignoble desire of 
territorial aggrandizement or in the vain pride of power and 
prestige, but in the firm conviction that our destruction of the 
Spanish power laid the duty upon us to plant in the soil from 
which we had torn the root and branch of tyranny the institutions 
of liberty and self-government, and in a firm and steadfast reso- 
lution to do our duty as we see it, regardless of the cost, confident 
that our efforts shall not be in vain; that they shall bring to us, 
if nothing else, at least the consciousness of a duty well performed, 
and that the fruits of our efforts shall be the establishment of 
peace, order, and justice throughout the archipelago. 

The gentleman from Missouri on yesterday saw fit to compare 
our policy in the Philippines with that of Russia in Poland, of 
England in Ireland, and to draw a picture of the Filipinos as a 
whole which would place them on a par, at least, with the citi- 
zens of any American Commonwealth. I have no disposition to 
minimize the virtues of any class of the Filipino people, but in 
the gentleman’s calmer moments I have no doubt he would be 
inclined to revise the fervid rhetoric with which he painted a 
people largely illiterate, but recently, as the evolution of races is 
counted, barbarious, and many of them still in that condition—a 
people who have had no voice whatever, in all their history, in their 
own government; whose only knowledge of government has been 
that of a monarchy, the whole history of whose colonial adminis- 
tration has been one of unparalleled ferocity, duplicity, and op- 
pression, with peoples like those of Poland and ewe with a 
on and glorious national history, with aptitude for and knowl- 
edge of the arts of government; intelligent, brave, self-reliant, 
liberty loving. 

It may suit the political purposes of some gentlemen to com- 
pare the sacrifices of their own country in the fulfillment of a 
duty to the tyrannies and oppressions of despotic conquerers, but 
I do not apprehend that that view will be aed in by any con- 
siderable number of American people. 

Brief as has been our occupation of the Philippine Archipelago, 
we have already progressed far in the establishment of institu- 
tions which in the course of a few years will vitally effect a change 
of character and conditions of the Filipino people for their good. 
We are even now maintaining order in provinces and districts 
which under Spanish rule were left largely to the whims, caprices, 
and despotisms of petty local tyrants or to the sway of savages; 
we have already given the people of the more enlightened prov- 
inces a larger participation in their local government than the 
have ever enjoyed in all their history; we are building school- 
houses, sending American school-teachers, employing capable na- 
tive instructors, for the purpose of educating the people toa real- 
ization of their individual responsibility and a capability for 
governing themselves; we have relieved them from the extortions 
of the Spanish taxgatherer, from the forced levy of the savage and 
the Ladrone; we have gone in true American spirit. steadfastly, 
and earnestly in the work of planting institutions which must be 
a lasting and inestimable benefit to the people of the Philippines. 

Let no man delude himself into the belief that it is in the mind 
of the American = to leave the work we have begun half 
accomplished, to halt or vacillate in the duty which Providence 
has placed upon us, for the American people, as a whole, fully 
appreciate their responsibility in this regard, though some few 
among us do not. 

As a people we were charged first with the responsibility and 
granted the high privilege of developing and peopleing a virgin 
continent, rich beyond all comparison in nat resources. 
Thanks to these bountiful gifts and to the energy and courage of 
our people, we have grown and developed to a commanding posi- 
tion among the nations of the earth. Can it be possible that there 
are any so unmindful of the duties which power, prestige, and 


commanding position lay upon nations as to imagine that we owe 
no duty to civilization and have no responsibilities beyond our 


| borders; who imagine that we can, without loss of our own self- 
| respect and de tion in the eyes of all the world, in the wan- 
| tonness of our strength leave a people who our act has deprived 
| of the only government they have ever known to the chance of 
domestic anarchy or foreign spoliation and exploitation? 

Our policy in the Philippines is a policy of duty. Our presence 
there is demanded by every consideration of national honor and 
responsibility, and we shall remain there to the glory of our prin- 
ciples and to the infinite benefit of the people of the islands. As 
to the final outcome I have no fear. The task has not and will 
not bean easy one. No great and beneficent work ever has been 
accomplished without infinite cost and effort, but I have faith in 
the people of the Philippine Islands. I have faith in the efficacy 
of the principles of the Republic even when transplanted to the 
Orient, and I look forward with confidence to the no distant future 
when our work and our efforts there shall be applauded by the 
Filipino people themselves, when it shall be said, to the ever- 
lasting glory and honor of the Republic, that not only have we 
established and maintained the principles of liberty and justice on 
this continent, but have carried them undiluted, undefiled, into 
the heart of the Orient, where in the days to come the Philippine 
Archipelago, with her millions of law-abiding. enlightened, and 
prosperons citizens, shall be an everlasting example of the fidelity 
of the Republic to its duty and of the strengthened efficacy of the 
American ideals, 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Wy- 
oming propounded a question which he then proceeded to answer 
himself, but I notice that he took particular pains to evade the 
question I propounded to him. Whenever discussion of the Phil- 
ippine Islands has come up on this floor, some gentlemen on the 
other side of the Chamber have arisen and said, ‘‘Oh, you voted 
for war, and therefore we must proceed to hold the Philippines 
indefinitely as colonies or as subjects.”’ I deny that any gentle- 
man can find any logical connection between holding the Philip- 
pine Islands and voting that Spain should cease to oppress the 
Cubans in this hemisphere. I deny there is any connection be- 
tween stopping oppression by Spain in Cuba and beginning op- 
pression by the United States in the Philippine Islands, but I want 
to challenge the statement of the gentleman as to what was the 
Republican policy. I have made some attempt to find it in the 
records, I have searched through the messages of the President 
and through the reports from the War Department, and I assert 
here that no man can tell authoritatively what the Republican 
policy is in the Philippine Islands. 

Gentlemen will remember that a few years ago, when we first 
asserted from this side of the Chamber that it was the intention 
to hold the ene Islands, distinguished gentlemen rose on 
the other side of the Chamber and denied it indignantly—aye, 
they even challenged us then to point to a single sentence from 
the Republican President, to a single line in the Republican plat- 
form, to an authoritative statement from a Republican leader that 
they ever intended to hold the Philippine Islands, but that they 
were simply attempting to settle conditions in the Philippine Is- 
lands. t was the statement then. A year or two later came 
the statement that they were simply attempting to establish a 
government so as not to leave a condition of anarchy upon our 
withdrawal. Whatisthepropositionnow? Oh, thattheyare going 
to do their duty. What is that duty? Why do you not define it? 

I defy any man to point toan authoritative statement as to what 
is to-day the Republican policy in the Philippine Islandsand what 
they intend eventually to do. Whether they intend to hold those 
islands forever as colonies, whether they intend to give those is- 
lands self-government, whether they intend to make them States, 
the Republican pene has never declared, and they dare not de- 
clare it. They not say they intend to hold them forever as 
colonies; they know the ple of the United States in large 
measure will disapprove of it. They dare not say they intend to 
make them States and make the 10,000,000 Filipinos the equals of 
the American people, with equal privilege of voting for American 
Presidents; and notwithstanding this condition in his own party, 
the gentleman has the sublime nerve, if he will permit me to say 
it in kindness, to rise here and talk humorously as to what is the 
Democratic —— We have declared our position in our plat- 
form. You have not any position, and you have never had the 
courage to announce one on the floor of this House or elsewhere. 
[Applause on the Democratic side. | 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. Capron having taken 
the chair as Speaker tempore, a message in writing from the 
President of the United States was communicated to the House 
of Representatives by Mr. PrupeEn, one of his secretaries, who 
also announced that the President had approved and signed bills 
of the following titles: 

On March 22, 1902: E 

H. R. 11471. An act making appropriations for the diplomatic 
and consular service for the year ending June 30, 1903. 
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H. R. 11474. An act for the acknowledgment of deeds and 
other instruments in the Philippine Islands and Porto Rico affect- 
ing land situate in the District of Columbia or any Territory of 
the United States; and 

H. R. 9991. An act for the relief of F. E. Coyne. 

On March 24, 1902: 

H. R. 8148. An act for a marine hospital at Buffalo, N. Y. 

On March 26, 1902: 

H. R. 4607. An act to provide for the construction of a bridge 
and approaches thereto ac:oss the Missouri River at or near South 
Omaha, Nebr. 

On March 27, 1902: 

H. R. 8297. An act to correct the military record of William T. 
Pratt. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The committee resumed its session, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Manufacture, repairing, procuring, and issuing arms at the national armo- 
ries, $1,700,000: Provided, That hereafter no part of the appropriations made 
for the Ordnance Department shall be used in payment of freight charges 
on ordnance or ordnance stores issued by said department. 


Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 


On page 83, in line 13, strike out the word ‘‘seven” and insert “one;” so 
that it will read ‘*$1,100,000 ° instead of *‘ $1,700,000.” 


Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, $1,100,000 was the amount esti- 
mated by the War Department and was the estimate sent to us. 

The majority of the Committee on Military Affairs thought 
proper to increase this item from $1,100,000 to $1,700,000 upon the 
ground, as I understand it, that the National Guard would need 
a larger supply of firearms and upon the further ground that this 
country might get into a foreign war, when it would need more 
guns. 

Now, on page 88 of the hearings, the chairman of the committee, 
in referring to this item, said: 


The next item is a very important one; it is this item of $1,100,000. How 
much of a reserve of these modern guns will that provide? 

General CROZIER. 65,000 or 70,000 a year. 

The CHAIRMAN. The militia of the different States are now clamoring for 
. ne that will give them the new guns and take up the old guns. Can you 

o that? 

General Crozrmr. If a law were passed in that form we would have to in- 
crease the appropriation to make good the amount given the militia. 

The CHAIRMAN, That question of supplying the militia would naturally 
come before the Committee on the Militia, but the manufacturing of guns 
comes before us. 

General Crozier. If that law should pass we would have to ask for an 
additional amount to replace those guns in this appropriation. 

Mr. PARKER. Have you the machinery to increase your products? 

General CroziER. Yes; we can increase the product. 

Mr. PARKER. How many can you make with your machinery when 
pressec? 

General CRozIER. We can perhaps make 90,000 in a year, but we canalways 
nearly double the ay by running two shifts—employing two shifts of men 
and working sixteen hours instead of eight. 

Mr. PARKER. Have you the men to run the machinery sixteen hours? 

General Crozier. Yes, sir; during the war we got out 350 a day—that is, 
working sixteen hours. 


Now, there is no necessity for that increase. There is no possi- | 


bility or probability of any foreign war at this time, and if there 
should be, an appropriation could be made. 

There is no necessity for this from the standpoint of the National 
Guard, because under the a asked for they can turn 
out 70,000 rifles a year, and there are not in the country over 
100,000 of these national guards. 

Therefore I say, in the interest of economy—and the gentleman 
says he wants to economize—let us cut out this ee. 
which the War Department does not ask for, and which the gen- 
eral of the Ordnance Bureau does not press in these hearings. 

Mr. PARKER, Mr. Chairman, I am surprised at this motion. 
If the gentleman will examine the testimony of General Crozier 
he will find that in his oral statement, as well as in the letter 
which he sent to me on that subject, General Crozier expressed 
his opinion that this reas was necessary in order speed- 
ily to obtain a reserve for the use of the United States Army of 
300,000 rifles. Does any gentleman in this Chamber forget—— 

Mr. HAY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. PARKER. Excuse me; I have only a few minutes. I 
will yield to the gentleman at the end of what I have to say. 

Does anyone in this Chamber forget that at the outbreak of the 
Spanish war, when we called out 250,000 volunteers, we had no 
weapons with which to arm them except obsolete Springfield 
rifles? The Regular Army, then consisting of 25,000 men, were 
the only troops for whom it was possible to afford new magazine 
rifles, so that they should meet soldiers armed with Mausers on 
an equal footing. 

_, Do we forget that under those circumstances every man felt as 
if it were murder to send our men into the field armed only with 
Springfield rifles? Do we forget how we were then asking why, 











as a protection against war, as a prevention of the danger of war, 

we did not have in our arsenals a reserve of rifles sufficient to 

_ in the hands of our patriotic soldiers, so that we should not 
ear attack by any foreign country? 

That was in 1898. With improved facilities we are now mak- 
ing 65,000 rifles a year with $1,100,000 appropriations. Last year 
the appropriation was smaller and we made less. Make the most 
liberal estimate for what rifles we have made since the war, and 
then remember that 50,000 of those went into the hands of the 
regular troops that have been added to our original 25,000 men 
to make the 75,000 men that we have now in service. 

At least 50,000 rifles may be estimated to have been used up, 
lost, or destroyed in the requirements of the service. I do not 
state to this House, because it is a matter of confidence always, 
what the reserves stores of the Government are ready for the use 
of a citizen soldiery. But any man, reckoning from the number 
that we make, can say that in the armories of the United States, 
outside of arms in the hands of the regular troops, we have not 
enough rifles to arm the 250,000 troops which we called out in the 
war with Spain. 

Any man can reckon this, and has a right to take that from the 
figures, knowing what we make and what we have used. Now, 
a country of such size that at one time it had 2,000,000 men in © 
the field has no right to remain without sufficient small arms to 
be able to provide them to its armies on the instant. The gentle- 
man’s statement that we can make what we need on a sudden 
call is negatived by what took place in the Spanish-American 
war. Now, the militia, amounting to 100,000 men, also ask for 
new guns. Shall we tell them they will have to wait two years 
until they can be manufactured? 

It is true that we appropriate by the present law to the militia 
a million dollars a year, and give them the money to pay for rifles, 
but they want the guns, and they do not want to wait till we 
make them. We should have the rifles ready to deliver and still 
keep a reserve for volunteers. I am surprised the gentlemen from 
the Committee on Military Affairs should make such a proposition. 
= your fortifications if you will; skimp your artillery if you 
wi —- 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HULL. I ask that the gentleman from New Jersey may 
have five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that the time of the gentleman from New Jersey be ex- 
tended for five minutes. Is there objection? [After a pause. } 
The Chair hears none. ; 

Mr. PARKER. Skimp your Navy even, if you will. The pro- 
tection of the country rests finally in a free people with arms 
in their hands; and the war in South Africa, to @hich appeal is 
so often made, proves the fact that the one defense of a free peo- 
ple consists not in staffs or in uniforms, or in forts or intrench- 
ments, and not even in wealth; but the protection of a free people 
consists in men whose rulers have had the foresight, the wisdom, 
and the patriotism to insist upon laying up in arsenals small 
arms, the best the world knows, and ample ammunition with 
which to use them. It is in this view that I have asked for the 
additional appropriation, enough to make 50,000 more riflesa year 
for the present, until we have such a reserve. I wish I had asked 
for double that amount, for our factories could turnout 100,000 
more in a year if we would pay for them. 

Mr. HAY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. PARKER. I request the gentleman to wait until I am 
through. The cost of a soldier in the Regular Army is $1,000 a 
year. The cost of a gunis about $12; and we know it will not go 
out of fashion for at least five years. The Springfield stayed in use 
for thirty years. This is the cheapest, it is the best, it is the most 
necessary military appropriation ever asked of Congress, and we 
should make it; and if we do not do so, then the people will know 
the reason why. Now I yield to the gentleman for a question. 

Mr. HAY. I will take it in my own time. 

Mr. HULL. Just one minute. 

Mr. HAY. I would like to reply to some of the astonishing 
remarks of the gentleman from New Jersey. 

Mr. HULL. The gentleman will have an opportunity before 
debate closes. He should close the debate on this amendment. 

I want to call the attention of the House to the reason why this 
committee increased the amount over the estimate submitted by 
the War Department. The gentleman from Virginia read a part 
of the hearings. On page 88 of the hearings, General Crozier, in 
answer to my question, said: 

The CHAIRMAN. The next item is a very important one; it is this item of 


$1,100,000. How much of a reserve of these modern guns will that provide? 
General Crozier. Sixty-five thousand or 70,000 a year. 


I then said: 


The militia of the different States are now clamoring for a law that will 
give them the new guns and take up the old guns. Can you do that on this 
appropriation? 





And General Crozier answered: 


If a law were passed in that form we would have to increase the appropri- 
ation to make good the amount given the militia 


Now, on page 90 he returns to this question. Mr. Escu of Wis- 
consin, a member of the committee, asked him this question: 
. Ae in addition to that there are appropriations made by the several 
2s” 
General Crozier answered: 


Yes, sir; some of the States are quite liberal, and when material is used by 
the General Government, as was done during the Spanish-American war, the 
States are reimbursed, as is proper. 


Then Mr. Brick asked him this question: 

Mr. Brick. If this $1,000,000 appropriation is made for the militia of the 
United States, will there be enough money to equip each man? 

And General Crozier answered: 

General Crozier. They get now $800,000 more than before. It will take 
between $1,500,000 and 00,000 toequipall the organizations with the maga- 
zine rifle, and that wo: do it in three years. 

Now, to ask the War Department to give a supplemental esti- 
mate would have brought no information, because the War De- 
partment have no information as to what was proposed by Con- 

gress; but after the estimates were submitted to Congress the 

Cocsaditan on the Militia have reported a bill asking that we give 
these new arms to the militia. When the National Guard Or- 
ganization met in Washington a few weeks ago they were unani- 
mous in asking that we make thisexchangeof guns. In this pro- 
posed militia bill it is proposed to exchange new guns for the Pid. 
So the expense of manufacture must be carried on this bill. The 
old gun has already been charged up against their appropriation, 
and if we are to supply them with these guns, it is necessary that 
this Congress appropriate $600,000 more in order to make that 
exchange. And in my judgment, Mr. Chairman, the militia 
ought to be encouraged in every way that it is possible for the 
Federal Government to encourage such organizations by giving 
them the best gun we can mse every one of us recog- 
nizes it is upon the militia the country must depend in every great 
Pane and for that reason I hope this amendment will be voted 

wn. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I do not know why the gentleman 
from New Jersey | Mr. PARKER] be so very much pm 
at the amendment I offered, because I voted against the 
priation when it came before the Committee on 
and he was present and heard it. I appreciate very much the 
enthusiasm of the gentleman from New Jersey, which seems to 
be infused into him because of the proposition to cut down this 
item, which has not been asked for by the War t. The 
gentleman says that these guns will not go out of fashion for five 


years. 

Well, Mr. Oaairman, that is a most excellent reason why we 
should not make a large number of these guns, if they are going 
out of fashion in five years. Then we should have to go to work 
and make new guns. The War Department must have known 
what it was doing when it asked for an app: iation of $1,100,000 
to make a reserve supply of these guns. y should we now, 
when we have got an Army fully armed with these guns, and 
when we can turn out this year 70,000 of them and are turning 
out every day guns of that character, why should we have this 
large appropriation when we should have made enough this year 
and next year to supply the National Guard? 

Mr. HULL. Does not General Crozier state that it will take 
three years to arm the National Guard? 

Mr. HAY. General Crozier says it would take three years to 
arm them under the appropriation, but he also stated that there 
was Only 100,000 of the National Guards now, and therefore his 
statement must have been a mistake, our own soldiers 
are armed with these guns, and if there were only 100,000 of the 
National Guard, and we can make 70,000 a year, it seems that he 
must be mistaken. 

Mr. HULL. I want to call the gentleman’s attention to the 
fact that, it requires a good many guns to make up for the cas- 
ualties that occur from time to time, 

Mr. HAY. How many? 

Mr. HULL. I can not say, but I think quite a large per cent. 
I think General Crozier’s statement is probably true in regard to 
Oo Saar time it will take to arm the militia. He should 

w 

Mr. HAY. Ican not see exactly the force of the gentleman’s 
remark, and I was unable to catch the percentage that he stated. 

Mr. HULL. I did not give it because I have not got it, but it 
does take quite a per cent. 

Mr. HAY. Is there any great necessity for giving the Na- 
tional Guard these arms now? 

Mr. HULL. Ishouldsay, yes; on the general that if you 
have an organized National Guard you ought to give them the 
best possible arms. 

Mr. HAY. I agree to that; but is it necessary to spend the 
money now, if you propose to do it? 
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Mr. HULL. It would not be necessary to continue to expend it 
after the next fiscal year. 

Mr. HAY. I understand it is proposed to continue the appro- 
priation to provide for a foreign war. That was the contention 
of the gentleman from New Jersey. I hope the House will adopt 
the amendment I have offered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Virginia. 

The question was considered and the amendment was lost. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Purchase of ordnance and ordnance stores and supplies may be made by 
the Ordnance De artment in open market, in the manner common amon 
business men, when the ag. ate of the amount required does not excee 
ree every ouch purpose li be immediately reported to the Secretary 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, there is an error in line 22, and I 
offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 2. page 33, strike out the word “purpose,” and insert the word 
“purchase.” 

The amendment was to. 

This completed the reading of the bill. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that all 
gentlemen who have spoken on the bill may have leave to print. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say to the gentleman that 
the Committee of the Whole does not give general leave to print. 
The motion of the gentleman will be in order in the House, but 
not in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HAY. Then, Mr. Chairman, I make the request for unani- 
mous consent to extend my own remarks in the Recorp. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recor. Is there ob- 
jection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. JE Mr. Chairman, I ask a similar privilege on my 


art. 
. The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there ob- 
jection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr.HULL. Mr. Chairman,I move that the committee do now 
rise and report the bill and amendments to the House with the 
recommendation that as amended the bill do pass. 

The motion wasagreed to. Accordingly the committee rose; and 
the Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. HEMENWAY, Chair- 
man of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 


Union, reported that that committee had had under consideration 
the bill (H. R. 12804) making appropriation for the su of 
the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and di- 


rected him to report the same back with sundry amendments, 
with the recommendation that the amendments be agreed to, and 
that as amended the bill do pass. 

The SPEAKER. Is a se vote demanded Gn any of the 
amendments? If not, they will be submitted in gross. 

The amendments were considered, and agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; was 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HULL, a motion to reconsider the vote 
whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


INDEPENDENCE OF CUBA, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanyin ae sores referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, and be printed: 

To the Congress of the United States: 


I commend to the Congress timely consideration of measures for main- 
taining diplomatic and consular representatives in Cuba and for ners 


out the p: of the act making tion for the 
tegen = fiscal year ending June approved March 2, 1901, read- 
as follows: 
nt resoution’a further, 7a? in foment < the Gocieratien contained » > 
oint reso! n. vi entitled * he recognition 0’ e 
ion of the po of Cube, that the Government of e 
Saree ‘tewntho ty and nd goverminent inthe d of Cuba, and to wi 
its land and naval forces from Cubaand Cuban waters, and the 


—_ of the United States to use the land and naval forces of the on States 
to carry these resol ms into effect,’ the President is here 
‘leave the government and control of the island of Cuba Scere. 
soon as a government shall have been established in said era con 
stitution which, either as a part thereof or in an ordinance 
shall define the future relations of the United States Cuba ae 
tially as follows: ay 


“That the government of Cuba shall never enter into any treaty or other 
compact with any foreign power or powers which will or tend to im- 
ir the indepensience of ba, nor in any manner au’ or permit any 
Kecign power or powers to obtain, by oe oe ee 
purposes or otherwise, lodgment in or control over any said island. 
“TT. 
“That said government tae | not assume or con panic ee to 
pay y the ie a to make reasonable mee roe 
‘or the ultimate aoe of which, the ordinary ae island, 
after defraying the current expenses of government, shall be inadequate. 








1902. 





“ It. 


“That the government of Cuba consents that the United States may exer- 
cise the right to intervene for the preservation of Cuban independence, the 
maintenance of a government adequate for the protection of life and prop- 
erty, and individual liberty, and for dischargin; e obligations with respect 
to Gaba imposed by the treaty of Parison the United States, now to be as- 
sumed and undertaken by the government of Cuba. 


“TV. 
“That all acts of the United States in Cuba coring its maior? occupancy 


thereof are ratified and validated, and all lawful rights acqui thereunder 
shall be maintained and protected. . 
“ Vv. 

“That the government of Cuba will execute, and as far as necessary ex- 
tend, the plans already devised or other plans to be mutually agreed upon, 
for the sanitation of cities of the island, to the end that a recurrence of epi- 
demic and infectious diseases 7 be prevents, thereby assuring protection 
to the people and commerce of Cu as well as to the commerce of the 
southern ports of the United States and the people residing therein. 

“Vz. 

“That the Isle of Pines shall be omitted from the proposed constitutional 
bongeeaes of Cuba, the title thereto being left to future adjustment by 
treaty. 

“VII. 


“That to enable the United States to maintain the independence of Cuba, 
and to gna meg the people thereof, as well as for its own defense, the govern- 
ment of Cuba will sell or lease to the United States lands necessary for coal- 
ing or naval stations at certain specified points, to be agreed upon with the 
President of the United States. owes 


“That by way of further assurance the government of Cuba will embody 
the foregoing provisions in a permanent treaty with the United States.” 

The people of Cuba a framed a constitution embracing the foregoing 
requirements, and having elected a president who is soon to take office, the 
time is near for the f ent of the pledge of the United States to leave the 
government and control of the island of Cuba to its people. Iam advised by 
the Sec of War that it is now expected that the installation of the gov- 
ernment of Cuba and the termination of the military occupation of that is- 
land by the United States will take place on the 20th of May next. 

It is necessary and appropriate that the establishment of international re- 
lations with the government of Cuba should coincide with its ina tion, 
as well to provide a channel for the conduct of diplomatic rela with 
the new State as to open the path for the immediate negotiation of conven- 
tional sqresenemse to out the provisions of the act above quoted. It is 
also advisable that co: r representation be established without delay at 
the principal Cuban ports in order that commerce with the island may be 
conducted with due nent to the formalities bed by 
navigation statutes of the United States, and t American citizens in Cuba 
may have the customary local resorts open to them for their business needs 
and, the case arising, for the protection of their rights. 

I therefore recommend that provision be forthwith made, and the salaries 
appropriated, to be immediately available, for— 


a. a extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary to the Republic - 
CE RE eae Ae ne none cuithisabdiiaaebden Mediate udaieante : 

©. Bec Gr Heke ciate a en sdccceds wsendiekon cess cagnséectencunen , 000 

6. Bacon Geese tir Meas cab ducckaccsbaideeds subusddlctohecdee 1,500 

GC, Cm IO lige enc cde penttncedinennceequsespsnnzecses 5,000 

e. Consuls at— 
Cee cana pues bibabenbuhwahd bien sc cntsinanecnin 8,000 
Ga I ikon chains don UlantRentbdotesvnhsoscatia 8,000 


Ido not recommend the t restoration of the consulates former ¥ 
maintained at Baracoa, Cardenas, mnhonsen, Susvines, la Grande, an 
San Juan de los Remedios. The commercial interests at those ports hereto- 
fore have not been large. The consular fees collected there during the fiscal 
year 1896-97 aggrega’ $752.10. It is believed that the actual needs of the 
six offices named can be efficiently subserved by agents under the three prin- 
cipal consular offices until events may show the necessity of erecting a full 
consulate at any point. 

The commercial and political conditions in the island of Cuba while under 
the Spanish Crown afford little basis for estimating the local development 
of intercourse with country under the influence of the new relat 
which have been created by the achievement of Cuban independence, and 
which are to be ned and strengthened in soars proper way by con- 
ventional pacts with the Cubans and by wise and beneficent legislation aim- 
ing to stimulate the commerce between the two countries, if great task 
we accepted in 1898 is to be fittingly accomplished. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

WHITE House, 

Washington, March 27, 1902. 


EFFICIENCY OF REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 


Mr. DALZELL. I submit a report from the Committee on 
Rules, which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


_ The Committee on Rules having had under consideration House resolu- 
tion 151, submits the following substitute: 
of this rule the be 


“ Resolved, That immediately upon the adoption 

shall resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union to consider Senate bill numbered ‘An act to promote the efficienc 
ot the Revenue-Cutter Service; ’ that said be 

order until finally disposed of, bat shall not interfere with a’ or 


revenue measures, conference or other measures rivil 
special orders heretofore made.” eee 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, it is not necessary that I should 
occupy any time in discussing this pro . Its purpose, 
which is very plain, is to make immediately in order the con- 
sideration of the Senate bill for the promotion of the eae of 
the Revenue-Cutter Service, and to permit that bill to hold its 
place until finally disposed of, not to interfere, however, with 
privil matters. 

Mr. HULL. If the rule should be adopted withoutany further 
qualification, would it not cut off pension busin 


iness to-morrow? 
Mr. DALZELL. No; there is a reservation of ious orders. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I would like to yield to my colleague on the 
from Alabama [Mr. U 


committee, the gentleman NDERWOOD], 
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Mr. UNDERWOOD. I desire only a few minutes myself, but 
I understand the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN], a member 
of the committee that reported the bill, would like to be heard 
against the adoption of this proposed rule. 

Mr. DALZELL. How much time does the gentleman from 
Tilinois desire? 

Mr. MANN. I should like to have half an hour if I can get it. 

Mr. DALZELL. Make it fifteen minutes. 

Mr. MANN. What I have to say will be upon the present con- 
sideration of the bill. ‘ 

Mr. DALZELL. Does my colleague [Mr. UNDERWOOD] want 
to occupy any time himself? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would like to occupy about five minutes. 

Mr. DALZELL. Well, I yield twenty minutes to the gentle- 
man and reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask to be reminded when 
I have occupied five minutes, because I want to yield the rest of 
the twenty minutes to the gentleman from Illinois. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama is recognized 
for five minutes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to this rule, 
because it brings before this House a bill which I think is the 
opening wedge to a class of legislation that it would be very 
dangerous for our Government toenter upon. I have nothing to 
say against the original bill as drafted, nor have I anything to 
say against the gentlemen concerned in pressing the bill. The 
officers of the Revenue-Cutter Service are men of high character 
and standing, but in the end they are simply civil employees of 
the Government. You can not make any more outof them than 
that. They have taken part in several of our wars, and have 
conducted themselves gallantly. But they are not a part of the 
military or naval department of this Government. Their busi- 
ness is that of revenue agents at sea, just as the deputy marshal 
or internal-revenue collector is a revenue agent onland. They 
are controlled by the Secretary of the Treasury. He orders them 
to come and go. They are not under ordinary circumstances ex- 
pected to do the work of a naval or military officer. 

It is true that in time of war their vessels, and sometimes their 
— services, are used for war purposes. But they do not 

veto goto war. Theycan resign if they do not care to carry 
their vessel into naval conflict. 

There are thousands of other good citizens in this country who 
go to war when war comeson. They go as volunteers. Is that 
any reason why weshould establish a retired list for all the volun- 
teer officers who served in the civil war or who served in our 
Spanish war? Not atall. Military duty is not their life employ- 
ment; it is only an incident in their lives. But with the regular 
Navy or Army officer his line of duty is the business of his life- 
time, and we provide for him a salary accordingly, and then a 
place on the retired list with pay when he has no longer work todo. 

But these gentlemen in the Revenue-Cutter Service, as I have 
already stated, are merely the revenue agents of the Government 
to prevent smuggling, to see that the tariff taxes are paid, that 
the tariff laws are carried out. They receive their orders from 
the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if we once start upon a precedent that au- 
thorizes the retirement of civil employees of the Government 
upon a pension where are we going to stop? Last year there were 
upon the Calendar several bills, and there have been introduced 
this session, if they have not already been reported, several bills, 
for retiring upon a civil pension men engaged in the Weather 
Bureau Service, in the coast-guard service, in various departments 
of this Government—all these bills providing for a retirement 
pay or a civil pension list. 

grant you (for I believe it is the fact) that of all these bills 
the revenue-cutter billis the most meritorious. But whenever 
you break down the line and start in this direction, where are 
you going to stop? Each branch of the Government service will 
say it has meritorious men who have given their lives for the 
good of the Government and who ought to be taken care of in 
their old age. Mr. Speaker, do we not give our lives to the Gov- 
ernment? Would not a great many of us be willing to serve our 
constituents for a great many years to come and yet ask no re- 
tirement pay? 

All through the civil service of the Government we have men 
who have given their lives to the service, but we are supposed to 
pay them salaries from which they can lay aside something, as 
they ought to do, for the day and the hour when they must retire 
from active service. 

Now, that is the reason I am opposed to the general bill. The 
reason I am op to the adoption of the rule is this: We have 
a number of bills on the Calendar that are seeking the considera- 
tion of this House, meritorious bills, bills where they have an ab- 
solutely unanimous report from the committees from which they 
come. I say that that class of bills should have the right of way, 
This rule is brought in here to give this bill the right of way. 
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Now, here comes a bill before this House, true, reported by a 
majority of a committee, but with a minority report, and that 
minority report not along partisan lines. If it was—— 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Just one word, and then I will yield the 
balance of my time. If it was reported only by a majority of this 
House and the minority of this House was opposed to it it might 
be said that party exigencies required it to the Gilieent up, but in 
the minority report members on that side of the House have re- 
ported against its consideration as well as members on this side 
of the House, and under these circumstances I say this is not the 
hour or the time when this House should engage upon the con- 
sideration of this bill. I now yield the balance of my time to the 
gentleman from Iinois. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I do not propose to address myself 

rticularly in opposition to the bill itself at this time, but I hope 

may give a few reasons which may ap to the members of the 
House why this bill should not be considered at thistime. There 
are pending before Congress various bills of like character in re- 
gard to other branches of the Government. The bill which the rule 
proposes to make the continuous order is a bill called ‘‘A bill to 

romote the efficiency of the Revenue-Cutter Service.”’ The title 
is misleading. It is a billl designed wholly for the purpose of in- 
creasing the salaries of revenue-cutter sileas and of creating a 
retired list for those officers. There are many other branches of 
the Government which desire the same thing. The Railway Mail 
Service, the Life-Saving Service, the Light-House Service, and 
various other bureaus or branches of the Government service 
which are dangerous in character are requesting Congress that 
something shall be done in reference to a retired list. 

What I say, Mr. Speaker, is that there is not sufficient informa- 
tion obtainable in reference to the Revenue-Cutter Service by 
which we can learn whether this Service should be picked out 
from all the other branches of the civil department of the Gov- 
ernment for preferment. 

And I call the attention of the members of the House to this 
peculiar situation of affairs: The Revenue-Cutter Service is the 
one branch of the Government employ which makes no report of 
its doings or its expenditures. The Life-Saving Service makes an 


makes an annual report, which is published; so does the Light- 
House Service, so does the steamboat inspector, so does the Coast 
and Geodetic Survey, and so do all the other branches of the Treas- 
ury Department. The one exception, the one branch of the Gov- 
ernment service in the Treasury which makes no report at all, is 
the Reveune-Cutter Service. 

There has been no annual report from that Service for four 
years, no report from this branch of the Government since 1897, 
although this is the one which is now seeking preference at our 
hands over all other branches of the service. Nor is thisall. In 
1888 Congress provided—and I ask the attention of the members 
of the House: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury shall submit to Congress at its next 


session a detailed statement of expenditures for the fiscal year 1888 under the 
appropriation for the Revenue-Cutter Service; and annually thereafter a de- 
tailed statement of expenditures under said appropriation ll be submitted 


to Congress at the beginning of each regular session. 

Here is a specific statute requiring this Revenue-Cutter Service to 
submit to Congress a detailed statement of its expenditures. If 
any gentleman on the floor of this House can find a detailed state- 
ment by this service of its expenditures I will withdraw any op- 
position which I have to the passage of the bill. This service has 
spurned the law of the United States. It pays no attention to the 
statutes of the Government. It makes no annual report of its 
doings. It refuses to comply with the statute-which says that it 
shall make a detailed report of expenditures—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Iowa? 

Mr. MANN. I will. 

Mr. HEPBURN. What officer did the gentleman say was re- 
quired to make this report? 

Mr. MANN. The Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. But, Mr. Speaker, the mere | of the Treasury 
in ali of these cases means the officer in command of the particular 
branch of the service. It may have been the fault of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury that he did not require this law to be com- 

lied with. That is not what Iam ing to the attention of the 

ouse. I say that before the House considers this proposition it 
is entitled to have the report which the law says the service shall 
make. And whether it be the fault of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury or of the Revenue-Cutter Service makes no difference. 

Mr. Speaker, I have been trying to investigate the subject of 
this bill as best I could for a year and a half. I have not been 
able to acquire the information which ought to be laid before the 
House, because this branch of the Government service makes no 


| 








report. The only report of the expenditures of the Revenue- 
Cutter Service, in any way, shape, or manner, made to Congress 
“is included in the ‘‘ combined statement of receipts and expendi- 
tures’’ of the Government, wherein, under the head of the ** Cus- 
toms service ’’ expenditures is a one-line item, ‘‘ Expenses of Rev- 
enue-Cutter Service, $1,246,550.61."" 

This is the only detailed statement made to Congress. 

Before we pass upon the question of considering this bill we 
ought to be permitted to examine the detailed statement which 
the law requires them to make and which they do not make. 

Nor is this all. The statute of 1889 provides that this service 
shall make a report in detail, showing separately the amount 
required for pay of officers, rations, etc., and that there shall be 
included 
in the Annual Book of Estimates a statement showing the authorized number 
of officers and cadets in the Revenue-Cutter Service, their rank and pay; 
also the number of men constituting the crews of vessels in said service. 

They make a pretense of complying with this section of the 
statute, but they do not really comply with its requirements. 

Mr. Speaker, the only report of the Revenue-Cutter Service for 
last year, published anywhere, is included in the report of the 
Secretary of the Treasury and covers less than one-third of a 
page, so far as the annual operations of the department are 
concerned; and the statement in the report of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, furnished by the Revenue-Cutter Service itself to the 
Secretary of the Treasury, is not true. The Secretary of the 
Treasury reports: 

The following is a summary of the work performed by vessels of the 
Revenue-Cutter Service during the year. 

And here are half a dozen or more items, one of which is the 
following: 

Lives saved (actually rescued) from drowning, 178. 

I do not call attention to this for the purpose of cppoting the 
bill at this time, but for the purpose of trying to show to the 
House that we have not sufficient information upon which to base 
intelligent action. The statement in this report of the Secretary 


| of the Treasury that the Revenue-Cutter Service “ actually res- 


cued from drowning,”’ in the language of the report, 178 lives 


es : : 7 an | last year is not true. 
annual report, which is published; the Marine-Hospital Service | 


In order to make up the report of 178 lives saved last year, 
‘‘ actually rescued from drowning,”’’ they included 103 lives, as I 
find by examination of the books in the Department itself, which 
they credit to the revenue cutter Gresham as saving from the 
barkentine Fraternidade on August 13, 1900; and I have here a 
copy of the report of the captain of the revenue cutter Gresham 
at that time, stating that he saved no lives at all. If we had had 
a printed report of the operations of this Service it would have 
shown that they saved no lives at that time; but in order tomake 


| out that they are doing great work, they furnished to the Secre- 


tary of the T a statement that they saved 178 lives, in- 


| cluding in the number these 103 lives which were not saved, 


which the captain said were not saved from drowning, on August 
13, 1900. 

Nearly all of the report is equally misleading. The Revenue- 
Cutter Service has not made a report for four years, because it 
has been seeking this legislation during that time, and it has not 
dared to publish to Congress what its duties are or what it is 
doing. 

If the report of the Revenue-Cutter Service were published it 
would show that no boat in the control of the Revenue-Cutter 





Service had its anchor weighed so much as eight days per month. 
If this report were published it would show that the average 
service of the revenue cutters during the last year is equal to 
about four days per month per vessel. I dare the Revenue-Cutter 
Service to publish its reports; and I say, Mr. S er, that until 
the branch of the Government which is required to make reports, 
complies with the law and makes the reports, it is not proper for 
us to take up the time of the House in order to increase the sala- 
ries of that service and give it a retired list ahead of any other 
branch of the Government. 

Every part of the civil Government wants a retired list. Every 
branch of the Government wants its superannuated clerks cared 
for. Why should we prefer a service because it is unknown and 
makes great claims? 

Let the Revenue-Cutter Service publish their reports, and if the 
reports show that they do what they claim, perhaps they may be 
entitled toit. I deny that they are entitled to the preference. | 
deny that they do the work which they claim that they do, though 
I do not wish to reflect upon the captain who is at the head of 
that service, and who is a courteous tleman. 

Prete, ron > take ee cake pee to the — 
a e, use year e persistence of some 
revenue-cutter officers there was obtained a petition signed by 4 


majority of the House asking that a rule then be reported. In 
with that de nt = mean 
° e time of the gentleman has expired. 


conformi 
The SP 
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Mr. MANN. Can I get about two more minutes? 

Mr. DALZELL. I yield to the gentleman two minutes. 

Mr. MANN. In accordance with that petition, Mr. Speaker, a 
rule was brought in from the Committee on Rules at that time, 
and the bill was made a continuing order. I suppose now that 
this rule is reported simply because the bill was never finished in 
the last House. Ido not believe that the leaders on this side of 
the House are in favor of the passage of this bill or that they are 
in favor of the passage of this rule to force the consideration of 
the bill without an opportunity to understand it by reports from 
the Department itself. 

Mr. DALZELL. I yield such time as he may desire to the gen- 
tleman from Iowa. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, it is not necessary that I 
should say anything, I hope, in favor of the consideration of this 
rule, after the remarks that have been made by the gentleman 
from Illinois. If a speech could show the necessity of the consid- 
eration of a question, the statements that have been made by that 
gentleman appear to me would serve all proper purposes. The 
gentleman has charged that one of the chief officers of this Gov- 
ernment, who has been charged by a statute with the performance 
of a specific duty, for four years—he states so—has contuma- 
ciously refused to perform that duty. Is it not wise that after 
this charge has been made, after this negligence has been specif- 
ically pointed out, after a base motive has been given for this 
neglect of duty, that there should be some investigation by the 
peoples’ representatives? 

He has charged that officer of this Government, whose duty 
it is to make reports of facts, to state truths, that year after 
year he has lied in the discharge of his official duty. Is it not 
time there should be some inquiry with regard to a matter of 
that kind, and that the gentleman should be given an oppor- 
tunity to make ras of reckless and irresponsible charges of 
this character? I think that the House must have been satisfied 
when the gentleman took his seat that at least he should have an 
opportunity in a proper and a legitimate way to make good some 
small modicum at least of these grave charges. I yield back the 
time to the gentleman. 

Mr. DALZELL. I yield to the gentleman from Mlinois five 
minutes. - 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I want to call attention to this 
order just a moment. As I understand it, it is a continuing 
order, not to conflict with orders heretofore made, not to conflict 
with revenue or appropriation bills. The gentleman will correct 
me if Iam plans 

Mr. DALZELL. What was it the gentleman said? 

Mr. CANNON. I say, as I understand, it is a continuing 
order covering this bill, not, however, to conflict with orders 
heretofore e, or with revenue or appropriation bills. 

Mr. DALZELL. Or with conference reports. 

Mr. CANNON. But, with that exception, like a jack-in-the- 
box, from this time until the end of this session, and the next, 
too, the moment that those privileged matters are out of the 
way it pops up like a jack-in-the-box, and all other matters on 
the Calendar are subordinated until this is finished. It be- 
comes a matter of the highest privilege. It is not often that an 
order of this kind is made, and I doubt the wisdom of making it. 
Now, then, as to the merit of the proposed legislation, I shall not 
discuss it. That is a matter that gentlemen differ about, and I 
have no doubt honestly differ about. If I were to discuss it, I 
should say that we are coming to the parting of the ways in the 
matter of enlarging the retired list for those in the service of 
the Government. It now covers the Army, and it now covers the 
Navy. This service wants to go on. 

The Light-House Service and the Life-Saving Service also want 
to go on; and the last two named services have, perhaps, more 
merit than this; and then there are various other branches of the 
civil service that want to go on the retired list. I do not believe 
that the House ought to adopt this order, making it a continuing 
order, as it does, to the exclusion of all other business, until the 
end of this eres and therefore I shall vote against the order. 

Mr.SHAFROTH. Willthegentleman yieldtome fora question? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Does it interfere with the Pension Calendar 
and the Claims Calendar? 

Mr. CANNON, I take it, not. 

Mr. DALZELL. It does not. 

Mr. CANNON. Those are special orders, heretofore made. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I have no opinion to express at 
this time upon the merits of the bill. But I think that the gen- 
tleman from Illinois is anticipating a condition of things that can 
not possibly exist. With respect to the form of the rule, it isa 
form which has been used a great many times. In fact, it is the 
usual yp ee it in order to diseuss a question until it shall 


have been ; 
urivilege. of, saving the rights of matters of higher 








The gentleman says it may pop up at any time, as it did dur- 
ing the last session of Congress. Now, the reason why it was a 
nuisance to the House in the last Congress was because the rule 
was brought in during the last days of the session, I think within 
a week or ten days before the end of the session, at a time when, 
as gentlemen know, the House is engaged almost every day in the 
consideration of conference reports and matters of that kind. It 
is not possible, in my judgment, that any such condition of things 
can exist during this period of the session, and I think, there- 
fore, the fears of my friend frém Illinois [Mr. Cannon] are not 
well founded. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask for the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks for 
the previous question on the resolution. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on agreeing to the sub- 
stitute resolution. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
UNDERWOOD) there were—ayes 84, noes 54. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I ask forthe yeasand nays, Mr. Speaker. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, some gentlemen on this 
side do not understand what they are to vote upon. I ask that 
the substitute resolution be read. 

The SPEAKER. The question ison agreeing to the substitute 
resolution asking for the consideration of the act to promote the 
efficiency of the Revenue-Cutter Service. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. This is a substitute resolution. 

The SPEAKER. It is a substitute for the original resolution, 
so that one vote will adopt the resolution. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 118, nays 67, 
answered ‘‘ present ’’ 16, not voting 154; as follows: 


YEAS—118. 
Adams, Dayton, Kahn, Robinson, Ind. 
Allen, Me. Dick, Knapp, umple, 
Aplin Dovener, Lamb, Ryan, 
Ball, Del. Draper Latimer, Salmon, 
Bates, Driscoll, Lester, Shallenberger, 
Bell, Emerson, Lindsay, Sibley, 
Bellamy, sch, Littauer, Small, 
Bingham, Evans, Littlefield, Smith, 8. W. 
Bishop, Fitzgerald, Long, Southard, 
Blakeney, Gaines, W. Va. MeDermott, Southwick, 
Brick, Gardner, N. J. McLachlan, Sperry, 
Bristow, Gibson, Mahon, Steele, 
Brownlow, Gillet, N. Y. Marshall, Stevens, Minn. 
Burk, Pa. Goldfogle, Martin, Stewart, N. Y. 
Burke, 8. Dak. Gordon, Meyer, La. Sulloway, 
Butler, Pa. Graff, Miers, Ind. Sulzer, 
Calderhead, Graham, Minor, , Tawney, 
Capron, Grosvenor, Moody, N.C. Tayler, Ohio 
Cassel, Grow, Moody, Oreg. Thomas, Iowa 
Conner, Hamilton, Morris, Tongue, 
Coombs, Hemenway, Nevin, Wachter, 
Cooper, Wis. ee Olmsted, Wanger, 
Cousins, Hill, Otjen, Warner, 
Cromer, Hitt, Parker, Warnock, 
Crumpacker, Hooker, Payne, Watson, 
Curtis, Howell, Pearre, Md. Weeks, 
Cushman, pugnes, Perkins, Woods, 
Dalzell, Jack, Powers, Me. Wright. 
Darragh, Jenkins, Prince, 
Davis, Fla, Jones, Wash. Ray, 
NAYS—47. 
Allen, Ky. Henry, Conn. Mickey, Selby, _ 
Bowie, Henry, Miss. Miller, Shafroth, 
Burgess, Howard, Mondell, Smith, Ky. 
Burkett, Jackson, Kans. Moody, Mass. Sparkman, 
Burnett Jett, Moon, Spight, 
Caldwell, Jones, Va. Needham, Stark, 
Candler, Kehoe, Padgett, Sutherland, 
Cannon, Kern, Palmer, albert, 
Cassingham, Lacey, Pierce, Tenn. Th — 
Cochran, Lever, Randell, Tex. Tirrell, 
Cooper, Tex. Lewis, Ga. Reeder, Underwood, 
De Armond, Little, Reid, Vandiver, 
Dinsmore, Lloyd, Richardson, Tenn. White, 
Fox, Loud, Rixey, Williams, Ml. 
Glenn, McCulloch, Robb, Williams, Miss, 
Haskins, McLain, Robinson, Nebr. Zenor. 
Hay, Mann, Scar borough, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT "—16. 
Bartlett, Deemer, Ketcham, Richardson, Ala, 
Boreing, Hall, McClellan, Russell, 
Boutell, Haugen, Maddox, Sherman, 
Cowherd, Irwin, Pou, Smith, H. O. 
NOT VOTING—14. 

Acheson, Breazeale, Cooney, Elliott, 
Adamson, Bromwell, Corliss, ‘eely, 
Alexander, Broussard, Creamer, Finley, 
Babcock, Brown, Crowley, Fleming, 
Ball, Tex Brundidge, Cummings, Fletcher, 
Bankhead, Bull, Currier, Flood, 
Barney, Burleigh, Dahle, Foerderer, 
Barthol Burleson, Davey, La. Fordney, 
Beidler, Burton Davidson, Foss, 
Belmont, Butler, Mo De Graffenreid, Foster, Mil. 

mton, Clark, Dougherty, Foster, Vt. 
Blackburn, Clayton, Doug Fowler, 
Bowersock, Connell, Eddy, Gaines, Tenn. 
Brantley, nry, Ed Gardner, Mich. 








Gilbert, Landis, N Smith, Iowa 
Gill, Lanham, Otey. Smith, Wm. Alden 
Gillstt, Mass. Lassiter Overstreet, Snod, L 
Gooch Lawrence, Patterson, Pa. Snook, 

Green, Pa. Lessler. Patterson, Tenn, Stephens, Tex. 
Greene, Mass. Lewis, Pa. Powers, Mass. stewart, N. J. 
Griffith, Livingston, Pugsley, Storm, 

Griggs Loudenslager, Ransdell, La Swanson, 
Hanbury, Lovering, Reeves, te, 

Heatwole, McAndrews, Rhea, Va. Taylor, Ala. 
Hedge, McCall, Roberts, Thayer, 

Henry, Tex McCleary, Robertson, Thomas, N.C. 
Hildebrant, McRae, Rucker, Tompkins, N. Y. 
Holliday, eee, Ruppert, Tompkins, Ohio 
Fic oes, Maynard, Schirm, Trimble, 

Hull, Mercer, Scott, Van Voorhis, 
Jackson, Md, Metcalf, Shackleford, Vreeland, 
Johnson, Morgan, Shattuc, Wadsworth, 
Joy, Morrell, Shelden, Wheeler, 
Kitchin, Claude Moss, Sheppard, Wiley, 

Kitchin, Wm. W. Mudd, Showalter, Wilson, 
Kleberg, Mutchler, Sims, Wooten, 
Kluttz, Naphen, Skiles, Young. 

Knox, Neville, Slayden, 

Kyle, Newlands, Smith, Dl. 


So the resolution was adopted. 


The 
For 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


following pairs were announced: 

the session: 

YounG with Mr. DENTON. 

RUSSELL with Mr. McCLELLAN. 
Coomss with Mr. Davey of Louisiana, 
BULL with Mr. CROWLEY. 


. BOREING with Mr. TRIMBLE, 

. HEATWOLE with Mr. Tate. 

. MORRELL with Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania, 
. DEEMER with Mr. MuTcHLER. 

. SHERMAN with Mr. Ruprert. 


Until further notice: 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


Mr. 


METCALF with Mr. WHEELER. 
McCaLu with Mr. StepHens of Texas, 
BuRTON with Mr. Bau of Texas. 
LESSLER with Mr. DouGHERTY. 
Foster of Vermont with Mr. Pov. 
Smiru of Iowa with Mr. BuRGEss. 
OVERSTREET with Mr. COWHERD. 
ALEXANDER with Mr. BELMONT. 
KETCHAM with Mr. SNODGRASS. 

Eppy with Mr. SHEPPARD. 
SHOWALTER with Mr. SLAYDEN. 
REEVES with Mr. Henry of Texas. 
Stewart of New Jersey with Mr. Wooren. 


. LANDIS with Mr. CLARK. 

. Gituett of Massachusetts with Mr. NaPHEn. 

. Henry C. Smite with Mr. Tayior of Alabama, 
. HOLLIDAY with Mr. CLayTon. 

. IRWIN with Mr. Goocn. 

. BARNEY with Mr. McRae. 

. JACKSON of Maryland with Mr. WILEY. 


HANBURY with Mr. SPARKMAN. 


Until April 1: 


Mr. 


Joy with Mr. Mappox. 


For balance of this week: 


Mr. 


Mupp with Mr. W1rLu1am W. KitTcuty, 


For one week: 


Mr. 
Mr. 
For 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


BARTHOLDT with Mr. RUCKER. 
CONNELL with Mr. HALL. 

this day: 

BoweERsock with Mr. BRUNDIDGE. 
BROMWELL with Mr. BuRLESON. 
Brown with Mr. Bur er of Missouri. 
CORLISS with Mr. Conry. 

CURRIER with Mr. Cooney. 
DAVIDSON with Mr. CREAMER, 


. Doveias with Mr. Epwarps. 

. FLETCHER with Mr. ELLiorr. 

. ForpNry with Mr. Frnuey. 

. GILL with Mr. FLEMING. 

. GREENE of Massachusetts with Mr. Fioop. 

. Hepes with Mr. GRIFFITH. 

. VREELAND with Mr. THomas of North Carolina, 
. LOUDENSLAGER with Mr. DE GRAFFENREID. 

. WADSWORTH with Mr. WILson. 

. VAN Vooruis with Mr. THAYER. 

. Tompkins of New York with Mr. Swanson. 

. ToMPKINS of Ohio with Mr. CLaupE KiTcHIn, 
. Hopxrins with Mr. Lrvineston. 

. HULL with Mr. KLEBereG. 

. Kyox with Mr. Kuvrrz. 

. LAWRENCE with Mr. NEwLANDS, 

. KYLE with Mr. LAssrrTer. 

. LOVERING with Mr. Maynarp, 
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. MERCER with Mr. Rorertson of Louisiana. 

. HILDEBRANT with Mr. PatTrerson of Tennessee, 
. ScutrM with Mr, NEVILLE. 

. WM. ALDEN Situ with Mr. Norron. 

. Scorr with Mr. Pues.ey. 

. SKILES with Mr. Orey. 

. Smiru of Illinois with Mr. RanspgEu of Louisiana. 
. BLACKBURN with Mr. BroussaRD. 

. BEIDLER with Mr. BREAZEALE. 

. ACHESON with Mr. BANKHEAD, 

. SHELDEN with Mr. FEELY. 

. SHATTUC with Mr. Lannam, 

. BouTELL with Mr. Griaes. 

. GARDNER of Michigan with Mr. SNook. 

. FOwLER with Mr. BARTLETT. 

. McCLeary with Mr. Foster of Illinois. 

. Bascock with Mr. BRANTLEY. 

. Foss with Mr. GILBERT. 

. BurL£1en with Mr. Gauves of Tennessee. 

. Lewts of Pennsylvania with Mr. MCANDREWS. 
. Patrerson of Pennsylvania with Mr. MaHongy, 
. DAHLE with Mr. SHACKLEFORD, 

. FOERDERER with Mr. Sims. 

. StoRM with Mr. CUMMINGS. 

On this vote: 

Mr. Ricuarpson of Alabama, for rule, with Mr. ADAMson, 
against rule. 

Mr. HavuGEN with Mr. JoHNSON. 

Mr. POU. Mr. Speaker, in vcting upon this proposition a few 
minutes ago, I did not recall the fact that I am paired with the 
gentleman from Vermont [{[Mr. Foster]. I am not perfectly 
sure how he would vote on this proposition if he were here, but 
I ask to withdraw my vote and be recorded ‘‘ present.”’ 

Mr. RUSSELL. I have been announced as paired with the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. McCLELLAN]. I therefore wish 
to withdraw my vote and be recorded ‘‘ present.’’ 

Mr. DEEMER. Mr. er, I have been announced as paired 
with my colleague, Mr. MutcHuER. As I have voted, I wish to 
withdraw my vote and be recorded ‘‘ present.’’ 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

On motion of Mr. DALZELL, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I believe it does not require a motion now 
to go into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of this 
bill. 

The SPEAKER. It is usual to make such a motion; but as the 
Chair finds the terms of the resolution are mandatory so that on 


its adoption the House must at once resolve itself into Committee 
of the on the state of the Union for the consideration of 
the bill. 


Mr. PAYNE. Iunderstand that the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
HEPBURN] does not want the House to go on now with the bill for 
more than a short time. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Only a few moments. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. OLMSTED in the chair), and 

to the consideration of the bill (S. 1025) to promote the 
efficiency of the Revenue-Cutter Service. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I ask unanimous consent that the first read- 
ing of the bill be dispensed with. 

There was — and it was ordered accordingly, 

Mr. HEPB . The reportin this case was made by the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. SHerman], to whom I the floor. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I shall not this ne enter upon a discus- 
sion of the bill now under consideration. I simply want the at- 
tention of the committee for a very brief period to reply to what 
Sclvapen top Nonsuare ot tae Nemtepen mame aaan Ts 
nois upon Treasury, presen e 
gentleman referred in his remarks in opposition to the adoption 
of the rule to the statute of October 2, 1888, which provides that 
the Secretary of the Treasury shall submit to at its next 
session a detailed statement of expenditures of the Revenue-Cut- 
ter Service for the fiscal year 1888 under the appropriation made 
therefor, and annually t a detailed statement of the ex- 
penditures under each said appropriation shall be submitted to 
Congress at the beginning of each session. 

The gentleman from Illinois made the statement that the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury had deliberately, from the time of the enact- 
ment of that statute down to the present time, defied the mandate 
of Congress and had refused and neglected at any time to make the 
report required by that statute. In 1889, on the 2d Gre March, 
Ok ee eS ee ee eee 

Secretary Treasury to submit estimates for the 
Revenue-Cutter Service for the fiscal year 1891, and for each year 
thereafter, in detail, seeing: req for 
pay of officers, rations for officers, pay of crews, rations of crews. 
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fuel, repairs, outfits, ship chandlery, and for traveling and con- 
tingent expenses, etc. ow, the gentleman states that that re- 
port has never been submitted to Congress. The gentleman is 
absolutely and entirely in error, Mr. Chairman. The report has 
been submitted to Congress each year; is submitted this year in 
the Book of Estimates, and I read—— 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a moment? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. Upon what Leste does the gentleman say that 
the statute of 1888 which relates to detailed expenditures was 
modified by the statute of 1889 in referring to estimates for future 
expenditures? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Well, the two expenditures and estimates 
are goveney by the same statute—by the two statutes the two are 

roverned, 
7 Mr. MANN. The gentleman does not claim that they are gov- 
erned by the same statute? 

Mr.SHERMAN. They are governed by the two statutes—the 
question of submitting a statement of the amount expended and 
of the estimates for the following year. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield a moment? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. Is it not true that the statute of 1888 required a 
detailed statement of expenditures? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. And that the statute of 1889 required a statement 
of estimates for future expenditures? _ 

Mr. SHERMAN. It required a statement of estimates for fu- 
ture expenditures; correct. 

Mr. MANN. Did not the statute of 1888 require a detailed 
statement of the expenditures already made? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Now, I am getting to that; and in the Book 
of Estimates for the following year and for every year since, in- 
cluding the present year—it is found in the Book of Estimates 
this year on page 289—is included a statement of the amount ap- 
propriated during the last year and the amount estimated for the 
following year. 

Mr. MANN. Wall the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman find that the estimates for 
this year is in the report purporting to show what the expendi- 
tures for the last year were? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Why, certainly. 

Mr. MANN. I would like to have them. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Thesame book includes expenditures for the 
last year. 

Mr. MANN. It gives the appropriation for last year. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. But not the expenditures. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Well, it gives appropriations for last year in 
this same book and the estimates for the following year. It is 
understood to be a compliance with the requirements of the stat- 
utes and is so stated in the Book of Estimates. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman will understand me that I have 
no desire to do injustice to the Revenue-Cutter Service—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think the gentleman has no desire either to 
do an injustice to the Secretary of the Treasury, but I think he 
has done so in stating the case. This Book of Estimates is in- 
tended by the Treasury Department and was considered to be a 
compliance with the statute and is, in my judgment, a substantial 
compliance with it. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman himself claim that an esti- 
mate submitted for the coming year, which states what the ap- 
pre {ape was in the appropriation bill last year, is a compliance 
with a statute requiring a detailed statement of expenditures made 
by the Department? — 

Mr. SHERMAN. It shows the amount appropriated under 
each item specifically for the last year, and is a substantial com- 
pliance with the requirements of the statutes. 

Mr. MANN. Well, I beg the gentleman’s pardon; but, of 
course, it does not purport to show the expenditures of last year. 
Now, if the gentleman will permit me, at the same time of the 
passing of the statute in 1888 requiring a detailed statement of 
expenditures of Revenue-Cutter Service, provision was made for 
a detailed statement of the expenditures of the Smithsonian Insti- 
tute, and that de ent makes to Congress an annual report, 
giving its detailed expenditures of that department. I have len 
unable to find, and I think the gentleman is unable to find, any 
detailed statement of expenditures at all. The only thing is the 


estimate. 
AllI pretend to find is what is in the Book 


Mr. SHERMAN. 
of Estimates, which shows the amount appropriated for last year 


and the estimates of the requirements for the various divisions of 


the Bureau for the followin g year, and it is, in my judgment, in- 
tended for, and is, a su Stil’ ; th ii 


compliance with the require- 
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Now, Mr. Chairman, I do 





ments of the statute of 1888 and 1889. 
not care to occupy any time to-night in discussing the merits of 
the bill. I will leave that for to-morrow morning. I did not 
wish to adjourn to-night until I had set right what I thought an 
injustice done the Treasury Department. 

Mr. MANN. May I ask the gentleman another question? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. Isee here in the Book of Estimates for last year 
a statement showing amount oo under each head of 
appropriations $1,400,000, and they give various amounts of ap- 
propriations, and I have been unable to find anything which pur- 
ports to tell what the expenditures were, and if the gentleman 
can point out anything to that effect I will be glad to have him 


do so. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It shows what the appropriations were for 
the several items of last year immediately following that. 

Mr. MANN. Well, does the gentleman think that the Congress 
making the appropriation bill and then passing a law requiring 
the Department to show what the detailed expenses were would 
simply ask the Department to report back to Congress what the 
appropriation bill itself contained and say that was a compliance 
with the statute? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Treasury Department has understood 
during all these years that this was a substantial compliance with 
the statute, and it has so reported each year. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman means that the Revenue-Cutter 
Service has made that contention. That is what I am complain- 
ing about. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I mean that the Treasury Department has. 
So far as we are concerned, so far as the estimates are concerned, 
so far as the statute is concerned, it refers to the Secretary of the 
Treasury and not to the Revenue-Cutter Service. 

I move that the committee do now rise, Mr. Chairman. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. OLMSTED, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com- 
mittee had had under consideration the bill (S. 1025) to promote 
the efficiency of the Revenue-Cutter Service and had come to no 
resolution thereon. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their appro- 
priate committees, as indicated below: 

S. 2805. An act granting a pension to Mary Ella Cory—-to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

8. 3103. An act granting an increase of pension to Susan Hays— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 2971. An act granting an increase of pension to Silas D. 
Strong—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1678. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles B. 
Wingfield—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 4819. An act granting an increase of pension to Helen G. 
Heiner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2936. An act granting an increase of pension to Berthold 
Fernow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3472. An act granting an increase of pension to Zeno T. 
Griffin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

8. 1512. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary Jane 
Faulkner—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 3519. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles L. 
Cummings—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4072. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel J. 
Lamden—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 493. An act to amend act entitled ‘‘An act to establish a code 
of law for the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

S. 2305. An act granting an increase of pension to Lemuel 
Grove—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

§. 4658. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles F. 
Rand—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill of 
the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. Res. 171. Joint resolution for appointment of members of 
Board of Managers of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer 
Soldiers. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
Houuipay, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 

And then, on motion of Mr. HepsuRn (at 4 o’clock and 50 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned. 
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive communi- 
cations were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as fol- 
lows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the , transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for an addition to Fort Taylor, Fla.— 
tothe Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia submitting an estimate of appropriation for pump- 
ing plant at Industrial Home School, District of Columbia—to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for continuing construction of mili- 
tary post at Des Moines, Iowa—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Navy sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for forage, Marine Corps— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be ate 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a 
copy of an agreement between the United States and the Choc- 
taw and Chickasaw tribes of Indians—to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting docu- 
ments and recommendations, with a memorial from certain com- 
missions of the Creek tribe of Indians relative to a proposed 
agreement with the United States—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a communication from the Secretary of War 
recommending an appropriation for the Military Academy—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


bill of the House (H. R. 6699) 
Esther A. C. Hardee, reported the same with amendments, accom- 
panied by a rt (No. 1243); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Cal x 

Mr. BOREING, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 


referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11168) granting an increase 
of pension to Isaac Phipps, reported the same with amendment, 


ting an increase of pension to 


accompanied by a report (No. 1244); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9018) granting a 
pension to Ida M. Green, reported the same with amendments, 
accompanied by a — (No. aoe heen said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 


11249) granting a pension to Katharine Rains Paul, reported the 
same with amendments, accompanied by a (No. 1246); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. DRAPER, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1012) granting an increase 
of pension to Patrick Moran, reported the same with amendments, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1247); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BROMWELL, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1248) granting a pen- 
sion to Erwin A. Burke, alias B. A. Erwin, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1248); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12490) 
granting an increase of one to Joseph Culbreath, late second 
lieutenant Company L, Palmetto Regiment South Carolina Vol- 
unteers, in war with Mexico, reported the same with amend- 
ments, accompanied by a ee (No. 1249); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

r. BOREING, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12028) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Henry C. Helphinstine, a veteran of the Mex- 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. HAY, from the Committee | 182 war, reported the same with amendments, accompanied by 


on Military Affairs, to which was referred the joint resolution of 
the House (H. J. Res. 172) attthorizing the Secretary of War to 
loan to the Morgan Memorial Association, of Winchester, Va., 
certain Revolutionary trophies at ne Arsenal, Pittsburg, 
Pa., reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 1238); which said bill and report were referred to 
the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3292) ates 
an increase of pension to Arthur H. Perkins, reported same 
with amendment, accempanied by a report (No. 1233); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CAPRON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7539) for the re- 
lief of Capt. Sidney F. Shaw, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1237); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SELBY, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9219) granting an increase 
of pension to C. L. Newman, reported the same with amend- 
ments, accompanied by a report (No. 1239); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10710) 
granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Frances E. Scott, Jemi- 
son, Ala., reported the same with amendments, accompanied by 
a report (No. 1240); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BOREING, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9952) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William P. Featherstone, of Owen County, 
Ky., reported the same with amendments, accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 1241); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9777) for the relief of Helen 
F. Lasher, reported the same with amendments, accompanied by 
a report (No. 1242); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 


a — (No. 1250); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12101) 
granting a pension to William E. Gray, rted the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a —- (No. 1251); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 11550) ting an increase of pension to 
William G. Gray, of B , Miss., a veteran of the Indian 
war, reported the same with amendments, accompanisd by a re- 

rt (No. 1am); which said bill and report were referred to the 

ivate Calendar. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3743) granting an 
increase of ion to Frances Gurley Elderkin, reported the same 
with amen mt, accompanied by a — (No. 1253); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private, Calendar. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered to 
the Clerk, and laid on the table, as follows: 

Mr. MONDELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9075) for the re- 
lief of Gustave Villouet, reported the same adversely, accom- 
eabes by a report (No. 1234); which said bill and report were 

id on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 6499) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Bernhard Reuter, reported the same 
adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 1235); which said bill 
and report were laid on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 


bill of the House (H. R. 6022) to amend the mili record of 
G. W. Rand, re the same adversely, accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 1236); which said bill and report were laid on the table. 


——- 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
~~ consideration of the following bills; which were referred as 
ollows: 
A bill (H. R. 11885) granting an increase of Pane to Eleanor 
is Hord—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 
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A bill (H. BR. 12780) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Wheeler—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 13072) applying the provisions 
of the mineral laws of the United States to the vacant lands in 
Oklahoma Territory—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SMITH of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 13073) to authorize 
the county of Maricopa, Ariz., to issue bonds for the construction 
of canals, and so forth, for irrigating purposes—to the Committee 
on the Territories. 

By Mr. McLAIN;: A bill (H. R. 13074) to authorize the governor 
of the State of Mississippi to select certain lands in part satisfac- 
tion of its grant for university purposes—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 13075) to amend section 3 of 
the ‘Act further to prevent counterfeiting or manufacturing of 
dies, tools, or other implements used in manufacturing,’ and so 
forth, approved February 10, 1891—to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mr. WILCOX: A bill (H. R. 13076) to apportion the term 
of office of senators elected at the first general election in the 
Territory of Hawaii—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. HAY: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 172) authorizing 
ths Secretary of War to loan to the Morgan Memorial Associa- 
tion, of Winchester, Va., certain Revolutionary trophies at Alle- 
gheny Arsenal, Pittsburg, Pa.—to the House C ‘ 

By Mr. BROMWELL: Memorial of the Ohio legislature, in re- 
gard to pensions for Army nurses—to the Committee on Pensions. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 13077) granting an increase of 
pension to Mary Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13078) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Carroll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13079) to reimburse A. J. Caufman, Girard, 
Erie County, Pa., in the sum of $300, together with interest 
thereon from October 16, 1862, for soldier furnished United 
States, being the amount paid by him to one Charles Morton as 
a substitute—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BOREING: A bill (H. R. 13080) gran 
William H. O’Dear—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13081) granting an increase of ion to | 
Anthony J. Railey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


a pension to 





By Mr. BOUTELL: A bill (H. R. 13082) for the relief of the 
estate of Sven J. Johnson—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BRISTOW: A bill (H. R. 13083) granting a pension to 
Lockie W. Reeves—-to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BURK of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 13084) granting 
- increase of pension to John Middleton—to the Committee on 

ensions, 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 13085) to confirm title to lot 
numbered 4, square 1118, Washington, D. C.—to the Committee 
on the Distriet of Columbia. 

_ By Mr. DAVIS of Florida: A bill (H. R. 13086) granting an 
inne of pension to Frances F. Hopkins—to the Committee on 
ensions. 

By Mr. DEEMER: A bill (H. R. 13087) granting an increase of 
pension to Daniel 8. Graves—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18088) granting an increase of pension. to 
Hiram D. Deming—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DINSMORE: A bill (H. R. 13089) for relief of the heirs 
o By Mr. DOVER 2 al (CH. R. 18090) a Sane a 

y Mr. : i .R. ing a pension to 
F. §. oer the Committee on Invalid ea 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 18091) granting an increase of 
a to John B. Hammer—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 13092) granting an increase of pension to 
bane yee the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
y Mr. GIBSON: A bill .1 i i 
Elim A. bid Sa ae 3093) ing a pension to 


Committee on Invalid q 
By Mr. GRIFFITH: A bill (H. R. 13094) ing an increase 
of pension to John Parker—to the Committee on In 


on Pensions. 
By Mr. HOLLIDAY: A bill (H. R. 13095) grentingsn inemece 
of pension to Francis Heath—to the Committee on Pen- 


Also, a bill (H. R. 13096) granting a pension to James M. Hemp- 
hill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JACKSON of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 13097) granting an 
increase of pension to H. H. McMichael—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 13098) granting an 
increase of pension to James B. Mulky—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. NEVIN: A bill (H. R. 13099) granting a pension to 
Isaiah Waltman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13100) granting « pension to Louis Keller— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13101) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin S. Wintzloff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13102) granting an imcrease of pension to 
Jackson Weathers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13103) granting an imcrease of pension to 
Benjamin F'. Weimer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13104) to remove charge of desertion from 
record of George Sloughman—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13105) to remove charge of desertion from 
record of John L. Yohn—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13106) granting an honorable discharge to 
Joseph Zuleger—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NORTON: A bill (H. R. 13107) granting an increase of 
pension to Winfield S. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 13108) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Mrs. S. W. Skinker—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. WILCOX: A bill (H.-R. 13109) to provide the settle- 
ment of fire claims during the bubonic plague of the year 1900 of 
the Territory of Hawaii—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ZENOR (by request): A bill (H. R. 13110) for the re- 
lief of Joseph Bernard and other persons therein named—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 13111) granting a pension to 
William Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WARNOCE: A bill (H. R. 13112) granting an increase 
of pension to Amos Wilson, chaplain Twenty-third Regiment Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referted as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of Painters and Paper Hangers’ 
Union No. 208, of Washington, Pa., concerning immigration—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. ADAMSON: Resolutions of Atlanta (Ga.) Division, No. 
368, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, favoring the passage 
of the Grosvenor anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. BATES: Petition of A. J. Caufman, of Girard, Pa., for 
$300 and interest from October 16, 1862, for soldier furnished the 
United States, being the amount paid by him for a substitute—to 


‘the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. BARTLETT: Resolution of the National Wholesale 
Lumber Dealers’ Association, favoring the passage of a bill to re- 
move the London landing charge imposed at the North Atlantic 
ports—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of Gate City Division, No. 368, Atlanta, Ga., 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, favoring the passage of 
the Hoar-Grosvenor anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. BOREING: Papers to accompany House bill granting a 
pension to William H. Giaete the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: Resolutions of William H. Lytle Post, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Cincinnati, Ohio, and General 
George Washi Garrison, No. 1, in regard to personnel of the 
Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BURK of Pennsylvania: Petition of Polish Hall Alli- 
ance of the United States, favoring House bill 16, for the erection 
of an equestrian statue of the late General Pulaski at Washington, 
D. C.—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, memorial of the National Live Stock Association, asking 
for the modification of section 4386 of the Revised Statutes—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of National Guard Association of Philadelphia, 
indorsing House bill 11654—to the Committee on the Militia. 

Also, resolutions adopted by Utah volunteers, regarding mile- 
age from the Philippine Islands—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: Petition of Dument Post, No. 
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258, Grand Army of the Republic, De 
for investigation of administration of 
Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. BULL: Resolution of Typographical Union No. 33, of 
Providence, R. I., favoring an extension of the Chinese-exclusion 
law—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CANNON: Papers to accompany House bill 13085, to 
confirm title to lot 4, square 1113, Washington, D. C.—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CASSINGHAM: Resolutions of Subordinate Associa- 
tion No. 19, Lithographers’ Protective Association of the United 
States,in opposition to the passage of House bill 5777—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: Resolutions of Painters’ Union No. 
545, and Screwmen’s Benevolent Association, of Port Arthur, Tex., 
and Trades and Labor Council of Palestine, Tex.. favoring an 
educational qualification for immigrants—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CORLISS: Petition of Park Lodge, No. 555, Railroad 
Trainmen, Detroit, Mich., favoring restrictive immigration—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Resolution of Harlem Board of Com- 
merce, of New York, urging the appointment of more mail car- 
riers in the boroughs of Manhattan and the Bronx—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolutions of Order of Railway Conduc- 
tors of Pittsburg and Sunbury, Pa.; Locomotive Engineers of 
Oil City, Pa., and Railroad Trainmen of Reading and Hazleton, 
Pa., in regard to the Hoar-Grosvenor anti-injunction bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also resolutions of a mass meeting of the Utah Volunteers, 
favoring biil to allow travel pay from Manila, P.I., to San Fran- 
cisco to those who enlisted on call for volunteers—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DAYTON: Petitions of numerous citizens of West Vir- 
ginia, favoring a further restriction of Chinese immigration—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. DEEMER: Petition of Brotherhood of Railroad Train- 
men of Renovo, Pa., praying for the further restriction of immi- 
gration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Renovo Lodge, No. 338, Brotherhood of Rail- 
road Trainmen, favoring the passage of the Hoar-Grosvenor anti- 
injunction bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DOUGHERTY: Petition of Olive Raat Lodes No. 526, 
Brco.herhood of Locomotive Firemen, Stanberry, Mo., favoring 
the passage of the Hoar-Grosvenor anti-injunction bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DOVENER: Papers to accompany House bill 3482, 
granting a pension to Jacob Hare, of Hancock County, W. Va.— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill granting a pension to 
William Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of Nail City Lodge, No. 110, of Wheeling; 
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, and Butchers’ Union No. 7, of 
Wheeling, W. Va., favoring a further restriction of immigration— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Na ization. 

By Mr. EVANS: Papers to accompany House bill 13091, grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John B. er—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolution of Iroquois Club, of San 
Francisco, Cal., favoring the construction of war vessels in the 
Government navy-yards—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: Resolution of Polish-American citizens 
of Minneapolis, Minn., favoring the erection of a statue to the late 
Brigadier-General Count Pulaski at Washington—to the Commit- 
tee on the Library. 

By Mr. GIBSON: Papers to accompany House bill granting a 
pension to Mrs. Eliza A. Brownlow—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Petition of the faeulty of 
Mount Holyoke College, South Hadley, Mass., in favor of Senate 
bill 702, to establish a library post—to the Committee on the 
Library. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Petition of the Hide and Leather Company 
of Seymour, Ind., for removal of the tariff on hides—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of James & Mayer Buggy Company, of Law- 
renceburg, Ind.. protesting against the passage of the Hoar- 
Grosvenor anti-injunction bill—tothe Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Petition of citizens of Hi rs Ferry, Iowa, 
remonstrating against the passage of House bill to the Com- 


rtment of South Dakota, 
ureau of Pensions—to the 


mittee on Levees and Improvement of the Mississippi River. 

By Mr. JOHNSON: Papers to accompany House bill 7793, rela- 
tive to the claim of Dr. A. Earle Boozer—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition of citizens of Greene County, 


N. Y., for the passage of a service pension bill—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEWIS of Georgia: Resolutions of Atlantic Division, 
No. 368, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, in favor of the 
passage of the Hoar-Grosvenor anti-injunction bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the J eee 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Resolutions of a meeting of volunteers for 
the Spanish-American war, from Utah, asking for allowance of 
travel pay from Manila, P. I., to San Francisco, Cal.—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MANN: Resolutions of John McTucker Post, No. 154, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Barry, Ill., favoring the con- 
struction of war vessels in the United States navy-yards—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of John III Sobieski Society, of South Chicago, 
NIll., favoring the passage of House bill 16—to the Committee on 
the Library. 

Also, resolution of Heart and Hand Lodge No. 505, of Fulton 
Til., and Muddy Lodge, No. 578, of Murphysboro, IIL, Railroad 
Trainmen, favoring the passage of the Foraker-Corliss safety- 
appliance bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. McCALL: Petition of Boston Division, No. 122, Order 
of Railway Conductors, favoring an extension of the Chinese- 
exclusion law—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. McDERMOTT: Petition of Theatrical Protective Union 
No. 59, Jersey City, N. J., favoring the exclusion of Chinese 
laborers—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of Jersey City, N. J., favoring an 
amendment to the Constitution making polygamy a crime—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: Petition of Bricklayers’ Union No. 
30, of Washington, Ind., favoring legislation to exclude Chinese 
laborers from the United States and insular possessions—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MOON: Resolution of Painters’ Union No. 226, of 
Chattanooga, Tenn., for the passage of laws which will prevent 
the immigration of persons who can not read—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. MORRELL: Memorial of National Live Stock Associ- 
ation, favoring modification of section 4386 of the Revised Stat- 
utes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MORRIS: Petition of Federated Trades Assembly of 
Duluth, Minn., in opposition to Senate bills 2054 and 1644, relat- 
ing to electric wiring in the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petitions of Polish societies of Duluth and Virginia, Minn., 
favoring the erection of a statue to the late Brigadier-General 
Count Pulaski at Washington—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, resolution of Olmstead County Good Roads Association, 
Rochester, Minn., in favor of the good-roads bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. NAPHEN: Petition of Cutters’ Union of Newburyport, 
Mass., favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolutions of Boston Division, No. 122, Order of Railway 
Conductors, favoring a further restriction of Chinese immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. NORTON: Paper to accompany House bill 13107, grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Winfield 8. Smith—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Petitions of Polish Societies of Milwaukee, 
Wis., by J. Bieganski and T. Czewinski, favoring the passage of 
House bill 16—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, petition of Retail Grocers’ Association of Milwaukee, 
Wis., in favor of the e of House bill 9352—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Marine Engineers’ Beneficial Association No. 
9,of Milwaukee, Wis., regarding necessary experience required 
on shipboard to obtain a license as marine engineer—to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. PALMER: Petitions of various branches of Polish 
National Alliances of Wilkesbarre, Dupont, Georgetown, Hudson, 
and Plymouth, Pa., favoring the erection of a statue to the late 
Brigadier-General Count Pulaski at Washington—to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

Also, resolutions of General Hancock Circle, No. 9, Ladies of 
Grand Army of the Republic, Wilkesbarre, Pa., favoring a bill 

roviding pensions to certain officers and men in the Army and 

avy of the United States when 50 years of age and over, and in- 
creasing widows’ pensions to $12 per month—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEARRE: Petition of Francis M. Brabham, for refer- 
ence of war claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. : 

Also, resolution of Reno Post No. 4,Grand Army of the Republic, 
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Hagerstown, Md., favoring the building of war vessels in the 
navy-yards—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


By Mr. RIXEY: Petition of Mary V. and Susan P., Keith, of 
Virginia, asking that their claim be referred to the Court of 
Claims under the Bowman Act—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of Mrs. 8S. W. Skinker, of Fauquier County, Va.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of the Iroquois Club, of San Francisco, 
Cal., favoring the construction of war vessels in the United States 
navy-yards—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of Barnhart Bros. & Spindler, Chicago, Tll., and 
J. L. Mott Iron Works, of New York, favoring the creation of a 
department of commerce—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SALMON: Resolutions of Excelsior Lodge, No. 11, 
Phillipsburg, N. J., Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, favor- 
ing the passage of the Grosvenor anti-injunction bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HENRY C. SMITH: Resolutions of Polish National 
Society of Jackson, Mich., favoring the erection of a statue to the 
late Brigadier-General Count Pulaski at Washington—to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: Resolutions of Carpenters’ Union 
No, 841, Carbondale, [ll., and of Carpenters’ Union No. 939, of 
Campbell Hill, Tl., relative to settlement on public lands and re- 
claiming of arid lands—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SULZER: Resolution of Typographical Union No. 17, 
of New Orleans, La., in opposition to ‘Noon bill 5777, amending 
the copyright law—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, petition of the Eight-Hour League of America, in support 
of a national eight-hour day—to the Committee on Labor. 


By Mr. YOUNG: Petition of the National Guard Association | 


of Philadelphia, Pa., for the passage of House bill 11654—to the 
Committee on Militia. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, March 28, 1902. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

a ournal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

MISSOURI RIVER IMPROVEMENTS, ST. JOSEPH, MO. 

Mr. COCHRAN, Mr. Speaker—— : 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. COCHRAN. [rise to om for the consideration of the reso- 
lution which I send to the Clerk’s desk, which is now privileged. 

TheSPEAKER,. The Clerk will report the privileged resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 27). 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
Secretary of War is hereby instructed to send to the House of Representa- 
tives information as to the condition of river improvements heretofore con- 
structed on the Missouri River at a point south of St. Joseph, Mo.; whether 
said improvements are incomplete and, on account of their incomplete con- 
dition, in danger of destruction; and the sum necessary to complete said 
improvements and prevent their destruction by the encroachments of the 


current, 

Mr, COCHRAN, Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. PAYNE. I should like to ask if this has been reported by 
a committee, It would not be privileged unless it is reported b 
a committee or unless the time creoutiee’ by the rule has ened, 
we SPEAKER. The Chair will hearfrom the gentleman from 
aLissouri, 
_ Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, this is a resolution calling for 
information from one of the Departments of the Government. It 
has been in the hands of the committee for some time and not 
reported. I move that the committee be discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of it and that it be put upon its passage. 

Mr. PAYNE. The question is, How long has it been before the 
committee? 

Mr. COCHRAN. More than a month. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri moves to dis- 
charge the Committee on Rivers and Harbors from the further 


Conan of the resolution and to consider the same in the 
ouse, 
to 


The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCHRAN, Mr. Speaker, I move to amend the resolution 
} Kes out the word ‘‘ concurrent ’’ and inserting the word 

ouse,”’ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri moves to strike 
out the word “ concurrent’ and insert the word ‘‘ House,’ so that 
it will receive consideration as a House resolution. This will in- 
volve another amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out “concurrent” and insert ‘“‘ House.” 

In lines 1 and 2, after the word “ Resolved,” strike out the words “ by the 
House of Representatives (the Senate concurring).”’ 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, is the resolution open to amend- 
ment? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield to 
the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. COCHRAN. What is the gentleman’s suggestion? 

Mr. PAYNE. I suggest to the gentleman from Missouri to in- 
sert the word ‘“‘ requested’’ instead of “ instructed.’’ It will 
answer the same purpose, and will be the usual form. 

Mr. COCHRAN. make no objection to such a change. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the word “ instructed ”’ 
will be changed to ‘‘ requested.’’ Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MERCER. Mr. Speaker, I suggest to the gentleman from 
Missouri that he change the form of his resolution so that it will 
call for the information he has suggested with reference to all 
the improvements south of Sioux City, Iowa, rather than St. 
Joseph, Mo. 

Mr. COCHRAN. I have the great honor to represent only a 
very small part of that vast territory, and I do not feel called 
upon to extend my jurisdiction. 

Mr. MERCER. Will the gentleman accept an amendment of 
that sort? 

Mr. COCHRAN. I prefer not to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ments. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

TheSPEAKER. Without objection, the amendment tothe title 

| will be agreed to. 
There was no objection. 


DUTIES PAID IN PORTO RICO. 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 11096) to refund 
the amount of duties paid in Porto Rico upon articles imported 
from the several States from April 11, 1899, to May 1, 1900, to con- 

| fer jurisdiction on the Court of Claims to render judgment 
thereon, and making an appropriation therefor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine asks unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of a bill which the Clerk 
will report. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That jurisdiction be, and is hereby, conferred upon the 
Court of Claims of the United States of all claims against the United States 
arising out of the payment of customs duties to the military authorities in 
the island of Porto Rico upon articles imported from the several States, 
which articles were entered at the several ports of entry in Porto Rico from 

| and including April 11, 1899, to May 1, 1900, and the Court of Claims is empow- 
ered and directed to ascertain the amounts of such duties paid during said 
period and to enter judgment against the United States for the several 
amounts so paid, with interest thereon at the rate of 6 per cent per annum 
from the several dates “Sone of such duties to the dates of such judg- 
ments, respectively, in all actions for the recovery of such duties now pend- 
ing in the Court of Claims and in all actions for the recovery of such dut ies 
which may be brought in said court within six months from the date of the 
passage of this act. 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to have the amend- 
a the committee amended by striking out all after the word 
**read.”’ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will suspend until consent has 
been given by the House. Is there objection? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Will the gentleman make 
some explanation of the bill? 

Mr. PAYNE. Reserving the right to object, I want to saya 
word. This bill, in my judgment, should have gone to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, because it is a bill affecting the rev- 
enue, and I do not think that it gives the Committee on the 
| Judiciary jurisdiction of the bill from the fact that it provides for 
| a recovery in the Court of Claims. But the bill was reported by 
| the Committee on the Judiciary before the Ways and Means Com- 
| mittee was aware that any such bill was before the House. 

In the meantime the parties interested in this matter had ap- 
| —— before the Committee on Ways and Means and stated the 
| facts in reference to these claims; and I think, so far as I know, 
| the Committee on Ways and Means were not opposed to this re- 
fund of duty, duties paid in Porto Rico, which under the decision 
of the Supreme Court ought not to have been exacted. The bill 
provides also for the payment of interest. The parties would be 
entitled to interest if they could get jurisdiction of the collector, 
but the General Government has sent General Davis 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I ask for order. It is impossible 
to hear what the gentleman says. 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. 
will suspend. 

Mr. PAYNE. The General Government has, as I said, in the 
meantime sent the collector, who was General Davis, of the 
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Regular Army, tothe Philippine Islands, and the parties 


can not, 

him before the courts of the United 
States. If they had been able to serve process u him, they 
would have been able to collect these dahon interest. upon 
them, because it is the uniform rule. I do not, therefore, 

this as setting a precedent of the collection of interest on claims, 
as that is a subject that has been settled by the courts and Con- 
gress wherever suits have been commenced and j ent has 
been given against the Government for the claim and the interest 
on the claim. For that reason I do not interpose any objection to 
the consideration of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Now,I move to amend the committee 
amendment by striking out all of the committee amendment after 
the word “‘ read ’’ and inserting in lieu thereof the following—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the copy of the bill 
at the desk does not indicate any committee amendm 


of course, reach him to 


ent. 
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—_ or transfer to the university possession of this particular 
? 


Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. That is true. 

Mr. PARKER. Providing that it should only remain theirs so 
long as it was used for university p 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. No, sir. 

Mr. PARKER (continuing). And it provided further that it 
might be taken back by the mocreiaay of War whenever it was 
needed by the United States. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. No, sir; not that. The gen- 
tleman is correct in only one particular. There is no question of 
the use of the university. 

Mr. PARKER. I would like to have the statute of 1886 here. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. I have it here. 

Mr. LACEY. I would like to ask the gentleman why the bill 
was not referred to the proper committee—the Committee on 


| Public Lands. 


Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. That question was entirely 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I move to strike out the title and insert | in the hands of the gentleman himself. I called upon him to get 
in lieu thereof the amendment which I send to the Clerk’s desk. his opinion as to the jurisdiction of the committees over this par- 


It a changes the reading of the title. 
The SPEAKER. That will come after the bill has been con- | 
sidered and passed. 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Very well. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and | 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. | 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine now moves the 
following amendment to the title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Ame and the title so as to read: 

“A bill to confer jurisdiction on the Court of Claims to render sedppeenta 

for the principal and interest in actions to recover duties collected b coo | 


military authorities of the United States upon articles a into 
Rico from the several States between April 11, 1899, and May 1, 1990.” 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- | 


' 


ment offered to the amendment offered by the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. LITTLEFIELD, a motion to reconsider the | 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the tabie. 


MILITARY RESERVATION AT BATON ROUGE, LA. 


Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Mr. ae, I ask unani- 
ae —— for the present consideration of the bill which I send 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 11636) iene oe = transfer of the title to the pers res- 
Agri 


ervation at Baton Rouge, he Louisiana State University and 
cultural College. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
acthorized and directed to transfer to the Louisiana State U: and 


| 


| Mr. LACEY. 
| a military right, and that was the only one to be extinguished. 





ticular bill. He agreed with me that the Committee on Military 
Affairs was the proper committee. 
The idea was that there was nothing left except 


The SPEA Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
| Chair hears none. 
The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; was 

sed and read the third time, and passed. 

“The amendment to the title was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana, a motion to recon- 
sider the vote whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
CENTRAL ARIZONA RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. er, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration o Honse bill 11998, and in that connection 
I ask that a bill identical in language, passed by the Senate, may 
| be considered in lieu of the House bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. Has the House bill been reported by a com- 


mittee? 
mS LACEY. The House bill has been reported by the com- 
The SPEAKER. Has the Senate bill been reported from the 


| committee? 
Mr. LACEY. It has not, Mr. ; it has come in since the 
ouse committee. It is the bill 


House bill was reported by the 
S. 4363, and is identical in language with the House bill. I ask 


"| wnanimous consent that the Senate bill be substituted for the 


House bill. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will call the gentleman’s attention 


ultural and M College, at Baton Rouge, La., full and . 4a 2 es 7 
. to, the bal ; and grounds of the United States barracks at ma ee 
anid ground that lees met aware s Gecheaated theemaer cen Mr. LACEY. It can be by unanimous 


road track of the Louisville, SS ee and 
said excepted land may be used and occupied by said railroad company. and 
should said railroad cease to use and occupy said land, then the possession 
shall revert to said university. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 


foliows: 
2 line 3, page 2, strike out the word * 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. PAYNE. Reserving the right to object, I would like to 
ask the gentleman how much land this gives awa 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. I willstate, Me. Speaker, that | 
in 1886 the Government gave the university this land. It has 
been its home for fifteen years. It is on it and occupying it and 
everything on it. Itis = Ree 210 acres. It has already been dis- 
posed of by the Government, and nothing remains now. The 
only reservation was that it should revert to the Government if 
- the Secretary of War should consider it was needed for 
purposes. The Secretary of War has reported that he had no 
such need of the land, and the institution now wants a full title, 
so that they can continue erecting buildings upon this land for 
the uses an a of the university. 

Mr. PAY 
use it? 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PARKER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Certainly. 

Mr. PARKER. Isit not the intention of the authorities of this 
university to sell a part of this land? 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. It is possible they may desire 
to exchange a portion of it for other lands. 

Mr. PARKER. To exchange it for other lands. Was not the 
original statute of 1886 in this form—that the United States 








*possession™ and insert the word 


consent. 
The SPEAKER. It would involve the discharge of the com- 
mittee from further consideration. 


The SPEAKER. What is the motion of the gentleman fror 
Iowa? 

LACEY. Iask unanimous consent that the Committee on 
Public Lands be di ed from consideration of the bill S. 426°. 
the identical bill in language having been in the House 
, bill 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks that the 
Committee on Public Lands be discharged from consideration of 


, let the bill be read first. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I believe the title to the 
bill has not been read. 

Mr. LA - The billisa bill ting the Central Arizona 
Railway Company a right of way for railroad through 


Congress originally gave them the right to | the San Francisco Mountain Forest Reserve. It was a bill intro- 


O“The SPEAKER. "Without objection, and. subi 

The 8 Without , and subject to farther 
objection, the Clerk will report Senate bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Au ioe SEED parfotse Gough ths Ben Paancass Moen Fors 


Soe ase oe Se i Gaile ites Reelin 
ration created and under the laws of the oft is 
| authorized to construct maintaim a railroad over and the San 
Francisco Mountains Forest Reserve (heretofore reserved from entry 20:1 
settlement and set apart as a public reserve by W: McKinley, President 
Of the United Gtnten by pectinuntion cased’ the day of August, 1308). 











Said road to be constructed upon and across the said San Francisco Mountains 
Forest Reserve from a point at or near the town of Flagstaff, in the county 
of Coconino, Territory of A 


rizona, thence in a southwester by the 
most p ble route to the town of Jerome, in the county of Saregee, Ser. 
ritory and thence in a southeasterly direction to the of 
Globe, in the of G Territory of Arizona; also to 
maintain such side tracks, ex ons, switches, and spurs as may be neces- 
sary to the convenient construction, use, and of 


the said counties of © , Yava 


granted sub; to the rules and 
privileges of an act entitled “An act ting to the right of wa 
th the public lands of the Uni tates,” a ed March 3, 1875, 


8 
act being hereby made a) ble to the right of way hereby granted: Pro- 
vided, ‘That cores aah te cut by said railroad company for any purpose 
outside of the right of way herein granted. 


Mr. LACEY. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask that the Senate bill be 
considered. 

The SPEAKER. The messenger has been sent to get the Sen- 
ate bill, as the House can not act on a copy. The Chair is in- 
formed that the room is closed, and the gentleman will have to 
withdraw his bill. 

Mr. LACEY. Ihave a copy of the Senate bill. 

The SPEAKER. A copy will not do, The House must have 
the bill in its ae i 

Mr. LACEY. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask that the matter be 
passed over for the present, and I will get the bill. 


COMMUTATION OF HOMESTEAD ENTRIES. 


Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. ne, Iask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 9087) to 
allow the commutation of homestead entries in certain cases and 
providing for fees and commissions. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


it enacted, etc., That settlers w the ceded portion of the 
ee wie made Ha 


Indian Reservation in South Dakota entry subsequent to 
March 3, 1899, shall be entitled to the provisionsof the act “An act to 
allow commuta: of homestead entriesin certain cases,” approved Jan 
26, 1901, and in commuting shall only be required to pay the price provided 
in the law under which original entry was made. 

Sxc. 2. That when homestead entry shall be commuted to cash final 
commissions shail be paid thereon by the entryman at the same rate as is now 
payable upon final homestead entries, with a like rate of commission on pay- 
ments for excess acreage. 

With the ee recommended by the Com- 
mittee on the Public " 

Strike out section 2 of the bill and amend the title soas toread: “To allow 
commutation of homestead entries in certain cases.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 

Mr. PAYNE. Pending the request for unanimous consent, I 
wish to ask whether the bill has been reported by any committee 
of the House. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. It has been unanimously re- 
ported by the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. MADDOX. I want to reserve the right to object until we 
hear an explanation, 

The SP. . That will be understood. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, this bill, as I 
have just stated, has been unanimously reported by the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands, Its passage is also recommended by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior and the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office. Its object is simply to cure a defect in an act which was 

1 by the last Congress allowing to settlers on land formerly 
included within Indian reservations the right to commute — 
payne of the Indian price for the land. The Department 
eld that, in addition to this, the settler would have to pay $1.25 
an acre, : 

An act passed in March, 1899, relieved settlers from the pay- 
ment of anything more than $1.25 an acre when commuting, but 
it has been held that the act of Jan , 1901, was not retroactive, 
and that for lands entered , 1899, and Jan $ 
1901, settlers would still be required to pay the Indian price 
addition to $1.25 anacre. The t bill will affect only a dozen 
entries of land formerly included in the Sioux Reservation in 
South Dakota. I hope there will be no objection to the bill. 

_ There —— objection the House proceeded to the considera- 
- of the 
© amendments reported by the Committee on the Public 
Lands (excepting the amendment to the title) were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the proposed 
amendment to the title will be agreed to. ; . 

oe was no ob; 


jection. 
motion of Mr. BURKE of South Dakota, a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


¥. M. VOWELLS. 
Mr. SMITH of Ken A 
t consideration 


I ask unanimous consent for the 
bill (H. R. 1592) for the relief of 


resen 
. M. Vowells. 


of 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the military record of F. M. Vowells, an officer in 
Comonny H, Sixth Kentucky Cavalry, during the war of the rebellion, be so 
correc and amended that he shall be carried on the rolls of regiment and 
company as a second lieutenant from July 21, 1863, the date of his commis- 
sion as such, and that he be paid according to the said corrected roll. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consid- 
eration of the bill; which was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time and passed. 

On motion of Mr. SMITH of Kentucky, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid on the table. 


RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH SAN FRANCISCO MOUNTAINS FOREST 
RESERVE, 


Mr. LACEY. Idesirenow torenew the request for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 4363) granting the Central Arizona 
Railway Company a right of way for railroad purposes through 
the San Francisco Mountains Forest Reserve. The original bill 
is now in the hands of the Clerk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] asks 
unanimous consent to discharge the Committee on Public Lands 
from the further consideration of Senate bill 4363. 

There was no objection. 

The committee was accordingly discharged; and the House pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. LACEY. This bill has already been once read. 

Ba, bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 

On motion of Mr. LACEY, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


LOAN OF REVOLUTIONARY TROPHIES. 


Mr. HAY. LIask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the joint resolution which I send to the desk. 

The joint resolution (H. J. Res. 172) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to loan to the Morgan Memorial Association, of Winches- 
ter, Va., certain Revolutionary trophies at Allegheny Arsenal, 
Pittsburg, Pa., was read as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized, 
in his discretion, to loan to the Morgan Memorial Association, Winchester, 
Va., the two 2 boa bronze), without carriages, 
relics of the war, now at the heny Arsenal, Pittsburg, 
Pa., to be placed at the grave of Gen. Daniel Morgan. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consider- 
ation of the joint resolution, which was ordered to be engrossed 
and read athird time; and it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HAY, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. ; 


EMANUEL KLAUSER. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a message from the Presi- 
dent of the United States; which was read, as follows: 


To the House of Representatives: 

I return without approval House bill No. 3762, entitled “An act for the re- 
lief of Emanuel Klauser.” 

bill is similar to that in the case of James W. Howell, Senate bill No. 
24, which was recently returned by me without my approval. The Howell 
ill did not merely authorize the President to take action, but it ordered the 
of War to revoke and set aside the order approving the proceed- 
ings, ings, and sentence of a general court-martial, and to grant an hon- 
orable discharge. oa to imply the possession by Congress of the 
es of overruling reversing by statute a valid judgment. If it did not 
o that, it was simply an exercise of the pardoning power. 


It is question- 
able whether Congress possesses either of those powers, and when the bill 
directed the Secretary of War to revoke an order, Congress in fact did the 
thing which it ordered him to do. 

The reasons for the action taken in the Howell case appear to me to be 


equally applicable in the present instance. 
Whuirr Hoven, March 2, 1902. 


Mr.HULL. Mr.S er, as the chairman of the subcommittee 
that has had this bill in charge is not present, and as I have no 
knowledge whatever of the matter, I move that this message, with 
the accompanying documents, be referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ALIDA PAYNE. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 10486) 
granting a pension to Alida Payne, with an amendment of the 
Senate. 

The amendment was read. 

Mr.SULLOWAY. Imovethat the House concur in the amend- 
ment. 

The motion was agreed to. 


HANNAH P. KNOWLES. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 11418) 
img an increase of pension to Hannah P. Knowles, with 


ate amendment. 
The Senate amendment was read. 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 








3308 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





Marcu 28, 





Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
concur in the Senate amendment. 
The motion was agreed to. 


PENSION BILLS, 


Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now | 


resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House for the consid- 
eration of bills on the Private Calendar in their order under the 
rule for this day. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, with Mr. Capron in the chair, for consideration of bills 
upon the Private Calendar under the rule. 


CALVIN A. RICE, 


The first business was the bill (H. R. 3379) to correct the mili- 
tary record of Calvin A. Rice. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill to correct the military record of Calvin A. Rice. 


Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, we have just heard read a 
message from the President of the United States, in which he 
vetoes a bill of this kind to remove a charge of desertion, and in 
view of the fact that he has taken that position, a position in 
which I agree with him, while I differ with him in most every- 
thing else, it seems to me that it would be useless for this House 
to continue to pass these bills. We had better displace them and 
let other and more meritorious bills be considered and clear the 
Calendar. Ihave looked over the Calendar, and I see onita good 
mauy bills for the removal of the charge of desertion, to cor- 
rect the military record, and to set aside verdicts of military 
courts. 

Now, I desire as part of my remarks to insert Senate Document 
No. 244, which is a veto message from the President of the 
United States, vetoing an act to remove a charge of desertion 
from the naval record of John Glass. I will not take the time to 
read it. I will read only a short extract fromit. After going on 
to say that no greater crime exists than that of desertion, the 
President says: 

Under such circumstances it seems to me that to remove the c 
desertion from the sary and give him an honorable disc would 
falsify the records and do an injustice to his t and worthy comrades 
who fought the war toa finish. The namesof the veterans who fought in the 
civil war make the honor list of the Republic, and I am not willing to put 
upon it the name of a man unworthy of the high position. 

Comment is unnecessary. That language is as plain and as 
unmistakable as it can be made, and I am glad to see that I have 
at last had come to my assistance the Chief Executive of this 
great nation in preventing placing upon the roll of honor desert- 
ers, men who deserve nothing at the hands of the people who pay 
the taxes of this great nation. [Applause.] 

I desire also to insert as a part of my remarks Senate Document 
No 257, which contains a veto message from the President of the 
United States upon a bill referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, an act to grant an honorable discharge from the military 
service to Charles H. Hawley. After saying other things, the 
President concludes it by this language: 


I think it in the highest inexpedient to reverse the order of dis- 
missal nearly forty years after the event, when it is out of the question for 
anyone to possess the knowledge and the means of arriving at the judgment 
which ves possessed by the fellow-officers of the man at the time they dis- 
missed him. 


That is also unmistakable language—plain and patriotic—that 


of 
to 


can not be misunderstood, and I want to call the attention of this | 


House and of the country to it once more. 
I also want to insert as a part of my remarks Senate Document 
No. 258, which is a message from the President of the United 


States, returning with his objections the bill (S. 24) for the | 


relief of James W. Howell. I will not read the whole of it, but 
will read one extract. After saying a good many other things, 
the President concludes it by this language: 


There is perhaps no other heritage an American would so like to leave to 
his children as an honorable discharge for services well and ee. 
formed in the civil war; and the honorable discharge thus granted to those 
who with blood and toil have earned it is cheapened and rendered of little 
worth if also granted to their unworthy brothers who have forfeited the 
right to receive it. 

That is also plain and unmistakable language. s 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want now to read an article that ap- 
peared two or three days ago in the Washington Post along that 
same line: 

DESERTERS TO FIND NO FAVOR—PRESIDENT ROOSEVELT DECLARES HIS 
OPPOSITION TO THEIR RESTORATION TO ROLLS. 

President Roosevelt declared yesterday that so long as he is in office no de- 
serter from the Army or Navy would find favor with him. The statement 
was made to Capts. Frank Bruner and Ferd. McDonough, of Lytle Post, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Cincinnati, who hand a set of resolu- 
tions from the ex-Union soldiers of Cincinnati, condemning the restoration 
of deserters to the rolls and approving his course in vetoing certain bills re- 
cently passed by Congress 

They also arranged to present tothe President at the next annual encamp- 











| 


effective effort to 


ment of the Grand Army of the by Lytle 
Post, thanking him for the stand he taken in giving preference to civil- 
war veterans in the matter of appointments. 

Now, that shows that the Grand Army men themselves are op- 
posed to having shame and disgrace cast like a shadow over this 
roll by placing upon it, by the side of honest, patriotic soldiers, 
coffee coolers, bounty jumpers, and deserters. 

I only desired in the outset of the consideration of the bills to- 
day to call the attention of this House and the country once more, 
as I have often done, to the fact that we are doing wrong when 
we continue this practice of removing the charge of desertion at 
this late day. I want to say that I have looked generally over 
every pension bill upon this Calendar, and when I see that a man 
comes up here and wants to take up the time that should be given 
to the consideration of meritorious bills I am o “i to it. I 
only submit these remarks, Mr. Chairman, and the House can do 
as it pleases with regard to the bill now before it. 

Mr. JETT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for a ques- 
tion? , 

Mr. TALBERT. Yes. 

Mr. JETT. I want to ask the gentleman from South Carolina 
if he does not think the President took his cue from your position 
for the last ten years on this question? 

Mr. TALBERT. I did not understand the gentleman's ques- 


tion. 

Mr. JETT. Do you not think the President has taken his cue 
from your views in the last ten years? 

Mr. TALBERT. Idonotknow. The dullest man in the coun- 
try can be influenced by line upon line and precept upon _—— 
and I have certainly continued along this line in my humble way. 
Yet I will not claim any such thing, even in a joke, for fear t 
my friend from Missouri might get mad about itagain. [Laugh- 
ter.] Now, Mr. Chairman, I move that this bill be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it lie upon the table, 
because if it should pass here the President will certainly veto it, 
and thus we shall have wasted our time. Let us go on and pass 
these meritorious bills which are upon the Calendar to-day. 

Mr. PARKER. Does the gentleman suppose that this is a de- 
sertion case? 

Mr. TALBERT. It is to correct a military record or to set 
aside the verdict of a court. Now, the gentleman ought not to 
get upon false premises himself. 

Mr. PARKER. Do not you get on false premises. 

Mr. TALBERT. He claims to be a lawyer, or the son of a law- 
yer, one or the other, or both, I do not know which. 

Mr. PARKER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima 
question? 

Mr. TALBERT. Why, certainly. 

Mr. PARKER. Has the gentleman read the report in this 
case? 

Mr. TALBERT. Yes, sir; I have read the reports in almost 
all of these cases. 1 do not know that I have read every report. 

Mr. PARKER. Has the gentleman read this report? 


Peete the resolutions 


Mr. TALBERT. Did the gentleman ever read the Lord’s 
Prayer or t it? a) 

Mr. PAR . Do you know anything about the facts in this 
case? 


Mr. TALBERT. I do not know that I have read every case. 
I am not supposed to know. A wayfaring man, though a fool, 
may see some things without looking into them. 
I here insert for the information of the public the three follow- 
ing veto messages signed by the President: 
[Senate Document No. 244, Fifty-seventh Congress, first session. ] 
JOHN GLASS. 


Veto message from the President of the United States, returning to the Sen- 
ate, with his objections, the bill ( _> 1258) to remove charge of desertion 


from the naval record of John G@ 


MaRcnH 11, 1902.—Read, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

To the Senate of the United States: 

I return without approval Senate bill No. 12, entitled “An act to remove 
the charge of rtion from the naval record of John Glass.” 

There can be no graver crime the e of desertion from the Arm 
or Navy, iall Caving Wee. It is then high treason to the nation and 
justly anichable Ly death. Noman should be relieved from euch a crime, 
capone when — forty years have passed since it save on the 
cheaper Romie geen of his real innocence. In this case statement made 
by the t ee eee 


ent made to the Secretary of the Navy. 
min any event it is incom to me that he should not have made 
get back into the Navy. He had served but little more 
and the lasted for over a year after- 


than a month when war 


finish. names of the 
make the honor list of the the high nea 
name of a man unworthy of position. 


Wurre House, March 11, 1902. 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
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[Senate Document No. 257, Fifty-seventh Congress, first session.) 
CHARLES H. HAWLEY. 

Message from the President of the United States, returning, with his objec- 
tions, the bill (S. 336) entitled “An act to grant an honorable discharge 
from the military service to Charles H. Hawley.” 

Manca 18, 1902.—Read, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

To the Senate of the United States: 

Senate bill No. 336, entitled ‘An act to grant an honorable discharge from 
the ns service to Charles H. Hawley,” is herewith returned without 
yTOVAL, 

*Prnis is @ mandatory bill, revoking the order of dismissal issued thirty-nine 
years ago, and directing the issuance of an honorable discharge from the 
Army to this man, whom his superior officers, including the Commander in 
Chief, Abraham Lincoln, held to be unworthy to serve in the Army of the 
Union thirty-nine years ago, I do not at this time express an opinion upon 
the constitutional questions involved in the bill. I think it in the highest 
degree inexpedient to reverse the order of dismissal nearly forty years after 
the event, when it is out of the question for anyone to possess the knowledge 
and the means of arriving at the judgment which was possessed by the fel- 
low-ofticers of the man at the time they dismissed him. 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Wuuirr House, March 15, 1902. 


[Senate Document No. 258, Fifty-seventh Congress, first session.) 
JAMES W. HOWELL. 


~ Message from the President of the United States, returning, with his objec- 
tions, the bill (S. 24) entitled ‘‘An act for the relief of James W. Howell.” 


Manca 18, 1902.—Read, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


To the Senate of the United States: 


Senate bill No, 24, entitled “An act for the relief of James W. Howell,” is 
herewith returned without approval. y 

This is not a bill which confers jurisdiction. It is mandatory in its charac- 
ter, directing the Secretary of War to revoke and set aside the proceedings, 
findings, and sentence of a court-martial held thirty-seven years I do 
not at this time express an opinion upon the constitutional questions involved 
in the bill. It is enone to say that this man was convicted of mutiny, sen- 
tenced to be dishonorably discharged from the Army, and confined at hard 
labor fora term of years. A portion of the confinement was remitted by 
Executive clemency. 

It is to the last degree improbable that now, thirty-seven years after 
the event, there is.as an opportunity to pass judgment upon the facts 
as was the case when the fellow-officers of the offender found him guilty of 
an offense so serious as to call for the punishment they inflicted. There is 
perhaps no other heritage an American would so like to leave to his children 
asan honorable discharge for services well and gallantly performed in the 
sivil war; and the honorable discharge thus granted to those who with blood 
and toil have earned it is cheapened and rendered of little worth if also 
granted to their unworthy brothers who have forfeited the right to receive it. 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Wuirr House, March 15, 1902. 


Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from South 
Carolina admits that he has not read the report in this case and 
knows nothing of the case. Iam satisfied that had he read the 
report and studied the case as the Committee on Military Affairs 
has studied it he would be willing for them to bring in a favorable 
report. This is not a case of desertion. It is clearly shown by 
the official records that this officer never deserted. In 1862, on 
general orders, he was sent to New York on recruiting service. 
While there, by error, as clearly shown by the official record, he 
was marked as absent without leave. It subsequently develo 
that this officer was on duty at the time, and the order of dis- 
missal was revoked by the assistant adjutant-general on January 
8, 1863, but, unfortunately, in the meantime the vacancy existing 
by reason of the officer’s dismissal had been filled, and there was 
no authority in the War Department to restore him to his rank, 
the ~ s having been filled. The Record and Pension Bureau of 
the War Department says in this case: 

The order of dismissal in this case having been carried into execution, and 
the officer thereby finally separated from the service, it is beyond the power 
of any executive officer of the Government to revoke, modify, or set it aside, 
however unmerited or injudicious that order may be deemed to have been, 
or to issue for Captain Rice an honorable discharge. 

It is clearly indicated by the official records—and I will not take 
the time of the House to read them in full—that the man was on 
active duty at the time the order of dismissal was issued; that 
this matter was brought to the attention of the officials of the 
War Department; that the order of dismissal was revoked; but, 
unfortunately, his place having been filled in the ranks, it was be- 
yond the power of the War Department to restore him. And at 
this late day, after this officer had suffered long years unjustly, I 
believe it the duty of this House to grant him an honorable dis- 
charge—all that is asked in this bill. 

Mr. STEELE. I would like to ask whether the gentleman 
sought to be restored at the time? 

Mr. MONDELL. The officer evidently endeavored to be re- 
stored at the time, and, as I have said, an order revoking the 
order of dismissal and restoring him as captain to command, if 
& vacancy existed, was issued on the 8th of January, 1863. 

Mr. STEELE. By whom? 


bn MONDELL. By the Assistant Adjutant-General of the 
Mr. STEELE. what he sa 


Mr. MONDELL. I will he 
; . ill ask for the reading of the entire report. 
Mr. STEELE. Just read what : 


the Adjutant-General says. 
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Mr. MIERS of Indiana. I make the point of order, Mr. Chair- 
man, that this bill is not a proper subject for consideration at 
this time. 

Mr. MONDELL. I will read briefly. 

Mr. STEELE. Just read the letter of the Adjutant-General. 

Mr. TALBERT. Will the gentleman allow me right there? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentle- 
man from South Carolina? 

Mr. MONDELL. I will say that the gentleman had considera- 
ble length of time to discuss the general subject, and I am talk- 
ing about the bill. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. I would like to have a ruling on the 
point of order. Weare in Committee of the Whole House under 
the rule, and I do not think we can enlarge that rule by consent, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is readytorule. The Chair will 
rule that, this being a case that changes the military record, not 
being a case of desertion, it ought not to be considered at this 
time; but the question having been debated to the length it has, 
the aoe will be compelled to hold that the point of order comes 
too late. 

Mr. MONDELL. I read the concluding paragraph of the 
Adjutant-General’s report: 

I respectfully and most earnestly request that he be reinstated and per- 
mitted to continue on duty here at the depot, thus doing justice to a meri- 
torious officer, as well as contributing to the public interests. 

And there is considerable more of the same sort. 

Another paragraph of the Adjutant-General’s letter is this: 

Had the circumstances been known at the date of reported absence with- 
out authority, Major Sp: © would undoubtedly have been called on for a 
report, and this officer would not have been dismiaded. 

Mr. Chairman, I move as a substitute for the motion of the 
gentleman from South Carolina that the bill be laid aside with a 
favorable recommendation. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard on the 
bill. The statements made a moment ago in reference to the re- 
marks of my friend from South Carolina [Mr. TALBERT] were 
based, I think, upon a better knowledge of the facts of the case 
than he possessed. I did not want it to appear in the Recorp 
that I was here championing the cause of deserters; but the case 
to which he referred was not a case of desertion at all. It wasa 
case of setting aside the findings of a court-martial in the case of 
James W. Howard, a case I consider one of the most meritorious 
of any that has gone through the House. Mr. Howard was a 
faithful soldier, served something over three years in the civil 
war, was in many great battles of the war, and rendered efficient 
service. At the close of the term of enlisted men, but before his 
discharge had been issued, he was ordered to march in a proces- 
sion with other members of the company to hear a Fourth of July 
oration, to be delivered by a man he had no respect for. Consider- 
ing his term of enlistment had expired, the captain of the com- 
pany had no right to order him to march in the procession, and, 
with a number of others in like condition, he refused to go. 

For that offense he was jerked up before a court-martial and 
tried on a charge of mutiny, convicted, and sentenced to the 
penitentiary, and put there with a ball and chain. 

After having been in prison for some months he managed to get 
the case before the Secretary of War and the President of the 
United States, and the remainder of the sentence was commuted, 
and they were set at liberty. But the charge still remained against 
him, and the finding of the court-martial still remained against 
him. The Senate three different times passed, the bill to correct 
that finding. ‘The House Committee on Military Affairs has three 
times reported in favor of that bill. At last the Senate and House 
both passed the bill and sent it to the President of the United 
States. The President has returned it with his veto. 

The general remarks made in his veto message I entirely ap- 
prove, but I do not believe that either the gentleman from South 
Carolina or the President in writing his veto was fully acquainted 
with the facts of the case. I can not believe that even the Presi- 
dent of the United States would have written such a veto message 
if he had been fully acquainted with the facts inthe case. That 
is all I desire to say, and I do it in entire good humor with my 
friend from South Carolina. 'I feel sure that if he had fully in- 
vestigated the case he would have been in favor of the bill itself. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I want to say a word in reply 
to what my friend from Wyoming has said about not reading the 
report. The gentleman knows I have stood on the floor time 
after time and requested that the reports all be read in the hearing 
of the House, so that men could have intelligent appreciation of 
every bill that is brought in here from the Pension Committee 
and the Military Committee. But the House has run roughshod 
over my request in that line, and I have examined as far as I 
could the numerous bills and read most of the reports. 

But the point I rose to make, Mr. Chairman, this morning was 
simply this: In view of the fact that the President of the United 
States has taken a decided stand against the passage of such bills, 
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it is a useless waste of time to 
cause he will send every one of them back wi 


might lay them aside and proceed with consideration of other 
meritorious bills of old soldiers who were true, who stood by the 
flag as long as they could, and their widows after them. That is 
the point I want to make, and if this committee wants to overrule 
me, let them doit. I only want to clear my conscience and show 
the country that I for one stand here in opposition to such legis- 
lation. That is the point I wish to make, and my remarks have 
applied to no particular case, but broadcast against removing 
charges of desertion at this late day, and it ought to be stopped. 

Mr. HAY. Does the gentleman from South Carolina think 
that because the President of the United States takes any position 
upon any subject of legislation that we should thereupon abrogate 
our powers to him? 

Mr. TALBERT. I do not think any such thing, and the gen- 
tleman from Virginia knows that the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina does not think any such thing. He knows that because I said 
it was about the only thing that he has done that I agreed with 
him—that is, vetoing deserters’ bills. When a man takes the 
proper position, if it is the devil, I willagree with him. {Laughter. ] 

Mr. HAY. If the gentleman agrees with the President, all 
right. I thought he said that because the President had taken 
that position it was no use for us to legislate any further. 

Mr. TALBERT. I agree with the President in his vetoing the 
bills on charges of desertion; and he having taken that position, 
I say it is useless for us to take up the time that should be given 
to meritorious bills of soldiers in discussing and considering these 
bills. Since we have been discussing this measure we could have 
passed 40 deserving ones. 

Mr. HAY. Has the gentleman any information that the Presi- 
dent will veto all the bills for desertion? 

Mr. TALBERT. Certainly. Ireada piece from the Post of this 
morning, and from the statements in t article he has no con- 
sideration for a deserter, and will continue to veto the bills. This 
is his position, if I understand the English language. 

*Mr. HAY. Has the gentleman any information, or does he 
believe that the President would veto—— 

Mr. TALBERT. I have no information on that subject, be- 
cause I never have been about the President and do not know 
that I shall be, because I do not like him and his ways. The gen- 
o——- may have been crawling around him a good deal, but I 

ve not. 

Mr. HAY. The gentleman is very much mistaken. 
mark is uncalled for. 

F Mr. TALBERT. Well, I withdraw it if it does not fit the gen- 
tieman. 

Mr. HAY. The gentleman knows that I do not “crawl 
around ”’ anybody. 

Mr. TALBERT. But let the gentleman not try to put me in a 
false position, for he ought to know that I am not fond of the 
White House at all. 

Mr. HAY. Iam not trying to do so. 

Mr. TALBERT. It does seem to me that the gentleman is try- 
ing to do that, by his insinuations. 

Mr. HAY. Not at all. 

Mr. TALBERT. Of course Iam notin harmony with every- 
thing that President Roosevelt has done, by a long sight. I have 
said that in this particular case he has done about the only thing 
in which I have ever agreed with him. 

Mr. HAY. Iwas trying to ask the gentleman a question, but 
he would not let me finish it. 

Mr. TALBERT. Well, go on. 

Mr. HAY. My question was whether the gentleman believed, 
or had any information leading him to believe, that the President 
would veto a meritorious bill? 


His re- 


Mr. TALBERT. I do not believe that the President thinks 
there is any merit in desertion. [Laughter.] I certainly do not 
think so. 


Mr. ESCH. The gentleman from South Carolina has stated, as 
I understand, that it would be useless for the House to pass these 
bills, because the President would veto every one of them. I 
wish to ask the gentleman whether he is acquainted with the 
fact that the President signed a desertion bill y y? 

Mr. TALBERT. I would not be astonished at anything he 
might do, in view of some things he has done. The gentleman 
understands, of course, that Republicans are often very i 
in their ways. I am not astonished at anything they do. I sim- 
ply took the President at his word. If he has gone i 
already, I will part company with himagainrightaway. [Laugh- 
ter and applause. } 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me it might be very 
well if this House or this Committee of the Whole should con- 


sider the attitude of the President in this matter. It will not do 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


them through the House, be- 

a veto message. 

In view of that fact, I want to call the attention of the House and 

the country to the utter uselessness of pooens: these bills. We 
the 
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to say the President had his duty to perform, and Congress its 
duty to perform, and therefore we s pass the bill in whatever 
form we please and run the risk of a veto. We must a iate 
the fact that if we pass bills it is for the purpose of having them 
enacted into law. 

Now, the President has not taken the position that he will veto 
all desertion bills that are passed by Congress. The position he 
has clearly indicated in the two veto messages he has sent to the 
Senate is that a desertion bill, or a bill to correct the record of an 
officer or private, should be a bill permitting the War De 
ment to correct the record—not a bill requiring that to be done. 

The form of the bill which has been adopted by the House in 
these cases is a bill directing the War Department to correct the 
record. Now, in these meritorious cases, like the one which is 
now before the House, the War Department is undoubtedly will- 
ing to correct the record. Would it not be the part of legis- 
lation on our part to amend the bill in such a case so that it will 
simply permit the War Department to correct the error in the 
record—not direct it todo so. In sme cases the President and 
the Department might not think the proposed correction a proper 
one. The position of the President is that the matter must be 
left in the discretion of the Department. 

Now, we may say that we do not agree with that position; but 
if we take that position and refuse to modify the form of our bills, 
we might as well quit passing these bills, because the President 
has clearly indicated his intention to veto every bill which re- 

uires the Department, without any discretion on its part or on 
the art of the President, to change the record of the ent. 
I ask the gentleman in charge of this bill whether he is not will- 
ing to put this bill in such a form as will meet the approval of the 
President? 

The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Escu] has called attention 
to the fact that the President has signed a bill making a change 
in a military record. But, Mr. Chairman, that bill, after it had 
been vetoed, was put in the permissive form. We made the 
change in that case, and the bill has met the approval of the Presi- 
dent. Why not make the change in all these cases, and not en- 
deavor to run counter—— 

Mr. PARKER. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. PARKER. The suggestion of the gentlemen from Ilinois 
[Mr. Mann] is new to me; and it strikes me very strongly. At 
the same time I see one ar great difficulty in regard to follow 
ing it. If bills introduced here for the purpose of correcting the 
military record of soldiers do not advise or request the change, 
but simply permitted it, may not that fact be made an excuse for 
urging upon the House that all these bills be without con- 
sideration? I see that some discretion should be left to the War 
Department; but at the same time it seems to me that we should 
never pass a bill of this kind through the House unless we are 
prepared to request, under the circumstances, that the action 
contemplated by us be taken by the ment, if it be right. 

Mr. MANN. Well, Mr. Chairman,I am very much inclined 
to agree with my friend from New Jersey [Mr. Parker], but 
here are two veto messages from the President of the United 
States, who, in the performance of his duty, has the right to say 
that he will not sign a bill in a particular form. Undonbtedly, 
as I ae, he has taken that action upon the recommendation 
of the War Department. I do not assume that he vetoed a bill 
without the approbation of the Department concerning which the 
bill related to. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Doesthe gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Indiana. 

Mr. MANN. I do. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The gentleman seems to lose sight 
of the fact that this House is a coordinate branch of the Govern- 
ment. Now, if the War Department is directing the President, 
and if we are subjected to the will of the President, if we are sub- 
jected to the will of the Senate, if this body i. subjected to the 
will of the er of the House of Representatives, are we not 
therefore abdicating our powers as a legislative body if we con- 
form to those views? [Applanse.] 

Mr. MANN. Well, it may be a very ~~ matter to say that 
we are abdicating our powers. I say no. e have the power ‘0 
pass a bill. The President has the to sign it or veto it, and 

ou might as well say that he is a ting his powers if he says 
(ois to have ne i as to the form of the bill. It is abdi- 
cating nobody’s power. It is the action of two bodies who wish 
to agree on a result. If the gentleman prefers to pass bills for 
the mere amusement of passing them, well and good. If he 
wishes to legislate for the of making laws, then he knows 
as well as I do that the House and Senate must first agree and 
then that the President must agree with the two Houses. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. But let us act as an independ- 
ent body representing our constituencies, and then if another 
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branch of the Government fails to agree with us, let the respon- 


sibility rest where itshould. [Applause.] 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman prefers to passa bill here and 
have it go to the Senate, and then have the Senate pass it and then 
go to the President of the United States, and then have him veto 
it and send it back and then take it up, rather than to in the first 
place do what the gentleman knows will be proper and pass 
muster, very well; but it seems to me very much like a waste of 
time. The point in controversy is not a point of materiality. 

Mr. RO. SON of Indiana. Does not the gentleman from Illi- 
nois feel that if we follow his course we will cease entirely to cor- 
rect military records and fail in this body to remove any further 
charge of desertion? 

Mr. . Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from New Jersey 
[Mr. PARKER] suggested that if the course suggested by the Presi- 
dent be followed it would result in removing too many charges. 
The gentleman from Indiana suggests that if the same course is 
followed it would result in removing no charges. Ido not know. 
Iapprehend the House can take care of that matter upon each 
question that comes before it, but I see no objection to the pas- 
sage of a bill which permits the War Department to remove an 
erroneous charge against an officer or private in the Army, instead 
of requiring them to do it. 

Mr. CO ERD. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Michigan? 


Mr. MANN. I yield to the gentleman from Missouri. 
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Mr. SHATTUC. My point of order is that it is not proper to 
refer to the probable action of the President with a view to in- 
fluencing the action of this House. I raise that point of order. 
and I ask a decision on it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has not observed any breach of 
propriety in that direction. The gentleman will proceed in order, 

.SHATTUC. Does the Chair overrule the point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the gentleman’s 
point of order is not well taken. 

Mr. SHATTUC. That is satisfactory. 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. MONDELL. Doesthe gentleman know, asa matter of fact, 
that there have been no bills for the correction of military records, 
in the form of the bill now before us, signed by the President? 

Mr. MANN. Ido not. 

Mr. HAY. I can tell the gentleman of one such bill which has 
been signed by the Presidert, and that is the bill to correct the 
military record of James L. \?roctor. 

Mr. MONDELL. I think, as a matter of fact, there have been 
several bills signed which were in the form of the bill now before 
the House. That is my impression. I may be mistaken. 





Mr. HAY. Has the gentleman read the veto messages to which 
he refers? 
Mr. MANN. I read what purported to be the veto messages, 


| as published in the newspapers. 


Mr. COWBERD. I want to ask the gentleman if it is not a | 


fact that this form of bill was taken up and discussed in the | 


House some two or three years ago, and the House then concluded 


not only to adopt this form, but after the discussion of the use of | 


the word “‘ directed,’’ concluded that that was the proper word to 
use, that they did not wish to leave it in the discretion of that 
Department, and that they had a right to say to an executive 
officer that he must do a certain thing, as a matter of law. 


his statement in the form of a question. I am not advised; but I 
have no doubt, if the gentleman says so, that that is the case. 

Mr. COWHERD. 
to know whether I was right. 

Mr. SCOTT. I would like to ask the gentleman from Illinois 
a question, if he will yield. 

Mr. MANN. 


y. 
Mr. SCOTT. Whether he understands it to be the position of 


the President of the United States that he will vetp all bills of | W , the : , 8 e3 
| cise of his constitutional authority, refused 'to approve a bill in a 


this character that are directory in their form, regardless of their 
merits? 

Mr. MANN. Well, of course I do not know what the President 
will do, but I know thatif the President is consistent he will veto 
every bill of this character which is directory in form, because 
the President gave no reason for vetoing the two bills which he 
has vetoed except the one that it made it directory upon the De- 
partment and left them no discretion, and the President did not 
consider the merits of either of those cases; and, on the contrary, 
the merit of at least one of the cases so strongly appeals to Con- 
gress and the President, so it has been stated here, that since the 
veto message was sent to Congress the bill has been repassed and 
has been . by the President in a permissive form. 

Mr. HAY. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Virginia? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

_Mr. HAY. I would like to ask what right the President of the 
United States has to direct us as to the form in which we shall 
draw our bills any more than we have the _— to direct him what 
he shall do asto confirming or vetoing a bill? What right has he 
to tell us that we can not say that the Secretary of War, an execu- 
tive officer, shall take from the record of A or B any dishonorable 
charge which this House or this Congress thinks ought to be taken? 
_ Mr. MANN. The right of the President of the United States 
is derived from the Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. HAY. To direct this House how to draw its bills? 

Mr. MANN. To say that the House can not control an officer 
or cause to be removed a charge of desertion or correct the mili- 
tary record of one of its old soldiers. The only way that Con- 
stess can direct it is by the enactment of a law, and you can not 
enact a law without the President the right to sign the 
bill or to veto it, and the ident’s right is a coordinate right 


with that of He has the same right to veto that we 
for i Seam t mo te yf Wisdom an prep lopli 
me > 
to propose a form which he will agree to, when theve in, in my 
opinion, no difference in the substance. 
Mr, SHA’ UC. Irisetoa t of order. 
The C . The will state his point of order. 








t was my recollection, and I just wanted | 





Mr. MONDELL. Does not the gentleman know that the Presi- 


| dent did not base his veto specifically upon the ground of the use 


of certain words in either the Howell or the Klauser cases, but, 
as he states in the Klauser case, ‘* it appeared to imply the posses- 
sion by Congress of the power of overruling and reversing by 
statute a valid judgment?’’ In this case there is nothing of the 
sort. The man was simply marked a deserter in error, and the 
record should be corrected. 

Mr. MANN. My understanding of the message is that the 


| President said it was not proper legislation, in his judgment, for 
Mr. MANN. Well, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman kindly puts | 


Congress to direct the military branch of the Government to cor- 
rect a record, but that it should be left so that they might do so 
if they thought the circumstances justified it. 

Mr. HAY. In other words, then, the- President says that we 
have no right to pass a law which will necessarily require or di- 
rect an executive officer, but that we must leave it in the discre- 
tion of the Secretary of War to correct this military record or 
not, as he sees fit, notwithstanding our action on the subject. 

Mr. MANN. Well, the President, of course, did not say that 
we did not have the right to direct. The President, in the exer- 


particular form, as the President, under his constitutional right, 
was justified in doing. 

Mr. HAY. Does not the gentleman know that we now have a 
law under which the Secretary of War can remove these charges 
of desertion and correct military records, if he wants to do it? 

Mr. MANN. Iknow quitethe contrary. I know that we have 
no law granting to the military branch of the Government any 
authority of thesort. Atleast I know that I have been frequently 
told that by letter and in person by the War Department, and 
the report in this case states the same thing. 

Mr. HAY. There is a law in certain special cases. Now, if 
the contention of the President is true, why do you not pass a 
general law giving the Secretary of war the discretion? 

Mr. MANN. Ofcourse, Mr. Chairman, I might agree with the 
gentleman from Virginia that that might properly de done, but 
that is not the question before the House. 

Mr. HAY. I understand it is not. You want us to take away 
from this Hduse the power to do what it has been doing for its 
old soldier constituents and place it in the hands of the Secretary 
of War, an executive officer. 

Mr. MANN. Well, the gentleman states what he says I want 
to do in language which I did not use. I simply called the atten- 
tion of the House to what seems to me to be a proper method of 

rocedure in legislation. I called that to the attention of the 
Sen and of the friends of the bill, if they are friends of the bill 
and wish it to become a law. 

Mr. HAY. Will the gentleman let me read to him a bill that 
has been approved by the President? 

Mr. I should be glad to have him. 

Mr. HAY. It isa very short bill: 


[Private—No. 181.] 
An act to correct the military record of James L. Proctor. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Co ss assembled, That the Secretary of War be, and he is 
hereby authorized and directed to grant an honorable discharge in lieu of 
the dishonorable d heretofore granted to James L. Proctor, of the 

State of New York, late a private in Company F, Ninc- 


county of 
tieth ent of New York Veteran Volunteers: Provided, That no pay. 


bounty, or other emoluments shall become due or payable by virtue of the 
passage of this act. 
Approved, March 20, 1902. 


* 
3d i2 
Now, here the President has signed a bill containing these very | fore the House is the motion of the gentleman from Wyoming, 


words. You say that he takes the other position, that as long as 
the word ‘‘ directed ”’ is in the bill he will not sign it. 

Mr. MANN. lam frank to say it looks to me quite inconsistent 
with the President’s approval of that bill. 

Mr. HAY. Here it is. 

Mr. ESCH. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman can take his own time if he de- 
sires to speak. So far as I am concerned, I have already created 
much more talk than I had any idea of doing. 

Mr. ESCH. I simply desire to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman had just as leave that I retain 
the floor, I will yield to him. 

Mr. ESCH. I wish simply to call your attention to the fact 
that the bill which the President signed yesterday, removing the 
charge of desertion against the military record of Stephens A. 
Toops, uses this language: 


The Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed. 


In line with the case which the gentleman from Virginia also 
cites. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. WANGER. Will not the gentleman permit me to make a 
suggestion before he concludes? 





Mr. MANN. I would be very glad to yield to the gentleman 
for a suggestion. 
Mr. WANGER. I beg to suggest that there is no inconsist- 


ency meant on the part of the President when he declared that he 
would not approve a bill directing a department to take such 
action as that, the propriety of which he was not himself con- 
vinced of, and he was not convinced of the propriety of the action 
to be taken in this particular case. 

Mr. JETT. Let me suggest. In writing each of these veto 
messages the President does not indicate his position on the 
merits or, so far as I have been able to see, discuss the facts of 
either of the particular cases that he has issued a veto message in. 

Mr. WANGER. I beg to suggest that he does discuss the 
facts. 

Mr. TALBERT. I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman will state his point of order. 

Mr. TALBERT. A motion to lay upon the table is not debat- 
able. My motion is to lay on the table, and the committee is 
wasting all this time when we might be considering bills for the 
old soldiers. My motion is to lay the bill on the table. 

Mr. MANN. To the point of order made by the gentleman 
from South Carolina I make the point of order that a motion to 
lay a bill on the table in the Committee of the Whole House is out 
of order. 

Mr. TALBERT. Now the gentleman is out of order. That 
is the only motion he can make. My motion is that the bill be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it be laid 


on the table. 

Mr. MANN. That motion is debatable. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state—— 

Mr. TALBERT. Let me state the point of order. I moved 
that the bill be reported to the House with the recommendation 
that it lie upon the table. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman make that motion 
now? 

Mr. TALBERT. I did make it before, but gentlemen were so 
much taken up with something else that it may not have been 
heard. I maintain that motion is not debatable. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that in the first of his 
remarks the gentleman from South Carolina did say that he made 
this motion—that the bill be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it lie on the table—but before the Chair 
had an opportunity to put that question to the House and state 
that that was the motion before the House the gentleman from 
South Carolina, because of interruptions perhaps, went on with 
hisremarks. Therefore, the motion of the gentleman not having 
been recognized by the Chair, the Chair does not recognize it as 
having been made, and the gentleman from Illinois has the floor. 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield the balance of my time to 
the gentleman from Wyoming. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I made a motion, supposed to 
be an amendatory motion to that of the gentleman from South 
Carolina, to the effect that the bill be laid aside with a favorable 
recommendation. If the motion of the gentleman from South 
Carolina was not entertained, then I make my motion as the first 
and principal motion. I can not agree with the views of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois. In the first place, I donot believe it would 
be wise for the House to depart from the use of the language that 
has been used for many years in cases of this character. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman suspend for a moment 








until the Chair has an opportunity to state that, the question be- 
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that the bill be laid aside with a favorable recommendation? 

Mr. MONDELL. In the first place, Mr. Chairman, the Secre- 
tary of War, in my opinion, has authority at the present time to 
correct military records in some cases which are referred to Con- 
gress. I believe it is now within the power of the Secretary of 
War, part of his authority, to correct the military reccrd of the 
man whose case is now before the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state that the motion 
of the gentleman will prevent further debate upon this question, 
debate having been exhausted on that motion. 

Mr. MONDELL. I understood the gentleman from Illinois 
had the floor, and that he yielded to me the balance of his time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair entertained the motion of the 
gentleman from Wyoming; therefore, as soon as the gentleman 
from Illinois had taken his seat, general debate was closed. 

Mr. MONDELL. I ask unanimous consent, then, Mr. Chair- 
man, that I be allowed to continue for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wyoming asks unani- 
mous consent that he may be allowed to proceed for five minutes, 
Is there objection? Cad a pause. | e Chair hears none. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Wyoming yield 
to the gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr. MONDELL. Yes. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I agree with the gentleman in 
this particular case; but why not pass a law giving the War De- 
partment the power to correct the records in these meritorious 
cases where the charge of desertion should be removed and the 
record corrected? 

Mr. MONDELL. I believe the War Department already has 
the power to remove the charge of desertion. In most of the 
cases reported by the Committee on Military Affairsin this House 
we have cases where it has been clearly proven that men have 
died on the battlefield from wounds received in the service of 
their country, where comrades saw them die and saw them bur- 
ied, and where a charge of desertion is clearly an error in the 
record, where there is no question as to the power of the War 
Department to remove that charge of desertion; and yet, for all 
these years charges of desertion have rested against the names of 
good men who a up their lives to their country. And inas- 
much as the War Department has not seen fit to correct the 
record in that class of cases and in this case, where I believe they 
have the right and authority to do it, this House should direct 
that justice be done. 

Mr. BOREING. Does it not turn upon the fact as to what 
evidence the War Department will consider? 

Mr. MONDELL. If the War Department says that the testi- 
mony in this case was not sufficient, I will say to the gentleman 
that in many of the cases the evidence is such as would decide a 
case in any court of justice in the country. 

Mr. BOREING. But the gentleman does ——— understand 
me. As I understand, the War Department only consider 
the record evidence—that they have declined to entertain parol 
evidence. 

Mr. MONDELL. I will say to the gentleman that in a case 
that came before the committee a short time ago the records of 
the War Department indicated that the man had never deserted. 
It is a matter of fact that the records of the War Department in- 
dicate that the man was taken out of the service by a writ of 
habeas corpus, recognized by the law; and yet, because some clerk 
somewhere, at some time, had written opposite the name of that 
man a charge of desertion, the War Department refused to re- 
move it, although the records themselves clearly proved that the 
charge was an unjust one. : ; 

Mr. BOREING. I want it understood that I quite agree with 
the gentleman from Wyoming. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Will the gentleman yield to me 
for a su tion? 

Mr. MONDELL. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. My information from the War 
Department has been that it is not that they object tothe words 
‘‘ direct’ or ‘‘ request,” but the point they have objected to is that 


the particular form they have always used in the House is that 
we direct a change to be made in a record already made up years 
ago. My understanding was that if we would change the form 


of our bills so as to issue to the soldier a certificate of discharge 
now, or at the time of its passage, to have the effect as though it 
was an honorable discharge dating back to that time, there would 
be no objection to such a bill. I think, if the gentleman will per- 
mit me to say, that when the House has heard the evidence and 
passed upon it and says that the soldier is entitled to a discharge, 
we ought to have the bill in the ag ood form, and not only au- 
thorize it, but have the power to direct it, so that we not 
have to follow it up afterwards with other facts. 

Mr. MONDELL. Well, Mr. Chairman, I will say that I do 
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not believe that the form in which this bill is drawn. or the form 


in which most of them are drawn, isa happy one. I will say, also, 
that if the Committee on Military Affairs of the House, the sub- 
committee of which Iam chairman, having charge of this matter, 
find any meritorious cases in the hundreds that we have before 
us in the future, we propose, as we did in the last case, to report 
a change in phraseology, and provide that the man shall receive 
an honorable discharge and that the record be corrected. I be- 
lieve that is the better form. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. After a conversation with Colo- 
nel Ainsworth, who seems to know as much about this, and who 
was expecting this class of bills to be vetoed—— 

The CHAIRMAN, Thetime of the gentleman from Wyoming 
has expired. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. 
be extended five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Illinois asks that the 
time of the gentleman from Wyoming be extended five minutes. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. The objection that Colonel Ains- 
worth made as to that part of the bill and the Secretary of War's 
objection was that it directed a change in a record made up years 
ago, and that the bill ought not to require that. 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. Were not those cases referred to 
court-martial cases, so that it changed the judgment of the courts- 
martial? 

Mr. KEHOE. That is the whole trouble. 

Mr. MONDELL. I agree entirely with Colonel Ainsworth’s 
view as to the form, but there is a considerable amount of mis- 
understanding and misapprehension as to the President’s position 
in this matter. The bills which have been vetoed, including the 
veto message which I hold in my hand, were court-martial cases, 
and the President’s objection was to a direction which would ab- 
solutely wipe out the judgment. 

Mr. KEHOE. And set aside the finding of the court? 

Mr.MONDELL. Andsetaside the findings of the court-martial. 
His words are: 

It appears to imply the position of Congress the power of overruling and 
reversing by statute a valid judgment. 

It is clearly proven by all the cases which have been reported 
by the committee where there was a charge of desertion that 
there was no valid judgment; that as a matter of fact the charge 
of desertion was an error, and the majority of the cases might 
have ee removed by the War Department itself under the ex- 
isting law. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Is not the removal of charges such 
as We are now discussing a legislative act? 

Mr. MONDELL. I believe it is. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Then what power has Congress to 
delegate its-legislative authority? 

Mr. KEHOE, Let me ask the gentleman from Wyoming a 
question, 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I would like to get an answer to 
my inquiry. 

Mr. MO DELL. I have endeavored to make it clear to the 
House that I believe all these bills, no matter what their form, 
should contain the word “direct.’’ Is that an answer to the gen- 
tleman’s question? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Is not that a delegation of legis- 
lative power, which can not be done? 

Mr. MONDELL. Well, I am not a lawyer and I can not un- 
dertake to go into questions of law. As a layman, I believe 
it is within the power of Congress to direct the removal of the 
charge of desertion. That is what we have done in these cases 
where we believed we were justified in doing so. 

Mr. KEHOE. Now, will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? Is it not a fact that most of the cases of desertion com- 
ing before the gentleman’s committee are cases where the men 
were not tried and where there is no judgment of a court-martial 
against them? 

Mr. MONDELL. That is true. 
martial cases before the committee. 

Mr. KEHOE. Does not the gentleman understand the position 
of the President to have reference only to cases where there has 
been a judgment of a court-martial and where Congress has un- 
dertaken to set aside the judgment of a court of competent juris- 
diction? Is not that what the President objects to? 

_ Mr. MONDELL. I think that is the President’s position as 
indicated in his veto message. 

Now, I simply want to “~ ey to the House that the Com- 
re on Military Affairs, having charge of these matters, has 
- exceedingly careful in the consideration of these cases; that 
f the hundreds of cases co before the committee very few 
‘ave been or will be considered favorably; that where there is 
one case favorably reported there are hundreds in which the com- 
mittee recognizes no merit, and cases are adversely reported at 


I ask that the gentleman’s time 


There are very few court- 
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every meeting of the committee. We have been exceedingly 
careful to bring nothing before this House which, as we thought, 
the House could not in justice support. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Montana rier. Moenenz} that the bill be laid aside 
to be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

The question having been taken, 

The CHAIRMAN said: The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. TALBERT. I call for a division. 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 64, noes 2. 

Mr. TALBERT. I make the point that there is no quorum 


resent. 

The CHAIRMAN (having counted the Committee of the 
Whole). There are 123 members present—more than a quorum. 
The motion of the gentleman from Montana |Mr. MoNDELL] is 
agreed to, and the bill is laid aside to be reported favorably to the 
House. 

ABRAM WILLIAMS. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 2901) to remove the 
charge of desertion borne opposite the name of Abram Williams. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to remove the charge of desertion borne opposite the name 
of Abram Williams, formerly a private in Company B, Seventh Michigan 
Cavalry Volunteers, and to amend the said soldier's military record to show 
him honorably discharged December 15, 1865, the date of the muster out of 
the service of the organization in which his service was rendered. 

The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 


At the end of the bill add these words: “ Provided, That no pay, bounty, 
. fe mad emoluments shall become due or payable by virtue of the passage 
of this act.” 


Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. I would like to ask the gentlemen 
representing the committee why they propose to add that proviso 
by way of amendment? 

Mr. MONDELL. That proviso is attached to all these bills. 
It does not prevent a man from drawing a pension if he should be 
found entitled to it. 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. This man was shot down in battle; 
he will never draw any pension; and he has no widow. This sol- 
dier, as the proof conclusively shows, was found by neighbors, 
who were brought up with him, with a wound in his side. They 
saw him dying on board a boat. And yet the Secretary of War 
declined absolutely to.find upon my request that this evidence 
was true—evidence upon which any court in the world would di- 
rect a jury to find in favor of this man. 

Now, there is nothing in this case except sentiment. This man 
has left sons and daughters, who are living in my district. The 
widow is gone. The man himself isgone. There can be no pen- 
sion. I submit that this amendment ought not to be made. 
Why should the Government say, ‘‘ We will clear the record, 
which is wrong; we will wipe out this stain upon the memory of 
this dead soldier, provided no claim shall be made against the 
Government.’’ I object to the amendment, and I hope it will be 
voted down. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, an amendment in this form 
is added to all these bills. All thatthe gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. Henry C. —s has said in regard to this soldier is abso- 
lutely true. It is the fact that he died from wounds received in 
the service, and yet has been carried on the rolls all these years 
as a deserter. I do not believe there is any necessity for the 
amendment in this case. But the committee has made it a rule 
to attach an amendment in this form to all bills of this character, 
and I do not feel authorized to consent in this case toa departure 
from the ordinary rule. 

Mr. HENRY ©. SMITH. If the situation is as the gentleman 
explains it, I would not have the committee depart from the ordi- 
nary rule. I did not understand the purpose of the amendment. 

*Mr. MONDELL. The amendment has no special reference to 
this case; it is in accordance with the invariable custom of the 
committee. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. The gentleman from Michigan seems 
to think that this amendment would prevent an application for 
pay, bounty, or other emoluments. 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. No; there is no one living to claim 
any pay, bounty, or emoluments. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. The amendment does not provide that 
no application of that kind shall he made. It simply provides that 
the passage of the bill shall not carry anything of that kind. It 
leaves eve uestion of that sort open. 

Mr. HENRY C.SMITH. There is no widow nor are there any 
children who, under the law, could draw. 

Mr. COONEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask this question 
with reference to the rule the committee has adopted in making 
this addition to these bills: What reason, if any, exists for the 
committee adopting such a rule and placing such a proviso in 
these bills? 

Mr. PARKER. May I answer the gentleman? 
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Mr. MONDELL. Certainly. 

Mr. PARKER. The reason the provision was put upon all of 
these bills is the danger that the endeavor to get little amounts 
of pay bounty, etc., would result in the bringing of a great many 

ills before Con: which would not come merely upon their own 
merits, and the further reason that if there were y any claims 
for pay, bounty, etc., those claims ought to have been made within 
the ordinary time of limitation, and not forty years after. 

Mr. COONEY. Does the gentleman hold that this provision 
prevents the person whose record is clear from obtaining a pen- 
sion and his dues hereafter? 
on PARKER. It does not prevent a pension, because 

dies 

Mr. COONEY. 
mittee has put up? 

Mr. PARKER. Notatall. It prevents the creation of a claim 
for bounty which did not exist, but it does not destroy the right 
to a pension, because that comes from another statute and another 
state of circumstances. 

Mr. MONDELL. I will say to the gentleman in this particular 
case that this amendment would probably prevent the payment 
of about three months’ pay, which was due the soldier, as I recol- 
lect, at the time of his death. 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. Then, Mr. Chairman, let me submit 
that since this record is wrongful against this man, who died from 
a wound received in battle, and his heirs can not get anything— 
there is no widow nor any children who can get anything out of 
this—it would be just a little something, and I ask that it be taken 
off this bill. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Why should he not be entitled to pay under 
these circumstances? 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. Yes. 
tainly entitled to this money. 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman says this is entirely a matter 
of sentiment. I take it for granted itis. There is no thought of 
making any claim against the Government in this case, and there- 
fore no harm is done by this amendment. 

Mr. HAY. I hope the gentleman will not agree to this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. MONDELL. This amendment has been insisted upon by 
this House in the past in cases where the amendment was not 
added in the committee, so that the committee has now adopted 
a rule to attach this amendment to every case regardless of the 
merits, because we find that the possibility of the presentation of 
a claim for $25 or $50 or $75 or $100 may jeopardize a case on the 
floor of the House, and the friends of this bill certainly would not 
want to have that done. 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. Let mesubmit this, if I may be per- 
mitted just fora moment. As I said, this man’s sons and daugh- 
ters are honorable people. They do not want this record of de- 
sertion to rest against their father. It is largely a matter of 
sentiment. Now, I submit it is not fair that this Government 
should enter into this business of making a bargain with the sol- 
dier’s children and say ‘“‘ We will clear the record if you will agree 
or on condition that you shall not present any claim for what this 
Government honestly owes your father.”’ I ask for a voteon that 
amendment. 

Mr. COONEY. Has this soldier a widow? 

Mr. HENRY C.SMITH. No; no heir that could be pensioned. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman,I hope that this amendment will be 
voted down; that is, the amendment to strike out the amendment 


It is, then, simply a scarecrow that the com- 


His heirs, I submit, are cer- 


which is usually put in by the committee. Iam to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Henry C. 
SmrrH], which is to strike out the proviso. If we in doing that 
in one case we will have to continue it in all cases. Now, it has 


been found wise for a large number of years in the interests of 
econom y—— . 

Mr. HENRY C.SMITH. Willthe gentleman permita question? 

Mr. HAY. Certainly. 

Mr. HENRY C.SMITH. If Congress has done a wrong thing, 
the fact that it has been doing it for a long time does not correct 
it, does it? 

Mr. HAY. I do not admit it is doing a a thing. I am 
trying to say that it is doing the right thing. It is doing the 
right thing because if this sort of legislation is indulged in, and 
the proviso which the committee has always put on these bills is 
taken off, you open the flood gates here to all sorts of claims for 
bounty, back pay, pay for a horse,and everything of that sort. 
This proviso is the result of long rience. It is the result of 


wisdom, and it is economy, and the honor of the gentleman’s con- | d 
havy- | committee amendm 


| 


stituents will not be in any wise interfered with or hurt 
ing this amendment on this bill. It is the first time that I have 
heard the question that this proviso should be taken off and I 


hope, therefore, that the bill will stand as it was reported by the | The 
Committee on Military Affairs. 





Ssh teil SSS 


Several Mempers. Vote! Vote! 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment of the 
committee. 
uestion was taken. 

The AIRMAN. The noes a to have it. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, I do not think that the com- 
mittee here has understood the question put by the Chair. The 
amendment of the committee is to put on this proviso. 

Mr. HAY. I understand that the question was on the amend- 
ment of the tleman from Michigan. 

Mr. PAR . Not at all. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the question is 
on the adoption of the committee amendment. 

Mr. PARKER. I think we ought to vote again on that, and I 
ask that the vote be taken again. 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. Mr. Chairman, I rise toa parliamen- 
tary inquiry. After these gentlemen have voted right without 
intending to do so—— 

Mr. PARKER. Oh,I voted all right, and I now ask for a divi- 
sion on this matter. The question, as I understand it, is upon the 
adoption of the committee amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. A division is demanded. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 65, noes 13. 

Accordingly, the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the bill as amended will 
be ordered to be laid aside, to be reported to the House with a 
favorable recommendation. 

Mr. TALBERT. On that I demand a division. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 68, 
noes none, 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point that there is 
no quorum present. 

. SHATTUC. I make the point of order that that motion is 
dilatory. 

Mr. TALBERT. I should like to know how the gentleman can 
arrive at that conclusion? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is clearly within his right. 
No quorum has voted, and the Chair will count to ascertain 
whether a quorum is present. 

After counting the House, the Chairman announced 112 mem- 
bers, a quorum, present. 

Accordingly, the bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside 
to be repo: to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


JOHN O'BRIEN. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 3442) to correct the record 
of John O’Brien. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to remove the charge of dese now standing on the 
records against John O’Brien, late private, Company I, Sixth Regiment 
United States Infantry: Provided, That no pay, bounty, or other emoluments 
shall beeome due or payable by virtue of the passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


LEVI L. REED. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 10095) for the relief of 
Levi L. Reed. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to issue an honorable discharge to Levi L. Reed, late of 
Company H, Fifth Regiment United States Cavalry. 


The amendment recommended by the Committee on Military 
Affairs was read, as follows: 


Provided, That no Rey: bounty, or other emoluments shall become due or 
payable by virtue of the passage of this act. 


The committee amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 
ALBERT BAKER, 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 2316) to coiyect the mili- 
tary record of Albert Baker. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
directed f Albert 


ized and to correct the mili record 0 er, who enlisted 
as a private in Company F. Eleventh Missouri Volunteer Infantry. for ® 
period of three years; d in Battery F, Second United States Artillery, 
and stands charged with deserting, and grant an honorable discharge to said 


soldier, 
The committee amendments set forth in the report were read. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the adoption of the 


ents. 
Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I should like to have the r= 
port in that case read. 
. The report will be read in the time of the 


gentleman. 








1902. 





The Clerk began reading the report (by Mr. MonDELL), which 
is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Aff 
2316) entitled “A bill to correct the military record of Albert Boker, late pri- 


to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 


vate Company H, Eleventh Missouri Volunteer Infantry,” rt the same 
back to the House with the recommendation that it do pass with the follow- 
ing amendment: 

Strike out all after the enac clause and in lieu thereof insert: 

“That Albert Boker shall be held not to have deserted from the military 
service of the United States as a private of Battery F, Second United States 
Artery but to have been honorably discharged from said service and battery 
August 7, 1865: Provided, That no pay, bounty, or other emoluments shall be- 
come due or payable by the passage of this bill.” 

The Committee on Military Affairs made a report in the Fifty-sixth Con- 
gress on this case, which report is as follows: 


Case of Albert Boker, late of Company H, Eleventh Missouri Infantry, and Bat- 
tery F, Second United States Artillery. 


It is shown by the records that Albert Boker was enrolled July 20, 1861, at 
Sumner, DL, mustered into service August 6, 1861, at St. Louis Arsenal, 
Mo., as a private in — Oldham’s company, First Missouri Rifles, to 
serve three years. The —— of this orga: tion was changed to Com- 
pany H, Eleventh Missouri Rifles, and again to Company H, Eleventh Mis- 
souri Infantry. He is reported present on the muster rolls of his company to 
May 10, 1862, on which date he was admitted to hospital steamer D. A. Jan- 
uary with continued fever. He was admitted to a hospital at Jeffer- 
son Barracks, near St. Louis, Mo., May 14, 1862, with debility, and was fur- 
loughed May 22, 1862. He is reported on the muster roll of his company dated 
August 31, 1862, as absent on detached service in Company F, Second United 
States Artillery, since Au 1, 1862, and is so borne on su vent rolls of 
the company to October 31, 1863. He was discharged to date November 30, 
1863, by reason of his reenlistment in Battery F, Second United States Artil- 
lery. 

Respectfully submitted. 

JOHN TWEEDALE, 
Acting Chief Record and Pension Office. 
RECORD AND PENSION OFFICE, 
War Department, February 10, 1900. 
The SECRETARY OF WAR. 


WAR DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, Februgry 13, 1900. 

Sir: I have the honor to return herewith H. R. 421, Fifty-sixth Congress, 
first session, ** To correct the military record of Albert Boker,” and to invite 
attention to inclosed report from the Record and Pension Office, War De- 
partment, relative to the service of this man in Company H, Eleventh Mis- 
souri Volunteer Infantry. 

The records of this office show that Private Albert Boker reenlisted De- 
cember 1, 1868, in Battery F, Second Artillery; deserted August 7, 1865, at 
Louisville, Ky., while en route from Chattanooga, Tenn., to Baltimore, Md., 
and never returned to the service. 

The Department has no power, under act of Congress of March 2, 1889 (copy 


inclosed)—the only law relating to the removal of a charge of desertion now 
in force—to take favorable action in this case 
No evidence has been presented to the De ment that would warranta 


part 
favorable recommendation on the proposed legislation. 
Very respectfully, H. C. CORBIN, 
Adjutant-General. 


The SECRETARY OF WAR. 


e From this ressee * is oo. et the ou on fat pole, had a con- 
inuous service from Augus , to August 7, a period covering four 
years and one day; that he enlisted as a private in Com y H, Eleventh 
Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and while performing fai service as a sol- 
dier in said company he was detailed in Company F, Second United States 
Artillery, where he remained constantly up to August 7, 1865, the date upon 
which he is charged with deserting; that his only absence from service in 
line of duty from the first enlistment, in August, 1861, to August, 1865, was 
during his detention on hospital steamer D. A. January with continued fever, 
and the period he was detained in the hospital at Jefferson Barracks, Mo., 
with debility, and the term of his furlough on account of said illness, about 
three months, all told. 

That he voluntarily returned to the service at the expiration of his fur- 
lough, evidencing his loyal intention. 

The plain, frank statement of the soldier, corroborated by the War Depart- 
ment, shows how he happened to be marked as a deserter. He says that he, 
with his battery, was ordered from Caen, Tenn., to Baltimore, Md., 
as the soldier understood, to be mustered out; that, the war being over, army 
discipline was somewhat lax, and while at Louisville, Ky., en route to Balti- 
— a a congenial associates in the person of many comrades already 

stered out. 

That he failed to receive notice of the hour of the departure from Louis- 
ville of the battery to which he belo ,and hence was left behind. Sosoon 
as he learned that the ay had left he took on the first boat, fol- 
lowing them to Cincinnati, Ohio, gee Rae em there. Failing in 
this, and not ha the money with w to pa transportation to Bal- 
timore, the war being over, and feeling that his services were no longer 
needed, he remained with his brother, who was married and living there, 
that oa the nearest a home he then Q 

The following are affidavits of comrades attest to his worth as a soldier 
=e citizens speaking of his high standing as a citizen before and since the 


State or ILLINors, Crawford County, ss: 


William W. Boatwrigh nein Gly sworn, on his oath states that he isa 
resident of the city of Sullivan, Ind.; that he was a lieutenant and captain in 
a aah H, Eleventh Missouri Volunteer Infantry, from the 20th day of 
July, 1861, to the 20th day of March, A. D. 1864; that he was personally ac- 
quainted with Albert Boker, a private of said Company H, Eleventh Missouri, 
and knew him well as a member of said company; that in 1862, as affiant re- 


members, in July or August, affiant was ordered his tal com- 
mander to detail three men to go to the First U States and 
that he detailed said Albert Boker as one of these three men; that said Boker 
pe md yong ope soldier and that on account of this fact he was 
selected om detail; that affiant saw said Boker after 
Placed on this detail, a the war, up to about when affiant last re- 
ap having seen him a Ene of service; that - = 

he was a good soldier. Aides taddher gasses tant he wan > 
quainted with said Albert Boker before the war, as well as and that 
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oid 
said Boker has ever demeaned himself, to the knowledge of affiant, as a 


worthy citizen. 
WILLIAM W. BOATWRIGHT. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 30th day of October, A. D. 1899. 
(SEAL.] GEORGE N. PARKER, Notary Public. 


Srate or ILLINo!Is, Richland County, ss; 


duly sworn, on oath says that he was a private of Battery I, Sec- 
States Artillery, from about June, 1862, up to Ist day of December, 
. at Vancouver, Washington State. Affiant wasfirst a private 
in Compony , Eleventh Missouri, and was detached for service in the 

as aforesaid. Albert Boker was also a private in Compan 
souri, and was detached for service in the said battery at the same time that 
affiant was, and the said Albert Boker served in thé said battery with affiant 
up to about August, 1965, when affiant did notsee him afterwards. The com- 
mand was going from Chattanooga, Tenn., to Maryland, and the last afflant 
saw of him was at Louisville, Ky. At Louisville a number of the company 
got left behind and did not in catch up with the command until it had 
to Parkersburg, W. Va., but the said Albert Boker, who was also left be- 

, did not rejoin his command. 

The battery saw no more active service after Boker left, and was soon 
transferred from Baltimore to California. Affiant is free to say that during 
the entire time that said Boker was in the said service he was ous of the best 
members of the er ae ready for duty, never sick, and one of the 
most loyal men to the United States Government that affiaut ever became 
acquainted with. Affiant is satisfied that said Boker had no intention of 
deserting his command at Louisville, but in all probability drank a little too 
=a. and, when he came to, his command departed and he could not 

ollow. : 

Affiant has no interest in this case and is not related in any way to said 


Albert Boker. 
JOSEPH FAHRENBAKER. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 5th day of October, A. D. 1899, and 
I certify that the above affidavit was read over to affiant before he signed 
the same, and that he was made acquainted with its contents, and that Iam 


not interested in the claim. 
[SEAL.] H. G. MORRIS, Notary Public. 


ara, being daly ser a resident of Junction, Gallatin County, Ill., aged 58 
je ni 
1868; discha 


ttery 
H, Eleventh Mis- 


STATE OF ILLINOIS, Crawford County, ss: 


Samuel P. Mann, being duly sworn according to law, deposes and says that 
he is 72 years of age; that he was a member of Company H, Eleventh Regi- 
ment of Missouri Volunteers, war of 1861, and that Albert Boker was also a 
member of said company for about a year while this affiant wasa member 
thereof; that this a: t knew the said Albert Boker from about 1859 to the 
present time; that the said Albert Boker before said war was an industrious 

armer boy engaged in farming where this affiant resided; that the said 
Boker served with this affiant in said company for about one year; that the 
said Boker was a good and brave soldier and performed his duty as such 
soldier; that the said Boker was detailed and served with Battery I, Second 
United States Artillery, and that while said Boker was serving in said artil- 
lery this affiant saw him quite often, and that he knows that said Boker was 
a faithful, honorable, and true soldier; that affiant saw the said Boker in the 
battle of Nashville and knows he was performing his duty as a soldier, and 
that this affiant saw the said Boker soon after he returned from the war and 
has been intimately acquainted with him ever since, and knows that he has 
been an industrious, honorable citizen. ” 

That he has married in this county and raised a family,and is now engaged 
in an honorable occupation; that from what this affiant knows of the service 
of the said Boker during the war he is confident that he never intended to 
desert the Army; that he was ever ready to dohisduty. This affiant makes 
this affidavitéhat he may aid the said Albert Boker to secure an honorable 
discharge from military service of the yatted States, which he, the said 
Boker, in the opinion of this affiant, is j entitied to. That this affiant 
now resides in the city of Robinson, county of Crawford, and State of Illinois, 
and has been resident of said city since about the year of 1545. 

SAMUEL P. MANN. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 3d day of January, 1900. 

(SEAL. ] GEORGE N. PARK ER, 

Notary Public 


STatTs or ILLINors, Crawford County, ss: 


Jefferson Daugherty, being duly sworn according to law, deposes and says 
that he is 58 years of ; that he was a member of Company H. Eleventh 
Regiment of Missouri Volunteers, war of 186], and that Albert Boker was 
also a member of said company for about a year while this affilant wasa 
member thereof. This affiant knew the said Al Boker from_1859 to the pres- 
ent time; that the said Al Boker, before the war, was an industrious farmer 
boy, enga, in farming near where this affiant resided; that said Boker 
served with this affiant in said company for about one year,and that he 
(said Boker) was a good and brave soldier and performed his duty as such 
soldier; that the said Boker was detailed to serve in Battery F, Second 
United States Artillery, and that while said Boker was serving in said 
artillery this affiant saw him quite often, and that he knows that he was a 
fai , honorable soldier; that when the said Boker came home from Cin- 
cinnati, Ohio, at the close of the war, on his way home he stopped and took 
dinner with this affiant, and then informed him that his battery had gone 
and left him. : 

That he was left at Louisville, Ky., and followed on to Cincinnati, and ran 
out of money and came back home, the war then having closed; that this 
affiant is satisfied and from the conduct of said Boker knows that he never 
had any intention of failing to do his duty asa soldier; that the said Boker 
since return home has married and raised a family and has been a good 
citizen in this county since his return from the Army, and that the said Boker 
is entitled to an honorable discharge from the United States service; that 
affiant makes this affidavit free and voluntarily to aid a worthy comrade in 
procuring an honorable discharge; that affiant resides in the city of Robin- 
son, county of Crawford and State of Illinois; that this affiant has resided in 
Crawford County, II1., since his discharge from the United States service. 


JEFFERSON (his x mark) DAUGHERTY. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 3d day of January, 1900. 
[SBAL.] GEORGE N. PARKER, Notary Public. 


ROBINSON, ILL., December 29, 1899. 
To whom it may concern: , 
I, Charles H. Steel, certify that I have been a resident of Robinson, Craw- 
ford County, Ill., for forty-two years; that I am at present cashier of the 
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First National Bank of Robinson, Ill. I further ce 
Albert Boker since boyhood; that he is a good citizen, a d and considerate 
husband and father; that there has been no stain upon his character while a 
citizen of our county; that his life has been such that he is entitled toand 
should receive all the credibility that can be given to any man; that Iam in 


that I have known 


no way related to him. 
CHARLES H. STEEL. 


This is to certify that I, Abner P. Woodworth, have been a resident of the 
city of Robinson, Crawford County, Ill., over forty years; that I am a 
dent of the First National Bank of Robinson, Ill. I further certify tI 
have been a neighbor of and intimately acquainted with the character and 
habits of Albert Boker for over thirty years, and fully concur in the above 


statement of Mr. Steel on this sheet. 
ABNER P. WOODWORTH. 
During the reading, 
Mr. MONDELL said: Mr. Chairman, I think I can make a 
statement which will make the facts in this case clearly under- 


stood. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I have asked for the reading 
of the report in my time. I want to hear the report read. The 
pane accused me of not reading the report and I want to 

ear it. 

The Clerk having proceeded for some time further in the read- 
ing of the report, 

Mr. TALBERT said: Mr. Chairman, I ask that the further 
reading of the report be dispensed with. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


ASA TARBOX, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 1423) granting an increase 
of pension to Asa T. Tarbox. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized, subject to the rules and limitations of the pension laws, to place 
upon the pension roll the name of Asa T. Tarbox, late a private in Company 
F, Eleventh Massachusetts Infantry, and pay him a pension of $24, the same 
to be in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions were read, as follows: 

; Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
owing: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Asa Tarbox, late of Company F, Elev- 
enth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Asa Tarbox.” 

The amendments were agreed to. ; 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


JOHN M’DONALD. . 


The next business was thé bill (S. 4214) granting an increase 
of pension to John McDonald. 
e bill was read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 


autborized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John McDonald, late of Com- 


any E, Ninety-seventh Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay | 


im a pension at the rate of per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 

with a favorable recommendation. 
ISRAEL HALLER, 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 3733) granting an increase 
of pension to Israel Haller. 

The bill was read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Israel Haller, late of Com- | 


ny H, Ninth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
S the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The following amendment recommended by the committee was 
read: 


In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“seventeen.” 


Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman,I desire to make a few remarks, 
but inasmuch as the hour is far advanced, I ask permission to ex- 
tend my remarks in the Recorp. 


Mr. Chairman, a few weeks ago I had occasion to make some 


remarks upon the subject of private pension legislation. I showed 
by the report of the Commissioner of Pensions that during the 
months of January and February, 1901, there was oe the 
House in the four days in which such bills were conside 
private pension bills; that 465 of these were for increases. Four 
hundred and sixty-five of these bills were to increase pensions 
for soldiers whose claims had all been considered by the Pension 
Bureau, and had received the highest pension given them by the 
general law. 

I further showed that there was no uniformity in the amount 
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there had been passed on an average 177 private pension bills 
each day; that in passing so many bills in so short a time it was 
was impossible to give them proper consideration; that, in fact, 
no consideration was given those bills in the House. I complained 
sae such hasty action by the House in passing private pension 
ills. 

On the 15th day of this month (March) I read to the House in 
my time as part of my remarks the following letter from an ex- 
Union soldier of long service: 


Hon. T. W. Stms. 

My Deak Sir: Asa long-term soldier of the civil war,and as a member of 
the pension committee of the Union Veteran Legion, I desire to thank you 
on behalf of my comrades on the manly, patriotic stand you have taken 
against political favoritism in the qoameen < pensions. 

It is time somebody had told the truth about the pension question. Favor- 
itism prevails to such an extent that the veteran has come to regard his pen- 
sion more as a political perquisite than asa Government reward. I can not 
think it was ever the intent of the ——— of this country, in their desire to 
assist the vouunene, that it should me part of the “spoils” system of 

rty machinery. 
rf have recently made a pretty thorough analysis of the last report of the 
Commissioner of Pensions and am a: at the inequality and injustice that 
isapparent. The most vicious feature, of course, is the ial-act pensions, 
by which men with no service record and no pensionable status receive larger 

nsions through political influence than the deserving veteran who has to 
Repend on the merits of his case alone. To the faithful soldier of the civil 
war the present system of granting pensions is a humiliation and an insult. 
In the first place, he is ed as an imposter and perjurer and the burden 
of proof to the contrary laced on him. He is subjected to expenses and 
tedious delay and examinations by boards whose reports are discredited by 
the Commissioner of Pensi as per page 67 of his report. The pension sys- 
tem could be simplified and millions of expense saved by a law granting a 
specified amount and simply requiring the applicant to prove his identit 
with the name on the original enrollment on file in the War Department. 
The time has come when this could be done without regard to disability of 
claimant, asany man 60or more years of age is physically incapacitated from 
hard manual labor. 

One great evil of the favoritism shown is the fact that those who receive 

nsions in that way no longer have any interest in the thousands of their 
Scoerving comrades. seer. ve got their pull, and every vestige of frater- 
nal interest and comradeship is lost sight of in their selfi success, and they 
do not want the pension question discussed for fear it may imperil their 
political perquisite. On behalf of my comrades I protest it paying the 
widow of any President $5,000 per year without regard to her income, while 
the widows of the common soldiers, faithful, —— devoted wives and 
mothers as the Lord ever permitted to live, are paid $8 per month after de- 
claring an income of less than $250 per year. 

And I am speaking on behalf of tens of thousands of my comrades when I 
say that we would rather see the entire pension system abolished than see it 
abused by and through political favoritism. 

My t interest in this question is my apology for trespassing on your 


valuable time. 
With kind regards, yours, truly, H. M. AVIS, 
941 Cooper Street, Camden, N. J. 


(Late Company F, Twelfth New Jersey Volunteers, civil war.) 


Immediately the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CaALDERHEAD] 
arose and as part of his remarks made use of the following lan- 
lage: 
4 CALDERHEAD. Mr. Chairman, I want to say a word upon the letter 


that has just been read at the suggestion of the gentleman from Tennessee 
{Mr. Sims]. The sentiments expressed in the letter are the legitimate fruit 


CAMDEN, N, J., March 8, 1902. 


| of the speech that was made which called it forth. At the time that speech 
| was made a large part of the remarks were addressed to the criticism of the 


work of the Invalid Pensions Committee. Asa member of that conimittee 
during the last Congress and during this Congress, I have never known any 
bill to pass the committee by reason of political favoritism, and if the gentle- 
man himself adopts the language of the letter and makes that accusation 
against the committee he does injustice to himself and also does injustice to 
the committee. Bills that are passed by the Invalid Pensions Committee re- 
ceive as fair consideration at the hands of as honorable men as any other 
bills that are passed i any committee in this House, and I think no gentle- 
man is better aware of that fact than the gentleman from Tennessee. 


The gentleman seemed to think that the writer of the letter was 
unduly criticising the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Mr. Chairman, I can not see that this letter or that my speech 


| makes any reflection on that committee. I have no idea that the 


committee knows the politics of the soldiers whose —— are 
increased by these bills, but that does not prevent political favor- 
itism being practiced. The committee, in reporting bills, act on 
such bills as are pointed out by the members of the House who 
introduce them. 

When a Republican member of this House has introduced as 
many as 50 bills and he can only get four or five reported and 
passed, does anyone suppose he will not single out bills for Re- 

ublicans? I have not a doubt of it. Then, on the other hand,a 
Dement will do exactly the same thing. In this way political 
favoritism is shown, but not by the committee as such. This 
can not be prevented, however unjust it may be. 

In the speech I made criticising the hasty action of the House 
in passing 177 bills at one session I believed the high-water mark 
had been reached, but, Mr. Chairman, on the day the :.b_ ve letter 
was read as part of my remarks the House was called to order at 


the session only three and one-half hours in length, with prayer, the 
reading of the Journal, and some other business transacted, there 
was considered in the Committee of the Whole and in the 
House 229 bills. The House was in session two hundred and 
eleven minutes and 229 bills, being one bill for every min- 


of increases carried by the several bills; that in those four days ' ute of its entire session and 18 over. So it might be argued that 
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my speech and the letter I had read had fallen on dull ears. No 
one will be so rash as to contend that bills — in that way 


receive the slighest “reer consideration by the House. 

Mr. Chairman, I have received too many letters like the one 
above read, regarding that speech, to take the time of the House 
to read them. I must admit that I had but little hope that what 
I then said would have any effect on this House, but I did hope 
that the people would have their eyes opened to what their repre- 
sentatives were doing. Mr. Chairman, I now read an extract 
from a newspaper—the Placer County Leader—published at Au- 
burn, Placer County, Cal., as follows: 

PRIVATE PENSION BILLS. 

Beprenmntaiive Sims, - Senna, is ‘Sieimin and rightfully urging -_ 
this business of passing va msion y Congress shou sto 
If a case occurs where the Tension Bureau finds the law will not carves a 
= plea for grant or for increase, let the Bureau report the case to Con 

or a remedy, gree or special; but stop this indiscriminate e of pri- 
nsions by Con . There were on the rolls on the Ist of July 1901, 
pensioners, or 4,206 increase (notwithstanding the decrease by death 
In the past three months Congress has introduced 
5,672 private pension bills. Some members have introduced as high as 200, 
and increases have been nted out of all apparent proportion to the disa- 
bility sustained. (From CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.) 

e believe Mr. Sims is clearly right. Itis true that many a man who went 
in to fight rather than to make a big hospital record has yn unable to se- 
cure the n evidence ‘at time of injury ’ through scattering or death 
of comrades or officers. 

That was the experience of one we knew, who having laid claim for a 
cific injury at a specified time and place must prove that in each point. 
he procured a nice hospital record then and there, and claimed on that, he 
might perhaps have fared better than the $1 a month for the first seventeen 

ears and $2 for two years. After nineteen years futile search for proof his 
bo man went to the Pension Commissioner with “I want to know where 
the ‘stick’ is!” The Bureau sent the man “information which may enable 
you to perfect your claim.” That only living “information” was but 40 miles 
away, a ae it within twenty-four hours. Now, we honestly believe 
that such would occur from conference of aqeneane with the Pen- 
sion Bureau, and claimants would get what the law allows, neither more nor 

less, and that is all anyone should ask. 
I do not know the 


This newspaper is Republican in politics. 
This paper can not have any personal or politi- 


7 
of civil-war veterans). 


owner or editor. 
cal interest in me, and certainly no motive in saying what it has 
other than an honest expression of its views. 
Mr. Chairman, I now read an editorial from the Washington 
Post of to-day, March 28, 1902, as follows: 
SPECIAL PENSION LEGISLATION, 


Would it be impossible for Co to frame and enact a general military 
pension law under which all applications for such pensions could be finall 
and fairly disposed of by the Pension Bureau? That Bureau is provided with 
all the agencies that would appear to be — for such service. Medical 
science and the legal profession have been drawn upon for a large and costly 
ornpens of examiners and reviewers and re-reviewers. 

The great machine is renee under various acts of Congress, presumably 
intended to cover all cases, and nevertheless Co continues to be the 
arbiter upon a large and ever-increasing number of applications. This fact 
evidences defects in the laws which call loudly for remedial action. Ifasim- 
ilar situation existed in any other branch of the service—a palpable failure 
to comeanywhere near ng its intended parpose-t is morally certain that 
a legislative remedy would be devisedand applied. But Congress seems more 
than willing to be a supplemental pension bureau. 

The Boston Herald notes that a co’ mdent of the New York Evening 
Post raises the question as to whether dent Roosevelt can conscientiously 
permit the 229 pension bills that were passed in the National House of Repre- 
sentatives in one hundred and ten minutes on the 15th instant to become 
enacted into law. The Herald says the Constitution directs that as rds 
each one of these bills, ‘if he approve he shall sign it; but if not he re- 
turn it with his objections.” And our Boston contemporary adds: 

“The President may say that he approves these bills because Congress has 
approvedthem. Of course, he can approve them on no other grounds, for 
he has simply not the the time to investigate them on their merits. The 
President does not differ from the body that passed them in taking this 
stand. These bills are generally passed by a bare quorum, if, indeed 
is a quorum in the case. The members allowing them to know nothi 
about them; they manifestly could know nothing when the bills go throug 
at the rate of more than two per minute, The members shelter themselves 
behind the committee that ropes the bills, and the President shelters him- 
self behind the members. Is it edifying enactment of laws?” 

Itis =e impossible for the President to inves te and pass “pom the 
merits of the claims in response to which those b are passed. he 
nothing else to do the task would be im ble. Norcan Senators or Repre- 
sentatives, except those on the Pension Committees of the two Houses, per- 
form that labor. Thus it necessarily happens that a favorable report from 
a committee carries a bill through. aturally members decline to vote 
against a bill of whese merits they have no personal knowledge. The Post 
has no doubt that the Pension Committees intend to deal justly, but so many 
grists come to their mills that mistakesare unavoidable. 

But we do not believe it is necessary to supplement the Pension Bureau— 
the elaborate and costly mechanism provided for the carrying out of the 

vension laws—with those pension mills in the Capitol. Either those laws are 
defective or Congress is doing what it has no occasion todo. In either case 
the responsibility rests on Congress. 


These letters and newspaper editorials show that my humble 
efforts in opposition to this wholesale passage of private pension 
bills are not passing unnoticed by the press and people of the 
country, and when the people are fully informed as to the great 
discrimination caalioall UF the House in these private pension 
bills, and that they pass by the hundred without the least bit of 
consideration, Representatives will be sent here that will demand 
that an end be put to this farce of private ion bill day, and 
that every bill be properly considered, and tha bills for pensions 
be passed only in such cases as have no remedy under the general 
law and are meritorious and for such amounts as would be given 
the pensioner under the general law was his title good at the Bu- 
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reau, and before any bill for a pension should pass it should be 
submitted to the Pension Bureau and receive its favorable recom- 
mendation. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the gentleman will be 
permitted to extend his remarks in the Recorp. The Chair hears 
no objection. 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


SARAH A. CARTER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 3650) 
granting a pension to Sarah A. Carter. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to = on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah A. Carter, dependent 
mother of Joseph 8. Carter, late of Captain Cobb’s company, Maine State 
Militia, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

HENRY M. TAYLOR. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 3216) 
granting an increase of pension to Henry M. Taylor. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry M. Taylor, late of 
Company H, Sixteenth eae Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
MARTHA A. HOLLINGSEAD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5883) granting a pension to Martha A. Hollingseed. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That a pension of $20 per month be granted to Mrs. Mar- 
tha A. Hollingseed, of Elkhart, Tex. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 


lowing: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, saber’ to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Martha A. Hollingsead, widow of Joseph Hol- 
lingsead, late of Company A, Fifteenth Regiment United States Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “‘A bill grantinga pension to Martha A. Hol- 
lingsead.”’ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


ANDREW B, SPURLING, 


The next business on the Private Caiendar was the bill (H. R. 
11916) granting an increase of pension to Andrew B. Spurling. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Andrew B. Spurling, late 
lieutenant-colonel Second Regiment Maine Volunteer Cavalry and brevet 
ae gee of volunteers, and pay him a pension at the rate of $100 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the words ‘one hundred” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “thirty.” 

Mr. BOUTELL. Mr. Chairman, the committee amendment to 
this bill fixes the amount at $30 a month. I would like to move 
an amendment to the committee amendment, by substituting the 
word “‘ fifty ’’ for the word “‘ thirty,’’ and in offering that amend- 
ment I should, perhaps, say a few words to the committee. Al- 
though the beneficiary of this bill, General Spurling, lives in my 
district, I have not the honor of a personal acquaintance with 
this distinguished officer. The facts in this case were sent to me 
by some of his friends, and upon their statement of facts I intro- 
duced the bill as requested by them. The report in this case 
states that he enlisted in the volunteer service from the State of 
Maine, and that he served from 1861 to December, 1865, in the 
First and Second Maine Cavalry, being honorably discharged 
with the brevet rank of brigadier-general. 

He was four times wounded—twice in 1863, by a gunshot wound, 
a pistol shot; in 1864 by a saber cut, and the same year being 
thrown from Escambia bridge—and, furthermore, that he con- 
tracted acute rheumatism. The pension he is now receiving is 
$22.50 a month. He is now 70 years of age. I have received from 
some of his friends in Chicago this morning an affidavit, sworn 
to on the 26th day of this month, in which it is stated that within 
the past eighteen months General Spurling has been twice para- 
lyzed; that he is entirely helpless, and that in 1894 he lost all the 
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property that he had, and he is now entirely destitute. Consider- 
ing these facts as submitted to me by men in whom I have the 
highest confidence, considering the honorable and 


service of this man, his destitution and saad it 


seems to me we could, not only in generosity, but in strict justice, 
make this $50 a month; and I therefore offer that amendment in 
place of the committee amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The tleman from Illinois proposes to 
amend the committee amendment by inserting the word “‘ fifty ”’ 
in place of the word “‘thirty.”” The question is on the amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, if the statement of 
the gentleman from Illinois is true, I have no objection to the 
amendment. I would have been glad if that information had 
been known to the committee. There was nothing as to his 

resent condition, there was nothing as to his financial condition. 
re was nothing except the fact that he was a lieutenant- 
colonel, and the committee’s report of $30 was the full amount. 
Ordinarily I think the facts stated by the gentleman ought to have 
come to the committee, so that they could have been considered; 
but in this instance I shall make no further objection. 

Mr. BOUTELL. Mr. Chairman, I ask leave to incorporate in 
my remarks the affidavit I have just received. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the gentleman will be 
allowed to extend his remarks in the way indicated. 

There was no objection. 

The affidavit is as follows: 

STatTe oF ILzr1No1s, County of Cook, ss: 


Andrew B. Spurling, be’ duly swern, deposes and says that he is up- 
ward of 69 of age, and t in the month of October, A. D. 1900, he was 
stricken with paralysis, Sew his ~ side was completely yzed,and 
whereby he was confined in a. fora + pasted of Shout! ve weeks, and 
thereafter recovered sufficient! able to walk with difficulty, 
and that since said time he has cab been sbie % to 0. perform any labor or tame 
be’ f ral bee vey = pars pete ne pp t side mpeeeny 

e of pa 
since said time he yt oo, to walk only 4 difficulty, and i. 
ever since and now is wholly and aaa oak unable to — any Lae or 
‘sor means of apport, oxsept the amvant be =i ty thou: 
property or means of support, exce amoun Shaws himasa 
pension from the Government of the United Sta 
Affiant further :o- that immediately prior = ro the Soe ic of 1893 


he was well situated meiy, but invested all of his means in 

of property and construction thereon in the in the 

State of Illinois, and that about the year reason of said 

and de . ries ere paceman’ fn said 
rty and means fe e foreclosure mortenpen sen said property,and 

tna a said property was lost through the failure a who were in- 

Gobted to affant in a large amount and became una to pay affiant the 


amount of such indebtedness. 
ANDREW B. SPURLING. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 26th day of March, A. D. 1902. 
[SEAL.] HALLIE C 
Noun Public. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment to the committee 
amendment was agreed to. 

The committee amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

ELLA R, GRAHAM, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1630) 
granting an increase of pension to Ella R. Graham. 
ie bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, sgubject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ella R. Graham, widow of 
James Duncan Graham, late commander, United States Navy, and pay her 
@ pension at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 

JAMES E. DEXTER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was ~ bill (S. 3481) 
granting an increase of pension to James E. Dexte 
see bill was read, as follows: 

e it enacted, etc., That the Sec f the Interior be, and he is h f 
ontnatadieal and directed to ayy aan he pension roll, subject to the on 
ond Reena She peas .—- ee es ae 

‘ortieth ew Yor un Infantry, 

Son ab the sate a iment Now York Volunteer Intentry, and pey him _— 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
raendation. 
JOHN G. HUTCHINSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2768) 
granting an increase of ion to John G. Hutchinson. 


The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That ‘place on the pension Poll subject to the provisions 


authorized and directed to zrname of Jobe G. i 
and limitations of the a on ey the name of 
of aoany E, Fourth Regiment New Ham: 


pay b im a pension at the rate of $20 per month iS te tenet cit that be is bates 
caiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
CHESTER E, WADSWORTH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
12115) granting a pension to Chester E. Wadsworth. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., aie mee eaneinny of Cho inieier ba ond dota heaty, 
"directed to the pension roll, oahincs te to the the prowinens 
— — laws, the name of Chester E. Wadsworth, late 
tain Barker's Dragoons, Ilin Mili 
at the rate of $50 per month. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6 strike out the word “Dragoons” and insert in lieu Sue. the 
word “company.” In line 7 strike out the words “State Militia” and in- 
sert “Volunteer Cavalry.” In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert 


the word “twelve.” 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer 
an amendment to strike out the word ‘ twelve ”? and insert the 
word “‘seventeen.”” I think the facts in the case are shown by 
the report of the committee; but, simply for the sake of compari- 
son, I secured the avert of the committee on the bill just passed 

receding this, and I find in that case the pensioner was recei 

$6 a month and it was increased to $20 a month. I think a com- 

parison of that report with this one will show that the facts in 
that case are no stron, than in this case. This man is not re- 
ceiving a pension at He was in what was known as Barker's 
Tilinois Cav: , which. was held not to have been mustered into 
the service of the United States. He was drawing a on under 
the construction of the ent that held that this cavalry 
was mustered into the service of the United States; he was draw- 
ing a pension of $8 a month; but subsequently they held that it 
was not in the service of the United States, ‘and the pension was 


dropped 

2 I desire to call the attention of the chairman of the com- 
mittee to the statement of the report by the committee itself. 
From the showing made in the ent this man was receiv- 
ing a pension of $8 per month for orrhoids and disease of the 
rectum. It shows, too, that he lives on a little piece of land 
worth $200 or $300, that he has been am and has asked the 
county for ai three or four Mowe y ae was filed 
showing that he was incapaci in consequence of injury to 
the left foot, and that he had no means of support, anon he 
was temperate, industrious, and of good mo: character. 

This man applied for an increase of pension in 1889, and the 
report of the last examination shows this: 

Prior to the dropping of the soldier's name from the roll the beneficiary 
filed, in 1889, another c: for pension on account of rupture, ie ine ae to foot, 
catarrh, and stricture, but claim_was also rejected in 
ground ‘that title to could not ee Sa for the reason that the sold soldier's 
Srganization had no been in the United States service. 

last examined, in 1892, the board of paeene Sune hen Se be suf- 
fering from a rupture, stricture, injury to the left foot, catarrh, and pleurisy. 

Now, it seems to me that a man in this condition should be 
entitled to receive more than $12 a month. The Pension Office 
found that the disabilities for which he was receiving a pension 
was of service origin. They did not give him an o ity to 
show under the second soot cation that the disabilities were in- 
curred in the service. 

I think in the affidavit he alleges that they did occur in the serv- 
ice, and he sets out in detail how the disabilities were incurred. 
I believe it would be just for this pensioner to be given at least 
$17 amonth. I think it is a modest request, and that the amend- 
ment should be ae 

Mr.SULLOWAY. Mr. Chairman, the committee recommended 
what they thought under the circumstances this man ought to 
have. His a was a ae oe , only from April 19, 1861, to 
August 18, 1861. reads from the last examina- 
tion of the report of th the of surgeons of the difficulties which 
they found were contracted in the service. We have given him 
$12, a pension which, under the act of 1890, would be for total 
disability. I hardly think we should be justified in adopting the 
amendment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was lost. 

The committee amendment was was agreed to 

The bill was laid aside to be reported tothe House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


GEORGE FARNE. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2262) 


granting an increase of on to George Farne. 
ee (ner 
oe enpeiel, tee Interior be, and he is hereby, 


thorized and Se sett atone te the 
scheme eneee ten the namo of Goargo Farne, ite second 
lieutenant Company Forty-eighth Iegiment olunteer In- 
fantry. and pay him & penton the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that he 


is now 
Mr. PATTERSON of Mr. Chairman, I move to 


Pennsylvania 
amend by striking out the word “ Pacino’ ggaiitieaiaatarenty. 
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This applicant had a bill reported by the Senate committee in the 

last Con a I find upon examination that this ae isa 

- hoe rt. I know the man to be in a very feeble state 
ask the cominittee to accept this amendment. 


— eth ana ak Mr. Chairman, this is a Senate bill, and I 
do not think we should be justified in adopting such an amend- 
ment. Nothing has been stated that will warrant us in accept- 


ing it. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was lost. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
CALEB W. STORY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
12145) granting an increase of pension to Caleb W. Story. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
ant th it enacted, ofc. 2s etc., That the coon the of the Interior be, ond be is est. 

D ra, ations of the ment ‘Now ¥ Yor Voluntecr Cavalry aaa acon 
pany G4 the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is Gadbsreieies. 

The following amendment was recommended by the committee: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty ” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation, 


GEORGE W. MYERS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2398) 
granting an increase of pension to George W. Myers. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the: Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pate < on the pees roll subject to the provisions 
and a of the of George W Myers, late of 


Comrany’F Ninth Regiment Jove Voluntgar utantry, and pay ita a po 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


DANIEL J. MAHONEY, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R 
8106) granting a pension to Daniel J. Mahoney. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, sad he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension —— sub; to the ore 
and limitations of the laws, the name of Daniel J. Mahoney, and pay 
him a a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now recei 
With the following amendments reported by the committee: 


Strike out all of lines 6 and 7 and insert in lieu thereof the following: “of 
Daniel J. Mahoney, t~ of ee. U. 8. 8. Vandalia, United States Navy, and 

pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving.” 

Amend the title 80 as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel J. Mahoney.” 

The committee amendments were 

The bill was laid aside to be repo: 
able recommendation. 


CHARLES ©. DUDLEY. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 4095) 
granting an increase of ee Dudley. 
a as fo 


to. 
tothe House with a favor- 


The Clerk read the llows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the a pension roll, subject to apenas 
and limitations of the . Jong Se amen of ¢ Charles Cc. y, ae of 


Company D, Sixth Sangee ¥. Infantry, an 
him & pensiin ab the attra G0 poe moe ner entnls rte 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


WILLIAM KASTE, 


oul next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6021) granting a pension to William Kaste. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be {mene etc., thet De Mocvoters of She Interior be, and, be is hereby, 


authorized lace upon the pension roll, subject to the 

and limitations of the het on laws, the namie of William Kast, Inte 
-fifth Regiment Dllinois Volunteers, 

pay h him a pension at the rate of $2) a month. 


a musician in the bent ot the 

With the following amendments, recommended by the com- 
mittee: 

age tine 4 strike out the word ae ae insert in lieu thereof the word 

"Ee Neseelieniions Oe eet wees 

In line 6 strike out the word “‘a.”’ 

In ling | strike out the word “Volunteers” and insert in lieu thereof the 
i In line 8 strike out the word “twenty ™ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
1a same line strike out the word “a” and insert in lieu thereof the word 


The committee amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a fay- 
orable recommendation. 


| and limitations of the 
| pany I, Sixty-third Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 








| 
| 
shall have arrived at the age of 16 yaa, lieu of that she is now receiving.” 
| A bil 
| 


ELIZA J. WEST. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4542) granting a pension to Eliza J. West. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it eupeted, fe. fo. Fak the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and lace-on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and yn peg A of the Pieced laws, the name of Eliza J. West, formerly the 
wife of Elisha B. Weat! late o private in Companies B and D of the Seventh 
Indiana Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 a month. 
With the following amendments reported by the committee: 
Strike out all after the word “‘ West,” in line 6, and all of lines 7, 8, and 9, 
and insert in lien thereof the following: “ widow of Elisha B. West, late of 
Companies B and D, Seventh a uiinns, Volunteer Cavalry, and pay 
her a aes t the rate of $12 per and $2 per month additional for 
each of the minor children of es until such children shall have ar- 
rived at the age of 16 years. 
The committee amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
CARLIN HAMLIN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2625) 


| granting an increase of pension to Carlin Hamlin. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
on laws, the name of Carlin Hamlin, late of Com- 


sion at the rate of $0 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was laid aside tode reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
PAULINE M. ROBERTS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
10951) granting a pension to Pauline M. Roberts. 

The bill was as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Semele of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of — ae laws, the name of Pauline M. Roberts, widow 
of Samuel Roberta, la’ , Seventy-se Regiment Pennsylvania Vol- 
| unteer Infantry, and om her a pension at the rate of $50 per month 

The following amendments were reported by the committee: 


= ines strike out the word “ fifty’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twen’ y-five. ” 

the same line, after the word “month,” insert the following: “and $2 per 
month additional on account of the minor child of the officer until such child 


Amend the title so as to read: * 
Pauline M. Roberts.” 


The committee amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a 
favorable recommendation. , 


MARGARET DUNN. 


The next business was the bill (S. 2938) granting an increase 
of pension to Margaret Dunn. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Inierior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and di to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Margaret Dunn, widow of 
J te of Battery E, Third Regiment United States Artille ry, and 
i pay era pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 

ving 


granting an increase of pension to 





The pill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
WILLIAM T. HAMILTON. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 11117) to pension William 
T. Hamilton, of Wheeling, Ohio County, W. Va. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it oumeted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place the name of William T. Hamilton, late a 
member of Sepang E, of the Twelfth Pennsylvania Infantry V olunteers, 
upon the pension roll at the vate of $0 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 


lowiT bat the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place os the ei o— i, subject to the provisions and limi- 
ET the m T. Hamilton, late of Com- 
meal Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pansion at the rate 0 dee in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 
title go as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
wien 4 Tih Hamilton.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
TORGUS HARALDSON, 


The next business was the bill (S. 1264) granting an increase of 
pension to Torgus Haraldson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Bots enacted, fe. That the Senestgay af to Ratenior bev and he is hereby, 
and directed to place on the pension gt, subdect to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Haraldson, late of 


y E, t Minnesota Wolentecr fates Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
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The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


CARL JORDAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6412) for the relief of Carl Jordan and restoration to pension roll. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


. 
Whereas Carl Jordan enlisted in Company B, First United States Volun- 
teer Infantry, in the Army of the Uni States, on January —,, 1864, and 
served faithfully until the —— day of November, 1865, when he was honorably 
discharged, and su uently received under the act of Congress June 
27,1890, a pension of a month until March ——, 189, when he was dropped 
from the pension roll for the alleged reason of disloyalty in having been a 
soldier in the Confederate service: and 

Whereas it appears that at the breaking out of the war of the rebellion the 
said Carl Jordan was living in Richmond, Va., drafted into 
the Confederate service, but at the first opportuni that service 
and entered bona fide into that of the Army of the United States, and faith- 
fully discharged his duty therein as hereinbefore set forth: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, etc., That the said Carl Jordan be, and he is hereby, restored 
to the pension roll of the United States, and that the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions be, and he is hereby, instructed to enter the name of Carl Jordan on 
said roll at the same rate originally granted, and also to pay him all arrear- 
ages of pension accrued since the —— day of ——,, 18—, to the present time. 

Sxc. 2. That this act shall take effect from the date of its passage. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


Strike out the preamble, the ounces clause, and all after the enacting 
clause, and insert in lieu thereof the fo! ing: 

** Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior 
be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub- 

ect to the provisions and_ limitations of the pension laws, the name of Carl 
Jordan, late of Company B, First Regiment United States Volunteer Infan- 
try, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Carl Jordan.” 


The amendments were to. 





The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


able recommendation. 
EMORY 8. FOSTER. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 6 strike out the words “of Jackson County, Ala.” 
b a 7 strike out the letter “G” and insert in lieu thereof the letter 


In line 8 strike out the word “twenty-five” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “seventeen.” 
The amendments were to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation, 
JOHN BARNARD. 


The next business was the bill (S. 2505) granting an increase of 
pension to John Barnard. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the nm laws, the name of John . of Com- 
pany B, Brackett’s talion Minnesota Volunteer Cavalry, and pay hima 
pension at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

JOHN 8. JAMES. : 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 9654) granting a pension 
to John 8S. James. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jo . James, late of Com- 
pany D, Third Regiment New Ham Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 
In line 6, before the word “ Company,” strike out the word “of” and insert 


| in lieu thereof the word “captain 


The next business was the bill (S. 880) granting an increase of | 


pension to Emory S. Foster. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension la the name of Em . Foster, late major, 
Seventh Regiment Missouri State Militia Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $72 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


RICHMOND M. CURTIS. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
6205) to increase the pension of Richmond M. Curtis from $12 to 


$30 per month. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the pension of Richmond M. Curtis be,and thesame | 


is hereby, increased from $12 per month to $30 per month, and the Secretary 
of the Interior is directed to enter said Richmond M. Curtis on the roll at $30 
per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 
: Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
owing: 
on That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Richmond M. Curtis, late of Company A, 
Eighth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of _ per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

Amend t 
Richmond M. Curtis.” 

The amendments were agreed to. . } : 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


able recommendation. 
SAMUEL M. HOWARD. 


The next business was the bill (S. 1979) granting an increase of 
pension to Samuel M. Howard. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the een laws, the name of Samuel M. Howard, late of 
Companies A and H, Twenty-eighth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

JOHN G. SANDERS. 


| Company H, Twenty-fourth 


e title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to | 


In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 


| “twenty.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


SARAH FRANCES TAFT, 


The next business was the bill (8. 4021) granting a pension to 
Sarah Frances Taft. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
autho and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the — laws, the name of Sarah ces Taft, widow 
of Charles. Sabin Taft, late assistant surgeon, United States Army, 
and pay hera pension at the rate of $17 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
THOMAS B. WILSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
3899) granting an increase of pension to Thomas B, Wilson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on te pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the nm laws, the name of Thomas B. Wilson, late of 

Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all of lines 7, 8,and 9 and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
“ Regmecet Income ee unt ,and D. be oy a es and 
Indi olunteer Infantry, an @ pension a rate o 
month in lieu of that he is now oecatting.” — 

The amendments were to. : 4 

The bill as amended was ordered to be luid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


CHARLES W. FOSTER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 4086) 
granting an increase of pension to Charles W. Foster. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the 
authorized and directed to 
and limitations of the ws, les W. Foster, late of 
Company A, First ment Maine Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now recei 4 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 


| mendation. 


| 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 5600) granting an increase | 


of pension to John G. Sanders. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pe 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John G. Sanders, of 
Jackson County, Ala., late of Company G, Eighteenth Regiment Ohio Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $25 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


msion roll, subject to the provi- | 


JONATHAN H. SLOCUM. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
10494) granting an increase of pension to Jonathan H. Slocum. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the 


and limitations of the on laws, the name of Jonathan H. Sioouse, late 4 


Seventh Company, First Battalion, New York State 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 


that he is now recei 
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The amendment recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions was read, as follows: . 
In line 7 strike out the word “State” and insert in lieu thereof the word 


“Volunteer.” 
The amendment was a to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
AUGUSTA TURNER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 4346) 
granting a pension to Augusta Turner. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Augusta Turner, widow 
of John E. Turner, late of Company C, Fourth Battalion, District of Columbia 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $8 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

JOHN HUFFMAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7766) granting an increase of pension to John Huffman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of John Huffman, 
of Cornishville, Ky., late of Company F, Nineteenth Regiment of Kentucky 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that which he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions was read, as follows: 

; Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
owing: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the Re on laws, the name of John Huffman, late of Company F, Nine- 
teenth iment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of 00: per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


LEANDER PARMELEER, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 3514) 
granting an increase of pension to Leander Parmelee. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Leander Parmelee, late of 
Company G, Seventh iment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


JAMES R. BROCKETT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
711), to increase the pension to James R. Brockett. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to increase the pension of James R. Brockett, late a 
member of Company H, Fourteenth Regiment Illinois Cavalry, from $12 to 


$30 per month, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. | 


The amendments recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions were read, as follows: 
: ae out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
owing: 
7 That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of James R. Broc ett, late of Company H, 
Fourteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24a month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
James R. Brockett.” 

The amendments were agreed to. : : 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

ABBIE GEORGE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1872) 
granting an increase of pension to Abbie George. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Abbie George, widow of 
Rufus L. George, late of Company F, Twenty-sixth Regiment New York Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

CLARA C. HAWKS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7986) granting a pension to Clara C. Hawks. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


“ Be it ae at. Poe the Secrctery of the ee pe, ene is hereby, 
uthori irec to place on the pension roll, subjec pro 
and limitations of the n laws, the name of Clara C. Hawks, widow of 


William M. Ball, late of Company H, Second Regiment Missouri Volunteer 
Cavalry (Merrill's Horse), and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions were read, as follows: 

In line 8, after the word “ Cavalry,” strike out the words “‘ Merrill's Horse.” 

In line 6, after the word “‘ Hawks,” insert the words “the former.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

LOUISA GREGG. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
11271) granting a pension to Louisa Gregg. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc?, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pr visions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Louisa Gregg, late nurse 
and member of Ladies’ Union Aid Society from 1861 to 1865, United States 
Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions was read, as follows: 


Strike out all of lines 6, 7, 8, and 9 and insert in lieu thereof the words “of 
Louisa Gregg, late a nurse in the medical department, United States Volun- 
teers, and pay her a pension at the rate of per month.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

MARY MORGAN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
1095) granting an increase of pension to Mary Morgan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary Morgan, mother of 
Algernon Morgan, late of Company C, First Regiment Maine Volunteer 
Heavy Artillery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 

| of that she is now receiving. 
| The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
| mendation. 

EDWIN J. GODFREY. 


| ‘The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
| 1709) granting an increase of pension to Edwin J. Godfrey. 
| The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edwin J. Godfrey, late of 
Company B, Second Re ent New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 

follows: 
In line 8 strike out the word “thirty ’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
| “twenty-four.” 
| The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


NATHANIEL C. GOODWIN, 


| The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1039) 
anting an increase of pension to Nathaniel C. Goodwin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the po laws, the name of Nathaniel C. Goodwin, late 
of Company F, Seventh Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and 
| pay him a pension at the rate of 
now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8, before the word “ dollars,” insert the word “thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 














dollars per month in lieu of that he is 


THOMAS KIRWAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1458) granting a pension to Thomas Kirwan. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas Kirwan, late of 
Company K, Goventeenth Massachusstts Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at therate of dollars a month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6, after the word “Seventeenth,” insert the word “‘ Regiment.” 
In line 8, before the word “dollars,” insert the word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
MARY ETNA POOLE. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2286) granting a pension to Mary E. Poole. 








hed 
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The bill was read, as follows: The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 1 he is hereby, | follows: 
authorized and directed lace on n roll, su rovisions k enac insert in lieu thereof 1 
and limitations of the pansion laws, name of Mary E. oslo wilew of lowing: o out all sie Cie inp Aemenent one 
Capt. David Poole, late of Company F, Eleventh my Kentucky Vol- “That the Secreta: -y of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month. directed to place on the pension soll, subject to th tothe movisions and lisattatons 
, of the per on laws, the name of James y 
: see amendments recommended by the committee were read, as ony Bal hy aa him a 7 eo 4 n> on 
OLOWS of $24 per fo in lieu of that he is now ‘receiving. 
: us line 6 strike out the letter “E” and insert in lien thereof the word wit title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to James 
*Etna.” oor 
In the same line strike out the word “ Captain. ” The amendments were agreed to. 


In tl “ 
aie ne — strike out the word “of” and insert in lieu thereof the The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
“After the word “month,” in line 9, insert the words “in lieu of that she is | able recommendation. 


now receiving.” ELBRIDGE FRANKLIN. 
Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an ee of pension to ‘i 
Mary Etna Poole.” The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
The amendments were agreed to 6686) granting an increase of pension to Elbridge Franklin. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor-| The bill was read, as follows: nie tailitacbbbaens 
2comm B Conacted, a8. That the Secretary of the Interior an hereby, 
able reco endation. ole and directed to place on the pension roll the name of El bids 
GEORGE DANIELS. Franklin, late of Com Volunteer Infantry, at the 


pan, 
The next business on the Private Calendar ae ~ bill (S. 13) . Sc yet meh in Hato to penton be Brn ronving © was read. as 
’ 


granting an increase of ion to George Danie P 
The bill was read, as fo llows: follow = 5 
Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, | lo 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions Tirbet the Seeretesy of the Interior be, ant be he is hereby, authorized and 
and limitations of the on laws, the name of George is, late of Com- | directed to place on the pension roll, s eemeoes to the provisions and limitations 
pany A, Eleventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him | of the pension laws, the aome Peeae of Tel Frente. late e Company C, Fifth 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. Re ent, and Company B. eighth ie Volunteer antry, 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- and pay him ® pension at the Fate of i per month in lies of that ho is now 
mendation. 
The amendment was agreed to 
WILLIAM C. HICKOX. The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. | able recommendation. 
4103) granting a pension to William C. Hickox. STANTON L. BRABHAM. 
The bill was read, as follows: The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R, 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 7109) granting an increase of pension to Stanton L. Brabham. 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions The bill was read, as follows: 
and limitations of the laws, the name of William C. Hickox, late of f the Interior be, and he here 
Company G, One hun and fifty-second Regiment New York Volunteer Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary o of te Bt L by is, a 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of §25 per month. authorized and directed to grant an increase tanton L. Bra 
ham, late of Companies H and D, Seventy-sevent: yo Ohio Volunteer 
The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as | Infantry, and pay him at the rate of per month in lieu of the pension 


follows: which he is now receiving. 
In line 8 strike out the word “ twenty-five” and insert in lieu thereofthe | The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
word “twenty-four.” follows: 
— eee = a a eo loll extn Strilee out all after the enacting euse ont eet the Sitowiog: . 
he bill as amen was orde to id aside with a favor- | .. t the Secretary o' Interior reby, a' an 
able recommendation. directed to place on the pension sub to the and limitations 
. laws, the of L late of Companies 


CHARLES H. STONE. 


| 

| 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 6) | The nosientnie was agreéd to. 

granting an increase of pension to Charles H. Stone. The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
The bill was read, as follows: able recommendation. 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | JAMES MATTHEWS. 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to a r 
visions and limitutions of the ion laws, the name ‘of les uae - The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


late of Company H, Fifteenth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, 9415) granting an increase of pension to James Matthews. 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that heisnow | The bill was read, as follows: 
receiving. Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, eat be hate, 


' ; i ; i i thorized and directed t lace on the ll, sub: the 
Bn gag ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom oral ae op _ on _— 3 subject to > 


inth Regiment Sow oa Jersey Volunteer Infantry, him a 
Pay ee at the rate of $0) por month th in lieu of that he is Sole nek’ unable 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


GEORGE W. BUTLER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7560) granting a pension to George W. Butier. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George W. pi. er, _ . 


GEORGIE JOSEPHINE WALCOTT. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S at 


gran an increase of i to Georgie J hine W; 
a aati sees 


Company B, First Regiment Missouri Volunteer Ca enact That the ais the Interior be, and 
seneaes at the rate of $30 per month from and after the date of ee > | ane — ste. = to place on the pension roll, subject to ihe is hereby, 
of this act. : and limitations of the ae eon laws, the name of Georgie Josephine Walcott 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as | Widow of William alcott, late captain, | sore Regiment United 
Gilles: States Infantry, ar pay her a pension at the rate — month in lieu of 
OLLO that she is now receiving: Provided, That > ane even the death of the in- 
In _ 6 strike out the letter “B” and insert in lien thereof the let- | valid and dependent son of said Georgie hine Walcott the pension of 
ter “¢ the beneficiary under this bill shall be it perredueed to the rate of $30 pey month. 


In as 8 strike out all after the word “month” and all of line 9 and insert 
in lieu thereof the words “in lieu of that he is now receivi 
Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 


George W. Butler.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was monet to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
ALLEN W. MERRILL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6823) granting a pension to Allen W. Merrill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, ond he he is hereby. 


JAMES W. POOR. 
. . . authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subj ect to ns 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. | and limitations of the oa laws “the. name of Al len W Merellat rt of 


3653) granting a pension to James W. Poor. Company C, Sixty-fifth iment Indianc Fader Tintant 
The bill was read, as oe ee vi a “) _ at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that which he Siete 
Be it enacted, etc., That terior and re 

authorized and directed to place er pension roll the name of James w The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 

Poor, of Harrodsburg, Mercer c Younty, Ky. who Was a Betvate ia Compan follows: 

B, Third Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, uring © war 0! ere on, & In line 8 strike out the word “ which.” 

to him @ pension at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of of the pension he is 7 

Sore Fonaly The amendment was agreed to, 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
MARY V. WALKER. 


The next "increase ot pension to Mary V.-Walker. (S. 8577) 
granting an increase 0: on to ary Vv er. 

The bill was read, as dillows 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Seutens of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to on the pension roll, sub, to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ma . Walker, widow of 
William H. Walker, iate captain ani ay ber 3 Twentieth Regiment Massa- 
chusetts Volunteer Infantry a pension at the rate of $20 per 
ee eee 

The bill was ordered to be iid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


SARAH B, CLINGERMAN, 


The next business on the Private ‘Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8009) granting a pension to Sarah B. ‘Clingerman. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it noes. ie a the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 

authorized a: ee on the pension roll, sub; to the provisions 
and tnt of eee on laws, the name of Sarah B. Clingerman, widow 
of a Clingerman, late of the United States Navy, at the rate of $12 per 
mon 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In ine 0 tages Ge words “the former,” and in lines 7 and 8 strike out the 
words “the United States Navy, at the rate of $12 per month,” and insert 
“the U. 8. 8. Amanda, United 8 utes Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $12 per month.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


JAMES H. DUNN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (Hi. R. 
8134) granting a pension to James H. Dunn. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and’ directed to to place on ‘the pension roll the name of James H. 
Dunn, late — of Company I, One hundred and sixty-ninth Regiment New 
York State Volunteers, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 


lowi in 
That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, autiponion’, and 
directed to place.on the pension roll, sub lect to the provisions and limitations 
o the a laws, onan of James . Dunn, late captain of Seeman I, 
yne hundred and sixty-ninth wry New York Volunteer In fantry, and 
aa him a pension at vthe rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving.” 
The amendment was agreed to. ‘ ; 
The bill .as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


able recommendation. 
LEROY 8. SMITH. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (8. 3187) 
granting an increase of — to Leroy 8. Smith. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the 


on na subject to the isions | 
and limitations of one pene laws, name of Leroy 8. Sent lots of | 


Compa ny A,8 —_ mt New York Volunteer Cavalry, and first lieu- 


tenant Company G 


es hima 
ceiving 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


on at the rate of per month in lieu of that he is now re- 


MARY ANN E. SPERRY. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
9140) granting an increase of pension to Mary Ann E. Sperry. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and’ directed to increase the pension of Mary Ann E. Sperry. 
widow of John J. pers late lieutenant-colonel One hundred and Sixth 
Pennsylvania Volun + tateaary, to $80 per month in lieu of the pension 
which she now receives. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior ‘be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject t to the provisions 
and limitations of the coanteen leone, the name of Mary Ann E 7 
of John 2. Sperry. late leutenant-colonel Qne hundred and sixth 
Pennsyl Volunteer aye and pay her a pension at the rate of = 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment was saulod 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


able recommendation. 
LUNSFORD Y¥. BAILEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
9656) granting a pension to Lunsford Y. Bailey, of Monmouth, 


ment New York Volu rCavalry,and | 


The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Semntery of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and to place - ~_ + roll, subject to the provisions 
and aaeieene of the pension laws, name of Lunsford Y. Bailey, late 
sergeant, Company 1, Twenty-third on Infantry Volunteers, and also of 
the United States Signal Corps, and yey him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receivin 

The amendments a eimndad | by the committee were read,as 
follows: 

Tn line 6 strike out the word “‘sergeant” and insert the word ‘of; in line 
7 insert the word “ Regiment” and also the word *‘ Volunteer;” in same line, 
after ‘the word ‘ ‘Infantry, ” strike out the word “ Volunteer,” and in line 8 
strike out the words ‘‘also of the United Statas;”’ in same line, after the word 
“Corps,” insert the words ‘‘ United States Army.” 

The amendments were agreed to. : ; ; 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

ISAAC M, PAUGLE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
9717) gramting a pension to Isaac M. Paugle. 

The bill was re..1, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place.on the pommennes roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Isaac M. Paugie, late of 
Company A, One hundred and ninety-eighth Regiment Ohio V olunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

: line 8 strike out the words ‘‘twenty-four” and insert the word “seven- 

m.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

MARY SWEENEY. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 3660) 
granting a pension to Mary Sweeney. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the prov isions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary Sweeney, widow of 
Christopher Sweeney, lute of y G, Twentieth Regiment Llinois Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay her a penn at the rate of $8 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

JOHN 8. BURKET. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
| 10122) granting a pension to John S. Burkett, of Blakeman, Kans. 
| ‘The bill was read, as follows: 
| Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
| authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 

and limitations of the pemelon laws, the name of John 8. Burket, late of Com- 
pany K, Twenty-ninth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of “oe per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“thirty.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
John 8. Burket.’ 

The amendments were agreed to. 
| ‘The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
| CHARLES H. FERGUSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
10114) to increase the pension of Charles H. Ferguson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it ongated, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Charles H. 
| Furgerson, late of Company I, First Regiment Maine Cavalry Volunteers, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now 
| receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 
Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 


lowing 
- ata the Soiaey of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to on the pension roll, subj ect to the provisions and limitations 
of the —— aS the name of Charles H. Ferguson, late of Company I, 
First Maine Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him @ pension at the rate of $40 per 
month in lieu of that he is now peoaivag- 
Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. Ferguson.”’ 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation, 





THERON RB. MACK. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
10179) granting an increase of pension to Theron R. Mack. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be &t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pensiou roll, subject to the providians 
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and limitations of the 

Company A, Eighteent. 

him a pension at the rate of $ 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 


mendation. 


nsion laws, the name of Theron R. Mack, late of 
Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


ROBERT 8S. WOODBURY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 3910) 
granting an increase of pension to Robert 8. Woodbury. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Robert 8. Woodbury. late 
ot Company L, First Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Heavy Nery, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

HARRISON C. VORE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
10230) granting an increase of pension to H. C. Vore. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of H. C. Vore, late of Company 

- E, Eleventh Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the ‘etter ““H.” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“ Harrison.” 

In same line strike out the word “of” and insert in lieu thereof the words 
“ first lieutenant.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Harrison C. Vore.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

MARGARET TISDALE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
10255) granting a pension to Margaret Bartlett Tisdale. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Margaret Bartlett Tisdale, 
former widow of Moses C. Bartlett, late sergeant, Company B, Thirty-fifth 
Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6 strike out the word “ Bartlett.” 

In same line, after the word “ Tisdale,” insert the word “the.” 

~~ — 7 strike out the word “sergeant” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “of.” 


Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Margaret Tis- 
2. 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
GEORGE H. EVANS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2379) 
granting an increase of pension to George H. Evans. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George H. Evans late of 
Company B, Eighty-seventh Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

WILLIAM PAUL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
10925) granting an increase of pension to William Paul. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject _to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William Paul, late of Com- 
pany D, Twenty-second Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ Twenty-second” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Twenty-seventh.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 

‘twenty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. : 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

ALBERT J. HART. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
11075) granting an increase of pension to A. J. Hart. 


The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of A. J. Hart. 
late musician, Company B, deventeenth nnecticut Volunteer Infan and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 a month in lieu of that he is now ving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


: Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
owing: 

as. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Albert J. Hart, late of Company B, Seventh 
Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry,and pay him a pension at the rate 


of per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.’ 
Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Albert J. Hart.” 
The amendments were agreed to. \ : / 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
MARY A. LIPPS. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 11493) granting a pension 
to Mary A. Lipps. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary A. Lipps, widow 
of George W. Lipps, late of Company K, Fortieth and Fifty-first iments 
Ohio Volanteer fetentey, and pay her a pension at the rate of twelve dollar 
per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


one line z Strike out the words “and Fifty-first Regiments” and insert 
Inline 9 strike out “dollar” and insert “dollars.” 
The amendments were to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
ANDREW J. FELT. 


The next business was the bill (S. 2371) granting a pension to 
Andrew J. Felt. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Sec 
authorized and directed to place on 
sions and limitations of the pension law: 
of Company B, Seventh Regiment Iowa 
pension at the rate of $24 per month. 


Mr. CALDERHEAD. I move to amend this bill by striking 
out ‘‘ $24”’ andinserting ‘‘ $30.’ Mr. Chairman, I know this soldier 
very well. I have known him for twenty-five years. For more 
than twenty years I have been proud to call him my personal 
friend. I know his history and his condition. He is the personal 
friend of a number of eminent members of this House and of the 
Senate. He served the State of Kansas as her lieutenant-governor 
four years. He was one of the prominent newspaper editors in 
that State. Every soldier in the State knows him by sight and 
knows the sound of his voice. All the members of this House 
from Kansas know him personally. He was and is as true a pa- 
triot as ever served this country. 

In the war he served eleven months of bitter imprisonment. 
He came home a wreck. He has never seen a well day from that 
time to this. A man 5 feet 64 inches in height, he weighed only 
115 pounds. For the last twenty years he not been able to 
do any more manual labor than a child 10 yearsold. He is wholly 
disabled and has been for years for the pees of any kind 
of labor. If he does not now require the daily attention of an- 
other person, it is certainly but a short time when he will. He 
isa man of unusual intellectual character, and, like many other 
good soldiers, he never applied for a pension as long as his brain 
and hand could labor. He should have been pensioned from the 
day of his discharge. He needs it now and I know he is worthy 
of it. : 

I am satisfied that if the Senate had had before it the testimony 
that lam now reciting that body would have passed the bill at 
$30 a month. LIhope that such an amendment may be made here, 
and I offer the amendment as a committee amendment. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Does the gentleman offer that as an 
amendment of the committee? 

Mr. CALDERHEAD. I do. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. CALDER- 
HEAD to strike out ‘‘ $24” and insert ‘* $30,’’ it was agreed to. 

Ra bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to 
the House. 


of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
e pension roll es to the provi- 
the name of Andrew J. Felt, late 
olunteer Infantry, and pay him a 


LUCY M. FERMAN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
11976) granting a pension to Lucy M. Ferman, who served as & 
matron and nurse in military hospitals during the civil war. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioner of Pensions be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to place on the pension roll the name of Lucy M. Ferman, 
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account of services in the civil war, 1861-1865, in the One hundred and eleventh 
Pennsylvania aintey, also as matron and nurse in the military hospital at 


Harper's Ferry, in , and in military hospital at Sandy Hook, Md., 1863 
— 864, and that she be pensioned at the rate fixed by law Yor nurses during 
the war. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

— out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
lowing: 
Os That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Lucy M. Ferman, late a nurse in the Med- 
ical Department, United States Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of e per month.” 

mend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Lucy M. 

Ferman.” 

The amendments were to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


W. A. HOPPER, ALIAS CUFF WATSON, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 12116) granting a pension 
to W. A. Hopper. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pentose roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of W. A. Hopper, of Rock- 
ingham a N. C. (post-office, Madison, N.C.), late of Company M, Elev 
enth Regimen’ Michigan Volunteers, who enlisted and served in said com- 

vany under the name of Cuff Watson in the war between the States, and pay 
on a pension at the rate of $25 per month. 

The amendments recommened by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

Strike out lines 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, and 11 and insert in lieu thereof the follow- 
ing: “of William A. Hopper, alias Cuff Watson, late of Company M, Elev- 
enth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to William A. 
Hopper, alias Cuff Watson.” 

The amendments were agreed to. . . ; 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


able recommendation. 
WILLIAM H. WOOD. 


| 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 6441) granting an increase | 
of pension to William H. Wood. 

he bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and dire¢ted to place on the pension roll weet to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of H. Wood, late of 
the United States Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as | 
follows: 
In line 6, before the word “ United,” insert the words “United States 

steamships Santee and Marion.” 

The amendment was agreed to. : ! 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor-* 
able recommendation. 


GOTTLIEB KAFER. 


} 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 4183) granting a pension 
to Gottlieb Kafer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Gottlieb Kafer, late of Com- | 
pany M, Fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a | 
pension at the rate of $25 per month. 
‘ a amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 

OMLOWS: 

In line 8 strike out the word “twenty-five” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “seventeen.” 

In same line, after the word “month,” insert the words “in lieu of that he 
is now receiving.” 


_ Amend title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to Gott- 
lieb Kafer.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- | 
able recommendation. | 


| 


THOMAS FENERAN. 
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The next business was the bill (S. 1924) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas Feneran. 

he bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas Feneran, late of 
United States Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


AMELIA A. RUSSELL. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 12275) granting a pension 
to Amelia A. Russell. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed = on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the ons laws, the name of Amelia A. Russell, widow 
of Michael Russell, and pay her a pension of $17 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all of lines 6 and 7 and insert in lieu thereof the following: “of 
Amelia A. Russell, widow of Michael Russell, late first lieutenant Company 
I, One hundred and sixty-ninth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $17 per month.” 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

SAMUEL BORTLE, 


The next business on the Private Caiendar was the bill (H. R. 
5228) granting a pension to 8. Bortle. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of S. Bortle, late of Company —, 
Twenty-eighth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteers, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


on a 6 strike out the letter “S.” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
muel.”’ 

In the same line, after the word “Company,” insert the letter “E.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “ Volunteers” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “ Volunteer Infantry.” 
ae 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
‘ ‘or y.” 

Amend the title soas to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Bortle.” 

The amendments were agreed to. : ; 5 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

GEORGE W. SHAW. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 12284) granting a pension 
to George W. Shaw. 

. The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the —- laws, the name of George W. Shaw, late of 
Company C, Eleventh ment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“thirty-six.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


THOMAS E, SAULS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2046) 
granting an increase of pension to Thomas E. Sauls. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas FE. Sauls, late of 
Company H, Sixth Regiment Kansas Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

JAMES E. HORTON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
12550) granting an increase of pension to James E. Horton. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place the name of James E. Horton, late of Com- 
pany A. Sixteenth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, on the pension 
roll at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of the amount he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions was read, as follows: 


Strike out all of lines 8, 4, 5,6, and 7, and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 


lowing: 

- That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, a to the provisions and limitations 
of the on laws, the name of James E. Horton, late of Company A, Six- 
teenth ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

The amendment was agreed to. : . 5 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

EUGENE J. OULMAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1982) 
ting an increase of on to Eugene J. Ov’nan. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the m laws, the name of Eugene J. Ovulman, late of 
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Company B, Thirty-second Regimant Iowa Volunteer Infantry,and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
EDWARD H. ARMSTRONG. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 3696) 
granting an increase of pension to Edward H. Armstrong. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the ms 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edward H. Ar late 
of Company I, One hundred and eighteenth i t New York Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

MARIA LOUISA MICHIE, 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1681) 
granting an increase of pension to Maria Louisa Michie. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the ons | 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Maria Louisa i Ww 
of Peter 8. Michie, late professor at Military Academy, assimilated to rank 


ot colonel, United States Army, and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- | 


mendation. 
GEORGE C. TILLMAN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 4071) 
granting an increase of pension to George C. Tillman. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of ge C. Ti n, 
late of Company C, First Regiment Alabama Volunteer Infantry, war with 
Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

Amended, however, by fixing the rate of pension to be allowed at $16 pe 
month, that being the allowance recommended by your committee in all 
cases of this character where the pension allowed is purely a service one and 
the conditions shown are not extreme. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

EDWARD THOMPSON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2976) 
granting an increase of pension to Edward Thompson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edward Thompson, late of 
Company B, Sixth Regiment United States Infantry,and ordnance sergeant, 
United States Army, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 9, after the word “of,” strike out the word “twenty-four” and in- 
sert in lieu thereof the word “twenty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

OLIVER GISBORNE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 3072) 
granting a pension to Oliver Gisborne, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Oliver Gisborne, late of 
Company H, First Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 

CATHARINE F. EDMUNDS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S, 1172) 
granting an increase of pension to Catharine F. Edmunds, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the nameof Catharine F. Edm widow 
of Frank H. Edmunds, late major, First Regiment United States Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $35 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 
ceiving, and $2 per month additional on account of the minor child of said 


Frank H. Edmunds until reaches the age of 16 years. 


. a amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
OHIOWS: 


Strike out “thirty-five,” in line 8, and substitute therefor “ thirty.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


JOHN HALL, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2599) granting an increase of pension to John Hall. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Hall, latea tof 
mpany H, Fi mmeones Volun Mexican war, at the of fal 
per month in lieu of that he is now ving, the same to be paid to 
under the rules of the Pension Bureau as to mode and times of payment. 


The amendments recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Pens‘ons were read, as follows: 

fir ike out of the title the words “‘of Bradley County, Tenn.” Strike out 
ali Ln the bill after the words “‘ John Hall,” in line 6, and substitute therefor 
the following: “late of Company H, Fourth ent Tennessee Volunteers, 
war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 7 : 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


able recommendation. 
JAMES T. STEELE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
10496) granting a pension to James T. Steele. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


| authorized to place upon the roll, subject otherwise to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension Jaws, the name of James T. Steele, latea member 

of the Hospital Corps, United States Army, during the Spanish-American 
| war, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Strike outallafter the enacting clause and substitute therefor the following: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the visions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of James T. Steele, late of the Hospital Corps; 
United States Army, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at rate of $8 
per month.” . 

The amendment was agreed to. : : : 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation, 

EDWIN P. JOHNSON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
9308) granting an increase of pension to Edwin P. Johnson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed dt my on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
| and limitations of the on laws, the name of Edwin P. Johnson, a mem- 
| ber of Company E, ‘Thirteenth Regiment United States Infantry, in the 
Mexican war, and pay him a pension at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6 strike out “‘a member” and insert “late.” 

In line 7 strike out “in the Mexican war” and substitute therefor “‘ war 
with Mexico.” . 

In line 8 strike out “ twenty-five” and insert “ twelve.” 


| Mr. DAVIS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Florida offers an 
amendment which the Clerk will report. 

Mr. DAVIS. I ask that the committee be liberal enough with 
me in this case to give the applicant at least $15 a month instead 


of $8. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Strike out “eight” and insert “ fifteen.” 


Mr. DAVIS. The report of the committee in this case gives $8 
a month. Mr. Johnson, the beneficiary of the bill, was really a 
captain in the Florida Seminole Indian war, but the records were 

| so incomplete that that fact is not made to a of record here. 

| He appeared only as a private, and upon that idea was given only 
$8 a month by the amendment of the committee. Captain John- 
son was in point of fact a captain in this war and did valiant and 
splendid service. I ask the committee, therefore, to give him $15 
a month instead of the $8 reported by the committee. 

| The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state to the gentleman 

| that the amendment recommended by the committee gives twelve 
dollars a month instead of eight. Does the gentleman desire to 
correct his amendment, so as to make it read to insert “ fifteen”’ 
instead of ‘‘ twelve?’’ 

Mr. DAVIS. The bill I have before me gives him a pension at 
the rate of $8 a month; but in any event I move to strike out 
‘* twelve ’’ and insert “‘ fifteen.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Florida moves to 
amend the committee amendment by inserting the word “‘ fifteen”’ 
in place of the word “‘ twelve.” : 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Chairman, I trust the committee 
will not adopt this amendment. The gentleman evidently was ‘2 











1902. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 3387 





error in to the amount carried in the bill as reported from The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
the commi . As amended by the committee, the bill proposes | able recommendation. 

to pay this soldier $12 a month. That is the rate that the general EMILY BRIGGS. 

law gives to soldiers of the Mexican war when they are depend-| The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


ent, but this beneficiary is not dependent. The testimony shows | 9592 granting a pension to Emily Briggs. 

that he is possessed of pooes ty; that he applied under the law for Te bill a ate as follows: a 

an increase to $12 and wasdenied. This Bives him the $12 a month. Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
Mr. DAVIS. If the en will permit me, I have a print | authorized and directed to place on the ion roll, subject to the provisions 


of the bill before me which purports to be amended so as to allow | and limitations of the pension laws;the name of Emily Briggs, mother of 
$8.a month, If the statement of the gentleman is correct, I will | Snteer Infaaicy, Spanish war, and pay bor s pension at the rate of $12 per 
. montana. 
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. It is reported at $12 a month. The dments recommended by th ittee were read, : 
Mr. DAVIS. Then I withdraw my amendment. —_- popes. gem" po eerie ead 


The committee amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


JOHN GASTON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
11578) granting an increase of pension to John Gaston. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Gaston, late of Com- 
pany G, Second Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $16 per month in heu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


In line 6 insert the word “dependent” before the word “mother;” in line 
8 strike out the words “S ish war’ and insert in lieu thereof the words 
“war with Spain.” 
The amendments were agreed to. ; 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


MINA WEIRAUCH, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
10010) granting a pension to Mina Weirauch. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mina Weirauch, widow of 
Heinrich Weirauch, late of Company L, Fourth Regiment United States Cav- 
alry, and pay her a ——_ at the rate of $8 per month, and in addition 
thereto $2 per month for her minor child under 16 years of age. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In lines 8, 9, and 10 strike out the following words: “and in addition thereto 
$2 per month for her minor child under 16 years of age.” 

The amendment was agreed to. re t ; 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

CAROLINE A. HAMMOND. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
9187) granting an increase of pension to Caroline A. Hammond. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Caroline A. Hammond, 
widow of William P. Hammond, ensign in Captain Goodwyn’s company of 
Alabama Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the rate of per mouth in 
lieu of that she is now ving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7 strike out the words “ensign in” and insert the words “ late of;” 
in line 8 insert the words ‘Creek Indian war;” in line 9 strike out the word 
“twenty-five” and insert in lieu thereof the word “twelve;" add to the bill 
the following words: “the same to be d to her under the rules of the Pen- 
sion Bureau as to mode and times of payment, without any deduction or 
rebate on account of any former erroneous payments of pension.” 

The amendments were agreed to. . 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


ANNIE L. EVENS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5560) granting a pension to Annie L. Evens. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pe m laws, the name of Annie L. Evens, widow of 
John H. Evens, late first lieutenant, Forty-third Infantry United States Vol- 
unteers, and pay her a pension of $50 per month from the date of the death 
of the said John H. Evens, May 11, 1900. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 7, after the word “lieutenant,” insert ‘‘Company K,” and in the 
same line strike out eeatey Yates States Volunteers,” and insert in lieu 
thereof ‘Regiment United States Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain.” 

In line 8, after the word “pension,” insert “at the rate,” and in the same 
line strike out “fifty” and substitute therefor “twenty-five.” 

Strike out all in the bill after the words “‘ per month,” in line 8, and insert 
in lieu thereof “in lieu of that she is now receiving, and $2 per month ad- 
ditional on account of each of the minor children of said John H. Evens, 
until they reach the age of 16 years.” 

“ Ane — title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
nnie L. Evens.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
FRANK W, LYNN. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4622) granting a pension to Frank W. Lynn. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That t the Secretary of the Interior be and he ighereby, TRENIA C, HILL. 
authorized and directed lace roll, su - . : ‘ 
sions and Himtentions of the benston laws, ¢ne mame of ‘W.Lynn, ateot | The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


Company C, First Regiment Colorado Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 


11737) granting a pension to Irene Hill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, wets to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Irene Hill, oat mother 
of James T. Hill, late of Company M, Forty-fifth Regiment United States 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike cut the word “Irene” and insert in lieu thereof the words 
“Trenia o” in line 8 insert the words ‘““war with Spain; im line 9 strike out 
the word “twenty ” and insert in lieu thereof the word “twelve.” 

The amendments were to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


JOHN J. MARTIN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1046) granting an increase of pension to John J. Martin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the on laws, the name of John J. Martin, late a cap- 
tain, Twelfth ent United States Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 


mendation, 
LEWIS H. DELONY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 

11924) granting an increase of pension to Lewis H. Delong. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
rized and directed to place on the pension roll, sphijers to the provisions 

and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lewis H. Delong, late a pri- 

vate in Capt. G. K. Lewis's company, Lane’s battalion, of Texas Mounted 

Volunteers, war with Mexico, an pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per 

month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6 strike out the word “ Delong” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“Delony;” in lines 6, 7, and 8 strike out the words “a private in Capt. G. K. 
Lewis's company, Lane's battalion, of Texas Mounted Volunteers" and insert 


CHARLES A, PERKINS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1486) granting an increase of pension to Charles A. Perkins. 
The was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 

sa grized and directed to piace on the pension rol, subject the provisions 
* eo nAMe 0 

Company K, Second t Saissourt Mounted Volunteers, war with Mex- 


ico, and : 
ie 7, Mime & pension at the rate of $5 per month te Hou of that he is 


Pe... amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
OWS: . 

In line 8 strike out the word “twenty-five” and insert “sixteen.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


a 
a 


Na ames et cer eae ee Pee 


ea 


a 
i 
€ 
= 
4 
7 | 
el 





3388 


» lieu thereof the words “of Company A, Battalion Texas Volunteer Cav- 
alry.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
WASHINGTON OJERS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
12356) granting a pension to Washington Ojers. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Private Washington Ojers, 
late of Company G, Second Regiment United States Infantry,and pay hima 
pension at the rate of $30 per month, 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ Private;” in the same line strike out “G.” 
and insert the letter “D.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 





The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- | 


able recommendation. 
MATILDA E, CLARKE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
12418) granting a pension to Matilda E. Clarke. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Matilda E. Ciarke, the former 
widow of Alphonse Bietry, late ®f Company —, Seventh Regiment United 
States Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6 strike out the words “the former” and insert ‘“formerly;” in line | 


7 — out the words “of Company” and insert the words “unassigned re- 
cruit.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- | 


able recommendation. 
ZACHARIAH R. SANDERS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
9847) granting an increase of pension to Zachariah R. Sanders. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on tue pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name Zachariah R. Sanders, late 
of Ohio Mexican Volunteers, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “Sanders” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“Saunders; in same line strike out the words ‘Ohio Mexican Volunteers; 
in line 7 insert the words “‘Company C, Second Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry, war with Mexico;” in line 9 strike out the word “fifty” and insert 
the word “twenty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


JAMES F. P. JOHNSTON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (BH. R. 
10090) granting an increase of pension toJames F. P. Johnston. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of James F. P 
Johnston, of Florida, late a captain in Capt. James F. P. Johnston's inde- 

ndent company of volunteers in the Florida Indian war of 1858, and pay 
Bim a pension of $30 per month. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as | 


follows: 


Strike out all after the word “roll,” in line 4, and insert “‘, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James F. P. John- 
ston, late captain Independent Florida Mounted Volunteers, Florida Indian 
war, and pay him a pension at the rate of $8 per month.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


able recommendation. 
RICHARD TRIST. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
10173) to grant an increase of pension to Richard Trist, late of 
Company A, First Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was read, as follows: ; 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Richard Trist, late of Com- 
pany A, First Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


Strike out all after the word “name,” in line 5, and insert the following: 
“of Richard Trist, late of Company B, First 


Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer 
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Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
SAMUEL HYMAN. ° 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
11638) granting an increase of pension to Samuel Hyman. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel Hyman, late Balti- 
more Battery Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, before the word “ Baltimore,” insert the words “‘of the.” 

In same line, after the word “ Battery,” insert the words “ Maryland Vol- 
unteer.”’ 
| The amendments were agreed to. ; S . 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
| able recommendation. 


HANNAH A. TIMMONS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
11894) granting a pension to Hannah A. Timmons. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hannah A. Timmons, widow 
of William R. Timmons, late captain of Company D, Thirty-fifth Regiment 
a Volunteer Infantry, and to pay) her a pension at the rate of $20 per 
month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
| follows: 
| In line 7 strike out the word “of.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “to.” 
The amendments were agreed to. ; 
_ _ The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


OLE OLESON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
| 11798) granting an increase of pension to Ole Oleson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to —— on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ole Oleson, late of Company 
>, Fifteenth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty ” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


able recommendation. 


ANN E. AUSTIN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6645) granting an increase of pension to Ann E. Austin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ann E. Austin, widow of 
Joseph O. Austin, late of Company F, Twelfth Regiment Rhode Island Vol- 
untecr Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The amendmant recommended by the committee was read, as 
| follows: 

In une 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twelve.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
| able recommendation. 
MINNIE M. RICE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
12129) granting a pension to Minnie M. Rice. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, the name of Minnie M. 
Rice, daughter of Robert H. Rice, late a member of Company I, Eighty- 
seventh Regiment of Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension of 
$12 per month, subject to the conditions and limitations of the pension laws. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 


| 


lowing: > 

That the of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the visions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Minnie M. Rice, the helpless and dependent 
daughter of Robert H. Rice, late of Company I, Eighty-seventh Regiment 
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nee anaatees Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per 
monta, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
FRANCES J. HAUGHTON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2857) to increase the pension of Frances J. Haughton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to place the name of Frances J. hton, widow of 
Nathaniel Haughton, late colonel of the Twenty-fifth Ohio Volunteer Infan- 
try, upon the pension roll of the United States, and pay her a pension of $30 
per month from and after the passage of act. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

. Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
owing: 
" That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to aeate on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Frances J. Haughton, widow of Nathaniel 
Haughton, late lieutenant-colonel Twenty-fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 
a ond peg her a pension at the rate of $17 per month in lieu of that she 
now rece’ ae 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Frances J. Haughton.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

JOSEPH WESTBROOK, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8721) granting an increase of pension to Joseph Westbrook. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll es to the provisions 
Spat Perey st Negron ins Wore infantry aed pay hin 
pendiea at the oe of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. a 
‘ _ amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 

ollows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


ALEXANDER F. M’CONNELL, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7116) granting an increase of pension to Alexander F. McConnell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 7 ae 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alexander F. McConnell, 
late of Company K, One hundred and twenty-first Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $45 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 

JOHN J. WOLFE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. | pany 8, Fifteenth 


9870) granting a pension to John J, Wolfe. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


tions of the pension laws, the name of Frederick Wright, late of the U. 8. 8. 
Minnesota, United States Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now a 
d the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 

Frederick Wright.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The committee informally rose, and a message in writing from 
the President of the United States was communicated to the House 
of Representatives, by Mr. PRuDEN, one of his secretaries. 

The committee resumed its session. 


ADOLPH BECKER. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 9458) granting an increase 
of oe to Adolph Becker. 

e bill was , as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Adolph Becker, late lieutenant- 
colonel Forty-sixth ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima 
pension at the rate of per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all of lines 6, 7, 8, and 9 and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
“of Adolph Becker, late captain Company G, Twentieth Regiment New York 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

CLARA B. TOWNSEND. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 9878) granting a pension 
to Clara B. Townsend. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Clara B. 
Townsend, widow of Justus Townsend, late acting assistant surgeon, United 
States Army, and pay her a pension of $12 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

: Soe out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
mas 


“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Clara B. Townsend, widow of Justus Town- 
send, late acting assistant manana, United States Army, and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $8 per month.” 

The amendment was agreed to. : , 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

OLE STEENSLAND. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 10782) granting a pension 
to Ole Steensland. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the laws, the name of Ole Steensland, late of Com- 
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima 
pension at the rate of $25 per month. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 


Re it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | follows: 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 

and lntietows of the = m we = nome - John oat late of Com- 

pan sto ot one ennessee Volunteer Cavalry, an him a pension 

at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now feceiving. 

‘ a amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
ollows: 


In line 6 strike out the word “of” and insert in lieu thereof the words 
“first lieutenant.” 


In line 8 strike out the word “twenty” and insert in lieu thereof the word to He 


“seventeen,” 
Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
John J. Wolfe.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
FREDERICK WRIGHT. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5170) granting a pension to Frederick Wright. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “twenty-five” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “twenty-four.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
HENRY 8. FOSTER. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 11496) grantinga pension 
S. Foster. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry S. Foster. the per- 
manently helpless son of William R. Foster, late unassigned drafted man, 
Indiana Volunteers, and pay him a pension at the rate of $4 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


Strike out all of lines j, 7, 8, and 9 and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
“of Henry 8. Foster, the elpless and dependent son of William Foster, late 
unassigned private, Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 


an 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | at the rate of si per month.” 


authorized and directed to place upon the Fem roll, subject to the provi- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of erick Wright, of 


of 
North Platte, in the State of Nebraska, late seamen, U. 8. 8S. Minnesota, 


United States Hove, ends pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in | able recommendation. 


lieu of the pension recei 


‘ zee amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
ollows: 


one out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 


That the of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on pension roll, subject to the pro 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


ALONZO LEWIS. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 1742) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Alonzo Lewis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


ms and limita- ‘ authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
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ond Mantiotions of Les 
tae et the rate of pote pee, ‘ook be is nee seers 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 


mendation. 


tho pension lows, Sho. nome @ f Alonzo Levis, late of Com- 


ene pe 


ALBION P. STILES. 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 11662) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Albion P. Stiles. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it ne etc., That the 


of the Poll subject io the provisions 


authorized and directed to onthe pension 
and limitations of the laws, tone name Br A ‘Albion tte, te OF Gc i 
pany H, ment Maine Volunteer y hima 


Seventeenth 

pension at the rate of $n per month in lieu of that he is now 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 

Ows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

AARON 8S. GATLIFF. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1455) granting an increase of pension to Aaron 8. Gatliff. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ishercby, 
authorized and directed to place on the 
and limitations of the pundon laws, 


—p- oe 
of Aaron 8. late of 
Company G, Fourth Regiment t Kentcky Vebuntonr Mounted Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of what he is now 
receiving. 
: The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
oliows: 


In line 7 strike out the word “ Volunteer.” 

Tn same line, after the word “ a, insert the wend “Volunteer.” 
s a line 8 strike out the word “five” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
‘four.’ 

In same line strike out the word “what” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “that.” 

The amendments were agreed to 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- | 


able recommendation. 
JAMES G. BOWLAND. 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 5111) granting a pension 
to James G. Bowland. 
rhe bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here 
authorized and directed to pase on ee the pension roll the name of James 


—. late —— Com nited ee and 
United Glatce Nex Navy, and rE oO a 
aon nh, te oo a after the passage o act, eutihes to the pro- 


visions el limitations of the pension laws. 
P The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
ollows: 


: pu out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the 
LOW Ig: 
” "Phat the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roil, Ps oe provisions and Eayiegone 
fio pea x Volunteer Marines Bowland. lat ap eee 2 
Regiment New York Volunteer Marine Artillery, and pay him > pendien a1 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

Amend the title se as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to | 
James G. Bowland.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 


‘The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- | 


able recommendation. 
ROBERT C. BALLARD, 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 8355) granting a pension 
to Robert C. Ballard. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pro Ss 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Robert C. Baliasd. late of 
Company D, Second ent United States Volunteer Infantry, and pay | 


him a pension at the rate of $18 per month. 


The amendment recommended by a ei 


follows: 
In line 8 strike out the word * ‘eighteen’ and insert in lieu thereof the | 


word “twelve.” 

The amendment was agreed to 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

WILLIAM T. PETERSON. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 7982) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William T. Peterson. 

The bill was read, as epee oF 


Be it enacted, etc., That the et: 
authorized and directed to ee on the VES & S 
and limitations of the pension jaws, name of =. Peteooe late 


of Company F, One hundred and ninety-ninth Pennsylvania Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay hima a pension at nT dine meh intone! Gath 
is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 7, before th “ ” “ " 
Inline Satetee on tho words "trdy ate” ane inset Bs on Saeal dg 

wots “twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

8. AGNES YOUNG. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 11112) granting a pension 
to 8. Agnes Young. 

The bill was mae as follows: 


poem, 200. That the Secretary of the Satoaies: be. ond be fetes \ 
Fomee ee and directed to youn — ss by 


widow of Thomas L, ene of tae One 
roe and eighteenth Ohio Volante yn te try, and pay her a pension of 
a month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


ain amendments recommended by the committee were i as 
WS: 
a er and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 


at the Secretary of the Interior ba, and an See Se Gany, eneteee ent 
of the on inws, the name ot 8.4 eabivs Ww sow ot Thamaae te. Young, 
late = pension randall and an, t Ohio Vous 


teer aeaey, & and pay oe a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
Leonel Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
8S. Anes Young 
The amendments were agreed to 
The billas amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation, 
ROBERT STEWART. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 9658) granting an increase 


of ion to Robert Stewart. 
bill was read, as follows: 

e it enacted, etc., ao oe and he is hereby, 
authorised and direct and. directed to ross = oe en pe rovi- 
| sions and limitations o! 8 
| of Company C, Fovty fourth wth Reetnent ape cen. .00n py 

him a pe ‘on at the rate of $25 per month g. 


The amendments recommended by rae eaails wala read, as 
| follows: 
| In line 8 strike out the word “five” and insert in lieu thereof the word 


“four.” 
In line 9 strike out the word “‘new” and insert in lieu thereof the word 


“now.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

WILLIAM KELLEY. 

The next business on the pene ee inn Kelley. (H. R. 
9883) granting an increase of pension illiam 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Reswetary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


_ authorized and directed to visions 

and limitations of the re Wi sribdect tp the late of © vs 

| pany B, Seventeenth ent Maine Mh ed Infantry , and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of tha She is now seceiving. 


The amendment recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
| Pensions was read, as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lien thereof the word 
“seventeen.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 
| The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

CHARLOTTE E. BAIRD. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
10679) granting an increase of pension to Charlotte E. Baird. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Bo tt nested, etc., sic. Ziet See Sosvtasy of the Intoviet Da, ont ese berets, 


culctonh and Fame tien ie = roll the name of ag 


Baird, widow of George lieutenant Company K, Fourth 
nesota ‘Ynfant Volunteers, and to her a pension at tie rate of $17 per 
month in lieu of that she is now r ving. 
The amendment recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
| Pensions was read, as follows: 
|r Setnoutak after the enacting clause, and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 


lo 
"tliat the Secreta of the Interior he is hereby, 
| directed on the guamion pelcaniaoonn to the and limitations 
ite foi tana, Ho ame of ae E. jo, widow of George Baird. 
say ear ss peteien wt thee cate of Gil por anemia en of tant ube 
paey. wee” 
The amendment was 


The bill S eeeiek eee eeeeaill aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
JOSEPH P. O'BRIEN. 
The next bsstnens on ths Petvahe Ceneaiar weer te bill (H. BR. 
1292) for the relief of J. P. O’Brien. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here ener. 
au! horkenll aeitaienabell he on the pension ro’ JP. Orion, late private, a 
va’ 


and limitations of the ion laws, the name of J. P. 
Battery F, First United States ery, 1878, and 
and landsman on board U. 8. 8. Kansas, 1872, and pay ‘<in a ths 
rate of $12 per Saenth. 

The amendments recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions were read, as follows: 

Strike out all of lines 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, and 11 and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
lowing: “of Joseph P. O’Brien, late tal steward, United States Army, 
and pay pian 0 pepaten of the rate of $12 per month.” 

Amend the so as to read: “A i granting a pension to Joseph P. 
oO’ Bei ien,” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


JAMES BROWN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
11890) granting an increase of pension to James Brown, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., = the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
aut horized and‘ on the pension roll, subject, to the provisions 
and limitations of the ows. the name of James Brown, late of Com- 
pany —, Eleventh Regi ment New York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu cf that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions were read, as follows: 

In line 6, after the word “Company,” insert the letter ‘‘D.” 

= line 8 strike out the word “fifty”? and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


EMSLEY KINSAULS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4238) granting a pension to Emsley Kinsauls. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Soeareuny of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pension roll, su of in tothe 
and limitations of the pension ws. ‘the name of Emsl ~~ ite a pri- 
vate of Company E, Fourth Regiment United States V7 Volt coe antry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $12 a month. 

The amendments recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions were read, as follows: 


In line 6 strike out the words “a private.” 
In line 8 strike out the letter “‘a’’ and insert in Neu thereof the word 
“per.” 
The amendments were agreed to 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
ELIZABETH A. BURRILL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
12054) granting a to Elizabeth A. Burrill. 
The bill was , as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the apy oA of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to he pension soe santos ect to the wee 


and limitations of the pe io the name of 
of Orrin A. Burrill, late of Compan A, Fiftieth ment it itew York Yolun- 
$12 per month. 


teer Engineers, and pay her a pe: n at the rate 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 


LOUISA M, MACFARLANE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
003) granting an increase of pension to Louisa M. MacFarlane. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enac etc., That Secretary of the Interior and he is hereby, 
authorized nnd dincoted to place on the ee bject © the provisions 
@ name M. MacFarla 


and limitations of the pension la 
widow of Michael B. MacFarlane, Tate of Batte 5, Mirth Slaschneet United 


States Artillery, 
that he lea , and gay her & pension at the re Baa) per month in lieu of 


; ina amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
OLLOWS 


a I mn line 6 woe out the word “ MacFarlane” and insert in lieu thereof the 
ore acfar 
In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 


“twelve.” 


Ax d ti “ 
- Matas op 08 to read: A bill granting an increase of pension to Louisa 


The amendments were agreed to 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
WALTER C, TUTTLE. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


12012) C. Tuttle. 
The Sant Sm Snctenee of pension to Walter 


authorized and 


sergeantof Company F, Fourth Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay hima 
pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions were read, as follows: 


7 line 6 ie out the words “ first sergeant.” 
n same line, after the word “ Fourth,” insert the word “ Regiment.” 
In line 7 strike out the word “ to.” 
a line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lien thereof the word 
“ hirty. 
The amendments were agreed to. i ; 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
M. C. ROGERS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
12697) granting a pension to M. C. Rogers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior and he is hereby, 
directed to place upon the pension r roll the name of M. C. ers, and grant 
him a pension at the rate o dollars per month for services rendered to 
the Federal Army and for wounds received in said service during the civil 
war. 

The amendment recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions was read, as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
Ww 


0 : 

3 the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to on the pension ro! subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pe n laws, the name of late a guide, United States 
Volunteers, and pay RAE of $12 per month.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 





RUTH BARTLETT, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
12395) granting a pension to Ruth Bartlett. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, sto. That 6 the o Sucestary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 

authorized and = on the pension roll the name of Ruth Bart 
lett, daughter ars vents rtlett, late of Company B, Eighteenth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer ‘antry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 a month 

The amendments recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions were read, as follows: 


. Suite out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the 
3 ow a 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to ese the on roll, subject to the pr ns and limitations 


of ben Pages laws, the name of Ruth Bartlett, ‘tho. dependent and helpless 


ie on Sylvanus Bartlett, late first lieutenant Company H, Eighteenth 
Re “4 Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 


* The ¢ hie was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


JOHN M. BROWN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
12774) granting an increase of pension to John M. Brown. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of tin penebon laws, the name of John M. Brown, late of Com- 
ny E, Thirty-e Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and 
Boapany O, First = him a pension at 


usetts Hea 
the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now recei 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 8, before the word “ Massachusetts,” insert the word Regiment. _ 
5 same line, after the word “ Massachusetts,” insert the word ** Volun- 


Tn line 9 strike out the word “fifty” and insert the word “ forty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


HANNAH CO. CHASE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8341) granting a pension to Hannah C. Chase. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Denneten of the coage be, and he is p beret, 
authorized and directed to place on t = dy ~y. roll , sub tot rovi- 
sions and limitations of the pension la the name of Hannah C - hase 
widow of the late Rev. William T. Chase. Ia late chaplain Eighty- first ‘Color 

Volunteer Infa , and pay her a a pension at atthe rateof per month. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


Strike out eB ine 7, and 8 pad incart ip Bon Shoneet He Soltowing: 
“of Hannah © widow of William T. Chase, late sg Eighty- 
fiat Regiment United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, y ters 
pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to 

The bill asamended was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable 
recommendation. 


Br eet pba at 


ee 

= 
ef 
fe 
es 
a 
4 
= 
4 
ie 
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JOHN M. SEYDEL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5695) granting an increase of pension to John M. Seydel. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
directed to place on the a roll the name of John M. Seydel, late a pri- 
vate in Company G, Forty-seventh ment of Iowa Infantry, at the rate 
of $30 per month, said pension to be in lieu of the one he now receives. 

‘ in amendment recommended by the eommittee was read, as 
ollows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 


wing: 

“ That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension pol, eubjoct to the provisionsand limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of John M. Seydel, late of Company G, Forty- 
seventh Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now peoulving.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
ANDREW RAY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6721) granting an increase of pension to Andrew Ray. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Andrew Ray, late of Com- 
pany F, Twenty-seventh Regiment Mlinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
@ pension at the rate of $60 per month in lieu of that he is now tecebving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

«JB am 6 strike out the word “of” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
captain.” 

In same line strike out the word “Twenty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ Ninety.” 

amie 8 strike out the word “sixty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“ i Spe 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


FRANCES L, ACKLEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
9290) granting a pension to Francis L. Ackley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the on laws, the name of Francis L. Ackley, widow of 
Charles Ackley, late acting master in the United States Navy, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all of lines 6, 7, and 8 and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
“of Frances L. Ackley, late a nurse in the Medical Department, United States 
Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month.” 

‘ ry e title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Frances L. 
CK ley.” 

The amendments were to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


HENRY I. SMITH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8794) granting a pension to Henry I. Smith. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Capt. Henry I. Smith, late of 
Company B, Seventh Regimens Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $72 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “Captain.” 

- line 8 strike out the word “seventy-two” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “sixty.” 

In same line, after the word “month,” insert the words “in lieu of that he 
is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Henry I. { mith.” 

The amendments were agreed to. . ; 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

JOHN 8. NELSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 4304) 
granting a pension to John S. Nelson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 8. Nelson, late wagon 
master, Second Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry,and Hooker's 
ee m, United States Army, and pay him a pension at the rate of $15 per 
month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 


MARTHA A, GREENLEAF, 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 4418) 


granting an increase of pension to Martha A. Greenleaf 
The was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed lace on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the aston laws, the name of Martha A. Greenleaf, widow 
of Richard O. Gree , late captain Company E, First Regiment New 
Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and Company B, Fourth Regiment New 
yy Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

JAMES LEHEW. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2006) 
granting an increase of pension to James Lehew. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the Pe on laws, the name of James Lehew, late of Com- 
pany A, Twenty-eighth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

JULIUS W. CLARK, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1289) 
granting an increase of pension to Julius W. Clark. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Julius W. Clark, late cap- 
tain of Company F, ere ‘giment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

NADINE A. TURCHIN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 3518) 
granting a pension to Nadine A. Turchin. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the on laws, the name of Nadine A. , widow 
of John B. Turchin, late colonel Nineteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer In- 
fantry and b er-general United States Volunteers, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month. . 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

MYRA W. ROBINSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 4486) 
granting amincrease of pension to Myra W. Robinson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension ro]l, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the nm laws, the name of s . Robinson, widow 
of Samuel C. Robinson, late of Company C, Twelfth Regiment New Ham 
shire Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per mon 
in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


AUGUSTUS E, HODGES. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1685) granting an increase of pension to Augustus E. Hodges. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the — on laws, the name of Anges E. Hodges, late 
of Company F, Fourth giment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and 
Pa acres pera aaa of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now re 
ceiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
rty.” 


The amendment was agreed to. ; 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


CHARLES EDWARD PRICE LANCE, ALIAS EDWARD PRICE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
ee granting an increase of pension to Charles Edward Price 
ce 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the peneicn roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles Edward Price 
Lance, alias Edward Price, late of Company E, Sixteenth Regiment New 
York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay me pension at the rate of $5 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


“ 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 
In line 6 strike out the word “five” and insert in lieu thereof the word 


Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Edward Price Lance, alias Edward Price.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


ROBERT G. SCROGGS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6890) granting an increase of pension to Robert G. Scroggs. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to = on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Robert G. Bcroges. late as- 
sistant surgeon of the One hundred and thirty-seventh Regiment Illinois Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
the $12 per month he is now drawing. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


Strike out all of lines 6, 7, 8, and 9 and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
“of Robert G. Scroggs, late assistant surgeon, One hundred and thirty-sev- 
enth Regiment [linois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


MARGARET M. GRANT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7994) granting an increase of pension to Margaret M. Grant. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Margaret M. Grant, widow 
of Marcus Grant, late major First Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: ’ 

In line 7 before the word “‘ Michigan” insert the word “‘ Regiment.” 

In the same line strike out the word “Infantry” and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “ Engineers and Mechanics.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
HENRY W. GASKILL. 





. The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. | 


11180) granting an increase of pension to Henry W. Gaskill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Henry W. 
Gaskill, late lieutenant, Company K, Twelfth New Jersey Volunteer Infan- 
try, and pay him a pension of $50 per month from any date after the e 
of this act. He is now on pension roll at $8 per month, invalid certificate No. 
20449, act June 27, 1890. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

, Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fel- 
owing: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject_to the provisions and limi- 
tations of the pension laws, the name of Henry W. Gaskill, late first lieuten- 
ant Company K, Twelfth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

The amendment was agreed to. : , y 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


SOLOMON P. BROCKWAY. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Marble, United States 
Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate of $72 per month in lieu of the pen- 
sion he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


Strike out all of lines 6, 7, and _ 8 and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
“of John Marble, late of the U. 8. 8. Ohio, Cohassett, and Ceres, United 
States Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieuof 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


ANDREW J. FREEMAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1967) 
granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. Freeman. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Andrew J. Freeman, late of 
Company F, Twentieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $35 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


MARY E, PETTIT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
11814) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. Pettit. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary E. Pettit, widow of 
Capt. Gilbert B. Pettit, late of Company F, One hundred and twentieth New 
York Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 


The following amendment was recommended by the committee: 
Strike out all of lines 6, 7, 8, and 9 and insert in lieu thereof the following: 


| “of Mary E. Pettit, widow of Gilbert B. Pettit, late first lieutenant Company 


F, One hundred and twentieth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $17 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving.” 
The committee amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
THOMAS WILKINSON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5453) granting an increase of pension to Thomas Wilkinson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the soateheny of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Thomas 
Wilkinson, late of Company G, First Regiment Massachusetts Infantry, and 


| pay him a pension at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of that he is now 


receiving. 
The following amendment was recommended by the committee: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
lowing: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the penson roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Thomas Wilkinson, late of Company G, 
First Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 


The committee amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 


| able recommendation. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. | 


10545) granting an increase of pension to Solomon P. Brockway. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, the name of Solomon P. 
Brockway, late major Ninth Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, at the rate of $50 
per month in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 


. a amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
ollows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
owiln 


directed So pate on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension Jaws, the name of Solomon P. Brockway, late major Ninth 
Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
JOHN MARBLE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
3519) granting an increase of pension to John Marble. 


XXXV——213 


“ That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 





OSCAR W. LOWERY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill /H. R. 
5870) granting an increase of pension to Oscar W. Lowrey. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Oscar W. Lowrey, late of 
Company I, Sixth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


With the following committee amendments: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lief thereof the fol- 
lowing: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, ee to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Oscar W. Lowery, late of Company D, Sixth 
Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Oscar W. Lowery.” 


The committee amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
NEIL GILLESPY. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bi!l (H. R. 
7512) granting an increase of pension to Neil Gillespy. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
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and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Neil Gillesp late of Com- 
pany I, Forty-fourth Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay @ pension 
at rate of $12 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

With the following committee amendment: 

In line 6, before the word “‘ Wisconsin,” insert the word “ Regiment.” 


The committee amendment was agreed to 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
JOHN GLENN. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4184) to increase the pension of John Glenn. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is here’ 
directed and authorized to increase the pension of John Glenn, late corporal. 
Company C, One hundredth Penneyivania Volunteers, and pay him a pension 
of $50 per month in lieu of the pension he now receives. 

With the following committee amendments: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause, and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 


lowi in 
That the Seemstesy of the a be, 8 > a is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on th a ig oy 
Cc, ¢ yne un- 


dredth Regiment Pennsylvania Volentour no, lta & pension 
at the rete $30 per =onth? in lieu +o that he is now try, and pay b 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
John Glenn.” 

The committee amendments were agreed to 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

MARY HOLMES, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7678) eas a pension to Mary Holmes. 
ill was read, as follows: 


Be - enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to maees Ss the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


and limitations of the an e name of Molmen. wh widow of 
John O. Holmes, late of pany 5 F. Fo -seventh ent Wisconsin Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


HARMAN SCRAMLIN, 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


6871) granting an increase of pension to Harman Scramlin. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and bpote hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension subject to visions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of late of 


Company D, Forty-second Regiment Tllinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now pas 

With the following committee amendment: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, the committee desires 
that the committee amendment be voted down. This was an old 
soldier, and he was fourteen months in the Andersonville prison. 
He ought to have $30 instead of $24. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was disagreed to. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


ELIZA B. GAMBLE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 965) 
granting a pension to Eliza B. Gamble. 

The Clerk read the bill, as :ollows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place or the pension roll, sub; to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eliza B. Gamble, widow of 


David C. Gamble, late captain Company E, Sixty-sixth Regiment Mlinois Vol- 
unteer Infantry, ‘and pay her a pension at ‘the rate of $20 per month. 


With the following amendment recommended by the commit- 
tee: 


Strike - all after the enacting clause and insert: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized an 
directed = on the pension roll, ares to = eee and Meaitetions 
of the pension laws, the name of Eliza le, widow of David C. Gam- 
ble, late captain Company E, Sixty-sixth Tae ee Illinois Volunteer Infan- 
try, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 


able recommendation. 
MARY C. TRASK. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


5150) granting a pension to C. Trask. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the are be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, to the 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Trask, widow of 
Amos B. Trask, late of Company G, “Cie -naane of ary ©. tr . aeeneantte 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The following amendment was recommended by the committee: 

in ine 8 strike out the word “twelve” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“ e Z ” 

The committee amendment was to. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


SANDERS R. SEAMONDS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4261) granting an increase of pension to Sanders By Seamonds. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations < the pension laws, the name of Sanders R. Seamon _ 
of Company M, Second Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him 
pension at the rate of $60 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


With the following committee amendment: 
In line 8 strike out the word “sixty” and insert in lieu thereof the words 
“thirty-six.” 
The committee amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
DANIEL SIMS. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 4426) granting a pension 
to Daniel Sims. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he here 
authorized and directed to place on the 5 pemalonn: roll, sub ect to the pro a. 
and limitations of the pe on ware, 8. the none of Daniel Sims, of lifornia, 


Washington County, Pa., late a member iy oy Battery E, Pennsy] 
vania Sear Hoser > war of oe lion, from and after the 
passage of this act, at rate $30 per month 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 


lo 
Sorat the the Secretary of the Interior be, saan he ts heneby. oxtivesten’ ond 


directed to on the pension roll, sub tions 

atthe ponein toe, te Hanne fDi! any tbe  Essependent Retr 
ra 

aT g20 por sia Volunteer Light Artillory he is ere : 


Amend title so as to read: “A bill granting an iaceense of pension to Daniel 
Sims.” 


The amendments were to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
CHARLES F. COLES. 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 5961) granting a pension 
to Charles F. Coles. 
The bill was read, as follows: ‘ 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior and he is hereby, 
authorized and ‘directed to lace on the ee roll, sub; to the sions 
and limitations the pension laws, the name of Charles pee late of Com- 


Volunteer Ca him an 

pen ba rate Regiment month in lieu of that he ope vessiving. = 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

PETER T. NORRIS. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 9366) granting a pension 
to Peter T. Norris. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


Be it enacted, ete © Secretary 
authorized and directed to place on the rolls of the Pension Office the name of 
Peter T. Norris, late of Com ay 0. CG, eee oe eer Kentucky Volunteer 
Infantry, subject to the of the pension laws, and 
pay him a pension of $24 per ak Poa and after the date of the passage of 
this act. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 
ae out all after the enacting clause and *nsert in lieu thereof the fol- 


™ t the Interior be, and he is authorized and 
directed to Lecvcn tks conan ene sub, to the et limitations 
of the laws, the name of Peter T. Norris, of Company C, Fortieth 
ent Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 
re ~~} penetra “A bill granting an increase of pension to Peter 
oO 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


able recommendation. 
RACHEL BROWN. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 954) granting an increase 
of pension to Rachel Brown. 
e bill was read, as follows: 
Be it engehed sic. Tt etc., Ka yl the ea of the Interior be, po Bae Tym Ioeg is hereby, 


authorized and directed pines om So penton: visions 
of the pension laws, the mae of rE eeey, 


of James Brown, late 
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a major of the Seventieth Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $25 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 
Strike out all after the enacting clause and imsert in lieu thereof the fol- 


lowing: 
That the Secretary of the Interior be, ond is hereby, authorized and 
e 


e n 
directed on ee roll, sa ons and limitations 
pi Mth Beciasant Obs Volunies Infant oe he ke 
ven 0 un Tr -) ra on 

ie rate of $15 per month in lieu of that she is nod wecditiag: = 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


JUSTUS CANFIELD, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 636) granting a pension 
to Justus Canfield. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the _are roll, subject to the provisions 
Company Be Bocond Regiment town Yolundest Gavairy” and pay hin © Pot 
aaa bt. of $24 month in lieu of that he is now receiving. ” 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “a” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“ per.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

SARAH E, MERRITT, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 1422) granting a pension 
to Mrs. C. M. Merritt. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub. to the i 
and limitations of the laws, the name of Mrs. C. M. Merritt, widow of 
C. M. Merritt, late a captain in Com: A, Eighth Massachusetts Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of per month, 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


Strike out all of lines 6, 7, 8, and 9 and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
“of Sarah E. Merritt, iow of Charies M. Merritt, late captain and assistant 
quartermaster, United States Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $15 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah E. Merritt.” 

The amendments were agreed to. ; 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation, 


JAMES 8. PERRY, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 3486) to grant a pension 
to James 8. Peery. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place the name of James 8S. Peery, of i ; 
Lewis County, W. Va., late a sergeant of Company C, Third West Virginia 
Volunteer Cavalry, on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, at the rate of $25 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 

wings: 

“Tnat the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to eon the pension roll, subject to the visions and limitations 
of the pe laws, the name of James S. Perry, late of Company C, Third 
Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $17 per month in lieu of that he is now ae 

Amend title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
James 8. Perry.” 

The amendments were a. to. 2 : 3 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


THOMAS MILSTED, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 1811) granting an increase 

of ———- to Thomas Milsted. 
e bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub, to the provisions 
pone Sixteonth Boghenon De ae Volantoor Heat Artillery adie 

’ or ’ 
Fim’ pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now recei y 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 

ANNA J. THOMAS, 

The next business was the bill (S. $213) granting a pension to 
Anna J. Thomas. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secreta f the Interior be, and he is hereby, 

etc ry 0 


authorized and directed to the pension roll, subject to the 
end limitations of ea ee eat Pay Geena otlew at 


Zachariah E. Thomas, late of Company A, First Regiment Iowa Volunteer 
Cavalry, and second lieutenant Company E, Eleventh Regiment Missouri 
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $15 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


LAWSON WILLIAMS, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 3755) granting a pension 
to Lawson Williams. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and yg * pension pore, = me of hee Williams, late of 
one , Severn nt Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of per month. ” ” 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all of lines 6, 7, and 8 and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
“of Lawson Williams, late of Company B, Twenty-second Regiment Kentucky 


Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving.” 


end the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Lawson Williams.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


ELIZA J, NOBLE. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 2994) granting a pension 
to Eliza J. Noble. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Inter‘or be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place the name of Eliza J. Noble, widow of James 


D. Noble, late surgeon of t eet Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer 
Infantry, and assistant , United States Navy, on the pension roll of 
the United States of America, at the rate of $17 per month, subject to the 


rules and limitations of the pension laws. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 
: Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
owing: 
~Thatthe Seeretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Eliza J. Noble, widow of James D. Noble, 


late t surgeon, Fifty-first ent Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, 
and assistant ar U States Navy, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.” 


Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Eliza J. Noble.” 

The amendments were agreed to. E , , 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


ISADORA F, MAXFIELD, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8868) granting an increase of pension to Isadora F. Maxfield. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sfons and limitations of the ion laws, the name of Isadora F. Maxfield, 
widow of W Maxfield, late of Cae E, Ninth ment Minnesota 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


JAMES B. HASHBARGAR, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
12504) granting a pension to J. B. Hashbarger. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the soreey of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sionsand limitations of the pension laws, the name of J. B. Hashbarger, totally 
helpless son of Zachary Hashbarger, late private, Company K, First Tennes- 
goo Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The amendments recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions were read, as follows: 


Strike out all of lines 6, 7, 8, and 9 and insert in lieu thereof the Soorerines 
“of James B. Hash , the dependent and helpless son of Zachariah 8S. 
late of pany K, First Regiment Tennessee Volunteer 

Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 312 per month.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill gran a pension to James B. 
Hashbargar.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 4 : 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


JESSE M. PECK, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
12409) granting an increase of pension to J. M. Peck. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of J. M. Peck, late of Company 
E, Pifty-first Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that which he is now receiving. 
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The amendments recommended by the Committee on Invalid 

Pensions were read, as follows: 
F line 6 strike out the letter “J” and insert in lieu thereof the word 

“ Jesse.”’ 

In line 8 strike out the word “ which.” 

Amend the title soas to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Jesse M. Peck. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


JOHN A. EVELAND. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
12408) granting an increase of pension to John A. Eveland. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John A. Eveland, late of 
Company G, Ninetieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions was read, as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

SUSAN WALKER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
12312) granting a pension to Susan Walker. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Susan Walker, widow of the 
late James H. Crysler, who was a member of Company B, Fourteenth Wis- 
om Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month. 

The amendment recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions was read, as follows: 

_ Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
sow ine: 

_“Toat the Secretary of the Infrior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed te place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Susan Walker, the former widow of 
James H. Crysler, late of Company B, Fourteenth Wisconsin Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

RANSOM SIMMONS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
12549) granting an increase of pension to Ransom Simmons. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authoiized and directed to place the name of Ransom Simmons, late of Com- 
pany K, First Michigan Light Artillery, on the pension roll at the rate of $30 


per month in lieu of the amount he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the Committee on Invalid | 


Pensions was read, as follows: 
: Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
owing: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 


directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations | 


of the pension laws, the name of Ransom Simmons, late of Company K, First 
Regiment Michigan Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $35 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- | 


able recommendation. 
HUGH M’GUCKIN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. | 


11534) for the relief of Hugh McGuckin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed toplace on the pension roll, the name of Hugh 
McGuckin, formerly of Company G, Ninety-fourth New York Volunteer 
Infantry, att he rate of $8 per month, the same to be paid to him under the 
rules of the Pension Bureau as to mode and time of payment. 


The amendments recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions were read, as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
lowing: , 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisionsand limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Huch McGuckin, late of Company G, Ninety- 
fourth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $8 per month and such increase of pension as he may hereafter 
show himself to be entitled to under a pension laws, notwithstand- 
ing the provisions of section 4716, Revised Statutes.” : 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Hugh Mc- 
Gackin.” 


The amendments were agreed to. ¥ 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
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KATE H. CLEMENTS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1942) 
granting an increase of pension to Kate H. Clements. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the sion la the name of te H. Clements, widow 
of Alexander H Clements, late captain and commissary of subsistence, United 
States Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

ARTHUR H. PERKINS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
$292) granting an increase of pension to Arthur H. Perkins. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pene roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Arthur H. Perkins, late of 
Company I, Fifth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and | pay 
him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions was read, as follows: 

In line6strike out the word “of” and insert the words “‘ second lieutenant.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


COLMORE L. NEWMAN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
| 9219) granting an increase of pension to C. L. Newman. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
| Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is herepy, 
| authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
| and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Colmose L. Newman, late 
| of Company G, First Regiment United States or Infantry, and pay 
| him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The amendments recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions were read, as follows. 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Colmore L. Newman.” 

In line 6 change ‘‘ Colmose” to “ Colmore;” and in line7 change “ Voltigeur 
Infantry” to “ Voltigeurs, war with Mexico.” 

The amendments were agreed to. ; y . 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 

able recommendation. 


FRANCES E, SCOTT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
10710) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Frances E. Scott. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
| authorized to place the name of Frances E. Scott, widow of Charles H. Scott, 
deceased, late a private of Company H, Thirteenth Regiment United States 
| Volunteers, in the Mexican war, upon the pension roll, and pay her a pension 
| of $18 per month in lieu of any pension that may now be paid her. 
| The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

Change the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Frances E. Scott.” 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following: 

‘That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension Zou, suleet to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Frances E. Scott, widow of Charles H. Scott, 
| late of Company H, Thirteenth Regiment United States Infantry, war with 

Mexico, meek pay her a pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that she 


is now receiving.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
| able recommendation. 


WILLIAM P. FEATHERSTONE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
| 9952) granting a pension to William P. Featherstone, of Owen 
County, Ky. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
| authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
| and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William P. Featherstone, 
| late of Company F, First United States Mounted Rifles. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


Strike out of the title the words “‘of Owen County, Ky.” 
In line 6, after the word “ First,” insert ‘* Regiment,” and add to the end 
| of the bill the words “and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


HELEN F. LASHER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
9777) for the relief of Helen F. Lasher. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll of the United States 
the name of Helen F. Lasher, widow of O. E. Lasher, late senior lieutenant 
of U. 8. 8. Bennington during the civil war, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $50 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

: Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
owing: 

* That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 

directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 

ot the pension laws; the name of Helen I’. Lasher, widow of Orin E. Lasher, 

late lieutenant United States Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 
yer month, and $2 per month additional on account of each of the minor chil- 
ren of said Orin E. Lasher, until they reach the age of 16 years.” 

. Amey the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Helen F. 
asher.”’ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

ESTHER A. C. HARDEE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6699) granting an increase of pension to Esther A. C. Hardee. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to increase the pension of Esther A. C. Hardee, 
widow of Lucius A. Hardee, late a colonel in the Florida Seminole Indian war 
of 1857 and 1858, to the sum of $30 per month, so that her entire pension afore- 
said may be rated at $30 per month. | 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as | 
follows: 

Strike out all in the billafter the word “ directed,” in line 4, and substitute | 
therefor the following: “To place upon the pension roll, subject to the provi- | 


sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name ot Esther A. C. Hardee, | 
widow of Lucius A. Hardee, late captain, First Regiment Florida Volunteer | 


Strike out all in the bill after the sixth line and substitute therefor the 
irene “late lieutenant-colonel, United States Army, and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
PATRICK MORAN. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1012) granting an increase of pension to Patrick Moran. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Patrick Moran, late of Com- 

ny M, Third Regiment United States Artillery, and pay him a pension at 

he rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


Change the title soas to read: “‘A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Patrick Moran.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty’ and insert “sixteen.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fayor- 
able recommendation. 

ERWIN A. BURKE, ALIAS BURT/A. ERWIN. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
12552) granting a pension to Erwin A. Burke, alias B. A. Erwin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


| and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Erwin A. Burke, who en- 


listed under the name of B. A. Erwin, late of the United States Navy, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 


Mounted Infantry, Seminole Indian war, and pay her a pension at the rate follows: 


of $20 per month.” 
mS the title so as to read: “‘ A bill granting a pension to Esther A. C. 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
ISAAC PHIPPS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
11168) granting an increase of pension to Isaac Phipps. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Isaac Phipps, late of Gregg's 
Tennessee Volunteers, Indian war, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

; The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
ollows: 

In line 6 strike out “late of Gregg’s Tennessee Volunteers, Indian war,” 
and insert “late of Captain Gregg’s company, Tennessee Volunteers, Chero- 
kee Indian disturbances.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

IDA D. GREENE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
9018) granting a pension to Ida M. Green. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby. 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, ge to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ida M. Green, widow 
of Frederick E. Green, late lieutenant-commander, United States Navy, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month. 


‘ an amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
OLLOWS: 

In line 6 change “Ida M. Green” to “Ida D. Greene;”’ and in the same line 
change “ Frederick E. Green” to “Francis E. Greene.” 

In line 8 strike out “fifty” and insert “thirty.” s 

Add to the end of the bill the words ‘and $2 per month additional on ac- 
count of each of the minor children of said Francis E. Greene until they reach 
the age of 16 years.” 


Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Ida D. | 


Greene.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- | 


able recommendation. 
KATHARINE RAINS PAUL. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
11249) granting a pension to Katharine Rains Paul. 


| 
| 
The bill was read, as follows: | The bill was read, as follows: 


Strike out all in the billafter the words “ Erwin A. Burke,” in line 6, and 
substitute therefor the following: “alias Burt A. Erwin, late ordinary sea- 
man, United States Navy, war with Spain.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

JOSEPH CULBREATH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
12490) granting an increase of pension to Joseph Culbreath, late 
second lieutenant Company L, Palmetto Regiment South Caro- 
lina Volunteers, in war with Mexico. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph Culbreath, late sec- 
ond lieutenant Cmaney L, Palmetto Regiment South Carolina Volunteers, 
in war with Mexico, an y him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 7 strike out the word “in.” 
Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Culbreath.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
HENRY C. HELPHINSTINE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
12028) granting an increase of pension to Henry C. Helphinstine, 
a veteran of the Mexican war. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the — laws, the name of Henry C. Helphinstine, late 
of Company B, Third Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $50 per month in leu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7 insert the words ‘‘war with Mexico; and in line 8 strike out 
“ fifty ’ and insert “twenty.” 
| The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
| able recommendation. 
WILLIAM E. GRAY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
12101) granting a pension to William E. Gray. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heishereby,| Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to = on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provfsions 


and limitations of the on laws, the name of Ka e Rains Paul, widow 

of Charles Rodman Paul, colonel Thirtieth Infantry, United States Army, 

and to pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month. 

‘ an amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
ollows: 


Change the title so as to read: “A bill gran an increase of pension to 
Katharine Rains Paul.” o 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William E. Gray, late of 
Company M, First Regiment Georgia Volunteer Infantry. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all after the word “Infantry,” in line 7. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recoinmendation. 

WHAAAM G. GRAY. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
11550) granting an increase of pension to William G. Gray, of 
Burnsville, Miss., a veteran of the Indian war. 

The bill was read, as follows: - 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subj peothe aes "Bray. of 
Gray, 0 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name ‘of 
Burnsville, Miss., a veteran of the Indian war, and now os 
of $8 per month under certificate Ne. 1500, dated July 27, 1892, and coy him 
$20 per month in lieu of the said sum which he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 


follows: 


Strike ont after the word “Gray,” im line 6, and insert: “late of Captain 
Daniels’s company, Georgia V olunteers, Cherokee Indian disturbances, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 


The amendment was agreed to 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

FRANCES GURLEY ELDERKEIN. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
3743) granting an increase of pension to Frances Gurley Elderkin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension ~—_ subject to the visions 
and limitations of the on laws, the name noes Gurley Elderkin, 


widow of William Anthony Elderkin, = =<. and assistant 
general of subsistence United States Army, and pay her a ae at the ra 
of $40 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 9 strike out the word “forty” and insert “thirty-five.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

TSAAC M. PANGLE. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. 


granting a pension to Isaac M. Pangie. 
“* Pangle.”’ desire to amend the body of the and the title. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the correction of the 
spelling of the name will be made. [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears no objection. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Inow move that the committee rise and 
report the bills to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Capron, Chairman of the Committee of 


the Whole, reported that that committee had had under consid- | 


eration sundry bills on the Private Calendar, and had reported 
the same back, some with amendment and some without amend- 
ment, with the recommendation that the bills without amend- 
ment, and those with amer.dment as amended, do pass. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. 
on iooouaiiaiins I report the bili (H. R. 13123) making appro- 
priations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and for other purposes. And I 
desire to give notice that I will call it up for consideration on 
Monday next. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois, chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations, and by direction of the comunittee, 
reports the sundry civil appropriation bill, and at the same time | 
gives notice that he will call the same up for consideration on 
Monday next. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I want to reserve all points of order | 
upon the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri reserves all | 
points of order on the bill. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union and ordered 
to be printed. 

PENSION BILLS PASSED. 
The following House bills, reported from the Committee of the 


Whole without amendments, were severally considered, ordered 
to be engrossed and read a third time, read the third time, and 


passed: 
A bill to correct the mii:tary record of Calvin A. 


ae R. 3379. 
ice: 
A bill to correct the record of John O’Brien; 


H. R. 3442. 


a 9415. A bill granting an increase of pension to James 
atthews: 

H. R. 11578. A bill granting an increase of pension to John 
Gaston; 


Mr. Chairman, I desire to return to Calen- | 
dar No. 824, page 23 of the Calendar. It is — bill (H. R. 9717) | 


es 2 tend should be | 


CANNON. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee | 


H.R. 4622. A bill granting a pension to Frank W. Lynn; 
H. R. 1046. A bill granting an increase of pension to John J, 


Martin; 

H. R. 7116. A bill granting an increase of pension to Alexander 
F. McConnell; 

H. _R. 7142. A bill granting an increase of pension to Alonzo 


H. R. 12054. A bill granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Burrill; 
H. R. 7678. A bill granting a pension to Mary Holmes; 
H. R. 6871. A bill granting an increase of pension to Harman 


Scramlin; 
H.R. 1811. A bill granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Milsted; and 


. R. 3868. A bill granting an increase of pension to Isadora F., 

and| The following House bills with amendments favorably reported 

_ from the Committee of the Whole were severally considered, the 
amendments agreed to, the bills as amended ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time; and they were accordingly read 
the third time, and — 

H. R. 2901. A to remove the charge of desertion from the 

military record of Abram Williams; 

H. R. 10095. A bill for the relief of Levi L. Reed; 

H. R. 1423. A bill granting an increase of pension to Asa T. 
Tarbox; 
ne 3% A il granting an increase of pension to Israel 

ler; 

H. R. 5883. A bill granting a pension to Martha A. Hollingsead 
| (Se 1sea ak bill granting 
Hockenberry (title amended): 

H. R. 11916. A bill granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
B. Spurling; 

H. R. 12115. A bill granting a pension to Chester E, Wadsworth; 

H.R. 12145. A bill granting an increase of pension to Caleb W. 
Sto 

TR. 8106. A bill granting a pension to Daniel J. Mahoney 
| (title amended) ; 

H. R. 6021. A bill granting a pension to William Kaste; 

H. R. . A bill ting a pension to Eliza J. West; 

H. R. 10081. A bill granting a pension to Pauline M. Roberts 
| (title amended) ; 

| H.R. 11117. A bill granti to William T. Hamilton, 
| of Wheeling, Ohio County a. (title amended) ; 

| H.R. 6412. A bill for I tor th relief os Carl Jordan and restoration 
to pension roll; 

H. R. 6205. A bill granting an increase of pension to Richmond 
M. Curtis from $12 to $30 month (title amended); 

H. R. 5600. A bill granting an increase of pension to John G. 
Sanders; 

H. R. 9654. A bill granting a pension to John S. James; 

H. R. 3899. A bill granting an increase of pension to Thomas B. 
Wilson 

H. .s 10494. A bill granting an increase of pension to J enathen 
| H. Slocum; 
| H.R. 7766. A bill granting an increase of pension to John 
| Huffman; 

H. R. 5711. A bill granting an increase of pension to James R. 
| Brockett (title amended) ; 
H. R. 7986. A bill granting a pension to Clara C. ies 
H. R. 11271. A bill granting a pension to Louisa 
H. R. 1709. A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Godfrey; 
| —— R 2316. A bill to correct the military record of Albert 


| a R. 1458. A bill granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Kirwan; 
H. R. 2286. A bill granting a pension to Mary E. Poole (title 


mended) ; 
= H. R. 4108. A bill granting a pension to William C. Hickox; 
H. R. 7560. A bill granting a pension to George W. Butler 
(title amended) ; 
H. R. 3658. A bill granting a pension to James W. Poor (title 
amended) ; 


ae A 6686. A bill granting an increase of pension to Elbridge 
ie H. R 7 7100. A bill granting an increase of pension to Stanton 


L. Brabham; 


i. —_ A bill granting a pension to Allen W. Merrill (title 


| ); 
| H. RB. 8009. A bill granting a ion to Sarah B. Clingerman 
| H.R. 8134. A bill granting a pension to James H. Duan (title 


an increase of pension to Allen 





nJ, 





); 
H. R. 9140. A bill granting an increase of pension to Mary Ann 
E. Sperry 


. 
, 
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H. R. 5111. A bill granting a pension to James G. Bowland 
(title amended) ; 

H. R. 8355. A bill granting a pension to Robert C. Ballard: 

H. R. 7982. A bill granting an increase of pension to William 
T. Peterson; 

H. R. 11112. A bill granting a pension to S. Agnes Young (title 


H. R: 9656, A bill granting Pyne to Lunsford Y. Bailey, of 
Monmouth, Oreg. (title amended) ; 
H. R. 9717. A bill granting a pension to Isaac M. Pangle (title 
amended) ; : 
H. R. 10122. A bill wanting s pension to John 8S. Burket, of 
Blakeman, (title amended) ; 
H. R. 10114. A bill granting an increase of pension to Charles | amended); : 
H. Furgerson (title amended) ; H. R. 9658. A bill granting an increase of pension to Robert 
H. R. 10179. A bill granting an increase of pension to Theron | Stewart; ; 
R. Mack; | H.R. 9883. A bill granting an increase of pension to William 
H. R. 10230. A bill granting an increase of pension to H. C. | Kelley; 
Vore (title amended) ; H. R. 10679. A bill granting an increase of pension to Charlotte 
H. R. 10255. A bill granting a pension to Margaret Bartlett | E. Baird; 
Tisdale (title amended); H. R. 1292. A bill for the relief of J. P. O’Brien (title amended); 
H. R. 10925. A bill granting an increase of pension to William H. R. 11890. A bill granting an increase of pension to James 
Paul; Brown; , 
H. R. 11075. A bill granting an increase of pension to A. J.:| H. R. 4238. A bill granting a pension to Emsley Kinsauls; 
Hart (title amended) ; H. R. 8003. A bill granting an increase of pension to Louisa M. 
H. R. 11498. A bill granting a pension to Mary A. Lipps; McFarlane (title amended); 
H. R. 11976. A bill granting a pension to Lucy M. Ferman, H. R. 12012, A bill granting an increase of pension to Walter 
who served as a matron and nurse in military hospitals during | C. Tuttle; 
civil war (title amended); — H. R. 12697. A bill granting a pension to M. C. Rogers; 
H. R. 12116, A bill granting a pension to W. A. Hopper (title | H.R. 12395. A bill granting a pension to Ruth Bartlett; 
amended); H. R. 12774. A bill granting an increase of pension to John M. 
H. R. 6441. A bill granting an increase of pension to William | Brown; 
H. Wood; H. R. 8341. A bill granting a pension to Hannah C: Chase; 
H. ae A bill granting a pension to Gottlieb Kafer (title - R. 5695. A bill granting an increase of pension to John M. 
amended); s ; ‘ : Seydel; 
H. R. 12275. A bill granting a pension to Amelia A. Russell; H. R. 6721. A bill granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
H. R. 5828. A bill granting an increase of pension to 8. Bortle | Ray: 
(title amended); P " H. R. 9290. A bill granting a pension to Francis L. Ackley 
H. R. 12284. A bill granting an increase of pension to George | (title amended); 


W. Shaw; P . , | H.R. 8794. A bill granting a pension to Henry I. Smith (title 
H. R. 12550. A bill granting an increase of pension to James E. | amended); 
Horton; H. R. 1685. A bill granting an increase of pension to Augustus 


H. R. 2599. A bill granting an increase of pension to John Hall, | E. Hodges; 

of Bradley County, Tenn. (title amended); | H. R. 5551. A bill granting an increase of pension to Charles 
H. R. 10496, A bill granting a pension to James T. Steele: | Edward Price Lance (title amended); 

5 = R. 9308. A bill granting an increase of pension to Edwin P. | H.R. 6890. A bill granting an increase of pension to Robert G. 
ohnson; 


. | Scroggs; 
H. R. 5560. A bill granting a pension to Annie L. Evens (title| 4. R. 7994. A bill granting an increase of pension to Margaret 


amended) ; i " : : | M. Grant; 
ane 1486. A bill granting an increase of pension to CharlesA. | 7. R. 11180. A bill granting an increase of pension to Henry 
8; | W. Gaskill; 
H. R. 9592. A bill granting a pension to Emily Briggs; 545 i i i as onsi S 
Ege a * eee amie thon Weirauch: a ie . A bill granting an increase of pension to Solomon 


H. R. 9187. A bill granting an increase of pension toCaroline A. | 
Hammond (title amended); _ : | Marble: 
H. R. 11787. A bill granting a pension to Irena Hill (title H. R. 11314. A bill granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
amended); : ] j Pettit: : 
H. R. 11924. A bill granting an increase of pension to Lewis H. | 7 R. 5453. A bill granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
(title amended); West Wilkinson: 
. R. 12356. A bill granting a pension to Wash m Ojers; 5Q> : : increase ; r 
= = 12418. A bill granting a pension Se . Clarke; —— ( soo —n or ee 
. R. 9847. A bill granting an increase of pension to Zachariah Soma : or : aaial Oi 
R. Sanders (title amended); oe 7512. A bill granting an increase of pension to Neil Gil- 
*. = — A oe ees an increase of pension to James Se R 4184, A bill granting an increase of pension to John 
. P. Johnson (title amended) ; i A Das ; rou 
ae rate a eremting om trenenne ot prosian to Bishend | Cort $100. A bill granting a pension to Mary O. Trask: 
r s ‘ o e « ; . . co . 
(eamaaieliens — ee, ee aw | H. R. 4261. A bill granting an increase of pension to Sanders 
H. R. 38. : ing an i : R. Seamonds; 
ese aipem a Don GPRS Ok THATERER. OF pemalees to. Peaeinat | H, R. 4426. A bill granting a pension to Daniel Sims (title 
H. R. 11894. A bill anting a pension to Hannah A. Timmons; | 2mended); 4 . : A 
(ae R. 11798. A bill granting an increase of pension to Ole | ia A bill granting an increase of pension to Charles 
eson; | #- ORs, . : 
H. R. 6645. A bill granting an increase of pension to Ann E. H. R. 9366. A bill for the relief of Peter T. Norris (title amended) ; 
Austin; H. R. 954. A bill granting an increase of pension to Rachel 
H. R. 12129, A bill granting a pension to Minnie M. Rice; Brown; , , 
H. R. 2857. A bill granting an increase of pension to Frances J. | _H. R. 639. A bill granting an increase of pension to Justus 


H. R. 3519. A bill granting an increase of pension to John 


Haughton (title amended); Canfield; . 3 . ; 
H. R. 8721. A bill granting an increase of pension to Joseph H. R. 1422. A bill granting a pension to Mrs. C. M. Merritt 
Westbrook; (title amended); _ i ; 
H. R. 9870. A bill granting a pension to John J. Wolfe (title| H. R. 3486. A bill granting a pension to James 8. Peery (title 
amended); amended) ; : : ‘ 
H. R. 5170. A bill granting a pension to Frederick Wright (title H. R. 3755. A bill granting a pension to Lawson Williams (title 
amended) ; amended) ; ° 
H. R. 9458. A bill granting an increase of pension to Adolph | H. R. 2994. A bill granting a pension to Eliza J. Noble (title 
Becker; amended) ; : s ; 
H. R. 9378, A bill granting a pension to Clara B. Townsend; H. R. 12504. A bill granting a pension to J. B. Hashbarger (title 
H. R. 10782. A bill granting a pension to Ole Steensland; amended) ; 


H. R. 11496. A bill granting a pension to Henry 8. Foster; H. R. 12409. A bill granting an increase of pension to J. M. 
H, R. 11662, A bill granting an increase of pension to Albion P. | Peck (title amended); 

Stiles; H. R. 12408. A bill granting an increase of pension to John A, 
H. R. 1455. A bill granting an increase of pension to Aaron S. | Eveland; ; 

Gatliff; H. R. 12312. A bill granting a pension to Susan Walker; 
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H. R. 12549. A bill granting an increase of pension to Ransom 
Simmons; 


H. R. 11534, A bill for the relief of Hugh McGuckin (title | 


amended); 
- R. 3292. A bill granting an increase of pension to Arthur H. 

erTkKins; 

H. R. 9219. A bill granting an increase of pension to C. L. New- 
man (title amended); 

H. R. 10710. A bill granting an increase of pension to Mrs. 
Frances E. Scott, Jemison, Ala. (title amended); 

H. R. 9952. A bill granting a pension to William P. Feather- 
stone, of Owen County, Ky. (title amended); 

H. R. 9777. A bill for the relief of Helen F. Lasher (title 
amended); 

H. R. 6699. A bill granting an increase of pension to Esther A. C. 
Hardee (title amended); , 
wie R. 11168. A bill granting an increase of pension to Isaac 

Lipps; 


H. R. 9018. A bill granting a pension to Ida M. Green (title | 


amended); 
H. R. 11249. A bill granting a pension to Katharine Rains Paul 
(title amended): 


H. R. 1012. A bill granting an increase of pension to Patrick | 


Moran (title amended) ; . 

H. R. 12552. A bill granting a pension to Erwin A. Burke, alias 
B. A. Erwin; 

H. R. 12490. A bill granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Culbreath, late second lieutenant Company L, Palmetto Regi- 
ment South Carolina Volunteers, in war with Mexico (title 
amended) ; 

H. R. 12028. A bill granting an increaase of pension to Henry C. 
Helphinstine, a veteran of the Mexican war (title amended); 


and 

H. R. 11550. A bill granting an increase of pension to William 
G. Gray, of Burnsville, Miss., a veteran of the Indian war (title 
amended). 

The following Senate bills without amendment, favorably re- 
ported from the Committee of the Whole, were severally consid- 
ered, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed: 


at _ An act granting an increase of pension to John Mc- 
onaid; 

S. 3650. An act granting a pension to Sarah A. Carter; 
. 5. 3216. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry M. 

aylor; 

S. 1630. An act granting an increase of pension to Ella R. 
Graham; 

8. 3481. An act granting an increase of pension to James E. 
Dexter; ; 

S. 2768. An act granting an increase of pension to John G. 


Hutchinson; 
S. 2262. An act granting an increase of pension to George Farne; 


S. 2398. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
v8, 530 An act granting an increase of pension to Isaiah Tuf- 
2 4095. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles C. 
"s 2635. An act granting an increase of pension to Carlin Ham- 
i 2938. An act granting an increase of pension to Margaret | 
“st 264. An act granting an increase of pension to Torgus Har- | 
aiason; 


8. 880. An act granting an increase of pension to Emory §. 
Foster; 

S. 1979. 
Howard; 

S. 2505. An act granting an increase of pension to John Barnard; 

S. 4021. An act granting a pension to Sarah Frances Taft; 

S. 4086. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles W. 
Foster; 

S. 4346. An act granting a pension to Augusta Turner; 

S. 3514. An act granting an increase of pension to Leander 
Parmelee; 

S. 1872. An act granting an increase of pension to Abbie George; 

S. 1095. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary Mor- 
gan; 

S. 1039 
Goodwin; 


An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel M. 


S. 18. An act granting an increase of pension to George Dan- | 


iels; 
S. 6. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 

Stone; 
S, 228 


2287. An act granting an increase of pension to Georgie Jo- 


sephine Walcott; 








. An act granting an increase of pension to Nathaniel C. 


Ie 


| Singley; 





8. 3577 
Walker; 

S. 3187 
Smith; 

S. 3660. An act granting a pension to Mary Sweeney; 

S. 3910. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 8, 
Woodbury; 

S. 2379. An act granting an increase of pension to George H, 
Evans; 

S. 1924 
eran; 

S. 2046 
Sauls; 

S. 1982 
Oulman:; 

S. 3696. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward H. 
Armstrong; 

S. 1681. An act granting an increase of pension to Maria Louisa 
Michie; 

S. 3072 


. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary V, 


. An act granting an increase of pension to Leroy §, 


. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas Fen- 
. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas E, 


. An act granting an increase of pension to Eugene J, 


. An act granting a pension to Oliver Gisborne; 

S. 4304. An act granting a pension to John 8. Nelson; 

S. 4413. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha A. 
Greenleaf; 

S. 2006. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Lehew; 

S. 1289. An act granting an increase of pension to Julius W. 
Clark; 

S. 3518, An act granting a pension to Nadine A. Turchin; 

S. 4486. An act granting an increase of pension to Myra W. 
Robinson; 

S. 1967. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 


| Freeman; 
H. R. 12101. A bill granting a pension to William E. Gray; | SO 


S. 965. An act granting a pension to Eliza B. Gamble; 

8. 3218. An act granting a pension to Anna J. Thomas; and 

S. 1942. An act granting an increase of pension to Kate H, 
Clements. 

The following Senate bills with amendments reported favorably 
from the Committee of the Whole were severally considered, the 
amendments recommended by the Committee of the Whole agreed 
to, the bills ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 

assed. 
: S. 2371. An act granting a pension to Andrew J. Felt; 

S. 4071. An act granting an increase of pension to George C, 
Tillman; 

S. 2976. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Thompson; 

S. 1172. An act granting an increase of pension to Catharine F. 
Edmunds; and 

S. 3743. An act granting an increase of pension to Frances Gur- 
ley Elderkin. 

On motion of Mr. SULLOWAY, a motion to reconsider the 
vote whereby the several bills were passed was, upon his mo- 
tion, laid upon the table. 


ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED 
STATES. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
wrted that they had presented this day to the President of the 
nited States for his approval bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 10411. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 


H. R. 11619. An act granting an increase of pension to David A. 
Frier; 

H. R. 8269. An act granting an increase of pension to James R, 
McClellan; 

H. R. 7683. An act granting an increase of pension to Almond 
Delamater; 

H. R. 669. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard 
C. Smith; 

H. R. 366. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 


| M. Kanouse; 


. An act granting an increase of pension to Aquilla 


. An act granting an increase of pension to Bessie H. 
Lester; 

H. R. 2093. An act granting an increase of pension to Anna B. 
McCurley; 

H. R. 2781. 
Lee; 

H. R. 7998. 
H. Allen; 

H. R. 6873. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 


. An act granting an increase of pension to Rollin 


An act granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
An act granting an increase of pension to William 


Tyler; 
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H. R. 1694, An act granting an increase of pension to Henry ADVERSE REPORTS. 

all; A 7 2 : Under clause 2, Rule XII], Mr. RAY of New York, from the 

H. R. 9178. An act granting an increase of pension to John W. | Committee on the Judiciary, to which was referred the resolution 
Howe; , ; , of the House (H. Res. 177) directing the Attorney-General to in- 

H. R. 5714, An act granting an increase of pension to Lucy B. | stitute proceedings against the Commercial Cable Company for 


Bevis; : 7 : violation of the act of July 2, 1895, known as the “ anti-trust 
H. R. 11011, An act granting an increase of pension to Emily | jaw,’’ reported the same adversely, accompanied by a report 


J. Tallman: : . ; (No. 1255); which said resolution was ordered to lie on the table. 
H. R. 5261. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 





Coates; i 
H. R. 10924. An act granting an increase of pension to Elias M. " tt CHANGE OF REFERENC =. : 
Haight; Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
H. R. 7755. An act granting a pension to Laura G. Weisen- | the consideration of the following bills; which were thereupon 
burger; a as follows: : StS 
’R. 2417. act ‘ inc f ; ;B.| A bill (H. R. 6059) granting a pension to Fran ein—Com- 
aie ee ee eee mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
HOR. 9919 ; i i ic ice | mittee on Pensions. 
sat An act granting an increase of pension to Alice | "hin (H. R. 12888) granting a pension to William Edington— 
H. R. 9659. An act granting an increase of pension to Laura A. | Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Van Wye: Committee = Pensions. acs ae . 
_R.'10906. An act granti increase of i . A bill (H. R. 12644) to authorize the Secretary o ar to fur- 
wae rs ey Pe ene | nish an artificial leg to Allan P. Dace—Committee on Invalid Pen- 
H. R. 7841. An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth sions discharged, and referred to the Committee on Military 
W. Simmons; | Affairs. 
E : : : | A bill (H. R. 12952) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior 
one et re Oe EE ee oe ene to issue patent to the Rockford Cemetery Association to certain 
R. 8196. ot blic building i : lands for cemetery purposes—Committee on Patents discharged, 
at Pusdeame, a ol ad ee and referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 





H. J. Res. 171. Joint resolution for appointment of members of | 
Board of Managers of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer | PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Soldiers. Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. | follows: 
SaLMON for four days, on account of important business. By Mr. CASSEL: A bill (H. R. 13113) to authorize the Secre- 
ADJOURNMENT. | tary of War to loan tents for the use of the Spanish war veterans’ 
On motion of Mr. SULLOWAY (at 4 o’clock and 50 minutes encampment at Indianapolis—to the Committee on Military Af- 


; : - ana fairs. 
p. m.), the House adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o’clock noon. By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 13114) to increase the 


> . 4 + number of Congressional Records to be furnished to Senators and 
REPORTS OF enna BLIC BILLS AND Representatives—to the Committee on Printing. 


. ‘ . By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 13115) pro- 
, T nder clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- viding for the appointment of chaplains and : caneeiidenhon of 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to chaplains in the Life-Saving Service of the United States—to the 
the a and referred to the several Calendars therein named, (Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
as follows: ; By Mr. BABCOCKE: A bill (H. R. 13116) to amend an act en- 

Mr. BINGHAM, from the Committee on the Post-Office and titled ‘‘An act to create revenue in the District of Columbia by 
Post-Roads, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. | jeyying a tax upon all dogs therein, to make such dogs personal 
12868) authorizing the Postmaster-General to provide for the property, and for other purposes,”’ approved June 19, 1878—to the 
transportation of the mails by pneumatic tubes, or other similar- Gommittee on the District of Columbia. ' 
devices, reported the same with amendments, accompanied by a By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 13117) prescribing the size 
report (No. 1256); which said bill and report were referred to the | of the field and for rearrangement of the stars in the field of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. _ flag of the United States of America—to the Committee on the 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota, from the Committee on Military | Judiciary. 

Affairs, to which was referred the joint resolution of the House By Mr. BABCOCE: A bill (H. R. 18118) relating to the office 
(H. J. Res, 113) authorizing the use and improvement of Gov- of secretary of the District of Columbia—to the Committee on 
ernors Island, Boston Harbor, reported the same without amend- the District of Columbia. 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1258); which said jointreso- By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 13119) to authorize the con- 
lution and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole struction of a bridge across the Emory River, in the State of Ten- 
House on the state of the Union. e 2 ; nessee, by the Tennessee Central Railway or its successors—to 

Mr. ESCH, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which | the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 8129) for the authorization By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 13120) to author- 
of the erection of buildings by the International Committee of the | jze the Nashville Terminal Company to construct a bridge across 
Young Men’s Christian Associations on military reservations of the Cumberland River in Davidson County, Tenn.—to the Com- 
the United States, reported the same without amendment, ac- | mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
companied by a report (No. 1259); which said bill and report By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 13121) for the purchase of 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state | portrait of the late President William McKinley—to the Com- 
of the Union. mittee on the Library. 

Sinepaien i By Mr. STEELE: A bill (H. R. 13122) to purchase the manu- 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND | script of a book entitled Congressional Biographies—to the Com- 

RESOLUTIONS. mittee on Appropriations. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XTIT, private bills and resolutions of the By Mr. CANNON, from the Committee on Appropriations: A 
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- | bill (H. R. 13123) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses 
ered to the Clerk. and referred to the Committee of the Whole | of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and 
House, as follows: for other purposes—to the Union Calendar. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota, from the Committee on Military By Mr. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 13163) for the erection of 
Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10819) a public building at Tallassee, Ala.—to the Committee on Public 
for the relief of George T. Winston, president of North Carolina | Buildings and Grounds. 

College of Agriculture and Mechanic Arts, and W. S. Primrose, By Mr. ROBINSON of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 13164) provid- 

chairman board of trustees, reported the same without amend- ing for the payment of $100,000 to the Omaha tribe of Indians of 

ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1257); which said bill and | Nebraska—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

report were referred to the Private Calendar. By Mr. RYAN: A resolution (H. Res. 181) to ascertain salaries 
r. BUTLER of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Claims, | paid by the municipal government of the District of Columbia— 

to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11522) for the | to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

relief of Eliza Ellen Ehle, reported the same without amendment, By Mr. GOLDFOGLE: A resolution (H. Res. 183) requesting 

accompanied by a report (No. 1261); which said bill and report | the Secretary of State to furnish information to this House 

were referred to the Private Calendar. whether the Government of Russia has excluded or discriminated 








3402 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





MAROH 28, 





against American citizens of Jewish religious denominations en- 
tering Russia or restricting their entrance into Russian territory, 
although provided with American passports—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of | 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as fol- 
lows: 

By Mr. BISHOP: A bill (H. R. 13124) to correct the military 
record of John P. Weber—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BOREING: A bill (H. R. 13125) granting a vension to 
Angeline Harlan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCE: A bill (H. R. 13126) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Thomas Elimaker—to the Committee on | 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 13127) granting a pension to 
Nancy Works—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COONEY: A bill (H. R. 13128) granting a pension to 
Martha J. Derrington—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13129) granting a pension to August Pois- 
ter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 13130) for the relief of 
Phillip Hague, administrator of the estate of Joseph Hague, de- | 
ceased—to the Committee on War ims. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 18131) to remove the | 
charge of desertion standing onan the name of Henry B. | 
Mackey—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13132) granting an increase of pension to 
Annie Cotter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13133) for the relief of Frank P. Hayes—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 13134) granting an increase of | 
pension to John George—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 13135) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Francis C. St. John—to the Commit- | 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 18136) granting an increase | 
of pension to William P. Richardson—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: A bill (H. R. 13137) granting a pen- 
sion to Rebecca J. Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 13138) granting an increase of 

snsion to William D. Christy—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13139) granting an increase of pension to 
Simon N. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13140) granting an imcrease of pension to 
Lewis Kimer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 13141) granting an increase of pension to 
M. C. Staves—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13142) granting an increasé of pension to 
Jonathan H, Mohler—to the Committees on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 13148) granting a pension to 
Susan Parker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KEHOE: A bill (H. R. 13144) for the relief of T. B. 
Bratton—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KLEBERG (by request): A bill (H. R. 13145) for the 
relief of Frank H. Church, administrator of the estate of Cornelius 
Clay Cox—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13146) granting an increase of pension to | 
Charles H. Helmcamp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 13147) to correct the 
military record of Phillip Bauman—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. MUTCHLER: A bill (H. R. 13148) for the relief of the 
personal representatives of John McCabe and Patrick McCabe, 
deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13149) for the relief of James Heiney, Com- 
pany G, Two hundred and fourteenth Regiment Pennsylvania 
Infantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. REID: A bill (H. R. 13150) granting a pension to J. B. | 
Mahan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13151) for the relief of William H. Roach— 
to the Committee on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 13152) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of George W. Hodges—to the Commit- | 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 13153) to | 
restore to the active list of the Navy the name of Andrew M. | 
Moore—to the Committee on Naval airs. 





By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 13154) for the relief of the trustees | 
of Union Church. of Falmouth, Stafford County, Va.—to the Com- | 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RUMPLE: A bill (H. R. 13155) granting an increase of ' 


| Pensi 


| W. J. 
| grove), and others any rights the 
—— lands in Pensacola, Fla.—to the Committee on the Public 
| Lands. 


Roneton to George F. White—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13156) granting an increase of pension to 
John Monahan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SCARBOROUGH: A bill (H. R. oi) Pe an 
increase of pension to Martha 8. Harllee, widow o . Ww. 1- 
lee, a soldier in the Florida war-—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY C. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 13158) granting an 


| increase of pension to Nathan C. Aldrich—to the Committee on 


Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 13159) granting an increase 
of pension to Angeline E. Wright—to the Committee on Invalid 


ons. 
By Mr. SHATTUC: A bill (H. R. 18160) granting an increase 


| of pension to Esley Patch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 13161) releasing unto 
ve, Mary Cosgrove, Mary Ellen Aylward (born Cos- 
nited States may have in 


By Mr. McLACHLAN; A bill (H. R. 13162) granting an in- 


crease of pension to Augustin M. Adams—to the Committee on 


Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BISHOP: A resolution (H. Res. 182) consenting the 
pay of Mabel Crump iss out of the contingent fund of the 
House for services rendered as clerk to her father. the late Hon. 
Rousseau O. Crump, of Michigan—to the Committee on Accounts. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 


| were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 


By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of Typoerephical Union No, 821 
and Cambria Lodge, No. 17, of Connellsville, Pa., favoring a fur- 
ther restriction of Chinese immigration—to the Committee on 


| Foreign Affairs. 


Also, resolutions of National Guard Association of Philadelphia, 


| indorsing House bill 11654—to the Committee on the Militia. 


By Mr. BABCOCK: Resolution of Wisconsin Retail Lumber 
Dealers’ Association, favoring House bill 8337 and Senate bill 
3575, amending the interstate-commerce act—to the Committee on 
Interstate and hee Commerce. 

By Mr. BELMONT: Resolutions of Bricklayers’ Union No, 4, 
of New York, favoring an educational restriction on immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolution of Western New York Horticultural Society, 
protesting against the irrigation of the arid lands at public cx- 
pense—to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

Also, resolutions of the Manufacturers’ Association of New 
York, against the passage of Senate bill 1118—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the same, favoring the building of war ves- 
sels in the navy-yards—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, resolution of same body, favoring House bill 9056, known 
as the Babcock bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of Bricklayers’ Union No. 4, of New York, 
favoring an extension of the Chinese-exclusion law—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of Shoe Manufacturers’ Association of the 
United States, for removal of the tariff on hides—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of Theatrical Protective Union No. 1, of New 


| York, favoring the exclusion of Chinese laborers—to the Com- 


mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Merchants’ Exchange of San Francisco, 
Cal., favoring the admission of Chinese merchants and the ex- 
clusion of laborers from China—to the Committee on Foreign 


Affairs. 


By Mr. BURLESON: Resolutions of Bricklayers and Masons’ 
Union No. 8, of Austin, Tex., in favor of excluding Chinese labor- 
ers from the United States and their insular possessions—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CANNON: Petition to accompany House bill 13127, 
granting a pension to Nancy Works—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. CASSEL: Resolutions of Carpenters’ Union No. 208, 
Brewers’ Union No. 206, Cigar Makers’ Union No. 388, Steel 
Metal Workers’ Union No. 153, Iron Molders’ Union No. 287, all 


| of Lancaster, Pa., and Locomotive Engineers No. 104, of Colum- 


bia, Pa., favoring exclusion of undesirable immigrants—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Columbia Lodge No. 107, Brotherhood of Rail- 
road Trainmen, in favor of Senate bill 11060, to limit the meaning 
of the word “ conspiracy,”’ etc., in certain cases—to the Commit- 


tee on the Judi > 
Also, petition of Reamstown Circle No. 27, of Reamstown, P2., 
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asking for the passage of bill to purchase V. 
ment ground—to the Committee on Military 
Also, resolution of Susquehanna Division No. 831, Order of 


Forge encamp- 


Railway Conductors, Adamstown Council No. 60, Order United 
American Mechanics, and citizens of Columbia, Pa., favoring 
the exclusion of Chinese laborers—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Petition of citizens of the First 
Congressional district of Wisconsin, for an amendment to the 
Constitation providing for woman suffrage—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, resokutions of 5s Ee Union No. 6,.0f New York, 
favoring the passage of House bill to increase the pay of letter 
carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions ters’ Union No. 836 and Weodwork- 
ers’ Union No. 175, of J anesville, Wis., favoring an educational 
qualification for immigrants—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

Also, resolutions of Bricklayers and Plasterers’ Union No. 6, of 
Racine, Wis., favoring legislation to exclude Chinese laborers 
from the United States and insular possessions—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Milwaukee Chamber of Commerce and 
Wisconsin Retail Lumber Dealers’ Association, favoring House 
bill 8387 and Senate bill 8575, amending the interstate-commerce 

act—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CROMER: Petition of the Knights of Fidelity, urging 
the enactment of House bills 178 and 179, known as the oy bills, 
for reduction of the tax on whisky—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolutions of Order of Railway Conduct- 
ors of Reading, ee and Philadelphia, and Railroad Train- 
men of McKeesport, Pa.,in regard to the Hoar-Grosvenor anti- 
injunction bill—to the the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DINSMORE: Petition to accompany Heuse bill grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Thomas Daniels, of Newton 
County, Ark.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOUGLAS: Petition of the board of aldermen of New 
York, toreting an increase of mo poy ee tat for letter carriers—to the Com- 
mittee on the 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of the Bom Board of Trade of Kalispell, 
Mont., in opposition to the repeal of the present timber laws—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. ELLAOTT: Petition of H. T. Morrison and others of 
Santee, 8. C., for an appropriation for digging a canal between 
North and South Santee rivers, th Carolina—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petition of the Lightning Fixture As- 
sociation, opposing a certain treaty of reciprocity with France 
= pending in the Senate—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. FOERDERER: Petition of Polish National Alliance, 
Branch No. 1, Society of Philadelphia, Pa., and Group No. 421 
of Frankford, ’Philadelphia, Pa., urging the passage of House 


bill No. 16, iding for the erection of a statue to the memory 
of Count Pulaski at Washington—to the Committee on the Lib- 
rary. 


Also, petition of officers of the National Guard Association of 
Philadel hia, Pa., favoring House bill 11654, increasing the effi- 
ciency 0: the militia—to the Committee on the Militia. 

Also, resolutions of a meeting of Utah Volunteers for the 
Spanish-American war, relating to allowance for travel pay from 

‘ann I., to San Francisco, Cal.—to the Committee on Mili- 

tary Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Atlantic Coast Seamen's Union, of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., in support of a national eight-hour day—to the 
Committee on Labor. 

Also, resolution of the New Century Club, Philadelphia, Pa., in 
favor of the Appalachian national park and forest reservation— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of the National Live Steck Association, for a 
modification of sec tion 4386 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

tion of the National Shoe Wholesalers’ Association, 
Boston, , for removal of the tariff on hides—to the Com- 
inittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FO : Petition of citizens of Orange, N. J., in re- 
lation to i American industries—to the Com- 


mittee on Ways 
Also, vhbion ot team ae No. 285, of Rahway. 
Shill 5777, amending the copyrighs 


N. J., in opposition to 
law—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, resolutions of Bricklayers and Masons’ unions No. 14, of 
Plainfield, and No. 34, of Westfield, N. J., favoring an extension 
of the Chimese-exclusion law—to the Committee on Foreign Af- 


Also, resolution of Painters’ Union No. 242, of Orange, N. J., 
favoring an educational qualification for imanigrants—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolutions of Polish National Society of Elizabethport, 
N.J., favoring the erection of a statue to the late Brigadier- 
General Count Pulaski at Washington—to the Committee on the 


Library. 
By Mr. GIBSON: Petition of John George, of Knoxville, Tenn 
a soldier of the Mexican war, for a pension—to the Committee 


on Pensions 

*"By Mr. GRIFFITH: Papers to ey Bow bill 8458, 
granting an increase of pension to Thomas Ballard—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JACK: Petition of members of Polish National Alli- 
ance of Mount Pleasant, Pa., urging the passage of House bill 
No. 16, providing for the erection of a statue to the memory of 
Count Pulaski at een —te the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. JACKSON of Papers to accompany House bill 
granting a pension to Mrs. A. C. Constant—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions 


By Mr. JOHN SON: Papers to accompany House bill 7792, for 
the telief of John L. Young—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Petitionof Garrison Branch, Granite Cut- 
ters’ National Union, Garrison, N. Y.,in favor of the extension 
of the Chinese-exclusion law—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the same, favoring the building of war 
ships in the navy a the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of Coopers’ Union of Ottumwa, fowa, 
favoring the passage of the Hoar-Grosvenor anti-injunction bill— 
to the Committee on the J 

By Mr. LAMB: Petition of Jourmeymen Bakers of Richmond, 
Va., favoring restrictive immigration—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Resolutions of Lighting Fixture Associa- 
tion of New York, urging the defeat of the French reciprocity 
treaty—to the Committee on Affairs. 

Also, resolution of Iroquois Club, of San Francisco, Cal., favoring 
the construction of war vessels in the Government navy-yards— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: Resolvtion of Penobscot Lodge, No. 
514, Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, Bangor, Me., in favor 
= eo passage of Senate bill 1118—to the Committee on the Judi- 


“i “Mr. LIVINGSTON (by request): Petition of Division No. 
368, Atlanta, Ga., Brotherhood of Locomotive Engimeers, favor- 
ing ‘the passage of the Hoar-Grosvenor anti- -injunction bill—to the 
Committee on the Judici 

By Mr. MoCLELLAN: stition of 57 citizens of the Twelfth 
Congressional district of New York, in favor of the passage of 
House bills 178 and 179, relating to the whisky tax—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McDERMOTT: Resolution of Iron Molders’ Union of 
Hudson County, N. J., favoring an educational restriction on 
immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

By Mr. MERCER: Resolution of Retail Clerks’ Union No. 492, 
of Omaha, Nebr., favoring the construction of war vessels at the 
Government navy-yards—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: Paper to accompany House bill to 
amend the military record of Philipp Schmit, alias Bauman—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RIXEY: Paper to accompany House bill 12996, for the 
relief of the trustees of Union Church, of Falmouth, Stafford 
County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RYAN: Resolution of Buffalo Division, No. 8, Railroad 
oe on the subject of immigration—to the Committee 

Immigration and Naturalization. 

Mr. SCHIRM: Resolutions of Bricklayers’ Union No. 1 and 
Stereotypers’ Union No. 10, of Baltimore, Md., favoring an exten- 
sion of the Chinese-exclusion law—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

Also, resolution of ye poem, red Union No. 10, Baltimore, Md., 
favoring the building of war ships in the navy-yards—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: Petition of Carpenters’ Union No. 
945, 7 of Jefferson City, Mo., favoring restriction of immigration— 
te the Committee on I ion and Naturalization. 

Mr. SPERRY: Resolutions of White Eagle Polish Society, 
of m, Conn., favoring the erection of a statue to the late 
oat any Rt ‘Count Pulaski at Washington—to the Commit- 


tee on the Li 

By Mr. S : Petition of Brotherhood of Railroad Firemen, 
W. Ind., pra for the further restriction of immigra- 
tion—to ‘the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization 


Also, petition of Stone Masons’ Union No. 26, Marion, Ind., 
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favoring an extension of the Chinese-exclusion law—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Petition of Polish National 
Association of St. Paul, Minn., favoring House bill 16, for the erec- 
tion of an equestrian statue of the late General Pulaski at Wash- 
ington, D. C.—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, resolution of Olmsted:(Minn.) Good Roads Association, 
in favor of liberal appropriations for the Good Roads Bureau—to 
the Committee om Agriculture. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of the Iroquois Club, of San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., favoring the construction of war vessels in the United 
States navy-yards—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. TAYLER of Ohio: Sundry petitions of American Fed- 
eration of Labor in the State of Ohio, favoring the construction 


of war vessels at the Government navy-yards—to the Committee | 


on Naval Affairs. 

Also, sundry petitions of citizens of the State of Ohio, favoring 
an amendment to the Constitution making polygamy a crime— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, remonstrance of the Burford Brothers’ Pottery Company, 
East Liverpool, Ohio, against any change in the present tariff 
law—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the Commercial Club of Omaha, Nebr., in 
relation to the irrigation of arid lands—to the Committee on Irri- 
gation of Arid Lands. 

Also, petition of Ohio State Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of 
Tippecanoe City, Ohio, favoring the election of United States 
Senators by direct vote of the people—to the Committee on 
Election of President, Vice-President, and Representatives in 
Congress. 

Also, petition of Indiana Yearly Meeting of Friends, Richmond, 
Ind., and J. F. Hill, Hot Springs, Ark., favoring the passage of 
Gillett-Lodge bill—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of Canton Lodge, No. 407, Association of Ma- 
chinists, asking that the desert-land laws be repealed—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of Typographical Union No. 6, of New York, 
favoring increase of compensation to letter carriers—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petitions of sundry citizens of the State of Ohio, for the 
reclassification of railway clerks—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petitions of sundry labor organizations in the State of 
Ohio, for the exclusion of Chinese laborers—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petitions of various labor societies in the State of Ohio, 
favoring an educational qualification for immigrants—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petitions of citizens of the Eighteenth Congressional dis- 
trict of Ohic, favoring a bill to increase the compensation of rural- 
mail service—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, letter of Charles 8. Howe,.Cleveland, Ohio, favoring the 
reorganization of the Naval Observatory—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Also, remonstrance of citizens of Ohio, against changing the 
present law respecting second-class mail matter—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of John A. Bliss, Canton, Ohio, in favor of the 
suppression of anarchy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of East Liverpool Retail Grocers’ Association, 
in favor of the pure-food bill—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the National Guard Association of Ohio, for 
the passage of House bill 11654—to the Cgmmittee on Militia. 

By Mr. TOMPKINS of New York: Petition of citizens of Orange 
County, N. Y.. for increase of pay of letter carriers—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Resolution of Polish-American citi- 
zens of Niagara Falls, N. Y., favoring the erection of a statue to 
the late Brigadier-General Count Pulaski at Washington—to the 
Committee on the Library. 

Also, petition of the Union-Sun Company, of Lockport, N. Y., 
favoring passage of bill placing wood pulp on the free list—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of J. B. Gilmore and 28 other citizens of New 
York and vicinity, asking amendments or radical modification of 
the Chinese-exclusion law—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. WANGER: Petition of General 8. K. Zook Circle, No. 
143, Ladies of Grand Army of the Republic, Norristown, Pa., 
favoring House bill No. 30€7, relating to pensions—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petitions of Branch No. 548, Pottstown, Pa., Polish 
National Alliance, favoring the erection of a statue to the late 
Brigadier-General Count Pulaski at Washington—to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

Also, resolutions of Hagersville (Pa.) Circle, No. 37, Brother- 











hood of the Union, in favor of a National park at Valley Forge— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WARNOCK: Petition of Union No. 48, of Urbana, 
Ohio, against reduction of duty on cigars—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Amos Wilson for increase of pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOODS: Report to accompany House bill 13026—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: Petition of Swats Post, No. 72,Grand Army 
of the Republic, of New Albany, Pa., favoring an investigation 
of the administration of the Commissioner of Pensions—to the 
Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. YOUNG: Petition of W. Polhlmann, in relation to the 
pure-food bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, March 29, 1902. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey, 
Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES, 


A message from the President of the United States was com- 
municated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, 


CHINESE-EXCLUSION BILL, 


Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that House 
bill 13031, known as the Chinese-exclusion bill, be taken up as a 
continuing order at the conclusion of the consideration of the bill 
that is by order now pending in the House—the Revenue-Cutter 
Service bill—this not to interfere with appropriation bills or con- 
ference reports. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hirt] asks 
unanimous consent that House bill 13031, being the Chinese- 
exclusion bill, be made the continuing order after the di ition of 
the Revenue-Cutter Service bill until disposed of, not to interfere 
with bills affecting the revenue and appropriation bills. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Under the same provisions as now apply to 
the Revenue-Cutter Service bill? 

The SPEAKER. Under the same conditions exactly as apply 
to the present continuing order. Is there objection to the re- 

uest? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I should like to know 
whether this comes as a unanimous request from the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. HITT. The bill itself is one to which we have all substan- 
tially agreed, and perhaps the gentleman from Tennessee is aware 
that this is a measure of uliar urgency, as it is to take the 

lace of legislation speedily to expire. We have all agreed to 
ave the measure taken up as soon as possible, and we think it 
will take only a brief time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennesseee. I understand that all the 
members of the committee may be in favor of the measure; but 
whether the minority members would favor making it a special 
order or not is another question. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Speaker, Ido not know that I can speak for 
all the members of the minority; but it is absolutely necessary 
that this bill be taken up and dis of at an early date, be- 
cause, as the chairman has stated, the old law will expire by limi- 
tation on the 5th of May next. Iam going to file a minority re- 
port, with the consent of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? The Chair hears none; 
and it is so ordered. 

GEN. NELSON A. MILES. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States; which was read, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Insular 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the House of Representatives: 

In response to the following resolution of the House of resentatives 
of March 26, 1902, “ Resolved, That the President of the United States be, and 
he is hereby, respectfully requested, if not incompatible with the 
interest, to transmit to the House copies of all correspondence relat ng to, 
and papers bearing on, the matter of the reported request of Lieut. Gen. 
Nelson A. Miles, United States Army, to be assigned to duty in the Philippine 
Archipelago and to be allowed to put into effect there a plan outlined by 
him to bring about a cessation of hostilities,” I transmit herewith copies of 
all the papers upon which final action in the matter was taken. 

Since such final action and since the introduction of said resolution, 4 
further memorandum has been added to the papers by Lieutenant-General 
Miles, and I transmit also a copy thereof, together with the action thereon. 

T RE ROOSEVELT. 


HEODO 
Waite Houss, March 29, 1902. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


By unanimous consent, the Committee on War Claims was 4dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the bill (8. 475) to 
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refer the claim of Joseph W. Parish to the Secretary of the 


for examination and payment of any balance found 
the same was referred to the Committee on Claims. 
SENATE AMENDMENTS CONCURRED IN. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the amendments of the Sen- 
ate to bills of the following titles; and the same were, on motion 
of Mr. BROMWELL, respectively concurred in: 

A bill (H. R. 12215) granting an increase of pension to James 
Cobb; and 

A bill (H. R. 2278) granting a pension to Martha A. De La- 
mater. 


Treasu 
due; an 


EFFICIENCY OF REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the further 
consideration of the bill (S. 1025) to promote the efficiency of the 
Revenue-Cutter Service; and pending, that motion I would like to 
see whether we can not arrange with the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. MANN] as to the time to be allowed for general debate in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, the demand for time in opposition 
of the bill considerably exceeds the amount of time which I am 
about to request be allowed; but I ask that we have at least five 
hours on a side. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Itappears to me, Mr. Speaker, that we ought 
to dispose of this bill in less than ten hours’ general debate. Let 
me suggest three hours on a side. 

Mr. MANN. Suppose I suggest to the gentleman that we run 
to-day. I think we will have no trouble in coming to some un- 
derstanding about it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. As far as I am personally concerned, that 
would meet my views entirely, but there are a number of gentle- 
men whose opinions differ and whose votes will differ when we 
come to a vote on this bill, who desire to be here, and it is with 
the hope of getting some definite time fixed for their guidance 
that I make the suggestion. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will permit me, I suppose that 
under no circumstances could a vote be had upon the bill to-day. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Well, so far as this side of the question is 
concerned, I think we might. I have not had numerous applica- 
tions for time. 

Mr. MANN. Well, I hardly think it would be possible on any 
division of time—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. Wecould debate four hours and a half to- 
day, surely. a we agree upon six hours; that would leave 
an hour and a half on another day. I assume that we can not go 
on with the billon Monday, as my understanding is that the sun- 
dry civil bill is to be considered on Monday. 

Mr. MANN. That is what I supposed. Suppose we proceed 
to-day without limitation. I think we will have no trouble in 
coming to an agreement, as the bill will not come up Monday any- 
way. The demand has been much greater than five hours for 
time, I will say to the gentleman. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not want to be strenuous about it, but 
I do think we can get along better if we agree upon some time, 
even though that time be somewhat lengthy. I think I would 
sooner agree to the five hours than have no agreement at all. 

Mr. MANN. Suppose the gentleman agrees to four hours’ gen- 
eral debate to-day and four thereafter on some other day, the time 
to be equally divided. 

Mr. SHERMAN, That is satisfactory as far as Iam concerned. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous 
consent that the general debate on this bill be limited to eight 
hours—four hours on a side—four hours to be used to-day and four 
at some subsequent day. Is there objection? [After a pause. ] 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I assume it is understood that 
the gentleman from Illinois and myself will control the time? 

The SPEAKER. That will have to be agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then I ask unanimous consent that that 
agreement be made. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that the time that has just been allotted for this 
bill in general debate be controlled by himself and by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois. Is there objection to this request? [After 
a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

_The question nowis on the motion of the gentleman from New 
York, that the House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
hole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of 
~* bill (S. 1025) to promote the efficiency of the Revenue-Cutter 

Tvice. 

The motion was a: d to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration 
of the bill (S. yn to promote the efficiency of the Revenue- 
Cutter Service, with Mr. OLMsTeED in the chair. 





Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I think the first reading of 
the bill was dispensed with the other day. The bill contains 10 
sections and it does substantially this, and this only: It increases 
the rank and the pay of revenue-cutter officers, it regulates their 
relation of command with that of naval officers when the two 
services are thrown together, and it provides a retired list for the 
officers of the Revenue-Cutter Service. That,in substance, is all 
that the bill does. The committee have agreed upon an amend- 
ment which at the proper time will be offered to section 2, and 
which is as follows, at the close of that section: 

Provided further, That such assimilated rank shall not be construed to 
place any officers of the Revenue-Cutter Service in charge of any naval ves- 
sel, nor shall any naval officer be placed in charge of a revenue cutter except 
by direct order of the President. 

Mr. MANN. May I ask the gentleman a question about the 
amendment? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. I did not catch the exact wording of the sug- 
gested amendment, nor do I know whether I understand it quite 
fully without consideration, but I would like to ask the gentleman 
what is the purpose of the amendment. Is it to provide that in 
case a revenue cutter and a naval vessel are together under no 
circumstances shall the revenue-cutter officer have command? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Heshall not have command of the naval ves- 


sel. He will have command of his own vessel, but not of the naval 
vessel. 
Mr. MANN. I assume that one of the two would have com- 


mand of the two vessels, and I ask to know whether the purport 
of that was simply to say that the revenue-cutter captain should 
not be placed on board of the naval vessel in command or whether 
he should net be in command of the naval vessel. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Permit me to read the language again: 

Provided further, That such assimilated rank shall not be construed to 
place any officer of the Revenue-Cutter Service in charge of any naval vessel, 
nor shall any naval officer be placed in charge of a revenue cutter except by 
direct order of the President. 

Mr. MANN. May Iask the gentleman further—he has con- 
sidered the language undoubtedly—whether that language is, in 
his judgment, intended to say that if the two vessels are side by 
side, by themselves, where one would ordinarily be under the con- 
trol of the officer of the other, the revenue-cutter officer in that 
case shall not command, or simply that he shall not be placed in 
charge of the naval vessel? 

Mr. HEPBURN. It means, I think, that he shall not com- 
mand in any way the naval vessel. For instance, he would not 
in any way be a commander of a squadron made up of revenue 
cutters and naval vessels. 

Mr. MANN. Is that the intention? 

Mr. HEPBURN. That is the intention of the amendment. 

Mr. MANN. ThenI invite the gentleman tocarefully consider 
the language, because on a casual reading—of course I have not 
given it the thought the gentleman has—it seems tome as though 
that intention was not clearly stated. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I have noobjection to the gentleman perfect- 
ing the language to suit himself. 

Mr. MANN. I have a great deal more faith in the gentleman’s 
ability to perfect the language than I would have in my own. 

Mr. HEPBURN. It has been submitted to members of the 
Naval Committee, and, as I understand, it is entirely satisfac- 
tory tothem. We will modify the language, if it is necessary, so 
as to carry out that purpose. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, my understanding is that in 
practice, in fact, there never has occurred a time when the two 
vessels of the service have been thrown together so as to clash in 
this matter in any way. 

Mr. HEPBURN. No cutter officer has ever attempted to com- 
mand a naval officer. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No cutter officer has ever yet been placed in 
a position where he has claimed the command or attempted to 
exercise the command of a naval vessel. The intention of this 
amendment, as the chairman of the committee [Mr. Hepsurn] 
has stated, is, as I understand it, definitely to determine by statute 
that no revenue-cutter officer shall command a naval vessel. 

Mr. MANN. Is not that the case as the statute now reads? 

Mr. SHERMAN. What harm. then, in inserting it here? That 
is the intention of the amendment, as I understand it, as stated 
by the chairman. 

Mr. MANN. But the statute as it now reads would be changed 
by this bill if enacted into law. 

Mr. SHERMAN. As intimated by the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. Hepsurn], if the amendment as proposed does not cover 
what is intended, I should be glad to receive a suggestion from 
the gentleman from Illinois to change it so that it will accom- 
plish that purpose. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I assume that this House is fairly familiar 
with what the Revenue-Cutter Service is. I assume that the gen- 
eral duties of the service are understood by the House and that 
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gentlemen know that they are semimilitary, certainly at times. 
The service at present has about 200 officers—202 or 207, I think, to 
be exact—and has about 1,000 enlisted men. The commissioned 
officers all receive their appointments from the President, sub- 
ject to confirmation by the Senate. The officers are a mya 
from the noncommissioned men. They are all appoin y pro- 
eed heel as a jandacien ain, 
obli to have a course of two years w e i ip, 
which course is in many particulars very Sanding ts Goh peovided 
at the Naval Academy. I have a statement here in col- 
umns showing the course of instruction at the Naval Academ 
and on the training ship of the Revenue-Cutter Service. I 
not read # in full, but with the permission of the committee will 


while that on the training ship is two years; but the cadets in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service are admitted into that service at a 
greater age than are the cadets at Annapolis admitted. 

At Annapolis during two years the cadets are instructed in 
seamanship. During two years they are instructed in seamanship 
upon the training ship of the Revenue-Cutter Service. At the 
Academy they are instructed for three and a half years in navi- 
gation and on the training ship for two years they are instructed 
in navigation. In ordnance and gunnery they are instructed 
during the third and fourth years at the Academy, and during 
both years upon the training ship of the Revenue-Cutter Service. 
They are instructed also in both places in international law. Of 
course, in revenue law they are instructed in the Revenue-Cutter 
Service and not in the Naval Academy. have compass in- 
struction in both schools. They have surveying in both, and in 
both they have hygiene, marine engineering, mathematics, and 
so forth. In drill the exercises are practically identical at both 
institutions, and the hours for instruction in these various sub- 
jects are very similar in both services. 


A comparative statement showing the similarity in seope of the courses of in- 


struction at the United States Naval Academy and on the U. 8. practice ship 
“Chase,” with reference to erie of young men to serve as line off. 
cers in a military end nautical service, 

U. 8. NAVAL ACADEMY. 
Leng*h of course, four years. 


U. &. 8. CHASE. 
Length of course, two b 
(Cadets are admitted at more ad- 
vanced a hee at the Academy, and 
are req to pass = i ecehen 
su covering 
: Academy.) 
Periods per week: 
Seamanship— 
Third year 


2 


Second year 2 
(Instruction in handling ship at sea 
more thorough than is possibie with 


| » classes on Chesa: e.) 
large peake. 


Navigation, fourth year........ 3s | Na 
: Sans: copsen antdinocas 2 
Second year ................. 2 
Ordnance and gunnery— Ordnance and gunnery— 
III 0. datssnstnmnnibeets 3} SS Ae 2 
TEE 3s | Second your ................. 2 
English: First two years, and includes ee Two years, one period per 
week. 


history. 
(Official documents. Thorough 
| knowledge of English supposed upon 
| entrance.) 
International law: Not taught other- | International law: One year, two pe- 
wise than possibly by lectures. |  rieds. 
Revenue law. Revenuelaw: Twoperiods, twoyears. 
Compass compensation (included in | Compass compensation; A distinct 
navigation). course. ome year, two ‘ 
Surveying (included with naviga- | Surveying: Distinct course. Fully as 
tion). 
Astronomy. 
Hygiene: One year, one period. 
Marine engineering, naval construc- 
tion. mechanical drawing, etc., me- 


much practical work done. 
Astronomy. 
Hygiene: One year, one period. 

Steam engineering: Two years, one 
period per week. . 
Mechanical drawing: Two years, one 

veriod per week. 
(The U. 8. R. C. 8S. has an engineer | 
| corps, graduatesof technienlndioole.) 


chanics. 

(Course very thorough and exten- 
sive, necessary to train men for con- 
struction co: engineer duty, etc.) 
Academic subjects which four-year 

course renders possible: 

Physics and chensiatry. 


Mathematics. | Trigonometry: One year. 


Modern languages. | modern pagunee required (at | 
least formerly for entrance). 
DRILLS. 
Infantry. Infantry. 
Artillery. Artillery. 
Fencing, etc. Fencing, etc. 
Boat drill. Boat drill. 
Signals. Signals (thorough). 
Bayonet exercise. Bayonet exercise. 
Target practice. Target pontine. : 
Gymnastics, dancing, ete. —— (No facilities.) 


Rigging ship, etc. Rigzing ship, gs (Very thorough | 
The men of the Revenue-Cutter Service are enlisted for three 
years and receive the compensation which is prevalent in the ordi- | 
nary merchant service on the Atlantic and ific oceans. The 
duties of the Revenue-Cutter Service in time of peace are, in my 


print it in full in my remarks. 
The length of the course at the Naval Academy is four years, 


, more difficult, and 
than are the duties of the naval officer in time of 


peace. 
_ The statute provides that the President shall at any time, either 


judgment, more strenuous, more exacting 
more dangerous 


in peace or war, transfer the Revenue-Cutter Service, which in 
callnany Hane is under the Treasury Department, to the Navy 
Department and to service under the orders of the Secretary of 
the Navy, and in every war in which this country has been en- 

the Revenue-Cutter Service has, in fact, been transferred 
to the Navy Department, and has, in fact, rendered valiant, heroic 
service, quite as much so, admittedly so even by the of 
the minority in opposition to this bill, as have the officers and 
men of the Navy. 

The Revenue-Cutter Service is older by many years than the 
Navy. It was the naval war arm of the Government for ten 
years before any Navy Department was provided by law. It is 

sary to cite the instances of the specially heroic and spe- 
cially valiant and i ly valuable services given by revenue- 
cutter officers crews and boats during the times that this 
country has been at war. It will not be forgotten—it has not 
been forgotten—by members of this committee and by citizens of 
this country that a revenue-cutter boat was the first upon which 
the guns of the enemy were directed at Manila. It will not be 
forgotten that the Hudson at Cardenas performed ially heroic 
and particularly valuable service in rescuing the Winslow, a naval 
vessel, when in the most perilous position. It performed this 
service at the utmost risk to the vessel and to the lives of all the 
revenue officers and crew upon it. 

In a magazine article which I have before me—Cassiere’s Maga- 
zine, of March, 1899—is an article upon the Revenue-Cutter 
Service, in which are set out in detail the services rendered by 
officers and by vessels during the various wars. I will not go 
into this in particular. It refers to the uprising of the Seminole 
Indians in 1836, and to the services of the revenue cutters during 
- civil war, and also during the war with Spain, recently 
closed. 


Mr. Chairman, I may print a few paragraphs from this maga- 
zine article in connection with my remarks, but I will not occup 
the time of the committee in now reading these matters in detail. 

That this service is not treated as the naval service, side by side 
with which it serves, is unquestioned. The officers of this serv- 
ice do not receive the compensation, either im times of war or of 
peace, that naval officersdo. True it is that in times of war they 
are put upon the pension rolls for any injury they may receive at 
that time, but at no other time is there any — rovided for 
any officer of the Revenue-Cutter Service. ighest rank in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service is that of captain. There is no 
longevity pay provided for any onein the Revenue-Cutter Service. 
So that the highest compensation received — Revenue-Cutter 
officer is $2,500, a compensation no greater, Mr. Chairman, than is 
received by many officers in the Navy who were yet unborn when 
most valiant and heroic service was rendered by fellow-officers of 
the Revenue-Cutter Service who are to-day only receiving that 
compensation. 

There are many instances of this kind in the two services. 
This bill provides that the captains of the Revenue-Cutter Service 
shall hereafter rank with and receive the compensation, in- 


cluding longevity pay, of majors in the Army and lieutenant- 
commanders in the Na , That would increase their pay from 
$2,500 to $3,500 a year. t the first lientenants in the Revenne- 
Cutter Service shall rank with and receive the com tion of 


pensa 
captains in the Army and first lieutenants of the Navy, or $2,500; 
that second lieutenants of the Revenue-Cutter Service shall rank 
with and receive the compensation of first lieutenants in the 
Army and lieutenants of the junior grade of the Navy, or $2,140 
a year; and that third lientenants of the Revenue-Cutter Service 
8 rank with and receive the pay of second lieutenants of the 
Army and ensigns of the Navy, or $2,000 a year. 
Now, no longevity pay is given to any Revenue-Cutter officer. 
I assume it is known by the members of this House that longevity 
pay is an increase of 10 per cent for each five years of service after 
commission ining first twenty years, so that at most tho 
compensation may be increased by 40 per centandno more. Now, 
the offices of captain of engineers, and assist- 
ant engineers correspond with those of , first lieutenants, 
and second lieutenants of the Revenue Cutter, and these officers of 
the Revenue-Cutter Service receive the compensation and rank and 
pay as do ins and second lieutenants under this bill. 

; ially this same measure, thesame relief for the Revenue- 
Cutter Service, has been repeatedly recommended by Presidents of 
the United States over and over n, and it has been recom- 
mended by every Secretary of the of every party from 
1871 down to the present time; and over and again, in mak 
this recommendation, has the Secretary of the Treasury call 


attention to the value of the Service and to the justice of mcreas- 
ing the rank and compensation to be received. 
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The duties of the Service in times of peace are set forth in de- 
tail in the regulations relating thereto, and are found upon pages 
26, and so on, in the book of regulations. I will not read them 
in full; but, to summarize these duties, in time of peace they con- 
sist in the enforcement of all laws of the United States affecting 
the maritime interest of the nation; the arrest and prevention of 
illicit traffic by sea; the navigation laws, compelling all kinds of | that time many lives would have been lost? 


craft navigating the waters of the United States to comply with 
legal requirements in t 
spection, and passenger laws; the quarantine laws; the rescue and 
succor of distressed vessels and crews; the drill and discipline of 
the life-saving crews; the supervision of construction of life- 
saving stations, and the entire inspection work of that service, 
the supervision of anchorage grounds established by law, etc. 

The duty performed in this service when rescuing crews of dis- 
tressed vessels has been most important. It has been the saving 
of innumerable lives and of vast values in property. In their 
minority report upon this bill attention is called to the fact that 
these ag not submitted in detail to Congress. They are 
submitted, Mr. Chairman, in detail by the service to the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, and are on file in the Bureau subject to the 
inspection at any time of anybody who desires to see them. In 
that connection, Mr. Chairman, I desire to refer to the statements 
made by the gentleman from Dlinois |Mr. Mann] on the day be- 
fore yesterday in discussing the rule under which we are now op- 
erating. He challenged the statement that the revenue-cutter 
Gresham saved any lives on August 13 in rescuing the Fraterni- 
dade, The gentleman from Illinois made the statement that a 
false report been made in that case, because, as he said, Cap- 
tain Walker, in aes detailed report of that service, stated 
that no lives whatever been rescued. I think the gentleman 
from Illinois either never saw the sraere of Captain Walker or 
else he has misunderstood Captain Walker’s statement in that in- 
stance, because I have here and I will read the full report of Cap- 
tain Walker of that service. He says: 


Letter of Capt. T. D, Walker, R. C. 


S., commanding the Gresham, to the hon- 
orable the 


Secretary of the Treasury. 


I have the honor to transmit herewith, for information of the Depart- 
ment, a report on Form 2015, ce rendered ng ee Gresham to the 
Portuguese barkentine F'raternidade, of Brava, Cape Verde Islands, on the 
13th instant, near N: tt Pier, Rhode Island. We were c from 
Newport to New London when we sighted the bark anchored r- 
ously near to the rocks with a distress fi and we at once pro- 
ceeded to extricate her. As we 


approached a second (ensign) aogioess 
in the mizzen g, as though oy emphasize cts of, the unfortunate 


oe for aid, to the sea the bark was ng heavily, and the a 
momentarily expected that his only rem cable would break. In 
that event the bark would have been onto and is no 


rocks, there 
telling what the consequences might have been. It is reasonably certain 
that serious loss of life would have resulted, as the people, ao 
The safety and the large 


women, seemed Bam | eg of the bark 
number of people on rd hung, as it were, upon a very slender thread, 
I feel thankful that our good little shi happened along at theright timeand 
was able to do the right thing. No other vessel capable of sending assistance 
was in sight, and this made our presence the more opportune. Crowds of 
summer cottagers from N nsett Pier lined the rocks, but, under the 
circumstances, they were yew ess to render aid. The officers and crew of 
the ship did their duty well. 

* - * * * * * 


THOMAS D. WALKER, 
Captain, R. C. 8., Commanding, 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I can not believe that the gentleman from 
Illinois had seen that report when he made the assertion that 
Captain Walker had stated that he saved no lives. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman allow an interruption? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. I want to say that I have not only seen that re- 
port, but I had a copy of it from the Department. At first the 
copy did not seem ry a full report, and hence I asked the De- 
partment again to send me the report in full, and I have here the 
report of the assistance rendered by the United States steamer 
Gresham to this vessel on August 13, 1900, in full, tabulated 
form. Itis No. 30. It gives number, name, residence of per- 
sons actually rescued from drowning; and in answer to that 
question, the answer is given “‘ none.’”’ This was furnished to 
me by the Revenue-Cutter Office itself, and is a complete tabulated 
report of the officer in charge of the revenue-cutter Gresham, 
and he says “‘none” in answer to the number of persons rescued 
from drowning. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In other words, Mr. Chairman, the officer 
of that vessel found none of the crew in the water liable to sink 
out of sight in a moment. I suppose that is what that means. I 
assume that the tabulated report, where specific —~ are 
put to be answered in the affirmative or negative, oe mene 
that where the officers of the Revenue-Cutter Service find per- 
sons actually in the water they have them from drown- 
in yet, Mr. , while that condition did not 
exist at that time, here is the specific i 
was done by this officer and vessel. Here is a report stating 
he found the Fraternidade in a very perilous position, found it 


Respectfully, yours, 





‘it 


liable to be driven upon the rocks at any moment, when un- 
doubtedly there would have been very great loss of life. 

Here is the officer’s full and detailed statement of exactly what 
was done by his vessel and crew, and with that report before us, 
Mr. Chairman, can we draw any other conclusion than that had 
not been for the presence of the revenue-cutter Gresham at 


A life-saving crew was stationed near the point, and the life- 


regard to documents, lights, steamboat in- | saving crew were unable to reach the vessel; and, as Captain 


Walker said, but for the fortunate arrival of the Gresham in all 
human probability a very large number of persons on that vessel 
at that time would have lost their lives. Does the gentleman 
from Illinois desire to ask me something further? 

Mr. MANN. No. I wish to say that I understand the vessel 
that was rescued in this case—and I have no doubt whatever that 

| good service was rendered, and I never intimated anything to the 
contrary—the vessel rescued in this case was at anchor, and they 
were afraid that the anchor chain would break. Thereupon the 
Gresham pulled the vessel away, and did not take anybody off from 

| the vessel at all. They pulled the vessel away and put her at some 
other place, and yet they claim to have actually rescued from 

drowning each of the persons on the vessel who were never taken 
off from the vessel. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I made no such statement. The gentleman 
makes a direct statement that the captain says he saved nobody. 
The gentleman the other day made the direct statement that the 
report was false in stating that anybody was rescued, and yet 
here is the report stating in detail what was done, and the only 
possible conclusion that could be drawn is that the services there 
rendered in all human probability did save the lives of many 


le. 

r. MANN. I hope the gentleman will not say that I said the 
vessel rescued no lives. I made no such statement. I said the 
report of the captain in charge of the vessel stated that they 
rescued no life. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is what I said you stated. 

Mr. MANN. I have here the report transcribed and sent by 
the Revenue-Cutter Office, saying the same thing. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Saying that he saved nobody from drowning: 
in other words, picked up no human beings out of the water. I 
do not know that the gentleman had that report, but I do know 
that that is one of the reports he could have had. I do know that 
every facility was offered him in the Revenue-Cutter Office tc 
find out all the facts he could wish. I do know that the chief 
of that Bureau has furnished him a copy of every document he 
has asked for. I do know that it was possible for him to have 
seen that report. 

Mr. N. Of course the gentleman does not know that, 
and in order that he may be sure of it, I will say that it is true. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have here the gentleman’s letter to the 
7 and the Department's reply; and on those I state that 
ow it. 


Mr. MANN. Ihave no question about that. I have received 
from the officers of the Revenue-Cutter Service great courtesy. 
They have endeavored, as far as possible, to furnish me with all 
information I requested, except they have told me that certain 
information not in print was altogether too voluminous to be 
transcribed, and I have made no complaint about that, because 
it is undoubtedly true. I have contended here that the informa- 
tion ought to be published so that we might know what the facts 
in the case are. atwas the point. But I say now that the let- 
ter to which the gentleman refers does not show that any lives 
were actually rescued from drowning, which is the report of the 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not know that it is necessary to thrash 
that straw over again. The report does show just exactly what 
was done. It does not showthat anybody was actually taken 
out of the water, and such is not the fact. But it does show that 
all of the cables save one were broken, that a storm was raging, 
that a high wind was blowing, and that probably this vessel 
would have been dashed be erg the rocks and destroyed, with 
many of those on board, had not the revenue cutter come to the 


rescue. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. If the gentleman from New York [ Mr. 
SHERMAN] will allow me, I will call the attention of the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Mann] to what he did say. It having 
been stated that the report showed that 178 lives were actually 
rescued from drowning, he said that if we had had a printed re- 
por’ of the operations of this service it would have shown, not 
hat a were actually rescued from drowning, but that the cut- 
ter saved no lives at that time. That was the assertion of the 
gentleman from Illinois. He said that the report would show 


that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In my judgment it shows that many lives 
were saved. The report is here, and members of the House can 
draw their own conclusions. 
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Mr. Chairman, that is only one of the scores and scores of re- 
ports showing service rendered under very much more difficult 


and hazardous conditions than this; some of them showing, of | Army and Navy on a retired 


course, as all such roports must show, that at times the service | 
was trivial, and that often had the service not been rendered prob- 
ably no disaster to life and property would have ensued. But 
these reports do show this fact, and the hearings before the com- | 
mnittee disclose it, that for years and years the vessels of this serv- | 
ice, in season and out of season—generally in storm, but sometimes 
in calm—have been patrolling our coast, have extended the hand | 
of succor to vessels and mariners in distress, have done so at the | 
risk of their own vessels and their own lives over and over again. 
Now, in the minority report—I think I will not go further into | 
those details, Mr. Chairman. The reports in the Department, if 
they were all published, would make volumes and volumes; they | 
are very, very numerous, and as I say some show very serious and 


less valuable. 

Now, the gentleman from Dlinois, or whoever prepared the mi- 
nority report—I assume it was drawn by the gentleman from [- 
linois—asks why we do not put the Marine-Hospital Service, the 
Fish-Commission service, the Life-Saving Service under the same | 
regulations, the same statutes that are provided in this bill for | 
the Revenue-Cutter Service. Why, Mr. Chairman, we do not do 
it because the law already does it, because the vessels of all those 
services are now commanded by naval officers who have the pay 
we are proposing to provide for revenue-cutter officers and the | 
longevity pay as well. If this bill looked to the relief of the ves- 
sel and not to the officer commanding it, the suggestion of the 
gentleman made in the minority report would be well taken, but 
when you consider the fact that the officers commanding all those 
vessels in the other services are naval officers who now enjoy not 
only all but more privilege and more emoluments than are pro- 
vided by this bill to the Revenue-Cutter Service officers, then we 
see how misleading is the statement in the minority report. 

Mr. WATSON. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. WATSON. I wou: ! like to ask whether or not the gentle- 
man is satisfied that the amendment suggested, and which is sup- 
posed in the future to prevent conflict between Revenue-Cutter 
Service and Navy service, will work that result? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam perfectly satisfied it will; but if there 
is any possibility of its not doing so, we will change it so that it 
de eS. 
and I believe it is the desire of the House, and I believe that re- 
sult will be accomplished. Now, Mr. Chairman, the opponents 
of this measure object to it, amongst other things, as indicated 
by the minority report, because it gives a preference, as they say, 


to officers of the Revenue-Cutter Service over officers of the Navy. | 
The gentleman is in error in making that statement, as can be | 
For instance, Lieutenant- | 


shown by two or three illustrations. 
Commander Fullen, of the Navy, entered that service in 1873. 
Six years of the intervening service was spent at the Naval 
Academy. He is now a lieutenant-commander and drawing 
$3,500a year. First Lieutenant Newcome, of the Revenue-Cutter 
Service, entered that service the same year. He had previously 
served two years, from 1863 to 1865, in the naval establishment | 
of this Government in the civil war. He served also during the 
Spanish war in the naval armament of the country, being in the 
Revenue-Cutter Service, and being transferred to the Navy De- | 
partment by order of the President. Yet to-day he, as a first 
lieutenant of the Revenue-Cutter Service, receives but $1,800 a 
year. There are 25 captains in the Marine Corps who outrank 
Lieutenant Newcome who were not born at the time Lieutenant 
Newcome served his country in the volunteer navy during the 
civil war. 

Of the seven first lieutenants—mark you, Mr. Chairman, first 


war. Five officers serving to-day for $1,800 a year, forced to per- 
form in times of war every service that every naval officer is re- 


arduous and more exacting service, receive less compensation for 


their service at the present time than a very large number of | 


naval officers who were not born at the time these services were 
rendered by them in the civil war, and without any hope of any 
early increase in their pay, and without any expectation or any 


That is the desire of the committee who report this bill, | 


| to recommend to the 





hope under the present law of ever being cared for in their old 
und declining years. I have given only one or two illustrations, 
which, I think, show the incorrectness of the statements of the 
minority that the Revenue-Cutter Service is preferred or will be 
preferred, by virtue of this bill, over the naval officers. In the 
minority report it is asked, Why not put the enlisted men of the 
Revenue-Cutter Service on a retired list if you are to put the offi- 
vers upon it? 


Why, Mr. Chairman, in the first place, that query might be 
answered with another. ae not put the enlisted men of the 
ist? If it applies in the one case it 

ought in the other; but there is another answer if any answer is 
needed, and it is this: That those enlisted men are enlisted for 
three years only. They can leave at the end of that time of en- 
listment and usually do. Reenlistments are not numerous. En- 
listed men are not required to have a technical education, they 


_are not required to pass an examination, and their whole life is 


not devoted to this one service. The minority report states in 
substance that the passage of this bill would result in very rapid, 
unduly rapid, promotions in the Revenue-Cutter Service. t 
statement is based upon the fact that there are more captains 
and first lieutenants than there are minor officers in that service. 

The statement is not well founded, Mr. Chairman, because I 


| think we are all familiar enough with current events to know 
very valuable service and others show service less hazardous and | 


that the promotions in the Army have recently been most rapid, 


_ for reasons that are well known, and also that the promotions in 


the Navy have been very rapid. What are the facts about the 
rapidity of promotions in the Revenue-Cutter Service? There is 
no captain in that service to-day, not one, who enlisted later than 
1871. There is no captain who now receives more than $2,500 
per year. Every officer now on the active list of the Navy who 
enlisted in that service as early as 1871 receives at least $3,500, or 
a thousand dollars more than the Revenue-Cutter Service officer 


| of highest rank who entered the service at the same time. 


The average age of the Revenue Service officer when he reaches 
a captaincy is 50 years. The average of the Naval officer when 
he reaches a grade at which he would draw $2,500 a year is 38 
years. There are several officers of the Revenue-Cutter Service 
who are now only captains—and that is the highest grade—who 
are now 58 years old. There are those above 60 who are on the 
waiting-order list. 

Mr. Chairman, I think that covers substantially, in as brief a 
time and in as few words as I could confine it, the reasons which 
impelled the majority of the Committee on Interstate Commerce 
to report this bill favorably; the reasons which have impelled 


Secretaries of the Treasury, for thirty years, to advocate the pas- 


sage of substantially this same measure; the reasons which have 
impelled the present occupant of the White House and his pred- 
ecessors for many years to call the especial attention of Congress 
to this service and its needs; the reason why we are here now 
earnestly advocating that at this late day officers in the Revenue- 
Cutter Service shall be put upon something near an equality with 
officers of another service, under a different title, who perform no 


| more arduous, serious, or valuable services in time of peace than do 


the revenue-cutter officers, and who in time of war perform services 
just as valuable, just as hazardous, just as brilliant as do the offi- 
cers of the Navy. 

The history of our country, Mr. Chairman, has been made 
more glorious by the service of the revenue-cutter officers. There 
is not one blot upon their record that I have been able to dis- 
cover, in any spot or place. And for these reasons, Mr. Chair- 
man, we earnestly aw the members of this committee favorably 

ouse the passage of this bill. 

I reserve the balance of my time, Mr. Chairman. [Applause.] 

Mr. MANN. I yield one hour to the gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. RicHARDSON]. 

The CHAIRM The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Ricu- 
ARDSON] is recognized for one hour. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, it would 
have been a great deal more pleasant to me, from a personal stand- 
point, to have been able to agree with the majority of the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce in the report they 
have made on this bill. In doing so I should have answered the 
kind requests of a great many friends outside of Congress who 
have importuned me, honestly and sincerely, to support this bill; 


| but with the convictions that I have as to the general policy, the 
lieutenants—at the head of the list of the Revenue-Cutter Service, | 
five of them served in the naval establishment during the civil | 
| in the remarks that he submitted on the rule designating this bi 
/as a continuing order, say that, after an experience of several 
quired to perform, performing during periods of peace a more | 


objects and purposes of this bill, I could not consistently do so. 
I heard the distinguished gentleman from Illinois [Mr. man, 


years on this committee, he has been unable from the meager re- 
— opportunities, and facilities given him by the director of the 

venue-Cutter Service to understand and comprehend the de- 
tails of that service. In the remarks that I propose to submit 
this morning I shall not enter at length into the details, but I 
shall confine myself chiefly to the purpose, to the object, and to 
the general policy declared in this bill. 

I confess, Mr. Chairman, that in the limited time and oppor- 
tunity that I have had since being a member of the Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce Committee to investigate and inquire into this 
matter, one of the chief facts, and the one that I look upon as “a 
headlight’ in this matter—that sheds light all up and down the 
line—is the fact that the Revenue-Cutter Service was created and 
organized in 1790—eight years before the Navy was created. It 
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was then placed in the ae and under the care of the Treasury 


Department, the most powerful civil department in this Govern- 
ment. I know that the majority in their report say that since 
1872, to date, every Secretary of the Treasury has indorsed and 
recommended a bill of a character similar to this. _I am not here 
either to affirm or deny that fact, but I propound this question to- 
day: If this bill in its objects and in its purposes, as is confessed, 
is intended to put the Revenue-Cutter Service officers on ‘‘ an 
equal footing ’’ with the officers of the Navy and the Army, why 
is it that no Secretary of the Navy has been found to indorse a 
bill of thischaracter? There must be some reason forthis. There 
is something behind it. I know that this bill has been before 
Congress in different shapes and forms for years past. Mr. Chair- 
man, I will read from a letter of ex-Secretary of the Navy, Mr. 
Tracy, written in 1892. Remember that the title of this bill is to 
promote the efficiency of the Revenue-Cutter Service. 

Mr. Tracy says: 

n reply to your letter of Janua , inclosing for my consideration Sen- 
atc BATE era _ 

To do what was that bill? Was it to promote the efficiency of 
the Revenue-Cutter Service? No; totransfer the Revenue-Cutter 
Service from the Treasury Department ‘‘to the Navy,’’ and he 
gave his reasons why he would indorse it. Is that the purpose 
of this bill? Is it notin effect, as every gentleman will admit, 
does not it intend to create a separate and distinct naval branch, 
different from the Navy, without incurring any of the respon- 
sibilities, duties, or obligations of the Navy; and ex-Secretary 
Tracy said another thing about it. Why, his reason was, Mr. 
Chairman, that he did not want a separate branch of the Navy; 
and another was that by making this transfer, by ne this 
consolidation, it would save $603,895. I read from his letter. 
Does this bill that is for the consideration of this House to-day 
propose to make — reduction or a saving of any amount to the 
Government? I will show you by the figures that this bill will 
largely increase expenses. 

I read now, Mr. Chairman, on that subject from the present 
occupant of the Department of the Navy, and I call especial at- 
tention to this. It is not a question here of the efficiency of the 
officers of the Revenue-Cutter Service. There is no question of 
their having discharged in full the duties that devolve upon them 
in their line of duty. No question is properly raised as to their 
courage. All these instances referred to by the distinguished 
gentleman from New York [Mr. SHerMan] do not touch, in my 
judgment, what is the real question in this case. The question 
here, the real question, is: ‘* Will this Congress put its sanction 
upon a bill that creates a civil pension list? Thatis the real ques- 
tion—nothing more nor less. Listen to what Secretary Long says 
in a letter written at Washington, March 3, 1900: 

A careful examination of the bill in question shows— 


I call especial attention— 


shows that it is a step, and one covering considerable ground, in the direc- 
tion of creating a separate naval establishment, with its corps of line officers, 
engineers, and a constructor, its rank and rates of pay, its system of exami- 
nations for retirement and promotion, and its military honors. 


It is important to note that the broad question raised by Secre- 
tary Long to the nature of that bill applies to the bill now under 
consideration with equal force. 

This bill does not differ from the one that Secretary Long was 
talking about, except in some immaterial features. The great 
object and purpose and spirit of this bill is exactly the same as 
the one about which Secretary Long was talking, and the same 
objectionable features are in this bill. Secretary Long says: 

It is important to note that the broad question raised by the form in which 
this bill is drawn and by the provisions which it contains is whether or not, 
as a matter of Policy. this Government should have more than one naval or- 


ganization, and, if more than one, how many. 
The arguments— 


Says Secretary Long— 
adducible in favor of conferring upon the Revenue-Cutter Service the bene- 
fits embodied in §. 728 apply with more or less force to the officers and men 


of the Coast Survey and the Fish Commission and to the newly created 
transport service, now a part of the organization of the Army. 


_ Why, the distinguished gentleman said that the Fish Commis- 
sion had nothing to do with it. It is a fact that in the Spanish- 
American war there were about 123 acting as auxiliary vessels to 
the Navy. How many of them were in the Revenue-Cutter Serv- 
ice? Thirteen. And the balance were the Marine Service—Fish 
Commission, life-saving, light-house tenders, and other vessels. 

Mr. Long proceeds: 

In the ju ent of this Department the questions thus presented are far- 
reaching, and it would a proper, before any further steps are taken in 
the direction of the establishment of a number of distinct organizations, 
naval in their character, with their necessary staff accompaniment and auxil- 

y machinery, under the control of at least three omerats departments of 
the Government, that the atone of en tay ——- ° ae on ap. 

rently unnecessary tions w are there rought a an 

‘0 the patent advan aw ich a unified nization vould afford in avoid- 


orga 
ing duplication, in interchangeability of duties at all times, and in prom: 
mobilization int emergencies. Z - 
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Now,I read that, Mr. Chairman, from these two Secretaries, 
one the ex-Secretary of the Navy and the other the present in- 
cumbent, to show that the Navy Department did not favor the 
= of a separate branch of the Navy as this bill proposes to 
create. 

Now, there is another singular fact. These bills relating to the 
Revenue-Cutter Service have been before Congress for years. 
The present bill, as will be seen, changes the bill that Mr. Long 
was referring to in some respects. What are those changes? 

Section 7 of the old bill, before the Fifty-sixth Congress, pro- 
vided that the officers of the Revenue-Cutter Service shall have 
served thirty years as commissioned officers in said service, and 
then may be retired from active service by the President. This 
bill we are discussing makes it sixty-four years. It is apparent 
what objection would be made to the thirty-year clause. A young 
man 18 years old in the Revenue-Cutter Service would be retired at 
48—in the prime of life. 

Another feature is changed, and that is sectfon 24, which ac- 
corded the Revenue-Cutter Service some ‘‘ special honors.’’ These 
special honors that these gentleman at one time intended to con- 
fer upon this Revenue-Cutter Service I am glad has been stricken 
out from the bill. Secretary Long, in discussing the ‘‘ special 
official honor ’’ paragraph of the old bill, said: 

Section 24 of the bill contains inflexible requirements upon the subject of 
official honor and courtesies which would put the Revenue-Cutter Service 
in an anomalous position, but particularly in the presence of representatives 
of foreign military and naval service. 

That section has been eliminated from the present bill. Now, 
there is another one that has gone out, and I will not discuss that, 
because I understand the amendment has been made in reference 
to the present provisions of the bill that fully regulates and pro- 
vides that a Revenue-Cutter Service officer, even though he has 
equal rank and receives equal pay as a corresponding naval offi- 
cer, the Revenue-Cutter officer shall never take command over a 
naval officer. It seems to me this amendment would smart in 
the pride of the revenue officer. That is not my concern. 

Now, the question is anaturalone. Why is it that for so long— 
such a great number of years after this Revenue-Cutter Service 
was organized—more than one hundred and ten years ago, and it 
has remained constantly in the Treasury Department, through 
all the vicissitudes of wars and rumors of wars in this country, 
through all the changes, through all the magnificent growth and 
splendid achievements of our great country, why is it that Con- 
gress has refused to pass this character of bill? There is some 
answer to this. There is some reason for it. Why, what is it? 
Let us look, now, Mr. Chairman, for a moment at the title to this 
bill. It reads: ‘‘An act to promote the efficiency of the Revenue- 
Cutter Service.” 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I propound this question, and I would 
like to hear it answered: In what way and in what manner does 
this bill ‘‘ promote the efficiency of the Revenue-Cutter Serv- 
ice?’’ Does it im additional duties; does it require addi- 
tional obligations; does it make more rigid discipline? Nothing 
of that kind is proposed in it; nothing of that kind is contem- 
plated. The sole object of this bill, stripped of all glamour and 
pyrotechnics and ‘“‘ gush’’ about the gallantry of the officers of 
the revenue cutters, their feats of unexcelled and unparalleled 
daring, all of which has no bearing whatever on the consideration 

| of this bill—the sole object of the bill, I repeat, is to make the 
| Revenue-Cutter officers equal to the Navy or Army officers. That 
| is the only proposition. It proposes to do this by increasing their 
pay, and provides at the same time for the retirement of the offi- 
cer with the increase of his pay. It seeks to establish, as I said 
before, a separate branch of the Navy, incompatible, independent 
with our Navy, not controlled by the Secretary of the Navy, but 
by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

What else does it do? In section 3 of this bill—and I call especial 
attention tu it, for it seems to me it gives valuable information 
about the purpose of the bill—section 3 provides that the officers 
of the United States Revenue-Cutter Service shall hereafter re- 
ceive the same pay and allowances, except forage, as are now or 
may hereafter provided by law for officers of corresponding 
rank in the Army, including longevity pay. 

Why, I ask this committee, is the pay of these revenue officers 
to be estimated by corresponding officers in the Army? Why not 

ut it according to corresponding officers in the Navy, with which 

partment it is so lustily claimed they are twin brothers? You 
know that there must be a purpose and an object, and I say that 
the bill, if it becomes a law, will accomplish that ‘‘ purpose and 
object.’’ This bill, in fact and in truth, gives preference to the 
revenue-cutter officer over the naval officer, and increases their 
pay above the pay of the naval officer. 
say that this bill does that. Why, it is a known fact, and I 
will read it to you, that when a naval officer is on the high seas 
he gets full pay; when he comes ashore there is a reduction of 15 
per cent in his pay. Have you heard of any reduction proposed 
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in this bill for the revenue-cutter officers because he is on shore? 
The statute says that when they are on shore the naval officers 
are subject to a reduction of 15 — cent in their pay. Does any 
such thing apply te the army officer, the captain or the lieuten- 
ant? Here is disclosed the ‘‘ cloven foot”’’ in this bill. Why was 
the army officer made the standard of pay? Are you willing, 
when the bill reads ‘‘to promote the efficiency of the Revenue- 
Cutter Service,’’ to put them in an advantageous position over the 
naval officers? 

_Now, Mr. Chairman, it does not make any difference, in refer- 
ring to the standing of a cadet, when they entered or did not 
enter, as the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SHerMan] did, in the 
Naval Academy. The law governs us all. 

Section 1556 of the Revised Statutes of the United States says: 

Commanders, when at sea, $3,500; on shore duty, $3,000; on leave or waiting 
orders, $2,300. 

_ Lieutenant-commanders during the first four years after date of commis- 
sion, when at sea, receive $2,800; on re duty, $2,400; on leave or waiting 
orders, $2,000; after four years from such date, when at sea, $3,000; on shore 
duty, $2,600; on leave or waiting orders, $2,200. 

Lieutenants, during the first five years after date of commission, when at 
sea, get $2,400; onshore duty, $2,000; on leave or waiting orders, $1,600. After 
five years from such date, when at sea, $2,600; on shore duty, $2,200; on leave 
or waiting orders, $1,800. : 


Now, what does this bill do? I call especial attention toit. It 
not only makes a distinction, but it provides for the officer of the 
Revenue-Cutter Service larger emolument than that of the naval 
officer. There is the statute. ‘“‘ Lex scripta est.”” It does not 
_ make any difference, as I said before, as to when the boys enter 

the Naval Academy; they are subject to and bound by that law. 
I now read, Mr. Chairman (and I will ask to have it published as 
part of my remarks), a table showing the rates of.pay authorized 
under existing law for officers of the Revenue-Cutter Service on 
the active list and on the retired list: 


Pay table as authorized under existing law. 
ACTIVE LIST. 

















Annual 
salary. | Total. 
| 

Oe IR Ch. ci-adaceimanctiniintnedignintiibbiameae 1$2, 500.00 $92, 500.00 
Oy ne I in accents ae | 1,800.00 66, 600. 00 
7 I IID, Bo. ooo nx: cco annemmennananapananmice | 1,500.00 | 55,500.00 
Se re NN BE once whdacdcteneninddckindiiaa | 1,200.00 | 44,400.00 
S GRE GUOOND, OB oon in.s cada nbn dcotuiomiaiinal | 2,500.00 | 2,500.00 
35 chief engineers, at __....- eotteiecaieantalaniiiasie aecdae aaa | 1,800.00 | 63,000.00 
iT Sree eames emainworn, at... nn cn cece cccnccctecces 1,500.00 | 25,500.00 
18 second assistant engineers, at__.........................- 1,200.00 | 21,600.00 
Bi IN a ais Sk ecieine os wn ee ee 1,800.00 | 1,800.00 





RETIRED ANT WAITING ORDERS LISTS. 





—— eee —_ 


~= = -20-=}§2,500.00 | $2,! 














1 captain, at_.......... 500. 00 
4 captains, at_- woes «tubing aaah ota | 1,250.00 | 5,000.00 
4 first lieutenants, 2: Kat winn th ntamntlgsiaieiat Ame 900. 00 3, 000. 00 
1 second lic: t = 750.00 | 750. 00 
1 third lieut at, = 600.00 | 600. 00 
9 chief engineers, a : 900.00 8,100.00 
6 rab mmeant enciacers, @t........-. sn nccc eck nc ccdesnee oe 750.00 | 4,500.00 
8 second assistant engineers, at. .... .... .......-ccecececsses} 600.00 | 1,800.00 

> . cores ewe once sees cccece eveseslosée oeesae 26, 850. 00 

RECAPITULATION. 

Total active Hst................ ccna be tinek-ainiaaiieapaiihdaienteds capt’ $373, 400. 00 
Total retired and waiting orders lists. -..................-..--.-... 26, 850. 00 

PE ciiecgryownghthnibraiod Pcici walled ashahouhside elie ag sealaiamaminahedmdionie 400, 250. 00 





Pay table under proposed law for fiscal year ending June 30, 1908. 
ACTIVE LIST. 





et Total, 


, 500.00 $129, 500. 00 





87 captains, at 








Se SEIN is onscconnaceecccssnesevtocsiouneeee | 2,520.00 | 37,800.00 

7 first lieutenants, at ...........- 2-22 eeccccccncecccceccnee-| 3,080.00 | 16,380.00 

15 first lieutenants, at _..............--.....-----20---«-----| 3,160.00 | 32,400.00 

NE EOD PPPOE DELO I AS | 1,800.00 23,400.00 

10 second lieu -| 1,650.00 | 16,500.00 

14 second lieut | 1,500.00 | 21,000.00 

al , 400.00 | 51,800.00 

3, 500. 8,500.00 

; 52, 920.00 

siti 4 . 14, 040.00 

ale . 17,280. 00 

‘ , 800.00 | 1,800.00 

ts 8, ! . 26, 400.00 

5 second assistant engineers, at -... 2. icc cee ccece cece 11,540.00) 7,700.00 

13 second assistant engineers, at ....... ......-..-ecee«s-s00 | 1,400.00 18, 200.00 
OY Ras i =| 1,800.00; 1,800. 

Total ..—--—---------ena-nn-snaweeenseennnsnenannnnne on be -| 472, 420.00 





Pay table under proposed law for fiscal year ending June 30, 1902.—Continued. 
RETIRED LIST. 














Apaen Total 
OIE BE i. ccnnncnniantekin<sensbaaonenubeunetaieaia 500. 00 
15 chief OSE OE, oo. nk cnchebndochatimmtdseuneding tmed 850.00 
6 Ee IE I cccochucnsss comaitnincsonccisnband 560. 00 
2 en NE, TED. isc onnehe. e6cedebieincinekannhe 462.50 
Ee een inentoancrsnndsaieonsucndingiznelll 470.00 
6 first assistant engineers, at -..................-..--------- 450.00 
2 second assistant engineers, at.............-..--..-----.--- 940.00 
1 second assistant engineer, at....................--....-.-- 260. 00 
OE co cctaighecb keen decodtinsetessansatpnogias cvcnbcetnits eae 992. 50 

RECAPITULATION. 

Total pay on active list. ..... .-..-.---.0.------ 220. concen een ee nneeeeee $472, 420. 00 

Total HAF CU. TOAST TAB.. .00ccccccsmocenessennnesscncenccoscanndumecne 83, 992. 
ONE 5 vccicchdatinnses unisnguaness den as bonenh neastete ebadecautt 556, 412.50 
Total pay on active and retired lists under present law -.....-...... 400, 250.00 
Total pay on active and retired lists under proposed law.......... 556, 412. 50 


What is the result under this bill we are talking about? Thirty- 
seven captains of revenue cutters, at $3,500 each, on the active list. 
The captain in the Revenue-Cutter Service has corresponding rank 
and pay with a lieutenant-commander in the Navy. The payof a 
lieutenant-commander in the Navy during the first four years, 
when at sea, is $2,800; on shore, $2,400; on leave or waiting orders, 
$2,000. After four years he gets, when at sea, $3,000; on shore duty, 
$2,600; on leave or waiting orders, $2,200. So, if this bill becomes a 
law, a Sepa of the ee ae nine wane a= po obeet and 
with the “longevity pay” wi more than the hi pay 
of a heutenencanidiaaion of the Navy, the officer that the rey- 
enue captain has corresponding rank with. The longevity clause, 
which we saw eliminated here the other day on the floor of the 
House from the Army appropriation bill, is included in this bill— 
not to exceed 40 per cent. Let us institute the comparison some- 
what further. the revenue-cutter captain goes on the *‘ retired 
list’ under this bill his pay is $2,625, only $175 less than the 
lieutenant-commander gets when at sea during the first four years 

| after date of his commission. What is more, this retired captain 
| gets $225 more than the lieutenant-commander gets when on shore 
| duty and $625 more than the lieutenant-commander gets if he is 
| on “‘leave or waiting orders.”” Now, I Las Pee to go one step 
| further in this matter of comparison—what kind of equality this 
bill establishes. The section of the law read above shows that a 

/ commander in our Navy when at sea gets $3,500; on shore duty, 
| $8,000; on “‘ leave or waiting orders,” $2,300. The captain of the 
| revenue cutter on the active list under this bill gets the same pay 
as the commander in the Navy, who outranks the captain of the 
revenue cutter even under the provisions of this bill. I will not 
carry the comparison any further. The factsare before you. In 
my opinion there can not be any doubt about this matter. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman, I think, does not want to be 
misleading. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Certainly not, if I know it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Then he will allow me to say that the differ- 
ence of which he is now speaking grows out of this peculiarity in 
the naval service: The naval officers have a tour of duty, say for 
three years at sea, then a tour of three years on shore, and the 
lesser pay applies to the latter period. Now, in the Revenue- 
Cutter Service there is no distinction of that kind; the officers 
have no period of shore duty. They are constantly with their ves- 
| sels, unless it happens that an officer is detailed for the purpose 
of aiding in the construction of the machinery of or some 
labor of that kind. But in the Navy it is habitual for officers to 
divide their time of service between sea and land. 
| Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. If there is this distinction 
| which the gentleman states, so that these revenue-cutter officers 

do go on shore a of the time and the officers of the Navy 

| do, then they ought not be treated as a part of the Navy, and 
| they ought not get the compensation and emoluments and dis- 


| tinctions of the Navy without bearing its responsibilities, its 


| duties, and its obligations, and they certainly ought not get higher 
pay. 
Mr. MANN. May I make a suggestion to my friend from Ala- 


. Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Certainly. 
Mr. MANN. Quite a number of the officers of the Revenue- 
Cutter Service are on shore duty all the time. 
Mr. HEPBURN. There are 13 or 14 officers who are engaged, 
| as I have said, in the construction of the machinery of vessels. 
| Mr. MANN. Well, there are quite a number who are steam- 
machinery inspectors traveling around the country and who un- 
der this bill would receive 15 per cent more pay than a naval offi- 





cer would receive for the ormance of similar a: 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. The figures I have stated 








1902. 





have been carefully mpenet. and the gs answer that my dis- 

i friend from Iowa can that these Revenue- 
Cutter Service officers do not perform shore duty at all, and in 
this it clearly appears that he is mistaken. 

Well, now, what is the pretense for all of this, if you will allow 
me in the bg wd spirit to use that word, and I use it most re- 
spectfully? tis it? Why, we know that under section 2757— 
and it has been so since 1789—the President has the right to order 
these Revenue-Cutter vessels to cooperate with the Navy at any 
time that he sees ye ar or that the emer y requires, and it 
is a that reason that you ane anne 2 7; as — have been 
as in previous Congresses, pass ind of legislation. 
What else does the statute provide in that, and I call ‘ial at- 
tention to it? The great argument here is the inequality while 
they discharge the same duties, says my friend from New York 
[Mr. SHERMAN]—the inequality of their pay. Why, a man in 
this country, in my humble ju ent, is not entitiled to any pay 
except that for which he labors and toils. Section 4741 of the Re- 
vised Statutes is in words as follows, and I read it: 


The officers and seamen of the revenue cutters of the United States who 
have been or may be wounded or disabled in the Teen et their duty while 
President, 


cooperating with the Navy, by order of the be entitled to be 
placed on Navy at the same rate of on and under the 
same r tions restrictions as are provided by law for officers and sea- 


men of the Navy. 


This appears to put the Revenue-Cutter officer while he is act- 
ing with the Navy on the same footing with naval officers. I am 
not La 0 to say how many have received the fruits of this 
benevolent provision of the law. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask you during the consideration of this bill 
have you heard a word said about providing for the seamen men- 
tioned in the section of the law that I have just read? Nobody is 
provided for in this bill except the officers of the Revenue-Cutter 
Service. That, in my A nmenay is a marked injustice. The man, 
as I understand it, in all wars and in all great em ies that 
threatens the life of a government is the private soldier with a 
knapsack on his back and a gun in his hand. He it is who does 
honor and glory to his country, and he it is who makes the proud 
names and reputation of generals commanding. But in this bill 
nothing is said about making provision for the seamen. I detract 
nothing from the names of the great military men of our country 
when I a 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I read first from the report of the Chief 
of the Division of Revenue-Cutter Service published in 1897, and 
it is the only work that I have been able to see that gives a de- 
tailed account of the expenses. If there has been another, I 
should have been glad to get it. I have heard it discussed here 
about the appropriation made for the Revenue-Cutter Service— 
reciting the fact that the appropriation was equivalent to giving 
the details, but in this book the details are given, and I would 
not subject myself to the suspicion of engaging in something 
humorous and trying to ridicule this Cutter Service if it was not 
that I read from the book gotten up by the superintendent of the 
division himself. I treat the matter with the respect and on 
it deserves. I read now from page 52 of that book, and I 
especial attention to the caption: 

FROM JULY 1, 18%,TO JUNE 30, 1897. 
_ The ioliouing communes of assistance rendered during the fiscal year end- 
ing June , are given as illustrative of the character and value of the 
services performed by the Revenue-Cutter Service in one of its many fields 
of usefulness— 

Mr. Chairman, it is a poor, unnatural creature that does not 
give the best side of his own case. Ah, we are all biased by our 
surroundings. In all the courts of the country and inall the rela- 
tions of life self-interest suggests that we put our own side in its 
best light. This tendency governs the best of men in this country. 
I take it for granted therefore that they picked out the very best 
instances of that which would give character to the duties and 
the services they performed, and I will read them. I continue: 

By the steamer Boutwell. Date, January 6, 1897. Location, mouth of St. 
Johns River, Florida. Yawl Cocheco. Home port, Providence, R.I. Num- 
ber of persons on ,1. Pleasure trip. Twelve days from Charleston, 
8. C., for Florida waters. 
_ And I reckon if they had made a detailed statement of the serv- 
ices as they did in 1897, if they had mide it for the intervening 
years, they would have something of this kind in it. Let me go 
on and read some more of them, and there are not more than a 
page and a half of them. 


g Date, Apetas, 168. Ma: St. Johns River, Florida. Sailboat. 

Number of persons on board, 2. From wn to Mayport. 

Jom iG 8 SEE ender sal, with 8 pessone on board, Was : Se 
: ver she was struck by a squall and capsized. The dingy 


boats from the pilot boat Meta in rescuing the occu- 
— of sae Heng end towing her to the Meta, whereon the men 

Do you propose té put that character of service in connection 
with the magnificent Navy of this country? There never was a 
brighter or more hopeful prospect in the Navy of the United 
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States than there is to-day, and the future promises to make it 
more useful and valuable than it has ever been in the whole 
history of our great Republic. 

The coming future holds out that promise to the Navy of our 
country, and the people everywhere are in hearty accord, in my 
opinion, with all of its improvements and the assistance it will 
have in extending and broadening the at commerce of this 
country. Why, the history of the world shows that no people 
have ever had any fear of the navy. It is not a navy that over- 
turns the liberties of the people. It is the man that wears the 
knapsack and the gun, and that is in the army on the land, the 
man on horseback, that the people have most cause tofear. Now, 
I failed to read in that first instance the history of the Cocheco. 

The Cocheco, with two men, left Charleston, December 26 bound on a pleas- 
ure trip in Florida waters. Heavy weather blew them to sea. When off St. 
Au ine, one of the men left her in quest of assistance and is sup d to 
have been lost. The Boutwell came up to her ashore at the mouth of the St. 
Johns River; took her in tow to Jacksonville. 

Let me give a more modern instance that serves to characterize 
the Cutter Service. 

HEROIC RESCUE OF EA'S CREW—TAKEN FROM STRANDED STEAMER WITH 
DIFFICULTY BY WRECKING TUG. 
NORFOLK, VA., March 22. 

Captain Guarey and crew of 23 men of the Spanish steamer Ea, which 
stranded and went to off Cape Lookout lect Saturday. veached Nor- 
folk this afternoon and left to-night on the Old Dominion Line for New York, 
from where they will ship for Spain. 

The credit for sa the lives of the captain and crew is due Captain Coley, 
of the wrecking tug Merritt, of this city. In order to get at the men, the 
Merritt towed members of the life-saving crew to the windward of the 
wrecked steamer and let go, the storm driving them in the way of the vessel, 
and 12 of the men were off and towed tothe Merritt. This was done 
the second time, the boat being almost swam 

the members were aboard the tug. Here the Spaniards, 

not having eacen or drank for four nights and three days, were given food 
and water and warm clothing, they being hearly frozen and half dead from 
ex jure. 

rom the Merritt they were transferred to the revenue-cutter Algonquin, 
where they remained until brought to this city. 
_ [naturally presume if a detailed statement had been made, as 
in the case of the Cochee, that the mere fact that these 23 men of 
the Spanish steamer were transferred from the wrecking tug Mer- 
ritt to the revenue-cutter Algonquin, that this would have been 
sufficient ground for the officers of the Algonquin to have claimed 
the 23 Spaniards among those whose lives were saved actually by 
the revenue cutter. If the director of the Revenue-Cutter Serv- 
ice had given us a detailed statement of the examples of assist- 
ance up to the present date, as he did in 1897, probably some light 
might be shed on the number of lives claimed in the majority 
report to have been actually saved. I presume that if they had 
made a report on cases of the kind just above referred to, the 
wrecking tug Merritt would have been simply an auxiliary to the 
revenue cutter, and it would have been advertised that 23 Span- 
i been saved from a watery grave by the dauntless hero- 
ism of the officers of the Revenue-Cutter Service. That is the 
character of service they perform, except when cooperating with 
the Navy. I read the duties that the law requires of the Revenue- 
Cutter Service. I read from the report of the chief of the divi- 
sion, published in 1897: 

The duties of the Revenue-Cutter Service, officially defined under the law, 
consist in the enforcement of all laws of the United Statesaffecting the mar- 
itime interests of the nation, the arrest and preventicn of illicit traffic by the 
sea; all navigation laws, compelling all of craft navigating the waters 
of the Uni States to comply with the local requirements in regard to dcc- 
uments, lights, steamboat action, and passenger laws, the quarantine 
laws, the rescue and succor of distressed vessels and crews; the drill and 
discipline of life-saving crews, the supervision and construction of life- 
saving stations, and the entire inspection of the work of that service; the 
supervision of anchorage grounds established by law, the patrol and anchor- 
ageaof vessels it St. Marys River, Michigan, etc. 

These are the duties, and now I will state succinctly the objec- 
tions that I have to this bill. _ 

First, it proposes, Mr. Chairman, to retire civil officers on a 
pension of over $200 per month. 

Second, its passage as a law will mark the beginning of a policy 
for the retirement of our Government employees when they reach 
64 years of age on full pay. ; 

Third, it proposes a 40 per cent increase of the present salaries 
of the officers of the Revenue-Cutter Service by adopting the lon- 
gevity pay and fails to make any provision for the seamen of the 
service 


Fourth, the bill proposes to retire officers in actual service and 
give them higher pay on the retired list than they now receive on 
the active list. 

For instance, captains now in active service receive $2,500 per 
year as their salary. Under this bill they would be retired at a 
salary of $2,625 per year for life. 

‘ B . Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman allow me 
to interrupt him there for the purposes of a question? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Certainly I will, witha great 
deal of pleasure. 


Mr. PBURN. I understand that one of the objections of. 
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the gentleman to this bill is to be found in the fact that no pro- 
vision is made in it for the retirement of the enlisted men of the 
Revenue-Cutter Service. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I hope I am mistaken about 
that. If it is, I should be glad to know that those privates are 
provided for. 

Mr. HEPBURN. i want toask the gentleman if he is in favor 
of applying the retired principle to the enlisted men of the Army 
and the Navy? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. No; I am not. 

Mr. HEPBURN. You are not? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. No. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Then why do you urge this as an objection? 
i a. RICHARDSON of Alabama. You mean the Cutter Serv- 
ice here? 

Mr. HEPBURN. To any service that we have? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. No. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Are you in favor of applying it in that way? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. No; Iam not in favor of ap- 
plying the retired-pay principle to officers and soldiers of the 

rmy. 

Mr. HEPBURN. No, no; to the enlisted men; that is what I 
want toknow. You have urged here,as an objection to this bill, 
the fact that it does not provide for the enlisted men. Now, I 
want to know from youif you arein favor of applying the re- 
tired principle to the enlisted men of the Army and the Navy and 
the Cutter Service? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. In the first place, I do not 
favor the retirement of officers in the way it has been done here 
for some years past. ButI will say this in answer to your ques- 
tion: That wherever you apply the principle of retiring and pay- 
ing the officers, I think the privates who did their duty should 
have the same benefits. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Now, will you favor a proposition to insert 
in this bill the principle extending retirement to the enlisted 
men? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. No; because Iam opposed 
to the entire bill, absolutely and unqualifiedly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Then why do you urge that as a reason 
against the bill? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I am opposed to it in princi- 
ple, spirit, policy, and theory—everything connected with it. 

When I was interrupted by my distinguished friend from Iowa 
[Mr. HEPBURN], I was enumerating es my objections to 
this bill. Mr. Chairman, I am glad here in this presence to say 
that I heard with delight and pleasure a few days ago the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNOCK] when he drew 
that magnificent parallel between the courage and bravery of the 
Federal and the Confederate soldiers. His tribute was one 
worthy of the transcendent courage that he so graphically de- 
scribed. It came from a broad mind and a heart with noble 
and patriotic impulses. 

I admit that it filled me, as an old Confederate soldier, with 
pride to hear him speak of those brave men as American soldiers. 
I heartily congratulate him, and whenever an opportunity and 
time comes to me to reward these brave men of the Federal 
Army and their widows no man on the floor of this House will 
er to it more cordially than I will. [Loud applause.] That 
is the feeling I have about it, but I do not believe that it is right 
in this revenue-cutter bill to advance these officers and give them 
immense pay upon a civil pension list and ignore the seamen, 
who do their duty and do the work. 

I return now to my specific objections to this bill—the fifth 
one—and I want gentlemen to listen to it, as I have examined it, 
Mr. Chairman, with all the care and ability that I possess in the 
short time that I have been a member of the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce: By act of Congress authorizing a 
permanent ‘‘ waiting-orders list ’’ in the Revenue-Cuiter Service, 
on which list a captain, at his own instance and request, is placed 
and receives a salary of $1,250 perannum. On the waiting list 
under this bill such captain would receive a salary of $2,625 per 
annum. He is on the waiting list by the law, and he gets $1,250. 
Under this bill he would get $2,625 per annum. Examine for 
yourself the figures I give you. Are you going to do that? 

In other words, an officer already retired, already drawing $100 
a month and something over that, unable to perform any service, 
under this bill will get something over $200 per month. Paying 
aman for service that he can not render; taking him from a 
‘* waiting list,’’ where he is now, where he is given with his 
own consent and on his own application $1,250, and putting him 
on a retired list at $2,625. That is the bill, and no one can deny 
it. The question is pertinent. What reason is there for this ex- 
traordinary liberality? And the sixth ground of objection is an 
important one. It organizes and creates a se te and distinct 
arm of the Navy, without imposing the obligations, discipline, 
and responsibilities of the Navy. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I see that my time is expiring. The great 
objection I have to this bill, after these many statements aboutit, 
is the far-reaching and dangerous precedent that it establishes, 
That is what Secretary Long was talking about. It is to-day but 
a cloud not larger than my hand on the — horizon; 


but it will not be long until that cloud will cover the entire goy- 
ernmental horizon with its dark shadows, and we will see the light- 
ning’s flash and hear the thunder roll when it will be too late to 
retrace our step, after we have inaugurated this policy and 
created a civil pension list in this Government. The powers will 
be too strong after once intrenched to dislodge them. They will 
dictate legislation. Such a policy as this bill fosters belongs to a 
monarchical form of government; it has not a place in the institu- 
tions, principles, theories, and conceptions of this great Republic 
of ours. It is creating a preferred civil list for civil officers. It 
creates a pampered, favored class, and to show the drift of public 
— I will ask the Clerk to read the paper which I send to the 
desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


[Philadelphia Inquirer, March 22, 1902.] 
PENSION FOR SUPERANNUATED WORKERS. 


A disposition to make some better provision than the qostheuss for men 
and women who, after working hard all their lives, find themselves in their 
old age without any means of seppost is one of the most salient and enco - 
ing signs of the times. Itisa tion which nm manifested in vari- 
ous ways and in almost every tion; but there has been a more rapid 
rogress along that line of development in the Old World than there 

Coan in the United States, so far at least as regards the intervention of the 
Government. There are countries where a system of pensions paid by the 
state has already been established. To bring about the institution of such 
a system is the aim of the Socialist in France, an aim toward whose at- 
tainment the Waldeck-Rousseau ministry has pledged its assistance, while 
it isa well-known fact that to soothe the dec g years of the worn-out 
worker and to save him from the humiliation of eng, on the parish” has 
long been one of Mr. Joseph Chamberlain's dearest ambitions. 

e saw taken in the House of Commons the other night a step, though not 
a very long one, toward its realization. The aged pensioners’ bill, which 
then , passed its second reading, embodies the ideas upon this subject which 
Mr. berlain has frequently expressed. It is framed in such a way as to 
avoid disco g its ex nt beneficiaries in the exercise of thrift, and it 
provides that every working man and woman who ve or her 
sixty-fifth year shall receive, out of the public funds, a pension for life, which, 
though noneeneey small, shall be cient to insure a decent su nce. 
It is proposed that the money uired, which is estimated at between fifty 
and sixty millions of dollars, shall be provided in cant parts between the 
local authorities and the National Government. And this radical measure, 
involving as it does a wide de ure from all precedent, a measure which 
not many years ago any Bri Parliament would have repudiated as revo- 
lutionary, was on second reading without any serious opposition from 
either side of the House. 

It is true that its enactment at the present session is not expected. The 
Unenieeeasery condition of the national finances consequent upon the enor- 
mous drain of the South African war renders the imposition upon the tax- 

ying classes of a supplementary and avoidable burden_im ticable at 
this time. The significant thing about what has ha ed is the ready and 
virtually unanimous nee of the principle which underlies the pro- 

innovation, the principle, namely, that the man or the woman who 
after a life of useful labor is left in ol age without means of support has a 
right to ask that the community shall provide him and her with somethi 
better than the pauper’s portion, and t the existence of a need for suc 
rovision not be accounted a disgrace. This isa widely different theory 
rom that which still prevails and which has only lately been questioned. At 
present public assistance is given to the needy, not as a right, but as a 


tuity, from whose acceptance h ion is inseparable. e@ new view 
f that it can be claimed as a right and accepted with no more t than 
attaches to the receipt of a tary pension. 


“‘The new view,’’ Mr. Chairman, as declared there in that 
paper, a leading ne r in this Republic, published in one of 
the largest cities of the United States—‘‘ the new view” is con- 
tained, yea, the germ of it lies latent, in this bill which we are 
to-day considering. Now, it is time, when these thinge are being 
manifested, when these evidences are being given, for us to order 
a halt before we go too near this precipice. Inaugurate this 
policy, Mr. Chairman, and why are not the officers of the Fish 
Commission, of the Marine Service, and the various others I could 
mention, to be added to the list? What evidence have we of this 
‘*new view’’ here in the bills now pending in this House tending 
to creating a civil-service pension list! E 

Mr. GROSVENOR. ill it interrupt the gentleman to yield 
to me for an inquiry? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Not at all. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam delighted at the position the gentle- 
man takes in opposition to a civil-pension list, and especially 
that Mr. Secretary Long is opposed to a civil-pension list. How 
does the gentleman from ‘Aakemne stand, and how does the Sec- 
retary of the Navy stand, upon the question out of which has 
grown in this country to-day practically a larger pension list 
than there is in England, against whom you are inveighing? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Larger civil list? Do you 
mean a larger military-pension list? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. A larger civil-pension list, grown out of 
the operations of the so-called civil-service law. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Oh, well; I would be very 
glad to answer my distinguished friend from Ohio [Mr. GROSVE- 
aa any way that Ican. I do not know much about that, 
but I can tell you cheerfully that I have never had much patience 
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with the civil-service policy, except as to the consular service and 
some other duties. I believe that when the Republicans are in 
power they should control the offices. I believe that they are 
able to find men in their own party that are good, honest, and 
straightforward enough to fill these offices, and I believe, too, 
that when the Democrats are in power they ought to control 
the offices and fill them with Democrats. That is my idea about it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But under the administration of that law 
40 per cent of the cost of the administration of the civil-service 
side of the Government is confessedly a civil-pension payment 
to-day. Nobody will doubt that, and yet when it comes to pen- 
sioning the men who do the service in the Revenue-Cutter Service 
of the country, Secretary Long seems to be condemning civil 
pensions, 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Iam frank to say that I am 
not acquainted with that feature. I have read what ex-Secretary 
of the Navy, Mr. Tracy, and Secretary Long both said about this 
bill, and I agree with them about it fully. I was delighted the 
other day, Mr. Chairman, to hear that a distinguished gentleman 
on this floor—and we all take pride and have pleasure in seeing 
any member of this House promoted to higher honors and a more 
responsible position—I was also delighted to hear the distin- 
guished gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy], who will 
soon take that grand portfolio, the Secretary of the Navy, vote on 
the matter of the rule on this bill in a manner indicating his oppo- 
sition to this bill. I say I was glad to hear him. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, look at the tendency, the trend, of the 
public mind. It behooves Congress more than it ever did on any 
occasion at any period in the history of this country to use its 
power in checking and stopping the increase and growth of that 
civil-pension list. If it is true, as the distinguished gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] says about the civil-pension list that 
has already been created, then my argument is still stronger, and 
we ought not to go any further with it. Look at the different 
bills introduced into this Congress. Here is one “ to increase the 
efficiency of the public service by the retirement of superannu- 
ated employees.’’ Here is one for ‘‘the retirement of Govern- 
ment employees in the classified civil service and the establishment 
of a retirement bureau.’’ Another for the ‘‘ retirement of Gov- 
ernment employees in the classified civil service without cost to 
the Government.’’ Here is one for the appointment of a ‘‘ super- 
annuated commission.’’ Another ‘‘ to prevent superannuation in 
the classified civil service.”’ Still another ‘‘ toclassify the railway 
postal clerks and prescribe their salaries.”’ 

REASONS FOR URGING SPECIAL LEGISLATION IN FAVOR OF 
FOR WEATHER BUREAU EMPLOYEES. 


(1) They work three hundred and sixty-five daysin a year. Their hours 
of ~— are long. On the Pacific coast the first observation is made between 
4.30 and 5.30 a. m., while on the Atlantic coast the offices can not be closed 
before 11 p. m., and often later. They must be on the alert at all times to 
detect the first premonitions of storm development, and remain constant] 
on duty in order to distribute warnings that may be received at any moment. 

(2) ¥ are subject to t vicissitudes of climate, being required to 


serve, as the exigencies of the service ma uire, in almost any degree of 
latitude, from to the West Indies. =e " id 


_ (8) By reason of the peculiar organization of the service its employees are 
like officers of the Army, in a great measure deterred from obtaining a fix 
habitation or enjo the privileges that accrue to long residence in a com- 
7, Changes of station generally operate to their financial disadvan ‘ 

(4) It requires many years of experience in the Weather Bureau to 
come thoroughly efficient in the higher duties of the service, and constant 
study is n in order to keep pace with the developments of meteoro- 
logical science. The most efficient men are those who entered the service 
when they were young and vigorous, and gained proficiency as a result of 
study of the weather conditions as they were daily presented. The observers 
of the Weather Bureau are on guard to give warning when danger threat- 
ens, so that measures of safety may be taken by those whose lives and prop- 
erty are in jeopardy. 

And so it goes on, Mr. Chairman. It is already growing up in 
the railway service. We have various instances of it where they 
are regulating the retirement of their employees. Whenever you 
start that thing it is like knocking down a row of bricks—you hit 
the first one and they all follow after a while. It is tending to 
teach the public mind first to become reconciled to it and next 
the Government will be asked to help in it. . 

Tread now from the General Superintendent of the Railway 
Mail Service in his annual report of 1901, in which he says that— 
this office has been very persistent in its efforts to secure some legislation 
in the way of relief bill or superannuation act to provide for our perma- 
nently disabled and worn-out clerks. 

They are all drifting that way. Now, Mr. Chairman, I see 
that my time has about expired, but I would like to publish, and 
I ask leave to print some data that I have and am unable to read. 
In conclusion Funve to say that I have not one iota of partiality 
or bias or prejudice about this matter. I am looking at it from 
the general broad standpoint, not whether these officers of the 
Revenue-Cutter Service are worthy or not, not whether they dis- 
charge their duties efficiently according to their line of ar 
that is not the question; but it is a far-reaching precedent that 
this bill creates; it is the far-reaching effect of it that once you 
get it started in this Government you can never stop it. 


RETIREMENT 


As I said before, it is against the inspiration of our great Re- 
public, it is against the teaching and precept of all the great men 
and all the great parties in this country from the time of the 
organization of our Government down to date. Of all the lead- 
ing statesmen, none of them have ever, that I know of, counte- 
nanced this idea of creating a civil-service pension list. Because 
the President has the power under the statute to order the 
revenue-cutter vessels to cooperate with the Navy for the time 
being, we can not say that that takes from them the civil fea- 
tures when they remain in the custody and under the care of the 
Treas Department, where they have been for over one hun- 
dred and ten years. [Applause.] 

Mr. MINOR. Mr. Chairman, I desire to send to the desk and 
have read the following resolution: 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolution adopted by the Grand jetee of Shi 
convention held in the city of Washington, 


Hon. WiLu1AM P. FRYE, 
Chairman Committee on Commerce, United States Senate: 


Whereas there is now pending before your committee Senate bill 1025, for 

the promotion of the efficiency of the Revenue-Cutter Service; and 
hereas that service is universally recognized as a most important auxil- 

iary in aid of commerce, in the enforcement of the navigation laws, and all 
laws appertaining to maritime affairs; and 

Whereas we deem it of the utmost importance that said service shall be 
maintained in the highest state of efficiency: Therefore be it 

Resolved by the Shipmasters’ Association in annual meeting assembled, 
That the Senate and House of Representatives be earnestly requested to enact 


said bill into law. 
J. A. WARD, Grand President. 
Attest: 
E. G. ASHLEY, Grand Secretary. 


Mr. MINOR. Mr. Chairman, I believe that completes the in- 
dorsement from every maritime organization of the United States, 
and they all favor this bill and every provision of this bill now be- 
forethe House. In addition to these indorsements, numerous com- 
mercial bodies, boards of trade, chambers of commerce, national 
boards of trade, seven State legislatures, and numerous other 
bodies, political and commercial, have indorsed this legislation. 
If at any time in my life I ever doubted the propriety and wisdom 
of this legislation, these indorsements, coming to us as they have, 
would be ample justification for me to, in my feeble way, support 
this bill most heartily. 

I will not attempt to reply to the gentleman from Alabama at 
length; but I could not fail to notice a few of the observations 
that he made while he was on the floor in reference to a letter 
from the Secretary of the Navy, Mr. Long. Mr. Long wrote the 
letter referred to, but it applied to a bill then before Congress, 
and that was the Fifty-sixth Congress. Mr. Long has never 
written or spoken a word against the bill now pending in this 
House. The objectionable features in that bill, if they were ob- 
jectionable, have been stricken out, and this is a modification of 
that bill, against which the Secretary has urged no objection. 

Nine months after the Secretary, Long, had written that letter, 
to which reference has been made, his chief, the lamented deceased 
President of the United States, wrote an indorsement, in his mes- 
sage to this House, of the bill then pending; and it is admitted by 
all that this is a much more acceptable measure than that; yet the 
President of the United States committed himself fairly and 
squarely to the bill before the Fifty-sixth Congress. And I know 
that if the Congress of the United States had passed that bill the 
President would have been more than delighted to sign it. 

Nine months after the Secretary of the Navy had written that 
letter referred to, criticising the bill, I say, the President lent his 
indorsement to the same bill then pending before Congress; and 
you have never heard a word of objection out of this great civil- 
service reformer since that time. 

So much for that part of the case of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama. I was surprised, Mr. Chairman, that a member of this 
House would squander ten or fifteen minutes in talking upon a 
letter written by a great Secretary pertaining to and touching a 
matter that is not before the House at all. 

He also spoke of the duties of the Revenue-Cutter officers. I say 
to him now that the duties performed by Revenue-Cutter officers 
are more valuable, more complicated, more in number, and re- 
quire greater experience and ability than the duties performed by 
any other officials of the Government of the United States. And 
I say to him, in addition, that every officer in the Revenue-Cutter 
Service knows that when the President so orders in time of war 
it is not left to his discretion to say whether he will go into active 
service in that war; but it is left to the President of the United 
States to issue his order, and every Revenue-Cutter and all 
Revenue-Cutter officers are compelled by statute to cooperate 
with the Navy. That is provided for in section 2757 of the Re- 
vised Statutes. 

I say here and now that, notwithstanding the remarks of the 
—. from Alabama and the gentleman from Illinois, the 

venue-Cutter officers stand abreast of the naval officers or the 


Masters’ Association at a 
. C., January 23, 1902. 
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Army officers. They are as well equi to perform their du- 
ties in and war as the Army, Navy, or the Marine 
Corps. I say that the instructions and the duties of cadets on 
board the training ship, and the qualifications required when they 
are examined to enter as cadets, are such that itcan not be other- 
wise than that they must have the same requirements as Navy 
and Army officers. 

I make the further assertion, and will undertake to prove it 
within the thirty minutes given me, that all this charge about 
these officers being civil employees is absolutely misleading. 
They are a military branch of this Government and have so been 
characterized by every Secretary of the Treasury since 1872; and 
not only that, but some of the Secretaries of the Navy have so 
characterized them. And reviewing the history of this country 


from 1790 down to the present time, those statements have been | relating to navigation; signals, service and internatio 


verified by the history of our country for more than one hundred 
years. From 1790 down to the civil war and the war with Spain 


there never has been a bugle sounded or a drum tap beaten to | of drugs, and I believe nearly everythi 


arms when the revenue-cutter officers have not responded and 
have stood shoulder to shoulder with the Army and the Navy. 
Then why will gentlemen insist here in this House that if this 
bill passes it simply provides for a civil pension list? Such a re- 
mark is absolutely misleading. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I pro to enter into some details that 
have not been touched upon thus far and to give a history of this 
service from its inception down tothe present time. If the House 
will bear with me I will read from the record compiled from the 
statutes of the United States and orders from the Secretary of 
the Treasury and the President of the United States. 

This service was organized in 1790 by Alexander Hamilton, 
eight years prior to the organization of the Regular Navy. It took 
an active part in the war of 1812. There is where this service 
began its military experience, in the war of 1812; and this branch 
of the service covered itself with glory then as it has done on 
every occasion since that time. 

In the war with Mexico a number of cutters cooperated with 
the Navy—as many as could be spared from the Revenue-Cutter 
Service at that time. In 1858 the cutter Harriet Lane formed a 
part of the Paraguay expedition (this was in time of ), and the 
services rendered by this ship were the most valuable of any in the 
fleet, as stated by the commanding officer of the squadron. Many 
of these vessels cooperated with the Navy during the civil war, as 
all know, and the revenue cutters were in active cooperation with 
the Navy during the recent Spanish war, as I will show later. 
There are, approximately, 200 officers in this service, but by add- 
ing cadets the total number is about 220. 

Officers of the Revenue-Cutter Service are regularly commis- 
sioned and can be dismi in identically the same manner as 
officers of the Army and the Navy. They are appointed by the 
President and confirmed by the Senate. They are given rigid 
physical and professional examinations for entrance to the serv- 
ice, and for promotion to each of the grades above where they 
enter. The seamen are regularly enlisted for three years, uni- 
formed the same as seamen in the Navy, drilled with large and 
stnall guns the same as inthe Navy. Of the 229 officers who will 
be affected by this measure, 88, or over 25 per cent, of them saw 
active service in the civil war. Without casting any reflection 
upon the Navy, because God knows I love the Navy as well as 
any man on this floor, it will be pertinent to remark in this con- 
nection that in the naval service to-day there are scarcely 5 per 
cent who saw service in that war. 

In glancing over the minority report upon this bill (S. 1025) my 
eye fell upon this paragraph: : 

Under the bill as recommended by the committee, every one of these tor- 
pedo boats or torpedo-boat destroyers would have been subjected to the 
command of a revenue-cutter captain if the two boats had ned to meet 
in joint operations on detached duty. It seems to us that it would be ex- 
tremely unwise to place naval officers, specially trained by the Government 
for the purpose, who may be in command of naval vessels, under the com- 
mand of revenue-cutter officers, who are without training in methods of war- 


fare, when the latter happen to be serving on auxiliary duty with the Navy 
in time of war. 


I want the House to remark those words, “‘ who are without 
training in methods of warfare.’’ Now, let us examine and see 
what the studies are. Let us see what these officers have to at- 
tain to—what the requirements are under the law and under the 
orders of the President of the United States. The studies pur- 
sued on board the Chase, and that, by the way, is the training 
ship for revenue-cutter cadets, are of a strictly technical charac- 
ter and are such as to fit the cadets for their duties as revenue- 
cutter officers. The course lasts two years, and it embraces the 
following subjects, the regular officers of the service being the 
instructors. We do not have to go outside to hire professors; we 
furnish our own professors. e revenue-cutter officer is the 
teacher. Now, what does it teach these ? 


Seamanship, practical and theoretical; nomenclature, wooden 
and steel vessels; rules of the road; law of storms; sailing 


and 





handling of small boats; composition and official correspondence; 
lectures on professional subjects; navigation, practical and theo- 
retical; nautical surveying, practical and theoretical; magnetism 
of iron vessels; compensation of the compass; charts and tide 


tables; piloting; international law, if you please; artillery drill— 
mark you, ar "y drill for these “‘ civilians,’’ so called; mathe- 
matics; plane and spherical trigonometry; gunnery (for these 


‘‘civil’’ employees, as we are asked to believe them so be), prac- 
tical and theoretical; infantry tactics. 

Who would have thought it? Who would have sup this 
was the curriculum, in view of the remarks that have n made 
by gentlemen who oppose this bill? Target practice, large and 
small guns; broadsword exercise—who would have believed that? 
What omes of civilian theory? Then comes cree 

es; 
fencing; pistols; hygiene; first aid to the injured; resuscitation 
of the apparently drowned; minor surgery and the practical use 
is taught aboard the 
Chase that is taught in the Navy except dancing. They do teach 
dancing in the Navy. We have never adopted it in the Revenue- 
Cutter Service; we make the other fellow dance when we meet 
him in armed conflict at sea. [Applause.] 

Now, here follows the studies. Length of course in Naval 
Academy, four years, and two years at sea, and at this point I 
desire to call attention to the fact that revenue-cutter cadets are 
much more advanced in their studies when they enter the service 
as cadets than naval cadets. I remember last year in the ap- 
pointment of a cadet to Annapolis. I ordered a competitive ex- 
amination, and the boy that and took the highest prize 
out of seven would have failed in an examination for cadet in the 
Revenue-Cutter Service; but when that boy went to Annapolis 
he passed with high honors. But these cadets must havea col- 
lege education, or, in other words, they must be just about as far 
advanced when they apply as cadets and have their examination 
as the cadets that have been at Annapolis for two years at least. 

And then, in addition to this, they must go aboard to the train- 
ing ship Chase for two years. And, ——. I desire to say to 
this House that if I had a son for whom I desired a high educa- 
tion and practical instruction to meet the tides of life, to stem 
the adverse currents that we are called upon to stem in business 
and in other affairs of a practical nature, I would say that if he 
could enter this service as a cadet and go aboard of the Chase for 
two years and receive this instruction, that he would be fitted for 
any walk in life, except the great professions that require special 
training. 

Candidates for appointment as cadets must be graduates of a 
college or first-class high school. Their examination is more se- 
vere than for entrance to the Naval Academy. The following 
— are enumerated, and they must be proficient in these 
subjects: 

Spelling, geography, history and Constitution of the United 
States, , composition and rhetoric, arithmetic, algebra, 
trigonometry, logarithms, chemistry, general information. 

Now, that is the starting point in this Service. The cadet must 
pass a creditable examination in these studies, and then, in addi- 
tion to this, he must take his two yoy training aboard the 
training ship Chase. And I am told by disinterested persons, 
who are competent to judge, and who have boarded that ship, 
that there is no ship afloat where the discipline is more strict and 
the requirements more severe than aboard of that training ship 

In view of these studies, and in view of all other require- 
ments—proficiency in target practice, in the handling of rifled 
cannon, in pistol shooting, cutlass, rifle, and infantry drills—I am 
surprised that some of these gentlemen do not propose to disarm 
these “ civilians,’’ so called, and take their arms from them, to 
take the big guns from off the ships and arm them with tooth 
picks and bologna sausages. [Laughter.] 

Why, it is ridiculous to e such charges on this floor, that 
these officers are civilian employees. It seems so strange that 
this great Government of ours will put aboard of the Gresham, for 
instance, 100 rifles, 100 revolvers, 100 sabers, and 4 rifled cannon, 
with these so-called “ civilians’’ to handle them. It is strange, 
indeed, is it not? ; 

Engineer officers of the Revenue-Cutter Service are unlike en- 
gineers in the merchant service. It has been charged that they 
are better paid than the engineers in the merchant service. I am 
here to deny that eee, and I am ready to furnish the proofs. 

The engineers in this service must be better equipped than en- 
gineers in the merchant service, inasmuch as they are required 
to be graduates of technical colleges when they enter the lowest 
grades in this service. Moreover, they may at any time be de- 
tailed to design and superintend the construction or oeeeiee of 
machinery of the revenue cutters, and must be q ed to 
respond when called. They are also to inspect all the 
materials entering into the construction of the hulls, machinery, 
and equipments of the vessels of the service. All machinery is 
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designed by officers of the service themselves, and they receive 
no assistance from outside experts, as is the case with merchant 
vessels. On board ship they must drill the men in their force. 


Now, think of it, in view of what has been asserted by the oppo- 
sition, the engineer force, if you please, must be in the 
handling of large and small guns. Whatisthe matter with these 
civilians — And they must be drilled in the various evolu- 
tions which are required on armed vessels of the Government. 

It will be proper for me tosay at this point, Mr. Chairman, 
that the ineers of the Revenue-Cutter Service are just as effi- 
cient, and I have it from high sources in the Navy that some of 
them are more efficient than the average engineer in the naval 
service. men, who are drawing the magnificent sum of 
$1,800 a wear, and some only $1,500, are able to take the material 
from which the i and boilers are made, in its crudest state— 
pig iron, if you please—and convert it into steel, and by their 
drafts and designs convert it into a and boilers, air pumps, 
condensers, propeller wheels, and they doit themselves, with- 
out calling outside assistance. They can determine its tensile 
strength, its ductility, and eve ing about it, and they know 
when it is fit to go into this machinery. They do not have to go 
to an expert or professor to teach them that duty. 

How often in the merchant service do you find an engineer who 
is even capable of setting . an engine in proper shape? It is not 
expected of them. Even after the engine is constructed not one 
out of ten of them can put it into the boat so as to get the best 
results. And yet, Mr. Chairman, many of these engineers in 
the merchant service are receiving to-day, right on the lake 
which is in front of the district represented by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Mann], greater compensation than some of 
these officers on board our cutters. ; 

Now, gentlemen, this idea of their beg meets of the life- 
saving stations has already been exploited. e know there is 
no question but what the Life-Saving Service owes its efficiency 
to the revenue-cutter officers. I have stations in my district; 
I have a station within 4 miles of my own home, and I know 
that regularly twice a year a first lieutenant of this service comes 
there to drill and practice with that crew, and I know that if he 
did not come that service would not be as efficient as itis, though 
I think that station has the best captain and crew I ever saw. 

Now, as to the armament of revenue cutters. The vessels in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service and the naval vessels are the only 
classes of Goyernment ships which are armed; and yet I heard 
the gentleman say yesterday, while opposing the rule to consider 
this bill, that light-house boats and marine-hospital boats were 
on all fours with the Revenue-Cutter Service, and that they 
formed a part of the blockading fleet off Santiago and Habana. 
Let me state to the gentleman that there were revenue cutters 
there, and every revenue cutter was under a revenue-cutter offi- 
cer, and every light-house boat and hospital boat was commanded 
by a naval officer detailed for that purpose. There is the dif- 

erence. 

They never expected that a revenue cutter should be under 
any other command than a revenue-cutter He is equip 
at all times for peace or war. He reads thesignals from - 
ship and follows the evolutions as directed, and he fights like an 
American citizen for his country and its flag. Every revenue 
cutter is provided with rapid-fire guns of the most improved type. 
Each vessel is fitted with a magazine. Im the magazine are 
modern rifles, a cutlass, and a Colt’s navy revolver for each man 
in the crew, and they are taught how to use them effectually in 
time of war. In the Spanish-American war the revenue cutters 
which cooperated with the Navy carried a total of 61 large guns. 

Now, let me stop right here to remark in the gentleman’s oppo- 
sition to the rule to consider this bill he was very careful not to 
mention anything about these boats that were cooperating with 
the Army. I find that in addition to the cutters that were coop- 
erating with the Navy and carrying 61 large guns that 7 revenue 
cutters were coo’ ing with the Army, carrying 13 guns, which 
the gentleman purposely, carelessly, or unintentionally omitted 
from his statement. The larger cutters are fitted with a 15-inch 
torpedo tube, and in a very short time, on account of their great 
speed, can be fitted up as torpedo boats, and when thus fitted they 
do not have to detail a naval officer to command them. These 
modern revenue cutters are the fastest vessels of their size and 


failed to meet the ts set forth in the specifications. 
In the views of the minority it was stated that the revenue cutters 
coo of Such is not the 





fact, as they have frequently been put in cooperation with the 
Navy in peace times, notably in the Berin patrol and in 
the joint cooperation for the suppression of filibustering along 
the southern coasts prior to the Spanish war. During the Span- 
ish war such cutters as were not cooperating with the Navy were 
detailed to cooperate with the Army, and did very efficient work 
in the guarding and ns of the submarine-mine fields which 
were located in all the principal harbors. 

I desire to speak just for 2 moment of one of the officers in that 
service, as I think his name will be familiar enough, and the 
House will with me that he is entitled to some considera- 
tion. I anaeae Lewis N. Stodder, who was a masterin the Navy 
during the civil war, who volunteered to pilot the Monitor dur- 
ing her memorable fight with the Merrimac, and to Stodder’s 

as a pilot on this floating fighting machine much is due for 
the victory won that day. He is the sole surviving officer of that 
historic vessel, and is at present a captain in the Revenue-Cutter 
Service, on duty in New York aoe supervisor of anchorages. 
And I might say right here in this connection, Mr. Chairman, 
that until two years ago another officer of tlris service (Lieutenant 
Howard) distinguished hi in the civil war, but he died 
two years ago, covered with glory and filled with patriotism, 
and always ready to meet the demands of his country im peace or 
in war. I desire to say also that there is now in the Revente- 
Cutter Service a lieutenant who was an assistant engineer on the 
Merrimae during her conflict with the Monitor, and he is a brave 
and worthy officer. 

Now, then, Mr. Chairman, I have briefly outlined the history 
of this service, and if I have stated it correctly, I ask any man 
how he can consistently characterize it as a civil-service branch 
of this Government? I say now and here that it is a part of the 
military force of this country, and so long as the Navy and the 
Army have been given the disti i onor and emolument 
that aecrue to them by reason of the retired list, I say you can 
not consistently deny same honor and the same advantage to 
the revenue-cutter officers. You talk to me about these officers 
being civilians. They are civilians in time of peace ina way, and 
so are the naval officers, as well asthe Army officers. Thank God 
we are not always at war. We are a nation of peace, but when 
war comes we are mighty, either in the Army or the Navy or the 
Revenue-Cutter Service. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Will the gentleman allow 
me an interruption? 

Mr. MINOR. Why, certainly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. It is a fact. is it not, that 
the nature and the character of the Revenne-Cutter Service have 
not changed since it was organized in 1790? 

Mr. MINOR. No. I said “No.” I want to qualify that. It 
has changed to meet. conditions as they arose. Originally, in 1790, 
the cutters were sailing boats, small sloops, and two-masters, 100 
or 150 toms burden. To-day they are steamships; some of them 
measure 1,400 tons and are able to travel 20 miles an hour. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Wisconsin 
has expired. 

Mr. SHERMAN, 
the gentleman. 

Mr. MINOR. It has been asserted here, Mr. Chairman, that 
these revenue-cutter officers are amply paid for services rendered. 
It is said in the minority report that the duties are not laborious, 
not arduous, not extremely dangerous. I assert that all that is 
wrong and misleading; but granting that it may be so for the 
sake of argument, I desire to say that I had occasion last night to 
go through what is called the Blue Book, where all the employees 
of the Treasury Department are listed and their salaries given. 
Now, I do not want to reduce the salary of a single employee of 
the Government. I know what it costs to live in Washington. I 
have been here eight years with a family, and there is no place 
like it. They will beat you by day and they will beat you by 
night. Itisaskin game fromstarttofinish. [Laughter.] There- 
fore I have no desire to cut down the salary of a single person of 
the Treasury Department; but this will, I think, strike the House 
as remarkable. 

I took up the list of female clerks in that Department, and Lord 
knows I love them all and have no desire to see their salaries cut, 
and they know it er 

Mr. DAHLE. Even if they are 80 years old. 

Mr. MINOR. Yes; age makes no difference for purposes of 
this discussion. [Laughter.] Now, I found one receiving $1,800, 
or the same as a first lieutenant or chief engineer of this service. 
A first lieutenant, who takes charge of the machinery aboard one 
of these great cutters that is armed to the teeth, and who is re- 

ible for the lives of these men; who goes to sea and stays 
nine-tenths of the time, and who is an able and efficient 
officer, able not only to command one ship but to command a fleet 
of them, he receives the same pay as this one woman does, who 
works in a comfortable office about six hours each day. I found 


Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes more to 
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32 women receiving $1,600, $100 more than a second lieutenant or 
a first assistant engineer. Think of it! The second lieutenant, 
under the rules and regulations, is required to step upon the 
bridge of one of these cutters and take her to any port in the world 
where there is water enough to float her. He is responsible for 
the property, responsible for the lives of the people a of his 
ship, and yet he receives less pay than each of these 32 women. 

Then there are 105 of these ladies receiving $1,400 a year, or 
$200 more than a third lieutenant or a second assistant engineer. 
Think of it! A second assistant engineer or a third lieutenant, 
nofainated by the President for life, confirmed by the Senate, 
adorned with shoulder straps, which I know is objectionable to 
some people, but they are an honor to their country, and they 
stay in that service and perform substantially the same duty as 
the Army officers and the same as the naval officers. I find also 
that 224 ladies receive $1,200 a year, or the same as a third lieu- 
tenant and a second assistant engineer. I say the time has come 
when some measure of justice, so long withheld, should be meted 
out tothesemen. They are patriots; they are efficient men; they 
are educated men; they deserve well at your hands. They have 
always bared their breasts to the leaden hail in time of war; they 
have ever been ready and willing to protect this country and its 
flag. [Applause.] 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. Mr. Chairman, the title of this bill 
is ‘‘To promote the efficiency of the Revenue-Cutter Service,”’ 
and such is its purpose. i am in sympathy with the sug- 
gestion made by Secretary Long in his letter to this commit- 
tee last year, where he says that this service ought to be a part 
of the Navy. I believe that one of the evils of this Government, 
and a growing evil, is the duplication of bureaus—the duplication 
of material and officers of all kinds. I never could understand, 
indeed it was a revelation to me to know that a service of this 
character, both of the magnificence and strength of the revenue- 
cutter boats, armed with guns and appliances, fit to wage battle 
against any fleet, was a part of the Treasury Department of this 
Government. 

It seems to me to be an anomaly that this should be under the 
control of the Treasury of the United States. which results and 
must result in a duplication of armament, in a duplication of 
supplies, in a duplication of material, and in a duplication of men. 
And while I might more readily favor and support a measure 
which joined this with the service to which it naturally belongs, 
in my judgment, that we might have a greater, a grander, and a 
larger and stronger Navy under one single and controlling head, 
and that while I believe much is lost of the efficiency and of 
power in the disputes and contentions as to what officer shall 
control and what policy shall prevail, at the same time, in the 
investigation I have given this subject, I have become satisfied 
that this service of our Government has not received fair treat- 
ment; and I am satisfied that this bill will in a measure at least 
right the wrong that has been done to those who, I believe, are 
our best educated, best trained, and most efficient men. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. I will. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman referred a moment ago to the 
immense size of the revenue cutters. May I ask himif he has in- 
ce himself of the size of the vessels of the Revenue-Cutter 

service? 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. I do not pretend to have the accu- 
rate and technical information that the gentleman from Chicago 
has. I have not had an opportunity to confer with the gentle- 
man, but in a general way—— 

Mr. MANN. Iam giving you that opportunity now. 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. Yes, sir; I appreciate it; and I thank 
the gentleman kindly for this school of information. Butina 
general way I have some information on the subject; and I have 
gained some from the report submitted to accompany this bill, 
which says that the boats of the revenue service now being con- 
structed are of substantially the same strength, the same size, 
and the same efficiency as the great boats that are being built for 
the Navy. 

Mr. MANN. MayTIcall the gentleman’s attention to the fact 
that in the Official Register-—— 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. I have that “ Blue Book.’’ I have 
had sufficient influence to secure a copy, and have acquainted 
myself somewhat with the information therein contained. But I 
will permit the gentleman to put that in his speech when his 
time comes. 

Mr. MANN. Then the gentleman does not care to have it in 
his speech, as it might break the symmetry of his remarks. 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. Well, I expect everybody will read 
your speech and very few will read mine. Therefore the country 


will be far better served if the gentleman will embody it in his 
speech, where the country will see it. I appreciate the 
man’s kindly generosity and thank him for it, and trust 
will now be content to let me proceed. 


ntle- 
t he 


| birth and early training I am a man of peace. 





Mr. MANN. I simply wished to know whether the gentleman 
was proceeding in his attitude toward this bill on the theory that 
the revenue-cutter vessels are of the same size and power as the 
naval vessels, because I call the gentleman’s attention to the fact 
that the largest vessel in the Revenue-Cutter Service is of less 
than 900 gross tons, which would hardly fill the space of a coal 
apartment in a naval vessel. 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. Well, I have seen a number of big 
men who did not do a big amount of work, and I have seen some 
small men and some small boats that were fully ready for effect- 
ive duty, as I will show farther on. 

Mr. MANN. I do not question that. 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. It is not the size of a boat or the 
size of a navy or the size of a man that actually controls this 
question. It is the efficiency of the Service that I talk for, and I 
want to say that, in my judgment, this Service and the men that 
are in it, who are as honorable men as there are in our country, 
have been shamefully overlooked, misused, and snubbed, socially 
and every other way, by the men of the Navy, who want them to 
become and be subordinate to them. 

I want to say another thing. They may not have as large boats 
under their command, and they have not as large salaries, I am 
sure. They may not have as much influence, and an order re- 
cently went out from the Treasury Department that they should 
not even write a letter or have a conference with a Congressman 
or any other representative of the Government looking toward 
the betterment of their condition. But while it may be true that 
they do not sail such large boats, do not stand so high socially, I 
want to say that no member of this organization ever objected to 
the promotion in the ranks of a young man who was efficient and 
in every way qualified for the place simply and solely on the 
ground that he did not have the social culture, the social stand- 
ing, and the social refinement to entitle him to the place. 

One of the evils of our Navy, and of our Army, too, is this 
social aristocracy. [Applause.] I do not care whether a man 
belongs to the Army or the Navy or the Revenue-Cutter Service, 
the official who says—and puts it in black and white—that a man 
shall not be promoted because of his want of family, because of 
his want of social refinement or standing, expresses ideas that 
are abhorrent to the growth and the dignity and the honor of 
American manhood. [Applause.] 

While these men on this Service may not man as large boats as 
the gentlemen of the Navy, I want to say to you that they are 


manning boats; they are not in command of office desks. I wish 
I might embody in my remarks this cartoon that a red in the 
Post yesterday morning of your gentlemen of the Navy sailing 


the seas on office desks, seated in easy chairs, entitled the 
~ ne that Sweeps the Spoils.”’ 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. May I have five or ten minutes 


ore? 
Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly; I will yield the gentleman ten 
minutes more. 

Mr. HENRY C.SMITH. AndI for one, while itis in my mind, 
was pleased that the President of the United States in his message 
saw fit to call the attention of Congress to this evil of men in the 
Navy and Army holding civil positions; men educated at Govern- 
ment expense to fight the battles of the country seated to-day in 
Washington and other places behind mahogany desks, in easy 
chairs, drawing the salaries of civilians; and I honor the President 
for that part of his message in which he says it is their duty to 
get out upon the seas and to follow the fortune or the fate of the 
flag. Statistics furnished me show 585 graduates of West Point 
oa Annapolis to-day holding civil positions. Now, my friend 
from Chicago, I ask you to name a man who was ever in the 
Revenue-Cutter Service who holds a place behind any office desk 


m 


| in this world. 


Mr. MANN. You do not really want it, do you? 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. Icould not live if you did not give 
it to me. 

Mr. MANN. Because there are quite a number of them. 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. I have another argument that ap- 
peals to me in favor of this service. Perhaps by reason of my 
I should be a man 
of peace, and I always hope to be a man of peace. It was the 
doctrine of my father and mother and for generations before them. 
I may have fallen a little from the high estate of the honest 
Quaker, but I still cling to the old faith of peace on earth and 
good will toward men. 

Now, the sole purpose of the Navy and the sole purpose of the 
Army is to take life. The purpose of this Department, except 
when commanded by the Commander in Chief of the Army and 
Navy to do so, is the business of saving life. They are en 
in the undertaking of taking life only at such times as the perils 
of war warrant their being called into service. For this reason 
I am able and willing and pleased to support this bill. 
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Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Does the Na 
time? You say these 


take life at any other 
le take life only when it is necessary. 


Does the Navy take life at my other time? 
Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. o; I think not. I would not im- 
agine they did. 


Mr. SHACKLEFORD. I thought you were arguing that it did. 

Mr. HENRY C.SMITH. No, sir; they do not take life except 
in time of war, but I have yet to learn that they of the Navy ever 
went out into storms hunting for chances to save life. [Applause.] 

Mr. SHERMAN. And they do not take their lives in their 
hands at a other time. 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. No; it is not a perilous business. 
[Laughter.] The safest business in all this world is to be a high 
officer in the Navy of the United States. [Laughter and ap- 
plause.] It always has been safe, and it will be a good deal safer 
since our last brush with Spain, because, in ee, there 
will be no people on the face of the earth that will ever get within 
gunshot of us again. [Applause.] 

But what I was going to suggest was that I want to call atten- 
tion to some of the appropriations of Congress for these two De- 
partments that do nothing but take life and some of the appro- 

sriations for this Department which does nothing but save life. 

ow, the appropriation for this Department is a little over a mil- 
lion dollars. In 1894 we appropriated something over twenty-four 
millions for the Army; in 1895, twenty-five millions; in 1896, 
twenty-three millions; in 1897, twenty-four millions, and so on—I 
will supply the figures later—in 1900, eighty millions; in 1901, 
one hundred and fourteen millions; in 1902, one hundred and 
fifteen millions. 

Now, let us turn to the Navy: In 1894 we appropriated twenty- 
two millions; in 1895, twenty-five millions; in 1896, twenty-nine 
millions; in 1897, thirty millions; in 1898, thirty-three millions; 
in 1899, fifty-six millions; in 1900, forty-eight millions; in 1901, 
sixty-one millions, and over seventy millions by the last Congress. 
Now, I submit that it is a better policy to appropriate large 
sums for this Department that saves life. Now, what do the offi- 
cers say? These great boats of the Navy go out onto the deep 
sea; they are out in midocean, where in reality there is little 
danger. 

They patrol and police the far-out waters. These revenue cut- 
ters hug the shore, the rocky places, the shoals, and the places 
of danger. That is where these men are to be found, and I want 
to call attention to and make as a part of my remarks the state- 
ment made by Admiral Melville in speaking of this service. He 
says: 

Although the Revenue-Cutter Service is, under existing law, under the 
cognizance of the ment, yet it is,always has been, and must 
necessarily be a military maritime organization. The service by law is made 
to enforce every statute that pertains to the protection of the country. 

That is the business of this department. They patrol the coast 
for those who are violating the revenue laws, who are violating 
any of the laws of our country. This great Navy, for which we 
appropriate such large sums, is simply brought into requisition 
for actual service and actual good in times of war, except that I 
believe it is our duty to have a large Navy, a strong Navy, and 
a strong force, to be able to assert our rights and to maintain 
the dignity of the country at all times. 

It is strikingly significant that just as soon as war is declared the service 
is practically Grafted into the Navy and incurs every danger and peril that 
the regular men-of-war are subjected to. Does it not seem paradoxical that 
the men and ships of this organization are presumed to be in condition to 
be drafted at immediate call to the work of war and yet be not disciplined 
enough to fulfill the duties of the Navy in time of peace. 

Such are the words of the man who knows what he is talking 
about. These men who are patrolling the seas, collecting the 
revenues, boarding boats, wal lookin after the interests of the 
Government, are expected to be sufficiently efficient on a mo- 
ment’s notice to take charge of their boats, to man the guns, to 
fight the battles of our country; and yet the minority here say 
that in times of peace they should not rank with the Navy. 
Pe the attention of the gentleman from Dlinois [Mr. Mann] 

is: 


The ships that have been constructed during the past five years for this 
service will compare very favorably, in speed and armament, with the best 
of the Navy gunboate. 


For over forty years I have seen the ships and known the men of the Reve- 
nue-Cutter Service. I have watched these vessels leave port upon the a 
proach of a gale to gene the coast in the hope of rendering assistance 
any ships that might have been unfortunate enough to have been cast on 
the beach. I have seen these revenue ships in the Arctic Ocean hanging close 
to the ice pack, so as to afford immediate relief in case any of the whalers 
should be nipped in the floe. It is because I have seen this heroic work done 
that I have carefully studied the work of the organization. For over fifteen 
years I have had personal conferences with the superintendent and engineer 

n chief of the service, and I know of the efforts that have been made by 
these executive heads to only take into the commissioned personnel young 
men of character, fessional efficiency, and high in ty. 

As for the of the organization, their professional training and 
education have been of such nature that in a short time I would have no hesi- 
tation in intrusting to their cha the care and management of the ma- 
chinery of our best war ships. I believe that the percentage of men and 


officers who meet violent deaths in line of duty is greater in the Revenue- 
Cutter Service than itisin the Navy. The officers and men of this service 
have made sled journeys of hundreds of miles over the roughest kind of 
country in their attempt to carry relief to the shipwrecked whalers. 

officers and men are proud of their organization. The cleanliness of 
the ships and the general discipline maintained show that all hands are im- 
bued with the traditions and customs of efficient military service. 

The work of the Revenue Marine is a more dangerous occupation than that 
of the ory: because the duty of the first organization is to police the coast, 
while the Navy really polices the ocean. It is seldom that a ship is now lost 
atsea. Itiscruising along Specast that is dangerous, and this is the special 
province of the Revenue e. 


Every reason that can be given for the creation of a retired list for the 
Army and Navy is applicable to that of the Revenue-Cutter Service. There 
is not a day when every man in all t organizations is not subject to call 
for perilous duty. The personnel of all three bodies is subject to military as 
well as to civil trial for various offenses. In entering all three services the 
civil rm of the individual are abridged and military responsibilities as- 
a received by the officers of the Revenue Marine is not at all com- 
mensurate with the service rendered. The uniform of these officers differs 
but little from that of officers of the Navy. As the work of the service is in 
tropical as well as in arctic waters, the officers are obliged to keep on hand 
clothing of all descriptions. Since the only allowance given the personnel of 
the organization is a “ration” amounting to about 30 cents a day, it is nec- 
essary for all the married officers to practically keep up their individual 
homes, as well as to contribute a share of the mess expenses on board ship. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. I should like two minutes more. I 
have just one word further that I wish to say. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly; I will yield five minutes to the 
gentleman if he wishes it. 

Mr. HENRY C.SMITH. The minority of this committee make 
no answer to the report of this Admiral. They make no dis- 
claimer of what he says, of the facts he states; but they say that 
certain other services are just as much entitled to this considera- 
tion as this service. 

Now, in conclusion, I want to call attention to this: The first 
cannon shot fired from any gun on any vessel in the war of the 
rebellion came from a revenue cutter; and is there any doubt of 
the gallantry and efficient service of Capt. D. B. Hodgson, who 
commanded the McCullough, the first boat that fired a gun in 
Manila Harbor? He, with the McCullough, was surveying in 
the port of Hongkong, engaged in an occupation of peace, but 
the cable of the President of the United States warned him to 
prepare immediately to engage in a naval battle which was to 
change the history of the world, and he steamed forward and was 
the first man at Manila to fire a shot in the engagement that sunk 
the Spanish fleet and sent down the Spanish flag. I believe that 
men of this character, who do this kind of work, should stand on 
an even plane and be entitled to the same protection, the same 
conditions, at equal salaries with-the officers of the Navy. [Ap- 


plause. 

Mr. . ILyield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. LirT.E]}. 

The CHAIRMAN, e gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Lit- 
TLE] is recognized for fifteen minutes. 

r. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I had not intended to engage in 
any general discussion of this measure at this time, but the argu- 
ment of the gentleman who has just taken his seat [Mr. HENRY 
C. SmirH] would be sufficient, so far as I am concerned, to cause 
me to oppose this bill. 

The fact that the Army or the Navy, or both branches of the 
service, are overpaid, if they are, is to my mind no argument and 
no satisfactory reason why the pay and privileges of the Revenue- 
Cutter Service should be increased. The truth is, Mr. Chairman, 
that I have never yet been able to find any good reason why any 
class of the military or other service of the Government of the 
United States should be entitled to pay after retirement. I do 
not believe that the man who voluntarily gives his services to 
the Army, to the Navy, or to the Revenue-Cutter Service, or to 
the purely civil branches of the Government, or to Congress, if 
you please, can give any good reason why he should receive pay in 
the nature of a pension after he has passed the age of his useful- 
ness and after enjoying his salary while engaged in such service. 

The truth is that the high order of pay and the high order of 
distinction given to some branches of the public service in this 
country has given life to a social and military class of aristocracy 
described by the gentleman who has just taken his seat, and we 
should rather seek to correct the evils on that line, which will 
only be increased by this bill. The truth of the business is, that 
to continue this whole system of legislation, to my mind, strongly 
tends toward the building up of an official class, an aristocrac 
in this country, as contradistinguished from the American citi- 
zen. [Applause. } 

The eulogies paid by the gentleman to those connected with the 
Revenue-Cutter Service is an uncontradicted testimonial of its 
efficiency. I have heard no complaint that the service is decay- 
ing, or that the service is becoming less efficient now than it has 
been. The Service has been eulogized by every gentleman who 
has advocated this bill. If under the present laws, with the pres- 
ent pay and with the present privileges, they secure for this 
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branch of the service thorough] 

reason why it ought to be changed. This service, like the service 
in the Army and the Navy, is not a compulsory service. There 
is no service of the Government, civil or military, that is a com- 


y efficient service, I know of no 


pulsory service. If it was compulsory, and a man compelled or 
obliged to spend his life in that service, for which he is not paid 
sufficient to save something for a rainy day, then there might be 
some excuse for taking care of him in his old age. 

In other words, if you have compelled the service you would be 
under obligations to — him from want when he is too old 
and otherwise meapable of rendering that service. It is claimed 
on one side that the duties in the Revenue-Cutter Service are 
largely military, and on the other that they are purely civil. I 
do know that this service in time of peace lies along the lines of 
the civil duties of the country. We know that this service is 
where it ought to be, under the control of the Secretary of the 
Treasury. These men may be called upon to perform perilous 
duties at times. There is hardlya branch of theactive executive 
duties involved in the Government that does not carry with it 
some chances and some dangers. 

You might as well tell me that the deputy marshal or the mar- 
shal who takes his gun in bis hand or his — and goes out to 
round in the wild-catters and gets killed, that their service being 
so perilous they ought to be pensioned after they go out of office. 
Ah, this is simply a growing evil. It is no answer to me that 
those in the Army enjoy retired pay; it is no amswer to me that 
those in the Navy enjoy retirement and service pay. It is no 
argument that this service should receive it, because I do not 
believe it ought to be given to any service in this country. Our 
Federal judiciary receive retirement pay. That is no reason why 
that evil ought to be extended any further than itis. The truth 
is, if I had the opportunity, and if I had the power, I would take 
it away from all those who now enjoy it. fLond applause. } 

When a man undertakes to do duty for a fixed I would 
pay him that salary, and would pay him a salary that would be 
suff cient compensation for the service rendered. If it was not, 
then the salary ought to be directly increased; but I would not 
say to the men who were enjoymg the fat places of the land and 
the high offices of the land, where exertion is in a large measure 
laid aside, that because they had the pie and stood at the pie 
counter until they are 64 years old that after that time they should 
be retired upon pay without rendering any service. 

I would rather, sir, if I had to my choice between the 
two propositions, turn my eyes to the real of the country; 
I would rather go to the man who, in the fields, in the mines, and 
in other industrial pursuits, is striving day in and day out, through 
evil as well as good report, to earn enough to sustain himself and 
his family, and when he gets too old to render that service to him- 
self, when he has no protection except such as he may have been 
able to lay up for a wet day, and bestow the gifts of the Govern- 
ment upon him. Therefore, to my mind, while this man is strug- 
gling for his living I would rather give it to him than the man 
who is enjoying the fat salary, and the fat place, and holding the 
offices, when there are thonsands of men equally as competent 
who would be glad to enjoy such privileges. 

Mr. Chairman, the very example cited in the two instances re- 
ferred to a moment ago, in the civil branch of the Government, 
covering the judiciary and those in the military and naval service 
enjoying retired pay, is beginning to produce its evil results. We 
hear every day clamorings for a civil pension list; claiming that 
the man who surrenders so much to accept a salary greater than 

-he ever enjoyed before, in some department of this Government, 
and wears himself out in drawing his salary, shall be placed on a 
pension roll and given retirement pay after he gets too old to work. 
It is not right, Mr. Chairman; it is not just. It is not just to the 
people or the Government. I care not what the service is, the 
man who voluntarily engages to render this country service for a 
stipulated salary ought to be required to look to it that he saves 
a competency for himself in his old age. 

If that is not to be the rule, itis impracticable that the other 
rule should be universal. In other words, it is much more of an 
argument to my mind much more substantial justice would be 
accorded by helping men who did not enjoy these privileges dur- 
ing the strength and vigor of their manhood rather than adding 
to the profits they have enjoyed during that period after they be- 
come too old te render such service. 

The proposition in this bill carries with it, to my mind, an ad- 
ditional evil, because, from the debate here, it is evident that the 
service of these men is largely within the civil sphere. They 
carry guns, their duty — them to drill, they may be called 
into military service of the Government in time of war, and if 


they do God knows that the laws of the United States provides 
ample protection for the care of those who serve in the wars of 
the Republic. 

If you are going to base it upon that, extend it to that great 





| connected with the enforcement of the excise laws throughout 


class of people, the real heroes, that in every struggle of the Re- 
public from its inception down to this time, who, when danger 
is abroad in the land, do not wait for orders, but rush to the 
rescue of their homes and their country. Do not build up these 
classes while those honest, patriotic men who love their country 
because they hope their country will allow them in the race of 
life to enjoy equal rights and common protection—do not put 
before them the picture of the injustice, and, in its ultimate 
consequences, the iniquitous proposition of giving men service 
pay er longevity pay after you have paid them — salaries. 

t will not be calculated to make the bone and sinew of the 
country love their Government more. Any law that leads in the 
direction that those in the military service or in any other serv- 
ice of the Government are for that reason entitled to more be- 

from this Government than the honest man who by 
his daily le earns his bread, but who has never been per- 
mitted to enjoy the privileges of a lucrative salary, is pernicious 


and wrong. If we continue upon the course y begun, if 
we ee ae Soe ae ae ee ee eee 
officers in this category with first an increase, as the report states, 


averaging 40 per cent of their salaries, and not only that, we 
give to them the service pay, which is a certain per cent addi- 
tional for the time they have served, and beyond that retiring 
them at the age of 64 or upon the certificate of an examining 
board approved by the President, c ing them to a permanent 
waiting list, with omeae at pay for life, I ask you, 
gentlemen, where it will all end? As was well said by the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. RicHarpson], who prec me, it is to 
not only retire them, but to retire them on greatly increased 


a, RICHARDSON of Alabama. Will the gentleman allow 
me a suggestion? 

Mr. LITTLE. Yes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Not only that, but you give 
them larger pay than the corresponding officers receive in the 
N , 


avy. 

MM LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I thank the gentleman for the 
suggestion; that was one proposition that I had not discovered in 
the brief investigation [have giventhe bill. Butit only showsthe 
tendency of the times. By this bill you put these men and their 
salaries at more than those enjoy for like offices in the naval serv- 
ice, To-morrow some friend willcome and present a bill, saying 
that it is an injustice to the American Navy that you are paying 
these men in a civil branch of the Government more salary than 
you are paying ers officers in that great military arm 
of the Government. No man will be heard to say let us reduce 
these salaries, for God knows that when once they take the step | 
upward, when once a salary is fixed at a certain amount, you 
might just as well try to turn over the Rocky Mountains as to 


undertake to a bill of that sort in the Congress of the 
United States. [Applause.] 
Mr. COC . Mr. Chairman, this bill brings to the atten- 


tion of Congress a subject of the utmost importance. we 
establish a civil pension list? Undoubtedly the constabulary of 
the revenue department, a bureau of the Treasury ent, 
performs i civil duties. It will not be contended that 
United States marshals and their deputies, and other officials 


the war country, are not civil The Reven tter 
Service may be called a marine constabulary, performing on the 
seacoast substantially the duties performed on land by similar 
officials. It is said that they may be drafted into the naval serv- 
ice at any time during war. 

That is true, but from 1865 until 1898 no emergency arose by 
which these Treasury officials were in fact drafted into the 
naval service, and there is nothing to indicate that in the next 
generation a single one of them will be drafted into the naval 
service. On the contrary, we may fairly indulge the expectation 
that no such duty will be required at their hands. If gentlemen 
here consider that temporary service in the Navy should entitle 
them to enjoy the rank of naval officers while so employed, with 
a place. on the retired list later, it would have been better to 
bring forward a bill providing that when these revenue officers 
shall be called upon to ~— the duty of naval officers they 
shall stand on terms of equality with naval officers of similar 
rank. Assuredly the ibility of their being required to perform 
such service can not justify this measure. 

This brings to our attention another problem. Probably the 
most notable of all the abuses of the monarcly—probably the one 
which first and last has to a greater extent than any other called 
down on the heads of the monarchs the wrath of the as 
been the distinct recognition of the government class as such, the 
imputation being that all the people of the country must bear 
burdens to the end that those next to the source of power may 
enjoy unearned emoluments. The civil lists of kings have been 
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justly denounced as the meanest and most unjustifiable abuse of 
rsonal government and as inimical to the general welfare. 
ow comes a proposition that sounds in the same doctrine. It is 
undoubtedly true that recently in this country there is a tend- 
ency to the distinct recognition of the governing class as such. 
The motive power of legislation such as the measure under con- 
sideration is the opinion—entertained not only by those in the em- 
ployment of the Government permanently, but by some of those 
temporarily called to the legislative halls to enact laws for the 
Government of the country—that when one enters the Govern- 
ment service the burden of providing for his future support may 
be justly imposed upon the Government—that is, by the tax- 
yers. 
"hon under somewhat similar conditions to those existing in 
the thickly populated parts of our country a similar problem arises 
in all the countries of Europe at this time, but government em- 
ployees are not the subjects of the benefices pro over there to 
supesannuated dependents. A generation ago the extent to which 
the individual throughout the German States and principalities 
was independent from his cradle to his grave was remarked by all 
writers on the subject. There were fewer almshouses, less neces- 
sity for public charity, in the German States than in any other 
part of Europe. Industrial conditiohs have changed. Germany 
as taken on the modern industrial system. by which a growing 
number depend from day to day and from the cradle to the grave 
upon their ability to earn subsistence by performing manual labor 
in a manner satisfactory to a tas r, obedient to the new 
conditions produced by the new industrial order. Germany now 
pensions aged laborers. Not only in Germany, but wherever the 
modern industrial system hag been fully developed, those depend- 
ent solely on labor for a living find themselves, in old , Super- 
annuated and unable to maintain themselves. The civil pension 
list isthe result. But, mark you, it is thelaborers and not classes 
who, in the period in which they are —— of earning compara- 
tively lucrative salaries, who are eligible to this benefice. 

The pending measure is based upon the theory that the Govern- 
ment owes a peculiar duty to those engaged in one particular 
branch of the Government service. Is this position tenable? If 
we should undertake to provide for deserving indigents, how 
would we proceed to ascertain who would have the fairest claim 
upon the taxpayers of the country, high-salaried employees of the 
Government or aged laborers who have never fed upon the public 
bovnty? Do you say we should pay attention first to those who 
may be summoned to the defense of the flag? That would include 
every healthy male citizen in the country; for in an emergency 
justifying it all would be subject to that requisition. But the 
friends of the bill say those employed in the Revenue-Cutter 
Service are more liable to be called into the service than the rest. 
I think I have shown that such a thing is only a remote proba- 
bility, and that this contingency could be dealt with more suita- 
bly by legislation dealing directly with it. Besides, of their 
own volition, the employees enter the Revenue Service at salaries, 
I will say, at least as large as they could command in private em- 
ployment, and may quit the service at their pleasure. 

What good reason can be advanced in support of the peewen 
to establish a civil pension list? Is not the salary of the aver- 
age Government employee larger than that paid for similar serv- 
ices in private employment? Are not Government employees 
more secure in the term of their employment, less subject to the 
Vicissitudes that attend men in private life, and in every way in a 
better position to lay by something against the approach of old 
age than those who perform similar work in — employment? 
In case of a few weeks’ sickness do the salaries of high public 
officials cease? If for the purpose of preserving his health a well- 
paid public official neehaien to make a brief journey or enjoy a 
season of recreation, does his cease? No; the public servants 
for whom there is so much solicitude are accorded privileges and 
ay immunities unknown to those engaged similarly in private 
life, 

Is it not true, then, that they, more easily than any other class 
of our citizens, can lay by a competence for old age? Is it not 
true, also, that first and last they enjoy opportunities of every 
kind and description—social and otherwise—unknown to those in 
private life? Now, if they do enjoy all these things, where can 
we find excuse or apology for placing them on the retired list, 
and during their na lives pay them large salaries? 

In the course of the debate mentioned one gentleman censured 
the social discrimination practiced by Army and Naval officials in 
their dealings with the employees of the revenue service. Why, 
sir, in this respect the revenue officials are not alone. We must 
expect that those who wear epaulets will assert social exclusive- 
hess and constitute an aristocratic group more or less amusing 
and certainly harmless. I may remark, in passing, however, that 
the wearers of epaulets enjoy no monopoly in snobdom. There 
are others. How often do we read in the newspapers that in offi- 


cial swelldom a controversy is raging as to whether at an ap- 
proaching function at the ite House or at one of the foreign 
embassies this or that lady shall have precedence in the receiving 
line? What a grave problem it is, to be sure, this question as to 
just what order shall prevail in assigning persons to posts of: dis- 
tinction in sociél functions! Whether the wife of this dignitary 
or the wife of that dignitary shall stand at the head of the line at 
a pink tea! Ido not see how these questions, highly important 
though they may be to the parties to such controversies, can cut 
a figure in this discussion, except it be to emphasize the silly pre- 
tensions of those who imagine that here, as at the courts of kings, 
individually and collectively, those in public life are disposed to 
take on the airs of a governing class. Snobbery is one way of in- 
dicating this feeling. Demands for peculiar immunities and 
emoluments is another. 

Meantime the American people will continue in their every- 
day life to assign positions of distinction in social life to those 
who, on democratic grounds, seem to deserve them, and will 
continue to be sometimes amused and sometimes angered by the 
antics of official snobdom. 

If the amusing pretensions to which attention has been called 
are of any value in determining the merits of the pending meas- 
ure they furnish an argument against it. Probably one thing 
that makes some of our public officials less democratic than those 
who placed epaulettes on their shoulders is the fact that our laws 
mark them as of the elect, and they take the lawmaker at his 
word. They are only living up to the full measure of the oppor- 
tunities we give them. Each member of Congress has the right 
to appoint students at the Naval and Military Academies. 

In my district this honor is disposed of by a competitive exami- 
nation, and the — who wins the prize enjoys it. He may be the 
son of a blacksmith or the son of a washerwoman. He may be a 
bootblack off the street. Whoever he may be, whatever circle 
he may be drawn from, if he be built on the snob pattern, which 
unfortunately is not unfashionable, forty years hence he will strut 
the streets of this capital enjoying half or three-quarters pay, liv- 
ing u soe hill. He will have forgotten his origin as utterly 
as if he not in his boyhood days known humbler walks of life. 
Fortunately this is not universal, or even the rule, but cases like 
that I have sketched are not infrequent. 

I do not object to three-quarters pay for military and naval 
officers. Whether I would sanction it as an original proposition 
or not is immaterial. It is an established system and will never 
be disturbed. It rests upon reasons in no way applicable to the 
civil service. I know some gentlemen who are engaged in the 
Revenue-Cutter Service. Doubtless they prefer it to private em- 
ee or they would not be there. bably some of them 

ve made life a burden to Congressmen and Senators, who, of 
course, were glad to secure first employment and then promotion. 
Now comes this bill for their promotion to the grade of naval 
officers. They probably had good employment at home. Why 
did they seek employment here? Was it understood when they 
obtained employment in the Revenue Service that they were to 
be secure in their positions throughout the period of their useful- 
ness, and receive thereafter, until death, pay for services which 
they will not perform? 

Was it understood that when they accepted places at good sala- 
ries that they might spend their salaries, regardless, paying no 
attention to provision for the future, leaving all that to a benefi- 
cent Government? Are we to say to a young man who becomes 
identified with this branch of the Government service that thereby 
he becomes identified with the governing class and is henceforth 
a ward of the taxpayers, who until his death must support him? 
I do not think so. Go to the various departments and you will 
see gray-headed men and women who have been in service a long 
while. These old people can not possibly maintain themselves 
much longer. Can we afford to put them on the retired list? If 
we are to enter upon this kind of an inquiry, why not pursue it 
further. If old age and indigence are to be grounds for paying 
largesses out of the Treasury, why not take into account the aged 
in private life, whose circumstances are no better, and probably 
a great deal worse, than those in the Government service? 

In the sunless and starless caverns of the earth, in the mines, 
at the mouths of the blazing forge, in employments both dan- 
gerous and unwholesome you will find in private employment 
men grizzled with age, who, in their walk and way, have faith- 
fully served their country. They have been good citizens, have 
supported their families, educated their children, paid their 
taxes, and contributed their full share to the general weal. Shall 
you say to those, why, you did not get Government employment. 

you might have been provided for in old age. If yon had 
obtained a place in the Government service, old age would have 
been provided for. 

Mr. Chairman, I fear the time will come when modern indus- 
trial conditions will compel all governments to take notice of the 
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necessities of the superannuated laborer. Given the full devel- 
opment of the system which is so rapidly consigning so large a 
portion of the people to the estate of wage-earners, tell me 
what is to become of the man who, without skill, or very little 
skill, performs the rough, hard, arduous labor of the world. 

Singular it may be, but it is trae, that the common laborer is in 
an essential respect the mainstay of society. He populates the 

world. In town or country this holdstrue. In the laborer’s hut 
and the humble habitation of the tenant farmer the large families 
are found. Thus is consumed from day to day his meager earn- 
ings. What is to become of the common laborer a little later on, 
when modern industrialism has found complete development? 

Some economists have prescribed as a remedy for the difficulties 
and troubles of the laborer the limitation of the family circle. 
They would solve the problem by limiting the procreation of the 
species. Only one great civilized nation practices this formula, 
and its population, undepleted by extensive emigration, remains 
at a standstill, and everywhere the phenomenon witnessed no- 
where else except in France is regarded as a national calamity. 

In conclusion, I desire to say that I believe that Government 
employees, are bétter paid than any other class of employees in 
the country and have a better opportunity to provide for old age 
than any others; therefore they should not be singled out for 
special governmental benefices. [Applause. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, may I ask how much time has 
been consumed on our side? 

The CHAIRMAN. One hour and thirty minutes. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to be recognized for 
thirty minutes. 

In anything that I have to say upon this bill I wish to dis- 
tinctly disavow any intention to raise a question even concerning 
the courage, the ability, or the motives of the officers of the 
Revenue-Cutter Service or of those officers of the Government 
who have to deal with that department. I have no doubt that in 
both war and peace this service is officered by men courageous 
and able. 

It is the spirit of the American genius which permeates the 
Revenue-Cutter Service, as it permeates all classes of our people 
when they enter either the regular or the volunteer service in 
time of war or when they are engaged in time of But the 
question which is presented to Congress is one which seems to me 
ot so much importance that we do not need to regard the present 
personnel of the service in order to determine whether they are 
right in asking additional privileges. I make no complaint in 
reference to their conduct. In the little examination which I 
have endeavored to’make of this matter I have received extreme 
courtesy at the hands of Captain Shoemaker, the chief of the 
Revenue-Cutter Service, and of the men in his office, for which 
I have to and do now return to him my sincere acknowledg- 
ments. 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN], when the matter 
was up as to whether the rule should be passed for the considera- 
tion of this bill, stated, referring to me: 

He has charged that officer of this Government, whose duty it is to make | 
reports of facts, to state truths, that year after year he has lied in the dis- | 
charge of his official duty. Is it not time there should be some inquiry with 
regard to a matter of that kind, and that the gentleman should be given an 
opportunity to make preset of reckless and irresponsible charges of this char- 
acter? I think that the House must have been satisfied when the gentleman 
took his seat that at least he should have an opportunity in a proper and a 
aenase way to make good some small modicum at least of these grave 
charges. 

Mr. Chairman, more linguage of the same sort was indulged in 
by the distinguished gentleman from Iowa, for whose ability no one 
hasa greater respectthanI have. But, Mr. Chairman, it was not I 
who charged that the officer of the Government lied. I made no 
charge in reference to any officer of the Government. I only en- | 
deavor to state facts. What the result of those facts may be is 
for the House to determine. 

It is a matter of complete personal indifference to me whether 
this bill becomes a law or not, except that I construe it to be my 
duty as a member of the committee reporting the bill to lay be- 
fore the House such information, which may bear upon the ques- 
tion, as has come to me. 

I stated on Thursday last as a reason why this matter should | 
not be considered at all at the present time that the Revenue- | 
Cutter Service, through the Secretary of the Treasury, or, if it | 
pleases the gentleman better, the Secretary of the Treasury and | 
the Revenue-Cutter Service, together or singly, had not complied | 
with the law, which requires them to make a detailed statement | 
of their expenditures. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
SHERMAN] endeavored to answer that proposition by saying that | 
they did make a detailed statement of the expenditures. I called | 
the attention of the House to the act itself upon this subject, in- | 
cluded in the sundry civil act making appropriations for the fiscal 


year ending June 30, 1889: 
es gees at its next 
year 1888 under 





That the Secretary of the Treasury shall submit to 
session a detailed statement of the expenditures for the 
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| employed on each of the revenue cutters. 
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MARCH: 29, 





the aperapetation for the Revenue-Cutter Service, and annually thereafter a 


detailed statement of expenditures under said appropriation shall be sub- 
mitted to Congress at the beginning of each regular session thereof. 

That statute remains in force, unrepealed, and yet the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. SHERMAN], denying that there had 
been a failure of compliance, called the attention of the House 
to the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury transmitting esti- 
mates of appropriations, and in this letter, transmitting the esti- 
mates of appropriations, there is no pretense of giving a statement 
of expenditures. The only items in the estimate on page 289, 
which the gentleman from New York cited, are items under a 
column which is headed, ‘* Estimated amount required for each 
detailed object of expenditure,’’ which means for the ensuin, 
fiscal year. I leave it to the House to judge whether I accu 
the Department of anything, or whether I stated anything which 
was not absolutely true. 

In this column and under this heading there are 11 items, aggre- 
gating the sum of $1,482,545. Even if these items related to the 
expenditures of the past year at all, which they do not, they could 
hardly be called a detailed statement of expenditures. The gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. SHERMAN] might have called atten- 
tion to the fact that these 11 items of estimates were based on 
Appendix S in the Book of Estimates. 

The deficiency bill approved March 2, 1889 (25 Stat., 907) pro- 
vided that the annual estimates for the Revenue-Cutter Service 
should be given— 


in detail, showing separately the amount required for pay of officers, 
rations for officers, pay of crews, rations of crews, fuel, repairs and outfits, 
ship chandlery, and for traveling and contingent expenses. He shall also 
include in the annual Book of Estimates a statement showing the authorized 
number of officers and cadets in the Revenne-Cutter Service, their rank and 
pay; also the number of men constituting the crews of vessels in said se e. 

Notwithstanding the positive requirements of the act of Octo- 
ber 2, 1888, the Revenue-Cutter Service does not even pretend to 
furnish a detailed statement of the expenditures for any fiscal 
year. The appropriation for the Revenue-Cutter Service has al- 
ways been made in a lumpsum. The Revenue-Cutter Service 
aoe a sort of compliance with the provisions of the act of 
March 2, 1889, requiring a detailed estimate of the money required 
for that service for the ensuing fiscal year, but in every estimate 
so submitted the Revenue-Cutter Service has insisted that it could 
get along with less money if the appropriation were made in bulk 
than if made in specific items, and through this means it has con- 
tinued to secure a bulk appropriation each year for which it 
makes no report to Congress, notwithstanding the statute posi- 
tively requires a detailed report of the expenditures. 

Not only this, the act of March 2, 1889, requires that the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury shall include in the annual Book of Esti- 
mates a statement showing the authorized number of officers and 
cadets in the Revenue-Cutter Service, their rank and pay, also the 
number of men constituting the crews of vessels in said service. 

The effort to comply with this statutory age is found in 
Appendix 8 of the last Book of Estimates. The statute says that 
the statement shall show the authorized number of officers and 
cadets in the Revenue-Cutter Service. It is admitted and known 
that there are cadets in the service, but in Appendix S there is 
no reference either to the name, rank,or class of cadets, nor 
any statement concerning them or referring to them whatever. 
Nor is there any statement referring to cadets anywhere in the 
Book of Estimates. Evidently the Revenue-Cutter Service does 
not wish to call attention to the fact that there are cadets or the 
favoritism shown in their selection. Itisthe policy of the Revenue- 
Cutter Service to keep everything, so far as possible, under cover 
and in the dark. 

According to the official register of the service dated July 1, 
1900, there were 18 cadets. Each of these cadets draws a salary 
from the Government, but the Book of Estimates does not show 
any cadets or ask for _ appropriation for their pay. 

The requirement in the statute that the statement shall con- 
tain the number of men constituting the crews of vessels in sai 
service was evidently intended to require the number of the crew 
of each vessel, so that Congress might know the number of men 
This intention of the 


Estimates does not pretend to give any information concerning 
the number of men constituting the crew of an icular ves: 
sel and does not furnish information of any special value in con: 
sideration of the Revenue-Cutter Service. 

The statement furnished is, for example, in the following form: 





Per month. 

| LNAI ics idbaciab ckanididimcstunediattits dsecloogeetas $56 
I a oii teats sedhienigle tidal teiretbniae anne inihcenienieeneeie ahh 45 
F Gs WE, o020..nenteoncncnncneceernscenctsuhinsebeceep abcnhie eet 40 
34 DERN OR... scnceccedcccnéc minsinnsidivadaestueds ects Geb neaean> 37 
CONG aos aninici criss Sivnvtwilncin Kdbedesecosseaueseeansiee 35 
SR a a's ci siecle cor clienbinastesaianbeapeininisinelidiedien cinta 32 
I ne a ccs anecks sednkadevdeuhsmélncah necienayiebchin aan 30 
SD COMM IR. ais. aids SS disi dec dda ccddwscccdciccs teste. ae 28 


The theory of the requirement of the statute is wholly ignored. 
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The items relating to the Revenue-Cutter Service in the Book 
of Estimates, including Appendix S, are not by any means a 
proper compliance with the act of 1889, and they are not even a 
pretended compliance with the act of 1888. 

I hold in my hands a copy of the sundry civil bill making ap- 
propriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, which is the 
act of October 2, 1888. This contains the requirement about a 
detailed statement of expenditures annually from the Revenue- 
Cutter Service, which I have quoted before, and it also contains, 
in precisely the same form, a similar requirement of detailed 
statement of expenditures from the Smithsonian Institution. 

I-hold in my hands now House Document 31 of this session of 
Congress, being a detailed statement of expenditures of the Smith- 
sonian Institution for the last fiscal year. The amount appro- 
priated annually for the Smithsonian Institution is only a small 
portion of the amount bs ret aimee for the Revenue-Cutter Serv- 
ice, and yet this detailed statement of expenditures by the Smith- 
sonian Institution covers 47 pages of fine a matter, giving 
in detail the expenditures for the year. T is is a proper compli- 
ance with the statute. The Revenue-Cutter Service does not 
comply with the statute, makes no report of its expenditures, but 
demands a civil pension list and other privileges. 

LIVES ACTUALLY RESCUED FROM DROWNING. 


In the debate the other day on the question whether a special 
rule to consider this bill should be granted or not I called atten- 
tion to the difficulty of obtaining information concerning what 
the Revenue-Cutter Service has done or is doing, and stated that 
there was a disagreement between the report of the Secretary of 
the Treasury concerning the number of lives saved and the report 
of the officers of the revenue cutters themselves. I did this at 
the time, not for the pangows of finding fault with the Revenue- 
Cutter Service, but for the purpose of showing the necessity of 
waiting for action until we could have published proper reports 
of this Service. so that we might know the facts and learn whether 
the facts justified granting any special privileges to the officers of 
this service. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. SHERMAN] has endeavored 
this morning to answer and refute my statement in regard to the 
108 lives which were credited to the revenue cutter Gresham 
August 18, 1900. I called his attention at the time to the fact 
that I had received and held then in my hands a copy of the de- 
tailed report of the captain of the Gresham in reference to that 
occurrence, and in this detailed report occurs the following: 

Number, names, and residences of persons actually rescued from drown- 
ing? None. 

I stated the other day that if this report had been published it 
would so show, that no lives were “‘ actually rescued from drown- 


ing.’’ I think even the gentleman from New York [Mr. SHER- 
a will admit that I was right. 
I did not make the statement at the time for the purpose of at- 


tacking the Revenue-Cutter Service, but simply for the purpose 
of urging u the House that there was not sufficient informa- 
tion before it upon which to intelligently act upon this bill. 

But now that the gentleman from New York [Mr. ean] 
has undertaken to show that 103 lives were ‘‘ actually rescu 
from drowning ”’ by the Gresham from the barkentine Fraterni- 
dade on August 18, 1900, I wish to briefly present to the House 
the information which I acquired in regard to this and the method 
pursued by me. 

The Revenue-Cutter Service is, I believe, the only branch of the 
Government which makes no annual report, so that I could not 
acquire information in regard to the operations of the service 
from any report made by it. The only report in regard to the 
Revenue-Cutter Service for the last year is found in the annual 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury, on page 54, and, so far as 
it relates to the actual operations of the Revenue-Cutter Service, 
occupies about one-fourth of a page. This portion of the report 
of the Secretary of the Treasury was, of course, prepared by the 
chief of the Revenue-Cutter Service. In this report the Secretary 
includes several items, the second one of which is the following: 

Lives saved (actually rescued) from drowning, 178. 


Now, what was the purpose of putting this item in the report 
of the Secretary of the Treasury? It was plainly for the purpose 
of showing what important duties the Revenue-Cutter Service is 
performing and the great service it performs to the people on the 
sea and to our country in the matter of saving lives. 

I did not have time or opportunity to investigate all of the 
claims i forward by the iccnnnetletber Service, but I con- 
cluded I would ascertain as to the truth of this item, and if the 
Revenue-Cutter Service had actually rescued 178 lives from drown- 
ing for the last fiscal year, I would give them credit for efficient 
work in that respect, and if they had not performed this good 
work I should feel extremely sorry that anyone had repo the 
item as published. os 
This is what I found. In the office in the Treasury building of 
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the Revenue-Cutter Service is a volume which contains, on page 
64, ‘‘ Consolidation of record of vessels of the Revenue-Cutter 
Service for the year of 1900 and 1901.”’ One of the columns in 
this consolidated record is headed ‘‘ Number of lives saved,”’ and 
this is the only reference to life saving in the consolidated record. 
The total under this heading is 178, and in the number to make up 
this total the revenue cutter Gresham is credited with 104. An 
examination of the monthly consolidated record of the Gresham 
shows that that vessel is credited with 103 lives saved in the month 
of August, 1900, as entered up in this same volume in the Revenue- 
Cutter Service Office. For that month of August the Gresham is 
credited with having assisted two vessels in distress, the two ves- 
sels having a total value for vessels and cargo of $83,000, with 111 
persons on board, and 103 lives saved. 

The two cases in which the Gresham rendered assistance to 
other vessels in August, 1900, were the cases of the Fraternidade, 
August 13, 1900, and the White Wings, August 19, 1900. The 
White Wings had only 8 persons on board, and none of these was 
taken off that vessel. 

According to the consolidated report, therefore, the Gresham 
saved 103 lives from the Fraternidade on August 13,1900. By 
the time this report had gone through the monthly and yearly 
consolidation and through the hands of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury and appeared in print in his annual report it is stated that 
these 103 persons were actually rescued from drowning, and this 
notwithstanding the report made by the captain of the revenue 
cutter Gresham, August 15, 1900, regarding the assistance fur- 
nished to the Fraternidade that the ‘‘ number of persons actually 
rescued from drowning’’ was ‘‘ none.’’ 

I will ask leave to have printed in the Recorp papers which 
have been sent to me by the Revenue-Cutter Office in regard to 
this occurrence. These include a letter from Captain Walker, of 
the Gresham, as well as his detailed report. The letter from Cap- 
tain Walker, as furnished to me, is not complete. It is sufficient, 
however, to show that no lives were ‘‘actually rescued from 
drowning ’”’ and that the revenue cutter and its officers incurred 
no danger or hardship whatever in the matter. If a complete 
copy of the letter had been furnished to me it would have shown 
this fact in still stronger light. But the detailed report of Cap- 
tain Walker absolutely establishes the fact that he did not pre- 
tend that he rescued one person from drowning, much less 103. 

I do not deny, Mr. Chairman, that this revenue cutter at that 
time performed efficient service. It would be strange if, with 40 
vessels in the Revenue-Cutter Service, they should never come 
to an occasion where they might perform service to a vessel in 
distress. They performed such service in this case. It is the one 
case during the last year where they performed greater service 
than any other which I have been able to discover; but I deny 
that they rescued any lives from drowning, if the report of the 
captain of the cutter itself is correct. I do not know what they 
did. I only know what the report says, and I say that the report 
of the captain says they rescued no lives from drowning, while 
the tabulated report when made up says that they at that time 
rescued 103 lives from drowning. 

Mr. Chairman, I have nothing to concealin this matter. All the 
information which I have obtained I lay before the House. 

I found that the revenue steamer Galveston, located at Galves- 
ton, Tex., was credited with saving 40 lives from drowning at the 
time of the hurricane at that city in September, 1900, and I asked 
the Chief of the Revenue-Cutter Service to furnish me a copy of 
the report. I shall ask leave to print this in the Recorp for what 
it is worth. é 

What we want and what we ought to have some time before 
acting upon a bill like this is a report from the service showing 
what they do. I listened to the distinguished gentleman from 
New York, who occupied an hour, and who stated at the begin- 
ning that he would tell what duties the service performed; but I 
failed to hear him tell a single duty which they do perform. I 
will be very glad to hear upon this floor what the Revenue Service 
of the country does. I know what the law says it shall do. It 
says, among other things, they shall ‘‘ protect the timber re- 
serves;’’ but I apprehend it is seldom they get their boats on a 
forest reserve. hat they do is one of the mysteries which I 
have been unable to fathom. We ought to have anannual report. 

Now, the law which requires them to submit a detailed esti- 
mate of expenditures is not the only law they observe in the 
breach. There is also a law requiring each department of the 
Government to furnish a list of all its employees, to be published 
in the Official Register, known as the Blue Book. So far as my 
observation has gone, every other branch of the Government 
service publishes a complete list of itsemployees. Those branches 
of the Government which have vessels publish a complete list of 


the men upon them. The only branch which declines or which 
has neglected to comply with this provision of the law is the 
Revenue-Cutter Service; and it seems to me that we are entitled 
to information upon that point before we act upon a bill like this. 
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There are other provisions of the law which they do not observe, 
and which they ews not ed to observe. There are some 
which they have pretended to observe, but have not succeeded in 
observing according to the provisions of the statute. 

But, Mr. Chairman, these observations have all been addressed 
to the consideration of the merits of the bill at this time. That 
matter has been passed upon by the House. 

The bill has been ordered taken up, and we have to come to the 
conclusion as to whether the bill, in the light of the information 
which we now have, ought to be . What is the bill, and 
what is its purpose? Broadly stated, this bill proposes, first, to 
increase the pay of Revenue-Cutter officers by giving them 10 per 
cent increase for each five years’ service up to the 40 per cent in- 
crease. This is based upon aw provisions of - Army and Navy 

. Itis not my purpose to enter upon any discussion concern- 
oo the Army or the Navy. Some of the gentlemen who have ad- 
dressed the House in favor of this bill, notably the gentleman 
from Michigan, seemed to think it aaoeeee to attack the Navy. 
I donot propose to enter upon a defense of the Navy. It requires 
no defense from attacks of that kind. I do not know—and I am 
frank to admit it—that I should favor, if it were a new proposi- 
tion, if I had a chance to oppose it, the proposition to put men 
upon the retired list as now done. I think it is generally admitted 
that the retired list, both in the Army and Navy, has become a 
grievous burden in many respects. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman permit an inquiry? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. When a new proposition of this kind was 
made four years ago to put the Navy officers on the retired list 
with an increased rank, with the pay and emoluments of the grade 
above them, did you not vote for that proposition? 

Mr. MANN. Well, my recollection is, Mr. Chairman, that 
there was no roll call upon that matter. I was not very favorable 
to the proposition, I may say to the gentleman; and I may say to 
him further that in my opinion the Navy personnel bill would 
never have passed the House if the House had understood its pro- 
visions in regard to rene the rank and pay on the retired list. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think I find the name of Mann—M-a-n-n— 
among the list of yeas voting on the passage of that bill. Ido 
not know that there was any other gentleman of that name in the 
House except my friend from Illinois. 

Mr. MANN. If there was a roll call upon the bill, Mr. Chair- 
man, I undoubtedly voted for it. I was much younger in ex- 

rience then even than I am now in reference to such matters. 

f I had been in the House as long as my distinguished friend 
from Iowa has been, I should not have voted for that bill. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Cliairman, in order that the gentleman 
may ease his conscience by declarations of that character, and 
with reference to his statement a moment ago that there was no 
publication of the persons employed in the Revenue-Cutter Service 
in the Blue Book, I wish to call his attention to page 252 of the 
first volume of the Official Register of the United States, com- 
monly called the ‘‘ Blue Book.” ° 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from [Illinois yield to 
the gentleman from Iowa? 

Mr. MANN. Iam very glad to yield, because I see the gentle- 
man is making a mistake, which I will-be very glad to correct. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think he will find the names of all the of- 
ficers and of all the vessels set forth on pages 252, 253, 254, 255, 
and 256. 

Mr. MANN. And I will call the attention of the distinguished 
gentleman to the law with reference to the Official Register. It 
says that there shall be included within this— 

a full and complete list of all officers, agents, clerks, and other employees of 
said department, bureau, office, commission, or institution connected with 
the legislative, executive, or judicial serviceof the Government or paid from 


the United States Treasury, including military and naval officers of the 
United States, cadets, and midshipmen. 


And if the gentleman can find the name of any clerk, employee, 
or any other person upon a Revenue-Cutter vessel other than a 
commissioned officer, I will abandon my speech and quit the op- 
position to this bill. 

Mr. HEPBURN. All of the clerks, Iam informed, are under 
the proper heading. Not necessarily ix this place. Does the 
gentleman mean to say that the enlisted men of the Army and 
the Navy or the Revenue-Cutter Service should be found in the 
Blue Book? 

Mr. MANN. Not the enlisted men of the Army and Navy, ex- 
cept warrant officers inly not, under the law—but the en- 
listed men of the Revenue-Cutter Service are required to be pub- 
lished in the Blue Book. The enlisted men of the rt 
service are published in the Blue Book, and the men on all of the 
other vessels of the Government, outside of the Regular Army 
ee are published in the Blue Book, except the Revenue- 

er Service. 


Mr. HEPBURN. I think the gentleman is mistaken about 
that. There is no requirement that the thousand and odd en- 
listed men should have a place in the Blue Book. 

Mr. MANN. If they are not employees paid out of the Treas- 
ury of the United States, then it is true; but under the law if 
they are employees of the Government or are paid out of the 
Treasury of the United States, they are required to be published 
in the Blue Book. Mr. Chairman, there is no escape ion that 
proposition. I do not know whether the attempt was deliberate, 
or whether it was negligent, or whether it was lack of knowledge 
of thelaw. I make no inst the officers of the Revenue- 
Cutter Service. I have no doubt they are as competent and capa- 
ble as officers usually are. But I say when we are conaldor- 
ing a proposition for the creation of a civil pension law which 
will eventually lead to pensioning every clerk in every de . 
ment of the civil portion of the Government, we ought to have 
information in every respect, where required by the law, upon 
the subject. 

But, Mr. Chairman, this bill proposes to do more than is done 
either for the Army or the Navy as to the retired list. They say 
they want to put the Revenue-Cutior Service —- a par with the 
Navy, but the bill does more than that. In the Army there are 
two retirement lists; one is a limited retired list and the other is 
an unlimited retired list. On the unlimited list are officers’ 
names who are over 64 years of age. But when an officer is re- 
tired under the age of 64 for disability the number is limited. 
But there is no limitation in this Revenue-Cutter bill as to retiring 
officers for disability. If this bill becomes a law, the Revenue- 
Cutter board which retires officers can make places for men below 
them; they can retire them ad libitum, with no control upon their 
number. 

In the Navy there is no retirement for age except above the 
rank of lieutenant-commander. The attempt here is to put a cap- 
tion in the Revenue-Cutter Service on a par with a lieutenant- 
commander in the Navy. There is no retirement for age in the 
Navy for a lieutenant-commander. Here is a proposition to give 
the Revenue-Cutter Service as to the retired list a better position 
than is occupied by the Army or Navy. 

I wish I had time, Mr. Chairman, to call particularly the atten- 
tion of the House to the increase in pay which will be caused by 
this bill. I call the attention of the House to one proposition 
which has been referred to by the distinguished gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. RiIcHARDSON] in opposition to the bill. Now, let 
us understand this bill. 

A lieutenant-commander in the Navy, after twenty years of 
service, receives $3,500 a year, and of course, as a rule, or almost 
invariably. they serve twenty years before they reach the point or 
rank of a lieutenant-commander. So under this bill a captain in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service would receive a salary of $3,500 a year 
and a lieutenant-commander in the Navy would receive $3,500 per 
year. In addition to the salary which is received under the bill 
a certain allowance is given them for commutation of quarters 
when not provided with quarters. That allowance is $48 per 
month. The Revenue-Cutter officer also receives a Navy ration per 
day. Here is a proposition to give the Revenue-Cutter officers at 
sea or on shore—and a pretty large per cent of them are always on 
shore—$3,500 for a — $48 a month in addition for commu- 
tation of quarters, a Navy ration. Now, what will a Navy 
officer of a co’ ding grade get? If he is on shore he receives 
$3,500 a year, less 15 per cent, or $2,975a year. The Navy officer 
on shore will receive $2,975 a year as a lientenant-commander, 
while the Revenue captain under this bill will receive $3,500 a 
year, besides the various allowances. 

The great claim which is so strongly urged is that the Revenue- 
Cutter Service ought to pod rae upon at least terms of equality 
with the Navy. I wish to attention to an actual case by way 
of illustration for the purpose of showing that under the pending 
bill Revenue-Cutter officers will be paid better than in the Navy. 

According to the Navy Register issued January 1, 1902, Lieut. 
Commander James Hamilton Sears is on duty at the branch hy- 
drographic office, New York City. The Register shows that he 
entered the naval service September 22, 1871, and was appointed 
lieutenant-commander March 29,1899. Having beenin the service 
for more than twenty years, his pay, with longevity increase, 
amounts to $3,500 per year, less 15 per cent he is on land 
duty, or $2,975 per annum, and in addition thereto $576 for com- 
mutation of quarters, making a total of $3,551. 

Now, let us make a comparison of a Revenue-Cutter officer under 
the same circumstances, according to the provisions of the pend- 


bill. 
to the last Revenue-Cutter Service r, July 1, 


According ¢ 
1901, Capt. Samuel E. Maguire is on duty at New York City 4s 


superintendent of construction in the Life-Saving Service. He 
entered the Revenue-Cutter Service March 8, 1871, and was ap- 
pointed a captain May 8, 1896. Having been in the service for 
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more than twenty years, he would, under the bill, be entitled toa 
salary of $3,500 a year, and in addition thereto commutation for 
quarters allowed a major in the Army, amounting to $48 a month, 
or $576 a year, making a total of $4,076, or $525 more than Lieu- 
tenan er Sears receives. And this although the bill 
purports to only put captains in the Revenue-Cutter Service on 
an equal footing with lieutenant-commanders in the Navy. 

In the above illustration I have not computed Captain Maguire 
as being entitled to one Navy ration per day or commutation 
therefor, although the present statute gives him that allowance 
and the pending bill does not expressly repeal it. 

Mr. Chelan, there is considerably more which I wish to say 
to the House upon this subject later, but I do not desire to fur- 
ther occupy the time of the House at present. I ask permission 
to extend my remarks in the Recorp in order that I may insert 
various tables, letters, memoranda, statements, etc. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to occupy the floor 
any longer at present. I reserve the balance of my time. 

The tables, letters, etc., are as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Division OF REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE, 
Washington, March 18, 1902. 
Hon. JAMES R. MANN, M. C., 
House of Representatives. 

Sir: Agreeably to the request contained in your letter of the 17th instant, 
linclose * * * acopy of the formal report of assistance ponmanen We the 
Gresham to the barkentine Fraternidade August 13,1901. It is presumed that 
this will not afford any additional information to what has already been fur- 
nished you, as the report of Captain Walker is more complete than that con- 
tained in the copy of the report inclosed. The two taken together include 
all the informa ion concerning that matter which is on file the Depart- 


ment. * * 
Respectfully, C. F. SHOEMAKER, 
Captain, Revenue-Cutter Service, Chief of Division. 


Report of assistance rendered by the U.S. S. Gresham, Capt. Thomas D. Walker, 
R.C.S., commanding, stationed at New York, N. Y., and cruising from Dela- 
ware Breakwater, l.,to Marthas Vineyard, Mass. Date of service ren- 
dered, August 13, 1900. 

1. Name of vessel, Fraternidade. 

2. Rig and tonnage, barkentine; 250 tons. 

. Nationality and home port, Portuguese; Brava, Cape Verde Islands. 

. Where from, Brava. 

Where bound, New Bedford, Mass. 

. Number of days out, thirty-seven. 
7. Number of crew (including master), 21. 
8. Number of passengers, 82. 
9. Nature of ones, goat skins and ballast. 
10. Estimated value of vessel, $10,000, 
ll. Estimated value of cargo, unknowp. 
12. Name and address of master, Braz T. Pino, No. 2 Griffin street, New 
Bedford, Mass. 
13. Names and addresses of owners, Joad B. Farie, Brava, Cape Verde. 
14. Names and addresses of consignees, captain. 
15. Condition of vessel when found, anchored close to lee shore; very heavy 
sea; one anchor gone; expecting the other one to part any time. 
16. Time of day or night when found, 5.15 p. m. 
17. State of weather, overcast; cloudy; or threatening. 
y 


S Ot So 


18. Direction and force of wind, 7; SE. by E. 
19. State of tide and sea, heavy sea running; flood tide. ___ 
20. Exact where vessel was found (locally Sanigmeted, including coun- 
try or State): Black Point, Rhode Island; 150 yards off rocks. 
21. Latitude and longitude of same, 41° 24 N., 71° 27’ W. 
22. Cause and date of casualty, tried to tack; got in irons. 
23. Duration of service rendered, two and three-fourths hours. 
e 24. State nature of boat service, if any, running lines and communica- 
10OnSs. 
25. If anything occurred to interfere with favorable operations, state 
nature and cause, heavy seas and wind. 
26. Was vessel saved or lost? Saved. 
27. If saved, estimated amount of damage sustained, lost port anchor and 
30 fathoms chain. 
28. Estimated value of cargo lost, none. 
“ 29. Number of persons cared for on cutter or afforded necessary transporta- 
ion, none, 
' 30. Number, names, and residences of persons actually rescued from drown- 
hg, none, 
31. Number, names, and residences of ms lost, none. 
32. Quantity of rere or seere urnished,and cost of same, none. 
33. Quantity of fuel, etc., expended, and cost of same, immaterial. 
34. Damages sustained by cutter, and estimated cost of repairs, none. 
3. State any accident or injury to officers or crew of cutter, none. 


REMARKS. 


[A general statement of the casualty and the nature and extent of the 
services rendered will be here given.] 


The Fraternidade was bound from Brava, Cape Verde Islands, for New 
Bedford with 108 sees on board. She hada favorable passage until off 
Montauk Point, where unfavorable winds kept them beating for seven days. 
The weather becoming very tening, the captain deemed it best to try 
and make harbor, as he was short of provisions, water, and fuel, and the ves- 
sel was leaking. When off Black Point he tried to go about, missed suave, 
and got in irons, and as he was only about 1.000 yards from the rocks he let 
go his port anchor and 60 fathoms of chain, which parted before five minutes 
iad elapsed. The starboard anchor was m let go and chain paid out to 
bitter end. This anchor a also, but she finally fetched and the 
——_ anchor held her about 
r the strain 


clear of the rocks. The Vy sea 
the cable ait weer pee eee ee ee ee ee 
q »le could no any time, Signal for was - 
ging and tions made by the crew to save themselves when driven 


‘ore, sear larger and running heavier, the wind increasing in 
force, it was not Seat possible that they could survive. The Gresham was 


coming from Newport, bound for New London, and seeing her signals of dis- 
tress went to her nce. Weanchored 100 yards ahead of the vessel in 
11} fathoms of water. The cutter was lowered and, in charge of un officer, 
ran a line to the vessel. Owing to the heavy sea, she was unable to go 
alongside, but managed to get the line tothe bark. They bent ona steel wire 
hawser, which proved to be too short, so our 9-inch hawser was used instead. 
They then n to*heave up their anchor. 

Owing to the heavy seas and short distance off the rocks, when they had 
hove into 30 fathoms it was deemed best to drag the barkentine into deeper 
water and farther away, so that in case aaeiee parted we could pick her 
gt before she was driven ashore. hen an offing had been reached, 
the vossel was stopped, the anchor was hove up, and she was towed safely 
into Newport Harbor. 

The foregoing is a true statement. 

J. HUTCHISON SCOTT, 
Second Lieutenant. 
AvGusT 15, 1900. 

Ccrtified to be correct, and respectfully submitted. 

THOMAS D. WALKER, 
Captain, Commanding. 

Vessel assisting, Gresham. 

Vessel assisted, barkentine Fraicrnidade, 250 tons, 

Date, August 13, 1900. 

Number of persons on board, 103, 

Value of vessel, $10,000. 

Nature of casualty, tried to tack, missed stays, and got in irons, 

Location, Black Point, Rhode Island, 

Detailed repcrt: 

Letter of Capt. T. D. Walker, R. C. S., commanding the Gresham, to the honor- 
able the Secretary of the Treasury. 


I have the honor to transmit herewith, for information of the Department, 
a report on Form 2015, of assistance rendered by the Gresham to the Portu- 
guese barkentine Fraternidade, of Brava, Cape Verde Islands, on the 13th in- 
stant, near Narragansett Pier,R.I. Wewerecruising from Newport to New 
London, when we “one the bark anchored dangerously near to the rocks 
with a distress signal fi , and we at once proceeded to extricate her. As 
we approached a second flag (ensign) was placed in the mizzen rigging, as 
though to smgpetes the appeal of the unfortunate people for aid. 

Owing to the sea the bark was riding heavily, and the captain momen- 
tarily expected that his only remaining cable would break. In that event 
the bark would have been dashed onto the rocks, and there is no telling what 
the consequences might have been. It is reasonably certain that serious loss 
of life would have resulted, as the people, especially the women, seemed 
badly demoralized. The safety of the bark and the large number of people 
on board hung as it were upon a very slender thread, and I feel thankful that 
our good little ship happened along at the right time and was able to do the 
right thing. No other vessel capable of sending assistance was in sight, and 
this made our presence the more opportune. Crowds of summer cottagers 
from ene Pier lined the rocks, but, under the circumstances, they 
were powerless to render aid. The officers and crew of the ship did their 


duty well. 
* * * * & « * 


Respectfully, yours, 
: THOMAS D. WALKER, 
Captain, Revenue-Cutter Service, Commanding. 


ANALYSIS OF SENATE BILL 10%, ENTITLED “A BILL TO PROMOTE THE EFFI- 
CIENCY CF THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE.” 

The first section of the bill removes the present restriction of 
law upon the number of Revenue-Cutter officers and leaves the 
number of officers to be appointed wholly in the discretion of the 
President and permits him to increase them ad libitum. Section 
1 also confers upon the engineer officers the rank of captain, first, 
second, and third lieutenant, respectively, being an entirely new 
provision in the service. 

Section 2 confers upon Revenue-Cutier officers equal rank with 
certain Army and Navy officers and changes the present provi- 
sion of law which directs that when Revenue-Cutter officers are 
serving under the Navy they shall rank next after lieutenants 
commanding in the Navy and provides that whenever forces of 
the Navy and Revenue-Cutter Service shall be serving in coopera- 
tion captains of the Revenue-Cutter Service shall rank with and 
next after lieutenant-commanders, thus making them rank over 
lieutenants commanding. 

Section 3 provides that Revenue-Cutter Service officers shall re- 
ceive the same pay and allowances, except forage, as are now or 
may hereafter be provided by law for officers of corresponding 
rank in the Army, including longevity pay. Under this section 
the pay of Revenue-Cutter Service officers is graded according to 
their arbitrary rank, as fixed by section 2, corresponding with rank 
in the Army, but not according to corresponding rank in the 
Navy. 

Why does not the bill recite the pay? 

Why should it refer to the pay of officers in the Army instead 
of officers in the Navy? 

There are only a few classes of officers in the Revenue-Cutter 
Service and the only object of putting in a section of this sort is 
to avoid calling attention to the amount of pay and allowances to 
be actually obtained throughit. What are the allowances? How 
much do they amount to? 

Does this section repeal provision of the statute granting to 
Revenue-Cutter Service officers navy ration? 

Or does it a to give Revenue-Cutter Service officers both 
Navy ration and commutation for quarters? 

Or Navy ration in addition to pay when on sea, and commuta- 
tion for quarters as per Army officers when on shore? 

How about mileage? 
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Officers in the Revenue-Cutter Service now are paid as follows: 


Commuta- 











Officer. Salary.| tion per 

month. 
I so iniintctik ania eM Ricses bantiecedbbinlaibiiiahnl $2,500 $40 
First lieutenants, chief engineer .... .- siaebisieteintiindiiial ania 1,800 30 
Second lieutenants, first assistant engineer -...............| 1,500 2% 
Third lieutenants, second assistant engineer. .............-. , 200 20 





In addition, each officer gets a Navy ration. A Navy ration 
equals 30 cents per day. 

Section 3 proposes to increase salary of third lieutenant and 
second assistant engineer from $1,200, as now paid, to $1,400. It 
also increases the pay of all Revenue-Cutter Service officers 10 
per cent for each five years’ service until the increase is 40 per 
cent. 

The salaries paid in the Revenue-Cutter Service are already 
higher than those paid in the merchant marine or in any of the 
vessel service of the United States outside of the Navy. This 
section would pay to Revenue-Cutter Service officers a higher 
salary than is now received for corresponding rank in the Navy. 
The bill selects Army officers as the basis of fixing salary for the 
Revenue-Cutter Service officers because there is no reduction 
given in the pay of Army officers when on shore. Salaries of 
Navy officers are reduced 15 per cent when on shore. The bill 
therefore as to salaries discriminates in favor of the Revenue- 
Cutter Service and against the Navy and grants to the Revenue- 
Cutter Service higher rates of pay than are now paid even in the 
Navy. 

Section 4 proposes a retired list in the Revenue-Cutter Service 
and proposes to retire all Revenue-Cutter Service officers who reach 
the age of 64 years. There is now no regular retired list in any 
of the civil branches of the Government service. Congress is 
being urged by every branch of the civil service to enact legisla- 
tion providing for the retirement on pay of persons incapacitated 
through malady or age all through the civil service. At least 
one-tenth of the employees in the classified service of the depart- 
ments in Washington are above the age of retirement fixed in this 
section. To a certain degree this is true of the Government sery- 
ice throughout the land. The question as to what disposition 
should be made of superannuated clerks is a pas one. 

Whatever precedent is set in one case will likely be followed in 
the others. The Life-Saving Service, the Light-House Service, 
the Marine-Hospital Service, as well as the purely clerical service 
of the Government are all asking for the same thing, or making 
requests which will be toward the same thing. If a line can not 
be drawn by Congress between the Navy on one side and the 
Revenue-Cutter Service on the other, it is idle to suppose that 
Congress will draw a fixed line between the military establish- 
ment and the Revenue-Cutter Service on one side and the Life- 
Saving Service and other branches of the civil service on the other. 
The only place where a fixed line can be drawn in regard to the 
creation of retired lists is where it now is—between the military 
and civil branches of the Government. If this line be crossed 
once, there will never be any line drawn which can not be crossed 
at all. 

Section 5 provides for the appointment of a medical board of 
five commissioned officers, two from the Marine-Hospital Service 
and two from the Revenue-Cutter Service, to pass upon the dis- 
ability of officers who appear to be incapacitated for active serv- 
ice prior to reaching the age of 64. This retiring board ought to 
consist wholly of medical officers and wholly of officers outside of 
the Revenue-Cutter Service. The Revenue-Cutter Service offi- 
cers ought not to have the opportunity to retire each other either 
as a matter of favor or of enmity. The question whether an offi- 
cer is incapacitated for the service, either mentally or physically, 
is a matter which ought to be determined by medical experts. 
The provision of section 5 in this respect is very objectionable. 

Section 6 provides that when a retiring board finds an officer 
incapacitated for active service, etc., he shall be retired. The 
word *‘ active ’’ ought to be stricken out before the word “ serv- 
ice.’’ If the officer is capable of performing service, he might 
properly be designated for some of the duties of the service which 
do not require activesea service. Theconstruction of this section 
undoubetedly would be that if the officer were incapacitated for 
active service in command of a revenue cutter at sea, then he must 
be retired, whereas such officer might be fully fit for duty as in- 
spector in the Life-Saving Service or in the office in Washington 
or on construction or repair work. The whole design of these 
retirement sections is to retire the officers as rapidly as possible in 
order to make more rapid promotions in the service. 

Section 7 provides that where an officer is incapacitated by 


reason of his own vicious habits and not due to any incident of 
the service, he shall be dropped from the service. The present 
section is quite a commentary upon the section in the bill in the 





last Congress, which proposed to advance such officer, upon being 
dropped for his own vicious habits, a considerable sum of money, 

Section 8 provides that when any commissioned officer is re- 
tired, the next officer in rank shall be promoted, ‘‘ according to the 
established rules of the service.”’ What are the established rules 
of the service? Who knows? 

Or is this a proposition to enact into law a rule which has been 
promulgated or which may be hereafter iprery oe by an offi- 
cer in the service? No one here can tell what the present rules 
are, and no one can possibly tell what the established rules of the 
future may be. The latter part of the section contains a provi- 
sion that although the next officer in rank shall be promoted 
where one is retired, before this can be done he shall be sub- 
ject to written examination and shall have his physical qualifica- 
tions reported upon by a medical board. The section does not 
require that the officer shall pass the written examination or that 
the medical board shall find favorably as to his physical qualifi- 
cations. And the wording of the section might require the pro- 
motion of the officer even though mentally incompetent and 
physically incapacitated. The section is loosely drawn and does 
not require what it was intended to require. 

Section 9 proposes to pay all officers hereafter placed upon the 
retired list 75 per cent of the duty pay, salary, and increase of 
the rank upon which they may be retired. 

What does duty pay, salary, and increase of the rank mean? 

Is there any difference between duty pay and salary; and if so, 
what is it? 

Apparently the section is designed to give to the officers on the 
retired list 75 per cent of the increased pay provided for in sec- 
tion 8. This section also applies to officers already upon the per- 
manent waiting-orders list. Congress passed an act in 1895, at 
the urgent solicitation of the Revenue-Cutter Service, providing 
for placing a number of officers on a permanent waiting-orders 
list at half pay. This was then satisfactory to the Revenue-Cutter 
Service anlie these officers. This section would more than double 
the pay these officers are now receiving. When the Navy per- 
sonnel bill was passed granting certain special benefits to officers 
who might be retired in the Navy, those special benefits were not 
conferred upon officers already upon the retired list. But this 
section proposes not only to create a retired list in the future at 
high pay, but to apply that high pay to officers who, on their own 
solicitation, have heretofore been retired at half pay. 

BILLS FOR INCREASE OF SALARIES PENDING MARCH 1, 1902, IN THE SENATE 

AND HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES OF THE FIFTY-SEVENTH CONGRESS. 


S. 943. To reclassify nen postal clerks and to increase their salaries. 

H. R. 27. To reclassify way postal clerks and divide them into ten 
classes and to increase their salaries. 

S. 1345. To classify post-office clerks and to grant them an annual increase 
in salary of $100per annum. 

H. R. 5286. To provide for the classification of salaries of clerks aeres 
= ey and second class post-offices and to increase the salaries of such 
clerks. 

H. R. 5597. To increase the compensation of fourth-class postmasters. 

S. 237. To increase the pay of letter carriers. 

7 R. 2575. T: 


» tates. 

H. R. 5816. To increase the salaries of the Vice-President, judges of the 

Supreme Court, and members of Conga. } 
. R. 6284. To increase the salary of the Vice-President to $25,000 and Cabi- 

net officers to $15,000 per annum. 

8. 1026. To increase the compensation of district superintendents in the 
Life-Saving Service. 

H. R. 76. To increase the compensation of district superintendents in the 
Life-Saving Service. 

H. R. 197. To increase the compensation of district superintendents in the 
Life-Saving Service. , 

H. R. —. To nt an increase of 10 per cent for each five years’ service to 
all persons in the classified service. 


BILLS FOR RETIRED LISTS AND PENSIONS IN THE CIVIL SERVICE PENDING 
IN.THE FIFTY-SEVENTH CONGRESS MARCH 1, 1902. 


S. 1992. A bill granting pensions to employees in the Life-Saving Service 
disabled by disease or iter , and to the widows and minor children of em- 
ployees in the service who die from injury or disease contracted in the serv- 
ice, and for the pu of theact to rank a superintendent in the Life-Saving 
Service with a captain in the Navy, etc. 

H. R. 163. Granting pensions to certain officers and enlisted men of the 
Life-Saving Service and to their widows and minor children, and declarin 
the rank of superintendent in the Life-Saving Service for the purposes 0 
the act to be equivalent to that of captain in the Navy, etc. 

H. R. 4377. To retire on full pay certain class of disabled persons from the 
United States Light-House Service. ‘ 

H. R. 7476. To provide for the retirement of all Government employees in 
the classified civil service on pay, and fixing the Ze be received by per- 
sons on the retired list, no person to receive over $1,500 per annum. 

H. R. 8741. To create a m to provide for the retirement of em- 
ployees in the classified civil service because of superannuation and to require 
persons entering the classified service to effect life insurance for the payment 
of annuities after soonng the age of retirement. : 

H. R. 10155. To provide for the retirement of cmpiavecs in the classified 
civil service on certain rates of pay and for theesta ent of a retirement 


bureau. 
H. R. 10156. Entitled “A bill to increase the efficiency of the public service 





1902. 








by retirement of disabled and superannuated employees.” and providing for 
retirement of civil employees for disability, or after thirty years’ service, on 
annual pay equal to 75 per cent of the average for the five years preceding 
retirement. 

H. R. 4600. Providing for the retirement of Army officers who served in 
the civil war upon a rank one grade above the activerank, This follows the 
line of the Navy personnel bill in this respect. 


VARIOUS STATEMENTS SHOWING THE AGES OF PERSONS EMPLOYED IN THE 
VARIOUS DEPARTMENTS IN WASHINGTON IN APRIL, 1900, 


The PRESIDENT: 


In response to the resolution of the Senate of March 16, 1900, calling upon 
the heads of the several Executive Departments to communicate “at the 
earliest practicable date statements sowing the number of persons em- 
ployed in their respective departments and bureaus as clerks, messengers, 
etc., of the following ages: Number between 14 and 19, inclusive; between 20 
and 29, inclusive; between 30 and 39, inclusive; between 40 and 49, inclusive; 
between 50 and 59, inclusive; between 60 and 64, inclusive; between 65 and 69, 
inclusive; between 70 and 74, inclusive; between 75 and 79, inclusive, and 
above 80; also the number now on the rolls, in the respective departments 
and bureaus, who are permanently incapacitated, either physically or men- 
tally, for the performance of manual labor, in whole or in part,” the under- 
signed, the Secretary of State, has the honor to report as follows: 

There are at present in the employ of the Department of State as clerks, 
messengers, etc., 91 persons. Of these, none is between the ages of 14 and 19; 
18 are between the ages of 20 and 29; 13 between the ages of 30 and 39; 25 be- 
tween the ages of 40 and 49; 20 between the ages of 50 and 59: 6 between the 
ages of 60 and 64; 6 between the ages of 65 and 69; 1 between the ages of 70 and 
74; 2 between the ages of 75 and 79, and none is above the age of 80. None of 
them are permanently incapacitated, either physically or mentally, for the 
performance of mnual labor. 

Respectfully submitted. 

JOHN HAY. 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 

Washington, April 4, 1900. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, April 10, 1900. 
Srr: In response to the resolution of the Senate of March 16, 1900, calling 
for information as to the ages of the employees of this Department, and also 
the number of employees now on the rolls who are permanently incapaci- 
tated, either byacally or mentally, for the performance of manual labor, in 
whole or in thr ,1 have the honor to report as follows: 
Number of employees: 
OO ET I nha waited dnchslanckssensacd secccedboacbuctucs 9 


OC GI ND. pndncbdece ceccnsenncucted sevens acer csugsecenkas 945 
DO dns ciccd cnceccnccctistescuccsuctccscasnssesede 1,053 
i cacao cuns cchcntpguacn soudeesesatnauonban M44 
ots ci nocvedaipes 6000 sndhenwentce dckpeaghoumabns 905 
OS  hncccctnqctuviccsndibinbtacsusitualtwes ubice 331 
I 5... dinkemacchuinsvicibb ponies cneediaoeaidwenes 160 
bia Sdidinn sncersuncdeibstocdeennsininmiuniiiiied 56 
ON IN oo. 5 a phinnd dined a dicen cnsntbactidnsbekodmmeadebute 24 
QUE Sy Pe a tkiss ncn d sends ttcccacane covecdncsubelsuabbhdieiekubéceceta 10 

adi cereeesatetattintaciniitiinieinricrs nsicipcin sttiinnia wiabigwiitetitipiiila inane titan 4, 338 


WAR DEPARTMENT, Washington, April 5, 1900. 

Sir: In response to Senate resolution of March 16, 1900, I have the honor to 
transrait herewith a statement showing by ppanees ages the number of reg- 
ular employees in the War Department, and to report that 29 employees have 
«a physical disability, as will be noted from the inclosed statement, which 
prouaisy renders them unable for the performance of some kinds of manual 
abor; but that no employee of the Department is permanently incapacitated, 
either physically or mentally, for the performance of manual labor involved 


in the duties to which assigned. 
Very respectfully, G. D. MEIKLEJOHN, 
Assistant Secretary of War. 


The PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE UNITED STATES SENATE. 


Number of regular employees in the War Department between specified ages. 












giz f Elgi¢z f gig 
$|$ $13) g 
hihi mi ml mh) mh mlm oe 
Bureau or office. SIRK|(BiSIS\S Size 
SSE 81813181813 
Gigi8i8i8i8i91818 
siaiei/sisieisijele 
Secretary of War.............]...-| 15 | 15 | 10/19} &| 4/]..../....!.... 
Record and Pension .......-..|.--- 27 [100 | 88 |150 
Adjutant-General _...........|...- 11 | 19 | 19 | 4 
Inspector-General ............|..-- Oe ee ee 
Judge-Advocate-General.....|_... AU A east LB dedbdhvasclaien 
uartermaster-General -..... 1] 8/2 |15); a2 
Commissary-General of Sub- 
CCD a oe ee ee ee ee Feelin 
Surgeon-General .............].... 9 | 2% | 18 | 88 
Paymaster-General...........|.... BE Fiscslews 15 
Chief of Engineers............}.... 6 | 22) 19) 19 
Chi of Ordnance ............|--.- Sl Pimee OF St OL LS breactnce 
Chiv/ Signal Officer...........)....}...- Siesta © tikinhinsebicccluven 


* Of this number 39 are laborers. 


Post-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D, C., March 24, 1900, 
SiR: In response to the resolution of the Senate requesting information as 
to the number of ms employed in the several bureaus of this De 
ment between certain » ages, and also the number now on the rolls of 
this Department who are permanently incapacitated, either physically or 
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mentally, for the performance of manual labor in whole or in part, I have 
the honor to reply as follows: 


Between the ages of — 


TT 8 ene doen dame idiisnaeek 2 
nace hinticmaebuihs vininwts catvaunit dipiediin atkaieienaiubedaiabaumiae 68 
ah i in ea hana talirth endian et gniobaaih Aeabadabuiaianan dike . 187 

ND vw eacsenuiinatacinimalianaatitiiedes « 4 4 149 
I a ta a i Rn a 162 
ESE LOL 
IID icli atte cettieshiciclemeigitninbinitibihine iid eeeamieneansecenme 18 
EC TES 
I a Saari alata dnaeltmetials inkncbaninbpasceeeens os eS 
iit iniceis bined iibewen wesiman euinsee ansehen emeseradiseteoecee eecece saudi 
Incapacitated in whole or part ............2..2.2----ccenneeeee 6 
orn ; 676 


Very respectfully, 
CH. EMORY SMITH, 

Postmaster-General, 

NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, March 28, 1900. 
Srr: In reply to the resolution of the United States Senate of March 16, 
1900, I have the honor to report that the number of clerks, messengers, etc., 
employed in the Navy Department, between the ages named herein below, 

are as follows: 

Between 14 and 19, inclusive ‘ 9 








Between 20 and 29, inclusive 118 
Between 30 and 39, inclusive 144 
Between 40 and 49, inclusive - 81 
Between 50 and 59, inclusive -. 66 
Between 60 and 64, inclusive a» 
Between 6 and 69, inclusive 7 
Between 70 and 74, inclusive - 7 
Between 75 and 79, inclusive 5 
a ee 1 
III ao ies eine delat eatanininiaidintdidste-ennd 458 
Average age: 
Be arnnatortarooreaaro--~--roreominnenonnpavernoerecocsen sore 39. 21 
CI snk cae in nl dinniath ence masini eeieadiiemibie nas Gubttuetniniencuie 88.61 
ca Tail tell li chic i ensagsieh dh cotton emia exin eitiek tibih doeniiitaiaan ieee 42.86 


The different chiefs of bureaus and offices report that there are no em- 
ployees in their respective bureaus or offices who are permanently incapaci- 
tated, either physically or mentally, for the performance of manual labor, in 
whole or in part. 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, 
JOHN D. LONG, Secretary. 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, Washington, D. C., April 12, 1900. 

Srr: In reply to Senate resolution dated March 16, 1900, directing me to 
communicate to the Senate statement showing the number of persons em- 
ployed in this Department as clerks, messengers, etc., together with their 
ages, I have the honor to submit herewith the following statement, viz: 





| United 
Depart- |States pen- 











“ : ;~  6| Miscella- 
—- ey: | neous (ex Total. 

cepted).| (nonex- | °@Pted). 

cepted). | 
Between the ages— | 

TT i Jekisdusponmoumntesecevess 14 8 2 24 
SE innt acdituccedeiwneinicdinaee: | 26 25 15 | 66 
lela | 21 22 10 53 
a ae a il | 2 13 | 5 | 40 
Eten saninieeienninedees 3 8 3 | 9 
SDT Gininene dhincemceapeciinen onl Ol ciipmnibittivndidln sinenen aint ! 4 
EOE whois weldninkitsnds covow | iP Undthaaemaictaliaeddnedeinans 2 
SORRED WO kiran nttthebenense sceene We Gbiete tnt iabdnnniogeas. 1 
NE sv ccnrecntidinsiand tininlatiningtinined< Notable mentiatsimannbitiie od 199 





There are none on the rolls of this Department who are permanently inca- 
pacitated, either physically or mentally, for the purpose of manual labor, in 


whole or in part. 
Very respectfully, JOHN W. GRIGGS, 
Attorney-General. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, April 12, 1900. 

Srr: In compliance with the requirements of a resolution of the Senate of 
March 16, 1900, I have the honor to report the number of employees within 
the several age periods ified. The total number of ms belonging to 
this Department (excluding the Census Office) may be stated, in round num- 
bers, as 14,500, Of these the wef men pe employees in this city are, approx- 
imately, 3,500. Excluding Pr tial appointees and laborers, there remain 
3,255 to whom the resolution seems to apply, as follows: 
Between— 








14 and 19 years, inclusive. .......................- 83 
20 and 29 years, inclusive. B08 
30 and 39 years, inclusive. 833 
SO Be FOIE, TIO vie cn cnncen scnteecnve casicn sesccecascececescess 718 
SP Gr EN, SINS Wace edadnb cccerccccpendsccscastunesecen castes 815 
SO Eh PORE BRIO ives crcccnnincesdescccs ceccoseccosccoseseeces B01 
RE OF FORTS, PRONE YO none cscsciticcncccccc cece cc cee cecccccseccscsee 162 
UD i crncciiivinssuninbhtactavwesnetinimiabedesedase< 58 
TS Ane TH yours, Inclusive. . ......2.. cecccecccceecoowes coccsccncces cencse 28 
QUST SD FORTS. 6.0000 docccn cccenecccc cscs cccscccccececescasenacsccececcse + 

OUR < occ cncces ccncce ctcnndebotococtecssaceucuscesscswensebaceseccees | 3, 255 


From the estimates furnished by the different bureaus and offices of the 
De ment it may be stated that something over 250 persons now on the 
rolis must be considered as “* permanently incapacitated, either physically or 
mentally, for the performance of manual labor, in whole or in part.” This 
condition in many cases results from the loss of limbs, old wounds, or health 
impaired in the service. 

At tabular statement by offices is inclosed. 


Very respectfully, 
‘id E. A. HITCHCOCK, Secretary. 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., April 9, 1900. 

Srr: In compliance with the resolution of the Senate of the United States 
of March 16, 1900, directing the heads of the Executive Departments “to 
communicate to the Senate, at the earliest practicable day, statements show- 
ing the number of persons employed in their respective departments and 
bureaus, as clerks, messengers, etc., of the following ages: Number between 
14 and 19, inclusive; between 2) and 29, inclusive; between 3) and 39, inclusive; 
between 4) and 49, inclusive; between 50 and 59, inclusive; between 60 and 64, 
inclusive; between 65 and 69, inclusive; between 70 and 74, inclusive; between 
75 and 79, inclusive, and above 80; also the number now on the rolls in the re- 
—_ departments and bureaus whoare permanently incapacitated, either 
physically or mentally, for the performance of manual labor, in whole or in 
part,’ I have the honor to transmit the following statement, which is the re- 
sult of a very careful investigation carried out under my direction by the 
appointment clerk of this Department: 
Number in Washington: 

















Sanna I I I Fs cic ceils naietni a aulnglld miei 23 
nn OD ie enculine cnnendhene piaanad omeeciomiaipeinineas 201 
aS aN I I ies as Se adic eiitnsetides heal 220 
SS a OE es SD nonce cnsons rairtndnd chien mtnenininnaenpiwienn 179 
ee EDDIE OTL AIOE A 141 
ee REE ITO OR EET: 40 
an I son ahd dain ties lbleghintatiapesaaataiaadl 17 
IID I SI elk 5 eiuapainmmalbamm ainda y 
SreenenOnn CERIN, SOUL: NUNIT i emneenetnindiel 4 
I nN ee a ee ee 0 

PIN a.c) kins sia ceeniees ole Sohapeambanioks aucun etivncr-o sa taneeemiaaeaeatt abies emebalioneiaaae 834 

Outside of Washington: 

SO I a scind eiaets tpuietereemiee sD ealieet | Seen Oe 2 
Between 20 and 29, inclusive 613 
Between 30 and 39, inclusive 637 
Between 40 and 49, inclusive 481 
Between 50 and 59, inclusive - 252 
Between 60 and 64, inclusive _. 63 
Between 6 and 69, inclusive - 82 
Between 70 and 74, inclusive - 18 
Between 75 and 79, inclusive 8 
pCR TS RE SSE TE oe ING SS hdl A 4 

i chine acid dctithhintinnanbents ctdinhincwckeinkiaann ominhmaal 2,120 

Total in entire Department, in and out of Washington, D. C.: 

Between l4and 19, inclusive.............. | putibhadduapbade dines ~alisahals 8&5 
SORE EE, SID. os vcccmen pdintawsteeineichatueedtbaesadnbaall 814 
I a i catia et aw ie tel 857 
a ESI... asin sa laebimnhisltinelag Seitinetiamatais exiscloteiladsioal 610 
I a a 393 
ee LEE DIET NII LEN 1038 
en III... ns i ectee ciluenaeipinaelnemoiesiibanmmiina iiiadiceta 49 
as Ser IID... sec ieity ai cape ineaninanintemehacis aenahenasiiiineieiniadione 27 
Between 75 and 79, inclusive. -...........-. scastimndiielesliiaiih tocastibcdtiedtinditap ccucatcs 12 
I TED x ccscesiiastenaatere wns wake abscissa iene, tectndiatngiiniidieani tate tea hl ne eke 4 

MIE isis dis: eesiicaieihs pine nein apeiaia leone aecsalancb naan aca a rte 2,954 


The number now on the rolls in the Department of Agriculture who 
are permanently incapacitated, either physically or mentally, for the per- 
formance of manual labor, in whole or in part, is 10, and _ these are rendered 
so by reason of a loss of an arm or a limb while in the military service of the 


United States. 
Very respectfully, JAMES WILSON, 
Secretary of Agriculture. 
The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. 


THE LIFE-SAVING SERVICE. 


The special claim made in behalf of a retired or pension list for 
the Revenue-Cutter Service is that that service is particularly 
dangerous. Even if we admit this to be true for the sake of argu- 
ment, we must further admit that the specially dangerous serv- 
ice in behalf of the Government does not end with the Army, 
Navy, and Revenue-Cutter Service. An equally strong claim 
can be made in behalf of the Life-Saving Service. Indeed, there 
have been pending before Congress for years various propositions 
to create a pension list for the Life-Saving Service. e General 
Superintendent of the Life-Saving Service has reported to Con- 
gress that between March 1, 1876, and December 31, 1887, 57 per- 
sons died by reason of injury received or disease cont in 
line of duty in that service, and the records of his department 
show that between January 1, 1888, and December 31, 1900, 105 
persons have died by reason of injury received or disease con- 
tracted in line of duty in the service. 

And the following statements have been made as amon 
reasons for increasing the compensation to employees in the Life- 
Saving Service and for providing a pension list for them (see 
Senate Report No. 87, first session, Fifty-second Congress): 

When the severe toils, bitter privations, and appalling dangers incident to 
their calling are considered, and when it is remembe that the spirit with 
which these hardships have been met has resulted in the saving of thousands 
of lives and an amount of property many times exceeding in value the cost 
of maintaining the service, while the history of their achievements has added 
luster to the national honor, it would seem that the higher rates would not 
be too great a reward to bestow on these faithful and heroic men. At all 


events, a substantial increase should be made. 
x ~ = = 7. : 


. 
As a consequence of their cxpouate many of the men have fallen victims 
to chronic ailments, some have n maimed for life by accidents, and others 
have perished on their beats. It is — safe to say that there is no 
other class of men engaged in duties at once so tedious and perilous as those 
which these faithful guardians of the coast perform in maintaining the un- 
remitting night patrol throughout the rigorous season of the year. But 
their labors are not confined to this routine of watch patrol and i 
Summoned in the dead of nightor by day in the midst of their o: 
to a duty higher than these, | y en alarm thata vessel is ashore, they take their 


the 
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places at the boat wagon or the apparatus cart for a supreme effort, with a 
courage and determination that has never yet quailed before any hazard, and 
executed prodigies of valor and endurance that have made them celebrated 
throughout the land and added to the nation’s glory. 


* ” * * * * * 


The severity of this duty can hardly be conceived by people accustomed 

to remain at ~ight indoors. Some idea may be framed from the fact that 
men have perished in its discharge, while others have providentially escaped 
death through timely rescue by their comrades. It is not at all unusual 
for the patrolmen to meet with accidents which oreete them through 
stumbling in the dark over driftwood and unseen obstacles, and a large pro- 
portion of the deaths which have occurred in the service is due to complaints 
contracted through exposure on patrol, it frequently happening during the 
poosenate of storms that the men are drenched by overflooding seas or by 
naving to wadesethrough the beach gullies, often waist deep and sometimes 
deeper. This duty is considered so important that it is never under any cir- 
cumstances omitted, and its infraction is held to be unpardonable and is 
followed by certain dismissal. 

In addition to the foregoing regular routine must be added their terrible 
and daring labors at shipwreck. This, of course, is their crowning duty, and 
involves efforts almost superhuman, heroism carried to the very brink of 
deadly peril, and often death itself. 


The soldier in this is known and is only justified as one who profes- 
sionally stakes his life in defense of his fellow-citizens. It is because he does 
this that, grown veteran or infirm or falling on the battlefield, we ize 


his right and the right of his family to support at the expense of the public 
he guards. These life-saving crews—these storm soldiers—render a similar 
service, and no less dangerous and noble, and they deserve the same sub- 
stantial recognition. 


In Senate Report No. 200, the present session of Congress, con- 
cerning a bill relating to compensation of district superintendents 
of the Life-Saving Service, there is included a letter from the 
General Superintendent of that service containing the following 
statement: 


To these considerations should be added the fact that these officers, in 
their official routine, are exposed to hardships and dangers which do not fal! 
to the lot of ordinary officeholders. During the active season, which em- 
braces the most inclement portions of the year, they have to make frequent 
visits to the several stations in their respective districts, in most instances 
extending hundreds of miles along desolate and inhospitable coasts and dis- 
tant from railroad facilities, often through storms and drifting snows, some- 
times camping out and subsisting on rude and scanty fare, frequently mak- 
ing their way in small boats upon dangerous waters. and always under cir- 
cumstances as widely at variance as is conceivable with the comforts and 
luxuries of ordinary travel. They are, moreover, frequently summoned by 
the keepers to trying scenes of shipwreck, where all efforts at rescue have 

roved fruitless and certain failure seems imminent, and on these occasions 
hey assume command. In several such instances successful issues have re- 
sulted, when otherwise failure must have been inevitable. But their heroic 
struggles are not always so rewarded, nor are the hardships and perils of 
their calling always encountered with immunity. * * * 
The assertion is ventured that no other class of officersin the whole Gov- 


| ernment is so poorly paid. 


THE WEATHER BUREAU. 

The Committee on Agriculture in the Fifty-sixth Congress re- 
ported favorably a bill creating a retired list or civil pension list 
for Weather Bureau employees, and the following were some of 
the reasons urged in behalf of such employees: 


(1) They work three hundred and sixty-five days ina year. Their hours 
of duty are long. On the Pacific coast the first observation is made between 
4.30 and 5.30 a. m., while on the Atlantic coast the offices can not be closed 
before 11 p. m., and often later. They must be on the alert at all times to 
detect the first premonitions of storm development and remain constantly on 
duty in order to distribute wa that may be received at any moment. 

(2) They are subject to t vicissitudes of climate, being uired to 
serve, as the ncies of the service may require, in almost any degree of 
latitude, from ka to the West Indies. ; 

(3) By reason of the ‘uliar organization of the service its employees 
are, like officers of the Army, in a great measure deterred from obtaining a 
fixed habitation or auoying Oe privileges that accrue to long residence in a 
community. Changes of tion generally operate to their financial disad- 


ee THE MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 

The Marine-Hospital Service is probably fully as dangerous, if 
not more so, than the Revenue-Cutter Service. I called the at- 
tention of the House, in Feb , 1901, on the discussion of the 
revenue-cutter bill then pending, to the fact that three assistant 
surgeons of the Marine-Hospital Service had contracted yellow 
fever during the fiscal year then preceding, and to the further 
fact that one surgeon had died of this disease October 12, 1899, 
while engaged in the work of preventing its spread in Key West. 
In the case of a death like this in that service, there is no pro- 
vision of law authorizing the payment of any sum to the family 
of the deceased or permitting any of those dependent upon the 
deceased to be placed upon the pension rolls. 

But that the Marine-Hospital Service lives in expectation of 
eventually having all the benefits of a retired list and other 

ial favors enjoyed by the Army and Navy is readily shown by 
the bill (H. R. 7189) intoduced into the Fifty-seventh Congress by 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hepsurn] to increase the efficiency 
and change the name of the United States Marine-Hospital Serv- 
ice. That bill proposes to change the name so as to designate the 
service as the United States health service. It proposes that the 
surgeon-general of the United States health service shall receive 
the same salary and allowances as are now allowed to be paid to 
the Surgeon-General of the Army. 

And section 4 of the bill provides that the President may 


oan in time of war transfer the officers of this health service to the 
y+ toll | Army, as he can now transfer the Revenue-Cutter Service to the 


Navy. 
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The Revenue-Cutter Service now demands a retired list like the 
Navy, because the President is authorized in time of emergency 
to transfer revenue cutterstothe Navy. If this bill for the Marine- 
Hospital Service or United States health service becomes a law, 
then that service will demand a retired list, because the,President 
is authorized in times of emergency to use the officers of the serv- 
ice in connection with the Army. 

RAILWAY MAIL SERVICE. 

The General Superintendent of the Railway Mail Service, in his 
annual report for 1901, furnishes the following statement of casual- 
ties in that service from 1875 to 1901: 
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This statement shows that during the fiscal year of 1901 7 rail- 
way mail clerks were killed, 63 seriously injured, and 229 slightly 
injured while on duty. This is stated to be the largest number 
killed and injured during any fiscal year since the service was 
organized, notwithstanding the fact that great improvements 
have been effecteJ in railroad operations. 

Superintendent White most earnestly urges legislation which 
will provide for the retirement of injured or superannuated 
clerks on pension, and he calls attention-to the fact that that 
service has been for some time urging a pension list, just as the 
Revenue-Cutter Service has, in the following language: 

That this office has been very persistent in its efforts to secure some legisla- 
tion, in the way of a relief bill or superannuation act, to peertee for our per- 


manently disabled and worn-out clerks has been shown in the recommenda- 
tions it has made in its annual reports for the last ten years. 


And, referring to the bill which was introduced in Congress for 
the purpose of granting a pension to railway mail clerks, Super- 
intendent White says: 

In its favor is the admission of everyone who gives the nature of the occu- 
pation consideration that the service is very hazardous. The work of a 
postal clerk is performed under a high tension, drawing largely on his mental 
and physical make-up, and after years of this constant strain he is completely 
worn out. It seems, therefore, evident that some provision should be made 
for A retirement, which now involves the relinquishment of all means of 
support, 

[From the Evening Star, January 10, 1902.] 


The railway mail clerks hope for favorable action at this session of Con- 
gress upon their bill to enable them to secure retirement upon disability and 
other measures of relief, and in discussing the bill this morning with a Star 
representative, J. H. BRoMWELL, of Ohio, an active member of the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, who has ably championed the cause of 
the clerks, said: 

“I sincerely hope that Con will give heed to the request of these faith- 
ful men, who are of invaluable service to the public, yet who, shut up in their 
postal cars, are seldom seen. The letter carrier is a familiar sight, but the 
railway-mail clerk works at his hazardous occupation with a zeal and in- 
dustry which only those who have been brought into close contact with him 
can appreciate,” 


REVENUE AGENTS. 
WASHINGTON, February 27, 1902. 
Hon. James R, MANn, M. C. 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Srr: Your letter of the 24th instant is received, asking if this office has 
record of the number of internal-revenue officers inj ured or killed in the per- 


formance of their duty during the t year, or for several years past. 
In reply I have the honor to inform ya that during the ear which 
ended June 30, 1901, one internal-revenue deputy coll r was and two 


wounded in the performance of official duty. 
During the fiscal year which ended June 30, 1900, there were no casualties. 
the fiscal year which ended June 30, 1890, two posse men were 


During the fiscal year which ended June 30, 1898, one deputy collector and 


four posse men were wo’ 
Posse men are not officials ly employed in this Bureau, but they are 


men summoned a depu tor to aid him in making raids, and they 
are paid « fixed por diem wile employed. 
eu further ask if there is any provision of law for the payment of com- 


msation on account of officers who may be killed or may be so injured as 
to be unable to continue in the performance of their duties. In reply you 
aré advised that this office regrets to state that no provision of law has been 
made for compensation in these cases. * * * 
Iam, respectfully, yours, J. W. YERKES, Commissioner. 


DEPUTY MARSHALS. 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
Washington, D. C., February 27,4902. 
Hon. JAMES R. MANN, 
House of Representatives. 

Sir: Referring bo your letter dated the 24th instant, you are informed that 
it would be very difficult (if possible) to ascertain from the records of this 
Department the number of deputy United States marshals who have been 
injured while in the performance of duty during the past year or for several 
years back. 

There is no provision made for the payment of compensation where dep- 
uty marshals have been killed or so injured as to be unable to continue in 
the performance of their duties. The killing of deputy marshals in some 
districts is of frequent occurrenoe. This is especially true in the mountain 


districts of the South. 
Respectfully, P. C. KNOX, Attorney-General. 


TWO REVENUE OFFICERS KILLED BY MOONSHINERS—BLOODY BATTLE 
FOUGHT IN THE MOUNTAINS OF KENUTCKY. 

LEXINGTON, Ky., January 27, 1901. 
The bloodiest battle in the history of the State between moonshiners and 
revenue officers occurred January 25 on Elkhorn Creek, on the line between 
Pike and Knott counties. Rouate. Marshal James Hollifield and Simon 
Combs, of the revenue party, were killed. Rufus Wooton and Ambrose Am- 
burgy, of the , received flesh wounds, and Blaine Combs was captured. 
As none of the revenue party escaped, reports received have been meager. 
Elkhorn Creek is 3) miles from the nearest railroad station and in a rough 
mountain country. A strong force of revenue officers will be sent after the 
, shiners. 


UNITED STATES CIVIL SERVICE RETIREMENT ASSOCIATION, 
Washington, D. C., February 28, 1902. 
Hon. JAMES R. MANN, 
United States House of Representatives. 

DEAR Str: Your favor of the 24th instant requesting to be informed 
whether any bill has been introduced into the House or Senate designed to 
carry out the wishes of our associatlon has been received. 

I regret to state that we have been unable as yet to present our measure. 
The delay has been caused by a number of circumstances, chief among which 
has been the difficulty in obtaining accurate and reliable data from which to 
base the measure. We hx Re, however, to have a bill introduced in the near 
future, and we will promptly notify you of the fact and send you an advanced 
copy of the proposed measure. 





Secretary United States Civil Service Retirement Association. 


CLERKS’ PENSION PROJECT—BILL BEING DRAFTED TO RETIRE AGED GOV 
ERNMENT EMPLOYEES—PROPOSED SYSTEM OF CARING FOR LIFELONG 
WORKERS BEING FORMULATED BY COMMITTEE IN CHARGE. 


For several weeks the rooms of the executive committee of the United 
States Civil Service Retirement Association, in the Evans Building, 1424 New 
York avenue, have been the scene of great activity. Thiscommittee is com- 

y0sea vt the president of the association, Jacob W. Starr, Vice-Presidents 

ickens Neagle and Solomon E. Faunce, Secretary John E. Brooks, Treas- 
urer Henry C. Swan, and Robert Armour, W. W. H'te, Raymond Loranz 
George W. Harsch, EB. A. Edifford, 0. H. Campbell, Joseph Stewart, David 
A. Caldwell, George A. Bacon, Darius A. Green, A. F. McMilian, C. E. Bald- 
win, and Israel W. Stone, representing all the Executive Departments and 
independent bureaus in this city, and is eee by the association with 
formulating ee a bill to Congress which shall have for its object 
the retirement of the superannuated employees not only of the civil service 
in Washington, but also of the force in the United States at large, suchas the 

-offices, custom-houses, subtreasuries, etc. 

To that end its labor has been unremitting and laborious. The regular 
meetings of the committee are held on Saturday evening, at which much 
business of a routine nature is acted on and conferences are held over propo- 
sitions submitted for consideration. A large amount of correspondence is 
had with somewhat similar organizations throughout the country—from 
Boston to San Francisco and from Detroit to New Orleans—and the secretary 
is kept busy in answering the scores of inquiries coming in from all quarters. 

The labors of the committee, while pleasurable, have been somew hat oner- 

ous. As early as the second session of the last Congress it succeeded in hav- 
ing a resolution pass the Senate calling upon the Executive Departments for 
such detailed information as would enable it to formulate a bill to present to 
the present Congress. Information was so furnished by the Executive De- 
~artments, but owing to the difference of interpretation as to the details 
desired much of it could_not be . "Therefore at its own expense it had 
some 30,000 cards printed, which, by the kindness of the heads of depart- 
ments, were placed on the desk of each cengloyes, and collected and sent to 
the committee rooms. Thecard required of each employee his or her age on 
birthday preceding July 1, 1901, present salary per annum, total years of 
Government service, exclusive of military or naval, and the name of the de- 
partment where now employed. 

There have been more than 20,000 of these cards received, and the commit- 
tee have them nearly all assorted. This has taken much time and labor, the 
members often working until a late hour in the evening. In making this as- 
sortment each card has m handled from three to five times, so that when 
finally placed upon the assorting boards it can be tabulated with but one 
more handling. Quite a number of matters have developed which would be 
exceedingly interesting to statisticians, but the committee has concluded not 
to make public this tabulation, at least not until after a bill has been formu- 
lated, when a statement will be probably forwarded to the proper commit- 

tees of the House and Senate, accompanied by the report of a reputable ac- 
tuary, who will be employed to ascertain what can be done with the figures 
as given. 

6 committee has a lively appreciation of the fact that their friends in 
the service are anxious to learn what the result of its labors will be, and ex- 
pectantly hoping to see a bill introduced at this session. Much encourage- 
ment has been given by such Con: en and public officials as have knowl- 
edge of what the committee has done, and such as have visited the committee 
rooms have manifested a great d of interestinitsundertaking. Itseems 
to be the universal sentiment of these two classes of officials that something 
must be done to relieve the civil service of superannuated employees and at 
the same time provide some method by which these faithful servants shall 
be relieved from penury and want, 
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VARIOUS PENSION PLANS IN PRIVATE LIFE—PENNSYLVANIA RAILROAD 
COMPANY. 

All officers and employees who shall have attained the age of 70 years, or 
who, between the ages of 6 and 70, have become physically incapacitated, 
and who have been for thirty years in the service of the company, are enti- 
tled toa pension of 1 per cent of the average regular monthly pay for ten 
years preceding retirement for each year of service. The company sets aside 
an amount not to exceed $300,000 a year to meet the pension allowances, and 
whenever the pensions amount to more than that then they are to be scaled 
down to come within that sum. 


CHICAGO AND NORTHWESTERN RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The age of retirement, length of service, and amount of pension is the 
same as in the Pennsylvania Railroad scheme, but the amount set apet ba 
the company shall not exceed $200,000 a year. And when the pensions exc 
that amount a new rate is to be established to bring it within that sum. 


ILLINOIS CENTRAL RAILROAD COMPANY. 


All officers and cmatayess who reach the age of 70 years and have been ten 
years in the service of the company shall be retired on pension. Men con- 
nected with the actual operation of trains, such as engineers, firemen, brake- 
men, switchmen, etc., may be retired at the age of 65. Persons between 61 
and 70, who have been ten years in the service and who have become inca- 
pacitated, may be retired on pension. The amount of the pension is for each 
year of service 1 per cent of the average monthly pay received for the ten 
years preceding retirement. The company makes a yearly appropriation of 
100,000, and whenever the pension allowances exceed that sum they are to 
be ratably reduced. 
FIRST NATIONAL BANK OF CHICAGO. 

Officers and employees contribute 3 per cent of their salaries to the pen- 
sion fund. Pensions are granted when the age of 60 years is reached after 
fifteen years’ service in the bank, and employees are compelled to retire at 
the age of 65. Pension allowed is one-fiftieth or2 per cent of the salary paid 
at the date of retirement, for each year of service, provided that in no case 
should it exceed thirty-five-fiftieths or 70 per cent of such salary. Other re- 
strictions concerning the pension fund are imposed. 

EUROPEAN INSURANCE COMPANIES. 


In Europe it is stated that there are insurance companies which make a 
specialty of writing pension policies. One of the leading insurance companies 
in this class of business is the Wilhelma-Magdeburg, which issues policies to 
employees between the ogue of 2i and 40 years, inclusive. The annual pre- 
miums equal 10 per cent of the yearly salary of the insured onions at the 
time of effecting the insurance, and, in addition, 4 per cent of each increase 
of salary, which is, however, only to be paid once. Pensions are paid when 
an employee is injured so as to be unable to work, after five years’ service, 
or when he becomes 65 years of age. Pensions are also paid to widows and 
minor children up to the - of 18 years. The amount of the pension paid is 
equal to ten-sixtieths of the average yearly salary drawn and, in addition, 
one-sixtieth of such average yearly salary for each year of service above five 
years, but the whole pension is not to exceed forty-five sixtieths of such 
average yearly salary. 

THE MITTEL-DEUTSCH CREDIT BANK. 

Each employee pays an initiation fee of 5 per cent of his yearly salary 
when he enters the service and 5 per cent of each increase of his salary, and 
then pays as yearly dues 3 per cent of his salary up to 3.000 marks and 4 per 
cent in excess of 3,000 marks up to4,000 marks. An employee who has served 
twenty-five years and has passed his sixty-fifth year is entitled to a pension. 
The amount of the pension is based upon $5} per cent of the last-drawn salary 
for ten years’ service; 1 per cent additional for each year of the second 
ten-years’ service and 2 per cent additional for each year of service above 
twenty years’ service; provided that the total pension shall not exceed 2,400 
marks per year. There are various other provisions and details concerning 
this pension scheme. 

THE GERMAN GOVERNMENT. 


In general, the German Government _—* pension for each employee of 
the Government if, aftera service of at least ten years, he becomes incapaci- 
tated. Or if he is injured while on duty, he is entitled toa pension even if 
the service is less than ten years. The rate of pension is twenty-eightieths of 
the salary for ten years’ service, and an additional one-eightieth for each 
ensuing year of service, but shall not exceed sixty-eightieths. 


RETIRED LIST IN THE ARMY. 


In the Army there are two retired lists—one the limited re- 
tired list, and the other the unlimited retired list. The limited 
list is limited by act of Congress to 350, and on it are placed of- 
ficers who are retired prior to the of 64 years, such as those 
retired for physical disability or for length of service. When of- 
ficers on the limited list become 64 years of age they are trans- 
ferred to the unlimited list. 

The unlimited list consists of officers who are retired on ac- 
count of reaching the age of 64 years. 

RETIRED LIST IN THE NAVY. 


In the Navy, under sections 1443, 1444, and 1445 of the Revised 
Statutes, officers above the grade of lieutenant, commander and 
below the rank of vice-admiral shall be retired on reaching the age 
of 62 and may be retired upon their own application after forty 
years’ service. Underthe personnel bill, approved March 3, 1899, 
a limited number of officers of the grades of captain, commander, 
and lieutenant-commander may be retired upon their own appli- 
cation under section 8, and under the provisions named in section 
9 there may, under certain circumstances, be compulsorily retired 
not more than 5 captains, 4 commanders, 4 lieutenant-commanders, 


and 2 lieutenants in any one year. 

Officers may also be retired for incapacity resulting from inci- 
dental service under act of August 3, 1861, and under certain con- 
ditions for physical disability under other acts. 

In a report favoring the passage of this bill there is a statement 
showing the pay of officers of the Revenue-Cutter Service under 
existing law and under the pending bill. Thisstatement was pre- 
sumably furnished by the Revenue-Cutter Service. It is mislead- 
ing. It gives the pay table of officers under existing law as 


$374,600 and the pay table of the officers whose pay would be af- 
fected by the provisions of the pending bill under said bill at 
$479,960. Both of these items relate to the active list; but in or- 
der to compute the last-named amount the statement excludes 
consideration of the officers who would be subject to retirement 
upon the of this bill, which of course makes the longevity 
pay less than it would otherwise be. 

This, of course, was perfectly rae as to that statement, but in 
connection with it is the pay table of the officers on the permanent 
waiting-orders list, both under existing law and under the pend- 
ing bill. This gives the pay of officers on the waiting-orders list 
under existing law at $23,850 and under pending bill at $50,925. 
But the latter figure does not include the pay of any officers who 
would be at once retired under the pending bill. The table con- 
tains a recapitulation of the pay of active and retired officers 
under existing law and under the pending bill, giving the former 
at $398,450 and under the latter $530,820. But this computation 
does not include the pay of officers who would be entitled to re- 
tirement at the time of the passage of the bill, and they are not 
considered in the statement given either in the active service or 
on the retired list, so that the item in said statement showing the 
annual increase by pending bill at $132,370 is misleading and does 
not state the true facts or give the true increase. 

Pay table as authorized under existing law, 
ACTIVE LIST. 

















Annual 
salary Total 

rR En laa iis illo tas a cee denenshsbiea nee medaeds $2, 500.00 , 500. 00 
ooo eanmndphinabeanings | 1,800.00 66, 600. 00 
ED A. Ue cwuninimnnaneodasn | 1,500.00 | 55,500.00 
i as os eane wenaeidbcunminnening 1,200.00 44, 400.00 
an EE ee. oncacnacesnd heasaeesoees 2,500.00 2,500.00 
35 chief engineers, Bt ...... ...-202---02o----- eoncna coos eeenee 1,800.00 63,000. 00 
17 first assistant engineers, at......................-..---- | 1,500.00 25, 500.00 
18 second assistant engineers, at .........................- ) 1,200.00 21,600.00 
DINED v:cicdcas be ccbibitun deechiameetdnesancassneeih 1,800.00 1,800.00 

OA ac a er Scandal | 873, 400.00 

RETIRED AND WAITING-ORDERS LISTS. 

BR OB... coccnsiis peannntnens cease nesses diathtenenn $2, 500.00 $2, 500.00 
CRE. nc ccksnidsgcccuccvcevennecseseqciscoutseutbns 1,250.00 5,000.00 
Ce IG 5 ocr cvcccontinensennscbweentenhpantian } 900.00 8, 600.00 
NOI DRO sane en apmemmnnciminiinianl 750.00 750.00 
2, CEE ROOTRONIING ND «scan cece cece cccene adcccceces woscee | 600.00 600.00 
II 6a cptticewincqedesesnuntdecsshbousenta ; 900.00 8, 100.00 
6 first assistant engineers, at.........................-..-. 750.00 4,500,00 
3 second assistant engineers, at...................-..-..-- | 600.00 as 

IR icin ckehie tipinincied hake clsetttighdstindinnmamones andiunmea 26, 850. 00 

RECAPITULATION. 

Total active list. ....... 22. oc ccce secnce conc ccccenecweccconcecsctscese , 400.00 
Total retired and waiting-orders lists....................-..-.----.. 26, 859.00 

NOE icatinn scccisntdiniacminihdidapinis weinenihimiaubimbintnnaltdaediads 400, 250.00 


Pay table under proposed law for fiscal year ending June 30, 1898. 
ACTIVE LIST. 























OF IE BE crecesincdn abv neeerennsgebigeeiunenina $3, 500.00 
i COD 6 cxcbc csncdowscceeneiiiss bonedbeabesen 2,520.00 
ee NI nin cliepccncabddiinde Cdadunibbecnen 2,340.00 
ee I BD io bina ceo ccctinwsccsntincénsccwniincen 2,160.00 
I Sv nintedncevodatcccatedebeousbandetell 1,800. 00 
ee eee 1,650.00 
BA OE III OS cc cecnticn cesses cncctseccnstacnesé 1,500. 00 
OE erat 1, 400.00 
RR Er IN Road hi cticnasewanuccewsntncsncoccnsell 8,500.00 
21 chief engineers, at .............-.-.--.--.--------------- 2, 520.00 
De ID ei ckienntcccssccciesccticccncise cial 2,340.00 
8 chief engineers, at ....-...-..--------s0ce-----eeeee on neee 2,160.00 
1 first assistant engineer, at................-.....-..--<00- 1, 800. 00 
16 first assistant engineers, at.........................---- 1,650.00 
5 second assistant engineers, at.-..............-...-------- 1,540.00 
18 second assistant engineers, at.................-..-....- 1,400. 00 
PU Given cqateaidancndnbetntecadsatiens <iimenne 1,800.00 
IE citivid nnnciicbtctinovenininan evescunccaiivnssinn 
RETIRED LIST. 
SO ntR RD wikiicnccntnshntidbbninnndintietinegiliatbaiabaul $31, 500.00 
15 pw pee a lh. .ni siti ooiennteiiaasaaitiaisabetimbbikiepeatal 8, 350. 4 
4 first lieutenants, at............ -ileliakah hiniiaiiasianinabaaetiall 7, 560. = 
l second lieutenant, at.......... idiminsienileinallaiicaiaiiotainie oe 
1 third Houtenant, at... anh ve ebaaataaaeln 1 OD 
6 first assistant engineers, at ......................-.-.---- > ee. 
2 second assistant engineers, at ............ 2, 940. 00 
lsecond assistant engineer, at....... ; 
Poted ...ccccssnsdh pcre mstcbcntine uated eae anal 
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’ RECAPITULATION. 

Pabel MAE BE BONED TG, .cccen cccnen enpereccusresssopeqensaneegwenee $472, 420.00 

NE I «enna ch ne dial ninine tne al gah nsaieinmemtidiveliniies , 992. 50 
TN ils nina lita ae os el icin tet lied ite ile ligialsclintae 556, 412. 50 

Total pay on active and retired lists under present law-............ 490, 250. 00 

Total pay on activeand retired lists under proposed law.......... 556, 412. 50 


WASHINGTON, D. C., February 26, 1902. 

Sir: The Bureau is in receipt of your letter of the 24th instant, requestin 
the rate of pay ofa lieutenant-commander in the Navy who a service 0 
twenty years, both for sea duty and shore duty; and in reply thereto begs to 
inform you that an officer of this rank and service receives, while at sea, 
$3,500, without any allowances, and on shore, in the United States, $2,975 
and quarters. If quarters are not furnished in kind, he is entitled to com- 
mutation thereof at the rate of $48 per month. 

A. 8. KENNY, 


Respectfully, 
Paymaster-General United States Navy, 
Hen. JAMES R. MANN, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


PAY IN THE NAVY. 


Officers on the active list in the Navy receive the following 
rates of pay: 


Lieutenant-commanders on sea duty-......-...-------------0----eneeenee $2,500 
Lieutenant-commanders on shore duty -.....-..---..0.---eeeceseenenneee 2,125 
| Al ditt in anti nba tinhhannmsaetanaamierdnekmbobimels 1,800 
1 Ag eh. csi eens a citeliniinenndsmellliahie 1,530 
Lieutenants (junior grade) on sea duty ............--.----------------20 1,500 
Lieutenants (junior grade) on shore duty................-.-------.s..---- 1,275 
GE gh aikinetuk ticdanicnduccenccunmiiinnidetendnndiisitenii , 400 
I AE anti ccccntcntincdsmitteananiweninnnnandiupe 1,190 


In other words, they receive 15 per cent less than the full pay 
of their rank when on shore in this country. 

In addition to the above amounts, they receive 10 per cent in- 
crease for each period of five years’ service up to an increase of 


40 per cent. 

nsigns and lieutenants (junior grade) in the Navy receive $24 
r month for commutation of quarters when not furnished pub- 

ic quarters, lieutenants receive $36 per month, and lieutenant- 
commanders $48 per month. By reason of the longevity pay, the 
salary of a lieutenant-commander is practically $3,500 per year, 
besides allowances. 

Pay in the Army. 





| Commuta- 


‘ - | tion of 

Salaries. 

Salaric quarters 
per month. 


ee { — 


$2, 500 


Officers. 


} 








a ee einen nabeianncwmitinn $48 
PE Sa Ps i aE RR SE pc a A ena 1, 800 36 
I ak a lillie oie ceepininieindial 1,500 | 24 
I mci ett teneanbalae | 1,400 24 


In addition to the above salaries they receive 10 per cent in- 
crease for each five years’ service up to an increase of 40 per 
cent, so that practically the salary of a major is $3,500 a year, 

' besides allowances. 


VARIOUS STATEMENTS AND LETTERS SHOWING COMPARISONS BETWEEN SALARIES PAID TO REVENUE-CUTTER OFFICERS AND SALARIES PAID ON OTHER 


VESSELS BELONGING TO THE CIVIL BRANCH OF THE GOVERNMENT AND 


SALARIES PAID IN THE MERCHANT MARINE, AND SHOWING THAT REVENUE- 


CUTTER OFFICERS NOW RECEIVE FAR HIGHER SALARIES THAN ARE PAID FOR CORRESPONDING SERVICE IN THE MERCHANT MARINE. 


Yearly or monthly pay. 





















































" - | Lieutenants, officers, or mates. | Engineers and assistants. 
an I iat ser ieecii delta dhelaicterioe=e HidealiPieinwnd kaosscnniatiinilpieenmeninaes parentage id ines = 
Vessels. or | Wiest co } | ’ 
nage. | master chief. Second. | Third. | Fourth. Chief. | First. | Second. Third. | Fourth. | Eighth. 
Revenue cutters, | | | 

Seminole, at Boston ..................-..- UEP A decadowen $1,800.00 |*§1,500.00 .........-/...... oe ad sian 

Chandler, Boston Harbor ........-- 95 i kd ete amain Ri a eiaentiel | 1,800.00 |-----220+=|~202ee==-- li cai igs eas 

Calumet, at New York Harbor dut ‘ cdanicigl etna: iii bintbirid dada usechameeiesie 

Windom, at Baltimore ..................- é 2,500.00 | 1,800. Deceit | 1,800.00 |*1, 500.00 |.....-.--. idibcaredtiedre lit tee ai 

Morrill, at Milwaukee...................- 288 | 2,500.00 1,800.00 [1,500.00 Re i sits EMD Be ocnes dens Tn. tenis a 

Rush, at Sitka, Alaska...................- 900 | 2,500.00 |.......... #1, 500.00 |*1, 200.00 |... 2.2... 1,800.00 | 1,500.00 | 1,200.00 }.......22-]. 2.000... a 

United States transports. | | 

Viena hil ial eked a alia nana 141 eee lil cnikin dana ERE Ce isieepttht bce I i 

QROGIE so see fae eee cas | 4,126} 200.00} 100.00} 75.00 |.........- tie Salbpistiaiinmlele ogi aeb ten ac aketat ete aban since 

Gntth, Si cna tice detdinee toposes 5,658 | 8,000.00 | 1,500.00 | 900.00 | 780.00 | $720.00 | 2,100.00 | 1,820.00 | 1,080.00 | $960.00 |... -. * 

Atlantic coast transports ...............-|.ccce.-- 200.00 100. 00 75.00 65.00 60.00 150. 00 100. 00 7.) -- GQ, ..........|......---- 

° | i 
Coast Survey steamers. | | 
| 

Pathfinder, in Alaska...................-- Re ee is 125.00 100. 00 Ct mt: ee | ia ote 

McArthur, in Alaska ...................-- WO Eadie wes Bcc tettisecstdsccchocestecech RED ee 
Marine Hospital, | | 

Bronmrel Tas dd ackndc cevenesenahs wetneecculcesees chespenkabounslucsutederalaucececone Liapone-dinivs SOG | ccwnewene|nceqce ecee peande 
Light-House Service. | | 

Tug BOU0,..--<cneropadeve essnecsuonctuaces 135 |. 165.00 90.00 115.00 ' 

Tender Geranium 356 150. 00 80.00 80.00 3 

Tender Mayflower’... .....cccoccccceses-- 72 150. 00 80.00 80.00 “ 

yD ES CS ae 423 150.00 80.00 ED )\:: M Rirtmews enutindmavgunitunnes saves loose secede 

Beamsnee Pi ci ciccccmecctonua 1,062 200.00 100.00 ee, i cenclinwaenemocusalpsenseased 

Tender Amaranth on lakes. ........-.---- 743 150. 00 80.00 90. 00 - 

Atlantic coast light vessels generally.-...|.....-.--. 1,000.00 | 780.00 SD HO Siete cence ation lscnsencsinviictaces 

Merchant-marine steamers. 

Ameri il: | 
oe i i ED Ran bscmenets 120.00 70.00 60.00 40.00 150.00 100.00 85. 00 70.00 $65. 00 $50. 00 
Mexico (New York to Habana) -.-.-.- SRS 85. 00 60.00 .9D $..2..--...- 150.00 90. 00 75.00 60.00 |.....-----|--....---- 
Admiral Sampson ...................- SD Bithimisacdte 70.00 SS eee 125.00 90. 00 70.00 SME Terres sin tieere oiiinimeate 

Oceanic (British) ...........-......-...... RE Bao arco 97.20 63.18 53. 46 38. 88 170.10 87.48 82. 62 72.90 63.18 48. 68 

Kaiser Wilhelm (German) .......-..--..- TE faves cnoves 66. 64 88.08 30. 04 23.80} 119.00 71.40 60. 69 51.17 41. 65 26.18 

®2 each ‘ 
Great Lakes steamers, yearly or monthly wages. 
| P Officers or mates. Engineers. 
\Captain or Stabe i icc like sh nical a: a 
master. | First. Chief. | Second. per year. 
| 
















Goodrich Transportation Co.: 
Columbus aa 4 
irginia ... : 

CRN rr 746 
a varnvancngtinigns cdetabencs senens 1,177 
Williams Sn Line, 4 steamers (each) -.- 700 
South Haven Line (say average is about) ....---------------------]-----02+-0-- 
Manitou Steamship Co., steamship Manitou ...---.--------------- 8,000 

Lake ant Lake Shore Transportation Co., passenger 
steamship City of Traverse .........-..--.-.----:---s------+----- 1,153 

Average on British vessels in foreign trade of 2,000 tons 


OP GR id Wists Ach sccmtate oucsndigiin cotean 
Average wages on German steamships in foreign trade in 1900--|.--.-------- 








Second. | 


} nope — 


Third. 

















! WB Sci cs’ 8 

1,800 % 70 1,500 op ee 4 
150 65 45 125 Che weneamedininle i 4 
150 65 45 125 Ut Dsleamtatiine S asdibntiid anilaiad 
115 BDF ncnca conses BEE esos ewns sens setae 8} 

1,200 OOF hiitinnn<nted MEE Maid ateh co Aedes obnieslapenincanece 
000 100 75 1,500 100 | $75 | 5 

| 


85 


57 
47 
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(From Report of Commissioner of Navigation. ] 
Average rates of monthly wages paid in the American merchant marine for 
jiscal year ended June 30, 1901. 























Steam. 
: t ; fp is ane 
= a E | to ja. 
Port. © la/ela ee g Agi ad | Se | ck 
ae ~ A1eSl She 3 ¥ 
28) 2] B #12818 23/2: 
2] ¢ |B) E28] £28 | os 
|< A}o | & La a |e | @ 
TO GREAT BRITAIN. j 
From 500 to 1,500 tons. 
IG TE i sasccciciticinsaib rate $25. 8 i 00 340. 00,360. oo}. 00'$30. 00'$115. 0070. 00 
| 
Over 1,500 tons. | | 
| 
Wew York _..................| 25.00) 87.50) 50.00/120. 00; 70.00) 40. 00 150. 00100. 00 | 
TO SOUTH AMERICA. | i 
From 500 to 1,500 tons. | | 
| } | 
ine | 25. 00}...... | 30.00) 60.00; 45.00, 30.00; 100.00] 70.00 
PPREEEIA., «onc cccnccncnces = NR alg. 75. 00 50. 00) 30.00 125. 00) 75.00 
Over 1,500 tons. | 
| i } 
Siete TE C.. .enieeewne | 25.00) 30.00 40,00) 80.00) 60.00, 40.00) 125.00) 75.00 
WEEE. s --chankodunnnaeee PP. Slescscs 35.00; 65.00)...... 35.00, 110,00) 75.00 
} j 
TO WEST INDIES, MEXICO, | 
AND CENTRAL AMERICA. 
From 500 to 1,500 tons, 
Baltimore. . lai 25.00 30.00) 35. 00 55.00) 45.00 30.00 100.00) 70.00 
EE eahinengetnscnetanib-ote "| 25:00, 30.00, 30.00) 70.00, 40.00 40.00, 125.00] 90.00 
gE | 26.00) 30.00 35.00) 65.00. 6.00 35.00, 115. 00) 73.00 
Over 1,500 tons. | 
PENG. wenn srewoenanereed 30.00) 35.00) 35.00) 60.00 45.00 35.00) 115. 70.00 | 
Boston -_........-....-..---.-| 25.00) 30.00) 35.00) 70.00 40.00! 40.00) 125.00) 90.00 | 
SN SN INOID ai cscs ciesciabintnlohinnls 30.00) 35.00) 60.00 75.00 50.00 50.00) 125.00) 75.00 
SE EEE a iininssisemnceicinioeiatl | 25.00) 30.00) 40.00 75.00, 55.00) 35.00) 125.00, 80.00 
SGMIUIIE ... .. cncasenancceccesdl AME asthe 70.00 45.00, 35.00} 100.00 70.00 
Philadelphia. - fp eaicnininantenatiee 25. 38, 30.17) 31.08 69.53 oa 84. 89) 122.19, 86. 41 
| } | } 
ATLANTIC AND GULF COAST- | | | 
ING TRADE. 
Under 500 tons. | | 
| | | | 
ia ea melon 25.00; 30.00). ..... 75.00, 45.00 35.00) 110.00 75.00 
RSS 25. 00) .....- 30.00 656. 41,...... 35.00) 102. 67 65.83 
From 500 to 1,500 tons. | 
Ee i | 25.00) 90.00). ..... 75.00; 45.00 35.00) 125.00, 75.00 
ca 25.00) 30.00) 30.00, 65.00 40.00) 35.00) 115.00, 85.00 
EY CORRES .. . ..noneceakeneee | 30.00) 35.00) 60.00, 75.00, 50.00) 50.00} 125.00: 75.00 
3. ESR 115. 00, 75. 00 


| 25. 00 ate 35.00 65.00, 45.00 35. 





Average mon thly wages paid to first engineers on American steam vessels, 139% 
to 1901. 


aS 


Port. | agos. | 1995. | as07. | 1896. | 1890. | 
TO WEST INDIES, MEX- 
1cO, AND CENTRAL | 
AMERICA 
Over 1,500 tons. | 

















I ice icine -- $100. 00 |g100.00 |........j-- $115.00 
Boston. acacia ies lil : ...| 110.00 |$125. 00 |$125.00°| “125.00 
New Orleans..........|....---- anil | 125.00 pe SS I | 125.00 | 125.00 
New York. .... $125. 00 ($125. 00 87. 50 | 125. 00 125.00 | 125.00 
Norfolk _... eiiinaiod m 100. 00 
Philade iphia - 125. 00 125. 00 122.19 
III 5 nccetnalinbintrenehoomamnen EY Dinvciiinitnnlietiiteialictantaniaae 50. 00 
ATLANTIC AND GULF | 
COASTING TRADE. | 
From 500 to 1,500 tons. | 
Baltimore ........--..- Ls csacuapraielheenetiviedcientnaniee 115.00 | 90.00 | 110.00} 125.00 
2 oncubibnncadacnnae SS dicctees | 85.00! 75.00 | 100.00 | 100.00 |_... 2. 
SPONDS, ..ns adsnittadninedUinanmeiiel picigletaeltnada aie | 100.00 120.00 | 110.00 | 115.00 
RING, «sc ninsnloesisiesiaiindl nea tall cn iil a eee te. 
New Orleans .........- 125.00 | 125.00 |........ 125.00 | 125.00 | 125.00 125.00 
Newport News......../.......- | tietnndineshonsal 120.00 | 90.15 | 100.00 | 54.96 
OT TOUR... -csconssséselinntaanindinedna 100.00 | 100.15 | 100.00 115.00 
Pensacola .... 125.00 | 125.00 | 125.00) 125.00 
Philade Iphia _. ! | 125.00 j,....... 
DUE . cicscusabeduieeedunel nected ae 
NS REE ae 115.00 | 115.00 
SSIES EE let ie tl 
Wy EINTOOR...ccccccce| GEE Iecscthiaiibaunaeiiaheeeiaeaiiedlicadinnes EOE 


Over 1,500 tons. 


| 
| 
Baltimore ............. 


Average monthly wages paid to first engineers, etc.—Continued. 


Port. 1984. | 1895. | 1897. 1898. | 1899. 1900. | 1901. 
| 














——_— 


ATLANTIC AND GULF 
COASTING TRADE— 
continued. 


Over 1,500 tons. 


New Orleang........ 
_ gs ET 


--|$105.0 Ti 0 giz 25. 00 | 
Norfolk ...... . 
Philadelphia lies daibenaelnebaiedniannd 


ae ue | 125.00 | 120.00 | 125.00" 
Providence............ PPebss ideale i Mille asin ncetseinentedl \- 


Average monthly wages paid to first mates on American steamers, 1891, to 1901. 


- 13125. 00 wo 00 $125. 06 
125.00 |$125.00 | 125.00 


$125.00 
125.00 


"164. 16 






































} 
Port. 1894. | 1895. | 1897. 1898. 1899. | 1900. | 1901, 
TO WEST INDIES, MEX- . 
1cO, AND CENTRAL 
AMERICA. 
Over 1,500 tons. 
petsmase papell ouiedidinnatichatieal |----ee-- $60.00 SREP Sinks icwahiignacienn $60.00 
OD <n muies ctichieinetinspalbiaedt aha Meta as Si oleae oak aa 
IO. iS snecnavectabbcqedhd |-n--0--|--2-----| 70.00 | $60.00 | $70.00} 70.0) 
SS en Rees aoe Ran 75.00 | %.00 j.......- 75. 00 75.00 
i a, ag Pe seenanelehiniien $80.00 | $80.00 - A tans 50.00 | 65.00 | 75.00 75.00 
| orfo shes ectedniniitta a tae awqutheutaaditaiie ti lial 70.00 
| Philadelphia -~°°222222] "95:00 |"95.00 |""65.00 |-2722-22 60.00 | F000 | 9.53 
Port Townsend .......|.......- l ddhbichactecainigaee lesb secu adnate genGdeubenis a... 
Providence ............ nl ateleal Sih wai dh inkl Ls cktinecheddestenbehaiadibdres. 
EE I, ind cath cvosadetiatasbani DOES licabcadahercabuesbaeeal 100.00 
ATLANTIC AND GULF 
COASTING TRADE. 
Over 1,500 tons. 
eeepere owecoce secees - 75.00 
ER eccccccaceccosceces - o- a 
| SRD ccd iinthienbinhb ie cbamnndltes 70.00 
coe" coceceaseelecsoeses Jon eensee|eenene =~ Jrvreecea|--neneen|oweewnnl an meenne 
New Bedfo pean gecinsne cotalencspocdiéegevseelsenees bs seonee ieee 00 
New Or sd eeatheh tneeabinninndiaitiaadiet | 75.00 | 75.00 |-nerne= 75.00 75. 00 
SE DEON iis ici abrinedietlvogbinnd obtged Gajsckedsgubecieum ition SEER ccs ue 
New See 65.00 80.00 | Caimi | 65.00 | 65.00 | 75.00] 70.00 
IORGEEE, avgoce accconcsalececccesioenswe osictesecce Joods wecaleeccceesloosescos|eces-- 
Philadelphia ...-.....- Saeed | 95.00 | 65.00 | "0.00 Jono f no eeo 75.00 
SUGNRENE . ciccn code ssss Sipe nagied Méhaninte dios weahed Inctuddcduian OM a eM nen ce 
Providence............ | Keita Bbc lease caus | leila TRO Binbandiiteii ace 


| 
| 
Trusting that 





GOODRICH TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, 
SUPERINTENDENT'S OFFICE, 
Chicago, February 6, 1902. 
Dear Sie: Your letter of February 1 addressed to this company has bee on 
ees to me for attention, and I gladly attach hereto the information 
call or. 
You will note that the captains and engineers of the steamship Columbus 
and steamship Virginia get a yearly salary, but the officers of the other boats 
do not draw during the winter lay-up season. 































this fully covers what ro desire, I am —, stfully, 

COCHRAN Superintendent. 

Mr. JAMEs R. MAnw 
House of 1. rn Washington, D. C. 
Salaries of of officers. 
Chief | Second! 

Gross | Mas- First |Second) In com- 

Boat. tons. | ter. engi- oa \officer.| officer.| mission. 
asleep 
Columbus ........- +a 9$1, 500 |9g1,500 $90 $90 $70 | 3 months. 
Virginia. .........- ‘ou6 | 1/800 |*1'500} 90} 90] 70 | 4months. 
§ 10 125 90 6 45 | 8 months. 
pS atreemae 125 90 60 40 | 4 months. 
125 90 65 45 | 8 months. 
GPE ee 13 90 60 40 | 4 months. 
1 90 65 45 | 8 months. 
pape 125 90 60 40 | 4 months. 
125 90 65 45 | 8 months. 
Sees 125 90 60 45 | 4 months. 
1% 90 65 45 | 8 months. 
A eanging aay 125 90 60 40 | 4 months. 
Ss niei oti 125 90 65 4 | 4 months. 
caida boadel 1% 90 6 4 | 4 months. 





* Yearly. 
In connection with the above would state that the Columbus runs from the 


latter part of June to the first week in September and the steamship Virginia 








from the middle of June until the latter part of September or first of October. 
Steamers Chicago and Sheboygan run tically du the same time. 1p 
the winter time three of the other five ts run throughout. 


LAKE MICHIGAN AND LAKE SUPERIOR 
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, 
C February 


7, 1902. 

Hon. JAMEs R. Mawn, M. C., Washington, D. C. ; 
DEAR Srp: In reply to your letter of the Ist instant, the rate of paid 
by us to masters, mates, and engineers on our passenger steamers is as follows: 


Per month. 
2 $165 








1902. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





The time they are employed is about seven and one-half months, which is 


the extent of our season of navigation. The engineers usually 
longer time than masters or mates, and their time would pro 
over eight months. 


ut in a little 

bly extend 
It depends on the work there is to doin their depart- 
ment. The gross tonnage of our passenger steamers is as follows: Steamer 
City of Traverse, 1,153 tons; steamer Peerless, 1,199 tons. There are no wages 
paid during the lay-up season in winter except for ship keepers. Any other 
fiformation uired will be pleased to furnish. 


Yours, truly, 
C. F. A. SPENCER, Secretary. 


THE H. W. WILLIAMS TRANSPORTATION LINE, 
South Haven, Mich., February 7, 1902. 
Hon. JAMES R. MANN, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


DAR SiR: In reply to yours, Ist instant, below find information asked: 
Masters, $115; mates, $65; engineers, $114 per month, during season naviga- 
tion only, which commences about March 15 and closes about December 1; 
average gross tonnage our four steamers, 700 tons. 

ours, y; 
THE H. W. WILLIAMS TRANSPORTATION LINE, 
Per M. E. PEARMAN, 


South HAVEN LINE STEAMERS, Sonar Soeenany, 

Chicago, Fe ary 6, 1902. 

Hon. JAMES R. MANN, - 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


DEAR S1r: Replying to your esteemed favor of the 1st instant, relative to 
scale of wages which we pay to the masters, mates, and engineers on our pas- 
senger steamers, would 5 

We are a new line, just having opened up the business last year, hence ap- 
pointed no annual men, with one exception. However, during our short sea- 
son the chief engineer drew about $1,000; the captain approximately the same. 
We had severa ye in mates, which averaged per month for first 
mate; second mate, $55 per month. 

I understand the line men were mostly employed by the year this past sea- 
son, and $1,200 for the captains and chief engineers is a very fair estimate; the 
mates about $800 per year. 

We will be very glad to furnish you any information in our power at any 
time. Weappreciate many of these subjects are for the good of the service. 
Yours, very truly, 
G. P. CORY, 


General Manager, 


MANITOU STEAMSHIP COMPANY, 
GENERAL PASSENGER DEPARTMENT, 
Chicago, February 5, 1902. 
Hon, JAMES R. MANN, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


DEAR Str: In reply to your favor of the Ist instant I have the pleasure to 
state that this company owns and operates the steamship Manitou, 3,000 gross 
tonnage. This ship is an exclusively passenger carrier, and is therefore in 
commission only about three months in the rs. and for that reason the 
wages which we pay to our employees may not be a proper criterion for the 
purposes for which you desire the information. 

Our — receives a salary of $2,000 for the season, but we have his serv- 
ices for the entire year in case we require it. The same holds good as to our 
chief engineer, who receives a salary of $1,500. Our second engineer receives 
$100 per month and the third $75 per month. Our first mate receives $100 per 
month and the second mate $75 per month, but it must be borne in mind that 
the four latter officers are probably employed from four to five months dur- 
ing the year, as it will take the additional time over the actual running sea- 
son to fit out and lay up the ship. 

Trusting that this information may be of some service to you, I am, 


Very truly, yo 
y truly, yours, JOS. BEROLZHEIM, 
General Passenger Agent. 


Unrrep STATES COMMISSION OF FISH AND FISHERIES, 
Washington, D. C., February 4, 1902. 
Hon. JAMEs R. MANN, 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


DEAR SIR: Replying 
= that the vessels of this Commission, with the exception of a sea-going 
schooner and several launches, are officered and manned by the Navy. The 
master of the schooner receives $1,500 per annum, the first mate $1,080, aud 
the second mate $840. The launches are not specially provided with crews, 
but when used are placed in charge of other employees competent to operate 


to your inquiry of February 3, I have the honor to | 


Pp 
them. There are several mac ts appropriated bor in the Commission who | 


are competent to act as engineers of the small vessels, whose pay is $960 per 


annum, 
Very respectfully, GEO. M. BOWERS, Commissioner. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE COAST AND GEODETIO SURVEY, 
Washington, D. C., February 5, 1902. 
Hon. J. R. MANN, 
House of Representatives. 

Sir: In r to your uest of the 38d instant, I give below a list of 
the officers attached ts the veusele of the Coast and Geodetic Survey. All 
officers on these vessels are either surveyors or under instructions as sur- 
veyors, and all take an active part in the navigation and management of the 
vessels; consequently the service makes no such classification as is indi- 
cated in your note, the officers being indiscriminately assigned to the deck 
to boat and landing parties to meet the varying conditions, the existence o 


certain d tions which are more purely nautical than others being sim- 
ply the me the form in which the appropriation is made. 

1 commanding officer, at $2,400 per annum ......... eu ccberesateciaves o-e- $2,400 
2 commanding officers, at $2,200 per annum............... peegencquencees Gyan 
4 commanding officers, at $1,000 per annum...........--- wrenccccccesseen See 
; - omicere, at MITE ntdmeuhinagutdpnantionnonabtay 8, 600 

ting officer, a: tin nhmenae dadhaenmeoeneuagiatih: ie 

1 saoaea navigating ofoor at Dat REE shoceumecenenenehing. ioe 
2 assistant navigating officers, at POF ANNUM... ccceseceseeceeesenee 1,440 


l assistant navigating officer, at $900 per annum......_..... cud plbawetne« $900 
5 waton ofcer, at Sid per Month... .... 2. on ccc ccc ccc ccncceeee 1,800 
4 watch officers, at $135 per month--.................... . 6, 480 
2 watch officers, at $130 per month...................-.... ccna wr 
8 watch officers, at $125 per month....................... cose Gee 
ecw we came cnceccesusuesucoucsess 2,880 
nn ccnnwerecescecccees ocescoseas 2,760 
ns ns wciinabesecccecceccececouees 1,320 
1 chief engineer, at $140 per month -..................- ice 
rr ers Oe Sie WON MROMEM . 6 nc ccncne wcenececcene coccce consce 3, 120 
Soniet Gpeimecrs, At S115 Per MONED ...... 2... 226. nn ccc cccscccncene cocene 5, 520 
9 deck officers, at $100 per month .......-. ‘ niga 10, 800 
ino cid aindieen Ceeest nude sseen ceencace 720 
hi a cere alin Walang © bandh Chetan ccedcone 7,500 
2 assistant surgeons, at $110 per month. ....................-.-.--...----- 2, 640 
3 captains’ clerks, at $110 per month... .... . ..... 2.2... .ce00e 22-205 200000 2 O40 
2 captains’ clerks, at $75 per month .............-..-.......-.-.---------- 1, 800 
Respectfully, 


O. H. TITTMANN, Superintendent. 
PAY OF REVENUE-CUTTER OFFICERS ON GREAT LAKES. 


The present statute fixing the pay of officers of the Revenue- 
Cutter Service provides for a substantial reduction of the pay 
while the officers are on leave of absence or while waiting orders. 

The Revenue-Cutter Service calculates the Revenue-Cutter ves- 
sels on the Great Lakes as in commission eight months in the 
year. (See Appendix 8, last Book of Estimates. ) 

The cutter Morrill, for instance, has 7 commissioned officers. 
She is stationed at Milwaukee, Wis. During the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1901, she traveled a total distance of 9,092 miles and 
was steaming a total of thirty-six days twelve hours and forty 
minutes for the entire year. During the months of January, 
February, and March, 1901, she did not travel a mile nor have 
steam up. During the months of December, 1900, and April, 
1901, together, she was under steam less than a total of four 
days. Her seamen were discharged, her officers had nothing to 
do, but they continued to draw full pay. 


Statement showing tonnage, number of officers and men, and monthly salaries 






































paid on various vessels. 
Number of 
| Total 
Gross officers 
Vessel. tonnage.| and men | ™ mthly 
employed. pay. 
Revenue-cutter Windom. ................---- 398 44 | $1,975 
Revenue-cutter Rush. ...... ..-...-.-000 ---- ‘. 300 41 2, 227 
Revenue-cutter Morrill ............. sha dari 288 43 1,916 
Revenue-cutter Seminole ................---- 5 56 2, 2065 
Revenue-cutter Calumet .................---- 13 12 | 800 
Revenue-cutter Chandler ................-..- % 2 7% 
Mail steamer Mexico, New York to Habana. 5, 567 92 2,940 
Mail steamer Admiral Sampson ............-. 2,104 5l | 1, 925 
American steamer St. Louis ................- 11, 629 380 | 11, 306 
German steamer Kaiser Wilhelm -.-........- 14, 349 500 | 7,715 
British steamer Oceanic................-...-- 17, 274 427 9, 891 
CALUMET. 
[128 tons. ] 
‘ Rateof | Total 
Crew pay. pay. 
TD PEO 2... cnc ccnctseccse conse cccccccceccsccccce seccnecneseces! $100 $100 
tela 6 aka cud eeneiegeidesemancauntades 45 180 
DN BS rina dndccendecestuagasmsinentnncdcauetes 50 150 
S Arcee SCION 4 ice nucusiinebinemadnhohdasiagus eins dune 35 35 
i a, oniesen Sed oun Osan Amend meee natn sene 85 85 
— Bo ae ie 
Per month. 
| 10 MON’S PAY - «2-22 002-22 e ewww e moenwe ween anes cn eees enecee cece eens eene ceeeee $500 
9D CEROSES? DAF cccece cances dececs cscssdecassccccessce i tanec ea cig mca 300 
Oak ie POR RE BEE SEES A SES, ~ 800 
CHANDLER. 
(95 tons. ] 
Rateof| Total 
rew | 
c ! pay. pay. 
|— 
SE Ciiniimnd onistannwors buevensassmiesioniahinaebtidalainns | — ¢100 $100 
1 SE cinnduccia covctiencns sown seusensethenieeeegadeanin 45 45 
IR cccicidcencecehe wocecavianatebmnenee este! 45 180 
IE as nainucenconeedecetsawsdhswecsadsdusedwemins 50 100 
TE SUEDE. cc coupe wneeetnddecs béeneneunecoaind 35 35 
A edd iden coc ccecnusaten cocdduntsocectudaswengeucede 35 35 
Bio a sccunshiionawinimneiiiun cauiiiei ain dig i atansians 495 
Per month. 
ED WONT s sndddiinnancacessscscuntendodsadéaiuddagal cin ities Nr rear % 
IE? SOU Uinictisenaccoaqcusennnadacmadtiedebhstadestciudescuccnccccccccon OOD 


Wiictens cowcsnccewscsoncoces cocescnnessestcucese eeeeee eee Seem me eee eee eee eten 708 
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Statement showing tonnage, number of officers and men, etc.—Continued. 


SEMINOLE. 


[Gross tonnage, 588.] 


















































Crew. Rate of Total 
| pay. pay. 
seaisiiaceieiiadles aed sieectticiatilindinielaamanaiaaatd iP aoe 
SI ascii iid ied onc icinsis etniibink paiieiiaatactaeaie $50 | $50 
i a ta a tian amed 45 45 
I a ee ed 45 45 
1 chief oiler __..... 5 BO 
1 master-at-arms -_. 40 4) 
Ia a tee ks nl 40 40 
IE, GRO og 5 ono ccenceccddbinacucedentbewsctes 30 90 
OS ES: Ris. STS 28 56 
BE ni cid ln nena igitnansipntediatnaliiaaianmiaadaiesaial 40 40 
BP I, a cites neue onndinitictstelsaddninnnnanti weal 2 300 
id ntineincrnatsninnbinianddid maniacal et tid 30 180 
Oe I I inc ncctnnnenecenciabebenemeedemnen 20 120 
nn sii hha tnapitietesitiaainnins caclaamtite Ua stadiehcideatti teeta 20 20 
DE, GO toon ee enqpnccnconsnnenintinunbanmengented 2% 75 
S CE nicncicnomteddaveatiniminndinidaatimlades 25 35 
1 wardroom steward --.. 35 3 
i he i tintin 30 80 
Se a ebiiniitinmaaasbaiaial 15 | 60 
8 second-class boys, each _.... 12 | 36 
6 | sidaiaiiaias 
PP nescatiilenshaies ‘ tg dpa cali een la i are 1,347 | 
Per month. | 
OD ene GRRIISOR. 0 nnncconcteeredinn+dubtitecniansn chattel netbeans $1, 547 
DE GIG nn nce cnivintiniiinsngtiatait neem anita ena 858 
ee ee ee ee ee 
MORRILL. 
[Gross tonnage, 238.] 
al | Rateof | Total 
Crew. pay. pay. 
2 RINE, ccsnteneeeeccnventsndetnccne sents qemnanncgmintll $45 $45 
LEED nn comaccenusncancs squmineceoncyitiniian | 40 4) 
| CRI cenincanetipecese -coccedansenhesnaniengnbamade 4 49 
S RRO oc cuncne pocevcesnspencenscesneeteeional a a 
1 se ‘ond ea cen ee 37 ! 37 
9 RCE TIETIIE, GRE. 0 ne oes ne ewnensnescenetneeiogl BO | 60 
4 cockswains, each 28 112 
I ine nee neseriiiiin guiaind 3 PS 5) 
7 seamen .... 2% | 175 
2 firemen, each 30 60 
4 ordinary seamen, each 2 80 
EE in cigkccene acne dndinbo minunnctttiniiatiiiimeiidnliiadtia 20 20 
ep Ee ee 2% BO 
eI eo cmieemieeneneaeeial 3 | 25 
IN ln oa lem emonemtentaenibieeelannaal 35 a) 
PAE. hie na dit Encies aren wgiedilennienemeitiitiinipein dienes einen 30 30 
EE DO CR icine mcocins aonicntadldiinn shinee i 15 45 
DRONE BEE, GRO... ccncccccicaiucenstaceccneeas ' 12 | 24 
Te cs. nicieetienscigeninn onan nents pied bemeinantidiiaiieeimen ieee ¥58 
Per month. 
D5 SAUTE CERI «occ cn scks ecccccnnedcnenn nepiniaaehicameiaean $958.00 
T CSS GEES a. cococuncsectnmsantienosenidbtindettentiianeiae 958. 33 
ee 1,916. 33 
RUSH, 
[Gross tonnage, 300.) 
— | Rateof | Total 
D pay. pay. 
1 boatswain .. i . eeeaeel $60 $60 
EL PERDIDEE . cnctmtconccoccocncescacencncsnntetbheias bbneteGenene D9 | iS 
DN vi ccnncensccencasasunberabecnntosensichminbtenttnein 55 i) 
RRO ITE. onc cose cccece conse estbbsesececcsasctessces 45 45 
I).  arcrnnenigieipetinsintesienimiupdensttiinddatidianatunaii 45 45 
2 quartermasters, each -.......--.- io cuencsgeeesee ' 40 80 
2 cockswains,each ............-..-.. ecocvacesesecessnuce aT | 74 
Dee 8. sensenibeeeeeneenb>nagees 45 | 45 
i seamen,ea@ch -......-.--- ------ ---- 2 oe nee co nenecccnee coceee| 35 140 
2 flremen, each --...-...-.+-------------+--eeee ee ee eee e eee eee| 45 | 90 
6 CRGIRETT GORMIGM, GRR. 2.0 coco cnccascesdnegcenasecesesccse 3D | 180 
| SS ee ee 2 | 25 
2 COR ROSTETE, GRO » occtnn coccevdenssecnteentadoaneres 35 | 70 | 
S chr GOPGE. GNGE. .ccocccctenssscesénnsctimeeennes 45 9 
l cook » wing wom ones pectin © tedibernmmentdiniemaniaenan 40 | 40 | 
5 Gret-class boys, GRO .. .cscocccscceccecstcseuccswbeuscouses 20 | 100 
; * mae me oo 
BB io iccnc nets iccesenccecccccccssceecostneaans>enneaeensneseeanepines 1,194 
Per month. 
eee eeinater ... . .....-i.0.cocoesause suesuuennibuseiinieiiieiaennenaieanien aaa an 
er ns esemerio ania cisnariaciin aeiaiariaiaeatimadadaaainaas 
DR . cctdsesopcckutpecsncccscnssesser cows cconcesusennspetunenanienete 2,227 


' are in France the 


Statement showing tonnage, number of officers and men, etc.—Continued. 
WINDOM. 


[Gross tonnage, 398.] 


























: Rate of | Total 
Crew. | pay. pay. 
DAE ccna cncdéndnekeponsde panera sabiblSuitdn abeanaia tins 75 $75 
DEL ntinnutwacnmeeahesehgedenanonsséntntbitbbenaneten 50 5D 
DE, cicada ibgenihhcebases cquanncocydiinniinsaanbesed 45 45 
1 carpenter 45 45 
1 chief oiler 50 iO 
SIE, 6 cneivcsne Genece vecwneesdens beghsennedell 3 35 
I ok As de de eonns ndtiibbamkne winie 37 37 
RD 0 ncaa omententtd caneunenpegnenahel BO 6 
IED itncntcdcincamebinbeeddqrathuntnapanedinrtl 28 55 
DINE, GIIEE 6 «ve cenanpasntnnbtbdhpneecatyengtiinenedéckeen 2% 150 
EL SEEL,... .on0dihah sikh cenddins ade abeunsieedsmadnaeel 30 120 
ee A ee ee ee 20 80 
1 bugler » vaca wmoarabtin ieipenetpelbdiiehhiyasinebhemht wei 20 20 
Se I, CUI Bib ocnncecghsenccetntbanthatenanneces 25 100 
SS OO. tiki taconteacenndblibasedeeapanaeuacen 85 35 
1 wardroom steward - 35 a 
I ne 30 30 
EY WN GENIE, ots cnesdusceds pcddawecesaeeecenseons 15 45 
2 second-class boys, each 12 24 
S feces ef 
OB ahah cascncissihnebteecele ecdiaeln cl ade tal aia wnhiedaiibe | thin caah iad 1,092 
Per month. 
0 enetls BIIEEE...ncccunnscsdutnt nehthneetattineiuibtendoasnbenscsaenann $1, 092 
CCRT BRR cnc ctsccccnncesnsarakinntheen vesheneseécevsen santaonenh RRS 


— 1,975 


WASHINGTON, February 25, 1902, 
Hon. JAMES R. MANN, M. C., 
i House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
My Dear Sir: I beg toacknowledge your twocommunicationsof the Mth 
instant. 

In reply to one, I beg to say that I have no accurate information as to the 
performance of aut y analogous to that executed by the Revenue-Cutter 
Service in this country in England, France, and Germany. I believe, how- 
ever, that the duty is performed in England and France by what is known 
there as the “coast guards,” and that the officers of the vessels of that 
service are taken from the reserve lists of their navies. 

| I will be glad to serve you further if you will make your wishes known. 
| 
| 
| 


Very truly, yours, 
Cc. F. SHOEMAKER, 
Captain, Revenue-Cutter Service, Chief of Division, 


REVENUE SERVICE AND COAST GUARD IN FOREIGN COUNTRIES. 
England, 

In England the revenue service and coast guard are under the direct con- 
| trolof the Admiralty, and have been since 1856. The men are all picked 
| men from the regular service. The coast-guard ships proper are all old 
battle ships and ironclads, and are officered by regular naval officers. The 
coast is divided into districts, and each district has a naval officer as an 
inspector. There are boats for patrolling attached to each district, and 
these also are officered by naval officers either on the active or retired list. 

In addition to the ships there are coast-guard stationsall around the coast, 
and the entire coast is patrolled day and night. The coast guard not only 
are a preventive to smuggling, but they are so closely allied to the life-saving 
service that the two are practically one. Lifeboats’ crews always have 
some coast-guard men in them, and frequently are manned entirely by the 
coast guard. : 

The service being entirely under the Admiralty, the pay of officers is the 
same as in the Regular Navy. 


France. 


The French Government has noservice which corresponds directiy to our 
revenue marine. The duties which we confide to that branch of the Govern- 
ment service are performed partly by the customs authorities and partly by 
the navy. 

The customs service more nearly corresponds to our revenue marine than 
anything else. The central administration of the customs is confided, under 
the ministry of finance, to a director-general, who is the sole medium of com- 
munication between the service and the minister. 


The following is the strength of the force for the whole frontier: 


DESSOREG.. «occ coccsussctnnnimen weneoctsen sotsmmadenegee aden 26 
EREBOCOOES . 0 cnc cwcccccccqcecese cocesccoceccenceus conséeescocsueesesumebeees 7 
ee wenpapiguee’s 2 
CORRES « « avcen concesvccnscccnsccecesccccccnmposeceasesevecsguacnebaseeeant 20 
SEE worse seus pone etdons cnagié nnbkioblonmdnubbtncseadnias 24 
| eee Or DO FRI... os oniiown cass wonentbans vistevsedenn dee 19,511 


The directors are divided into four classes, and receive 12,000, 10,000, 9,000, 
and 8,000 francs a year. They have also allowances for quarters and office 
| expenses. 
he inspectors are divided into three classes, and receive 6,000, 5,000, and 


| 4,500 francs a year. 

| | Subinspectors receive 3,500 and 3,000 francs a year. 

; Captains are divided into three classes, and receive 8,200, 2,800, and 2,400 
rancs a year. ; 

: Lieutenants are divided into three classes, and receive 2,200, 2,000, and 1,800 

| Trancs a year. 

The other grades receive from 1,300 to 900 francs a year. 

| Captains and lieutenants receive an allowance for quarters of 400 and 200 

francs a year, res vely. : 

| The revenue boats are usually under the direct charge of the captains. 

| The employment of parties afloat in boats or vessels outside of the ports is 

so unusual that very little provision is made for that contingency. 

The duties which we are accustomed to associate with the idea of a reve- 
nue marine, a the repression of contraband trade, are pertormet by 
the customs autho working on shore, while the duties actually performed 
by our revenue marine, namely, the policing of waters adjacent to the coast, 

peculi.r and Sapecial duty of the navy. 
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Germany. 


There is no armed revenue marine inGermany. There are a number of 
very small vessels employed for putting customs officers on board shipping, 
but there is no military force acting in connection with the customs officers 
or treasury. 

VESSELS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 


The register of July 1, 1901, gives the number of vessels, launches, etc., of 
all classes in the serviceas4l. Of these 1 isa receiving ship, 1 a practice ship, 
1 a sloop connected with the Life-Saving Service; l4 ae assigned to mere 
harbor or anchorage duty in various harbors; 6 are on duty in Alaskan or 
Arctic waters; 2 are on the Great Lakes. 

The largest revenue cutter is the McCulloch, which has a gross tonnage of 
869 tons. Of the 42 vessels, only 8 have a gross tonnage of more than 500 tons. 
Only 11 have a draft of 10 feet or more. 

In the annual report of the Revenue-Cutter Service for 1897 the following 
vessels, stillin the service, were then reported as practically worthless, to wit: 
McLane, Boutwell, Washington, Chandler, Forward, Winona, Galveston. These 
vessels are now on duty as follows: Chandler,on harbor duty at Boston; 
Washington, on harbor duty at Philadelphia; Boutwell, on duty at Newbern, 
N. C.; Forward, at Charleston, 8. C.; McLane, at Key West; Winona, at 
Mobile; Gelvestan, at Galveston. 

In the report of 1897 the chief of the Service stated, referring to the 27 ves- 
sels in the service in 1895, that “‘ There are but two of these vessels (the cruis- 
ers Boutwell anceJalveston) of over 400 tons burden * * * and nota single 
one hrg motive power to drive it, under the most favorable conditions of 
weather and sea, at top speed more that 10 or 11 knots an hour, while the av- 
erage speed of the best of them will not exceed 8 or 9.” 

In the last annual report of the Secretary of the Treasury (p. 55) the Sec- 
retary states that “Attention is again invited to the absolute necessity for 
providing a number of new vessels to replace old ones of the fleet. The old, 
obsolete, and in other respects inefficient vessels inthe Revenue-Cutter Serv- 
ice are a source of constant anxiety, not only because they are not adapted to 
the work of the Service and can not be depended upon in emergencies,” etc. 
“These vessels are anything rather than efficient revenue cutters; they are 
discreditable to the Department, and furnish subject for criticism. Of this 
class are the following:”’ 

The Woodbury (now at Portland Me.); the McLane (now at Key West); 
the Hamilton (now at Savannah, Ga.); the Boutwell) now at Newbern, N.C.) 

“Tt is plain that further expenditures on these old vessels should not be 
continued longer than it will take to provide new ones to supply their 
places. It is therefore recommended that new vessels be constructed to re- 
place those above named at a cost for each of $175,000. This will require an 
appropriation of $700,000." 


There is no vessel in the Revenue-Cutter Service of 1,000 tons 
burden. 

The Light-House Board has 36 steam tenders, 11 steam launches, 
and 2 sailing tenders. 

The new steam tenders of the Light-House Board cost over 
$100,000 each, and a new one has been authorized for the Pacific 
coast to cost $120,000 (Thirteenth district). 

In the Second light-house district (Boston) there are 4 steam 
tenders including the Mayflower, a steel screw steamer of 572 tons’ 
gross burden built in 1897, 

Under the Hepburn bill, on July 1, 1902, seven captains would 
be retired on account of age. 
would have been retired 31 captains on account of age by reason 
of retirement for age only. There would be promoted several 
persons as captain by July 1, 1907. who had been commissioned 
in the service at that time less than twenty years and one of 
whom would be only 40 years of age. 

Through retirement only there would be promoted by July 1, 
1907, to first lieutenant several persons of the age of only 32 years 
and one of whom would have been commissioned in th 
only nine years. 

By retirement only on July 1, 1902, there would be promoted 


to first lieutenant several persons who would then be commis- | * : : ; ~ reg . 
are | $5,197,825 which the Revenue-Cutter Service claims to have as- 
, 


sioned in the service only eleven years. 
As illustrating the age and length of service of the engineers. 
Isubmit one of the present chief engineers is only 37 years of 


On the ist day of July, 1907, there | 


e service : ; a 7 2 : 
| to ‘* vessels in distress’’ during the fiscal year of 1901 where the 


| large amount of property. 


One has been re- 
The 


None of the claims for invalid pension has been allowed. 
jected for the reason that the disability existed prior to enlistment. 
others are in process of adjudication. 

The two claims on account of death of enlisted men are pending, awaiting 
the claimants’ response to calls for evidence. One of the claims on account 
of death of a commissioned officer, of a dependent mother, was rejected— 
the officer having left a child who had prior right and who was pensioned; 
but pension was aeeeenny allowed the mother by special act of Congress. 
The other two were allowed under the general law. 

Very respectfully, 
H. CLAY EVANS, Commissioner. 


BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
Washington, D. C., March 6, 1902. 
Srr: In reply to your letter of the 24th ultimo, in which you request that 

the information furnished you February 1, 1901, in regard to claims filed on 
account of disability and death resulting from service on the revenue cutters 
during the war oak Spain, be brought to date, you are advised that no claims 
of this class have been filed since the former report was made to you. The 
following statement shows the present condition of the claims on file at that 
time: 
Claims for invalid pension: 

Ce al ends emi ees enbeeneeaees 

SD ccd ene nndibdashaddbunt sadhaiarabiaiieiianitaatiie ih ih a oecie cient 


Widows and dependents: 
i a em emmmmaiin 1 
IE ih hed ee ai bait niind hae *reseeeandsonns 4 
pT SR RERED SOPOT ela ak as a ee mitten cals oe 


i  easn egemuneousesaee 2 13 
Very respectfully, 
H. CLAY EVANS, Comm 


iss oner, 


MEMORANDUM SHOWING THAT THE WORK OF THE REVENUE-CUTTER 
SERVICE HAS NOT INCREASED IN RECENT YEARS. 
For fiscal year 1873 this service boarded 30,543 vessels. 
For fiscal year 1878 this service boarded 31,096 vessels. 
For fiscal year 1879 this service boarded 32,853 vessels. 
For fiscal year 1880 this service boarded 36,318 vessels. 
For fiscal year 1899 this service boarded 18,039 vessels. 
For fiscal year 1900 this service boarded 20,089 vessels. 
For fiscal year 1901 this service boarded 22,563 vessels. 


VESSELS IN DISTRESS ASSISTED. 


In the report submitted by Mr. SHERMAN for the committee 
favoring this bill it is stated that during the fiscal year of 1901 
the number of ‘‘ vessels in distress assisted’? by the Revenue- 
Cutter Service was 107, and that the ‘‘ value of vessels assisted 
and their cargoes ’’ was $5,197,825, and that the number of ‘‘ per- 
sons on board vessels assisted ’’ was 1,581. 

Great stress is laid in the committee report upon this showing, 
and the plain intention is to give the impression that the vessels 
of the Revenue-Cutter Service, through its arduous and gallant 
actions, saved from destruction a large number of lives and a 
The intimation is that the ‘‘ vessels 


|in distress’’ were in danger of shipwreck in time of storm, or 





something of that sort, and that through the bravery of the 
Revenue-Cutter officers these ‘* vessels in distress’’ were rescued. 

Herewith is submitted statements taken from the records of the 
Revenue-Cutter Service office in all cases of assistance rendered 


value of the vessel and cargo together equaled $75,000. The cases 
set forth cover the amount of $4,441,345 out of the total of 


| sisted during the year. 


age May 3, 1902, and only entered the service February 18, 1888, | 


Not any of the first assistant engineers entered the service prior 
to May 12, 1888, and three only entered the service in July, 1895. 

Of the second assistant engineers, not any entered the service 
prior to July 13, 1895, and several entered the service in Febru- 
ary, 1901. 

There is to-day 1 retired officer, Captain Hodgsdon, who com- 
manded the McCulloch at the battle of Manila Bay. 

On the permanent waiting-orders list there are 4 captains, 4 
first lieutenants, 1 second lieutenant, 1 third lieutenant, 9 chief 
engineers, 6 first assistant engineers, 3 second assistant engineers. 
These were all placed on the permanent waiting-orders list in 
1895, shortly following the passage of the act approved March 


2, 1895, authorizing such action. 
BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
Washington, D. C., February 1, 1901. 
Hon. JamMEs R. MANN, 
House of Representatives. 

S1r: In compliance with your personal request of yesterday for the num- 
ber of claims filed on account of disability and death resulting from service 
on the revenue cutters during the war with Spain, youare furnished the fol- 
lowing statement: 


Cla'ms for invalid pension by enlisted men........--.---------+-++---+----- 
Ciaims for invalid pension by commissioned officers ........-------------- 0 
Claims on accsunt of death of enlisted men ........--...-+----- ----<-+----- 
Claims on account of death of commissioned officers-.-...-.....---------.-- 38 


WEE. chhtnated scnavcuniediiitnabiebeedslnamiie Gaitna aciiishnice om Sbamall ion atic “any 


An examination of these reports shows that in no case was any 
danger incurred by the Revenue-Cutter Service officers or vessels; 
that in no case was assistance rendered in time of storm or dan- 
ger, and in no case Was any very substantial assistance rendered 
at all. One instance of assistance rendered to a boat of the Navy 
is also given as an example: 

Statement showing all cases where assistance to “ vessels in distress” wes ren- 
dered by revenue cutters during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901, wherein 
the value of the vessel assisted, together with its cargo, amounted to the sum 
of $75,000. 





| | Value of 
Revenue cutter. Date. | Vessels assisted. i. 
cargo, 

wines July 11, 1900 Se de eee | $150,000 
|S eae a July 17, 1900 Jabez Howes .....:...... 105, 000 
i ae a eT Aug. 21, 1900 | Rufus E. Wood .......... 98, 000 
aR aR Oct. 2, 1900 | Robert Dollar _..........| 95, 000 
aia Dec. 15,1900 | I. F,Chapman ........... | 155, 000 
Ss | Jan, 13,1901 | BR PRONE. «ncn ccceuces | 302. 000 
es > (SP Ul =e 285. 000 
es cea Mar. 14, 1901 pre al oh 85. 800 
Golden Gate .......-...-. | June 4,1901 | Cardiganshire -......_._.| 90.545 
ee cca emwune res §. Be en ere _| 2.600.000 
SS ...| June 25,1901 a a a a 75.000 
BMOEGIN <....0-.40065-0. | June 29,1901 | Star Cross ............... 400, 000 
| —_—_—_—_— 
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TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, February 15, 1902. 
Hon. JAMES R. Mann, M. C. 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
Srr: In reply to your letter of the 13th instant, asking to be furnished 
with the data on which the summary of the work performed by vessels of 


the Revenue-Cutter Service during the past fiscal year, as it appears in the 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury, was based, I have respectfully to 
state that the records from which it was compiled are voluminous and can 
not be conveniently copied. In accordance with your suggestion an oppor- 
tunity will be afforded you at anytime to make a personal examination of 


said data. 
Respectfully, 0. L. SPAULDING, 
Assistant Secretary. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, March 7, 1902. 
Hon. James R. Mann, M. C., 
House of Representatives. 


Sir: Agreeably to your letter of the 5th instant, I inclose copies of the 
statements therein requested, which are given in the order in which they 


occur in your letter. 

The estimated value of the cargo ($2,500,000) of the steamer Leon was inad- 
vertently omitted in making up the tabular statement for the annual report. 
It has, however, been included in the statements prepared since the report 
was submitted, as it is in the one inclosed. 

Assistance rendered to Government vessels is not usually included in our 
tabular statements. The lauhch of the U. 8.8. Michigan, however, was in- 
cluded because her position was regarded as one of peril. 

Respectfully, 
Cc. F. SHOEMAKER, 
Captain, Revenue-Cutter Service, Chief of Division. 


Vessel assisting, Fessenden. 

Vessel assisted, steam launch, U. 8. 8. Michigan. 

Date, July 4, 1900. 

Number of persons on board, 7. 

Value of vessel (no cargo), $2,500. 

Nature of casuality, engine broke down. 

Location, Detroit, Mich. 

Detailed report: The vessel being anchored off the foot of Bates street, 
Detroit, Mich., about FA m., on July 4, 1900, was hailed by the steam 
launch of the U. 8. 8. Michigan, requesting assistance, as she was drifting 
downstream into the path of the ferry and excursion boats, with her engine 
disabled. Sent the dingey to her assistance and towed her upstream to the 
Michigan, which was anchored above us. 

Vessel assisting, McCulloch. 

Vessel assisted, steamer Nome City, 1,660 tons. 

Date, July 11, 1900. 

Number of persons on board, 60. 

Value of vessel, $150,000. 

Nature of casualty, lost three blades of her propeller. 

Location, 255 miles W. } N. of Cape Flattery. 

State of weather, clear and pleasant. 

Direction and force of wind, light west breeze. 

State of tide and sea, smooth sea, gentle southerly swell. 

Detailed report: July 11, 1900, at4.15p. m.,en route Dutch Harbor to Seattle, 
270 W. ¢ N. of Cape Fiattery, sighted the steam schooner Nome City standin 
across bow of this vessel making little headway, although under steam an 
sail with a fair wind. At6.15p.m., whenshe wasabreast, a signal was hoisted 
which we could not read. Standing toward the Nome City, her master stated 
he had lost three blades of his propellor July 4; was bound for Portland, 
Oreg., and asked to be towed to Astoria. The commanding officer of the 
McCulloch offered to tow him to Port Townsend; steam was ordered on all 
boilers in order to get in with the disabled vessel before bad weather set in. 
The Nome City sent an 8-inch hawser by one of her boats, and at 7.10 p. m. 
took her in tow. At 8a. m., July 13, cast her off at Port Townsend, having 
towed her 340 miles in thirty-seven hours. 

Vessel assisting, Rush. 

Vessel assisted, ship Jabez Howes, 1,648 tons. 

Date, July 17, 1900. 

Number of persons on board, 17. 

Value of vesselgwith cargo, $105,000. 

Nature of casualty, coal given out. 

Location, Dutch rbor, Alaska. 

Detailed pepor’: At the request of the master of the ship Jabez Howes and 
the agent of the North American Commercial Comeeny, steamed alongside 
that ship and towed her alongside wharf to discharge her cargo. The coal 
had given out at the compariy’s station, and this was the only coal in Dutch 
Harbor, and there were no other means at hand to put her alongside wharf. 

Vessel assisting, Gresham. 

Vessel assisted, barkentine White Wings. 

Date, August 19, 1900. 

Number of persons on board, 8. 

Value of vessel, with cargo, $73,000. 

Nature of casualty: Sea smooth; in trying to sail from anchorage carried 
down by tide. 

Location: Off Stapleton, Staten Island, N. Y. 

Detailed report: At 6.30 a. m., suaervans that the barkentine White Wings 
in sailing from anchorage toward channel was carried across the bow of the 
ship Claverdon, we got under way and proceeded to her assistance. The tug | 
Unity of New York arriving and making a bargain, ran her hawsers and tried | 
to pull her clear. Being unable to do so cums © the ee tide, she re- 
quested our assistance. We gave her our ll-inch hawser and held the Unity 
in position and also helped her tow. The tug had the White Wings on a 
bridle, and just as she was going clear the forward leg of bridle parted, the 
White Wings slewed, her mizzenmast fetched up against the bowsprit of 
the Claverdon, and threatened to carry itaway at thedeck. Some ru 
gear was parted, alsothe forward swifter and one stay. The next attemp 
she came clear and proceeded to sea. 

Vessel assisting. Rush. 

Vessel assisted, bark Rufus E. Wood, 1,477 tons. 

Date, August 21, 1900. 

Number of persons on board, 17. 

Value of vessel with cargo, $98,000. 

Nature of casualty, mutiny. 

Location, Unalaska, Alaska. 

Detailed report: Sent two officers and three armed men to arrest a mu- 
tinous sailor who had threatened the master and who had deserted from the 


Rufus E. Wood. Apprehended him, placed him in irons, and delivered him 
to the master of the Wood. 

Vessel assisting, Bear. 

Vessel assisted, Robert Dollar, 1,389 tons. 

Date, October 2, 1900. 

Number of persons on board, 86. 

Value of vessel with cargo, $95,000, 

Nature of casualty, run aground. 

Location, off Nome, Alaska. 

State of weather, overcast and drizzling rain. 

Direction and force of wind, ESE. to to NE.; force, 8 to 5. 

State of tide and sea, flood tide, choppy sea. 

Detailed report: At Sa. m., October 2, a steam launch came alongside and 
reported American steamer Robert Dollar, of San Francisco, aground and 
that the master requested assistance. The Bear was immediately got under 
way and anchored as near the Dollar as safety permitted. The Robert Dol- 
lar, having a steam launch, ran a hawser, binding three hawsers together to 
reach the Sear, the latter at the time being anchored in 4} fathoms of water. 
At 10.15 got under way and steamed ah at full speed; started the Dollar, 
but carried away tow line. Stood back for anchorage and ran line to Dollar. 
At 1.30 made second attempt to haul vessel off, when line again parted. Dol- 
lar sent line and, using Bear as an ancher, hove herself off, floating at 7.45 
p.m. During the day the wind increased from gentle easterly to fr north- 
easterly breezes, and sea was making rapidly when the Dollar was ficated. 

Vessel assisting, ; ; 

Vessel assisted, ship I. F. Chapin, 2,013 tons, 

Date, December 15, 16, and 17, 1900. 

Number of persons on board, 28. 

Value of vessel with cargo, $155,000. 

Nature of ouenly ashore. 

Location, off North Jetty, Christiana Creek, Wilmington, Del. 

State of weather, clear and cold. 

Direction and force of wind, NE. 2. 

State of tide and sea, smooth sea, half flood. 

Detailed report: At 5 2 m. December 15 came up with ship I. F. Chap- 
man und inside black buoy at southerly entrance to Cherry Island Chan- 
nel off North Jetty, Christiana Creek, Wilmington, Del., she having grounded 
in attempting to pass out of the channel in tow of cope O. L. Hallenbeck and 
Juno. The ocean tug Navigator had parted 9-inch hawser the day before 
in attempting to haul her afloat and given uptheattempt. 5.15 anchored 
ahead o ao 6.30, at ooanees of master, took hold of his 9-inch line. 


Started vessel, but line pa: L 

Tide having fallen, Fexe up attempt for that tide and anchored for the 
night. At 6.30a.m.of the 16th took hold of Chapman’s ll-inch line. By 9 
had hauled him onto ranges, but tide having fallen, anchored to wait next 
tide. No work done, at uest of master of ship, that evening tide. At 7 
a.m. of 17th took hold of ll-inch line, hauled him off west bank, but he 
grounded on east bank; 8 had to{let go hawser to s hten our vessel down 
river, and in attempting to bring it again tug Juno fouled it in her wheel. 
Tide was lost for t caoening. 9.30 anchored. At 9.15, after master had 
sent word that no attempt to float the vessel would be made on that night 
tide, the Chepman floated off by the efforts of her two tugs alone and without 
further assistance from this vessel. 

Vessel assisting, Windom. 

Vessel assisted, steamship Inch Keith, 2,419 tons. 

Date, January 13, 1901. 

Number of persons on board, 39. 

Value of vesse! with cargo, $302,000. 

Nature of coomalty, ashore. 

Location, Holland Point, Md. 

State of weather, clear, 

Direction and force of wind, NW; force, 3. 

State of tide and ane, Seren geea ee flood, sea smooth. 

Detailed report: At 9.55 sighted a steamer ashore off Holland Point, Md.; 
stood for her; 10.30, oye and boarded her, and found her to be the British 
steamer Inch Keith, of weupee ; had gotten ashore at 7 p. m., 9th instant, 
and was lighte cargo. Tug Sandow ran our line to steamer and held us 
up and assisted w pulling on her; 11.40, steamer floated, with- 
out damage. Both master and agents expressed nm of 
services rendered. 


apparentl 
greatest a: 


m., 
Date, February 6, 7, 8, and 9, 1901. 

Number of persons on board, 32. 

Value of vessels with cargo, $285,000. 

Nature of casualty, mutiny. 

Location, off Sandy look ne 

Detailed report: On the 6th instant, while stan down h the Swash 
Channel to sea on a cruise, sighted Standard Oil Company's Astral at 
anchor, 2 miles N. by E. of Sandy Hook light-ship, both anchors down, sails 
roughly furled, and yards cockbilled. § for her and at 3.10 hailed the 
master and ascertained that his crew had refused to work. A 5)-mile gale 
blowing, with high-running sea, and the crew not violent, it was deemed not 
-“ = ower a boat, and boarding her was therefore postponed until the gale 
abated. 

At 6 the following morning weighed anchor and stood out for the Astral. 
At 8.15 anchored off her starboard quarter. Although the wind was still 
blowing strong from the northwest anda high sea running, the whaleboat 
with an armed crew was lowered ana sent tothe Astral, and aftera hard pull 
to windward reached the ship. The mutinous crew was mustered and the 
law relating to mutiny read to them. After consulti 
they were again mustered and each man was asked what he decided to do. 

leven of the number returned to duty, two desired medical attention, 
and nine ref to go in the ship. Three ringleaders were put in single 
irons and brought aboard the cutter upon the request of the master, where 
they were held until the civil authorities could take measures for their in- 
carceration. 

On the 8th instant the place made vacant by the removal of the three ring- 
leaders was filled by new men and as the remaining men who had held out 
on the 7th instant turned to, the ship with her proper a was able 
to sailon her voyage. For the suppression of this mutiny the master of the 
ship and the re tative of the Standard Oil Company were very oe 
and exp’ eir a of the assistance rendered by the Gresham. 
On the 9th instant at 3.30 p. m. two deputy United States marshals came on 
board the Gresham with a warrant for the arrest of the three men, and they 
were thereu surrendered and taken to jail. 

y i ‘saeniion Margaret, 674 tons. 
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tate of weather, overcast and raining. 

Direction and force of wind, calm. 

State of tide and sea, flood, smooth. 

Detailed report: The steamer Margaret left Port Tampa, Fla., on the 
morning of March 13, 1901, with 150 excursionists, bound for Egmont Key, 
Florida. About 9p. m., in a dense fog, the Margaret ranaground inanaimost 
inaccessible place on Point Pinelos. On learning of accident, McLane got 
under way and steamed from St. Petersburg to within a mile of the Margaret. 
All passengers had been transferred from the Margaret to Caloosa, which ran 
aground while trying to assist. The tug Catherine could not reach her be- 
cause cf shoal water, and the Margaret would have been uncomfortably 
situated had it hot been for the McLane. The latter sent out a boat to sound 
ahead, and by extremely careful work got within 200 yards of the Margaret 
and senta4inch line on board. This line proved inadequate, and a ¢-inch 
line was substituted. It was very difficult to maneuver on account of shoal 
water all around, but the McLane succeeded in floating the Margaret after 
three hours’ work. 

Vessel assisting, Golden Gate. 

-Vessel assisted, British ship Cardiganshire, 1,400 tons, 

Date, June 4, 1901. 

Number of persons on board, 23. 

Value of vessel with cargo, $90,545. 

Nature of casualty, loss of anchor, etc., so that she was drifting helplessly 
on an island. 

Location, San Francisco Harbor, California. 

Detailed report: The British ship Cardiganshire coming into harbor under 
sail with licensed pilot aboard was taking in sail preparatory to rounding 
to, when the starboard anchor was let go, the chain snapped, and the port 
chain got fouled so as to be useless. 

Ship was rapedly drifting on weather side of Alcatraz Island, a strong 
flood tide of about 6 knots running, and a fresh breeze from southwest. See- 
ing her helpless condition, Golden Gate steamed out to her, ran under her 
bow and got a line to her. She was not 50 feet from the rocks when the 
Golden Gate started ahead, and, with a strong flood tide, it looked as if she 
must go ashore, but in a few minutes she was started ahead, and after she 
was clear of the rocks about half a mile out our line carried away. Came 
alongside and made fast to her starboard quarter; brought her to anchor, 
the people on board having succeeded in clearing the port chain. The quar- 
antine boat Sternberg was eanaeee but was unable to do anything with her, 
owing to her lack of power, an both vessels were drifting on the rocks when 
the Golden Gate took hold of her. If the latter vessel had not taken hold of 
her so promptly there is no doubt she would have gone on the rocks, stove a 
hole in her, and probably lost the ship. 

Detailed statements of the casualty and the nature and extent of service 
rendered by vessels of the Revenue-Cutter Service in the following instances: 

Vessel assisting, Nunivak. 

Vessel assisted, steamer Leon, 692 tons. 

Date, June 22, 1901. 

Number of persons on board, 205. 

Value of vessel, with cargo, $2,600,000. 

Nature of casualty, out of provisions. 

Location, mouth of Yukon River, Alaska. 

Detailed report: Arriving at Aphoon, mouth of Yukon River, June 22, 1901, 
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found steamer Leon short of provisions for passengers and crew, she having | 


been detained here a week by ice and her oper exhausted. 
of ice clearing up for severaldays. None of the other vessels could assist her, 
as they, too, were running short, and no supplies within reach on the river. 
Loaned her from ship's rations 800 pounds flour, 50 pounds coffee, 72 pounds 


butter, to be rep) in kind at St. Michael. 
Vessel assis , Nunivak, 
Vessel assisted, steamer Louise. 


Date, June 25, 1901. 

Number of persons on board, 48. 

Value of vessel, $75,000. 

Nature of ty, dela 

Location, Aphoon, mouth Yukon River, Alaska. 

Detailed re : On June 25, 1901, while waiting for ice to clear at Aphoon, 
mouth Yukon River, Alaska, master of steamer Louise came on board and 
stated that his supplies were almost exhausted by the long delay. None 
being obtainable quverhere. loaned him from ship's rations 2 unds flour, 
to be replaced in St. Michael, this being all that the cutter could then safely 
spare. 

Vessel assisting, Algonquin. 

Vessel assisted, British steamer Starcross, 1,822 tons, 

Date, June 29 and 30, 1901. 

Number of persons on board, 24. 

Estimated value of vessel with cargo, $400,000, 

Nature of casualty, run und. 

Location, Cape Lookout, North Carolina. 

Detailed report: At 10.45 p. m., June 28, Algonquin at anchor off Southport. 
Information brought alongside by tug that a steamer was ashore on Lookout 
Shoal. At 11.45 officers and crew on liberty having been recalled, ship was 
under way and steaming out of harbor under three boilers and fires started 
under fourth. Allpossiblespeed made. At9a. m., 29th, arrived onscene, but 
as steamer was ashore well up on shoal great care had to be used inapproach- 
ing her and the way sounded in. 

t was 10a. m. before we were close enough to send an officer in a boat to 
sound out around her and board her. Found she was the British steamship 
Starcross, of Cardiff, Milburn, master, from Brunswick, Ga., for Bremen via 
Newport News, with heavy laden cargo of cotton, phosphate, and lumber. 
She had taken und on outer shoalat 5 p. m., 27th, weather being clear and 
bright daylight, sea smooth. ae by us showed she was draw- 
ing 22 feet 2 inches and was ashore on 20-foot lump. he boarding officer's 
questions could not develop any reason for her going ashore. Light-house 
in plain sight, sea smooth, soun increase gradually to southward of 
shoal. It seemed a miracle that she been two days on shoal and no sea 
had rolled in and no wind had cevereges. 

Before our arrival the master had floated her (so he said) with his engine, 
but through consent of locality, had again unded at top of high water. 
Low water when we arrived,so nothing could be done in way of pulling. 
Thorough examination of made, however, and vicinity well sounded 
out. 11.30 a. m. tugs Blanche and Marion, of Wilmington, N. C., arrived 
and entered intosome ent with master for floating steamer. We stood 
by ready to take hold. We had offered our services on arrival, but master 
wished first to talk with tugs ng matter. After making a thorough 
examination of her situation the captains approached us with a proposi- 
tion that as she was too big for them to think of handling alone, we should 
take the steamer's line and pull on the high water and one of them would en- 
deavor to hold her head up to the wind while the other pulled also. 

Accordingly, at 3 p.m. we got our anchor and steamed up alongside and 
took her line. After pulling until 6 p. m. and parting her line twice without 
start t tide, it ha hs tow 


on account of ice. 


ing the vessel, we discontinued operations for 
too much for further work. During night consultations were held 


No prospect | 


| 
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captains and it was decided very sensibly that we should do all the pulling 
and both tugs endeavor to hold her head up. On morning of 30th we again 
went to steamer and worked on the high water from 4a. m. until 7 a. m , but 
unavailingly. Succeeded in turning heron her heel, but not floating her. 
on then lay off and anchored to wait for afternoon tide, which was the fuller 
tide. 

During the morning watch the wrecking tug Wm. Coley, of New York 
arrived on the scene. At this time we had swung steamer around severat 
points, so that she headed east, but she still remained fast aft. Coley planted 
a big wrecking anchor off starboard bow and hove the cable taut on bow of 
steamer, then made fast alongside of her just. before high water. We ran 
out our 9j-inch hawser to steamer’s bow, she having no line strong enough to 
stand the strain, and with two tugs to hold her head up to wind, and with 
Coley working alongside stranded steamer, we finally floated her at 6 p. m. 

The tugs were small and of little power and experienced difficulty in even 
holding her head to windward. Twice our line was let go from steamer after we 
had started her, and when at last we did give her the final pull, which started 
her, we not only brought the steamer, but the three tugs as well, and also the 
big anchor planted by the wrecker. After we had floated her she let go our 
line and we hauled it in on board at once, so as to give the tugs a better op- 
portuany to handle her. After seeing her engines started and ascertaining 

y a boarding officer, sent for the purpose, that she was uninjured, as far as 
could be told at the time by her not leaking and everything working 
smoothly, we saw her started for Newport News under her own steam, and 
then headed back for Wilmington to renew our coal supply. 

It was conceded by the tug captains and also by the steamer’s master that 
they never could have floated her alone, and when one compares our 2.600 
horsepower with their combined 400, the concession seems at least tenable. 
As a matter of fact, the next day a bed swell was rolling in from the south- 
east, and the steamer would not have lasted long if she had been there. 

Respectfully submitted. 

0. 8. WILLEY, 


Captain, United States Revenue-Cutter Service, Commanding. 


The claim of the Revenue-Cutter Service, as has been set forth 
in various reports concerning the pending bill or similar bills, is 
that it is the ocean police, ome that its vessels are constantly cruis- 
ing on the lookout for disasters to other vessels. What the 
Revenue-Cutter vessels actually do in the way of rendering assist- 
ance is shown by the preceding statements. What the Revenue- 
Cutter Service does not do in the way of rendering assistance is 
shown by the following statement of facts taken from the report 
of the Life-Saving Service for the last fiscal year: 

For the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901, as shown by the annual 
report of the Life-Saving Service, there were on the Atlantic, 
aa and Pacific coasts and on the Great Lakes 937 casualties to 
vessels. 

On the Atlantic and Gulf coasts there were 162 disasters result- 
ing in total loss to vessels and 329 disasters resulting in partial 
damage to vessels. On the same coasts 51 vessels foundered, 182 
vessels stranded, 213 vessels collided, 35 vessels were on fire. 
Other vessels suffered from other disasters. 

On the Pacific coast there were 51 disasters resulting in totai 
loss to vessels and 48 disasters resulting in partial loss to vessels. 
Of these, 4 foundered, 63 stranded, 20 collided, 9 were on fire. 

On the Great Lakes there were 44 disasters resulting in total 
loss to vessels and 212 disasters resulting in partial loss to vessels. 
Of these, 19 foundered, 80 stranded, 99 collided, 32 were on fire. 

Of the above vessels, 12 foundered with loss of life, 15 stranded 
with loss of life, and 9 collided with loss of life. 

Where were the revenue cutters when these disasters were 
happening? 

T e report of the committee in favor of the pending bill quotes a 
statement which is said to have been made by Admira! Melville 
before the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. In 
this report Admiral Melville is credited with using the following 
language relating to the Revenue-Cutter Service: 

I have watched these vessels leave port upon the approach of a gale to 
yatrol the coast in the hope of rendering assistance to any ships that might 
ne been unfortunate enough to have been cast on the beach. * * * 

The work of the revenue marine is a more dangerous occupation than that 
of the Navy, because the duty of the first organization is to police the coast, 
while the Navy really pee theocean. It is seldom that a ship is now lost 


atsea. It is cruising along the coast that is dangerous, and this is the special 
province of the revenue marine. 


This is the strongest claim put forward in behalf of the Revenue- 
Cutter Service. It is a claim that has been persistently made. 
Admiral Melville has not been in a position where he could pos- 
sibly have personal knowledge of the facts stated by him. He 
has been imposed upon by some one. The statements submitted 
above of actual cases of assistance rendered to ‘‘ véssels in dis- 
tress,”’ as claimed by the Revenue-Cutter Service, will show 
whether they were rendered during or following a gale. But the 
intimation in the statement by Admiral Melville, as well as in 
the persistent claim of this service, is that its, vessels are con- 
stantly cruising in time of storm as well as in quiet along the 
coast for the purpose of aiding any vessels in distress. The inti- 
mation is made that the Revenue-Cutter vessels are out at sea 
cruising along the coast nearly all of the time. According to 
Admiral Melville, that is their chief occupation. 

But in the Revenue-Cutter Office are monthly statements from 
each Revenue-Cutter vessel showing the time during the month 
such vessel has been at anchor and the time under way, both ex- 
pressed in days, hours, and minutes. Such statements also show 
the number of miles traveled or cruised each month. 
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Herewith submitted are compiled statements as to about half 
the vessels in the Revenue-Cutter Service; also a statement show- 
ing the number of miles cruised by each vessel in the service 
during the last fiscal year, and the location of each vessel: 







































































Statement relating to various revenue cutters, showing number of days, hours, 


and minutes under way and the distance 


tr 


aveled under steam for each 


month of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901—Continued. 








Steamer Hudson. 

















Steamer Manhattan. 


Steamer McCulloch. 






















































































































Statement showing time of various revenue cutters at anchor and under way, | i ro i 7 
re spectively, during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901, expressed in days, Month. | . z Dis- i g | Dis- | . 3 | Dis- 
hours, and minutes. | w z B |tance in| ¥ | a = tance in| @ £ = itance in 
— nc A ce —— iPisis | miles. 15) 8! miles. | >| 5 | S| miles. 
At anchor. Under way. 1A | A Alma} Ape | Al 
Name of vessel. a = — et a oe el ‘er cn . eee ee Soe 
| Min- | Min 
Days. | Hours. Days. | Hours. 1900. | | 
; Ours| utes. | ~S7* | utes. | November -..| 4 9 | 0 746 | 4/13/25! 1,100/ 8/17) 0| 1,868 
etre oe ne December 8| 2] 30 697 | 2/20 | 15 680 | 6 | 20 | 25 | 1,968.15 
Algonquin (Wilmington) ...-. sl u| 1 fe | wl 45 si | | | 
. Oe i 3) ) ‘ ) wi. | } = - 
Chandler than ae sD | 3 » 25 i . January 2:22) 0 661) 4) 9) 15 1,055 0!} 0) 4! 1 
Galveston (Galveston).__._..- 356 | 7 0 | 8 | 7 | 0 | February ....| 3/15] 0 805 | 2/17/| 0 60) 3/ 7/15] 874.8 
enahams (ier York)... 28 | 9 10| 36] M4 m | March .......| 4| 0] 0 897} 4/ 7) 0} 1,030] 0 8 | 50 | 26 
oa se) 8] Bl Bo) gi Meh) 2) 8) 8) Bl t]ol a] heel 3) tm! 
Senora on 7 = | i ” 5 . | 6 | on 
Hudson (New York)..---------| 920 17 45 44 6 15 | May. 4) 7) 40 807 | ) 5] 6/15) 1,200) O} 14) S|) 18. 
Manhattan (New York) ...... 309 | u 25 . 14 25 | June . 8/18; 0 807; 5) 2/45) 1,220) 0 | 40 67.5 
NS le scien tincintnmtnntird 811 | 15 5 ie 8 55 . Sie e e a ee ae ee ees 
€ Pr e 6 . ote “ 1 & e ), €55. 35 
- McLane (Key West) .......... 310 | l 54 | 54 | 2 6 | Total 44) 6/15) 9, 820 | 55 |} 14) 2% | 2 615 | 53 8 | 55 jl 
Morrill (Milwaukee) ___ | S28 li 20 | 36 | 12 40) _ I! : , sic Rx +e 
Onon *hiladelphia) -.... | 306 0 3 58 2 | 71° oh : : 7 
Sen —— ¢ — Iphia) .- ee 32x 20 5 38 3 = | Ste amer Mc Lane. Steamer Morrill. Steamer Onondaga. 
Seward (Mobile) -..........--- 345 13 0 2 ll | 0 wired reyes car ae a eeneemnyen 
Smith (New Orleans) 348 22 5 | 6 | 1 id | = . v v , 
Washington (Philadelphia )..-| 22 0 | 45 2 | 23 15 Month. lg S|. Dis- | < Ss Dis- rd 3 Dis- 
Windom (Baltimore) .........- | 308 4 0} 56 | 20 0 | ® | & | & |tancein) =| &| & | tancein g | 5 | & | tancein 
Winona (Mobile) ............-- | BA | 20 40 | 40 | 3 20 15 = | miles. e | S| miles. | & | 5/5 | miles. 
—- — Br terete [aja 
Statement relating to various revenue cutters, showing number of days, hours, oF, : | | | | 
id ; tes under w i the dist “e travele or ste * each | a0. | i i | 
Rachael hha ee ae 319! 4) pm | 5) 7/10/1205 | 5) 22] 0) 1.4088 
ee ' . | ‘August.......| 5/13/50] 912 | 6| 4/15/1,4535) 2] 6/15| — 647.5 
{Compiled from the monthly reports of the officers in charge of such revenue | September 3/23) 5| 606 3) 17 | 55) | 906.5 } 11) 15) 20| 2,773.3 
cutters. } October......| 1 14/55| 240 4/17/15)1,51 | 9/19] 48/ 2,370.9 
November 5 2) | 30) 890.3) 3) 10 |) 75 | 1) 1) 2% 246.9 
. 2 | an | Fr ‘ | @ « 
Steamer Algonquin. Steamer Calumet. | Steamer C handle r. | December --- | 12 3O 622.5) 1) ll 0 329 | 5| 0/14) 1,158.3 
| w | Ts as l | zg — 1901. | ae | aie | 
Month. isis Dis-_ isis Dis- ; z is Dis- | January -----1 6 | ae | ° | 7 ; : : : . 4 = ° oat 
a) 5 | & tance in’ # | § | & itance in! 2 E itance in | February -...| 4 | = B-Boy » 460.9 
m1 EET miles | 7151S 1 mites. | 7|8}5) mites | March ....... 4/20/10} 982.7) 0 | 0} 0 0 5| 4/52) 1,253.4 
£igis -12 sis es. | 2 | = ies. | peta: 3) 2/15) 49 | 2 | 7 Ha) 524.6) 0 1 40 10 
sae sass ances amulet iin ith dancin i a ie dak 4/17\45| 74 8} 11 | 2 957 | 16 | 40 OO 
| | a ao) ee mea | 8 | a 110} 1,584 | 2/19) 23] 714.1 

1900. i ceria Alckseielliiap cedponbbeiapleieeitbeciandidiiseesp Rielle MA ciesdtia.tisenkael ec nas 
July.....----- 2|/ 6/25| 5586/38/23) 10| 65 | 2) 6| 30) 436 | Total...| 54 | 22| 6 | 8,787.2 | 36 | 12 | 40 | 9,092.1 | 58 | 28) 17 | 18,752.2 
August ...... 3) 5117 855.9] 3/17/10; 802.5 | 2/ 8] 0 448 | { 1 Nal 
September. 10 | 11 | 2 | 2,734.6) 3) 12) 35) 761.2%) 2/16) 0} 512) ——————— — —— =— ——=> 
October -....- 8| 5) 40/1,969.8) 3] 0) 55) 656.25) 2/16) 0} 512 | Steamer ‘Seminole. Steamer Se ward. Steamer Smith. 
November._.j 1 | 21 | 35 468.6) 3) 1) 0} 657 1; 6; 0 240 | ee woth by 3 
December ...| 3) 20| 0) 5.1) 3/2) 5) 846.75) 2) 6) 0} 422 | ie cee r we 

sone is | ta) | | | Month. |e | =| Dis | | a | S| Dis é | & |, Dis 

901. | | ; 7 af 5 ih = itance i eigis oo. 2 
January .....| 3/17/25] 921] 3/11/90] m15 | 1/21] 0] 405 | 12 |e [mites | &| 2 |S | miles | &| 21 S| miles 
February ....| 4/ 5) 5| 92.8) 2/22/55] 638.25] 1/19) 0} 387 | Aigis Alsis| Aigis 
March .-...-- 3/15 20) 9343) 3/11/25] 750.75) 2/ 4/ 0} 468 | re ; eae 
) aa 3/138 e | a? : | + 2 = 2 2 » 437 | - | | 

TE ccnieguainieis 2 3 0 528. 3 | 0) 702.5 | 2 i | 549 | 1900. | | | } 
Ee kharcend 5|} 8| 5/ 1,320.9; 3] 14 | 780.75) 2) 1) 0 441 | July | Not in commission.! 2} 3/ 0 345 | 0} 0| BO 2 
ee rere eee oneness - ; ; - | August ....-.. | Not in commission.| 5| 8) 0 $12 | 0 | 20) 50 184 
Total__.| 52 12 | 45 (13,014.7 | 39 | 10 | | 408,951 | 25/21 | 0} 5,267 | September..-/ 3/21) 59) #97.8| 2] 9| 0 380 | 1/20 | 5 2x4 
October......| 2 | 15 | 2% 500.2) 2 2; 0 317 | 2 4) 50 5 
STS ee ee ee Serer a3 1/21/40) 42.7] 1] 1] 0 164 | 2) 6/5 vs 
Steamer Galveston. Steamer Gresham. Steamer Guthrie. December ...| 4/| 8] 10 987. 4 0/17; 0 @% | 1/10} 2 187 
Month. st é | Dis- a | g | Dis- | | : zg | Dis- a. WR 5 | 15 | 15 | 1,367 1/13) 0 237 | 2) 7 | 30 334 
és | £ | S ltancein| « | E | & |tancein! « | E | & |tancein | February ...-| 5 | 15 | 40 | 1,394 0; 20) 0 126 | 1) 6) 53 163 
=| 5|8| miles. | >| 5 | 8] miles. | | 5 | & | miles. | March --.....| 5| 5| 5 | 1,300 0; 2; 0 124) 2) 0/10 23 
Ain |S] Algi= Almls  ~ sasonemase 1/18; 0} “4% | 1/12] 0 2a! 1| 2| 40 171 
neunsiil egal | onecncellgiaeaieieiianiaa La iinticentiesinenes | MENT anv-ccnnce] S1 S108 ae 1} 7] 0 223 | 0} 11) 2 76 

1900 | Poa Lt ® | | vane pial | 8/2/45) To | 0} 0} 0} 0| 0} 5| a 7 
July__... 0} 0] oO 0 | 4| 4/35) 1,00) 7| 20) 45 1,349 | Total...| 86 | 8 | 50/ 8,740.1) 19/11) O| 38,052/ 16) 1) 55 2, 402 
August .| O| OF O ee 5 | 45 1,080| 6/18/15 1,1 | | | | | 
September 4 0 0 567.9 | 8115) 50 S| 6 7\D 1,090 —- se eee eee eee 
October ......; 01 0} 0 0 2; 8/| 0 448; 4/10/10 685 Steamer Washing- | « ‘ . ‘ 
iceemeaibees 0} 1] 0] 1.2 | 1) 0) 4 179} 5/21/15] 974 aan & | Steamer Windom. | Steamer Winona. 
December 0; 38; 0 | 7 | 4/14) 4 1,248; 6; 38/15 896 aids | i snail rc 

i i , ‘ . 

oo. | | \ aad Month. |] pi | | 5/2] pie | ;| 21. Dis 
January -..-- | 0} 0} 0] 0 | 4/13] 5 i, me | & | 21 | 10 854 a | & | & |tance in| # | 2 | & itance in! # | & | & {tance in 
February ....| 0; 0; O| 0 | 4) 814 on 5| 5) 20 753 >I eis ; lei Bbig len | mi Sis ; 

: " | i & | £ | miles. | 2 | & | mile: 5 | & | miles. 
March ..... .| 0] 0 0| 0 | 4/17) 0 | 5 | 15 | 50 855 a sis Alisls \é sis 
TR a conten 1/11; 0} 0 | 1/11/30 tO | 5| 6145 881 eee hai dee” Boots ae aie 
I ceesavaiiiea 2/11) 0} 528.5) 0) 1) 40 7) 5| 19) 45 961 | = 
pS ates 1; 5; 0 266 1 9) 15 3641 7/138 30 1,127 | 1900 ate \ : i zi | bk | ou 
| | | —, eee )} )| 5 .4 ; 
Total 8; 7] 0/1,718.6/36/14/50) 9,411) 72/14 eT 11,467 | August._....- 8/12 | 3% 513 | 4/18 | 5 | 1,063.2 xt 
: : September...| 3 | 16 | 40 613 | 5 | 20} | 1,342.2 1, 269 
eae . EN Dereon tice - T 
3 . = | October......| 8 | 20 | 10 528 | 6| 0 | 30| 1,302.3 zit 
Steamer Hudson. Steamer r Manhattan. Steamer McCulloch. | November...| 4 | 20 | 5 818 | 2/14/10 545.7 Git 
aiid i ; ’ i Z | 7 December _..| 3/22) 0 687 | 5) 71} 10/1 1,119.5 ) 
Month jis Dis- ; Eis] Dis-_ é eg) < | Dis- | 1901. | . 
| 3 | & ftamcein Pig fm [tance in) © | 3 | & |tamce in | January .....| 4| 2 | 90 655 | 6 | 15 | 15 | 1,470.8 617 
2) 2/\g| miles. | ¢/ 5) | miles | 2/5) S| miles. | February ....| 3| 6) 20 411 | 5 | 22 | 40/ 1,258.5 417 
Sie a aA JAR IA | March .......| 3/14 | % 493 | 6 . 25 | 1,527.3 
fs eS ee ee oes lame | TE. ccwcuall | 4/20) 30 734 | & 55 O44 445 

1900 | | | | May....] 4/0] 6] «6] oO] 1] Oo] 8B 109 
ee 31 2\ 5 6 | 416/45! 1,090! 9/17 | 8 | 2,099.3 | June . -.| B| 7] 6 531 | 4/| 16 | 30 | 1,040.8 87 
August ...... 2}2) 0 656 | 4/21/45] 1,18 / 138) 8} 35 | 2,825 ee ee en ce ae ne 
September | 4| 8| 0 96 | 7/10) 3 1.065 | 2/18| 5| ‘538 Total...| 42 | 23) 15 6,623 | 56 2 | 0 |12,533.6 6, 688 
October .....- 4115| 0] 1,016) 5) 9] 0] 1,2! 7] 5] 50| 132.6 
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Statement of total number of miles cruised by revenue cutters for the fiscal year 
ending June 50, 1901. 


oa 


| Number 




















Steamer. Of tnfien. Where located. 
} 
Algonquin ........--.-.-...-.| 13,014.7 | Wilmington, N.C. 
ON Sich diictinncnbentnensotiet | §,583.1 | Arctic cruise. 
We ine ccnbnddeninmation | $,598.5 | Newbern, N.C. 
CE ceaiviindainttbapiiees | 8,961 New York, N. Y. 
CP itnccusattinesineetin 5, 267 Boston, Mass. 
OBAEO 6 occ cccescuncecece cccses 2,445.8 | On practice cruise, 
Re iaiaaiidlhdintogeynnciseniad | 10,443.8 | New London, Conn, 
DOE 6 ncc dicks decree cocsen 9,420.9 | New Bedford, Mass. 
POD Da sectw btwn’ coccce 5, 393 Detroit, Mich. 
Forward ....... 4,908.7 | Charleston, S. C. 
Galveston ...... 1,872.6 | Galveston, Tex. 
Golden Gate 7,412.5 | San Francisco, Cal. 
Qe atid nstecadtbctewsnduns 18, 488.5 | Port Townsend, Wash. 
QPOs ctiipen ereredeccedenn 9, 406 New York City, N. Y. 
GORE cedcansitidieie ponsesctns 288 Port Townsend, Wash. 
COUNIIDs cdbdeb cers ie ss cnsies 11, 467 Baltimore, Md. 
IAM wecttn kasawsndcdeges 7,374 Savannah, Ga. 
OS 5,131 Harbor duty, San Francisco. 
TEE ints eaihcnboehunncoas 9, 820 New York, N. Y 
PETE  6inche cities cocuss 12,595 Do. 
Manning.........-.---.----..| 16,793.9 | Alaskan cruise, 
McCulloch -.-.-. 10,664.85 | San Francisco and Alaskan cruise. | 
McLane.......-.. 8,737.2 | Key West, Fla. 
Morrill. ............-......---| 9,002.1 | Milwaukee, Wis. 
OnGMER. 6 ccttceckiatiine need 13, 752.2 | Philadelphia, Pa. 
a 2,780.08 | Pensacola, Fla. 
PORE oc ccncictoncagiwacoenced 10,904.9 | Port Townsend, Wash. 
RUGS ccicddicicce seh Rimigdiwimns 11,064.1 | Sitka, Alaska. 
COG .ncctniaencihabe aaewiniel 706 Port Townsend, Wash. 
SOWERG ncocsmibantininuminatuen 8, 052 Mobile, Ala., harbor duty. 
STE cco ncanhnaishinnetinebahink 2, 402 New Orieans, La. 
QUOTES onccccnisumbostnbansed 2,527 Patchogue, N. Y. 
Tybee alicia wepiip niiheasibialaasomiiates 8, 556 Savannah, Ga. 
WetetROOh cp.cistionsweticoe 6, 623 Philadelphia, Pa. 
WIR: cinpndanmcietstennoes 12,533.6 | Baltimore, Md. 
WEG cccdsedntandnvaccestss 6, 688 Mobile, Ala. 
WOstn Gs sicpstesonecnsscce 8,777.7 | Portland, Me. 
UTNE cceucuaaiiinndindens 2,050 Yukon River, Alaska, 
RemttODs «.ockcnihswadsion wander 8,740.1 | Boston, Mass. 
Tete. cs ccateopeuntinndasan 109.8 | Alaskan cruise. 
TOU cahkddevnndandacdd 297,810.58 


In addition there was total cruising of 3,554.7 miles in Life-Saving Service. 
ASSIGNMENT OF DUTY OF REVENUE-CUTTER OFFICERS. 


By the register of the Revenue-Cutter Service issued July 1, 
1901, the following is shown: 

Of the 37 captains, 20 captains are on board revenue cutters, 1 
is on practice ship Chase, 6 are on duty with the Life-Saving 
Service, 4 are on waiting orders, and 6 are on other shore duty. 

Of the 37 first lieutenants, 25 are on board revenue cutters, 4 
are with the Life-Saving Service, 8 are on other special duty. 

Of the second lieutenants, 6 are on special duty, not on board 
revenue cutters. 

On the practice ship Chase, on practice cruise, there are 1 cap- 
tain, 2 second lieutenants, 2 third lieutenants, 12 cadets. 

The joint duties of the Revenue-Cutter Service, as set forth in 
the published regulations (paragraph 98) are, as fixed by law, the 
following: 

1, The protection of the customs revenue. 

2. The assistance of vessels in distress. 

3. The enforcement of the laws pertaining to the quarantine, 

4. The enforcement of the neutrality laws. 

5. The enforcement of the navigation and other laws covering 
merchant vessels. 

6. The protection of merchant vessels from piratical attacks 
and the suppression of piracy. 

7. The protection of the seal fisheries and seal-otter hunting 
grounds in Alaska. 

8. The protection of wrecked property. 

9. The protection of the timber reserves of the United States 
against depredations. 

10. The suppression of illegal traffic in firearms, ammunition, 
and spirits in Alaska, 

11. The suppression of the slave trade. 

12. The suppression of mutinies on board merchant vessels. 

a 13. The superintendence of the construction of life-saving sta- 
ions. 

14. The i tion and drilling of crews of life-saving stations. 

15. The assisting of the Commission of Fish and Fisheries. 

16. The enforcement of the provision of law in regard to the 
anchorage of vessels in the ports of New York and Chicago. 


dent. 
18. The establishment and maintenance of a refuge station at 
or near Point Barrow, Alaska. 
ALLOWANCES TO REVENUE-CUTTER OFFICERS. 
Paragraph 868, Revenue-Cutter Service regulations, provides: 


Officers on public duty, where there are no public quarters assigned them, 
will be paid commutation therefor at the following rates: 


17. The cooperation with the Navy when directed by the Presi- 


Captains, per month, $40. 

First lieutenants and chief engineers, per month, $30. 

Second lieutenants and first assistant engineers, per month, $25 
Third lieutenants and second assistant engineers, per month, $20. 


Paragraph 870 provides: 


Each officer of the Revenue-Cutter Service is entitled to one navy ration 
or to commutation therefor while on duty. 


APPOINTMENTS TO REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 


Paragraph 6 of the regulations provides that no person shall be 
originally appointed in the service to a higher grade than cadet 
or second assistant engineer. 

Paragraph 7, that no candidate for appointment of cadet shall 
be less than 18 nor more than 23 years of age. 

Paragraph 8, that no candidate for position of second assistant 
engineer shall be less than 21 nor more than 28 years old. 


NO PUNISHMENT FOR DESERTION. 


In a letter from Secretary Gage to Senator Frye, chairman of 
the Committee on Commerce in the Senate, dated February 26, 
1898, relating to the Revenue-Cutter Service, Secretary Gage said: 


There is now no authority for the apprehension of deserters from the 
Revenue-Cutter Service; no mode or method by which the crime of mutiny 
or desertion can be punished. Under existing conditions a man may sign 
articles of enlistment one day and desert the Service the next and defy arrest 
for his crime, a condition unknown to any other organized service under Gov- 
ernment or even the merchant marine. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 


Washington, March 28, 1902. 
Hon. JAMES R. MANN, M. C., 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Str: Agreeably to the request contained in your note of the 26th instant, 
Iinclose copies of the detailed reports of the operations of the revenue steamer 
Galveston during and subsequent to the hurricane which swept over the city 
of that name September &, 1900. 

You will observe that only 38 persons are referred in the detailed reports 
as having been rescued. The abstract journal of the vessel, however, which 
is a consolidated monthly report of the operations of the vessel for the month, 
shows 40 lives to have been saved. 

C. F. SHOEMAKER, 


Respectfully, 
Captain, Revenue-Cutter Service, Chief of Division. 





U.S. S. GALVESTON, Galveston, Tex., September 11, 1900. 
C. T. BRIAN, 
First Lieutenant, R. C. S., Commanding U.S. 8S. Galveston. 


Srr: I have the honor to respectfully report that, at 12 o’clock on the 9th 
instant, on receiving the information that there were still a in the 
western part of the city who had not been rescued, and after obtaining your 
ermission to take the cutter and go to their assistance, I took a boat’s crew 
rom the ship, composed of the following men: Charles Lincoln, boatswain; 
T. Olsen, coxswain; U. Idstrom, third oiler; C. Wichelhaus, seaman; H. 
Gosch, ordinary seaman; W. Miether, bugier, and one man from shore who 
went with us to show us the way. Would state that every man in the crew 
performed his duty in every way highly satisfactory. 

I rowed up the bay about 4 miles and then started across the flooded por- 
tion of the city, and after dragging the boat over the shoal places I at last 
succeeded in reaching a freight car, where two women and two children had 
taken refuge. I took them into the boat, and after rowing and dragging the 
boat about, and finding no more people in trouble, I started back to the ship. 
On the way I picked up three dead bodies and towed them in and reported 
them to the proper authorities. I brought the people aboard ship and gave 
them food and shelter. One of the women being injured, I made a stretcher 
for her and carried her to the hospital with the help of the crew. 

Would also state that on the morning of the 10th instant, at your direction 
I took cutter and a crew from the ship and picked up eight dead bodies and 
towed them in to the wharf. 

Would also inform you that I have issued 300 rations to the people we have 
taken care of, and would request you to ask the Department to authorize 
the pens of 300 extra rations from the contractor, to replenish those 
issued. 

Respectfully submitted. 





F. W. SMITH, 
Third Lieutenant, Revenue-Cutter Service, Acting Executive Officer. 


Respectfully submitted. 
CHAS. T. BRIAN, 
First Lieutenant, Revenue-Cutter Service. Commanding. 


U. 8. 8. GALVESTON, Galveston, Tex., September, 1900. 


Hon. SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY, 
Washington, D. C. 


Str: I have to report that on the 8th instant a hurricane of great violence 
visited this place, doing untold damage, great loss of life, and causing great 
distress. 

* - * ” ~ * 7 

At 4 the water commenced to rise over the wharves so rapidly that it was 
impossible for the people to leave the house on the bay shore. Sent the cut- 
ter and crew in charge of Second Asst. Engineer C. 8. Root (as it was 
impossible to spare Lieutenant Smith, as it took our attention to look out for 
the vessel) to render what assistance he could. He brought three families 
on board, and moved the rest to places of safety. 

The boat returned at 1a. m. September 9. Lieutenant Smith volunteered 
to take boat and rescue 2 women and 2 children in a box carup the bay. The 
boat returned with rescue party. We fed and gave shelter to 4 families, and 
issued 300 rations and water to those that asked for assistance, as it was im- 


| possible to buy any provisions as nearly 70 per cent of the residences were 


washed and blown cown. The waterworks were da The cistern 
water was ruined by salt water. In consequence fresh water is very scarce. 
Up to date the city authorities estimate the deaths nearly 5,000. We had no 
casualties on board. The crew behaved and worked splendidly, and re 
sponded poene’y to every call, 
Respectfully, yours, 
CHAS. T. BRIAN 

First Lieutenant, Revenue-Cutier Service, Commanding. 
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*y Seaman J. Bierman took the end of the new coil of line in his teeth, 
swam as far to the eastward as he could draw the line, and made it fast toa 
telegraph pole which was about midway between Sixteenth and Seventeenth 
streets on Avenue C. Making fast to the pole I attempted to run aline 
farther to the eastward, but the wind, current, and wreckage prevented, so 
was reluctantly compelled to give it up. I took aboard the occupants of 


llpersonsinall). Itwas now sodark that it 
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ssession of the rope and food heretofore mentioned only because 
they we re urge ntly needed and because I felt sure, under the circumstances, 
you wi mt approve of my action. Linclosea billfor theabove articles. (See 
incl osure No. 1). 

The men composing the boat's crew behaved with the greatest bravery 
and in a manner highly creditable to the Revenue-Cutter Service of the 
United States. I feel that I must make special mention of the conspicuous 
bravery of Ordinary Seaman J. Bierman, who, at the great risk of his life, re- 
peatetty swam for long distances with lines, thus enabling me to move the 

oat after oars became useless. 

Respectfully submitted. 





CHAS. 8. ROOT, 
Second Assistant Engineer, Revenue-Cutter Service, 
tfully submitted. 
; CHAS, T. BRIAN, 
First Lieutenant, Revenue-Cutter Service, Commanding. 
STATUTORY PROVISIONS RELATING TO THE OFFICIAL REGISTER. 
[Act of Congress approved January 12, 1895.] 


To enable the officer charged with the duty of preparing the Official Reg- 
ister of the United States to publish the same, the Secretary of the Senate’ 


Res} rend 
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service besides the commissioned officers, and although there are 
several hundred officers similar to the warrant officers reported 
by the Navy in the Blue Book, such as boatswains, gunners, car- 
, etc. 

Mr. HEPBURN, I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. DALZELL having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. OLMSTED reported that the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union had had 
under consideration the bill to promote the efficiency of the 
Revenue-Cutter Service, aud had come to no resolution thereon. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

Mr. RaNnspELu of Louisiana, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave of absence for two weeks, on account of important business, 

And then, on motion of Mr. Hersurn (at 4 o’clock and 15 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nication was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as fol- 
lows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
to the Chief of Engineers, draft of a resolution authorizing cer- 
tain payments to employees on the Government Printing Office 
building—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Pensions was 
discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 13084) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John Middleton, and the same was 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced, and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. MOSS: A bill (H. R. 13165) for the erection of a public 
building at Bowling Green, Ky.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 13166) to amend section 9 of the 
act of February 2, 1901, entitled ‘‘An act to increase the effi- 
ciency of the permanent military establishment of the United 
States ’’—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington (by request): A bill (H. R. 
13167) to prevent grazing on the public lands of the United States 
in the State of Washington east of the summit of the Cascade 
Mountains between the 1st day of December of any year and the 
— ae of March following—to the Committee on the Public 

ands. 








1902. 


—— 


3y Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 13168) to es- 
tablish an additional life-saving station on Monomoy Island, 
Massachusetts—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. RYAN: A bill (H. R. 13169) relating to third and 
fourth class mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MEYER of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 13170) to amend 
section 941 of the Revised Statutes, as amended by act approved 
March 3, 1899—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 13171) to ratify and confirm an 
agreement with the Creek tribe of Indians, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13172) to ratify and confirm an agreement 
with the Choctaw and Chickasaw tribes of Indians, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CONRY: A bill (H. R. 13173) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Boston, Mass.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

3y Mr. McCALL: A bill (H. R. 13204) to provide for refunding 
taxes paid upon legacies and bequests for uses of a religious, 
charitable, or educational character, for the encouragement of art, 
and so forth, under the act of June 13, 1898—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of the 

following titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
3y Mr. BALL of Texas: A bill (H. R. 13174) granting an in- 

crease of pension to Ransford T. Chase—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CONRY: A bill (H. R. 13175) to provide medals for the 
Port Hudson volunteer forlorn-hope storming column of June 15, 
1863—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HENRY of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 13176) for the re- 
lief of the heirs of the late Thomas H. Brierly, deceased—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 13177) granting an increase of 
pension to John W. Worley—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 
sions. 

By Mr. LASSITER: A bill (H. R. 18178) granting a pension to 
William F. Bowden—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 13179) granting an 
increase of pension to Smith Bilderback—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. NEVIN: A bill (H. R. 13180) granting a pension to 
Adam Maurer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 13181) granting an increase of pension to | 
Johh J. Reeder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13182) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph W. Nichols—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13183) granting an increase of pension to 
George R. Myers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13184) granting an increase of pension to 
Philip Gavin—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13185) granting an increase of pension to 
David Peters—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13186) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel B. White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13187) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin F. Shoe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POWERS of Maine: A bill (H. R. 13188) to remove the | 
charge of desertion from the military record of Edwin C. Win- 
chester, alias Willis E. Jackson—to the Committee on Military | 
Affairs. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 13189) granting a pension to Henry C. Cowan— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBB: A bill (H. R. 13190) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of James Jacobs—to the Com- | 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HENRY C. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 13191) granting an 
increase of pension to Harvey L. Rose—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. SNOOK: A bill (H. R. 13192) granting an increase of 
pension to Lionel O. Coleman—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13193) granting an increase of pension to | 
George N. Rice—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13194) granting increase of pension to Lewis 
I’, Ross—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 13195) granting an increase 
of pension to David R. Hunt—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
£10ns. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13196) to correct the record of Wilson W. 
Brown—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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| York 
| ding, Braddock, Claridge, and West 


House bill 16, for the erection of an equestrian statue of the 
on t) 


By Mr. WARNER: A bill (H. R. 13197) granting an ‘ 
of pension to William Nichol—to the Committee on Invalid 


S1ONS. 





Also, a bill (H. R. 13198) granting an increase of p 
Ceorge Gaylord—to the Committee on Invalid Pet 

By Mr. WATSON: A bill (H. R. 13199) granting an 
pension to Henry Clark—to the Committee | P 

By Mr. WEEKS: A bill (H. R. 13200) 
pension t » Charles B. Greely—to the C mit i | 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13201) granting an ine 
George Thompson—to the Committee on In Bs 

By Mr. ZENOR: A bill (H. R. 13202) granting a per 


Albert T. Weathers—to the C 
By Mr. CANDLER: A bill (H. R. 13203 r the rel 

miah Waiton—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. VREELAND: A resolution (H. Res. 184 


mimittee on Invalid Ps 


the payment to Mrs. Jessie A. Glenn, widow of H 
Glenn, late Doorkeeper of the House of Representativ 
moneys out of the contingent fund—to the Commit 
counts. 
PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and p 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows 

By Mr. ACHESON: Resolution of Polish-American citi 


Homestead, favoring the erection of a statue to the late I 
General Count Pulaski at Washington—to the Comiitt 
Library. 

By Mr. BELL: Resolutions of Denv: 


r Branch So 


cineers, favoring an educational qualification for immigri 


to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalizati 

By Mr. CROMER: 
Winchester, Ind., favoring House bill 8337 and Senat« l 
amending the interstate-commerce act—to the Committ 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


By Mr. CUMMINGS: Protest of the Manufacturers’ As 


tion of New York against the passage of Senate bill 1118 
Committee on the Judiciary, 

Also, resolution of same body, favoring Hou 
as the Babcock bill—to the Committee on Way 

Also, resolution of same body, favoring the construction of 
vessels at Government navy-yards—to the Committee on 
Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the Wholesale Grocers’ Association of 
York and vicinity, regarding the Indian warehouse in 
tothe Committee on Indian Affairs, 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petitions of Polish societies of Wi 
Pittsburg, Pa., 


General Pulaski at Washington, D. C.—to the Committ« 
Library. 

Also, resolutions of Order of Railway Condnctors of Col 
bia, Pa., and Order of Railway Trainmen of Philadelphia 
favoring the passage of the Hoar-Grosvenor anti-injunction bil 


to the Committee of the Judiciary. 


By Mr. DRAPER: Resolutions of 


suilding T 


‘ra 
New York, urging legislation to increase the pay of letter 


riers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


By Mr. EDWARDS: Petition of the Basin Miners’ Union 


3asin, Mont., for the further restriction of immigrat 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. EMERSON: Letter from Gas Engine and Power 
pany, New York City, protesting against the passage of | 
bill 3076, known as the eight-hour bill—to the ¢ 
Labor. 


By Mr. FLEMING: Resolutions of Augusta Division, No. 2 


Order of Railway Conductors, of Augusta, and Division N 
of Atlanta, Ga., Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, fav 


the passage of the Hoar-Grosvenor anti-injunction bill—to 


Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of the Congregational Church of 
tonica, Ill., for legislation against the liquor traftic t] 
mittee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 


les Council 


ommitt 


34:59 


Petition of the National Hay Associatio1 


e bill 9056, know1 


and Means 


New 


Imet- 


tavoring 


late 


By Mr. HULL: Communication of William H. Van Name, 


| Port Richmond, Staten Island, in relation to Senate bill 


to the Committee on War Claims. 


> 


By Mr. LONG: Paper to accompany House bill 11445, granting 
a pension to James Gray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, paper to accompany House bill 8560, to amend the 
tary record of James A. Gregg—to the Committee 
Affairs. 

Also, petition of J. S. 


on Mi 


9° 
Mlii- 


litary 


Wyckoff and many other citizens 


Wichita, Kans., favoring extension of the Chinese-exclusion act-— 


to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 








Also, letter of Justin M. Cooper, to accompany House bill 1068, 
is relief—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Mr. MARTIN: Petition of Lead City Miners’ Union, of 


Lead, 8S. Dak., fav ring an educational qualification for immi- 
rants-—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 
By Mr. MAY N. AR D: Petition of the Iroquois Club, of San 

Fran isco. Cal., favoring t! 1e@ construc tion of war vess Is in the 

United States navy-yards—to the Committee on Naval Affairs 


Also, resolution of the Virginia State Good Roads Convention, 
Richmond, Va., in favor of liberal appropriations for ti 
Roads Bureau—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of Massachusetts State Board of Trade, favor- 
ing the appointment of a commission to study and report upon the 
in maeaee a ml commercial conditions in China—to the Commit- 
tee on i Af fairs. 

Mr. M« C ‘LEARY: : Res utio ns of Minnesota State Encampment, 
Grand Army of the Republic, favoring a more liberal interpre- 
tation of the pension la ws—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


‘ 7 
(700d 


Als ». resolution of Olmsted (Minn.) Good Roads Asssociation, 


fav seg ‘al appropriations for the Good Roads Bureau—to 
the Committee on Avr iculture. 

Also », coluti on of the St. Paul ( a nee Commerce, 
favoring liberal app ropriatio ns for the Department of Agricul- 


ture—t rane ommittee on Agric aco 

By Mr. MOON: Papers to accompany House bill 11449. grant- 
ing an increase of pe nsion to Otto iH. itnorth—to the Committee 
on Pe nsions, 

By Mr. PALMER: Petitions of Branches Polish National Alli- 
ance at Nanticoke and Glenlyon, Pa., favoring the erection of 
a statue to the late Brigadier-General Count Pulaski at Washing- 
ton—to the Committee on the Library. 


By Mr. Powers of Maine: Papers to accompany House bill re- 


lating to the correction of the military record of Edwin C. Win- 
chester, alias Willis E. Jackson—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


papers to accompany House bill 13189, for the relief of 
Henry R. Cowan—to the 1G ommittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUCKER: Protest of merchants of Meadville, Mo., 
against House bill 6578, known as the parcels-post bill—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RYAN: Resolutions of a mass meeting of the Utah 
volunteers, favoring bill to allow travel pay from Manila, P. I., 
to San Francisco to those who enlisted on call for volunteers—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHATTUC: Papers to accompany bill to restore David 
retired list—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HENRY C. SMITH: Resolutions of Michigan State 
Grange against the ship subsidy bill—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SNOOK: Papers to accompany House bill 13192, grant- 
ing a pension to Lionel O. Coleman—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 13194, granting a pension 
to Lewis F. Ross—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill 13193, granting an in- 
crease of pension to George N. Rice—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Petition of Piano and Organ Workers’ 
Union of Derby, Conn., to exclude Chinese laborers—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: Resolutions of Safety Lodge, No. 142 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, for the passage of House 
bill 9330, for a further restriction of Chinese immigration—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of Safety Lodge, No. 142, Locomotive Fire- 
men; Division No. 26, Order of Railway Conductors; Machinists’ 
Lodge No. 105; Journeymen Tailors’ Union, all of Toledo, Ohio, 
and Retail Clerks’ Union No. 239, of Bowling Green, Ohio, favor- 
ing more restrictive immigration laws—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WANGER: Petitions of Branch No, 543, Pottstown, Pa., 
Polish National Alliance, favoring the erection of a statue to the 
late Brigadier-General Count Pulaski at Washington—to the 
Committee on the Library. 

Also, resolutions of Hagerstown (Pa.) Circle, No. 37, Brother- 
hood of the Union, in favor of a national park at Valley Forge— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WOODS: Petition of the State Council of California, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, favoring restrictive 
immigration law:—to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
ralization. 

Also, petition of Order of Railroad Conductors No. 195, Sacra- 
mento, Cal., favoring a further restriction of Chinese immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
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Prayer = the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mintsurn, D. D. 
a cS tary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings 

Thured. iy last, when, on request of Mr. GALLINGER, and by 
unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. — 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal, without objec- 
tion, will stand app! roved. 

PACIFIC RAILROADS, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in 
response to a resolution of the 18th instant, a statement of the 
traffic relations between the railroads that connect the waters of 
the Pacific Ocean and the Government of the United States, with 
a reference to the statutes upon which such relations have been 

mducted, ete.; which, with the accompanying papers, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pa fic Railroads, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LOTS IN THE CITY OF WASHINGTON, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from 
the Chief of Engineers, United States Army, in relation to Sen- 
ate bill 4496, to confirm title to lots 3, 4, and 5, in square 979, in 
Washington, D. C., and also a copy of a letter from Col. Theo- 
dore A. Bingham, the officer in charge of public buildings and 
grounds in the city of Washington, relative to a bill of the House 
of Representatives on the same subject; which, with the accom- 
panying papers, was referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. W. J, 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. 2273) granting a pe nsion to Martha A. DeLama- 


| ter: 


| 


A bill (H. R. 10486) granting a pension to Alida Payne: 

A bill (H. R. 11418) granting an increase of pension to Hannah 
T. Knowles; and 

A bill CH. R. 12315) granting an increase of pension to James 


Todd. 


The message also announced that the House had passed with 
amendments the following bills; in which it requested the con- 


| currence of the Senate: 


B. Je fe ‘rs to the Army of the United States and place him on the | 


A bill (S. 1172) granting an increase of pension to Catharine F, 
Edmunds; 

A bill (S. 2371) granting a pension to Andrew J. Felt; 

A bill (S. 2976) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Thompson; 

A bill (S. 3743) granting an increase of pension to Frances Gur- 
ley Elderkin; and 

A bill (S. 4071) granting an increase of pension to George C., 
Tillman. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the 
following bills: 

A bill (S. 6) granting an increase of pension to Charles H, 
Stone; 

A bill (8. 13) granting an increase of pension to George 
Daniels; 

A bill (S. 880) 
Foster; 

A bill (S. 965) granting a pension to Eliza B. Gamble; 

A bill (8. 1039) granting an increase of pension to Nathaniel C. 
Goodwin; 

A bill (S. 1095) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Morgan: 

A bill (S. 1264) granting an increase of pension to Torgus 
Haraldson; 

A bill (S. 1289) granting an increase of pension to Julius W. 
Clark; 

A bill (S. 1630) granting 
Graham; 

A bill (S. 1681) granting an increase of pension to Maria Louisa 
Michie: 

A bill (8S. 1872) 
George: 

A bill (8S. 1924) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Feneran; 

A bill (S. 1942) granting an increase of pension to Kate H. 
Clements; 

A bill (S. 1967) granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 
Freeman; 

A bill (S. 
Howard; 


granting an increase of pension to Emory §, 


an increase of pension to Ella R. 


granting an increase of pension to Abbie 


1979) granting an increase of pension to Samuel M. 


; 
: 
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A bill (S. 1982) granting an increase of pension to Eugene J. 
Oulman; Lewis: 

A bill (S. 2006) granting an increase of pension to James Le- A bill (H. R. 1811) gra an inc? f nsion 
hew; | Mil l; 

A bill (S. 2046) granting an increase of pension to Thomas E. A bill (H. R 86) grant an it nsion to M 
Sauls; Etna Poole; 
A bill (S. 2262) granting an increase of pension to George A bill (H. 
Farne; Boker; 

A bill (S. 2287) granting an increase of pension to Georgie A bill (H. R. 2599) gran y an 
Josephine Walcott; Hall; 

A bill (S. 2379) granting an increase of pension to George H. A bill (H. R. 2857) granting an increase of 
Evans: J. Haughton 

A bill (S. 2398) granting an increase of pension to George W. A bill (H. R. 2901) to remove the char f 
Mvers; por te the name of Abram Williams; 

A bill (S. 2505) granting an increase of pension to John Bar- A bill (H. R. 2994) granting an increa pel 
nard; Noble; 

A bill (S. 2625) granting an increase of pension to Carlin Ham- A bill (H. R. 3292) granting an it eof pe 
lin; H. Perkins; 

; A bill (S. 2768) granting an increase of pension to John G. A bill (H. R. 3579) to correct the military 1 rd of C n A, 
Hutchinson; Ric 
A bill (8. 2938) granting an increase of pension to Margaret A bill (H. R. 3442) to correct the record of John O'] 
Dunn; \ bi | 
A bill (S. 3072) granting a pension to Oliver Gisborne; Peery; 
\ bill (S. 3187) granting an increase of pension to Leroy 8. A bill (H. R. 3519) granting an incré of pension to J 
Smith: Marble; 
A bill (S. 3213) granting a pension to Anna J. Thomas; A bill (H. R. 3653 ranti in increase of 
A bill (8S. 3216) granting an increase of pension to Henry M. | W. Poor; : 
Taylor: A bill (H. R. 3733) granting an increase of } ion to ] ! 
A bill (S. 8299) granting an increase of pension to Isaiah Tuf- | Haller; 
ford; \ bill (CH. R. 3755) granting an increase of pension ft 
A bill (S. 3481) granting an increase of pension to James E. | Williams; 
f Dexter; A bill (H. R. 3868) granting an increas f pen 
; A bill (S. 3514) granting an increase of pension to Leander | F. Maxfield; 
Parmelee; A bill (H, R. 3899) granting an increase « e! 
A bill (S. 3518) granting a pension to Nadine A. Turchin; B. Wilson; 
A bill (8. 3577) granting an increase of pension to Mary V.| A bill (i. I 
Walker; A bill (H. I 
A bill (S. 38650) granting a pension to Sarah A. Carter; | Kafer; 
A bill (S. 3660) granting a pension to Mary Sweeney: A bill (H. R. 4184 ranti an inc 


r185) grantiue an increa rt yx ion ft ' 


A bill (S. 3696) granting an increase of pension to Edward H. | Glenn; 
Armstrong; A bill t. 4238) gra ] i 
A bill (5. 8910) granting an increase of pension to Robert 5. A bill (H. R. ! 
Woodbury: R. Seamonds;: 
A bill (S. 4021) granting a pension to Sarah Frances Taft; A bill (CH. R. 4426) gran an in | 


A bill (S. 4086) granting an increase of pension to Charles W. | Sims; 
Foster; A bill (H. I 
A bill (S. 4095) granting an increase of pension to Charles C, A bill (H. 1] 
Dudley; A bill (H. 1 
A bill (S, 4214) granting an increase of pension to John Mc- | G. Bowland; 
Donald; A bill 
A bill (S. 4804) granting a pension to John S. Nelson; A bill : 
A bill (S. 4346) granting a pension to Augusta Turner; ick Wright; 
A bill (S. 4363) granting the Central Arizona Railway Company A bill (H. R. 5328) gran yan in 
a right of way for railroad purposes through the San Francisco | Bortle: 
Mountains Forest Reserve; A bill (H. R. 5453) granting an increas pension to T 
A bill (S. 4413) granting an increase of pension to Martha A, | Wilknison; 
Greenleaf; and A bill (H. R. 5551) granting an increas 
A bill (S. 4486) granting an increase of pension to Myra W. | Edward Price Lance, alias Edward P 
Robinson. A bill (H. R. 5560) granting an increase of pension to A eL. 
The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- | Evens 
lowing bills and joint resolution; in which it requested the con- A bill (H. R. 5600) granting an increas pension nG. 
currence of the Senate: Sanders; 
A bill (H. R. 639) granting an increase of pension to Justus A bill (H. R. 5695) granting an increas f pension t M. 
Canfield; Seydel: 
A bill (H. R. 954) granting an increase of pension to Rachel A bill (H. R. 5711) granting an incre: of 
Brown: R. Brockett 
A bill (H. R. 1012) granting an increase of pension to Patrick A bill (H. R. 5870) granting an increase of pension t 
Moran: W. Lowery; 
A bill (H. R. 1046) granting an increase of pension to John J. A bill (H. R. 5883) granting a pension to Martha A. H 
Martin; A bill (H. R. 5961) granting an increase of pen 
A bill (H. R. 1292) granting a pension to Joseph P. O’Brien; I, Coles; 
A bill (H. R. 1422) granting an increase of pension to Sarah E. A bill (H. R. 6021) granting a pension to William K 
Merritt: A bill (H. R. 6205) granting an increas I 1to R l 
A bill (H. R. 1423) granting an increase of pension to Asa | M. Curtis; 
. 6412) granting a pension to Carl. 


Tarbox; A bill (H. R 2 

A bill (H. R. 1453) granting an increase of pension to Thomas A bill (H. R. 6441) grantin 
Kirwan; H. Wood; 

A bill (H. R, 1455) granting an increase of pension to Aaron A bill (H. R. 6645) granting an incr n inn E. 
S. Gatliff; Austin: 

A bill (H. R. 1486) granting an increase of pension to Charles A bill (H. R. 6686) granting an increase of pension t Igo 
A. Perkins; Franklin; 

A bill (H. R. 1592) for the relief of F. M. Vowells; A bill (H. R. 6699) granting a | ion to Esthe r A. C. Ha ‘Oe; 

A bill (H. R. 1685) granting an increase of pension to Augustus A bill (H. R. 6721) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
E. Hodges; Ray; 

A bill (H. R. 1709) granting an increase of pension to Edwin J. A bill (H. R. 6823) granting an increase of pension to Allen W. 
Godfrey; Merrill; 
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A bill (H. R. 6871) granting an increase of pensionto Harman | A bill (H. R. 10679) granting an increase of pension to Char- 
Scranailin: lotte E. Baird; 
& bill H. R. 6890) granting an increase of pension to Robert | A bill (H. R. 10710) granting an increase of pension to Frances 
G. Scrogg | E. Scott; 
A bill H. R. 7109) granting an increase of pension to Stanton | A bill (H. R. 10782) granting a pension to Ole Steensland; 
L. Brabham; |} A bill (H. R. 10925) granting an increase of pension to William 
A bill (HL. R. 7116) granting an increase of pension to Alexan- | Paul: 
der F. Ly Connell; | <A bill (H. R. 10951) granting an increase of pension to Pauline 
A bill (H. R. 7512) granting an increase of pension to Neil Gil- | M. Roberts; 
Resi A bill (H. R. 11075) granting an increase of pension to Albert 
A bill (H. R. 7560) granting an increase of pension to George | J. Hart; 
W. Butler: A bill (H. R. 11096) to confer jurisdiction on the Court of 
A bill (H. R. 7678) granting a pension to Mary Holmes; Claims to render judgments for the principal and interest in 
A bill (H. R. 7766) granting an increase of pension to John | actions to recover duties collected by the military authorities of 
Huffman: the United States upon articles imported into Porto Rico from the 
A bill (H. R. 7982) granting an increase of pension to William | several States between April 11, 1899, and May 1, 1900; 
T. Peterson: A bill (H. R. 11112) granting an increase of pension to S. Agnes 
A bill (H. R. 7986) granting a pension to Clara C. Hawks; Young; 
A bill (H. R. 7994) granting an increase of pension to Margaret A bill (H. R. 11117) granting an increase of pension to William 
M. Grant; T. Hamilton; : 
A bill (H. R. 8003) granting an increase of pension to Louisa A bill (H. R. 11168) granting an increase of pension to Isaac ; 
M. Macfarlane; Phi pps: 
A bill (H. R. 8009) granting a pension to Sarah B. Clingerman; A bill (H. BR. 11180) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
A bi ill H. R. 8106) granting an increase of pension to Daniel | W. Gaskill; 
J. Mahoney; A bill (H. R. 11249) granting an increase of pension to Katha- 
A bill (H. R. 8134) granting an increase of pension to James H. | rine Rains Paul; 
Dunn; A bill (H. R. 11271) granting a pension to Louisa Gregg: 
A bill (H. R. 8341) granting a pension to Hannah C. Chase; A bill (H. R. 1131: 4) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
A bill (H. R, 8355) granting a pension to Robert C. Ballard; __| Pettit; 
A bill ( H. R. 8721) granting an increase of pension to Joseph} A bill (H. R. 11493) granting a pension to Mary A. Lipps; 
me stbr ok: | <A bill (H. R. 11496) granting a pension to Henry 8S. Foster; 
A bill (H, R, 8794) granting an increase of pension to Henry I. A bill (H. R. 11534) granting a pension to Hugh MceGuckin; 
eaten A bill (H. R. 11550) granting an increase of pension to William 
A bill (H. R. 9018) grant ting @ pension to Ida D. Greene; G. Gray; ; 
A bill (H. R. 9037) to allow the commutation of homestead en-| A bill (H. R. 11578) granting an increase of pension to John 
tries in certain cases; | Gaston; 
A bill (H. R. 9140) granting an increase of pension to Mary Ann A bill (H. R. 11636) providing for the transfer of the title to the 
E. Sperry; military reservation at Baton Rouge, La., to the Louisiana State 


A bill (H. R. 9187) granting an increase of pension to Caroline | University and Agricultural and Mechanical College; 
A. Hammond; A bill (H. R. 11638) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
A bill (H. R. 9219) granting an increase of pension to Colmore | Hyman; 


L. Newman; a bill (H. R. 11662) granting an increase of pension to Albion 
A bill (H. R. 9290) granting a pension to Frances L. Ackley; | P. Stil 
A bill (H. R. 9308) granting an increase of pension to Edwin A \ bill (Hi. R. 11787) ) granting a pension to Irenia C. Hill; 


P. Johnson: A bill (H. R. 11782) granting an increase of pension to Allen 
A bill (H. R. 9366) granting an increase of pension to Peter T. | Hockenbury; 
Norris: A bill (H. R. 11798) granting an increase of pension to Ole Ol: 
A bill (H. R. 9370) granting an increase of pension to John J. | son; 
Wolfe | <A bill (H. R. 11890) granting an increase of pension to James 
. bil (H. R. 9378) granting a pension to Clara B. Townsend; | Brown; 
ill (H. R. 94 15 ) granting an increase of pension to James A bill (H. R. 11894) granting a pension to Hannah A. Tim- 
Mat th Ws: | mons; 
A bill (H. R. 9458) granting an increase of pension to Adolph A bill (H. R. 11916) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
} B. Spurling; 


H. R. 9592) granting a pension to.Emily Briggs; A bill (H. R. 11924) granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
1. R. 9654) granting a pension to John S. James; | H. Delony; 
H. R. 9656) granting an increase of pension to Lunsford A bill (H. R. 11976) granting a pension to Lucy M. Ferman: 


A bill (H. R. 12012) granting an increase of pension to Walter 
. R. 9658) granting an increase of pension to Robert | C. Tuttle; 





wal A bill (H. R. 12028) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
A bill (H. R. 7) granting a pension to Isaac M. Pangle; C. Helphinstine; 
A bill (H. R. O77 i7) granting a pension to Helen F. Lasher; | <A bill (H. R. 12054) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Bur- 
A bill (H. R. 9847) granting an increase of pension to Zachariah | rill; 
R. Saunders; A bill (H. R. 12101) granting a pension to William E. Gray; 
A biil (H. R. 9883) granting an increase of pension to William A bill (H. R. 12116) granting a pension to William A. Hopper 
Kelley: alias Cuff Watson; 


A bill (H. R. 9952) granting a pension to William P. Feather- A bill (H. R. 12115) granting a pension to Chester E. Wads- 


stone: | worth: 
A bill (H. R. 10010) granting a pension to Mina Weirauch; A bill (H. R. 12129) granting a pension to Minnie M. Rice; 
A bill (H. = 10090) granting a pension t »JamesF.P.Johnston;| <A bill (H. R, 12145) granting an increase of pension to Caleb 
A bill (H. R. 10095) for the relief of Levi L. Reed; W. Story; 
A bill (H. z. 10114) granting an increase of pension to Charles; A bill (H. R. 12275) granting a pension to Amelia A. Russell: 


H. Ferguson; | A bill (H. R. 12284 


rgus granting an increase of pension to George 
A bill (H. R, 10122) granting an increase of pension to John S. | W. Shaw; 


~— 


— t; | <A bill (H. R. 12312) granting a pension to Susan Walker; 
il (H. R. 10173) granting an increase of pension to Richard | A bill (H. R. 12356) granting a pe nsion to Washington Ojers: 
Tr sts . A bill (H. R. 12395) granting a pension to Ruth Bartlett; 
\ bil (A. R. 10179) granting an increase of pension to Theron A bill (H. R. 12408) granting an increase of pension to John A 
R. Mac! Eveland; 
A bi (HL. R. 10230) granting an increase of pension to Harrison | A bill (H. R. 12409) granting an increase of pension to Jesse 
C. Vi 4 M. Peck; 
A bill (H. R. 10255) granting a pension to Margaret Tisdale; | A bill (H. R. 12418) granting a pension to Matilda E. Clarke; 
A bill (H. R. 10494) granting an increase of pension to Jonathan | bill (H. R. 12490) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
H. Slocum: | Culbreath: 
A bill (H. R. 10496) granting a pe nsion to Ji umes T. Steele; A bill (7. R. 12504) granting a pension to James B. Hashbaregar: 
A bill (H. R. 10545) granting an increase of pension to Solomon | A bill (H. R. 12549) granting an increase of pension to Ransom 
P. Broc!-y Phat 





mage 
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A bill (H. R. 12550) granting an increase of pension to James | 


E. Horton: 

A bill (H. R. 12552) 
alias B. A. Erwin; 

A bill (H. R, 12697) granting a pension to M. C. Rogers; 

A bill (H. R. 12774) granting an increase of pension to John M. 
Brown: 

A bill (H. R. 12804) making appropriations for the support of 
the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903; and 


granting a pension to Erwin A. Burke, 


| hood of Painters, Dex 


A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 172) authorizing the Secretary of | 


War to loan to the Morgan Memorial Association, of Winchester, 
Va., certain Rev volutionary trophies at Allegheny Arsenal, Pitts- 
burg, Pa 

The foregoing pension bills were subsequently read twice by 
their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of Boot and Shoe Workers’ 
Local Union No, 245, Arerican Federation of Labor, of St. Louis, 
Mo., praying for the reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion law; 
which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of Boot and Shoe Workers’ Local 
Union No. 245, American Federation of Labor, of St. Louis, Mo., 
praying for the enactment of legislation authorizing the construc- 
tion of war vessels in the navy-yards of the country; which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of the Holden Creamery Company, 
of Holden; of the Creamery Company of Strasburg; of Charles 
D. Mitchell, of Renick; of A. F. Griner, of California; of the 
Creamery Company of Amoret; of T. W. Bertenshaw, of Kansas 
City: of the Creamery Company of Purdin; of the Odessa Cream- 
ery Company, of Odessa; of the Creamery Company of Freeman; 
of W. R. Wilkinson, of St. Louis; of the Flemington Creamery, 
of Flemington; of the Warrensburg Creamery, of Warrensburg; 
of the Breckenridge Creamery, of Breckenridge; of the Center- 
view Creamery, of Centerview; of the Collins Creamery, of Col- 
lins; of the Merchants’ Exchange, the 
Agriculture, and the State Dairy 
the State of Missouri, praying for the passage of the so-called 
Grout bill, to regulate the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of 200 citizens of St. Joseph; of 
1,500 citizens of St. Joseph; of 250 citizens of St. Louis; of the 
Manufacurers’ Association of Kansas City; of the Hilmer- 
Scheitlin Commission Company, of St. Louis; of Hague, 
& Co., of Desloge; of Rev. J. A. Hatch, of Kansas City; of 
J. A. Clark, 
Thomas E, Mulvihill, of St. Louis, and of the Manufacturers’ 
Association of Kansas City, all in the State of Missouri, remon- 
strating against the passage of the so-called Grout bill, to regu- 
late the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Sarah E. Allen, of Kansas 
City, Mo., together with the affidavit of Dr. H. W. Miller, to ac- 
company the bill (H. R. 3427) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah E. Allen; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Jesse A. Creekmore, of Com- 
pany I, Thirty-third Regiment Enrolled Missouri Volunteers, 
together with the affidavits of Dr. W. L. Brosius, 
breath, and John J. Wampler, to accompany the bill (S. 4581) 
granting a pension to John A, Creekmore; which were referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SCOTT presented the memorial of Stone Brothers, of Pine- 
grove, W. Va., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called 
Grout bill, to regulate the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; 
which was or dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petitionof Wheeling Lodge, No. 1, Knights 
of Fidelity, of Wheeling, W. Va., praying for the enactment of 
legislation reducing the tax on whisky; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BURROWS presented petitions of Triumph Grange, No. 
518, Patrons of Husbandry, of Hersey: of H. J. Flynn and sundry 
other citizens of Ceresco; of Resort Grange, No. 841, Patrons of 
Husbandry; of Vanderbilt Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of 
Vanderbilt; of A. W. Fisher, of Fennville, and of Charles B. 
Welch, of Douglas, all in the State of Michigan, praying for the 
passage of the so-called Grout bill, to regulate the manufacture 
and sale of oleomargarine; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BERRY presented memorials of sundry citizens of Clifty, 
Ark., remonstrating against the establishment of ree iprocity 
treaties with forgign countries; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. DRYDEN presented the memorial of Susan W. Hildreth, 
of Orange, N. J., remonstrating against the official regulation of 
vice in the Philippine Islands; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Philippines. 


| and for the enactment of legislation to prevent the 
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f Lo al U nion No. 26, Brother 
‘orators, and Paper Hangers of America, of 
praying for the »-enactine ni of le 
construction of war vessels in the n 
which was referred to the ¢ mmitte 





He also presented a petition o 


Newark, N. J., 
ing the 
country; 


gislation avthoriz- 
ivy-vards of the 


n Naval Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of sundry cit sof Jersey City, 
N. J., praying for the adoption of an amen ioe it to the Consti- 
tution to prohibit polygamy; which were referred to the Com- 


mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the New Jersey St € ty of 
the Sons of the American Revolution, praying that an appropria- 
tion be made providing for the erection of a suitable m ment 
to mark the battlefield at Princeton, in the State of New Jersey. 
» desecration of 
the American flag; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Library. 

He also presented petitions of Painters’ Local Union No. 242, of 


~ tS, 


Orange; of the Carpenters’ Local Union, of Montclair, and of 
Painters’ Local Union No. 26, of Newark, all in the State of New 


Jersey, praying for the enactment of legislation providing an 
educational test for immigrants to this country; which were 


| ordered to lie on the table. 


| of Belleville Council No. 163, 


| Grout bill, to regulate the manufacture and 
Missouri State Board of | 
Association, of St. Louis, all in | 


| Axfi rd, 


Soyer | 


of Kansas City; of James Kelly, of Kansas City; of | 


Gideon Gil- | 


beth; 





| of Jersey City; 


He also presented petitions of Bricklayers and Masons’ Local 
Union No. 24, of Westfield; of Typographical Union No. 433, of 
Dover; of Cigarmakers’ Local Union No. 146, of New Brunswick; 
Junior Order of Unit : Am eri - 
Mechanics, of Belleville, and of Mechanics’ Home Cou l No. 7 
Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of re, ai 
in the State of New Jersey, praying for the reenactment of the 
Chinese-exclusion law; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

7 also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Rose mont; of 
L. F. Hersh & Bro., of Elizabeth; of Dr. M. Herbert Simmons, of 
hd of Edward B. Voorhees, of New Brunswick: of James 
Brock, of Rosenhayn, and of James Butler, of Jersey City, all in 
the State of New Jersey, praying for the passage of the so-called 
sale of oleomarga- 


Santee 


rine; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorials of W. M. Babier, of Jersey 
City; of J. E. Borton, of Camden; of A. T. Egbert, of Ashland; 
of William A. Hoagland, of Jersey City; of T. J. Schober. of Jer- 
sey City; of William J. Terrell. of eee of William H. 
of Washington; of J. W. Beach, of Jersey City; of Ed- 
ward Postel, of Hoboken; of John Worischeck, of Hoboken; of 
c>. Postel, of Hoboken: of M. M. Crane, of B onton: of bD. H 


Feun, of Jersey City: of Fred Luusmain, of Jersey City; of Mrs. 
Peterson, of Union Hill; of Dr. E. B. Phelps, of East Orange; of 


Dr. W. C. Armstrong, of Redbank; of Dr. G. F. agent of As- 
bury Park; of Dr. 8. E. Robinson, of Newport; of Dr. George E. 
Titus, of Hightstown: of Dr. M. D. Youngman, of Atlantic City; 
of Dr. John R. Fleming, of Atlantic City; of Dr. W. M. Moore. 
of New Brunswick: of Dr. Wallace McGeorge, of Camden: of 
Dr. Alexander Wilder, of Newark; of Dr. B. W. McFarland, of 
Trenton; of Dr. George R. Kent, of Newark; of Dr. A. L. Geddes, 
of Montclair; of Dr. gm Mayer, of Jersey City Heights; of 
Dr. H. S. Lockwood, 8 Jersey ( ity; of C. D. Vincent & Co., of 
Orange: of Elmer Young, of Orange; of F. Westphal, of Plain- 
field; of H. Walton, of Asbury Park; of A ugustus 8. Van Dien, 
of Jersey City; of F. E. Tilden, of Jersey City; of Therselsen & 
Brown, ° Perth Amboy; of E. W. Turner, of Ridgefield 
of John J. Reagan, of Jerse “y City; of Charles Roesch & Sons, of 
Atlantic C ity; of P. Pontier, of Passaic: of E. Neelen, of Eliza- 
of George Matthews, of ——e City; of Mrs. H. Metz, of 
Jersey City; of Mahon Brothers, of Elizabeth; of W.S. Morton, 
of Newark; of Henry Ahrens, a Elizabeth; of the * Ww Jers v 
Melting and Churning Company, of Hoboken; of F. E. La Ha 
of G. B. Kinsey, of Elizabeth; of Mrs. S. F. J i n- 
son, of Jersey City; of Thomas Hanlon, of Jersey City; of John 
A. Hooke, of — sey City; of John 8. Gratz & Co., of Camden; 
George Cook, Plaintields of Mrs. William Chilver, of Jersey 
City; of Creame r& Rogers, of Burlington; of Bush & Shuart 
Oakland, and of M. Anderson, of J rsey City, all 
New Jersey , remonstrating against the passage of the s illed 
Grout bill, to regulate the manufacture and 
which sey ordered to lie on the table. 
Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of Cann ll Lod 
25, oe rhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Beard wn. Ii] 


i) the Wy 


7 r , 
Sait? Of oles nal 


l., pray- 

7s 
ing for the passage of the so-called Foraker Corliss s: y-appli- 
ance bill: which was referred to the Committ on Interstate 


| Commerce. 


Mr. NELSON presented petitions of Cigar Makers’ Local Union 
No. 77, of Minneapolis; of Coopers’ Local Union No, 22, of Min- 
neapolis; of Typographical Union No. 432, of Stillwater; of Up- 
holsterers’ Local Union No. 23, of Minneapolis; of Blacksmiths 
Local Union No. 108, of Winona; of Local Union No. 81, of Min- 
neapolis; of Butchers’ Local Union No, 114, of St. Paul; of Jour 
neymen Stonecutters’ Local Union, of Kasota; of Core Makers’ 
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Local Union No. 50, of St. Paul; of Plasterers’ Local Union No. 
65. of Minneapolis: of Plasterers’ Local Union No. 53, of Duluth; 
of Typographical Local Union, of Winona; of Local Union No. 
78, of Duluth: of Iron Molders’ Local Union No. 226, of Brainerd, 
and of fron Molders’ Local Union No. 264, of Winona, all of the 
American Federation of Labor, in the State of Minnesota, pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation providing an educational 
test for immigrants to this country; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented sundry affidavits in support of the bill (S. 
3100) granting an increase of pension to Frank Beekman; which 
were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. KITTREDGE presented the petition of John Ryan and 21 
other citizens of Kimball, 8. Dak., praying for the passage of the 
so-called Grout bill, to regulate the manufacture and sale of oleo- 
margarine; which was ordered to lie on the table. 





American federation of Labor, of Lead, 8. Dak., praying for the 
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enactment of legislation providing an educational test for immi- | 


grants to this country; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. KEAN presented a memorial of Rahway Typographical 
Union, No. 235, of Rahway, N. J.. remonstrating against the pas- 
sage of the bill (S. 2894) to amend the copyright law; which was 
‘eferred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 148, Boot and 
Shoe Workers, of Newark, N. J., praying for the enactment of 
legislation providing an educational test for immigrants to this 
country; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


4 


He also presented a petition of Dover Typographical Union, No. | 


i33. of Dover, N. J.. praying for the reenactment of the Chinese- 
exclusion law; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of the Joseph Campbell Preserve 
Company. of Camden, and of the Anderson Food Company, of 
Camden, in the State of New Jersey, praying for the passage of 
the so-called pure-food bill; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Manufactures. 

He also presented petitions of Local Union No. 119. and of Local 
Union No. 146, of the Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of 
Jersey City, in the State of New Jersey, praying for the passage 
of the so-called Foraker-Corliss safety-appliance bill; which were 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Ashland, Eliza- 
beth, Jersey City, Allentown, Camden, Newark, Rosenhayn, 
Cranbury, and Keyport, all in the State of New Jersey, praying 
for the passage of the so-called Grout bill, to regulate the manu- 
facture and sale of oleomargarine; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Jersey City, 
Newark, Elizabeth, Florence, Perth Amboy, Passaic, Ridgewood, 
Bayonne, Long Branch, Paterson, Hackettstown, Hoboken, and 
Camden, all in the State of New Jersey, remonstrating against 
the passage of the so-called Grout bill, to regulate the manufac- 
ture and sale of oleomargarine; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington. I present forthe junior Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. Mason], who is necessarily absent from the 
senate, a petition from the Chinese Empire Reform Association, 
of San Francisco, Cal., relative to the use of opium asadrug. I 
ask that the petition may be printed in the Recorp and referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

There being no objection, the petition was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

HEADQUARTERS CHINESE EMPIRE REFORM ASSOCIATION, 
San Francisco, Cal., March 19, 1902. 
Senator W. FE. MAson, 
[ ted Senate, Washington, D.C. 


ii i State 
HONORED SIR 
is maintained for the purpose of elevating and civiliuzing the Chinese people 

to the ideas of Western peoples, pray that your excellency will give 


m raing Tt 











heed to the following humble prayer: 
Realizing that the greatest social and physical destruction of our people 
1 .ttributed to the use of that pernicious drug, opium,and also having 


poison by the members of your excellency’s race in the United States, we 
hailed with gratitude the notices published in the American newspapers that 


your excellency had introduced a bill into the Senate of the United States 
which, when it becomes a law, will forever prohibit the importation of this 


curse of the earth into the ten times blessed land of your excellency. 
lt is our earnest prayer to your excellency that you will exert the great 
power with which your honored pe _ have trusted you to induce the hon- 





orable body of which you are a member to pass this more than just law, that 
our people may learn to pray for the prosperity of the wise men of the West, 
who, ¥ kindness in their hearts and respect for the great unwritten law 


of humane consideration uppermost in their minds, will have saved future 
rer" their own people from the slavery which a powerful nation 
forced upon the unhappy races of the Far East. For this we pray. 
CHINESE EMPIRE REFORM ASSOCIATION, 
T. Y. HEE, Secretary. 
Mr. PATTERSON presented a petition of sundry Spanish- 
American war volunteers of Colorado, praying for the enactment 
of legislation to allow travel pay from Manila, P. I., to San Fran- 


zene tions of 


knowledge of the wonderful increase in the consumption of that same potent | 


The members of this association, which was organized and | 








Marcu 31, 
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cisco, Cal., to those who enlisted on the call for volunteers for the 
Spanish-American war; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of Reno Post, No. 39, of Denver; of 
A. J.Smith Post, No. 102, of Florence, of the Department of Colo- 
rado, Grand Army of the Republic, both in the State of Colorado, 
praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the con- 
struction of war vessels in the navy-yards of the country; which 
were referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of Typographical Union No. 425, of 
Canyon City; of Local Division No. 325, Order of Railway Con- 
ductors, of Grand Junction; of Local Union No. 77, Order of Rail- 
way Telegraphers, of Denver; of Bricklayers’ Local Union No. 2, 
of Pueblo, and of Bricklayers and Masons’ Local Union No. 6, of 
Cripple Creek, all in the State of Colorado, praying for the reen- 


| actment of the Chinese-exclusion law; which were ordered to lie 
He also presented a petition of the Lead City Miners’ Union, | 


on the table. 

He also presented petitions of Miners’ Local Union No. 137, of 
Black Hawk; of Gillett Mill Smeltermen’s Union, No. 92; of 
Mine and Smeltermen’s Local Union No. 58, of Durango; of Bryan 
Miners’ Local Union, No. 64, of Ophir; of Denver Branch, Amal- 
gamated Society of Engineers, of Denver; of the Ten Mile Miners’ 
Union, of Kokomo, and of Miners’ Local Union No. 59, of Ward, 
all in the State of Colorado, praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion providing an educational test for immigrants to this coun- 
try: which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HARRIS presented a petition of Journeymen Barbers’ In- 
ternational Union No. 87, of Leavenworth, Kans., praying for the 
reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion law; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Como, Niles, 
Soldier, and Frederic, ail in the State of Kansas, praying for the 
passage of the so-called Grout bill, to regulate the manufacture 
and sale of oleomargarine; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Kansas, re- 
monstrating against the passage of the so-called Grout bill, to 
regulate the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of sundry labor organizations of 
Salina, Wichita, Pittsburg, Topeka, Osawatomie, Girard, Kansas 
City, Argentine, Norton, Atchison, and Stippville, all in the 
State of Kansas, praying for the enactment of legislation provid- 
ing an educational test for immigrants to this country; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a memorial of the Lawrenceburg 
Roller Mills Company, of Lawrenceburg. Ind., remonstrating 
against the adoption of the so-called ‘‘ London clause’’ in bills of 
lading issued to London from North Atlantic ports; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WETMORE presented a petition of 67 citizens of Newport, 
R. I., praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the 
erection of a monument, in the city of Washington, to the mem- 
ory of the late Prof. Spencer F. Baird; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Library. 

He also presented a petition of 18 citizens of Providence, R. I., 
and a petition of the Brewery Workers’ Local Union No. 116, 
American Federation of Labor, of Providence, R. L, praying for 
the reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion law; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce, of Manila, P. I., praying for the enactment of certain leg- 
islation for the government of the Philippine Islands; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Philippines. 

He also presented a petition of the Progressive Commercial 
Association, of Astoria, Oreg., and a petition of Local Division 
No. 1, United Brotherhood of Railway Employees, of Roseburg, 


| Oreg., praying for the reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion law; 


which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Local Division No. 1, United 
Brotherhood of Railway Employees, of Roseburg, Oreg., praying 
for the establishment of a post-office savings department; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Pleasant Hill, 
Oreg., praying for the passage of the so-called Grout bill, to reg- 


| ulate the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which was or- 


dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 
487, of Baker City; of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 202, of 
Pertland; of Expressmen and Team Drivers’ Local Union No. 
197, of Portland; of Hardwood Finishers’ Local Union No. 187, 
of Portland; of Local Union No. 143, of Portland; of Journey- 
men Barbers’ Local Union No. 75, of Portland; of Local Union 
No. 167, of Astoria; of Local Union No. 41, of Portland, and of 
Team Drivers’ Local Union No. 182, of Astoria, all of the Ameri- 
can Federation of Labor, in the State of Oregon, praying for 
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the enactment of legisiation providing an educational test for 
immigrants to this country; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. SPOONER presented a petition of H. W. Lawton Camp, 
No. 6, Spanish-American War Veterans, of Manitowoc, Wis., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the desecra- 
tion of the American flag; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Painters’ District Council, 
American Federation of Labor, of Milwaukee, Wis., praying for 
the enactment of legislation providing an educationa il test for im- 
migrants to this country; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Retail Merchants’ Associa- 
tion, of Menomonie, Wis., praying for the passage of the so-called 
pure-food bill; which was referred to the Committee on Manu- 
factures. 

He also presented a memorial of the Retail Merchants’ Associa- 
tion, of Menomonie, Wis., remonstrating against the passage of 
the so-called parcels-post bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I present a petition of the Creek Nation of In- 
dians, praying for the adoption of a proposed amendment to the 
Indian appropriation bill relative to the granting of annuities to 
these Indians. I move that the petition be printed as a document 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DUBOIS presented a petition of the Farmers’ institute, of 
Riverside, Idaho, praying for the enactment of legislation provid- 
ing for the reclamation of the arid lands of the West; which was 
referred to the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid 
Lands. 

He also presented petitions of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 380, 
of Wallace; of the Miners’ Local Union of De Lamar, and of Miners’ 
Local Union No. 37, of Giffonsville, all in the State of Idaho, 
praying for the enactment of legislation providing an educational 
test for immigrants to this country; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Burke, Ovid, 
and Liberty, all in the State of Idaho, praying for the passage of 
the so-called Grout bill, to regulate the manufacture and sale of 
oleomargarine; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana presented petitions of Iron Molders’ 
Local Union No. 367, of New Orleans; of Journeymen Bakers 
and Confectioners’ Local Union No. 35, of New Orleans; of Black- 
smiths’ Local Union No. 42, of New Orleans; of Butchers’ Work- 
men Protective Union No. 146, of New Orleans; of Team Drivers’ 
Local Union No. 254, of New Orleans; of Operative Plasterers’ 
Local Union No. 211, of Shreveport; of Cigar Packers’ Local Union 
No. 479, of New Orleans, and of Core Makers’ Local Union No. 
76, of New Orleans, all in the State of Louisiana, praying for the 
enactment of legislation providing an educational test for im- 
migrants to this country; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. FORAKER presented a petition of 61 citizens of Rushsyl- 
vania, Ohio, praying for the adoption of an amendment to the 
Constitution providing for the election of United States Senators 
by direct vote of the people; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented petitions of 126 citizens of Uhrichsville, Den- 
nison, Salineville, Toronto, and Tippecanoe; of 728 citizens of 
Cuyahoga Falls, Akron, Payne, Palmyra, Collinwood, Randolph, 
‘olumbus, Orrville, and Wanda, all in the State of Ohio, praying 

for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit 
polygamy; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of the Lake Seamen’s Union of 
Cleveland, Ohio, remonstrating against the adoption of certain 
proposed amendments to chapter 7 of the Revised Statutes relat- 
ing to the employment of seamen in the merchant marine of the 
country; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of the congregations of the Third 
United Presbyterian Church of Xenia, of the African Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Xenia, of the First United Brethren Church 
of Xenia, and of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Dresden, allin the State of Ohio, praying for the enactment of 
legislation prohibiting the sale of opium and intoxicating liquors 
in the island possessions of the United States; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of Barlow Post, No. 

f Wilson Post, No. 602, of Vienna C i. ssroads; of J. G. Reeth- 
mille Post, No. 658, of Hannibal; of C. Ogden Post, No. 569, of 
Nova; of Sergeant Thompson Post, No. 935, of Salineville, and of 
William Bush Post, No. 455, of Racine, all of the Department of 
Ohio, ery Army of the Republic; of Carpenters’ Local Union 
No. 494, of Columbus; of Brewery Workers’ Local U nion No. 
140, of dioteneneth: and of Stereotypers and Electrotypers’ Local 
Union No. 14, of Columbus, all in the State of Ohio, praying for 


434, of Barlow; 


CONGRESSIONAL RE COR D—SENATE. 


| 


3445 





the enactment of legislati m authorizing the construc tion of war 
vessels in the navy-yards of the country: which were referred to 
the Committée on Naval Affairs. , 

He also presented memorials of the joint a 
Cigar Makers’ and Packers’ unions of Cincinnati, and of Cigar 
Makers’ Local Union No. 249, of Findlay. in the State of Ohio. 
remonstrating against any reduction of the duty on cigars and to- 
bacco imported into the United States; which were re! 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Iron Mollers’ Union No. 4 


American Federation of Labor, of Cincinnati, Ohio, ] for 
the enactment of legislation to restrict the application of ri 
of injunction, to establish a uniform working day of eight | 


to prchibit interstate commerce in convict-made goods, and for tl 
exclusion of Chinese immigrants to this country; which wa 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of Local Unions Nos. 34, 6, 30, 60, 
421, 10, 68, 105, 56, 189, 50, 31, and 210, of Martins Ferry, Colum- 
bus, Youngstown, Akron, Zanesville, Cincinnati, and Cleveland, 
all of the American Federation of Labor, in the State of Ohio, 
praying for the enactment of legislation providing an educational 
test for immigrants to this country; which were ordered to lie on 
the table 

He also presented petitions of 98 citizens of Canton; of 59 citi- 

zens of Fostoria; of 98 citizens of Cleveland; of 388 citizens of ¢ ‘ip- 
cinnati; of 27 citizens of Middliebranch; of 44 citizens of Spring 
field; of 203 citizens of Cincinnati; of 48 citiz ns of Mansfik id: 
and of Local Union No. 371, United Mine Workers of America, 
of Byesville; of Carpenters’ Local Union No. 589, of Chillicothe: 
of Brick] ayers’ Union No. 16, of Xenia; of Retail Clerks’ Union 
No. 94, of Canton; of Bricklayers’ Union No. 7, of Ak : of 
sricklayers’ Union No. 21, of Columbus; of Machine Coopers’ 
Union No. 109, of Cincinnati; of Journeymen Bakers and Con- 
fectioners’ on No. 41, of Columbus; of Stereo an Ll Electro 
Union No. 14, of Columbus; of Sole Fasteners’ Uni on Ni . 218, of 
Cincinnati; a Shirt, Waist, and Laundry Worl kers’ Union 1 N , 25 : 
of East preeeetts of Typographical Union No. 182, of Ak m; of 
Local Union No. 130, of Toledo; of Beer Drivers and St: men’s 
Union No. 202, of Colan nbu is; of Internat i mal Asso ole om of 
Allied Metal Mechanics’ Union No. 117, of Chillic athe; of Carpen- 
ters’ Union No. 61, of Columbus; of Stereo and Electro Union 
No. 14, of Columbus; of Order of Railway (¢ ie rs, Local 
Division No. 295, of Lorain; of Union No. 43, of Urbana: of 
Order of Railway Conductors, Local Division No. 26, of Toledo; 
of Stove Mounters’ Union No. 8, of Hamilton: of F ‘ede ral Union, 
No. 7503, of Byesville; of Red a e Lodge, No. 250, Knights of 
Pythias, of Byesville; of Lodge No. 765, of Byesvil le: of J. M. 
Ferris Lodge, No. 132, of Cleve land: of Stereotypers’ Union No. 
5, of Cincinnati, and of Typographical Union No. 200, of Youngs- 
town, all in the State of Ohio, praying for the reenactment of the 
Chinese-exclusion law: which were ordered to lie on the ta 

He also presented petitions of 74 citizens of Oak Harbor. Ottawa, 
and Kenton; of 45 citizens of German, of 46 citizens of Benton 
Station, 44 citizens of Huntsburg, 47 citizens of Fullertown, of 
22 citizens of Fields, 44 citizens of Ravenna, 47 citizens of Oak 
Harbor, 42 citizens of Wildare, 43 citizens of Alvordton, 25 
citizens of Eaton, 48 citizens of Vienna, 24 citizens of ‘held, 
29 citizens of West Mansfield, 27 citizens of Chesterland, 21 
citizens of Glendale, 77 citizens of Cedarville. 25 citizens of Cin- 
cinnati, 25 citizens of Hamilton County, 42 citizens of Hardin and 
Jefferson counties, 55 citizens of Preble County; of Mount N ) 
Grange, No. 664, Patrons of Husbandry, of Lisbon, and of Brad- 


ford Grange, No. 877, Patrons of Husbandry, of London, all in 
the State of Ohio, praying for the passage of the so-called Grou 


bill, to regulate the manufacture and sale of oleomar; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 
Mr. HAWLEY presented petitions of 20 « itines sof New 


of Cigar Makers’ Local Union of Bridgeport; of Journeymen Bak 


and Confectioners’ Local Union of Torrinat n; of Carp and 
Joiners’ Union of New Haven: of Hat Makers’ Union of Dan 
bury; of Hatters’ Union of Bethel; of Journeymen Bakers 


Confectioners’, Local Union of Danbury; of Coremakers’ 1 n 
of New Haven; of Team Drivers’ Internation: i 
bury; of Stereotypers’ Union of New Haven; of ' 





International Union of Meriden; of Journeymen Bakers’ ! nal 
Union of Hartford, and of Bakers and Confect Local 
Union of Bridgeport, all in the State of Connecticut, praying for 
the reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion law; which were or- 


der d to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of Cigar Makers’ Union of Hart- 
ford; of Cigar Makers’ Union of New Haven; of Cigar Makers’ 
Union of South Norwalk; ot Typographical Union of Hartford; 


of Typographical Union of Danbury; of Iron Molders’ Union of 
Stamford; of Iron Molders’ | Union of Shelton; of Bre wers’ Union 
of Waterbury; of Brewers’ Union of Hartford; of Cigar Makers’ 
Union of Ansonia; of Iron Molders’ Union of Bridgeport, of 
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Tron Molders’ Union of Hartford; of Tile Layers and Helpers’ 
International Union of Hartford; of Iron Molders’ Union of 
Middletown; of Switchmen’s Union of New Haven; of Team 
Drivers’ International Union of Danbury; of Coremakers’ Union 
of New Haven; of Journeymen Bakers and Confectioners’ Local 
Union No. 188, of Torrington; of Typographical Union of New 
Haven; of Typographical Union of Bridgeport; of Typographical 
Union of Waterbury; of Journeymen Barbers’ International] 
Union of Sov+h Norwalk; of Piano and Organ Workers’ Union 
of Meriden, and of Journeymen Bakers and Confectioners’ Local 





Union of Hartford, all in the State of Connecticut, praying for | 


the enactment of legislation providing an educational test for 
immigrants to this country; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Maine State Board of 
Trade, praying for the adoption of certain amendments to the 
present bankruptcy law; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Jndiciary. 


He also presented a memorial of the general committee of the | 


telegraphers, station agents, and signalmen of the New York Cen- 
tral and Hudson River Railroad Company, remonstrating against? 
the adoption of the enacting clause of Senate bill No. 4553, to 


limit the meaning of the word ‘‘ conspiracy ’’ and the use of ** re- | 


straining orders and injunctions’’ in certain cases; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Lighting Fixture Associa- 
tion, of New York, remonstrating against the ratification of the 
so-called French reciprocity treaty; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented the petition of Ramon Rivera and 227 other 
citizens of Corozal, Porto Rico, praying for the restoration of the 
municipal government of that city; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 

ARTICLES ON THE PHILIPPINES. 

Mr. MONEY. Iask the consent of the Senate to have printed 
as a Senate document observations made by a member of this 
body during a visit to the Philippine Islands. The articles were 
published in the Saturday Evening Post, of Philadelphia, and I 
have the permission of the publishers to have the articles printed 
as a public document. One article is entitled ‘*‘ Will the Philip- 
pines pay?’ and the other, ** The real feelings of the Filipinos.”’ 

Mr. LODGE. What are the papers? 

Mr. MONEY. The articles I desire to have published were 
contributed by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] to the 
Saturday Evening Post, being the result of personal observations 
after a considerable visit to the Philippines. 

Mr. LODGE. I have no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Mississippi that the articles referred 
to by him be published as a document? The Chair hears none, 
and that order is made. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 1714) granting an increase of pension to Levi H. 
Winslow; 

‘ A bill (H. R. 1190) granting an increase of pension to Albert S, 
Whittier; 

A bill (H. R. 6488) granting an increase of pension to Matthew 
C. Medbury; 

A bill (H. R. 1503) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Farrell; and 
ane bill (S. 4740) granting an increase of pension to Maria L. 

rodfrey. 

Mr. GALLINGER.,. from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H.-R. 10289) granting a pension to Eliza Stewart; 
wh bill (H. R. 1706) granting an increase of pension to John E. 

Vhite: 

A bill (H. R. 10193) granting an increase of pension to John 
Hollister; 

A bill (S. 4749) granting an increase of pension to Eunice A. 
Smith: and 

A bill (8. 3091) granting an increase of pension to Matilda R. 
Schoonmaker. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 319) granting a pension to Ida Warren, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. TURNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 2289) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
8S. Harrower; 
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A bill (H. R. 5413) granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
H. Van Vliet; 

A bill (H. R. 3180) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
S. Dickinson; and 

A bill (H. R. 7990) granting an increase of pension to Uriah 
Reams. 

Mr. TURNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 


| amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 


A bill (H. R. 6687) granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo 
Blackman; 

A bill (H. R. 3275) granting an increase of pension to William 
G. Johnson; 

A bill (H. R. 2770) granting an increase of pension to Otillia 
M. Smoot; 

(A bill (H. R. 8696) granting an increase of pension to William 
B. Rowe: 

A bill (H. R. 918) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Misner: 

A bill (H. R. 5327) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Mackey; and 

A bill (H. R.10141) granting an increase of pension to William 
R. Armstrong. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 11381) granting an increase of pension to 
Abraham N. Bradfield, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PATTERSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
amendments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (8. 4514) granting an increase of pension to Mary Beals; 

A bill (S. 8108) granting an increase of pension to Inez E. Per- 
rine; and 

A bill (S. 2948) granting a pension to Thomas S. Rowen. 

Mr. PATTERSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 4381) granting an increase of pension to 
John §S. Robinson, reported it with an amendment, and submit- 
ted a report thereon. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the amendment submitted by himself on 
the 18th instant, proposing to appropriate $100,000 to enable the 
Secretary of War to begin the construction of a memorial bridge 
across the Potomac River, intended to be proposed to the sundry 
civil appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved 
that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; 
which was agreed to, 

Mr. DEBOE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 181) granting an increase of pension to William C. 
David; 

A bill (S. 3672) granting an increase of pension to James 
Scannell; 

A bill (H. R. 9791) granting an increase of pension to John 
Reep; 

A bill (H. R. 8048) granting an increase of pension to James A. 
Bramble; 

A bill (H. R. 2545) granting an increase of pension to Isaac H. 
Crim; 

A bill (H. R. 7250) granting an increase of pension to Mar- 
garet Hendry; and 

A bill (H. R. 1278) granting an increase of pension to La Myra 
V. Kendig. 

Mr. DEBOE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 9301) granting an increase of pension to 
Barbara McDonald, reported it with an amendment, and submit- 
ted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 6029) granting a pension to Mary E. Kelly, reported it 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. LODGE. I am directed by the Committee on the Philip- 
pines, to whom was referred to bill (8S. 2295) temporarily to pro- 
vide for the administration of the affairs of civil government in 
the Philippine Islands, and for other purposes, to report it with 
amendments, and I submit a report thereon. I hope to be able to 
call up the bill at an early day and dispose of it. 

- se pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the 
alendar. 

Mr. RAWLINS. In behalf of the minority members of the 
Committee on the Philippines I present an amendment in the 
nature of a substitute for the bill which has just been favorably 
reported. I ask that it be printed. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The substitute will be printed, 
necessarily. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
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referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 283) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
M. McCullough; 

A bill (H. R. 8553) granting a pension to Joseph Tusinski; 

A bill (H. R. 809) granting an increase of pension to James P. 
Burchfield; 

A bill (H. R. 9621) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
Y. Transue; 

A bill (H. R. 1938) granting an increase of pension to Helen V. 
Rorer; 

A bill (H. R. 5761) granting a pension to Thomas F. Walter; and 

A bill (H. R. 8651) granting a pension to Maggie Helinbold. 


Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were | 


referred the following bills, reported them severally with amend- 
ments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 3041) granting an increase of pension to Emma F. 
Shilling; and 

A bill (5S. 4506) granting an increase of pension to Ann E. 
Collier. 


Mr. McMILLAN, trom the Committee on the District of Co- | 


lumbia, to whom was referred the amendment submitted by him- 
self on the 19th instant, intended to be proposed to the bill (S. 


493) to amend the code of law for the District of Columbia, ap- | 


proved March 38,1901, reported adversely thereon; and the amend- 
ment was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 4483) to amend section 553 of an act entitled ‘‘An act to 
establish a code of law for the District of Columbia,’’ approved 
March 3, 1901, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was in- 
definitely postponed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by himself on the 13th instant, proposing 


-to appropriate $8,000 for a survey for an additional conduit for 


the Washington water supply, intended to be proposed to the 
District of Columbia appropriation bill, submitted a favorable 


report thereon, and moved that the amendment be referred to the | 


Committee on Appropriations, and printed; which was agreed to. 
He also, from the same committee, to whom the subject was 

referred, submitted a report, accompanied by a bill (S. 4792), 

relative to the control of dogs in the District of Columbia; which 
yas read twice by its title. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom were referred the following bills, reported them each 
with an amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 6466) granting a pension to Josephine M. Dustin; 
and 

A bill (H. R. 2124) granting an increase of pension to Dewit C. 
McCoy. 

Mr. "McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
amendments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 4643) granting an increase of pension to Phoebe 
L. Peyton: and 

A bill (S, 4056) granting an increase of pension to Minerva 
Melton. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 3634) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth A. 
Capehart; 

A bill (H. R. 3418) granting a pension to Dennis Dyer; and 

A bill (H. R. 11375) granting a pension to Charles F. Merrill. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 8471) granting a pension to Eliza A. 
Wright, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. PRITCHARD, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
amendments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1625) granting an increase of pension to Jethro M. 
Getman; and 

A bill (S. 4835) granting an increase of pension to John Brown. 

Mr. PRITCHARD, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 5712) granting a pension to Alice Bozeman; and 

A bill (H. R. 2287) granting an increase of pension to George 
McDaniel. 

Mr. PRITCHARD, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4221) authorizing 
the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to extinguish a 
portion of an alley in square 189, reported it with an amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CARMACK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 6713) granting an increase of pension 
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to Freeman R. E. Chanaberry, reported it with an amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, tc whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 10692) granting an increase of pension to David C. 
Maples, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee on Pensions. to whom 


was referred the bill (S. 1225) granting a pension to Clara W. 
MeNair, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 


| He also, from the same committce, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 10415) granting a pension to Sarah M. Smith, re- 
| ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED, 


Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S. 47983) granting an increase of 
pension to Thomas Claiborne; which was read twice by its title, 
| and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4794) to restore to the active list 
| of the Navy the name of Andrew M. Moore; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 4795) granting a pension 
to George W. Johnson; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. To accompany the bill I present the petition 
for pension of George W. Johnson, with affidavits of Dr. O. F. 
| Renick, A. O. Welton, T. D. Rafter, and Thomas Cameron and 

War Department letter. I move that the bill and accompanying 
| papers be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 4796) granting an increase 
of pension to Robert B. Drake; which was read twice by its 
title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. To accompany the billI present the petition 
for increase of pension of Robert B. Drake. Company B, Ninety- 
| ninth Ohio Volunteer Infantry, with affidavit of Dr. J. S. Cookes. 
| I move that the bill and accompanying papers be referred to the 
Committee on Claims, 
| The motion was agreed to, 
| Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 4797) granting an in- 
| crease of pension to William H. Colville; which was read twice 
by its title. 
| Mr. COCKRELL. To accompany the bill I present the petition 

for increase of pension of William H. Colville, Company F, Fifth 
| Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, with affidavits of Thomas J. 
| Ireland and Dr. Joel S. Cooper. I move that the bill and ac- 

companying papers be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 4798) to authorize the 
Quincy Railroad Bridge Company, its successors and assigns, to 
rebuild the draw span of its bridge across the Mississippi River, 
at Quincy, Ill.; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 4799) for the relief of 
Annie T. Jones, widow of. Jonathan L. Jones, deceased; which 
was read twice by its title and referred to the Committee on 

| Claims. 

| Mr. PATTERSON introduced a bill (S. 4800) granting an honor- 

| able discharge to Andrew Heradon; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (S. 4801) granting an increase of pension to Augustus C 
Paul; 

A bill (S. 4802) granting a pension to John Allen Alcorn (with 

| an accompanying paper); 

| A bill (8. 4803) granting a pension to Marsden H. Sammis (with 
an accompanying paper); 

| A bill (S. 4804) granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo W. 





Smith (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 4805) granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 
Wilsey (with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 4806) granting an increase of pension to Frank A. 
Olney (with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. DUBOIS introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 4807) granting an increase of pension to Emmett C. 
Hill (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 4808) granting a pension to George W: Soule (with 
an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 4809) granting a pension to Henry J. McFadden (with 
an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 4810) granting an increase of pension to Wade P. Hard 
(with an accompanying paper). 
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ead ve introduced a bill (S. 4811) granting an increase 
of P nsion to Jok in W. Dick; which was read twice by its title, 
and, wit h the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Per I 3] ms. 

Mr. MALLORY in 
severally read twice b 
on Pensions: 

A bill (8. 4812) granting a pension to Addison Arnold; 

A bill (S. 4813) gr wnting a pension to Chesterfield on and 

A bill (S. 4814) granting a pension to Amanda Pitma 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (8. 4815) to grant c« owe lands 
to the South Platte Canal and Reservoir Company; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. McENERY introduced the following bills: which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 4816) for the relief of the heirs of John Nelson; 

A bill (S. 4817) for the relief of Louis Dubroc; 

A bill (S. 4818) for the relief of the heirs of Archibald P. Buc- 
cholz; and . 

A bill (8S. 4819) for the relief of the widow and heirs of James 
Hughes. 

Mr. DEBOE introduced a bill (S. 4820) to correct the military 
record of Samuel T. Wallace; whic h was read twice by its title, 
, With accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
ilitary Affairs. 
also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 


ntroduced the follo wing bills; which were 
by thal ir titles, and referred to the Committee 
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A bill (S. 4821) granting an increase of pension to William G. 
Mandeville (with accompanying papers); 

A bill Ss, 4822) granting an increase of pension to Moses Hul 

A bill (8. 4823) granting an increase of pension to John 
Parker: and 

A bill (8. 4824) granting a pension to Susan A. Brand (with an 
accompanying paper). 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a Dill (S. 4825) to provide for a 
union railroad station in the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4826) for the relief of holders and 
owners of certain District of Columbia special-tax scrip; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbi: 7 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4827) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to George W. Stott; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 4828) granting an increase of 
pe nsic m to Mary A. Craigue; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced a bill (S. 4829) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Nimrod Headington; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 4830) granting an increase 
of pension to Sarah D. Graves; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S 


sion to Horace 


4831) granting an increase of pen- 


referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CLAPP introduced a bill (S. 4832) for the relief of Col. 
H. B. Freeman; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 4833) granting a pension to Israel Heffner (with ac- 
companying papers); 

A bill (8. 4834) granting an increase of pension to James Gaines 
(with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 4835) granting an increase of pension to James Brown 
(with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 4836) granting an increase of pension to John Menden- 
hall (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 4837) granting an increase of pension to David J. Nun- 
nemaker (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 4838) granting an increase of pension to John Miller 
(with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 483 9) granting an increase of pension to Richard 
Cramer (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 4840) granting an increase of pension to Elias Broad- 
stone (with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 4841) to correct the naval 
record of and grant an honorable discharge to Edward Pritchard; 


H. Redford; which was read twice by its title, and | 


which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4842) for the relief of William 
Wiggins; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Co . imittee on Cli aims. 

melee introduced a bill (S. 4843) for the relief of the estate of 
chs irles McIntosh, deceased; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (S. 4844) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of James Knight; 

A bill (8.4845) to correct the military record of Thomas Ross; 

bill (S. 4846) granting an honorable discharge to Joseph 
Shuman; and 

A. bill (5. 484 oe to correct the military record of James Petty. 

Mr. PLATT of Connectic at introduced a bill (S. 4848) to ratify 
and confirm an agreement with the Choctaw and Chickasaw tribes 


| of Indians, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 


title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 4849) granting an increase 
of pension to Lovell Bullock; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 4850) to increase the 
pensions of soldiers and sailors who have lost limbs in the serv- 
ice; Which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pe nsions. 

Mr. PETTUS introduced a bill (S. 4851) for the relief of Rich- 
ard Appling; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. RAWLINS introduced a bill (S. 4852) granting a pension 
to Loyd B. Stephens; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 4853) granting an increase of 
pension to Amos Moulton; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 4854) granting an increase of 


| pension to Cassius B. Fisher; which was read twice by its title, 
| and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 





Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4855) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to John F. Dearborn; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 73) author- 
izing the President to restore and appoint Hamilton H. Blunt to 
be captain of infantry, United States Army; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 
Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment proposing to increase 


| the number of special agents in charge of divisions in the rural 


free-delivery service from 7 to 10, and providing compensation 
therefor, intended to be proposed by him to the Post-Office ap- 
propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 


| $500,000 to enable the Postmaster-General to make contracts for 


the transmission of mail by pneumatic tubes, intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the Post-Office appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and 
ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment relative to the report of the 
board of engineers appointed for the improvement of the harbor of 
refuge at Sandy Bay, Cape Ann, Massachusetts, as to whether the 
original project be approved or the same be modified and whether 
the appropriation made for the improvement of this harbor be 
expended on the original or on the modified project, intended to 
be proposed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 


| to be printed. 


He also submitted an amendment providing conditions whereby 
the Postmaster-General is authorized and directed to expend cer- 


| tain appropriations as may be necessary to test the practicability 


of performing rural free-delivery service by contract, etc., in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the Post-Office appropriation bill; 


| which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
| Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH submitted an amendment proposing to 
appropriate $1,000,000 for the construction and maintenance of 
suitable buildings at military posts and stations already estab- 
lished and occupied for the coniact of the exchange store, school, 
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library, reading, lunch, and amusement rooms, etc., intended to 
be proposed by him to the Army appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$675,000 to pay the difference between the cost of the ration at 
25 cents per day and the amount of 274 cents per day to be issued 
to the company or detachment commander of each company or 
detachment for each enlisted man while present for duty with his 


command, and to the surgeon in charge of a hospital for the sick | 


while under his care in the proportion of 75 cents per month per 
man, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the Army appropria- 
tion bill; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be prigted. 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
propriate $25,000 as an additional appropriation for acquiring by 
purchase or comdemnation the land in the square surrounding 
Fort Constitution, at Newcastle, N. H., intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Coast Defenses, and ordered to be printed, 

Mr. MONEY submitted an amendment providing for a survey 
of Horn Island Pass, Mississippi, with a view of obtaining a chan- 
nel through said pass, intended to be proposed by him to the river 
and harbor appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$50,000 for continuing the improvement of Pascagoula River, 
Mississippi, with a view of obtaining a 17-foot channel from 3 
miles above the mouth of Dog River, intended to be proposed by 
him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS submitted an amendment providing for a 
survey of the Ohio River below the mouth of Salt River, with a 
view to the construction of a movable dam, soas to make a harbor 
at New Albany, Ind., and Louisville, Ky., of an average depth of 
6 feet below the Ohio Falls, intended to be proposed by him to the 
river and harbor appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CARMACK submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $50,000 for the improvement of the mountain section of the 
Tennessee River, intended to be proposed by him to the river and 
harbor appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BACON. 
Carolina [Mr, TILLMAN], who is necessarily detained from the 
Senate, I submit an amendment proposing to appropriate $25,000 
for the improvement of Ashley River, South Carolina, intended 
to be proposed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill. 
I move that the amendment be printed and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

BOOK AGENTS OF METHODIST EPISCOPAL CHURCH SOUTH. 

On motion of Mr. COCKRELL, it was 

Ordered, That 600 copies of Senate Report No. 1445, Fifty-fifth Congress, 
third session, made by Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Claims, January 
9, 1899, being a letter from the bishops of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
South dated August 26, 1808, relating to the claim of the book agents of that 


church, be reprinted for the use of the Senate and placed in the document 
room, 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 

The following bills and joint resolution were severally read 
twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 1592) for the relief of F. M. Vowells; 

A bill (H. R, 23 
Baker; 

A bill (H. R. 2901) to remove the charge of desertion borne op- 
posite the name of Abram Williams; 

: A bill (H. R. 3379) to correct the military record of Calvin A. 
tice; 

A bill (H. R. 3442) to correct the military record of John 
O’Brien; 

A bill (H. R. 10095) for the relief of Levi L. Reed; 

A bill (H. R. 11636) providing for the transfer of the title to 
the military reservation at Baton Rouge, La., to the Louisiana 
State University and Agricultural and Mechanical College; 

A bill (H. R.. 12804) making appropriations for the support 
of the Army for the fiscal year ending Juno 30, 1903; and 

A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 172) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to loan to the Morgan Memorial Association, of Winchester, 
Va., certain Revolutionary trophies at Allegheny Arsenal, Pitts- 
burg, Pa. 

The bill (H. R. 9037) to allow the commutation of homestead 
entry in certain cases was read twice by its title and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

The bill (H. R. 11096) to confer jurisdiction on the Court of 


16) to correct the military record of Albert | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





On behalf of the senior Senator from South | 





3449 





Claims to render judgments for the principal and interest in ac- 
tions to recover duties collected by the military authorities of the 
United States upon articles imported into Porto Rico from the 
several States between April 11, 1899, and May 1, 1900. was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands 

| and Porto Rico. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS 

A message from the President of the ™ | by Mr. O. th. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced t the ] lent had 
on the 28th instant approved and signed t follow nd 


joint resolution: 
An act (S. 8) granting a pension to Sara B. Ai 






An act (8. 502) granting a pension to Alexander Beach! 1; 

An act (S. 628) granting a pension to Annie D. Tagga 

An act (S. 665) granting a pension to Kate Pearce; 

An act (S. 718) granting a pension to Frances E. Steb! 

An act (S. 1041) granting a pension to Abbie M. Pac! 

An act (8. 1086) granting a pension to Charlotte H. R 

An act (S. 1139) granting a pension to Abby Clark McNett 

An act (S. 1146) granting a pension to Adela 8S. Web 

An act (S. 1531) granting a pension to Ann Eliza Tr 

An act (5. 1933) granting a pension to Ella ley; 

An act (5S. 1940) granting a pension to Frances Fuller Victor; 

An act (S. 2562) granting a pension to Emma R. Pawlin 

An act (S. 2701) granting a pension to Thomas G. ] r: 

An act (S. 2802) granting a pension to Martha R. Os] rm; 

An act (S. 3021) granting a pension to India Stewart 

An act (S. 3258) granting a pension to Simeon Partrid 

An act (S. 3284) granting a pension to Gilbert P. Hoy 

An act (S. 335) granting an increase of pension to J h 
Barnum; 

An act (S. 462) granting an increase of pension to Ann Demon 
brun; 

An act (S. 469) granting an increase of pension to Hiram H. 
Kingsbury; 

An act (S. 577) granting an increase of pension to Joseph W. 
3urch; 

An act (S. 1015) granting an increase of pension to Israel A. 


Benner; 


An act (8. 1135) granting an increase of pension to Thomas J. 
Stowers; 
An act (S. 1164) granting an increase of pension to Lewis W. 


Moore: 
An act (S. 
Bridgman; 
An act (S. 
McKenney; 
An act (S. 1626) granting an increase of 
Samelsberger; 
An act (S. 1641) granting an increase of pension to Frank J. 
Clark; 


1195) granting an increase of px 


1467) granting an increase of pensi 


An act (S. 1748) granting an increase of pension to Williamanna 
E. Lynde; 
An act (S. 1800) granting an increase of pension to Jennie C, 
Ruckle; 
An act (S. 1802) granting an increase of pension to ¢ lia E. 
| Wright; 
| An act (S. 1913) granting an increase of pension to Caroline 
Michler; 
An act (S. 2008) granting an increase of pension to ] °C 
Monfort; 
An act (S. 2013) granting an increase of pension toS vy Le- 
land; 
An act (S. 2049) granting an increase of pension to Franklin 
Taylor; 
An act (S. 2100) granting an increase of pension to John M 
Grath; 
An act (S. 2267) granting an increase of | 1 to ¢ A. 
Penrose; 
An act (S. 2303) granting an increase of pension to N« ; 
Chafee; 
An act (S, 2394) granting an increase | ion to i F, 
Hall; 
An act (S. 2422) granting an increa W. 
Burnham; 
An act (S. 2440) granting an increase of ] ion to John W. 
Gregg; 
An act (S. 2468) granting an YN 
Franci 
An act (8. 2520) gr ! \ ito] Me- 
| Laughlin; 
An act (S. 2531) granting an increase pension to William H, 
H. Scott; 
An act (S. 264 iting a icrease of pension to Peter C, 


Cleek; 
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An act (S. 2692) granting an increase of pension to Lucy W. | 
Smith; 

An act (S. 2732) granting an increase of pension to Marie J. | 
Smyth. 

An act (S. 2767) granting an increase of pension to Albert D. | 


Scovell; | 
An act (S. 2867) granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Hazelton; 
An act (5S. 
Barton; 
An act (S. 


2929) granting an increase of pension to Jacob | 


2930) granting an increase of pension to Franklin B. 


Delaney; 

An act (S. 2947) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
A. Shaw; 

An act (S. 3026) granting’ an increase of pension to Marie U. 
Nordstrom: 


An act (5S. 
Leighton: 

An act (S. 3054) granting an increase of pension to Alice DeK. 
Shattuck; 


3036) granting an increase of pension to Jason 


An act (S. 3097) granting an increase of pension to Joseph A. 
Nunez: 

An act (S. 3182) granting an increase of pension to Mary Louise 
Worden; 

An act (S. 3257) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
K. Prescott: 
An act (S. 3269) granting an increase of pension to Jane E. 
Tompkins: : | 
An act (S. 3322) granting an increase of pension to Joseph M. 
Clough: 

An act (S. 3328) granting an increase of pension to Heber C. 
Griffin: 

An act (S. 3329) granting an increase of pension to Annie 


McElh«e ney; 


An act (S. 3403) granting an increase of pension to George M. 


Emery: 

Anact (S. 3482) granting an increase of pension to Ida C, 
Emery: 
~ An act (S. 3553) granting an increase of pension to Mary A, 


Van Wormer: 

An act (S. 3559) 
Houghton; 

An act (S. 3704) 
E. Rogers; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 21) authorizing the printing of extra 
copies of the Annual Report of the Commissioner of Pensions. 

The message also announced that the President of the United 
States had, on the 29th instant, approved and signed the act (S. 
3865) to establish light-houses at the mouth of Boston Harbor to 
mark the entrance to the new Broad Sound Channel. 


ADDITIONAL CIRCUIT JUDGE, 


The PRESIDENT protempore. Themorning business is closed 
and the Calendar under Rule VIII is in order. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(S. 3220) providing for an additional circuit judge in the seventh 
judicial district. I think there will be no discussion about it. 

Mr. HALE. Letus firsttake up the Calendar in regular order. 
After we have proceeded with the Calendar, if the Senator has 
’ reason for calling up this bill it can be done, but let us go first to 
the Calendar. 

Mr. CULLOM. It will take less time to pass the bill than to 
discuss the order of business. I hope it will be considered now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar is before the 
Senate, and the bill called up by the Senator from Illinois was 
passed over without prejudice on a former day. 

Mr. HALE. That is right, if it belongs to that class. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read. 

The Secretary read the bill, and the Senate as in Committee of 
the Whole proceeded to its consideration. It provides that there 
shall be in the seventh circuit an additional circuit judge, who 
shall be appointed by the President, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, and shall possess the same qualifications, 
and shall have the same powers and jurisdiction and receive the 
same compensation now prescribed by law in respect to the pres- 
ent circuit judges. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third times, and passed. 


BILLS PASSED OVER. 


granting an increase of pension to George E. 


granting an increase of pension to Frederick 


The bill (S. 167) for the relief of John L. Smithmeyer and Paul | its place. 


J. Pelz was announced as next in order. 
Mr. LODGE. Let the bill go over. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. Objection being made, the bill 
goes over. Shall it goover without prejudice, retaining its place? 
Mr. LODGE. Yes. 





United States courts in the State of Wyoming was announced as 















































The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will retain its place. 
The bill (S. 2992) to ratify an agreement with the Sioux tribe 
of Indians of the Rosebud Reservation, in South Dakota, and mak- 
ing appropriation to carry the same into effect, was announced 
as next in order. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has been read in full. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. This biil can not be disposed of 
under the five-minute rule. I am willing thatit shall goover for 
to-day, keeping its place on the Calendar, but unless the amend- 
ment which I proposed is assented to it will have eventually to go 
over under Rule 1X, when we can have a full discussion of it. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will go over this morn- 
ing, retaining its place. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Yes. . 
The bill (S. 1792) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act relating to 
navigation of vessels, bills of lading, and to certain obligations, 
duties, and rights in connection with the carriage of property ”’ 
was next in order on the Calendar. 
Mr. HALE. By agreement that bill is to go over, retaining its 
lace. 
: The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will retain its place. 
The bill (H. R. 3110) to provide for the construction of a canal 
connecting the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans was 
next in order on the Calendar. 
Mr. HALE. That bill will go over. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 
The bill (S. 2960) to prohibit the coming into and to regulate 
the residence within the United States, its Territories, and all 
possessions and all territory under its jurisdiction, and the District 
of Columbia, of Chinese persons and persons of Chinese descent 
was next in order on the Calendar. 
Mr. GALLINGER. That will likewise go over. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will be passed over. 
The bill (S. 1919) fixing fees of jurors and witnesses in the 


next in order, and was read. 
Mr. SPOONER. Who reported the bill? 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Wyoming 
[Mr. CLARK]. 
Mr. SPOONER. The Senator is notin his seat. Iask that the 
bill may go over without losing its place on the Calendar. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill goes over, retaining 
its place. 
The bill (S. 1694) to provide for compensation for certain em- 
ployees of the Treasury, War, and Navy departments was an- 
nounced as next in order on the Calendar. 
Mr. HALE. That should go over. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
bill goes over, retaining its place. 
ESTATE OF A. G. BOONE. 
The bill (S. 1594) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
A. G. Boone was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
yroposes to pay to the legal representatives of A. G. Boone, of 
aveta, Colo., $12,291, in full satisfaction for his services and 
expenses as United States commissioner in negotiating the Indian 
treaty concluded February 18, 1861, whereby certain valuable and 
extensive Indian territory was acquired by the United States. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
THIERMAN & FROST. 
The bill (S. 4074) for the relief of Thierman & Frost was an- 
nounced as next in order. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has been heretofore 
read in full as in Committee of the Whole. The amendment of 
the Committee on Claims will be read. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the amendment, which was to 
strike out all after the enacting clause and insert a substitute. 
Mr. ALLISON. I think the bill should be passed over. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be passed over with- 
out prejudice? 
Mr. ALLISON. Without prejudice. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will retain its place. 


ELEONORA G, GOLDSBOROUGH., 


The bill (S. 3421) for the relief of Eleonora G. Goldsborough 
was next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. BURNHAM. I desire that the bill may go over without 
prejudice, ae its place. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over, retaining 


= np ASS ml 
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Objection being made, the 


EDWARD HAINES AND OTHERS. 


The bill (S. 4306) for the relief of Edward Haines, John Haug- 
land, Wallace L. Reed, W. D. Davis, Martin Monson, Johann 
Bottjer, and the legal representatives of J. P. Ferwerda, deceased, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 


ena nat e 


ot oe 





1902. 





pay to Edward Haines, keeper of the Galveston life-saving sta- 
tion, and to John Haugland, Wallace L. Reed, and W. D. Davis, 
surfmen at that station, and Martin Monson, temporary surfman, 
and the legal representatives of J. P. Ferwerda, deceased, late 
temporary surfman at that station, and to Johann Bottjer, keeper 
of the San Luis life-saving station, such sums, respectively, as 
shall, on due inquiry by the General Superintendent of the Life- 
Saving Service, be found to be a just compensation to them for 
the loss in the Galveston hurricane of September 8, 1900, of such 
property belonging to them, respectively, as was necessary to be 
kept by them at said life-saving stations, from considerations of 
health, decency, and the nature of the service. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Let the report be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the report submitted by Mr. 
MALLORY on the 20th instant and read as follows: 

The Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4906) for 
the relief of Edward Haines, John Haugland, Wallace L. Reed, W. D. Davis, 
Martin Monson, Johann Bottjer, and the legal representatives of J. PR. Fer- 
werda, deceased, having considered the same, report thereon with a recom- 
mendation that it pass. 

The bill has the approval of the Treasury Department, as will appear by 
the following letters, which, with accompanying papers, annexed hereto, 
fully present the facts in the case. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, March 13, 1902. 

Sir: Lhaye the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 5th 
instant, transmitting Senate bill 4506, Fifty-seventh Congress, first session, 
“for the relief of Edward Haines, John Haugland, Wallace L. Reed, W. D. 
Davis, Martin Monson, Johann Bottjer, and the legal representatives of J. P. 
Ferwerda, deceased,”’ for suggestions touching the merits of the bill and the 
propriety of its passage. 

The matter was referred to the General Superintendent of the Life-Saving 
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| tion of the lives of miners in the Territ 


Service for report, which has been received and is herewith transmitted with | 


my concurrence. 
Respectfully, L. M. SHAW, 
Secretary. 
The CHAIRMAN COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF GENERAL SUPERINTENDENT OF LIFE-SAVING SERVICE, 
Washington, March 12, 1902. 

Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge your reference for report of the 
letter from the Committee on Commerce, United States Senate, dated the 
5th instant, transmitting Senate bill 4306, Fifty-seventh Congress, first ses- 
sion, for the relief of Edward Haines, John Haugland, Wallace L. Reed, 
W.D. Davis, Martin Monson, Johann Bottjer, and the legal representatives of 


J.P. Ferwerda, deceased, and asking for suggestions touching the merits of | 


the bill and the propriety of its passage. 

The bill provides for payment to the persons mentioned of such sums, 
respectively, as shall on due inquiry by the General Superintendent of the 
Life-Saving Service be found to be a just compensation for the loss in the 
Galveston hurricane of September 8, 1900, of such property as was necessary 
to be kept by them at the life-saving stations from considerations of health, 
decency, and the nature of the service, and makes it the duty of the General 
Superintendent, after the approval of the act, to ascertain and report to the 
Secretary of the Treasury the sums payable to each of said persons under 
the provisions of the act. 

Affidavits containing schedules of the property lost by the persons men- 
tioned upon the occasion in question bave beens forwarded to this office, and 


summary (herewith inclosed) that the claims as presented (allowance being 
made for error in addition) amount to $2,515.74. 

The articles which appear to have been kept at the stations ‘‘ from consid 
erations of health, decency, and the nature of the service’’ have been sepa- 


sonal convenience, and are indicated in the accompanying schedules in such 


class is shown to be $603.49, and of those of the second class, $1,912.25. 

Of the justiceand equity of making reimbursement for the loss of the first 
class of articles, which is provided for in the bill, I think there can be no 
doubt. The second class stands, perhaps, on a somewhat different footing. 


ios af th . itted 1 ‘tin th etl be chaceved ¢ ! | Committee of the Whole. 
copies of the same are transmitted herewith. It will be observed from the | under the supervision of the Secretary of the Interior, for the pur- 


S451 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The Senator who reported that 
bill is not present. It isa House bill, and the report shows that 
the committee recommended the striking out of some portion of 
the bill and inserting something else in lieu of the part which was 
proposed to be stricken out; but the printed copy of the bill I have 
as reported does not indicate the amendment which the committee 
says ought to be adopted in lieu of the matter stricken out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill as now printed shows 
the amendment. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
to say about it. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Mines and Min- 
ing with an amendment, on page 2, line 4, after the word ** gases,” 
to strike out: 

And all workings shall be kept clear of standing gas. All owners, lessecs 
operators of, or any other person having the control or management of any 
coal shaft, drift, slope, or pit employing miners to work therein shall l 
ploy shot firers to fire the shots therein. Said shots shall be fired once a day 
on each day when any such shaft, slope, drift, or pit is in operation, but shall 
not be fired untilafter all miners and other employees working therein shall 
have been hoisted out of said mine. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

Wherever it is practicable to do so the entries, rooms, and all openings b 
ing operated in coal mines shall be kept well dampened with water to cause 
the coal dust to settle, and that when water is not obtainable at reasonable 
cost for this purpose accumulations of dust shall be taken out of the mine, 
and shall not be deposited in way places in the mins where it would be again 
distributed in the atmosphere by the ventilating currents 

So as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 6 of the act entitled ‘‘A 








Then Ihave nothing 


Very well. 


‘ 








wries*™ be amende 
3.300" and inserting ‘* 5,000,” so as to read: 

‘Sec. 6. That the owners or managers of every coal mine at a depth of 100 
feet or more shall provide an adequate amount of ventilation of not less than 
834 cubic feet of pure air per second, or 5,000 cubic feet per minute for every 
i) men at work in said mine, and in like proportion for a greater num} 
which air shall by proper appliances or machinery be forced throu; ch 
mine to the face of each and every working place, so as to dilute and render 
harmless and expel therefrom the noxious or poisonous gases. Wherever it 
is practicable to do so the entries, rooms, and all openings being operat 
coal mines shall be kept well dampened with water to cause the « 
settle, and that when water is not obtainable at reasonable cost for this ]} 
pose accumulations of dust shall be taken out of the mine, and shall not be 
deposited in way places in the mine where it would be again distributed in 
the atmosphere by the ventilating currents. The violation of this act shall 
constitute a misdemeanor, and any person convicted of such violation shall 
pay a fine of not exceeding $500 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 














MOUNT RAINIER NATIONAL PARK, 
The bill (S. 255) for the improvement of the Mount Rainier Na- 
tional Park, in the State of Washington, was considered as in 
It appropriates $25,000, to be expended 


| pose of improving the Mount Rainier National Park, in the State 


As the schedules herewith contain full information and data,and probably | 


all the evidence obtainable, it is suggested that the bill might be amended, if 
deemed desirable, by specifying the amount to be allowed in each case. If, 
however, the question is left for this office to determine, its probable action 
in the premises is indicated in the accompanying papers. 

In this connection I would call attention to the fact that in the deficiency 
appropriation acts of September 30, 1890 (26 Stat. L., p. 510),and March 2, 1895 
(oe Stat. L., p. 849), provision was made for reimbursement of the crews of 
the Muskeget and Cahoons Hollow life-saving stations, respectively, for such 
of their personal property lost by the burning of the stations as appeared to 
have been kept there from considerations of health, decency, and the nature 
of the service, excluding such as was kept from choice or for personal con- 
venience. 

Respectfully, 8. I. KIMBALL, 
General Superintendent, 

The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I do not care for a further read- 
ing of the report. I should like to inquire as to what amount is 
appropriated in the bill? 

Mr. MALLORY. The amount is reduced to $603.49 and the 
claims are cut down to that sum. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Let the bill be again read. 

The bill was again read. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PROTECTION OF MINERS IN THE TERRITORIES, 


The bill (H. R. 8327) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act for the 
protection of the lives of miners in the Territories ’’ was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 





of Washington, and for the protection of the park and the con- 


rated from such as appear to have been kept there from choice and for per- struction and soyaar of bridges, fences, and trails, and improve- 
i | ment and construction of roads. 


a way as to admit of easy reference. The value of the articles of the first | 


The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ROBERT J. SPOTTSWOOD AND OTHERS. 

The bill (H. R. 7018) for the relief of Robert J. Spottswood and 
the heirs of William C. McClellan, deceased, was announced as 
next in order. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I ask that that bill may be passed over 
without prejudice, retaining its place on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made, in 
the absence of objection. 

MRS. ARIVELLA D. MEEKER. 

The bill (S. 1305) for the relief of Mrs. Arivella D. Meeker was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported by the Committee on Claims with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and to in- 





| sert: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to pay to Mr ri 
vella D. Meeker, of Greeley, Colo., the sum of $9,012.83, as a recognition he 
services of her husband, the late Nathan Cook Meeker. as Indian ager 1e 

se 


} 
White River Agency, in Colorado, and for the losses his lily sustained by 
reason of his assassination and the destruction of his property by the Indians 
of said agency in the year 1879. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I notice that the report 
suggests that this money ought to be paid out of the annuities of 
the Confederated Bands of Ute Indians, and it was so provided 
in the original bill; but it is not in the amendment of the commit- 
tee. I think it must have been omitted by oversight. I move to 


amend in line 14, on page 2, after the word ‘“‘ cents,”’ by inserting 











‘out of the annuities of the Confederated Bands of the Ute In- 
dians.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed 

third time, and passed. 

ACCOUNTS OF LAND OFFICES IN KANSAS. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 71) directing the Secretary of the 
Interior to restate the accounts of certain registers and receivers 
of the United States land offices in the State of Kansas, and for 
other purposes, was considered in Committee of the Whole. 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to restate the accounts of the 
registers and receivers of the United States land offices in the 
State of Kansas upon whom were imposed the duties and respon- 


for a third reading, read 
th 


sibilities of making sale and disposal of the Osage ceded, Osage | 
trust. and Osage diminished reserve lands, in that State, under | 


the treaty of September 29, 1865, between the United States and 
the Osage Indians, and the acts of Congress for carrying the treaty 


into effect, and to allow to each of the said registers and receivers | 


for their service 1 per cent as commission on the proceeds arising 
from the sale and disposal of the lands received during their 
periods of service, respectively, less such amount heretofore re- 
ceived by them as commission on the proceeds, the sums so ascer- 
tained, to be stated separately as to each of the classes of lands, 
to be reported to Congress. 

Mr. SPOONER. Let that joint resolution go over. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope the joint resolution may be considered. 
It was originally in the form of an amendment, which was offered 
to an appropriation bill, and was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. In order to arrive at an exact understanding of 
the amounts supposed to be due, the committee authorized me to 
report a joint resolution recasting the accounts to be so stated, in 
order to get at the amounts claimed by the various parties. 

Mr. SPOONER. I withdraw the objection. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 


ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third | 


time, and passed. 
FRANCES GURLEY ELDERKIN, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend- 


ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (8. 3743) grant- | 


ing an increase of pension to Frances Gurley Elderkin; which was, 
in line 9, before the word ** dollars,”’ to strike out ** forty’’ and 
insert ‘* thirty-five.’’ 

Mr. GALLINGER. Imovethat the Senate agree to the amend- 
ment made by the House of Representatives, 

The motion was agreed to. 

EDWARD THOMPSON, 

The PRESIDENT protempore laid before the Senate the amend- 

ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2976) grant- 


ing an increase of pension to Edward Thompson; which was, in | 


line 9, before the word * dollars,’’ to strike out *‘ twenty-four ”’ 
and insert **‘ twenty.”’ 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate agree to the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ANDREW J. FELT. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2371) 
granting a pension to Andrew J. Felt; which was, in line 8, 
a word “ dollars,”’ to strike out ‘‘ twenty-four ’’ and insert 
** thirty.”’ 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate disagree to the 
amendment made by the House of Representatives and ask for a 
conference with the House on the bill and amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. 
GALLINGER, Mr. DeBor, and Mr. TURNER were appointed. 

IMITATION DAIRY PRODUCTS, 


Mr. PROCTOR. I move that House bill 9206 be now taken up. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9206) to 
make oleomargarine and other imitation dairy products subject 
to the laws of any State or Territory or the District of Columbia 
into which they are transported, and to change the tax on oleo- 
margarine, and toamend an act entitled ‘“‘An act defining butter, 
also imposing a tax upon and regulating the manufacture, sale, 
imp tation, and exportation of oleomargarine,”’ approved August 
2, 1886. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I present a petition to the Senate from 
the Cattle and Horse Growers’ Association of Colorado, which 
represents 32 local live-stock associations, and as it relates to the 
bill now under discussion I ask that it be read. 
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| There being no objection, the pe‘ition was read and ordered to 
lie on the table, as follows: 

MENORIAL TO THE SENATE OF THE FIFTY-SEVENTH CONGRESS OF THE 

UNITED STATES. 

We, your memorialists, the Cattle and Horse Growers’ Association of Col- 
| orado, beg to represent that we are an organization composed of nearly all of 

the local hve-stock associations of the State and representing practically the 
entire live-stock industry of Colorado. The principal business of the mem- 
| bers of this association is that of breeding, Senlnen, and marketing beef cattle. 
| There is now pending in the Senate of the United States a bill known as 
House bill No. 9206, which has already passed the House of Representatives, 
| providing for a tax of 10 cents per pound on colored oleomargarine. We, 
| your petitioners, desire to respectfully enter our protest against the passage 
of this bill into a law, believing that such legislation is against the interests 
of not only growers of beef cattle, sheep, and hogs in this State, but also 
against the interests of the farmers and dairymen, the latter class being led 
to believe that the passage of this bill will increase the price they will receive 
| for butter; but we, your petitioners, are convinced that such would not be 
| the result, and that the chief class to profit by such a measure would be the 
owners and operators of big creameries. 

We would respectfully call the attention of your honorable body to the 
fact that oleomargarine is largely used upon the stock ranches of the west- 
ern country, principally for the reason that it isa pure and wholesome arti- 
| cle of diet a. a good substitute for butter, which in many places is impos- 
| sible to be had. It is also used largely in the mining and other labor districts 
of the nation and in localities where it is impossible to get fresh butter, and 
| owing to its purity and keeping qualities oleomargarine is very much pre- 

ferred as an article of diet. 

The consumers of the product in the West prefer to have it colored yel- 
low, as was the practice in Holland before the creamery manufacturers as- 

| sumed to themselves this exclusive right, not with any intent to deceive 
| themselves or others, but simply and solely because the color is more pleas- 
| ing to the eye, and consequently makes the product more palatable. 

Should this bill become a law it will not interfere with the consumption 
of this product in this State,as a majority of the consumers would pay as 
much for the oleomargarine as for butter, preferring the former product at 
| the same price; consequently this tax of 10 cents per pound would have to 
come from the pockets of the consumers, who number thousands for every 
creamery or oleomargarine factory in the country. 

We would also call the attention of the Senate to the fact that oleomarga- 
rine is largely composed of the product of beef and dairy cattle, which we 
raise, the percentage being oleo oil (from the beef) 26.82, milk, butter, and 
cream 25.89 per cent, and should the proposed law diminish the consumption 
of oleomargarine in other parts of the country, it would result in a de- 
creased use of these products from our beef and dairy cattle, and a conse- 
quent decrease in the value of the same. 

It is the opinion of your memorialists that the confessed object of this 
bill—to prevent the use and consumption of oleomargarine as an article of 
food, to curtail its manufacture, and, if possible, to suppress its use alto- 
rether—would not be attained by the proposed law. As the laws and regu- 
ations already governing the manufacture of this article are sufficiently 
| severe on those who ae to sell it as butter, the increased price incident 
| to the proposed law would be simply offering a premium tothe men who are 
| braving the present laws, and would result in an increased use of this imita- 

tion of butter under the name of butter. 

We, your memorialists, are in favor of any reasonable law which will com- 
pel the manufacturers of this article of diet to sell the same as oleomarga- 
rine, but we are of the firm belief that the proposed bill would be most vicious 

| legislation and is more calculated to injure the dairy business than, as alleged 
by the creamery combine, to grant the dairymen and farmersa relief from 
the competition of oleomargarine. 

We are heartily in favor of the so-called Wadsworth bill, which provides 
that this product should be manutactured only in 1 and 2 pound packages, 
each package to be carefully labeled and stamped. As a large number of 
your memorialists are users of this product and prefer it to butter for the 

reasons above given, they naturally desire to know that they are securing 

oleomargarine rather than renovated butter, which is unhealthy and be- 

comes rancid soon after being taken to the ranches, and naturally would 

| favor any fair law which will enable us to know that we are securing just 

| what we pay for. 

| Therefore we most earnestly protest against the said bill now pending be- 

fore your honorable body, and most respectfully urge that it be not enacted 
into law. 

| And for this your petitioners will ever pray. 

| Arickaree Valley Stock Growers’ Association; Axial Basin Stock 
Growers’ Association; Bent County Cattle and Horse Growers’ 
Association; Boulder County Stock Growers’ Association; 
Chaffee County Stock Growers’ Association; Cattle and Horse 
Growers’ Association, Roundup District No.9; Douglas County 
Stock Growers’ Association; Edward Stock Growers’ Associa- 
tion; Egeria Park Stock Growers’ Association; Eagle Stock 
Growers’ Association; Elk River Stock Growers’ Association; 
Fremont County Steck Growers’ Association; Fort Collins 
Sheep Feeders’ Association; Grand River Stock Growers’ Asso- 
ciation; Gunnison County Stock Growers’ Association; Hay- 
den Stock Growers’ Association; Kit Carson County Live Stock 
Association; Larimer County Stock Growers’ Association; Lin- 
coln County Cattle Growers’ Association; Montrose Cattle and 
Horse Growers’ Association; Middle Park Stock Growers’ As- 
sociation; Montezuma County Stock Growers’ Association; 
North Park Stock Growers’ Association; Otero County Stock 
Association; Park County Cattle Growers’ Association; Roar- 
ing Fork and Eagle River Stock Growers’ Association: Routt 
County Range Protective Association; Saguache Stock Grow- 
ers’ Association; Steamboat Springs Cattle Growers’ Asso- 
ciation; Southern Colorado Cattle and Horse Growers’ Asso- 
ciation; San Luis Valley Cattle and Horse Growers’ Associa- 
tion; Yuma and Eastern Arapahoe County Cattle and Horse 
Growers’ Association. 


Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, the controversy between but- 
ter and oleomargarine is one of long standing. The issue raised 
by this controversy has been so fully discussed in both branches of 
Congress and before the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry 
of the Senate that the arguments and facts for and against this 

legislation are generally familiar to the Senate. I can not say, 

| and I do not go to say, anything new upon this subject, but it is 

| probable that the people are not so familiar with these facts and 
these arguments as are Senators, and while primarily the object 

of discussion here is to enlighten the Senate, it is also important 
and useful in informing and instructing the people. 
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I am opposed to the pending bill, because, as a member of the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, I have been present at 
most of the hearings during this session, and I have read most of 
the evidence at hearings at other times and in the other House of 
Congress, and they satisfy my mind, at least, that oleomargarine 
is not only a healthful but a nutritious article of diet, and that the 
coloring matter which is placed in it is not injurious, but adds 
greatly to its market value and acceptability to the consumer, as 
does the same coloring matter in the case of white butter when itis 
placed in that article, and because, being a healthy and nutritious 
article of diet, in my judgment, the manufacturers of oleomar- 
garine have a right, which ought not to be denied to them, and 
which can not be legally and constitutionally denied to them, to 
use in the manufacture of their product any article which is not 
deleterious to the health of the consumer. 

Mr. President, I do not believe the charges that are so persist- 
ently made by the advocates of this measure, that to any consid- 
erable extent the materials used in the manufacture of oleomar- 
garine are improper or injurious. 
because the evidence which has been adduced before the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture and Forestry in the hearings to which I have 
referred contains nothing to support them, but contains much 
to refute them; and I do not believe them, because there is 
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sented a substitute which it is believed will effectually accomplish 
this purpose. 

Now, Mr. President, let me analyze this substitute and compare 
it with other admittedly effectual legislation against similar 
frauds. First, it places every factory where oleomargarine is 
manutfactured under the closest Government inspection and es- 
pionage. Second, it requires every pound of oleomargarine to be 
put up in packages of 1 and 2 pounds and in no other or larger or 
smaller packages. Third, the article itself is to be impressed in 
sunken letters with the word ‘‘ oleomargarine.’’ Thus impressed, 
it is to be wrapped in a paper wrapper with the word ‘ oleomar- 
garine ’’ printed thereon in distinct letters, together with the name 
of the manufacturer, and the article thus impressed and wrapped 
is to be placed in wooden or paper packages, upon which shall be 








branded the word “ oleomargarine,’’ and the whole is to be circled 
with a Government oleomargarine stamp. Fourth, no oleomarga- 
| rine is permitted to be sold by manufacturer or retailer ¢ pt in 
| unbroken packages of 1 or 2 pounds. Fifth, the product, both in 


Ido not believe these charges, | 


the hands of the retail dealer and the manufacturer, is constantly 
under the espionage of the Government, and the slightest infrac- 


| tion in any of these and other regulations provided in the substi- 


easy at hand to every manufacturer of oleomargarine the great- | 


est abundance of pure materials to be had at such low prices as 
to preclude the temptation to practice this fraud upon the public. 


1 have no doubt that in the beginning of this industry in this | 


country there were many questionable experimentations and even 
rascalities in the selection and use of materials that enter into 


oleomargarine by the manufacturer; but in 1886 Congress passed | 


an act placing all these factories under the control and supervi- 
sion of the Government, and since that time I do not believe that 


tute will subject the violator to heavy fines and penalties. 

Can there be any reasonable doubts that the provisions of this 
substitute, if enacted into a law, would effectually put an end to 
the frauds and deceits complained of? I do not believe there is 
and I doubt whether there are many who do honestly believe 
there is any such doubt. 

A partial answer to this question will be found in the effect of 
a similar act to prevent the fraudulent sale of what is known as 
filied cheese for dairy cheese. A few years ago the manufactur- 


| ers of dairy cheese raised a great clamor on account of the alleged 


there have been any abuses worth mentioning practiced in connec- | 


tion with the manufacture of thatarticle. So far as the manufac- 
turers of oleomargarine are concerned, since these inspection laws 
wentinto force, lam satisfied that both in the selection of the mate- 
rials which they use and in the processes which they employ in its 


manufacture there is no manufactured food product in this coun- | 


try, not excepting butter, whitch is produced with greater purity 
and cleanliness than oleomargarine is sent out from the factories. 

I am satisfied, and I think the opponents of this bill are satis- 
fied, that there is now, and has been all along, more or less fraud 
practiced by the retailers of oleomargarine in representing and 


| and in black-faced letters of not less than 2 inches in length in 


selling their product for butter for the purpose of securing the | 


higher profit allowed by butter prices. I am satisfied that is 
so; and is so to such an extent that it calls for action by Con- 
gress, because the evidence tends to show that this class of fraud 
is practiced more or less wherever oleomargarine is sold. I am 
satisfied it is so for other reasons, chief among them the fact that 
the present law regulating the sale of oleomargarine, which per- 


mits the manufacturer to put it up in packages of 10 pounds and | 


sell it to the retailer, offers to these retailers easy opportunities to 
commit fraud of this character with comparative safety on their 
part. 


Some of the oleomargarine retail dealers, like the retail dealers | 


in other lines of commerce, are rascals; some of them are un- 


afforded them by the present inefficient law to make a fraudulent 
profit in the conduct of their business. 
Mr. President, because we are satisfied that these frauds are prac- 


ticed on the part of retail dealers, and tosuch an extentas would call | 


for further legislation on this subject by Congress, the opponents 
of this measure are perfectly willing to vote and stand ready 
to vote for any measure the sole object of which is to suppress 


| it only out of these branded packages. 


and prevent these frauds; but we are not willing to vote for | 


a measure based upon the absurd theory that in order to prevent 
fraud in the sale of this article it is necessary to prevent its sale 
altogether. 
der the pretext of suppressing fraud in the sale of an article. 
seeks to outlaw that article and drive it out of the market alto- 
gether. 

Mr. President, the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
QUARLES], in his very able speech delivered in this Chamber last 
week, in an impassioned denunciation of oleomargarine, exclaimed, 
** We are dealing with a question of fraud;’’ and so we are deal- 
ing with a question of frand and a fraud that ought to be pun- 
ished and ought to be suppressed. But I want to say to the 
Senator from Wisconsin that it is not the custom in this country, 
at least, to punish fraud by killing the rascally perpetrator of 
the fraud, and it is not the custom in this country, at least, to 
seek to suppress fraud in the sale of an article by ostracising that 
article and banishing it from the markets. 

The opponents of this bill stand ready to vote for the most 
drastic measure having for its object the suppression of the 
frauds complained of, and which it is admitted to some extent 
exist, and on this behalf the minority of the committee have pre- 


Nor do we propose to vote for a measure which, un- | 


: . 4% | than that required by law, shall 
scrupulous; some of them take advantage of the opportunities | ‘ ¢ n 


fraudulent sale of this imitation product as cheese. Congress was 
asked to interfere to put an end to this alleged counterfcit and 
fraud, just as the dairymen are now asking it to protect butter. 
In response to their demand Congress passed an act defining dairy 
cheese and filled cheese, and differentiating the two and making 
certain regulations for the sale of filled che 
tothese frauds. For the purpose of showing the character of this 
legislation I wish to read section 6 of the act: 

Sc. 6. That filled cheese shall be packed by th 


», soas to put a stop 


. 
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pace uges only, not before used for that purpose, and marked, stamped, and 
yranded with the words “filled cheese” in black ed letters not 1 than 2 
inches in length, in a « i heese; 


lo in the center of the top and bottom of t 





top to the bottom of the cheese, on the side in four places eq 
each other; and the ‘kage containing such chet shall be 
same manner, and it same number of places, and in the »d 
of letters as above provided for the marking of the cheese; and ail 
consignments made by manufacturers of filled cheese to wholesale dealers 
in filled cheese or to exporters of filled cheese shall be in original stamped 
packages. 

Retail dealers in filled cheese shall sell only from original stamped pack- 




















ages, and shall — the filled cheese when sold in suit paper 
| packages, which shall be marked and branded in a sand 
| regulations to be prescribed by the Conrmissioner of | vith 





the approval of the Secretary of tho Treasury. Ev 
ingly sells or offers to sell, or delivers or offers to delis 
other form than in new wooden or paper packages, 
hereinbefore provided and as above described, or \ 
or packages filled cheese in any manner contrary to law, 
any package or affixes a stamp on any package denoting a less a 
upon conviction thereof, be fined 
and every offense not less than $50 and not more than $50), or be imprisoned 
han one year. 


not jess than thirty days nor more th 

Under that act filled cheese is placed under governmental su- 
pervision and the manufacturer is required to stamp and 
every package of filled cheese and the retailer is permitted to sell 
Before the passage of 















} 1 
yrand 


this law there was a great deal of trouble on account of fraudnu- 
lent sales of filled cheese as dairy cheese, not only at home but 
especially in foreign markets, and our consular representatives 
abroad were constantly representing to the Government that this 
imitation and fraudulent product was undermining our cheeso 


market abroad 

Since the passage of that act the evidence taken before the com- 
mittee shows that these complaints, both at hi 
have totally ceased, and there is no suggesti any 
source that filled cheese is being sold to any considerable extent 
in imitation of dairy cheese. 


It is the duty of the Treasury Department to enforce all laws 
and regulations to prevent frauds against the revenues of the 
Government. TheSecretary of the Treasury is supposed, by reason 
of his experience in the enforcement of these laws, to be especially 


1 4 


informed as to their sufficiency to accomplish the object 
enactment. 

Now, when this bill and the pending substitute was 1} re the 
Fifty-sixth Congress, the question of the adequacy of this substi- 
tute to suppress the frands complained of was raised before the 
committee having the bill under investigation, and the then Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, the Hon. Lyman J. Gage, was examined 
as a witness upon these points. The evidence he then gave isa 
complete answer to all of the arguments of the advocates of this 


' their 
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bill, to the effect that the only remedy for this fraud is in practi- 
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cally denying the manufacturers of oleomargarine the right to | 


color their products. Let me read the evidence of Secretary Gage 
before the committee. 

Mr. SprRINGER— 

Mr. Springer appeared before the committee, I believe, as the 
attorney of the Live Stock Association, and as such was permitted 
to participate in the hearing by asking questions of witnesses. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The difficulties which bave been called to the attention of 





the committee in regard to the selling of oleomargarine or butterine seem to 
relate to the fact that the retail dealer may break the original package and 
deal it out in smaller quantities to suit the desires of the purchaser, and in 
so doing he can sell oleomargarine or butterine to a consumer who presumes 


that he is buying butter. 


and reculations (if the law so authorizes) requiring the selling of oleomarga- 


rine to the consumer by the agents of the manufacturer or the retail dealer 
in the original package, without breaking even the stamp itself around the 
original package, that the selling of oleomargarine for butter would be pre- 
vented, and it would have to be sold for what it really is? 

Secretary GAGE. Ithink so. I have read the amendment or substitute 
bill recommended by the minority report of the House committee. 


That is the same that the minority of the committee now pre- 
sent. 

The Acting CHATRMAN. That is what is known as the Wadsworth bill? 

Secretary GAGE. It provides a method of putting up oleomargarine in 
packages of 1 pound or not more than 2 pounds, I believe. Am I right? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes. sir; that is right. 

Secretary GAGE. They are, as I understand, required to be separate and 
tinct from each other, with a revenue stamp wound around them and 





di 
sealed as effectively as a box of cigarsis with its stamp. I can not imagine 


any reason why that would not be a very effective means of preventing the 
dealer from opening these packages and selling the product as butter. The 
abuse in that respect would be reduced to an infinitesimalamount. Of course, 


pound at a time as butter. c 

Senator Monry. That is possible with cigars and everything else, is it not? 

Secretary GAGE. It is possible in every department, but the temptation 
would be so small, and the penalties so great, that my opinion is that such 
deception would searcely be practiced at all. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is to say, if the dealer is required to sell it to the 
consumer in the original packages and is not allowed to break them? 

Secretary GAGE. That is what I mean. k is. 

Mr. SprinceER. It would almost do away with the possibility of fraud on 
the consumer? 

Secretary GAGE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. President, in view of this evidence of the Secretary, in view 
of the effect of the filled-cheese act, I want to ask why are not 
the advocates of this bill, if their sole purpose is to suppress fraud, 
and if itis no part of their purpose, as is charged, to suppress 
competition and to destroy another industry, willing to acceptthe 
substitute? It certainly is no answer to say that the present law 
has not been effective. Of course ithas not. It does not require 
Secretary Gage or even a lawyer to see that the present law is 
wide open to the frauds which are admitted to exist and which 
we all want to suppress. What does their refusal to accept the 
substitute as a settlement of this matter signify? What does it 
mean? To my mind it can mean but one thing. It means what 





is apparent from the bill itself and what was disclosed by the | 


hearings before the committee and what is shown in the hyster- 
ical appeals that have been made in this debate on behalf of the 
cow. It shows that their purpose is not to suppress frand; it is 
not to prevent fraud in the sale of this article so much as it is to 
protect the cow and her products and to suppress a competitor. 

Mr. President, so far as oleomargarine is concerned, it is not a 
direct competitor of high-class dairy butter, although it is an in- 
direct competitor of that article. It is not a direct competitor, 
because the difference in price removes it from the field of com- 
petition. High-class dairy butter at its present price sells in the 
market at from 30 to 40 centsa pound net. Even when you add the 
10-cent tax proposed by this bill to the present price of oleomarga- 
rine it will still sell upon the market, when sold upon its merits, as 
I think it generally is, though sometimes it is not, at from 10 to 16 
cents less than high-class dairy butter. But while oleomargarine 
is not a direct competitor of high-class dairy butter, it is a direct 
competitor of what is known as renovated butter and an indirect 
competitor of high-class butter. 

I know, Mr. President, that it is claimed that dealers in high- 
class dairy butter have no interest in renovated or process butter, 
and that they are willing to let itstand upon its own merits and 
fight its own battles. But itis perfectly obvious that this is not 
true, and that they are interested and deeply interested in reno- 
vated butter. Why? Because they are interested in anything 
that preserves and prolongs the life of their product, and reno- 
vated butter is a dairy product, though a degenerated dairy prod- 
uct. The prolongation of the life of their product is an impor- 
tant element in the valueof their product. Thatis exactly what 
the process factories do. They reclaim and rereclaim and reclaim 
again dairy butter from rancidity and from death, and by chem- 
ical process impart to it a sort of perennial youth and freshness, 
and in this way these process factories become a potent element 
in the market value of the whole dairy product. 

The olject of the bill is, therefore, not to protect dairy butter 
against the direct competition of oleomargarine, but it is to de- 
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stroy competition between oleomargarine and what is known as 
process or renovated butter, and by driving it from the market 
altogether make a full demand and high-price market both for 
the fresh product and this degenerate product of the dairy. Those 
who are denouncing oleomargarine as a vile counterfeit have 
found nothing to condemn in renovated butter and its fraudulent 


| sale as a pure, fresh product of the dairy. Of course, the wide- 


spread sale of this chemically manipulated concoction is a fraud, 
and they know it isa fraud; but it is a fraud against the people 


| and not against the cow. It is said there are those who think a 
| dollar is more sacred than a man, and I am afraid there are also 


those who, in their zeal for the dairy, think a cow is moreentitled 


| to protection against fraud than the people. 
Now, I desire to ask you whether it would be possible to make sucb rules | 


I was glad that the senior Senator from Kansas [Mr. Harris} 
during the past week presented an amendment to the pending 
bill having for its purpose putting renovated butter under the 
same strict governmental supervision and control that this bill 
proposes to place around and upon oleomargarine. I trust the 
Senator will press that amendment, and I hope he will force a 
yea-and-nay vote upon it. In that event I shall watch with pro- 
found interest the votes of the friends of this bill. I predict now 
that they will not vote for this amendment. And why? Because 
the same interest that is behind this bill, the same interest that 
has hounded oleomargarine from the day it was born as an in- 
dustry in this country, the same interest that has excited all of 
the public prejudice and the hostle State legislation enacted 
against this product—I mean the dairy interest—is interested to 


| see that renovated butter is not fettered and restricted as it de- 


se, | mands oleomargarine shall be. 
a dealer could cut a package in two, obliterate the stamp, and sell half a 


Now, Mr. President, what is process butter or renovated but- 


| ter? Iam not going to trouble the Senate by reading from the 





evidence to any considerable extent upon this subject, but I do 
desire to read what Professor Alvord has to say. I believe he is 
at the head of the Dairy Bureau of the Agricultural Department, 
and I believe he is not only famous as an expert in dairy products 
in this country but that he is also known throughout the world 
as such. Here is a letter written by him February 8, 1900, in 
which, in describing what process butter is, he says: 
FEBRUARY 8, 1900. 

DEAR Sir: Your inquiry has been received relating to process or reno- 
vated butter. 

We have nothing printed upon this subject, and it would be impossible to 
give you a full account of it within the limits of a letter. 

Briefly, it is butter which has become unmerchantable, or what we would 
call bad butter, running through all the degrees of badness, bought up 
cheaply, brought together in large quantity, reduced to a limpid oil by melt- 
ing, and clarified by both chemical and meehanical processes, which are more 
or less secret. The oil is then drawn off, a semblance of the crystallization or 
granulation of butter fat is obtained by chilling, usually by spraying the fat 
into ice water, and then it isrechurned with more or less sour milk or butter- 
milk to give it the new flavor, salted, and made up for market. 

It isin this form just what the name “renovated” implies. Unless adul- 
terated with other fats, which is not usual, it can be claimed to be pure but- 
ter, as far as chemical composition is concerned. But many of the charac- 
teristics of good and fresh butter are lacking, and the renovated article 


| deteriorates very rapidly unless it is 5 * quite cold. 


The chief objection to this renovated butter is that it is sold in large quan- 
tities under misrepresentation in place of fresh creamery butter— 
The gravamen of the charge against oleomargarine— 


and at prices much above its actual value. Fraud upon purchasers and con- 
sumers is thus poreoanes and this is the feature connected with the busi- 


| ness which needs governmental interference and regulation. 


Very respectfully, yours, 
HENRY E. ALVORD. 
Dr. J. J. BAUMANN, 
661 Jersey Avenue, Jersey City, N. J. 


Now, in brief, Mr. President, renovated butter is old, rancid, 


/ unmarketable butter, gathered up from the four quarters of the 


country—from the hotels, and the restaurants, and the boarding 
houses, and the country stores—and sent to these process factories; 
there it meets the product of the cow of the treeless prairies of 
the West, and of the rocky hills of New England, and of the wire- 
grass region of the South in sympathetic and friendly embrace; 
there, with theaid of acids and adroit chemical surgery, the seeds 


| of disease and death with which it has become infected are re- 


moved, and thus restored to apparent health, it is sent out as 


| healthy butter, looking like healthy butter, with the sweet odor 


and with the exquisite flavor of perfectly well butter, and in that 
guise it is sold and bought and consumed. 

But, Mr. President, this restoration to health is only temporary. 
This newfound freshness is short lived, and unless it is speedily 
bought and consumed it soon has a relapse to its old condition of 
rancidity. Butthere is one consolation about this patient. How- 
ever often it may have a relapse, and however severe the disease 
may be, there is always a sure restorative and an unfailing 


| panacea to be found in the numerous butter hospitals scattered 


about in this country, created and existing for the sole and ex- 
clusive purpose of treating and curing the disease to which cream- 
ery butter is unfortunately a victim. 

Mr. President, we hear a great deal about the anticolor laws 
of the States against oleomargarine. Gentlemen have fallen back 
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upon those laws as an excuse for their effort through this bill to | 


strike down the oleomargarine industry. I want to remind gen- 
tlemen who rely upon those laws as a justification for this legis- 
lation that there are also State laws in this country against reno- 
vated and process butter. I donot know how many States have 
laws of that kind; I believe about ten or twelve. I appeal to the 
gentlemen who place their support of this bill upon the fact that 
certain States have ostracised oleomargarine when they go to 
vote upon the amendment offe re d by the Senator from ‘Kansa 
they that give the same consideration and significance to the 
State laws against re novated butter as to those against oleomar- 
garine, and when they vote to protect the cow against oleomarga- 
rine that they will at the same time vote for the amendment of 
the Senator from Kansas to protect the people against renovated 
butter. 

Mr. President, about the only argument I have heard in favor 
of this legislation, except the fraud argument to which I have so 
far chiefly devoted myself, is the fact that many of the States 
have enacted laws against the sale of oleomar garine. 
by the friends of this bill that those laws show such a general 
antipathy on the part of the people against this product 
furnishes them a sufficient justification for this legislation. 

I frankly admit that those laws apparently indicate (and I say 
apparently advisedly) a very harsh sentiment on the part of the 
people of those States toward oleomargarine. But when we 
analyze the reasons and considerations which led to the enact- 
ment of those laws, we will see, as I said, that it is more an ap- 
parent antipathy and objection than a real one. Most of those 
laws were passed under the influence of a misunderstanding cre- 
ated by the agitation and the exaggeration and the falsehoods in- 
stigated and put in circulation by the dairy interest as*to the ma- 
terials which enter into the manufacture of this product. 

At the time they were passed there was a general misunderstand- 
ing in the country as to the character of the ingredients of the ar- 
ticle. 
loathsome and repulsive ingredients, repugnant to the taste, and 

oisonous to the human system. This was the impression not only 
in those States at that time, but it was the impression among the 
enlightened members of this body and of the House when that 
measure was,first discussed and debated in Congress. The only 


ole 





that it | 


It is said | 
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conclusive, so overwhelming. 
clamor and forced the advocat 
support of it upon entirely new grounds 


has As Hage tic ae silenced 
legislation to put their 
I coed from the report 






of the Committee on Manufactures of the Senate appointed dur- 
ing the Fifty-sixth Congress. A part the report which I read 
will be found printed on pages 57 and 59 of the committee's re- 
port, which is as follows: 

tn regard to butterine or oleomargarine it is not ! the 
























witnesses before your committee that it in any way « t is to pub 
health. On the contrary, all expert ler i rly n- 
firms the testimony of the manula } t 
isa healthful food product. T t he 
1 it of a¢ bination of bee and with 
coloring tter, which is similar to tha farm nd 
dairies engaged in the manufacture of b f that pi t 
As under the resolution under which this ¢ ! ing it ’ 
one of its duties to investigate food products : sc i what l 
is deleterious to the public health, your commit made « ry 
in information upon this branch of the subject, and ud to oral 
ony there weresubmitted a sof anexpert « racte folk 
nry Morton, Stevens Institute Technology, New J 
t contains nm ‘thing whatever which is injurious as an i liet; but 
contrary, is essentially identical with the bost fresh butte 
t ell, mical laboratory, Cornell Unive \ Pos es no 
qunitiion whasever the 1t can make it in the le: ‘ »unwho! Te 
Charles P. Williams, analytical chemist, ‘It is a pure and 
wholesome artic oe Eee 1 in thi res} ect te s chemical 
composition, is fully the « lent « be r 
Henry A. Mott, analy tic al chemist. New Y rk: « oes C1 tical with 
butter made from cream, and a perfectly p and who! cle.” 
W. O. Atwater, Wesleyan University, Connecticut: “It rfectly whole- 
some and healthy, and has ah i nutritious value.” 
Scientific American: * Oleomarg: rin eis as much a farm product as beef 
| or butter, and is as wholesom« ado ither.”’ 
Prof. Charles F. Chandler, New York C ‘The duct is palatable and 
wholesome, and I regard it as a most valuable a e of food.” 
Prof. George F. Barker, University of Pem 8) tras ia: “It is perfectly 
wholesome, and is desirable as an article of food.” 


It was generally supposed that the article was made up of | 


argument made in favor of the law was the argument that oleo- | 


margarine was unhealthy and poisonous to the human system. 
The fraud argument that we now hear was not made then at all. 

Now, time has removed from the field of disputation and dis- 
cussion the fundamental fact upon which this discriminating 
legislation of the States was based. When we consider whether 
State laws or national laws are wise or unwise and whether they 
indicate a certain public sentiment or feeling, we must look to 
the reasons which inspired the enactment of those laws. If 
there was a mistake as to facts,as to the grounds upon which the 
enactment was made, the reason for it failing, we may expect 
sooner or later that it will be repealed. 

Now, Mr. President, the only ground upon which this State legis- 
lation was originally based has been removed and no longer exists, 
but the advocates of the bill say if that be so, why then have not 
those laws been repealed by the States? They have not been re- 


pealed because another reason for their continuance on the stat- | 


ute books has intervened and furnishes a justification for their 


continuance, and that is the reason I have just given why we | 


should pass the minority substitute. I mean the necessity of 
regulating its sale so as to prevent deceits in selling it for what 
it is not. Remove this reason, as the other has been removed, by 


the National Government taking hold of this question and plac- | 


ing around the article a strict supervision to prevent the class of 
fraud to protect themselves against which the States still keep 
these prohibitory acts upon their statute books, and I predict 
that the States will be satisfied and that speedily and rapidly 
every one of the anticolor laws against oleomargarine will be re- 
pealed. 


Mr. President, I do not wish to detain the Senate in discussing 


the proposition that time and experience and science have proved | 
| production, and when you add t 


that the original basis of this legislation has been removed, for it 
is now almost universally admitted that at the time of the passage 
of these prohibitory laws the character of oleomargarine and its 
effect upon the human system were altogether misunderstood, and 
that it is not only not an unhealthy article, but it is an exceed- 
ingly healthy and nutritious food product. One of the chief ad- 


vocates of this bill in debate in the other branch of Congress a | 


few days ago admitted this fact, and the evidence taken before 
the committees of the two Houses during the last and the present 
session (evidence of the best scientific experts in the country) 
proves conclusively that the arguments which prevailed in se- 
curing the passage of these laws were based upon falsehood and 
misunderstanding as to the ingredients and qualities of this ar- 
ticle. 


I wish to read some of the evidence upon this point. It is so 


[ will also read a few opinions of leading scientists, which I find 


on pages 4 and 5 of Senate Document 2043: 


OPINIONS OF LEADING SCIENTISTS, 
Prof. C. F. Chandler, professor of chemistry at Columbi: 
| York, says: “I have studied the que stion of its useas f 
with the ordinary butter made from cream, and have satisf 
it is quite as valuab le as the ee mi the ¢ yw. The pr 
ind wholesome, and I regard it as a most + able artic] 
Prof. George F. Barker, of the Univ: yly 
terine is, in my opinion, quite as valuah! ve ag 


self. It is perfectly wholesome, and is desir 
see no reason why butterin e should not be ; I 
for ordinary butter, whether considered from ‘the 
























| cial standpoint.” 

Prof. 8. W. Johnson, director of the Connecticut Agricult 
Station, and professor of agricultur mistry in Yale C ly 
says: “It isa product that is entiré attractive and wholes ‘ d 
one that is, for all ordinary and culinary purpose 16 fullequivalent l 
butter made from cream. Iregard the manufacture of oleomargarir a 

| legitimate and beneficent industry.” 

Prof. C. A. Goessmann, of An 1h rst Agricultural College, says: “O r 
garine butter compares in general app wrance and in taste very fa ily 

| with the average quality of the be tter kinds of dairy butter in r may s 
In its composition it resembles that of ordinary dairy butter, and in its kee] 
ing quality, under centenneetinn checumal neces, I believe it will surp 
former, for it contains a smaller percentage of tl >Cc { t 
the main, came the well-known rancid Le stor I 

Prof. J. Ww. Arnold, professor of physi { I N 
York, says: “Scone sider that each and ey ! i 
facture of oleomargarine butter is perfe t 
margarine butter differs in no es ti c MT 

| cream. In fact oleoma ter possesses the advant ! 
butter of not decomposing so readily, as it contains fewer 3. J 
my « iP. nion oleomargarine is to be considered a great di ery 
for the poor, and in every way a pe rfectly pure, wholes und palata 
arti ‘e of food.” 

Prof. Paul Schweitzer, Ph. D., LL. D., professor of chemistry, M iri 
State University, says: “Asa result of my examination, 1 I v1 the 
microscope and the delicate chemical tests apy u) te I pr 
nounce butterine to be wholly and uneq aily free fr 
or in the least objectionable substances. Carefully 1 phy 

terence whatever in the palatability and diges 








— nts reveal no dil 
yet ween butterine and butter 


Now, Mr. President, if this bill passes the effect will be not 





only to prevent the manufacture and sale of colored oleomarga- 
rine, but to cripple the whole oleomargarine industry in this 
country. There are two reasons why it will destroy the mannu- 
facture of colored ole margarine: First, because colored o] 


rarine is now sold for only 3 or 4 cents more than the c 
o this the 10 cents tax pr 
by this bill it will, on account of the price. be unsalable. S« 

if this bill passes this first section would make effectual 


marg 


ul j al 
color laws of the several States, which are now ineffectual and 
largely inoperative because ef the decision of the Supreme Court 
in the original package case and in the Schollerberger case. The 
sole object of the first section of this bill is, by breathing life into 


these laws, to make oleomargarine a contraband of 
take from it its character as a commercial product 
the protection of the interstate-commerce 
tion, which the Supreme Court decided it is entit 
and place it in the category of spirituons liquors. 

The effect would be to take from colored oleomarg¢ 
ef its possible purchasers and consumers who live in the States 
in which these laws have been passed. Its passage may 


commerce, to 
and deny it 
the Const 


led To ¢ joy, 


clause of itu- 


rarine 60.0 MW) OOO 


not 
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stop the manufacture of uncolored oleomargarine. but it will | The ACTING CHAIRMAN, Do you think it would depreciate cotton-seed oil? 
handicap it to such an extent as to make its profitable manufac-| 2/7 ee ee diame beak aceite tind tees 
: oa Mr. KNIGHT there is any othe repre sentative of the cotton-seed inter 
ture extremely doubtful, because it is well known, on account of | est here I would like to get him to give me the figures as to the interests of 
the taste and fancy of the consumer (the same taste and fancy | the cotton-seed oil people here. According toa little aleulation I have made, 
which dictates to the producer of white butter coloring matter | 1? untof cotton-seed oil used in oleomargarine a ne 
to make it re palatable and pleasing), that there is practically Mr. TOMPKINS. I can tell you right now that the y have $6,000,000 worth of 
id and, or at least such a limited demand, for the uncolored | int rest a year in it, if this bill is passed in depreciat ; ee eee 
al a butter as to make its manufacture for that purpose un- ao a — i oe, iD cudeeaam dae ten would ‘be $8,000,000 awene ; the 
rofitable, and the other demands for white oleomargarine are so | of the cotton-seed peoplé alone. Now, you would bleed the working people 
mited that it is extremely doubtful whether its use would be | of the country of ten millions more. and you would a oo dines 
sufficiently large to remunerate the large amount of capital in- | YS... ee oe — unt S53 6n estimate of the yatue, in Gatlars 
vested in this industry. ag ase : ' ory 
Mr. President, in addition to the destruction of the oleomarga- Not only the manufacturer of this oil is interested in maintain- 
rine industry and the millions of dollars worth of property in- | ing this market for his product, but the Southern farmer who 


vested in that industry, let us inquire what other important and 


legitimate oc sy ‘tions and industries will be affected by this leg- 
islation. Ne it is said that butter is a product of the farm; 
that the cow - nds at the threshold of all agricultural prosper- | 
ity, and that both she and her product should be protected. Ido 
not deny the great value of the dairy cow. The dairy interest 
is one which should be encouraged, and the use of the cow in the 
hon ind upon the farm can not be overestimated. Both she 


and her pri duct are entitled to all k 


pr »4 . 
I> y3+ 


7 


gitimate encouragt 


farine is also a farm product and an honest and 





legitimate industry. Practically everything that enters into it is 
made i m_ the farm—milk, cream, butter, cotton-seed oil, neutral 
lard, and oleo oil, all of them farm products, and at least 40 per 
cent of them the product of the cow herself. Chemically it is the 
same as butter. It has every chemical ingredient that butter has 





and none other. Now. the pe ple who furnish the larger part of 
the ingredients that enter into oleomargarine are the cotton-seed 
oil man cturers and ith e growers of beef cattle and hogs. These 
people believe, and estly believe, that this legislation will | 


aft 


‘t them injarionsy, 





passage. Tl have sent representatives here; they have sent 
petitions h they have sent resolutions here. I have here the 
resolutions passed by the cott m-seed oil superintendents of North 
and South Car lina, at a meeting held in July, 1900, at Charles- 

8. I will read them, for they show the opinion of these 


nagers of this great Southern industry as to the effect 
slation upon their business and through them upon 
ed. 


r of cotton see 





TENDENTS OF OIL MILLS IN NORTH AND SOUTH CAROLINA. 
against oleomargarine tax offered at meeting of cotton-oil mill 
ts: 


“CHARLESTON, S. C., July 6. 
m South Carolina and North Carolina met 
for the purpose of organizing the cotton-oil 


nts frx 
oun Hotel f 


nts’ asso 






"lai 102. 
and by- 


atic adopted, the following 
Tre di DY A. 


laws were read and 
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ciation 





Te ‘presenting millions o of dollars of in- 



















ve 1} South, strongly protests against national class legislation 
which air ~ at the destruction cf competition in the manufacture and 
sale « vholesome and healthful articles of food. 
ived, That we protest strenuously against the passage by Congress 
of the Grout cleomargarine bill, which proposes to tax oleomargarine 10 
cent * pound, and thus todrive it from the market. 
i d, That this association implores Congress not to destroy an in- 
c v wl h w uses 72 ly 20.0K).000 pounds of the best grade of cotton- 
b l annually, and th kill that quantity of our most profitable output. 
i ved, That we “ e the legislatures of South Carol 2» and of other 
$ hern States to r ve from their statute books the antioleomargarine 
l lation thereon, be cause such acts are only in the interest of the reno- 


‘tories of the North and Northwest, and against 
s,and cotton-seed oil products grown on our Southern 


“dl and process butter fax 
the hog fats, beef fat 











Resolved, Thata ec OPy of these resolutions be sent to the National Provi- 
sion r, 0 of Ne’ w we rk and Chicago, the indomitable champion of the cotton-oil 
int sts, for publication, and that the members of this association proceed 
tos a peal of the obnoxik smeebalwwraaboves ferred to. j 

™ mt this associ m will do what it can to cause the defe “at Oo 
the eomargarine bill in Congress during the coming session. 





Among the cotton-seed oil manufac ture! ; who appea red before 
the committee of the Senate during the F iftieth Congress against 
this bill was Mr. D. A. Tompkins, of my State. I know Mr. Tomp- 
kins well. Heis largely interested not only in cotton-seed oil mills, 
but in various lines of manufacturing. He is one of the most 
prominent and useful men in the whole South, a leader in its 
industrial developmen it, a man of broad information, accurate 
knowledge, and absolutely reliable in his statements. In the 
speech made by him before the committee he stated: 





J at if they pass this legislation they will undo it later, because they 
willh om their constituents again when they do doit. And why? Be- 
caus » if you pass this law, througho mut the whole South you 
v i — ucts Of Corp yrate dairies, of men with large fortunes, 


re by $2 
‘imi 
ons fron ea were any good. and if these cotton-seed oil peo- 
pie had had the foresight to go about it, they could have gotten a petition 
: gned by ever y cotton farmer in the South, because practically none of them 


$2 a ton all the cotton seed that is sold in the 









iterest whatever in the dairy business, and every single one of 
in in terest in | the or tt m-seed oil industr y to the sake of making or 





losing 


a ton, ac 
Bot pass .t. 


ording to whether you pass this bill or whether you do 


‘ment and 


and they are here protesting against its | 


makes the seed out of which this oil is made is also interested, 
and surely there is no class of people in this country who need 
more help than the cotton farmers of the South, and against 
whom discriminating legislation is more unjust, for in all the 


prosperity about which we hear so much the cotton farmer of 
the South has had but little share. 
While the prices of other products have gone up, the price of his, 


ept for a little while during the year 1900, has ranged so low 
it is with difficulty he has been able to make a living. For these 
reasons he is weak and ill able to stand such a blow as this. 
True, he is sometimes a di uiryman and makes alittle butter to sell, 
but in the South there are at least 20 farmers and laborers who buy 
all the butter they consume to every Southern farmer who makes 
butter to sell, and the one who sells always finds a ready market 
at remunerative prices right at his door. I have had no petitions 
or letters from the farme rs of my State for this bill, except from a 
few dainy farmers, and most of these bear evidence of having 
been inspired by the dairy trust. 

When representatives of the cotton interests and the live-stock 
interests come here protesting against this legislation as injurious 
to their interests they are waived away and told that they do not 
know what they are talking about. One Senator the other day in 
the debate here rolled as a sweet morsel under his tongue the dec- 
laration of the Secretary of Agriculture with reference to the 
statement of a stock raiser that the passage of this bill would de- 
preciate the value of beef cattle, when he said that ‘* he does not 
know what he is talking about—that same cattle man.”’ 

The statements and representatiousand the petitionsand appeals 
of the farmers of the South and the stock growers of the West fall 
| upon deafears. They are told that they donot know what they are 
talking about, that they do not know what their interest is. Yet 
when we are considering tariff measures here and making sched- 
ules and imposing duties for the protection of home products 
against foreign products, the representatives of the great trust 
combinations and of the great protected industries come here and 
make all sorts of wild representations as to the effect of legisla- 
tion upon their business, and they are accepted with childlike 
credulity and they are given whatever they demand. 

That is what has often been seen here in the past. It will be 
seen again when we get to making tariff schedules. Representa- 
tives of these great combinations and protected interests who are 
selling their products in foreign markets for 25 and 30 per cent 
less than they are selling them in this country will come here and 
demand that the protection accorded them against foreign com- 
petition be continued, and with full knowledge of these facts 
to the prices for which they are selling their products abroad 
their demands will be granted, and the protection they now enjoy 
= do not need will be continued. 

Now, Mr. President, I say that the cotton-seed oil men are in- 

ter rested. W1 hy do I say it? 

Mr. HARRIS. Will thes 
me to interrupt him? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Certainly, sir. 

Mr. HARRIS. I should like to know to what extent the pro- 
tection of the cotton-seed oil interests is to be carried? As the 
Senator is probably well aware, it is now an absolute impossibil- 
ity to buy a bottle of pure olive oil in this city. I will venture to 
say that no Senator can buy a bottle of olive oil in this city. 
Whether it has a French label or an Italian label, it is invariably 
principally cotton-seed oil. We can not buy a box of sardines, 
whether they are packed on the coast of Maine or on the shores 
| of the Mediterranean, that they are not put up in cotton-seed oil 
' and saturated with it. Does the Senator mean to say that we 

have got to justify the use of cotton-seed oil all along these lines 
when it masquerades as something which it is not? 

Mr. SIMMONS. To the extent, Mr. President, that cotton- 
seed oil, or oleomargarine, or any other product masquerades 
for what it is not, I am just as willing and as anxious as the 
Senator to pass legislation which will put an end to that mas- 
querading. If cotton-seed oil, or any other farm product in the 
South, has obtained any protection against the competition of 

| olive oil or any other foreign product that is sold in this country 


as 


senator from North Carolina permit 
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in competition with it, it has nothing more than what is due to 
it. Although we have not asked for it, as the Senator from Mis- 


sissippi [Mr. Money] suggests, Southern interests are entitled to | 


it, because in the application of the general principle of protection, 
without any regard to the right or wrong of that principle, it 
would be unjust to discriminate against the products of one sec- 
tion and in favor of the products of another section. If that is 
to be a principle of government, it should be administered with 
sectional impartiality. 

But, Mr. President, that has nothing to do with the phase of 
this question which I am now discussing. It isnot whether there 
should be protection against a foreign product, but whether we 
should inaugurate here in this country a system of internal tariff 
duties, and whether we should use the taxing power of the Govern- 
ment for the purpose of building up one home industry by destroy- 
ing another. That is what this bill will do if it becomes alaw. It 
is using the taxing power of the Government for the purpose of 
building up and promoting and fostering the dairy interests of 
this country at the expense of and to the injury of the cotton-seed 
oil interests and the stock-raising interests in this country. 

Now, I say these cotton-seed-oil men know what they are talk- 
ing about. They have protested and they do protest against this 
legislation. They have passed resolutions, they have sent peti- 
tions, and they have sent representatives here to Congress to pre- 
sent their grievances and to protest against this legislation. 

When Mr. Tompkins, of my State, was before the committee, 
in his statement, to which I have before referred, he said that the 
destruction of the manufacture of oleomargarine in this country 
meant the depreciation to the extent of $2 a ton for every ton of 
cotton-seed used in the manufacture of oleomargarine. 

But you say that does not affect anything except the cotton seed 
that is used in oleomargarine. Mr. Tompkins answered that in 
his statement by saying that there was a sufficient demand made 
by the use of cotton seed in making oleo oil, and the price for the 
seed thus used was sufficiently high to raise the level of the price 
of the whole cotton-seed product of the South; that effect was not 
limited to the amount of seed used in the oil business, but ex- 
tended to the whole product. 

Speaking upon this same subject, another witness before the 
committee, Mr. Bond, said that the price paid for the seed used 
in the manufacture of oleo oil went far toward settling the price 
of the whole cotton-seed product of the South. That is but an- 
other way of stating a principle axiomatic in commerce, that the 
price of the surplus of an article fixes the price of the whole arti- 
ele. It is notthe quantity used. but the high price paid and the 


fact that the market is sufficiently large to raise the price of the | 


whole product to a certain level. 
Mr. HARRIS. Just in that connection, I should be very glad 
if the Senator from North Carolina would state of what impor- 


tance the use of cotton-seed oil as a substitute for olive oil would | 


be in this relation. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Iam not prepared to answer the Senator as 
to that, for I know nothing about olive oil. I have never studied 
that question. 

Mr. HARRIS. It would affect the California olive-oil product. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Iam sorry that lam not prepared to give any 
information to the Senator on that subject, but I do not possess it. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is on the question affecting cotton-seed oil. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Yes; it is germane, and I should like to an- 
swer the Senator’s question, but I can not. I am not familiar 
with the uses and constituent elements of olive oil. 

The advocates of this bill ridicule the idea that the interests of 
the growers of beef cattle and hogs will be seriously affected by 
it, and yet, Mr. President, we find the representatives of this 
interest from one end of the country to the other greatly stirred 
up over this legislation. 
fore your committee to protest in most vigorous terms. 


Associations representing these interests have passed vigorous | 


resolutions of protest against it. I wish to present now the reso- 
lutions passed at a meeting of the National Live Stock Associa- 
tion, which met in Chicago last December. There were some 
1,500 delegates in this convention, and about 130 branch organiza- 
tions, scattered all over the country, were represented. The 
resolutions, which I will not read in full but ask permission to 
insert in my remarks, were adopted by the unanimous vote of 
this convention, and, I take it, embody the honest convictions 
of this body as to the effect of this legislation upon the live-stock 
interest of the country, all of which was represented except the 
dairy interest. 

The following resolutions were unanimously adopted by the fifth annual 
convention of the National Live Stock Association, held in Chicago, I1l., De- 
cember 3, 4, 5, 6, 1901: : 

‘* Whereas the National Live Stock Association has heretofore announced 
itself as unalterably opposed to that class of legislation which builds up one 
industry at the expense of another equally as meritorious, and has opposed 
the passage of the bill for a law known as the Grout bill, which certain 
dairy interests sought to have passed by the last Congress of the United 
States, but which failed to rcach a vote; and 
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They too have sent representatives be- | 
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“ Whereas unofficial notice has ber upon the officers of 


hservet 


tion that this same measure will be reintroduced in the coming session of 
Congress and forced to an issue; and 
* Whereas the openly express dintention of vers of this law isto de 











stroy the manufacture of oleomargarine, a pr ut of the packing house, 
which has been declared by Government authorities to be a pure food prod 
uct as wholesome and healthful as butter: an , 

“Whereas the stockmen of the United States believe that this prod should 
be sold upon its own merits, and favor any slat that 7 l r 
compel the manufacturers to sell their product for ist t a sub 
stitute for butter, but draw the line on legislat t ] hamper 
the industry by compelling the manufacturers t rp? 1 form 
that would make it offensive to the eye of the consumer. and eonsequent y 
unpalatable; and : bi 

* Whereas the so-called ‘Wadsworth’ substitute for the Grout b ffered 
in the last Congress, which provides that the oleomargat ily 
offered for sale in 1 and 2 pound packages, each pack: ib 
ters, meets with the approval of the membersof this associati | efore 

‘Resolved, That the National Live Stock Association, in « a 
bled, representing more than four billions of invested capital. reitera 
former expressed disapproval of such class legislation as the old Grou 
and we protest against the passage of any law of this nature. firmly hb 
ing that such legislation is unjust, unconstitutional, and unfair, and 1 
be tolerated in a free country 

‘Resolved, That we heartily approve of such legislation asthe law proposed 


I 
by the Wadsworth substitute in the last Congress, and we appro 
lation which, in a legitimate manner, compels manufacture? 
products for sale for just what they are 

Resolved, That we heartily indorse the position taken by Hon 
WORTH, chairman of the House Committee on Agricu 


s to offer their 


J. W. WADs- 
lture in the last Con 











gress, and believe that in justice to him he should be retained as chairman of 
that committee in the present Congress. The thanks of this convention are 
dueand are hereby tendered to Senators MONEY, of Mississi} HEITFELD, of 
Idaho; WARREN, of Wyoming, and BATE, of Tennessee, mem bet f the Senate 
Committee on Agriculture, for their able and successful opposition to the 
passage of the Grout bill during the closing session of the last Congress 

* Resolved, That the executive committee of this association be structed 


to forward copies of these resolutions to Congress, and to take such action as 





it may think necessary and proper to oppose the passage of any bill ntain 
ing such provisions as the so-called Grout bill.” 
Attest: JOHN W.SPRINGER, President 


CHAS. F. MARTIN, s 
Mr. MITCHELL. MayTI ask the Senator from North Carolina 


a question? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kean in the chair). Dos 
the Senator from North Carolina yield to the Senator from 


Oregon? 

Mr. SIMMONS. 

Mr. MITCHELL. 
resolutions? 

Mr. SIMMONS. The general purport of those resolutions is 
condemnatory of this bill, and that this class of legislation is in- 
jurious to the interests of the stock growers. 

It is positively asserted, not only by the breeders of beef cattle, 
but by dealers in beef cattle, that the use of oleo oil, made from 
the caul fat of steers, in oleomargarine has increased the value of 
this class of cattle from $2 to $3 a head, and by dealers’in hogs 
that the use of the leaf fat of the hog in oleomargarine has in- 
creased the value of the hog 20 cents a head. In support of this 
contention they show that caul fat for use in oleomargarine 
brings 10 cents a pound, while for use in tallow it brings only 6 
cents a pound; that leaf fat used in oleomargarine sells for 83 
cents a pound, while for lard it sells for only 6 cents a pound, 
and that the demand for these products for this purpose is suffi- 
ciently large to fix the price of the whole product, and that thus 
the value of caul fat and leaf fat has been raised, respectively, 
from 6 to 10 cents and from 6 to 84 cents a pound. 

Mr. John C. McCoy, a Western farmer and stock raiser, as well as 
commission merchant for the sale of cattle, appeared before the 
Senate Committee on Agriculture and Forestry against this bill 
in the Fifty-sixth Congress, and I wish to present a part of his 
statements, giving statistics showing the effect of the passage of 
this measure upon the live-stock interests of the country: 


Yes, sir. 
May I ask the Senator the purport of those 








Mr. McCoy. The average beef steer contains about 50 pounds it, 
and the average hog about 8 pounds of leaf fat. The market price to 1” 
| caul fat for oleomargarine purposes is about 10 cents per pound, while Ww 
is worth about 6 cents; and thé leaf fat for ocleomargarine puryx it 
per pound, and for lard only 6 cents. Those are very close approx te 

| values, 
| There has been slaughtered in Kansas City since January 1, 1900, to date 
| over 1,000,000 cattle, producing, approximately, 50,000,000 pounds of oleo oil, 


worth to-day for oleomargarine purposes 10 cents per pound, o1 
Were it not for the demand the manufacture of oleomargarine has created 
for oleo oil, this product would have been sold for tallow at 6 cents per 
pound, netting $3,000,000, a difference of $2,000,000, or $2 per head for each an 
mal slaughtered. 

During the period just mentioned there were slaughtered at Kansas City 
approximately 3,000,000 hogs, producing about 24,000,000 pounds of leaf fat, 
worth for oleomargarine purposes, at 8} cents per pound, ; i 


Sp Aine) 





mand for this ony as an oleomargarine ingredient rem 





have been sold for lard at 6 cents per pound, or $1,440,000, a di 
$600,000, or 20 cents per head for each hog slaughtered 
Had it not been possible to use these two products for oleo 


fference 





poses instead of tallow and lard, it would have ¢ost the farmer n tin 
their stock at Kansas City this year $2.600,000. The same is true at all th 
rincipal live-stock markets in proportion to their receipts. The five largé« 
Vestern markets—Chicago, Kansas City, St. Louis, Omaha, St. Joseph 
have handled since January 1, 1900, to date, 6,500,000 cattle and 16,300,000 hog 





Of that number at least 75 per cent of the cattle, or 4,875, were slaughtered, and 
practically all of the hogs. A difference of $2 per head on the cattle and 20 
cents per head on the hogs would mean a loss to the Western farmers on 
their marketing of cattle and hogs for the year 1900 of $13,000,000 

But, gentlemen, carry the reasoning still further. The Government re- 
port shows that on January 1, 1900, there were in the United States 27,610,000 
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catt t han! I v ttle available sooner or later for beef. A 
as ition of 82 p ud 1 would mean $55,220,000, The same au- 
tl 3 the nur r of | 1 the United States on January 1, 1899, ap- 
+] vy. BRB) 
pr y; 
‘ 110M W Y of the 1 “ow to have the 
I ire of rgal t tht you ded all the cattle. 
Coy. linclu tle other than milch cows. The 
( it makes a in du f the milch 
I ted eattle 1 l 
Y a ior un ul 
wi I 1 i i , tl 
the m co is , 
Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. I acer a 
The PRESIDING OF FICER. Does the Senator from North 
Carolina yield to the Senator from Vermont? 
Mr. SIMMONS. Yes, sir. 
' “7 1 +) ae : Poke 
Mr. PROCTOR I should like to ask the Sen from North 
Carolina if he does not recollect the testimony of Mr. Hobbs, 
who represented the opposition to this bill before the committee— 
he stated that the total number of cattle slaughtered in this 
‘country was about 11.000,000—and if, taking the total amount of 
ok ised i leomargarine, the figures would not show that 
the amount was not over 25 cents and a fraction per head. 


Mr. SIMMONS ! do not remember that statement. 

Mr. PR CT R. The Senator will find that the totals that 

were submitted to the committee figured about 25 cents per head. 
Mr. SIMMONS. Idonot remember ti » have heard that. Idonot 

dispute that he made the statement which the Senator has quoted. 


preponderance of testimony, nearly all of the testimony in fac 
taken by the committee, tended to sh¢ Ww that the depreciation in 
the value of beef cattle as the result of this legislatic mn would be 
from two to three dollars per head. I think the National Live 
Stock Association so asserte “1 in their resolutions. 


Of course I do not know whether or not these statements are 
true: but I know they come from men who are engaged in the 
business of raising and s ling cattleandhogs. They aresupposed 


to know something al bout the effect of this legislation—not its fu- | 


ture effect, for they are not speaking about that, but its past effect 
upon their produ ace I am willing to take their statement as 
at least approximating the truth in this matter. 

Not only the cotton-seed-oil interests and live-stock interests. but 
he labor organizations, have sent representatives here. Mr. Pat- 
‘ick Dolan, president of the United Mine Workers’ Association, 
and another gentleman, Mr. John Pierce, representing the Amal- 
gamated Association of Iron and Steel Workers, appeared here in 
he interest of the tens of thousands of laborers belonging to these 
eat labor organizations. Let me read two short extracts from 
the statements of these two labor leaders. First I read from the 
statement of President Dolan, as follows: 

Our people, Mr. Chairman, are against the passage of the measure. I rep- 













resent over 40,000 miners and their families, and I know from the sentiment 
in other sections of the country to which I go, from talking to people who 
are interested in our organization, that they do not want to be deprived of 
the ability to purchase this wholesome article of food. If itis not made ina 
wholesome way, the n they do not want it: but if it is just as good to them to 
spread the 1 with as 35-cent butter, they do wantit. And if this meas- 


ure passes, the chances are that butter will go up to 0 cents, and poor people 
will not be able to purchase it at all. 


Now, let me read from the statement of Mr. Pierce: 
‘The interest of the consumer seems not t » have been considered at all, the 











< 1e< apparen tly being that the creameryman and dairyman should 
have monopoly of the entire market for their wares, by rendering a com- 
pet pi tso unattractive that nobody would care to purchase it. Do 
you think t all the aan n of western Pennsylvania or of these 
U1 States (a portion of whom I represent in the Amalgamated Associa- | 
tion of oe and Steel Workers) can afford to pay 35 cents per pound for 
creamery butter, whic th is the present price for the first-class article in 
Pittsburg? E veryone, I think, will admit that all can not. 

If this bill passes, what position are we in? On examination we find that 
we will have three options, viz, (1) creamery butter at 35 cents, if the condi- 
tion re no worse, and Tam not sure but that the passage of this bill may 
mak« ) cents per pound; (2) colored oleo at 25 coubyer pound, on account 
of the 10-cent tax; (3 white oleo at 15 cents. 

Colored ‘garine is at present retailed at from 12} to 20 cents per 
rX und On igation I am satisfied that most of our people are paying 
about 15 s per pound for it, and I can not admit that those who buy it 


can af tf rr i to pay more. I therefore arrive at the conclusion that they must 


either find 10 cents per pound more to pay this pr oon robbery—for I can | 


not digni ify it by the name of tax—or buy and eat white cleomargarine. And 
this to satisfy ‘th e greed of the manufacturers of butter, who think that 


white oleomargarine iS gor d enough for those who can not afford to pay 10 | 


cents additional for yel llow, or the 20 cents or more additional for creamery 
butter, or use the off grades of butter now unsalable as food. 

But, Mr. President, in answer to these petitions and resolutions 
and representations of the mill men and farmers and stock grow- 
ers, we are told that there is very little oleomargarine manufac- 


tured and sold in this country, and that these interests will be but | 


slightly affected by the destruction of this industry. It is true 
there is not a very great amount of oleomargarine manufactured 
row; only a little over 100,000,000 pounds a year. 

And yet the amount of oleomargarine consumed in some of the 
States of this Union where there has been no hostile legislation, 
such as Rhode Island, for illustration, where 8 pounds per capita 
is consumed a year, shows conclusively that if this industry were | 
encouraged instead of handicapped that we would be producing 





But there is not only the testimony of Mr. Me¢ Coy, but the = 





and selling in this country to-day probably half as much oleomar- 
garine as we are selling butter; and but for the prejudice that 
has been created against it by agitation and misrepresentation in 
the interest of the dairy we would probably be manufacturing 
and using as much per capita in this country as they use per cap- 
ita in Denmark. And upon that basis, instead of a demand in this 
country for 100,000,000 pounds, there would be a demand for at 
least 1,300,000,000 pounds. 

If the compari itively small amount of cotton seed and the 
comparatively small amount of oleo oil and neutral oil used in the 
manufacture of 100,000,000 pounds now used is a source of benefit 
to the cattle farmer and hog raiser, as they all unite in saying 
there is,.how much greater would be the profits and how much 
creater would be the demands for these farm products if this in- 
dustry had been unfettered and allowed to expand to the propor- 
tions to which it would undoubtedly have attained but for this 
adverse legislation and agitation. In considering the effect of 
prospective legislation upon an industry, it is not fair, nor is it the 
American way, to look only at its condition when fettered and 
hampered by adverse environments, but also to look to what 

| would be and will be its state if protected by fair and just laws. 
| Mr. President, there is another interest in this country af- 
| fected by this legislation which is more entitled to the consid- 
eration of Congress than the interest of the farmer, or the manu- 
facturer of oil, or the raiser of beef, and that is the great army 
of consumers in this country. They are mostly poor people; they 
are laboring people; they work on the farms; they work in the 
factories; they work in the mines, and they can not afford to pay 
high prices for the products which they consume. 

In oleomargarine they have found a cheap article which, since 
they have come to learn that it is a healthy article, a nutritious 
article, is entirely satisfactory to them. They buy it; they use it 
extensively, and they can afford to pay the price for which it is 
sold; but they can not afford to pay the high prices of dairy butter. 
Much less can they afford, after this legislation goes into effect, 
| which will drive oleomargarine from the market, and make a 
scarce market, and therefore a high-price market, to buy dairy 
butter at the high price to which it will go, for I believe, and the 
laboring people believe, and they state that belief in the memo- 
| rials to which I have just referred, that in their opinion the result 
| of this legislation will be to put the price of dairy butter up to 40 
| or 50 cents a pound. Then they will not be able to buy it at all. 
| These laboring people, as well as all other consumers of butter 
| or any of its substitutes, are entitled to consideration in connec- 

tion with this question. With oleomargarine out of the way we 
will have to look solely and exclusively to the cow for butter. 

It is sheer nonsense to talk about the capacity of the cows of this 
country to supply unaided acheap butter. There are not enough 

| milk cows now to do it, and there will not be in a reasonable 
time enough to doit. There are only about 17,000,000 milk cows 
in the United States, and there are between seventy-five and eighty 
| millions of people to be supplied. Strike down oleomargarine and 
| you will do a great thing forthe great trusts that now control the 
dairy interests of the country. It will give them the finest market 
in the world free and without competition. The rich will have 
to pay a little more for their butter, but they will be able to get 
whatthey want. The poor man will either have to pay more for his 
butter than he can afford to pay or he will have to go without it. 
| But, Mr, President, there is another ground upon which we 
who oppose this bill base our opposition to it, higher than that of 
| the pecuniary interest of the producers of either butter or oleo- 
margarine or the products out of which they are made. It is op- 
| position to special legislation. This bill is special legislation of 
the most dangerous character. It has long been the custom in 
this country to use the taxing power of the Government to pro- 
| tect the products of home industries against the productions of 
foreign countries. The right or wrong of this I do not now pro- 
| pose to discuss, but this is the first time in our history that it has 
been proposed, deliberately proposed, to use the taxing power of 
the Government to build up one home interest by pulling down 
another. 

If you start upon this legislation, where are you going to end? 
There was introduced in the House of Representatives the other 
day a bill which proposes to brand and mark an article of com- 
merce known as shoddy. Shoddy is a material made largely from 
cotton goods, but in imitation of wool. There is but a small 
| modicum of wool in it, but it looks like wool; it feels like wool; 
it is bought and worn as wool by poor pe ople; but they know it 
| is n¢ ot y wool because of the difference in price between these shoddy 
goods and genuine wool. Yet it is proposed now to brand and 
mark that in the interests of wool. 
| I know the bill to which I have referred was introduced by an 
| opponent of the pending bill, as I am, but by a man impregnated 
| with this idea of class legislation, as I am not. I think the bill 
| obnoxious in a large measure to the same objections which should 
' obtain against the the pending measure. It is not proposed in 
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that bill to tax shoddy, but what will be the next step? The next answered by the 





great purchasers and raisers of live stock them- 


step in the evolution of this scheme and system of legislation | selves. 


would lead to the taxing of shoddy for what? 
the sheep, just as it is propos 
interest of the cow. 

There is another imitation product in this country sold as silk. | 
It is a very common article made in imitation of genuine silk. I 
do not know exactly the materials which are in it, but there is 
very little silk in it. Yet under the skillful manipulation of the 
adulterants of clothing it has been wrought in imitation of silk. 
You can not easily tellit from silk. Poor people buy it and wear 
it because it is cheap and because it looks like silk, and nobody 
except an expert can tell it is not the silk which the rich lady 
wears. Under me the ory of this bill there is no reason why that 
product should not taxed out of existence, and it would be, I 
suppose, if there was sens silk grown and manufactured in this 
country. 

There is a long train of similar articles that conld be brought 
under the ban of this same class of legislation and taxed to death 
in the interest of some other article which it resembles called the 
genuine article. 

If we enter upon this species of legislation, Mr. President, we 
shall soon have established here in America a system of internal 
tariff taxation very much akin to that which we now have upon 
our statute books applying to fieahan trade, and we shall have, first 
one product taxed in the interest of another and for the protec- 
tion of another: then we shall have the pr luc ts of one se ‘tion 
taxed in the interest and for the protection o the products of an- 
other section; and, finally, we shall have Congress exercising its 
powers and its functions under the a erstate- ‘commerce aan se of 
the Constitution in order to give the States, as it is proposed now 
to give them in this bill, a free hand ti ) ) le .gislate inde pendently of 
the protection of that clause against the interests of other States, 
and we shall have here in this country that very condition of State 
discrimination and State exclusion that played such an important 
figure in the original formation of the Government under which 
we live. 

Mr. President, there are oth« atures of this matter which I 
should like to discuss and whic h r intended to discuss, but I shall 
not trespass any further upon the patience of the Senate. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, I have been very much inter 
ested, as I have no doubt all have been who have listened to the 
Senator from North Carolina |My. Smmmons] in hisable discussion 
of this question. I only desire at this time to refer to one or two 
minor points. One is the matter of the live-stock interests in the 
manufacture of Checmmargarine. It is very easy for men interested 
in live stock to make the offhand statement that it would entail a 


In the interest of | 
“1 here to tax oleomargarine in the 





loss of two or three dollars a head if this bill should be enacted | 


into law. It is true, as the Senator from North Carolina states, 
that representatives of the live-stock industry did make such state- 
ments in a hearing held a year ago this winter—I do not recollect 
any such statements this winter—but, the figures show how thi at is. 

Mr. John F. Hobbs, the editor of the National Provisioner, of 
New York, a man whose opinion doubtless is as accurate as any 
man’s can be in the absence of statistics which would show ex- 
actly, was before the committee in the interest of the live-stock 
people. He has been the manager of the opposition to this meas- 
ure, and has carried on largely the correspondence with the oppo- 
nents of the measure—the oleomargarine manufacturers. He 
gives the total number of cattle slaughtered in this country an- 
nually at 11,000,000 head. The total amount, according to the 
census bulletin, of oleo oil used in manufactures in this country 
is $2,744,235 worth, butit isnot all used in the manufacture of eleo- 
margarine. It appeared before the committee that some of it was 
used for other purposes, the manufacture of soap, for instance; 
but admitting 
used in the manufacture of oleomargarine, and figuring out the 
result, it gives 24 cents 9.4 mills, a fraction under 25 cents, as the 
total amount of oleo oil used per head of cattle. 

I wish to make one other statement. The Sei 1ator from North 
Carolina speaks—and I agree with him in that—of process and 
renovated and adulterated butter. His suggestions in that re- 
gard differ from those of other Senators who favor this bill, and 


for the sake of argument that every dollar of it is | 


I agree with the Senator that this measure should deal impartially | 


with all those products. I think he will find, if the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas { Mr. Harris] is adopted, that it does 
deal impartially and fairly with all adulterations and mixtures of 


butter that pass as butter, and that he will find when the measure | 


is perfected by thatamendment that it is in effect, so far as butter 
is concerned, a pure-food bill and a class of legislation that is cer- 
tainly just and right and demanded by the people. 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to ask the Senator a question. 
How much does the Senator from Vermont think the cattle rais- 
ers get out of the profits of the beef combine from the by-products 
of the cattle? In other words, how much does it affect the price? 

Mr. PROCTOR. I think that is a question that could be better 


Mr. MITCHELL obtained the floor. 
Mr. HEITFELD. I should like to ask the Senator from W 


} consin a question. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Di the Senator from O1 
yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Certainly. 

Mr. HEITFELD. How much does tl 
the owner of cattle? 

Mr. SPOONER. I will answer that que \ 
tor from Vermont answered my question—I do e 3 
have had a very grave suspicion that it did n 
difference. 

Mr. HEITFELD. Still, it was contended her 
iff debate that the tariff was placed on hides in t 
cattle raiser. 


Mr. CL ARK of Wyoming. Mr. Pr nt 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Do he Sez i 
ield to the Senator from Wyoming? ' 


Mr. MITCHELL. I yield to the Senator. 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. In vir 
the Senator from Veri nont, -s should 


tion of the Senator or of tI ‘O1nm 1 





te ; ; 
amendment pr pos sed by the Senator from Kansas 

Mr. PROCTOR. a Ll say the Senator that it 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, I do not rise to1 
extended remarks on this bill. I do desire t iy, hov 
1 favor this scheme of legislation. I am inf passagt 
of this bill as rep’ rted from the Committee on As ure and 
Forestry, and I rise now for the simple purpose—because I thin] 


it is in line just at this point in the debat 

the information of the Senate and of the country, a 
lished in the New York Herald of last Friday 

the beef trust. 














It seems to be admitted here that dd | 
are severely hostile to this piece of legislation; that ‘ 
ing it from every conceivable standpoint, because, as the S 
from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] suggests to ine, tl uk 
product of oleomargarine and imagine that this proposed legis] 
tion is going to interfere somewhat with thetr business. As bear- 
ing, however, upon that question and as an answer to 1 
tions which the Senator from N rth Car ina | Mr. Simm aid 
a few moments ago had been adopted by the Ii ock men at "i 
Chicago, I desire to insert in the RECORD as a rt my cs 


the article to which I have attracted attention 
The price of beef it seems to me has ; advan \ 

country to the consumer very largely in the last few n 

has been very noticeably so. It has adyanc: r 





pound. The beef trust I am advised ining thei 

out of this industry. Therefore I ask unanimous cor 

sert in the RECORD as a part of my remarks this article in 1 
New York Herald. I do not pretend to vouch for the uth 
all the statements contained in this article. I do pretend, how- 
ever, to vouch for the truth of the statement that t New York 
Herald is one of our great metropolitan papers, and I belie, 





paper in the country stands any bi; her or receives more universal 
approval in its statements generally than does t New York 
Herald. It is all that I desire to say, and if Ican have unani- 
mous consent to insert this article, and the whole of hall i 
obliged to the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there obj 
quest of the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. CULLOM. Have it read. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It is too long. 





Mr. BACON, Before the Senator from Oregon takes 1] t 
I should like to ask him a question, with his permission. 


Mr. MITCHELL. 


Certainly. 


Mr. BACON. Itrequires that I should make a brief statem 
before I submit the question. Ido not suggest this as a jest. | 
should premise it, however, by stating that the Senator repr 
sents a constituency largely interested in the canning of sah 


Mr. MITCHELL. That is 
Mr. BACON, I saw in the papers aye 


a fact. 


ir or two ago tha 


pany had been organized somewhere on the Mississippi R 
Upper Mississippi, I believe—the business of which was to be th 
catching of catfish, coloring the catfish in sembla: of salmon, 
canning it, and selling it as salmon. Ishould like toask the Sen- 
ator whether or not he would favor a tax of 10 per cent on that 
industry in order to protect the salmon industry of Oregon? 

Mr. MITC HE LL. I suppos' ) they are c yked in cotton-seed ] 


Mr. BACON. That may be; but I am not on cotton 
now; Iam oncolored catfish. I desire to ask th penal rr whether 
in the prosecution of this same idea he well desire to have 
catfish industry taxed to the extent of 10 cents a pound in order 
to protect the Oregon salmon industry? 








3460 


Mr. MITCHELL. When the Senator from Georgia is in ear- 
nest 

Mr. BACON. I certainly am. 

Mr. MITCHELL. We always pay the greatest respect to him, 
but when he gets funny—— 

Mr. BACON. Ido state with the utmost sincerity that there 
has been such a statement published. "Whether true or not, I do 
not know. The Senator is quoting a newspaper, and I simply 
vouch for the fact that I saw such a statement in the newspapers, 
as the Senator vouches for the fact that he sees this article in the 
Herald. 

Mr. SPOONER. It was a joke. 

Mr. BACON. It was not supposed to be. I wish to test the 
sincerity of the position the Senator from Oregon occupies. I 
want to know whether in such a case, not limiting it to the but- 
ter industry, the Senator is in favor of taxing such a spurious 
product in order to protect the salmon industry of the Pacific 
coast, and also in all other similar cases, or whether he wishes to 
limit it to this particular one. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The question of the salmon industry is not 
now before the Senate. When there comes before the Senate a 
proposition to tax something in connection with the salmon in- 
dustry, then I will talk about it with the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. BACON. 
his permission: Whether he is in favor of extending legislation 
of this kind to all other industries which are manufacturing arti- 
cles in competition with some other articles, in order that the 
— article may be protected at the expense of the spurious 
article? 

Mr. MITCHELL. It will be time enough for me to answer 
that question when a proposition comes before the Senate to tax 
some other industry. The only question before the Senate now 
is in reference to oleomargarine. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator is not prepared to say that if the 
same facts exist—— 

Mr. MITCHELL. It is not necessary for me to say it. It is 
not necessary even to answer the fish story of the Senator from 
Georgia. 

Mr. BACON. It is not a question of necessity—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Oregon 
yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator is not under any necessity to an- 
swer anything; but possibly there might be a consistency in his 
supporting all legislation of this kind under similar circumstances 
and an inconsistency in limiting it to this particular case, and I 








to be consistent or inconsistent. 
answer it. 
give us an answer. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I always aim to be consistent, and when- 
ever any measure comes up here I will endeavor to act in such a 
way that I will not be open to the charge of inconsistency. As I 
said before, I do not vouch for the truth of every statement con- 
tained in the article, but we all know that the New York Herald 
is a cosmopolitan paper which stands along at the head of the 
list, and when statements such as are contained in this articleare 
made in a paper like that, bearing so intimately and directly upon 
the question now under consideration by the Senate, I thought it 
was nothing more than proper and right, or at least permissible, 
to use no stronger term, to have them brought to the attention of 
the Senate. 

Mr. BACON. Nobody objects to that. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That is all I have to say, Mr. President. 


Then I will ask the Senator this question, with | 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request | 


of the Senator from Oregon? The Chair hears none. 
The article referred to is as follows: 

BEEF TRUST SQUEEZES POOR FOR $100,000,00—RAPACITY OF THE CHICAGO 
COMBINATION SHOWN BY THE LATEST ADVANCE IN PRICES—HUNGRY GO 
HUNGRIER; MEAT MADE A LUXURY—RECEIPTS OF FOUR CONCERNS REACH 
MORE THAN A HALF BILLION A YEAR—HOME INDUSTRY IS KILLED—LO- 
CAL SLAUGHTERERS AND RETAILERS MUST BOW TO THE WILL OF THE 
WEST—NEW YORK'S SUPPLY REGULATED—HOW MUCH THIS CITY SHALL 
CONSUME IS DECIDED ON IN ADVANCE TO A POUND—BEEF TRUST'S TRADE 
HALF A BILLION A YEAR. 







Annual trade controlled by the beef trust..............-.........- $600, 000, 000 
Annual business handled by the leading members of the combi- = 
nation: 
Bett BOD 6. cscs cntabcdudstawuicasteckst dcnumadisecotinkstcnéons 200, 000, 000 
APE BO Kno ned inttiibihpadiiniingddinimmddbidiedilnos 190,000, 000 
Bison BEOCCls O...ccnconitncencnctectnitiablipabateimebaocuen 95, 000, 000 
G. i. Basan 4 Ob... onnststenckotiaetbheimanencorendce 75, 000, 
Business controlled by four packing-house firmsin the beef 
trust...... . siondinicns saree 





Absolutely controlling trade aggre gating 000,000 annually, the unoffi- 
cial combination of interests known as the { trust has succeeded, after 
many years of organization and expansion, in so completely dominating the 

yrovision markets of the United States that independent competition is 
ined. The strategic policy of the beef trust has become steadily more des- 
potic and aggressive, until wholesale and retail butchers in New York and 
Other cities who will not sign the ironclad agreement of, the Chicago com- 

















bination are driven out of business by scores, both by being cut off from 


sw 
plies and being openly undersold by agencies especially established for the 
purpose of crushing competition. 

e latest “‘squeeze” engineered by orders from the pooled interests of 
the houses forming the trust is the boldest on record, and the middlemen 
and consuming population of New York have been forced to pay, within the 
last week, advances on prices already abnormally high of from 8 to 4 cents 
for beef, mutton, and pork. There has been a similar rise in other cities, 
until the increased profits of the beef trust over the scale of 1901 are con- 
servatively estimated at $100,000,000. 

The recent movement makes fresh meat an almost prohibitive luxury to 
thousands of families in this city. 

It is within the power of the beef trust to order another advance and 
pocket another $100,000,000 with the mere labor of telegraphing the new sched- 
ule to their agents in every city and town in the United States. 

Of the 000,000 of yearly business, 1,000,000 is handled by only four 
firms, who cooperate to the smallest details of regulating supply and demand 
from the stockyards to the retail markets. These are Armour & Co., Swift 
& Co., G. H. Hammond & Co., and Nelson A. Morris & Co. Their recent ac- 
tion in “skying” prices has aroused murmurs of open rebellion from New 
York meat dealers, but the beef trust employs a staff of experts whose busi- 
ness it is to whip the recalcitrant dealers back into line—to make them sub- 
mit or be driven out of business. 


DO NOT BID AGAINST EACH OTHER. 


The combination to restrict trade in any kind of meats begins in the exten- 
sive stockyards of cago, St. Louis, St. Joseph, Kansas City, Omaha, and 
St. Paul. In these live-stock centers the cattle buyers for the houses of Ar- 
mour, Swift, Morris, and Hammond never ‘“‘cross bid” each other. If oneof 
Armour’s men sees an agent from Swift's bidding on one lot he does not in- 
terfere, but leaves the seller to take the price offered or keep his stock. If 
shipments are light or from any cause stock is scarce enough to cause a nat- 
ural advance in the stockyard market, the trust agentsavoid all purchases 
until the sellers are fo tocome to their terms. Whenever independent 
buyers show pernicious oreo’ the beef-trust men, by united action and 
understanding, sweep the yards clean of stock to bar out competition and 
advance prices. Because of the lack of organized system the a can 
not market its perchans at these inflated prices. It must yield to the com- 
bination or quit business. 

Having disposed of all epee on the hoof in the great cattle centers 
of the West, the trust next obtains from the railroads rebates which 
“squeeze” any possible rivals out of the competition in the cost of freight 
transportation. Products are, therefore, placed at any point in the country 
to be sold if necessary at prices which can not be met and fought in the local 
markets by dealers who kill their beef in their own oy e. 

This system of underselling has been the club with which local slaughter- 
ers have been smashed right and left. These, together with the wholesale 
butchers and the feeding and fattening industry, which used to be the most 

rofitable branch of sma mains. are being rapidly driven out of existence. 
hese men are now forced to work for or buy of the trust, or look elsewhere 
for a livelihood. 

When the markets are reached the operation of the combination’s system 
has been as follows: The wholesale butchers were asked to sell the trust 
products on commission, instead of buying from the farmers. Every dealer 
won over to the commission basis bagged wo birds with onestone by remov- 
ing . a competitor and compelling the farmer to find another market 

or his stock. 

When the dealer declined’to be won over the trust prosaptty opened an 
agency in his territory and pushed Western beef at prices suicidal to the 
opposition, which had to surrender for lack of resources. This warfare was 
carried the length and breadth of the United States, and then the field was 


simply desired to know whether the honorable Senator intended | *°*“Y £°* the next step. 


It is not necessary that he should | 
We would be very much edified, however, if he would | 


INDEPENDENCE CRUSHED. 


The commission merchants had a shred of independence left, and this 
must be taken from them. So they were forced to give up selling the meat 
postacte on commission and accept salaries as agents for one of the packin 

ouses merged in the beef trust. If they refused, hostilities were reviv 
by again opening — in the locality and selling at prices ruinous to the 
merchant. It is only a question of a very short time, under this system, be- 
fore the salary propesition is acce and by the system the branch 
houses of the trust have been eee ed throughout the country. 

This policy has been kept steadily in view since the organization of the 
great packing-house combination about twenty-five years ago. 

A later development of the crusade was the establishment in large cities of 
local slaughterhouses, whose management is veiled behind firm names of 
their former proprietors. 

REVOLT IN THE HUDSON VALLEY. 

Light is thrown on the working of this system by the first organized pro- 
test against the jump in prices of the last week, which is voi not by the 
dealers of New York, but the butchers of Fishkill Landing and Matteawan 
= a up in arms against the beef trust as a measure of business life and 

eath. 

A meeting was held yesterday in which they decided that they must some- 
how fortify themselves — the torrent of high prices which, they said, 
was “sweeping them off the earth.” 

All the dealers in these localities must buy their meats of the Armour, 
Morris, or Swift companies, which have large cold-storage houses across the 
river at Newburgh. Coupled withthe most prohibitive prices is the enforce- 
ment of the rule com them to make weekly settlements, under 
the penalty of refusal b © agencies to let them have a pound of meat. 
These dealers took no a when last week an advance of 1 cent a pound, 
wholesale, was made by the trust. Anotheradvance, yesterday, to a 10j-cent 
average rate per pound caused them to organize in self-defense. 

SQUEEZING THE CONSUMER. 

They decided to raise retail prices from 2 to 8 cents a pound and to give no 
customer credit for more than a week. If payment was Solages the patron 
would not be allowed to buy meat at any oP in the town. his was a put- 
ting into operation of the methods of the beef trust on a retail scale. Before 
the trust invaded the Hudson River Valley, beef was sold wholesale at 7 cents 
a pound, and the retail dealers were able to command the petoes they now 
have toask because of the recent advances. Beef is higher in this region than 
was ever before recorded. The farmers can do almost nothing to ease the 
sitention, because the trust has driven all the local slaughterhouses out of 

usiness. 

In Jersey City alone 17 retail meat dealers have been compelled to close 
their sho all forced to the wall Oy. the packing-house branches in the 
town. e most despotic branch of the machinery and the part of the sys- 
tem which shows most im vely the complete interaction of the com- 
bination of interests has been devised for the aparpose of k under con- 
trol the army of dealers who must buy all their meat eee from the 
trust houses. This isa “ clearing-house” system, by which the entire trade, 
controlled by the combination in New York, Brooklyn, and Jersey City, is 


kept under 'y and almost hourly SS 
his “arbitration office” is maintained pro rata the packing houses, 
which work under an agreement, with penalties of and forfeitures 
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strictly enforced. The management of this central office has free access and 
makes visite at unexpected hours to all the books and workings of the branches 
of the different members of the beef trust. 


BLACKLIST IN OPERATION, 


No butcher is allowed more than a week's credit, and failure to comply 
with the a: ment means that he is “blacklisted” in every branch con- 
trolled by the trust. 

The trust agreement under which this “clearing house” is operated is so 
jealous] ded that wore 8 mt in possession of one is held personally 
responsible for its secrecy. er than submit it to the test of the courts 
and risk an examination of the ‘ blacklisting” system, there have been re- 
peated instances of exasperated customers who, refusing to pay little bills 
they believed unjust, were not even threatened with proceedings. 


NEW YORK’S SUPPLY REGULATED, 


The 7 ly of meat allowed New York by the grace of the trust is regu- 
lated in this central office. 

Each member of the combination is allotted a certain number of carloads 
to be shipped from the West each week to a tabulated list of cities and towns 
in the East. If for our reason trade is dull in New York, a certain number 
of cars is cut out for the week following and some of those on the way held 
back or switched to other points to keep prices up in this market. In the 
arbitration office prices are fixed a week ahead, and instructions accordingly 
given to the managers of the branch houses. No cars can be unloaded nora 
pound of meat sold unless these daily instructions are followed to the letter. 

The sales and credit standing of every dealer compelled to buy of a trust 
concern are regularly reported to the “clearing house,” and are open for 
consultation by any of its affiliated houses. It is useless for him to transfer 
his account from Armour to Swift or from Morris to Hammond, no matter 
if he has been ill used, or is, perhaps, the victim of a clerical error. There 
are no disputes, because the verdict of the central office is final and absolute. 
Such facts as these sufficiently demonstrate the existence of the beef trust, 
combining every essential element of a combination effected to restrain 
trade and crush natural competition. 


ADVANCES IN PRICES OF MEAT HAVE NETTED TRUST $100,000,000. 


Advances in prices ordered by the beef trust to “squeeze” the retailer 
and consumer within one year: 
WHOLESALE. 


| Cents. Cents. 


Dressed beef, per pound 
Lamb, per pound......... 
Mutton, per pound....... s 
FORK, Ci eiweimncnntdnencnnte 

Pdi ttirineniekitinknntadardipddntiitenscdnanss 








Sirloin steak, per pound...................-.-.. 16 20 
Porterhouse steak, per pound - 20 22 
Round steak, per pound ........ 16 18 
Mutton, per pound................... sh 12 14 
LGR, We I irand 6 dnene cucecccas ‘ as 2 15 


Estimated profits divided among, members of the beef trust out of the ar- 
bitrary advance in prices during 1901-1902, $100,000,000. 

While there has been an increase of from 2 to 4 centsa pound in the face 
of prices already abnormally high, American meats are peseg cone in Euro 
by the beef trust at prices much lower than in the United States. Yet the 
agents of the beef trust claim that the unprecedented price advances are 
caused by a scarcity of live stock in the West. 


Mr. DILLINGHAM. Mr. President, I have listened with a 
good deal of interest to the discussions of the bill under consid- 
eration. I have devoted considerable time to an examination of 
of the testimony taken by the Committee on Agriculture during 
the investigation conducted by it last year, which makes a volume 
of nearly 900 pages, and a record of the investigation made by the 
House and Senate committees also during the present session of 
Congress, and the impression has come to me with great force 
that the question presented by the pending bill is one which has 
aroused the interest of the whole country, and is perhaps affect- 
ing a greater number of people directly or indirectly than any 
other question which has been considered at this session. 

The main feature of this measure, as I understand it, is the re- 
duction of the tax on oleomargarine in its natural state from 2 
cents a pound to one-fourth of 1 cent a pound and the increase of 
the tax provided by the act of 1886 from 2 cents a pound to 10 
cents a pound upon that portion of oleomargarine which is col- 
ored in imitation of butter. 

The agitation of this question has excited the interest of three 
classes of people in this country. The record to which I have re- 
ferred shows that the producers of oleomargarine have appeared 
before the committees by attorneys, by agents, by witnesses. 
The great agricultural interests have been in like manner repre- 
sented, and we have before us the record of the anti-color laws 
now in force in 82 of the States, representing the opinions of 80 
per cent of the inhabitants of the nation. ‘ 

It is not necessary to discuss the magnitude of the agricultural 
industry. That has already been done. Nor is it necessary that 
I should discuss in detail the growth of the oleomargarine industry. 
It isenough tosay that within the last twenty years it has assumed 
proportions and forms that have attracted universal interest. 

ow, sir, I stand here to say that when oleomargarine is pre- 
sented to this country as oleomargarine, when it is put upon sale 
as and for what it really is, I am heartily in favor of giving it a 
free field and an opportunity for a fair fight. Iam of the opinion 
that the American people are entitled to choose what they shall 
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eat and what they shall drink so long as the articles selected are 
wholesome and do not endanger health; but when an article is 
placed upon the market under a false color, in a false guise, in- 
tended to deceive, and which does deceive, then it is that the con- 
sumers have a vital interest in the matter and they have the right 
to come and claim legislation which shall protect them against 
deception and fraud. 

When oleomargarine was first placed upon the market in this 
country, it is true, as suggested by the Senator from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. Simmons], that there was a time when the production 
and sale of oleomargarine was believed to be against public policy 
and the use of it dangerous to the health of the people, because of 
the action of unprincipled producers, who, it was alleged, em- 
ployed unwholesome materials in its preparation. There is no 
question but that the prejudice was well founded, as is well 
evinced by a remark in President Cleveland’s message sent to the 
Congress of the United States at the time of the adoption of the 
law of 1886. He said: 

Nor should there be opposition to the incidental effect of this legislation 
on the part of those who profess to be engaged honestly and fairly in the 
manufacture and sale of a wholesome and valuable article of food which by 
its provisions may be subject to taxation. As long as their business is car- 
ried on under cover and by false pretenses such men have bad companions 
in those whose manufactures, however vile and harmful, take their place 
without challenge with the better sort ina common crusade of deceit against 
the public. But if this occupation and its methods are forced into the light 
and all these manufactures must thus either stand upon their merits or fall, 
the good and bad must soon part company and the fittest only will survive. 

What President Cleveland prophesied has come to pass, and to- 
day, I apprehend, under the influence of the law of 1886, there is 
such a supervision of the manufacture of oleomargarine that what 
its friends claim for it as to the wholesomeness of materials and 
cleanliness in preparation is practically true. The State laws 
adopted during that period of its history prohibited to a very large 
extent the manufacture or sale of oleomargarine in any form. In 
several instances they were held to be unconstitutional. At a 
later period legislation, intended to apprise the purchaser of the 
character of the article, was adopted requiring that oleomargarine 
offered for sale should be colored pink. This law was also held 
to be unconstitutional as prohibitive in its character in a case 
that came up to the Supreme Court from the State of New Hamp- 
shire. But in 1891 the legislature of Massachusetts enacted a 
statute which forbade the sale of oleomargarine in that State 
when it was made in imitation of yellow butter. Its constitu- 
tionality was tested in the courts of that State and later, by ap- 
peal, in the Supreme Court of the United States in what is known 
as the Plumley case, by which court the statute was held to be 
valid, one that the State had a right to enact, one that it could 
put in operation, one that tended to protect the people from the 
imposition of having that which was not butter sold under the 
guise of butter, whereby the great public was defrauded. 

Other States have followed in the lead of Massachusetts in 
adopting what are known as anticolor laws until 32 of them now 
have such statutes in force. These statutes represent 60,000,000 
of ple, 80 per cent of the entire population of the United States, 

The danger to the people believed to exist through the introduc- 
tion of oleomargarine was brought to the attention of Congress, 
and in 1886 a bill was introduced in the House providing for a tax 
of 10 cents a pound upon that article; but as the discussion pro- 
ceeded the rate was reduced from 10 cents to5 cents. The bill 
passed the House and came to the Senate, where the rate of taxa- 
tion was still further reduced from 5 cents to 2 cents, and the bill 
became a law. 

The same opposition was brought to bear against the passage of 
that bill that is brought to bear against the pending measure. 
The same classes appeared against it. The same arguments were 
urged against its passage, and we find again, referring to Presi- 
dent Cleveland’s message, that he had become aware of the im- 
pending danger and was fully in sympathy with legislation which 
should protect the people against imposition. He said: 

Not the least important incident related to this legislation is the defense 
afforded to the consumer against the fraudulent substitution and sale of an 
imitation for a genuine article of food of very general household use. Not- 
withstanding the immense quantity of the article described in this bill which 
is sold to the people for their consumption as food, and notwithstanding the 
claim made that its manufacture supplies a cheap substitute for butter, I 
venture to say that hardly a pound ever entered a poor man’s house under 
its real name and in its true character. 

That was the opinion of the President of the United States at 
that time. He goes further than that and says: 

While in its relation to an article of this description there should be no 
governmental regulation of what the citizen shall eat, it is certainly nota 
cause of regret if by legislation of this character he is afforded a means b 
which he may better protect himself against imposition in meeting the needs 
and wants of his daily life. 

Some question has been raised in this debate as to the right of 
the Government to tax colored oleomargarine in the manner pro- 
vided in this bill. I do not know that anybody has ever directly 
raised the question of the constitutionality of the law of 1886 just 
referred to in any case which has gone to the Supreme Court of 
the United States for final adjudication, and the proposed law is 
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simply an amendment of the law of 1886, reducing the tax on 
uncolored oleomargarine and inereasing it on that which has been 
colored in semblance of butter. The nearest approach of the 
court to that question that has come to my knowledge is con- 
tained in the case of In re Kollock, in which the Supreme Court 
uses this language: 

The act is on its face an act for levying taxesand, although it ma rate 
in so doing to prevent deception im the sale of ine = and for 
butter, its — object must be assumed to be the of revenue, 
* * * and, conside as a revenue act, the designation of the stam 
marks, and brands is merely a discharge of an i tive function, etc. 

I do not know, I say, that the question has ever been directly 
raised under that statute, but the constitutionality of the act is 
evidently assumed by the court in the decision to which I have 
just referred. 

The decision that this side of the Chamber has most depended 
7 as supporting the validity of this measure is found in the case 
of Veazie Bank v. Fenno, 8 Wall. This was a case arising under 
the statute which taxed the circulation of State banks and in the 
opinion upon the question whether the right of taxation was so 
‘ excessive as to indicate a purpose on the part of Congress to de- 
stroy the franchise of the bank, and therefore beyond the con- 
stitutional power of Congress, the court says: 

The first answer to this is that the judicial can not prescribe to the legis- 
litive department of the Government limitations upon the exercise of its 
acknowledged powers. The power to tax may be exercised o vely 
upon persons, but the responsibility of the islature is not to the courts, 
but to the people by whom its members are elected. So if a particular tax 
bears heavily upon a corporation, or a class of corporations, it can not, for 
that reason only, be pronounced contrary to the Constitution. 

One of the attorneys who appeared before the committee of 
which my colleague is chairman, Mr. Rathbone Gardner, attor- 
ney for the Oakdale Manufacturing Company, admits the consti- 
tutionality of this legislation. He says: 

I do not go into the question of the constitutionality of the proposed act. 
I have felt that the act would be pronounced constitutional on the same 
ground that other acts which imposed a tax the purpose of which was really 
not the collection of revenue have been pronounced by the courts of the 
United States to be constitutional; w the same ground which I 
think that the oleomargarine act of 1886 has been by the circuit court pro- 
nounced constitutional—upon the ground that the courts of the United States 
can not impugn the purposes, motives, or intentions of the legislative body. 

Mr. President, I had intended to examine the cases that were 
referred to by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Money], but it 
is unnecessary to do so. The Topeka case to which he refers is 
that of the Loan Association v. Topeka, 20 Wall. There is no 


question about the law there laid down. That case simply raised | 
the question of the validity of a law taxing the public to obtain | 
money which the city proposed either to loan or to give to a mann- | 


facturing concern as an inducement to establish in their city a 
plant for the manufacture of iron bridges, if I remember it cor- 
rectly. The other cases cited were along precisely the same 
line. The principle sustained in those cases is elemental. No- 
body disputes the soundness of it. But the law under which this 
tax is imposed is altogether a different one. This tax is imposed 
for the benefit of the General Government. It is not given to 


anybody. Those cases can only be made applicable upon the sup- | 
position that this legislation is intended to stamp out an industry | 


and to upbuild another one at its expense, and that is not the 
fact. It is intended to lay the tax upon the false, the spurious, 
and to reduce the tax upon that which is genuine and has the 
merit which is claimed for it. 


Mr. President. there is in the United States the greatest market | 
for butter which the world affords. The people of the United | 


States have been educated to the use of butter. They know its 
history. They know its character. They know its quality. 
Ever since the time mentioned by the eloquent Senator from 


Iowa {Mr. DoLLIvER], when Abraham welcomed the angels that | 


came to visit him by bringing forth butter for their refreshment, 
down to the present time, butter, the product of milk, has been 


known to the world as one of the most choice and valued articles | P* 


of food. 


Stimulated by the example of the Senator from Iowa, I con- | 


sulted my Bible, believing there was another reference to butter 
that was even more significant than the one he referred to, and 
found that the grand old prophet Isaiah, the man who thought 
with God, and who, looking fifteen hundred years into the future, 
saw the coming of the Son of God, and exclaimed: 

Behold, a virgin shall conceive, and bear a son, and shall call his name Im- 
Butter and hon y shall he eat, that he may know to refuse the evil and 
choose the good. 

Butter and honey were the two articles of food to which the 
human race was then accustomed which were so manifestly per- 
fect in their type and quality that through them could be con- 
veyed to the world in prophecy the character of the spiritual food 
upon which the Son of God was to be nourished until the time 
when He should come into the full measure and stature of His 
manhood and appear as the great teacher of the world, able under 
all circumstances to *‘ refuse the evil and choose the good.” 
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MARCH 31, 


Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Vermont 
yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. Certainly 

Mr. CARMACK. The passage 


includes both butter and honey, 
and I suggest to the Senator from Vermont that he ought to put a 
tax on Vermont maple sugar to prevent honey from its competition. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. We have a bill pending to protect those 
articles. I will come to that before I get through. 

Generations have been using butter; generations ever since 
Abraham; generations which can not be counted. The taste for 
butter is an inherited taste. It is one that has come to us just as 
naturally as any taste can come by the process of heredity through 
successive generations of consumers. We are a nation of butter 
eaters, and we demand the article in its purity. 

Its color, too, for ages has been so well known that it has be- 
come a standard for comparison. The assertion has been made 
that butter is as often white as it is yellow. That is not true. 
**As red as the rose,”’ and “‘ as blue as the violet,’’ and “‘ as yellow 
as butter,’ and “‘as white as lard”’ are ee of comparison 
which have been known and used beyond the recollection of every 
Senator present here this afternoon. 

But in spite of this fact the manufacturers of oleomargarine 
have taken the garb in which butter has always appeared. To 
their product they have added enough of the substance of butter 
to give it the flavor and the aroma of butter. and now they claim 
the privilege of placing it w the market, not for what it is, but 
in such a way that the e will be deceived into the purchase of 
the same by the belief that it is butter which they are procuring. 

In a single year, out of a total of 104,000,000 pounds of oleo- 
margarine produced, the records show that 80 per cent was sold 
in the States of this nation, where its sale, when colored in imita- 
tion of butter, was contrary to law, and we are also told that 75 
to 90 per cent of the oleomargarine sold in those States was sold 
as butter. This appears over and over again in the record of the 
hearings before the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

The Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Smimons] says that 
oleomargarine is not a direct competitor with butter. I think if 
he will follow the testimony taken by the committee he will 
change his opinion in respect to that matter. Mr. Flanders, who 
is the commissioner of agriculture of New York, says: 

In our State it has never been sold, taking it Sens —aave may be 
| isolated cases—cheaper than butter. For the t fifteen years, as far as I 
know, and I have been locking after it, I myself bought it for butter in the 
city of Troy and paid 22 cents a pound, and the butter right opposite was 22 
| centsa pound. It is sold toconsumers for butterand at butter prices. There 
is no exception to it in the State of New York. 

Mr. Blackburn, dairy and food commissioner of Ohio, says in 
| four years time he spent $200,000 in ferreting out frauds, and that 
| probably 60 per cent of it was t in the detection of frands in 
| the sale of oleomargarine, and he states as his deliberate judg- 
| ment that 75 per cent of all the oleomargarine sold in that State 
was sold for butter and by deceit. 

Coming over to Philadelphia—because I want to call your at- 
| tention to only two or three incidents—I find the record made by 
Mr. Kauffman, who was conducting the proseeutions against vio- 
| laters of the anticolor law in that city, says there were 508 in- 
| stances as under his observation where butter was called for 

and presumably procured. Four hundred and fifty-nine on ex- 
amination and analysis proved to be oleomargarine and only 
forty-nine of them proved to be butter. The secretary of agri- 
culture of Pennsylvania said that he took a thousand samples and 
in each case those samples proved to be oleomargarine. 
| Now, coming to the city of Washington, Mr. Knight testified as 
| follows: 
| I madea search of this town, in company with a Representative from Ne- 
| braska, Representative HavGEN, of lowa,and Representative DAMLE, of Wis- 
| consin, and we searched every place to find a package of oleomargarine in 
pa —— paper that had any printing on it at all, and we failed to find one 

A circumstance has come to my personal knowledge which oc- 
curred in the city of Washington and indicates the way the busi- 
| ness has been done underexisting law. Iwas appointed last year 
| as one of the visiting trustees of the Government Reform School 

located in this city, and when there upon a visit I learned that it 
was the custom of the officers of that school to advertise monthly 
| for the supplies needed during the next month. They did this on 
one occasion. They advertised for oleomargarine. They adver- 
tised also for butter. They procured both, as they supposed. 
Before the month was gone they were in doubt and caused both 
samples to be examined at the Department of Agriculture. One 
was found to be oleomargarine, and that which had been bought 
for butter was also found to be oleomargarine, and the Govern- 
ment of the United States had been paying 14 cents for oleomar- 
garine bought as oleomargarine and paying 23 cents for precisely 
the same article furnished under the name of butter and in 
answer to the contract which they had made with the grocer to 
' furnish butter. 


SA om 
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L have mentioned these instances just as illustrations of what 
on all over the United States, and it can not be 


merican people manufacturers sa 
I iti ——_—€ ot 
color 

The report of the minority of the committee, which has been 
= — our desks, coutains this statement: 


eo eae frauds committed in the sale of 
tributed to the manufacturers, 
dealers. 


oleomargarine are not at- 
upon whom the tax falls, but upon the retail 


This was news tome. My investigation of the subject led me 
- think that the manufacturers were the who were re- 
nsible for the fraud. Whan f vetinel tisk sumanbeoeh that 
the nanane Of o few of the csrpereiions in the manufac- 
ture of oleom were sug‘estive of guilt. Referring to 
them, the very first name I came cross was that of a concern in 
Providence, R.1., which has adupted the name of the Vermont 
Manufacturing Company. ¥ Why have they adopted the name 
Vermont Manufacturing a It is not a Vermont instita- 
tion, nor is it a Vermonter ree ae ae Sees 3 
famed for her butter. Was it not adopted for the purpose of 
creating a false impression? 
I found also the following: bag fo ty Age een 
and ee dee a“ I looked in the 
tionary and found that a «that branch of farming which | i 
is concerned with the m of milk and its conversion into 
butter and cheese.”” I also found the following: The Lakeside 


tured into butter.” Soitgoes. You may take almost every name 
that has been attached to the manufacture of this article and you 
will find that it is calculated to deceive. 

Mr. President, what has been accomplished by this tion? 
The census taken in 1890 shows that the entire An ings, 
and machinery of those employed in manufacturing oleomar- 
garine were valued at only $135,000; that the live assets of those 
corporations was only 000, and ‘that the number of workmen 
employed in the snenelnehees of ol in work- 
men of every class, was less than 2 y, in fact, a ut 2,300. 
In the ten years which elapsed until the census of 1900, with more 


than two-t of the States com our Union 
against the sale of ol e co in imitation of butter, 
with the national law in full operation, we find there has been an 


increase of 100 per cent in the number of establishments for the 
manufacture of t this article, that the capital invested in it has 
increased 376 per cent, that ‘the salaries d to employees have 
increased 515 per cent, and that the products have increased 318 
per cent. 

We find that the number of manufacturers at this time is 30; 
that they have 186 wholesale dealers, who are really agents when 
their product is sent into all these States to be of con- 
trary to law; that the retailers of this article in Chicago alone 
number 2.500: that the retailers in the United States number 
10,000, and that a wholesalers and retailers 80 per 
cent of the entire is unloaded in the 
snanner ROME Reeiben aed to Gains ving an anticolor law. 

How has it been done? Are not the manufacturers responsi- 
ble for this? Mr. Adams, the State dairy commissioner of Wis- 
consin, states that— 


Right seress the line in the next Gtateare theasincge oleomargarine ma 
om ‘of these companies — ‘ne Bente cat toe mei The 
agents cf — nto go e retailers in 
our State and say: ee Ten es SNe . Youcan make 
teens won one you can out of butter. ont "ihe retailer eaya. = Bat we 
than can out of unco Beet we will okand be retailer says, “ But we 
will vot into. ne “Oh, we nd behind you; that is all right.” 
prosecuted,” 


But the retail dealer answers, “ But you won here when Iam 
a - mts of those fheee 80! said, “‘ Here is a check for 
will stand you.” a yeses Chey pave been coms into our 


eaioonaoion to induce our 
"ae "We do not like it. DB hrcas ceabisovne st b 
Mr. Proctor}, in o this discussion, called 
yom eon tec ot Wins Moni oof 
est man e in an 
that datas tare chants hone thin work has.tuan Geno. 
Ta ft he anaes “We can‘give just what you want at all seasons if 


nuirements,” referring to the color card which 
be has tacheoeies We ace. 


The result of these frauds, of the p of oleomargarine in 
this unfair way, was such that in is a certain attorney was 
, not to prosecute those who were selling it as oleomar- 

ne, but to prosecute those who were selling it as butter. In 
circular letter to retail dealers, he says: 


If you eell cleomargarine this year, rest assured that the State food com- 
| sapemer ond ¢ the Illinois Dairy Cnion will see that you are not permitted to 


The only threat made by him was that they should not be al- 
lowed to sell it as butter. This disposes of the assertion so often 
made before the committee and advanced in this debate that 

e bought oleomargarine for what it was instead of buying 
t as butter and paying a butter price for it. 

Immediately after that circular went out the manufacturers 
gathered around the retailers in oleomargarine for their pro- 
tection, and this same William J. Moxley issued a circular letter 

to retailers in which he says: 

We strongly recommend you to pay no attention to those cireulars. Wo 
hee always been ina ts protect our customers from injustice and 

lackmailers, and will be ever at your service should you require our aid. 

In that same circular he says: 

Should this so-called dairy union interfere with your business in the way 
of prosecution as to State laws, we hereby rantee you protection to the 
extent of paying all fines, oe, etc., until i ocker law is decided unconsti- 
eae the he State of Illinois. and will further, on receiv- 
ing t, take such action as will make it unpleasant for 


for darnages 
some of those who are attempting to interfere with your and our own legiti- 
mate business. 


My colleague also introdueed to the attention of the Senate the 
circular that was sent out by Braun & Fitts, also manufacturers 
of oleomargarine, in response to the letter warning the dealers 
——eeeeeee Please bear that in mind. 
ey say: 


ing. and we want don't ‘om believe a word of it; there is a law against blackmail- 
to go on record to the assertion, as an afti- 

that we shall « “av and criminally ose ute — man or party of men 

on ering unlawfully with the butterine business in this or any other State. 
We know exactly whuse we stand: we are properly advised on the subject, 
eal new wo male yene.* tar otee™ 


And again they say: 
our goods as you always have; we in tarp promise and guarantee 
ra tection against the State = (which has been declared unconstitu- 
tional) to the extent of paying cost of press rosecution, fines, and paying all costs 
pereeeg Sea In declaring the law unconstitutional one of t » judges 
stated to that the butter ring were. oo his opinion, liable to pros- 


ecution to recover done an honest indus Fair enough, isn't it? 
Renew your eee. and be re that’ we will be prepared to fight any 
number of rounds in any kind of a legal fight to the finish. Handle our but- 
terine and be safe. 


That was the assertion and the —— and the undertaking of 
the manufacturers who, according to the minority report, ought 
not to be affected by legislation becaus2, as it is said, the fraud 
is upon the the retailer. But here is found the great 
source of all the fraud. It is in the men who are making enor- 
mous profits in the manufacture of colored oleomargarine, sending 
out cireulars to retailers woven them to violate the State laws, 
to ride roughshod over them the promise to guarantee them 
protection to the extent of paying all fines, costs, etc., by them 
incurred. 

My See, also introduced a letter from R. C. Dotson, a 
manufacturer of oleomargarine in Baltimore, in which he speaks 
of the quality and says: 

“Economy ”— 

That, I think, is the name of the brand which he was produe- 
ing— 

“Econo ’ is fanc “Perfection” is the wha medium of des, gooc 
usuario ney trade. “Clover Creamery tus seein 

Another innoeent name— 


In ad this fancy grade of butterine scientific research has been ex- 
Clo ‘lover Creamery” is the on earth, by actual test; made by 
oe most approved scientific me ; possessing the ve ry purity and flavor 
of the clover fields; more — = SS than any other butterine or but- 
ter. The cow herself could not tell 


amg -] 

y was he sending out such a statement unless the great. pub- 
lic were the victims and he was inspiring the man to whom he 
was writing to violate the law of his State to impose upon his 
customers and to give them a compound the base of which is pro- 
cured from tallow and from lard, and which contains only a suf- 
ficient amount of butter to give it its flavor and to make it inany 

palatable? 

t has been the effect of the manufacturers’ action? We 
find that years ago here in this city there was the firm of Wil- 
kins & Co., so testimony produced before the Senate committee 
says, composed of Walter E. Wilkins, who is now the president 
of the Standard Butterine Company, doing business i in this city, 
and his brother, Mr. Joseph Wilkins. records show that 
Joseph Wilkins and Howard Butler, his clerk, were detected in 

what? They were detected in the railroad yards of Phila- 
delphia removing the marks of identification and the revenue 
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stamps from a carload of oleomargarine which was to be sent to 
Washington as pure butter. The very thing that the retailer 
under the substitute bill can do they were detected in doing. 
They were indicted, and they were convicted. Mr. Wilkins was 
sentenced to imprisonment. He made an application to President 
McKinley for a pardon. President McKinley referred it to the 
Attorney-General of the United States for his opinion. Attorney- 
General Griggs, in returning the petition, said: 

The petitioners, Joseph Wilkins and Howard Butler, were convicted of 
fraudulently removing labels from packages containing oleomargarine in 
violation of the act of August 2, 1886, and were senten on March 17, 1898, 
as to Wilkins, to imprisonment for six months and to pay a fine of $1,500 and 
costs, and as to Butler, to imprisonment for four months and to pay a fine of 
$500 and costs. 

I will not read the entire record; but the Attorney-General, 
among other things, says: 

The records of the office of internal revenue show that Wilkins has been a 
persistent violator of the ee .aws, and that prior to the present 
prosecution he has congas punishment by means of menor yeguaeess in 
compromise. The records show that on December 14, 1893, ‘Wilkins filed a 
proposition to pay $2,100 and costs in compromise of all liabilities, civil and 
criminal, incurred in the First district of Illinois, for selling oleomargarine 
as butter, and by violating various sections of the law relating to wholesale 
dealers in oleomargarine. This offer was accepted December 26, 1893. 

About a year later— 

April 4, 1895, Wilkins again filed an offer of compromise, ing to pay 
$2,000 in settlement of his liabilities for alleged frauds under the oleomarga- 
rine law committed in connection with a firm in West Virginia. This offer 
was also accepted. 

A year later, April 2, 1896, Wilkins was indicted with another in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia for selling unstam oléomargarine. On June 20, 1896, he 
offered to pay $1,000 in compromise, but this being rejected the case went to 
trial and the accused wasacquitted. There are-three separate indictments 
against him pending now in the District of Columbia for selling oleomarga- 
rine in unstamped packages. These indictments were found January 4, 1897. 


The Attorney-General further says: 

The offense of which the petitioners are now convicted was committed 
December 20, 1896, two days after the verdict of acquittal in the trial in the 
District of Columbia. 

This man was so hardened in conscience and so beset with a 
purpose to violate the law that within two days after that acquit- 
tal he had committed a fresh offense. 

The petitioners were discovered by a revenue agent in the act of scraping 
off the stamps, marks, and brands from packages of oleomargarine. 

The Attorney-General further says: 

In connection with the present case an offer to 
promise was made, but rejected February 23, 1 
went to trial, with the result above stated. 

It is obvious that the business in which Wilkins was engaged must have 
been one of great profit; otherwise he could not have afforded to make the 
very large payments in compromise which he did make or offered to make. 

Mr.HAWLEY. Willi the Senator allow me to ask him to whom 
the money was paid? 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. Tothe Government of the United States, 
as I understand it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Where was the money to go? 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. I donot know. The last offer to com- 
promise by the eee of $8,000 by Wilkins was declined. If 
anybody thinks that manufacturers are not guilty of perpetrating 
a fraud upon the public when their agents can offer to compro- 
mise their offenses by paying such enormous sums, I s be 
glad to have him read the whole opinion of the Attorney-General. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. KEAn in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Vermont yield to the Senator from West Vir- 


y $8,000 and costs in com- 
, and thereupon the case 


ginia? 
Mr. DILLINGHAM. Certainly. 
Mr. SCOTT. I rose more particularly to reply to the Senator 


from Connecticut [Mr. HAwLEy]. I was commissioner at the 
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time, and the money was deposited in the hands of the commis- | 


sioner to be turned over to the Government in case it was ac- 
cepted in compromise. I believe the Senator from Connecticut 
asked where the money was to go. The offer was refused, and a 
prosecution followed, and he was put in the penitentiary. We 
turned the money back. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. Now, Mr. President, there is another 
interesting chapter in the history of this man Wilkins, so con- 
victed. After he was indicted by the Federal grand jury and his 
business broken up. and while, in fact, as I understand it, this 
conviction was hanging over him, he was employed by the firm 
of Braun & Fitts, of Chicago, whose circular I have referred to, 
as a director to their salesmen, and I have only to add that the 
record which I have read indicates that he must have been a 
most accomplished director of those who were to go out and per- 
petuate the methods which he had adopted in defrauding the pub- 
lic, but which for a season he was prevented from following. 

Added to.all this effort on the part of the manufacturers to 
force their product upon the market has been the further tempta- 
tion on the part of the retailers to make enormous profits. e 





Marcu 31, 


in this city says in the pomeeies which he issued when that fac- 
tory was in process of construction that the cost of producing 
oleomargarine, including the tax of 2 cents a pound, would be 
$8.92 per 100 pounds. Then he adds: 


The above cost, when deducted from the market price of $13 per 100 pounds, 
shows a net profit of $4.08. 


Then he adds: 


It will be seen that even if the company produced only the 400,000 pounds 
per month for which it now definite orders, a net profit of over $16,320 a 
month, or $195,840 a year, would be assured. 

A most astonishing statement; and yet it is contained in the 
prospectus. He adds: 

This would mean 8 per cent on the preferred stock of the company, or 20 
per cent of the entire capitalization. 

Governor Hoard, when he came before the Committee on Agri- 
culture, made this statement: 

What does oleomargarine cost? Armour & Co., of Chi , testified before 
a Federal district court of New York that with a 2-cent Federal tax added 
the cost was less than 7 cents a pound. If it was uncolored the poor could 
our it for 10 cents, orat most 12 centsa pound. Yet I saw the colored article 
selling in Ashland, Wis., to the poor for 28 cents a pound. 

It was the Mr. Wilkins who is the president of the Standard 
Butterine Company who wrote the other letter produced by m 
colleague in which the offer was made to furnish butterine, “h 
substitute for butter that can not be detected.”’ 

Now, who makes the profit in this business? Referring to the 
other circular letter introduced in evidence, and we find that the 
Capital City Dairy Company, of Columbus, Ohio, were correspond- 
ing with their retailers and offering their variety of oleomargarine, 
known as *‘ Purity,’’ at 14 cents a pound, and advising the retailer 
that it could be sold at 20 cents, making a profit to the retailer of 
6 cents a pound; that they would sell the ‘‘ Buckeye’ brand at 17 
cents a pound, and that it could be easily sold for 25 cents a pound, 
a profit of 8 cents; and that the “ Pride’’ variety could be sold at 
18 cents a pound and retailed at 30, or at a profit of 12 cents a 
pound. s 

The Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Summons] says that Sec- 
retary Gage testified that the temptation would be too small under 
the substitute bill to lead any retailer to remove the labels and 
sell colored oleomargarine as butter; but if the profit upon it is 
as large as indicated, you can see at a glance that both tempta- 
tion and opportunity still remain to remove the stamps and the 
wrappers from the packages and to ee the substance in tubs 
and sell it for butter, as was done by Wilkins with the carload of 
oleomargarine in Philadelphia. 

Now, the question suggests itself whether manufacturers sup- 
porting the substitute bill shall through its ee secure to 
the retailer an 7 to defraud the public and impose upon 
them an article tive in c r. 

The real object they seek is well expressed by the Supreme 
Court of the United States in what is known as the Plumley case, 
to which I have already referred. In that case it a red that 
oleomargarine in its natural condition is of a “light yellowish 
color’’ and that the article sold by the accused was artificially 
colored “in imitation of yellow butter.’’ The court says: 

Now, the real ob: of coloring oleomargarine so as to make it look like 
genuine butter is that it may a) r to be what it is not, and thus induce un- 
wary purchasers, who do not closely scrutinize the label upon the package 
in which it is contai to buy it asand for butter produced from unadul- 
terated milk, or cream from such milk. The on that oleomargarine 
is artificially colored so as to render it more palatable and attractive can only 
mean that customers are deluded by such coloration into believing that they 
are getting genuine butter. If anyone thinks that oleoma ne, not arti- 
ficially colored so as to cause it to look like butter, is as palatable or as whole- 
some for purposes of food as pure butter, he is, as already observed, at lib- 


erty under the statute of thusetts to manufacture it in that State or to 
sell it there in such manner as to inform the customer of its real character. 


He is only forbidden to . in such matters, a fraud u the general 
ublic. The statute seeks to su false pretenses and ote fair 
dealing in the sale of an article of food. It compels the sale of oleomargarine 


for what it really is, by preventing its sale for what it is not. 


But the distinguished Senator from Mississi [Mr. Money], 
after quoting the opinion of Professor Schweitzer, to the effect 


that, if carefully made, physiological experiments reveal no dif- 


ference whatever in the palatability and digestibility between 
butterine and butter, made the inquiry, ‘* If these things be true, 
what is the harm if a man intending to buy butter shall buy but- 
terine by fraudulent impagition of his dealer?’ 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Vermont 
yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MONEY. I hope the Senator from Vermont will allow me 
to state what I did say. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. I shall be glad to have the Senator do so. 

Mr. MONEY. I said, if you can not tell the difference by the 
taste, by the color, by the smell, or by its digestibility, and no 


Mr. W. P. Wilkins who is the president of the butterine factory ' harm is done, what is the odds? And I say that 
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Mr. DILLINGHAM. I will answer the Senator from Missis- 
sippi in the language of Governor Hoard, of Wisconsin, who has 
given this matter great attention. He says: 

The normal heat of the human stomach is 98°. Butter melts at 92°, 6° be- 
low the heat of the stomach, passes into poeoertte emulsion, and digestion. 
Nature designed this fat in its raw state for food. 

Oleomargarine melts at the varying temperature of 102° to 108°, a temper- 
ature no healthful stomach ever attains. Asa consequence this unnatural 
foreign fat must be expelled by sheer gastric action and force. 

Butter fat is found in the milk of all mammals. It ischemically and phys- 
ically unlike any other fat in existence. It was designed by nature for the 
food and sustenance of infant offspring, having the most delicate of all diges- 
tion. Because of this most evident purpose and provision of nature butter 
forms a healthful and important article of food in milk, cream, and in its sep- 
arated state. 

Mr. MONEY. Will the Senator allow me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Vermont 
yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. DILLINGHAM, Certainly. 

Mr. MONEY. I do not want to trespass on the courtesy or the 
time of the Senator, but I will ask him if Governor Hoard is an 
expert chemist, or doctor, or anything else, so that he is able to 
form a judgment about these things, or does he get his informa- 
tion elsewhere; and if so, from whom? The testimony is over- 
whelming, I say, almost unanimously so, of experts, chemists, 
and others, that oleomargarine is just as wholesome and as nutri- 
tious and as digestible as butter. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will refer to the testimony 
taken before the committee, he will see that there was some tes- 
timony on the other side. 

Mr. MONEY. There was one witness, and there may have 
been two, who so testified; but I say the overwhelming prepon- 
derance of testimony is the other way. 

Mr. SPOONER. You argue that one thing in favor of oleo- 
margarine is that it keeps longer. It does, in the stomach. 
[ ag 

Mr. MONEY. It keeps longer anywhere. 

If the Senator from Vermont will permit me right here, I wish 
to say that I have now on my desk a letter from a chemist, who 
was one of the three appointed by the legislature of New York to 
make a chemical analysis of this food twenty years ago, when the 
subject was first agitated, and he reported that oleomargarine 
was absolutely wholesome and nutritious and a very vatunble 
contribution to the list of foods; and I have now that oleomarga- 
rine which he examined twenty years ago, and it is still good. 
You could not say that of butter. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM, Mr. President—— 

Mr. MONEY. I thank the Senator for his courtesy. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. That is not necessary. 

Governor Hoard has for twenty years been investigating the 
subject of dairy — He has made an exhaustive study of 
them. I do not know of any man in et who is 
better informed regarding them than Governor Hoard. 

Now, answering the question in another way, suppose that we 
carry the same inquiry to the article of milk asa food. I have 
an ingenious neighbor who, years ago, when people were making 
filled cheese, invented a machine by which melted lard could be 
so combined with skimmed milk that it would enter into the curd 
and furnish the fat for filled cheese. Sagem oleomargarine is 
permitted, without discou ment, to be colored’like butter, why 
should not the dealer in milk have the right to color his mixture 
of skimmed milk and lard in semblance of Jersey milk and im- 
pose it upon his customers? What would prevent the restau- 
rateur from serving it tous as “ half and half’’ when we go for our 
daily lunch? We could not tell the difference. If the imposition 
is right in one instance, why not in the other? 

The truth is, Mr. President, that the American ple are get- 
ting sick of being humbugged, whether it is by imitation butter, 
whether it is by adulterated milk, whether it is by adulterated 
maple sugar, or whether it is by honey that is made of glucose. 
We have a committee of this Senate that is investigating this very 


question, a committee that sat in all the principal cities a year or | 


two ago taking testimony, and a committee that will, I hope, 
very soon be able to present a measure here that shall be so ef- 
fective in its operations that the American people will be pro- 
tected in their rights, at least in securing that which is pure and 
wholesome and good as an article of food, 

Coming again to the question of color, and whether the makers 
of oleomargarine have the right to use this color, as they have 
done, in foisting upon the public a spurious article, I beg to refer 
to a case recently decided in the Supreme Court. I think the 
opinion was handed down on the 6th of January of this year. It 
was the case of the Dairy Company v. Ohio. In it the court used 
this language: 

The . having before it the evidence intro- 
duced uphn the iasties of fet tnade In the pleadings, held that oleomargaring 


was an article which ht easily be manufactured so as to be h , and 
thus result in fraud on and injury to the public, and that the inhibition of 


the use of coloring matter in oleomargarine was a reasonable pe regula- 
tion tending to insure the public against fraud and injury. The purpose of 
the legislature in permitting the use of harmless coloring matter in butter 
and neers that oleomargarine be sold in its natural state was declared 
not to be for the pu of discriminating in favor of butter, but to provide 
a ready means by which the public might know that an article offered for 
sale was butter and not oleomargarine. 

No one can improve either upon the doctrine or the language 
of the court which rendered that opinion. 

Again, what has been the result of this system of fraud inau- 
gurated by the manufacturers for the deceit of the public? We 
find that the assistant food commissioner of Illinois says that fully 
75 per cent of all the oleomargarine that is retailed in that State 
is retailed as butter; in Ohio the assistant food commissioner says 
that 75 per cent of the oleomargarine sold there is sold as butter; 
in Wisconsin the food commissioner tells us that 90 per cent of 

| all the oleomargarine sold in that State is sold as butter; and in 
New York the assistant commissioner of agriculture tells us that 
oleomargarine was universally sold as butter, so far as he knew, 
without exception. 

Again, Mr. President, as showing who opposed this measure be- 
fore the Committee of the Senate, if any man will read this book 
[exhibiting] or look through it he will see that Judge Springer is 
the leading attorney and perhaps the strongest advocate for the 
substitute bill of anyone who appeared before the body, and he 
appeared, as the record shows, for the National Live Stock Asso- 
ciation of the United States. He stated that the association con- 
sisted of 126 other live-stock associations, a majority of all. He 
said that it had a capital of more than $600,000,000. Armed with 
such credentials as those, Judge Springer comes before this com- 
mittee. But what does Judge Springer say when he gets there? 
I challenge any man to read his statement or argument without 
becoming convinced that the great interest that Judge Springer 
is advocating is the interest of the manufacturers of oleomarga- 
rine. There is hardly an argument presented by anybody in favor 
of the substitute bill that has not first been presented by Judge 
Springer, and he is a very able man. 

But now in the discussion of the question in this body the hon- 
orable Senator from Kansas [Mr. Harris] has lifted the cloud 
and he has let in a flood of senshine upon the conditions. In a 
speech made the other morning in the Senate—a speech that was 
so fair and candid and strong and convincing that I wish every 
member of this body might have listened to it—the Senator from 
Kansas used this language: 

As to the interests of the cattlemen being hurt in any ible way I do not 
for a moment concern myself. The evidence is absolutely conclusive’that, 
even if we should absolutely << the consumption of oleomargarine in this 
country, the effect upon the cattle industry of the country would be abso- 
lutely peoaguasnes e. 

As has nm shown, we slaughter about 11,000,000 head of cattle in this 
country, and the total amount of the value of the product of oleomargarine 
which is utilized in this country is only about $2,750,000. So that there will 


be from 25 to 30 cents per steer, and every cattleman knows that that would 
be absolutely inappreciable. 


The Senator from Kansas further said: 


The great packing interests control, as I have said, the price of cattle in 
this country, and—I do not say it with any desire to reflect upon them—con- 
sidering the cupertentties that they have had, they have acted with wonder- 
ful fairness and moderation. They have the power, they are members of all 
the t live-stock exchan, of the country, and they control practically 
all the great cattle associations everywhere. The commission men are prac- 
tically all subordinated to the wishes and interests of the great kin 
houses. Cattle are sent to the great stock yards of this country to be sold, 
and theseller meets but four or five buyers, representing these great esta blish- 
ments. Every commission merchant knows that unless he is on good terms 
with the great packing houses his business is liable to suffer, and conse- 
quently it is an easy matter for the live-stock exchanges to pass any kind of 
Ne mete that may be supposed to be in the interest of these great estab- 
ishments. 


And these are the establishments that turn out the oleo oil that 
is made into oleomargarine. Now, I want to read further from 
the speech of the Senator from Kansas. He said: 


The cattlemen of the West are a great big-hearted, broad-souled set of 
men; they live in the open; their lurgs are filled with pure air, and their 
veins are filled with good, warm, red blood. I denounce and deny as a cattle- 
man that the owners of the great cattle ranges and farms of the country are 
| in any way whatever in sympathy with this false pretense that is being made 
use of bya part only of the manufacturers and dealers in oleomargarine that 
is offered for sale throughout the country. 
| 


tC 


— 


That disposes of that whole question. It is a full explanation 
of the attitude of the cattlemen who were represented by Judge 
Springer. To-day the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Parrrrson] 
has introduced a memorial from the cattlemen of his State, in 
which they make the charge against the proprietors of the cream- 
eries of this country that the measure we are supporting is the 
measure of the creamery proprietors, and that they constitute a 

t trust controlling that yay industry of the country. 

t us see how that is. I find from the statement that has been 
furnished us that the whole amount of butter produced in this coun- 
try in 1899 was 1,500,000,000 pounds, and only 300,000,000 pounds 
were made in creameries; in other words, the butter industry of 
the country was so far controlled by individual producers that 
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only 20 per cent of all that manufactured came from the cream- 
eries of the country, which, it is claimed, have formed a trust. 
It is an interesting fact in connection with the discussion of 
process butter that only three-fourths of 1 per cent of all the but- 
ter in the United States is of the process variety. 
Mr. President, I want to ask onllines a Has the general 
public made any @emand for the substitute bill, or is the 


general 
eablic in favor of the = now pending, ee by the committee? 
The nearest h to anything dicated to me that 


the general pu ic wants the substitute bill was in the question 
that was put by the Senator from Texas — CULBERSON} to the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. Harris annm}, when he was speaking the 
other day, when the Senator from Texas said: 


Mr. CvULBERSON. I call the attention of the Senator from Kansas to the 
testimony of Commissioner of Internal Revenue Wilson before the Senate 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry last year, in which he said that the 
demand ‘ata oleomargarine be colored came from the of oleomar- 
garine and the retail dealers the users of the artic a aes 
people of the country. I call the attention of the Senator to statement. 

Well, I have looked at the testimony given by Commissioner 
Wilson, which will be found on page 750 of this book, in which 
he says: 

= a a brings about this violation of the law is not limited, 
in y to the desire for gain u the part of the retail 
oe cant is eee. oO; margarine. There are other sides to the question. 
The private family. the boa house proprietor, the hotel proprietor do 
not want to carry home oleomargarine marked as such. We encounter a 
great deal of that feeling. 


He does not say a word about the laboring classes. He does 
not say a word about the plain people. He says that while some 
private families dislike to carry home oleomargarine, it is evident 
that it is the boarding-house and hotel keepers who make that 
complaint. 

I listened with a great deal of interest to the argument of the 
Senator from Mississippi, made in su of the rights of the 
wage-earners of the United States. My suggestion, by way of 
reply, would be, first, if the bill we on 4 under consideration be- 
comes a law, it will reduce the tax on oleomargarine uncolored, 
and it will give people an opportunity to purchase it in any State 
in this Union as oleomargarine, and ee ey ~ ae eee Es 
less than it could otherwise have been gotten for. 

It is said that a reproach attaches to oleomargarine. The time 
was when a reproach did attach to it, and rightfally enough, be- 
cause it was a vile compound as manufactured some in the 
beginning; but under the operation of the law 1886 the su- 
perintendence over its manufacture has been such that a certain 
class of men have undoubtedly been driven from the 
and the agitation in Congress has been such as to advertise oleo- 
margarine in all of its component parts. 

The general public to-day is educated as to what the materials 
are that enter into its manufacture, how they are , the 
cleanly methods which have been adopted, all of those things 
which would tend to make oleomargarine respectable in the mar- 
ket and tend to make it something to be desired by those who do 
not wish to pay a higher price for a finer article of food, so _ 
if this bill is passed these wage-earners are to be provided 
they can have it. Added to that, it has been Peco ne pore during ths 
investigation that any person may purchase 
natural color, and when he has it home ar 
any tint of yellow he sees fit and present it on his family table in 
appearance just as beantiful as the finest creamery butter can be 
made. Under this bill they have the full right t to do that; but 
the people who have not the right to do that are the retailers; 
the people who have not the right to do that are the hotel keep- 
ers; the people who have not the right to do that are the res- 
taurant keepers. They are the men who are swindling all of us 
when we patronize them; but the wage-earner, who wants the 
cheaper article because he can not afford the other, can buy it, 
and he has the right to color it in any way he sees fit so as to 
make it beautiful to the eye and attractive to the sense. 

There were witnesses before the committee who said that the 
manufacture of oleomargarine was an honest industry, that this 
bill was calculated to strike down that industry, and they wanted 
protection for American labor. Mr. McNamee, of the Chicago 
Federation of Labor, I believe, was one of them. They—the la- 
bor element of the country—have demanded the exclusion of the 
Chinese, and probably every man in the Senate agrees with them 
that the treaty regulations with Chima should be fully carried 


compare the number of people who are employed in these indus- 
tries, have they the right to demand that the oleomargarine in- 
dustry should be nourished and propelled by legislation for the 
protection of American labor? a fully invite attention to 
the fact that in 1890 there were only 2,350 persons employed in 
the manufacture of oleomargarine, and by the same census there 
were more than 17,000—yes, 18,000—men who were professional 
dairymen employed in the production of butter and cheese. and 


when we came to the farm laborers, who are also largely em- ' 








ployed in dairying, tc yo than 5,000,000 of them. So 
that there is no argument in that suggestion. 
The trouble is that they misapprehend what the object of this 


rece is; and it strikes me that they have misa Se a it by mis- 
which have teak made to t possibl the 
anda of this product. Attention has been . for 
instance, to the action of the Chicago Federation of Labor where 
they say that— 
are being attempted by contemplated ey at Washington to 
destroy the manufacture and — of butterine, thereby displacing large 
when everybody knows that AES this bill is not to de- 
stroy the production of ry ome but to legalize it and to 
encourage it as oleomargarine, only = being to stamp 
it out w it becomes a fraud upon the 
The painters and decorators of Cleveland, Ohio, also passed a 
resolution, in which they say: 
It is an outrage, anantee = gratify the 


people who make butter, that we 
should pare to go 


and pay two prices for butter which we are 


soieh tb in eho abinaiaibh he che 
oleomargarine and pay two prices for butter which we are com- 
pelled by law to eat.’’ This clearly shows they understood that 
was the issue; that this bill was to stamp out the production of 
oleomargarine, rather than to regulate its manufacture and to 
sale as oleomargarine. 
gentlemen referred to is Patrick Dolan, presi- 
dent of the United Mine Workers’ Union. He says: 

Don’t want to be deprived of the ability to purchase this wholesome ar- 
tiele of food. 

Phan a did not know that under this bill he would have the right 

purchase it, and purchase it everywhere under the protection 
ot tae tow, and to purchase it at a price that would not carry 
with it the price of butter. 

Now, if there is anybody else than those I have mentioned who 
demand the adoption of substitute bill as against the bill re- 

Wy i I do not know who it is. 

I have already called attention, Mr. President, to the fact that 
there are 10,000 retailers of in the United States. 
If the general public, to whom they have been selling 
rine as butter, want to have that continued, why have 
not these 10,000 retailers, with all the opportunity at their com- 
mand, petitions of their customers and sent them in here 
as others have sent in petitions? I do not know that a single pe- 
tition from them has been ted. If there have been any 
they have escaped my attention. The petitions of that character 
which have been presented have been so limited in number aes 
no one a any attention to them, and yet, if the 

blic ted oleomargarine sold in the colored state, ate has 
ean ently surely these 10,000 retailers would have been employed as 
the agents of the manufacturers and those petitions would have 
come in here thicker than hail. 

There is another side to this question, Mr. President. One 
tleman appeared before the Committee on A and 
: | estry who was a manufacturer of oleomargarine. I paler to Mr. 

, of Providence, R. I., evidently a gentleman of great 
candor, a man who frankly said that was imita- 
tion butter, because, while it had for its base oil and lard, it 
had also in it a sufficient ntity of butter to give it the aroma 
and flavor of butter, and color in it to make it appear to be 
butter itself. Mr. Sutaghast to pentoet ly satisfied that this bill 
is going topass. Hea the committee to make some 

cragentioas cheek tartar Dabaenna he paie 
he made the frank confession that he believed t 
in its natural state, without color, could be sold. He thinks that 
the people will overcome their prejudice against it. 

It is— 

He says— 
sold to some extent already. I am one of those who believe » nt oleomar- 


garine now, having been _ for a quarter of a more, that 
ving learned that it isa w eand cheap 


to go without 


article, will to use - 

I believe, too, that the American workingman is so intelligent, 
is so much of a reader and so much of an investigator that, with 
the discussion that has been going on here, he will have the. right 


| conception of what oleomargarine is, and that he will buy it, 
out in the exclusion of Chinese laborers; but when we come to | 


whatever the color of it may be, whenever he wants a cheaper 
article than butter. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the junior Senator from 
Vermont yield to the senior Senator from Vermont? 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I desire to inquire of my colleague if Mr. 
Tillinghast, the a of a Vermont manufactory manufac 
turing oleomargarine, did not testify that he was making and sell- 
ing oleomargarine uncolored? 
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Mr. DILLINGHAM. He testified that he was selling it in Mas- 
sachusetts and selling it in Connecticut where they have anticolor 


laws. He evidently sees a t future before him as a manufac- 
turer ot anna with this bill passed, when he can sell it 
strictly in accordance with law; and with the quality which he 
gives to his manufacture, make a market which can only be made 
when people have faith in the product which is placed before 
them. 

Mr. President, I have spoken longer than I intended, but it is 
evident to me that, in order to te this matter once and for 
all. we must go te the root of it, and require that when butter is 
sold, it shall be sold as butter, and when oleomargarine is sold, it 
shall be sold as oleomargarine. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I should like to make a sugges- 
tion to the Senator from Vermont before he leaves the question 
of color and the sale of uncolored oleomargarine. On page 11 
of the hearings before the Senate committee, I wish to suggest to 
the Senator the testimony of Mr. Springer who stated that— 

The question is one of relative importance only. Ido not wish to be un- 
derstood as saying that in Denmark the consumption amounted to 15} pounds 
per capita by reason of the fact that the consumers were permitted to color 
it themselves. Istated that they were permitted to color it, and that that 
fact may have contributed to that large consumption. I have no fears what- 


yver of conditions generally which will permit the consumption of 15} 
om vunds per capita per annum of oleomargarine im the United States. 


It shows that in Denmark the sale is very much greater than it 
is in the United States, because it is sold uncolored. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. Iam very much obliged to the Senator 
for calling my attention to that statement. It had escaped me 
entirely as I was carrying on this discussion. 

There never was a time in the history of our Government that 
we were not in need of revenue. We have just taken off the war 
taxes. I do not know how much eo revenue we will derive 
under this bill than is received under the present law, but proba- 
bly not so much as would be sup , because the new act will 
probably operate to discourage the manufacture of the colored 
article and the tax upon the uncolored article will be reduced 
from 2 cents a pound to one-fourth of 1 cent a pound. 

I was very much struck the other day when the Senator from 
Wisconsin was discussing this bill with the the made that 
public policy demands that this article be sold for just precisely 
what itis. I sent for the statutes of Canada, and I find that they 
provide that ‘‘ food shall be deemed to be adulterated within the 
meaning of this act if any substance has been mixed with it, so 
as to reduce or lower or injuriously affect its quality or strength;”’ 
again, ‘if any inferior or cheaper substance has been substituted, 
wholly or in part, for the article;’’ again, ‘‘if it is an imitation 
of or is sold under the name of another article.” 

The result of that statute, we are informed by Governor Hoard 
in his argument, is this: 

Com . 
rid oats ina ere, i ite, en ust 2, sate 
ucts to the extent of absolute prohibition of any adulteration or counterfeit- 
ing of the same. As a result, her ex of cheese to England alone has 
grown in twenty years from $3,000,000 to $20,000,090,.while ours has declined 
nearly the same amount because we did not place the strong hand of the law 
on the adulterated product-—filled cheese—until we had lost the confidence of 
the foreign consumer. 

The Dominion of Canada has taken from us nearly all of our once mag- 


: & 
nificent export trade in dairy products. Canada absolutely prohibits the 
making of counterfeit butter or cheese. 


_ It seems to me, in view of all the facts that have been produced 
in this diseussion, a manifest duty is laid upon us to take away 
the temptation for fraud which exists under present conditions. 
I believe we can best do this by placing upon the medium of that 
fraud a burden too great to be profitably borne. The bill re- 
ported by the committee is equitable in all its features. While it 
imposes &@ heavy rate of taxation upon oleomargarine colored in 
imitation of butter it also reduces the taxation upon oleomargarine 
offered for sale in its natural color, thus afforjling the purchaser 
of that article an opportunity to secure the same at a price 1} 
cents per pound less than he otherwise could do. By the adoption 
of this measure we protect the manufacturer of oleomargarine in 
all of his rights; we protect a time-honored industry in its rights; 
added to this, we protect the great army of consumers, who, with- 
out such legislation, are defenseless. 

Mr. President, we re mt here to-day 45 States. Thirty-two 
of them have adopted laws which prohibit the sale of oleomarga- 
rine within their borders when colored in imitation of butter. The 
legislatures of these States represent 80 oe cent of the people of 
the United States. It has been impossible for the State authori- 
ties to enforce their statutes owing to the determined purpose of 
many of the manufacturers of oleomargarine to im their 
goods upon the public in the garb of and as butter. e States 
are in a helpless condition. They ap 1 to this body to so adjust 
its system of taxation that incidentally protection may be given to 
the great army of dairymen in the United Stetes against a fraud 
upon their industry, and the still greater army of consumers of 





dairy products. Shall we not respond by the adoption of this 
measure? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I intend to vote for this bill. 
I can give my reasons as clearly in ten minutes as I could ina ten- 
hour h. Iam not able to enthuse myself as our farmer Sen- 
ators as Wisconsin and Iowa over the subject of protection to 
the cow. My associations with that quadruped have not been 
such as to bear fruits of enthusiastic admiration. I believed in 
my earlier days that she was rather a necessary evil, and that 
firmly fixed impression still clings to me. 

But I do feel if there is any being on the face of this earth who 
is justly entitled to tion it is the man who owns and is com- 
pelled to attend to the desires and thwart the inclinations of that 


The opportunities to enact. legislation directly beneficial to the 
of the great army of agriculturists are so limited that 
whenever one is offered to protect any of their goods the duty to 
extend legislative aid becomes a most stringent moral obligation 
upon Congress. 

The agriculturist is of the one class who always sells his product 
for just what itis. It may not always be the best, but it always 
leaves his hands with its true stamp. His butter may not always 
be the finest, but he sells his butter for butter, his lard for lard, 
and if it is poor, if it is fit for axle grease only, he only gets axle- 
grease prices forit. The man who renovates bad butter is seldom 
“a the farmer. a ‘ 

e is not asking very much; just simple, everyday honesty. 
His class constitutes about one-half of ae penis” of the United 
States, and if he sells his products honestly and fairly for just 
what they are to the other he is entitled by the law of com- 
mercial integrity to receive honest goods from them in return. 

He is entitled to secure sirup when he buys sirup, and not glu- 
cose. He is entitled to have his coffee coffee, and not chicory, 
and legislation should not stop with the prohibition of colored 
oleomargarine alone. A pure-food bill—one that shall protect 
_ in his sale as well as in his purchases—should also become a 

Ww. 

The price of much of his product being fixed by foreign de- 
mand, where he is brought into close competition with all the 
cheap labor of all the balance of the world, while he does his 
part to protect all other industries from like competition, every 
principle of national justice and reeiprocal integrity demands 
that he have an honest, fair field of competition in our home 
markets free from counterfeit and gross deceit. 

He has a right to eliminate from that field of consumption this 
a mass of greases and deodorized rot that, under the 

head of ‘‘ Finest Elgin butter’’ or other falsehood, comes ixto 
competition with his honest labors. 

I regret that it has been found necessary to employ a somewhat 
deceptive bill to meet an insidious fraud, but the man who prac- 
tices the fraud of selling a low grade of hog fat with a little 
suet for butter can not be heard to complain of the character of 
the weapon that is used against him. Selling his own articles 
under a false brand, flying them under false colors, he is not in a 

ition to complain that the blow aimed at his product is struck 

om behind a shield with an erroneous or false title. 

Everyone knows that this bill is intended to tax colored oleo- 
margarine out of existence, although it is under the guise of a 
revenue bill which has never been referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. I was unable to follow the fine distinction 
drawn by the Senator from Massachusetts the other day, when, 
as I understood him, he denied the constitutional right to tax the 
colored article out of existence except upon the theory that it 

rated to assist the Government in the collection of a tax upon 
the uncolored. My understanding of the law is that once con- 
cede the right to tax any article or 8 aye you concede the 
right to confiscate the very article itself to answer that tax, and 
the extent of the tax—the limit of amount—is always a legislative 
and not a judicial question, and may be levied for the very pur- 

of annihilation. 

But if there is any other way whereby we can reach the evil 
legislated against; if there isamy way by which we can so compel 
the branding of this article so that it can not come on any table 
without a card of identification, then I should prefer that other 
method. 

The most strenuous objectors to this bill have shown no way by 
which this object can be accomplished other than by the charac- 
ter of legislation proposed. All other attempted remedies have 
failed. All their stress of argument is laid upon what they call 
an infringement of a right to make their goods presentable and 
palatable by coloring. 

It is evident, however, that while this objection may enter into 
their vee, the great, the one important reason for the objection 
is that the coloring enables them to perpetuate a fraud. 

The demand for their goods depends upon the amount consumed 
in the household, in the boarding houses, in the ranches, and in 


Speer semen cre seas aes ere rane 


= Ae 


ee a a ata 


[ 
i 
de 


cot 


as 
sp og 
Se Te 


oso See? 


YA ae ZEN ale 


eet een 


Tae 


2 ee 4 ape nome me 








3468 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





Marcu 31, 





the logging camps, and the amount so consumed depends almost 
wholly on the extent and the ability to counterfeit. 

If this is true, then the colored article should be prohibited. If 
it is not true, then this law would be no hardship on the manu- 
facturers and dealers in colored oleamargarine. If they wish to 
avoid this tax, let them cease to counterfeit butter. t them 
first make a good, wholesome food out of wholesome oils and 
fats—one that will receive the approval of eminent chemists and 
food specialists—and then let that article, with its high indorse- 
ment, work its way into favor on its own merits, just as all other 
necessary manufactured food products have been compelled to do. 

This, Mr. President, it seems to me, is all that they in right can 
ask of the legislators, and if that right is granted them they are 
in no position whatever to complain. There is nothing whatever 
in this bill which prevents them from selling their article for just 
exactly what it is, and no hardshlp is perpetrated upon them by 
requiring them so to do. These, Mr. President, briefly are my 
reasons in support of this bill. 

Mr. HEITFELD obtained the floor. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Idaho 
yield to the Senator from Vermont? 

Mr. H&ITFELD. Certainly. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Does the Senator from Idaho rise to speak on 
the pending bill? 

Mr. HEITFELD. I do. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Possibly on account of the lateness of the 
hour the Senator would prefer to defer his remarks until to-mor- 
row. 

Mr.HEITFELD. I would prefer to do so, with the understand- 
ing that I retain the floor. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Certainly. I will give notice, then, that after | 
the routine morning business to-morrow I will ask to have this 
bill taken up, and I shall expect the Senator from Idaho to re- 
sume the floor at that time. 

Mr. HEITFELD. That will be satisfactory. 

Mr. PROCTOR. It will probably be about half past 12 o’clock. | 

Mr. HEITFELD. Very well. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- | 
sideration of executive business. After eight minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 
42 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, 
April 1, 1902, at 12 o’clock meridian. 








NOMINATIONS. 
Ezecutive nominations received by the Senate March 81, 1902. 
MARSHAL. 


William D. Fossett, of Oklahoma, to be United States marshal | 
for the Territory of Oklahoma, vice Canada H. Thompson, re- | 
signed. 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Edward Fry, of New Jersey, to be assistant collector of cus- 
toms at Jersey City, N. J., in the district of New York, in the 
State of New York, to succeed Samuel D. Dickinson, resigned. 


PENSION AGENT. 


Augustus J. Hoitt, of Massachusetts, to be pension agent at 
Boston, Mass., to take effect April 27, 1902, at expiration of pres- 
ent term. (Reappointment.) 


REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE, 


Charles H. Titus, of Topeka, Kans., to be register of the land 
office at Topeka, Kans., vice George W. Fisher, term expired. 


RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


J. G. Wood, of Topeka, Kans., to be receiver of public moneys 
at Topeka, Kans., vice Rudolph B. Welch, term expired. 

DeWitt C. Tufts, of North Dakota, to be receiver of public | 
moneys at Fargo, N. Dak., his term having expired. (Reappoint- 
ment. ) 

MEDICAL INSPECTOR IN THE NAVY. 


Edward Kershner, to be a medical inspector in the Navy, on the 
retired list, in accordance with the provisions of an act of Con- 
gress (Private—No. 184) approved March 20, 1902. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAVY. 


Christopher C. Wolgott, to be a civil engineer in the Navy, with 
the rank of captain, from the 28th day of February, 1901. 

Frank O. Maxson, to be a civil engineer in the Navy, with the 
rank of commander, from the 28th day of February, 1901. 


Robert E. Peary, to be a civil engineer in the Navy, with the 


rank of lieutenant-commander, from the 5th day of January, 1901, 

George Mackay, to be a civil engineer in the Navy, with the 
rank of lieutenant-commander, from the 28th day of February, 
1901. 

Frank T. Chambers, to be a civil engineer in the Navy, with 
the rank of lieutenant, from the 5th day of Jan , 1901. 

Charles W. Parks, to be a civil engineer in the Navy, with the 
rank of lieutenant, from the 28th day of February, 1901. 

John F. Hanscom, to be a naval constructor in the Navy, with 
the rank of captain, from the 3d day of March, 1899. 

Joseph H. Linnard, to be a naval constructor in the Navy, with 
the rank of —. from the 5th day of August, 1899. 

Joseph J. Woodward, to be a naval constructor in the Navy, 
with the rank of captain, from the 19th day of April, 1900. 

David W. Taylor, to be a naval constructor in the Navy, with 
the rank of captain, from the 4th day of March, 1901. 

Albert W. Stahl and William J. Baxter, to be naval constructors 
in the Navy, with the rank of commander, from the 3d day of 
March, 1899. 

Washington L. Capps, to be a naval constructor in the Navy, 
with the rank of commander, from the 5th day of August, 1899. 

Lloyd Bankson, to be a naval constructor in the Navy, with the 
rank of commander, from the 19th day of April, 1900. 

John G. Tawresey, to be a naval constructor in the Navy, with 
the rank of commander, from the 4th day of March, 1901. 

John D. Beuret, Joseph E. McDonald, and Homer L. Fergu- 
son, to be assistant Seal caumiesatans in the Navy, with the rank 
of lieutenant, from the ist day of July, 1900. 

Daniel C. Nutting, jr., and Holden A. Evans, to be assistant 
naval constructors in the Navy, with the rank of lieutenant, from 
the 29th day of January, 1901. 

William P. Robert and Daniel H. Cox, to be assistant naval 
constructors in the Navy, with the rank of lieutenant, from the 
12th day of July, 1901. 

Thomas G. Roberts and Lawrence 8. Adams, to be assistant 
naval constructors in the Navy, with the rank of lieutenant, from 
the 20th day of July, 1901. 

Thomas A. Gill, to be a chaplain in the Navy, with the rank of 
captain, from the 9th day of June, 1901. 

Valter G. Isaacs, to be a chaplain in the Navy, with the rank 
of commander, from the 9th day of June, 1901. 

The following-named chaplains to have the rank of lieutenant 
from the 3d day ot March, 1899: 

William G. Cassard. 

Arthur O. Sykes. 

William T. Helms. 

Frederic C. Brown. 

Curtis H. Dickins. 

Omenzo G. Dodge, to be a professor of mathematics in the Navy, 
_ the rank of commander, from the 17th day of December, 
1899. 

Stimson J. Brown, to be a professor of mathematics in the Navy, 
with the rank of captain, from the 25th day of August, 1900. 

Henry M. Paul, to be a professor of mathematics in the Navy, 
with the rank of commander, from the 25th day of August, 1900. 

Edward K. Rawson, to be a professor of mathematics, in the 
Navy, with the rank of captain, from the 25th day of November, 
1900. 

Aaron N. Skinner, to be a professor of mathematics in the Navy, 
with the rank of commander, from the 25th day of November, 1900. 

Philip R. Alger, to be a professor of mathematics in the Navy, 
with the rank of commander, from the 22d day of May, 1899. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


The following-named pay officers to be paymasters in the Navy, 
with the rank of lieutenant-commander, from the 3d day of March, 
1899: 

Charles W. Littlefield. 

Arthur Peterson. 

William W. Galt. 

John R. Martin, to be a paymaster in the Navy, with the rank of 
lieutenant-commander, from the 22d day of November, 1899. 

The following-named pay officers to be paymasters in the Navy, 
with the rank of lieutenant-commander, from the 8th day of 
December, 1899: 

Charles M. Ray. 

Mitcheil C. McDonald. 

Eustace B. Rogers. 

The following-named pay officers to be paymasters in the Navy, 
with the rank of lieutenant-commander, from the 22d day of Sep- 
tember, 1901: 

Leeds C. Kerr. 

Richard T. M. Ball. 

Charles 8. Williams. 

Thomas J. Cowie, 
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The following-named pay officers to be assistant paymasters in 
the Navy, with the rank of lieutenant (junior grade), from the 
20th day of May, 1901: 

Hugh R. Insley. 

George M. Stackhouse. 

Grey Skipwith. 

Trevor W. Leutze. 

McGill R. Goldsborough. 

David V. Chadwick. 

Eugene C. Tobey. 

Arthur H. Cathcart. 

The following-named medical officers to be surgeons in the 
Navy, with the rank of lieutenant-commander, from the 3d day 
of March, 1899, viz: 

David O. Lewis. 

Howard E. Ames. 

Frank Anderson. 

Phillips A. Lovering. 

William R. Du Bose, 

Charles T. Hibbett. 

Nelson H. Drake. 

Henry G. Beyer. 

John M. Steele. 

James E. Gardner. 

Millard H. Crawford, 

George P. Lumsden. 

Emlyn H. Marsteller. 

James C. Byrnes. 

Samuel H. Griffith. 

To be surgeons in the Navy, with the rank of lieutenant-com- 
mander, from the 8th day of December, 1899: 

Averley C. H. Russell. 

Clement Biddle. 

Henry T. Percy, to be a surgeon in the Navy, with the rank of 
lieutenant-commander, from the 30th day of August, 1900. 

To be surgeons in the Navy, with the rank of lieutenant- 
commander, from the 22d day of September, 1901: 

James D. Gatewood. 

Oliver Diehl. 

The following-named medical officers to be passed assistant sur- 
geons in the Navy, with the rank of lieutenant, from the 3d day of 
March, 1899, viz: 

William C. Braisted, 

Sheldon G. Evans. 

Adrian R. Alfred. 

John E. Page. 

Middleton 8. Guest. 

Joseph A. Guthrie. 

Calin. 

rles P. g. 

Carl D. Brownell. 

Henry D. Wilson. 

The following-named medical officers to be passed assistant 
surgeons in the Navy, with the rank of lieutenant, from the ist 
day of July, 1899, viz: 

Lewis Morris. 

John M. Moore. 

Brownlee R. Ward. 

Edward M. Shipp. 

Charles E. Riggs. 

_ To be passed assistant surgeons in the Navy, with the rank of 
lieutenant, from the ist day of July, 1900: 

James B. Leys. 

Frank C. Cook. 

_ To be passed assistant surgeons in the Navy, with the rank of 
lieutenartt, from the 26th day of December, 1900: 

Ammen Farenholt. 

Charles P. Kindleberger. 

_ To be passed assistant surgeons in the Navy, with the rank of 
lieutenant, from the 29th day of January, 1901: 

Arthur W. Dunbar. 

Theodore W. Richards. 

Reginald K. Smith. 

_ To be passed assistant surgeons in the Navy, with the rank of 
lieutenant, from the 1st day of July, 1901: 

Jacob C. Rosenbleuth. 

Moulton K. Johnson. 

_ The following-named medical officers to be assistant surgeons 
in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant (junior grade), from 
the 7th day of June, 1901, viz: 

Thomas McC. Lippitt. 

Barton L. Wright. 

Ralph W. Plummer, 

Henry E. Odell. 

James 8. Taylor, 


Joseph A. Murphy. 

John T. Kennedy. 

Karl Ohnesorg. 

Charles N. Fiske. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY, 
Artillery Corps. 

Jacob M. Coward, of New Jersey, late captain, Fourth New 
Jersey Volunteers, to be first lieutenant, September 23, 1901, to 
fill an original vacancy. 

Edward L. Glasgow, of Kansas, late captain, Eleventh Cavalry, 
United States Volunteers, to be first lieutenant, September 23, 
1901, to fill an original vacancy. 

Robert B. McBride, of Georgia, late captain, Third United 
States Volunteer Infantry, to be first lieutenant, September 23, 
1901, to fill an original vacancy. 

POSTMASTERS. 


John B. Leffingwell, to be postmaster at Braidentown, in the 
county of Manatee and State of Florida. Office became Presi- 
dential January 1, 1902. 

James R. Young, to be postmaster at Ada, in the Chickasaw 
Nation, Ind. T. Office becomes Presidential April 1, 1902. 

Millard F. Campbell, to be postmaster at Wilburton, in the 
Choctaw Nation, Ind. T, Office becomes Presidential April 1, 
1902. 

ne aa G. Lowrance, to be postmaster at Thayer, in the county 
of Neosho and State of Kansas. Office becomes Presidential 
April 1, 1902. 

Charles L. Hanson, to be postmasterr at Berea, in the county 
of Madison and State of Kentucky. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1902. 

John C. Stoughton, to be master at Geddes, in the county 
of Charles Mix and State of South Dakota. Office becomes Presi- 
dential April 1, 1902. 

Warner 8. Carr, to be postmaster at Lake Nebagamon, late 
Lake Nebagemain, in the county of Douglas and State of Wiscon- 
sin. Office becomes Presidential April 1, 1902. 

Kennedy B. Summerfield, to be postmaster at Santa Monica, in 
the county of Los Angeles and State of California, in place of 
George B. Dexter. Incumbent’s commission expired March 22, 
1902. 

Willis S. Gardner, to be ter at Clinton, in the county 
of Clinton and State of Iowa, in place of Willis S. Gardner. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired March 17, 1902. 

Russel W. Branson, to be aster at Cherokee, in the county 
of Crawford and State of sas, in place of Russel W. Bran- 
son. Incumbent’s commission expired January 10, 1902. 

William T. McElroy, to be tmaster at Humboldt, in the 
county of Allen and State of Kansas, in place of William T. 
McElroy. Incumbent’s commission expired March 17, 1902. 

Thomas B. Leland, to be postmaster at Water Valley, in the 
a of Yalobusha and State of Mississippi, in place of Thomas 
B. Leland. Incumbent’s commission expired July 19, 1901. 

Mathew J. Orr, to be postmaster at Osceola, in the county of 
St. Clair and State of Missouri,in place of Mathew J. Orr. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired June 11, 1901. 

Robert Z. Bennett, to be postmaster at Beresford, in the county 
of Union and State of South Dakota, in place of Robert Z. Ben- 
nett. Incumbent’s commission expires March 31, 1902. 

Charles J. Hostrasser, to be postmaster at Hearne, in the county 
of Robertson and State of Texas, in place of Charies J. Hostrasser. 
Incumbent’s commission expires March 31, 1902. 

Thomas J. Darling, to be postmaster at Temple, in the county 
of Bell and State of Texas, in place of Thomas J. Darling. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired March 30, 1902. 

Dozier Anderson, to be postmaster at Tupelo, in the county of 
Lee and State of Mississippi, in place of James W. Elliott, re- 
moved. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 31, 1902. 


CONSUL. 
William E. Alger, of Massachusetts, to be consul of the United 
States at Puerto Cortez, Honduras. 
MARSHAL, 


William D. Fossett, of Oklahoma, to be United States marshal 
for the Territory of Oklahoma. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 
TO BE SECOND LIEUTENANTS, 
Infantry Arm. 


Archibald G. Hutchinson, of Missouri, to be second lieutenant, 
February 2, 1901. 


See 


ce pe nr ws at 
eeh csr. ceah” mean rs 


LETTS A PST ee ae at ns es ees 


Ae ee 


Rt Sn ref a AE UA PNG Het 
Se cnn Rae re ea, Sa eee eel 
SAI Oe Ee ate 


Dp sates 
: a 


er 
pts 


| 


ae 


er 


a Ae CA cece A Sn CY sme ns 
Tet Nien Bec ee ee a3 


oR EIN 5S EN | hse 


eee 
RE Ae or 


a ee On te 


ars 


cf 








3470 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





Marcu 31, 





' Artillery Corps. 

Lawrence Carter Crawford, at large, to be second lieutenant, 
March 18, 1902. 

George H. Terrell, of Texas, to be second lieutenant, March 18, 
1902. 

William Scott Wood, of Virginia, to be second lieutenant, 
March 18, 1902. 

TO BE FIRST LIEUTENANT. 

William W. Chance, of the District of Columbia, late captain 
and signal officer, United States Volunteers, to be first lientenant, 
September 23, 1901. 

INDIAN AGENT. . 

George D. Corson, of San Carles, Ariz., to be agent for the In- 
dians of the San Carlos Agency, in Arizona. 

SURVEYORS OF CUSTOMS. 

Perry M. Lytle, of Pennsylvania, to be surveyor of customs in 
the district of Philadelphia, in the State of Pennsylvania. 

Mahlon M. Garland, of Pennsylvania, to be surveyor of cus- 
toms for the port of Pittsburg, in the State of Pennsylvania. 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Nevada N. Stranahan, of New York, to be collector of customs 

for the district of New York, in the State of New York. 
POSTMASTERS. 


Annie H. Leaf, to be postmaster at Fort Washington, in the 
county of Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania. 

William §S. Linton, to be postmaster at Saginaw, in the county 
of Saginaw and State of Michigan. 

William E. Ward, to be postmaster at Ridgeville, in the county 
of Randolph and State of Indiana. 

James F. Brenaman, to be postmaster at Alexandria, in the 
county of Madison and State of Indiana. 

I. Warner Arthur, to be postmaster at Bryn Mawr, in the county 
of Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania. 

William E. Brown, to be postmaster at Linesville, in the county 
of Crawford and State of Pennsylvania. 

James M. Hundley, to be postmaster at Summitville, in the 
county of Madison and State of Indiana. 

Addison Eppehimer, to be postmaster at Royersford, in the 
county of Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania. 

James W. Bartlett, to be postmaster at Doylestown, in the 
county of Bucks and State of Pennsylvania. 

Solomon S. Ketcham, to be postmaster at Overbrook, in the 
county of Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MonpDay, March 31, 1902. 


Tne House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Covupen, D. D. 
The Journal of Saturday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. LANHAM, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence 
indefinitely, on account of important business. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the purpose of considering the sundry civil appropriation bill; 
and pending that motion I ask the gentleman from weer [ Mr. 
BENTON] whether he is prepared now to suggest a time for closing 
general debate? 

Mr. BENTON. Not exactly. About two hours and a half 
have been asked for on this side, so faras [ know. Idonot know 
what arrangements the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. McRae}, 
the leading member of the minority of the committee, made before 
he left the city. I suggest that the gentleman from Illinois allow 
the debate to run along for a while without any arrangement, 
and it may be that before night we can agree to close the debate 
this afternoon. 

Mr. CANNON. I have not had any application for time for 
general debate on this side. I think I can get through myself in 
thirty minutes. What does the gentleman say to closing the 
general debate with the end of to-day’s session? If the debate 
gives out we can, of course, commence the consideration of the 
bill under the five-minute rule earlier. 

Mr. BENTON. I would not like to agree to that until I see 
whether other members, that Ido not now know about, have been 
promised time by the gentleman from Arkansas. So far as I am 
personally concerned, I will say that I would be willing to close 

-the general debate at the close of to-day’s session. I suggest, 
however, that for the present the debate run along without any 
arrangement. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I am desirous of 
bill, not with lightning speed, but as rapidly as may 
ble from a business standpoint. I have no desire to prevent 
reasonable debate, but I trust that later we may agree that the 
debate close to-day. 

Mr. BENTON. I prefer to ask the gentleman to let the debate 
run along without limitation until the close of the day. 

Mr. CANNON. Ihave accepted the suggestion of the gentle- 
man upon that point. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union for the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 13123) known as the sundry civil appropriation 
bill. ‘ 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. LAWRENCE in the chair, 
and proceeded to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 13123) mak- 
ing appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the bill. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that the first reading of the bill may be dispensed 
with. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I do not propose in presenting 
this bill to the committee to take much time. So far as I am 
concerned, I am content with saying that the bill has been care- 
fully prepared by the Committee on Appropriations, is believed 
to provide liberally for the public service, and I should be glad 
to have it considered at this stage of the session in faith 
directly upon the merits of the bill. With the large latitude that 
has been given to general debate and under the five-minute rule 
heretofore, I suggest that we have come to a time in the session 
when we could well devote ourselves to the matter in hand. 

The bill is pretty thoroughly analyzed by the re , being re- 
port No. 1260. If gentlemen now or hereafter desire to have the 
bill in a nutshell, the report thoroughly gives it. The estimates, 
original and ee EE for this bill amount in round numbers 
to $61,779,000. e bill recommends $49,323,000, or, in other 
words, below the estimates the bill recommends $12,455,000. The 
bill for the current year, for purposes of comparison, carried 
nearly $62,000,000. The present bill is a reduction over the bill 
for the current year of twelve million and a half of dollars. Your 
committee in the consideration and reporting of this bill, while it 
has striven to and I believe has recommended liberally for the 
public service, has made its recommendations from the stand- 
point of the new conditions that surround the Treasury, in light 
of the tax-reduction bill of last year covering, as is estimated, 
$41,000,000, and in light of the bill now pending in conference to 
remove the remainder of the war taxation, estimated at $70,000,000, 
the two together, if this legislation is enacted, and I will assume 
that it is to be enacted, because it is morally certain that it will 
be, making a reduction of revenues of $111,000,000. 

I am heartily glad of it, because it leaves sufficient revenne, in 
my judgment, under the law when thus amended to carry on lib- 
erally the public service. I am not here to talk to any consider- 
able extent about the undesirability of too much revenue. There 
is only one thing worse than too much revenue, and that is too 
little revenue. I think when the law is amended, as it is soon to 
be, that we will strike the happy medium, gathering t blocks 
of revenue for great blocks of service, and that we will be armed 
when the law is thus amended with weapons of defense against 
those who would oit the Treasury of the United States for too 
much of appropriation. The report explains in detail the various 
reductions. 

One matter that explains considerable of the reduction is that 
last year one “— large item—three millions and a half—was 
carried by this bill for the public debt that the United States 
was bound to pay of the Hawaiian Islands, and so on, with other 
vatious matters, some of that kind and others representing real 
economies in the public service. There are many things that we 
considered, that were estimated for, that are not in this bill. 
One that I will call attention to was a small estimate of $5,000 
for the purpose of making plans for a National Museum building. 
Gentlemen understand the necessity for that building. That 
something ought to be done in the early future is patent. Your 
Committee on Legeogneaens tried to place a limitation on the 
plans. We called in the Secretary of the Smithsonian Institute, 


this 
Sa 


and we examined various public officials to see if we could not 
make that limitation. 2 

After consideration they did not believe that a building could 
be constructed for less than $4,000,000. Your committee is of 
opinion that we ought not to commence plans upon a $4,000,000 
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basis. In our judgment we can build for one million and a half 
to two millions of dollars a building that will answer the National 
Museum for the next quarter of a century, and when those who 
have such matters in charge come to the ideas that your commit- 
tee has touching this matter it will be time enough to grant an 
appropriation to begin the plans. There was much of pressure, as 
there is before many committees, to take into consideration ex- 
tensive erections of public buildings and plans for the same in the 
District of Columbia; much of pressure for the improvement of 
parks in the District of Columbia. Your committee went quite 
fully into this whole subject. That some additional buildings 
are required in the city of Washington is patent; that something 
of improvement is required for the — parks in the city of 
Washington is evident, but after a full investigation substantially 
your committee have not recommended that action be taken at 
this time. 

There is a great industry here in the city of Washington, and 
there is but one industry Lane, and that is to exploit the public 
treasury for improvements in the city of Washington without 
cost to the local population. I do not say this unkindly. It is 
but natural, and history repeating itself as to all capitals of great 
nations. Mr. Chairman, I do not propose to talk a great while 
about this bill, but I am inclined to accept the conditions of the 
Committee of the Whole, as noted, that it would, perhaps, be 
best to discuss this bill under the five-minute rule. We have 
made one recommendation, however, for an improvement to one 
of the parks of the city—that is, to begin an improvement at 
Potomac Park, $70,000. Gentlemen, understand that some years 
ago, by law, the Potomac Flats, which have been reclaimed in 
large part, were dedicated as a public park, and are now a part 


of the system. It will cost a great deal of money to properly | 


improve this great park, and we ought to go at it slowly, but we 


ought to make progress. After full investigation, your commit- | 
tee recommends $70,000 for the purpose of continuing a road | 


along the river bank in the vicinity of the national monument, 
for the purpose of building a wall about where the public bath- 


ing beach is now situated, and for the removal of that bathing | 


site to barges or elsewhere other than it is now. 

Mr. BENTON. Mr. Chairman, I should like to ask the gentle- 
man from Illinois if he has yet discussed the recommendation of 
the committee as to the Yellowstone Park? 

Mr. CANNON. No. 

Mr. ee At the proper time I should like a statement 
about that. 

Mr. CANNON. If my friend will remind me a little later on, 
I will come to that. 

Your committee might perhaps well have made additional rec- 
ommendations, but in the present condition we thought best to 
rest with this one recommendation. 

Great plans have been made for the extension of the park sys- 
tem in the District of Columbia. We already have a great park 
system, many hundreds of little parks scattered all through the 
city, and then we have the Zoo. We have Rock Creek Park, and 
have had it for many years. The future is well cared for and 
well assured from the standpoint of the Government service in 
the District of Columbia and for the convenience of its inhabi- 
tants and for the welfare and pleasure of all the people. But this 
system of parks being reserved, wecan goslowly. The Almighty 
did much in the Rock Creek Park. If you just let it alone, mak- 
ing a few roads, which are gradually being constructed, you can 
not improve much _ nature, and it will not be necessary fora 
decade to make much of an expenditure in that splendid park. 

There is a park commission proposition that has never been 
adopted by Congress, and, so far as I am concerned, I am inclined 
to say never will be adopted by my vote. It was not a self- 
appointed commission, but a commission appointed by the coor- 
dinate branch of Congress under a resolution. That commission 
inade their plans, splendid and magnificent. When the improve- 
ment is complete, it is to cost $200,000,000. As I understand it, it 
involves the condemning of all the territory between the Mall and 
Pennsylvania avenue, and the payment of the damages from the 
public Treasury, and a greatmany other matters that in my judg- 
ment ought not to be enacted. 

Mr. BENTON. Is it not a matter of fact that this property 
was once the —— of the Government and that they are pro- 
posing to buy it back? 

Mr. C ON. Iam notadvisedastothat. That may be true; 
but it is now the property of individuals. I will not enter upon a 
discussion of its merits. It may come later in connection with 
this bill or some other bill. My position and that of your com- 
mittee, I think without dissent, as I understand it, is about as 
follows: That for construction of public buildings to carry on the 
public business in the city of Washington we stand quite ready 
to CoUperaaas and recommend all apt appropriation as ro as 
the public service requires and the public revenues will allow, with 
due regard for the public service elsewhere in the United States, 


The second proposition is to beautify the city without regard to 
the public service and to make it a beauty spot in the United 
States. As to that great project the position of your committee 
is that we shall go just so fast in beautifying the city of Wash- 
ington as the people of the city of Washington are willing to go 
and no faster, paying half the expenses thereof by taxation. 
That is a very good check upon that kind of improvements. 
Therefore, in the improvement of this park, $70,000, which but 
commences it, we provide that one-half of that sum shal! be paid 
from the revenues of the District. And so as to all the great 

park systems of the District of Columbia, your committee are 
thoroughly of opinion that they ought to be and must be im- 

| proved, one-half from the Treasury of the United States and the 
other half by local taxation. 

There is one other matter that I want to call to the attention of 

| the committee. There is a great cry for a hall of records in the 

District. There is a great cry for the erection of a palace of jus- 
| tice, a new State Department, and so on, and so on. Some of 
| these works might well be commenced, but they ought to be com- 
| menced with care to make them fairly agree with the improve- 
ments that have been made in the District on the one hand and to 
shut off extravagance upon the other. 

Much that is said about a hall of records might well be unsaid 
if the Government of the United States paid enough attention to 
the records of the United States to preserve the records that ought 
to be preserved and to destroy those that are of no account. 

I will illustrate what I mean. Your committee made an in- 
vestigation touching the records in the Census Office, and we 
| found there in a rented buiiding substantially fireproof the popu- 
lation schedules from the First Census down tothe present. They 
came asking an appropriation of $15,000 to bind the population 
schedules of the census of 1890. They have done it for several 
years. We have turned it down for several years, and on this 
investigation we find now of those old, useless population sched- 
| ules, commencing with the year 1790, 400 tons, kept in a rented 
building, heated and lighted, with watchmen and laborers and a 
force of clerks. They are of no manner of use on earth in my 
judgment except to furnish a reason for paying rent to somebody 
to house them and to afford employment to the employees who 
have chargeof them. You know what a population schedule is. 
That is the schedule that the enumerator makes out when he visits 
you all over the country: How many in the family? Married? 
How many children? Ages, residence, where born, and so forth, 
and so forth. Well, now, those schedules come in and are tabu- 
lated, and the tabulation is published, and after that,in my judg- 
ment, they are of no account. 

When the question of destroying them was presented, those 
having them in charge threw up their hands in holy horror. 
‘“*Oh,”’ you say, “‘ but what use are they?’ ‘‘Oh, somebody may 
want to know who lived at Winsted, in Connecticut, in 1790, and 
what was his name and whether he was married.’’ ‘‘ Well, but it 
isnotevidence.’’ ‘‘ Well, but sometimes we get inquiries.’’ They 
are not evidence. Now, then, I undertake to say that 400 tons of 
population schedules, some of which has been taken care of for a 
century and all of which are being cared for now by a force of 
clerks, laborer, watchman, light, heat, and rent ought to be de- 
stroyed. And there are lots of records of no more account than 
these. If we had the departments intelligently cleared of useless 
records, in my judgment there is plenty of space to accommodate 
the public service of the United States in the city of Washington. 

Another matter that your committee investigated. On the sun- 
dry civil law for the current year the following provision is found: 

To enable the Architect of the Capitol to prepare and submit to Congress 
at its next session plans, specifications, and estimates of cost for reconstruct- 
ing and extending in a fireproof manner the central portion of the Capitol 
building; the renovation and decoration of the Rotunda; also for the con- 
struction of a fireproof building adjacent to the grounds of the Capitol build- 
ing, to be used for offices, storage and power plant purposes connected with 
the Capitol building, $1,500, to be immediately available. 

The Architect of the Capitol took this question up. Gentle- 
men may be aware that the Capitol never was completed; that 
on the east part the original plans, specifications, and drawings 
were all made long ago. There was tobe a wing east correspond- 
ing with the wing west. The Dome itself extends over the wall 
on the east. It would add to the architectural effect, would give 
more room, that is needed, in the Capitol. It would permanently 
house the Supreme Court, with consultation rooms, ample quar- 
ters for attorneys, ample quarters for a library, and would al- 
most, in addition, double for committee rooms space that was 
added in the western extension of the Capitol. Now, the inves- 
tigation shows that to complete the Capitol would cost $2,500,000; 
to renovate the rotunda $275,000. 

In addition to that, under this provision of the law the Architect 
of the Capitol has ascertained that to construct a tunnel from the 
Capitol somewhere to land that is south of us, or southeast or 
southwest, near by the Capitol grounds, and to complete a build- 
ing with 400 rooms in it, in a style of architecture that would 
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comport fairly well witu the surroundings of the Capitol and 
Library of Congress, and construct a tunnel from the Capitol to 
such building, constructing such a building with a great base- 
ment that would hold all the documents and that would hold in 
addition the heating apparatus of the Capitol, move it all out and 
your lighting apparatus into such a building, giving additional | 
room in the Capitol for committee rooms, removing the condition | 
that we have from musty documents, that the construction of | 
such a building would cost, in round numbers, $4,000.000, and 
that, with the completion of the Capitol, would cost $6,775,000. 

In the judgment of your committee this is one of the earliest 
improvements that ought to be made in the public buildings. On 
the Senate side Senators have their office rooms in the Maltby 
Building or the Capitol. On the House side there is a very gen- 
eral complaint upon the part of members that if they have places | 
in which to transact their business that they have either to utilize 
quarters at their houses and hotels or that they have got to go and 
lease them. This scheme, if adopted, would enable each Repre- 
sentative to have a comfortable room near by the Capitol for office | 
purposes. [Applause. ] 

Now, I call attention to this fact because I want the House to 
bear in mind that after investigation for a hall of records, a new 
State Department, a new Department of Justice, and various | 
other schemes that are talked about ought to wait until this im- 
provement is authorized and begun before these are authorized. | 
This, in my judgment, is the first thingtodo. Now, then, I want 
to say further, that your committee did not see proper to report | 
this provision, but have suggested that I call attention of the 
House to it for the reason that in the present condition, with | 
this reduction of a great block of the revenue, that probably it 
would be well enough to wait until we could reasonably forecast 
what the revenues will be before we authorize or recommend the 
construction—until the next session of Congress. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. 
question? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Was there any investigation by the com- 
mittee as to whether it was feasible or not to add more stories to | 
the Capitol building, and thereby provide rooms for members for | 
work? 

Mr. CANNON. Your committee was thoroughly satisfied, 
from taking counsel with the architects in part—and you know 
they do not entirely agree—but the best opinions seems to be that 
it would not be practicable to do more than to expend $2,000,000 | 
in continuing to complete the Capitol, for the eastern extension, | 
according to the original plan. We therefore consider that it | 
would be much better to get rid of the heating and lighting ap- | 
paratus and construct a building just across from the public | 
grounds here. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Did the committee make any inquiry as to | 
the feasibility of erecting stories on top of this building? 
Mr. CANNON. The consensus of opinion seemed to be against | 





Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a | 


it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. The gentleman’s suggestion ' 
as to the construction of a building to accommodate members of 
Congress has been postponed, has it? 

Mr.CANNON. Wedid not report any provision for thesame for | 
the reason that with the universal hunger for promotion of the pub- | 
lic service—and I speak of it respectfully, because I am one of the 
hungry ones, along with other gentlemen—that under all the con- 
ditions, with what is in front of us at this session of Congress, we 
thought best to call the attention of the House to the various | 
propositions that would probably be pressed upon us in connec- 
tion with public buildings in the District, and to express our 
opinion that, everything considered, in our judgment, that mat- 
ter had better go over until the succeeding sessions of Congress. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I trust the gentleman from 
Tlinois will pardon me for the interruption, but I feel a great in- 
terest in the question. If members of Congress would express 
their wishes about it now, does the gentleman believe that the 
committee would recommend it? 

Mr. CANNON. It would be in the power of the House, if they 
want to commence it at once, to do so. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. It seems to me it is more | 
important to preserve the health of members of Congress than it | 
is to preserve the old, dusty records. 

Mr. CANNON. I think so, and I am calling it to the attention | 
of the House, so that if we do not commence it now—whether we 
commence it now or at the next session this is the first great im- | 
provement along the line of public buildings that ought to be 
undertaken in Washington, because, in the judgment of the com- 
mittee, it is the most needed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. It seems to me that the sug- 
gestion that the committee makes will meet with the hearty con- | 
currence of all the members, not only as to the mere suggestion, but | 
that they would be in favor of taking it up and going on with it. ' 





| tained annually thereafter for a 
| $250,000 and authorized contracts for the two suc ing years 


| crease of 


Mr. CANNON. Well, that is the object of my calling the at- 
tention of the House to the matter. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I desire to supplement what the 
gentleman from Alabama has just said, and I think it will meet 
with the unanimous approval of the members of the House. 
This is the first construction that we ought to begin. I hope the 
gentleman’s committee, under his able and economical adminis- 
tration, will see to it that the much-needed building is started 
early in its progress. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, there is one other matter, an- 
swering my colleague from Missouri [Mr. meee that I want 
to call attention to, and that is the improvement of Yellowstone 
Park. Gentlemen understand about it. For twenty-five years, 
substantially, we have been appropriating money for the improve- 
ment of Talwesken Park. We have been paying current ex- 
penses and adding a little improvement year by year, until there 
is a condition of that park that satisfies your committee, after 
very thorough inquiry, ought to be met. All necessary roads 
can be constructed, all necessary bridges can be constructed, all 


'the roads can be surfaced so as to get rid of the dust and geta 


permanent, firm road, including the making of the necessary 
roads across the forest reservation to the south of the park and 
bridges across the forest reservation east of the park, open a road 


| from Great Falls to Yanceys, and otherwise finish these improve- 


ments for about $750,000. It will require three years to doit. If 


| done, it will be under the charge of the engineers of the Army; in 


fact, these improvements for a number of years have been under 
their charge, and the park has been policed for a number of years 

by a troop of cavalry. 
Your committee was of opinion, after a thorough investigation, 
that this work ought to be nner and then it can be main- 
ut $30,000. So we appropriated 


of $250,000 each, with a view of completion of this work. 

Now, I will not multiply words, but it seems to me I have 
fairly covered the oni in connection with the recommenda- 
tions in this bill, and when we come to consider it under the five- 
minute rule I will stand quite ready to answer any suggestion that 
can be urged or answer any questions to the best of my ability. 

How much time have I remaining, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. Thirty-eight minutes. 

Mr. LLOYD. I would like to ask the gentleman from Illinois 
a question. I notice the statement that the committee has re- 
duced the expenditure of the Geological Survey $80,000. What 
is the pu of that reduction? 

Mr. CANNON. That is apparent and not actual. On page 2 
of the report the gentleman will see that it says: 

This reduction isapparent, not actual, $60,000 having already been appropri- 
ated for investigation of the mining resources of Alaska and $11,200 for rent 
of building being transferred to the legislative act, leaving, in fact, a net in- 

£1,000 in the total appropriations for the Survey, which amount is 


given as an increase in the appropriation from $3,000 to $4,000 for expenses 
of transmitting documents through the Smithsonian exchange. 


Mr. LLOYD. I notice the remarks in the report. I note in 
the estimate made by the Department amounts to $1,024,207, 
while the committee have appropriated $880,000. What was it 
that they applied for and what is it that the committee have not 
inctndiod | in the appropriation? 

Mr. CANNON. They wanted an increase all along the line. 
There was a provision on the bill for the current year that di- 
rected the Secre to make specific estimates for his whole 
force; and in the making of those estimates there was somewhat 
of an increase. On fuller investigation we concluded it was not 
practicable for the Secre to estimate or the committee to 
recommend specifically for the scientific corps, because, in our 
judgment, it is a live service, and the Bureau had better be left 
to this administration employing scientists from time to time for 
necessary work, and then letting them go out of employment 
when not required. That explains part of the matter. Another 
part is the publication of maps. My recollection is that for this 
they wanted $100,000; we gave them $70,000. 

I want to say, touching this service, that it is a great service, 3 
growing service. It has got about legs enough to craw] itself. 
{[Laughter.] It hasa wonderfully bright head and a wonderfully 
meritorious one I will frankly say, in my judgment. 

Mr. LLOYD. I concur in what the gentleman says on that 
point. 

Mr. CANNON. It grows, you know, like a green bay tree. I 
think we have fairly well cared for it. I trust it may always re- 
main as efficient as it is now and may always keep out of the rut 


_in which much of the public service is apt, and to contract the 


disease of dry rot. 
Mr. LLOYD. Is it not true that a considerable sum was asked 


as an additional ap riation for topographical survey? 
Mr. CANNON. Fifty thousand dollars more was asked for that 


purpose. 
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or hy pa a Was any necessity shown for that $50,000 addi- 
tion 

Mr. CANNON. That was for additional work, as we under- 
stood. The truth is there would be a demand for $1,000,000, if we 
would give it. They would take the amount and would do the 
work. But this service has grown quite rapidly; and after inves- 
tigation your committee is of opinion that the amount recom- 
mended is sufficient. My friend knows that we must leave some- 
thing for future generations to do. 

Mr. LLOYD. Was there anything else for extension of the 
service? The gentleman sees the point I am trying to reach. 
What was it which the committee appropriated that would extend 
the service? The gentleman says that $50,000 was for additional 
expenditure in topography. I want to get at the amount they 
desired to expend which would expand the service. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I think there was an estimate for an ad- 
ditional 4 to go to Alaska. 

Mr. LLOYD. You have already provided for that? 

Mr. CANNON. We have already three parties 

Mr.LLOYD. Youhave already provided for that, have you not? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes; but they want another one. 

Mr. LLOYD. How much more money? 

Mr. CANNON. Ido not recollect; I think $20,000. It seemed 
to us that this matter might wait. This whole question can come 
up, however, under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. LLOYD. All right. 

Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Chairman, I was not able to hear the 
whole statement of the gentleman from Illinois, because I was 
called out of the Hall. Therefore he will allow me to ask, Does 
this bill carry an appropriation for improvements in this Dis- 
trict—for what is termed ‘‘ beautifying Washington?”’ 

Mr. CANNON. It carries the usual appropriation for the park 
system. 

“Mr. RUCKER. No extension—no increased amount? 

Mr. CANNON. There is an increase of $70,000 for improve- 
ments on the Potomac Flats—the making of a roadway along the 
bank of the river adjacent to the Monument and extending of 
the wall where the bathing establishment is now. 

Mr. RUCKER. This bill does not carry any appropriation for 
making these extensive improvements that we have been reading 
about in the papers? 

Mr. CANNON. The parking system? 

Mr. RUCKER. Yes, sir. “ 

Mr. CANNON. Nay, nay. 

Mr. RUCKER. The gentleman spoke about the construction 
ofa — for offices. Thatis practically useful, I suppose— 
needed? 

Mr. CANNON. I believe the committee is of that opinion. I 
most certainly am. 

Mr. RUCKER. The gentleman considers that much more 
necessary than the appropriation of large sums of money for the 
purpose of beautifying the city of Washington? 





Mr. CANNON. Oh, I am satisfied that the first thing that | 


ought to be done toward extending the public buildings in the 
city of Washington is to complete this Capitol according to the 
original design and make the improvements indicated. 

Mr. RUCKER. Let me ask the gentleman another question. 
I believe the appropriations made for the improvement of this 
city must be borne one-half by the General Government and one- 
half by the city of Washington? 

Mr. CANNON. Well, that is not entirely so. We are trying 
to extend that principle—the principle of half and half. 

Mr. RUCKER. Are there any appropriations here for public 


improvements—I do not mean Government improvements, but | 


improvements of the city or District—of which the District does 
not pay half? 


Mr. CANNON. We have upon this biil in many instances, | 
especially in extending and improving the parks, succeeded in 


getting the appropriations made on the half-and-half principle. 
In regard to thisimprovement on the Potomac Flats we provide 
for payment half and half. 

Mr RUCKER. Does the gentleman believe that every im- 
provement of that nature ought to be borne by the District? 

Mr. CANNON. Ido. 

Mr. RUCKER. And none of them paid for in whole by the 
Government? Now, if the gentleman will kindly answer me, if 
he can. This half which is paid by the city or the District, of 
course, is raised by local taxation? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. . B 

Mr. RUCKER. There has been a good deal of discussion in 
the newspapers about the taxation o rsonal property here. 
Will the gentleman advise me as to whether personal property is 
taxed here? 

Mr. CANNON. Practically, I understand not. _— 

Mr. RUCKER. Then, does not the gentleman believe that be- 
fore we appropriate another dollar for expenses, one-half of which 
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the city ought to pay, that the city ought to be required to tax 
personal pro 

Mr. CANNON. I will say to my friend that the newspapers 
say that the District Committees that have charge of legislation 
are considering that subject, and it has been announced that pro- 
visions to be recommended are about ready. Your Committee on 
Appropriations has delayed the preparation of its appropriation 
bill for the purpose of seeing whether or not such legislation 
would be enacted, and as one member of that committee I am not 
willing to provide for expenditures for improvements of the Dis- 
trict proper except as the District contributes its quota. 

Mr. RUCKER. Its half. 

Mr. CANNON. And I trust before this bill is enacted—I mean 
the District bill that is to come later—that legislation under the 
lead of the District Committee of the House and of the District 
Committee of the Senate will provide for an increase of revenue. 
I trust that will be the case. 

Mr. RUCKER. There is a proposition pending to make a loan 
of ten or fifteen millions of dollars to the District. Does that 
come before the Committee on Appropriations? 

Mr.CANNON. No, that would not. That would involve legis- 
lation of which the District Committee of the House would have 
jurisdiction. 

Mr. RUCKER. And not yours. 

Mr. CANNON. In my judgment it is not necessary to make a 
loan. In my judgment if there was a fair assessment of the real 
estate of the District of Columbia that the revenues would be in- 
creased a million of dollars, say, or more, by reason of that fair 
assessment. Then if there was a fair assessment of the personal 
property of the District, of the capital stock of the various cor- 
porations, and the choses in action, substantially like such prop- 
erty is taxed in the States,in my judgment it would yield at least 
a million and a half of dollars of revenue. That would make two 
millions and a half, and two millions and a half increase, with a 
like amount added from the national Treasury, will do all the 
work that is desirable to be done in the District of Coluinbia, in 
my judgment, and as fast as it ought to be done without the bor- 
rowing of one cent. 

Mr. RUCKER. Then it is the best policy of the Government 
to impose taxes on all the personalty and money, stock, bond, 
choses in action and force the District in that way to raise a part 
and the Government pay its part, rather than to loan. 

Mr. CANNON. I have no doubt that the property of the Die- 


| trict ought to be taxed for the benefit of the District revenues as 


it is taxed elsewhere. 
Mr. RUCKER. The gentleman doubtless has seen in the papers 
that taxation of personal property might compel some rich gen- 


| tlemen to leave the District. 


Mr. CANNON. Well, I do not know. It seems to me that if 


| they should insist on going on that account I would fracture 


the Constitution for the purpose of hoisting a flag and hiring a 
band as they depart. [Laughter. | 

Mr. RUCKER. Iam very glad to hear the gentleman say that. 
I agree with him. One other proposition. If they do not go, the 
newspapers say they might be forced to commit perjury in order to 


| hide their property. The newspapers here in Washington say that. 





Mr. CANNON. Well, I hardly think that is correct. 

Mr. RUCKER. The gentleman understands me— 

Mr. CANNON. I do not believe that any great block of people 
would commit perjury. Once in a while, for a great many cen- 
turies, individuals have lied, and I think where a man would tell 
a lie for gain he would probably swear to it, but I do not think 


| that is the rule. 


Mr. RUCKER. The gentleman understands me. I do not 
charge it, I merely say I saw it in the newspapers. I see that ar- 
gument advanced that gentlemen here would commit perjury 
rather than pay taxes. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, we want to be lenient in our minds with 
our friends in the District. I donot mean that we want to fail 
to enact legislation, but they have just the same kind of people 
here that they have in every other capital, namely, people who de- 
sire to get the most they can at the expense of all of the people 
and bear as little burden at their own expense as possible. 

Mr. RUCKER. Ifully agree with what the gentleman has said 
about leniency to the people of the District of Columbia, but I 
think, also, that we ought to be fair with our people at home, and 
if in doing that we force some rich men to leave the city of Wash- 
ington I would join the gentleman in hoisting the flag and hiring 
the band, and if they stay and violate the law let them be dealt 
with like any other man who violates the law. 

Mr. CANNON. I do not believe that many gentlemen of 
wealth—I do not believe that any gentleman of wealth—would 
leave the District of Columbia under just taxation; and now, to 
be candid, for fear I may have been misunderstood, I am very 

lad that any American citizen who sees proper to come to Wash- 
ington to live should come. And it is no crime, in my eyes, fora 


a OR LER Ae ST emtonigreRtee nie nhs gh ATE shew 
oe See mae ig fe) all See ED So yf ag 
ie =e 


Sey rs 


; 
j 


sar 


chaadiadlieetentimndemnanade maemo setedema aantemaaamennalel 


Se ee 








3474 


man to be rich. 





I would stop just when I made him contribute 
his share, according to his property, for the public service. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Is there any lawauthorizing the taxation 
of personal assets now in the District of Columbia? 

Mr. CANNON. None that is enforced, as I understand it. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Why is it not enforced? What is the 
trouble? 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I think probably that the machinery, 
as I understand it, is not provided for its enforcement, as is 
claimed. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. There wasa cog left outof the machinery. 

Mr. CANNON. Probably a cog left out. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. A cog removed; not left out. 

Mr. CANNON. A cog removed, says my colleague from Mas- 
sachusetts, and I accept that statement, because he knows more 
about it than I do. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. They have just ceased to collect. 

Mr. CANNON. But it is our business to put the cog back. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes; I agree with you. They took that 
cog out, and then kept entirely quiet and did not appeal to Con- 
gress to put the cog back; just went quietly along, and then 
finally said there was not any law authorizing the assessment of 
personal property, and asking us to tax our constituents the full 
half of all the expense, while they kept, perhaps, a full half off 
from the tax duplicate. That is about the way of it, as I under- 


stand. 
Well, it is so alleged, and I think very likely 


Mr. CANNON. 
that is correct. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Aad in the meantime the District of Co- 
lumbia has become a haven of rest for those who dislike to pay 
taxes elsewhere; and they drift here and obtain a nomi%a! resi- 
dence, without paying any taxes here, and reporting tuemselves 
as nonresidents of the State from which they came. 

Mr. CANNON. I fear that is the case; I do not know, but I 
suspect that is the case in many instances. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Do not you think it would be a good cure 
for that to refuse to appropriate money until some system of tax- 
ation is enforced here that will equalize those assessed upon our 
own people? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, as Congress is the common council for 
the District, a better cure is that, knowing the evil, we apply the 
remedy. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Very well. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I have endeavored as best I conld 
to hear the colloquy between the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
BEnTON] and the gentleman frem Illinois a few moments ago, 
and I assume that the chairman of the committee [Mr. Cannon] 
stated that it was his desire as a member of the committee to see 
that the District of Columbia paid one-half of the expenses for 
the beautifying of the parks of the District, and that that was 
the principle involved in the appropriation contemplated for the im- 
provement of the Potomac Flats beyond the Monument. I should 
like to ask the gentleman whether there is any improvement, of 
the general scope of the improvement of ‘the Potomac Flats em- 
bodied in this bill, wherein that principle of having one-half of 
the expense paid by the District of Columbia is omitted? 

Mr. CANNON. No; I think it is not omitted. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. May I ask the gentleman the 
amount of the appropriation beyond the Monument? 

Mr.CANNON. Seventy thousand dollars. 

Now, I will yield ten minutes of my time to the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Hemenway], who wishes to leave the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the gentleman 
from Illinois has but four minutes remaining. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana ask to 
be recognized? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. LIask to be recognized in my own time. 
I intend to use about ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. If no one desireg to address the committee 
in opposition, the Chair will recognize the gentleman from Indi- 
ana. If anyone desires to address the committee in opposition, 
he will be recognized. 

Mr. BENTON, The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hemen- 
Way] is a member of the committee and of thesubcommittee. I 
am in charge of this side, and I have no objection to the gentle- 
man from Indiana using such time as he desires. I intended to 
make a short statement myself, but I can do it afterwards. I 
think the gentleman is entitled to some time in his own right. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair always endeavors to alternate 
in recognizing gentlemen. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I will state to the Chairman that if there 
is anyone who desires to be heard now, I will wait. I only want 
to use ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I do not often consume 


the time of this House by speaking, but I am so deeply interested 
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in one item in this bill and in the legislation that I hope will 
8 ily follow, that I feel it is my duty to urge upon Congress 

t we act and.act promptly. I refer to the item of $200,000 to 
enforce the Chinese-exclusion law. 

You ask why appropriate this money when this law expires by 
limitation May 5. 

My answer is that the bill reported to this House from the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs or the one now pending in the Sen- 
ate must be passed and become law before May 5 or this Congress 
will go into his as committing the greatest crime that has 
been committed by lack of legislation in many years. I urge that 
there be no longer delay, but that this legislation be enacted at 
once. Then the Department will find waiting the: money now on 
hand from our last sepoenaen. and $200,000 more that we ap- 
propriate by this bill, so that the safeguards that have been here- 
tofore adopted and such other safeguards as are necessary to 
enforce the law and prevent Chinamen getting into this country 
may be carried into effect. 

When the gentleman with smooth tongue, who wants cheap la- 
bor in order that his profits may be increased, urges that Chinese 
labor will do no harm, do not listen to him for a moment, but.push 
him aside and tell him youstand for that great:mass of American 
citizens who areearn striving to uphold the standard for the 
American wage-earner, and for his cottage home, for geod cloth- 
ing and food for his wife and children, and you have no use for 
the man who wants to degrade him and ruin‘his home and family 
by placing him in competition with Chinese labor. I believe in 
protection of American industries, but, my countryman, how much 
more important it is to protect our American wage-earner who 
has had so much to do with making this the greatest nation on 
earth. Then let us delay no longer. We have before us the bill 
reported from the committee of our own ; 

o one can fail to see how well drawn it is, or how intelligently 
and nee the original author of the bill and the com- 
mittee have labored over it, and they deserve and will receive for 
their splendid work the thanks of their colleagues in both Houses 
of Congress, and not less the hearty thanks of the great public 
which has such a vital interest in the success of this all-important 
measure. If it is not perfect it can be amended. 

I shall vote for this bill with the greatest pleasure, and I wish 
to do all that I can to promote its passage, believing as I do that 
ablic—that is far 
too cold and colorless a phrase—but that it is absolutely essential 
for the continuance of our American institutions and civilization. 

The original bill, as it came from the hands of the distinguished 


| member from California, was strong and praiseworthy. The 


amendments have merely made it still stronger and more praise- 
worthy. I especially welcome the amendment which provides 
for keeping Chinese immigrants out of our insular possessions as 
well as out-of our mainland. It has been repeatedly thrown in 
the teeth of the dominant party that it was proposing to allow 


| Chinese labor to be made use of extensively in the Philippine and 


Hawaiian islands, so as to enable American manufacturers an 
capitalists to go to those islands and produce goods there by Chi- 
nese labor cheaper than we can produce them at home with 
American labor, and thus allow some of our own employers and 
producers to cut under our own prices and unde e the pre- 
cious structure of American industry. This amendment fully 
meets and disproves all such allegations, and its necessity, on 
general principles, is evident. Iam very glad it has been incor- 
porated in the bill. 

The bill is carefully drawn so as to do no injustice to anybody. 
No true American wishes to do injustice to any foreigner, be he 
European, African, or Asiatic. bill amply provides for the 
rights and conveniences of Chinese entitled to enter or reside in 
this country—the Chinese laborers registered as residents, or the 
Chinese teachers, students, merchants, and travelers who may 
wish toenter and remain temporarily in the United States. There 
can be no complaint against the bill on this score. The gentle- 
men who have ap before the committee in o ition to the 
bill, the gentlemen who are so desirous of increasing their profits 
in trading with China, say that they are not pleading the cause 
of coolie labor, that they do not object ‘to the prohibition of 
— labor in this country. Then why do they object to this 

ill: 

They say all they care about is to make sure that Chinese teach- 
ers and merchants are not interfered with. Wherein does this 
bill interfere? But aw it will make China and so in- 
jure their trade with China. Why should it make China angry? 
The Chinese Government and the higher classesof the Chines: 
_— can not blame us for not wanting to have millions of coolivs 

um into our country to vitiate our civilization‘and to swam) 
our labor market. There is no objection on our part ‘to the com- 
ing here of Chinese teachers, students, merchants, and travelers 
on legitimate business and in a legitimate manner, and the only 
reason why their entrance is hedged about with the formalities 
and restrictions enumerated in the bill is in order that we may 
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guard our country against the entrance of laborers under false 
retenses in the guise of students, merchants, etc., which has 
toon so great and so frequent an abuse in the past. 

Why, then, should the Chinese Government or the Chinese 

rivileged classes complain of the bill? And how can the bill in- 
jure our Chinese trade? There is nothing in this objection of the 
opposition. It is a mere scarecrow. 
ut I hasten to say that even if the passage of the bill should 
offend China seriously, and even if it should cost us every dollar 
of our Chinese trade, that would be infinitely better than for the 
bill to fail and not to become a law. What is the favor of China 
and what is the value of our Chinese trade ee oye with the 
degradation and ruin of our American labor? At all hazards, 
Mr. Chairman, and whatever else may or may not happen, Chi- 
nese a labor must and shall be kept out of this country. It 
is a terrible misfortune that so much of it has already been ad- 
mitted. Not another single solitary Chinese laborer should be 
permitted ever to set foot on American soil. The Chinese may 
consider it a signal evidence of mercy and forbearance on our part 
that we have conceded so much to them already. 

They come over here as foreigners, to remain foreigners, and 
living in holes and hovels and swarming like vermin, underbid- 
ding and crowding out our laborers, getting all the money they 
can from us and seen none of it, incurring none of our civic 
obligations, keeping aloof from our civilization, adopting none of 
our ways, introducing their own filthy ways, and contaminating 
the moral and — sneeernene with their rotten and pestifer- 
ous practices. They are unlike all other immigrants. ey are 
not wanted here, and must stay away. 

This is a most serious question, Mr. Chairman, from the stand- 
point of American labor. No more serious question has ever 
come up for settlement, and none more serious ever could come 
up. Our American laboring men and women are subjected to a 
quite severe enough competition among themselves at best. The 
rewards and returns of labor are scanty enough at best and un- 
der natural conditions. But what rewards and returnscan Anglo- 
Saxon labor hope for if subjected to competition with Asiatics who 
can and do live on 2 cents’ worth of rice a day? This is the prac- 
tical question connected with this bill. 

It is a question whether we shall keep up the standards of life 
in the ranks of American labor, and strive to continue to elevate 
those standards or deliberately degrade them to the Chinese level. 
How can any true-hearted American contemplate the latter alter- 
native without horror? But this would infallibly and inevitably 
be the result, unless the rigid exclusion of Chinese laborers de- 
creed by this bill is maintained. 

The injury already done to American labor on the Pacific coast, 
and toa considerable extent all over the country, by Chinese labor 

_ has been very great. There is no telling how many Chinese there 
are in our far West. The census is entirely unreliable on that 
point, simply because the Chinese hide and lk and evade enu- 
meration and identification as much as possible. There are over 
50,000 of them in San Francisco alone, and they swarm all over the 
Pacific and Mountain States. They have practically monopolized 
the labor field in the Alaska fisheries, and in the Pacific States 
they have driven to the wall our American working men and 
women in the lines of household service, cigar making, boot and 
shoe making, bag making, tailoring, laundering, farming, brick 
making, mine working, and railroad working, not to speak of 
many other industries. 

But I need not tell over again this old familiar tale of how our 
honest, brave American working men and women on the frontier 
have been wounded thus in the house of their friends. The work- 
ingmen of the United States—the backbone of this country—stand 
as a unit, shoulder to shoulder, on this question. They may differ 
as to other questions, but they are unanimous in their apprecia- 
tion of this one great overshadowing peril and menace, 

At the last convention of the American Federation of Labor, 
held at Scranton, Pa., in a report of the executive officers, the plea 
was made for the extension of law for exclusion of Chinese, and 
they said, in part: 

Apart from the fact that we are workingmen, we are also American citi- 
zens, fully imbued with the grand principles underlying our form of govern- 
ment and our present system of civilization. The introduction or continu- 
ance of an element so entirely at variance with our economic, political, social, 
and moral cgnoeptions, and so utterly incapable of adaptation to the Caucasian 
ideas of civilization, is not only dangerous to us as a class but is destructive 
of the various institutions we are so earnestly striving to uphold, maintain, 
orattain. Whatever may be the opinion of others, to us this matter does not 
permit a compromise. 

Chinese exclusion is an issue upon which all organized labor is a unit. 

The hearthstone of the American citizen is in danger. 

Every incoming coolie means the displacement of an American and the 
lowering of the American standard of living: 

It represents so much money sent out of the country. 

much more vice and immorality injected into our 1 life in its place. 

20 Fula nobadford to trifle with a race of pe ey ee 

n . 
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maintain that discrimi: nation in the caso of Chinese immigrants is impossi- 
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We insist upon an exclusion act which will effectively exclude. Provision 
must made for proper enforcement of the law when enacted, and the ju- 
risdiction and execution of the law so conferred as to remove it from the 
legal juggling to which former laws have been subject. 


In this plea all organized labor of this country join and urge 
us toact. Youask that proper provision be made for the enforce- 
ment of the law when enacted. I am glad, Mr. Chairman, that 
I have the honor to serve as a member of the committee that to- 
day reports an appropriation of $200,000 to be used in addition to 
the amount now on hand for that purpose. 

This is not a matter affecting the Pacific States alone. Even if 
it were, that would be a sufficient reason for enacting this meas- 
ure. But unless the bars are put up strongly and permanently 
against this Chinese invasion they will overwhelm not only our 
West, but also our whole country. There are 400,000,000 of them, 
one-third of the population of the whole earth. What, with their 
enormous numbers, their capacity for hard work, and their abil- 
ity to live on almost nothing, they constitute in sober earnest the 
most deadly peril of Western and Christian civilization to-day. 
Our only safety, Mr. Chairman, consists in shutting them out and 
keeping them out. This is what this bill proposes to do, and that 
is why I am in favor of it. I trust sincerely that the bill will be 
passed and become law at the earliest possible date, and before 
the ist day of May. [Applause.] 

Mr. BENTON. Mr. Chairman, I will not take up much time 
on this bill. Before I say anything about the provisions of this 
bill I desire, in answer to some inquiries of my colleague from 
Missouri, to discuss now for a moment and to make ati explana- 
tion on District matters. The Subcommittee on Appropriations 
having in charge the District bill convened ten weeks ago with 
the intention of having hearings and reporting the bill for the Dis- 
trict to Congress; and if the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia had asked for the ordinary amount of money the bill 
perhaps would have been out of the Senate before this time. The 
Commissioners came in, and their recommendations covered some- 
thing like ten and a half millions of dollars. 

On investigating the amount of revenue which the District 
could raise by taxation on the subjects of taxation which had 
heretofore been used, we found that three and a half million dol- 
lars was about all they raised in the District by taxation, and 
under a former statute, the Government appropriating the same 
amount, that it aggregated about $7,000,000, and more than that 
would be outside of our authority to appropriate. The subcom- 
mittee of the Committee on Appropriations called the Commis- 
sioners together and insisted to thems that while their recommen- 
dations for the interests of the District were probably correct, yet 
in view of the fact that we were only authorized to appropriate 
so much as they raised by taxation, that we preferred to defer the 
taking up and passing the appropriation bill for the District until 
they had made some efforts through the proper committees of 
this House and at the other end of the Capitol, to wit, the Com- 
mittees on the District. of Columbia, to raise by taxation a suffi- 
cient amount of money that would authorize us to appropriate 
more money than we had appropriated in bilis heretofore. 

So that the Committee on Appropriations or its subcommittee 
on the District of Columbia appropriation bill have waited to see 
what would be done, because it is our determination—and I be- 
lieve the full committee will indorse the feeling of the subcom- 
mittee—not to appropriate any more money than double the 
amount the District raises by taxation. The question was raised 
in the District subcommittee two years ago as to why personal 
property was not taxed in the District of Columbia. It was inti- 
mated to us very broadly that it was the desire of the citizenship 
of the District to invite gentlemen of wealth to come here and 
make homes, indicating to them that if they would build a fine 
home here they would be taxed reasonably on their real property 
and that their personal property would — taxation. 

In other words, it was an apparent bid to bring wealth here on 
the suggestion, if not the promise, that it would not be taxed. We 
know something of the necessities of the District when we know 
what sort of water we have been drinking, and we know that a fil- 
tration plant ought to be made for the District, costing about a mil- 
lion of dollars. We were just as anxious to meet the requirements 
of the District as the Commissioners were, but we were just as 
determined, so far as our committee was concerned, that some- 
thing ought to be done looking toward the taxation of personalty 
and real property in the District in some manner that would be 
nearer its worth than in the past, and it is because we desire those 
things done that the District bill has not been reported. 

Mr. RUCKER. Can the gentleman inform us when the Dis- 
trict appropriation bill will be reported? 

Mr. BENTON. We have no information at all to give, because 
we would rather await the action of Congress as to whether they 
would authorize taxation of personal property. The Committee 
on Appropriations, all of them, and I know distinctly that I would 
not want to to issue bonds or a loan. We would rather 
they would the money by taxation. 
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Mr. RUCKER. You say that you would rather that the Dis- 
trict raise the money than issue bonds? 

Mr. BENTON. I will not vote for the issuance of bonds at all. 

Mr. RUCKER. Has a bill been introduced in the Senate tax- 
ing personal property in this District? 

Mr. BENTON. I think so. 

Mr. RUCKER. AsI learn through the papers, everything that 
relates to District legislation is referred to the Commissioners of 
the District for their revision and modification. 

Mr. BENTON. That is not true so far as the appropriations 
are concerned. We revise and often modify their estimates. 

Mr. RUCKER. I only make that statement based on news- 
paper reports. 

Mr. BENTON. It may be that the District Commissioners are 
advised with by the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
They are advised with by us. They make their estimates and we 
revise them afterwards. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I would like toask the gentleman a question, 
if he will yield. 

Mr. BENTON. Yes. 

Mr. HEPBURN. And that is, during the investigation upon 
this subject that you have referred to, was there any information 
furnished your committee as to the probable number of millions 
of property that escaped taxation in the District because of the 
failure to tax personal property? 

Mr. BENTON. Not that I might put in the REcorpD as cer- 
tain, though I have a very fair idea. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Would the gentleman object to stating it? 

Mr. BENTON. 
it would reach $250,000,000. 

Mr. HEPBURN. That is not now taxed? 

Mr. BENTON. That is the best estimate that I can make. 

Mr. RUCKER. Is that $250,000,000 personal or real estate? 

Mr. BENTON. Both. 

Mr. RUCKER. What part of it is personal? 

Mr. BENTON. More than one-half; probably two-thirds. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I would like to make a sugges- 
tion to the gentleman. Appropriate to the matter now occupy- 
ing the gentleman’s attention and which he has discussed, I only 
want to call to his attention one case. 
interesting to the people of the District of Columbia, but to the 
people throughout the whole country. An instance came to my 
attention within a year and a half or two years prior to this time 
where a resident of tne District had his hundred and some odd 


thousand dollars loaned out in a single county in the State of | 


Indiana, but he pays no taxes in the District and he pays no taxes 
in Indiana. 
the disposition to correct that evil in providing for taxation of 
personal property in the District. 

Mr. KLUTTZ. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Pies no time to yield. The 
gentleman from Missouri yielded to me. 

Mr. BENTON. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. KLUTTZ. Does not the gentleman know as a matter of 
common report that a great many millionaires have moved to 
Washington to dodge taxation of personal property? 

Mr. BENTON. I donot know it. It would be a mere matter 
of opinion if I said yes. Mr. Chairman, I had intended to defer 
any discussion of this matter until the District bill came before us. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Mis- 
souri will allow me, is it not true that the Committee on Appro- 
priations has nothing to do with enacting the law under which 
taxes are assessed? 

Mr. BENTON. Nothing whatever. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. That matter belongs to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BENTON. 
in charge. We only appropriate what we have got in sight; and 
I believe the Committee on Appropriations is of one mind on that 


subject, and that is that the property in the District of Columbia | 
ought to be assessed at a fair valuation, whether it is real or per- | 


sonal, as it is in the States. 


Mr. KEHOE. Will the gentleman from Missouri yield to me | 


for a question? 

Mr. BENTON. Certainly. 

Mr. KEHOE. According to the fair value of property, which 
is of the greater valué, the property of the Government or the 
property of the individuals in the District? 

Mr. BENTON. The property of the individuals, clearly. Now, 
Mr. Chairman, I want to say just a word to members on this side 
of the House about this bill that is before us. The subcommittee 
of appropriations on the sundry civil bill had the benefit of the 
long experience of the chairman of the committee in its investi- 


gation. We were about this bill three weeks, and I believe we | 


made as good a bill as we could under the circumstances. 
I have been asked the question sometimes by members of Con- 
gress, privately, why certain appropriations are larger than would 


I think from the best estimate I could make | 


This is a matter not only | 


I hope if the gentleman has the power he will have | 


It belongs to the committee that has legislation | 


appear to be necessary from the day-to-day expenditures. My 
answer to that is this: Whenever we appropriate money it is to 
be in accordance with established law. If we appropriate at any 
time what seems to be large sums or unnecessary sums, it is not 
the fault of the Committee on Appropriations. It comes from 
legislation which Congress has already enacted, which makes con- 
tinuing pores necessary. 


Now, this isa very representative and a very fair bill. It ap- 
propriates nearly $13,000,000 less than the last bill. Ofcourse, we 
do not think for a moment that we are going to get it through 
Congress in any such condition. This bill as presented here ap- 
| propriates $12,500,000 less than the current fiscal year, and is, in 
the opinion of the Committee on Appropriations, what is neces- 
sary, and at least fairly liberal; but when the bill is made up and 
is settled in conference my opinion is that it will be as large as 
the current law. 

But the bill as presented by the Committee on Appropriations 
| is in their opinion amply sufficient for the purposes for which the 
appropriations aremade. Justoneotherpoint. There appears to 
be a considerable increase in one item to which I called the chair- 
| man’s attention, and that is for the finishing up of the work in 
| the Yellowstone Park. Your committee were of the opinion that 
one of two things ought to be done: Either we ought to quit the 
park entirely, or finish up the public work and make the roads 
through it, put them in good state of preservation—and we de- 
cided to doit. Itis notin the opinion of the committee extrava- 
gant, but if we are going to hold the park, it is a work of neces- 
| sity. One word about the proposed building for use of members. 

I think that it should be the first of the proposed buildings in 
| this city. I stand ready to vote for the appropriation when it is 
offered in the House. Mr. Chairman, I now yield an hour to the 
gentleman from Colorado [Mr. BELL]. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES, 


| The committee informally rose; and Mr. GROSVENOR having 

taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message in writing 
| from the President of the United States was communicated to the 
| House of Representatives by Mr. PRupDEN, one of his secretaries, 
| who also announced that the President had approved and signed 
bills of the following titles: 

On March 81, 1902: 

H. R. 2123. An act granting a pension to Elizabeth M. Folds; 
2669. An act granting a pension to Isabella Compton; 
3769. An act granting a pension to Susan Terry; 

3873. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
lowers; 

5073. 
6487. 
7846, 
7968. 
8292. 
9296. 
4456. 
5289. 
6018. 
7O7A. 
8293. 
9397. 
1325. 
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An act granting a pension to Christina Daniels; 
An act granting a pension to Kazier Washburn; 
An act granting a pension to Michael Tynan; 

An act granting a pension to Norris L. Lungren; 
An act granting a pension to Hester Thomas; 

An act granting a pension to Mary E. Chapman; 
An act granting a pension to Ruth B. Osborne; 
An act granting a pension to Malvina C. Stith; 
An act granting a pension to Lue Emma McJunkin; 
An act granting a pension to Benjamin F. Draper; 
An act granting a pension to Amanda Jacko; 

An act granting a pension to John 8. Lewis; 

An act granting an increase of pension to William 


= PO PO BO BO Oo BB 


~ 
e 

: = 
5 

© 


+ 


. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
. An act granting an increase of pension to John B. 


. Anact granting an increase of pension to Frederick 





. Anact granting an increase of pension to Milton A. 


H. R. 7320. 
| Mantach; 
H. R. 7424. 
Craig; 
. R. 7771. 
| Seaman; 
H. R. 10132. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
yarner; 
| H.R. 10956. An act granting an increase of pension to Frances 
| K. Morrison; 
" H. R. 1529. An act granting an increase of pension to John G. 
rower; 
H. R. 2673. An act granting an increase of pension to John Vale; 
H. R. 3272. An act granting an increase of pension to Israel P. 


An act granting an increase of pension to James 
An act granting an increase of pension to John 


An act granting an increase of pension to Frank 


H. R. 4488. An act granting an increase of pension to Selden E 
Whitcher; 
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H. R. 5548. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
W. Skinner; 
H. R. 7823. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob D. | 
Caldwell; 
a R. 9227. An act granting an increase of pension to Frederick | 
Shafer; 

H. R. ga An act granting an increase of pension to Mary F. | 
Key; an 

H. R. 3278. An act to correct the military record of C. R. Dickson. 

On March 29, 1902: i 

S. 4260. An act to correct the military record of James A. 
Somerville; and 

H. J. Res. 171. Joint resolution for appointment of members of 
board of managers of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer 
Soldiers. 

On March 81, 1902: 

H. R. 3136. An act for a public building for a marine-hospital | 
at Pittsburg, Pa. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. BELL. Mr. Chairman, I am in the unfortunate condition 
of being compelled to talk about measures that are not before this 
House. I have rarely, if ever, done such a thing before, and I 
very much regret it now; but, from the condition of the House 
itself and its peculiar workings, if any member of this House 
desires to discuss _ great question that comes before it he must 
do it either prior to the hearing or after the bill has actually passed 
this body. 

Mr. Chairman, in my judgment one of the most, if not the 
most, important questions that is before the American people 
to-day, or should be before the American people, is to recover the 
a of Representatives from the low condition in which it has 

allen. 

Sir, we 7 shut our eyes as much as we will, but it is in every- 
body’s mouth to-day, whether Democrat, Republican, Prohibi- 
tionist, or whoever he may be, that the House of Representatives 
signifies nothing in the American régime of government. <A few 
days ago I was very much impressed by finding a Republican news- 
paper from the great State of Pennsylvania, one from the great 
State of California, and one from the District of Columbia sound- 
ing this warning at one and the same time. I want to reada 
little of these opinions, and I will begin with the Washington 
Post of this city: 


One reason, doubtless, why Representatives are so anxious to be Senators 
is that the House has ceased to be a deliberative body, but is controlled by a 
junta that dictates what shall and what shall not be done, while the Senateis 
preeminently a deliberative body of 90 ambassadors from half as many sov- 
ereign Commonwealths. As far as deliberation is concerned, the House that 
was presided over by GALUSHA A. GROW was as different from the House 
that is presided over by DAvip B. HENDERSON as the Roman senate that of- 
fered for public sale the und on which was encamped Hannibal's victori- 
ous army differed from the Roman senate that confirmed the purchase of the 
imperial purple. It will notalways beso. The mutterings and murmurings 
presage the coming of a storm that none can resist. 

That is from a paper published in our midst, that watches you 
and watches me and watches these proceedings every day. About 
the same day from San Francisco comes this editorial: . 

The leaders of the House of Representatives appear in the curious attitude 
of persons bent upon the destruction of their own importance. Absolute 
pow er over the presentation, discussion, and amendment of measures has 

een given to the Sveaker and the Committee on Rules; and this coterie of 

less than half a dozen men entirely dominates all proceeding in the House 
of Representatives. It decides what shall be considered, for how long, and 
by whom; and the precise force of any measure is determined in advance. 

Deliberation under this method of procedure of course becomes out of the 

uestion, and discussion sinks to the level of mere mechanical utterance, so 
ar as it affects the House of Representatives. Such a deliberate self-abase- 
ment of a great legislative body is without a parallel in the history of the 
world. Itis the Senate—sometimes called ‘the Millionaires’ Club *—which 
now deliberates and legislates,and the country recognizes the fact, whilst 
the House itself concedes it. It has become the one branch of Congress which 
now regularly determines the course and character of deliberation. No 


issue is now ever joined with it and no fight ever made against it. The fate 
that has now welaish overtaken the House is a singular one in so great a 
Republic and well worthy of the study of the political philosopher. 

A few days ago in a bunch of the bright newspaper men gath- 
ered at this capital, one who had been here over twenty years 
advocating Republicanism stood in his place and said: ‘‘A few 
years ago every principal newspaper man in Washington crowded 
into the House of Representatives; the inferior ones stayed in the 
Senate. But,’ said he, ‘‘ to-day no experienced newspaper man 
ever cares anything about the House of Representatives. It is no 
longer considered a deliberative body.”” And a Republican of 
national reputation, whose position is in the other Chamber, said: 
“Yes; you may talk about the deleterious effects of the steel 
trust; 7 may talk about the injuries of the railroad trusts; you 
may talk about the injuries of the sugar trust; but I will tell you 
the most dangeous trust in America to-day is the legislative trust 
that is placed in a few hands in the House of Representatives and 
is breaking down all of the powers and the principles upon which 
it was builded.” 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want this morning to talk about the 
three financial bills that have been reported to this House or ap- 


proved by the Republican members. And why do I bring this 


| question before the House at this hour? It is because you know 


and because I know that there has not been a question upon 
which parties differed in principle for years that has been de- 
bated or that has been permitted to be debated on this floor. 
We are begged to debate when some matter of no importance is 
up. We are deprived of debate, we are deprived of the opportu- 
nity of amendment, we are deprived of discussion when a great 
question comes up in this forum for final consideration. 

When the bill to strike down the sugar industry of this coun- 
try, which will come before us in a few days, you will see it put 
through with whip and spur; and no man who is interested in 
that great question will be permitted to amend that bill or dis- 
cuss it. Therefore we are forced prematurely to come here and 


| say what we wish to say about these questions before the proper 


time, or after it, or not atall. But, thank God, we can ask the 
sugar growers of twenty States what they think of a party that 
takes the tariff off the things they produce at the dictation of a 
gigantic sugar trust and leaves it on everything they buy. We 
can hang out the insignia of the astute General Dick: ‘‘Here is 
our free trade for the farmer and here is the protection for the 
sugar trust.’? We shall also try to find some way to inform them 
that we were gagged and could not debate or offer an amend- 
ment. In my judgment we have now pending before this body 
three of the most dangerous bills, taking them together, that ever 
were presented before this body in the history of this Government. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. MayI remind the gentleman that 
he has failed to call the attention of the House and the country to 
the responsibility of the Republican party for the condition that 

— here with reference to the rules and the Committee on 
ules? 

Mr. BELL. The country knows who is responsible for that. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the Democratic party for a number of 
years past has been charged as being currency ‘“‘tinkerers.’’ We 
had a great campaign on what the politicians on the stum» called 
the silver question. I never discussed it from that standpoint in 
this body or upon the stump. Nobody that ever understood our 
side of the question ever discussed it in this body or on the stump 
as the silver question. We all realized that the point at issue was 
not whether you should have silver, or gold,or paper. The issue 
was shall we have an abundance of Government money issued 
and controlled by the Government for all the people or bank 
paper controlled by the banks for the banks. 

The historian Hume says: 

In every kingdom into which money begins to flow in greater abundance 
than formerly everything takes on a new face for greater prosperity. 

Henri Cernuschi, the eminent French financier, says: 

The value of money depends upon its quantity. The purchasing power is 
always in relation to its quantity. 

The political economist Ritardo says: 

That commodities would rise and fall in price in proportion to the increase 
or diminution of money, I assume as a fact that is incontrovertible. 

The whole philosophy of the silver question is that gold, silver, 
and paper issued by the Government is safer than mere bank prom- 
ises to pay, of which we now have $300,000,000 in our circulation, 
and an effort is now being made to double it. 

The following billis put forth as the Republican idea of a financial 
panacea, with a unanimous report of Republican members, viz: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized 
to coin the silver bullion in the Treasury purchased under the act of July 14, 
1890, into such denominations of subsidiary silver coin as he may deem neces- 
sary to meet public requirements, and thereafter, as public necessities may 
demand, to recoin silver dollars into subsidiary coin; and so much of any act 
as fixes a limit to the aggregate of subsidiary silver coin outstanding, and so 
much of any act as directs the coinage of any portion of the bullion purchased 
under the act of July 14, 1890, into standard silver dollars, is hereby repealed. 

The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to maintain at all times 
at parity with gold the legal-tender silver dollars remaining outstanding; 
and to that end he is hereby directed to exchange gold for legal-tender silver 
dollars when as to the Treasury in the sum of $5 or any multiple 
thereof; and all provisions of law for the use or maintenance of the reserve 
fund in the Treasury relating to United States notes are, in the discretion 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, hereby made applicable to the exchange of 
legal-tender silver dollars. 

The question at issue still is whether you should have money is- 
sued by the Government in full and necessary quantity or whether 
you should leave it to the banks of the country to issue the money 
and contract or expand it at will. Now, our contention and the 

ith of the contention of all of the so-called silver men has ever 
n based upon the quantitive theory of money. We have al- 
ways contended and now contend, and the Republican party now 
agrees with us, that we must keep up an equilibrium between the 
amount of property to be exchanged and the amount of money 
with which to make those exchanges,and therefore we, in com- 
mon with all the economists who have gone before us, including 
our Secretaries of the Treasury from time to time, have said ‘wat 
all of these panics have been occasioned by t\e scarcity and not 
by the abundance of money; and I lay down another proposition, 
that in no case has there been a question raised as to the form of 
the money in times of panic, but in every case the clamor has 
been for money of any kind or any quality whatever. 
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You will generally find in one of these measures a small amount 
of good, a mere crumb for the people, and it climaxes with the 
colossal lion’s share shuffled into the already bursting coffers of 
the money changers. 

This bill provides for the very proper raise of the limitof sub- 
sidiary coin from $100,000,000 to $120,000,000. This subsidiary 
coin does not invade the domain of the national-bank notes or 
bonds, hence this comforting crumb is cheerfully extended to the | 
masses of the people. 

In 1900 the limit of subsidiary coin in the United States was 
$80,000,000. Owing to the great increase of our pank currency 
and gold coinage, together with the new trade coming from our 
own consumption and also the new trade from England for her 
Boer war, we were required to raise the limit on our divisional or 
minor coins from $80,000,000 to $100,000,000 to accommodate our 
greatly increased domestic trade. Our great and increasing coin- 
ing of gold and our increased trade continues, and the Director of 
the Mint has requested an additional raise of the limit of our 
subsidiary coins of $20,000,000 more, to $120,000,000—equaling the 
astonishing increase of 50 per cent in our necessity for small 
change in the space of two years. 

It is commendable that this requirement is supplied in the bill. 
The very fact that we now require 50 per cent more small change 
than we did before these wars, before our marvelous crops at 
home and the great droughts abroad, and before the mighty 
stimulus given to trade by the enormous increase in our gold 
coinage and the great increase in our per capita circulation, es- 
tablishes the pressing necessity for a like increase in our general 
currency. Does this bill provide for such an increase or permit 
the natural increase now going on? Nay, verily; but, on the con- 
trary, it seeks to shrink the volume of real money in the enormous 
sum of over $500,000,000, or to the extent of our present amount of 
coined silver dollars. But, say the authors of this ungenerous 
shuffle of the wealth of the people into the pockets of the bankers 
and bondholders, ‘* We do not destroy the silver dollar; we simply 
enable the people to take it to the Treasury and convert it into 
gold.’’ My dear sirs, the people do not want to convert it into 
gold, and you know it. That means that you purpose to convert 
a silver dollar into a mere order to pay it in gold, or reduce our 
real money to the amount of your gold stock. Under the law a 
holder may now take gold to the Treasury, deposit it, and receive 
gold certificates forit. Atany future time he can return the gold 
certificates and get back the gold coin. Allof this time, however, 
the Treasury must keep the gold in the vaults for the payment of 
the certificate. 

This act, if passed, would not only leave the outstanding certifi- 
cate above described against the gold dollar, but every one of the 
5006.000,000 and odd silver dollars would be converted into gold 
certificates, redeemable in the exact manner as gold certificates 
are redeemable, and would put $2 in certificates for each gold 
dollar for its redemption. 

We now hold in the Treasury continually $150,000,000 in gold 
to secure the redemption of probably $335,000,000 greenbacks 
(nominally $346,000,000, but with destruction and loss there is 
nothing approaching $346 ,000,000) and Treasury notes. This great 
sum of unused money in the hands of the people at the low rate 
of 3 per cent would be worth $9,000,000 per annum. 

If this bill should pass what would be the result? At the very 
next session of Congress the “‘ currency tinkers’’ would be here 
backed by the great banking interests of the world and a sub- 
servient press demanding that the gold reserve be raised to 
$300.000,000 to secure the payment of the silver dollars in gold. 
They will get it, as they have everything else they have demanded 
in modern times, and there will be piled up in the Treasury, or 
more probably in the national banks, idle money to the amount of 
$300,000,000, worth, at 3 per cent, $9,000,000. 

The “currency tinkers’’ for the past forty years have worked 
in and out of season forthe banking and bondholding interests 
alone, and these especially favored ones have made untold mil- 
lions out of these machinations, and in every instance in the inverse 
ratio the laborers and general producers have been plundered. 

Many times during the existence of this Government we have 
had financial panics, every one of which is attributable to the 
shrinkage or limitation of the power of the currency, or to the 
‘‘tinkers’’ with the currency. No panic has ever passed away 
without a pathetic trail of devastation among debtors, ordinary 
producers, and laborers which was heartrending. But few panics, 
if any, have ever visited any country that the great bond and 
mortgage holding and the great i rtion of the people 
were not financially benefited. The 1 bene and the small | 
financial institutions have always been caught in the wreckage. 
The great panic of 1837 occurred during Van Buren’s Adminis- 
tration, and is rightly attributed to a tinkering with the currency. 
Daniel Webster ascribed the panic to the interference of the 
Government with the currency, and to what was known as the 
“specie circular,’’ requiring all public lands to be paid for in 

specie. 














On May 10, 1837, all of the banks of New York suspended pay- 
ment, and devastation and wreckage of values were rife every- 
where except among the powerful money-owning and money- 
lending institutions of the country that defied the public and the 
people by suspending payment. 

Prof.W. G. Sumner, of Yale, in his History of American Cur- 
rency, states that nearly all of the banks money out of the 
suspension and paid big dividends during the year. 

The panic of 1857 was brought on largely by the “ tinkers”’ 
with currency in Congress. Prior to 1857 all of the gold coins 
and most of the silver coins of foreign nations were full legal 
tender in the United States. Gold had been overvalued by an 
act of Congress, and in consequence great quantities of a 
gold accumulated in the United States, and much of it was held 
as bank reserves, was of light weight, and was depreciated in 
bullion value. In February, 1857, Congress demonetized all for- 
eign coins without supplying anything to fill the vacuum. The 
coins were usually of such light weight that they could not be 
profitably converted into American coins, were exported never to 
return, which brought on the panic and spread ruin again to all 
classes except the owners of bonds, mortgages, and ready money. 
The shrinkage in the volume of the currency greatly enhanced 
the value of ready money and gilt-edged bonds and securities, and 
in an inverse ratio depreciated the value of labor and of all other 
property, to the ruin of producers and laborers. 

e awful panic of 1873 was brought on by the currency 
‘‘tinkers,”’ who persistently demanded the unnece retire- 
ment of the great volume of greenbacks without providing any- 
thing to fill their places. In a speech in the Senate, January 27, 
1869, when the currency “‘ tinkers’’ were strenuously demanding 
a more rapid retirement of the greenback, Hon. Sonn Sherman, 
before he became a ge bank-stock investor and when he was 
— throughout the country as plain, honest John Sherman, 
said: 


It is not possible to take this vo without the sorest distress. To eve 
person except a capitalist out of debt or a ed officer or annuitant it 
is a period of loss, ger, lassitude of trade, fall of wages, on of en- 
terprise, yma and ,and it means the ruin of dealers whose 
debts are twice their business —_— though one-third less than their actual 
property. It means the fall of al agricultural productions without any great 
reduction of taxes. When that day comes all enterprise will be ; 
every bank will have contracted its currency to the lowest limit, and the 
debtor, compelled to meet in coin a debt contracted in currency, will find the 
coin hoarded in the Treasury, no representative of coin in circulation, his 
poy shrunk, not only to the extent of the depreciation of the currency, 

vat still more by the artificial scarcity made by the holders of gold. 


He declared that the Pa retirement of the greenback to 
the extent proposed ‘‘ would be an act of folly without an exam- 
ple in evil in modern times.’’ (Cong. Globe, 1869, p. 629.) 

Notwithstanding all of the timely warning, the currency “ tink- 
ers’? never ceased until they brought on that awful panic of 1873, 
that reduced labor to idleness and want and. pauperized the 
debtors all over this land, and enriched those solvent money, 
bond, and mortgage holders by a forced conveyance of the prop- 
erty of the debtors into the hands of the capitalistic classes at 
from 25 per cent to 50 per cent of its true value. 

Wher the financial skies began to clear in 1874 and honest men 
with sad hearts began to view the spectacle and to right the true 
causes of the lamentable disaster, ruin, and misery which it had 
left in its trail, Hon. John A. Logan, March 17, 1874, graphically, 
and with a sad heart, said upon the floor of the United States 
Senate: 


But, sir, that the panic (1873) was not due to the character of the currency 
is proved by the history of the panicitself. * * * No, sir, the panic was 
not attributable to the character of the currency, but to a money famine, 
and to nothing else. In the very midst of the panic we saw the leading 
bankers and business men of New York pressing and urging the President 
and the Secretary of the Treasury to let loose twenty or twenty-five millions 


more of the same paper for their relief. * * * y is it that ta- 
tives forget the interests of their own section and stand up here as advo- 
cates of the gold brokers and money lenders and s . the same class of men 


whose tables Christ turned over and whom He lashed out of the temple at 
Jerusalem. Sir, turn this mati:r as we will and look at it from any side 


whatever, and it does present the appearance of being a stu dous scheme 
of the money holders to seize the Ss of placing under their contro! 
the vast industries of the nation. ‘ore, I warn Senators against push- 


ing too far the great conflict now going on between capital and labor. 

The diabolical panic of 1893, properly designated as the “ bank- 
ers’ panic,’’ was the most unnecessary and cruel thing that was 
ever precipitated upen an innocent and confiding people. This, 
too, was brought on by the pestiferous currency “ tinkers.”’ 
Senator Sherman and others had sounded the alarm by stating 
in the Senate that the present national banking system would 
soon go ont of existence, because the Government would 
be paid off, leaving no basis for a national-bank circulation. The 
national bankers got together, concluded to have the purchasing 


clause of the Sherman act re and thereby the issue of 
Treasury notes monthly for silver purchasers; stop the coinage of 
silver and force a bank-note currency and an issue of long-time 


interest-bearing bonds upon the e, for ee on 
The National Bankers’ Association issued a circu- 

lar letter to the bankers throughout the United States. telling 

them that Senator Sherman would introduce a bill to repeal the 
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urchasing clause of the Sherman act, for them to see their mem- 
toe of Co immediately, curtail loans and circulation of 
bank notes for a time, and they could secure the passage of the 
pill. Acrusade of intimidation and currency squeeze was begun 
that drove the people to hoarding, the banks and business men 
to withdrawing credits, culminating in the most disastrous panic 
that ever cursed this nation. 

Robert Ingersoll, the great campaigner of the a party, 
immediately christened it the ‘‘ bankers’ panic.’’ He said: 

This isa bankers’ panic. They have been proticting a panic for years, 
and have done all they could to fulfill the prediction. 

Senator David B. Hill, of New York, from their very midst, 
and contemnannagns with the ic, declared it the bankers’ 
legitimate offspring. From the floor of the United States Senate 
he said: 

With ghoulish glee they welcomed every bank failure, especially in the sil- 
5e en ener ete acted oe See 
ef refusin loans to the people, even UpOR the Dest cocurity; they circulated 
false py itions; passed absurd and alarming resolutions; yretiotes the direst 
disaster; attacked the credit of the Government; sought to exact a premium 
on currency, and attempted in every way to spread distrust broadcast 
throughout the land. The best organized financial system in the world 
could not stand such an organized and vicious attack upon it. These dis- 
— these promoters of the public peril, represent largely the creditor 
CLASS. 

This ic was not caused by any objection among the people 
to any form of money. The Secretary of the Treasury showed at 
the time that the people generally had lost confidence in the banks 
and were drawing out and hoarding their money, but without 
complaint accepted silver, silver certificates, Treasury notes, green- 
backs, or bank notes. The very silver dollars that the bankers 
feigned to fear went to a premium in New York of $2.50 per 
thousand during the panic. 

If the customs of some members of this House do not cease, in 
the early morning of this bright, new century the deadly upas of 
another blighting panic will lie at the doors of the pestiferous 
‘‘currency tinkers,”’ done in the interests of the cormorants that 
have already confiscated the wealth of the nation through cun- 
ningly throwing the people into inextricable complications. 
Whether these alert gentlemen bring this about unwittingly or 
premeditatedly, the direful effects will be equally excruciating. 

Mr. SIBLEY. What was the date of that circular? 

Mr. BELL. It was in August, 1893. 

Now, sir, the ang of the reneaey in his last report speaks 
of this awful panic. @ says practically the same thing about 
the instability of banks in panicky times. Secretary Gage, on 
page 76, in speaking of the panic of 1893, says: 

We have not far to look to see this well illustrated. The panic of 18% isa 


marked example. Within a period of less than twelve months bank credits 
(deposits) were contracted to a total of more than $400,000,000— 


Think of it— 
while the actual cash holdings of the banks were increased by nearly 
$50,000,000, 

Think of it. The banks increased their own money in their 
vaults $50,000,000 within twelve months and withdrew $400,000,- 
000 in credits during the panic of 1893. 


That is to say a volume of bank credits before available for transfer in the 
ordinary channels of trade was suddenly diverted to the payment of pre- 
existing indebtedness from the public to the banks. This is shown_by the 
fact that “loans and discounts” were reduced during the period to an 
amount substantially corresponding to the fall in deposits. 


of silver in the United States. It not only means that, but it 


means the contraction of the currency when the population of | 


this country is growing more rapidly than ever before during its 
history, increasing the population, doubling the wealth, and cut- 
ting down the money supply. The Secretary of the Treasury 
calls attention to the fact that there must be an increase in the | 
currency, for the purpose of expanding, for the benefit of this | 
new population, and he suggests that there should be at least an | 
pe of $300,000,000, but he suggests bank paper. 
Yow they have introduced and reported a second bill as bad as | 
the first. It takes in all the propositions of the first except the | 
exchange of gold for silver. Sow, then, I come to the third bill, 
known as the banking bill, the most infamous and dangerous bill 
ever introduced in this House or in the other Chamber, and I will 


per cent another year, and 10 per cent another year, and they 
finally get up to the point where they set aside all the paper 
currency issued by the Government, as good as the Government 
that issues it, and then it must be followed with banking paper 
issued by these gentlemen, not on United States bonds, but it 
must be issued on the capital stock, and not only be issued on the 
capital stock, but the Secretary of the Treasury asks the Gov- 
ernment to refuse further to guarantee these notes. Let the 
people go. 

ow, my friends, we are going very rapidly. Since this bank- 
ing system was organized, in 1865, there has been 404 failures of 
national banks. But these national banks could not issue circu- 


| lation except up to 90 per cent of the bonds underlying them, and 





| 





yet the people of the United States have had 404 of these banks 
ail, and up to the end of last year people have been deprived of 
over $40,000,000 of their hard-earned money by the failure of these 
banks, when they had only the right of issuing circulation up to 
90 per cent of their United States bonds. 

In 1900, according to the report of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, there were over 100 national banks in the hands of receivers, 
and yet in March, 1900, we gave them the right to issue circula- 
tion up to the full par value of their bonds. We allowed them to 
issue 10 per cent more currency than before, notwithstanding 404 
of these institutions had gone under since 1865. 

They cleaned up last year and put, I think it was, 26 out of 
business, with a loss to the people of over $1,000,000. I want to 
show you the danger. As [I have contended often before, this 
Government never intended that a professional banker should be 
at the head of the Treasury Department. The national-bank law 
requires now that certain officers of the Government who deal 
with imports and exports shall not be an importer or exporter, 
and neither shall they have stock in any concern while holding 
one of the lower positions—I believe it is one of the officers rep- 
resented under and appointed by the Secretary of the Treasury— 
and it created great comment when Secretary McCulloch was 
put in at the head of the Treasury in war times. 

Bankers are as goodas other men. The banker looks at finance 
from one standpoint, he studies it from one standpoint, and 
the political economist studies it from another. What do we 
have? Prior to the present Secretary of the Treasury, we had a 
man who was at the time of his appointment, as I remember, the 

resident of the National Bankers’ Association of the United 
states, and he asks in his report that we turn this Government 
soul and body over to the bankers of the United States. 

Now, there is no guessing about that, and yet he shows the utter 
inefficiency of the bannks. Atpage 74 of his recent report he says: 

The function and office of a bank is to give its money obligations in ex- 
change for the money obligations of its customers and dealers. This is the 
business the bank chiefly prosecutes. 

He shows that there is but little money handled by banks; that 
they sell their credit and they lend their credit, and he demon- 
strates it here, and he goes on to say: 

This is made plain by a glance at the reports furnished by the banks to the 
office of the Com: lier of the Currency. At the period of their last report 
the national banks, as a whole, held obligations against the public to an 
amount in excess of $3,018,000,000. 


Think of it! now, $3,018,000,000, while the public enjoyed a total of credits 
upon the books of the banks to an amount in excess of $3,044,000,000. 


That was $800,000,000 more than all the money there is in the 


| United States. They had credits on their books, supposed to be on 


These bills, if passe he destruction of over $500,000,000 | ¢ : 1 
none LEae Ie wy merle -agredr pte | in the United States. The Secretary logically says that they do 


deposit, of $3,018,000,000, or $800,000,000 more than all the money 


not deal in money, but they simply lend their credit to the indi- 
vidual. Now, what does he want us todo? He says the banking 
laws are not made for storm; they are made only for fair weather, 
and he tells us that the banking facilities will not take care of 


| the public in a storm, but it will in fair weather. 


Now, what does he want done? He wants you to give over to 
the banks full power to issue and control all paper money. 

I want to show you where the Secretary of the Treasury him- 
self admits and warns us that the banks will not take care of us 
whenever we have trouble. It is all rightin clear weather. Says 
the Secretary of the Treasury: 


No socner do the symptoms of financial and business trouble appear than 
the banks, under the rule of self-preservation, suspend to the farthest limit 
ble their operations of loaning and discounting. They cease to give 

ers. 


not forego or except any other bills in their radical tendency that | credit on their books in exchange for debt obligations from their dea 


were ever introduced anywhere. This so-called banking bill means 
the absolute slavery of every industry in this country. Have you 


thought of it; have you looked at it? But let us see what this bill 


is and what it proposes to do. The first object is to create a 
division of banking and currency—three good, fat offices with 
salaries of $7,500 annum. Very good so far asit goes. They 


are to hold office for twelve years. A nice berth! , 
What else does it provide? It provides that these men will as- 
sume the redemption of one hun and thirty million of these 
outstanding notes, although so much deprecated; that ef shall 
issue banking currency on their capital stock to their full value 
finally. They start in by gradations of 10 per cent one year, 10 


daily creation of the necessary medium of exchange—banking credits— 
ceases or betomes entirely atone to the commercial requirements. 

The daily natura] liquidation of credits continues, resulting in contraction. 
Business men carrying goods and securities, by aid of the bank credit, are 
obliged to sell with little regard to cost. Contemplated enterprises are 
abandoned; orders for future delivery of goods are rescinded. And as these 
successive steps mark the downward movement, the banker becomes the 
more reluctant to perform his important function of loaning his credits for 
commercial and industrial uses. _ 

We thus perceive that the bracing support which had prompted and sus- 
tained business progress, without which indeed such progress would have 
been impossible, is withdrawn at the very moment when the supply is the 


That is the position we take. Your banks are all right in fair 
weather; in storm they help the crisis, 
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Mr. MADDOX. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. BELL. Certainly. 

Mr. MADDOX. Ido not want to interrupt the line of the gen- 
tleman’s argument, but I do want to ask some questions in regard 
to one matter which I find in this bill. 

Mr. BELL. I donot want to discuss the billnow. For the 
present I want to consume my time on other questions. I hope 
the gentleman will excuse me. 

Now, the Secretary of the Treasury contends that we have not 
money enough, notwithstanding that the bank bill that I have 
been reading provides that the silver coinage shall bestopped. It 
provides that all the paper money of the Government shall be 
canceled. It provides that the bullion in the Treasury shall be 
held only for subsidiary coin. Yet the Secretary of the Treasury 
says that we have not the necessary currency; and he suggests 
the way in which we shall get it; that is, through the banks. 

I read further from the language of the Secretary: 

It is safe, I think, to estimate thatin three years the total capital of na- 
tional banks, if allowed to issue eg on their capital stock, would in- 
crease from the present amount of $663,000,000 to $1,000,000,000. With the 
right to issue circulating notes to par of their capital there would be the 
possibility of increasing the paper-money supply as population increased <4 
the difference in amount between the present supply (greenbacks and ban 
notes both included) of, say, $706,000,000 and $1,000,000,000, or, in round num- 


bers, $300,000,000. 

The Secretary says that our increased population requires this 
increase of the circulation, and he suggests an increase of 
$300,000,000 in bank paper, and at the same time these banks are 
trying to contract the currency quite as much. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BELL. I ask that I may be permitted to conclude my 
remarks. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BENTON] suggested 
that I should have all the time that I wanted. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Iask unanimous consent that the gentle- 
man be permitted to finish his remarks. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BELL. Now, Mr. Chairman, this banking bill which I 
as mg to put into the Recorp provides for destroying the green- 

vacks issued by the Government and issuing a greenback by the 
banks themselves. In fact, they offer a piece of paper that is 
a copy of the old greenback itself. Again, they propose to pay 
interest at 1 per cent on the deposits of this vernment in 
the banks and to force the money of the Government into their 
vaults. But they very adroitly provide that the interest on 
this currency shall be for the benefit of the banks themselves— 
shall be used to relieve them from the redemption of their cur- 
rency and other matters of like importance. 

I want to say just a word about the condition that is now 
going on and is proposed to be intensified by this bill. The propo- 
sition is to turn the industries of this Government, soul and body, 
over to the banks, they controlling the entire currency, and they 
are to do it simply on the capital stock of the banks themselves. 

This being Monday, we have this morning, I believe, no Treas- 
ury report, but I believe I have the figures as given a day or so ago, 
and they show in the banks of the United States $118,688,003.32. 

What is that money worth onthe market as shown by the rates 
that the States get for their money on deposit? Take, for instance, 
the State of Massachusetts as exhibiting about a fair average. 
According to the amount paid for the use of that money, the 
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| security, as the States do. 


‘money the Government has now in the banks drawing no interest | 


is worth over $8,000 a day. That money on deposit has a market 
value as well established as the market value of corn or cotton or 
wheat. 

The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HiLu] and I a couple of 
years ago got intoa dispute. I said this money had as well estab- 
lished a value as any other commodity. He denied it. He said 


that the banks did not want it; that it was not profitable to them. | 
I sat down that night and wrote to every State treasurer of the | 


United States to ascertain what the funds of the various States 


were worth as a deposit, and I found by a return from the gentle- | 
man’s own State of Connecticut that it had just drawn $32,000 | 


from the banks of Connecticut as 2 per cent interest on money 
upon deposit. I found that my friends from the State of Kansas, 
received from New York, are paying them 2 per cent on their de- 


sits: found the great State of Massachusetts, the great State of | 


Li 
Gow York, and everywhere else, drawing from 2 to 3} per cent, 
and some States were paying as high as 4. 

Mr. MANN. What do you mean by States paying? 

Mr. BELL. I mean that the States let out their money to the 
banks just the same as they sell any other commodity. 

Mr. MANN. Well, the banks were paying 

Mr. BELL. The banks were paying for the deposits. It gen- 
eraliy run from 2 to 34 per centif it remained any length of time, 
and from 14 to 24 per cent on money subject to daily checks. 

Mr. MANN. Has the gentleman made investigation as to how 
far the payment of interest on deposits of public moneys goes to 
the public owning the funds? 


| require security the same as the National Government does. 
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Mr. BELL. All except in a few States. There were a few 
States that did not pay their State treasurers anything of con- 
sequence, and the treasurers were supposed to get their salaries 


out of it. Some of the Southern States, I think, did not pay over 
$800 or $900. 
Mr. MANN. It isan interesting question. In my own State 


we pay pretty good salaries to treasurers, and they keep the 2 per 
cent on bank deposits in addition. 

Mr. BELL. The treasurers do? 

Mr. MANN. I regret to say that the treasurers do. I under- 
stand the gentleman to say that generally the municipality or 
State owning the fund collects the interest. 

Mr. BELL. The majority of the States draw the interest, and 
it runs from 4 per cent down. 

Mr. MANN. Has the gentleman found whether there is any 
place where money of the National Government is deposited and 
where the banks receiving public funds do so without the pay- 
ment of interest to somebody? 

Mr. BELL. Nowhere; and that is where I say we are menial 
to the banks themselves. 

Mr. MANN. I suppose the gentleman has noinformation that 
is definite as to whether anybody receives any interest on account 
of the deposit of national funds? 

Mr. BELL. Oh,I donot know about that. During the great 
cry, when there were some $20,000,000 in this bank over in New 
York and the bankers were making a row over it, they insisted, 
and the president of one of the great banking associations said, 
that money was worth 4 per cent to the banks; it was actually 
worth 4 per cent to the banks because it was permanent, and at 
that very minute New York on its canal funds, because they were 
somewhat permanent, received 3 per cent. I have all of the orig- 
inal letters yet. Pennsylvania draws interest, New York draws 
interest, Massachusetts draws interest, and every State, with a 
few rare exceptions, draws interest from déposits. 

Mr. MAN You mean the banks in those States—— 

Mr. BELL. I mean they make this money earn something. 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the gentleman state what security these 
banks give before receiving the national deposit? 

Mr. BELL. Just whatever they and the State powers agree 


upon. 

Mr. SCOTT. I did not refer to the State deposits. I referred 
to the deposits of the National Government. 

Mr. BELL. The National Treasury requires United States 
bonds, but there is no reason why they should not take any good 
In this very bill that now has the ap- 
proval of the banking association they are insisting on doing away 
with the bonds and issuing the money for this Government on 
their capital stock alone. 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. Is there not this difference be- 
tween State deposits and national deposits? It is true. I think, 
that most of the States receive interest on deposits. I know in 
my State the State treasurer receives at the present time 24 per 
cent on all deposits that he makes in national banks scattered 
over the State. The deposits are more or less permanent, so re- 
garded; but with the United States deposits the United States 
Government requires the equivalent of United States bonds as 


Mr. BELL. That simply means that a few shall have all the 
money. 
And the State has no security 


| additional security. 


Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. 
but the credit of the bank. The United States are secured by 
their own bonds. 

Mr. COCHRAN. I think it is absolutely true that the ae 
know mine does. 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. 
State. 

Mr. COCHRAN. They require security. 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. Not usually. In N@w England 
the State treasurers have a right to deposit in any State or na- 
| tional institution. 

Mr. BELL. During President Cleveland’s Administration, 
| President McKinley from this floor severely criticised President 
Cleveland’s Administration, because he said at that minute there 


I do not know how it is with your 





| were lying in the banks of the country $69,000,000 of the people’s 
money, and that the ple hada right to interest upon that 
| money, and that President Cleveland’s Administration allowed 
the banks to have it for nothing and to toll it back to the people 
ata high price. That was his view of it. But instead of there 
| now being $69,000,000 there are $118,000,000 of this money in these 
| banks that have the Government bonds. They get it for nothing 
| and they lease it out to the ple. In this banking bill they 
| propose to let this money go into the banks, but it is only on bond 


| securities, and therefore these big banks would get it. 


Now, there is another thing about this banking bill that I want 
to speak of, and that is this: An effort has been made for many 
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years to get two provisions in the banking laws. One is to have 
a foreign provision, a provision for foreign banking, so that a 
combination may take a charter from this Government to go 
abroad with, an official prestige as it were, and exploit those 
countries, and probably have a war ship hanging around now and 
then at your expense and mine to protect their capital and their 
investments there. That isin this bill. It has been defeated by 
this House I do not know how many times. Since I have been 
here I know of one time. That is one provision. 

Another provision for which they have been yearning for years 
has been the branch-bank system. The great central banks in 
New York and elsewhere cave been clamoring for years that 
they may be allowed to have a great central bank in New York 
with branches all over the United States. When that system is 
established, then good-bye to the small banks everywhere. They 
become mere agents of these big banks, handling their money, 
hiring their currency from them, or go out of existence. It 
means death tothe little banks. That is the object. 

The little bank has got to serve the big one or go out of existence, 
and the fact is, it will go out of existence. That is provided for 
in this bill. They are to have the right both to take the prestige 
of this Government and go to Germany or England or anywhere 


in foreign countries, with a quasi official title, to do banking, and 
I suppose our warships will hover around every time they get into 
a little trouble to protect United Statesinvestments. We are get- 
ting now too many men who are trying to go abroad. The idea 
now is entertained that this country is not good enough to live in, 
and day after day you find men are moving their families abroad, 
buying houses there, while ostensibly living here, or they them- 
selves are going abroad. 

It is pretty hard now to pass many days without seeing some- 
body who is just going abroad to remain. I notice this morning 
@ very important gentleman has just sold out to go to the mother 
country—going to become a British citizen and live there because 
he likes it better than this country. Many are going, and when 
they do not become citizens of a foreign country, they will in fact 
move abroad and be only nominal American citizens. I think we 
should not encourage that in any particular. I here exhibit the 


| increased circulation of gold and silver which accounts in a large 


measure for our phenominal prosperity. 
DEPOSITS OF GOLD SINCE 1873. 
The value of the deposits of gold bullion, coin, and jewelers’ bars at the 


mints and assay offices of the United States, by fiscal years, since 1873 is ex- 
hibited in the following table: 


Deposits of gold at United States mints and assay offices since 1873. 





Fiscal year ended June 30— 





Character of gold deposited. 








Domestic bul- | Domestic coin | : oreign coin Jewelers’ bars, Total. 
lion. (coining value). Foreign bullion.| (Uni States old plate, ete. 
| 











coining value). 






















$25, 868, 569. 78 $27, 116, 948. 27 $426, 107.44 $518, 542.14 $774, 218. 25 7, 704, 385. 88 
29, 736, 387. 82 6, 275, 367.29 8, 162, 519. 92 9, 313, 882. 47 654, 353. 56 49, 142, 511.06 
84, 266, 124. 52 1,714, 311. 50 739, 439. 66 1, 111, 792. 26 724, 625. 96 
87, 590, 529. 39 417, 947.15 1, 141, 905. 76 2, 111, 083. 80 681, 819. 82 
43, 478, 108. 98 447, 339. 68 1, 931, 168. 12 2, 098, 260. 73 837, 911. 22 
48, 075, 123. 76 301, 021. 79 2, 068, 679. 05 1, 316, 461. 09 907, 982. 20 
88, 549, 705. 89 198, 083. 17 1, 069, 796. 89 1, 498, 819. 71 987, 751.14 
85, 821, 705. 40 209, 828. 82 21, 200,997. 23 40, 426, 559. 63 1,176, 505. 77 
85, 815, 086. 55 440, 776. 97 87, 771, 472. 26 55, 462, 385.74 1, 343, 430. 98 
81, 208,511.97 509, 356. 80 12, 783, 807. 04 20, 304, 810. 78 1, 770, 166. 96 66, 755, 652. 95 
82, 481, 642. 38 874, 129. 23 4, 727, 143. 22 6, 906, 083. 80 1, 858, 107, 42 46, 347, 106. 05 
29,079, 596. 33 263,117.17 6, 023, 734. 45 9, 005, 461. 45 1, 864, 769. 26 46, 326, 678. 66 
81, 584, 436. 64 825, 210.97 11, 221, 846. 45 7,893, 217.77 1, 869, 363. 26 52, 804, 075. 09 
82, 456, 493. 64 383, 545. 28 4, 317, 068. 27 5, 673, 565. 04 2,069, 077.00 44, 909, 749. 28 
22,973, 027. 41 516, 984. 63 22, 571, 828. 70 9, 896, 512. 28 2, 265, 219. 85 68, 223, 072. 87 
32, 406, 306. 59 492,512.60 21,741, 042. 44 14, 596, 885. 08 | 2, 988, 750. 90 72, 225, 497.56 
81,440,778. 98 55, 006, 87 2, 136, 516. 66 4, 447,475.99 8, 526, 597. 31 2, 136, 435. 76 
80, 474, 900. 25 655, 474. 96 2,691, 932. 29 5, 208, 773. 98 3, 542, 013. 83 42, 663,095. 26 
31,555, 116. 85 588, 847. 16 4, 054, 822. 86 8, 256, 308. 80 4,085, 710. 15 48, 485, 800. 82 
81, 961,545. 11 557, 967. 86 10, 985, 154. 69 14,040, 187.70 8, 636, 608, 68 61, 131, 460. 04 
33, 286, 167. 94 792, 470. 43 2,247,730. 78 6, 298, 296. 33 8, 830, 176. 02 46,449, 841.50 
88, 696, 951. 40 2,098, 615. 46 15, 614, 118. 19 12, 386, 406. 81 8, 118, 421. 45 71, 909, 513. 31 
44, 371, 949. 83 1, 188, 258. 21 14, 108, 435. 7 2,278, 614. 07 8, 213, 809. 43 65, 161, 067. 28 
53, 910, 957, 02 1, 670, 005. 58 6, 572, 390. 14 8, 227, 408.06 ! 8, 388, 622. 06 68, 769, 383. 81 
60, 618, 239. 77 1,015, 314. 39 9, 371, 521.08 18, 188, 013. 86 2, 810, 248. 66 87, 008, 337. 71 
69, 881, 120. 57 1, 187, 682. 99 26, 477, 370. 06 47, 210, O77. 84 2, 936, 943. 37 147, 693, 194. 83 
76, 262, 487. 28 1, 158, 307.57 80, 336, 559. 47 82, 785, 152. 48 2, 964, 683. 90 | 143, 497, 190. 65 
87, 458, 836. 23 1, 389, 006. 68 22, T20, 150. 22 18, 834, 495. 53 8, 517,540.93 | 133, 920,119.59 
92, 829, 695. 86 1, 116, 179. 86 27, 189, 659. 12 27, 906, 489.13 | 3, 959, 656. 64 | 153, 101, 680. 61 
| 1,237,820,049.99 | 54,079, 269. 29 | B27, 354, 413.15 884, 372, 020. 25 67, 205, 029.86 | 2,070, 330, 782. 54 





Abundance of currency makes good times and a scarcity of | production of things that foreigners wanted during this special 


money makes hard times, and every contention that we have 
made heretofore or are now making for the quantitive the one 
of money is now admitted, not only by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, but by all the conditions. Our friends always mis- 
understood us, and I suppose they did it because they did not get 
at our real meaning. None of us ever insisted that silver was 
sacred or that gold was sacred. What we contended was that we 
did not have enough national money owned and controlled by 
the Government of the United States itself, and therefore when 
we coined all the gold and all the silver that could be gotten at 
our mints that we would still be short. That was our contention. 

At the time there was a great scarcity of money. Following 
that came the greatest gold production that the earth has ever 
known. As that gold increased in volume business increased, and 
the year just passed we put more gold into the Treasury than ever 
went in before since this Government has been in existence. We 
have to-day $2.72 per capita more money in circulation than we 
had even two years ago. We have the largest circulation now 
that we have ever had since we have been a people. Therefore 
we have had the best times that we have ever had during the his- 
tory of the Government. 

Mr. HILL. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. BELL. Yes. 3 

Mr. HILL. Do you think that the effect on the prosperity of 
this country is due solely to the increase of money in this country 
or to the general increase of money in the world? 

Mr. BELL. It has had a greater influence on the __ 
prosperity in this country, and this was supplemented by fact 
that we have had such phenomenal crops and such a phenomenal 


time. 

Mr. HILL. Then you think that the prosperity is due to the 
phenomenal crops rather than to the increase in the circulating 
medium? 

Mr. BELL. The phenomenal crops brought a great deal of this 
money to our shores. 

Mr. HILL. If the increase in money during the last five years 
in this country has brought such a phenomenal prosperity to the 
United States, why has not the increase in Germany brought 
about a like prosperity to Germany? 

Mr. BELL. The conditions are entirely different in Germany 
from a money and from an industrial standpoint. 

Mr. HILL. That is what I think. 

Mr. BELL. Germany has not had any such increase of money. 

Mr. HILL. Oh, yes. 

Mr. BELL. No; she has not. Germany has not had mines 
pouring out money in every conceivable portion of the country. 
Germany has not had the great productions that we have had in 
the diversified crops or the exports in other lines; not by any 
means. 

Mr. HILL. After all, is it not the phenomenal crops that we 
have had that has given us the increase of prosperity, rather than 
the increase in the circulating medium? 

Mr. BELL. The phenomenal crops that we have had have 
brought us great sums of money, and it has been the money con- 
dition and our industrial advantages combined. No one thing 
ever accounts for a prosperity like ours. I say the war in South 
Africa has done a great deal for our farmers in this country and 
for our producers, and all these war conditions—eur own war in 
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the Philippines has done a great deal. But there is no doubt that 
our great money supply has done much. 

r.H ill the gentleman please explain to me, when 
the per capita circulation in the United States is $28, and in 
Austria $7, and in Belgium $21, and the British Empire and in 
Australasia, $25, and varying from $2, and $3, and $4 in the differ- 
ent countries, where they are immediately adjoining each other 
in Europe, where the means of getting from one country to the 
other is so easy, how is it that this prosperity is not going from one 
to the other under your theory of circulation? 

Mr. BELL. Per capita circulation has never been regarded by 
any economist as any test whatever. The.original test, I think 
was by Calhoun, when the great discussion took place here, and 


all hands agreed that the per capita circulation did not signify | 


anything —— as atest of the quantity of the money of the 
country, and that you must have your money based upon worth 
of property to be exchanged. The equilibrium between money 
sal etuetey to be exchanged. A poor, nonprogressive people can 
absorb but little money. 

Mr. HILL. I hope the gentleman will follow that line of argu- 
- ment right up in the next two or three weeks, when we bring in 


should be a volume of currency in the country to meet the de- 
mands of the business required to be done. 
Mr. BELL. 


have the people buy of them and make the bankers prosperous, 
and leave the people to their misery, at the pleasure of the na- 
tional-bank associations. 

Mr. HILL. 
now: If he will show me any possible way by which the Govern- 
ment can issue any money having any relation to the business of 
the country I will vote for his proposition. 


Mr. BELL. I have just given you Calhoun’s views in the mat- | 


ter. There was a means suggested in his day, that the Govern- 
ment could very easily make the equilibrium of, say, $1 in money 
to each $30 in property to be exchanged. 

Mr. HILL. Howare they going to get it in circulation? 

Mr. BELL. There is no trouble about getting money into cir- 
culation. 
from time to time, and buys money. Money will get in circula- 
tion—do not be uneasy—while we run this expensive machine. 

Mr. HILL. 
ment get money in circulation? 

Mr. BELL. There need be no trouble about that. 


years to come, and will always be making them. 


Mr. HILL. But the Government of the United States, nor no | 
other government in the world, has any power to put a dollar of | 


money into circulation except by the payment of debts already 
incurred. 
Mr. BELL. 
the greenbacks into circulation an’ none whatever in getting the 
Treasury notes into circulation. 
trying to destroy every dollar that the Government has now in 
circulation and are trying to replace it with their own currency, 
and they may eventually force this Government to pay its debts. 
Mr. HILL. With the gentleman’s permission, I will ask him 


to tell me of some way that the United States Government can | 


put one dollar into circulation except paying it on a debt which 
is already incurred. 

Mr. BELL. Why, there is no question but what there are 
millions of debts annually incurred, and are enough now out- 
standing to absorb a billion dollars’ worth of currency. 

Mr. HILL. Iam talking about debts already incurred. 

Mr. BELL. The Government is making debts all the time. 


enterprising Government, but you want to take the money out of 
circulation. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Let meask the gentleman from Connecticut: 
Does the Government put money into circulation when it issues, 
for instance, a large amount of interest-bearing bonds, when they 
can be exchanged for currency and the currency can be exchanged 
for bonds? Was it notable to put money .nto circulation that way? 

Mr. HILL. It may if they were to go on issuing bonds. 

Mr. COCHRAN, They have done it once; can not they do it 
now. 

Mr. BELL. The coinage of this country is the greatest that 
this country has ever seen; we have more money than we have 
ever had before; and I find now, if the newspapers are to be be- 
lieved, that the same power which is trying to destroy every dol- 
lar of Government paper and silver money is going to e its 
assault on gold. That question was rai twenty years ago. 
That was the contention in Europe twenty years ago—that they 
should destroy both gold and silver and have only bank paper. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


I would agree with your theory of exchange if | 
you did not put the money in the hands of the banker, but let the | 
Government issue it and control it, so that the bankers could not 


I will make a square proposition to the gentleman | 
| United States notes, as aforesaid, shall be as follows: Each note shall bear 





This Government pays out millions daily, sells bonds | 


I notice that there was no difficulty about getting | 
| now. 
The banks of this country are | 
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I say that, in my judgment, the most ey thing that ever 
has come into this House is this banking bill that is before this 
Chamber at this time. You have here a Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, one of the greatest bankers of the land, insisting that the 
Government sto ees even the payment of the bank 
currency. You him insisting that 8 may issue to the 
extent of their capital stock, put it upon the market, and it shall 
be made full legal tender as between citizens. 

Mr. HILL. re is no such proposition. 

Mr. BELL. It is in the bill itself. 

Mr. HILL. There is no such proposition in the bill. 

Mr. BELL. I am afraid the gentleman has not read the bill. 

Mr. HILL. The gentlemen from Colorado can not have read 
the bill understandingly and maintain such a proposition. 

Mr. BELL. Let us see whether I am right or not. It is idle 
for our friend or anybody else to insist that this is a dernier ressort. 

Mr. HILL. Will the gentleman show me the proposition 
where the banking currency is made in this country ised bawker 
between citizens? 

Mr. BELL. I make the direct statement that it is provided that 


| these notes they issue for the purpose of redeeming these outstand- 
the bill for a set currency, which provides distinctly that there | 


ing obligations shall be a legal tender for all debts, public and 


| private, except the interest on the public debt and import duties. 


Mr. HILL. That is not a note issued by the bank atall. That 
is a United States greenback, and no change is made in the provi- 
sion of the law. The gentleman himself has not read the bill. 

Mr. BELL. Yes, I have read it; and I say there is not a provi- 
sion in it that is for the people. It is essentially a bankers’ bill 
from beginning to end, and the provisions all show that. Now, 
here is the provision: 


The manner and form of the assumption of the current redemption of the 


the indorsement: 

‘For value received, the national bank of [city], ents will cur- 
rently redeem this note in gold coin until the same has been pa a and can- 
celed in accordance with the provisions of law.” 

Mr. HILL. Is that a bank note? 

Mr. BELL. It is. 

Mr. HILL. Not at all; it is a United States greenback. If 


| the gentleman will pardon me, I think he has read the bill cur- 


sorily. The note to which he refers is the United States note, 
precisely the same as it is now, in no form or manner changed. 
Mr. BELL. You assume these obligations, and you are going 


, | to force the people to take them with your indorsement upon them 
Except in the payment of debt, how can the Govern- | 


The Gov- | 
ernment has debts enough to put money in circulation for many | 


and they become your notes. 

Mr. HILL. It is the same greenback that it is now. 

Mr. BELL. You agree to assume 130,000,000 of this as your 
paper, and instead of issuing new obligations you indorse the 
greenback and send it out, and from that time it becomes your 
obligation, and it is just the same as though you issued new obli- 
gations. 

Mr. HILL. Willthe gentleman pardonme? The United States 
Treasury «arries its reserve fund precisely the same as it does now, 
and the final payment is by the United States the same as it is 
In no way, shape, or manner is it changed in character, 
quality, or obligation. The only feature of it is that the burden 
is thrown upon the banks to redeem the obligations instead of com- 


| pelling the United State Government to do it, but the final obli- 


gation is canceled by the Government and the legal obligation 
rests precisely where it does now without change. As I said be- 
fore, either the gentleman has not read the bill or else he has read 
it so hastily that he does not comprehend its purpose. 

Mr. BELL. The bill provides that you shall get these obliga- 
tions on condition that you assume them, what will amount to 


one hundred and thirty millions of these outstanding obligations. 
| Now, you assume and take from the Government one hundred 


and thirty millions, and instead of your issuing new obligations 


| you simply provide that you shall assume these old greenbacks 
There is no trouble about getting money into circulation with an | 


and put 
provide t 
ment on? 

Mr. HILL. The taxes go into the Treasury of the United States 
and then they come out again in payment of these obligations. 

That does not change the proposition at all. You are talking 
about an entirely different subject. What I say is that these 
greenbacks are now obligations of the Government. 

Mr. HILL. They continue so. 

Mr. BELL. These greenbacks are now to be redeemed by the 
Government. 

Mr. HILL. Certainly; you are right. : 

Mr. BELL. They are now legal tender for all debts, public 
and private, except customs dues and interest on the public debt. 

Mr. HILL. And they continue just that way. ; 

Mr. BELL. Yes; this bill provides that you shall assume this 
obligation, and from that time it shall be your obligation. 

Mr. HILL. Notat all. 

Mr. BELL. The writer of this bill did not understand that 


oe indorsement on them, and from that time on you 
t they shall be yours. Why did you put the indorse- 
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they would continue to be a legal tender as before, for in the next Mr. BELL. Well, I think you will find the opinion of the 
settion it provides that you assume them by your indorsement | people. I want to be a banker if this bill ever passes. 
and they become your obligation asalegaltender. I do not know r. HILL. There is not any earthly reason, if you have the 
why you did not leave out that section. Now, let us see how cone papas up, why you should not be a banker now. 

is i Yr. . 


this is: Mr. E ut I would not get in a little bank, because your 
The manner and form of the assumption of the redemption of the United | object is to destroy the little banks. It will be the gigantic insti- 


States note, as aforesaid, shall be as follows: The assumption for value re- j i i acles into every village i i 
Biptes nese ee eee vesin aty on tiete atl c a soluen wail ae tutions that will spread their tentacles into every village in this 


come has been paid and canceled in accordance with the provisions of law, | COuntry and wipe out the little banksor make them mere servants 


Any note so in sd shall be a legal tender “except for import duties and | of the great central institutions, and these other banks will not 

interest on the public debt.” have the assets upon which to issue the capital. The great insti- 
Mr. HILL. The bill does not change the obligation at all. tutions will be the ones to issue the capital and hire it out to the 
Mr. BELL, Then hee did you put that in? little banks. God forbid that sucha nefarious act may be fastened 
Mr. HILL. Because there was no change made in the character | upon this people. 

of the obligation whatever. Mr. SPIGHT. Mr. Chairman, it is not my purpose to address 
Mr. BELL. Why did you make it again a legal tender? myself to the pending bill, but to submit some remarks in con- 
Mr. HILL. Wedonot. We leave it just as it is. nection with the resolution which it is understood is soon to be 
Mr. BELL. You say it shall be a legal tender. reported by the Committee on Rules providing for the appoint- 
Mr. HILL. It is now. ment of a committee, nominally to investigate and report upon 


Mr. BELL. Why did you put that section in? It stands for 


y did you the question of the abridgment of the right of suffrage under the 
nothing if your position is right. My position is that you say to 


constitution and laws of any State in the Union, but really to be 
the Government, ‘‘ You do these things for us, and we will take | confined in its operations to certain Southern States in which the 
this burden off of you. Instead of issuing your own paper, we | intelligent, virtuous, and property-holding classes have sought by 
will put this obligation in a certain form.’’ Then you provide peaceable and lawful methods to minimize the danger resulting 
that that shall be a legal tender. | from conferring political power upon ignorance, vice, and worth- 
A MempBer. Do you suggest leaving out that clause? | lessness. 
Mr. BELL. No. But I say they made it alegal tender. And) _ I take advantage of this opportunity in general debate to sub- 
I want to say here and now that if the banks of this country are | mit some remarks on this resolution, because it is understood that 
to issue and control the currency, it ought to be absolute legal | when it is reported to the House the time for debate will be 
tender, There ought not to be any of this partial legal-tender | limited perhaps to twenty minutes on a side, which would 
money. If the banks are to issue money for this Government, it | amount practically to no time at all. 
ought to be full legal tender; it ought to pay all debts, both pub- | The purpose of this resolution is ostensibly to reduce the repre- 
lic and private. Ido not know why the bondholders should not | sentation of these proscribed States on the floor of this House and 
take this obligation the same as anybody else, There may be | in the electoral college on the specious pretense of love for and 
some reason why the import duties might be required to be paid | obedience to the Constitution of the United States. And yet the 
in something else; but I do not see why a man who holds a Gov- | political party which is pushing this scheme is the party which 
ernment bond should be a favored creditor of this nation except | has so often in recent years, and during the present session of 
as regards bonds wy nome de gee rn | Congress, shown its utter disregard for the Constitution, and has 
We have given hundreds of millions already to these bond- | ruthlessly trampled under foot some of the most sacred provisions 
holders. They are pets of this Government. Since I have been | of that instrument, which underlie the very foundations of our 
a member of this House I have seen a message come here from | free institutions. Therefore I fear that it is not love and rever- 
the President of the United States saying to you and to me that | ence for the Constitution which prompts this movement, but an 
if we would put into one sale of these bonds a provision that they |. unholy desire to win political advantage. [Applause on Demo. 
should be paid in gold he could save over $16,000,000 in the issuing | cratic —! 
of such bonds. I saw that and you saw it. The Republicans; Iam glad that many of the more conservative and thoughtful 
on this floor and the Democrats, too, stood up and said, ‘‘ Wecan | members of the Republican party have deprecated this effort to 
not afford to make eur bonds all payable in gold, and if we make | stir up the fast-dying embers of sectional strife and ill-will. I 
one class payable in gold absolutely the obligation will be ex- | am glad that the spirit of the lamented McKinley still lives in the 
tended to all the others.’’ breasts of some of the men in the party of which he was so con- 
Mr. Cleveland insisted that the insertion of such a clause would | spicuous a leader. From that great, loving, kindly, Christian 
make a difference in the value of these bonds payable in gold as | heart of his there went out a note which was akin to the song of 
compared with those simply payable in coin—a difference of a | the heavenly choir announcing to the wondering shepherds in the 
little more than $16,000,000. e said we would pay the $16,- | hills of Judea the greatest event of all the ages, ‘‘ Unto you is 
000,000. Immediately the bondholder purchased them as silver | born this day in the city of David a Saviour, which is Christ the 
bonds at a reduced price of $16,000,000, and now the Treasury | Lord. * * * On earth peace, good will toward men.’’ Mc- 
Department is treating those bonds as gold obligations. This is | Kinley said, ‘‘ Let the South alone,’’ and not only held out an 
a gift of $16,000,000, and if it was some one that was having a | olive branch, but he had nothing but kind words for our people. 
little transaction with the Government, why they would chase | I shall always be glad that in his long ride across the continent 
him by the month for a little wash bill. Those fellows walk off | in the year of his death he passed through our country and gave 
with over $16,000,000 of the Government money. to our people an opportunity to show their appreciation of his 
Now, I am not prejudiced against banks and bankers, but I | noble efforts to eradicate sectional bitterness, allay sectional 
want to say they have got this Government by the throat, and | strife, and bring about a complete reconciliation between all the 
they are trying to get a new hold onit, and the great banks of people of this glorious country, reunited not in name alone but 
this country are getting now Government money worth nearly | in spirit also. _ : 
$8.000 a day for nothing. No ordinary citizen can get it. If this uch as we differed from him on some great questions of gov- 
bill is passed I want to say good-bye to American industrial inde- | ernmental policy, we believed then and we know now that during 
pendence, Anybody that wants good investments must get in a | his four years at the head of the National Administration McKin- 
big bank; he must not get in a little one, because the little banks | ley did more to accomplish these beneficent purposes than any 
will be crushed and go out of existence as these mighty institu- | man who has lived since the close of the great war. [Applause.] 
tions spread. Then it is not strange that his tragic death came to us as a per- 
I have detained you longer than I expected or should have | sonal bereavement. He was our friend and he had the manliness to 
done, and I want to say in regard to these three bills, when these | tell us so, notwithstanding we had never voted for him, and he had 
gentlemen bring them up for hearing, I will not get a chance to | the tact to do it in a manner not to offend, and to conyince us of 
diseuss them, you will not get a chance to discuss them; they | his sincerity. Nowhere in all this broad land of ours were found 
Will be whipped through here without discussion and without | more sincere mourners than in the South when the news flashed 
unendment, and while I often hear it said that there is never a | over the wires and was telegraphed from heart to heart that his 
time when the House .can not overrule the Speaker, I say that | gentle spirit had taken its flight from earth forever. I wish that 
that may be technically so, but it is not really so. more of his love of fairness and grandeur of purpose might find 
Mr. HILL. You do not object, do you, to the Government | lodgment in the breasts of the leaders of the Republican party of 
putting upon the banks the burden of. paying one hundred and | to-day. 





thirty millions of greenbacks, do you, and so relieving the Gov- I am glad we have reached a point in our history when we hear 
ernment from so much indebtedness? less of ‘*‘ rebels and Yankees’’ and more of America and Ameri- 
Mr. RELL. I do, at the price the banks demand. cans, and I hope soon to see the giad day when the Northern 
Mr. HILL. I do not know what that price is. leaders of public sentiment are enabled to understand that South- 


Mr. BELL. The price is that you shall turn over the destiny | ern men of equally high character with themselves know more of 
of this great country to the banks of the country. the vexing problems which endangez the social and business in- 
M:. HILL. That is a feature of the bill that Thave not seen yet. | terests of their section, and know better how to deal with :hem 
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than their brethren of other parts of the country who have not 
had the same opportunities for reaching correct conclusions with 
reference to these peculiar matters. There is no ‘‘ negro prob- 
lem’ in the South if we can only be let alone in the management 
of our domestic affairs. 
more generally prosperous than he has ever been since, by the 


proclamation by President Lincoln, he was declared to be a free | 
That the conferring upon him of the elective franchise in | 
his then condition was a great mistake has been long since con- | 
ceded by many of the greatest and most patriotic thinkers of the | 


man. 


Republican party. 


But let us look further into the ultimate purposes of the advo- | 


cates of this proscriptive legislation. I have no fears that the 


party in power will at this session of Congress reduce the repre- | 
In Congressional districts and in States | 


sentation of any State. 
where the negroes hold the balance of power the Republican can- 
didates in the elections next fall may hope to win victories for 
themselves by singing a siren song of love to their black allies, 
but where there are few negroes and their votes unimportant the 
Republican candidates will not want to be handicapped by the 
accomplished fact of having reduced, for purely partisan reasons, 
the representation of any State and with the ghost of a force bill 
looming up on the horizon of the near future. This is especially 
true in such States as Delaware, Maryland, West Virginia, Ken- 
tucky, and Tennessee. 

If it were not that there still is truth in the heathen adage, 
‘whom the gods would destroy they first make mad,’’ I would 


not believe that this contemplated legislation would ever be en- | 


acted, and it may yet be that cooler and more conservative coun- 


sels will prevail, and there will be nothing but the miserable farce | 


of a pretended investigation without any results except injury to 
the material interests of a people who are striving" grandly to re- 
build their waste places, advance along the lines of industrial and 


commercial progress, and preserve their magnificent civilization. | 
But if the advocates of this repression should triumph over con- | 


servatism and should conclude that the people will endure it, their 
next step will be something in the nature of a force bill, with 
United States marshals around the polling places at Federal elec- 
tions, and then that which is said to have broken loose in Georgia 
will be to pay. 

In discussing this proposition to reduce representation in cer- 
tain Southern States I shall undertake to do so under four sub- 
divisions: 

First. The impracticability of the scheme. 

Second. The want of constitutional power on the part of Con- 
gress to deal with the question. 

Third. The effect of such action upon the business interests of 
the whole country, and 

Fourth. The effect upon the States subjected to such punitive 
legislation. 

Under the first head I wish to call attention to the fact that 
there is no sufficient data upon which to base the contemplated 
action. Before there can be any intelligent and honest effort to 
reduce representation because of the denial or abridgment of the 
right of suffrage in any State there must be not only an ascertain- 
ment of the number of males over 21 years of age who are dis- 
franchised, but the causes of such disfranchisement must also be 
shown. 

Denial of the right to vote, which might result in reduction of 
representation under the provisions of section 2 of Article XTV 
of the Federal Constitution, can not be applied where the denial 
is a part of the punishment inflicted for the commission of crime. 
Every State is the sole judge as to what should constitute crime 
within its own jurisdiction, with the single limitation that such 
State laws shall not conflict with any provision of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States. In Mississippi there are thousands who 
are denied the right to vote on account of the commission of 
crime, independent of other disqualifying causes, and yet there is 
no information available to Congress or reasonably to an investi- 
gating committee as to the number thus disfranchised. 

A committee could ascertain the number now in the State pen- 
itentiary. and by examining the records of all the courts in every 
county cov!d find the number in the jails and undergoing punish- 
ment in the hands of contractors for convict labor. This would 
be a long and expensive undertaking, and yet it would not furnish 
half the necessary information. There are thousands of others 
who have suffered their penalties, been discharged from custody, 
and are scattered all over the country, and who are still and for- 
ever disqualified from voting. 

Again, it will be practically impossible to ascertain how many 
who have not registered as voters are disqualified for any reason 
and how many are not. Some whites and many negroes who 
could qualify fail to do so because of want of interest in political 
affairs. 

Not half the white men in Mississippi whose names appear on 
the registration books vote in general elections, because, under 
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The negro is happier, more content, and | 


Marcu 31, 


our system of nomination by primary election, when a Demo- 
| cratic candidate is indorsed by his party the contest is ended, 
and only a fractional part of the Democratic and practically none 
of the Republican vote is polled at the general election. The ad- 
vocates of this punitive legislation realize the insurmountable 
difficulties in the way of obtaining information necessary for in- 
telligent action and propose to take as a basis of their calcula- 
tions the vote actually polled in Congressional elections. One of 
the zealous supporters of this scheme, in a communication to the 
Washington Post a few days ago, takes the Congressional Direc- 
tory as his guide, and compares the vote of Mississippi, by dis- 
tricts, with the vote of New York. Ejitherignorantly or corruptly 
he ignores the fact that in Mississippi there was no contest, and 
not one-third of the registered vote was polled, while in New York 
there was a hot fight, and practically all the votes on both sides 
were brought out. 
No man on this floor who has any regard for truth and fairness 





will say that because all the qualified electors do not exercise 
their right to vote the State shall be punished by reducing its 
representation to that extent. There is no power under any con- 
stitution or statute that can compel a man tovote. The privilege 
is conferred under certain conditions, but its exercise is a purely 
voluntary act and can not be made compulsory. To reduce a 
State’s representation because some of her citizens who are eligi- 
| ble as electors do not see proper to register and vote would be a 
| monstrous and inexcusable crime against the sovereignty of the 
State and a flagrant and willful violation of the very clause of the 
Constitution which the friends of this measure profess to be so 
| anxious to uphold. As I said in a speech delivered in the Fifty- 
sixth Congress on this subject, there must be another census, 
with specially prepared questions, before any such information 
| can be obtained that would justify Congress to undertake the en- 
forcement of this resolution. 
Mr. PALMER. Suppose the facts can be ascertained, are you 
willing then to have your representation reduced? 
Mr. SPIGHT. We are not willing, I will say in answer to that 
|«question, to surrender the rights the surrender of which has not 
been demanded from other States. I will say to the gentleman 
| before I get through that as a last resort we would not only con- 
| cede the right to reduce our representation, or the power to re- 
| duce our representation, but we would rather give it all up, and 
+ without any representation at all in this House, than to return 
| again to the state of affairs existing in the reconstruction period, 
from 1869 to 1876. 

Under my second subdivision I deny that Congress has the 
Constitutional power to deal with this question as now presented, 
but it is one for the Supreme Court first to determine. If any 
State, by its constitutional or statutory enactments, has violated 
any section or clause of the Federal Constitution this is not the 

| forum in which that violation shall be declared; but it is a ques- 
tion which must be heard,.tried, and determined in the judicial 
tribunal constituted for that p ; and whenever that great 
court shall declare that the organic or statute law of a State is 
in conflict with any provision of the Constitution of the United 
States, then such State must modify its own enactments to con- 
_ form to the decision of the court or suffer the penalties imposed. 

The first section of the fourteenth amendment declares that *‘ all 
persons born or naturalized in the United States and subject to 
the jurisdiction thereof are citizens of the United States and of 
the State wherein they reside;’’ but mere citizenship does not 
confer the right to vote. One must be a citizen before the privi- 
lege of the elective franchise can be bestowed, but this is not 
enough. Every woman and child born or naturalized in the 
United States is a citizen, but not a voter. The United States 
can make citizens but it can not make qualified voters. This lat- 
ter power belongs only to the States, without any Federal limita- 
tions except that prescribed in the fifteenth amendment that 
“the right of citizens of the United States to vote shall not be 
denied or abridged by the United States or by any State on ac- 
count of race, color, or previous condition of servitude.’’ Subject 
to this restriction alone, the States have complete jurisdiction of 
the whole question of suffrage. 

In the case of the United States v. Crnikshanks (92 U. S., 542), 
the Supreme Court says: 

The Constitution has not conferred the right of suffrage upon anyone, and 
the United States have no voters of their own creation in the States. The 
fifteenth amendment bas invested the citizens of the United States with 4 
new constitutional right, which is exemption from discrimination in the ex- 
ercise of the elective franchise on account of race, color, or previous condi- 
tion of servitude. The right of suff: is not a necessary attribute of 
national citizenship. The right to vote in the States comes from the States, 
but the right of ee from the ibited discrimination comes from 
the United States. The first has not granted or secured by the Cunsti- 
tution of the United States; but the last has been. 

In Barbier v. Connolly (118 U. S., 237), in speaking of the four- 
teenth amendment, it is said: 

Class legislation, discrimination against some and favoring others, is pro 


hibited; but legislation which, in carrying out a public purpose, if within 
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the sphere of its operation it affects alike all persons similarly situated, is 
not within the amendment. 


In McPherson v. Blacker (146 U. 8., 1) it is declared that— 

Neither the Constitution nor the fourteenth amendment made all citizens 
voters. 

In Williams v. Mississippi (170 U. S., 213), which was an ap- 
peal from a decision of the supreme court of Mississippi holding 
that the constitution of 1890 was not in conflict with any clause 
of the Federal Constitution, one of the assignments of error was 
that the State constitution denied or abridged the right to vote, 
and that the representation in Congress had not been reduced in 
consequence thereof, thus presenting the very question sought to 
be raised by this resolution, and the Supreme Court of the United 
States, in a unanimous opinion, said: ‘‘ The constitution and stat- 
utes of Mississippi do not on their face discriminate between the 
races,’’ and the decision of the Mississippi court was affirmed. 
Thus it is shown that the constitution of Mississippi has been 
tested and sustained in the supreme courts of both the State and 
the United States. I will read the two sections of the present 
constitution of Mississippi upon which assaults have been made 
and which were considered by the court in the Williams case, 
from which I have just quoted: 


Sec. 241. Every male inhabitantof this State except idiots, etc... * * * 21 
years oldand upwards, who has resided in this State two years, and one year 
in the election district * * * and whois duly registered °* * and who 
has not been convicted of bribery, burglary, theft, arson, obtaining money 
by false pretenses, perjury. Seem i: embezzlement, or bigamy, and who has 
paid, on or before the Ist day of February in the year in which he shall offer 
to vote, all taxes which may have been required of him * * * is declared 
to be a qualified elector. 

Section 244 contains the “‘ understanding clause’’ about which 
so much has been heard, and reads as follows: 


On and after the Ist —_ of January, 1892, every elector shall, in addition 
to the foregoing qualifications, be able to read any section of the constitution 
of this State, or he shall be able to understand the same when read to him, 
or give a reasonable interpretation thereof. 

These sections do not deny the right of suffrage to anyone, but 
merely prescribe qualifications, which when summed up stand for 
good citizenship and some degree of intelligence. They shut out 
the ignorant, the vicious, the criminals, and those who, from 
worthlessness or disinclination, contribute nothing toward the 
support of the Government which protects them in their persons 
and property and furnishes the money to educate their children. 
For this the State isthreatened with punishment by reducing our 
representation in Congress. 

fr. PALMER. Will the gentleman allow an interruption? 

Mr. SPIGHT. Certainly. 

Mr. PALMER. If you have in fact excluded any portion of 
your population from exercising the right of suffrage, do you 
think they ought to be represented? 

Mr. SPI .. The policy of the Government has been to base 
representation on a bones and all ought to be represented. 
The Government is for the pe oma of all the people and for 
their benefit and not merely for those who vote, and I believe it 
is right that the representation should be based upon population 
rather than upon the number of those who should see proper to 
exercise the elective franchise. 

Mr.PALMER. Then you ought to repeal the fourteenth amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. SPIGHT. Well, sir, the party to which I belong is not 
responsible for the ingrafting of that amendment upon the Con- 
stitution; and whenever your party see proper to propose to repeal 
it, then we would be willing to vote with you on that. 

Mr. PALMER. Is not the fourteenth amendment just as much 
a part of the Constitution as any other section? And ought it not 
to be enforced as much as any other section, as long as it is a part 
of the Constitution? 

Mr. SPIGHT. Yes. And we are not violating it either, and do 
not intend to; and if we do, whenever it is shown to us by com- 
petent authority that we have violated it we are willing to bow 
to the decision of the court. 

Mr. PALMER. As I understand it, that is exactly the purpose 
of this committee—to find out whether you have violated it or 
whether you are violating it—and you gentlemen object to a fair 
investigation. 

Mr. SPIGHT. The Supreme Court of the United States has 
said that the Mississippi constitution is not in conflict with any 
clause of the Federal Constitution, and whenever they say that 
we are violating the Constitution of the United States we will 
bow to that decision, but we do not in advance propose to concede 
that we are doing that thing. 

A number of acts States have provisions very much like 
these and have had for years, but no effort has been made to re- 
duce their representation. 

While the Supreme Court of the United States has never di- 
rectly decided the question, it is held by many of the ablest law- 
yers and most profound thinkers of this country that the adoption 
of the fifteenth amendment had the effect of abrogating the puni- 


tive clause of the second section of the fourteenth amendment. 
and among this number was James G. Blaine, one of the most bril- 
liant men of his generation, a great leader of the Republican 
party, and with an intense anti-Southern a 

In his book, Twenty Years in Congress, speaking of the four- 
teenth and fifteenth amendments and the effect of the one upon 
the other, he uses this language: 

When the nation, by subsequent change in its Constitution, declared that 
the State shall not excludethe negro from the wae suffrage, it neutralized 
and surrendered the contingent right as heretofore held to exclude him from 
the basis of apportionment. Congress is thus plainly deprived by the fif- 
teenth amendment of certain powers over representation in the South which 


it previous! panes under the fourteenth amendment. Before the adop- 
tion of the fifteenth amendment if a State should exclude the negro from suf- 
frage, the next step would be for Congress to exclude the negro from the basis 
of apportionment. After the adoption of the fifteenth amendmentif a State 
should exclude the negro from suffrage, the next step would be for the Su- 
preme Court to declare that the act was unconstitutional and therefore null 
and void. 

But Mr. Blaine expressed the opinion that the first, third, and 
fourth sections of the fourteenth amendment were not affected 
by the adoption of the fifteenth amendment. So that, in the es- 
timation of this eminent authority, this question is not one for a 
partisan Congress to determine, but is one for the Supreme Court 
of the United States. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. In further answer to the gen- 
tleman’s question I wish to suggest that as eminent an authority 
as Judge Cooley has said, in his Priaciples of Constitutional Law, 
that an educational qualification is not an abridgment of the suf- 
frage; that a tax qualification is not an abridgment of the suf- 
frage; that a thing in order to be an abridgment of the suffrage 
must cut it entirely off, but that a qualification such that a man 
may equip himself for suffrage is not an abridgment, and he refers 
to several Supreme Court decisions in support of that proposition. 

Mr. SPIGHT. Mr. Chairman, I had intended to refer to that 
authority also, but I shall adopt the language of my colleague 
from Mississippi [Mr. WILLiAMs] and will leave that branch of 
the subject. 

Whatever may be said as to the validity of what is known as 
“the grandfather clause’’ in some of the recently adopted State 
constitutions, the discussion of which I shall leave to gentlemen 
whose States are affected thereby, the constitution of Mississippi 
has stood the test, and there is no longer any question as to its 
validity. The third proposition which I propose’to discuss briefly 
is the effect of the agitation of this question upon the business 
interests of the country. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say that the time of the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Spient] has expired. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman have leave to conclude his remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent that the gentleman from Mississippi be allowed 
to conclude his remarks. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SPIGHT. am much obliged to the gentleman for his 
kindness. 

With the freedom from political disturbances which has pre- 
vailed for several years, the South is advancing more rapidly 
along industrial lines than any other part of this country. Labor 
is becoming more settled. The negro, instead of looking to poli- 
tics as his chief end, is devoting himself to raising corn and cot- 
ton and providing the necessaries of life for his family, and striv- 
ing for a home of hisown. The enormous value of our agricul- 
tural products, our coal and iron fields, our gushing oil wells, our 
forests of valuable timber, ana our rapidly growing manufactur- 
ing interests of various kinds, together with our salubrious and 
semitropical climate, and with fuel and water for the motive 
power of machinery in sight of the raw products for feeding the 
factories, have attracted Northern and Eastern capitalists, and they 
have invested millions of dollars in Southern enterprises; and 
under wise and beneficent policies there is no limit to the possi- 
bilities of the South in progress and development. It wale be 
superfluous for me to say that the greater the prosperity of the 
South the more abundant the wealth of the whole country. 

It is also a self-evident fact that when disturbing causes con- 
tribute to retarding the growth and development of the South the 
great centers of trade are injuriously affected. It is of almost, 
if not quite, as much moment to the business interests of the 
North and East as to the South to avoid every disturbing element 
which would tend toward checking our development and the 
unsettling of property values. Everything which has a tendency 
to stir up strife, alienate labor, and create distrust in the minds 
of capitalists is a menace to the business interests of the country 
which every patriotic citizen desires to prevent. Gentlemen who 
favor this repressive legislation for partisan purposes and political 
advantage will find, when it may be too late. that the sober busi- 
ness sense in every section of the country will condemn it as 
unwise, unpatriotic, and hurtful. 
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The last proposition to which I shall address myself is the effect 
which the contemplated action would have upon the States to 
which it is intended toapply. Nobody on either side of this ques- 
tion believes that it is the purpose to interfere with any but 
Southern States, and in considering this last branch of the sub- 
ject I shall speak of it as it will affect Mississippi, and I believe 
that the same conditions will be found to exist in a large measure 
in all the other proscribed States. 

While the language of our constitution is so carefully guarded 
as to prevent its conflict with the fifteenth amendment, I will not 
deny that the leading purpose was to eliminate the negro from 
the political equation, and no honest man who has any conception 
of the horrors of the reconstruction period can blame us. None 
but those who suffered as we did can understand what we had to 
endure in the fateful years from 1869 to 1876. Our homes were 
desolated, our fields were only waste places, our property was 
gone, and our magnificent civilization was threatened. The hun- 
gry carpetbagger, without conscience or decency, the synonym 
of rapine and plunder, had invaded our land and desecrated the 
high stations once occupied by our fathers. Attila, the Hun, was 
called the “‘ scourge of God;’’ the carpetbagger was, in fact, the 
scourge of the devil. 

A black horde, whose dense ignorance was only equalled by 
their credulity, were the willing tools of their unscrupulous lead- 
ers and rejoiced in the power to oppress and humiliate the white 
people of the State. Imagine,if you can, what the intelligentand 
virtuous —_ of any Northern State would feel if they should 
be cc anaiel to look into the office of their chief executive and 
see a man posing as governor, an alien and a stranger, without a 
dollar’s worth of property in the State, and without a spark of 
sympathy for the people over whom he wascalled torule. Then 
turn to the legislative halls and find them filled with the most 
ignorant and depraved class in the Commonwealth, reveling in a 
saturnalia of plunder, and assuming to make laws of which they 
have no conception save that they are intended to put “‘ black 
heels on white necks,”’ and then tell me, if you dare, that the 
people would stand it. 

All this and more we have seen, and the only wonder is that 
we bore itsolong. At last when ‘‘ forbearance had ceased to be 
a virtue” delivery from these hateful and ruinous conditions 
could only be accomplished in one of two ways. Either there 
must be open violence and bloodshed, or the more peaceful 
method of the tissue ballot must be resorted to. Driven to des- 
peration as were our people, I do not deny that, for a time, elec- 
tion frauds were practiced, and the only apology, if any I should 
make, which I have to offer is, that it was that or worse, and I 
am not ashamed to say that under the same conditions we would 
do it again. But for many years elections in Mississippi have 
been as free from fraud as in any State in this Union. 

Notwithstanding two Gisastrous crop seasons in succession our 
people are forging ahead, and though our farmers are much de- 
pressed by their failures in the last two years, with the courage 
which has always characterized pe om they enter upon 
this new year with renewed hope and confidence. As I have said 
before, the negro is more contented than he has ever been since 
his emancipation, and his pretended white friends can do him no 
greater harm than to hold out to him again the tempting bauble 
of political activity. It will demoralize him as laborer, wage- 
earner, and wealth producer and will strike a deadly blow at all 
prosperity. No better advice can be given than to say “‘let the 
negro alone.”” The white people are paying for the education of 
his children, and he knows it. He is on terms of friendship with 
the dominant classes and his rights are as well protected as in any 
State in the Union, and all he has to dois to be a law-abiding and 
industrious citizen and he will command the respect and good 
will of the white people, who are his best friends. Nothing but 
harm can come from filling his mind again with political ideas. 
He is emotional in the highest degree and is easily carried away 
by blind, unreasoning enthusiasm, and it would be an easy tas 
for a shrewd. designing, and unscrupulous white man to make 
him believe that he is an important political factor and so poison 
his mind as to unfit him for the ordinary and profitable duties of 
life. 

If it is imagined by the advocates of this resolution that the 
threat which it conveys, or the actual reduction of our represen- 
tation, will compel our people to change our suffrage laws, they 
are laboring under a gross delusion. It will never be done. We 
would rather have no representation in Congress than to have 
ignorance, vice, and corruption restored to political power in our 
State government. ; 

We still have in the South the truest and noblest type of Anglo- 





Saxon civilization to be found in the world, and we intend to pre- | 


serve it at all hazards. We received it in a haloof glory from 
eur fathers,and we intend to transmit it un to our chil- 
dren. We love honor and true manhood. We admire courage 
and patriotic devotion to duty wherever found. We despi 
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hypocrisy and contemn a coward. We love our State and all her 
interests and are proud of her achievements in field and forum, 

Thesanctity of our homes and the sa pw our beauteous woman- 
hood are far dearer to us than life itself, and these can be cher- 
ished, fostered, and protected only under a white man’s govern- 
ment; and this we will maintain with ‘‘ our’ lives, our f . 
and our sacred honor.’’ You may shesr usof our political power, 
if you will, but we will still have left the proud consciousness of 
knowing that we are right; that our homes and our loved ones 
are protected, and our local governments remain in our own 
hands; and trusting to Him who rules nations and ples, and 
waiting for the returning sense of justice, and believing that the 
American people will yet do right, we will ‘‘ run with patience 
the race that is set before us,’’ and in the light of our Christian 
civilization solve every problem as it arises. [Loud applause. ] 

Mr. CANNON, Just one word. Is the gentleman from Mis- 
souri in his seat? 

Mr. BENTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. We have had one hour and you have had the 
balance of the day. How much additional time does my friend 
require? 

r. BENTON. Well, so far as I know fifty minutes covers all 
the time I have promised; and if there is no other gentleman on 
that side tos , why we can get through by 5 o’clock. 

Mr. CANNON. Then I will ask unanimous consent that we 
close general debate when we adjourn to-day. 

Mr. BENTON. I see no objection to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mlinois asks unani- 
mous consent that general debate upon this bill close with to- 
day’s session. Is there objection? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I su 
take care of me in the morning, if I 
and 5 o’clock, I shall have no objection. 

Mr. BENTON. Youcan protect yourself under the five-minute 


rule by obtaining an exte 
[After a pause.] The 


nsion. 
The CHATRMAN. Is there objection? 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. POU. Mr. Chairman, I make the usual apology in sub- 
mitting theseremarks. I apologize because I shall not discuss the 
bill under consideration; but it would seem that an apology is 
hardly necessary, inasmuch as it appears tobe the custom of this 
House to discuss the merits of one measure while some other 
measure is being considered. It is not deemed improper to dis- 
cuss, for instance, the tariff when the Indian appropriation bill 
is under consideration. Bills about which there is an honest dif- 
ference of opinion are rushed through almost without debate, 
while ample time for discussion is permitted when bills about 
which there is no contest are considered. Fortunately there is, 
Iam told, no rule of the House requiring gentlemen to confine 
their remarks to the subject under consideration. This strikes 
the new member as being a little peculiar, but we are told that 
this is one of the great liberties itted by the Reed rules. 

Now, in the exercise of my right as an American Representa- 
tive, I saw fit the other day to introduce certain resolutions re- 
quiring the Speaker to appoint a select committee of 13, whose 
duty it shall be to investigate the corrupt use of money in 
elections by all the great political parties. These resolutions 
have been misre mted to such anextent by the Republican press 
of the country that I feel constrained to submit some remarks. 

The reply of the Republican press is threefold. They say, 
first, that 1 am proposing to investigate the use of money by the 
Republican party only, and that the resolutions are therefore un- 
fair. ‘Those who charge this certainly did not read the resolutions. 

The word “‘Republican ” isnot atl. They would inaugurate an 
| investigation of the use of money by the national committees of all 
_ the great political parties offering candidates for President in the 
years 1896 and 1900. Why the Republican press should distort 
the resolutions I can not i ine, unless it is prompted to do so 
by a consciousness of the guilt of its own party. Secondly, this 
| partisan press has attempted a little ridicule which is indeed 

crushing. It suggests that I am a new member. My reply is 
| that I came here just as soon as I could get here. i deetter. 
Thirdly, it suggests that Iam a member of unimportant commit- 
' tees. I deny this; but if it be true, a Republican Speaker is re- 
sponsible,and not myself. [Laughter.] All this, Mr. President, 
will not prevent honest men, thinking men, from giving the reso- 
lutions some consideration. 

How is it that this House is about to enter into an imvestiga- 
tion of the affairs of the States? What has provoked the resolu- 
tions of the gentleman from Indiana? I can only s for my 
| own State. Itis notn to go further back the year 

1894. During that year two parties, professedly opposite in prin- 
ciples, united to carry our State. One favored ‘the free coinage 
of silver, while the other was committed to the gold standard. 
One favored the subtreasury project, while the other favored the 
' national banks, 


est if the gentleman can 
ve no time between now 
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One favored the Government ownership of railroads, while the 
other favored the railroad ownership of government. And there 
were other radical differences between these two parties, but all 
that made no difference. Offices they wanted and offices they in- 


tended to have. So they divided out all the offices, except the 
electors for President. Their leaders even went so far as to cal- 
culate the emoluments of the numerous offices parceled out in 
order that the division might be just and fair. is is not a jest, 
Mr. Chairman, but a melancholy truth. On election day, in 
compliance with their mime, 50,000 white men walked to 
the ballot box by the side of more than 100,000 negroes, and decent 
government was overthrown in the State. 

It gives me pleasure to admit that some men in both these par- 
ties repudiated this unnatural alliance, and that most of those 
who did repudiate it helped us to redeem the State in 1898. What 
was the result? What offspring was born to this union? As I 
love my State, I hesitate to make this admission. As I am proud 
of her history, I am ashamed for the world to hear it. The result 
of this fusion enabled more than 900 incompetent negroes—some 
of them vicious, very many of them venal—to occupy positions of 
trust or profit in our good old State from 1894 to 1898, 

There was incompetency almost everywhere. Public virtue 
was ridiculed. There were many rumors of scandal in high 
places. Bills were put upon the statute books which never passed 
either house of the generalassembly. The negro, by nature kind, 
became insolent. Our wives and our daughters walked the streets 
of some of our la towns in the broad day time in constant 
fear of negro insults. During these few moments I can give you 
but a faint idea of the humiliation of our good old State. 

In 1898 the white men of North Carolina united and swept 
these people from power. In 1900 they boldly, openly adopted 
an amendment to their constitution ch renders a repetition 
of this condition forever im ble. I have not the time to-day, 
Mr. Chairman, to discuss the constitutionality of that amend- 
ment. We believe it will be sustained by the courts. We do 
not believe that by law the Republican majority in the House 
has any right to reduce our representation here. But we have 
done what we have done. 

If the lawof the land requires a reduction in our representation 
in this House we will submit to it. I undertake to say there is 
not a Democratic member from our State who would not willingly 
give up his seat if it were necessary to save our State from the curse 
of negrorule. If you wish to punish us for protecting our homes, 
do your worst. e defy you. Weshall appeal from the blind 
partisan here to our patriotic and sympathetic white brother in 
all the States of the Union. Think you this appeal will be in vain? 

But, Mr. Chairman, while they are proposing to investigate, I 
thought it would be a good idea to propose an additional investi- 
gation. Let us ascertain, if we can, something about the cor- 
rupt use of money in our national elections. While you are 
investigating the legal suppression of the negro vote in the South, 
suppose you investigate the purchase of white votes in other 
sections. It is a matter of common knowledge that large 
funds are raised and distributed in every campaign by the Re- 
publican rz It is charged, and not denied, that this corrup- 
tion fund (for it can have no other correct name) in 1896 
amounted to millions. It has been charged that the Republican 
national chairman raised $600,000 in one city, and more than a 
million in another. Of course this can not be proven without the 
aid of the law. 

_I do not undertake to say the statement is true, but it is be- 
lieved to be true by many an honest man in this country. One of 
the editorials in a Republican paper, which misrepresented my 
resolutions (as the editor has since admitted), uses these words: 
‘It is the common belief that far too much money is spent in our 
political campaigns. It is a growing evil, and many men deplore 
it.” When a Republican paper makes this admission, Mr. Chair- 
man, you may rest assured that a vefy grave evil exists. Whether 
true or false, there is a belief entertained by many a good man 
that the Presidency of this great Republic goes to the party who 
can raise the greatest corruption fund. Let us illustrate. 

Suppose, in 1904, the Republican party shall name its candi- 
date, supply its national chairman with unlimited means, as was 
said to be the case in 1896, and suppose the Democratic party shall 
name its candidate, and its national chairman shall only be sup 
plied with enough money to defray the legitimate expenses of the 
campaign, whic canfiidete do you suppose will win? Now, re- 
verse the proposition. Give the Democratic national chairman 
plenty of money and the Republican chairman little or none. 
How do you think doubtful States will go? 

Do you think, Mr. Chairman, that there would be very much 
Republican money put up on their candidate? The parties are so 
equally divided that a few doubtful States generally decide the 
election. How utterly abominable the practice of g money 
like water into these doubtful States to corrupt their votes! How 
utterly horrible this quadrennial contest between campaign 
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funds! If me pete is guilty, let us turn on the lights. Let us 
investigate, and if these rumors be true which we constantly 
hear, let us do something to put an end to the practice forever. 

We sometimes hear men suggest that the Republic is in danger. 
Most of this is idle talk. But, Mr. Chairman, there is one real 
danger; there is one ever-present menace to liberty. It overhangs 
our beloved country like a black cloud. It is the corruption of 
the American electorate by the use of money. Neither party can 
justify the practice by charging that the other party is guilty. 
It never has been right to ‘‘ fight the devil with fire.’’ Gentlemen 
can not evade the responsibility. No man should be willing for 
his party to do that which he would not do himself. 

For one, Mr. Chairman, I prefer a repression of partisan strife. 
Rancor and.partisan bitterness are to be deplored at all times. 
Let us look beyond our own State, our own section, and embrace 
within our loyalty and our love every inch of this Republic. Let 
the gentleman from Indiana be warned that no good can come of 
his investigation, but much harm. Let him be warned that it 
will open up strife in a land now prosperous and peaceful. It 
might be well for him to ask himself whether there is any de- 
mand for the passage of his resolutions. But if his party shall 
insist upon an investigation let it proceed to correct, if possible, 
the very greatest of all our national evils. 

Mr. Chairman, it remains to be seen what will be done with 
the resolutions I have seen fit to introduce. They have been re- 
ferred to the Committee on Rules. That committee is all-power- 
ful, but the resolutions will not be reported. They will sleep, 
because, if adopted, they will expose such practices as will render 
a continuance of the power of the Republican party hereafter 
im ible. [Loud applause. } 

r. WILLIAMS o Missisaip i. Mr. Chairman, on page 58 of 
this bill I find a provision which I intend to take as a text for a 
few remarks, which I will make as broad and philosophical as I 
can, concerning its general significance and concerning the gen- 
eral significance of conditions of the sort sought to be met by it 
throughout the world. This provision is for the enforcement of 
the Chinese-exclusion act. 

Enforcement of the Chinese exclusion act: To prevent unlawful entry of 
Chinese into the United States, by the appointment of suitable officers to en- 
force the laws in relation thereto, and for expenses of returning to China all 
Chinese persons found to be unlawfully in the United States, including the 
cost of imprisonment and actual expense of conveyance of Chinese persons 
to the frontier or sea for deportation, $200,000, of which sum $1,000 per 
annum shall be paid to the collector of customsat Port Townsend as additional 
compensation and $1,000 per annum shall be paid to the Commissioner-General 
of Immigration as additional compensation. 

As an American citizen, as 2. Democrat, as a student of ethnol- 
ogy, I am emphatically in favor of that provision. I am em- 
phatically in favor of every provision and every law which at- 
tempts at any hazard to secure to the Republic a homogeneity of 
population. Iam in favor of every provision that would keep a 
white man’s country his in its civilization, in its code of ethics, 
and in its government, and conversely of every law and policy 
that would restrain the white man in his own country and keep 
him from eas himself upon the black man, the yellow 
man, or the brown man in his country. 

I will show you before Iam through that in what I say I am 
expressing no narrow prejudice, no sectional view, but a con- 
clusion at which white men have always arrived—men of our 
race—when they are confronted by a situation which demands 
ony ree conclusion at all. 

r. Chairman, the feeling of the white race which leads it to 
try to guard itself from the infringement of other races, and which 
leads it to regard the amassing of any considerable number of any 
other race in its midst as a menace to its civilization and to its 
very life, is a feeling which has caused much argument concern- 
ing its source. Some people contend that it is an instinct; other 
people argue that it is a prejudice. I care not which it is; it is a 
fact, which has existed always under circumstances calling for 
its assertion, and which always will exist. 

I do not myself think that it is an instinct, because I find little 
children not sharing it. I do not think it is a prejudice, because 
prejudice is a conclusion founded unreasoningly and without 
cause. I would rather define it to be a common-sense, historical, 
induction and just conclusion, arrived at from being confronted 
with an actual condition. It has existed everywhere. 

Early in the history of this country it existed in the anti-red 
man form in Massachusetts. All the early epistolary literature of 
New England is full of the idea, of white people, being the Israel 
of God, contending against red men, as Gentiles and Philistines, 
and Hittitesand Amalekites. It existsin Arizonaand New Mexico 
in the anti-Digger form. It exists on the Pacific slope in the anti- 
Chinese form. It exists in South Africa in the anti-Kaffir form. 
It exists down South, though not as strongly as elsewhere, in 
the anti-negro form. 

It has gone down South only to the point of resenting any effort 
to bring the negroes to a social and political equality. It does not 
exist there industrially. It is everywhere else on the surface of 
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the globe a resentment against colaboring with the white man 


even. There have been some few exceptions upon limited areas 
in the Tropics, but wherever the exceptions Save existed they 
have been followed by hybridizations, by loss of self-respect 
among men and women—the latter chiefly—by race deterioration, 
and by loss of manhood. 

Now, gentlemen, I said that I would promise to show you that 
this feeling is not a feeling of mere prejudice, but is the common- 
sense conclusion of wise men when confronted with a situation. 
I want to read you a few lines from Abraham Lincoln, whom my 
people at one time hated perhaps as they hated no other man—a 
man whom the student of history learns to respect more and more 
from day to day as a man of broad charity and a very considerable 
degree of philosophy; marvelous, indeed, considering his prepara- 
tion and education. Here is what he said in the general debate 
with Mr. Douglass in 1858: 


Now, gentlemen, I do not want to read at any greater length, but this is 
the true complexion of all I have ever said in regard to the institution of 
slavery and the black race. This is the whole of it, and anything that argues 
me into his idea of perfect social and political —ry with the negro is but 
a specious and fantastic arrangement of words, by which a man can prove a 
horse-chestnut to be a chestnut horse. I will say here, while upon this sub- 
ject, that I have no purpose, directly or indirectly, to interfere with the in- 
stitution of slavery in the States where it exists. I believe I have no lawful 
right to do so, and | have no inclination to do so. I have no purpose to intro- 
duce political and social equality between the white and black races. There 
is a physical difference between the two which, in m patqmens, will proba- 
bly forever forbid their living together upon the footing of perfect equality, 
and, inasmuch as it becomes a necessity that there must be a difference, I, as 
well as Judge Douglas, am in favor of the race to which I belong having the 
superior position. * * * 

Judge Douglas has said to you that he has not been able to get from mean 
answer to the question whether I am in favor of negro citizenship. So far as 
I know, the judge never asked me such a question before. Heshall have nooc- 
casion to ever ask it “—. for I tell him very frankly that I am not in favor 
of negro citizenship. This furnishes me an occasion for saying a few words 
upon the subject. I mentioned, in a certain s h of mine which has been 

rinted, that the Supreme Court had decided that a negrocould not possibly 
made a citizen, and, without saying what was my ground of complaint in 
regard to that or whether I had any grounds of complaint, Judge Douglas 
has from that thing manufactured nearly everything that he ever saysabout 
my disposition to produce an equality between the negroes and white people. 

If anyone will read my speech he will find I mentioned that as one of the 
points decided in the course of the Supreme Court opinions, but I did notstate 
what objection I had toit. But Judge Douglas tells the people what my ob- 
jection was, when I did not tell them myself. Now,my opinion is that. the 

lifferent States have the power to make a negro acitizen under the Constitu- 

tion of the United States, if they choose. The Dred Scott decision decides 

that they havenotthat power. If the State of Illinois had that power Ishould 

be opposed to the exercise of it. That isall I have to say about it. 
* » * * * * > 

Bef« a proceeding let me say I think I have no prejudice against the South- 
ern people. 
did not exist among them they would not introduce it. If it did now exist 
among us, we should not instantly give it up. This I believe of the masses 
North and South. Doubtless there are individuals on both sides who would 
not hold slaves under any circumstances and others who would gladly intro- 
duce slavery anew if it were out of existence. We know that some Southern 
men do free their slaves, go North, and become tip-top Abolitionists; while 
some Northern men go South and become most cruel slave masters. When 
Southern people tell us they are no more responsible for the origin of slavery 
than we, I acknowledge the fact. 

When it is said that the institution exists, and that it is very difficult to get 
rid of it, in any satisfactory way, I can understand and appreciate the saying. 
I surely will not blame them for not doing what I should not know how to do 
myself. If all earthly power were given me, I should not know what to do as 
to the existing institution. My first impulse would be to free all the slaves 
and send them to Liberia, to their own native land. But a moment's reflec- 
tion would convince me that whatever of high hope (as I think there is) there 
may be in this in the long run, its sudden execution is im ible. If they 
were all landed there in a day they would all perish in the next ten days; 
and there are not surplus shipping and surplus money enough in the world 
to carry them there in many timesten days. Whatthen? Free them all and 
keep them among us as underlings? 

Is it quite certain that this betters their condition? I think I would not 
hold one in slavery atany rate. Yet the point is not clear enough to me to 
denounce pe yple upon. What next? Free them and make them politically 
and socially our equals? My own feelings will not admit of this; and if mine 
would, we well know that those of the great mass of white people will not. 
Whether this feeling accords with justice and sound judgment is not the 
sole question, if, indeed, it is any part of it. A universal feeling, whether 
well or ill founded, can not be safely disregarded. We can not, then, make 
them equals. ‘It does seem to me that systems of gradual emancipation 
might be adopted; but for their tardiness in this I will not undertake to 
judge our brethren of the South. 

While I was at the hotel to-day an elderly gentleman called upon me to 
know whether I was really in favor of producing a perfect equality between 
the negroes and white people. While y had not proposed to myself on this 
occasion to say much on that subject, yet as the question was asked me, I 
thought I would occupy perhaps five minutes in saying something in regard 
toit. Iwill say, then, that Iam not, nor ever have been, in favor of bringing 
about in any way the social and political equality of the white and black races; 
that I am not, nor ever have been, in favor of making voters or jurors of _ne- 
groes, nor of qualifying them to hold office, nor to intermarry with white 
x2ople; and I will say in addition to this that there isa physical difference 
xetween the white and black races which I believe will forever forbid the 
two races living together on terms of social and political equality. And 
inasmuch as they can not so live, while they do remain together there must 
be the position of superior and inferior, and I as much as any other man am 
in favor of having the superior position assigned to the white race. 


I want, furthermore, to call your attention to this important 
fact: That after four years of war had embittered men’s feelings, 
after four years of war had got men on both sides at the blood- 
boiling point, where they sought more to destroy and punish than 
they sought conclusions of calm reason, Abraham Lincoln, up to 
a week before the time he was assassinated, had gone no further 


They are just what we would be in their situation. If slavery | 
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than the Mississippi constitution goes to-day. He said, in a letter 
to Judge Hunt, of Louisiana: 


Can it not be possible that you can make some provision for even admit- 
ting to suff: such of these people as are amongst their best educated men 
and most intelligent classes? 

I quote from memory. But this is not all, Mr. Chairman. 
Some of you remember the late Senator Fessenden, of Maine, 
who, when discussing the Chinese-exclusion bill in the Senate, 
said this: 

I by no means assent to the doctrine that the negroes are required by the 


Constitution of the United States to be placed on an equal footing in the States 
with white citizens. 


GREAT REPUBLICAN LEADERS DECLARE THEIR CONVICTIONS. 

Preston King, a Republican Senator from New York, a man of 
great ability, thought the provision in the Oregon constitution 
against permitting free negroes to settle in the State was harsh, 
but declared: 

I certainly would not be in favor of encouraging the immigration of any 
considerable number of black men to settle and live aanens. a white popula- 
tion. I think it is the interest of both races that they should live apart. 

He favored, so Senator George, of Mississippi, said, the settle- 
ment of the free blacks in Central and South America, and he 
was, he said, perfectly willing that the people of the new free 
States should exercise their discretion, and exclude negroes if 
they saw proper. 

Remember, Senator King was not discussing whether he would 
be willing to give negroes suffrage in New York, but whether 
they ought to be permitted to immigrate thither. 

So do I, wherever it is possible, favor keeping them apart, but 
wherever it is no longer possible for them to live apart—if con- 
demned_by historical consequence to live together—I think they 
should live together upon a working plan whereby civilization 
itself shall be saved. I think it is brave and noble to meet witha 
bold and honest front the race problems with which we are con- 
fronted. I think it is absolutely foolish to go, like knights-errant, 
into places all around the world hunting up race problems for 
the pure fun of solving them. i 

While I would like to keep the Chinaman and other inferior 
races away from the white man’s country for the purpose of secur- 
ing as much homogeneity of race, and therefore of aspiration, 
social and political experience, and tradition as possible, I would 
also, if I had my way, keep the white man away from the black 
man’s, and the yellow man’s, and the brown man’s country, and I 
would not have him a himself upon them. So much 
for Fessenden and King. ow, I will ask you to listen to this 
from Judge Edmunds, of Vermont. He says: 

This feeling — the Chinaman and this race feeling generally is based 

that nations and races as they have been constituted by the 
God of nature— 

Thank heaven for the word! God made these races, gentlemen. 
‘He fixed their boundaries.’’ Why, I frequently hear people 
talking on this line, say: ‘‘ Why should either rule the other? 
Why should they not live together in perfect fraternity and per- 
fect peace, governing together a common country?’ Simply be- 
cause ‘‘ God made them.”’ And until God changes them, with their 
instincts, with their prejudices, their evolution, their aspirations, 
with their separate characters—themselves, indeed—they are for 
all purposes of government like water and oil; they will not mix 
one with the other; one or the other must float; you may have 
your choice as to which one of the two shall float, but no other 
choice under God do youhave. Butto read on further from Sen- 
ator Edmunds: 

This feeling inst the Chinaman and this race feeling generally is based 
upon the belief that nations and races, as they have been constituted by the 
God of nature and by political and geo hical divisions and arrangements, 
get on better as separate families with their separate independence and their 
separate institutions than they do amalgamated together, unless their origin, 
their race, their tendency, their nature is such that being put together they 
can assimilate and become one perfect, homogeneous, and prosperous mass. 

I do not need to cali the attention of Senators to that fundamental prin- 
ciple of domestic government, tbat in order to success—that just success 
which produces happiness to its people—no republic can su that is not 
a homogeneous oa. s ; 

All this, Mr. President, is fundamental in the long reaches of historic ob- 
servation everywhere. 

My learned friends from Massachusetts may begin with Aristotle and 
come down to Webster, and they will find everywhere over that long reach 
of human experience that the fundamental idea of a prosperous republic 
must be the homogeneity of its people. 


Ah! ‘ those long reaches of historical observation every where!” 
They are the only unfailing sources of wisdom. 

Now, if the House will indulge me for a moment, I intend to 
read something else. I intend to read something which, I will 
say, was inten“«1 by me as a grand hailing sign of the white peo- 
ple of the South to their brethren upon this continent and espe- 
cially upon the Pacific slope. My friends upon the Pacific slope, 
you be ye never asked us for bread when dealing with your race 
problem, which is absolutely insignificant in comparison with 
ours, without getting what you wanted. 

Time and time again we have plead with 


ee for bread and you 
have given us a stone, and not because you 


lieve any more than 
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I believe that there is any inborn, inherent, and natural equality 
among all ‘‘ featherless bipeds *’ on the surface of this globe, but for 
other reasons which I do not intend to gointo now. God knows this 
question is not a question for harsh language nor for crimination 


nor for recrimination. Moreover, it is not a question of boasting 
because of what we have donetosave ourselves. We havedone the 
best we could do. We propose todothe best we hereafter can do. 

Some of our methods have perhaps been crude and some of them 
perhaps wrong, but we have at any rate done one thing; we 
have come out after a long and unsuccessful war, and then after a 
longer and still more unsuccessful and humiliating reconstruction 
period, with the white ribbon, as the symbol of the white man’s 
civilization, still fluttering upon the tips of our lances, and with 
God’s blessing we will try to make it float forever there. Soon 
after I came to the Congress of the United States, in talking upon 
a Chinese-exclusion bill, I used the language which I said I 
would quote, some of which I will read. I said: 


I have found that human nature, all over the world, from the mouth of the 
Mississippi to the mouth of the Danube, is just aboyt the same thing, within 
the same broad racial limits. Within the great limits which God has fixed 
(and it happens accidentally that that is Senator Edmunds’s language too), 
ruarded by certain instincts, impulses, tendencies, traditions—within those 
fines—human nature is the same everywhere. Iam willing to trust the mo- 
tives, the manhood, the fonerosity. the capacity for self-government, and the 
capacity for governing, 
of the Pacific slope, just as I have appealed to them and as those who have 
stood here before me have appealed to them and others to trust the capacity 
for self-government of the people of the South. 

I added the following: 


I shall support this bill, Setiowing pe I do that the white race in the West, 
as at the South, standing upon the higher round of the ladder of civilization, 
is willing to put its hands down to the inferior race standing upon the lower 
level oon bring that race up, not to the same level, because, God willing, as 
the inferior race comes up to our old position, we shall go up by our own 
development to a new one, bringing the inferior up behind us as we go. But 
if in response to our invitation to come up higher he shall say to us, ‘Come 
thou down lower to me,” we answer him in the language of Tennyson, indic- 
nant and astonished— 


“What! I to herd with narrow foreheads, 
. Vacant of our glorious gains?” 

I tell you it is not only the highest law, but it is the highest 
duty, of every life to secure self-preservation and self-perpetua- 
tion. I care not whether the life be the life of an individual, a 
family, a race, a nation, or of a civilization. 


it a duty to resist attacks from whatsoever quarter, and although 
your problem out on the Pacific coast is not as serious a one as 
that with which we are struggling in the South, it may in time 
become so. 

There will come a time, if the influx of Chinamen goes on upon 
the Pacific slope, when the demagogue will, in order to bolster up 
party purposes, demand that the Mongolian be equipped with 
the suffrage ‘‘ in order that he may defend himself.’’ 

I do not remember a single effort of any great man that is so 
indelibly impressed upon my mind as that of Thomas Jefferson, 
made early in the history of this country, when he tried to pre- 
vail upon our forefathers in Virginia, not only to stop the .impor- 
tation of negroes, but to emancipate and deport them. He failed. 
He acknowledged that the failure of the effort was because the peo- 
ple were not prepared for it. He went further and said that they 
would be less and less prepared for it as the numbers of the race 
increased and antagonisms grew, ‘‘ yet the day is not distant,” 
he suid, ‘“‘when they must bear and adopt it or worse will follow.”’ 


Then he added, ‘‘ For there is nothing more certainly written in the | 


Book of Fate than these two things—first, that these people are 
to be free, and, secondly, that no two unequal races can long live 
on the same soil equally free.”’ 

And I have frequently thought that there were few men who 
ever existed, not only in this country, but anywhere else, who 
equaled Thomas Jefferson in his magnificient foresight. On the 
occasion referred to I said further: 


Had there been prescience enough—that sort of prescience with which in- 
tellect is endowed by unselfish love of country—to have followed this greatest 
of Americans in his leadership then, we would have been rid of a constant 
threat to our civilization and to our race. . 

We would not have been standing as we are now — the very verge of 
a volcano, ready at almost any time to break forth. ee possess little 
of the sympathy of some of you gentlemen whom I am trying to help to-day; 
we may at times possess but little hope except the assurance given us by the 
fact that we have hitherto proven equal toevery emergency, and shall, in the 
providence of , prove equal to every emergency in the future; still we 
trust that we may always conjoin law and order wit re ply Oy a we may, 
while preserving our own civilization, have the manhood to just to those 
to whom we must be schoolmasters. 

Iam willing, then, Mr. Speaker, as long as the men of the Pacific slope do 
not ask anything inhuman, do not ask of me anything cruel or anything un- 
kind or immoral, to leave the settlement of this question entirely to them. 
And lam glad to see that early in the history of this Chinese problem they 
have been wiser than we were in the early history of the negro problem in 
the South, when the small number of Africans on this continent constituted 
a condition other than that with which we are now confronted, and that they 
eee willing to take the question up frankly and deal with it boldly and reso- 

y. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there is another thing to which I wish to call your at- 
tention. “An ounce of prevention is better worth than a pound of cure;” 
and the right of self-preservation carries along with it. for thenation, or the 
race. or the civilization, just as the right of self-defense for the individual 
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need be, inferior races, inherent inthe white people | 





God has given to | 
everything worthy of life in this world the instinct and has made | 





does, the right to anticipate deadly attack, So that all these arguments of 
gentlemen on the floor that there are only 106,000 or 160,000 Chinese in this 
country do not appeal to my mind at all. When I see a gentleman over there 
rising in his place, with sage in his eyes, throwing his hand behind him, and 
I know he is armed, and I know that there is about him the deadly weapon 
from whose throat may soon come a deadly missile for me, I have a right to 
anticipate the deadly attack; and, sir, on the same principle nations have the 
right, and races above all others have the right, to anticipate. 

And I tell you, my friends, that no feelings of philanthropy or of justice 
have ever called on a race which had through the centuries accumulated the 
fruits of civilization to surrender any part of that accumulation. No race 
which through heredity and evolution of capacities has received a training 
sufficient to make of its members men worthy to command almost every emer- 
gency has ever been justly called on to surrender one single bit of the fruits 


| which have come to it through the centuries in that way. 


“For I doubt not through the ages one increasing purpose runs, 
And the thoughts of men are widen'd with the process of the suns.” 


The idea of Tennyson in that couplet is that through the fruits 
of labor and progress races and nations, like individuals, grow to 


| become wiser and more capable of governing themselves, and the 


‘*God in History ’’ uses, as an instrument through which to gov- 
ern the world, the developed common sense and common con- 
science of the people. 

And so the world goes on and attains true democracy in the 
course of time, but not immediately. It does not come all at 
once. It must come gradually through processes of evolution, 
through the ages and through the centuries. For a race which 
has through this process of evolution equipped itself for mastery, 
as well as self-government. tamely to sit down and permit itself 
to be inundated by Mongolians, or by any other inferior race, not 
thus equipped and trained, is, in my opinion, not only self- 
stultification but race suicide; and I, for one, shall not stand here 
to prevent the people of the Pacific coast from taking, with ref- 


| erence to this matter, a proper course which their own judgment 


inspires to bring about a solution of the troubles which surround 
them and to work out their own safety. I shall not do it unless 


| at some time they shall demand something of me which I. in my 


turn, would not ask of them—something inhuman, something 
cruel, something wrong. 

I tell you, my friends on the Pacific slope, we alone can under- 
stand you; we alone on this American continent can understand 
you; and you, I hope, some day, will try to understand us better; 
and I think we can not cultivate the acquaintance and knowledge 
of one another any better than by uniting frankly and fearlessly 
whenever these questions are presented to do the right thing, 
trusting our white brethren elsewhere also to do the right, until 
we have proof positive that they are doing wrong or until they 
demand something of us that is palpably wrong. 

Now, my friends, I have the utmost confidence in this: I have 
indeed no doubt, that the white race on the Pacific coast will re- 
member two things which William Shakespeare has said, which I 
am sure that we of the South will also keepin mind. One is that— 

* * * itis excellent 
To have a giant's strength; but it is tyrannous 
To use it like a giant. 
And the second is as true of a race as it is of an individual: 


* * * tothine own self be true, 
And it must follow, as the night the day, 
Thou canst not then be false to any man. 


I say that is true of a race. The race that is true to its better 
instincts, to its own self-preservation, to the perpetuation of its 
own civilization and its higher ideals, although somebody may 
resent the mastership which it takes of others for the time being, 
can not be false to any race, but must necessarily, as a part of its 
own advancing civilization, drag the other, nolens volens, along 


| with it to a higher state than it now occupies. 


Mr. Chairman, in conclusion I wish to say that I shall vote for 
the amendments offered to the bill by these gentlemen who under- 
stand the problem with which they are confronted, who under- 
stand the race that has given them this trouble; because I believe 
that the Chinese race, as far as I have seen it, is but little superior 
to the race which I know so well, and which has given us so much 
trouble, with the aid and assistance very frequently of gentlemen 
on the other side of this House. 

When a race has not been developed up to the point where it 
has a trained common sense and common conscience, right govern- 
mental aspirations, and right purposes—the true self-governing 
instinct—all law, all statute books, all mere abstractions sink like 
waste paper to the bottom, saturated in the water, and vanish 
without anything being left. 

I once said upon the floor of this House, and I repeat it now. 
that Mississippi has not, because she could not, of course, put 
into her constitution one word that is at variance with the fif- 
teenth or the fourteenth amendments to the Constitution of the 
United States. In the opinion of Mississippians, in the opinion of 
the Supreme Court of the United States, in the opinion of Judge 
Cooley, she has not done this. I do not deny that the only reason 
why she did not do it was because it would have been unconsti- 
tutional. Whenever you want to be honest and right about this 
matter of cutting off our representation, eave us free, then, of the 
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shackles of the amendments, both the fourteenth and fifteenth. 
We will meet you there; but as long as they are in the Constitu- 
tion we are going to try to obey them. 

We have disqualified illiteracy. But in that connection I want 
to say this—that there is a difference between ignorance and illiter- 
acy. We have disqualified illiteracy. but sometimes an illiterate 
man is tolerably well educated and sometimes a literate man is 
very ignorant. If you take 10,000 Scotch, English, Welsh, or 
Americans who can not read a letter in a book and shipwreck 
them to-morrow upon some island where they can find physical 
sustenance and support, you would find in a year or so when you 
went back there that they had a government—crude and imper- 
fect, perhaps, but protecting property, conserving and safeguard- 
ing the virtue of females, defending the sanctity of home life; and 
you could take 10,000 Indians educated at Carlisle or at Hampton 
and shipwreck them in the same place and go back there in two 
or three years and they would have their old tribal relations. 

You may take 10,000 negroes, graduates of Harvard College, if 


you could find them, and leave them by themselves without white | 


guidance and without touch of the white man’s current of thought 
and civilization. Go back in a generation and half of the men 


would be killed and the other half would have at least two wives | 


each and have something very near to tribal relations themselves. 
But Mississippi could validly and constitutionally not make race 
distinctions, and she did not. 


it to be fair with the Constitution. 


The only way in which the white people of the South can be | 


made to fail to be true to themselves and just to their inferiors 
would be to stir up once more, if you will, the smoldering fires 
of race hatred, which had died out because of lack of provocation 
developed under political excitement of campaigns occurring an- 
nually, biennially, and quadrennially. Then in moments of great 
provocation, in moments of great excitement, they might perhaps 
forget that, while they had ‘‘a gaint’s strength,”’ they ought not 
“‘touse it as giants.’’ Butif you will let us alone—let us work 
out our own problems—we will try to solve them upon the theo- 
ries which I have indicated. ss 

Now, a few words just from a legal standpoint, and I shall 
have done with this discussion. The ostensible object of these 
resolutions, which go by the name of my friend from Indiana 
[Mr. CRUMPACKER], is to investigate certain “‘ legal conditions.”’ 
Will any man in the world tell me that that is the only object of 
these resolutions? Why, if that were so the constitutions and 
the books of laws would explain that for themselves. Is it this— 
to investigate the methods of carrying on the elections in the 
South, to see if there is intimidation and fraud? If that is the 
intention, then let them investigate election methods and corrup- 
tions all over the country. 
tion alone, there are the books anc you can investigate them. 

Now, so faras Mississippi is concerned, she disfranchises nobody 
except for crime, which is permitted by the fourteenth amend- 
ment, and on an educational condition, which Judge Cooley says 
is not an ‘“‘abridgment or denial of su .”’ because it is not 
cutting off entireiy suffrage, but merely submitting the voter to 
conditions precedent, which he can comply with if he will take the 
tronble to learn howto read. And then again on the tax qualifi- 
cation. 

The poll taxes and all other taxes must be paid. Therich man, 





who is generally white, has to pay taxes on every dollar he owns | 


plus a poll tax, while the poor man has to pay the poll tax 
only and is not required with us, by any power of legal enforce- 
ment, to pay that sum, unless he wants to vote. Judge Cooley 
says that that is not an abridgement of the suffrage because it 


merely requires a condition precedent to be complied with which | 


each man of ordinary thrift and worth could comply with and 
which is for the betterment of society. I am not quoting the 
language exactly, but will do so. It is from Judge Cooley on the 
Principles of Constitutional Law, which is an elementary book, 
comprehensible by everybody, and which I will insert at this place: 

The second clause of the fourteenth article was intended to influence the 


States to being about by their voluntary action the same result that is now 
accomplished by this amendment. 


was denied to any of the male inhabitantsof a State, being 21 years of age and | 


citizens of the United States, or any way abridged oa for participation 
in crime, the basis of representation in Congress should be reduced in the 


proportion which the number of such male citizens should bear to the whole | 


number of male citizens 21 years of age in such State. By this the purpose 


was to induce the States toadmit colored freemen to the privilege of suffrage | 


by reducing the representation and influence of the States in the Federal 
Government in case they refused. 

No opportunity occurred for testing the efficacy of this plan previous to 
the adoption of the fifteenth article, and it can not therefore be affirmed 
whether it would or would not have been successful. Important questions, 
however, may still arise under it. 
to freedmen, but it app}jes to wherever the right to vote is denied to make 
citizens of the proper age, or is abrid for ot 
tion in crime. The State of Connecticut denies the right of suffrage to all 
who can not read, and Massachusetts and Missouri to all who can not both 
real and write. and many of the States admit no one to the privilege of 
suffrage unless he is a taxpayer. 
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So in the majority of the States a citizen absent therefrom, though in the 
public service, can not vote, because the State requires as a condition the 
personal presence of the voter at the polls of his municipality. bly it 
may be said in respect to such cases that the representation of the State 
should be reducedin proportion to the number of those who are excluded 
| because they can not r or write or do not pay taxes or are absent. It is 
not likely, however, that any such position would be sustained. To require 


| the payment of a capitation tax is no denial of suffrage; it is demanding only 


the preliminary performance of public duty, and may be classed, as may also 
se ere at the polls, with registration or the observance of any other pre- 
iminary to insure fairness and protect against fraud. 

Nor can it be said to require ability to read is any denial of suffrage. To 
refuse to receive one’s vote because he was born in some particular country 
rather than elsewhere, or because of his color, or because of any natural 
quality or peculiarity which it would be impossible for him to overcome, is 
plainly a denial of suffrage. But ability to read is something within the 
power of any man. It is not difficult to attain it, and it is no hardship to re- 
quire it. On the contrary, the requirement only by indirection compels one 
to a pe a personal benefit he might otherwise neglect. It denies to 
no man the suffrage, but the privilege is freely tendered to all, subject only 


| toa condition that is beneficial in its performance, and light in its burden 


If a property qualification, or the payment of taxes upon property when one 
has none to be taxed, is made a condition to suffrage, there may be room for 
more question. 

A clause in the Mississippi constitution requires that the voter 
shall be able to read and write before he shall have the privilege of 
suffrage, and we have a clause that is called the ‘‘ understanding 





= . ; istrar sees if he can understand the constitution. 
She was sorry to disfranchise some | pag fing a 


good white men capable of self-government, but she had to do | 


If itis to investigate the legal ques- | 


It provided that when the right to vote | 


The provision is general; it is not limited | 
causes than for participa- | 


clause.’’ The general impression seems to be that we do not allow 
a man to vote in Mississippi unless he goes to a registrar and the 
This is an 
error, like that other impression that there is no appeal from the 
decision of the registrar. Any man who can read can vote in 
Mississippi, and we ascertain that fact just as it is ascertained 
| elsewhere where the qualification exists. Why, any man that 
| can read is not required by our constitution to understand any- 

thing, upon the schoolmaster’s theory that the man who reads 

is necessarily not ignorant. Sometimes he is very ignorant, while 
| on the other hand sometimes an illiterate man is very knowing. 
That is, the so-called ‘‘ understanding clause’’ is an extension 
of the franchise, not an abridgment. 

I want to say right now that there is not a single clause of the 
Mississippi constitution that operates against the black man that 
does not operate against the white man subject to the same con- 
ditions precedent, whether in theory, in law, upon the statute book, 
or in principle or practice at the polls. I want to say right now 
| that there are more negroes—black people, colored peo who 
get admitted to the suffrage in Mississippi upon the ‘‘ understand- 
ing clause’ than there are white people; and it grows out of race 
instinct. The white man who can not read or write feels that it isa 
humiliation for him to say so, and to ask for an understanding 
| examination. The negro does not feel that humiliation, and goes 

and asks for it. There are very few who ever vote under it, 
either black or white; but absolutely more colored people than 
| there are white people vote under that provision. 

| Now, gentlemen, if, upon the other hand, a demand that the 
| voter shall be registered is an abridgment of the Constitution in 
Mississippi, it is an abridgment in every other State in the Union 
which requires previous registration and previous residence in 
the precinct or in the State or in the county. If an educational 
qualification is legally an abridgment, it is an abridgment in Con- 
| necticut, it is an abridgment in Massachusetts, it is an abridg- 
| ment in Vermont, and if the understanding qualification men- 
tioned in the law books, so little resorted to in practice, be an 
abridgment, what must the requirement be in the State of Ver- 
mont—the requirement to be ‘‘ of good moral character?’’ 

Mr. PALMER. Did the gentleman ever hear of anybody de- 
| nying that proposition? 
| Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. What proposition? 
| Mr. PALMER. That these abridgments are abridgments in 
| every State in the North as well as in the South? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I am pretty well convinced 

| that gentlemen in their hearts, some way or other, are expecting 

_to make some sort of a difference, or else this resolution would 

| never have been introduced into the House, and if my friend is 

| candid, so is he, is he not? 

| Mr. PALMER. No} it covers every State in the Union. 

| Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Verbally, yes; intentionally, 
no. I believe, as surely as I am standing here, that this resolu- 

| tion was introduced to strike at North Carolina, South Carolina, 

Louisiana, Mississippi, and Alabama, and at them alone. 

Mr. CRUMPAC Will the gentleman yield to me fora 
| question? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes. 
|. Mr. CRUMPACKER. I understood the gentleman to say that 
| in his judgment the State of Mississippi had not denied or abridge‘ 
the right of any male inhabitant, 21 years of age, a citizen of the 
| Uni States, to vote, within the meaning of the Constitution. 
| Is that correct? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I understood the gentleman to say also 

| that the method of the administration of the election laws in the 
State of Mississippi was altogether fair and impartial. 
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Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Undoubtedly; but your res- 
olution does not go to the method at all. Your question is ir- 
relevant. Still I answer in the affirmative. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Then what objection can the gentleman 


have, speaking from the standpoint of his own State, to any kind 
of an investigation of this question? 

Mr. WIL of Mississippi. Because it inaugurates once 
more the interference by a partisan legislative body with the suf- 
frage question in the South instead of leaving the question to be 
determined by the —— of the States or by the courts; it will in- 
augurate once more,the going at each session of Congress a step 
further in centralization and interference with local self-govern- 
ment, and it will inaugurate a partisan majority report, a parti- 
san minority report, and a disturbance of business enterprise and 
budding progress all over the South. 

I will say to my friend that I do not frankly believe, as a Demo- 
crat, speaking from a party standpoint, that these resolutions are 
going to do the Republican party any good, or that they are going 
to do the Democratic party any harm; but they are going to do the 


South a great dealofharm. I love the South better than I do the 


Democratic party, much as I love it and am grateful to it. When 
the people see the sword of Damocles hanging over them, and 
what they regard as an effort being made in any part of the Union 
to disrupt the social and political conditions again by trying to 
bring them intoa position where it may be remotely possible that 
we may have another carnival of vice, crime, ignorance, and 
Africanization, it will disturb the business of the South, produc- 
ing business anarchy and threatening social chaos. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Willthegentleman allowa suggestion? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The gentleman knows that there is 
quite a general belief throughout the country that some States 
have denied or abridged the right of citizens of the United States 


to vote, and that they are enjoying a representation that has no 


constitutional basis. Now, would it not be worth much to the 
South and the whole country to have an investigation and to 
demonstrate to the country the truth of the gentleman's conclu- 
sion that these States have not disfranchised citizens and that 
they are administering the election laws of the State with the 
utmost fairness? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Surely my friend and I want 
to be candid and honest on this question. I certainly would not 
object to any fair and impartial investigation by a nonpolitical 
authority. But surely the gentleman does not mean to tell me 
that he considers a committee of the House of Representatives, 
appointed upon a resolution of this sort, as anything more than a 
bipartisan committee at best, a tribunal which bring back 
two re a majority report and a minority report—and both of 
them ed solidly, every Republican for one and every Demo- 
crat for the other, along party lines. 

Mr. JACKSON of Kansas. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Let me finish my statement 
and then I will yield to the gentleman. 


Now, if you want to investigate, why not do it properly? The | 


jury system in North Carolina is founded on the grandfather 


clause. The whole constitution hangs together. Why not make | 
a case and carry it to the Su~reme Court and let it decide the | 


question? 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Mississippi | 


has expired. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I ask leave 
for just long enough to answer a question. 

The CHAIR . Thegentleman from Mississippi asks unani- 
mous consent that his time may be extended for twominutes. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I should like toask the gentleman from 
Mississippi a question. He knows, of course, that it is one of the 
important duties of the House of Representatives to apportion 
representation. Does he not know that the House must base its 
action upon its own information, and that it can only acquire in- 
formation through its own agencies or organs? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. No; Idonotknowthat. First, 
because has exhausted its power of apportionment until 
1910; second, because I think it would be much fairer for the 
House to base its action on evidence collected and conclusion ob- 
tained through the courts or in some other nonpartisan way. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Well, that is a new proposition. 

Mr. JACKSON of Kansas. In view of the proposed investiga- 
tion as to the validity of the election laws of certain States, I 
would like to ask the gentleman “rom Indiana [Mr. CruMPackER 
whether he is willing to consent at the proper time to an amend- 
ment that we may investigate as to the validity of the law of any 
State which in any way prohibits a candidate from accepting a 
nomination from more than one party? ; 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That is a proposition I do not know 
anything about. : 


Mr. JACKSON of Kansas. Well, I will take pleasure in giving 
the gentleman some information on that subject, if he will per- 
mit me. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I have not heard any complaint—cer- 
tainly not in my part of the eountry—with reference to that 
matter, and have not heard any restriction proposed upon the 
action of candidates in that respect. 

Mr. JACKSON of Kansas. Well, it is, I may say, with sadness 
and sorrow that I inform the gentleman that that question has 
been raised in the great State of Kansas. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I understood that the Democratic can- 
didate for the Presidency in 1896 and in 1900 was nominated by 
several different political parties. But I have not understood that 

| any constitutional objection was raised, and as a Federal question 
| it occurs to me it is one with which this body has nothing to do. 
| Mr. JACKSON of Kansas. I want toinform the gentleman that 
| since that time the Republican party in the State of Kansas has 
| said that it was a crime to accept nominations from several polit- 
ical parties and that it should not be repeated. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Let me ask the gentleman whether he 
does not believe that that particular question is a local one—local 
to the State of Kansas? 

Mr. JACKSON of Kansas. No more local to the State of Kan- 
| sas than the other question to Mississippi, Alabama, Louisiana, 
| or any other Southern State whose election provisions you pro- 

pose to investigate. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I would ask whether that 

TheCHAIRMAN, Thetime of the gentleman from Mississippi 
has again expired. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I shall be glad to discuss the question 
with the gentleman some other time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I ask consent to insert in the 
| Recorp the language of Cooley’s Principles of Constitutional 
Law, to which I have referred, together witn the references given 
| by the author. [Applause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi asks unan- 
imous consent to extend his remarks inthe Rrecorp. Is there ob- 
jection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CANNON. If this concludes the general debate 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I would like an opportunity to 
| speak for aboutseven minutes in the morning. If I can be recog- 
| nized now, I will yield the floor for a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. CANNON. I think the gentleman from Indiana has in- 
| genuity enough, if anybody should undertake to oppose his request, 
to get ten minutes to-morrow. 

Mr. BENTON. I think we can give him ten minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. I move that the committee now rise. 

The motion was . 

committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. LAWRENCE reported that the Committee of 
| the Whole on the state of the Union had had under consideration 
| the sundry civil appropriation bill and had come to no resolution 
| thereon. 











RECIPROCAL TRADE RELATIONS WITH CUBA, 


Mr. PAYNE. By direction of the Committee on Ways and 
Means, I report back, with a recommendation that it pass, the bill 
(H. R. 12765) to provide for reciprocal trade relations with Cuba. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union and, with the accompanying 
| report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PAYNE. I desire to give notice that I shall ask the House 
to consider this bill on Tuesday of next week—the 8th of April, I 
believe. I now ask unanimous consent that any member or mem- 
bers of the committee may file his or their dissenting views at any 
time during the present week. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from New York that any member of the Committee on Ways 
| and Means may have leave to file minority views in respect to the 
| bill just reported at any time during the present week? The 
| Chair hears no objection. 

ENROLLED BILIS SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 12315. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Todd; 

H. R. 2273. An act granting a pension to Martha A. De Lamater; 

H. R. 10486. An act granting a pension to Alida Payne; and 

H. R. 11418. An act granting an increase of pension to Hannah 
T. Knowles. 





LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows; 
To Mr. TayLor of Alabama, for two weeks, on account of im- 
t business. 
To Mr. MorrexL, for four days, on account of sickness in his 
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To Mr. De GRAFFENREID, indefinitely, on account of important 
business. 

Mr. CANNON. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 
50 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


I move that the House adjourn. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed in the court in the case of 
Dorcas, Elizabeth, and Samuel McCammon, against the United 
States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Director of the Mint submitting an 
estimate of appropriation for mint at San Francisco—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
= Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as 
follows: 

Mr. SOUTHARD, from the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures, to which was referred the bill of the House (H.R. 
12705) to amend section 3536, Revised Statutes, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1262); which 
said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. COOMBS, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 257) 
to establish a light-houseand fog-signal station at Mukilteo Point, 
near the city of Everett, State of Washington, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1263); which 
said bill and report were refered to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 258) providing additional funds for the es- 
tablishment of a light-house and fog-signal station at Browns 
Point, on Commencement Bay, State of Washington, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1264); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 260) to establish a fog-signal at Battery 
Point, State of Washington, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1265); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 265) to establish a light-house and fog-signal 
station on Burrows Island, State of Washington, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1266); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 


Mr. SHAFROTH, from the Committee on the Public Lands, | 


to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12796) pro- 
viding for free homesteads in the Ute Indian Reservation in Col- 
orado, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 1275); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
Mr. MANN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 


Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3513) | 
authorizing the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River, | 


at or near Parkville, Mo., reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1267); which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 


Mr. PAYNE, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to | 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12765) to provide 
for reciprocal trade relations with Cuba, reported the same with 
am: ndments, accompanied by a report (No. 1276); which said 
bill and report were referred to thé Committee of the Whole 
Heuse on the state of the Union. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
as follows: : . 

Mr. WEEKS, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 957) for the relief of J. J. L. 
Peel, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
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report (No. 1268); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. THOMAS of Iowa, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2216) for the relief of Eliza- 
beth Muhleman, widow, and the heirs at law of Samuel A. Muhle- 
man, deceased, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1269); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
| was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4233) for the relief of 
David V. Howell, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1270); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CURTIS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12710) for the relief of 
Elizabeth McKinney, a citizen Pottawatomie Indian, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
1271); which said bill and report were catered, to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. STORM, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2393) for the relief of Joseph B, 
Sargent, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 1274); which said bill and report were referred to 
| the Private Calendar. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered to 
the Clerk, and laid on the table, as follows: 

Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6458) for the re- 
| lief of Thomas F. Tobey, reported the same adversely, accom- 
panied by a report (No, 1272); which said bill and report were 
laid on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 8544) to place Elias H. Parsons on the re- 
| tired list of the Army, reported the same adversely, accompanied 
| by a report (No, 1273); which said bill and report were laid on 
| the table. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

| of the following titles wete introduced and severally referred as 

| follows: 

| By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 13205) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a monument for Joseph Anthony Mower—to the Commit- 

| tee on the Library. 

| By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 13206) providing for the ap- 
pointment of civil engineers in the United States Navy—to the 

| Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SCHIRM (by request): A bill (H. R. 13207) to incor- 

| porate the Washington Cooling Company—to the Committee on 

| the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 13208) to authorize the 
United States and West Indies Railroad and Steamship Company, 
of Florida. to construct a bridge across the Manatee River, in the 
State of Florida—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. STEWART of New Jersey: A resolution (H. Res. 
185) that the Speaker of the House appoint some person specially 
| qualified to have the care and charge of House bathing rooms—to 
the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. SULZER: A resolution (H. Res. 186) concerning the 
Boer war going on in South Africa—to the Committee on Foreign 
| Affairs. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Memorial of the legislature 

| of Minnesota, in favor of allowing the State of Minnesota 5 per 

cent of the proceeds of public lands appropriated for military 

services to the United States—to the Committee on the Public 

| Lands. 

| Also, memorial of the legislature of Minnesota, in favor of Sen- 

ate bill 3575—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 

| merce. 

| By Mr. MORRIS: Memorial by the legislature of Minnesota, re- 
lating to Senate bill 3575—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial to Congress by the legislature of Minnesota, re- 
specting the 5 per cent of the minimum price of the public lands 
that have been appropriated as compensation for military serv- 
ices rendered the United States since the admission of Minnesota 
into the Union—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 











PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 13209) to correct the military 
record of Henry Fitzgerald—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


1902. 
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By Mr. BROMWELL: A bill (H. R. 13210) granting an increase 
of pension to Gustav Tafel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 13211) granting a pension 
to Melissa Burton, widow of William Burton—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 13212) to 
correct the military record of Henry N. Penfield—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. GRIFFITH: A bill (H. R. 13218) granting a pension to | 


John A. Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13214) granting an increase of pension to 
William W. Rollins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HANBURY: A bill (H. R. 13215) to correct the mili- 
tary record of Bernard Corrigan—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13216) tocorrect the military record of Simon 
W. Larkin—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JETT: A bill (H. R. 13217) granting an increase of 


pension to Thomas W. Dodge—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 


sions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 13218) granting an increase of pension to | 


Henry L. Karns—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 13219) granting a pension to Alcinda Notes- | 


tine—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. JOY: A bill (H. R, 18220) granting an increase of pen- 


sion to William Sendelbach—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 


sions, 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 13221) granting a pension to 
Benjamin W. Keith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 13222) for the relief of 
Charles Candy—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 13223) for the relief of Mary E. O. Dashiell— | 


to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 13224) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John Williams—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 


By Mr. NEVIN: A bill (H. R. 13225) granting an increase of | 


pension to George Hallick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13226) granting a pension to William War- 
ner—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: A bill (H. R. 13227) granting a pen- 
sion to Elizabeth J. Emry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13228) granting an increase of pension to 
George Russell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 13229) granting a pension 
to Rensalaer W. Zindle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 13230) granting an 
increase of pension to Luther Towne—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13231) for the relief of the estate of Preston 
Bond—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 13232) granting 
an increase of pension to Alanson A, Austin—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEWART of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 13233) granting 
a pension to William A. Nelson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

y Mr. WARNER: A bill (H. R. 18234) granting an increase 
of pension to Lewis Johnson, jr.—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. : 

By Mr. WATSON: A bill (H. R. 18235) granting an increase of 
pension to Anna Bennett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ZENOR: A bill (H. R. 13236) granting a pension to 
James Long—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLER: A bill (H. R. 13237) granting an increase of 
pension to John Y, Sanders—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
s10nSs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13238) granting an increase of pension to 
Carlos M. Niles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13239) granting an increase of pension to 
Ervin Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13240) granting an increase of pension to 
Nimrod F, Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18241) for the relief of John 8. Friend, of 
Eldorado, State of Kansas—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: A bill (H. R. 13242) granting a pension 
to Melissa and Lavinia Pendock—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 13248) granting a 
pension to Leah Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: fe 
By Mr. ADAMS: Petition of George E. Hedges and other citi- 
zens of Philadelphia, Pa., for the passage of a bill to prevent the 
cascreton of the national flag—to the Committee on Military 
airs. 





By Mr. ALEXANDER: Protest of the Merchants’ Exchange, 
| Buffalo, N. Y., against the passage of Senate bill 1118—to the 
| Committee on the Judiciary. 
| By Mr. BALL of Delaware: Petition of citizens of Kent County, 
| Del. , favoring the passage of Senate bill 1891, for a further restric- 
| tion of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
| ralization. 
| Also, resolutions of Operative Plasterers’ International Associ- 
| ation No. 38; of Wilmington Typographical Union, No. 123; of 
| Amalgamated Wood Workers’ Union No. 108, and of Wilming- 
| ton Lodge, No, 184, International Association of Machinists, of 
| Wilmington, Del., favoring an educational qualification for immi- 
grants—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 
By Mr. BROMWELL: Papers to accompany House bill 13210, 

| granting an increase of pension to Gustav Tafel—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 10403, granting a pension 
to Emma Plumb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWN: Resolutions of the Wisconsin Game Protec- 
| tive Association, urging the passage of the Lacey bills, H. R. 
10306 and H. R. 11535, with reference to the preservation of game— 
| to the Committee on the Territories. 
| By Mr. BULL: Resolutions of Granite Cutters’ Union No. 2, of 
Newport, R. 1., favoring the construction of war vessels in the 
| United States navy-yards—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
Also, petition of Amasa M. Eaton and other citizens of Provi- 
| dence, R. I., for the collection of statistics relating to marriage 
| and divorce—to the Select Committee on the Census. 
| Also, resolutions of Iron Molders’ Union No. 41, of Providence, 
| R. I., favoring an educational qualification for immigrants—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 
| 
| 


By Mr. DOUGHERTY: Resolution of Stanberry Lodge, Loco- 
| motive Firemen, Stanberry, Mo., for the further restriction of im- 
migration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolution of the same lodge, favoring extension of the 
Chinese-exclusion act—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. DOVENER: Resolutions of Bricklayers’ Union No. 1, 
of Wheeling, W. Va., favoring a reenactment of the Chinese- 
exclusion law—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of Stone Cutters’ Association, Flint Glass 
Workers’ Union No. 59, Potters’ Union No. 28, and Potters’ 
Union No. 6, all of Wheeling, W. Va.; Stone Cutters’ Association 
of New Martinsville, and Potters’ Union of New Cumberland, 
W. Va., favoring educational test in the restriction of immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT: Petition of Pee Division, No. 265, Brother- 
hood of Locomotive Engineers, Florence, 8. C., favoring the pas- 
sage of the Hoar-Grosvenor anti-injunction bill—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ESCH: Resolution of Wisconsin Game Protective As- 
sociation, Milwaukee, Wis., in favor of the enactment of the 
Lacey bill for the protection of game animals—to the Committee 
on the Territories. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Resolutions of Captain Charles W. Chap- 
man Circle, No. 60, Ladies of Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Allegheny, Pa., favoring a bill providing pensions to certain offi- 
cers and men in the Army and Muey of the United States when 
50 years of age and over, and increasing widows’ pensions to $12 
per month—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of the National Hay Association, Winchester, 
Ind., favoring House bill 8337 and Senate bill 3575. amending the 
interstate-commerce act—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Resolutions of Division No. 73, Order 
of Railway Conductors, Ashtabula, Ohio, and Brotherhood of 
Locomotive Engineers No. 368, Atlanta, Ga., favoring the passage 
of the Hoar-Grosvenor anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HASKINS: Petition of Martha Washington Council, 
No. 3, Daughters of Liberty, East Burke, Vt., favoring restricted 
immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
ti 








ion. 

By Mr. HITT: Resolutions of Atlantic Coast Seamen’s Union 
in regard to employment of Chinese stokers on Pacific vessels—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HOWELL: Resolutions of Trenton Division, Order of 
Railway Telegraphers, Trenton, N. J., favoring the passage of 
the Grosvenor anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on the Ju- 


diciary. 

By Mr. LACEY: Resolution of Wisconsin Game Protective As- 
sociation, favoring the passage of House bill No. 10306, for the 
preservation of wild animals and game birds—to the Committee 
on the Territories. 

Also, resolutions of Union No. 162, of Ottumwa, Iowa, favoring 
the passage of the Grosvenor anti-injunction bill—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Resolutions of Building Trades Council, of 
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mittee on the Post-Office and Post- bs 

Also, resolucion of Signal Mount Lodge, No. 372, Brotherhood 
of Locomotive Firemen, favoring restrictive immigration laws— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolutions of the same lodge, in favor of the exclusion of 

‘hinese laborers—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MANN: Resolutions of Maine Lodge, No. 545, of East 
St. Louis, Il.; Beaucoup Lodge, No. 549, of Carbondale, Il., and 
J. L. Burlingame Lodge, No. 320, of Flora, I1l., favoring the pas- 
sage of the Foraker-Corliss safety-appliance bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts: Petition of J. Riley Rogers 
and other residents of Byfield, Mass., in favor of the restriction 
of immigration—to the Committee on Lnmigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

By Mr. MORRIS: Petition of Plumbers’ Union No. 11, of Du- 
tuth, Minn., for the exclusion of Chinese laborers—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of Stone Cutters’ Association and Carpenters’ 
Union of Buffalo, N. Y., favoring the construction of naval ves- 
sels at Government navy-yards—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 


By Mr. NAPHEN: Petition of the Iroquois Club, of San Fran- | 


cisco, Cal., favoring the construction of war vessels in the United 
States navy-yards—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: Resolutions of Patriotic Branch, No. 391, 
Polish National Society, of Lykens, Pa., favoring the erection of 
a statue to the late Brigadier-General Count Pulaski at Washing- 
ton—to the Committee on the Library. 


Also, resolutions of Seneca G. Simmons Circle, No. 17, Ladies | 
of Grand Army of the Republic, Harrisburg, Pa., favoring a bill | 


providing pensions to certain officers and men in the Army and 
Navy of the United States when 50 years of age and over, and in- 
creasing widows’ pensions to $12 per month—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


Also, petition of Typographical Union No. 14, of Harrisburg, | 
Pa., in favor of the Chinese-exclusion act—to the Committee on | 


Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of Harrisburg Lodge, No. 383, and Herculean 
Lodge, No. 574, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, and Union 
No. 278, of Lebanon, Pa., and petition of 51 citizens of Shiremans- 


town, Pa., favoring more rigid restriction of immigration—to the | 


Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 
By Mr. OTJEN: Resolutions of Wisconsin Game Protective 


Association, favoring the passage of House bill 10306, for the | 


preservation of wild animals and game birds—to the Committee 
on the Territories. 


By Mr. PARKER: Resolutions of Essex Lodge, No. 72, Rail- | 


road Trainmen, and Iron Molders’ Union No. 91,of Newark, N. J., 


favoring an educational qualification for immigrants—to the Com- | 


mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolutions of Steam Fitters’ Union No. 40, of Newark, 
N. J., for the passage of House bill 9330, for a further restriction 
of Chinese immigration—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBB: Paper in support of House bill 12644, authoriz- 
ing the Secretary of War to furnish an artificial leg to Allen P: 
Dace—to the Committee an Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. ROBERTS: Sundry petitions of and letters from citi- 
zens of Massachusetts, favoring the construction of war vessels 
at the Government navy-yards—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. RUCKER: Protest of merchants of Jacksonville, Mo., 


against House bill 6578, known as the parcels-post bill—to the 


Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


By Mr. RYAN: Petitions of branches Nos. 164, 380, and Syno- | 
wie Wolnosci. Polish societies of Buffalo, N. Y., favoring the pas- | 


sage of House bill 16—to the Committee on the Library. 


Also, resolutions of Building Trades Council of Yonkers, N. Y., 


indorsing House bill 6279, to increase the pay of letter carriers— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: Resolutions of Beet Sugar Factory Com- 
pany. of Fort Collins, Colo., in opposition to reductions in the tariff 
on raw sugars—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SKILES: Resolutionsof Bricklayersand Masons’ Union 
No. 29, Lorain, Ohio, favoring restriction of immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolution of C. P. Ogden Post, No. 569, Nova, Ohio, fa- 
voring the building of war ships in the navy-yards—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of Bricklayers and Masons’ Union No. 29, 
Lorain, Ohio, and Deer Lick Division, No. 292, Railway Con- 
ductors, Chicago, Ill., favoring a further restriction of Chinese 
immigration—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Resolution of Polish Society of Wallingford, 
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Yonkers, N. Y., for increase of pay of letter carriers—to the Com- | General Count Pulaski at Washington—to the Contmittee on the 


Library. 

| By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: Resolutions of Park Lodge, No. 
| 555, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, and Detroit River Lodge, 
| No. 2, of Detroit, Mich., for the further restriction of immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolution of Polish Society No. 53, of Detroit, Mich., 
favoring the erection of a statue to the late Brigadier-General 
Count Pulaski at Washington—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, resolutions of Charles T. Foster Post, No. 42, of Lansing, 
Mich., regarding employees at the United States navy-yards—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: Papers to accompany House bill 
13230, granting a pension to Luther Town—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STARK: Petition of Thomas H. Dry and 22 other citi- 
zens of Diller, Nebr., favoring an amendment to the Constitution 
making polygamy a crime—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of M. W. Dinneen and 88 other citizens of Fill- 
' more County, Nebr., asking that the United States tender its good 

offices for intervention between the Boer Republic and Great 
| Britain to the end that hostilities may cease—to the Committee 
| on Foreign Affairs. 
By Mr. SULZER: Petition of the National Association of Cloth- 
| iers, of New York, indorsing the Ray bankruptcy bill—to the 
| Committee on the Judiciary. 
| Also, resolution of Building Trades Council of New York, fa- 
| voring increase of compensation to letter carriers—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Iowa: Resolution of Esther Lodge, No. 352, 
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, Estherville, Iowa, favoring 
the restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
| and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of [llinois: Paper to accompany House 
bill, granting a pension to Nancy V. e Ferrell, Elizabethtown, 
| Ill.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOODS: Petitions of officers of the California National 
Guard, favoring House bill 11654, increasing the efficiency of the 
mnilitia—to the Committee on Militia. 





SENATE. 
TUESDAY, April 1, 1902. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mitsvurn, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings. when, on request of Mr. Hae, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap- 
proved, if there be no objection. 

PERSONS IN CLASSIFIED SERVICE FROM SOUTH CAROLINA. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Civil Service Commissioners, transmitting, 
in response to a resolution of the 24th ultimo, a list of persons 
now holding places in the classified service charged to the State 
of South Carolina, their names, present addresses, etc.; which, 
with the accompanying paper, was ordered to lie on the table, and 
to be printed. 





ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


| A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
| BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
| House had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were 
thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 
A bill (H. R. 2273) granting a pension to Martha A. De Lamater; 
A bill (H. R. 10486) granting a pension to Alida Payne; 
A bill (H. R. 11418) granting an increase of pension to Hannah 
| T. Knowles; and 
A bill (H. R. 12315) granting an increase of pension to James 
Todd. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. PLATT of New York presented petitions of sundry citi- 
zens of Eden, Wayne, and Akron, all in the State of New York, 
praying for the passage of the so-called Grout bill, to regulate 

| the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which were ordered 

| to lie on the table. 

| He also presented a petition of the Building Trades Council, 

| American Federation of Labor, of Yonkers, N. Y., praying for 

| the enactment of legislation to increase the salary of letter 

| carriers; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Manufacturers’ Association 

| of New York City and Brooklyn, N. Y., and a petition of the 
| Granite Cutters’ Local Union, American Federation of Labor, of 


| Putnam County, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation 


Conn., favoring the erection of a statue to the late Brigadier- ' authorizing the construction of war vessels in the navy-yards of 
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No. 366, of Chelsea; of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 303, of | 


Cadillac; of Beer Bottlers and Drivers’ Local Union No. 254, of 


Grand Rapids; of Brewery Workmen’s Local Union No. 3, of 


Flint; of Local Union No. 10. of Grand Rapids, and of Brewery | 


Workers’ Local Union No. 212, of Saginaw, all of the American 
Federation of Labor, in the State of Michigan, praying for the 
enactment of legislation providing an educational test for immi- 
grants to this country; which were ordered to lie on the table. 
Mr. SCOTT presented the memorials of J. W. Brookfield, of 
Pine Grove: of Mead Brothers, of Parkersburg, and of E. C. 


Martin, of Mannington, all in the State of West Virginia, remon- | 


strating against the passage of the so-called Grout bill, to regu- 
late the manufacture and sale of cleomargarine; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HANNA presented petitions of the Painters’ District Coun- 
cil of Cincinnati; of the Printing Pressmen’s Union of Colum- 
bus; of Lewis Avon Lodge, No. 4, of Martins Ferry; of Lodge 
No. 30,of Youngstown; of Irene Lodge, No. 60, of Local Division 
No. 14, Order of Railway Conductors; of Empire Lodge. No. 6, of 
Cleveland; of Stereotypers and Electrotypers’ Union No. 14; of 
Eagle Lodge, No. 15, of Ironton; of Columbus Lodge, No. 204, of 
Columbus; of Local Union No. 268, of Lorain; of Local Union No. 
263, of Sandusky; of Operative Potters’ Union No. 53, of East Liver- 
pool; of Local Union No. 329, of Canton; of Barbers’ Local Union 
No. 329, of Canton; of Barbers’ Local Union No. 287, of Urbana; of 
National Brotherhood of Operative Potters No. 38, of Cincinnati; of 
Stove Mounters’ Union No. 8, of Hamilton; of Tobacco Workers’ 
Union No, 25, of Cincinnati; of Stereotypers’ Union No. 5, of 
Cincinnati; of Local Union No. 41, of Columbus; of Coremakers’ 
Union No. 9, of Cleveland: of Coremakers’ Union No. 87, of Sa- 
lem; of Local Union No. 57, of East Liverpool; of Piano and Or- 
gan Workers’ Union No. 7, of Cincinnati; of Piano and Organ 
Workers’ Union No. 24, of Van Wert; of Carriage and Wagon 
Workers’ Union No. 23, of Cincinnati; of Carriage and Wagon 
Wood Workers’ Union No. 16, of Columbus; of Brewery Engi- 
neers and Firemen’s Local Union No. 251, of Cleveland; of United 
Brewery Workers’ Union No. 255, of Dayton; of United Brewery 
Workers’ Union No. 162, of Newark; of Brewers’ Union No. 57, 
of Zanesville: of Brewery Workers’ Union No. 179, of Akron; of 
Brewery Drivers, Helpers, and Stablemen’s Local Union No. 192, 
of Dayton; of Beer Drivers and Stablemen’s Union No. 204, of 
Youngstown; of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 254, of Wapa- 
koneta; of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 173, of Zanesville; of Cigar 
Makers’ Union No. 166, of Defiance; of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 
96, of Akron; of the Cigar Makers’ Union of Mansfield; of Local 
Union No. 48, of Urbana; of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 416, of 
Norwalk; of the Plasterers’ Union of ‘Mansfield; of Plasterers’ 
Union No. 131, of Dayton; of Journeymen Plasterers’ Association, 
of Youngstown; of Local Union No. 49, of Columbus; of the 
Journeymen Plasterers’ Association, of Cincinnati; of Plasterers’ 
Union No. 80, of Cambridge; 6f the Team Drivers’ Union, of 
Ashtabula; of Team Drivers’ Union No. 152, of Akron; of Car- 
riage Drivers’ Union No. 270, of Cincinnati; of the Drivers and 
Helpers’ Union, of Toledo; of Team Drivers’ Union No. 207, of 
New Philadelphia; of Typographical Union No. 69, of Newaai; 
of Type Founders’ Union No. 4, of Cincinnati; of Photo Engray- 
ers’ Union No. 24, of Cleveland; of Electrotypers’ Union No. 35) 
of Cleveland: of Photo-Engravers’ Union No. 13, of Cincinnati: 
of Typographical Union No. 63, of Toledo; of Typographical 
Union No. 219, of Canton; of Electrotypers’ Union No. 31, of Cin- 
cinnati: of the Photo-Engravers’ Union, of Columbus; of Cam- 
bridge Typographical Union, No. 208, of Cambridge; of Deco- 
rators and Paper Hangers’ Union No. 189, of Zanesville; of 


Painters and Decorators’ Union No. 50, of Cincinnati; of Local | 


Union No. 62, of Bellaire; of the Mountain City Lodge, of Mar- 


tins Ferry; of the Board of Associated Charities of Springfield, | 
Ohio: of Iron Workers’ Union No. 31, of Cleveland, and of Boot | 


and Shoe Cutters’ Union No. 210, of Cincinnati, all in the State 
of Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation providing an 
educational test for immigrants to this country; which were or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Oak Harbor, 
Vienna, Columbus, West Mansfield, Eaton, Cedarville, Deerfield, 
Muskegon, and Orangeville: of W. M. Mitchell and 26 other citi- 
zens of Chesterland; of Bryon Merrill and 20 other citizens of 
Jersey; of James Phillips and 46 other citizens of Dustin Station; 
of 8. G. Johnson and 44 other citizens of Germans: of W. J. 


Hayes and 43 other citizens of Ravenna; of Joseph Fields and 25 | 


other citizens of Fields; of E. F. Beardsley and 14 other citizens 
of Huntsburg: of B. M. Boswell and 46 other citizens of Fuller- 
town: of Charles F. Cooks and 46 other citizens of Wildare; of 
N. B. Griggs and 46 other citizens of Huntington; of George H. 
Schodle and 16 other citizens of Amanda; of George Wilson and 
45 other citizens of Amanda; of J. M. Babb and 47 other citizens 
of Curton: of Joseph Swartzmiller and 47 other citizens of Angus; 
of M. A. Mishey and 45 other citizens of Bellville; of J. T. Bur- 
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rows and 13 other citizens of Brighton; of 8. M. Mason and 43 
| other citizens of Brighton; of George Depenbrock and 25 other 
citizens of Snyder; of A. F. Allaman and 66 other citizens of Trot- 
wood; of F. J. Peters and 31 other citizens of Ashville; of S. M. 
Tompkins and 22 other citizens of Circleville; of Wilson Ett and 
| 24 other citizens of East Ringold; of A. Butterbaugh and 88 other 
citizens of Kingston; of E. A. Patrick and 45 other citizens of 
| Mount Hope; of Ora Brady and 46 other citizens of Reiley; of 
Roy B. Wyatt and 46 other citizens of North Royalton; of Henry 
| Boerhr and 48 other citizens of Mesopotaniia; of T. D. Smithand 
22 other citizens of Independence; of 8S. W. Brockway and 20 
| other citizens of Orangeville; of Joseph Hasson and 46 other citi- 
| zens of Richfield; of J. H. Argo and 23 other citizens of West 
Mansfield; of C. R. Wetmore and 34 other citizens of Canfield; of 
W. C. Hull and 45 other citizens of Orangeville; of G. Sadler and 
34 other citizens of Olmsted Falls; of L. L. Murray and 24 other 
citizens of Clarke; of F. Bush and 42 other citizens of Kinsman; 
of C. H. Sweet and 68 other citizens of Spencer; of George C. 
| Smith and 45 other citizens of Alpha; of J. H. Geddes and 20 
| other citizens of Chester Hill; of Will Garrison and 35 other citi- 
| zens of Yellow Springs; of Buckeye Grange, No. 1343; of Mont- 
ville Grange, No. 666, of Montville; of Pomona Grange, Patrons 
| 


of Husbandry, of Garrettsville; of the Northern Ohio Milk Pro- 

ducers’ Association; of the Miami County Pomona Grange, of Tip- 

pecanoe City; of the Jackson County Grange, of Camba; of the 
| Ohio Jersey Cattle Club; of Riverside Grange, No. 1526, of Birm- 
| ingham, all in the State of Ohio, praying for the passage of the 
so-called Grout bill, to regulate the manufacture and sale of 
| oleomargarine; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 55, United 
Brotherhood of Leather Workers on Horse Goods, American 
Federation of Labor, of Marietta, Ohio, praying for the passage 
| of the so-called parcels-post bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Ohio Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union, of Oberlin, Ohio, praying for the enactment 
of legislation providing for the printing of 10,000 copies of Senate 
document entitled ‘‘ Protection of Native Races;’’ which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing. 

He also presented a memorial of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
| perance Union of North Fairfield, Ohio, and a memorial of the 
Society of Christian Endeavor of Hunts Corners, Ohio, remon- 
strating against the regulation and control of vice by the board 
| of health of Manila, P. I.; which were referred to the Committee 
on the Philippines. 

j 
| 





He also presented a petition of the officers of the Ohio National 
Guard, of Zanesville, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legisla- 
| tion to promote the efficiency of the militia; which was referred 
| to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
He also presented a memorial of Typographical Union No. 182, 
| of Akron, Ohio, remonstrating against the adoption of certain 
amendments to the copyright law; which was referred to the 
| Committee on Patents. 

He also presented a memorial of Cigar Makers’ Local Union 
No. 249, American Federation of Labor, of Findlay, Ohio, and a 
memorial of Local Union No. 48, American Federation of Labor, 
of Toledo, Ohio, remonstrating against any reduction of the im- 
port duty on cigars; which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 
| He also presented a memorial of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
| perance Union of Oberlin, Ohio, remonstrating against the repeal 
| of the present divorce laws 6f the District of Columbia; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Shiloh 
| Baptist Church, of Cleveland, Ohio, praying for the enactment 
of such legislation as will make effective the provisions of the 
Constitution cutting down the Congressional representation of 
| States disfranchising its citizens; which was referred to the Com- 
| mittee on the Judiciary. 
| He also presented the petition of C. B. Buschmann and 4 other 
| citizens of Columbus, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legisla- 

tion providing for the election of United States Senators by a di- 
rect vote of the people; which was referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of the Retail Grocers’ Association 
| of East Liverpool, Ohio, praying for the passage of the so-called 
| pure-food bill: which was referred to the Committee on Manu- 

factures. 

He also presented memorials of the Boiler Manufacturers’ As- 
sociation of Cleveland and of the Manufacturers’ Club of Cincin- 
nati, in the State of Ohio, remonstrating against the passage of 
the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill to limit the meaning of the 
word *‘ conspiracy’ and the use of *‘ restraining orders and in- 
junctions ’’ in certain cases; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Metal Trades’ Association 
‘of Cincinnati, Ohio, remonstrating against the passage of the 
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so-called eight-hour bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

He also presented a memorial of Cleveland Harbor, No. 42, 
American Association of Masters and Pilots of Steam Vessels, of 
Cleveland, Ohio, remonstrating against the enactment of legisla- 
tion to remove discriminations against American sailing vessels 
in the coasting trade; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of Hod Carriers’ Local Union No. 
8773, American Federation of Labor, of Akron; of International 
Association of Machinists’ Lodge No. 238, of Cleveland; of the | 
Grand Army of the Republic Posts, No. 443, of Felicity; No. 197, 
of New Straitsville; No. 742, of Broachville: No. 235, of Shade- 
ville; No. 455, of Racine; No. 658, of Hannibal, and No. 569, of 
Nova; of Stereotypers and Electrotypers’ Union No. 14, of Co- 
lumbus; of Electro Workers’ Union No. 32, of Lima; of United 
Brewery Workers’ Union No. 147, of Columbus; of Lewis Avon 
Lodge, No. 34, of Martins Ferry; of Wilson Post, No. 602, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Venna Crossroads, all in the State of 


Me., praying for the enactment of legislation providing an educa- 
tional test for immigrants to this country; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

ANTI-CONSPIRACY BILL. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I present and ask to have printed as a 
document a communication from the legal representatives of the 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers and Railway Conductors 
and Railway Trainmen, bearing upon the bill known as the anti- 
conspiracy bill, which is already before the Senate, reported from 


| the Committee on the Judiciary. The communication embraces 


the legal opinion submitted by these several organizations. I pre- 
sent it with the request that it may be printed as a document, as 
I take it it may be of value when the bill comes before the Senate 
for consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 


| quest of the Senator from Kentucky? The Chair hears none. 


The communication will lie on the table and be printed. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 





Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the| Mr. WETMORE, from the Committee on the Library, to whom 


construction of war vessels in the navy-yards of the country; 
which were referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of Bricklayers’ Local Union No. 7, 
of Akron; of Machine Coopers’ Union No. 109. of Cincinnati; of 
Bricklayers’ Union No. 21, of Columbus; of Beer Drivers and 
Stablemen’s Union No. 202, of Columbus; of Carpenters’ Local 
Union No. 61, of Columbus; of Dennison Lodge, No. 421, of Den- 
nison; of Sign Writers’ Union No. 224, of Cincinnati; of Brick- 
layers’ Union No. 8, of Toledo; of Iron Workers’ Union No. 117, 
of Chillicothe; of Bricklayers’ Union No. 5, of Cleveland; of Sole 
Fasteners’ Union No. 218, of Cincinnati; of Stereo and Electro 
Union No. 14, of Columbus; of Typographical Union No. 182, of 
Akron; of Workers’ Union No. 57, of East Liverpool; of W. A. 
Rang Union, No. 425, of Chicago; of Bakers and Confectioners’ 
Union No, 41, of Columbus; of Order of Railway Conductors’ No. 
14, of Cleveland; of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 249, of Findlay; of 
the Trades and Labor Council of Chillicothe; of Magic City Union 


No. 41, of Barberton; of Bricklayers’ Union No. 25, of Springfield; | 


of Bricklayers’ Union No. 10, of East Liverpool; of Core Makers’ 


Union No. 7, of Cleveland: of Wood Workers’ Union No. 89, of | 


Cincinnati; of Masons’ Union No. 29, of Lorain; of Bricklayers’ 
Union No. 6, of Canton; of Local Union No. 44, of Conneaut; of 
the Granite Cutters’ Local Union of Clyde; of Brewery Workers’ 


Union No. 147, of Columbus; of Bellevue Union, No. 134, of | 


Bellevue; of Carpenters and Joiners’ Union No. 725, of Glennville; 
of Brewery Workers’ Union No. 12, of Steubenville; of Buckeye 
Union, No, 228, of Galion; of Brotherhood of Electrical Workers’ 
Union No, 143, of Ashtabula; of Bohemian Bakers’ Union No. 
39, of Cleveland; of Plumbers, Steam Fitters and Gas Fitters’ 
Union No. 94, of Canton; of Bucyrus Division, No. 193, of Bucy- 


rus; of Dennison Division, No. 2780, of Dennison; of W.E. Puile | 


and 71 other citizens of Tippecanoe City; of H. J. Deyfus and 6 
other citizens of Bloomdale; of Lewis J. Moore and 27 other citi- 
zens of Dayton; of Alvie Myers and 82 other citizens of Melmore; 
of C. C. Mahoney and 47 other citizens of Senecaville; of S. O. 
Rush and 47 other citizens of Springfield; of Daniel Ehrherdt and 


was referred the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 61) granting permis- 
sion for the erection of a monument or statue in Washington 
City, D. C.,in honor of the late Benjamin F. Stephenson, founder 
of the Grand Army of the Republic, reported it with an amend- 
| ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DEBOE. Iam directed by the Committee to Establish the 
University of the United States, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 3943) to establish a university of the United States, to report 
it without amendment and to submit a report thereon. I move 
that the hearings before the committee be printed, and also that 
| certain letters from prominent educators throughout the United 
States indorsing the university proposition be printed as an ap- 
| pendix. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BARD, from the Committee on Fisheries, to whom was re- 
| ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
| ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 4069) to establish a fish hatchery and fish station in 
| the State of South Carolina; 

A bill (S. 148) to establish a fish-hatching and fish station in 
the State of Utah; and 

A bill (S. 1908) to authorize the establishment of a biological 
_ station on the Great Lakes, under the control of the United States 
Commission of Fish and Fisheries. 

Mr. BARD, from the Conimittee on Fisheries, to whom was re- 
| ferred the bill (S. 2826) for the establishment of a fish-cultural 
station in the State of Florida, reported it with an amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on Public Lands, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 4855) authorizing the issuance of 
a patent to the county of Clallam, State of Washington, reported 
| it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. STEWART. I am directed by the Committee on Indian 
| Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11353) making ap- 
| propriations for the current and contingent expenses of the In- 
| dian Department and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various 





47 other citizens of Cincinnati; of A. L. Sarbuch and 47 other | Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and for other 


citizens of Sparta; of J. W. Winkleman and 47 other citizens of 


purposes, to report it with amendments, and to submit a report 


Canton; of L. E. Shuey and 47 other citizensof Canton; of Emmet | thereon. I desire to give notice that I shall call it up as soon as 


C. Gibson and 20 other citizens of Middlebranch; of George W. 


practicable, at an early day. 


Cunningham and 59 other citizens of Fostoria; of W. P. Hoffman | The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will be placed on the 


and 46 other citizens of Cleveland; of Walter S. Roberts and 49 | Calendar. 


other citizens of Cleveland; of Herman Koper and 35 other citi- 
zens of Cincinnati; of W. 8S. Lebold and 59 other citizens of 
Sandyville; of J. H. Culver and 47 other citizens of Mansfield; of 
Order of Railway Conductors’ Local Division No. 26, of Toledo; 


of J. M. Ferris Lodge No. 132, Brotherhood of Railroad Train- | 


men, of Cleveland; of Local Union No. 371, of Byesville; of Vic- 


tor Council, No. 29, of Byesville; of Youngstown Typographical | 


Union, No. 200, of Youngstown; of Stereotypers’ Union No. 5, of 
Cincinnati; of Stove Mounters’ Union No. 8, of Hamilton; of Red 
Prince Lodge, No. 250, of Byesville; of Byesville Lodge, No. 765, 
of Byesville; of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 360, of Delaware; of 
Retail Clerks’ Union No. 94, of Canton; of Bricklayers’ Union 
No. 16, of Xenia; of Carpenters’ Union No. 589, of Chillicothe, 
and of Iron Molders’ Union No. 4, of Cincinnati, all in the State 
of Ohio, praying for the reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion | 
law; which were ordered to lie on the table. : 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Choctaw and Chickasaw | 
Indians of the Indian Territory, praying that the so-called Atoka 
agreement be carried out, and for the enactment of certain reme- | 
dial legislation, and remonstrating against the adoption of certain | 
proposed amendments to the Indian appropriation bill; which was | 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. : 

He also presented the petition of Arthur A. Nichols. of Au- 
gusta, Me., and the petition of Wilbur D. Nichols, of Augusta, 


DISTRIBUTION OF DOCUMENTS, 


Mr. PLATT of New York. I am directed by the Committee 
| on Printing, to whom the subject was referred, to report a bill to 
amend an act entitled ‘‘An act governing the public printing and 
binding and the distribution of public documents,’ approved Jan- 
uary 12, 1895, and I ask for its immediate consideration. 

The bill (S. 4872) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act governing 
the public printing and binding and the distribution of public 
documents,’ approved January 12, 1895, was read the first time 


| by its title, and the second time at length, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 73 of the act entitled “An act governing 
the public printing and binding and the distribution of public documents,” 


| approved anuary 12, 1895, page 316, in paragraph relating to the printingand 


distribution of the Nautical Almanac and Ephemeris, be amended by insert- 
ing the word “third” before the word “calendar” in line 6of said paragraph, 
and by striking out the word “next” where itappearsafter the word “ year” 
in the said line 6, so that the para a will read: “ The 500 copies printed for 
Congress and the usual number shall be for the third calendar year follow- 
ing,” etc. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? ; i 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read again; it is a short bill. 

The bill was 2:ain read. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THE ISTHMIAN CANAL. 
Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, to 


whom was referred the concurrent resolution submitted by Mr. | 


Harris (for Mr. MorGAN) on the 26th ultimo, reported it with- 
out amendment; and it was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 
there be printed 3,000 copies of Senate Document No. 253, first session Fifty- 
seventh Congress, being the hearings before the Committee on Interoceanic 
Canals, of which 1,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate and 2,000copies 
for the use of the House of Representatives. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. PRITCHARD introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Commtttee on Pensions: 

A bill (8. 4856) granting a pension to Sarah M. Dowthitt; 

A bill (S. 4857) granting a pension to Celia E. Hampton; and 

A bill (S. 4858) granting a pension to Mary E. Haren. 

Mr. PRITCHARD introduced a bill (S. 4859) for the relief of 
G. M. Woodruff; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4860) for the relief of George H. 
Brown; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 4861) to regulate the as- 
sessment and collection of personal taxes in the District of Co- 
lumbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BURNHAM introduced a bill (S. 4862) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James Welch; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced a bill (S. 4863) granting a pen- 
sion to James H. Crawley; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4864) for the relief of Lemuel 


Stokes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the | 


Committee on Claims. 


Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced a bill (S. 4865) granting an in- | 


crease of pension to Joseph D. Hazzard; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. PATTERSON introduced a bill (S. 4866) granting an in- | 


crease of pension to Sara D. Bereman; which was read twice by 
its title. and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 4867) to provide for an increase 


in the Pay Corps of the Navy; which was read twice by its title, | 


and, with the accompanying paper, which was ordered to be 
printed, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. CARMACK introduced a bill (8. 4868) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James J. Walker; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 4869) granting an increase | 


of pension to Elias A. Calkins; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington introduced a bill (8. 4870) to ap- 
propriate funds for investigations and tests of American timber: 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 4871) granting an in- 
of pension to Helen M. Worthen; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 


crease 


A bill (S. 4873) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Milton A. Romig; 

A bill (8S. 4874) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of John Porcella; 

A bill (S. 4875) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of George W. Bush; 

A bill (S. 4876) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of William P. Taylor, deceased; 

A bill (S. 4877) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Hiram G. Anderson; 

A bill (S. 4878) to remove the charge of desertion from the 


military record of Quimby Hays, deceased; 
A bill (S. 4879) for the relief of William F. Denmuer: 
A bill (S. 4880) for the relief of Lorenzo D. Anderson; 
A bill (S. 4881) for the relief of Sarah A. Norris; 
A bill (S. 4882) to correct the military record of Hugo Messig; 
A bill (S. 4883) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of John B. Henry; 
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aie bill (S. 4884) to correct the military record of Thomas M, 
iott; 
A bill (S. 4885) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
| military record of Silas N. Steel; and 
A bill (S. 4886) for the relief of George F. Owen. 
Mr. FORAKER introduced the following bills; which were 
| each read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
| Military Affairs: 
| A bill (S. 4887) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
| military record of Simon Rupert; and 
| A bill (S. 4888) for the relief of the heirs at law of Charles K, 
| Smith, jr. 
| Mr. FORAKER introduced the following bills; which were 
| severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
| papers, referred to the Committee on Claims: 
|” A bill (S. 4889) for the relief of Elizabeth F. Irvin; 
A bill (S. 4890) for the relief of Henry Hutchinson; and 
| <A bill (S. 4891) for the relief of Albert C. Magoffin. 
Mr. FORAKER introduced the following bills; which were 
| severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
| papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 
| A bill (S. 4892) granting an increase of pension to John Do- 
| berrer; 
| A bill (S. 4893) granting an increase of pension to Erastus W. 
| Harman; and 
A bill (S. 4894) granting an increase of pension to Thomas B. 
Tucker. 
| Mr. COCKRELL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 4895) to es- 
| tablish a commission of public health and fix the salaries of the 
commissioned officers of the Marine-Hospital Service; which was 
| read twice by its title and referred to the Committee on Public 
| Health and National Quarantine. 
| He also introduced a bill (S. 4896) granting a pension to George 
| C. Conover: which was read twice by its title. 
Mr. COCKRELL. To accompany the bill, I present the peti- 
| tion for pension of George C. Conover, with affidavits of Dr. 
Samuel R. Stofer, John Keenan, and William A. Frost. I move 
that the bill and accompanying papers be referred to the Com- 
| mittee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BACON introduced a bill (S. 4897) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Chattahoochee River at some 
point between Columbus, Ga., and Eufaula, Ala., or in the city 
| of Columbus, Ga.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 


DISTRIBUTION OF COURT REPORTS. 


Mr. BURROWS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (S. 3646) to provide for the distribution 
of the reports of the United States circuit court of appeals and 
of the circuit and of district courts; which was ordered to be 
printed, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
| mittee on the Judiciary. 


GOVERNMENT OF THE PHILIPPINES. 


| Mr. LODGE. I ask that 200 additional copies of Senate bill 
2295, the Philippine bill, reported yesterday, and the substitute 
may be printed for the use of the Senate document room. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think the number ought to be increased 
to at least 500 or 800. Evidently there will be a greater demand 
than 200 copies could supply. 

Mr. LODGE. Very well; I ask that 500 copies may be printed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest that 600 copies be printed for the 
use of the Senate document room, and not for distribution all 
around. 

Mr. LODGE. Let 600 copies of the bill and substitute be 
printed for the use of the Senate document room. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And the report. 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly; and the report. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The report of the majority and the views 
| of the minority. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
| quest of the Senator from Massachusetts as modified? 
| hears no objection, and the order is made. 

The order was reduced to writing as follows: 
Ordered, That 600 additional copies of the bill (S. 2295) “‘ temporarily to pro- 
| vide for the administration of the affairs of civil government in the Philip- 
pine Islands, and for other purposes,” as reported, together with the amend 
ment submitted by the minority as a substitute, sal Roper’ No. 915, with the 
| views of the minority, be printed for the use of the Senate document room. 
| Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I wish to make a correction. On 
| page 3 of the majority report on the Philippine bill there is a mis- 
print of a rather serious character, to which I wish to call atten- 
tion so that it may be corrected in the future print. It says ‘a 
| 


Is there objection to the re- 
The Chair 


bullion dollar of 410 grains.” It ought to be, of course, “416 
grains.”’ 


























1902. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 3499 





ANATOMICAL BOARD OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. himself to its natural color or pay 10 cents additional. Is this 
Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following concurrent resolu- | justice? Why should Congress permit one industry the right to 
tion; which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: cater to the fancy of the consumer of its product and deny the 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the | 5@4me right to another? Because, say the friends of the bill, if 
President be requested to return to the te the bill (S. 2201) for the pro- | you allow the oleomargarine people to color their product in any 
motion of anatomical science and to prevent the desecration of graves in the | shade of yellow they will sell it as butter, and this is what we 
District of Columbia. : : ee want to prevent them from doing. 
IMIZAEION DAIRY FROOUCTS. According to the testimony given before the Senate Committee, 
Mr. PROCTOR. I move that House bill 9206 be taken up for | average quality oleomargarine can be produced for about 8 cents 
consideration. , apound. Add to this the present tax of 2 cents, and its first cost 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of | will be 10 cents. The ecs+ of certain grades will be somewhat 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9206) to | less, while the best grades will come somewhat higher. This 
make oleomargarine and other imitation dairy products subject | product is sold to the consumer from about 13 to 20 cents a pound. 
to the laws of any State or Territory, or the District of Colum- | Now, under the proposed law we must add 8 cents a pound and 
bia, into which they are transported, and to change the tax on | the ordinary percentage to the aforesaid price, which, roughly 
oleomargarine, and to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act defining | estimated, would make the price to the consumer from 22 to 28 
butter, also imposing a tax upon and regulating the manufacture, | cents a pound, a price equal to that of ordinary butter. 
sale, importation, and exportation of oleomargarine,’’ approved Mr. President, if there is an incentive for the manufacturers of 
August 2, 1886. oleomargarine to violate the present law, will not an additional 
Mr. HEITFELD. Mr. President, the pending bill provides for | tax add to the temptation? Under the present law this product 
a tax of 10 cents per pound on oleomargarine instead of a tax of | is put upon the market so cheap that it can be afforded by almost 
the 2 cents now imposed. Ostensibly it is a revenue measure, | the poorest of our citizens. Add 10 cents a pound to its cost and 
but if Senators will carefully study the testimony given before | it is beyond the poor man’s reach and enters into competition di- 
the House and Senate committees by the friends and advocates | rectly with the butter product sold to that class of our citizens 
of the measure, they will have to admit that it is intended to be | that can afford to pay 25 to 30 cents a pound for this sort of 
repressive legislation, the real purpose of which is to destroy the | luxury. 
oleomargarine industry. : The advocates of the measure now before us are indirectly 
It is true that the bill provides a 10-cent tax only on so much | doing more harm to the dairy interests than all the oleomarga- 
of this product as is colored in imitation of butter, while for the | rine manufacturers could under ordinary circumstances do in a 
uncolored article it provides a tax of one-quarter of a cent. The | score of years. For years past there has been in the minds of the 
supporters of the bill argue from this fact that this legislation | people a violent prejudice against oleomargarine. Nothing the 
would be in the interest of the consumer by cheapening the prod- | manufacturer could say in favor of his product would have, for 
uct, approximately, 2 cents a pound. a long time to come, removed this aversion. But when the advo- 
Mr. President, this whole question has been carefully con- | cates of this measure began to attack this product it was neces- 
sidered by the Committee on Agriculture of both the House and | sary for the manufacturers to defead themselves, and the most 
Senate, both during the last Congress and the present one. The | natural way for them to do this successfully was by asking that 
hearings before the committees of the last Congress covered some | their product be subjected to the most severe analytical tests, and 
875 pages, while the hearings of the present session cover some | when such tests were had it was plainly demonstrated that this 
500 pages. As a member of the Senate Committee on Agri- | product was a wholesome and nutritious article of diet. 
culture I have had the opportunity of following closely every- According to a report from the Commissioner of Internal Rev- 
thing that has been said in favor of and in opposition to this | enue, May 14, 1900, the following are the percentages of ingredi- 
measure. I am frank to say that at no time have I noticed any | ents used in the production of oleomargarine in the United States 
anxiety on the part of the friends regarding the revenue features | for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1899: 
of the bill. Nota man argued before the committee that this | Per cent. 


Per cent. 

enormous tax was needed by the Government, nor did one of | Neutral lard..................... 34.87 | Stearin ................---..--... 0.0% 
them feel sufficiently interested in the revenue feature to even | Cleo oil ----.- gocttttetecseseeseee 26.82 | Glucose -...-...---.- wesencerene |. 
approximately state how much revenue would be derived from | Lotton-seed oll --...----...------ Ea ata <7 ---7o seen nanne=nor> Se 
this source. Their sole purpose was plainly to get a law upon the | Coloring matter._......0-.-----. 116 | Butter oil 2220006 
statute books that will destroy this industry. | Sugar ......--..--..-.----+------- -12 | Butter -.-....-.-.-..-. - 12 
I am as desirous as are any of the friends of this measure to | “!¥¢eT!------------------------- Sigh -isage potent — 


compel the manufacturers of oleomargarine to sell their product | Experiments as to the relative digestibility of butter and oleo- 
to the consumer for just what itis. I will go as far as anyone | margarine were made by Adolph Mayer, a German chemist, as 
in supporting legislation to bring about such a result, providing | early as 1883; another German chemist, N. Kienzel, made further 
such legislation is not clearly for the purpose of destroying a | experiments in this line in 1898; a third experiment was made by 
legitimate industry in order to build up another. The pending | Dr. H. Lihring in 1897, and their findings are as follows: 

measure, to my mind, has such a purpose, and Lam opposed to it | 








| P j o | a "ane aieimiiasiee 
because of that purpose. a m eee . eon er 
The friends of the bill argue that the manufacturer of oleo- | sata ' aa idl Ea ici 
margarine ought to be denied the right to color his product yel- | Digestibility of — ees ee Sess cau 
low, or, as they put it, in imitation of butter. They want to | Ceutter SERIO? 98. 40-97. 10 | 6.65 | %.69 96. 96 
deny these people the right of coloring their product, but at the | Oleomargarine....... 96.40-95.80 | 05. 64-95. 72 | 96. 68-98. 70 96.27 
| 6. 


same time hold that they themselves have a right to color their | 
product (butter) to suit the fancy of the consumer. Mr. W. D. | 





Hoard, ex-governor of Wisconsin and now president of the Na-| Mr. President, I believe this phase of the question was discussed 
tional Dairy Union, while testifying before the House committee, | yesterday, and various statements were made as regards the rela- 
stated that he regarded the coloring of oleomargarine as an in- | tive digestibility of butter and oleomargarine. From this table 
fraction of the buttermen’s trade-mark; when asked if butter | it appears that as far back as 1883, wl.en oleo was considered to 
had a particular color why coloring matter was added, he re- | bean unhealthful article, it was found that the digestibility of but- 
plied, ‘* Because, as I have said, the demand for the market arti- | ter was 98.40, and on another test 97.10. Oleomargarine at that 
cle may be one shade or another of this particular yellow. For | time was 96.40 and 95.80 percent. In 1898 the butter test showed 
instance, in New Orleans the taste of the market is for a very | that the digestibility of butter was 96.65, and on two tests of oleo- 
deep color. In Boston they call for a very light color,a straw | margarine 95.72 and 95.64. In 1899 Lihring found that the per 
color.”’ Right here, the chief advocate of this measure admits that | cent of digestibility for butter was 95.69, while three tests made 
color is a matter of fancy or taste, and that butter is colored to of oleomargarine showed that the percentage was 96.68, 96.70, and 











suit such afancy. Still he denies the manufacturer of oleomar- | 96.93, in every instance more than 1 per cent above the digesti- 
garine the right to cater to the fancy of the consumer of his prod- | bility of butter. dei 
uct, and he demands that the oleomargarine consumer pay a We find from this report of the Commissioner of Internal Rev- 
penalty of 10 cents a pound, if he prefers it colored in “‘ any shade | enue that oleomargarine is made almost wholly from the products 
of yellow.”” He may eat it in its natural color by paying one- | of the farm. Neutral lard, oleo oil made from the caul fat of 
quarter of a cent, but if he fancies it in any shade of yellow he | the beef, cotton-seed oil, milk, butter oil, butter, and cream en- 
must pay a tax of forty times as much. ter into the manufacture of this article to the amount of about 90 
Other friends of the bill contend that the consumer will soon | per cent. I am aware that for years the dairy interests have sys- 
accustom himself to white oleomargarine, and when once accus- | tematically manufactured sentiment in favor of this sort of a 
tomed to it will relish it fully as well. Thus butter must be col- | measure among the farmers of this country. They have urged 
ored to suit the fancy of the consumer and in order to find a more | them through a system of postal-card petition to ask their repre- 
ready sale, but as to oleomargarine the consumer must adapt ! sentatives in Congress to support this measure. These petitions 
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state in round numbers the total output of oleomargarine. They 
also contain a remonstrance against the passage of what is called 
the ‘“‘ Wadsworth substitute.’’ which is denounced as a ‘step 
backward in dairy legislation.’’ They give the farmer to under- 
stand that something terrible is going to happen to the dairy 
cow if Congress fails to pass the so-called Grout or Grout- 
Tawney bill. They are careful not to tell all. The argument 
is wholly one-sided. The dairy papers one and all harp on the 
same string, and the consumers, who have no organ to defend 
their interests, are unheard. 

Mr. President, being a farmer myself, my sympathies are largely 
with this clasa of our citizens. However, in a matter of this kind 
I do not forget that all my constituents are not farmers, neither 
do I forget that I am not commissioned here to legislate solely for 
any particular section or class, but under my oath must do jus- 
tice to all. Furthermore, I do not see where the farmer will de- 
rive any great benefit from the enactment of sucha law. If the 
ingredients of oleomargarine were substances wholly foreign to 
the farm such a claim might be sustained. 


per cent are products of the farm. Yet the dairy interests say 
this bill is framed in the interests of the farmer and designed to 
protect him. 

[I will state again, the proponents of the bill use large figures in 


stating their case to the country: they do not go into particulars, | 


but leave the story half told. They inform the dairy farmer that 
the output of oleomargarine for the past year was more than 
100.000,000 pounds, but they are silent on the output of butter. 


Mr. C. Y. Knight, secretary of the Dairy Union, stated before | 


the Senate committee a year ago that the total annual production 
of butter in the United States was approximately fifteen hundred 


million pounds, fifteen times greater than the amount of oleomar- | 


garine manufactured. Thus, by giving to the public the output 


of oleomargarine only, the figures appear enormous, but placed | 


beside the butter figures they do not appear anywhere near so 
startling. The friends of the bill also state in a general way to 
the dairyman that oleomargarine is gradually cheapening butter. 
Before the Senate committee a year ago, in support of this con- 
tention, Mr. Knight filed a diagram to be printed with his re- 
marks. 


for that period. I have studied this diagram carefully, and must 


confess I do not find it bears out what the gentleman tried to show. | 


According to this diagram, in 1890 the output of oleomargarine 
was 32,000,000 pounds. The butter prices for that year ranged 
from 15 to 27 centsa pound. The output of oleomargarine for 
1891 was 48,000,000 pounds, and butter ranged that year from 18 
to31 cents. In 1892, 52,000,000 pounds of oleomargarine were pro- 
duced, and butter brought from 19 to 32 cents. In 1893 the out- 
put of oleomargarine was 72,000,000 pounds, and butter prices 
ranged from 21 to 33 cents. Thus in four years, although the 


annual output of oleomargarine had more than doubled, during | 
the same period the butter prices had gradually risen something | 


like 6 cents a pound. In 1894 the production of oleomargarine 


was 65,000,000 pounds, and butter prices ranged from 17 to 27 | 


centsa pound. In 1895 the output of oleomargarine was 54,000,000 
pounds, and butter ranged from 20 to 25 cents. 

In 1896, 48,000,000 pounds of oleomargarine were manufactured, 
and butter was worth from 15 to 24 cents. Right here it will be 
noticed that although the output of oleomargarine was 24,000,000 


pounds less than in 1893 butter prices also ranged from 6 to 9 | 


cents lower. In 1897, 48,000,000 pounds of oleomargarine were 
produced. and butter ranged from 15 to 23 centsa pound. In1898 
we find the output of oleomargarine amounting to 60,000,000 
pounds and butter prices ranging from 17 to 23cents. In 1899 the 


output of oleomargarine was nearly 100,000,000 pounds, and but- | 


9” 
~é 


ter ranged from 18 to 27 cents a pound—the highest price reached 
since 1893—and that, too, despite the fact that the output of oleo- 


margarine was greater during this year than in any preceding | 


year. 

’ Mr. President, from these figures, furnished us by the most 
ardent advocate of this measure, in the shape of a diagram, it 
would appear that the dairy interests have little to fear from this 
much maligned product. 

Butter makers are from year to year learning to improve the 
quality of their product. Exporters testified before the Senate 
committee that some ten years ago we were notable to compete 
with other butter countries in foreign markets. 
to-day we successfully compete with any country in the world. 
As the butter makers are striving to make a better article of but- 
ter, so is the owner of the dairy herd continually improving his 
cows and his method of feeding, and, like every other American 
industry, the dairyman and the maker of butter will keep ahead 
of the procession. 

Mr. H. C. Adams, who appeared before the committee in the 
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Nearly 25 per cent of | 
the ingredients of this product are milk and cream, and all of 90 | 


This diagram shows the production of oleomargarine in | 
the United States for the years 1890 to 1900, and the average | 
wholesale price of butter, by months, in the New York market | 


They claim that | 
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interest of the dairy people, was asked, ‘‘Is not your indust 
more prosperous now than it ever was before?’’ He cutied. 
‘** Yes, sir.’’ Oleomargarine will never displace butter. The lat- 
ter will always be preferred by the people who can afford to pur- 
chase it, and oleomargarine will only supply the table of the man 
who is so unfortunate as not to be able to afford butter. 

Mr. President, the honorable chairman of the Committee on 
Agriculture [Mr. Proctor] stated that this bill cheapened oleo- 
margarine approximately 2 cents a pound, and thus benefited the 
consumer. Many otherchampions of this measure make the same 
claim for it. They all contend that the people will accustom 
themselves to the natural color of the product, and it will there- 
fore not in any way bring about the results predicted by the op- 
ponents of this measure. If these gentlemen are correct in their 
surmises, I will warrant that the principal advocates of this meas- 
ure will be here at the opening of the Fifty-eighth Congress ask- 
| ing further protection. Not one of these men will rest until the 
| last oleomargarine factory in this country is closed, unless, per- 
chance, the dairy farmers should refuse further to contribute to 
keep up this sort of propaganda. 

If Senators will study the testimony of the advocates of the 
measure they can not fail to see that their sole interest and object 
is to destroy the oleomargarine industry. They will not be satis- 
fied with legislation that restricts the sale of it as oleomargarine 
only, or legislation that compels it to stand on its own merit. 
| They are confident that this bill will destroy the industry, and if 
it fails to accomplish what they desire they will return here and 
clamor for legislation more stringent than the measure now under 
consideration. A member of the House committee asked Mr, 
| Hoard ** whether this bill would be demanded if, after its passage, 
| just as much oleomargarine would be manufactured and put on 
| the market as is now manufactured and sold.’’ Mr. Hoard re- 
| plied, ‘‘ In that case, sir, I would come before Congress and de- 
mand a still higher tax.’’ Mr. Knight in a letter to a Virginia 
dairyman wrote as follows: 
| Now is the time for you to clip the fangs of the mighty octopus of the oleo- 
| margarine manufacturers who are ruining the dairy interests of this count 
by manufacturing and selling, in defiance of law, a apurtens, article in imi- 
tation of pure butter. We have a remedy almost at hand which will elimi- 
nate the manufacture of this article from the food-product list. 

Mr. Adames, pure-food commissioner of the State of Wisconsin, 
in his testimony before the committee on March 7, 1900, said: 

There is no use beating about the bush in this matter. We want to pass 
this law and drive the oleomargarine manufacturers out of the business. 

Mr. Hoard, before the House committee, stated: 

In plain words, this is repressive taxation. 

Mr. Knight, secretary of the Dairy Union, before the last Con- 
| gressional election, went so far in his fanaticism as to take an 
| active part in antagonizing the reelection of some members of the 
| House who did not favor a measure of this kind. The following 
| letter was written by him toa constituent of the chairman of the 
| Committee on Agriculture of the House of Representatives: 


THE NATIONAL DAtRY UNION, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 188 SOUTH WATER STREET, 
Chicago, Ill., October 18, 1900. 





DEAR Srr: You ask me to what extent Congressman WADSWORTH op- 
pas the Grout bill. Well, if you have ever been in court and observed a 
wyer defending a criminal you can understand how he fought for the oleo- 


| Mr. P. P. HupBarp, Perry, N. Y. 
i 


| 
| margarine makers. He was the most active opponent we had in Congress. 
| He spent more time lobbying against our bill n even the acknowledged 
| agent of the oleomargarine makers—Lorimer, of Chicago—to whose tender 
mercies WADSWORTH consigned the Grout bill when it was referred to his 
| committee, that it might be smothered. c 

As to WADsSWORTH's bill, offered as a substitute for the Grout bill, it is 
| nothing more nor less than a deep-laid plan to break down completely all 
anticolor laws, including New York. His bill makes l-pound kages origi- 
nal packages so they can be sold under protection of the inte’ te-commerce 
laws by the retailer with a $48 license. Only wholesalers paying $480 can sell 
an original package now, and they can not sell less than 10 pounds. While no 
oleomargarine is made in his State, he has conceived a great affection for the 
kind of oleomargarine that is an exact counterfeit of butter, forbidden by 
New York, and which defrauds the public everywhere, and the only kind we 
| are seeking to suppress. : 

WaADswortTHh’'s friends in Congress were amazed at his attitude in this 
matter. His conduct was unprecedented. No Congressman representing a 
Northern agricultural district has ever been known to take such an aggres- 
| sive stand against the farmers of his district in face of such floods of peti- 
tions and no support whatever from his own people in his position. _ 

WADSWORTH, with his bill, isthe most dangerous enemy the dairymen 
have in the world. As chairman of the Agricultural Committee he has cer- 
tain prestige. If he is returned to Congress by the votes of the farmers of 
his district, thereby winning their aggrovel of his course, it will be bad for 
us. His reelection, unless with a great reduced majority, will be a victory 
for the stock yards and oleomargarine fraud of Chicago, and a death knell to 
the farmer's influence in Congress. 

The National Dairy Union, however, is not in politics, and its officers hap- 
pen to be of the same political faith as WaApsworrH. Our organization 15 
merely for the —— of urging measures in protection of the farmer who 
keeps cows, and furnishing information to them regarding the records of 
Congressmen upon such measures. 

Respectfully, yours, 





CHAS. Y. KNIGHT, 
Secretary National Dairy Union. 
This Mr. Knight is amazed at the attitude of a distinguished 
member of Congress! He calls his conduct unprecedented. He 
does not understand that anyone might have honest convictions 






on a question of this sort. 
Representative should have the courage to stand out against a 
made-to-order flood of manufactured petitions. 
willing to surrender his honest convictions and bow to the will of 
the interests represented by this Mr. Knight, he must be defeated. 
This Mr. Knight wants men in Congress who have no convictions 
are in line with those he has so long been hired for 
e has earned his living for so many years as a paid 
promoter that he is now firmly convinced that Senators and 
bers who may differ with him are acknowledged agents of the 
oleomargarine makers. He even accuses the chairman of the 
House Committee on Agriculture of lobbying against ‘‘ our bill.’’ 
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It is inconceivable to him that any | the oleomargarine produced in the United States. Still it does 
not appear that New York has laws any more stringent than Ili- 
nois, Ohio, or Pennsylvania, all of which have so-called *‘ anti- 
color’? laws. Thus it seems that New York does not need the 
assistance of the Federal Government in dealing with this evil. 
This State enforces its own laws and works out its own salvation. 

A study of this table shows that a number of other States are 
equally successful in controlling this so-called ‘‘ octopus.’’ This 
table gives the quantity of oleomargarine shipped into each State 
for the fiscal year ended 1899, the number of dealers in each State, 
and the percentage of the whole product consumed in each 
State. I ask leave to insert the table in my remarks without 





Unless a man is 







em- 









Mr. President, as a member of the Senate Committee on Agri- 
culture I can say that there has been no evidence or indication of 
any undue interest on the part of any member of the House of 
Representatives either for or against the proposed measure. As 
for the distinguished chairman, whom the impeccable Mr. Knight 
discovers to be a “‘ lobbyist,’’ I will say that he appeared before 


reading. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLACKBURN in the chair). 


The Chair hears no objection to the request of the Senator, and 
the table will be inserted in the Recorp without reading. 


The table referred to is as follows: 


Quantity of oleomargarine shipped into each State for fiscal year ended June 

























the Senate committee, but only for the purpose of replying to Mr. 30, 1899. Re oa 
Adams, food commissioner of Wisconsin, who had stated before IWwumber| : 
the Senate committee that he had not used the language attrib- State or Territory. ‘of deal- | Pounds. ont 
uted to him in the House minority report; also to reply to this ers. | : 
Mr. Knight’s statement that he, Knight, had not written to the | ————————————————-—————————— | aaa 
Virginia dai en a letter quoted in the same report. I will | Alabama -.......................--...-....---- 21 | 226,053 | 0. 28+ 
he cl ’s state t thi ion: aL hi een clic sadectcnhienh ees oninieseanlniosagpepie 5 | 18,080 | 02+ 
quote the chairman's 8 ment on this occasion: aie as | 980° 889 3-. 
Mr. Chairman, I saw a statement in the epee ey Seen eee wee) ioe ne rnnennnns 5 | 73. 167 10— 
report of the minority of the Committee on Agriculture of the House ina | Galifornia..... | 74. 923 09+ 
rather dubious odor; that is, the contradiction of Mr. Adams that he ever | Golorado............................ yn" 55 | 1.193°537 ‘as 
stated to that committee that there was no need of beating around the bush; | Gonnecticut .__...._........................ 5 | | 7194955 "1W7— 
that the object of this second section of the bill was to drive the oleomar- | pejaware................... 48 | 40.475 b+ 
garine manufacturers out of business. Mr. Adams is right in the statement | District of Golumbia ......................... 61 | 816.848 1 02+ 
that there was no stenographer present at that time, owing to an oversight. | Piorida_.........-............................ 82) 590,225 "144 
The remark was taken down, however, by a member of that committee at | Georgia... 61 | 495,004 * 62-4 
the time, because its very boldness attracted the attention of the whole con- | Jjjnois._____._................................... © 020 | 18.688) 921 | 23. 39— 
mittee to it. (a SR AMR REN 'B | BB. 224 | me 
Another contradiction made yesterday was by Mr. Knight, secretary of | Indiana_...._................................ 306 | 2,923' 228 4.924. 
he National Dairymen’s Union, that he never wrote that letter to the Vir- | Indian Territory ........-..-.....--...-....... 21| '152,278 | “19+ 
ginia farmers. That letter, or a copy of it, isin the hands of a member of |fow,  °........... 3 | 79, 922 | 10+ 
the committee, who has not returned from the West as yet. If it is comsid- | Kansas 7 186 | 1.658°544 | 2 08+ 
ered of enough importance, the copy of the letter or the original will be pro- | Kentucky __......-.-....--..-..-..-...-.-..... 217 | 1.490.577 | 1. 87+ 
= le simply to place the minority report of the committee in | | oyisiana _. __............................ 140 | 1, 048, 502 | 1. 31 — 
e » i 7 i .B- 
Another matter, which is personal to myself, and I only call attention to it Marviand ee ee nr rn ee a 1 ane 2 5 — 
because this man Knight has used it simply for eee of intinidation, | ¥,.<achusctis _.__........................ 108 | 2) 083° 889 2 61+ 
He says that my majority in my district was cut down over 2,000. Thatisa | Michigan...........-..---....-....-..... 109 | 2) 092'521 3. 63— 
falsehood. My majority is the largest I have ever had there, except in 1596. Minnesota._------.--.- eee Pe ot 30 1. 343, 865 1.69— 
The chairman of the House committee needs no defense at my ences. eevainie creseeaierasacsseatetsenensece = 8, _S 8. HH 
hands. The large majority with which he was returned at the | \fontank 777 we ne 76 
last election is ample proof of the high esteem in which he is held | Nebraska__-____-- ea 73 | 1,024,985 1, 29— 
by his constituents. Coming from an agricultural district, his | New Hampshire 19 455, 583 , dt+ 
: lecti . Rae : New Jersey ...-. 296 | 5,875,975 7.37+ 
reelection by an increased majority seems to me to be conclusive | New Mexico. , 2 115, 850 ‘b— 
proof that the New York farmer is not scared out of his wits by | New York......-. 14| 222,788 .2B— 
Mr. Knight's cry of “ wolf.”’ ee ans: wn =ees Paral aoe aan a 
Mr. President, Iam not here to defend the oleomargarine man- | N°"th Halkowe 18 7 TO ‘O1 
ufacturer nor the dealers who sell this article to the consumer. | Ohio .-.......-..-- | 1,005 | 8,890,969) = 11.08+ 
It is possible that a considerable quantity of this product is sold neue wneees ” oS a 
as butter. From the evidence it appears that the city of Chicago | ponfevivania 77 = m7 | 11,4333} 143 
is the place where the greatest amount of deception is practiced. | Rhode Island ---...-.........2.22 22222-2222. 333 | 8,594,984 4.51+ 
Noticeable instances are also cited from the larger Ohio cities and — ao wa enee en eene nnn e nena anne enna none " 258, = + 
the principal cities in the Stateof Pennsylvania. From the testi- | ‘Tennessee ...-...-...0c0c0TT] st] iow} 90 
mony it also appears that these three States consume about 38 per | Texas --.... --........-----------------00+---+++ 162 | 1,518, 264 1. 91— 
cent of the total output of oleomargarine. The advocates of the a ee area er seanettneceiontiee- |----2=-- "| ome | ar 
bill claim that in these particular States the State laws are | Virginia ...22227227220 121 | 1,159,400 | 1.45 
openly violated and that the sentiment is such that no convictions | Washington ---...........--.--------------+-+- 5 | 63,345 0B— 
can be had; hence they say that it is necessary to enact a Federal a gua wen teee eecene ee enee nen eee ene nee I ao LSi+ 
law that will make it possible for the Federal Government to | wyoming 222222222227. “5 | 80,547 | 5— 
keep these people in the path of righteousness. | -_.__ 
Now it seems to me if these three great States are so indifferent Total .....-...--+--------++++ waneeeseeeee |neeceee=e- 19,695,744 | = 100 


to the enforcement of their own laws on this subject, it must be 
that laws of this kind are not sufficiently popular to arouse the 
public demand for their enforcement, or if the existing laws are 
defective, to demand that their legislature enact such laws as can 
be enforced. At any rate it does not appear to me that the fail- 
ure of these States to enforce their laws warrants interference by 
the Federal Government. 

Thirty of the 45 States have anti-color laws. These are Ala- 
bama, California, Colorado, Connecticut, Delaware, Georgia, 
Illinois, Iowa, Kentucky, Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, Mich- 
igan, Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraska, New Hampshire, New Jer- 





Mr. HEITFELD. I also havea table for the first quarter of 
the present fiscal year, which I ask leave to insert in my remarks 
without reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
sence of objection. 

The table referred to is as follows: 


Number of pounds of oleomargarine shipped and sold by manufacturers to 
purchasers in the several States and Territories in the United States for the 
months of July, August, and September, 1901. 


It will be so ordered, in the ab- 








is : Se tem- 
sey, New York, North Dakota, Ohio, Oregon, Pennsylvania, South State or Territory. July. | August. ber. 

Carolina, South Dakota, Tennessee, Utah, Virginia, Washington, i— —__—— —_— 

and Wisconsin. The States of Vermont and West Virginia have | Pounds. | Pounds. | Pounds. 
so-called ‘‘ pink laws.’? The Statesof Rhode Island, Nevada, and Albom wenwenwcccrs socces concen coecee ooneee | 9156 35, 054 | 34, 908 
Idaho have branding laws, and the States of Arkansas, Indiana, | Arizona 22007222) a a 
Louisiana, and Mississippi have label laws. The States of Kansas Arkansas 000000000] a] a 5, 151 
: i : ture Ges Scaidd sah nih ekdentindwecte ated 2, 855 7, ‘O42 
oo laa have nolaws governing the manufacture and sale of Colorado . joven vevonecooveososevvonseeeesoees 12), 218 eae.qol | 2420 
° ss ND a cudon cigeisddenaneeccenseveseones 20, e 82, 080 
_if State grand juries will not indict nor State trial juries con- Delaware. sunk coapes cavcetenceurecnnshwocgts 10, 450 9,771 13,410 
Vict, what assurance have we that Federal juries will do otherwise? | District of Columbia -............---------- a oe 16; 
According to a table furnished by the Treasury Department | Georgia --07.270.72222222222T 33, 206 55, 809 69,619 
the State of New York consumes about a quarter of 1 per cent of ' Hawaii .....2- 200022022 a 20,000 IEE Ps cctecscance 
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Number of pounds of oleomargarine shipped and sold, etc.—Continued. 
tem- 


State or Territory. = 
























ND. cicntivihntihtidinttietntcthebhacthuelel 3, 212 4,214 
SII, <sdninisthsheeeliradih ninppindasiiacatiinintemead mead 1, 965, 236 1,912, 845 
Ia. sioner esnctnbtsihatssoianieeabe ata nee 485, 830 596, 722 
Indian Territory 16, 104 17, 372 
Oi. 6 List hocwis 63-en ns bases kueiieaeaee 5,715 6, 827 
ONS sternainimk sichnnisseih Catan Relineiaiaied 147,779 192, 100 
SEI nc see shinitaedgnsenite senda taenaenaiaaaaaadsinae 197, 687 186, 015 
DE onal dhdniens abiestned wa kueben cEhaee 101, 672 117, 632 
RT Pre ee Seer arenas 43, 928 37, 820 
a Bea a 181, 547 171, 402 
I ae 261, 205 230, 769 
Ds tt. nik ine ba Lach eR Weie each aMednediall 257,715 278,940 
aan dna <u cianisigtteniedabtesaiasdalesliendaliel 85, 836 20, 976 
Mississippi ...........- 25, 577 13, 616 
IE in crea doncinsee 384, 387 879, 079 
I a 44, 876 48, 225 
Nebraska .............. 82, 795 89, 576 
TING isGlinn canann cdciene éirtnoedein scatinmeadsddlocush tid. aren B20 
New Hampshire ° i 14, 500 33, 760 
i al ae 3, B96 960, 143 833, 854 
II dl ett, 4: Sins tp snsiibetctlbitinssin: apis dalieraattamieis 5, 5a 11,179 42, 304 
og, «=. pepe rertietae oe , 896 16, 342 14, 735 
SS SS ee 10, 483 21, 266 12, 290 
SIE FEEIIIIID, siadiscccsve:snsite-dsospcsein inc ttn db seein wlo-ar'gedeanes Nes ciated 40 
RNG «<1 5 Rh cin: inhi s-campeatsadeniinetnedl $11, 917 1, 100,141 1, 180, 864 
NN eS ks... 5 sks cnkadbncebemeninn 21, 461 | 40, 939 32, 7 
RS SO ee Fe AE | 600 870 
I a lea 628, 562 701, 681 830,478 | 
I 800 540 540 
ee eee 284.981 | 314,785 310,512 | 
DOOD atti ocean cnvennvessevesnnes 13,705 | 85, 58S 21, 933 
INI lectins: secede itclipenesereitandin Guibas 1,100 1,554 2, 460 
SD nhs Ghudidtenincatindiinikcncdeniavemamniaadll 40, 253 62,973 69,758 | 
SI > ict ital Aisaiciistg dntlla tinnnleesin thigaseenaleaee 42,445 | 102, 223 178, (39 
a i 200 | se _ een 
Vermont .....-. 370 | 582 1,077 
Virginia.-_..... 144, 643 160, 419 140, 864 
Washington... 1,500 3, 800 6,100 
West Virginia 159, 400 170, 713 258, 894 
Se eoeemin. ..........- 61, 697 79, 436 147, 292 
I 2 ceili ptuntintbnandn ckdetine ce 1,346 4,946 5, 998 
DN: tekadetckntebinsckasniticnubieeid 6,675,314 | 8,598,700 | 8,967,619 
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Mr. HEITFELD. Mr. President, this latter table shows that 
the amount shipped into and consumed in the different States is 
much the same as in the first table; some States consuming a very 
large amount while in others the consumption is merely nominal. 

A study of these tables shows that New York is not the only 
State that successfully controls this article. 
able to enforce its “‘ anticolor’’ law, the consumption in this State 
being one-tenth of 1 per cent. 

My own State, which has only a “ branding” law, consumed 
during the fiscal year 1899 but seven one-hundredths of 1 per cent, 





and, according to the quarterly statement inserted, its consump- | 


tion for the present fiscal year will be fully one-third less. 


The State of Washington, with its 500,000 people, consumed | 


during the fiscal year 1899 but eight one-hundredths of 1 per 
cent. which is about 2 ounces per capita for the year, and, ac- 
cording to the reports for the first quarter of the present fiscal 
year, the consumption in this State will be fully one-third less 


than for the year ending June 30, 1899. Washington, like New | 


York, appears to be able to enforce its own laws. 

The Genesee News, a paper published near my home in Idaho, 
gives an account of a case just decided by the supreme court of 
the State of Washington, which shows that this State is fully ca- 
pable of looking after the enforcement of its own laws. 
is as follows: 

Renovated butter, unless plainly branded as such, can not be sold in the 
State of Washington and ought not to be in any otherState. Three hundred 
Re unds of the renovated article, consigned by Hathaway & Co., of Sioux City, 

owa, to R. Brown, a wholesaler of Spokane, were seized by Food Commis- 

sioner McDonald October 14, 1900, because the butter was not plainly marked 
“Renovated butter,” in accordance with the Washington pure-food law. 
Hathaway & Co. sued in replevin to recover the butter. or its value, and the 
lower court gave thema judgment. Upon appeal of the case the supreme 
court has just handed down a decision reversing the decision of the lower 
court and upholds the commissioner for his action in every particular. 

It is true the proposed legislation is of the same sumptuary 
character as the law it proposes to amend. Still there is a vast 
difference between the present law and the proposed measure. 
The tax imposed by the present law, without being a serious bur- 
den, gives the Federal authorities all the powers necessary to 
carry out its provisions. The proposed measure can do no more 
in that particular direction; but the additional tax provided for 
in this measure can, and the advocates of the measure fondly ho 
will, practically annihilate the oleomargarine industry and de- 
prive the people of a cheap and healt article of food. 

The tax imposed by the present law perhaps produces some lit- 
tle revenue, but the most of the income from that source is needed 
to carry out its provisions. The 10-cent tax p by the bill 
under consideration is said to be prohibitive, while the tax imposed 
on the uncolored article, if such an article ever finds a market, 


Iowa seems to be | 


The article | 


will in all probability not be sufficient to pay the cost of supervis- 
ing the manufacture and sale of these goods. ‘ 

Secretary Gage, when asked in the Committee on Agriculture 
about the revenue features of this bill, said: 

Of course I only feel at liberty to state my views as the Secretary of t’.« 
Treasury, and only upon that part of the bill which involves the question of 
revenue. I might have personal views which go far beyond those, but you 
would probably not care much about them, 

There is, in my opinion, an objection to the bill on either theory. Ifitisa 
revenue producer, it is rfluous; we do not need it. If it is not a revenue 
producer, then the title of the bill is a misnomer, and it is inoperative in the 
name of revenue. It seems to me that on either theory there are serious ob- 
jections to it. I think that covers all I care to say directly on the subject. 


The senior Senator from Kansas stated the other day that the 
Senate Committee on Manufactures in its investigation had di- 
vided food products into two classes. I will quote the Senator’s 
language: *‘ One where the adulteration is deleterious to health 
and injurious, and we wish to abolish that class wholly and alto- 
gether. Another class is where it is merely a sophistication and 
a fraud upon the pocketbook.”’ 

Now, if the Senator does not consider oleomargarine as belong- 
ing to the first class, and hence not being deleterious to health, 
why should it be put inthe class that is to be destroyed? It is 
because of my belief that this measure will accomplish its destruc- 
tion that I can not give it my support. I believe that the substi- 
tute offered by the Senator from Mississippi on behalf of the mi- 
nority of the committee will accomplish all that is necessary and 
all that the real friends of the dairy interests hope to accomplish. 
The provisions of the substitute are such as to guard against any 
possible fraud. Section 2 of the substitute rea follows: 


Sec. 2. Thatall oleomargarine shall be put up by the manufacturer for sale 


in packages of one and two pounds, respectively, and in no other or larger or 
smaller package; and upon every print, brick, roll, or —— rine, 
before being so put up for sale or removal from the fac , there ll be 


impressed by the manufacturer the word “‘Oleomargarine”’ in sunken letters, 
the size of which shall be prescribed by regulations made the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue and approved by the the Treasury; 
| that every such print, brick, roll, or lump of oleomargarine shall first be 
| wrapped Lym aed wrapper with the word “Oleomargarine” printed thereon 
| in distinct letters, and said wrapper shall also bear the name of the manu- 
| facturer, and shall then be put by the manufacturer thereof in such wooden 
or paper packages or in such wrappers and marked, stamped, and branded 


| with the word “Oleomargarine™ printed thereon in distinct letters, and in 
| such manner as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the val of 
revenue 





| the Secretary of the Treasury, we Fp pe wl and the in 
stamp shall be affixed so as to surround the outer wrapper of each one and 
| two pound package: Provided, That any number of such original stamped 
packages may be put up by the manufacturer in crates or boxes, on the out- 
side of which shall be marked the word ‘‘Oleomargarine,” with such other 
| marks and brands as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue shall, by regula- 
tions approved by theSecretary of the Treasury, prescribe. 
Retail dealers in oleomargarine shall sell only the original package to 
which the tax-paid stamp is affixed. 


| The Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Gage, gave it as his opinion 
| that the substitute would be an efficient safeguard against fraud; 
that the probability of anyone selling this product as butter would 
| be reduced to a minimum. 

The substitute provides a penalty more severe than the Dill 
| itself. In the bill the fine for each offense is not less than fifty 
nor more than five hundred dollars, and the imprisonment not to 
be less than thirty days nor more than six months. The substi- 
tute provides for a minimum fine of $100, the maximum being the 
same as provided in the bill; the imprisonment is the same as in 
the committee measure. The substitute, however, provides in 
addition to these fines and penalties that for a second and every 
| subsequent offense the offender shall be fined not less than two 
| hundred nor more than one thousand dollars, and that he shall be 

imprisoned not less than sixty days nor more than two ce. 

| Mr. President, one of the peculiarities of the majority bill under 


consideration is its section 2, which provides as follows: 


Src. 2. That the first clause of section 3 of an act entitled ‘‘An act defining 
butter, also imposinga tax upon and regulating the manufacture, sale, im- 
portation, and exportation of oleomargarine,” approved A 2, 1886, be 
amended by adding thereto after the word “oleomargarine,” at the end of 
said clause, the fi 

“And any person that sells, vends, or furnishes oleomargarine for the use 
and consumption of others, except to his own family and guests thereof 
without compensation, who shall add to or mix with such oleomargarine any 


owing words: 

' 

} 

ingredient or coloration that causes it to look like butter of any shade of ye!- 
i 


low shall also be held to be a manufacturer of oleo within the 
meaning of said act, and subject to the provisions thereof.” 


A serious objection to this section of the bill is the provision 
| that no ingredient shall be added that causes it to look like but- 
| ter of any shade of yellow. Since in the manufacture of this 
| product a number of articles are used omy Ange yellow, it eee 

a r that this provision was inserted for express purpose © 
prohibiting the use of these particular i ients. Neutral lard 
is the only ingredient that enters into manufacture of thix 
| product that is pure white. Oleo oil, made from the caul fat o! 
| the beef, is of a very decided yellow color. Cotton-seed oil, butter 
| oil, milk, cream, and butter are used in the manufacture of tls 
! product. All of them are more or less yellow, and it is a question 
| whether the makers of oleomargarine would be allo to use 
‘them. Certainly more than 50 per cent of the materials that go 


1902. 
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to make up the component parts of this product may be elimi- 


nated b 8 provision. 

I doubt whether there is to-day upon our statute books a law 
that contains provisions more objectionable than some of those 
in this bill. rtainly no existing revenue measure is so drastic. 
Even the laws governing the manufacture and sale of liquors are 
less severe. 

There is one provision of the pending bill which at first glance 
appears to be mild. Under it every man, for the use of his own 
family and guests without compensation, may color his own oleo- 
margarine te suit hisown fancy. It is evident that this provision 
is intended as a sop to the poor man who does not think he ought 
to be denied the right to have his oleoma ine look as he likes 
it and to eat it as he relishes it. If this bill becomes a law there 
will probably be given to every purchaser of oleomargarine a bot- 
tle of coloring matter and directions for using it. Every good 
housewife wi then at once proceed to educate herself in the line 
of dyeing her little old pound of white oleomargarine to make it 
look as she fancies it. 

But the serious feature of this provision is that it subjects the 
house of almost every man to the espionage of the revenue offi- 
cer. Wherever a family takes in one or two boarders we will 
find a revenue officer eyeing the premises with suspicion. It 
would not only affect the hotels and regular boarding houses, but 
every house in which there is a temporary boarder might be sub- 
jected to odious domiciliary visits. 

The number of officers necessary to carry out the provisions of 
the bill is a matter of speculation. There is little doubt but that 
this particular provision will be frequently violated. The class 
of houses that take in boarders at from $8 to $5 a week can not 
very well afford butter when it costs from 28 to 35 cents a pound. 
Neither can they afford to serve colored oleomargarine at the 
price it will sell for when subjected to a 10-cent tax. 

Mr. President, I am opposed to the proposed bill because it 
would injure and hamper a legitimate ee because I believe 
it is designed to make impossible the manufacture of a whole- 
some article of food—a food necessary to the comforts of that 
class of our citizens who can not afford the luxury of dairy but- 
ter. I consider the substitute offered by the senior Senator from 
Mississippi the better measure in every t. No law that we 
can frame will meet the approbation of all, nor will any law en- 
tirely prevent fraud and deception. I believe that this substitute 
would accomplish all that is necessary, and all that the dairy 
interests ought to ask. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, this bill is a protest against 
fraud and a vindication of the simplest principles of common in- 
tegrity. 

It aims to protect an honest and legitimate industry from the 
encroachments of a dishonest business—a business that is mas- 
querading under false colors and depending for success upon mis- 
representation and nT: 

It asks no special favors for the dairy products of the country, 
but demands that the mixture known as oleomargarine shall be 
sold for what it is,and not under the false pretense that it is gen- 
uine butter. 

That is all the bill aims to accomplish, and no special pleading 
will prove to the contrary. 

Thirty States of the forty-five have anticolor laws, and the prop- 
osition is to incorporate the same principle into a Federal statute 
the better to regulate the manufacture and sale of the product 
known as oleomargarine. To avoid all question as to the consti- 
tutionality of the proposed legislation it is made a revenue law 
by the imposition of a tax on the manufactured article. 

THE CONSTITUTIONAL ARGUMENT. 


Mr. President, as might have been expected, the constitutional 
argument has been brought intothis discussion. Indeed, whoever 
knew of attempted legislation in the interest of the farmers that 
was not met by constitutional objections? The poorer the cause 
the more strenuously is the Constitution relied on to help its ad- 
vocates out of their difficulties. 

According to those who always invoke the Constitution, it is 
constitutional to dig out shallow streams for the benefit of pros- 
pective commerce, but it is unconstitutional to make a subvention 
in behalf of steamship lines to build up our merchant marine and 
extend commerce already established. 

It is constitutional to expend millions upon millions of dollars 
on certain rivers, largely to protect private property from inunda- 
tion and destruction, but it is unconstitutional to appropriate a sin- 
gle dollar for the protection of private property differently situated. 

It is constitutional to enact pure-food laws to _— the peo- 
ple from adulterated antl harmful articles of food, but it is uncon- 
stitutional to require oleomargarine to be sold for what it really is, 
thus ing the consumer from palpable imposition and fraud. 

As I have listened to learned and elaborate disquisitions on the 
Constitution and noticed that that instrument is invoked in be- 
half of the most inconsistent propositions. it has occurred to me 


that a certain distinguished Presidential candidate who declared 
that the tariff was a local question might well have included the 
Constitution in his characterization. 

Justice Harlan, in delivering the opinion of the Supreme Court 
of the United States in the Plumiey case, swept away this sophis- 
try in a single sentence when he said, ‘‘ The Constitution of the 
United States does not secure to anyone the privilege of defraud- 
ing the public.”” And he further declared that the deception 
which this bill aims to prevent is ‘‘an offense against society.”’ 

The Senator from tmp {Mr. Money] in the able speech 
he delivered a few days ago denounced this bill as ‘‘ unconstitu- 
tional, unjust, immoral, and dishonest,’ and I wondered that he 
did not add “‘ wicked, cowardly, cruel, and abominable.’ It 
seemed to me at the time that his adjectives did not do justice to 
his feelings and that he stopped far short of his opportunities. 
As the learned and distinguished Senator pictured the wickedness 
of the proposed legislation I was reminded of the good old woman 
who said that her boy was totally depraved and growing worse 
every day. [Laughter.] 

The Senator from Mississippi declared the bill to be unconsti- 
tutional, yet in reply to an interrogatory of the Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] he admitted that the courts would 
probably not agree with him on that point, so the advocates of 
this measure need have no serious fears that the courts will de- 
clare the law to be in violation of the Federal Constitution. 

SOME VETOES. 

I recall the fact, Mr. President, that nearly half a century ago 
New Hampshire gave the United States a President. He wasa 
very able man and a Democrat of Democrats. Like the Senator 
from Mississippi, he was a strict constructionist, and never lost 
an opportunity to summon the Constitution to his aid. On May 
3, 1854, President Pierce, in the exercise of his constitutional pre- 
rogative, vetoed a bill entitled “‘An act making a grant of public 
lands to the several States for the benefit of indigent insane per- 
sons,”’ declaring the legislation to be clearly unconstitutional. If 
I mistake not, at this very session of Congress we have passed 
bills making appropriations of a similar kind, and no one ventured 
to suggest that they were unconstitutional. 

In August of the same year President Pierce vetoed a bill ‘‘ mak- 
ing appropriations for the repair, preservation, and completion 


of certain public works.’’ In this veto message he took occasion 
to say that he was op to a general system of internal im- 
provements. Not content with that message, which was written 


near the close of the session, he sent in a supplemental message 
during the early days of the next session, which was an elaborate 
exposition of his reasons for vetoing the bill. That message covers 
14 printed , from which I will read three brief extracts. 
President Pierce said: 


It is quite obvious that if there be any constitutional power which author- 
izes the construction of “railroads and canals” by Congress, the same power 
must comprehend turnpikes and ordinary carriage roads; nay, it must ex- 
tend to the construction of bridges, to the draining of marshes, to the erec- 
tion of levees, to the construction of canals of irrigation; in a word, to all the 

means of the material improvement of the earth, by developing its 
natural resources anywhere and everywhere, even within the proper juris- 
diction of the seve: States. But if there be any constitutional power thus 
comprehensive in its nature, must not the same power embrace within its 
scope other kinds of improvements of ee utility in themselves and equally 
important to the whole country? President Jefferson, while intimating the 
xgetoney of so amending the Constitution as to comprise ob jects of phys- 
ay and well eS does not fail to perceive that “other objects of 
public improvement,” including “public education’ by name, belongs to 
the same class of powers. In fact, not only public instruction, but hospitals, 
establishments of science and art, libraries, and, indeed, everything appertain- 
ing to the internal welfare of the country, are just as much objects of internal 
improvement, or, in other words, of internal utility,as canals and railways. 


Again President Pierce declared: 


From whatever point of view, therefore, the subject is regarded, whether 
as a question of express or implied power, the conclusion is the same, that 
Congress has no constitutional authority to carry on a system of internal im- 
inp ae and in this conviction the system has been steadily opposed by 

he soundest expositors of the functions of the Government. 


And then he emphasized his views in these words: 


If an appropriation for improving the navigability of a river or Goepening 
or protec a harbor have reference to military or naval purposes, then its 
rightfulness, whether in amount or in the objects to which it is applied, de- 
pends, manifestly, on the military or naval exigency, and the subject-matter 
affords its own measure of legislative discretion. But if the apgronstation 
for such an object have no distinct relation to the military or naval wants of the 
country, and is wholly, or even mainly, intended to promote the revenue from 
commerce, then the very ee ee nee of the proposed purpose of the expendi- 
ture constitutes a perpet admonition of reserve and caution. Through 
disregard of this it is undeniable that in many cases appr ypriations of this 
nature have been made unwisely, without accomplishing beneficial results 
commensurate with the cost, and sometimes for evil rather than good, inde- 
pendently of their dubious relation to the Constitution. 


These were the views of a Democratic President forty-eight 
years ago, but how widely they differ from the views of Demo- 
crats of the present day. The Senator from Mississippi does not 
accept them, for he will vote for the river and harbor bill, as I 
shall, which will soon be presented to this body, and which will 
appropriate many millions of the people’ money for the very pur- 
poses that President Pierce declared to be unconstitutional. 








3004 


And it is interesting to note the fact that two years later Presi- 
dent Pierce vetoed a bill which proposed ‘* the removal of obstruc- 
tions to navigation in the mouth of the Mississippi River at the 
Southwest Pass and Pass a l’Outre,’’ saying: 

These objections apply to the whole system of internal improvements, 
whether such improvements consistof workson land or in navigable waters, 
either of the seacoast or of the interior lakes or rivers. 

Shortly after that he vetoed bills ‘* for continuing the improve- 
ment of the Des Moines Rapids in the Mississippi River,’’ ‘‘ for 
the improvement of the navigation of the Patapsco River and to 
render the port of Baltimore accessible to the war steamers of 
the United States,’ for ‘‘an appropriation for deepening the 
channel over the St. Clair Flats in the State of Michigan,’’ and 
for ‘‘ an appropriation for deepening the channel over the flats of 
the St. Marys River in the State of Michigan.”’ 

I cite these historical incidents ey for the purpose of em- 
pane the fact that it is no new thing for the Constitution to 

»e invoked in opposition to measures that the people approve. 
The constitutional arguments of Franklin Pierce long since ceased 
to have any potency, and the constitutional arguments of my 
genial and able friend the Senator from Mississippi and others 
against this bill will in due time be relegated to the limbo of for- 
gotten things. 

It does not seem necessary to waste time in refuting the charge 
of the Senator from Mississippi that the bill is unjust, immoral, 
and dishonest. As I understand the bill, it is precisely the oppo- 
site of that, its chief aim and purpose being to compel the manu- 
facturers of and dealers in oleomargarine to be just, moral, and 
honest; to discontinue the perpetration of fraud, and conduct their 
business squarely and legitimately. That seems to be the under- 
lying principle of the bill. and surely that is commendable. 

INTERESTING STATISTICS. 

The Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor], the chairman of 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, gave the statistics 
of the manufacture of oleomargarine in detail in his opening 
speech on this bill, and it is therefore unnecessary that I should 
repeat them. It is sufficient on that point for me to say that this 
is becoming a great industry, which if honestly conducted has a 
right to demand from the Government fair and impartial treat- 
ment, but which if dishonestly conducted should be treated as an 
outlaw and a fraud on society. 

It appears from the reports of the Twelfth Census that the pro- 
duction of oleomargarine increased from 32,324,032 pounds in 1890 
to 107,045,028 pounds in 1900, the value of the product in 1900 
being $12,499,812. Thetaxes under existing law are a general tax 
of 2 cents per pound, a manufacturer’s tax of $600, a wholesaler’s 
tax of $480. and a retailer’s tax of $48. The aggregate tax on the 
product paid to the Government in the year 1900 was $2,543,785. 
The present bill does not interfere with the schedule of taxes im- 
posed on the manufacturer, the wholesaler, or the retailer, the 
proposed changes in the law being that on oleomargarine colored 
in imitation of butter the tax shall be increased to 10 cents per 
pound, while if sold in its natural color, so that it can be easily dis- 
tinguished from butter, the tax shall be reduced from 2 cents to 
one-fourth of a cent per pound. That is all there is to the bill, 
and I find in it nothing that I can not indorse and approve. 

RENOVATED BUTTER. 


I am pleased to see that the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Harris], | 


a member of the committee, has offered an amendment in refer- 


ence to so-called *‘ renovated ”’ or ‘*‘process”’ butter, imposing taxes | 


on the product, and providing adequate penalties for a violation 
of the statute. The proposed amendment seems to be better 
adapted for the purpose than the provision in the Honse bill. It 
strikes me that this ‘‘ renovated’’ butter, made out of the odds 
and ends of various substances, to which are added chemical 
agents, is even a greater evil than the fraudulent features of the 
oleomargarine business; and I venture to express the earnest hope 
that whatever provision goes in this bill concerning it will be 
fully adequate to remedy the existing evil. The purpose of this 
legislation being to protect pure dairy products from imposition 


and fraud, it becomes our manifest duty to strictly regulate the. 


manufacture and sale of butter compounded from rancid and 
unhealthy substances and made palatable by the aid of the labora- 
tory and the addition of poisonous chemicals. 

THE DAIRY INTERESTS. 

The junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. DoLLiver], in his enter- 
taining, instructive, and eloquent speech on this bill, left little 
for any of us to say regarding the dairy interests of the country. 
I believe, however, that he did not give the statistics of the dairy 
products of American farms, as shown by figures recently pro- 
mulgated by the Director of the Census. They are as follows: 

The complete census statistics of dairy products show that of the 5,739,657 
farms in the country, 4,514,210 report dairy cows and dairy products, and 
that in 1899 the total dairy product had a valuation of $472,360,255. Of the 
farms reporting dairy cows and product, 357,578 werec as dairy farms, 
having derived at least 40 per cent of their gross income from dairy products. 
The number of dairy cows was 17,139,674. 
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The receipts from dairy products sold 
consumed on the farm were valued at $1 
from the dairy cows reported a total of 7 


ted $281,629,958, and products 
730,297. There were produced 
392,674 gallons of milk, an aver- 


age of 424 gal ons per cow. Of this milk, 2,!134,915,342 gallons were sold for 
aa oo armers received $184.842,292. The farmers also report the sale of 
20,768, 


allons of cream, for which say secures $8,838,776. Farms num- 


bering 3,617,440 report the manufacture of butter, and 15,670 report the manu- 
facture of cheese. 


The farms reporting butter manufactured 1,071,745,127 pounds, of which 
518,139,026 pounds were sold, for which the farmers received $86,606,446. Farms 
reporting cheese manufactured 16,372,330 pounds, of which 14,692,542 pounds 
were sold, for which the farmers received $1,342,444. 

New York reports the largest number of dairy cows, 1,501,608; the largest 
value of dairy products, $55,474,155, and the largest number of gallons of milk 
produced, milk sold, cream sold, and butter, as well as cheese, made. Penn- 
sylvania comes second in the value of dairy products. 

This is certainly an interesting exhibit, and calls attention to 
the vast importance of the industry that this bill is designed to 
protect from imposition and unfair competition. 

New Hampshire has strict laws relating to adulterated butter, 
oleomargarine, and imitation cheese. The coloring of¢ oleomar- 
garine in imitation of butter is prohibited precisely as this bill 
eee. but notwithstanding the laws of the State the people of 

ew Hampshire are substantially a unit in favor of the legisla- 
tion embodied in this bill. The recent census shows that there 
are 115,036 dairy cows in the State, which is a gain of 22 per cent 
since 1850, and a gain of 6 per cent in the last decade. New Hamp- 
shire has, in proportion to her population, almost 50 per cent more 
dairy cows than the State of New York. s 

Mr. President, the Patrons of Husbandry in this country num- 
ber 500,000, and they are entitled to be heard on a subject that 
vitally concerns their welfare. They are banded together for 
mutual instruction and help. a ae: are jealous of their 
rights, and are properly alarmed over the dangers that threaten 
a leading industry in which they are engaged, because of compe- 
tition with an inferior and cheaper article colored in imitation of 
genuine butter. They have voiced their opposition before com- 
mittees of Congress and in the agricultural press of the country, 
and they are now looking to the Senate to dothem justice. Their 
contention was never better stated than by Hon. Aaron Jones, 
master of the National Grange, when he said to the Committee 
on Agriculture of the House of Representatives: 

The time has come when the American people want to get back to the good 
old system of doing business that is square and honest between man and man. 
So, whatever we undertake, we insist that the man who sells us the article 
must make his representations true and right. This is the principle upon 
which this Republic has prospered in the past; it is the principle upon which 
it will prosper and must prosper in the future. 


j THE GRANGE SUPPORTS THE BILL. 

Mr. President, in behalf of the State Grange and 258 subordinate 
| granges in New Hampshire, composed of intelligent, industrious, 
and thrifty men and women, as well as in behalf of the State Dairy- 
men’s Association and the State Board of Agriculture—in behalf 
of manufacturer, laborer, and farmer alike—I support this bill, 
believing that it embodies the cardinal principles of common hon- 
esty and represents the moral convictions of an enlightened and 
progressive people. It proposes to legislate against a palpable and 
brazen fraud, to the end that the honest farmer and dairyman 
may have protection from the wicked ingenuity and dishonest de- 
vices of aclass of men whose highest ambition seems to be to rob 
| the unsuspecting, and gain profit by unscrupulous and unworthy 
| transactions. 


A DANGEROUS SUBSTITUTE. 

The minority of the committee propose a substitute which 
gives colored oleomargarine the protection of the interstate-com- 
| merce laws to come into a State and be sold in 1 and 2 pound 
| packages in absolute violation of the laws and will of the States. 
| It furnishes no protection whatever to the guest at the hotel, res- 
| taurant, or boarding house, and also protects the retailer in the 
| possession of an article which he can upon convenient occasion 
| palm off as butter to unwary customers whom he knows not to 
| be detectives or officers. Instead of settling this question once 
| and for all, as Congress should at this session, and thus quiet the 
| conflict that has been raging for years throughout the country, 

the passage of the substitute would simply place upon the shelves 
| of the grocers, beyond the reach of State on counterfeit butter, 
| and reveal Congress in the light of protecting makers and sellers 
of oleomargarine instead of affording relief to the millions of pro- 
ducers of butter. Instead of settling the question, it would simply 
aggravate the situation; it would be giving a stone where bread 
is asked. Surely the Senate will not lend itself to such a danger- 
ous and dishonest proposition. 

A GOOD BILL. 

The bill under consideration threatens no harm to the oleomar- 
garine industry if honestly conducted, but it does lay the strong 
hand of the law on the business if carried on along the lines of 
deceit, misrepresentation, and false pretense. It does not propose 
to restrict or prevent the sale of oleomargarine as such. On the 
contrary, it reduces the tax on the product from 2 cents to one- 
fourth of 1 cent per pound when it is sold in its natural color and 
not in imitation of dairy butter, 
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Mr. President, I can conceive of no higher function of govern- 
ment than to protect and shield those of its citizens who are en- 
gaged in legitimate enterprises from the insidious and destructive 
attacks of men who place personal gain above truth, honor, and 
integrity. Thus believing, I shall unreservedly and gladly give 
my vote in favor of this wise and beneficent measure. 

r. SPOONER. Mr. President, it is my desire to address the 
Senate as briefly as I may upon this bill. The speeches which have 
been made in advocacy of it have been exceptionally strong, and I 
think it is only a fair concession to the Senators who have spoken 
against it to say that they have left little, if anything, to be said 
in opposition toit. As I have listened to the arguments in opposi- 
tion, for they have been arguments, I have been reminded of the de- 
bate upon the bill now and since 1886 a law upon the statute 
book. My friend the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] and 
many other Senators who are here now and were here then will 
remember it. 

Its constitutionality was attacked upon the same ground pre- 
cisely as is the constitutionality of the pending bill, and it was 
hysterically urged that it was a tax intended to destroy one in- 
dustry for the benefit of another; that it was, as the Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. Simmons] who from his standpoint made a 
very strong 8 sh, calledit, classlegislation. The manufacturers 
have not challenged in the courts successfully the constitutionality 
of the existing law, levying upon this product an excise tax of 2 
cents a pound, with provisions regulatory and punitive in their 
character; and I think everyone will admit that the operation of 
the law, from the oleomargarine standpoint, has been largely bene- 
ficial to the manufacturers of that article. 

In the debates of that day it was made very apparent that in 
some portions of the country this product as manufactured was 
extremely deleterious. The evidence in support of that was quite 
overwhelming. The number of manufacturing establishments, 
under the operation of Government regulation provided by the 
existing law, has diminished, but the output of oleomargarine and 
butterine has very greatly increased. So while at that day it wasa 
product entitled to be regarded with suspicion, so far as its health- 
fulness was concerned, to-day it seems to be generally admitted 
that it is a healthful product. I do not say as healthful as good 
butter, but a relatively healthful product and therefore a legiti- 
mate article of commerce. 

I believe, notwithstanding the vehement attack upon this bill, 
that, if enacted into law and if under its provisions oleomargarine 
and butterine shall be brought into the open, to be sold for what 
they are instead of for something which they are not, their pro- 
duction in legitimate competition and under the flag of fair play 
will not be diminished, but will increase. 

I say now that if this were a proposition to tax a legitimate 
article of commerce for purposes of repression, in order to elimi- 
nate fair competition with another legitimate article of com- 
merce, I should not vote for it; but to my apprehension it is not 
that at all. 

My friend the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Monry] made an 
argument against this measure from a constitutional standpoint, 
and he always speaks intelligently and ably upon any subject 
with which he is concerned. But it is a long way from impeach- 
ing the constitutionality of this bill to cite the Topeka case and Mr. 
Justice Miller’s opinion in it. That case was without question 
correctly decided, and it enunciated a principle which no lawyer 
at this day will attempt to controvert, but it is far away from any 
principle involved in this bill. 

In that case the municipality under legislative authority issued 
bonds to be paid, principal and interest, by moneys raised from 
taxation upon all the taxable property in the Seer: For 
what? To be turned over to private individuals who were en- 
gaged in the construction of iron works in that city, confessedly 
not from the standpoint of the law a public eee No lawyer 
will pretend that it stood upon the basis of a railroad, because 
the,railroad company is permitted to exercise, the use being a pub- 
lic use, the ultimate power which the State has over the property 
of the citizen—the power of eminent domain, to take it whether 
you will or not, at a price to be agreed upon if possible; if not, to 
be fixed by others. 

No iron company, no manufacturing company, could be given 
the power to condemn land, to take private property for its use, 

use under all the decisions that is a ier and not a public 
use. Andso Mr.Justice Miller held—and he was one of the test 
judges who ever sat upon any bench, in my judgment— t the 
act was unconstitutional for the reason that it was an attempt, 
pee the power of taxation, to take money from the owners of 
taxable property in that municipality and transfer it to individ- 
uals for a purely private purpose. atis not this case. 

Nor does the oft-quoted sentence—and it is dangerous to quote 
sentences from opinions—from Judge Cooley have the slightest 
reference to any principle involved in this proposed legislation. 
He defines a tax to be what we all know it to be, and he says a 
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tax not for a public purpose is tyrannical. That is true. But 
that, when you come to the application of it, does not tend even 
to show that the tax propcsed here is not for a public purpose. 

There have been and are two schools of constitutional construc- 
tion inthis country. It is unnecessary to subdividethem. There 
is the one school—and I do not refer to it without due defer- 
ence—which has been for the strictest possible construction of the 
Constitution, moved thereto primarily by the desire to exaggerate 
the jurisdiction and power of the State as against the power of 
the Federal Government, so strict that it was necessary that it 
should eliminate some words from the taxing clause of the Con- 
stitution or, what is the same thing, give them no effect what- 
ever. On the other hand, there is the other, which has taken a 
broader and, I think, a more correct view of the Constitution. 
Perhaps education and environment have something to do with 
my view upon that question just as education and environment 
have had something to do with the narrower view upon it. 

The language of the Constitution to me has always seemed quite 
plain. Section 8 provides: 

The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, 
and excises to the debts and provide for the common defense and gen- 
eral welfare of the United States; but all duties, imposts, and excises shall 
be uniform throughout the United States. 

I shall not contend, although a Republican and bred in what is 
called the liberal school, that the general-welfare clause is a sub- 
stantive power without limit. It is not necessary to sustain this 
bill that one should so contend. I am willing, and have been ac- 
customed, to adopt the theory of Judge Story about it. He in- 
serted the words ‘‘ in order,’’ so that it would read: 

The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts 
and excises in order to the debts and provide for the common doles 
and general welfare of the United States, etc. 

From the foundation of the Government the broad construc- 
tion has been put legislatively, and I think legally, upon the tax- 
ing clause of the Constitution. On the one theory a protective 
tariff is unconstitutional, the Congress being authorized only to 
tax for revenue purposes and nothing more, primarily. With 
these constructionists whatever protection comes from such tax- 
ation must be purely incidental. From the beginning of the 
Government, as stated by the distinguished Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Hoar] the other day, Congress has, in the exercise 
of this power conferred by section 8, levied protective duties, 
discriminating duties, and the power to collect from duties and 
imposts is precisely the same power and subject to the same 
restriction as the power to collect from excises. I think almost 
the first bill passed by the Congress, approved by George Washing- 
ton, was a protective tariff bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. The first one. 

Mr. SPOONER. The very first one; approved, I think, on the 
4th of July, contemporaneous almost with the adoption of the 
Constitution. It levied duties, and its known purpose in levying 
those duties and its declared purpose was inconsistent with the 
narrower construction which has later by strict constructionists 
been placed upon that clause. So from that day to this we have 
in the exercise of this power, so far as it relates to duties and im- 
posts, exercised it with reference to subserving the interest of our 
people as it might seem best to Congress, sometimes with little 
regard to the income or revenue which it would bring into the 
Treasury. 

It will not do to say at this late day, either from the standpoint 
of legislation or from the standpoint of the decisions, that it is not 
constitutional for Congress to levy duties except for revenue only. 
Congress once—and that question was involved in the license-tax 
cases—levied an excise, a special tax, upon the sale of lottery 
tickets and upon the sale of liquor, one at least being prohibited 
by the laws of the State of New York and the laws of many other 
of the States. We have in our law to-day, and we have had for 
many years a tax of $10 a pound on opium manufactured for smok- 
ing purposes in the United States. 

anyone pretend that that tax was imposed for revenue 
purposes? Of course if any were manufactured and it was dis- 
covered, it would bring into the Treasury revenue; but that was 
not the primary object of the tax. It was to make, by reason of 
the tax, opium for smoking purposes a luxury too expensive to 
be indulged in by our people. It was a repressive tax and was 
levied not so much with reference to revenue as if was levied 
with reference to the general welfare of the people of the United 
States. It was imposed because it is known to be a drug fasci- 
nating in the extreme, quickly enthralling those who use it, 
sure as death to wreck the body and the brain of man or woman, 
and because of that and to guard our people against its baleful 
influence, as far as law can guard a people against a habit, and 
thereby to promote the general welfare of the United States that 
tax was levied. 

All through our tariff laws we find duties levied upon cham- 
pagne 2nd other wines not containing more than a certain per- 
centage ofalcohol. The samethingistrueasto brandy. A much 
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higher rate is imposed if the quantity of alcohol exceeds the statu- 


torylimit. Wefindinour laws provisions against imitations, 
whether com of the thing upon which the taxin the i 
article is levied or not, with a high rate of taxation. 
been so from the beginning, and whatever party has control of 
the Government it will be sotothe end. That is not for the pur- 
pose of obtaining revenue from the imitation, but it is for the 
purpose of securing the collection of the tax imposed upon the 
genuine article. 

Take the tax upon the circulation of State-bank notes. Does 
anyone pretend that that tax was levied for revenue oe 
It has been conceded by the Supreme Court of the United States 
in more than one decision that that was not its object. It wasa 
tax intended to destroy the circulation of State-bank currency. 
I will not spend inuch time on this matter. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, if the Senator will allow me, I 
do not think he need spend any. Nobody disputes that proposi- 
tion. 

Mr. SPOONER. What proposition? 

Mr. MONEY. The one that the Government had a right to 
tax out of existence State-bank currency. I do not think there is 
a man in the Chamber who disputes that proposition. 

Mr. SPOONER. But the Senator puts it on the ground that it 
was in aid of the power conferred by Congress to furnish a cur- 
rency for the country. 

Mr. MONEY. I said the Government had a right to make use 
of any instrument it thought necessary to take care of itself. In 
war money is a most necessary and primary thing, but I do not 
think any Senator will dispute the right of the Government to tax 
State-bank currency in competition with national-bank currency. 

Mr. SPOONER. It was not done in the exercise of a war power 
at all. Under its power to regulate the currency Congress has 
clear authcrity to prohibit the issue of State-bank circulation. 
Congress could have directly done, under the power conferred 
specifically relating to that subject, what it did by taxation 
indirectl}. But not because it was required in aid of another 
»ower, but because under the plain language of section 8 it 

d the power to do it, Congress saw fit to resort to the tax- 
ing power and exercised the taxing power in order to deprive 
the States of a function which, from the foundation of the Gov- 
' ernment, they had been in undisputed exercise of, not for revenue, 
although some revenue might be derived from it, and the construc- 
tion by Chief Justice Chase in that case of this section 8 and the un- 
limited character almost of the taxing power is as broad as any 
man ever could suggest. 

Now, Mr. President, what is this tax? In the first place, it isa 
reduction of the tax on oleomargarine. The tax under the exist- 
ing law is 2 cents a pound. We have been reducing taxes, per- 
haps too rapidly. That Ido notknow. That I think nobody can 
know to-day. But dealing with oleomargarine, as Congress has 
dealt with other subjects of taxation, it is proposed here to re- 
duce the tax on cleomargarine from 2 centsa pound to one-quarter 
of 1 cent per pound. 

Does anyone contend that the Congress may not levy a tax con- 
stitutionally upon oleomargarine? 1 know of no limit myself to 
the taxing power under section 8, outside of the specific limita- 
tions which we find in the Constitution, so far as concerns objects 
of taxation, except that we must not exercise the power of taxa- 
tion to weaken in any way the administration of the States or the 
instrumentalities employed by the States in government. 

I have heard no one contend that Congress may not properly, 
if it so chooses, levy a tax upon this product. e present tax 
has brought revenue, I think, anaes perhaps $11,000,000—it 
may be more. This tax of one-quarter of 1 cent a pound will 
bring revenue. The object of the tax is revenue. No one will 
pretend that the bill could originate under the Constitution in 
this Chamber. It is not a tax like the tax involved in the head- 
money cases, which the court sustained as a ion of com- 
merce and declared was not imposed in the exercise of the taxing 
power conferred by section8. This tax is imposed under the tax- 
ing power contained in section 8. There might be other objects 
upon which the tax should be levied. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. BAILEY. Do I understand the Senator from Wisconsin, 
then. to concede that he does not defend this bill as an attempt 
to exercise the authority of Congress under the commerce clause 
of the Constitution? 

Mr. SPOONER. No—— 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator may defend that position, but he 
differs with all who have spoken on the other side. 

Mr. SPOONER. I am not ing on that line at this time. 
I am claiming that Congress has under Constitution the power 
to ievy this tax on oleomargarine as it has the , I suppose, 
to levy a tax on butter; as it has the power to a tax on cot- 
ton-seed oil and any other of the objects of commerce which may 


be taxed by Congress. The limit is hard to find. But in select- 
ng Oe ee we are not limited at all to objects which 
produce the largest amount of revenue selecting objects 


in mind, as every 
welfare of the people of the United 
States. taxation is revenue. e motive with 
which, for one, I vote to select this particular article for taxation 
is the interest, as I understand it, of the people. 

But this bill provides that if oleomargarine (and I do not use 
the language of the bill) is colored in imitation of butter the tax 
upon it shall be 10 centsa pound. That brings to my mind no 
difficulty whatever. To me that is a regulatory tax legitimately 
imposed in aid of the collection of the tax levied upon the genuine 
article, as is done in many, many instances, as my friend from 
Iowa [Mr. eens better than I do, for he knows every- 
thing about tariff laws and our financial or fiscal islation. 
There is no tax on butter, and if this article is so made as not 
to be easily distinguishable from butter it might evade the tax 
imposed upon oleomargarine. When an article taxed is made to 
counterfeit an article not subject to tax it may have upon it and 
ought to have upon it, a higher tax—in order to secure identi- 
fication of the genuine article as against the fraud or counterfeit 
which, if successful, evades the tax intended to be imposed by 
Congress upon the genuine article. It is on precisely the same 
principle that Congress has the power to put a higher duty upon 
counterfeit brandy which, if successful, might evade the tax on 
genuine brandy than it puts upon the genuine brandy. 

We have provided in our laws a tax upon cigarettes made of 
tobacco, and we have provided the same tax upon cigarettes made 
of a substitute for tobacco, although nothing in that substitute 
—_ be subject to a tax atall. We tax it because it is a coun- 
terfeit, and because if it were not taxed it would tend to defeat 
the Government in collecting the tax imposed and intended to be 
imposed upon the tobacco cigarette. 

And so all producers of wine know that wine with a certain 
percentage of alcohol, champagne or still wime, is taxed at a 
certain rate, but if at their peril they, as an imposition upon our 
laws, include more, however little, than the statutory limit of 
ag a very much higher tax is imposed upon it. The degree of 
the regulatory tax upon the counterfeit or imitation is for Con- 
gress, having regard for the welfare of the , to determine. 
The difference m tax upon the article inten to be taxed and 
the same article made to counterfeit an article not taxed finds 
justifiation in principle and abundant illustrations in our laws. 

Another thing, Mr. President. ‘This bill im license fees 
upon manufacturers and retail dealers. In aid of the collection 
of those fees or taxes Congress has the power, and may properly 
exercise it, to impose this added tax upon the counterfeit, because 


everyone knows that if no oleomargarine goes from the hands of 
the manufacturer into the hands of the retail dealer except that 
tify 


which speaks for itself, it will be easy, seen toi 
the person, manufacturer or retailer, who sells without the license, 
whereas if it is colored and made in the similitude of butter, so 
that one can not without the most careful and sometimes a scien- 
tific test distinguish between the two, it goes without saying that 
it would be easy for both the manufacturer and the retail dealer 
to escape the license fees or taxes. ' 

If a man sells it for what it is, the Government officials know 
that they are justified in exacting from him the license fee im- 
posed by law. If he sells it for butter, so that you can not tell 
the difference between butter and this counterfeit of butter, the 
difficulty of identification for purposes of taxation is infinitely 


mc 

Now, Mr. President, a business which confesses that in the pres- 
ent condition of the public taste and the public prejudice it can 
only exist by a method which cheats the ultimate purchaser into 
the belief that he is vane butter instead of oleomargarine—— 

Mr. MONEY. That will not do. 

Mr. SPOONER. What will not do? 

Mr. MONEY. That statement. 

Mr. SPOONER. Why will it not? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

. MONEY. Ibeg I did not intend to i the 
Senator, and only my head by way of dissent. I do not 
think the manufacturer has colored ——— 
with the intention of the retail purchaser believe it was 
butter, but only that he might cater to the well-known public 
taste, just exactly as the manufacturer of butter uses the same 
substance to color the butter he makes. The Senator will excuse 


me. 
Mr. SPOONER. 
Mr 


Mr 
te MONET. Ob son tdideons 
Mr. ‘ yes; I didagree with you a while ago when 
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youaintes the law, but when you come toa statement of fact I 
do no 
Mr. SPOONER. We are told by Senators, including my friend 
eomargarine manufacturer: 


from Mississippi, that if the ol 8 are not 
permitted to continue to sell oleamargarine colored in the simili- 
tude of butter. they will be driven out of business. 

Mr. M MONEY. Now, will you allow me to correct that state- 


Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. MONEY. Of course the Senator is ingenuous and does 
not intend to misstate an 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly ‘do not, 

Mr. Patan os I did not intend to be understood that way. 
What I distinctly said was that both articles were colored, one 
just as well as the other, not thet one might imitate the other, 
but to cater to the well-known lic taste. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is different? 

Mr. MONEY. I said that if the butter men would make their 
butter white, I thought it was quite likely that for the same rea- 
son which actuated them the butterine men would make their 

roduct white, not to imitate butter, but to meet the public taste. 
T did not admit at any time that it was the intention to defraud 
the ultimate r or to deceive anybody. 

I will say, also, that I am honestly of the opinion that the bill I 
have presented here as a substitute, representing the minority of 
the committee, will go further to prevent sort of dece 7 
or imposition ‘than the one brought majority o 
comunittee. 

Mr. SPOONER. What effect does the Senator think it will 
have on the oleomargarine business if they manufacture oleo- 
margarine and put it upon the market solely in its natural color? 

Mr. MONEY. I think, with the permission of the butter men 
to color their butter and thereby maintain the public taste that 
way, the effect would be very disastrous upon the manufacturers 
of oleomargarine. In other words, it would carry out the pur- 
pose of the men who are behind the bill, It would eliminate 
their industry, the product of butterine, from the market. That 
is the object they have declared from time to time, as I said the 
other day. Lam very candid about that. I think it would de- 
stroy it. I think it would perhaps hurt the butter men if we 
would prevent them from coloring the article in order to deceive 
anybody, and I will refer to the well-known fact that every 
creamery in the United States uses the very same coloring matter 
that is used by the butterine people, and it is done for the same 
reason. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then the Senator does not really dispute what 
I said. What I was saying was that if the oleomargarine—— 

Mr. MONEY. I — eee a statement; that is all. 

Mr. SPOONER. I was saying was that it is claimed that 
if the oleomargarine people are not permitted to manufacture and 
color their in the similitude of butter, but are re- 
quired to manufacture it at put it upon the market inits natural 
— that will destroy the business. Does the Senator dispute 
that? 

Mr. MONEY. That was not the way I put it. 

Mr. SPOONER. But it is the way 1 put it. Does the Senator 
dispute that? 

Mr. MONEY. i I ——— a part of it. 

Mr. SPOONER. apie oo 

Mr. MONEY. atte h I said a while ago that it is 
not Soy in imitation of butter. 

Mr. SPOONER. I did not say that, 

Mr. MONEY. Yes; you said colored in imitation of butter. 
You laid stress on it. 

Mr. SPOONER. I will say colored so that it imitates butter. 

Mr. MONEY. But it does not imitate butter. 

Mr. SPOONER. Colored so that it looks like butter. 

Mr. MONEY. No; it does not look like butter. It does not 
look like butter now. If you take oleomargarine and then take 
plain butter, they do not look alike, because the butter is not the 
color when it comes from the churn that it is when it is presented 


in by t 


ong 5? ger gr 
Mr. SPOONER. that is the old question—— 
Mr. MONEY. ss athe he solemn truth, nevertheless. 
Mr. SPOO. 


NER. Oh, no. 
Mr. MONEY. All aii 
_ Mr. SPOONER. — is oak a question of 0 of ap be The most 


color? 
Mr. MONEY. "They discovered it, I mean. I did not mean 
invented it. 


that 
Mr.$ NER. They discovered thecolor? Did they discover 
the cies of June butter? If so, when? 





Mr. MONEY. Iam net aproling of June butter. Iam speak- 
ing now of the article w is actually used by butterine, oleo- 
and butter manufacturers in coloring their several 

abate it ieall the same, and it was discovered first by the 
chemist who used it in the making of oleomargarine. It was 
— by the butter people, however. There is no objection to 
it sold. It is perfectly innocent as far as I know. I have 

heard chemists say so, at least. 

— SPOONER. There is a natural color of butter, is there 
not? 

Mr. MONEY. There are many colors of butter. 

Mr. SPOONER. There is a natural color of June butter? 

Mr. MONEY. No; there is no natural color of winter butter 
or August butter or January butter. Butter is butter. 

Mr.SPOONER. Yes, Mr. President, thatis it: Butter is butter. 

Mr. MONEY. Yes; and it is not June butter, either. 

Mr. SPOONER. And colored oleomargarine is a fraud upon 
butter. You may color butter as you 
You may color oleomargarine as you 
butter. To say, Mr 


; itis still butter. 
and it is still not 
mt, that the manufacturers of oleo- 
margarine ered the butter color, that it is their trade-mark, 
and they have a right to use it in coloring their product to look 
like butter—— 

Mr. MONEY. No. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes; they do—to look like butter, is a piece 
- nomen impudence upon the part of those manufacturers. 

et Te in years; I am pretty near 60. I never lived 
*: a farm; but I remember in my boyhood many, many, many 
times being a on a farm and seeing the farm wife make 
butter, yellow butter, June butter, and she attended to it with just 
as much care as she would her baby, and when it was finished 
with all the skill and art which she could command, ready for 
the market, pure, clean, sweet, yellow butter—proud ‘of it as a 
queen would be of her crown. re was no oleomargarine then. 
do you say to this circular and the color card of Mr. 
Moxley, which was read by my colleague [Mr. QuARLEs] the other 
day, which he sentout—a color card with different colors of butter 
marked upon it, calling attention to the different colors. I think 
one was i. was it not? 

Mr. QUARLES. Yes. 

Mr. NER. Andinstructing his customers to ascertain the 
color which was “‘ suitable to your trade”’ in thatcommunity, and 
he would send butterine of the required color. 

Mr. MONEY. As the Senator’s remarks appear to be directed 
to me, am I to regard that as a question? 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator may take it as a question. 

Mr. MONEY. Then, I am willing to answer it, but I do not 
know anything about the fact which the Senator now states, ex- 
cept what was said the other day. I presume it to be correct, 
and I presume that the manufacturers of coloring matter for 

oleomargarine were to the taste of their customers, 
and that there must erent color for oleomargarine of 
different grades, as there i is for butter of different grades. 

I wish to say right here and now that these oleomargarine 
people have to suit the tastes of their customers, and, as I said 
the other day in my remarks in the Senate, they color oleomarga- 
rine crimson in the West Indies because the colored people there 


want that color. 
Mr. SPOONER. Su all the butter makers in the United 
States by concert should arrange that on the first day of the sec- 


ond month from now butter should all be colored white, would 
not oleomargarine on that day be colored white? 

Mr. MONEY. I do not ane that it would. 

Mr. SPOONER. I know that it would. 

, MONEY. But the public would first have to have shown 

m to take white butter. 

* SPOONER. The Senator told me the other day, in answer 
to a question of mine, while he was g, that if butter were 
colored white would be colored white. 

Mr. MONEY. I said I thought so, but I did not know. 

Mr. Procident: it iaeo plain, taking the history of this 

Mr. President, it is 80 e oO oduct, 
that it is colored with reference to enable the manufacturers 

and retail dealers to sell it for butter that Iam amazed that any 
man, here or elsewhere, can be found to question it. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. President-—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin to the Senator from Utah? 

SPOONER. Certainly. 
Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. President, as I read this bill the tax is 


Sue pom, 6 a 
yellow color or a “tint of it 
color. If the tax is paid the artic abe Beek ot wien 
restriction. 


Mr. SPOONER. That is without restriction so far as the 
United States is concerned. 
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Mr. RAWLINS. Without restriction so far as the United 
States is concerned. Then the deception could be continued, I 
understand. Will not the effect of this bill be to lend encourage- 
ment to the manufacturer to produce an inferior and more dele- 
terious and cheaper product than oleomargarine in order that he 
may save himself the amount which he is compelled to contribute 
to the Government and thus impose to a greater extent upon con- 
sumers? Would not the effect of this legislation be that, instead 
of preventing deception, it would aggravate it? 

Mr. SPOONER. I think not. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin yield to the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator will allow me suggest to him that 
adding the 10 cents a pound tax by no means relieves this com- 
modity from the other restrictions which the law puts upon it, 
requiring it to be sold under its true name, in the original pack- 
age, and everything of that kind. 

Mr. RAWLINS. If I may be permitted in that connection, 
these restrictions which are to suppress fraud are ineffective, as 
I understand, and this bill is not ostensibly to suppress fraud, but 
to raise revenue. If it is a revenue measure, that feature is de- 
pendent for success upon the extent of the consumption and sale 
of the article, which can only be sold at a profit or without loss 
after the imposition of the tax by the degradation of its quality, 
thus imposing a detrimental article upon the public for consump- 
tion. It seems to me, while I was inclined to entirely favor the 
objects of this bill, that it fails to accomplish the purpose which 
seems to be in the minds of many who advocate its passage. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is impossible to say to what extent in the 
way of fraud these people will go. So far as the pastis any foun- 
dation for prophecy, they will certainly go to any extent which 
they regard as safe and profitable. 

The Senator’s proposition is practically this, that if we impose 
upon oleomargarine and butterine colored as butter this tax of 
10 cents a pound, which about equalizes the difference in cost 
between oleomargarine at perhaps a fair profit and butter at its 
average price from year to year, to prevent a continuance of the 
vending of this counterfeit or the perpetration of this fraud, they 


will, inspired by avarice, perpetrate a worse fraud; not only a | 


fraud so far as the counterfeit is concerned, but a fraud upon the 
health of the people of the United States; that they will, instead 
of selling, as now, a healthful article colored as butter, sell an 
unhealthful article, a deleterious article,to the people of the 
country. If that should turn out to be the fact, Mr. President— 
which I think it will not, for I think this bill as it is drawn, and 


as the Senate will doubtless amend it, will compel oleomargarine | 
to seek an open market for what it is—if the avarice of these peo- | 


ple, if their continued defiance of law leads them to deteriorate 
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oleomargarine so as to make it unhealthful, so far as the com- | 


merce between the States is concerned, future Congresses will 
find a remedy for that much more stringent than this. 

This bill brings the legislation of Congress into harmony with 
the legislation of 32 of the States of this Union, containing, I be- 
lieve, over 57,000,000 of the people of this country. It is perfectly 
idle to say that oleomargarine and butterine are not manufac- 
tured and put upon the market to be sold as butter. The evi- 
dence to the contrary from a dozen different States, from men 
who have had official opportunity to know the truth, is the other 
way—overwhelmingly the other way—and the very fact that 
these people are here fighting with all their power and with all 
the lobby that they can command a proposed law which simply 
asks of them to sell their product for what it is so it can deceive no 
one is of itself almost irrefutable evidence that counterfeit and 
fraud is essential to their success as their business is now con- 
ducted. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish the Senator would be kind enough to 
take this bill and show me how it is to cure the evil which he has 
just now been discussing—how it is to prevent the fraud which 
he says exists, and which I do not a 

Mr.SPOONER. Does the Senator think these people would not 
rather sell this ‘‘ nutritious and healthful article ’’ for what it is at 
a quarter of a cent a pound than to sell it for what it is not subject 
to the penalties of the law at a tax of 10 cents a pound? Avarice 
thus far has driven them not only to the danger line, but awa 
beyond it. The strongest appeal ordinarily you can make to suc 

»ple is to their pockets. And, Mr. President, if the difference 


tween one-quarter of a cent a pound between the article in its 
natural color or colored so as not to resemble butter or imitate 
butter and the 10 cents a pound imposed upon the article colored 
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in imitation of butter is not sufficient to deter them in the future, 
then Congress will have to find another remedy. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator if he is of the 
opinion now that this tax of 10 cents will compel these people to 
produce white oleomargarine? Does the Senator believe they will 
cease to color oleoma: ine? 

Mr. SPOONER. I think they will cease to color it. That is 
what I think. I think if it would not make any difference with 
them they would not be here fighting this bill so strenuously and 
proclaiming everywhere that if this bill is their business 
will be killed, and I think Senators would not stand here con- 
stantly iterating and reiterating the statement that this 1s a tax 
to destroy one industry in order to build up another. Of course 
no one can tell precisely what will be the effect of legislation. I 


| hope and believe that if this bill shall be enacted, the difference 


between the quarter of a cent a pound and 10 cents a pound will 
lead these gentlemen to manufacture and put on the market their 
product for what it really is. 

Mr. President, I hold in my hand the laws of these 32 States. 


| The Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Summons] spoke of these 


laws yesterday, as I understood him—and he wiil correct me if lam 


| wrong—as having been passed at a time when there was prejudice 


— oleomargarine and doubt as to the healthfulness of the 
product. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I did not say that as to all of them. 

Mr. SPOONER. No, but very many of them. 

Mr. SIMMONS. That is my understanding. 

Mr. SPOONER. Most of these laws, Mr. President, were 
passed some years after the es of the oleomargarine act now 
upon the statute book, which was passed in 1886. Most of those 
laws permit the sale of oleomargarine, I think every one of them, 
with ae a single exception, permits the sale of oleomargarine 
for what it is, identified by brand or other notification. So that 
it can not be contended successfully that those laws were passed 
because of hostility to the product and the unwillingness upon 
the part of those States that it should be sold and 
those laws were in 1891, some in 1895, some in 1897, and 
some in 1898. They are all laws prohibiting the sale of oleomar- 
garine colored to resemble butter. 

Were the legislatures of 32 of these States—some of the greatest 
States in this Union—acting upon misrepresentation? Did the 
act without knowledge? Was there no evil, Mr. President, whic 
these legislatures sought to remedy? Will any man so far im- 
peach the intelligence and the wv of the legislatures of 32 
sovereign States of this Union, which have these laws to 
prevent a cheat, as to say that they did not know what they were 
doing; that they took a leap in the dark; that they sought a rem- 
edy against a wrong which did not exist? 

I put the voice of these States, as uttered through their legisla- 
tures, against the opinion of my learned friend from Mississippi 
[Mr. Monry]. If there ever could be afforded stronger evidence 
of fraud upon the people of the States by the sale of a product 
for butter which was not butter, and of a public necessity that the 


| people be protected against it, than this legislation, I should like 








/2centsa pound. But, Mr. President, it is the assertion of 
| eral jurisdiction, and it may be carried from every State into 
| every other State as interstate commerce and sold there in the 


to have some Senator indicate it in our history. I know of none. 
The Federal law now upon the statute book facilitated and facili- 
tatesthisfraud. It doesnot make the coloring of oleomargarine in 
the similitude of butter unlawful. Itim a small tax upon oe 
e - 


unbroken package, because the Congress did not enact as to oleo- 
margarine, and not done so—it is pro to do it by this 
bill—a provision similar to the Wilson act, which applied only to 


| liquor; and so, under the operation of this law, manufacturers 


of oleomargarine would manufacture it colored to suit the taste 
of the vicinity—colored in the similitude of butter. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin yield to the Senator from Texas? 

r. SPOONER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BAILEY. I desire to ask the Senator from Wisconsin if 
it is his judgment that when the question is fairly presented in 
the Supreme Court of the United States that court will hold that 
Congress can abdicate its power to regulate commerce among the 
several States as to a perfectly wholesome article of food or 
clothing? 

Mr. SPOONER. Well, Mr. President, I had doubt about the 
correctness of the intimation in the case of Leisy v. Hardin, which 
led to the Wilson bill. It looked to me at the time that the pas- 
sage of the Wilson bill was rather an abdication upon the part of 
Congress of a power committed to Congress. 

Mr. BAILEY. If the Senator will excuse me, I had not 
— of drawing him into a criticism of a case that has been 

ecided. 
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Mr. SPOONER. 
Mr. BAILEY. That was not my purpose, but I take it that 
there is a distinction between a question like liquor, that con- 
cerns the morals of the people and therefore falls within the 


I do not object to that. 


clear definition of the police power, and another article, which 
concerns neither morals nor health; and my judgment is that 
the court, which divided in the original-package decision, will 
never hold that Congress can abdicate to the States of this Union 
its power over perfectly wholesome articles of food. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I have no idea that the court 
will ever hold that a fraud has no relation to morals. The court 
held in the Plumley case that the State had a right to protect its 
people against fraud and imposition, and it reiterated that de- 
cision in the Schollenberger case. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. BAILEY. Ido not want to appear persistent, but that is 
not my question. I concede that. I myself contend that it needs 
no Congressional action to enable the States to suppress a deceit 
and deceitful practices in the sale of a food product. That was 
the plain decision in the Plumley case. But, leaving the question 
of deceitfulness out and coming plainly and flatly to the proposi- 
tion that Congress shall attempt to abdicate its power to regulate 
commerce among the several States as to an article of food that 
involves neither the question of morals nor health, does the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin believe that the Supreme Court would ever 
sustain such a law? 

Mr. SPOONER. I think the Senator leaves out the only ques- 
tion there was in it. 

Mr. BAILEY. Well, the question as to whether this is fraud 
or not, of course, is a question of fact—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, no; but in the Schollenberger case there 
was a statute which prohibited the sale of oleomargarine, health- 
ful or unhealthful, colored or in its natural state—— 

Mr. BAILEY. And they held that law invalid—— 

Mr. SPOONER. And they held that law invalid. 

Mr. BAILEY. Because they held that under the facts in that 
case Oleomargarine was a healthful food product and a legiti- 
mate article of commerce. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. BAILEY. Now, the question is, if Congress were to take 
the Schollenberger case and attempt to cover it, have we the 
power to do it? 

Mr. SPOONER. I think so. 

Mr. BAILEY. I think not. 

Mr. SPOONER. Well, that makes me afraid I am wrong, but 
I think so. In ene that I have the utmost respect for my 
friend’s ability and admiration for his lawyer-like method. 

To me the Schollenberger case involved a pretty plain proposi- 
tion. It could not, of course, be left to a State to decide what 
should be an article of interstate commerce. If that were left to 
the States, Mr. President, the whole power of Congress over in- 
terstate commerce might be emasculated, and the country might 
be relegated to that condition which preceded the adoption of the 
Constitution, and out of which grew in large part the necessity 
for the Constitution. The court held that oleomargarine was a 
legitimate product; the court did not hold that oleomargarine 
colored so as to imitate butter might not be excluded by a State. 
The court did not overrule either in language or by implication, 
as I understand it, the Plumley case. 

Mr. BAILEY. If the Senator will excuse me, they expressly 
affirmed it. 


Mr. President, with the Senator’s permission, I am going to 


take my question away from oleomargarine, because I really de- | 


sire an expression of the Senator’s opinion. Let us broaden it 
until, we will say, Congress should pass a law declaring that every 
article, when passing from one State into another, should imme- 
diately, upon the arrival of that article, or of all articles, into the 
State, become subject to its laws, does the Senator from Wisconsin 
believe that such a law would be constitutional? 

Mr. SPOONER. Subject to the police laws of the State? 

Mr. BAILEY. Subject to all laws. 

Mr. SPOONER. Well, it is an impossible question. 
would never think of passing any such law. 

Mr. BAILEY. I hope not. But it is a question of power, not 
of inclination. 


Congress 


Mr. SPOONER. I do not see what relation it has to the ques- | 


tion which I am endeavoring to discuss. 

Mr. BAILEY. Well, Mr. President, with the Senator's per- 
mission, I will say that I had not myself intended to debate this 
question, and I have not entirely changed my purpose; but the 
Senator’s discussion rather tempts me to change it. I wanted, 
however, to avoid that, if possible, so that if we could agree as 
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to the matter of law—and I have agreed with the Senator on al- 
most every proposition of law he has submitted, and my only dif- 
ference with him is when he comes to apply the law to the facts 
of the case—I wanted to eliminate the facts, and thus eliminate 
what I believe is the only difference between us. 

Now, if the Senator from Wisconsin believes that Congress 
possesses the power to abdicate to the States of this Union its 
control over interstate and foreign commerce, then we differ, and 
very widely, as a matter of law, and we would present the re- 
markable anomaly of a Democrat and a strict constructionist 
standing for Federal power against the State, while a Republican 
and a liberal constructionist would be standing for State power 
against the Federal Government. 

Mr. SPOONER. Well, Mr. President, if the Senator and I 
differ on that proposition, as he states it, there would be only two 
of us, and one of us would be sane and he would be the man, and 
the other would be insane, and I would be the other man. [Laugh- 
ter.] That is all there is of that. I could not contend for any 
such proposition as that Congress has the power to disable itself 
by surrender of the functions committed to it by the Constitu- 
tion—not at all. Nc do I see that that is involved in this ques- 
tion. All that I have occasion to claim is this: That the Congress 
has the power as to oleomargarine colored in the similitude of 
butter, imitation butter, to adopt the same provisions that it has 
adopted as to liquor, only upon the theory that itis counterfeit 
and an imposition. Beyond that I could not be induced to go, 
nor is it necessary that anyone shall go. 

Now, Mr. President, when the Senator interrupted me I was 
calling attention to the laws of these States. Here are Alabama, 
California, Colorado, Connecticut, Delaware, Georgia, Dlinois, 
Iowa, Kentucky, Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, Minnesota, 
Missouri, Nebraska, New Hampshire, New Jersey, New York, 
North Dakota, Oregon, Pennsylvania, South Carolina, South Da- 
kota, Tennessee, Utah, Vermont, Virginia, Washington, West 
Virginia, and Wisconsin. All those States prohibit absolutely 
the sale of this article colored as butter. There is one odd law 
among them to which I will refer for only a moment, and that is 
the Missouri statute: 


Imitation butter is defined as every article not produced wholly from pure 
milk or cream made in semblance of and designed to be used as a substitute 
for = butter. It shall not be sold as butter; shall not be colored to resem- 
ble butter, unless it is to be sold outside the State. 


They are almost all alike, with perhaps that exception. Now, 
what effect did these laws have in the 32 States? If anything 
ever showed the absolutely irresistible power of avarice, this 
situation did. The report of the Commissioner of Internal Reve- 
nue for the year ending June 30, 1902, shows that in those 32 
States, there were sold in that year in violation of these statutes 
62,825,582 pounds of oleomargarine and butterine, colored in 
imitation of butter. A subtle and successful fraud! In the other 
States, where there was no law as to color, 16,860,142 pounds 
were sold. It is almost impossible to detect it. No law, how- 
ever it may provide for brands and stamps, will be efficacious 
without the tax. Men who violate the statutes of a State, men 
who run the chances of the penalty on conviction, men who sell 
to the public oleomargarine for butter at the price of butter, 
will pay no attention to brands under the substitute bill any more 
than they do to brands under the existing law. A man who will 
omit to put a stamp on when the law requires it would not hesi- 
tate to rip the stamp which is put around the package. 

I have no objection to men buying it who want it. I do not 
happen to want it. Ido not want toputitonmytable. Iwould 
be ashamed to give it to you for butter if you were my guest, and 
every man has a right to know when he pays for butter whether 
it is butter or whether it is oleomargarine, and there is no way 
under existing law by which that right can be secured to him. 
I repeat, it is a subtle fraud. 

Senators know how almost impossible it is for the average man 
to detect the difference between the two, and I have evidence here, 
some of which I intended to call attention to, which I can not stop 
| to refer to even, which is absolutely overwhelming in support of 
| the proposition that it is sold as butter almost universally. It is 
| sold in hotels, it is sold in restaurants, it is sold in boarding 
houses, it is sold everywhere—I believe, over 90 per cent of it, so 
far as retailers are concerned—as butter and at the price of butter. 
' Do Senators remember that seven of the States of this Union 
| have in memorials to Congress confessed their inability to pro- 
tect the people of those States against this fraud? The article is 
carried from one State to another or others It is so insidious, so 
difficult of detection, and the profit in the fraud so great, the 
inducement so irresistible that the States have been utterly un- 
able to protect the people against it. When a State, through its 
legislature, speaks it has my attention—any State. The State in 











which I have the honor to live memorialized Congress for the pas- 
sage of the bill which was pending in the last Congress. 
sylvania did, one of the empire States of this Union. 


Penn- 
Vermont 
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did. 
simply a demand by a “class ”’ that a legitimate business be taxed 
out of existence in order that another legitimate business may 


Maryland did. Minnesota did. California did. Is this 


have greater prosperity? Not at all. 

They have had the same experience abroad on this subject that 
we have had in this country. Canada is beating us now in dairy 
products for export—butter and cheese. Canada has absolutely 
prohibited the manufacture of imitation cheese or butter. It 
has given a better reputation to her products and swollen vastly 
her exports. 

July 10, 1899, the British Parliament d aresolution creating 
a commission, and Hon. Henry Chaplin, president of the local 
board, appointed it. I will not stop to readthe names. It was— 

To be a committee to inquire into the use of preservatives and coloring 
matters in the preservation of food and to report: 

(1) Whether the uso of such materials or any of them for the preservation 
and coloring of food, in certain quantities, is injurious to health; and if so, in 
what proportions does their use become injurious. 


- (2) To what extents and in what amounts are they so used at the present 
ime. 


They were limited to the effect of adulteration upon health. | 


They say in their report: 

In the butter trade, and still more so in the cheese trade, artificial coloring 
has long been established. Highly colored goods find favor in some markets, 
uncolored or faintly colered goods in others. We have not found that in the 
interest of the consumer any interference is necessary with the customs of 
the trace in this respect. 


That is, because of health. 


In regard to margarine, we have to deal with a cheap and relatively inferior | 


article invariably colored to resemble a more costly and superior article, and 


probably the only means of protecting the public from imposition would be to | 


prohibit the introduction o, 


cause it to resemble butter. 

This is the report, and Senators know how careful those com- 
missions are in England: 

Be the regulations as to the sale of margarine under declaration what they 
may, they can not protect the customer who calis for bread and butter at a 


hotel or restaurant from being served with bread and margarine, and paying 
for it at the rate charged for the superior article. 


That is so in Chicago; it is so in Milwaukee; it is so in every 


any coloring matter into margarine which shall 


city of the United States, and it is just as true in London and in | 


Birmingham as it is in the cities of this country. 

But as the margarine may be assumed to be a perfectly wholesome article 
of diet, it does not fall within the terms of our reference to make any rec- 
ommendation upon a practice which is not attended with risk to the public 
health 


But they found it to be a frand and an imposition, and they | 
found that the only protection which could be afforded by law | 


against the imposition was to prevent the coloration of margarine 
in similitude of butter. 

On page 283, as to their investigation of the laws of Denmark, 
the report says: 

Butter fat to the extent of 10 per cent only is allowed in margarine. 


They limit the proportion, and that makes a great difference. 


It will not do to say that the ingredients in butter and the ingre- | 
That means nothing. Every- | 


dients in margarine are the same. 
thing depends upon the proportion. 

Mr. MONEY. It is not contended that they are the same. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have seen it stated that they were the same. 

Mr. MONEY. I have never heard that. 

Mr. SPOONER. Substantially the same. 

The public can tell the difference between butter and margarine by the 
color laid down by law— 

There they have a different system of government from ours, 
and they prescribe just what the color of margarine shall be so 
that anyone can tell by the color whether it is oleomargarime or 
butter, and thereby protect himself— 
and the margarine can be sold | when made up in special shape and 
labeled. Its sale as butter renders the vender liable to penalty. 

On pages 78 and 79 appears the evidence of Mr. Alfred Hill, M. D., medical 
officer of health of the city of Birmingham, and also of the incorporated 
society of Medical Officers of Health. In speaking of his investigations of 
preservatives in oleomargarine and butter, on page 79, paragraph 2351, he 
says 

“ With regard to the quantity of boric acid present, I have lumped together 
the samples of margarine and butter because the samples of margarine sold 
as margarine and bought as margarine were so few that it was hardly worth 
while separating them. Margarine is generally sold in the place of butter as 
a deception.” 

The laws of Italy also provide against this fraud, and the laws 
of France, where this thing was born, provide against this fraud. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Wisconsin 
@ question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wiscon- 
siz yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. — : 

Mr. TELLER. What provisions do some of those countries 
make to prevent it? 

Mr. SPOONER. Denmark prescribes the color. _ 

Mr. TELLER. That is what you have done in this bill? 

Mr. SPOONER. It is not what is done in this bill. 


Mr. TELLER. You allow it to be done. 

Mr. SPOONER. What? 

Mr. TELLER. You allow them to color it under this bili. 

Mr. SPOONER. So that it shall not resemble butter. Den- 
mark prescribes the color. 

Mr. TELLER. There is nothing in this bill which prevents 
them from coloring oleomargarine like butter. On the contrary, 
you give them that permission if they are willing to pay 10 cents 
a pound for it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, well, of course thatistrue. We expect 
that the States, if the manufacturers are willing to pay that tax, 
will be able by this legislation—— 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to tell the Senator the difficulty I 
have about this bill. It seemsto me that it supplies no way to 
decrease the fraud, but merely provides that when the frand is 
perpetrated the party shall pay 10 cents a pound more. 

r. SPOONER. They have to brand it as oleomargarine. 

They have the license fees to pay. They have the Government 
inspection that they had before and they have in addition the 
Gites between one-quarter of a cent a pound and 10 cents a 
und. 
Mr. TELLER. The Senator's argument depends entirely upon 
the ground that it is to prevent fraud, and yet he has not told us, 
or at least I have not been able to understand, how this bill will 
prevent any fraud. 

Mr. SPOONER. I can not tell the Senator whether this extra 


tax of 9 cents will prevent fraud or not. I thinkitwill. I hope 
it will. 
| Mr. TELLER. I do not believe it will. 


Mr. SPOONER. Let us try it. 
Mr. TELLER. It seems tome that if the promoters of this bill 
had been so anxious to prevent fraud as they profess to be, not 
| wishing to impugn their motives, however, they could have got 
at it by saying that no oleomargarine should be colored at all; 
that it should all be white. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator think an act of Congress pro- 
hen that oleomargarine should not be colored at all would be 
valid? 

Mr. TELLER. Possibly there might be some objection to it; 
but if you can put on 10 cents you can put on 50 cents, which 
would certainly shut them off. 

Mr. SPOONER. That only shows that it is not the purpose 
here to tax it out of existence. Nobody here wants to destroy 
the industry. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not want to interrupt the Senator, but this 
discussion has gone on part of the time upon the theory that it 
would annihilate the business and part of the time upon the 
theory that it would make oleomargarine more table and 
| better. I asked the Senator some time ago to detail if he could 
| just what the purpose of this bill is, but I have not got very 
clearly through my mind what his purpose is. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then I have been very unhappy and unfortu- 
nate in expression. 

Mr. TELLER. Perhaps I have been dull. 

Mr. SPOONER. No; that could hardly be possible. I have 
stated over and over again my own view—I am not expressing 
| anyone else’s—that the proposition of this bill, and that is the 

theory on which I support it, is not to destroy oleomargarine, 

not to drive it out of existence, but to reduce the tax upon it 
| when manufactured in its natural color and not colored as but- 

ter, and to impose this additional tax of 9% cents a pound upon it 

if colored as butter. I am not using the language of the bill. I 
| suppose, as I have repeatedly stated, that the tax with the other 
provisions, the punitive provisions of the bill and the regulatory 
provisions of the bill, will lead the manufacturers of oleomarga- 
rine to put it upon the market for what it is. The Senator can 
not ask me to demonstrate that it will have that effect. 

Mr. TELLER. No. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think it will. He thinks it will not. If it 
| does not, then we must seek some other remedy, because if 32 
| States of this Union are not able, with the help of the Federal 
| Government, in the exercise of its constitutional taxing power, to 

keep this manufacture within lawful limits it is a case. I 
think it will be adequate. 
Now, who is opposed to it?. Some of the Senators from the 
| Southern States it because it will interfere with the mar- 
ket for cotton-seed ol. Are Senators really serious about that? 
| One and three-quarters per cent, not more than 2 at the utter- 
| 





most, of cotton-seed oil goes into oleomargarine, a mere telle. 
| There are a great many uses to which cotton-seed oil is put. 
| There are several avenues of commerce in which it finds itself a 
factor. 
——- are aski Soa for a oil — on ed 
gro they oppose thi to prevent a upon eople 
the United States, and I have said thus far nothing about the fraud 
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upon the dairymen, the 
have confined myself solely to the fraud upon the consumer, and 


people who make butter and sell it. I 


itis a fraud upon the rich as well as upon the r, upon the 
young as well as upon the old. You may call it healthful; you 
may say it is not detrimental; I admit it as a general proposition, 
but to say that it is as nutritious, and to say that it is as digestible 
as butter, is not true, in my opinion. 

Mr. MONEY. Will the Senator permit me to ask him if he 
heard the tables of analyses submitted by the Senator from 
Idaho [Mr. Herrre.p] this morning, made in different years by 
different chemists, that it is as digestible as butter? It is not the 
analysis of oue man at one time that he quoted the other day, but 
that same ran and others continued for years, and the general | 
average was that is was as digestible as butter. That is scientific. 

Mr. SPOONER. There is only one really accurate laboratory 
in which it can be determined whether a given thing is digestible 
for humanity or not, and that is the human stomach. You can 
not work out in a laboratory-—— 

Mr. MONEY. Iwill ask the Senator, if he will permit me still 
further to en if he supposes that scientists and chemists go | 
to = and talk about digestibility for anything but the human 
stomach? 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, yes. 

Mr. MONEY. Ido not think they do. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes, they do. 

Mr. MONEY. Thatis the question—whether it is digestible 
for the human stomach. 

Mr. SPOONER. They make investigations to determine what | 
classes of food are most digestible for cows and other animals. 

Mr. MONEY. They were not talking about cows, because they 
do not feed cows on oleomargarine. 

Mr. SPOONER. No; the cow has nothing whatever to do with 
oleomargarine. That is true. 

Mr. MONEY. I understand that, but we are talking about the 
question of digestibility, and that means the human stomach and 
not the cow’s. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is why I say the chemists can not de- | 
termine it. | 


i 


Mr. MONEY. Ido not know any other test. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes; the way to determine it is to try it. 

Mr. MONEY. Tiliey have tried it. 

Mr. SPOONER. You might stand it, and others can not. 

‘the PRESIDING OFFICER. Senators must address their re- | 
marks to the Chair. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, you might stand it, and other 
people might not. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. MONEY. The Senator's good nature is so great that I 
rely confidently upon his permission tointerrupthim. If the only 
test of the human stomach is as each one of us suffers the throes | 
of indigestion from butter or oleomargarine, and if you can not 
tell one from the other you do not know what you have eaten, 
and when you get the colic it may be from genuine June butter | 
or it may be a case of vitiated oleomargarine. The man can not | 
tell. The Senator prefers the June butter with its June color, | 
and some other people will prefer the oleomargarine with its | 
June color, which would be white, I suppose. 

Mr. SPOONER. What I meant was this: The average man | 
who is active, who works in the open air, who exercises, probabl 
finds it easily digestible. Such men can digest it, but even wit 
them, I do not believe it is so digestible as butter, becanse there | 
is very much more stearin in it than there isin butter. There is 
12 per cent more. Dr. Wiley so testified; and it does not need a 
ehemist to say that is not so easily digested—16 per cent as against 4 
in butter. There is a vast number of people, and they are en- 
titled to be considered, the sick, the enfeebled, those whose diges- 
tion is impaired for one reason or another, to be found unhappily 
almost in every man’s home at one time or another, to whom he | 
would be willing to give good butter, but to whom he would not | 
be willing to give oleomargarine or butterine. They are a class | 
that need protection more than the strong and the hardy. 

This is a growing product. It will continue te grow. People | 
will continue to use it. What is the harm in having it sold for 
what it is? What is the harm in protecting, as far as we consti- 
tutionally can, the people against this fraud? It is not a new 
question. The law sixteen years ago was passed for that 
purpose, and it is inefficacious. What is the harm as far as we 
can constitutionally do it, having that law already upon our 
statute books, in every man 2nd woman and child in 





the United States this fraud and not against the genuine 
article if he wants to buy it? I oe ee not simply his 
stomach, but ting the pocket. y fight against it? 

Mr. RA Mr. President—— 
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Mr. SPOONER. I beg the Senator to allow me to go on. 
have taken very much more time than I intended. 
to be through. 

Take cotton-seed oil. It is used in making caramels. It takes 
the place of cream. It 1889 one-third to one-half of all edible 
lard entering American commercial channels was made in part 
of cotton-seed oil. The season of 1889 turned out, this article says, 
225,000,000 pounds of compound lard. By the use of it they have 
raised the lard of the hog, I am told, from 18 pounds to 35. You 
can not go to a retail store in the United States, so far as I have 
ever known, and buy a bottle of cotton-seed oil under that name. 
Itisa wholesome product. It is not deleterious, so far as I know, 
in any respect. It goes abroad in vast quantities and comes back 
to us as olive oil, and we get an unlimited supply of fish, sar- 
dines and the like, too dead to swim in water any more, but live 
enough to swim in cotion-seed oil—embalmed in it. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator pardon an inquiry? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. BACON. Does the Senator suppose that cotton-seed oil 
which goes to Europe and comes back labeled as olive oil comes 
back in the same condition in which it went to Europe? 

a SPOONER. Oh,I do not know what they do to it over 
there. 

Mr. BACON. The point of my inquiry is this: The Senator 
wanted to know if anyone had ever seen a bottle of cotton-seed 
oil sold as such. The oil which goes to Europe is crude cotton- 
seed oil, and it is there manipulated and refined and made to be- 
come very much like olive oil. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. BACON. But there could be no possible reason or sense 
in exposing cotton-seed oil which is made in this country for sale 
in a bottle, because it would be unfit for use as such, it not hav- 
ing had the refining process which is necessary to make it pala- 
table. Cotton-seed oil, to the extent of its production in this 
country, is sold under the denomination of cotton-seed oil. It is 


| not sold in bottles, because it is not in a condition to be sold in 


bottles. 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly not. 

Mr. BACON. There is no factory or establishment in this 
country which undertakes that manipulation and refinement 
which are necessary to put it in a condition where it can be sold 
in bottles. 

Mr. SPOONER. Well. 

Mr. BACON. I only state this, Mr. President, because the 
Senator evidently by the inquiry assumed that the cotton-seed oil 
which comes back from Europe was the same cotton-seed oil 
which was sent there. 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, no. 

Mr. BACON. It is very different. 

Mr. SPOONER. WhatI meant was this: It goes over to Europe 
as cotton-seed oil and comes back as olive oil. 

Mr. BACON. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Of course it is refined. 

Mr. BACON. But it is not in the same condition at all. 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly not. I have cast no imputation on 
cotton-seed oil in any way. It is refined into olive oil. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me, as he is making 
a special criticism on cotton-seed oil, it is a very great boon to 
such part of the human race as uses oil under whatever name, 
considering it to be olive oil, because before the use of cotton- 
seed oil for that purpose we did not get pure olive oil in this 
country, bat we got vicious animal oils in place of the pure, 
nutritious, healthful vegetable oil which cotton-seed oil is. 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, yes. Now, I have not said anything to 
the contrary of that statement. I say it is an excellent prodnet, 
but I say it is sold as a fraudulent one at times. It enters into 
the manufacture of caramels, as I said. It is used as olive oil, as 
I said. 

Mr. BACON. Then, Mr. President—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Waitaminute. It is used in preserving sar- 
dines and fish of that sort. People suppose it is olive oil. It is 
used in cottolene, a good product, but it is not the real thing. 
It is used in oleomargarine. For heaven's sake, how many dif- 
ferent masquerades do you insist upon this gay deceiver being 
permitted to indulge in? 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President 

Mr. SPOONER. I am not complaining 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator pardon me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

r. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. According to the Senator’s argument, for the 
protection of pure cotton-seed oil there ought to be a tax of about 
a dollar a bottle on all the oil that comes back here and masquer- 
ades a& olive oil when, in fact, it is cotton-seed oil. The purpose 














of this bill, as suggested by the Senator to-day, and previously 
stated by the Senator from Massachusetts, is the novel proposition 
that this tax of 10 cents a pound is really for the purpose of pro- 
tecting oleomargarine against the counterfeit article of oleomar- 
garine, and not for the purpose of protecting pure butter. That 
is the proposition. 

Mr. SPOONER. I did not say it was for the purpose of pro- 
tecting oleomargarine against the counterfeit article. I said it 
was for the purpose of protecting the United States Government 
against a counterfeit article. Does not the Senator discover the 
difference? 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SPOONER. But I do not care to take time, if the Senator 
will pardon me.’ 

Mr. BACON. The Senator may draw that distinction, but I 
understood the original proposition to be the other way, that it was 
for the purpose of protecting the genuine article of oleomargarine 
against what you denominate to be a fraud in the fact that it is 
but an imitation of butter. 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, not at all. That was not my statement. 

Now, Mr. President, there is another thing that surprises me. 
Iam amazed that any Senator on the other side of the Chamber 
should oppose this bill for the reason that it would diminish the 
market for cotton-seed oil, because that is ina trust. It is in two 
trusts, one that has been in existence for a long time and which 
has a great number of mills, and another now being organized 
with a capital of $30,000,000. It is too bad to lose one chance “‘ to 
clip the fangs of an octopus.’’ That phrase has been used here 
many times. I have some letters here from Southern farmers, 
cotton producers, and dairymen also, intelligent letters from 
Georgia, Mississippi, and other States, in which they inveigh very 
bitterly against the strong and wicked grip in which, as to this 
product, they are held in those States. 

Mr. MONEY. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. SPOONER. I always permit everybody, and that is what 
keeps me so long. Go ahead, : 

Mr. MONEY. Oh, no. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes; go on. 

Mr. MONEY. I just want to say that when the Senator spoke 
about cotton-seed oil he did me the honor to look very closely at me. 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, no. 

Mr. MONEY. I want to call the Senator’s attention to the fact 
that I said the other day, in opening the debate on this side, that 
I was not here representing the cotton-seed-oil men, and I did not 
speak for that industry or for any other one industry; that I 
spoke for the masses of the people of the United States who could 
not buy butter and who could buy oleomargarine. That wasmy 
deciaration. So I am absolved from the Senator’s criticism. 

Mr. SPOONER. 
1 had no reference to the Senator. 

Now, Mr. President, there is a great talk here about the labor- 
ing men being opposed to this bill because they can not buy but- 
ter. How has this movement been worked up among the laboring 
men? It has been worked up as a good many other phases of this 
opposition have been worked up. 

Mr. MONEY. In the same way that the bill was worked up 
by the dairymen. 


Mr. SPOONER. If the farmers of the United States, 5,000,000 


I beg the Senator’s pardon for looking at him. | 
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of them, engaged in the business of producing butter have in this | 


one instance succeeded in organizing in imitation of other classes 
and other interests, Iam glad of it. But Isee no evidence of it. 


Petitions have been sent out here to the laboring men throughout | 


the country—I can prove it if anyone doubts it—by gentlemen 
who are here in their professional capacity fighting this bill. 
Printed petitions have been sent out to be circulated and signed 
representing that this product is to be taxed out ofexistence. That 
is the form in which we have received some of them here. Every- 
one knows how easy it is tosecure such petitions. Notone of those 
petitions has informed those laboring people of the fact that under 
this bill they would be permitted to buy oleomargarine if they want 
to buy it at 1¢ centsa pound less than they pay for it to-day, if they 
ever get it as oleomargarine; that at the oleomargarine price they 


| sumers of the country against im 
| revenue for the Government, in the fact that it will also elimi- 
_nate an unjust competition with the dairy product of the coun- 

try. 





APRIL 1, 


The business is car- 
ried on with the utmost skill. This bill will prevent it, in my 
judgment. The testimony before the House committee is, and 
they saw it demonstrated, that one can take oleomargarine and, 
without heating it, color as he chooses at a very trifling expense, 
without machinery and in a very few moments. This bill au- 
thorizes that to be done. If any man wants to buy it and color 
it and putit upon his table for his family or his guests, he can do it. 

Mr. MONEY. That is entirely superfluous. We could not 
prevent it. We would have no right to do it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Who could not prevent it? 

Mr. MONEY. Neither Congress nor anybody else. 

Mr. SPOONER. They could prevent it by saying that anybody 
who colored it shall be considered a manufacturer. 

Mr. MONEY. Not when for his own use, 

Mr. SPOONER. No matter; it is here. 

Mr. MONEY. It is useless. 

Mr. SPOONER. Itis not so useless. It may save a vast deal 
of trouble, and it puts every man on notice that he may color it 
for use in his own home, but if he sells it he is deemed a manu- 
facturer and subject to the provisions of this bill as to its manu- 
facture. 

The laboring man has his full share of _— He will not con- 
sider this an unjust law tohim. It isa bill to protect him, in com- 
mon with the rest of his fellow-citizens, against imposition. The 
laboring man will not any more feed it to his sick child, or to a 
sick wife, or a sick father, or a sick mother, or any one dear to 
him in his home than you would or than I would. He would 
work all day and all night to buy fresh, sweet butter for an in- 
valid. He ought to be protected against having put upon him, 
for those who are dear to him and whom it is his duty to protect, 
a fraudulent imitation of butter. 

Mr. President, I have not said a word about the farmer or the 
dairyman. I said when I began that if the object of this bill, to 


city of this Union. It is habitually done. 


| me, was simply to protect one industry, through taxation, from 


legitimate competition with another honest industry it would not 
meet my favor. 

Mr. MONEY. Illegitimate? 

Mr.SPOONER. No; legitimate. I would notaskit, nor would 
the farmer ask it. But, Mr. President, I find no objection to 
this tax and to these regulations and to the protection of the con- 
‘ition, and to obtaining this 


Do Senators? 

‘Mr. BACON. Does the Senator ask me? 

Mr. SPOONER. No. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Ido not want to make a speech upon this 


| question, but—— 


Mr. SPOONER. I hope the Senator will not. I am nearly 
through, and I am anxious to be through. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I want to invite the attention of the Senator 
to two or three things. 

Mr. SPOONER. How many? 

Mr. RAWLINS. Twoorthree, Will the Senator permit me? 
If not, I shall not interrupt him. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. RAWLINS. The object of this bill is to suppress imposi- 
tion and fraud upon the people of the United States. There are 
three primary colors. The bill seems to me to allow the owner 


| of the cow to register a trade-mark under the protection of na- 


can buy itfor what it is and then color it in their homes to suit | 


their own taste. There is an abundance of evidence here that 
men representing the food authorities in the great cities have 


| ing, the texture. 


gone to these establishments advertising butter and tried to buy | 


oleomargarine and could not get it, and that when laboring men 
went in to buy butter—stevedores, clad in the habiliments of 
labor—they obtained oleomargarine. not butter. 
Senators talk about subserving the interestsof labor. This bill 
will do it. 
cheat. He hates fraud. He knows what he wants, and pays his 
money for something that he wants. But he does not want to 
pay a portion of his day’s earnings for butter and receive oleo- 
margarine or butterine. He wants the real thing he pays for at 
the price of butter. That has been done in every State and every 


tional authority on one of those, namely, yellow, or any shade of 
yellow. There remain but two other colors. The Senator says 
that is to protect the public against fraud and imposition. Now, 
when the given article is offered upon the market in the nature 
of oleomargarine or butter, there is the color—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Ido not think the Senator ought to argue 
this matter now. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I am pretty nearly through. There is the 
color, there is the taste, there is the smell, and there is the feel- 
If you suppress the color, why not suppress the 
taste? If it tastes like butter, why not tax that? If it feels like 
butter, why not tax that? Is not the mischief here? Does not 


| the fraud consist in selling any article as an offered article of one 


The laboring man is like every other man—he hates a | 


character or quality for another article or character of article, 

without disclosing the nature of the thing which is disposed of? 
What I should like to ask the Senator is, Why, instead of strik- 

ing at the color, which is a harmless thing, and taxing that, the 


| bill does not tax the fraud? If oleomargarine colored in imitation 
| of butter is offered upon the market and the market is informed 


that it is oleomargarine, there is no wrong in the color, is there, 


‘and why tax the color? 
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Mr. SPOONER. Well, Mr. President, that is a pretty long 
question, but it is easily answered. Oleomargarine and butterine 
have the odor of butter; they have the butter taste; but notwith- 
standing they have the odor of butter and the butter taste, with- 
out the color of butter nobody would mistake oleomargarine and 
butterine for butter. 

Mr. RAWLINS. If it had the color, but not the taste or smell, 
how woulé nom be imposed on? 

Mr.SPOONER. Iam talking of the case as it is and the Senator 
is talking of it asit is not. how 3 have stolen the livery of butter to 
serve a fraud and to accomplish a fraud. People might buy it as 
a substitute for butter because it has the odor of butter and be- 
cause it has the taste of butter, but they would not buy it for 
butter. But, having the odor of butter and the taste of butter, if 
you add to it the color of butter, then you have a counterfeit that 
to the eye, to the sense of smell, and to the taste is complete, 
and that is the fraud. If you take away the color of butter, leav- 
ing the taste and the odor of butter, there is no possibility of im- 
position, That is all that is asked here. If this bill is efficient, 
as I hope it will, they can put on the market, made as finely as 

ible, as much like butter as possible in taste and in odor, and, 
in fact, for what it is, oleomargarine, but not as butter. As I 
said a while ago, they may do what they please in giving odor to 
oleomargarine, in giving taste to oleomargarine, in giving color to 
oleomargarine, it is still oleomargarine. 

Butter has always been colored some at times. In certain sea- 
sons of the year fifty years ago the farm wife used, I have heard, 
carrots once in a while to color butter. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin yield to the Senator from Colorado? ~ 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. When the Senator makes the assertion that 
butter has always been colored he will allow me to say that per- 
haps somewhere in the world it has been done, but I myself was 
brought up on a farm where butter was made, and from my 
earliest recollection I never saw any butter colored on the farm. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam not so old—— 

Mr. TELLER. Iventure to say now that the coloring of butter 
has come within the last thirty-five or forty years. It was un- 
known before that time. 

Mr. SPOONER. Well, forty years would make it vider than 
oleoma ine for butter color. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will allow me to add one word 
more, in my early youth as aclerk in acountry store in the butter 
country of New York, I bought thousands and thousands of pounds 
of butter that we shipped to New York City. Inever saw during 
my service in that capacity a pound of butter that was colored, 
and nobody else saw it. 

Mr. SPOONER. I saw butter colored when I was a lad, 13 or 
14 years old, and it was good butter. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator does not realize that I am consid- 
erably older than he is. 

Mr. SPOONER. I remember it very well. It was colored by 
as honest a woman as ever lived, and was good, pure, fresh butter. 
I think she used carrots in some way. 

Mr. President, it surely can not be to any man an objection to 
this bill that it also will protect the dairy products of the United 
States against a counterfeit. By the preliminary report of the 
Twelfth Census it appears that 1,050,000,000 pounds of butter are 
produced on the farms of the country; 420,131,343 pounds are 
produced in creameries; an aggregate butter production of 1,470,- 
131,343 pounds; 71 per cent produced upon the farms and 29 per 
cent the product of creameries. Oleomargarine colored and sold 
for butter is not justly to be called a competitor. It isa fraud. 

I do not stop to deal with the relation of the cattle industry to 
this subject. That has been admirably and completely dealt with 
by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Harris]. It is shown that 
upon any theory the loss per head of cattle would be less than 25 
cents, and I am quite certain that the cattle raiser, whether on 
the raneh or on the farm, would not lose that. He sells on the 
hoof, and I do not believe that a profit from any by-product of 
the animal goes to him. 

I have been little given, I thirk I may safely say, to talk 
which from any standpoint could be deemed demagogic. I was 
not raised on a farm, and regret to say I know as little as any 
man about the practical operations of the farm. I can not 
speak, therefore, of happy memories of farm life; but I have 
a right to remind Senators of the fact that it will hardly do to 
call this ‘‘class’’ legislation because it benefits the agriculture of 
the United States. It is only a truism to say that agriculture in 
its relation to our well-being and prosperity is basic. The world 
could not get on without the farmer. The railroads would be 
quite idle without crops. and if some terrible blight should come 
upon the agriculture of the country what would become of our 

people, our manufactures. our labor, our general business? 


see CEE 
(prereset eee eet 


The farmers produce what we need to wear and what we need 
to eat. Their operations excite universal interest. The news of 
frost in the corn belt, or of some menace to the cotton crop or the 
wheat crop, excites every market of the world and affects in- 
stantly values on all exchanges. 

Those who engage in agriculture in the United States, and upon 
whom we thus depend, are hardly to be considered a “‘ class”’ in 
the sense in which that word has been used in connection with 
this bill. We deal sometimes with class legislation, however. 
We have measures pending in this Congress primarily for the 
benefit of classes. 

But I can not look upon this from any standpoint as class legis- 
lation, and the incidental benefit which would come from it to 
agriculture is not in any wise to be deplored nor successfully to 
be employed against the constitutionality or wisdom of this pro- 

legislation. The farmers have very little direct and espe- 
cial benefit from our laws. If this shall be an exception, it need 
afford no one ground for regret. 

Mr. President, [have been muchinterrupted. Iintended to take 
not over an hour; and so as not to detain the Senate longer I ask 
leave to incorporate in my remarks some extracts which I have 
here, and which I shall not attempt to read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection 
to the request of the Senator from Wisconsin, and it is agreed to. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I have been suffering with a very 
troublesome irritation of my throat for several days, and I had, on 
that account, abandoned my intention of addressing the Senate, 
because I felt that it would be im ible for me to speak in the 
manner and at the length which I desired. Butthe speech of the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER], so interesting in all of its 
parts, and commanding my unqualified assent on almostevery legal 

roposition which he submitted to the Senate, differs so widely 
Frome what I understand to be the facts, both as asserted by scien- 
tific experts, and as accepted by practical men, that I have been 
prompted to reconsider my determination, and I shall detain the 
Senate for at least a brief time. If the condition of my throat 
renders it im ible for me to conclude this afternoon, I shall 
crave the indulgence of the Senate at to-morrow’s session. 

For the sake of clearness, as well as for the sake of brevity, I 
shall attempt to consider this bill first in its legal aspects, and 
next upon its merit, or rather upon its lack of merit as an eco- 
nomic measure. Of course I perfectly understand how impossible 
it is in a discussion of this kind to prevent these two questions from 
blending at certain points; but I believe it is possible, and I know 
it is desirable, to keep them reasonably well separated. The Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin, who is not only one of the most skillful de- 
baters, but is also one of the most accomplished lawyers in this 
body, has stated his propositions of law so clearly and so forcibly 
that I shall adopt them substantially as he laid them down. Only 
at one point in thecourse of his entire speech did I think he evaded 
a question of law, and that was as to the power of Congress to 
abdicate its control over perfectly wholesome articles of inter- 
state and foreign commerce. It is very true, as asserted by the 
Senator from Wisconsin, that the Supreme Court of the United 
States in the Rahrer case has affirmed the power of Congress to 
subject interstate commerce in certain articles to the law of the 
several States. 

But, Mr. President, that court did not say, even in the Rahrer 
case, and I sincerely hope it will never say in any case, that as to 
articles not involving the question of police power Congress can 
abdicate its function of regulating commerce among the several 
States and with foreign nations. The Senator from Wisconsin 
must agree with me in this opinion, because when I broadened 
the question so as to leave out the particular subject now under 
consideration and asked him if he believed that Congress could 
enact a general law submitting all articles of interstate and for- 
eign commerce to the jurisdiction of the several States, he an- 
swered with a most emphatic negative. He said that no sane 
man—I do not repeat his exact words, but I do represent his literal 
meaning—would contend for such a proposition. I agree with 
him, and if we are both right in the opinion that Congress could 
not by a single enactment subject all articles of interstate and 
foreign commerce to the jurisdiction of the several States, then 
certainly it has no power to subject one article after another until 
it has subjected them all and completely divested itself of that 
very power for the exercise of which, as has so often been said, the 
present Government was originally established. This difference 
of opinion, if it really be a difference, between the Senator from 
Wisconsin and myself is, however, of no practical importance in 
this discussion, in view of other questions of law on which we are 
at agreement. 

PURPOSE OF THE BILL. 

Mr. President, let us first consider the purpose of this bill, and 
inquire whether Congress can find any warrant in the Constitu- 
tion for serving such a purpose. Iam thoroughly convinced that 
its sole and only purpose is to destroy the oleomargarine industry 
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in order to relieve the butter industry of its competition; but as | will say that I was delighted to hear him add his equal authority 


its advocates disclaim this purpose I shall not ask the Senate to | in denying the right of the Federal Government to assume juris- 
accept my view, and I will allow those who have framed and who | diction and control over fraudulent sales of food products in the 
support the measure to state its object. The Senator from Ver- | States. 
mont [Mr. Proctor], who is chairman of the committee which Not only did the Senator from Massachusetts explicitly declare 
reported it to the Senate, and who opened the debate in favor of | that Congress has no such power as the advocates of this bill as- 
it, declares in the very first paragraph of his speech that— sert, but he declared that the assertion of such a power was 
This bill proposes to put a tax of 10 cents a pound on oleomargarine when | fraught with the greatest possible danger. Here are his words, 
it is colored so as to make it pass for an entirely different and more valuable | and I —— commend them to the thoughtful members of this 


product, and to reduce the present tax of 2 cents per pound to one-fourth of : 
i cent per pound when it is not colored so as to odes purchaser and con- body, and still more earnestly to thoughtful saeaees throughout the 


sumer. It also subjects it to the laws of any State into which it may come, country: 

although it may have been introduced therein in original packages. It may I think one of the greatest dangers to the country now is the danger that 
be claimed that this isa measure to tax a legitimate industry out of exist- | the principle will be established that we may use the taxing power of the 
ence. Weclaim that it only affects the fraud; that it may and should pre- | Government as a means either of punishing or suppressing vice and all crime 
vent this product from masking under false colors, and that the legitimate | or any form of ing. We Tues, in my ju ent, no right under the 
industry will be benefited rather than injured as the present tax is reduced. | Constitution to use the taxing power for that purpose. If we have, we can 


The Senator from Iowa, whose brilliant oration is easily the fea- eau ee the hands of Congress the entire power of criminal and penal 
~ ; - gisiation in this country. e can punish pol my or murder or burgla 
ture of the debate, and who is himself a member of the commit- | or any form of offense caatiant the aay oe Wabineen like stock jobbing cnn 


rhic ad the bill, as w i - | attempt to reach it in a way by which the measure, on the part of the State, 
oe ni a the bill, as well as one of its most earnest ad eee a bbw catane whiten belene Othe Maat 
vocates, declared: hands. 


rectly into our 

I will say to the Senator from Mississippi that the object of this bill, if I s : : 
have understood it correctly, is to put a stop to an abuse which has long ex- It seems, Mr. President, that I could rest my contention against 
isted in the American market place—an abuse which has worked a very spe- | the power of Congress to punish fraudulent sales within a State 
cial hardship upon 2 great agricultural industry of the country, and in a —_ the practically unanimous judgment of this side of the 
lesser degree upon the w ae - 5 Chamber, reenforced by the judgment of the Senator ‘rom Wis- 

The Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. QUARLES], who isalsoa mem- | consin [Mr. SpoonER] and the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
ber of the committee having charge of the bill, and therefore | Hoar], of whom I can say, without any invidious comparison, 
qualified to speak of its purpose, used these words: there are not two greater lawyers in this body. 

As is well known. Congress has jariediction to punish Sued tn its public But, sir, there is a stronger and a more conclusive argument than 
service, but has no authority within one o e sovere S, as an origi- ; ; cj Ss 
nai matter of jurisdiction, to entertain a complaint of that kind. But what = ae — a a cones of the oy —— of 
have we done? For the purpose of throwing the influence of this great Gov- the United States. h © very rst paragraph of the rer 
ernment against fraud, we have enacted penalties for the use of our mails by case that court, speaking through Chief Justice Fuller, declares: 


a ne power of the State to impose restraints and burdens upon personsend 

nuisances that might otherwise have escaped the State jurisdiction. Sothat | PToperty in. conservation and promotior A ora egy om 

it may almost be said that this Government has been ingenious in its efforts prosperity is > a a rd always _ onging i the States, it mr 

to acquire jurisdiction to rebuke fraudulent practices rendered by them to th ne vernment nor directly restrained by the 
Pate Constitution of the United States, and essentially exclusive. 


The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] said: Again, in the case of Plumley v. Massachusetts the court met 


As I understand the bill, it is precisely the opposite of that. its chief aim is precise ; and lai wn wing . 

and purpose being to compel the manufacturers of and dealers in oleomarga- | this P question, laid do the follo doctrine: 

rine to be just, moral, and honest; to discontinue the perpetration of fraud, If there be any subject over which it would seem the States ought to have 

and conduct their business squarely and legitimately. at seems to be the | plenary control and the power to legislate in respect to which it ought not 

underlying principle of the bill, and surely that is commendable. to be suppcs2d was intended to be surrendered to the General Somesament, 
as ok : it is the protection of the people against fraud and deception in the sale o 

In addition to these explicit and repeated declarations, made by | food products. Such legislation may, indeed, indirectly or incidentally affect 


these distinguished Senators in the presence of the Senate,I could | trade in such products transported from one State toanother State. But that 
‘ : circumstance*does not show that laws of the character alluded to are incon- 
produce many as strong, or even stronger, declarations to the | Jictont with the power of Congress to regulate commerce among the States. 


Tenable ae ate epistaaione Stee Could anything be clearer or more exactly in point? It is here 
fer to try this phase of the question, at least, upon the statement | ©*PTessly declared that the power to deal with the question of 
of Senators, and I will reserve these other instances for another | ftaudulent sales is a power reserved to the States and not sur- 
place. In the face of what these distinguished Senators have said | Te2dered to the Federal Government, and Senators who support 
when speaking to that very point. can any man entertain an hon- this bill must not only answer the argument of the Senator from 
est doubt that the purpose of this bill is to suppress and punish | Massachusetts and ~ Seriator —_ Wisconsin, but they must 
fraudulent practices in the sale of oleomargarine? If there be any | 2/80 ignore the plain decision of the Supreme Court. It is true 
here who doubt that purpose, it can only be those of us who be- | ©20ugh that three justices dissented in the Plumley case; but their 
lieve that there is a deeper and more unlawful purpose still in dissenting opinion gives no comfort to the advocates of this bill, 


the minds of those who support this measure. I shall feel com- | »e¢ause it was based upon the explicit declaration that oleomar- 


pelled further on in what I have to say to speak of that deeper | S47 15 @ perfectly ealthful product. The language of the 

and more unlawful purpose and to impeach the candor of the | ©OUTt is this: » ats 

Senators, or the candor of those outsiders who are behind this an Un ie nocenh. cing r pty tet ee same, 

legislation and who have either imposed upon the Senators or else | welfare. It is of the natural color of butter, and looks like butter, and is 

have induced these Senators to impose wpon the Senate. often colored, as butter is, by harmless ingredients, a deeper yellow, to ren- 
But leaving all of that for its proper time in this discussion, and | 4* it more attractive to consumers. 

coming to the point which is now at issue, the question is: Has 1 do not countenance the sale of oleomargarine for butter, and 

Congress any constitutional power to define and punish frandu- these decisions do not sanction it; but I contend, and they decide, 

lent practices in the sale of oleomargarine? What will the law- | that under our form of government such frauds must be pro- 

vers of this body say on that question? We all remember the | hibited and punished by the States, and are not within the reach 

pointed manner in which the Senator from Massachusetts denied | of Federal jurisdiction. 

the existence of such a power. I well recall that just after the THE RIGHT TO REGULATE COMMERCE. 


brilliant Senator from lowa had concluded his magnificent ora- : : : 
tion, the eloquence of which delighted us all, but the logic of But, i a te “ Be oa eee taht of _ 
which some of us could not follow, the Senator from Massa- gress to deal with fraudulent sales, they both declare that Congress 


chusetts arose in his place and declared that if the arguments : so ae 
advanced with so much eloquence by the Senator from Iowa has the right to pass this bill upon two other grounds. The first 


: eae one is that under the power to regulate commerce among the sev- 
pc es Se — — ~> eral States and with foreign nations the Federal Government has 
<a tp Siennte ie ‘on ipaent. andh tn enter to anal alt a ity | ® right to control the sale of oleomargarine as a deleterious food 
of anyone supposing that I have misstated his position, I will take | p d ee — ae the rae ey ana 
the liberty of reading his exact words from the Recorp. They | “™@ ~ eae tiem rather e words of the Senator 
wanetiinaie ae because the —— - oo eee oe rence 

a a ; setts has already been printed while the speech of the Senator from 
and farce sarinat Ceoahumnel tha mauamemeeet Gasamuriaa acide wane | Wimeomein, lei just been delivered, is not, of course, yet 
all that existed I not only could not give it my support, but Ishould be bound | before us. All of us, however, who heard both speeches know 
to resist the measure as one carrying with it an extreme danger. that they agree, and therefore the contention of one is substan- 

Although I deemed this of itself sufficient, I was delighted this | tially the contention of the other. The Senator from Massachu- 











afternoon to hear the Senator from Wisconsin | Mr. Spooner] add | setts said: 

his authority—I will not say to the greater au ity of the We have undonbtedly under our right to regulate interstate commerce the 
tor from Massachusetts, because no authority is — on & ques- | right to suppress commerce in deleterious les. 

tion of the law than that of the Senator from Wisconsin; but I | Ineed not controvert that proposition of law, and indeed, under 
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the recent decisions, it probably can not be successfully contro- 


verted. Ifthe original doctrine that all articles affecting the health 

and morals of the people are completely within the police pow- 

ers of the States still prevailed, there would be no necessity for 

asserting Federal power over such articles; but since the deci- 

sion in what is known as the original-package case the States 

would in many instances be powerless to enforce their police 
tions without some action on the part of Congress. 

I shall not ask the Senate to hear me complain at the decision 
in Leisy v. Harden, but I will be permitted to say that, in com- 
mon with many other lawyers, I have always felt that the dis- 
senting opinion in that case is the sounder and better view of the 
law. I have always deeply regretted that the court felt com- 
pelled to overrule its former decisions, and thus produce some 
confusion as to the relations between the States and the Federal 
Government upon matters of purely police tions. My 
judgment is that it would have been much better for the country, 
much safer for the States, and much less lexing for Congress 
if the court, following the earlier cases, had held that, in all mat- 
ters affecting the health, morals, and good order of the people, 
the police power of the States is su . 

Accepting that decision, and considering the consequences which 
might grow out of it, I freely concede that if oleomargarine is a 
deleterious product, then Congress has the power to regulate it 
as an article of interstate commerce, and that if Congress fails to 
supplement the legislation of the States with some suitable pro- 
vision, it would fail — pom a most important duty. By con- 
ceding this much I reduce the whole contention as to this point 
between the Senator from Massachusetts and the Senator from 
Wisconsin on the one hand and myself on the other hand to a 
mere difference of opinion upon a question of fact. 

Is oleo ine deleterious? 

rofesses no wledge upon that subject, while the Senator from 
isconsin, conscious that the overwhelming weight of testimony 
is against him, declares that no amount of scientific evidence 
can satisfy him that ine is a wholesome product,and yet, 
Mr. President, in almost the next sentence he quoted an eminent 
chemist in support of his view on another phase of the question. 
If we can not accept the testimony of scientific experts upon 
matters like this, then we might as well have lived in the Middle 
Ages, and Congress must legislate blindfold and in the dark. As 
for my part, I believe in the of science, as I believe in 
the p of art and invention, and I readily accept the testi- 
mony of eminent and educated scientists when they all concur. 
If driven to choose amongst their varying and conflicting opinions 
I might hesitate, and, indeed, in an important matter I would 
hesitate, but when a all in ing the same opinion 
it is not creditable to t ; eallieoune a Senator to say that he 
utterly rejects their evidence. 

The chief proponent of this bill, the president of the American 
Dairymen’s Association, says they do not press the question of 
the wholesomeness of oleomargarine because it is immaterial. 


His language was this: 

In pre Con for protection a the fraudulent sale of oleo- 
margarine, dairymen have refrai from discussing to any extent the 
wholesomeness of article, for the simple reason that we regarded that 
immaterial. 

I can not refrain in i cam calling attention to the fact that 
Governor Hoard confesses this to be a question of fraudulent sales, 


and considers the health of the consumers as entirely immaterial. 

In the cases reported from the Supreme Court of the United 
States the defendant in every instance, I believe, offered to prove 
that ol ine is a wholesome and palatable food product; 
and in the Schollenberger case, to which the Senator from Wis- 
consin referred, the decision was based upon the pean that it is 
a merchantable and wholesome article of food. ith the experts 
both in this and in other countries testifying to its parity, its 
peleteniey and its healthfulness, with the courts of the country 
vasing their decisions ted nam as a truth, will Senators blindly 
persist in rejecting the imony of the men who must be pre- 
sumed to understand the question in order to find a justification 
before their conscience for a vote like t 


and by so many e. t there can be no good excuse for any 
man whose duty it is to legislate with reference to this article to 
the) oe seeder ct eee istry at Columbia College, Prof 

0 m a , : 
C. F. Chandler, says: 


T have studied the question of its use as food in comparison with the ordi- 
hary butter made from cream, and have satisfied myself aaa 


come, and I Fepard it as'e most valuable article of food. - 
of the Massachusetts ee 
Aptos, says practically the same 


vord would without hesitation, 
Senator from 


> 


, and will not the Senator from 


e legal opinion of the | off. 
Massa- 


chusetts accept the scientific opinion of Professor Alvord? Pro- 
fessor Alvord says: 

The great bulk of butterine and its kindred products is as wholesome, 
cleaner, and in many see better than the low grades of butter of which 
so much reaches the market. 

Professor Schweitzer, professor of chemistry at the University 
of the State of Missouri, says: 

Asa result of my examination, made both with the microscope and the 
delicate chemical tests applicable to such cases, I pronounce butterine to be 
wholly and unequivocally free from any deleterious or in the least objection- 
able substances. ly made physiological experiments reveal no differ- 
onan waetever in the palatability and digestibility between butterine and 

Mr. President, I could multiply these evidences until I had ex- 
hausted re own strength and the patience of the Senate, and I 
could not then recite all of the testimony to the same effect. There 
is, however, one other expert opinion which I desire to quote at 
some greater length, and as I also desire to call the attention of 
the Senate to an extract from a decision of the Supreme Court of 
the United States, if it is agreeable to the Senate I would prefer 
to yield the floor now and resume my remarks at to-morrow’s 
session. 

I discover that my throat begins to give me a little trouble. [| 
desire to analyze the decision in the Plumley case more closely 
than I will be able to do this afternoon. I hesitate, however, to 
ask that this matter shall go over until to-morrow for my con- 
venience, because I said to the chairman of the Committee on 

iculture that I thought we could reach a vote this afternoon. 
r. PROCTOR. I shall be very glad, Mr. President, to ac- 
commodate the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then I believe I will, with the permission of 
the Senate, resume the floor when this bill is taken up to-morrow. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I presume the Senator from Texas and those 
on the other side wo be willing, for the general convenience, 
to fix some time when a vote might betaken. It would be a great 
convenience, as many Senators are asking me that question. 

Mr. BAILEY. That is entirely agreeable to me if it is to the 
> gga from Mississippi, who has charge of this matter on our 
side. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. What is the request of the Sen- 
ator from Vermont? 

Mr. PROCTOR, That some hour may be fixed to-morrow, or 
I will say Thursday afternoon, to be entirely certain that there 
will be time enough for all, for a vote on this measure. 

Mr. BAILEY. I will say to the Senator from Vermont that so 
far as I am informed there is no one else on this side who desires 
to speak. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Ido not know of any one. 

Mr. BATE. I donot know but that the Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. Petrus] wishes to speak. He is not now in his seat. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I will say, in answer to the Senator from 
Tennessee, that the Senator from Alabama told me to-day that 
he does not wish to 

Mr. BAILEY. I believe the bill can be voted on to-morrow 
and probably at an earlier hour than the Senator from Vermont 


e ts. 

“itr. PROCTOR. It would be a personal convenience to me if 
we could have an hour fixed, as I expect to goaway. I would 
quite as soon have it Thursday afternoon, if the hour can be fixed. 

Mr. BAILEY. It would suit mea good deal better to continue 
what I have to say—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Any houron Thursday. Let usagree to that. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Any hour on Thursday. 

Mr. BATE. What hour is most agreeable? 

Mr. TELLER. Before we adjourn. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I nag poneen, 
Mr. TELLER. Some hour on Thursday before we adjourn. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Say at 4 o’clock. 

Mr. TELLER. Just say before adjournment. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator from Vermont can easily discern 
the trouble with my throat. I have some expectation that it 
might improve more over a day, and I would be glad if the bill 
could be laid aside until Thursday, that we resume its con- 
sideration then. Possibly I can finish what I have to say then 
better than to-morrow. 

Mr. PROCTOR. That would be entirely agreeable if there are 
no others who wish to speak. I know of none on this side. 

Mr. I suggest that it be understood that the Sena- 
tor from Texas will go on Thursday, and if anybody wants to 
speak to-morrow he will not be prevented. If no one wishes to 
speak, the bill can be laid aside. I think there may be some 
others who wish to 4 

Mr. WELLINGTON. It may be possible that I may have some 
remarks to inflict on the Senate upon the pendi i I should 
not like to have an arrangement made by which I should be shut 


Mr. COCKRELL. Can the Senator go on to-morrow? 


apa is re 
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Mr. WELLINGTON. Yes; I will be ready to-morrow. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then the arrangement proposed will not 
interfere with him at all. 

Mr. PROCTOR. The Senator from Maryland can have the 
time to-morrow. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Very well. 
under those circumstances. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Vermont 
state the request he makes for unanimous consent? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Iask a unanimous-consent agreement that a 
vote be taken on this bill and the amendments then pending at 
some hour on Thursday afternoon. 

Mr. BACON. Or amendments which may be offered. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I beg pardon. 

Mr. BACON. Or which may be offered. 

Mr. FORAKER. I should like to make a suggestion to be in- 
corporated in that agreement, and that is that upon any amend- 
ment at that time offered there may be allowed a five-minute 
debate. 

Mr. BATE. That is right. 

Mr. FORAKER. An amendment might be offered and we 
would not understand it, and under the unanimous-consent agree- 
ments heretofore made there would be no opportunity given to 
explain it. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I accept that, and suggest, in view of that 
amendment, that we fix the hour at 3 o’clock Thursday after- 
noon. 

Mr. CULLOM. 


Ihave no objection to offer 


For a vote? 


Mr. PROCTOR. For the consideration of any amendment | 


under the five-minute rule. 
Mr. FORAKER. The understanding would be that as to 
amendments already pending there would not be allowed five 


minutes’ debate, but that such debate should be allowed only as | 


to amendments then offered of which the Senate had no previous 
notice. 

Mr. BACON. I think it would be better not to put upon it the 
limitation now suggested by the Senator. 

Mr. FORAKER. Very well. 

Mr. BACON. Let us agree that as to all amendments now 
pending or that may hereafter be offered there may be debate 
under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Very well; I will accept that suggestion, that 
upon all amendments then pending, at 3 o’clock, or that may be 
then offered 

Mr. BACON. Thereafter offered. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Debate for five minutes shall be allowed. 

Mr. CULLOM. Beginning at 3 o'clock. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Beginning at 3 o’clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont asks 
unanimous consent that on Thursday next at 3 o’clock the Senate 
shall proceed to vote upon all amendments then pending or that 
may be offered to the bill now under consideration, debate to be 
had on such amendments under the five-minute rule, and that the 
final vote on the bill shall be taken before adjournment on that 
day. Is there objection to the request? The Chair hears none, 

~and it is so ordered. 

Mr. CULLOM obtained the floor. 

Mr. PROCTOR. 
moment? 

Mr. CULLOM. 





I will. 


Mr. PROCTOR. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. Harris] of- | 


fered an amendment, quite a lengthy one, and I know many Sen- 
ators take a good deal of interest init. I am not aware of any 
opposition to it. I believe he wishes to offer a small amendment 
to it. Inasmuch as it necessitates some verbal amendments in the 


bill, if the amendment could be adopted this afternoon I would | 


ask for a reprint of the whole bill. 

Mr. MONEY. 
The disposition is to accept it on all hands, but we must have an 
analysis of it. We have not got it from hearing it read at the 
desk, and I do not suppose anybody has particularly studied it, 
because it was not expected that it would be voted on until the 
others came up. So I think the Senator had better let all the 
amendments go together. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MONEY. One moment. In the meanwhile, if amerid- 
ments are proposed to the amendment, the framer of the amend- 
ment can amend it and have a reprint of it. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is what I desire,andIaskthatnow. Ide- 
sire to offer an amendment on page 6 of the amendment which 
I offered before, and I ask to have it read and inserted, and then 
that there be a reprint of the entire amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas offers 
an amendment to the amendment hitherto submitted by himself. 
The Secretary will state the amendment. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


4 Mr. PENROSE. 


Will the Senator from Illinois yield to mea 


There has been no argument on the amendment. 





Aprit 1, 


The SecrETARY. On page 6, of the substitute, line 14, after 
the word ‘* pound ”’ it is proposed to insert the following: 

And that upon process or renovated butter, when manufactured or sold 
or removed for consumption or use, there shall be as and collected a 
| tax of one-fourth of 1 cent per pound, to be paid by the manufacturer thereof, 
and any fractional part of a pound shall be taxed as a pound. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas asks 
that the amendment as now proposed to be amended be reprinted. 
Is there objection to the request? The Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered. 

Mr. PENROSE. I should like to interrogate the Senator from 
Vermont having this bill in charge as to whether he expects to 
go on with the bill to-morrow. I have just come into the Cham- 
ber and am not familiar with the status of business in that con- 
nection. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I myself am obliged to be away to-morrow. 
I know of no one who wishes to speak to-morrow, except the 
| Senator from Maryland. There may be others. I doubt it, how- 

ever. I do not expect that the time will be occupied very much 
to-morrow. So far as I know it will not. 
Mr. PENROSE. I would ask unanimous consent—— 
| Mr. PROCTOR. Perhaps I ought not to say that without the 
| presence of the Senator from Texas. The Senator from Texas 
may wish to go on to-morrow, and he may not until the day after. 
I would ask unanimous consent of the Senate 
that the measure known as the Chinese-exclusion bill be the order 
| of business, if no one is prepared between now and Thursday to 
speak upon the oleomargarine bill. 
| Mr. COULLOM (to Mr. Penrose). You can get in to-morrow. 

Mr. PENROSE. I should like to have that understanding. 

Mr. ALLISON. As I understand the order of business, the 
Chinese-exclusion bill is to be taken up immediately after this 
measure is concluded. Has not that been the understanding? 

Mr. PENROSE. That has been my understanding. I do not 
| know how far it has been the understanding of the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. There has been no agreement. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us not act upon it now. 

Mr. ALLISON. I would suggest, inasmuch as there is to be a 
vote on the pending bill on Thursday at 3 o’clock, that it might 
not be well to make any arrangement which would interfere with 
its discussion in the meantime. 

Mr. CULLOM (to Mr. PENROSE). Let it go over. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator from Pennsylvania will 
not press his request. 

Mr. PENROSE. I will give notice, then, that if there is a 
| break in the discussion upon the oleomargarine bill, I shall ask 
| the Senate to take up the Chinese-exclusion bill, the necessity for 
prompt action upon which is evident to everyone, in view of the 
fact that the Geary law expires early next month. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After one hour and five 
minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and 

| (at 5 o’clock and 45 minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until 
to-morrow, Wednesday, April 2, 1902, at 12 o’clock meridian. 





| 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 1, 1902. 
ASSISTANT COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Edward Fry, of New Jersey, to be assistant collector of cus- 
toms at Jersey City, N. J.,in the district of New York, in the 
State of New York. 

POSTMASTERS. 


Dora Clow, to be postmaster at Arkadelphia, in the county of 
Clark and State of Arkansas. 
Everett F. Pilkington, to be postmaster at Searcy, in the county 
| of White and State of Arkansas. 
Margaret Miller, to be postmaster at Tuscaloosa, in the county 
Tuscaloosa and State of Alabama. 
| Joseph W. Becker, to be postmaster at Jerseyville, in the county 
of Jersey and State of Illinois. 
Arthur C. Cogswell, to be postmaster at Burke, in the county 
of Shoshone and State of Idaho. 
Lewis F. Babcock, to be postmaster at Billings, in the county 
of Yellowstone and State of Montana. 
Charles B. Collingwood, to be ee: at Agricultural Col- 
lege, in the county of Ingham and State of Michigan. 
Nathan H. Sears, to be tmaster at Millbury, in the county 
of Worcester and State of Massachusetts. 
| Elijah Needham, to be postmaster at Virginia, in the county of 
' Cass and State of Illinois, 
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Fred A. Wright, to be postmaster at Glen Cove, in the county | committee consideration, and the many unusual proceedings 


of Nassau and State of New York. 

Henry 8. Williams, to be postmaster at Aberdeen, in the county 
of Brown and State of South Dakota. 

John E. Crawford, to be tmaster at Milford, in the county 
of Oakland and State of Michigan. 

J. W. Huntsberger, to be tmaster at Pender, in the county 
of Thurston and State of of ae 

Dozier Anderson, to be postmaster at Tupelo, in the county of 
Lee and State of Mississippi. 

Joseph Ogle, to 


Suffolk and State of York. 





DANISH TREATY, 
On April 1 the injunction of secrecy was ordered to be removed 


be F rong maga at Greenport, in the county of | e 
ew 


sanctioned by the present rules of the House. 

Nor shall I depart long enough to refer to the great measures 
of legislation that have gone from the House to the Senate im- 

rfect in substance and effect, with the hope, on the part of the 

publican leaders, felt, if not expressed, that the Senate would 
perfect the legislation. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Do you expect to find perfection in the Senate? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The form of the gentleman’s 
question shows that he shares in an opinion that has often been 
ressed, that the Senate is not as representative as the House. 
A little later on I will have occasion to refer to the greatness and 
power of the State of Pennsylvania, which in part he so ably 
represents, and the reason that exists why no portion of our 
power should be surrendered or delegated to the Senate. 

I need not support these statements by the evidence of in- 


from the unanimous vote on the ratification of the treaty for the | stances, like the Philippine revenue bill, where a substantial 
cession to the United States of the Danish islands in the West | reduction amendment was accepted by the Republican House 


Indies, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, April 1, 1902. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coupnen, D. D. 


| 


leaders without serious opposition. Suffice to say, that the whole 
record is known to the country. 

A great portion of yesterday was devoted to the question of 
representation that intimately and vitally affects the South, and, 
as well, vitally and intimately affects the North commercially, 
sectionally, and in every way. 

But, sir, the representation that I shall discuss affects every 
member in his individual independence, and every section in 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. | equal degree. I refer to the passing of the House of Representa- 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. TALBERT, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence 
for two weeks, on account of sickness in family. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


Reference of the bill (S. 2533) to remove the charge of deser- 
tion against Frederick Schulte or Schuldt, was changed from the 
Committee on Military Affairs to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 13123, be- 
ing the sundry civil appropriation bill, and pending that motion, 
I desire to state that unanimous consent was given to close the 
debate with the adjournment of yesterday. desire to modif 
that, as two gentlemen desire a little time, and when we reac 
the five-minute rule I want the debate, if I can get it that way, 
to proceed on the bill proper. I therefore ask unanimous consent 
that general debate be extended for thirty-five minutes, twenty 
minutes of which time to be given to the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Rosrnson] and fifteen minutes tothe gentleman from Penn- 


sylvania Le. ROW]. 

The SP ER. e gentleman from [linois moves that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the further consideration of the bill 
H. R. 18123, the sundry civil appropriation bill, and pending 
that, asks unanimous consent for an extension of time from that 
fixed in the Committee of the Whole by unanimous consent yes- 
terday to thirty-five minutes, twenty minutes of which to be 
yielded to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Ropinson] and fifteen 
minutes to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Grow]. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered. 

The questica now is on the motion of the gentleman from Tlli- 
nois to go into the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 13123, 
the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

The motion was to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. LawRENCE in the chair, and 
proceeded to the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 13123) 
making appropriations for sundry civil e of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and for other pur- 


poses. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from Colorado [Mr. —— on yesterday forcibly called attention 
to the departure from self-government that has been the charac- 
— policy of the House of Representatives in the last few 


ngresses. : 

I interrupted long enough to suggest that the Republican party 
alone was responsible for this lamentable condition. 

He supplemented his remarks with well-chosen ares ar- 
ticles, a few among the thousands that have teemed with denun- 
ciation because we have permitted ourselves to be tyrannized 
over in a manner that destroys our representative character. 

Time will not permit me to enumerate the resolutions and 
measures held up, the measures passed without opportunity for 
debate and amendment, the measures forced through wi t 


tives as a representative body and the elevation of the Senate to 
that great distinction. 

I want to advert to the effect of this transition. A few men, 
the Rules Committee, dominate the business of the House. 

They have a power, an unwontel power, over our legislation. 

They are able men and patriotic, but no more so than they are 
loyal to their own districts, their own States. 

In this country of diversified interests, where a State or a dis- 
trict or a group of States may stand for a special interest, to a 
large exclusion of others, no such power can be lodged in the 
hands of a small group of Representatives upon the floor with- 
out enhancing, unduly and unjustly, those States, those districts, 
and those sections at the expense of power that belongs equally 
and justly to all. 

I make no complaint of the Speaker’s exercise of power, nor of 
that exercise by the Rules Committee of which he is a member, 
nor of its exercise by his associates on the committee. Any mem- 
ber, I assume, would do likewise if he had the mandate of the 
House. But, sir, it gives to the district represente¢ on that com- 
mittee, and to the State within which that district lies, a power 
and influence in the direction and control of legislation that was 
never contemplated by the framers of the Constitution. And, 
sir, no set of men were beld enough to exercise such a power till 
the last few Congresses. 

The modes of procedure by which the last three Congresses 
were tyrannized over and their inception were not dissimilar. 

Each time, at the very beginning of the session, after organiza- 
tion, a member of the former Rules Committee—and in each case 
it has so happened that he became his own successor—would rise 
and urge the adoption of the rules of the former Congress as the 
tules of the then Congress, giving as the only reason that they 
had been the rules of the former Congress, and supplement this b 
moving the previous question, to cut off debate and right to need. 

Then, without opportunity to debate or propose amendments 
and without committee consideration, the successive motions 
were carried; and the new members of the House aided in the in- 
fliction on themselves of rules that made them cringing syco- 
phants to the one-man power in the House. 

Sir, what is the effect of transferring representative govern- 
ment from the House of Representatives to the Senate? 

I make no complaint of the constitutional provision that gives 
each of the smaller States an equal representation in the Senate. 
I complain of the drastic rules of the House, and of the Rules 
Committee, which is their progeny. I complain of the peculiar 
and tyrannical procedure that destroys independence; west roys 
the individual representation of their districts by members on the 
floor. Were it otherwise, the people, and we, as their represent- 
atives, could offset the constitutional advantage enjoyed by the 
smaller States in equal representation in the Senate. 

The le, knowing ot the bondage that exists in the House 
under the Reed rules, are demanding, with almost a unanimous 
voice, and not without cause, that the Constitution be amended, 
that the Senators may be closer in responsibility to the people. 

I compliment the Republicans of the House for their recent 
unanimous vote in favor of that proposition, but censure is upon 
them for creating, in great measure, the necessity for it. 

I find in the vote of the Republicans, joining with us in favor 
of the election of Senators by a direct vote of the people, a con- 
fession that this House, under the rules and the domination of the 
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Rules Committee, has ceased to be a representative body. This | they have Representatives, and yet the Representatives in this 
confession is privately made by nearly all of you. It is unfortu- body will, oy sauten 48 dhe paedines onl ical of 
nate, for you have the power of correction. its rules and its Rules Committee, turn over to the Senate for leg- 
Do you realize the situation in which you place yourselves and | islation and for conservation the great legislative interests of their 
the districts you represent when you abdicate any portion of your a. How can you of New York, Pennsylvania, Mlinois, Ohio, 
fall and es Sere and send measures to the | Missouri, Massachusetts, or any other State justify such action? 
Senate for due and 'y procedure, for consideration, and for Mr. Chairman; we have a condition prevailing that should ap- 


legislation? peal to every member of the House who stands for inde t 

Thee prepared a chart of the States, giving their power on the oo erreee of constituency and for individualism. ‘You are 
Honse floor, giving their voting Be ye of 1900, and givi interested—for or against—in the subject of irrigation. Who 
their power in the of the United States. The num knows when it will come up? I know very many hope that it will 


the States—45—have favored me. I have taken the first 9 of | nevercome up. It may be that the Rules Committee will refuse 
the largest States, one-fifth of the whole number of States, and | consideration for it; it will never come up except by their special 
the last 15 of the smallest States, one-third of the whole num- | favor; but let the responsibility rest where it belongs. Many in- 
ber. I desire now to make a comparison which will show the mis- | sist that it shall not come up; many insist that it shall come up; 
fortune to the people that comes from sending legislation to the | but if it ever comes up, note you, Representatives from the great 
Senate for enactment, by which you of New York and Pennsyl- | States of New York, Scnesteeatn. Ttinois, Ohio, Missouri, - 
vania, proud of your States, the first and second in the Union, | sachusetts, Indiana, Texas, and Michigan, note you the power 
with 34 and 30 members, respectively, of Congress, that gives you | you are giving to the Senate in this matter by the peculiar and 
a power of one out of six on this floor, and you of other States, | singular enforcement of your rules. 
abdicate your powers on the floor of the House. The ship-subsidy bill is another great question upon which 
The first State to which I shall allude and make comparison is | many of you Republicans desire to vote. ill you vote upon it? 
the State of Nevada, with less than 10,000 voters in the election of | I donot know, you do not know; only the Rules Committee know. 
1900, the smallest State, yet Nevada has her two Senators, equal | In their peculiar method of reaching a conclusion, will it ever be 
to the great States of New York, Pennsylvania, Mlinois, io, | voted upon? Will you of Indiana ever have a chance to vote 
Missouri, Massachusetts, Indiana, Texas, Michigan, each being | against it, or you of Minnesota or Wisconsin or Vermont, or the 
within the 9 largest States and having 12 or more Representa- | other members on that side who will oppose it? Yet you who de- 
tives. Seven of the States are grow in relation to their having | sire to vote upon this ship-subsidy bill, and to vote in favor of it 
a single Representative upon the floor. Eight of the States are | or against it, will have to take your chances. Why? Because, 
grouped with reference to their having two Representatives upon | under the peculiar system of the Reed rules, you can not have 
the floor. Thesmall States of Idaho, Delaware, Montana, Nevada, | your individual way—you have delegated away your power. 
North Dakota, Utah, and Wyoming, 7 States with 7 members on Another great question is Cuban reciprocity. will you get that 
this floor out of 357, have 14 Senators in the Senate, to which body | as you want it? Will you take your medicine in allopathic or 
you send matters for legislation, without a proper assertion of ic doses? You are subject to the extreme power, the 
‘your own independence and the right of individual representation | drastic power, of the great Rules Committee, to which you my 
due to your constituencies. friend from New York, and you my friend from Pennsylvania, 
The population of these seven States is 313,000. The voting | and you Republicans all have surrendered the right to represent 
population of New York, which holds one-tenth of the power in | your constituents individually upon this floor. It is trne that 
this body, is 1,547,000 voters. She has 2 Senators, and so has the | Pennsylvania has an able, an alert, a powerful member upon the 
little State of Nevada. Aye, with the 7 States having a population | floor who is a member of that committee, but he has more power 
of 313,000, New York, with its million and a half of voting popu- | than he should have. It is true that New York has a most effi- 
lation, is short 12 votes in the Senate on matters of legislation; | cient, patriotic, and neafeernen member upon the floor as leader of 
her strength in the Honse is 1 out of 10, in the Senate 1 ont of 45. | the majority, but he more power than he should have by rea- 
New York, so large, so powerful, stands as a pigmy in the Senate | son of the Rules Committee. Are the other members from Penn- 
in the presence of these 7 small States. sylvania, are the other members from New York siege Bhs sur- 
Now, I come to the State of Pennsylvania, represented on this | render to the power of the Rules Committee because ry have 
floor by 30 members. And I will suggest to my distinguished col- these distinguished members? 
leagne from Pennsylvania [Mr. OLMSTED] that when you add to Mr. OLMSTED. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
the 7 smallest States those States having on this floor 2 members | question? 
of Congress—Colorado, Florida, New Hampshire, Oregon, Rhode Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I will, gladly. 
Island, South Dakota, Washington,and Vermont—you get 15States | Mr. OLMSTED. I would like to ask the gentleman in what 
of the Union that have in the Senate as many Senators as you of | particular the present rules and the Reed rules differ from the 
Pennsylvania have Representatives on this floor. rules in force in the last Democratic Congress under Mr. Speaker 
Therefore, Pennsylvania, witt its 1,373,000 voters, as against the | Crisp? 
313,000 of the 7 States having but 1 Representative each here, is 
sem the legislation of this country in the hands of the Senate. 
e smallest States, 15 in all, have on this floor 23 members of 
Congress and 30 Senators; the 15 smaller States of this Union 
have 7 more Senators than they have members of the House. 
One-third the membership of the Senate is made up from the 15 
smallest States of the Union, and we find that the total po ion 
of the 15 States of the Union having the smallest on is 
1,064,000 voters. Remember that they have one-third of the mem- 
bership in the Senate. The great State of New York, as against 
that 1,064,000 of voting population in those 15 smallest States, has 
on this floor 34 Representatives; but,as against the population of 
those States that have 30 Senators, she has 1,547,000 voters. The 
great State of Pennsylvania has 1,173,000 voters. And what have 
these 15 States that dominate the Senate? They have a total of 
1,064,000. Therefore, the power of these 15 States in the Senate is 
oe but the power of those same States in this Honse only 
ont of 15. 
The State of Ilinois, with a voting population of 1,100,000, is 
greater than the little States that send 30 Senators to the United 








Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The gentleman asks me a perti- 
nent question. Icame here with him in the Fifty-fifth Congress. 
Here are rules to which your party have given repeated sanction. 
If you want to claim a sanction pemageteamngein. bye! ye my hem 
the rules of the Fifty-third Congress, your party also find a 
sanction for them at St. Petersburg, in Russia. [Loud applause 
ae sete ae P 1 that his party should 

say to rom Pennsylvania i y shoul 
take beam out of its own eye before it sees the mote in the 
eye of my party. Why should he ask me to sanction one set of 
rules similar to another when, on account of their similarity, I am 
opposed to both? Why should he justify Republican Con, eS 
since and including the Fifty-fifth Congress when the es are 
vicious on the ground that my party in a Congress where neither 
of us held a seat had rules equally objectionable? . 

The Rules Committee is ever alert to justify its course of dis- 
franchisement by a reference to the rules of the Fifty-third Con- 
gress. They can see the mote in the Democratic eye, but can not 
see the beam in their own as big as a ship timber. angister:| 
ee ee ae ey a ee oe cng ard 
which we are discussing questions of and legislating for 
day; and, Mr. Chairman, these rules, adopted first in one manner 
and then in another, but substantially the same always, have 
taken adv. of the ngw members of Congress, and should be 
wiped out as powers of the Rules Committee should be de- 
stroyed and their powers wiped from the of the rules of the 
House. ant 


on aio > ep Bat yest payline pag of the State of 
Pennsylvania at its last session passed following concurrent 
resolution, approved by the governor April 24, 1901: 

Whereas number of State legislatares have at various times 
adopted > aad raetutiton in fovte of cloction of United bates Sen: 
ators by pepular vote; and 


of Congress, which i es all those with 12 Representatives and 
more on this floor—those nine States have a total power 
on this floor of one-half, and yet are offset in the Senate o 
the United States by 9 of the 15 

ing 30 members, or one-third of that . Nine States, repre- 
senting on this floor one-half of the here, only have 
the power of one-fifth in the United States The States I 
have mentioned, the smaller States, have 7 more Senators than 
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Whereas t2.e National House of Representatives has on four 
sions within recent years adopted resolutions in favor of proposed 
of United States Senators, which was not 

od by the Senate; and 


hereas Article V of the Constitution of the United States vides that 
Congress, on the application of Wty mo of two-thirds of the several 


occa- 


a 


States, call a convention P a md believing 
there isa desire w the part the citizens of the Sta Penn- 
sylvania t the United tes Senators should be elected by a direct vote 
of the people: Therefore, 


Be it resolved (if the house of representatives concur), That the legislature 
of the State of Pennsylvania favors the tion of an amendment to the 
Constitution which shall provide for the elec of United States Senators 
by popelat Vee. and = Ye — — of a in ey 
req nestin, aconvention be ca’ or purpose of proposing an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States, as for in Article Vot 
the said Constitution, which amendment shall provide for a change in the 
present method of electing United States Senators, so that they can be chosen 
in each State by a direct vote of the people. 


This proposed change in the mode of electing United States 
Senators is in line of the changes that have been made at differ- 
ent times in the mode of selecting officials for the government of 
the Union. For almost half a centu 
and Vice-President were appointed by the legislatures of the States. 
South Carolina, about 1845, was the last State to change from ap- 


pointment by the legislature to appointment by the vote of the | 


people in the State. 

Up to that time the Representatives in Congress were elected 
in each State on a general ticket, all the voters in the State voting 
for all the Representatives assigned to the State by act of Con- 
gress. For a long period the judges of all the courts in the sev- 
eral States were appointed by the governor or the legislature of 
the respective States. 

The Government established in 1777 by the original 13 States for 
their common defense and general welfare under articles of con- 


federation and perpetual union was a government of independent | 


sovereign States, styled *‘The United States of America,’’ but 
the enacting clause of all resolutions or acts was in a ‘‘ Committee 
of the States in Con assembled.’’ Delegates to meet in Con- 
gress were appoin 
lature thereof should direct—not less than two from each State 
and not more than seven, each State to have one vote on all ques- 
tions. The State was to maintain its own delegates in a meeting 
of the States and while they were acting as members of the Com- 
mittee of the States. 


All acts of importance passed by the committee of the States | 
in Congress assembled were submitted to the States, and they | 


must have the approval of the legislatures of nine of the thirteen 
States before they could become 

government the delegates appointed by the legislatures of the 
States were in fact ambassadors from sovereign, independent 
States. The salaries and other expenses of these delegates were 


paid by the State, and any of them could be recalled at any time | 


by the respective State and other persons appointed in their stead. 
3ut in the more perfect union formed in 1787, which superseded 
the old Confederacy, all legislative powers were vested in a Con- 
gress of the United States, which should consist of a Senate and 
a House of Representatives. The Senate to be composed of two 
Senators from each State, to be chosen by the legislature thereof, 
and each Senator to have one vote. This was the beginning of 
United States Senators. The House of Representatives was com- 
posed of members chosen by the people of the several States. 

The enacting clause of all legislation was ‘‘ by the Senate and the 
House of Representatives in Congress assembled.”’ The salaries 
and other expenses of both Senators and Representatives have 
been paid out of the common Treasury of the Government of the 
Union. The Senators thus created were not ambassadors from 
the States, any more than were the Representatives in the House, 
elected by the people of the same State. 

The States, in ratifying the Constitution of 1787, ceded all 
their powers of sovereignty as independent States to the Govern- 
ment of the Union. The United States Senators then first created 
Were representatives of the people of the United States of Amer- 
ica, With @ special constituency composed of the people in their 
respective States. 

The Senators and the Members of the House were both alike 
representatives of the people of the United States of America, dif- 
fering only in the mode of their election. The Representatives 
being chosen by the direct vote of the people, while the Senators 
Were chosen second hand by the vote of the peoples’ chosen agents. 
Madison in the First Congress, referring to-the duties of members 
of Congress, said: *‘ We must consider the general interest of the 
Union, for it is as much every gentleman's duty as is the local or 
State interest.” 

_, The election of a Senator by the voters of the State instead of 
its legislature can not in any possible way change his relation to 
the State or his duty or responsibility to either the State or the 


nation, 
The apprehension that the election of Senators by a direct vote 
of the people of a State might lead to the election of Senators in 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


the electors for President | 


by each State in such manner as the legis- | 


binding laws. In this kind of | 
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pee to the population of the several States would seem to 
without the least foundation. It would be impossible for that 
to be done by any amendment of the Constitution that might be 
submitted by Congress. What a constitutional convention duly 
called for a revision of the Constitution might do it is not neces- 
sary now to consider. But there is an express prohibition in the 
Constitution against any such amendment being submitted by 
Con: . There can be no question that the Supreme Court 
wi hold an act of Congress submitting such an amendment as 
unconstitutional, for it would be in direct violation of the ex- 
press prohibition in the Constitution providing for its amendinent. 
In the provision of the Constitution providing for its amend- 
ment there is the declaration that ‘‘no State without its consent 
shall be deprived of its equal suffrage in the Senate.”” Therefore 
such a change could not be made by any proposed amendment 
| submitted by Congress, for the Supreme Court must hold that 
| such a submission would be unconstitutional. What reason can 
there be for changing the method of choosing United States Sen- 
ators from the legislature of the State to a direct vote of the peo- 
plein the State? First, the election by the people would effectually 
prevent vacancies in the membership of the Senate for any con- 
siderable length of time, while the present method permits vacan- 
cies, as we have seen, for long, indefinite periods. Second, election 
by the people instead of by the legislature would afford less 
opportunity for corrupt or improper methods to be employed. 
The delegates to a State convention for making nominations, 
many, if not a majority of them, arrive at the place for holding 
the convention on the morning of the day for the convention. 
| Who are to be the delegates is in most cases unknown until a 
short time before the meeting of the convention. And should a 
nomination be secured by improper influences in any case it can 
be reviewed by the people before they are called upon to vote. 
And the candidates themselves must have qualifications for the 
office greater than being the mere possessors of large wealth. 
| This of itself would be a restraining influence on all who might 
be inclined to use improper influences to secure an election. 
| Third, it is consistent with the principles of free elective gov- 
ermment that all officials, where it is feasible to do so, should be 
elected by a direct vote of the people. [Loud applause. | 
Mr. RUCKER. Will the gentleman from Pennsyivania allow 
| me to ask him a question? 
Mr. GROW. Certainly. 
| Mr.RUCKER. Hasthe legislature of Pennsylvania ever passed 
| a resolution requesting an amendment of the Constitution provid- 
ing that each State shall have two Senators and one additional 
| for every 500,000 inhabitants? 
Mr. GROW. No, sir; it has passed no such resolution. 
| Mr. RUCKER. I thought possibly from some things which I 
| have read in, the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—— 
| Mr. GROW. Will the gentleman suspend? I can hardly hear 
| what the gentleman says for the talk that is occurring between 
| himself me. 
| Mr. RUCKER. Ithought perhaps, not very seriously though, 
| from what I had seen in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, that possi- 
| bly your legislature had taken some such action. 
| Mr.GROW. The legislature has never passed any such resolu- 
tion. 
| Mr. RUCKER. Ma 
I 









I ask the gentleman another question? 

heartily agree with that the gentleman has said and indorse 
it all. Has the gentleman any information as to whether the 
resolutions read at the Clerk’s desk have ever been delivered to 
the Senators from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. GROW. I can not answer that. 

Mr. RUCKER. It might be well that they should be supplied 
with a copy of them. 

Mr. GROW. The legislature of Pennsylvania has passed reso- 
| lutions two or three times in favor of the submission of an amend- 
| ment to the States for electing Senators by a direct vote. The 
| last legislature coupled with that an invitation to the other States 

to join them in a constitutional convention to revise the Con- 
stitution so as to accomplish that. 

Mr. RUCKER. The gentleman has doubtless seen in the 
Record where a resolution has been introduced providing that 
each State shall have two Senators and an additional one for 

| every 500,000 additional inhabitants. 

Mr.GROW. Mr. Chairman, I know that the Recorp contains 
such a proceeding. I am not here, however, to comment upon 
that proceeding in the Senate; but I have this to say: In a con- 
stitutional convention duly called, under their inherent power to 

or alter their form of government, they would be able to 
provision in the Constitution if was a majority 

it; but the submission by Congress of amendment to do 
that, the courts must hold to be unconstitutional, for the Con- 
stitution itself, in the clause iding for amendments, declares 
no change shall be made that will deprive a State of its equal 
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Mr. RUCKER. One other statement. I trust that hereafter 
no gentleman in Congress will ever say that the proposition to 
elect Senators by the people, in a direct vote of the people, passed 
the House as a great joke, and that no one had discussed it. 

Mr. GROW. This House at this session has passed a joint 
resolution for an amendment to be submitted to the States to 
elect Senators by direct vote of the people. It has not been 
acted on yet in the Senate. Four other such amendments that 
the House passed heretofore were never acted on by the Senate. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. GROW. If my time has not expired. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania has expired. The Clerk will proceed with the reading of 
the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For t-office and court-house at Chicago, Il.: For continuation of build- 
ing unc ee limit, $1,000,000. The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby 
authorized to use out of this appropriation the sum of $40,000 for the employ- 
ment of a oan architect, assistants, experts, superintendents, and other 
skilled and clerical service to continue the plans, specifications, and superin- 
tendence of the building. This work being essentially of a temporary and 
special nature, the Secretary of the Treasury may employ such assistance as 
he sees fit, with or without compliance with the conditions prescribed by the 
act entitled ““An act to regulate and improve the civil service,” approved 
January 16,1883: Provided, That the whole amount expended for the services 


mentioned herein shall not, including the sums heretofore authorized, exc 
5 per cent of the total limit of cost of said building. 


Mr. MANN. I move to strike out the last word. 
I would very much like to make an inquiry of my colleague, 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations. It was stated 


in the public press of Chicago last summer, several days, that the | 


work on the post-office building there was delayed because Con- 
gress had not made a sufficient appropriation. The intimation 
was made—in fact, the direct charge was made—that it was the 
fault of Congress; and although that post-office building, which 
has been delayed, much to the disadvantage of commercial busi- 
ness generally—the charge was made that this building, now ap- 
proaching completion as to the outer portion of the building, can 
not be proceeded with because Congress had not made sufficient 
appropriation. I would like to ask the chairman of the commit- 
tee if it has any information in regard to that, and as to whether 
the present appropriation will be sufficient for the ensuing fiscal 
ear? 

Mr. CANNON. In reply to the gentleman’s question, I will 
state that I noticed the same newspaper report. I would suggest, 
further, that I have never noticed any contradiction of it by the 
architect in charge or by the Supervising Architect. I called the 
attention of Mr. Cobb in the hearings before the subcommittee to 
this matter, and I will insert my question and his answer in the 
RecorpD from page 12 of the hearings of last year: 

The CHAIRMAN. And it will cost $200,000 here. There has been no delay in 
the appropriations in this work? 

Mr. Coss. Nota bit. 

I think I have put in enough to show that Mr. Cobb came be- 
fore the committee, and the estimates were submitted, and the 
subcommittee having the matter in charge put in all that was 
asked by Mr. Cobb and the Department. 

And as proof of that fact, the money is not yet expended. 
The truth is that there never has been a delay of a minute on ac- 
count of appropriations. From the commencement there has 
been a large sum appropriated not used, and from the commence- 
ment there was full power to contract for this whole building 
from foundation to cupola, including the inside finish; and the 
delay that we all know about in Chicago is to be attributed to 
matters outside of the action of Congress—matters of administra- 
tion. In my own opinion, perhaps Mr. Cobb is not to blame in 
the matter more than any other architect is to blame, but the his- 
tory of administration of Government architects, whether in the 
Supervising Architect’s office or a private architect, is that when 
once they get their heads into the manger they stay there as long 
as there is any fodder to eat. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MANN. May I ask my colleague a further question as to 
whether he has any information concerning the enforcement of 
the penalties upon the contractor by reason of the noncompletion 
of this post-office building in Chicago within the contract time? 

Mr. CANNON. There was a delay about the excavation of the 
foundation. The hearing shows there is litigation about that 
matter. The penalties the gentleman refers to, it is contended, 
are not regarded by the courts as liquidated damages. The com- 
mittee has it in contemplation, not having legislative powers, how- 
ever, to provide that penalties under contract for Government 
work shall be considered and held by the court as liquidated 
damages. That is legislation, however, that ought to come from 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and would be 
subject to a point of order upon a general appropriation bill. I 
believe, however, that such legislation ought to be had. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I have no di ition to find fault 
with the Committee on Appropriations in this matter. The Chi- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 











APRIL 1, 


cago post-office building has been delayed until the commence- 
ment of it is now ancient history. Last summer it was charged 
by the press of Chicago that the occasion for the delay in future 
work was because the appropriation was not sufficient. I do not 
know from whence these charges emanated, for it was impossible 
to trace the matter. Apparently they came from the office of the 
special architect and the Government in charge of the building. 
I believe he denies their authenticity as far as he is cencernel. 
The statements were absolutely false; there was not a word of 
truthin them. There was an ap — sufficient, available 
at all times for the work, and yet the elay was stated to be caused 
by Congress not having made a sufficient appropriation. But, in 
the face of this, they are, as I am informed, waiving the penal- 
ties, having let the contract to one contractor for the entire 
building, contrary to all ethics of building, waiving the penalties, 
and then charging the delay to the Committee on Appropriations, 
We have the right to resent it in behalf of that committee. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as follows: 

Marine hospitals: For marine hospital at Cleveland, Ohio: For boiler plant 
and expense incident thereto, $6,000. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment authorized by the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 2, after line 19, insert: 

‘For marine hospital at Savannah, Ga.: For commencing construction of 


ital under present limit, $50,000. : 
“For marine hospital at Pittsburg, Pa.: For purchase of site and com- 


h 


| mencing construction of hospital under present limit, $60,000 


“For marine hospital at Buffalo, N. Y.: For purchase of site and commenc- 
ing construction o — under present limit, $60,000. 1 

“The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to enter into con 
tracts for the construction of the marine hospitals at Savannah, Ga., Pitts- 
burg, Pa., and Buffalo, N. Y., within their respective authorized limits of 
cost. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. I would like to ask the chairman of the committee a 
question. It is very desirable that the marine hospital at Buffalo 
be completed at the earliest iblemoment. I desire toask him 
if the appropriation of less than the entire sum will delay the com- 
pletion of the public building for any length of time? 

Mr. CANNON. No, it will not. This appropriation is avail- 
able on the ist of July. Then the first thing under the law that 
is to be done is to acquire a site. When the site is purchased, 
the next thing to do under the law is to make the plans within 
the limit, after deducting the cost of the site. 

Now, after inquiry we find that with the acquisition of the site 
and the making of the plans, with power to contract for the com- 
pletion of the work, that it is not possible to expend more than 
$60,000 the coming fiscal year. And I will say to the gentleman 
that that work will be just as speedy in every respect as if the 
amendment carried the full appropriation to the limit. This is 
the usual provision that is carried touching public works adopt- 
ing the contract system. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. May I ask the gentleman a further ques- 
tion? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. I understand the gentleman from Dlinois 
has been in correspondence with the Secretary of the Treasury, 
and that it is his belief that $60,000 is all that can possibly be 
used the coming fiscal year. 

Mr. CANNON. The Secretary of the Treasury, I dare say, has 
not given it any personal consideration; but I have made inquiry 
of the Supervising Architect's Office, and I have no doubt, as a 
result of that inquiry, from the statement of the party in charge, 
the Assistant Supervising Architect, that this appropriation is 
ample. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw my formal 
amendment. 

The amendment offered by Mr. CANNON was considered and 


ed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For quarantine station, San Diego, Cal.: For steam launch, $7,500. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, by the direction of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, I offer the amendment which I send to 
the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 11, at the end of line 11, insert: 
“And all that land 1 north and west of the Treasury Daperimend 
een’ station, bounded on the south by the land owned by the United 
tates and used as a quarantine station and by First street; on the west by 
San Antonio avenue; on the north by Colorado street; and on the east by 
San Diego Bay and the said Treasury Department quarantine station, con- 
taining 6} acres, more or less, is hereby transferred to the Treasury Depart 
ment for the use of a quarantine station.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
LIGHT-HOUSES, BEACONS, AND FOG SIGNALS. 


Castle Island light-house depot, Massachusetts: For establishing a light 
house depot for bw Second light-house district at Castle Island, $25,000. 
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Mr. CANNON. I offer the amendment which I send to the 


desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 11, after line 15, insert: 
“Broad Sound Channel light station, Boston Harbor, Massachusetts: For 


constructing a first-order light and fog si; 
ranite tower, to mark the entrance the new Broad Sound Channel, in 
ston bor, $75,000; and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby author- 
jzed to enter into a contract for the construction of said light station, ata 
total cost not exceeding $188,000. 

‘‘ Lovells Island range lights, Boston Harbor, Massachusetts: For the estab- 
Ushment oe two range lights on Lovells Island, at the mouth of Boston Har- 

r, $10,000. 

“5 pee Island range lights, Boston Harbor, Massachusetts: For the es- 
tablishment of two range lights on Spectacle Island, at the mouth of Boston 
Harbor, $13,000.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Staten Island light-house depot, New York: For the erection of a new oil 
house, $40,000; for the erection of a new coal shed, $20,000; in all $60,000. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page Ul, after line 19, add: s 

‘For the proper care and suitable lighting of the Liberty 
York Harbor, $50,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, on the ist day of March this 
year, by re of the Light-House Board, Liberty light, on Bed- 
ote Island, in the harbor of New York, was extinguished. Just 
why the Light-House Board issued that order I know not, and no 
one whom I have talked to about it has been able to give to me 


1 at the Northeast Grave, ona 


Light, in New 


a satisfactory explanation. In my opinion there is no good reason 
for that order. e light from Liberty’s torch should not be put 
out. It is essential to commerce, but more than that, it repre- 


sents a patriotic sentiment that should never be extinguished. 

The great statue of Liberty Enlightening the World was unveiled 
on the 28th day of October. 1886. If was a splendid gift from the 
Republic of France to the Republic of the United States. It was 
intentled to be a bond of sympathy, of fraternal feeling, of undy- 
ing memories, of lasting friendship, of eternal good will between 
the two great Republics. It meant sympathy for republics and 
republican institutions all over the world. It glorified liberty, 
fortified freedom, and emphasized the rights of man. It was to be 
and it ever should be a great beacon light of democracy, dispel- 
ling the darkness of tyranny and welcoming to our hospitable 
shores the oppressed of every land. It was Bartholdi’s apotheosis 
of liberty; a gift from the greatest Republic in Europe to the 
greatest Republic in all the world. 

Its light should shine for all the ages. It should never go out 
while liberty lives in the breast of man. It links the past with 
the present, and should be prophetic of the future. 

At the unveiling of that magnificent monument to liberty, the 
President of the United States, the Cabinet officers, distinguished 
members of Congress, members of the legislatures of States, may- 
ors of cities, judges, governors, and leading citizens from all parts 
of the country were present. It was a ‘‘red-letter day’’ in the 
history of this Republic. There was music, and eloquence, and 
ceremony. It commemorated one of the great civic events in our 
annals. It was an imposing celebration, and the hand on the 
= plate of time marked the hour of liberty and the freedom 
or man, 

As such a beacon it has stood by day and shone by night. 

It has meant much to us in many ways. It has stood for all 
the ideals of the Republic, and a bright harbinger to the weary 
immigrant after a tedious voyage. It has shone resplendent from 
the day it was unveiled until the 1st of last March, and then for 
some hidden reason this Administration, or the Light-House 
Board acting under this Administration, put out the light. 
What a commentary! In the face of what is now going on here, 
in the Orient, and nen. how the eloquent words of the ora- 
tors on that occasion mock us. What a difference between then 
and now! Things have changed. 

Mr. Chairman, the amendment I offered should be adopted by 
the House. It should be incorporated into this bill without a 
dissenting vote. Patriotism prompts it, and we should see to it 
that the light of Liberty should burn as brightly as ever. I do 
not know how much money is necessary to clean the statue, 
fittingly care for it, and properly light it, but my amendment 
appropriates $50,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
gives the proper authorities discretion, and they will spend no 
more than is absolutely required. However, if the amount is 
objectionable, I will make it less. All I ask is to keep the light 
burning. That request should meet with no opposition from 
liberty-loving members of Congress. 

It is a sad commentary, sir, on the Republic of to-day, a sad 
reflection on our professions and our glorious past, that the great 
light of Liberty has been put out. What does it mean? Will 
some one rise up and tell me? In this connection, Mr. Chairman, 
I send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read at this time as a 
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part of my remarks a poem regarding this matter, written by one 
of our popular poets and a well-known citizen of Washington, D. C. 

Mr. MONDELL. This is not an original poem; the gentle- 
man from New York did not write it himself? 

Mr. SULZER. Itis an original poem. I did not write it, and 
what is more, I know the gentleman from Wyoming could not 
write it. [Laughter.] 

The Clerk read as follows: 

LIBERTY'S TORCH—OFFICIAL ANNOUNCEMENT. 
Licut-HovusE BOARD, TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D, C., February 12, 1902. 

Liberty Enlightening the World light station. Notice is hereby given that 

on or about March 1, 1902, the fixed white electric light shown from the torch 


of the bronze statue on Bedloes Island, New York Bay, will be discontinued. 
By order of the Light-House Board. 
N. H. FARQUHAR, 


Rear-Admiral, United States Navy 


Put out the torch whose lustrous beams 
Were lit at Freedom's council fires; 
For in its flame no longer gleams 
The lofty purpose of our sires. 
When mouthing hypocrites efface 
The noble charter of our rights 
And set brute forces in its place, 
Put out the signal lights! 


Till our great armies cease to slay 
And call the roll of Tagal dead, 
Oh, let us shrink from light of day 
And torch of night, and hang our head 
Put out the lamp, lest it illume 
The path of our perfidious fame. 
Put out the lamp, for in the gloom 
We hide our scarlet shame! 


Ah, when our tyrants quench in night 
The freedom of the Orient sea, 

wey should our goddess keep alight 
The beacon flame of Liberty? 

Silence the eagle on his crag! 
Hush holy Freedom's vaunting hymn! 

Drop down the mast the starry flag, 
And douse the harbor glim! 


When patriots welter in their gore 
And perish where our squadrons press, 
Why set this flambeau on the shore 
To shine upon our wickedness? 
Ah, goddess! lift no trembling hand 
To light the bloody path of hate, 
But let grim darkness scowling stand 
And beckon at the gate! 
W. A. CROFFOUT. 

[Loud applause. } 

Mr. SULZER. Now, Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I ask unanimous consent that my col- 
league’s time be extended for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SULZER. Now, Mr. Chairman, as I said, from the day 
this magnificent statue to liberty was unveiled down to March 1, 
this year, no Congress has failed to pass an appropriation for this 
light and to properly care for it. 

Since 1886 it has been a light-house essential to commerce and 
safe navigation in the harbor of New York. It is on all the 
charts. It aids to mark the channel, and every mariner, every 
seafaring man, has looked for it and recognized it, going in or 
coming out of the magnificent harbor of New York. Why isit that 
after all. this time this light must now go out? Is liberty dead? 
I hope not. [ama friend of liberty here and elsewhere. Asa 
citizen of this Republic, I take a just pride in the grandeur of 
Liberty Enlightening the World and for all it typifies here and 
symbolizes to people in other lands. I would not darken its ef- 
fulgent light, but I would make it burn brighter and brighter as 
the years come and go. It stands at the gates of America, a mag- 
nificent altar of man’s faith in liberty, whose light should pene- 
trate the darkness of tyranny throughout the world and guide men 
from ——— tothe hospitable shoresof freedom. [Applause. } 

Mr. Chairman, I feel deeply on this subject. The responsibility 
of putting out Liberty’s torch must rest on the Republican party. 
This Administration, it seems to me, will be derelict to duty, 
false to all the Republic stands for, and recreant to the memories 
of a century and the sacred friendship of. France, which has 
existed since our Revolutionary struggle, if we now permit that 
great statue of Liberty to stand in the darkness. What a flood of 
sentiment appeals to us in this matter. Can we so soon forget the 

st? 

Is recollection dead and gratitude a dream? Are the words of 
the fathers a hollow mockery? Is our past a lie, or shall liberty 
truly enlighten the world? Let the gentleman from Illinois and 
the members of this House answer. I trust the response will be 
for liberty and in favor of continuing the light on Bedloes Is- 
land, in favor of keeping that great statue of Liberty Enlighten- 
ing the World illumined from sundown to sunrise, so that it will 
be not only a guide to mariners, but a great beacon of this Repub- 
lic, and in truth for all liberty enlightening the world, herkoning 
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to our shores the downtrodden from every land and every clime. 
[Applause. 
Yes, my friends, this bill should carry an appropriation to keep 


that torch of liberty burning. The people—the liberty-loving 
ple—expect it. e must be true to ourselves—we must not 
isappoint them. The light must not goout. If it goes out now, 
it may go out forever. 
But once put out thy light, 
I know not where is that Promethean heat 
That can thy light relume. 

Now, sir, just a word more. I have offered this amendment in 
good faith, and in the name of liberty, in the name of this great 
Republic and all it stands for, by the memories of all the past, I 
trust, I hope, I pray, that it will be adopted, and that Liberty 
Enlightening the World will continue to shine for all mankind 
and be a beacon for freedom so long as this Republic shall endure. 
[Loud applause. | 

Mr. CANNON. 
ment? [ “> ag ® 

Mr. SULZER. ne gentleman is trying to be facetious, but I 
sincerely trust he will not raise a point of order. If he stands 
for liberty, if he believes in republican institutions, if he glories 
in the greatness and the honor of this Republic, he surely will 
not object to the amendment. Of course I will not withdraw it. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I have enjoyed the gentleman’s speech 
very greatly. I am quite sure the Committee of the Whole House 
has, and having had the opportunity to makea -h and having 
made it so well, it was in the greatest good faith that I asked 
him if he withdrew his amendment, but he says not. It seems to 
me that having made the speech he ought to withdraw it. If he 
will not, however, I want to again express my admiration of his 
speech, including the peroration. 

Mr. MANN. And the poetry. 

Mr. CANNON. And the poetry, too; but if we must get down 
to cold facts about it, I must state there are $1,900,000 in the bill 
in connection with the Light-House Service for lights, and the 
Light-House Board has complete discretion in maintaining the 
service tolight this particular light, as well as all others, and we 
made some inquiry about it. Somebody suggested, Why do not 
you keep that light burning in that great work that was given to 
us? Well, the reply come in that commerce does not need it; 
commerce is not benefited by it. 

Mr. SULZER. And the Republican party does not need it. 

Mr. CANNON. You know, wespend some money; we believe, 
of course, at times in the old flag and in an appropriation. We 
are spending some money at New York Harbor. e are making 
another channel there—40 or 45 feet, which is it to be, when com- 

plete? 

Mr. BOWIE. Forty. 

Mr. CANNON. The one we have nowis 35 feet. You have 
to shift your defenses, your forts all about, you have got to build 
on Coney Island, you have got to mount your high-power guns, 
you have got to make your barracks and quarters, and from the 
peculiar formation of the harbor at New York the Long Island 
entrance and the other entrance, an almost untold amount of 
money is necessary for commerce, and you can hardly keep up with 
these appropriations. We have ten or fifteen thousand miles of 
coast—nearer 15,000 than 10,000—to light, and it is a hard matter 
to lightit. We have, however, the best light system on earth on 
this great extended coast. Now, the United States has that 
statue—I believe that is the proper designation for it—and there 
it stands on public ground. I do not know that there is any dis- 
position to move it to some place where it could be utilized , but 
if the gentleman can find a place where it can be utilized for light, 
why, then, let us move it and have the light burning. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I would suggest to the gentleman from 
Tilinois that the present form of administration in New York 


needs a little light. Pa, 
Oh, yes; and after all, that is a little thin, 


Mr. CANNON. 
good naturedly ——s from my friend. Anybody representing 
or 


Does the gentleman withdraw his amend- 


the city of New who grows virtuous and suggests that 
anybody needs light had better look at home. [Applause and 
laughter. 

Mr. LER. May I correct the gentleman’s statement? 


Mr. CANNON. Yes. 

Mr. LESSLER. I was informed that the light had been taken 
away from the Light-House Department and put underthe War 
Department, and while I do not make a here the way my 
colleagues from New York do, I have to the Secretary of 
War, and they are ing to find a where they can find 
money —— to light it, because it is now under the authority 
of the War Department and not under the Light-House Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. CANNON. Let that be asit may. As it now stands it is 
wholly useless continuing a light for co: ial purposes—only 
$50,000 and a poem. New York Harbor and the great city of 
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New York have enough to ask from the Treasury of the United 
States for absolutely necessary items, instead of $50,000 for this 


light, which would not aid commerce a particle. So, my dear 
friends, stick to the old flag. It is a good chance to make a speech. 
Stick to the try; but when you get down to cold business, let 
us keep the $50,000 to give to some work that needs it. Now, I 
ask for a vote. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, just afew words in reply to the 
gentleman from Illinois. He says that there is in this bill a large 
appropriation for light-houses. It is true the bill carries a gen- 
eral appropriation for light-houses. And, sir, Il am willing to a 
the gentleman at his word. I trust he is sincere and is not beg- 
ging’ the question. I am willing now to withdraw this amend- 
ment if the gentleman will agree to insert in this bill what I be- 
lieve has always been in it before—that is, since 1886—a provision 
that the Light-House Board, or the War Department, whichever 
has authority in the matter, shall see to it that this statue of 
Liberty Enlightening the World is properly cared for and lighted, 
as has hese one heretofore. That is alll want. That is all the 
people, who take a pride in this matter, desire. Will the gentle- 
man consent to it? 

Mr.CANNON. Now, let me say to my friend right there, there 
never has been a specific appropriation to keep this light burning 
in this statue. 

Mr. SULZER. Well, then, that is all the more reason why it 
should be in now. Why should an irresponsible board have the 
right to say arbitrarily the torch of Liberty must be put out? 

r.CANNON. Let me complete - statement. If it is neces- 
sary or proper for commerce, then there are nearly $2,000,000 
available for that and other purposes. I do not want to assent to 
a legislative direction to keep that light burning. On the con- 
trary, if the Secretary of the Treasury or the Secretary of War 
exercised a discretion to spend $50,000 for keeping this light burn- 
ing when it did not aid commerce one iota, I should be in favor 
of passing a resolution of censure upon such Secretary, because it 
would be an unwarranted waste of public money. ° 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, just a moment. The gentle- 
man says this amendment carries $50,000. Itis true the amend- 
ment says $50,000, but the gentleman fails to state what the 
amendment also says—‘‘ $50,000, or so much thereof as may be 


necessary ’’—and I am willing to reduce it to meet the views of 
the gentleman. 
Mr.CANNON. Well, thatissoin all matters of appropriation. 


Mr. SULZER. If $50,000 is too much, the Secretary of War or 
the Secretary of the Treasury can see to it that only enough is ex- 
pended to light the statue properly, or I will make it five thonu- 
sand or ten thousand dollars now. The gentleman from Illinois 
says commerce does not need this light. I differ from him. For 
the last fifteen years it has been a beacon and an aid to com- 
merce. It is marked on every chart of New York Harbor. It is 
for commerce a light-house. It is looked for by every ship com- 
ing in or going out of the harbor, and it is just as essential to 
commerce as any other light-house in New York Bay. No ship- 
ping concern, no commercial body has asked to have the light 
extinguished. On the contrary, commerce demands that this 
light shall continue to shine. 

Mr. LESSLER. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. SULZER. ear 

Mr. LESSLER. I should like to know where you get your in- 
formation about that. 

Mr. SULZER. I get my information from the same source 

hat you can if you look for it—the newspapers. 

Mr. LESSLER. Well, I have looked it up—— 

Mr. SULZER. I get it from the daily newspapers of New York 
City. I get it from mariners who reside in New York. I get it 
from commercial bodies—— 

Mr. LESSLER. In your district? 

Mr. SULZER. I get it from the pilot associations in New 
York City; consult these sources of information. This light, aside 
from any patriotic sentiment, is just as necessary as a light-house 
as any other light-house. There are half a dozen light-houses in 
New York Bay, and this is one of them, and it is just as impor- 
tant as the others. This appropriation, a be 
made, or there should be some provision in the bill directing the 
proper authority, whether it is the Light-Bouse Board or the Sec- 
retary of War, to see to it that Liberty Enlightening the World 
is properly illuminated. That is all I wish to say in reply to the 
—— from Illinois, and I trust the amendment will be 
adopted. 

e CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from New York [Mr. SvuLzER]. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
SULZER) there were—ayes 43, noes 33. 

Mr. CANNON. I for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and the Chairman appointed Mr. Cannon 
and Mr. SULZER. 
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The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 61, 
noes 67. 

Accordingly the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Hillsboro Inlet light station, Florida: For constructing a first-order tes 
station at or near boro Inlet, east coast of Florida, 000; and the - 
retary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to enter into a contract for the 
construction of said light station at a total cost not exceeding $90,000. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, by direction of the committee 
I offer the following amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 12, line 12, insert: 
* Oyster Bayou light station, Louisiana: For establishing a light-house at 


the mouth of Oyster Bayou, near the Lo na coast on the Gulf of Mexico, 


000. 
“Kewaunee light station, Wisconsin: For the erection of a building for the 
keeper of the light-house, Kewaunee, Wis., $5,000.” 


Mr. CANNON. That provision carries out the law lately 


passed. 
The amendment was agreed to, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 


For oa of the Revenue-Cutter Service: For pay of captains, lieuten- 
ants, cap’ of engineers, chief e eers and assistant engineers, for pa 
of a constructor, Revenue-Cutter vice, cadets, and pilots employed, and 
for rations for the same; for pay of petty officers, lers, seamen, oilers, 

: heavers, stewards, cooke, and bo for rations for the 
same; for fuel for vessels, and repairsand outfits for the same; ship chandlery 
and en, rs’ stores for the same; traveling expenses of officers traveling 
on duty under orders from the Treasury t; commutation of quar- 
ters; for protection of the seal fisheries in and the other waters 
of A and the interest of the Government on the seal islands and the 


sea-otter hun ds, and the enforcement of the provisions of law in 
Alaska; for enforcing the provisions of the acts rela anch of 
vesse the ports of New York and May 16, 1888, Febru- 
ary 6, 1893, and March 8, 1800; and an act r to the anc and 


moves of vane in § marys Paver, or = 
Tontingent expenses, inclading wharfage. towage, dockage, freight, advertis. 
ing, surveys, labor, and all other possematy sisodinncoes expenses which 
are not included under special heads, $1,240,000. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I see this ie for the 
Revenue-Cutter Service is a lump sum, $1,240,000, without being 
segregated in any way whatever. I call the attention of the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations to the act of 1888, 
the sundry civil act, making appropriations for the year 1889, 
where it provides that the Secretary of the Treasury shall annu- 
ally submit to Congress a detailed statement of expenditures 
under said appropriation relating to the Revenue-Cutter Service 
at the beginning of each regular session thereof. 

Now, this 
the service. ere is no division in the appropriation as to the 
amount which may be expended for officers or men, or for sup- 
plies or for any other expense. I would like to inquire from the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations whether he can 
refer the House to the annual report which has been submitted 
in compliance with the sundry civil act of 1888. ; 

Mr. CANNON. So far as I know or have been able to ascer- 
tain, there has been no report made which complies with the pro- 
visions of the act the gentleman refers to. My recollection is 
that the subcommittee in the pe of the bill asked the 
gentleman that appeared to be heard upon the estimates if sucha 
report had been made, and my recollection is that he said that his 
predecessor had concluded that the report that had been made in 
the Book of Estimates, covering the ba oe mee for the last 
year and the estimates in detail for the coming year, complied 
with the law. In my judgment, I wiil say to the gentleman, it 


March 6, 1896; for tem- 


seems to me that it does not comply with the law; and that is all | 


I can say about it. This appropriation is made in a lump sum, it 
is true, but it would be used for fuel, for crews, for pay of offi- 
cers, etc., and all like provisions the necessities of the service 
require, 

r. MANN. Well, I notice that in the appropriation bill, in a 
number of pages, we make appropriations for the Light-House 
Service and that there are specifications as to the various things 
in connection with that service; in other words, that the appro- 
priation is segregated. Here are the mses of the “‘ keepers of 
the light-houses’’ under one head, “ nse of light vessels,”’ 
“‘ Repair of light-houses,” ** mses of buoys,’’ *‘ Expensesof fog 
signals,”’ ‘* Lights on rivers,” and various other heads of that sort— 
segregated a priations. Now, there is nothing of the sort in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service appropriation. Is there any way of 
ascertaining, so far as the ean knows, how this amount of 
money is actually expended? 

Mr. CANNON. ell, I will say that the total estimate for this 
service is covered in Appendix S of the Book of Estimates. I can 
give the gentleman no her information than that. It is true 
that the appropriations for the light-houses and the Life-Saving 

rvice are set out somewhat more fully than this a. 
but it is also true, when you come to the pay of the Army and 
pay of the Navy and in many other branches of the service, large 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSBE. 





| 





: 








s023 


amounts are made in lump sums, and then their distribution is 
determined by the law as to the various officers and seamen, etc., 
afd various officers, privates, etc., in the Army. 

Mr. MANN. Well, will my colleague state whether the Army 
appropriation bill, like the one which passed through this House 
a few days ago, simply appropriates the total amount, making no 
segregation of the items; for instance, as to pay, the amount 
appropriated for the officers’ branch of the service? 

tr. CANNON. I donot recollect. I think the item is quite a 
short one for pay of the Army. It certainly does not undertake 
to say so many generals, so many colonels, and so many majors. 
The truth is that much that is contained, I will say to the gentle- 
man, in general appropriation bills touching the public service, 
where we are undertaking to give the details, that it amounts to 
nothing, except it gives more knowledge to the membership of 
the House as to how the eS e ded. Our system at best, 
I was going to say, is a ift. That is hardly a proper term 
to apply to it. But while we undertake to follow out the statutes 
on matters of detail, it does not tell the one-hundredth—I was 
going to say the one-thousandth—part of the story as to the ex- 
penditures in detail. 

Iam not quite sure but that if we could enter upon a reform 
touching the en we might adopt the English system. 
Many scores of volumes, if I recollect aright, cover their esti- 
mates, and the enacting clanse that vitalizes the expenditures is 
very short. We have no such system of detail in estimating our 
expenditures as they have. I have no great pride in the manner 
in which we make our ns. The details are not uni- 
form as to various branches of the service; and I apprehend that 
this appropriation appears as it is, without further detail, very 
largely because the precedents have been that way. 

Mr. MANN. Now, if my colleague will permit me, he refers 
to Appendix 8; but that only gives an estimate of something over 
$800,000, and considerably less than $900,000, while this appropri- 
ation is $1,240,000. I call my colleague’s attention to this as a 
matter of information that Iam seeking. In the sundry civil act 
of 1888 the same item in the same form relates to the Revenue- 
Cutter Service and to the Smithsonian Institution. The Smith- 
sonian Institution makes a detailed report of expenditures, giving 
in detail in a large number of pages the number of the voucher, 
the amount, the purpose, and the person to whom the expendi- 
ture is made. Here is this Service that gets a lump sum for an 
appropriation and makes no report of the expenditures, gives no 
details or estimate covering the whole sum. 

Mr. CANNON. I will state that Appendix S simply covers 





appropriation is not made for different portions of | pay and does not cover repairs. It does not cover fuel and various 


other miscellaneous items to a great number, I have no doubt. I 
agree with the gentleman that under the law of 1888, in my jadg- 
ment, it is the duty of those at the head of that service to submit 
a statement of expenditures in detail. I trust that, with this dis- 
cussion, in the future it will cause a compliance with the law in 
making such statements. 

Mr. MANN. I call the attention of the gentleman to another 
point in connection with the detailed statement with reference to 
Appendix S. The statute of 1889 provided that this estimate 
should be presented in detail, showing the number of officers and 
cadets. I would like to inquire of my colleague if he is able to 
find in AppendixS, or anywhere else in the Book of Estimates, any 
report in regard to the number of cadets. 

r. CANNON. The only information I have is contained in 
this appendix. I believe on a hasty examination that the cadets 
are not mentioned. Asa matter of fact, I will say that I do not 
know how many there are. 

Mr. MANN. There are undoubtedly a number of cadets, and 


| the statute provides that they shall submit in this report the num- 
| ber of cadets. 


Here is a detailed estimate purporting to set forth 
the amount required for the pay of the officers, but it does not 
mention cadets at all, sites the statute requires it. There is 
no estimate for cadets, although they are paid out of this lump- 
sum appropriation. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Expenses of local appraisers’ meetings: For defraying the necessary ex- 
__ of local appraisers at annual meetings for the purpose of securing uni- 
ormity in the appraisement of datiable goods at different ports of entry, 


Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, by direction of 
the committee I offer the following amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 57, after line 10, insert: 

“On and after July 1, 1903. section 3687 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States is hereby repealed. And it shall be the duty of the Secretary 
of the Treasury to include in the annual Book of Estimates for the fiscal year 
1904 ‘and annually thereafter estimates specifying in detail the number and 
class of officers and employees of every grade and nature, with the rate of 
es to each, that may in his judgment be necessary to poaty 
conduct the business of collecting the revenue from customs at each port cf 
entry in the United States, together with an estimate of the amount required 
for contingent expenses at each of said ports and for such additional expenses 








dI2A4 


of the service as can not be otherwise specifically provided for. 





In submit- 
ting the estimates herein required for the fiscal year 1904, it shall be clearly 


indicated in the case of all officers and employees whether any of them are 
additional to those authorized and employed during the fiscal year 1902, and 
whether in any case the salary proposed is an increase over or reduction 
under the compensation actually paid during the said fiscal year.” 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of 
order, and would like to hear what that is intended to accomplish. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, this is a matter 
that has received considerable thought by the Committee on Ap- 
propriations for some years. As the gentleman from Ohio knows, 
the expenditures in the custom-houses are now met in two ways: 
First, by a permanent law that appropriates for that service five 
and one-half million dollars annually, and appropriates also, for 
the same service, the income from fines and forfeitures resulting 
from infractions of the customs law. That permanent appropria- 
tion is not sufficient to meet the expenditures of the administration 
of the custom-houses, and it becomes necessary each year to ap- 
propriate in the deficiency bill a lump sum of two and one-half 
million dollars. The administration of the custom-houses is with- 
out any responsibility to Congress. 

Salaries are fixed in accordance with the wish of the Secretary 
of the Treasury or his subordinates, and are not equal, or are 
claimed not to be equal and just, as between the different custom- 
houses in the service. How this is Ido not know. This amend- 
ment looks toward the correction of that method. It looks toward 
the requirement of an annual recurring responsibility to Congress. 
It places the customs service upon the same basis as all other 
services of the Government, as, for instance, the internal-revenue 
service. It requires the Secretary of the Treasury, before the be- 
ginning of the next fiscal year, to estimate in detail for the whole 
customs service, and requires him to show whether the estimate 
is an increase or a decrease of existing salary. “At the present 
time Congress is utterly ignorant of the administrative details of 
the customs service. As the gentleman from Ohio well knows, 
we are appropriating now under permanent laws something over 
$100,000.000 a year. 

There is no annually recurring responsibility to Congress. Con- 
gress loses sight of the appropriations, and there is not that care 
and supervision which, in my own personal judgment and in that of 
all the members of the Committee on Appropriations, ought to be 
exercised every year. Congress ought to know exactly where the 
public money goes, and this amendment is for the purpose of in- 
creasing the control of Congress over those expenditures. I am 
quite sure that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] will 
sympathize with the general purpose of this amendment, and 
while I suppose some part of the amendment may be subject toa 
point of order, I trust the gentleman will not make it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, the amendment struck me 
as a complete revolution in the mode of the transaction of this | 
business. But if it has been studied and investigated by the 
Committee on Appropriations I have, of course, no disposition to 
put up offhand opinion against theirs. I did not make any point 
of order; I simply gave notice that I reserved the point and held 
it under advisement. I will make no point of order. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I will say to the gentleman 
that this matter has been studied. There has been a special com- 
mittee appointed upon the whole subject of annual appropria- 
tions, with the purpose of repealing as many as possible of the 
laws which make permanent annual appropriations and bringing 
back to the annual supervision of Congress the expenditures in all 
branches of the Government. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a vote. | 
The question being taken, the amendment of Mr. Moopy of 

| 








Massachusetts was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the protection of the salmon fisheries of Alaska, under the direction of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, $7,000. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, in regard to the provision on 
page 57 of the bill for the protection of salmon in Alaska I wish 
to address the House briefly. Iam somewhat familiar with the 
subject. One of the great industries of Alaska is the salmon fish- | 
eries. There are more salmon canneries in Alaska than perhaps | 
in all the rest of this country, or, for that matter, in the world. 
These canneries catch and can great numbers of salmon every | 
season, and are rapidly exterminatingthem. The waters of Alaska | 
at present teem with salmon of different varieties, but if the can- | 
ning goes on and nothing is done to protect the fish they will be | 
exterminated in a few years. There are, all told, I believe, five | 
or six different varieties of salmon in Alaska, but the market, 
especially in the East and in Europe, demands the red salmon, 
and these are becoming scarce, because the red salmon will not go 
up a river to spawn, save a river having a lake at its head. 

The other varieties will go up any stream. The salmon of 
Alaska are different in their lives and habits from the salmon in 
other parts of the world. They spawn but once, and no salmon 
that goes up a stream to spawn ever comes back again. Just so 
soon as the salmon spawns it dies. In other parts of the world 
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this is not so. It is a characteristic only of the Alaskan salmon. 
After a young salmon is 8 or 9 months old it goes to sea, and re- 
turns to the place of its birth in seven, eight, or nine years to 
spawn. Then it dies. 

The coast of Alaska is indented with innumerable bays, streams, 
and rivers, and on nearly all these streams cannery sites have 
been taken up by the salmon canneries. These canneries have 
recently gone into a great cannery trust, with a capital of $25,- 
000,000. They are rapidly exterminating the salmon, especially 
the red salmon, and in twenty years from now, if this continues, 
I believe the red salmon of Alaska will be just as scarce as they 
are to-day in California or Oregon. In Alaska the salmon are 
sold to the canneries by the Indians for from 1 to 5 cents apiece. 
The same salmon in California bring 35 cents apiece, and in Ore- 
gon, Washington, and British Columbia from 15 to 25 cents 
apiece. 

Mr. Chairman, something must be done by this Government 
to protect the salmon of Alaska. This is a question that sooner 
or later must be met and determined by Congress. I have twice 
visited Alaska, and I have made a careful study of this question, 
so that I know whereof I speak. If any gentleman here will take 
the trouble to read the reports which have been made to the Gov- 
ernment, and which can be secured from the Fish Commission, 
he will find in them a verification of all that I say, and he will 
find furthermore that the Fish Commissioners have recommended 
over and over again stringent protection. 

To-day I desire to call attention to this matter in an informal 
way, and to direct the notice of the House to a bill I introduced 
on the 23d day of last January for the protection and the culture 
of salmon in Alaska. At the present time there are a few can- 
neries in Alaska that own hatcheries and propagate salmon. The 
Government also has established there about half a dozen hatch- 
eries. But there is no protection unless you paid a fish warden to 
guard every stream. bill provides that where a cannery, or an 
individual, shall establish at its or his own expense a hatchery for 
the purpose of propagating salmon, such cannery or individual shall 
have the exclusive right to fish within 1 mile of the mouth of that 
stream, with the exception that there is reserved to the Indians 
the right to fish for food. 

I ask the Clerk to read the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 9976) to encourage salmon culture in Alaska and for the protec- 
tion of persons engaged in the production thereof. 


Be it enacted, etc., That any person or persons who heretofore or hereafter 
may establish and maintain a hatchery for the artificial production of salmon 
in the district of Alaska shall be entitled to the exclusive right of all fish that 
such hatchery may produce in excess of the normal product of such stream 
for a distance of 1 mile in all directions in tide water from the mouth of the 
stream upon which such hatchery may be located. 

Sec. 2. That when the average normal product of any rtream on which a 
hatchery may be maintained shall have been taken wichin 1 mile of the 
mouth of said stream in any one yoer by any party or parties, then the re- 
maining fish produced by said hatchery shall be the property of the owner 
or owners of said hatchery for a distance of 1 mile in all directions in tide 
water from the mouth of said hatchery stream, and for a further distance 
of 4 miles in all directions in tide water it shall be unlawful for any party or 
parties to take fish of the kind propagated by the hatchery for whose pro- 
tection this law is enacted. 

Sec. 3. That in case other streams producing salmon of the same kind as 
those produced by the hatchery so protected shall intervene within a dis- 
tance of 5 miles, then the normal product of such intervening stream shall 
be included in and added to the normal product of such hatchery stream, 
subject to the same conditions as are provided in section 2 of act. 

Sec. 4. That the provisions and immunities of this act shall apply to bar- 
a creams and lakes that shall have been stocked with fish from artificial 

tcheries. 

Sec. 5. That in case two or more persons shall maintain hatcheries on the 
same stream or stock barren lakes or streams, such persons shall be entitled 
to their proportionate number of adult fish so produced, and each party shall 
file a sworn statement of his or their output of young fry with the nearest 


United States commissioner each year. 

Sec. 6. That native Indians may at all times take sufficient fish for food or 
for drying for winter use as food for themselves or families, and fishing with 
rsons. 
nt 


the rod shall be open and free for all 

Sec. 7. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to 
leases in accordance with the foregoing sections of this act, for a period not 
to exceed twenty years from the time the product of their hatcheries shall 
return, to all persons producing satisfactory proof of having maintained 
hatcheries on any of the streams of Alaska not producing, in a normal state, 
more than 10,000 salmon of the kind p by said hatchery; such lease 


ropaga 
| subject to renewal at the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury: Pro- 


vided, That before any such lease shall be granted the party or parties mak- 
ing application therefor shallaccompany such application with proof sufficient 
to establish the normal product of such stream; and no person shall be enti- 
tled to more than one hatchery lease or the privil of stoc more than 
three barren lakes or streams and being protected in the uct thereof: 
Ourgesninase owning and operating canneries shall be entitled to one hatch- 
ery franchise for each cannery so operated,and no more. All hatcheries that 
may have been started and maintained on streams producing more than 
10,000 salmon of the kind pro’ oe prior to the of this act shall be 
entitled to all immunities of heries established on streams producing not 
more than 10,000, as provided in this section. 


Mr. SULZER. In brief, the bill provides that the cee who 
raise the fish shall have the right to catch the fish. In this way 
the fish will be protected and never exterminated. Now, if that 
were done it would not cost this Government one dollar for the 
protection of the salmon. At present it costs the Gevernment @ 
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great deal of money, and the law is not enforced, and can not be. 
Men in Alaska thoroughly familiar with this question say that 
the money now spent is wasted. 

The distances in Alaska are so great that it is absolutely impos- 
sible for one of the fish wardens, or a dozen of them, for that 
matter, to get around to all these streams in order to prevent the 
cannery people and the Indians from fishing within the limita- 


tions fixed by law. 

The destruction and extermination of the fish and the game in 
Alaska is a crying shame. It must be stopped, and something 
ought to be done at once to stop it. My bill, I believe, will pro- 
tect the salmon without expense to the Government, and it pro- 
vides for the propagation of salmon for all time to come, and this 
great industry—one of the greatest industries to-day in Alaska, 
yielding every year a revenue of millions of dollars—would go on 
indefinitely, and the fish, instead of being exterminated, would 
continue to increase. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. KNOX rose. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KNOX. Certainly. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I was just about to state that 
the matter to which the gentleman from New York has referred 
is not one within the jurisdiction of the Committee on Appropri- 


ations. 

Mr. SULZER. Of course I understand that. All I wanted to 
do at this time, while considering this appropriation for fish war- 
dens to protect the salmon, was to call the attention of the House 
to what is going on in Alaska, and also to the fact that I had in- 
troduced a bill which meets with the approval of the people of 
Alaska and of the canneries in Alaska, by which the salmon can 
be propagated and _-. 

Mr. DY of Massachusetts. I was only about to say that 
this particular provision, which has suggested the discussion to 
the gentleman from New York is an appropriation for the pay- 
ment of salaries and expenses of two officials who are appointed 
by virtue of the terms of a general law. The Committee on Ap- 
propriations had nothing to do with the subject, except to carry 
out the provisions of that law. Now, I yield to my colleague. 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. Chairman,I did not intend to say a word 
upon this bill or any of its provisions, but I was very much inter- 
ested in the position taken by the gentleman from New York [Mr, 
SULZER]. It certainly is a very serious matter, the way that the 
waters and streams of Alaska are being denuded of salmon. 


There is no question as to the loss to the Government and the loss | 


to the future food supply of this country in the manner in which 
the streams and inlets of Alaska are being denuded of the fine 
food fish of the salmon, but I do not agree at all with the position 
of the gentleman from New York that any new legislation, as far 
as preventive or remedial legislation is concerned, is necessary. 
I wish to call the fact to his attention that in the Fifty-fourth 
Congress there was a law passed which, in my judgment, was 
entirely adequate, if it was enforced, to protect the salmon fish- 
ery of Alaska. That law was passed upon the recommendation 
of one of the ablest experts upon the subject that had ever visited 
Alaska. It was full and complete in its provisions, and I wish to 
say that, in my judgment, the trouble with the fisheries of Alaska 
to-day and the reasons for the streams mene denuded is the non- 
enforcement of the law. I read in report after report of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior that new legislation is ev aug 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KNOX. Certainly. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I concur in the conclusion that 
if the law was properly enforced in Alaska the salmon would be 
protected, at least to some extent, but it would cost this Govern- 
ment, in my judgment, a great deal of money each year to pay 
fish wardens to enforce the law in that yast Territory. The best 
way to protect the salmon fisheries is to give the men who estab- 
lish hatcheries on the streams and propagate fish the exclusive 
right to catch those fish when they return after seven, or eight, or 
nine years. If that is done, they will enforce the law; they will 
enforce the law—they will guard their rights, protect the fish, and 
keep poachers and trespassers off with a shotgun if necessary. 
Now, sir, I believe if such a law were enacted by Congress it 
would solve this problem without putting the Government to a 
dollar’s expense. That is the object of my bill. 

Mr. KNOX. Upon that position I do not agree with the gen- 
tleman from New York. I wish to say,in my judgment, there is 
not a man who would have this privilege of establishing a hatch- 
ery in Alaska who would stand for a moment against the money 
that the great corporations that are to-day stripping that Terri- 
tory of fish would give him. He would be bought off; he would 
be controlled. The matter would be entirely in the hands where 
it now rests—the hands of the great corporations now operating 
in Alaska. There is no remedy in this matter of the preservation 
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of that great source of food supply for this country in that dis- 
trict in the future except the enforcement of the law. The sal- 
mon with which Alaska abounds are sufficient to afford a food 
supply to the United States through all future years if they are 
on | preserved and guarded as they are in Scotland, England, 
and other countries, and as they should be in this country. If 
the salmon fisheries of Maine, of the Connecticut River, of the 
rivers upon the east coast of this country had been guarded and 
wisely preserved, we should have had salmon in those rivers to- 
day where they have entirely disappeared. 

Now, what is the trouble? I read year after year in the report 
of the Secretary of the Interior of what is being done and the 
requests for more legislation. I undertake to say no more legis- 
lation is necessary, but to enforce the law. The governor of 
Alaska says he can have but one boat furnished him for the year. 
It is impossible that he should make his way into all the inlets 
and all the places where this fish-canning industry is carried on. 
A few more men properly authorized, a few more boats properly 
equipped to sail into the inlets, a few more men appointed by the 
United States upon whom the Government can rely and who 
would act upon their oaths and responsibility to the Government 
would be the remedy for what is now going on in the Territory 
of Alaska. 

{Here the hammer fell. 
Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I should like to have the pend- 
amendment reported. 

r. SULZER. No amendment is pending. 

Mr. LACEY. Then I offer an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa offers an amend- 
ment which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to line 2, 58, the following: y 

_ “And the further sum of nae to be used for such purpose in the discre- 
tion of the Secretary of the Treasury.” 

Mr. CANNON. I reserve the point of order. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, we have adequate law in Alaska 
for the protection of the fishing industry. The salmon fishery of 
Alaska is one of the most valuable things that this country now 
possesses. Those fisheries are what the Kennebec and Connecticut 
rivers were to the early settlers of the United States. It is due 
to posterity that we should not have repeated the history of the 


in 


Kennebec and the Connecticut in the waters of Alaska. There is 
only one way to prevent the repetition of that dark chapter, and 
that is to move in time. And, remarkable as it may seem, unless 
the reports are all in error, the men who are more interested than 
any other people on earth in the preservation of this great indus- 
try, the men interested in the canneries, are the men who are 
most assiduously engaged in the destruction of these fish and in 
the annihilation of their industry. 

Under the law there are two men appointed with one superin- 
tendent, and this appropriation of $7,000 furnishes two men to 
patrol a coast as extensive as that from Nova Scotia to Cuba. 
Along that enormous coast the fisheries and canneries are estab- 
lished, and they are carried on upon the principle that it is im- 

portant to get the last fish this year, that if any of them escape 
| they will reduce the dividends to the cannery company. Under 
| the law it is provided that an ample supply of fish shall go up- 
| stream for spawning purposes. To prevent these fish from going 
| up assures the destruction of the fisheries in the future. Weirs 
have been built across many of the streams. The law forbids 
| the construction of these weirs. The law requires that -the 
streams be kept open and no fishing done from Friday night un- 
til Sunday every week, giving an opportunity for a sufficient 
number of the spawning fish to pass up the stream. I am told 
that this law is disregarded. It takes agents to look after the 
enforcement of such a law. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield to the 
gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. LACEY. I yield. 

Mr. LLOYD. Are there not six persons employed to look out 
for the enforcement of the law? 

Mr. LACEY. I understand there are but two. 

Mr. LLOYD. This appropriation of $7,000 provides for two, 
but there is an appropriation for four others, and I understand it 
is a part of their duty to see that this law is enforced; so that 
there are six persons instead of two; but notwithstanding that I 
most fully concur in what the gentleman says—that there are not 
enough persons for the purpose of enforcing that law. 

I suppose the people of the United States have as little idea of 
the real value of the salmon fisheries of Alaska as about anything 
we possess in thiscountry. I fully concur in the gentleman's idea 
that the country’s attention ought to be called to the importance 
of enforcing the law and protecting the interests of our people in 
Alaska. 

Another serious matter is the destruction of seal in Alaskan 
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waters. The special nt of the Treasury Department, Mr. 
Adams, between September 23, 1895, and October 10, 1895, actually 
counted 22,054 dead seal pups, cows, and bulls found upon the 
rookeries of St. Paul Island alone, which had been wantonly killed 
or destroyed. In addition to this a large number of starving pups 
were found which could not survive. The gentleman from Iowa 
will please excuse me for taking his time. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, we want to do something more 
than call the attention of the country to it. We want to send 
some men there who will enforce the law. If yousend but a few 
men without any boats, they have to apply to the cannery com- 
panies for transportation. When they get to the rivers they have 
to board with the packing companies. The tendency to become 
“color blind’ is very great when a man is charged with the in- 
vestigation of the man at whose table heis sitting. Special agents 
will not very earnestly enforce the law against the only men who 
give them the comforts and conveniences in their life along the 
coast. 

Mr. MANN. 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. One of the duties prescribed by the law for the 
Revenue-Cutter Service is to enforce the law of Alaska. They are 
provided with boats there and have four or five of them up there. 

Mr. LACEY. It is proposed to render the Revenue-Cutter 
Service eligible to the retired list and put them upon a similar 
standing as the Navy. 

Mr. MANN. Do they look after this? 

Mr. LACEY. I think that that is about the most useful work 
done by the Revenue-Cutter Service. 

Mr. MANN. I have not been able to find where they have done 
anything on this line. 

Mr. LACEY. They have been very useful in Alaska. 

Mr. MANN. In the seal fisheries they may have, but not as to 
the salmon fisheries. 

Mr. LACEY. They have as to the seal fisheries, and also as to 
the salmon fisheries. They have proved useful in that direction. 
I will say that for the Revenue-Cutter Service. 

Mr. LLOYD. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 


tion? 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly. 

Mr. LLOYD. Is it not a fact that the Government officers 
themselves who have charge of this duty, with whom you have 
come in contact, have expressed the opinion that a great many 
pene and those who are charged with the duty, are “color 
lind,”’ as you suggest? 

Mr. LACEY. If any members of the House seek light and will 
get the work issued by the Harriman expedition and read the 
chapters of that book as to the condition of the salmon fisheries 
in Alaska in the year 1899, they will be surprised and shocked at 
the worse than neglect this great industry has met with upon the 
part of those who are the proper ones to take care of it. The fish- 
ermen, instead of taking care of the fish and allowing enough of 
them to go up the rivers to furnish spawn for another year, try 
to catch them all in a single season, and when you make com- 
plaint to one of them he says that “‘the other cannery, at some 
other river, is catching all the fish, and if we do not catch all in 
sight our pack will be reduced in amount, and that company will 
be prosperous and we will fall behind.”’ 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SULZER. Iask unanimous consent that the time of the 
gentleman may be extended five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that the time of the gentleman from Iowa be ex- 
tended for five minutes. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. LACEY. Now, in Oregon, they have salmon wheels, and 
they have been fishing furiously at the mouth of the Columbia 
River until the Chinook salmon, which was formerly never 
known in the Frazer River, has been compelled to seek other 
streams to go up, and now the Chinook salmon is occasionally 
found on the Frazer River, driven away by the fierce fishing at 
the mouth of the Columbia. 

That noble river lies between two States, and it is controlled 
by each State to the middle of the stream. The fishermen, of 
course, all want to make a successful packing season. They are 
more interested in this year than next. Posterity has done noth- 
ing for them, and they say why should they be worrying about 
posterity. 
appreciate; and so they set wheels out in the stream, and the 
wheel catches the fish and kills the smaller ones as well as the 
large. 
well as a crime against unborn generations. The California 
streams were once as full of fish as the Alaska streams are to- 
day; and as my friend from New York [Mr. SuLzEr] has said, the 
fish in Califernia are practically exterminated, because they are 
prevented from going to the headwaters of the streams to spawn. 


Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 


But dividends to-day are something that they can | 


This system, of course, is really a crime against nature as | 
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| They deposit their eggs and the little fish come back to the sea 
| and they stay there from five to seven years, we do not know how 
| long. Experiments are being made to find out the length of their 
= in the deep sea by tagging the young and turning them 
| loose. 
| Mr. Chairman, you can send your two men to Alaska, armed 
| with all the — authority of the law, and they will not find 
| these things that are so constantly reported by private individu- 
/als. There is no use to goduck hunting witha brass band. Yeu 
| must send somebody there without the public indicia of authority 
| somebody that can go right into these camps, who do not have 
| their names sent ahead, who will be able to see, and who will not 
have each stream prepared for them by the time they arrive 
there. 
The Secretary of the Treasury ought to have a fund by which 
he can select trusty men who can go there secretly, who can visit 
| these streams, apparently on their own account, and they will 
| then see what the balance of mankind sees, and what the Govern- 
| ment officials seem so unable to find when they get there. In 
| short, it seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that there should be some 
arrangement made by which the Secretary of the Treasury, in 
| his discretion, would be able to send men to ferret out these offenses 
| committed against the laws of Alaska, and bring justice home to 
| those who commit them. Self-interest ought to be sufficient, but 
| that is not found to be so. 
| The canners ship their workmen there in the spring of the year; 
| the season is short, and they fish as fast as they can. They take 
| the last fish they can catch in every stream and send the pack 
| down in the fall, and they have no time or thought of the next 
| season. Perhaps next year some one else will go in in the same 
_ locality and interfere with their fishing, and what is the use of 
| saving fish for some one else? So it goes on from year to year. I 
| was told the other day by a Government official that he thought 
| that the salmon were not being destroyed in Alaska because the 
| industry had shown the ae Y ve in the year 1901 ever known 
in the history of Alaska. I said to this gentleman that the year 
| the buffalo were exterminated showed the largest killing of any 
| year in their histo And so in Alaska, the enormous yield is 
only an evidence of the size of the business and of the tremendous 
efforts that that industry is making toward its own extermina- 








tion. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have the amend- 
ment again reported. 

The Clerk again reported the amendment. 


Mr, CANNON. ow, Mr. Chairman, to that amendment I 
have reserved the point of order. This paragraph is to carry out 
existing law. By existing law two of these agents are authorized 
and this is to utilize them, and the amount of $7,000 is appropri- 
ated. This amendment seeks to appropriate $10,000 more to the 
same end not authorized by existing law. 

Now, I do not think the $7,000 that we appropriate does any 
good. We only recommend it because the law authorizes it. I 
do not think this $10,000 will do any good either. It isa long 
way off, and, as the gentleman from Iowa I have no doubt well 
says, these two agents, or a half a dozen, get up there as the 
guests and associates of these fishermen. There is nobody there 
to watch them. 

Ido not think the special-agent service in Alaska, anywhere 
along the line of the public service, has ever done any good. 
Without speaking against any individual, I am under the impres- 
sion that the proprietors have succeeded in swallowing without 
much greasing all the agents that are sentupthere. [Laughter. | 
Now, I think it would better, if the condition up there is as 
my friend from Iowa says, that the appropriate committee should 
report legislation to this House making it the duty of the Revenue- 
| Cutter Service to patrol these fishing grounds. I suppose there 
| are not more than four or five places where fishing is going on. 

Mr. LACEY. There are over 100 places. 

Mr. CANNON. Very well; the season is short, and if the Rev- 
enue-Cutter Service was utilized in patrolling this industry up 
there something might be accomplished; but it is just like throw- 
ing the money into the fire to appropriate it in this way, in my 
judgment. It does harm instead of good to send these men up 
there under the conditions the gentleman refers to. Therefore 
am constrained, as this expenditure is not authorized by existing 
law, and the recommendation in the bill covers existing law, to 

| make the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to ask the gentleman 
| from Illinois if he payee er ov - ee is ny for 
the same purpose as that speci in the pending graph? 

Mr. LACE One is under the direction of the Secretary of 
| the Treasury, to meet a certain purpose—namely, to 5, Sete offi- 
cials—and the amendment is in the discretion of the Secretary. 
In one the word “direction” is used and in the other the word 
** discretion.’’ 


The CHAIRMAN. Is that the point of the gentleman from 
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Illinois, that the use of the word ‘“‘ discretion ’’ makes the amend- 
ment contrary to existing law? 
Mr, CANNON. My 


ries out existinglaw. I believe there is no dispute about that. I 


will ask the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] whether that is | 


not so? 
Mr. LACEY. Undoubtedly; and I think the general provision 
of the act to which I have already referred, requiring the protec- 


tion of these fisheries, is existing law. The Secretary of the Treas- | 


ury is charged with the duty of attending to this protection. 
The present eapcetos is simply to furnish him money to carry 
out aa Ww. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no; the existing law describes how it 
shall be enforced, namely, by the appointment of two agents; and 
this appropriation provides for the salaries and expenses of the 
agents authorized by law. Now, then, there is no law anywhere 


that eee the amendment offered by the gentleman. The 
law a the statute book is fully satisfied by the appropriation in 
the bill, 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa desire to be 
heard on the point of order? 

Mr. LACE Only to this extent. I have not before me the 
Alaska code, but it contains the provision to which I have re- 
ferred the Chair; and I suggest that perhaps it would he well to 
let this matter go over, and not to press it at this time. 

Mr. CANNON. I have no objection to this being over. 

Mr. LACEY. It will not delay the bill. I think that perhaps 
when the Chair comes to examine the Alaska code he will come 
to the conclusion that this amendment is authorized by existing 


law. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair would be glad to have an oppor- 
tunity to examine the existing law, and therefore puts the request 
of the gentleman from Iowa that the pending paragraph with the 
amendment be passed over for the present. 

Mr. LACEY. Until the Chair can have time to examine the 
Alaska code. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has no objection. The Clerk 
will resume the ing of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Protection and administration of forest reserves: To meet the ex 
executing the provisions of the sundry civil act approved June 4, 1897, for the 
care = eee — ena ae to ae of forest 
L rangers, 
and for the employment of foresters and thar | emenorey help - the pre- 


e 
vention and ex ment of forest fires, and for advertising dead and ma- 
tured trees for sale within such reservations: ded, That forest agents, 


nses of 


superintendents, and su and other persons ere under this 
a shall be selected by the Secre of the Interior wholly with 
reference to their fitness and without regard for their political affiliations, 


and allowed per diem, subject to such and regulations as he may pre- 
Sa eee ears a ae Soe eee 
8, Y Provided further, That forest agents, superintendents, expervis. 
ors, and all other persons em loyed in comnection with the administration and 
protection of forest reserva shall, in all ways that are practicable, aid in 
the enforcement of the laws of the State or Territory in which said forest 
reservation is situated in relation to the protection of and game. 

Mr. NEEDHAM. Imove toamend by inserting after the word 
“ affiliations,’’ in line 4, on page 64, the words ‘‘and must be ac- 
tual bona fide residents of the State or Territory in which the 
service is to be performed.”’ 

Mr. CANNON. I make a point of order on this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the nen from California [Mr. 
NEEDHAM] wish to be heard on the point of order? 

Mr. HAM. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. I will reserve the point of order. 

Mr. NEEDHAM. The provision originating this forestry serv- 
ice was inserted in the sundry civil bill of 1897, and the same bill 
has been amended from year to year by inserting such provisions 
without objection, so far as I know. Now,the result of the pres- 
ent law has been that there have been sent out to the Westa 
large number of nonresidents to administer the forestry service. 
Now, it is a reflection upon the people of the States and Territor- 
ies of the West that officials of this character should be sent out 
there. We have abundant material in the Western States and 
Territories to care for this service, and it of right belongs to the 
peame there. I hope the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon 
will permit this amendment, which is in the line of local self- 
government, to be voted on. Our people think it is an imposition 
that persons from the East should be bent out there to administer 
this service. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I must insist on the point of 
order for this reason if for no other: I can imagine that a condi- 
tion might arise where it would be very important that some- 
body not living in the State or Territory should act for the pres- 
ervation of the forests. Sometimes, I can conceive, it might be 
better to get away from the influence and local feeling. Such a 
provision as that offered now by way of amendment would put 
it out of the power of the Secretary of the Interior, even ina 
necessary case (if they are not all necessary), to appoint anyone 
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an official for this service who did not reside in the State or Ter- 
ritory where the forests are situated. 

Mr. NEEDHAM. Will the gentleman answer a question? 

Mr. CANNON. I will if I can. 

Mr. NEEDHAM. Has not all the legislation that we have had 

on this subject been contained from time to time in the sundry 

| civil appropriation bills? 
| Mr. CANNON. For the protection of the forest reservations 
these appropriations are made. The establishment of forest re- 
| serves is under the law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready torule. In the opinion 
| of the Chair the proposed amendment limits the discretion which 
| the Secretary of the Interior now has, and is therefore a change 

of existing law. The Chair sustains the point of order. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Lanpis having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 
Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the Senate had 
| passed bills and joint resolution of the following titles; in which 
| the concurrence of the House of Representatives was requested: 

8. R. 71. Joint resolution directing the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to restate the accounts of certain registers and receivers of 
the United States land offices in the State of Kansas, and for 
other purposes; 

S. 4806. An act for the relief of Edward Haines, John Hang- 
land, Wallace L. Reed, W. D. Davis, Martin Monson, Johann 
Bottjer, and the legal representatives of J. P. Ferwerda, de- 
ceased; 

8. 3220. An act providing for an additional circuit judge in the 
seventh judicial district; 

8. 1594. An act for the relief of the legal representatives of 
A. G. Boone; 

S. 1305. An act for the relief of Mrs. Arivella D. Meeker; and 

8. 255. An act for the improvement of the Mount Ranier Na- 
tional Park, in the State of Washington. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments a bill of the following title in which the concur- 
rence of the House of Representatives was requested: 

H. R. 8327. An act to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act for the 
protection of the lives of miners in the Territories.”’ 

The message also announced that the Senate had disagreed to 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the hill (S. 
2371) granting a pension to Andrew J. Felt, asked a conference 
with the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. GALLINGER, Mr. DrBor, and Mr. 
TURNER as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to bills of the fol- 
lowing titles: 

S. 3743. An act granting an increase of pension to Frances 
Gurley Elderkin; and 

S. 2976. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Thompson. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolutions; in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives was requested: 

Senate concurrent resolution 35. a 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
President be requested to return to the Senate the bill (S. 2291) for the pro- 
motion of anatomical science and to prevent the desecration of graves in the 
District of Columbia. 

Senate concurrent resolution 34. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed 3,000 copies of Senate Document No. 253, first session Fifty-seventh 
Con: . being the hearings before the Committee on Interoceanic Canals, 
of which 1,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate and 2,000 copies for the 
use of the House of Representatives. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed its session. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For topoges: hic ourxeye in various portions of the United States, $250,000, 
to be immediately available. 

Mr.SMALL. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment, 
which I will ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend page 71 by striking out in line 9 the words “two hundred and fifty” 
and insert the words “three hundred;” so as to read “$300,000.” 


Mr.SMALL. The effect of this amendment is to increase the 
appropriation for topographical surveys from $250,000 to $300,000. 
e work of the Geological Survey in making these topographic 
surveys and maps is perhaps more nearly related to the material 
rogress of the country than any other work of the Government. 
The exploitation of our mineral resources, the development of our 
water power, and the examination of soils are dependent on it. 
The topographical surveys must necessarily precede all hydro- 
graphic work, all geological investigations, and the important 
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work of the soil surveys, so necessary to the agricultural interests 
of the country. This service has grown from insignificant propor- 
tions until now it covers a very large section of the country. The 
policy originally adopted by the Geological Survey was to con- 
tribute an equal amount to such States as appropriated a similar 
amount for thisimportant work. There appears from a letter by 
Director of the Geological Survey in the hearings before the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations a statement to the effect that the follow- 
ing States have contributed these sums as an equal contribution 





for the purpose of this work: 

DR I ai i al inten ch alii a nti tal lee en mien n taeda ae 2, 500 
a a a a a he aie 25, 000 
ca a es 25, 000 
West Virginia 15, 000 
III es ccsicies riestsedlinsitedotsianiivtcisedeasiched oekcaaenalientaiiatid diane taceesaiana ai Randi 10,000 
PIII si heideisibtth conicpecevantnoneen eighdchulaineg disiuadbsrctactiiies aise Oaiatnent elisa halen wienchiitedpa ona: 2,500 
IR ital nninicninne diociatinhdblipaindicetenissntanatinniiidiainennacdalaa eddies 1,000 


Making a total of $101,000; so that of this appropriation of 
$250,000, $101,000 will be expended in order to meet the amount 
appropriated by these several seven States. Now, this additional 
appropriation is absolutely necessary in order to do the work in 
those States which have not heretofore cooperated with the 
United States Geological Survey, and unless it is provided it is 
estimated by the Director that there will be a diminution of the 
work to be done in these several cooperating States of at least 25 
per cent, and the work will be curtailed in the other States of 
the Union which have not heretofore cooperated with the Geo- 
logical Survey. 

This amendment is offered in all seriousness, and we are of 
opinion that various members from different sections of the coun- 
try have sufficient interest in the appropriation to induce them to 
vote for it. Perhaps the Committee on Appropriations would 
have given the increased amount if it had been discussed before 
them; but, relying simply upon the estimates which had been 
made, the committee in their wisdom thought proper not to in- 
crease the amount. We hope, Mr. Chairman, that this amend- 
ment, being of such great importance to the industrial develop- 
ment, the exploitation of our mineral resources, the hydrographic 
work, and the agricultural interests of the country, will receive 
the approval of the committee. 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I do not think I can be accused | 
of asking that the work of the Committee on Appropriations, or 
that of any other committee having in charge one of the large 
appropriation bills, should ordinarily be changed by the House. | 
That has not been my practice. But Ido hope the members of this | 
committee will consider this amendment and give it their sup- 
pert. If the Geological Survey’s work is worth anything, it is 
worth doing well and according to the requirements and necessi- 
ties of thecountry. I want to call the attention of members tothe | 
fact that this work is being done in the State of West Virginia in 
cooperation with the national survey. Our legislature has appro- 
priated $30,000 for the work in that State alone, and, under the | 
arrangement made with the national survey, one half of the ex- | 
pense of the work is paid by the State and the other half by the 
national survey. 

The advantage of this arrangement can be very well seen and 
understood. Vast development is going on in that State. Thou- 
sends and millions of dollars are being invested in its coal fields 
every year. Iam informed by Prof. I. C. White, State geologist 
of our State—a man who stands as high, possibly, as any other in 
this country in his profession—that it is almost a necessity that 
this work be done, and that this appropriation be made in order 
that it may be done. I admit that this survey is a continuing 
work, but Iam sure that the common sense, sound, clear judg- | 
ment of the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations will 
dictate to him that it ought to be done in such way as to expedite 
and advance the development and progress in those States where 
development in the mining industries is so conspicuous, and where 
it is so important. There is no other item in this bill save and | 
except one other, that is relative to it, that of the publication of 
the maps, to which I desire to make any amendment. 

I would not make this objection, I would not ask this change, 
I would not support this amendment if I did not believe it meant 
a great deal to the development of my State, and that it is very 
important that it should be made. I want to call the attention of 
the committee to the fact that this estimate was approved for 
$300,000 by the Secretary of the Interior. I want further to call | 
attention to the fact that there was a deficiency of $15,000 in this 
branch of the work last year, and I want to say further to my 
friends that if this amendment is not incorporated and this sum 
is not increased, the estimate is that there will be $50,000 defi- 
ciency next year. Under these circumstances I appeal to my 
friend, the chairman of the committee [Mr. Cannon], to allow 
this amendment to be made, and if he will not, then good na- 
turedly, recognizing that sometimes the distinguished chairman | 
of the Committee on Appropriations cuts too deep, I ask the House 
to vote it, but I am sure, or at least I feel certain, that he will be ' 








willing to concede this much to those States that are so vitally 
interested in this survey. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Chairman, the very fact that there are 
eight States in the Union that are willing to appropriate mone 
out of their own treasuries for the purpose of expediting the wor 
of topographic surveys is of itself conclusive that these surveys 
are most urgently needed, and there is perhaps no branch of the 
Government work which needs to be extended so much as this, 
The fact is that geological surveys can not properly be made with- 
out topographic surveys. Almost all geological work is guess- 
work without topographic surveys. 

The uses to which these nei surveys can be put are 
enormous, not only in the studying of the geological formationa 
of the ground, but also as indicating where railroads can be 
built; where, in my country, canals and ditches for irrigation 
purposes can be built, and how much territory can be covered by 
the same; and the uses to which these surveys can be put are 
most remarkable compared to what is ordinarily understood. It 
seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that this is a meritorious amend- 
ment, and that it should be adopted. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Chairman, it has been stated that $101,000 
has been appropriated by States to assist in this enterprise of se- 
curing a topographical survey of the country and assisting the 
geological department of the Government in doing this work. 
Now, if $101,000 is appropriated by the States, and the Govern- 
ment of the United States under its custom appropriates a like 
sum of $101,000 to be used in those States, that takes $101,000 from 
the general fund, so that the amount left to be expended in the 
States where no State appropriations have been made becomes 
very small; and if the appropriation remains as it now is the effect 
will be that the principal part of the work must be done in those 
States which have cooperated with the National Government. 
The greater number of States in the Union where topographic 
work is now being done are not cooperating with the National 
Government, and the result of that will be that the work in those 
States must cease, or the greater portion of it must cease, unless 
the appropriation is increased. 

I believe it is the duty of this Congress to look into this matter 
and to advance this enterprise by making a greater appropriation 
so that we can extend these surveys not only in those States which 
are cooperating with the National Government, but in all the 
States of the country. There ought to be topographical surveys 
not only in the States where the work is being carried on, but the 
work ought to be extended to every State in the Union; and in 
order that that extension may be made and that these surveys 
may go on it is necessary that the appropriations be increased. If 
no States in the Union cooperated with the National Government, 
then the work would be diffused just as it has been; but as I have 
explained in the beginning of these remarks, there are eight 
States which cooperate, and the policy of the Government is to 
expend an amount — to that Si ee by the States. I 
appreciate the fact that those States which are sufficiently con- 
cerned in the matter to appropriate their own money ought to 


| have favor over those States that have not sufficient concern to 
| make the appropriation; but it is also true that the National Gov- 


ernment has the same interest in one part of its domain that it 
has in every other. If this service is good for the State of Ohio, 
it is good for every other State in this Union, and ought to be ex- 
tended to all parts of the country. I am concerned, therefore, 
that this amendment be enacted into law. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, just a word. The appropria- 
tion for this service for the current year is $950,000 in round num- 
bers. This bill carries $1,000 more for the service than the 
appropriation for the current year; a large appropriation for geol- 
ogy, if you stop to think a minute. This is a growing service. 
That is true. It is a live service—no doubt about it. Itis a hus- 
tling service—no doubt about that. It is true, now, that a por- 
tion of this money for topography is spent in States that make 
appropriations from the State treasuries, and my observation is 


that this Burean is quite lively in suggesting to States that that 


is a wise thing todo. An employee of the Bureau goes out to the 
State legislature, and the beauties of topography are pictured in 
many colors. Sometimes the State legislature appropriates and 
sometimes it does not. In my State of Illinois the State did not 
catch on. I am not saying that you do not need topography in 
West Virginia and North Carolina and Colorado. You have had 
a good deal of it in Colorado. Now, we recommend the same 


| amount for the coming year as there is for this year—$250,000 for 


topography—and between nine hundred and ten hundred thou- 
sand dollars forthe whole service. Your committee thought that 
we had better leave something for posterity in topography. _ 
Mr. SHAFROTH. Is it not a fact that by reason of this policy 
indicated by the gentleman, that these States appropriate money 
for geological surveys, which requires that the Government should 
pay a certain part of the survey, that it leaves for the other States 
a very small amount, and thus it makes those States which make 
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the appropriation get more of the work done, while those States 
which do not make the appropriation get less than should be made? 
Mr. CANNON. A = many have been made in Colorado. 


Mr. SHAFROTH. But Colorado has not made any appropria- 
tion corresponding to that which has been made by the Govern- 


ment. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I will say to the gentleman that great 
large blocks of this money have been spent within her borders. 

r. SHAFROTH. I do not think any greater proportion than 
in other parts of the country. 

Mr. CANNON. The truth is, in the few States which contrib- 
ute the hustling surveyor from Washington met the hustling sur- 
veyor of the State, and they pooled their issues, and the legisla- 
ture came down. That is about all. 


Mr. DAYTON. Is this survey of no importance? 
Mr. CANNON. Oh, yes. 
Mr. DAYTON. Is it not important that they should be had in 


those States where they are absolutely needed and called for? 

Mr. CANNON. Topography is ascertaining the lay of the 
country; how high the hills are, and all that kind of thing. It is 
map-making work. That is topography. : 

r. DAYTON. About these maps; the gentleman will cer- 
tainly understand the point when I say that upon these maps de- 
pend the investment, in my State, of thousands and hundreds of 
thousands of dollars, because the lay of the coal can be estimated, 
the policy of running a branch line of railroad to get that coal 
can be estimated from them. And these maps, I want to say to 
the gentleman, in m jud, ent, are of greater value than all 
other Government publications put together, and it has been im- 
possible for me to meet the demard for them. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, after all, the coal ledge, as it grew and 
developed, is still in West Virginia, and has been there for many 
centuries, and it will still be there for many centuries. So far as 
saying that these maps are necessary or useful in building rail- 
roads, I would say they are not. Whenever a railroad company 
wants to build a railroad it puts on its own surveyors and locates 
its lines. It was the opinion of your committee that the great 
appropriation of this year, amounting to nearly a million dollars, 
was enough for this service, and therefore we make the recom- 
mendation that we do. Now, having said that much, I am will- 
ing to leave it to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. DAYTON. Will the gentleman answer me one other 


question? 
Mr. CANNON. IfI can. 
Mr. DAYTON. In your estimate you cut down the estimate 


of the Secretary of the Interior, did you not, $50,000? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, we have cut off $12,000,000 of estimates in 
making up this bill. 

Mr. DAYTON. There was a deficiency for this work of $15,000 
last year, was there not? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, my friend is mistaken there. 

Mr. DAYTON. That is the statement made to me under au- 
thority by one who claims to know. 

Mr. CANNON. I have got the memorandum, and I have con- 
firmed it. There was no deficiency for topography, and we have 
no right to make one. 

Mr. DAYTON. The work was delayed. 

Mr. CANNON. Iwill say to my friend you can spend five mil- 
lions in West Virginia the coming year in making maps. 

Mr. DAYTON. Oh, that is too extreme a statement. 

Mr. CANNON. If you should have men enough, one or two 
millions. So you oak in all the States. I think that really we 
are making very good s . Your committee came to the same 
opinion, and I am quite content that the Committee of the Whole 
House should dis of the amendment. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I would like to make a suggestion right 
there, if the Fe will permit me? 5 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. That by reason of these eight States appro- 


riating $101,000, the result is that the United States Treasury | 


1as got to spend a like amount in them, and that leaves only 
$150,000 to the other States, and does not put them in as good a 
position as they were in before. 

Mr. CANNON. I would say to the gentleman that there is no 
law which requires the United States to spend dollar for dollar. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Well, that has been the policy of the Bu- 
reau. 

Mr. CANNON. That is a matter of administration. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. There is no question but what that will be 
the policy. 

Mr. CANNON. That is a matter of administration. It may 
be wise and it may be unwise. I did not shed any tears when the 
Illinois legislature did not make any appropriation for topog- 
raphy—not one. Yet they were urged very strongly to do so; 
but corn still grows in Dlinois, and we still mine more coal than 
any State in the Union, except Pennsylvania. 





| there is no estimate for that. 





Mr. NEWLANDS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. What is the amount originally estimated 
for this work? 

Mr. CANNON. Three hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. To what amount has the committee cut 


the appropriation? 
Mr. CANNON. We recommend $250,000, the same as the cur- 
rent year. 


Mr. NEWLANDS. And what work does that cover, may I 
? 


k? 

Mr. CANNON. Itcovers everything that the Government will 
spend on topography. They can only have it spent as we recom- 
mend. If the committee adopt the amendment it will be in- 
creased by $50,000, to $300,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 


Mr. CANNON. Well, we may as well have a stand-up vote. 
Po CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from [linois demands a 
ivision. 


The committee divided; and there were—ayes 58, noes 24. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule on the point of 
order made by the gentleman from Illinois to the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Iowa. The paragraph occurs on 
pages 57 and 58 for the protection of the salmon fisheries in Alaska 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury. To this 

ragraph the gentlemnn from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] offers the fol- 

owing amendment: 

Add to line 2, 58, the following: 

“And the further sum of $10,000 to be used for such purpose, in the discre- 
tion of the Secretary of the Treasury.” 

The Chair, on examining the existing law on the subject, finds 
it in section 4, chapter 387, which reads as follows: 


Sxc. 4. That to enforce the provisions of law herein, and such regulations 
as the Secretary of the Treasury may establish in pursuance thereof, he is 
authorized and directed to appoint 1 inspector of fisheries, at a salary $1,800 
per annum, and 2 assistant inspectors, at a salary of $1,600 each per annum 
and he will annually submit to Congress estimates to cover the salaries an 
actual traveling expenses of the officers hereby authorized and for such other 
ere as may be necessary to carry out the provisions of the law 

erein. 


The Chair is inclined to the opinion that where the Secretary 
of the Treasury submits estimates for such other expenditures as 
may be necessary to carry out the provisions of the law herein, 
then Congress should appropriate for such purposes. But, under 
existing law, Congress is not authorized to appropriate money to 
be expended within the discretion of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. The Chair therefore sustains the point of order. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend, in line 1, page 
58, by striking out the word ‘‘ seven’’ and inserting ‘‘ seventeen.”’ 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 58, line 1, strike out the word “seven” and insert the word 
“seventeen.” 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that 
This is all that the Secretary of 
the Treasury asks and all he is entitled to under the law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not understand that the 
law limits the amount to be appropriated. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, Mr. Chairman, I want to say this, and 
then I am ready for a vote. Here is the law, and the Secretary 
of the Treasury makes his estimate and says he wants $7,000. 
This amendment seeks to give him $17,000. Under the law, in 
my judgment, he can not spend it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Iowa. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
LACEY) there were—ayes 7, noes 24, 

So the amendment was lost. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
gr, 000 engraving and printing the geological maps of the United States, 

70,000. 

Mr. SMALL. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, on page 72, line 12, by striking out the word “seventy” and in- 
serting the words “ one hundred.” 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Chairman,I think I can save the 
gentleman some time. It seems to have been the sense of the 
House to increase by $50,000 the appropriation for topography. 
It would look as if it would follow as a logical sequence that we 
should increase the appropriation for making maps and outlines 
of survey. Otherwise, I guess the first appropriation would not 
be apt. In view of the action of the committee, I think this would 
follow. 








Mr. SMALL. I think the gentleman from Mlinois has stated 
the situation correctly—one would necessarily follow the other. 


The question was taken, and the amendment was 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In all, for the United States Geological Survey, $880,570. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, for the purpose of correcting 

the totals I offer the following amendment: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 72, line 25, strike out “eight hundred and eighty” and insert 

“nine hundred and sixty;” so that it will read ‘* $960,570." 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the correction will be 
made. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as follows: 

Census Office: The unexpended balance of the appro riation made by the 
sundry civil appropriation act approved March 8, 1, for salaries and neces- 
sary expenses for taking and compiling results of the Twelfth Census is 
hereby reappropriated and made available for continuing the work of taking 
the Twelfth Census, and for all expenses arising under and authorized by the 
act to provide for a permanent Census ,approved March 6, 1902, including 
the purchase of necessary law books, books of reference and periodicals, 
and manuscripts: Provided, That estimates in detail for the expenses of the 
potmenese Census Office for the fiscal year 1904 and annually thereafter shall 

»e submitted in the regular Book of imates. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, by direction of the committee 
I offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 73, after line 15, insert “the Secretary of the Interior is hereb 
directed to cause to be sold as waste paper or destroyed the population sched- 
ules of the Eleventh and prior censuses of the United States. The ulation 
schedules of the Twelfth Census and all subsequent censuses 1 likewise 
= an or destroyed as soon as the results therein shall be tabulated and pub- 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improvement of the General Grant National Park: For protection and 
improvement of the park, construction of fences and trails, and repairing 
and extension of roads, to be expended under the supervision of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, $2,500. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Iofferthe amendment which I ask the Clerk 
to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improvement of Mount Rainier National Park: For protection and im- 
provement of the park, construction of fences and trails, and repairing and 
extension of roads, to be expended under the supervision of the decretary of 
the Interior, $10,000. 

Mr. CANNON, I reserve a point of order on this amendment, 
if the gentleman desires to be heard. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. The amendment which I have just offered 
seeks simply to make an appropriation for the only national park 
within the limits of the State of Washington. This national park 
was created by act of Congressin 1889. There is contained within 
the limits of this park some of the most beautiful natural scenery 
to be seen anywhere on the American continent. It is said by 
many who have visited it to far exceed some of the wonders of 
the Yellowstone National Park. 

Since the time this national park was created there never has 
been a dollar expended by the Government for its improvement 
or protection. It seems tome that in a time when we are passing 
legislation of this kind toimprove and beautify the other national 
parks of the United States it is perfectly fair and proper that we 
should make a small appropriation for the improvement and pres- 
ervation of one of the most beautiful of all the national parks. 
It is situated in a climate far more salubrious than the Yellow- 
stone National Park, and is far more easy of access. It contains 
one of the most beautiful single mountain peaks in the world, be- 
sides many other beauties too numerous to mention. 

I have before me a copy of the act of Congress which created 
this park and set aside the land within its limits for the purpose 
ofa park. It must be very manifest to everyone here that unless | 
a reasonable amount of money be expended for the improvement | 
of this park—for the creation of roads and trails, for such im- | 
provements as will make it possible for the pleasure seeker to | 
find his way through this park—unless this is done the legisla- | 
tion which created the park will practically fail of the end that | 
was.in view when it was adopted. 

I call the attention of the members of the committee to the fact 
that we ask in this connection only the modest sum of $10,000. | 
Year after year I have sat in this House and witnessed appropria- 
tion after appropriation go through for the further improvement | 
of the Yellowstone National Park, for the improvement of the | 
national park in California, and for the improvement of other 
national parks in the United States. I now simply appeal to that 
spirit of fairness which exists in this House to grant that some 
portion of that money which to-day is being expended for the 
improvement of the national parks of the United States else- 


to. 


where may be expended in and upon the only national park 
within the boundaries of the State of Washington. 
Mr. CANNON, 


Mr. Chairman, J have here in the volume be- 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





fore me the act making the Mount Rainier district a national 
park. Ido not raise any point of order, because it seems to me 
the proposed amendment is not subject to a point of order. But 
I do submit that it is not wise at this time, if ever (and I do not 
enter the domain of prophecy to say whether it will ever be wise), 
to commence improving this national park. I have never been 
in this park. I have seen it fromafar. I understand that it is 
as much as a man’s life is worth to undertake to go into it for any 
considerable distance. 

I recollect that some little while ago I was tly interested in 
reading a@ rt of the escape of some g citizens who went 
upon a picnic excursion into that park. Mount Rainier is a 
great mountain. Many of you have seen it. But on looking at 
the act now before me making this a national park, I find that 
the Northern Pacific Railroad Company seems to own half of it. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. They have released much of their lands 
there, and taken other lands in lieu thereof since the passage of 


the act comme he — 

Mr. CANNON. Entirely? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Very nearly. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I would like to know how “ nearly,”’ be- 
cause “‘ very nearly’’ might mean that a good many thousand 
acres are not yet released. And I would glad to know how 
much the Northern Pacific Railroad sold before it took the new 
lands for the balance. And then I find another peculiar provision: 

Szc. 5. That the mineral land laws of the United States are hereby ex- 
tended to the lands lying within the said reserve and said park. 

I do not know whether any mining is going on there. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Is the gentleman aware of the attitude of 
the Department of Interior in reference to this matter? 

Mr. CANNON. Ihave just discovered this law extending the 
mineral land laws to that park. They are not extended to the 
Yellowstone Park or the Yosemite or the Sequoia. How much 
mining is there in this park? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. ere is not any mining going on within the 
limits of this park—that is, there is none to speak of. ink one 
or two little mineral prospects have been made within the limits 
of the park. 

Now, as the gentleman seems to manifest such an interest in 
this subject, 1 may be pardoned for interrupting him for the pur- 
pose of adding somewhat to his stock of information. The gen- 
tleman says he has never been in the park; that he has seen it 
from afar. Well, I have been in the park and through it from 
circumference to center, from the lower valleys to the snowy 
summit of Mount Tacoma—and, by the way, this reminds me that 
the gentleman from Illinois has become confused regarding the 
name of the mountain and the name of the park. Mount Tacoma 
is the mountain situated in the Mount Rainier National Park! 
[ Laughter. } 

Now, then, the statement that it is as much as a man’s life is 
worth to go for any considerable distance into this park is simply 
foolishness, and I do not conceive that the gentleman made that 
objection in any earnest sense. Man, woman, or child would be 
a great deal safer in that k day or night than they would be 
in some of the streets and alleys of the city of Chicago in the 
gentleman’s own State of Mlinois. 

Now, then, referring to the gentleman's objection that the 
Northern Pacific Railway owns lands in the park. is is an 
error as far as the practical facts are concerned. The land grant 
of the Northern Pacific Railway, which was made yearsago, gave 
them a large amount of land throughout that whole region. 
They originally owned, I believe, every alternate section within 
the limits of what is now the national park. 

To the best of my recollection, the railroad company have re- 
leased all or nearly all their holdings within this park and, under 
the law, selected other lands in lieu thereof. Had I had the faint- 
est idea that any sueh objection as this would be made, I should 
have had a map or plat here showing the exact amount of land 
within the limits of the park now controlled by the railway com- 
pany. But, as I said before, the company have released practi- 
cally all their lands therein, and they are releasing the balance 
as rapidly as possible. 

What earthly difference could such an objection make? The 
railway company had certain lands within these limits before the 
law was passed creating this park. If the ownership of these 
lands was any serious obstacle to the creation or improvement of 
this park, how did the act come to pass creating the park in the 
first place? It seems that the gentleman from Illinois has con- 


| jured up a fear that was not possessed by House at the time it 


passed the law creating this park. Do not make any mistake. I 


| am not urging this appropriation for the Northern Pacific or any 
| other railroad company. 


Iam not standing on this floor as the 
representative of the railway company. And the fact is well 
known to all the people of my home that on this floor I represent 
the people of the State of Washington and not the corporate in- 
terests of any railway company. 
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a into this case is nothing more | ay, how much of it has been taken up under the 
than a ‘‘ ghost.’’ The only possible interest, near or remote, that mineral-land law, without any investigation whatever or any es- 
the Northern Pacific Railroad Capores eves © have mae seeing this | timate aanveee, do ae) peeves it wise at this time to make this 
appropriation made to improve this park is thatit would increase | appropriation. I am ready for a vote. 
the tourist travel and ay peaeeee oe Sennen Gare meee | Phe ee : 3 ian is on the amendment offered 
is the very same interest they have in the Yellowstone Natio | by the gentleman from Washington. 
Park, for the improvement of which this committee has just oa a was taken; oa on a division called for by | <r. 
voted an appropriation! JSHMAN there were—ayes 19, noes 28. 
I have offered this amendment in response to the widespread | So the amendment was rejected. 
and universal sentiment of all the people of the Stateof Washing- | The Clerk read as follows: 
ton. — -— to a an .~ of —_ State improved | 1 Antictam battlefield: For re - and presorvat ion of monuments, tablets, 
7 Oo Trvation tower, roi . C ences, etc., Made and constructec y 18 
ee States. There = ge wn aanenanea en a aan a within the limits of the Antietam battlefield, 
about the fact that they should have a desire similar to the de- | Sg ema ere en eaten emaciel 
sires possessed by other people on a similar subject, is there? | t F a. aS 
Further than this, I am utterly unable to conceive why the | The Clerk read as foll : 
mere fact that the mineral-land laws of the United States still ONES FERS OS TO WS: 


exist within the limits of this park should be made the basis of | Ap eee eae ee eee eee Mane the town of 
. . . . rpose b macada A y J 
an objection to the improvement of that park. Ever since the | 5 burg, Washington County, Md., over the battlefield of Antietam, and 


white man has lived in that region, ever since Lewis and Clarke oer arenes arin to the Connecticut Monument on oid batt: lefield, upon 
¥ “4 i ; ; 7 and alo ® present county roa ween said points, iN : rovided, 
é xplored me — om, ilies mnce Marcus Whitman dedicated however, t county commissioners of said Washington County, in the 
that region to Christian civilization, those same lands have been | State of Maryland, shall first convey and confirm said roadway to the United 
subject to mining exploration and mineral location—but there | States by a good and sufficient title, approved by the Attorney-General of 


; cond . con’ : : the United States. The expenditure of said sum, or so much thereof as may 
has not any body been mining therein. The muning laws being IN | be necessar , Shall be ouiae under the direction and supervision of the 
force in that region simply gave all men the an of mining | Quartermaster-General in conformity to the genera! plan of improvement of 


therein, but nobody has taken advantage of that opportunity, | the national cemetery and battlefield of Antietam.” 


because there was no great mineral belt or mineral deposits within | Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the 
the limits of the park. Therefore it seems to me that the worthy | point of order. 


chairman of the Appropriation Committee is conjuring up a mat-| Mr. PEARRE. I do not understand the gentleman makes the 
ter for an excuse which, upon examination, seems to me to have | point of order now. 
no real merit in it. ; Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I reserve it. 

I have neglected to state that a bill has already passed the Sen-| Mr. PEARRE. Mr. Chairman, this amendment simply em- 
ate a day or two ago making an appropriation of $25,000 for the | bodies an appropriation of $10,000 for the purpose of constructing 
improvement of this same park. Now, then, I have by some sad | a road on the battlefield of Antietam between the town of Sharps- 
experience in this line heretofore arrived at a realizing sense of | burg, in Washington County, Md., and the Connecticut monu- 
how difficult it is to secure an amendment upon an appropriation | ment, or the monument erected to the courage and valor of the 
bill which was not favored by the Appropriation Committee. | Eleventh Connecticut Regiment in the battle of Antietam, which 
Now, then, it seems to me that I am unusually modest in asking | is just beyond the Burnside Bridge, at which point this regiment 
for the sum of $10,000, when the United States Senate has already, | and other regiments of the Federal Army showed great gallantry. 
this very session of Congress, passed a bill making a specific ap- The general plan of improving the battlefield of Antietam is 
propriation of $25,000 for this very purpose. : _.. | not a new one, and it has been the unbroken practice of the Con- 

A word more on this objection to making this soomgeintion gress of the United States to make appropriations not only for 
because the mining laws are still in existence in this park. The | the purpose of marking distinct and distinguished points on that 
Public Land Department in the United States, and the Depart- | battlefield, but for the purpose of building roadways, not only 
ment having cognizance of all mining matters in the United | roadways to the adjoining national cemetery of Antietam, but 
States, is the Department of the Interior. Therefore, this same | also for the purpose of building roadways along the battle lines 
Department has supervision of this land as a oe and juris- | of the various regiments which participated in that battle. If 
diction over any mining operations that might carried on in | need be, Mr. Chairman, I can go back for several years and show 
the park under existing law. Therefore, if there was any im- | the legislation on this subject. At the first session of the Fifty- 
pre (age in making an ners for a public or national second Congress an appropriation was made 
— because the anes Sows —— in force = that park, the For the purpose of surveying, locating, and preserving the lines of battle of 
Secretary of the Interior would have been the y ery person who | the Army of the Potomac and of the Army of Northern Virginia at Antietam, 
would have objected. and for marking the same, and for locating and marking the positions of 

Now, as a matter of fact, the Secretary of the Interior not only am “ oe em | nas < = eet oan —en oe 
has not objected to this appropriation being made, but he recom- | a aaiioaiiioan. e purchase of sites for tablets for the marking of such 
mends that it be made. read briefly from what the Secretary . : : os ays ond con 
o Interior said upon this subject in men communication: | iste deep ailee te tas yes ss, at its third session, there 
park sy $0 ciate Hat she lngisiation contomainie’ cn een oe Battlefield of Antietam: For completing the work of locati ng, preserving, 
tional Park contained in my last annual report to the President of the opera- | and marking the lines of battle at Antietam, and for properly marking with 
tions of this Department, pages 132 and 133. I have the honor, therefore, to | tablets, each bearing a brief historical legend, compiled without praise and 
recommend that this ame ent be incorporated in the sundry civil bill without censure, the positions occupied by the sev>ral commands of the 
when it reaches the Senate and that it may receive the favorable considera- | #™miles of the Potomac and of Northern Virginia on that field. 
tion of Congress. And I will direct the attention of the gentleman from Massa- 

Now, if there had been any objection to the making of an ap- | chusetts to the following language: 
propriation of this kind by reason of the fact that the mineral And for opening and improving avennes along the positions occupied by 
laws of the United States extended to this domain, certainly the troops upon those lines, and for fencing the same, $9,421, to be immediately 
Secretary of the Interior, the man under whose jurisdiction the | *vailable, and to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of War. 
Land Department is conducted and mining locations are made, Going on later we find in the Fifty-fourth Congress, at its first 
would have had knowledge of that fact and would have made it | session, in the sundry civil bill, the following: 





the basis of his objection; but he did not. | . Battlefield of Antietam: For completing the work of locating, preserving, 
I certainly hope that the committee will grant us this most | and marking the positions of troops and lines of battle of the Union and Con 
modest request. federate armies at Antietam and the closely related battlesat Harpers Ferry, 


_Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to call the atten- | Positions to be marked with east iron tablets each bearing a brief historical 
tion of the committee to this fact: First, that no estimate or sug- egend com fed wahest yankee and Without censure; for im provement of 
stion came Sec i - | roads own y the United States at Antietam; for monuments of cannon 
ot ae g from the : retary of the Interior or ~—_ other offi balls and bases therefor to mark the localities where six general officers were 
cial aa this appropriation. So far a6 I know, it makes its killed; for completing the observatory towers; for guideposts; for preparing 
appearance for the first time in the Committee of the Whole. We | and ublishing maps indicating the movements and positions of troops en- 
have had no op rtunity to examine it. The Secretary of the In- gaged in the battles and in the ‘Antietam campaign; and for services and 
terior did not Me k h of it at this ti to th: h materials incidental to the foregoing, $17,000, to be expended under the direc- 
the Sas ar, submits re official cciiuanhe on tl ceca eee we 
tame The gentleman teen from the oe But even prior to that time, a ( en = 7 = 
; j : ‘| bi 3, 1893, under the head of *‘ Battle lines ant 
I suppose, in reply to the request of a Senator. What it may be | bill approved March 3, 1893, u : 
worse I do not know. Who wrote the letter I do not know. | sites for tablets at Antietam,” the a mene curs: 
he Secretary ior investi i | For continuing the work of surveying, locating, and preserving lines of 
not eet iod I ‘do ES blr glade cians so battle of the Army of the Potomac and of the Army of Northern Virginia 


: aa at Antietam, and for locating and marking the positions of the 45 different 
have of this park, how much of it is owned by the Northern Pa- ' commands of the Regular Army engaged in the battle of Antietam, and for 
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purchase of sites for tablets for marking the same, and for the purchase of 
roadway to tablets, as follows: 


For the purchase of 50 additional tablets, and transporting and setting up 
same; purchase of 50 additional sites for tablets; salaries of rd, including 
office rent, hire of eee one mileage, and for the condemnation of the 
land and acquiring title of the same, and for the purchase of land for road- 
way from a point on the Sharpsburg and Hagerstown turnpike to a point on 
the Sharpsburg and Boonsboro turnpike (said land is known as the Bloody 
Lane or Sunken Road), and for repairing and fencing in said roadway, 
$15,000: Provided, That the Secretary of War is authorized to supply at 
Antietam such number of cannon and cannon balls as his judgment may ap- 
prove and which can be spared for the rae of marking the positions of 
the different commands engaged in the battle of Antietam. 

It therefore appears very clearly to my mind, Mr. Chairman, 
and I respectfully submit that it will appear to the mind of the 
chairman, that this is a public work or object now in progress, 
and that it can not with reason be held that the point of order 
against this appropriation can be sustained. It is the purpose of 
the Government of the United States not only to maintain its 
national cemetery at Antietam, but it is the clearly defined and 
distinctly declared purpose and object of the Government of the 
United States to maintain that battlefield of Antietam, to estab- 
lish the points of interest by tablets, and to lead to those tablets 
and other points of interest by roadways over land which has 
been purchased by the Government of the United States and im- 
proved by appropriations voted by the Congress of the United 
States. 

Mr. BUTLER. It is a part of the general system. 

Mr. PEARRE. It is a part of the general system, and it isonly 
in carrying out the object of this general system that this amend- 
ment is offered. It is, therefore, entirely germane to the purpose 
of the section to which it is offered and in line with the general 
policy of the Government in carrying out this public work or ob- 
ject now in progress. 

Why, sir, I have here a map, if the gentleman from [Illinois 
desires to see it, showing a number of roads through this battlefield, 
not leading directly and distinctly to the gates of the cemetery 
itself, which is a national cemetery, but a number of roads pur- 
chased by the Government, improved by the Government, main- 
tained by the Government. and for the maintenance of which 
this appropriation bill itself in this section and under this head 
contains appropriations, as will be seen on page 93, under the 
head of ‘‘Antietam battlefield: ”’ 

For repair and preservation of monuments, tablets, observation tower, 
roads, etc. 

Now. here is a plat furnished by the War Department, showing 
the er on the battlefield of Antietam, and showing 
not only the Bloody Lane, running from the Sharpsburg and 
Boonsboro pike to the Sharpsburg and Hagerstown pike, which 
has been purchased and improved by the Government and still 
continues to be maintained by the Government, but that a whole 
system of roads here in no way directly connected with the ceme- 


tery improvement or maintenance has been purchased and main- | 


tained and is now maintained by the Government of the United 
States. 

Now. with reference to this particular improvement, Mr. 
Chairman, this bill covers an appropriation for the improvement 
between what points? Between the town of Sharpsburg and the 


Connecticut monument, which is just on the opposite side of | 


Antietam, and which was erected to the valor of the Eleventh 
Connecticut Regiment, at the Burnside bridge, where perhaps the 
hottest fight on this battlefield took place. At the Burnside 
bridge the valor of American soldiery perhaps reached the pinna- 
cle of greatest achievement in the history of the armies of the 
United States. 

There, sir, arrayed against a hostile and well-disciplined foe, 
manning the approach to that bridge by artillery and infantry, 
raking with musketry fire from the rising ground beyond, and 
with field pieces loaded to the muzzle with grape and canister that 
made the entrance to this bridge an almost impregnable position, 
the Eleventh Connecticut, shoulder to shoulder with the brave 
and magnificent Second Maryland Regiment, made an unsuccess- 
ful and futile effort to carry that bridge under orders of superior 
officers. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I hope the gentleman may 
have five minutes more, if he desires it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent that the time of the gentleman from Mary- 
land may be extended for five minutes. Is there objection? [After 
a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. PEARRE. These two devoted regiments, sir, following 
the flag of their country and inspired by patriotic determination, 
went eight abreast into that perfect cul-de-sac of death. The pas- 
sage was so narrow, the means of approach so constricted, that 
only eight men could reach the bridge abreast. Baring their 
breasts to the leaden blast of battle, these dashing regiments filled 
that bridge to the very top of its parapets with the dead heroes 
and patriots of the Union. 
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With that effort failed as magnificent a military charge as 
was ever made in the annals of military history, equaling in 
every respect, aye, sir, excelling in many respects, the ing and 
futile dash of the six hundred at Balaklava. This charge and its 
gallantry was seconded by the call for two other regiments, the 
Fifty-first Pennsylvania and the Fifty-first New York. These 
regiments went into that action and with one magnificent shout- 
ing sweep they carried what appeared from a military strategic 
point of view to be an absolutely impregnable position and 
planted the colors of their es the hills beyond in the 
wake of the retreat of Toombs and Longstreet’s steady and well- 
disciplined troops. 

Now, sir, the Sixth district of Maryland, a State which, although 
a border State in that great struggle, furnished 62,000 loyal troops 
for the defense of the Government, its contention and its flag, 
asks the mere miserable pittance at the hands of this committee 
of this $10,000 to mark the spot of this unequaled and unexam- 
pled valor of these patriots of the land. It seems to me, sir, if I 
may be permitted to say so, that this is no place to interpose a 
point of order upon whose sharp point every objectionable or 
what is considered unnecessary suggestion of legislation is thrown 
out. 

Why, sir, what do we ask to-day compared with what has been 
done for the other great national cemeteries and battlefields? 
Eighty-four thousand seven hundred and thirty-one dollars have 
been expended at Antietam in the exploitation of the national 
park and the battlefield. Chickamauga, without the provision 
of $100,000 carried in this bill, has already received from the lar- 
gesse of the Government $1,138,000. Gettysburg National Park 
has already received, without the Rap ee of $75,000 carried 
in this bill, $457,922. Shiloh National Park has already received 
$300,000, without the $50,000 in this bill. And Vicksburg has re- 
ceived $130,000, without the appropriation for it which is covered 
in this bill. Seventy-eight thousand as compared with a million 
or more; seventy-eight thousand compared with a hundred and 
thirty thousand, which is the smallest amount which has been 
expended upon any other battlefield or national park. 

I confidently, sir, submit that this appropriation will be a mon- 
ument not only to the generosity but to the patriotism of the 
House. This battlefield was more pregnant, perhaps, of great 
results, or the objects achieved by this battle were perhaps more 
pregnant with great results, than any other battle of the war of 
the rebellion. In that fight McClellan hurled Lee back in disas- 
ter across the Potomac, and kept him within the Southland, kept 
him away from an attack on the North. And more than that, 
sir, it enabled Abraham Lincoln to carry out that great purpose 
and broad-hearted humanity with which his heart and mind had 
been inspired—namely, the declaration of emancipation—which 
depended upon that victory, and by that victory was consummated 
by Lincoln the next day, to the glory of the Republican party, of 
Abraham Lincoln, and the lasting and unending benalls of the 
human race. 

I respectfully submit, sir, that this appropriation should pass. 
[Loud a eee.) 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, the question 
here is a mere question of parliamentary law. If I were called 
upon to vote for the further improvement of the battlefield of An- 
tietam, I certainly would vote for such an improvement. I believe 
the Government can well afford to spend more money on that 
beautiful field, where one of the most signal battles of the war 
was fought. But no such question arises. It happened for the 
time being, in the momentary absence of the chairman of the 
committee, that the duty fell upon me to reserve the point of order 
against the amendment offered by the gentleman from Maryland, 
a point of order which I now make. 

The Government unquestionably has established a memorial 
battlefield by the banks of Antietam River. The citations sub- 
mitted to the Chair by the gentleman from Maryland show that 
that work is completed. The appropriations are for the comple- 
tion of the park at Antietam. In two of the acts which the gen- 
tleman read the appropriation is phrased to be for the completion 
of the battlefield. 

The proposition here is not to repair and preserve the completed 
park, but the proposition is to acquire a road outside of the oa 
from the county commissioners of the county in which the village 
of Sharpsburg is situated, and to improve that as a road leading 
to the battlefield itself. Now, that is not a project that is either 
in progress or that is authorized by any existing law. 

he proposition is too plain to admit of any argument. If my 
memory serves me correctly, it is the same proposition, if not in the 
same words, in substance that has been submitted by the gentle- 
man from Maryland before, and has been ruled to be out of order 
by the chairman presiding over the committee. I think there is 


no essential distinction, if there is any distinction at all, between 
the cases where the Chair has ruled adversely and the case now 
presented to the Chair for decision. I submit that very clearly, 
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by the plainest principles of parliamentary law, this amendment 
is not in order. 

Mr. PEARRE. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will permit 
me, and I will not trench upon the time of the committee very 
far, there is one matter I neglected to call to the attention of the 
committee, and that is that I have here an agreement from the 
county commissioners of Washington County, in Maryland, and 
also from the town council of os. agreeing to convey to 
the Government the necessary land, so that there would be no 
cost to the Government outside of the mere improvement. 

I should also say that in January, 1901, I secured from the depot 
quartermaster’s office the following indorsement: 

[Second indorsement. ] 
DEPOT QUARTERMASTER’S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., January 23, 1901. 

Respectfully returned to the Quartermaster-General of the Army. 

The construction of a road on or near the present highway, from the in- 
tersection of Mill street and the Antietam National Cemetery roadway in 
the town of Sharpsburg, Md.,to and beyond the Burnside bridge to the mon- 
ument of the Eleventh Connecticut Infantry on the Antietam battlefield, 
would be of great er the only approach to this bridge being by a very 
rough, badly kept road, very dusty in summer and almost impassable over 
portions of itin winter. The costof the construction of a road similar to the 
avenues which have been built by the United States on the battlefield will 
be between $8,000 and $10,000. 

I therefore recommend that the road be built,and if an appropriation be 
made for the purpose the amount should be $10,000, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary. 

T. E. TRUE, 


Major and Quartermaster, U. 8S. A., Depot Quartermaster. 

I should also add to that that in a report accompanying the 
submission of a bill introduced by Senator McComas in the Sen- 
ate of the United States, General Ludington, Quartermaster- 
General, sent to the committee of the Senate the following com- 
munication: 

WAR DEPARTMENT, QUARTERMASTER-GENERAL’'S OFFICE, 
‘ashington, March 4, 1902. 


Str: I have the honor to return herewith Senate bill 4099, Fifty-seventh 
Congress, first session, “To provide for a macadamized roadway from the 
town of Sharpsburg, Md., to the Connecticut monument on the battlefield of 
Antietam,” and to Seemeeesy report that the existing road, the improve- 
ment of which is contempla by this bill, is not one of those selected for 
improvement by the “Antietam ttlefield commissioners,” but is practi- 
cally a street or county road from the town of Sharpsburg, Md., intersect- 
ing the Government roadway to the Antietam National Cemetery, about a 
quarter of a mile west of that cemetery, and extending in a southeasterly 
direction about a mile to the Burnside Bridge and Connecticut monument. 

So far as the interests of the Antietam National Cemetery are concerned 
the improvement of the road in question is not deemed necessary; it is, how- 
ever, ver? rough, hilly, and in places too narrow to t the passage of 
teams with safety. Its improvement would undoubtedly be of advan in 
affording a shorter and more direct approach to the Burnside Bridge and Con- 
necticut monument, two of the principal points of interest to visitors, than 
by the usual route via Rodman avenue. Its construction as an addition to 
the roadways heretofore constructed under the direction of the “Antietam 
battlefield commissioners” is recommended, provided a goodkand sufficient 
title thereto be first secured to the United States. 


tfull 
" M. I. LUDENG@TON 


Quartermaster-Gé@aseal, U. 8. A, 
The SECRETARY OF WAR. 


[First indorsement. ] 
WAR DEPARTMENT, March 6, 1902. 

Respectfully returned to the chairman Committee on Military Affairs, 
United States Senate, inviting attention to the accompanying report of the 
Quartermaster-General of the Army, dated March 4 instant. 

WM. CAREY SANGER 
Assistant Secretary of War. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Has that bill passed the Senate? 

Mr. PEARRE. No, sir. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. If it passes the Senate it will 
go to the Committee on Military Affairs, and when it is reported 
from the committee I should vote in favor of it, but that is not 
the ee before the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule. During the 
second session of the Fifty-fifth Congress a similar amendment 
to this was offered, and the Chair made the following ruling: 
“The building of a road on land not owned by the Government is 
not in continuation of Government work on a battlefield.”’ 

ean Chair, following that precedent, will sustain the point 
of order. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Lawrence, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration House bill 13123, the 
sundry civil appropriation bill, and had come to no resolution 

nereon, 


THOMAS F. TOBY AND ELIAS H. PARSONS. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, on Behalf of the Committee on 
Military Affairs, I ask unanimous consent for the return to the 
committee for further consideration of the bill (H. R. 8544) to 
place Elias H. Parsons on the retired list of the United States 
Army; also House bill 6458, for the relief of Thomas F. Toby. 
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Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to inquire of the 
gentleman from New Jersey the object of returning these bills. 

Mr. PARKER. The reports were premature and the commit- 
tee ask that they be returned. 

Mr. SULZER. What does the gentleman mean by premature? 

Mr. PARKER. There is a mistake in them. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause. ] 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


MINORITY REPORT—CHINESE-EXCLUSION BILL. 


Mr. CLARK. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the minority of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, I ask unanimous consent to file a 
substitute for House bill 15031, the Chinese-exclusion bill, with 
a report. ‘ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent to file on behalf of the minority of the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs a substitute for House bill 15031, being the 
Chinese-exclusion bill, with a report. Is there objection? [After 
a pause.]| The Chair hears none. 

OKLAHOMA, ARIZONA, AND NEW MEXICO. 


Mr. KNOX. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer a privileged report 
to accompany House bill 12543, to enable the people of Okla- 
homa, Arizona, and New Mexico to form constitutions and State 
governments and be admitted into the Union on an equal footing 
with the original States. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts, chair- 
man of the Committee on Territories, reports a bill for the ad- 
mission of certain Territories, which will be ordered printed, and 
referred to the Calendar of the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

S. 3216. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry M. 
Taylor; 

S. 3213. An act granting a pension to Anna J. Thomas; 

S. 3187. An act granting an increase of pension to Leroy 8. 
Smith; 

S. 3072. An act granting a pension to Oliver Gisborne; 

S. 2976. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Thompson; 
an 2938. An act granting an increase of pension to Margaret 

nn; 

S. 2768. An act granting an increase of pension to John G. 
Hutchinson; 

S. 4214. An act granting an increase of pension to John Mc- 
Donald; 

S. 4021. An act granting a pension to Sarah Frances Taft; 

S. 3910. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert S. 
Woodbury; 

S. 1982. An act granting an increase of pension to Eugene J. 
Oulman; 

S. 1967. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 
Freeman; 

S. 1979. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel M. 
Howard; 

S. 1942. An act granting an increase of pension to Kate A, 





The 


Clements; 

S. 1924. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Feneran; 

S. 4095. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles C. 
Dudley; 

S. 1872. Anact granting an increase of pension to Abbie George; 

S. 1681. An act granting an increase of pension to Maria Louisa 
Michie; 

S. 1680. An act granting an increase of pension to Ella R. 
Graham; 

S. 1289. An act granting an increase of pension to Julius W. 
Clark; 


S. 1264. An act granting an increase of pension to Torgus 
Haraldson; 

S. 3743. An act granting an increase of pension to Frances Gur- 
ley Elderkin; 

S. 3696. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward H. 
Armstrong; 
S. 8660. An act granting a pension to Mary Sweeney; 

S. 3650. An act granting a pension to Sarah A. Carter; 

S. 3577. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary V. 
Walker; 

S. 3518. 

S. 3481. 
Dexter; 

8. 3514. 
Parmelee; 


An act granting a pension to Nadine A. Turchin; 
An act granting an increase of pension to James E. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Leander 








dod 





5. 3299. 
S. 1095. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Isaiah Tufford; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Mary Morgan; 


S. 4086. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles W. 
Foster; 
S. 1039. An act granting an increase of pension to Nathaniel 


C. Goodwin; 

S. 965. An act granting a pension to Eliza B. Gamble; 

S. 880. An act granting an increase of pension to Emory §. 
Foster; 

3. 13. An act granting an increase of pension to George Daniels; 

3. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 

Stone; 
S. 2398. 
Myers; 

S. 2625. 
lin; 

S. 2505. 

S. 2379. 
Evans; 

S. 2287. 
Josephine 

S. 2262. 

S. 2046. 
Sauls; 

S. 2006. 

S. 4486. 
Robinson; 

S. 4413. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha A. 
Greenleaf; 

S. 4363. An act granting the Central Arizona Railway Company 
a right of way for railroad purposes through the San Francisco 
Mountains Forest Reserve; 

S. 4846. An act granting a pension to Augusta Turner; and 

S. 4804. An act granting a pension to John 8. Nelson. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills and joint resolution 
of the following titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and 
referred to their appropriate committees as indicated below: 

S. R. 71. Joint resolution directing the Secretary of the In- 
terior to restate the accounts of certain registers and receivers of 
the United States land offices in the State of Kansas, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

S. 4306. An act for the relief of Edward Haines, John Hangland, 
Wallace L. Reed, W. D. Davis, Martin Monson, Johann Bottjer, 
and the legal representatives of J. P. Ferwerda, deceased—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

S. 3220. An act providing for an additional circuit judge in the 
seventh judicial district—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

S. 1594. An act for the relief of the legal representatives of 
A. G. Boone—to the Committee on Claims. 


i 


a 
i 
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Ax act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Carlin Ham- 


An act granting an increase of pension to John Barnard; 
An act granting an increase of pension to George H. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Georgie 
Walcott; 

An act granting an increase of 
An act granting an increase o 


nsion to George Farne; 
pension to Thomas E. 


An act granting anincrease of pension to James Lehew; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Myra W. 


S. 1305. An act for the relief of Mrs. Arivella D. Meeker—to | 


the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
S. 255. An act for the improvement of the Mount Rainier 


National Park, in the State of Washington—to the Committee on 


the Public Lands. 

Senate concurrent resolution 34: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 
there be printed 3,000 copies of Senate Document No. 253, first session 
Fifty-seventh Congress, being the hearings before the Committee on Inter- 
oceanic Canals, of which 1.000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate and 
2,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives— 


to the Committee on Printing. 
DESECRATION OF GRAVES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the following concurrent 


resolution of the Senate; which was considered by unanimous | 


consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
President be requested to return to the Senate the bill (S. 2291) for the pro- 


motion of anatomical science and to prevent the desecration of graves in the 
District of Columbia. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, Mr. RANSDELL obtained leave of absence 
for fifteen days, on account of important business. 
And then, on motion of Mr. CANNON (at 5 o’clock and 5 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned. 


. EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from #1e Secretary of War, transmitting, with accom- 
panying papers. the claim of Daniel Lewis—to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting the 
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results of an investigation of a system of taxation to provide 
schools in the Indian Territory—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Attorney-General submitting 
an increase in the estimate for defense of suits before the Spanish 
Treaty Claims Commission—to the Committee on Appropriations, 


and ordered to be printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. CORLISS, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1141) 
for the establishment of a light-ship on Southeast Shoal, Point 
au Pelee Passage, Lake Erie, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1277); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. SIMS, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 
referred the bil] of the House (H. R. 9901) for the relief of the 
State of Virginia, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1287); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of thé House (H. R. 4409) extending the time 
for presenting claims for additional bounties, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1292); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union: 

Mr. ESCH, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12905) to provide for 
the improvement of the old military cemetery on the Fort Craw- 
ford Reservation, Prairie du Chien, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1297); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9905) for the relief of 
George Ivers, administrator of William Ivers, deceased, late of 
Sante Fe, N. Mex., reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1278); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH, from the Committee on War Claims, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2237) for the re- 


| lief of John W. Gummo, reported the same without amendment, 


accompanied by a ae (No. 1279); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDWELL, from the Committee on War Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House H. R. 1764, reported 


| in lier thereof a resolution (H. Res. 187) referring to the Court 


of Claims the papers in the case of John J. Vincent, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1280); which said resolution and report were re- 


| ferred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 2211, reported in lien 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 188) referring to the Court of Claims 
the papers in the case of the trustees of Washington College, in 
the State of Tennessee, accompanied by a report (No. 1281); 
which said resolution and report were refe to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. CALDWELL, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9728) for the relief of 
Sarah A. Clapp, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1282); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. THOMPSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House H. R. 8377, reported 
in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 189) referring to the Court 
of Claims the papers in the case of Amos L. Griffith, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1283); which said resolution and report were 
referred to the Private Caléndar. ; 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH, from the Committee on War Claims, 
to which was referred the bill of the House H. R, 3276, re- 
ported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 190) referring to the 
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Court of Claims the papers in the case of Sophie Gustin and 
Helen G. Logan, accompanied by a report (No. 1284); which said 
resolution and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KEHOE, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2328) for the relief of 
Edwin F. Mathews, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1285); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDWELL, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R, 10123, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 191) referring to the Court of Claims 
the papers in the case of Bettie Linder, administratrix of B. Franks, 
deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 1286); which said resolu- 
tion and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KYLE, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 906) for the relief of Myron 
Powers, reported the same with amendments, accompanied by a 
report (No, 1288); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. i 

Mr. KEHOB, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 10867, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 192) referring to the Court of Claims 
the papers in the case of Louis Levy, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1289); which said resolution and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDWELL, from the Committee on War Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12646) for the re- 
lief of John W. Williams, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a rt (No. 1290); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH, from the Committee on War Claims, 
to which was referred the bill of the House H. R. 5564, reported 
in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 193) referring to the Court 
of Claims the papers in the case of Henry Judge, accompanied by 
a report (No. 1291); which said resolution and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SIMS, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3634) for the relief of 
James E, Wilson, reported the same with amendments, accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 1293); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SCHIRM, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the joint resolution of the House (H. J. Res. 38) for the 
relief of Thomas Hoyne, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1294); which said joint resolution 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9063) to refund certain taxes 
paid by the Anheuser-Busch Brewing Association, of St. Louis, 
Mo., a the same with amendment, accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 1295)s which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. REID, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 2422) for the relief of Edward 
8. Crill, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 1296); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SIMS, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5207) for the relief of the 
Cumberland Presbyterian Church at Clifton, Wayne County, 
Tenn., reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 1302); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. KYLE, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1725) for the relief of Mer- 
ritt and Chapman Derrick and Wrecking Company, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1303); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H. R. 8830, reported in lieu thereof a resolution 
(H. Res. 194) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the 
case of St. Andrew’s Lodge, No. 18, Free and Accepted Masons, 
of Carthage, Ky., accompanied by a report (No. 1304); which 
said resolution and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KEHOE, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 120380, reported in 
lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 195) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of Lucy C. Lee, E. 8. Lee, John G. 
Lee, Fannie Lee, Maria C. Frazee, and the heirs of Mary Acsah 
Colburn, heirs of Edward P. and Jane T. Lee, accompamied by a 
report (No. 1305); which said resolution and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. : 

Mr. SPIGHT, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4198) for the relief of 
the vestry of Christ Episcopal Church, of Holly Springs, Miss., 
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0. 1306); which said bill and report were referred to the Pri- 


Mr. CALDWELL, from the Committee on War Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11563) for the 
| relief of Ann Stewart, administratrix of William Stewart, de- 
| ceased, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
| report (No. 1307); which said bill and report were referred to the 
| Private Calendar. 

Mr. MONDELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 

| which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2877) to remove the 
charge of desertion standing against the record of Thomas Black- 

| burn, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 

report (No. 1308); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 





ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2, Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered to 
the Clerk, and laid on the table, as follows: 

Mr. MONDELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
| which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1250) for the re- 
lief of Samuel McJunkin, reported the same adversely, accom- 

panied by areport (No. 1298); which said bill and report were laid 
on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 9283) to correct the military record of 
George Frey, reported the same adversely, accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 1299); which said bill and report were laid on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 7914) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Robert Pratt, reported the same adversely, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1300); which said bill and report 
were laid on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 2904) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Simeon Van Akin, reported the same adversely, 

accompanied by a report (No. 1301); which said bill and report 
were laid on the table. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on the Judiciary 
| was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 12794) 
| to refer to the Court of Claims the claim of Benjamin A. Pills- 
| bury, owner of the schooner A. B. Sherman, for damages caused 
| by collision with United States war ships, and the same was re- 
| ferred to the Committee on Claims. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
8 the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
ollows: 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 13244) to provide relief for 
personal injuries sustained by the destruction of the United States 
battle ship Maine—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WARNOCE: A bill (H. R. 13245) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act granting pensions to Army nurses ’’—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 13246) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Chattahoochee River between 
Columbus, Ga., and Eufaula, Ala., or in the city of Columbus, 
Ga.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LATIMER (by request): A bill (H. R. 13247) to estab- 
lish a commission of public health and fix the salaries of the com- 
missioned officers of the Marine-Hospital Service—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. KEHOE: A bill (H. R. 13248) changing the time of 
meeting of the Congress of the United States—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BULL: A resolution (H. Res, 196) for the appointment 
of two eee custodians of the documents in the old library 
space—to the Committee on Accounts. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BOWIE: A bill (H. R. 13249) granting an increase of 
pension to Ada Trowbridge—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 13250) granting a 
pension to James Gillen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH (by request): A bill (H. R. 13251) granting 





330 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


APRIL 1, 





a pension to Pembroke G. Staples—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: A bill (H. R. 13252) granting a pension 
to Laton G. Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 13253) for the relief of 
Emmert, Dunbar & Co.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND (by request): A bill (H. R. 18254) for 
the relief of Samuel L. Landers—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. JETT: A bill (H. R. 13255) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to John H. Hastings—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 13256) authoriz- 
ing the promotion of Russell T. Hazzard, Harry W. Newton, 
Burton J. Mitchell, and Oliver P. M. Hazzard in the United 
States Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 13257) to refund penalty to the 
Bank of Colfax, Iowa—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LANDIS: A bill (H. R. 13258) granting a pension to 
Elias Propst—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13259) granting an increase of pension to 
John N. Doss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13260) granting an increase of pension to 
Nathan I. Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13261) granting an increase of pension to 
Philip L. Burtch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13262) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Spencer—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13263) to correct the military record of 
Ezekiel N. Cohee—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13264) to remove the charge of desertion 
against the name of James Riley—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: A bill (H. R. 13265) granting an increase 
of pension to John Whalen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13266) granting an increase of pension to 
Elbert N. Remson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 13267) granting an 
increase of pension to Margaret G. Halpine—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLER: A bill (H. R. 13268) granting a pension to 
Teressa Jane Hoyt—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. NORTON: A bill (H. R. 13269) granting a pension to 
John Richardson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 13270) for the relief of Mrs. 
Sallie Ball—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13271) granting an increase of pension to 
Alfred Locker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 13272) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Joseph Raffensperger—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13273) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Ewan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13274) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary E. Sinclair—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A bill (H. R. 13275) for the re- 
lief of William O’ Donnell, late of Company B, Sixty-seventh Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13276) for the relief of George W. Lindley, 
alias George W. La Pratte, of Company A, Ninety-seventh New 
York Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13277) granting a pension to Ann Lynch—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WEEKS: A bill (H. R. 13278) granting an increase of 
pension to Levi H. Collins—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. EMERSON: A bill (H. R. 13279) granting an increase 
of pension to Robert Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
S008. 

By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 13280) granting a pension to 
Jane E. Eveleigh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: A bill (H. R. 13281) granting an increase 
of pension to Morgan L. Snyder—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13282) granting an increase of pension to 
Lieut. Thomas Roden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 13283) granting an increase 
of pension to Thaddeus Wheelock—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 13284) granting 
an increase of pension to Samuel E. Wilson—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDWELL, from the Committee on War Claims: A 
resolution (H. Res. 187, in lieu of the bill H. R. 1764) referring to 
the Court of Claims the claim of John J. Vincent—to the Private 
Calendar. 


By Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso- 
lution (H. Res. 188, in lieu of the bill H. R. 2211) referring to the 
Court of Claims the claim of the trustees of Washington College, 
in the State of Tennessee—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. THOMPSON, from the Committee on War Claims: A 
resolution (H. Res. 189, in lieu of the bill H. R. 8377) referring 
to the Court of Claims the claim of Amos L. Griffith—to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

By Mr. HENRY C. SMITH, from the Committee on War 
Claims: A resolution (H. Res. 190, in lieu of the bill H. R. 3276) 
referring to the Court of Claims the claim of Sophie Gustin and 
Helen G. Logan, heirs of Samuel I. Gustin, deceased—to the 
Private Calendar. 

By Mr. CALDWELL, from the Committee on War Claims: A 
resolution (H. Res. 191, in lieu of the bill H. R. 10123) referring 
to the Court of Claims the claim of Bettie Linder, administratrix 
of B. Franks, deceased—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. KEHOE, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso- 
lution (H. Res. 192, in lieu of the bill H. R. 10867) referring to the 
Court of Claims the claim of Louis Levy—to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

By Mr. HENRY C. SMITH, from the Committee on War 
Claims: A resolution (H. Res. 193, in lieu of the bill H. R. 5564) 
referring to the Court of Claims the claim of Henry Judge, of 
Ashland, Oreg.—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. KYLE, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso- 
Intion (H. Res. 194, in lieu of the bill H. R. 8830) referring to the 
Court of Claims the claim of St. Andrews Lodge, No. 18, Free 
and Accepted Masons, of Cynthiana, Ky.—to the Private Calen- 
dar. 

By Mr. KEHOE, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso- 
lution (H. Res. 195, in lieu of the bill H. R. 12030) referring to the 
Court of Claims the claim of Lucy C. Lee, E. 8. Lee, John G. Lee, 
Fannie Lee, Maria C. Frazee, and the heirs of Mary Acsah Col- 
burn, heirs of Edward P. and Jane T. Lee—to the Private Cal- 
endar. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Resolution of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 
2, of Buffalo, N. Y., in opposition to the reduction of the duty on 
cigars from the Philippines—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. APLIN: Resolutions of Barbers’ Union No. 13, and 
Coopers’ Union No. 34, of Bay City, Mich., favoring an educa- 
tional qualifiea#ion for immigrants—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolutions of Merchants and Manufacturers’ Exchange 
of. Detroit, Mi#h., favoring the present tariff on sugar—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Bay City, Mich., asking for an 
amendment to the Constitution defining legal marriage—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of Egbert A. Troy and others, 
for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of Bricklayers’ Union No. 9, of Augusta, Me., 
and H. E. Arris and others, favoring legislation to exclude Chi- 
nese laborers from the United States and insular possessions—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BULL: Resolution of Manufacturers’ Association of 
New York, favoring the construction of naval vessels at Govern- 
ment navy-yards—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: Resolution of Timbermen’s Benevo- 
lent Association of Port Arthur, Tex., favoring an educational 
restriction on immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

Also, resolutions of Carpenters and Joiners’ Union No. 873, of 
Palestine, Tex., in favor of a further exclusion of Chinese labor- 
ers—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CORLISS: Resolutions of Iron Molders’ Union of De- 
troit, Mich., favoring a restriction of immigration—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CURTIS: Resolutions of the military board of Kansas, 
favoring House bill 11654, increasing the efficiency of the mili- 
tia—to the Committee on Militia. 

Also, petition of the Covenanter Young People’s Union of the 
Reformed Presbyterian Church, of Winchester, Kans., favor- 
ing the passage of the Gillett-Lodge bill, to protect native races 
= = Pacific Islands—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor 

raffic. 

Also, petition of citizens of the Indian Territory, asking for the 
nae of a law to punish anarchy—to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

Also, resolution of Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers of 
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Horton, Kans.. and State Society of Labor and Industry of Leav- 
enworth, Kans., in favor of the exclusion of Chinese laborers—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND (by request): Affidavit of Samuel L. 
Landers, in support of bill for his relief—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. EMERSON: Letter of John Lucas & Co., of Philadel- 
phia, en protesting against House bill 3076—to the Committee 
on Labor. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolutions of Building Trades Coun- 
cils of Yonkers, N. Y., in favor of the proposed increase of pay of 
letter carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

Also, petition of the Eight-Hour League of America, in support 
of a national eight-hour day—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Medical testimony to accompany House 
bill 13041, granting an increase of pension to William W heeler— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Mrs. Hallie H. Smith and 27 other citizens of 
Jefferson County, Ind., asking for an amendment to the Consti- 
tution defining legal marriage to be monogamic—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KERN: Petition of sundry citizens of Belleville, Il., 
favoring legislation requiring oleomargarine or butterine to be 
sold on its merits and not as butter—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, protest of business men of New Athens, Il., against the 
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Also, resolutions of the same body, favoring Chinese exclusion— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the Massachusetts State Board of Trade, 
favoring a commission to study the commercial conditions of 
China—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MORRELL: Resolutions of Bricklayers’ Union No. 33, 
of Philadelphia, Pa., favoring an educational qualification for 
— the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
ion. 

By Mr. MUTCHLER: Papers to accompany House bill No. 
10902, to amend the military record of George N. Brownlee, or 
George N. Brownlay—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NORTON: Resolution of Galion Division, No. 16, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, favoring the passage of 
the Hoar-Grosvenor anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 13269, granting a pension 
to John Richardson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: Petition of Hoosier Lodge, No. 261, 
of Indianapolis, Ind., Brotherhood of Railway Trainmen, favor- 
ing an educational restriction on immigration—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. PALMER: Petition of Duryea Branch of Polish Na- 
tional Alliance, at Duryea, Pa., favoring the erection of a statue 
to the late Brigadier-General Count Pulaski at Washington—to 


| the Committee on the Library. 


Also, resolutions of Silk Workers’ Union No. 246, Plymouth, 


enactment of House bill 6578, known as the parcels-post bill—to Pa., favoring an educational qualification for immigrants—to the 


the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of Bremen Creamery Company, Bremen, I1., 
favoring the Grout bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of East St. Louis (Ill.) Retail Grocers’ Asso- 
ciation, favoring pure-food laws—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of Journeymen Tailors’ Union No. 294, Belle- 
ville, Ill., favoring the construction of naval vessels at Govern- 
ment navy-yards—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, resolution of Zealous Lodge, No. 217, Brotherhood of Lo- 
comotive Firemen, East St. Louis, Ill., favoring an educational 
test for restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LACEY: Sundry petitions of citizens of Chester, Glas- 
gow, Havre, and Bear Paw Mountains, Montana, for the establish- 
ment of a land office at Havre, Mont.—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. LANHAM: Resolutions of — Mount Lodge, No. 
372, Locomotive Firemen, Big Springs, Tex., favoring an educa- 
tional qualification for immigrants—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolutions of the same lodge, in favor of the extension of 
the Chinese-exclusion law—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LASSITER (by request): Resolutions of the Chamber 
of Commerce of Elizabeth City, N. C., in regard to an inland 
waterway from Chesapeake Bay to Beaufort Inlet—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. : 

Also (by request), resolutions of the Central Labor Union of 
Norfolk, Va., favoring the Chinese-exclusion act—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. ; 

By Mr. LITTAUER: Resolutions of Maple City Division, No. 
25, Order of Railroad Conductors, of Ogdensburg, N. Y., favoring 
an educational qualification for immigrants—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. . P 

Also, paper to accompany House bill 13281, granting an increase 
of pension to Morgan L. Snyder—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, paper toaccompany House bill 13282, granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas Roden—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Resolutions of Trenton (N. J.) 
Division, No. 85, Order of Railroad Telegraphers, urging the pas- 
sage of the Hoar-Grosvenor anti-injunction bill—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Also, protest of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 230, of Millville, N. J., 
against 20 per cent reduction of import duty on cigars from Cuba 
or Philippine Islands—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: Petition of 58 citizens of the Twelfth 
Congressional district of New York, in favor of House bills 170 
and 179—to the Committee on Ways and Means. . 

By Mr. McDERMOTT: Resolutions of Carpenters’ Union of 
Jersey City, and Bricklayers’ Union No. 29, of West Hoboken, 
N. J., favoring further restriction of Chinese immigration—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts: Resolutions of Boot and 
Shoe Workers’ Union No. 56, of Beverly, Mass., favoring an edu- 
cational test for immigrants—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 
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Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. RUMPLE: Petition of 190 citizens of Davenport, Iowa, 
asking the President to proffer to the British Government the 
assistance of the United Statesin the settlement of the differences 
between Great Britain and the South African Republic and Or- 
ange Free State—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. RUPPERT: Resolutions of the Building Trades Coun- 
cil of Yonkers, N. Y., favoring the passage of House bill 6279, to 
increase the pay of letter carriers—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions adopted by Utah volunteers, regarding mite- 
age from the Philippine Islands—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, petition of certain citizens of New York, and resolution 
of Carpenters’ Union No. 707, of New York City, favoring more 
restrictive immigration laws—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

Also, resolutions of Lighting Fixture Association of New York, 
urging that the reciprocity treaty with France be not ratified—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. RYAN: Resolutions of Polish National Alliances of 
Buffalo, N. Y., favoring the erection of a statue to the late Briga- 
dier-General Count Pulaski at Washington—to the Committee on 
the Library. 

Also, resolution of American Division No. 544, Buffalo, N. Y., 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, favoring House bill 9053, 
to enforce the law of domicile—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Papers to accompany House bill 12248, 
granting an increase of pension to Edward M. Curtis—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEELE: Resolutions of Stone Masons’ Union No. 27, 
Wabash, Ind., favoring an educational test for restriction of im- 
migration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the same body, favoring a further restriction 
of Chinese immigration—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: Papers to accompany House 
bill 13250, granting a pension to James Gillen—to the Committee 


| on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, paper to accompany House bill 13284, granting a pension 
to Samuel E. Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOODS: Papers to accompany House bill 13017, grant- 
ing an increase of pension to James Austin—to the Committee 





on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, April 2, 1902. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Micsurn, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap- 
proved, if there be no objection. It is approved. 

FREE SCHOOLS IN THE INDIAN TERRITORY. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 


munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, pur- 
suant to a provision in the Indian appropriation act of March &, 








1901, the report of Mr. Frank C. Churchill relative to the practi- 
cability of providing a system of taxation of personal perty, 
occupations, franchises, etc., in the Indian Territo: sufficient to 
maintain a system of free schools to all of the children of that 
Territory; which, on motion of Mr. ALLISON, was, with the ac- 
companyin epee, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


CUBAN CONSTITUTION, 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Secretary of War, transmitting to 
the Senate, in response to a resolution of February 26, 1901, an 
English translation of the proceedings of the constitutional con- 
vention of the island of Cuba. There is a very large number of 
documents accompanying the communication, and unless there 
be objection the Chair will refer the communication and accom- 
panying papers to the Committee on Relations with Cuba, with- 
out an order as to printing, and let the committee determine 
whether the accompanying papers should be printed. The Chair 
hears no objection. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Brow nina, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 3231) to legalize and maintain a new steel bridge, 
erected in place of the old wooden structure, across the Little 
Tennessee River at Niles Ferry, Tennessee, by the Atlanta, Knox- 
ville and Northern Railroad. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
concurrent resolution of the Senate requesting the President of 
the United States to return to the Senate the bill (S. 2291) for the 
promotion of anatomical science and to prevent the desecration 
of graves in the District of Columbia. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and 
signed by the President pro tempore: 

-A bill (S. 6) granting an increase of pension to Charles H. Stone; 

A bill (S. 13) granting an increase of pension to George Daniels; 

A bill (S. 880) granting an increase of pension to Emory §. 
Foster; 

A bill (S. 965) granting a pension to Eliza B. Gamble: 

A bill (S. 1039) granting an increase of pension to Nathaniel C. 
Goodwin; 

A bill (5. 1095) granting an increase of pension to Mary Morgan; 

A bill (S. 1264) granting an increase of pension to Torgus 
Haraldson; 

A. bill (5S. 1289) 
Clark: 

A bill (S. 1630) granting an increase of pension to Ella R. 
Graham; 


granting an increase of pension to Julius W. 


A bill (S. 1681) granting an increase of pension to Maria Louisa 


Michie: 

A bill (S. 1872) granting an increase of pension to Abbie George; 

A bill (S. 1924) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Feneran; 

A bill (S. 1942) granting an increase of pension to Kate A. 
Clements: 

A bill (S. 1967) 
Freeman; 

A bill (S. 1979) 
Howard; 

A bill (S. 1982 
Oulman; 

A bill (S. 2006) granting an increase of pension to James Lehew; 

A bill (S. 2046) granting an increase of pension to Thomas E. 
Sauls; 

A bill (S. 2262) granting an increase of pension to George Farne; 

A bill (S. 2287) granting an increase of pension to Georgie Jo- 
sephine Walcott; 


granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 


granting an increase of pension to Samuel M. 


granting an increase of pension to Eugene J. 


A bill (S. 2379) granting an increase of pension to George H. 
Evans; 

A bill (S. 2398) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Myers: 


A bill (S. 2505) granting 
nard; 
A bill (S. 2625) granting an increase of pension to Carlin Ham- 
in; 
A bill (S. 2768) granting an increase of pension to John G. 
Hutchinson; 
. A bill (S. 2938) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
unn,; 


an increase of pension to John Bar- 
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ey were thereupon | 
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PE pas (8. 3187) granting an increase of pension to Leroy 8. 
ith; 
A bill (S. 3213) granting a pension to Anna J. Thomas; 
. —_ (S. 3216) granting an increase of pension to Henry M. 
aylor; 
A bill (S. 3299) granting an increase of pension to Isaiah Tuf- 


ord; 
A bill (8. 3481) granting an increase of pension to James E, 
Dexter; 


- bill (S. 3514) granting an increase of pension to Leander Par- 
melle; 
A bill (S. 3518) granting a pension to Nadine A. Turchine; 
A bill (S. 3577) granting an increase of pension to Mary V. 
Walker; 
A bill (S. 3650) granting a pension to Sarah A. Carter; 
A bill (S. 3660) granting a pension to Mary Sweeney; 
A bill (8S. 3696) granting an increase of pension to Edward H. 
Armstrong; 
A bill (S, 3743) granting an increase of pension to Frances Gur- 
ley Elderkin; 
A bill (S. 3910) granting an increase of pension to Robert S. 
Woodbury; 
| <A bill (8. 4021) granting a pension to Sarah Frances Taft; 
| 7 A bill (8. 4086) granting an increase of pension to Charles W. 
oster; 
ae (S. 4095) granting an increase of pension to Charles C, 
} aiey; 
a cry (S. 4214) granting an increase of pension to John Mc- 
| Donald; 
A bill (S. 4304) granting a pension to John 8. Nelson; 
A bill (S. 4346) granting a pension to Augusta Turner: 
A bill (S. 4363) granting the Central Arizona Railway Company 
a right of way for railroad purposes through the San Francisco 
Mountains Forest Reserve; 
A bill (S. 4413) granting an increase of pension to Martha A. 
| Greenleaf; and 
A bill (S. 4486) granting an increase of pension to Myra W. 
Robinson. 








PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. KEAN presented a memorial of Cigar Makers’ Local Union 

| No. 230, of Millville, N. J., remonstrating against a reduction of 

20 per cent of the duty on cigars imported from Cuba and the 

| Philippine Islands; which was referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Sussex, N. J., 
praying for the passage of the so-called Grout bill, to regulate 

the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Jersey City, 
Elizabeth, Newark, Hoboken, Englewood, Sussex, Arlington, 
Bridgeton, Fairton, Plainfield, and Bayonne, all in the State of 

| New Jersey, remonstrating against the passage of the so-called 
Grout bill, to regulate the manufacture and sale of oleomarga- 
rine; which were ordered to lie on the table. 
Mr. TALIAFERRO presented petitions of Marine Engineers’ 
Beneficial Association No. 81, of Pensacola; of Cigar Makers’ 
Local Union No. 440, of Tampa; of Cigar Box Makers’ Local 

Union No. 10, of Tampa; of Marine Engineers’ Beneficial As- 
| sociation No. 42, of Jacksonville; of Cigar Makers’ Local Union 

No. 556, of Palatka, and of Team Drivers’ Local Union No. 213, 
of Tampa, all of the American Federation of Labor, in the State 
of Florida, praying for the enactment of legislation providing an 
educational test for immigrants to this country; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented petitions of the Woman’s Chris- 
| tian Temperance Unions of Swiftwater, Farmington, and Exeter, 
all in the State of New Hampshire, praying for the adoption of 
| an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which 
| 





were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
| Mr. BURTON presented petitions of sundry citizens of Como, 
| Windhurst, Oak Hill, Navarre, Ladysmith, Parsons, Walnut, 
| Peabody, Moonlight, Centropolis, Soldier, Woodston, and Fred- 
erick, all in the State of Kansas, praying for the passage of the 

so-called Grout bill, to regulate the manufacture and sale of 
rine; which were ordered to lie on the table. 
Mr. PENROSE nted memorials of 69 citizens of Grove 

City, and of 279 citizens of Blairville, in the State of Pennsylva- 
nia, remonstrating against the e of the so-called Grout bill, 
to regulate the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of 16 citizens of Somo Mills, of 36 

citizens of Platt, of 31 citizens of Lancaster, and of 37 citizens of 


| ol 





at bill (S. 2976) granting an increase of pension to Edward | Christiana, all in the State of pennseale, Eee for the pas- 
Lom pson ; 
A bill (S. 3072) granting a pension to Oliver Gisborne; 


sage of the so-called Grout bill, to regulate manufacture ané 
sale of oleomargarine; which were ordered to lie on the table. 
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He also presented a petition of Quoko Lodge, No. 211, Brother- 


hood of Locomotive Firemen, of Easton, Pa., praying for the pas- 
sage of the Hoar anti-injunction bill, to limit the meaning 
of the word “‘ conspiracy ’’ and the use of “‘ restraining orders and 
injunctions”’ in certain cases; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented a memorial of the J. Lelewels Beneficial 
Society, of Scranton, Pa., remonstrating oe the een 
change in the immigration laws of the United States, and praying 
for the enactment of legislation authorizing the supplying of farms 
and agricultural implements to immigrants, ete.; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a memorial of 231 citizens of Pennsylvania, 
remonstrating against the establishment of an inspection system 
in the immigration laws of the United States; which was referred 
to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented memorials of 10 citizens of Allentown, of 14 
citizens of Yardley, and of 19 citizens of Mertztown, all in the 
State of Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the ratification of 


pending reciprocity treaties with foreign countries; which were 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


He also presented petitions of Eli Hemphill Circle, No. 40, Ladies 
of the Grand Army of the Republic, of Tarentum; of Post No. 58, 
Department of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Harrisburg, in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation providing pensions for certain officers and men 
in the Army and Navy of the United States when 50 years of age 
and over, etc.; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of Painters, Decorators, and Paper- 
hangers’ Local Union No. 208, of Washington; of Retail Clerks’ 
Local Union No. 204, of Ashland; of Boiler Makers’ Local Union 
No. 41, of Elwood; of ae Union No. 321, of Connells- 
ville; of Local Division No. 3, Order of Railroad Telegraphers, of 
Harrisburg; of Mine Workers’ Local Union No. 1824, of Leech- 
burg; of Railway Conductors’ Local Union No. 187, of Sunbury; 
of 130 citizens of Donora, and of Silk Mill Workers’ Local Union 
No. 246, of Plymouth, all in the State of Pennsylvania, and of 
Steam Fitters’ Local Union No. 82, of Omaha, Nebr., praying for 
the reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion law; which were or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MILLARD presented a petition of 20 citizens of Diller, 
Nebr., praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Consti- 
tution to prohibit polygamy; which was referred to the Commit- 


tee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Journeymen Barbers’ Local 
Union No. 64, of South aha, Nebr., praying for the enactment 
of legislation authorizing the construction of war vessels in the 
navy-yards of the country; which was referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of Coopers’ Local Union No. 10, of 
South Omaha; of Coopers’ Local Union No. 21, of Omaha; of the Sta- 
tionary Firemen’s Local Union No. 9, of South Omaha; of Bakers’ 
Local Union No. 215, of Omaha, and of Switchmen’s Local Union 
No. 5, of Omaha, all of the American Federation of Labor, in the 
State of Nebraska, praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
viding an educational test for immigrants to this country; which 
were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. FRYE presented the petition of Henry F. Dill, of Augusta, 
Me., and the petition of Homer R. Dill, of Augusta, Me., praying 
for the enactment of legislation providing an educational test for 
immigrants to this country; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Immigration. 

He also mted a petition of Bricklayers and Masons’ Inter- 
national Union No. 8, of Waterville, Me., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to exclude Chinese laborers from the United 
regres their insular possessions; which was ordered to lie on 
the table, 

He also presented a petition of the Pittsburg Wholesale Lum- 
ber Dealers’ Association, of Pittsburg, Pa., praying for the en- 
actment of legislation providing for the abolishment of the 
London landing charge imposed by steamship companies upon 
lumber and other products exported from North Atlantie ports; 
which was velerenl to the Committee on Commerce. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: : 

A bill (S. 3992) granting an increase of pension to David M. 
McKnight; 

A bill (8. 2738) granting an increase of pension to James W. 
Hankins; 

A bill (8. 694) granting a pension to Jane Caton; 

_A bill (8. 4042) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Norton; and 
A bill (S. 2975) granting an increase of pension to Levi Hatchett. 


Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally with amend- 
ments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 899) granting an increase of pension to George F. 
Bowers; and 

A bill (S. 4535) granting an increase of pension to Lydia M. 
Granger. 

Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 

ent, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 10117) granting a pension to Sarah H. H. Lowe; 

A bill (H. R. 4176) granting an increase of pension to Nathan 


W. Snee; 

A bill (H. R. 
Berry; 

A bill (H. R. 
Wilson; 

ao R. 3352) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 

. Boyd; 

A bill (H. R. 3260) granting a pension to Jacob Golden; 

A bill (H. R. 4172) granting an increase of pension to George 
R. Chaney; 

A bill (H. R. 1485) granting an increase of pension to Thompson 

Moore; 

A bill (H. R. 291) granting a pension to Christina Heitz; 

A bill (H. R. 11025) granting a pension to Mary A. Carlile; 
aie bill (H. R. 3427) granting an increase of pension to Sarah E. 

en; 

A bill (H. R. 1476) granting an increase of pension to Henry F. 
Benson; and 

A bill (H. R. 3354) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Young. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Manufactures, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 3342) for preventing the adultera- 
tion, misbranding, and imitation of foods, beverages, candies, 
drugs, and condiments in the District of Columbia and the Terri- 
tories, and for regulating interstate traffic therein, and for other 
purposes, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 12275) granting a pension to Amelia 
A. Russell, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 


4116) granting an increase of pension to William 


7613) granting an increase of pension to Evaline 


INDIAN SCHOOLS, 


Mr. PLATT of New York. I am directed by the Committee 
on Printing, to whom was referred the concurrent resolution sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart] on March 27, 
to report it with amendments, and I ask for its immediate consid- 
eration. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
concurrent resolution, which was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed and bound in cloth 12,000 copies of the Revised Course of Study 
for Indian Schools; 3,000 for the use of the Senate. 6.000 for the use of the 
House of —~ reeneeee and 3,000 for the use of the superintendent of 
Indian schools. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
mittee will be stated. 

The SEcRETARY. Attheend of line 2, before ‘‘ thousand,” strike 
out “‘ twelve’’ and insert ‘‘ six;’’ in line 4 strike out “ three thou- 
sand ’’ and insert ‘‘ one thousand five hundred; ’’ in the same line, 
before ‘‘ thousand,”’ strike out “six ”’’ and insert ‘‘ three; ’’ and in 
lines 5 and 6 strike out ‘‘ three thousand’”’ and insert ‘‘ one thou- 
sand five hundred; ’’ so as to make the resolution read: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 
there be printed and bound in cloth 6,000 copies of the Revised Course of Study 
for Indian Schools; 1.500 for the use of the Senate, 3,000 for the use of the 


House of Representatives, and 1,500 for the use of the superintendent of Indian 
schools. 


The amendments of the com- 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The concurrent resolution as amended was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 4898) granting a pension to Ida A. Douglass (with an 
accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (5S. 4899) granting an increase of pension to Mary Scott; 

A bill (S. 4900) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth P. 
Sigfried; and 

A bill (8S. 4901) granting an increase of pension to Christian 


in. 

Mr. BURTON introduced a bill (S. 4902) for the relief of John 
H. Baker; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 
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Mr. HANNA introduced a bill (S. 4903) for the relief of Emma 
Morris; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4904) for the relief of William T. 
Alexander, jr.; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4905) authorizing the President to 
nominate Lieut. Commander Arthur P. Osborn to be a com- 
mander on the retired list of the Navy; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4906) to correct the naval record 
of Alfred Burgess; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs: 

A bill (S. 4907) to correct the military record of Charles F. 
Deisch (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4908) for the relief of Charles H. Buttner (with ac- 
companying papers); 

4 bill (S. 4909) to correct the military record of John N. Wood; 
an 

A = (S. 4910) to correct the military record of Augustus 
Crowell. 

Mr. HANNA introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (8S. 4911) granting an increase of pension to David 
Cooperider (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (8S. 4912) granting an increase of pension to Maggie L. 
Reaver; 
oan bill (S. 4913) granting an increase of pension to Franklin 

oore; 

A bill (S. 4914) granting an increase of pension to James 


Hayden; 

A bill (S. 4915) granting an increase of pension to Joseph Wil- 
son (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 4916) granting an increase of pension to Friend 8S. 
Esmond; 

A bill (S. 4917) granting a pension to Emeline Allison (with an 
accompanying paper); 

A bill (8. 4918) granting an increase of pension to Christian 
Miller; 

A bill (S. 4919) granting an increase of pension to James M. 
White (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 4920) granting an increase of pension to Joseph C. 
Hale; 

A bill (S. 4921) granting an increase of pension to Sarah E. 
Losee (with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 4922) granting an increase of pension to Andrew C. 
Smith (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. QUARLES introduced a bill (S. 4923) to ratify and con- 
firm a supplemental agreement with the Creek tribe of Indians, 
and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S. 4924) for the relief of Jack- 
son Briscoe; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4925) for the relief of the estate of 
Jesse M. Brent, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. PENROSE submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $10,000 for the maintenance of the improvement of the St. 
Jones River, Delaware; providing for a survey of the harbor at 
Wilmington, Del., and Christiana River with a view of providing 
bulkheads for said harbor and river and widening and maintain- 
ing a channel 2i feet deep, and providing for the completion of 
the work and a survey on Smyrna River, Delaware, intended to be 
proposed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to increase the ap- 
sropriation for the maintenance of the improvement of the har- 
Soe at Pittsburg, Pa., from $10,000 to $22,000, to include cost of 
surveys for harbor-line extension, intended to be proposed by him 
to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment directing the Secretary of 
War to enter into a contract with Lewis Muhlenberg Haupt, of 
Philadelphia, Pa., for completing the improvement of Aransas 
Pass, Tex., and appropriating $500,000 therefor, intended to be 
proposed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which 


was ane to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. DRYDEN submitted an amendment providing for the ex- 
penditure of $25,000 of the appropriation of $100,000 for improv- 
ing Arthur Kill or Staten Island Sound, from Kill von Kull to 
Raritan Bay, New York and New Jersey, for dredging between 
the mouth of Raritan River and tail of Great Beds, intended to 
be proposed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. : 

He also submitted an amendment providing for a preliminary 
examination or survey of Raritan Bay, New Jersey, with a view 
of obtaining a depth of 22 feet and a channel 400 feet wide from 
South Amboy to tail of Great Beds, New Jersey, intended to be 
proposed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 


printed. 

Mr. QUARLES submitted an amendment providing that $5,000 
of the $40,000 appropriated for contingencies of the Indian Service 
be used for the introduction of the willow industry | cer- 
tain tribes and on Indian reservations where it may be found 
feasible, intended to be proposed by him to the Indian appropria- 
tion bill; which was ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH submitted an amendment proposing to 
appropriate $3,000 for making a further survey of Otter Tail Lake 
and Otter Tail River, Minnesota, with a view to the construction 
of a dam at the outlet of the lake, etc., intended to be proposed by 
him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$5,000 for making a further survey of Big Stone Lake and Lake 
Traverse, Minnesota and South Dakota, etc., intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which 
was er to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also submitted an amendment popates to appropriate 
$5,000 for continuing the survey of Red Lake and Red Lake 
River, Minnesota, with a view to the construction of a dam with 
locks at the outlet of the lake, etc., intended to be proposed by 
him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment proposing to a 
$500,000, or so much theroof as may be necessary, for the trans- 
mission of mail by pneumatic tubes or other similar devices, etc.., 
intended to be proposed by him to the Post-Office appropriation 
bill; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
HOT SPRINGS RESERVATION, ARK. 


Mr. BERRY submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed 
to forward to the Senate the reports, pre under his direction, of analy- 
sis of the waters of the hot springs on the Hot Springs Reservation, Ark., 
by Prof. J. K. Haywood, of the Division of Chemistry, Department of Agri- 
culture, and ie sketch of Hot Springs Reser -:tion by Prof. Walter 
H. Wood, of the United States Geological Survey. 


HEARINGS ON PURE-FOOD BILLS, 


Mr. McCUMBER. I submit a resolution and ask for its pres- 
ent consideration. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That 5,000 copies of the hearings before the Committee on Manu- 
factures upon the pure-food bills, we with the report of the committee 
e use of the Senate and 3,000 for the use 


thereon, be printed, 2,0@) copies for t 
of the House. * 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from North 
Dakota know what the cost will be? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Less than $400. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution? 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to. 

HEARING ON WOMAN SUFFRAGE. 

Mr. BACON. I submit a resolution for which I ask present 
consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That 10,000 copies of the hearing before the United States Senate 
Committee on Woman Suffrage, held in the Marble Room of the United 
States Senate on the 18th day of February, 1902, be printed for the use of the 


Senate. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Has the Senator from Georgia 
any idea of the cost? 

Mr. BACON. [have not. I did not make the inquiry for the 
reason that I inquired of a Senator who is familiar with this sub- 
ject, the senior Senator from Maine [Mr. HaLe], whether the rule 
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The bill (S. 4074) for the relief of Thierman and Frost was an- 


applies to this class of printing, and it is his opinion that it does | 


not. 
Mr. HALE. It has always been held, I think, Mr. President, | 


that the rule does not apply to hearings. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that it 
does not apply to hearings. 

Mr. BACON. I will state that this number of copies is desired 
by those who are most interested in the matter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution? 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to. 

ASSAY OFFICE AT PROVO CITY, UTAH. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Calendar under Rule VIII 
is in order. 

Mr. RAWLINS. The bill (S. 150) for the establishment of an 
assay Office at Provo City, Utah, is on the Calendar and was passed 
over on a formerday. I ask the Senator from Maine [Mr. Ha.e] 
whether he has any objection to the bill being considered at this 
time? 

Mr. HALE. I wish to confer with some members of the Com- 
mittee on Finance, who have the general jurisdiction of the sub- 
ject. Let the bili stand over for a day or two, and then I will 
confer with the Senator about it. 

Mr. RAWLINS. All right. 

JOHN L. SMITHMEYER AND PAUL J. PELZ. 

The bill (S. 167) for the relief of John L. Smithmeyer and Paul 
J. Pelz was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It gives 
jurisdiction to the United States Court of Claims to rehear and 
render judgment in the claim of John L. Smithmeyer and Paul 
J. Pelz for compensation for their services in ——— plans for 
the building for the Library of Congress, and provides that no 
prior settlement or adjudication thereunder of their claim for 
compensation for the services shall be a bar; but the measure of 
compensation shall be awarded upon a quantum meruit basis for 
all services rendered until such plans were accepted by the United 


and rules established by the custom and usage of the profession 
of architects for such services; and the evidence heretofore taken 


and used by either y in the Court of Claims shall be compe- 
tent in this suit and considered with such other evidence as either 
party may introduce. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
BILLS PASSED OVER. 

The bill (S. 2992) to ratify an agreement with the Sioux tribe 
of Indians of the Rosebud Reservation, in South Dakota, and mak- 
ing appropriation to carry the same into effect, was announced as 
next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. GAMBLE. I suggest that the bill be passed over without 
prejudice, retaining its place on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be passed over, retain- 
ing its place. 

The bill (S. 1792) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act relating to 
navigation of vessels, bills of lading, and to certain obligations, 
duties, and rights in connection with the carriage of property ’’ was 
next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. LODGE. Let that go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 

The bill (H. R. 3110) to provide for the construction of a canal 
connecting the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans was next 
in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That will likewise go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 

The bill (S. 2960) to prohibit the coming into and to regulate the 
residence within the United States, its Territories, and all posses- 
sions and all territory under its jurisdiction, and the District of 
Columbia, of Chinese persons and persons of Chinese descent was 
next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. LODGE. Let the bill go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 

The bill (S. 1919) fixing fees of jurors and witnesses in the 
United States courts in the State of Wyoming was next in order 
on the Calendar. 

Mr.SPOONER. I ask that the bill may goover without losing 
its place on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over, retaining 
its place. 

The bill (S. 1694) to provide for compensation for certain em- 
ployees of the Treasury, War, and Navy departments was next in 
order on the Calendar. 

Mr. HALE. Let that go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


The bill goes over, retaining 
its place, 





nounced as next in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
mittee of the Whole on March 24. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Let it be read again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Committee on Claims re- 
port a substitute, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the proposed substitute. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let the bill go ever. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Retaining its place? 

Mr. ALLISON. Retaining its place. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over, retaining 
its place. 

The bill (S. 3421) for the relief of Elonora G. Goldsborough was 
next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. BURNHAM. I ask that that bill may go over, retaining 
its place. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
its place. 

The bill (H. R. 7018) for the relief of Robert J. Spottswood and 
the heirs of William C. McClellan, deceased, was next in order on 
the Calendar. 

Mr..TELLER. My colleague [Mr. PATTERSON] wants to be 
present when the bill is considered. Let it stand over, keeping 
its place. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over, 
retaining its place. 

COURTS IN NORTH CAROLINA, 


The bill (S. 3437) to amend chapter 4, Title XIII, of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. It proposes to amend chapter 4, Title XIII, of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, second edition, 1878, by in- 
serting the words ‘‘ and at Winston, N. C.,on the second Monday 
in July and January,”’ so that the paragraph in section 572 relat- 
ing to the regular terms of the district courts for the western dis- 


The bill was read as in Com- 


The bill goes over, retaining 


| trict of the State of North Carolina shall read as follows: ‘‘ In the 
States. The measure of compensation shall not exceed the rates | 


western district of North Carolina, at Greensboro. on the first 
Monday of April and October; at Statesville, on the third Monday 
of April and October; at Asheville, on the first Monday of May 
and November, and at Winston, N. C., on the second Monday in 
July and January.”’ 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LAND IN MONROE COUNTY, ARK. 


The bill (S. 1154) for the relief of certain owners and occupants 
= land in Monroe County, Ark., was next in order on the Calen- 

ar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
versely. 

Mr. HALE. Let it be indefinitely postponed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the bill 
will be indefinitely postponed. 

WHITE RIVER BRIDGE, ARKANSAS. 

The bill (S. 4339) authorizing the White River Railway Com- 
pany to construct a bridge across the White River, in Arkansas, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with 
an amendment, in section 5, on page 4, line 25, after the word 
‘‘war,’’ to strike out the remainder of the section in the follow- 
ing words: 

, and said structure shall be changed at the cost and expense of the owners 
thereof from time to time as the Secretary of War may direct, so as to pre- 
serve the free and convenient navigation of said river: Provided, That noth- 
ing in this act shall be so construed as to repeal or modify any of the provi- 
sions of law now existing in reference to the protection of the navigation 
on rivers or to exempt said bridge from the operation of the same. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JOHN RUSSELL BARTLETT. 


The bill (S. 4222) authorizing the appointment of John Russell 
Bartlett, a captain on the retired list of the Navy, as a rear- 
admiral on the retired list of the Navy, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. LODGE. 1 ask for the reading of the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the report submitted by Mr. 
Hanna March 25, 1902, and read as follows: 


The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4222) 
authorizing the appointment of John Russell Bartlett, a captain on the re- 


This bill was reported ad- 


tired list of the Navy, asa rear-admiralon the retired list of the Navy, having 
considered the same, report thereon with a recommendation that it pass. 
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The bill has the approval of the Navy Department, as will appear by the 
following letter: 

NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, March 12, 1902. 

Sir: Referring to the bill (S. 4222) “authorizing the appointment of John 
Russell Bartlett, a captain on the retired list of the Navy, asa rear-admiral 
on the retired list of the Navy,” and to the committee's request, in its letter 
of the 34 instant, for the Department's views upon the same, I have the honor 
to state that Captain Bartlett was, in July, 1897, then being 58 years and 9 
monthsof age, found by a retiring board to be incapacitated for active service 
by reason of neurasthenia. Without questioning the correctness at that time 
of this finding, it appears to be a fact that ever since a few months after his 
retirement he has been an unusually good specimen of health and of physical 
and mental activity. During the recent war he was, under the statute au- 
thorizing active service by retired officers, put on active duty and did valu- 
able and efficient work. Under the recent statute authorizing the employ- 
ment of retired officers on active duty he is rendering efficient service and 
has been a member of several important boards; and it is believed that he is 
capable of performing active duty, as other officers of the same age. 

As will be seen from the official transcript of Captain Bartlett's record of 
service, together witha more detailed supplementary statement, transmitted 
herewith, he has served with credit throughout his career inthe Navy. The 
Bureau of Navigation, having been called upon by the Department for re- 
port and recommendation in the premises, submits the following, among 
other things, in his behalf: 

“Captain Bartlett's services during the war with Spain were of great value 
to the Government. In addition to acting as Chief Intelligence Officer, he 
was assigned to the conduct of the coast signal service and the auxiliary 
naval force, which systems he completely reorganized upon an efficient 
working basis. He was also placed in control of the fund appropriated for 
the maintenance of secret agents in Spain. 

“In view of his arduous and capable services during the period of the 
Spanish war and his previous excellent record, the Bureau approves of the 
legislation proposed by Senate bill 4222 and recommends its enactment.” 

The Department would have preferred a measure providing for the resto- 
ration of this officer to the active list after examination as to his physical and 
other qualifications to perform active duty, such as was introduced in the 


House of Representatives during the second session of the Fifty-sixth Con- | 


gress (H. R. 13989), the grade and place to which he should be restored to be 
determined, after recommendation with regard thereto, by the examining 
board. Inasmuch, however, as the present measure has been introduced in- 
stead of the one above referred to, the Department approves the favorable 
recommendation of the Bureau of Navigation. 


Very respectfully, 
JOHN D. LONG, Secretary. 

Hon. EUGENE HALE, 

Cheirman Committee on Naval Affairs, United States Senate. 

Mr. LODGE. That is enough; I do not care for any further 
reading of the report. I should like to ask whether it would not 
be proper to put in this bill, what is, I think, usually put in bills 
of this character, a proviso that there shall be no claim for back 

ay. 
° Mr. GALLINGER. It gives a little back pay. 

Mr. HALE. Let the Secretary read the last clause of the bill. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

The appointment to date from March 3, 1899. 

Mr. HALE. It gives pay from March 3, 1899. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the words ‘‘the appointment to date 
from March 3, 1899,"’ be stricken out. 

Mr. LODGE. That clause had better be stricken out. 

I think it is usual (the Senator from Missouri can inform me) 


to put in bills of this character a provision that the beneficiary 


shall have no claim for back pay. 
- Mr. COCKRELL. That is right. 

Mr. LODGE. It was put in a bill of a similar character in 
which I was interested. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then let us put it in this bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In line 7, after the word “ office,’ I move 
to strike out the words: 

The appointment to date from March 3, 1899. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

Provided, That no pay, bounty, or other emoluments shall accrue by reason 
of the passage of this act. 

Mr. LODGE. I ask that the bill may be amended in the way 
suggested by the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


TOWN OF BASIN CITY, WYO. 
The bill (H. R. 11053) providing for the issuance of patent to 
the town of Basin City, Wyo., to the municipal authorities thereof 


for the use and benefit of said town, and for other purposes, was | 


considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SAMUEL L. LEFFINGWELL. 
R22 


The bill (S. 3683) granting a pension to Samuel L. Leffingwell 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
ngwell, late of Com- 


tions of the pension laws, the name of Samuel L. Le 
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pany L, Second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Eateotey, wat with Mexico, and 


aare Thirty-first and Eighty-seventh Regiments Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
and private, Company M, First Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, war of 
the rebellion, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I move to amend the amendment by strik- 
ing out, in line 7, page 2, the words ‘‘ war of the rebellion.’’ 
| The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
| The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
The title was amended so as to read: ‘“‘A bill granting an in- 
| crease of pension to Samuel L. Leffingwell.”’ 
ANNA E. LUKE. 
| The bill (S. 1814) granting an increase of pension to Anna E. 
Luke was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “‘late,’’ to strike out “‘of”’ 
| and insert ‘‘ captain,” and in line 8, before the word ‘“ dollars,” 
| to strike out ‘*‘ twenty-five’’ and insert ‘‘twenty;’’ so as to make 
| the bill read: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
| and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Anna E. Luke, widow of 
Andrew M. Luke, late captain Company B, Seventh Regiment Indiana Vol- 
| unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu 
| of that she is now receiving. 
| The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


OTTO H. HASSELMAN, 


The bill (S. 4404) nting an increase of pension to Otto H. 
| Hasselman was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
| The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions, with an 
| amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘ dollars,’’ to strike out 
| fifty ’’ and insert “‘ twenty-four; ’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Otto Iman, late of 
Company A, One hundred and thirty-second Regiment Indiana Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the amendment be further 
| amended by striking out “ twenty-four ”’ and inserting ‘‘ thirty.”’ 
| That was the intention of the committee. 
| The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
| ment was concurred in. : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


the third time, and passed. 
| THOMAS BLISS. 


| ‘The bill (H. R. 6918) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
| Bliss was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Thomas Bliss, late of 
| Company G, One hundred and forty-fourth Regiment Ohio Vol- 
| unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in 
| lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


JOSEPH B. ARBAUGH. 
725) 


The bill (H. R. 725) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
B. Arbaugh was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Joseph B. 
| Arbaugh, late of Company K, Fortieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
| Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
| dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPH COWGILL. 


The bill (H. R. 9848) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Cowgill was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
yo8ses to place on the pension roll the name of Joseph Cowgill, 
fate of the First Independent Battery Indiana Volunteer Light 
_ Artillery, and to pay hima pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
| that he is now receiving. : 
| The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
_to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM J. OVERMAN, 


The bill (H. R. 6016) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam J. Overman was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
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It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William J. 
Overman, late of Company A, Thirty-eighth Regiment Indiana 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month | 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES W. THOMAS, 


The bill (H. R. 1275) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
W. Thomas was considered asin Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Charles W. 
Thomas, late of Company G, One hundred and eighty-ninth Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BONDS OF OFFICERS OF THE NAVY, 


The bill (S. 1107) limiting the liability of sureties on bonds of | 
officers of the Navy was considered as in Committee of the Whole. | 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. BLacksuRN 
March 25, 1902, as follows: 

The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1107) 


limiting the liability of sureties on bonds of officers of the Navy, having 
considered the same, report thereon with a recommendation that it pass. 
| 
| 
| 








The bill has the approval of the Navy Department, as will appear by the 
following report of the Paymaster-General: 


[Report of the Paymaster-General, pp. 12, 13.] 
TERMINATION ON LIABILITY FOR PAY OFFICERS’ BONDS. 


Under existing laws no provision is made for the termination of liability 
of asurety ona public bond. As pay officers of the Navy are required to 
give new bonds from time to time during terms of office, there is pressing 
need of legislation to relieve them of unusual hardship with regard to the 
payment of annual premiums, as it frequently happens that these officers are 
compelled or prefer to take out their bonds with corporate surety com- 
anies. 

: The act of March 2, 1895 (28 Stat., 800), has been construed by the Comp- 
troller of the Treasury, in his decision on liability of sureties on bonds of 
officers, rendered June 17, 1899 (Comp. Dec., vol. 91)— 

“To cover the entire term of office, and if the officer is not appointed for 
any fixed term specified in the statute creating the office or in the commission 
appointing the officer, the liability continues during the whole period of 
service of the officer under said commission, whether short or long.” 

The law as now interpreted is thus manifestly unfair, not only to the 
sureties who serve on such bonds—for the reason that they are never re- 
leased from the liability originally incurred—but also to the officers who are 
required to qualify under such honds. 

urthermore, the proviso of the same act—which reads: ‘Hereafter every 
officer whose duty it is to take and approve official bonds shall cause all gaak 
bonds to be renewed every four years after their dates, but he may require 
such bonds to be renewed or strengthened oftener if he deems such action 
necessary ”—has been also construed by the Comptroller of the Treasury in 
the same decision as follows: 

** Under these provisos the Comptroller has held that such renewal bonds 
are cumulative and do not release from continuing liability the sureties on 
the original bond, notwithstanding the fact that new satisfactory bonds are 
forwarded as required by the provisions of this act, where the renewal bond 
is given ‘during the same term of office.’”’ 

ence ita rs that, as the new bonds do not 
ties on the first bonds, pay officers may be required to pay annual ane 
on all the bonds furnis by corporate surety companies filed by them dur- 


ing their continuance in any one —, 
In the case of the Fidelity and Deposit Company of Maryland v. George W. 
nm, paymaster. United States Navy, for the recovery of premium on 


Sim 
retary of the 


rate to release the sure- 


bond filed prior to the acceptance of a new bond by the 


Navy, upon which premium had also been paid, the supreme court of the 
District of Columbia rendered a decision in favor of the plaintiff. Paymaster 


Simpson is required, therefore, to pay annual premium on two bonds, each 
for the full amount required by law. 

In view of the foregoing, I recommend that Congress be asked to passa 
measure providing for the execution of new bonds and release of sureties 
similar to the bills H. R. 8500 and 8. 3209, introduced during the last session of 
Congress. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
VOID ENTRIES OF PUBLIC LANDS. 

The bill (S. 642) to amend an act entitled “An act for the relief 
of certain settlers on the public lands, and to provide for the re- 
payment of certain fees, —? money, and commissions paid 
on void entries of public lands,’’ was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. This seems to be a rather far- 


reaching bill. ae to the Calendar there has been a report 
= accompany the bill, but I do not find such a report on 
ny file. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is a es 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, I should like to have the report 
read, and then I think I shall ask to have the bill go over. 

Mr. CULLOM and Mr. HALE. Let the bill go over. 

_Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Very well. Then I ask that the 
bill go over and that the report of the committee be printed in 
the Recorp., 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be printed in 
the Recorp, in the absence of objection, and the bill will go over, 
tetaining its place on the Calendar. 


| the reports made in the prior Congresses, and as this report 


The report submitted by Mr. NELson on March 25, 1902, is as 
follows: 


The Committee on Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. 642) to 
amend an act entitled ‘‘An act for the relief of certain settlers on the public 
lands,and to provide for the repayment of certain fees, purchase money,and 
commissions paid on void entries of public lands,” having had the same under 


| consideration, beg leave to report as follows: 


Your committee recommend the following amendments: 

After the word “office,” line 11, page 2, insert the words 
invalid by the final decision of a court.” 

After the word “‘made,”’ line 18, same page, add the word ‘‘and,” and be- 
tween the words “‘which” and ‘is,’ same page and same line, insert the 


or adjudged 


| word “portion.” 


In line 23, same page, strike out the words ‘money under this act” and 
insert in lieu thereof the words ‘such excess payment.” 

Strike out the whole of the second proviso on page 3 and insert in lieu 
thereof the following: 

“ That the provisions of this act as to said excess payment shall not apply 
to any land within the yesmery or granted limits of any railroad land grant 
or part thereof, where the railroad for which said grant was made has actu- 
ally been constructed adjacent to and coterminous with such land.” 

‘he proposed amendments, while they do not change the purport of the 
bill, render the object thereof more plain. 

A bill of similar intent was introduced in the Fifty-fourth, Fifty-fifth, and 
Fifty-sixth Congresses, A favorable report was made upon it on each occa- 
sion, and certain amendments were suggested in the Fifty-fourth and Fifty- 
fifth Congresses. These amendments have been incorporated in the measure 
now under discussion. In the Fifty-sixth Congress it passed the Senate. 
The report made upon the measure in the Fifty-sixth Congress reproduced 
orints at length 
the recommendations of the Secretaries of the Interior, made when the bill 
was submitted to the Department during the Fifty-fourth and Fifty-fifth 
Congresses. it is herewith reprinted. c 


(Senate Report No. 6, Fifty-sixth Congress, first session 


Mr. McBripe, from the Committee on Public Lands, submitted the fol- 
lowing report (to accompany 8S. 386): 

The Committee on Public Lands, having had Senate bill 386 under con- 
sideration, beg leave to report it back with the recommendation that it do 


ASS. 

A bill similar to this was introduced in the Fifty-fifth Congress, and was 
reported favorably from the Committee on Public Lands, with certain amend 
ments. These amendments have been incorporated in this bill. 

The following is the report made upon the measure at the last Congress, 
aioe is hereby adopted as the report of your committee on the pending 

ill: 
[Senate Report No. 1498, Fifty-fifth Congress, third session 


In lines 81 and 32, page ppetates bill, strike out the words, * original entry- 
man thereof, or to his lega <p apne and insert the following in lieu 
thereof: * Entryman who made the excess payment or to his executor or ad 
ministrator for the benefit of the estate." 

In line 35, page 2, printed bill, strike out the word “two” and insert the 
word * three’ in lieu thereof. 

In line 37, page 2, printed bill, after the word “act,” strike out the period 
and insert a semicolon; also insert the following words: “And provided fu; 
ther, That nothing herein contained shall be so construed as to affect any 
land lying within the primary limits of any railroad land grant where the 
road to which said nt was made has been constructed.” 

The bill as amended reads as follows: 

“A bill to amend an act entitled ‘An act for the relief of certain settlers on 
the public lands, and to provide for the repayment of certain fees, pur- 
chase manner. and commissions paid on void entries of public lands.’ 

“Be it enacted, etc., That section 2 of an act entitled ‘An act for the relief 
of certain settlers on the public lands, and to provide for the repayment of 
certain fees, purchase money, and commissions paid on void entries of public 
lands,’ wnt June 16, 1880, be amended so as to read as follows: 

“Suc. 2. That in all cases where homestead or timber-culture or desert- 
land entries or other entries of public lands have heretofore or shall here- 
after be canceled or relinquished on account of conflict, or where, from any 
cause, the entry has been erroneously allowed and can not be confirmed, the 
Secretary of the Interior shall cause to be repaid to the person who made 
such entry, or to his legal representatives, the fees and commissions, amount 
of purchase money, and excesses paid upon the same upon the surrender of 
the duplicate receipt and the execution of a proper relinguishment of all 
claims to said land, whenever such entry shall have been duly canceled by 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office; and in all cases where parties, 
as preemptors or homestead claimants, have paid double-minimum price for 
land which has afterwards been found not to be within the limits of a rail- 
road land grant, or which is within the limits of any portion of a grant which 
has been heretofore or which shall hereafter be forfeited by reason of any 
failure upon the part of the grantee to construct that portion of the railroad 
in aid of which such grant was made, which is adjacent to and coterminous 
with such lands, the excess of $1.25 per acre shall in like manner be repaid, 
but only to the entryman who made the excess payment or to his executor 
or qhaulnietrater for the benefit of the estate: Provided, That no claim for 
any money under this act shall be allowed unless the same is duly made and 
presented to the Department of the Interior of the United States withiy the 
period of three years from the date when such claim shall accrue, or from 
the date of the approval of this act: And provided further, That nothing 
herein contained Shall be so construed as to affect any land lying within the 
primary limits of any railroad land grant where the road to which said grant 
was made has been constructed.” y 

This bill amends section 2 of the act of June 16, 1880, in several particulars, 
but the most important amendment herein mapene is that extending to 
homestead and preemption settlers who paid double-minimum price for lands 
within the limits of railroad land grants that have been forfeited since such 

yment the relief hitherto granted by said section 2 of the act of June 16, 

880, to purchasers who paid such double-minimum price for land afterwards 
found not to be within the limits of railroad land grants. 

The relief pocpeee’ by this amendment is limited to homestead and pre- 
emption settlers, while the present law affords relief to all purchasers who 
paid double-minimum price for lands not within railroad limits. _ 

© proposed amendment is clearly in accord with the principle upon 
which the act of 1880 is based, namely, that it is unjust for the Government 
to retain double-minimum price for lands not benefited oy the construction 
of a railroad within the prescribed distance of the lands for which such en- 
hanced was required and paid. If the act of 1880 (the present law) is 
just and equitable, the pending bill is equally so, and the Government should 
not further delay repayment of money for which the consideration contem- 
plated by all at the time of purchase has not been given. — 

The enhanced price, $2.50 per acre, was charged for lands in railroad grant 








limits, partly to compensate the Government for land granted to the railroad, 
and because of the expected enhancement of the value of the lands by reason 
of the construction of a railroad near such lands. Noother reason existed for 
requiring settlers to pay the advanced price; but the Government, by with- 
drawing the land grants from the railroad companies through acts declaring 
forfeiture, prevented construction of the roads and thereby deprived settlers 
of the benefits for which they paid such increased price. This fact has re- 
ceived legislative recognition in the laws reducing the price of unsold lands 
in such forfeited grants to the former pricé of $1.25 per acre. A like reduc- 
tion should be made in behalf of those who settled on lands within such limits 
prior to the declaration of forfeiture. This can only be done by repayment 
of the excess paid by such settlers, for which repayment provision is made in 
the wo bill. 
It should be noted that this bill provides a limitation upon all claims aris- 
ing under section 2 of the act of 1880, requiring all claims under said section 
as amended to be presented within three years from the time the same shall 
have ran, or within three years after the passage of the bill herewith 
reported. 
ye submit herewith letters from the honorable Secretary of the Interior 
and from the honorable Commissioner of the General Land Office commend- 
ing the bill as an equitable and just measure: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, May 6, 1898. 

Sir: Ihave the honor to acknowledge the receipt, by reference of your 
committee, on March 11, 1898, for views, of a copy of S. 747, entitled ‘A bill to 
amend an act entitled “‘An act for the relief of certain settlers on the public 
lands, and to provide for the repayment of certain fees, purchase money, and 
commissions paid on void entries of public lagds.”’’ 

In response to the reference, I inclose herewith a copy of the report on the 
bill by the Commissioner of the General Land Office, under date of the 5th 
instant. . 

The object of the bill is to return the double minimum excess paid by set- 
tlers under the preemption and homestead laws on lands in limits of railroad 
grants where the grants were forfeited for failure to construct the roads, and 
the Commissioner has expressed the opinion that, while its enactment into 
law would involve the expenditure of a considerable amount of money, the 
contemplated action is equitable and just. 

The Commissioner is also of the opinion that the bill should be amended 
so as to allow repayment to the heirs and assigns of the entryman, and has 
suggested an amendment so that the bill shall not affect lands in the primary 
limits « < any railroad land grant where such land-grant railroad has been con- 
structed. 

I concur in the views and suggestions of the Commissioner. 


Very respectfully, 
C. N. BLISS, Secretary. 
The CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC LANDs, Senate. 


~ DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., May 5, 1898. 


Srr: I have the honor to acknowledge receipt, by reference from the De- 
partment for early report in duplicate, of Senate bill 747, *To amend an act 
entitled “‘An act for the relief of certain settlers on the public lands, and to 
provide for the repayment of certain fees, purchase money, and commissions 
paid on void entries of public lands.*’* 

The act sought to be amended is the act of June 16, 1880, second section (21 
Stats., 287). 

The proposed amendment is as follows, the amended portions being placed 
in el mr and the portions stricken out being underscored: 

Sec. 2. That in all cases where homestead or timber culture or desert- 


land entries or other entries of public lands have heretofore or shall hereaf- | 


ter be canceled for {or relinquished on account of} conflict, or where, from 
any cause, the entry has been erroneously allowed and can not be confirmed, 
the Secretary of the Interior shall cause to be repaid to the person who made 
such entry, or to his heirs or assigns (legal representatives], the fees and 
commissions, amount of purchase money, and excesses paid upon the same, 
upon the surrender of the duplicate receipt and the execution of a proper re- 
linquishment to all claims to said land, whenever such entry shall have been 
duly canceled by the Commissioner of the General Land Office; and in all 
cases where parties [as a or homestead claimants] have paid double 
minimum price for land which has afterwards been found not to be within 
the limits of a railroad land grant [or which is within the limits of any por- 
tion of a grant which has been heretofore or which shall hereafter be for- 
feited by reason of any failure upon the part of the grantee to construct that 
portion of the railroad in aid of which such grant was made, which is adja- 
cent to and coterminous with such lands}, the excess of $1.25 per acre shall in 
like manner be repaid to the purchaser thereof or to his heirs or assigns {but 
only to the original entryman thereof, or to his legal representatives: Pro- 
vided, That no claim for any money under this act shall be allowed unless 
the same is duly made and presented to the Department of the Interior of the 
United States within the period of two years from the date when such claim 
shall accrue, or from the date of the approval of this act].” 

This act proposes to reimburse settlers under the preemption and home- 
stead laws who have paid double minimum price for their lands for the rea- 
son that the same were within the limits of a railway land grant, in cases 


where the land grant was forfeited by reason of failure toconstruct that por- | 


tion of the road in aid of which such grant was made, and which is adjacent 
to and coterminous with said lands. — 
The policy of charging double minimum for lands within the limits of a 


railway land grant was undoubtedly entered upon and carried out on the | 


theory that the building of the road would enhance the value of the adjacent 
lands above that of lands not so situated, and that the purchaser and entry- 


from such as would justify the Government in char ing him the increased 
price for the land he advance from minimum to double minimum also re- 
imbursed the Government for the land donated to the railroad company so 
far as the sections reserved from the donation were disposed of for cash. 

By act of Congress approved September 29, 1890, the forfeiture to the 
United States of all lands theretofore granted to any State or corporation to 
aid in the construction of a railroad opposite to and coterminous with the 
portion of any such road not comple was declared; and such lands were 
declared to be a part of the public domain, except the right of way and sta- 
tion grounds theretofore granted. E 

Prior to such forfeiture, however, the lands within the limits of those 
grants adjacent and coterminous to the portions not constructed were dis- 
posed of at the double minimum price. 

There seems to be no good reason why entrymen who paid the double mini- 
mum price under such conditions should not be reimbursed for the excess of 
payment and commissions. They entered and purchased these lands with 
the expectation that the railway would be constructed, and that therefore 
the lands would be worth the enhanced price paid, and the Government de- 
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manded the enhanced price on the theory that the lands would be more valu- 
able by reason of railway construction, and that the Government would be 
to that extent reimbursed for the lands granted to the railways 

The roads were not constructed, therefore the entryman reveived no bene- 
fit by reason of his settlement within land-grant limits, and a forfeiture hay- 
ing been declared of the lands granted to the railway, the Goverament re- 
ceived back the granted lands, and therefore could not reasonably demand 
the enhanced price on the theory of reimbursement for the granting of the 
alternate sections. 

It is true that these entries are in the nature of completed contracts, but 
they are contracts which the entryman entered into with the understandin 
a Gave was to bea railway constructed, and that he was to be benefite 
thereby. 

Attention is called to the amendment in lines 15 and 16, page 2, of the 
printed bill, in striking out the words “ heirs or assigns” and inserting in lieu 
thereof ‘legal representatives.” It is not clear on what theory the change 
in phraseology was made. 

he cases affected by this provision are those in which all claim and title 
to the land in the entryman or ntees under himare extinguished. Trans- 
fers in such cases are often made before the cancellation of the entry. 

Iam of opinion that the right to repayment should follow whatever claim 
or title there may be to the land under the entry for the protection of 
grantees under the entryman. When repayment is made it should be mace 
to the party having whatever claim or title to the land vested in the entry- 
man. 

I am of opinion, therefore, that the bill should be so amended as to allow 
repayment to the assigns of the entryman, and I see no good reason why it 
should not be paid to the heirs if the heirs are the owners under the entry- 
man of his claim and title to the land. 

I would also call attention to the fact that in some cases where forfeitures 
have been declared because of the failure of the ntee to construct its road 
the limits of the unconstructed road overlap the papery limits of other 
grants over which roads have been constructed, and where such is the case 
the eenaee for the increase in price still exists and no repayment should be 
made. 

I would therefore suggest that the bill be amended as follows: 

“‘ Nothing herein contained shall be so construed as toaffect any land lyin 
within the primary limits of any railway land grant where the road to which 
such grant was made has been constructed.” 

While the enactment of the proposed law would involve the expenditure 
of a considerable amount of money, I believe that the action contemplated is 
equitable and just. 

Very respectfully, BINGER HERMANN, 
Commissioner, 
Hon. C. N. Biss. 
Secretary of the Interior. 


During the first session of the Fifty-fourth Congress a similar bill was be- 
fore this committee and was favorably reported in Report No. 114, which is 


| herewith submitted as a part of this report. 





It is noteworthy that similar bills have been approved by Secretaries of 
the Interior of the last three Administrations. 


[Senate Report No. 99, Fifty-fourth Congress, first session. ] 


Mr. McBripsg, from the Committee on Public Lands, submitted the follow- 
ing report (to accompany 8. 36): ; 

The Committee on Public Lands, having had Senate bill 86 under consid- 
eration, and having duly considered the same, report it back with amend- 
ments and recommend its passage. The bill as amended reads as follows: 


“A bill to amend an act entitled ‘An act for the relief of certain settlers on the 
public lands, and to provide for the repayment of certain fees, purchase 
money, and commissions paid on void entries of public lands.’ 


‘* Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That section 2 of an act entitled ‘An act for 
the relief of certain settlers on the public lands, and to provide for the repay- 
ment of certain fees, purchase money, and commissions paid on void entries 
of public lands,’ approved June 16, 1880, be amended so as to read as follows: 

**Sgc. 2. That inall cases where homestead or timber-culture or desert- 
land entries or other entries of public lands have heretofore or shall here- 
after be canceled or relinquished on account of conflict, or where, from any 
cause, the entry has been erroneously allowed and can not be confirmed, the 
Secretary of the Interior shall cause to be repaid to the person who made 
such entry, or to his legal representatives, the fees and commissions, amount 
of purchase money, and excesses paid upon the same upon the surrender of 
the duplicate receipt and the execution of a proper relinquishment of all 
claims to said land. whenever such entry shali have been duly canceled by 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office; and in all cases where parties, 
as preemptors or homestead claimants, have paid double-minimum price for 
land which has afterwards been found not to be within the limits of a rail- 
road land nt, or which is within the limits of any portion of a grant 
which has n heretofore or which shall hereafter be forfeited by reason of 
any failure upon the part of the grantee to construct that portion of the 
railroad in aid of which such grant was made, which is adjacent to and 
coterminous with such lands, the excess of $1.25 per acre shall in like manner 
be repaid, but only to the original entryman thereof, or to his legal repre- 
sentatives: Provided, That no claim for any money under this act shall be 
allowed unless the same is duly made and presented to the Department of 
the Interior of the United States within the period of two years from the 
date when such claim shall accrue, or from the date of the approval of this 
act.’”’ 

During the second session of the Fifty-third Congress a similar bill was 
before this committee and was favorably reported in Report No. 171, which 


aS | : , : | is herewith submitted art of this r t: 
man, by reason of proximity to a line of railway, would derive benefits there- | wae Oa, aoe 


“The Committee on Public Lands having had the bill (S. 67) under con- 
sideration, and duly considered the same, report it back with amendments 
and recommend its passage. The bill as amended reads as follows: 


“A bill to amend an act entitled ‘An act for the relief of certain settlers on 
the public lands, and to provide for the repayment of certain fees, purhcase 
money, and commissions paid on void entries of public lands.’ 

“ Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled, That section 2of an act entitled ‘An 
act for the relief of certain settlers on the public lands, and to provide for 
the repayment of certain fees, purc money, and commissions paid on 
ve —- of public lands,’ approved June 16, 1880, be amended so as to read 
as follows: 

“*Seo. 2. That in all cases where homestead or timber-culture or desert- 
land entries or other entries of public lands have heretofore or shall hereafter 
be canceled for conflict, or where, from ony cause, the en has been erro- 
neously allowed and can not be confirmed, the Secretary of the Interior shall 
cause to be repaid to the nm who e such entry, or to his heirs or as- 
signs, the fees and co ons, amount of purchase money, and excesses 
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paid upon the same upon the surrender of the duplicate receipt and the exe- 
cution of a proper relinquishment of all claims to said land, whenever such 
entry shall have been duly canceled by the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office; and in all cases where parties as preemptors or homestead claim- 
ants have ps double-minimum price for land which has afterwards been 
found not to be within the limits of a railroad land nt, or which is within 
the limits of any portion of a grant which has been heretofore or which shall 
hereafter be forfeited by reason of any failure upon the part of the grantee 
toconstruct that portion of the railroad in aid of which such grant was made, 
which is adjacent to and coterminous with such lands, the excess of $1.25 per 
— shall in like manner be repaid, but only to the original entryman thereof, 
or to his heirs or personal representatives: Provided, That no claim for any 
money under this act shall be allowed unless the same is duly made and pre- 
sen to the Department of the Interior of the United States within the ~ 
riod of two years from the date when such claim shall accrue, or from the 
date of the approval of this act.’ 

“Section 2 of the act of June 16, 1880, is as follows: 

“* So. 2. In all cases where homestead or timber-culture or desert-land 
entries or other entries of public lands have heretofore or shall hereafter be 
canceled for conflict, or where, from any cause, the entry has been errone- 
ously allowed and can not be confirmed, the Secretary of the Interior shall 
cause to be repaid to the person who made such entry, or to his heirs or as- 
signs, the fees and commissions, amount of purchase money, and excesses 
paid upon the same upon the surrender of the duplicate receipt and the exe- 
cution of a proper rel a of all claims to said land, whenever such 
entry shall have been duly canceled by the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office and in all cases where parties have ~~ double-minimum price 
for land which has afterwards been found not to be within the hmits of a 
rail land grant, the excess of $125 per acre shall in like manner be repaid 
to the purchaser thereof, or to his heirs or assigns.’ 

“It will be seen that By ae bill reported by the committee it is proposed 
to amend the act so as to limit the repayment of $1.25 an acre to parties who 


have d double-minimum price to hom and preemption claimants, 
and to provide a limitation as to all claims arising under the act. These 
provisions are restrictions and limitations of the ori act. 


“The retention of the act is provided for in the following words: ‘Or 
which is within the limits of any portion of a grant which has been hereto- 
fore or which shall hereafter be forfeited by reason of any failure upon the 
part of the grantee to construct that portion of the railroad in aid of which 
such nt was made which is adjacent to and coterminous with such lands,’ 
which, taken in connection with the contract, will entitle homestead and pre- 
emption claimants who have paid $2.50 per acre for lands within the limits 
of forfeited railroad grants to have $1.25 per acre refunded to them. 

“Tt uires but few words to show that the principles of common honesty 
require © passage of this bill. 

‘The Government made grants of alternate sections of the public lands 
to aid in the construction of railroads. In order that there should be no loss 
to thie and the purchasers of the lands not granted within the 
limits of the several grants should pay for the benefits to be derived by 
them from the construction of the rai to be aided by the several grants, 
the price of the sections not granted was increased to $2.50 an acre. 

“The Government afterwards forfeited the grants, reduced the price of 
the forfeited lands and of the even sections within the limits of the grants to 
$1.25. The railroads were not built. The consideration for the increased price 
of the lands failed. Purchasers within the limits of railroad ts were re- 
quired to pay double the price that purchasers are now req to pay for 
adjacent lands where the nts have been forfeited. 

“The Government re the additional $1.25 an acre notwithstanding it 
has taken back its grants and prevented the construction of the roads. There 
is not a court of equity in a civilized country which would not grant relief 
under similar circumstances between private parties. 

‘* Annexed hereto will be found letters from Secretaries of the Interior and 
Commissioners of the General Land Office concerning the measure.” 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, September 1), 1893. 


Str: I transmit herewith a report from the Commissioner of the General 


Land Office on Senate bill No. @ entitled “A bill to amend an act entitled | 


‘An act for the relief of certain settlers on the public lands, and to provide 
for the repayment of certain fees, purchase pene, and commissions paid on 
void entries of public lands,’ which was refe to this Department with 
request that the committee be furnished with its views thereon. 

he effect of the amendment is to allow repayments in all cases where 
double minimum price was charged for lands within the limits of a railroad 
grant which has been or shall forfeited by reason of the failure of the 
grantee to construct that portion of the railroad adjacent toand coterminous 
with such land. 

The amendment is, in my opinion, just and proper. 


Very respectfully, 
_ r HOKE SMITH, Secretary. 
Hon. JAMEs H. Berry, 
Chairman Committee on Public Lands, United States Senate. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFF <4, 
Washington, D. C., August 28, 1893. 


Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt by reference of 22d in- | 


stant from Hon. John M. Reynolds, Assistant Secretary, of Senate bill No. 
67, entitled “A bill to amend an act for the relief of certain settlers on the 
public lands, and to provide for the repayment of certain fees, purchase 
money, and commissions paid on void entries of = lands,” approved June 
16, 1880, submitted by Hon. James H. Berry, chairman of the Senate Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, and referred to me as above for report in duplicate. 

The second section of the act of June 16, 1880 (25 Stat. L., 287), provides for 


repaymentof the excess paid on lands that have beensoldas double-minimum | 


land at $2.50 per acre, and are afterwards found to have been outside of any 
railroad nt, and therefore subject to sal> at $1.25 per acre. 
This til proposes to extend the right of repayment of excessover $1.25 per 
acre to entrymen whose entries are found to ‘within the limits of any 
sortion of a grant which has been heretofore or which shall hereafter be for- 
eited by reason of any failure upon the part of the grantee to construct that 
portion of the rai in aid of which such grant was made, which is adja- 
cent to and coterminous with such lands.’ A limitation clause not contained 
in the original act of June 16, 1880, is added, providing, ‘That no claim for 
any money under this act shail be allowed unless the same is duly made and 
presented to the Department of the Interior * * * within * * two 


years from the date when such claim shall accrue, or from the date of the 
approval of this act.” i 

a the law now stands, entrymen who paid double-minimum rate for land 
w n 
held to 


— railroad limits which were afterwards declared forfeited are 
not entitled to repayment of double-minimum excess, while those 





who made such entries subsequent to the passage of the forfetture act are en- 
titled to such repayment. , . 

This bill will place the earlier entryman on an equal footing with the later 
in respect to repayment of double minimum excess. I see no objection to its 


PeThe bill is herewith returned. 
Very respectfully, 


The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


8. W. LAMOREUX, 


Commissioner. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, December 15, 1893. 
Srr: I transmit herewith a report from the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, giving a statement of the amount of appropriation likely to be- 
come necessary in the event of the passage of Senate bill No. 67, as requested 
by your letter of October 16, 1898. 
Very respectfully, HOKE 8M re, 
Secretary. 


Hon. J. H. Berry, 
Chairman of Committee on Public Lands, United States Senate. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., December 16, 1893. 


Srr: In response to your inquiry, I have to advise you that on February 
25, 1892, this office, in reporting on a bill (H. R. 346) which proposed to repay 
to those persons who had paid the double minimum price for lands witbin 
the limits of grants for railroads which had thereafter been forfeited, made 
an estimate of the amount that would probably be uired to satisfy claims 
op te the portion of the Northern ific road which was declared for- 
feited by the act of September 29, 1890, and, taking that as a basis, estimated, 
roughly, the whole cost to the Government, in the event the bill became a 
law, at $1,500,000. : 

The estimated cost given for claimants opposite the Northern Pacific for- 
feited line was given as $260,000. A hurried examination of the records has 
now been made and it is found that $265,200 will probably be required. 

This, in my opinion, does not change the general estimate given at $1,500,000. 

Very respectfully, 
5. W. LAMOREUX, 


Commissioner, 
Hon. J. N. Doupx, 
United States Senate. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., October 30, 1893. 
Srr: I have the honor to acknowledge the poset, by reference from the 
Department for report, of a letter from the Hon. J. H. Berry, chairman of 
the Senate Committee on Public Lands, referring to Senate bill No. 67, a re- 
port on which was submitted on August 28, 1893, and asking the amount of 
seurepetaten likely to become necessary in the event of the passage of said 
1 


In reply, I have to advise you that to determine accurately the amount 
which would be required to satisfy claims under said bill, should it become 
a law, would require an examination of the lands lying opposite the forfeited 
portions of all land-grant railroads, and in the present condition of the cleri- 
cal force of this office would require several months’ time. The amount of 
the cost, however, has been estimated, and was given in = report of Sep- 
tember 22,1893, on Senate bill 617, “for the relief of purchasers from the 
United States of lands in the even-numbered sections within the forfeited 
| portions of railroad grants,” as $1,500,000, if said bill 617 should be amended 
| as suggested, which would have made the amount of egropeataen necessary 

practically the same as would be required should bill 67 become a law 
It is proper to say, in this connection, that while this office recommended 
the ene of Senate bill 67, and had on two previous occasions recom- 
mended the pawage of similar bills, Senate bill &22, report of January 3), 
| 1892, and House bill 340, report of February 25, 1802, after further and more 
careful consideration it reached a different conclusion, and recommended 
that Senate bill 617, aforesaid, be not passed. 

Mr. Berry's letter is herewith returned. 

Very respectfully, 


The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


8S. W. LAMOREUX, 


Commissioner, 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 


Washington, D. C., June 17, 1890. 
| Sr: Iam in receipt, by reference, of Senate bill 3797, providing that in all 
| cases where parties have paid double-minimum price for land on account of 


any grant of land to aid in the construction of railroads, and such grant 
has been forfeited because of failure to construct such railroad, the excess 
of $1.25 per acre shall be repaid to the purchaser thereof, or to the heirs or 
assigns. 

I a of the provisions of the bill. 


ery respectfully, JOHN W. NOBLE, 


Secretary. 
Hon. P. B. PLUMB, 
Chairman Committee on Public Lands, United States Senate. 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., June 12, 1890. 
Srr: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt, by your reference, of 
Senate bill No. 3797, from the Hon. P. B. Plumb, chairman of the Committee 


on Public Lands, United States Senate, for report thereon in duplicate 
After a careful examination of the bill, I approve of its provisions, and it 
should become a law. 
This bill is herewith returned. 
Very respectfully, 


LEWIS A. GROFF, 
Commissioner. 


} DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, February 19, 1892. 
| §1R: Iam in receipt, by reference from you, of Senate bill No. 622, entitled 
| “A bill to amend ‘An act for the relief of certain settlers on the public lands, 
and to provide for the repayment of certain fees, purchase money, and com- 
| missions paid on void entries of public lands.*” 
j I transmit the report of the Commissioner of the General Land Office on 
said bill. 
The effect of the amendment is to place upon an equal footing a class of 


! 
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persons, a portion of whom have paid double-minimum price and a portion 
of whom have paid single-minimum price for the same class of lands. 
In my opinion, the provision in the bill limiting the time in which a claim 
may be presented is wise and proper. 
Very respectfully, JOHN W. NOBLE, 
Secretary. 


Hon. J. N. Dorn, 
Chairman Committee on Public Lands, United States Senate. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., January 30, 1892. 
Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge receipt, by reference of the 19th in- 
stant, from Hon. George Chandler, First Assistant Secretary, of Senate bill 


No. 622, entitled “A bill to amend ‘An act for the relief of certain settlers on | 


the public lands, and to provide for the repayment of certain fees, purchase | 


money, and commissions paid on void entries of public lands,’ ” approved 
June 16, 1880, submitted by Hon. J. N. Dolph, chairman of the Senate Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, and referred to me as above for report in duplicate. 

The second section of the act of June 16, 1880, provides for repayment of 
the excess paid on lands that have been sold as double-minimum lands at $2.50 
per acre and are afterwards found to have been outside of any railroad grant, 
and therefore salable at $1.25 per acre. 

This bill proposes to extend the right of repayment of excess over $1.25 per 
acre to entrymen whose entries are found to be “ within the limits of any por- 
tion of a grant which has been heretofore or which shall hereafter be for- 
feited by reason of any failure upon the part of the grantee to construct that 
portion of the railroad, in aid of which such grant was made, which is ad- 
jacent to and coterminous with such lands.” 

A limitation clause, not contained in the original act of June 16, 1880, is 


statutory period, and for which patents have not issued, provided the settlers 
— omens with the provisions of the law except as to the time of filling 
their claims. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KEAN. Let the report be read in that case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. GAMBLE March 
26, 1902, as follows: 


The Committee on Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3084) 
for the relief of bona fide settlers in forest reserves, having had the sane 
under consideration, agree to report it back with the recommendation that 
the same do pass with the following amendment: 

After the word ‘ period,” line —, on page 2, add the following: 

“The benefits of this act shall extend to bona fide claims already received 
by the local land offices after the statutory period,and for which patents 
have not issued, provided the settlers have complied with the provisions of 
the law, except as to the time of filing their claims.” 

The passage of this bill is recommended by the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office. A bill identical in its provisions, being Senate bill 2866, 
passed the Senate on the 30th day of January, 1902, except only as to amend- 
ments hereinafter referred to, by which it was sought to make the provi- 
sions of the bill more plain and to place a limitation of two years upon the 
right granted by the bill. Your committee is informed, since the introduc- 


| tion and passage of the measure, that a number of settlers upon the Black 


added, providing **that no claim for any money under this act shall be al- | 


lowed unless the same is duly made and presented to the Department of the 
Interior * * * within * * * two years from the date when such claim 
shall accrue or from the date of the approval of this act. 

As the law now stands, entrymen who paid double-minimum rates for 
lands within granted railroad limits, which were afterwards declared for- 


while those who made such entries subsequent to the passage of the forfeit- 
ure act are entitled to such repayment. 

This bill will place the early entryman on an equal footing with the later 
in respect to repayment of double-minimum excess. I see no objection to its 
passage 

The bill is herewith returned. 

Very respectfully, 


The 


THOS. H. GARTER, 


‘ommissioner, 
SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


ELLEN J. CLARK. 
The bill (S. 1643) granting an increase of pension to Ellen J. 
Clark was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, after the word ‘‘ Volunteer,”’ to strike out 


‘Infantry ’’ and insert ** Cavalry;’’ and in line 9, after the word | ' 
| many instances open to settlement for several years. The timber in such 


‘“‘ receiving,’’ to insert “‘and $2 per month additional on account 
of the minor child of the said Henry W. Clark until he reaches 
the age of 16 years; *’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ellen J. Clark, widow of 


Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving, and $2 per month additional on account of the minor 
child of the said Henry W. Clark until he reaches the age of 16 years. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

MARY KING, 


The bill (H. R. 7811) granting a pension to Mary King was con- | 
It proposes to place on | 


sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 
the pension roll the name of Mary King, dependent mother of 
Michael King, late of Company E, Fourth Regiment Iowa Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
BONA FIDE SETTLERS IN FOREST RESERVES. 


The bill (H. R. 3084) for the relief of bona fide settlers in forest 
reserves was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands 
with an amendment, on page 2, line 8, after the word ‘ period,”’ 
to insert: 

The benefits of this act shall extend to bona fide claims already received 
by the local land officespfter the statutory period, and for which patents 
have not issued, provided the settlers have complied with the provisions of 
the law except as to the time of filing their claims. 

So as to make the bill read: 

Re it enacted, etc., That where a claimant under the settlement laws of the 
nited States within the limits of a forest reserve created under the provi- 
ms of section 24 of the act of March 3, 1891, entitled ““Anact to repeal timber- 
uture laws, and for other purposes,” has failed, by reason of ignorance of 
the proclamation of the President, or of the filing of the towns ~ plat of 
urvey, or from unavoidable accident or conditions, or from misunderstand- 
ing of the law, to place his claim of record within the statutory period, such 
claimant may be permitted within a period of two years from and after the 
passage of this act to file his claim in epee United States land office and 
receive patent therefor upr m showing due compliance with the law under 
which the claim is asserted, notwithstanding the reseryation, provided that 
he made bona fide settlement upon the land claimed prior to the date of the 
proclamation establishing the forest reserve and maintained continuous 
residence thereon for the requisite period. The benefits of this act shall ex- 
tend to bona fide claims already received by the local land offices after the 


U 
Sit 
cl 


Hills Forest Reserve had placed their claims of record with the local land 
office and proof in support thereof had been submitted and received. It was 
held subsequently by the General Land Office that under the operation of 
the act of March 3, 1891, these filings should not have been received by the 
local land office, and their further adjudication has been suspended and they 
are now held awaiting the action of the pending measure. It is thought by 
your committee that the original bill did not cover these cases and that it 


| should be made applicable to them as well as to those who have not yet 


| different causes, have been prevented from 


feited, are held to be not entitled to repayment of double-minimum excess, submits and adopts as a 


placed their claims of record with the local land office. Your committee 
rt of its report the report of the Committee on 
the Public Lands of the House, accompanying this bill. 

“This bill was introduced upon recommendation of the honorable Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office to afford relief to a class of worthy set- 
tlers who had established their homes upon various forest reserves in 
advance of the date of the establishment of such reservations, but who, from 
erfecting their titles. This sub- 
ject is considered by the Commissioner in his last annual report to the See- 


| retary of the Interior for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901, at pages 137, 138, 


| and 139. 


The present bill in the form in which it was introduced is set forth 
on page 139 of the Commissioner's report and recommended by the Commis- 
sioner for the consideration of Congress. 

“Various forest reserves have been created throughout the Western 
States by Presidential proclamations pereuant to the act of March 3, 1801. 
That act protected the right of actual bona fide settlers upon territory that 
might be set aside for forest reserves, provided settlement in such cases 


| should have been made prior to the date of the creation of the reserve; but 
| permitted no settlements to be made after the proclamation of the President. 


| which the lands are situated. 


“The territory appropriated for these various forest reserves had been in 


reservations is found uniformly growing upon the mountains, while the 
guichesand narrow valleysare qrccunty devoid of timber. These valleys are 
commonly fertile and present desirable opportunities to settlers. In these 
valleys hundreds of settlers had established their homes prior to the dates of 
the creation of forest reserves. 

‘‘In many localities the lands were unsurveyed at the time of the creation 


Henry W. Clark, late of Company K, Third Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer | of the forest reservations ao that settlers had had no opportunity to make 


their entries at the land office. Later the Government surveys were had 
and the usual plats filed in the various land offices. 

« “The general law provides that settlers upon the public lands shall make 
their homestead entries at the district land office within three months after 
the filing of the plats of the official survey in the land office of the district in 
The uniform interpretation of this provision 
of the law by'the Department has been that the failure upon the part of the 
settler to make his entry at the land office during the period of three months 
after the filing of the official plat did not work a forfeiture of his claim; that 
the only effect of such failure was to subject the settler to a possible adverse 
claim of some other settler who might seek to appropriate the same land, and 
that as against the Government the original settler could make his entry at 
any time subsequent to the three months’ period with the same effect as 
though his entry had been offered within that period. 

“There appears.to have been a general impression among the settlers 
within the boundaries of forest reservations that these same rules would ap- 
ply to their settlements, and that they could make their entries at the land 
offices as well after the expiration of the three months’ period from the date 
of the filing of the official plats, provided that no adverse settlement should 
be made upon their lands. For this reason many bona fide settlers did not 
offer their filings until after the period of three months had expired. Many 
other settlers received no notice of the filing of the official plats, and had no 
knowledge of such filing until after the three months’ period had expired. 
Others were prevented from making their entries within the three months’ 
period by other unavoidable accidents. 

“As a rule these are old-time settlers, many of them haying made their 


| homes upon their claims for from fifteen to twenty years, having made valu- 


| 


able improvements upon them. And these improvements are, practically, 
all that they possess, representing the labor and accumulation of years. 
They were not able to make their entries during the years referfed to from 
the fact that the Government surveys had not yet been extended over their 
lands. When the surveys were in fact completed they failed to offer their 
entries within the period of three months thereafter by reason of the condi- 
tions herein referred to. 

“After the three months’ period had expired such settlers in large num- 
bers presented their entries at the local land offices. The honorable Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office, when such cases were presented, held 
that the filings could not be made, upon the ground that the Presidential 
proclamation establishing the torest reserves amounted to an appropriation 
of the lands adverse to the settlers, and that, as a matter of legal interpreta- 
tion, the settlers would be left in the same position as though another settler 
had subsequently appropriated his lands. Upon appeal, the honorable Secre- 
tary of the Interior has placed the same interpretation upon the existing law. 
The officials of the Interior Department have, therefore, considered that the 
relief can be given to these settlers only by act of Con . They, however, 
consider that relief should be given these settlers ond cordially recommend 
this legislation. 

“This bill is designed to relieve a most worthy class of settlers, whose 
cases come entirely within the spirit of our settlement laws. By reason of 
conditions for which they are not justly responsible, they have been de 
prived of an opportunity to enter their lands. In many instances these are 
the pioneer settlers who have braved the dangers and hardships of life upon 
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our frontiers to establish a home for themselvesand their families. It would 
be in — nature of a public as well as a private calamity to deprive them of 
their homes. 

“The committee recommends two slight amendments for the purpose of 
more clearly expressing the oe of the act and in order to place a lim- 
itation upon the time in which the settlers referred to must complete their 
entries: 

“After the word ‘accident,’ in line 10, page 1 of the bill, insert ‘or condi- 
tions, or from misunderstanding of the law; and after the word ‘ permitted,’ 
in line 11, e 1, insert ‘within a period of two years from and after the 
passage of this act.’ 

‘The committee recommends that the bill as amended be passed.” 


[Extract from the report of the honorable Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, 1901, pp. 187, 138, and 139.) 


BONA FIDE SETTLERS ON FOREST RESERVES. 
In the creation of forest reserves under section 24 of the act of March 3, 


1891, the lands within the boundaries described are all reserved, subject to | 
any claim existing adverse to the United States. In each proclamation is | in the county of Chatham, State of Georgia, was considered as in 


placed the following excepting clause: 

‘Excepting from the force and effect of this proclamation all lands which 
may have been, prior to the date hereof, embraced in any legal entry or cov- 
ered by any lawful filing a= of record in the proper United States land 
office, or upon Which any valid settlement has been made pursuant to law, 
and the statutory period within which to make entry or filing of record has 
not expired: Provided, That this exception shall not continue to apply to any 
particular tract of land unless the entryman, settler, or claimant continues 
to comply with the law under which the entry, filing, or settlement was 
made. 

‘* Warning is hereby expressly given to all persons not to make settlement 
upon the tract of land reserved by this proclamation.” 

Where settlers within the limits of the reserves make their filings of rec- 
ord within three months after the date of settlement, in the case of surveyed 
lands, and within three months after the date of filing the township plat in 
the local land office, in the case of unsurveyed lands, there is no difficulty in 
the matter of the completion of their claims, for the reason that they have 
complied with the provisions of the act of ‘May 14, 1880, enacted to protect 
settlers from adverse claimants. But there is a class of claimants who, from 
ignorance, carelessness, and one reason or another, have failed to observe 
the requirements of the act of 1880, and their claims are, therefore, rejected 
because of the existence of the forest reserve, which has intervened to cut 
off their undisputed claim to lands wpon which they may have settled. In 
many of these cases it is a real hardship upon the claimants, for the reason 
that they have in good faith settled upon lands which were vacant and open 
to settlement at the time of their location, and upon which they have spent 
years of labor, improvement, and cultivation, and for which they could ob- 
tain title but for the existence of the forest_reservation. 

These cases coming up on appeal for adjudication, the Department has 
uniformly decided that the parties having failed to observe due te in 
getting their claims of record within the statutory period, as requi the 
excepting clause of the proclamation, t must fail for the reason that the 
forest reserve is to be considered as an adverse claim within the meaning of 
the act of May 14, T8#0. 

In the recent case of Joshua Smith, decided August 5, 1901, the Department, 
in passing upon this subject, stated: 

In this there is no individual adverse claimant, but the Government, 
by its Chief Executive, has claimed all the land within the boundaries of said 
reservation for a specific purpose, excepting only the lands coming within 
the above category; and the Executive order, reserving the land for a specific 
public pu must be held to be at least as effective upon the claim of the 
settlers as would be the adverse claim of one who wished the land for his 
own use, 

It has also been held that, in view of the plain terms of the proclamation 
creating a reservation, a claimant who fails to assert his claim within the 


statutory period can get no relief through the Executive a. 
While it is doubtless true that many fraudulent claims are intentionally 


initiated in forest reserves, particularly with the ae in view of obtaini 
the valuable right of the selection of other lands in lieu of lands relinquis 

in forest reserves, it is also true that there are honest settlers who have de- 
voted years of toil and hardship to the establishment of homes, whose claims 
have been embraced in forest reserves unknown to them, and who, th 
ignorance or a misunderstanding of the requirements of the law, or of in- 
ability to obtain information promptly in remote localities, have failed to get 
their claims of record within the required iod. These people ought not 
to be allowed to suffer because of the necessarily strict construction of the 
pr clamations creating the reserves, and some relief should be afforded 
them. 

in view of the fact that all claims within forest reserves can be carefully 
investigated under such re tions as the Department sees fit to require, 
prior to the final adjudication of the same, all cases where there is any at- 
tempt at fraud, either in the assertion of a settlement su uent to the cre- 
ation of the reservation or in evading other requirements of the settlement 
law, can readily be detected and the claims rejected; and likewise it can be 
ascertained to the satisfaction of the Department what claims are, in fact, 
bona fide pad je. 

With this view of the matter, and for the pu of bi ohn | deserving 
bona fide settlers within forest reserves, whose Claims are barred by reason 
of the creation of the reservation, as above set forth, I respectfully suggest 
the following proposed legislation for their relief, and recommend that it be 
presented to Congress for consideration, viz: 


A bill for the relief of bona fide settlers in forest reserves. 


_ Be it enacted, etc., That where a claimant under the settlement laws of the 
United States, within the limits of a forest reserve created under the pro- 
visions of section 24 ef the act of March 8, 1881, entitled “An act to repeal 
timber-culture laws and for other 8,’ has failed by reason of igno- 
rance of the proclamation of the President, or of the filing of the township 
plat of surveys, or from unavoidable accident, to place his claim of reco: 
within the statetory period, such claimant may be permitted to file his claim 
in the proper United States land office and receive patent therefor upon 
showing due compliance with the law under which the claim is asserted, not- 
Withstandémg the reservation, provided that he made bona fide settlement 
upon the land claimed prior to Er date of the proclamation establishing the 


fc ial reserve and maintained continuous residence thereon for the requisite 
period, 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


ment was concurred in. 


The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 


The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


TITLE OF SOUTH DAKOTA IN CERTAIN LANDS. 


The bill (S. 4450) confirming in the State of South Dakota title 
to a section of land heretofore granted to said State was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It,proposes that the title of 
the State of South Dakota to the section of land described in sec- 
tion 3 of chapter 1257 of the act of Congress approved October 1, 
1890, be confirmed and made absolute in that State freed from the 
conditions therein imposed. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SAVANNAH RIVER BRIDGE, 


The bill (H. R. 11409) to authorize the construction of a traffic 
bridge across the Savannah River from the mainland within the 
corporate limits of the city of Savannah to Hutchinsons Island 


Committee of the Whole. ; ; 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with 
an amendment, to add the following as a new section: 


Src. 3. That the bridge constructed, maintained, and operated under this 
act and according to its limitations shall be a lawful structure, and shall be 
recognized and known as a post route, upon which also no higher charge 
shall be made for the transportation over the same of the mails, the troops, 
and the munitions of war of the United States than the rate per mile paid 
for transportation of said mails, troops, and munitions over the railroads and 
public highways leading to said bridge; and the United States shall have the 
right of way for postal, telegraph, and telephone purposes over said bridge; 
and all telephone and telegraph companies shall be granted equal rights and 
privileges in the construction and operation of their lines across said bridge. 


The.amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 


The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 


The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
HORATIO N. WARREN. 


The bill (H. R. 2120) granting an increase of pension to Hora- 
tio N. Warren was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,’’ to strike out 
‘* thirty ’’ and insert ‘‘ seventeen; ’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, aud he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Horatio N. Warren, late 
lieutenant-colonel One hundred and forty-second Regiment ‘Pennsylvania 


Volunteer Infantry, and y him a pension at the rate of $17 per month in 
lieu of that he is now rect Fine. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 


The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 


The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN W. MOORE. 


The bill (H. R. 9821) granting a pension to John W. Moore was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension roll, = to the provisions and limitations 
of the ion laws, the name of John W. Moore, late of Company K. Eight- 
ieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $8 per month and such higher rate or rates of pension as he may hereafter 
show himself to be entitled to under existing pension laws, the same to be 
paid to him withozt any deduction or rebate on account of former alleged 
overpayments or erroneous payments of pension. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case, Mr. 
President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. Dezor March 
26, 1902, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9821) 
granting a pension to John W. Moore, have examined the same and report: 

The report of the Committee on Invalid Pensions of the House of Repre- 
sentatives is as follows: 

“The records of the War Department show that the beneficiary named in 
this bill, now 68 years of age, served as a private in Company K, Fightieth Ohio 
Infantry, from January 3, 1862, to January 11, 1865, when honorably discharged, 
and that he again served as second lieutenant in Company A, One hundred 
and ninety-seventh Ohio Infantry, from April 12, {865, to July 31, 1865, when 
honorably mustered out; that these records further show that while a mem- 
ber of the Eightieth Ohio he was on sick leave in Ohio in September and Oc- 
tober, 1863. 

“He first applied for pension in March, 1887, alleging that he contracted 
chronic diarrhea and resulting piles while a second lieutenant in the One hun- 
dred and ninety-seventh Ohio Volunteers in May, 1865, and upon due proof he 
was pensioned for said disabilities as a second lieutenant in the One hundred 
and ninety-seventh Ohio Infantry at one-half of total of his rank, namely, $s, 
from March 9, 1887, and this rating was increased to $12 from April 15, 1891. 

“In 1892 he filed a claim on account of additional disabilities, namely, 
catarrh of the head and throat, and deafness. During the special examina- 
tion of that claim it appeared from evidence adduced on said examination, 





including the pensioner’s own sworn statement, that he incurred the chronic 
diarrhea for which he was pensioned while serving as a private in the 
Eightieth Ohio in 1863 and not while serving as second lieutenant in 1865 in 


Office held that the allowance of his pension based upon rank of second lieu- 
tenant had been erroneous and contrary to law and made a reissue of his 
pension certificate, allowing him, inst of the pension of $8 per month 
which he had received from March 9, 1887, a pension of $4 per month from 
that date, and instead of $12 per month from April 15, 1891, a rating of $6 
from the last-named date, and the Government has withheld this pension 
until a sum accrues sufficient to reimburse the Government for the amount 
erroneously paid and based upon the rank of second lieutenant. 

*‘On October 17, 1900, the Pension Bureau again increased his pension to $8 


per month from August 1, 1900, on account of the pensioned causes. 

“It will thus be seen that the soldier has not Teen drawing an nsion 
since September, 1899, and that it will still take about seven years ‘ore he 
will have reimbursed the Government in the amount held to have been 


erroneously drawn. 

“The soldier testified in 1899 that he believed his statement that his dis- 
ability arose while he was a private was strictly true, and that it was also 
true that he remained in the service until 1865, and that it seemed to him that 
the mere fact that his disability which arose in the former part of his serv- 
ice, and which was greatly exaggerated by the latter part of his service, 
should not deprive him from the lieutenant’s pension, inasmuch as it made 
his recovery to health impossible. 

“The claim on account of the new disabilities named above—namely, 
catarrh of the head and throat and deafness—was rejected by the Pension 


Bureau in March, 1899, upon the ground of no record evidence of the ex- | 


istence of the alleged disabilities in the service, no medical evidence in the 
service or at discharge, and the best obtainable testimony, aided by a special 
examination, having failed to establish origin in the service of said disabili- 
ties. 

“An examination of the testimony obtained by the special examiner as to 
the new disabilities shows that the action of the Pension Bureau rejecting 
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said claim was proper, some of the witnesses who testified ex parte 


repudiated their affidavits as to the existence of these new disabilities in the | 


service, and others testified merely from hearsay. 

“As stated above, the Pension Bureau held, 
dier was entitled to a pension of $8 
resulting disease of the rectum, and this action was based upon the certifi- 
cate of medical examination made Au t 1, 1900, which examination, aside 
from the disability arising from diarrhea and disease of the rectum, rated 
him $8 for rheumatism, $6 for catarrh, $6 for disease of the heart, and $6 for 
severe deafness of the right ear. 

‘Under the law the action of the Pension Bureau in reducing this soldier's 
pension and pensioning him according to the rank he held at the time of the 
incurrence of the disability for which he is on the rolls was undoubtedly cor- 
rect, but the soldier committed no fraud, believing, and perhaps correctly so, 
that his subsequent services as a commissioned officer aggravated the dis- 
abilities which he contracted as an enlisted man. - 

**Under these circumstances your committee believes that the Govern- 
ment should not hereafter reimburse itself out of the pension to which this 
soldier is now entitled, or to which he may hereafter show himself to be en- 
titled, for the money erroneously drawn as of the rank of lieutenant, and 
that hence relief by Congress is warranted to that extent, and the bill is re- 
ported back with the recommendation that it - 

Your committee adopt the foregoing report 
the bill when amended as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of John W. Moore, late of Company K, Eight- 
ieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima pension at the rate 
of $8 per month and such higher rate or rates of pension as he may hereafter 
show himself to be entitled to under existing pension laws, the same to be 
paid to him without any deduction or rebate on account of former alleged 
overpayments or erroneous payments of pension.” 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 


tober 17, 1900, that this sol- 


and recommend the passage of 


aving | 





Affairs with an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting 


| Clause and insert: 
the One hundred and ninety-seventh Ohio, and consequently the Pension | 


That the President be, and he is novel, authorized to review and revoke 
the order of February 15, 1865, dismissi irst Lieut. Washington A. Huntley, 
Ninth United States Colored Troops, m the service for absence without 


leave, and to cause to be issued to him a certificate of discharge as of Janu- 


| ary 23,1865: Provided, That no pay, bounty, or other emoluments shall become 


due or payable by virtue of the passage of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


TRANSFER OF LAND TO QUINCY, ILL, 


The bill (H. R. 6196) transferring a lot in Woodland Cemetery 
to city of Quincy, Ill., was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It authorizes the Secretary of War to convey to the city 
of Quincy, Ill., all the right, title, and interest of the United 
States in lot No. 33, block 1,in Woodland Cemetery, in the county 


| of Adams and State of Illinois. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN F. ANTLITZ. 


The bill (H. R. 610) to correct the military record of John F. 
Antlitz was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 


| poses to correct the military record of John F. Antlitz, of Com- 


| pany H, First Regiment South Dakota Volunteer Infantry, so 


per miata ber cheenie Wervhen piles, end | that it will show that he was discharged in consequence of phys- 


ical disability contracted subsequent to his enlistment, and to 
grant him an honorable discharge of date June 22, 1898, and to 
allow him travel pay and allowances. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LABELING OF WINE AND FOOD PRODUCTS. 


The bill (S. 1347) for the proper labeling of wine purporting to 
be champagne was announced as the next business in order on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I ask that the bill and the succeeding one, 
being the bill (H. R. 9960) to prevent a false branding or mark- 
| ing of food and dairy products as to the State or Territory in 
which they are made or produced may go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Retaining their places? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Yes; sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the 
| bills will go over, retaining their places on the Calendar. 


UTAH INDIAN WAR VETERANS, 


The bill (S. 3797) authorizing the Secretary of War to deliver 
| old pieces of ordnance to the Indian War Veterans was considered 
/as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the Secretary of 


| War to deliver to the Utah Indian War Veterans three pieces of 





The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be | old field ordnance, with gun carriages, caissors, and harness, 


read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


SCHOOLS OF MINING AND METALLURGY. 
The bill (S. 634) to apply a portion of the proceeds of the sale of 


the public lands to the endowment, support, and maintenance of | 


schools or departments of mining and metallurgy in the several 
States and Territories in connection with the colleges for the bene- 
fit of agriculture and the mechanic arts established in accordance 
with the provisions of an act of Congress approved July 2, 1862, 
was announced as next in order. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I ask that that bill may go over and that 
it be placed under Rule IX, if that be the proper motion to make 
regarding it. The bill is one that will require some debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On the objection of the Sena- 
tor from North Dakota, the bill goes over under Rule IX. 


CHIPPEWA INDIANS OF MINNESOTA, 


The bill (S. 4284) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act for the re- 
lief and the civilization of the Chippewa Indians, in the State of 
Minnesota,’’ approved January 14, 1889, was announced as next 
in order, and the Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. Thisseems to beaverylong bill. I understand 
the author of the bill is not present. I think we may as well pass 
it over without losing its place. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ing its place. 

A. W., 

The bill (S. 1451) to correct the military record of A. W., alias 
nate, Huntley was considered as in Committee of the 

Thole. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Military 


The bill will go over, retain- 


ALIAS WASHINGTON, HUNTLEY. 








complete. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


STATUE OF THE LATE MAJ, GEN, ALEXANDER MACOMB, 


The joint resolution (S. R. 23) authorizing the Secretary of War 

| to furnish condemned cannon for a statue of the late Maj. Gen. 
Alexander Macomb, United States Army, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution had been reported from the Committee on 
Military Affairs with an amendment, after the word “ proper,” 
at the end of line 6, to insert ‘‘ not to exceed 7,000 pounds in 
weight; ’’ so as to make the joint resolution read: 

Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, authorized to de- 
liver to mayor of the city of Detroit, Mich., if the same can be done without 
detriment to the public service, such condemned bronze cannon as he may 

| deem proper, not to exceed 7,000 pounds in weight, to be used in the erection 
of a monument to the memory of the late Maj. Gen. Alexander Macomb, 
United States Army. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendment was concurred in. 5 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SIGNING OF LETTERS PATENT FOR INVENTIONS? 


The bill (H. R. 12095) to amend section 4883 of the Revised 
| Statutes, relating to the signing of letters patent for inventions, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
amend the section so as to read as follows: 

United States of 


Sec. 4883. All patents shall be issued in the name of the p 

America, under the seal of the Patent Office, and shall be signed by the Com- 
missioner of Patents, and they shall be recorded, together with the specifica- 
tions, in the Patent Office in books to be kept for that purpose. 


| 









1902. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ORGANIZATION OF VOLUNTEER ARMY OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The bill (S. 3821) to extend the time for presentation of claims 
under the act entitled ‘‘An act to reimburse the governors of 
States and Territories for expenses incurred by them in aiding the 
United States to raise and organize and supply and equip the 
Volunteer Army of the United States in the existing war with 
Spain,’’ approved July 8, 1898, and under acts amendatory thereof, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It. proposes that 
the time within which all claims for reimbursement under the 
act referred to, and under acts amendatory thereof, are to be pre- 
sented shall be extended to January 1, 1903. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHARLES H. HAWLEY. 


The bill (S. 4572) to grant an honorable discharge from the 
military service to Charles H. Hawley was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Military 
Affairs with an amendment, in line 9, to strike out the word 
‘hereafter ’’ and insert ‘‘ thereafter;’’ so as to read: 

That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized to review and 
to revoke the order dismissing Charles H. Hawley from the service asa second 
lieutenant of the Sixteenth Rogunens of Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and 
to issue a certificate of honorable discharge for him, to date from the 25th da 
of January, 1863, and that said Hawley shall thereafter be held and considere 
to have been honorably discharged from the military service of the United 
States on said date. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 5 , 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

MINERS’ HOME, 


The bill (S. 3984) granting land for a miners’ home was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to grant the 
following-described tract of land to Larence Scanlon, trustee of 
the Miners’ Home of Salt Lake City, Utah: Beginning at the 
southwest corner of the Fort Douglas Military Reservation, in 
Salt Lake County, State of Utah, running thence along the south 
boundary line of said reservation 80 rods; thence north 40 rods; 
thence west to the west boundary line of said reservation, 80 rods; 
thence south along the said west boundary line 40 rods to the 
place of beginning, containing an area of 20 acres, to be used asa 
site for the construction and maintenance of a home for miners. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 


The resolution (S. R. 179), ‘‘ Resolved, That Rule XIX be 
amended by inserting at the ae of clause 2 thereof the fol- 
lowing: ‘No Senator in debate shall directly or indirectly by any 
form of words impute to another Senator, or to other Senators, 
any conduct or motive unworthy or unbecoming a Senator; no 
Senator in debate shall refer offensively to any State of the 
Union,’ ’’ was announced as the next business on the Calendar. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let the resolution goover, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will go over. 


LEVI H. WINSLOW. 


The bill (H. R. 1714) granting an increase of pension to Levi 
H. Winslow was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Levi H. Wins- 
low, late of Company A, Twelfth Regiment Maine Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELIZA STEWART. 


The bill (H. R. 10289) granting a pension to Eliza Stewart was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 10, before the word “ living,’’ to strike out 
‘*still;’”’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eliza Stewart, widow of 


Hugh Stewart, late of the U. 8. 8. Great Western, United States Navy, and 


pay her a pension at the rate of $8 per month, such pension, however, to cease 
upon proof that the said Hugh Stewart is living. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. \ 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed, 


eee 


ALBERT 8S, WHITTIER. 

The bill (H. R. 1190) granting an increase of pension to Albert 
S. Whittier was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Albert 8S. Whit- 
tier, late of Company L, Fourth Regiment Massachusetts Volun- 
teer Heavy Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MATTHEW C. MEDBURY. 


The bill (H. R. 6488) granting an increase of pension to Mat- 
thew C. Medbury was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Matthew 
C. Medbury, late of Company E, Twelfth Regiment Rhode 
Island Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN E, WHITE, 


The bill (H. R. 1706) granting an increase of pension to John 
E. White was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike 
out ‘‘ twenty-four’ and insert ‘‘ sixteen;’’ so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, an he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joka E. White, late of 
Company K, First Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Heavy Artillery, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $16 per month in heu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. ; 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

MICHAEL FARRELL. 


The bill (H. R. 1503) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Farrell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Michael Farrell, 
late of Company K, Eighty-fifth Regiment New York Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN HOLLISTER. 

The bill (H. R. 10193) granting an increase of pension to John 
Hollister was considered as in the Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘“‘dollars,’’ to strike out 
‘“* twenty-four ’’ and insert “‘ fifteen; ’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Hollister, late of Com- 
pany C, Tenth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima 
pension at the rate of $15 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Let that be ‘twenty’ instead of “‘ fif- 
teen.’’ Amend it by striking out ‘‘twenty-four’’ and inserting 
** twenty.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the‘bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

MARIA L. GODFREY. 

The bill (S. 4740) granting an increase of pension to Maria L. 
Godfrey was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Maria L. Godfrey, 
widow of Alfred C. Godfrey, late chaplain Twentieth Regiment 
Maine Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $20 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. . 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
EUNICE A. SMITH. 

The bill (S. 4749) granting an increase of pension to Eunice A, 
Smith was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 9, after the word “ receiving,’ to insert 
** and $2 per month additional on account of the minor child of 
the said Frederick R. Smith until he reaches the age of 16 years;”’ 
so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary cf the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eunice A. Smith, widow of 
frederick R. Smith, late commander, United States Navy, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now Sepia and 
e per month additional on account of the minor child of the said rick 

. Smith until he reaches the age of 16 years. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the tiitrd time, and passed. 


IDA M. WARREN. 

The bill (5. 319) granting a pension to Ida Warren was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Ida M. Warren, widow of Charles Warren, 
late second lieutenant Company H, Forty-fifth Regiment United States Col- 
ored Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $15 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “‘A bill granting a pension 
to Ida M. Warren.”’ 


MATILDA R, SCHOONMAKER. 


The bill (S. 3091) granting an increase of pension of Matilda R. 
Schoonmaker was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause, and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Matilda R. Schoonmaker, widow of Cor- 
nelius M. Schoonmaker, late ———, United States Navy, and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | 


the third time, and passed. 
BENJAMIN S. HARROWER. 


The bill (S. 2289) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin | 


S. Harrower was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to rere and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Benjamin 8. rrower, late captain 
Battery G, First Regiment Indiana Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

ALFRED H. VAN VLIET. 


The bill (H. R. 5413) granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
H. Van Vliet was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, after the word “ late,’ to insert “ first 
lieutenant and;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized gnd directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alfred H. Van Vliet, late 
first lieutenant and adjutant, Eleventh Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cav- 
alry, and pay him a pension at the rate of ape month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving, such pension to be paid to his duly constituted guardian. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. ; 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

LORENZO BLACKMAN. 


The bill (H. R. 6687) granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo 
Blackman was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Lorenzo Blackman, 
late of Company G, Seventy-second Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EDWARD 8. DICKINSON, 


The bill (H. R. 3180) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
S. Dickinson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 








APRIL 2, 


The bill was re from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 6, after the word “‘ late,’’ to strike out “‘ of’’ 
and insert “ first lieutenant;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, 
authorized and directed to e on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edward 8. Dic n, late 
first lieutenant Company B, Tenth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of per month in lieu of that he is now 


receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM G,. JOHNSON, 


The bill (H. R. 3275) granting an increase of pension to William 
G. Johnson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of William G. John- 
son, late of Company F, Sixteenth Regiment Michigan Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


OTILLIA M. SMOOT, 


The bill (H. R. 2770) granting an increase of pension to Otillia 
M. Smoot was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Otillia M. Smoot, 
widow of George W. Smoot, late acting master’s mate, United 
States Navy, and to pay her a pension of $17 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM B, ROWE, 


The bill (H. R. 8696) granting an increase of pension to William 
B. Rowe was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of William B. Rowe, 
late of Company A, Ninth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cay- 
alry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES MISNER. 


The bill (H. R. 918) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Misner was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Charles Misner, 
late of Company A, Sixth Regiment !Michigan Volunteer Heavy 
Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM H, MACKEY. 


The bill (H. R. 5327) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Mackey was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William H. 
Mackey, late of Company D, One hundred and twenty-eighth 
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pen- 
sion of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM R. ARMSTRONG, 


The bill (H. R. 10141) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam R. Armstrong, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William R. 
Armstrong, late of Company F, Tenth Regiment Michigan Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


URIAH REAMS, 


The bill (H. R. 7990) granting an increase of pension to Uriah 
Reams was considered as in Committee of the Whole. : 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘‘dollars,”’ to strike out 
“* forty ’’ and insert “‘ thirty; ”’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Uriah Reams, late of Com- 
pany F, Twelfth Regiment Mich Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 
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The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time and passed. 
ABRAHAM N. BRADFIELD. 


The bill (H. R. 11381) granting an increase of pension to 
Abraham N. Bradfield was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘dollars,’ to strike 
out ‘twenty-four ’’ and insert ‘‘ seventeen;’’ so as to make the 
bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Abraham N. eld, late 
of Company I, Tenth iment lowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $17 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time, ; ; 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


MARY BEALS, 


The bill (S. 4514) granting an increase of pension to Mary Beals 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “ of,’’ to strike out “‘ the 
late;’’ in the same line. before the word “‘ second,”’ to insert “‘ late,”’ 
and in line 9, before the word “ dollars,’’ to strike out “ thirty ”’ 
and insert ‘‘ twenty-five;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pensions laws, the name of Mary Beals, widow of 
Jerome te second lieutenant Company E, Second Regiment Michigan 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | 


the third time, and passed. 
INEZ E, PERRINE, 
The bill (8S, 3108) granting an increase of pension to Inez E. 
Perrine was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with | jate of Company A, Eleventh Regiment Indiana Volunteer In- 


amendments, in line 9, before the word “ dollars,’’ to strike out 
‘twenty’? and insert ‘‘twelve,’’ and in line 10, after the word 
“receiving,” to insert “‘and $2 per month additional on account 
of the minor child of said Thomas A. Perrine until he reaches the 
age of 16 years;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, aber to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Inez E. Perrine, widow of 
Thomas A. Perrine, late of Company G, One hundred and fortieth Regiment 
Pennsylvanla Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving and § per month additional on 
aomee of the minor child of said Thomas A. Perrine until he reaches the age 
of 16 years. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. ; ; 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JOHN 8S, ROBINSON, 


The bill (S. 4881) granting an increase of pension to John 8. 
Robinson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 

directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of John 8. Robi late of Company G, First 
Regiment Colorado Volunteer Cavalry, and pay m a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report in the case be read. 

The Secre read the report submitted by Mr. PaTTERSON 
March 31, as follows: 


_ The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4381) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John 8S. Robinson, have etal the same and 


report: 
This bill as amended proposes to increase from $12 to $30 per month the 
vension of John §. Robinson, late of Company G, First Regiment Colorado 


tr eben ved from Septe ber 25, 1861, to March 17, 1863. H 

, mr. nson ser m2 . reh 17, . He was 
dischar for disability due to chronic rheumatism and scurvy. He is 74 
years 0 age, and is now resident at East Livermore, Me. 

o» Mr, Robinson ving a pension of r month under the act of June 
“7, 1890, for disease of mouth, i to hand, and debility. He made 
claim winter thegenevel nw Angus 2h 


s01, alloging that he contracted seurvy 
at Fort Craig, egest, 1888, nd that the same had resulted in 
disease of stomach. The 4 ™m was aiowed June 11, 1898, for disease of 





mouth, result of scurvy, at the rate of $6 per month, but no certificate for 
this pension was issued for the reason that the claimant was already in 
receipt of $12 per month under the act of June 27, 1800. ; : 

Mr. Rebinson is a complete mental and physical wreck. He is suffering 
from senile dementia and requires constant care and attention. He has not 
been out of the house for a year. He has been of unsound mind for the last 


ten years. While his wife was alive she cared for him as if he were a child, 
but she died about four years ago, and since then he has become completely 
broken down, both mentally and physically. For a while he was confined in 


an asylum at Pueblo, Colo., for his better protection, and remained 
there until some relatives took him under their charge. He has no income 
except his pension and is entirely dependent. 

These facts are all substantiated by evidence filed with the bill. Consider- 
ing his great age, his faithful service, his poverty, and his almost helpless 
condition, your committee are of the opinion that an increase of his pension 
would be eminently just and proper. 5 

The bill is re k favorably with a recommendation that it pass 
when amended as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pe n laws, the nameof John 8. Robinson, late of Company G, First 
Regiment Colorado Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS 8S. ROWAN, 


The bill (S. 2943) granting a pension to Thomas 8S. Rowan was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Geeneaary ee the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Thomas 8. Rowan, late of Company I 
Twenty-fifth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 3 : ; 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. : 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Thomas S. Rowan.”’ 


WILLIAM C, DAVID. 


The bill (S. 181) granting an increase of pension to William C. 
David was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to-place on the pension roll the name of William C. David, 


| fantry, and to pay him a pension of $50 per month in lien of that 


j 


he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES SCANNELL. 


The bill (S. 3672) granting an increase of pension to James 
Scannell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Persions, with 
an amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That _the Secnstony of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of James Scannell, late of Company E, Fourth 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and Company K. Second Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Heavy Artillery,and pay hima pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amiend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed, i 


JOHN REEP. 


The bill (H. R. 9791) granting an increase of pension to John 
Reep was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to shies on the pension roll the name of John Reep, late of Com- 

y B, One hundred and fifty-fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 
antry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES A. BRAMBLE, 


The bill (H. R. 8048) granting an increase of pension to James 
A. Bramble was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
roposes to place on the pension roll the name of James A. Bramble, 
ate of Company B, Eightieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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BARBARA M’DONALD. 


The bill (H. R. 9301) granting an increase of pension to Bar- | 


bara McDonald, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 10, after the word ‘‘ however,” to strike 
out: 


That in the case of the death of the helpless child, Robert McDonald, on 
whose account the pension of Barbara McDonald is increased,'the pension of 
said Barbara McDonald shall continue only at the rate of $12 per month from 
and after the date of death of said helpless child; 


And insert: 


That in the event of the death of Robert McDonald, helpless and de- 
pendent son of said soldier, Robert McDofald, the additional pension herein 
granted shall cease and determine; 


So as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Barbara McDonald, widow 
of Robert McDonald, late of Company D, Eighth Regiment New York Vol- 
unteer Heavy Artillery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that she is now receiving: Provided, however, That in the event of 
the death of Robert McDonald, helpless and dependent son of said soldier, 
Robert McDonald, the additional pension herein granted shall cease and 
determine 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the words “‘ Robert McDon- 
ald,”’ after the words “‘ said soldier,”’ in line 3, page 2, be stricken 
out. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. ; ; 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


ISAAC H. CRIM. 


The bill (H. R. 2545) granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
H. Crim was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Isaac H. Crim, late 
of Company C, Fourteenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, 
and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY E, KELLY. 


considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions, with an 
amendment, in line 8, after the word ‘‘ month,” toinsert “‘ in lieu 
of that she is now receiving;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | 
Mary E. Kelly, widow of | 
Isaac P. Kelly, late of Company H, Ninety-fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer | 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 


Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “‘A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mary E. Kelly.” 


MARGARET HENDRY. 


The bill (H. R. 7250) granting an increase of pension to Mar- 
garet Hendry was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Margaret Hen- 
dry, widow of James Hendry, late of Company F, First Regiment 


month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | 


to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
LA MYRA V. KENDIG. 


The bill (H. R. 1278) granting an increase of pension to La | 


Myra V. Kendig was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of La Myra V. 


Kendig, widow of Harry S. Kendig, late of Company A, One hun- | 


dred and sixty-fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and 
to pay her a pension of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Patt of Connecticut in the 
chair). The report will be read. 


| and at $8 from April 30, 1894, for partial 
| labor by reason of senile debility and disease o 
sequent] 











1 _ third reading and 
Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $12 per | 





The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. 
DEBOE March 31, 1902: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1278) 
granting an increase of pension to La Myra V. Kendig, have examined the 
same and report: j p 

The report of the Committee on Invalid Pensions of the House of Repre- 
——* hereto appended, is adopted and the passage of the bill is recom- 
mended. 

The House report is as follows: 

“Harry 8S. Kendig, the soldier named in this bill, served as a private and 


| corporal in Company A, One hundred and sixty-fourth Ohio Infantry, from 


May 2 to August 27, 1864, when mustered out with his company. 

“He never applied for pension under the general law, but was pensioned 

in 1894 under the act of June 27, 1890, at 4 ne month from December 13, 1893 

na | to earn a support by manual 

heart. This rating was sub- 
increased to $12 per month from September 18, 1895. 

“ He died October 30, 1896. 

“The beneficiary named in the bill, now 68 years of age, who married the 
soldier on May 13, 1866, is now and has been since December 14, 1896, pensioned 
under the act of June 27, 1890, at $8 per month, and such pension was allowed 
upon proof of her ~~ - to the soldier, his death, that she was his legal 
widow, and that she was dependent upon her own labor, etc. 

‘The beneficiary never peoees for pension under the general law. 

“There has been filed with your committee the affidavit of the beneficiary 
to the effect that while single, her father having been a man of considerable 


| means, she was supplied with all the comforts and many of the luxuries of 


life; that after her 


to the soldier she was supported by him in the 
manner to which she had 


n accustomed; that later on she erited from 


| her father a considerable sum of money, which her husband invested in what 
| seemed to be a good payin 'b 


mercantile business, which, however, proved to 
be a failure, and that thereby she lost all her inheritance with all of her hus- 
band’s capital; that at his death she was left absolutely without any means 
except the pension of $8 per month, which she is now receiving; that during 
the last three years of his life he was a helpless invalid, and such health as 
she was completely destroyed in nursing and caring for him, she 
having no means with which to employ assistance; that she is now without 
help and unable to help herself and has no one upon whom she can depend 
for assistance. 

“A statement from the auditor for Seneca County, Ohio, has also been 
filed, showing that the name of the beneficiary does not appear on the rec- 
ords for assessments of real and personal property lists for taxation in said 
county. 

“ veur committee are of the opinion that the beneficiary, who is now help- 
less herself and in destitute circumstances, and who destroyed her health in 
nursing and caring for her invalid husband during many years prior to his 
death, should receive at the hands of the Government the pension provided 
under the general law for widows of enlisted men, namely, $12 per month, 
in order that she may be enabled to procure for herself the necessaries of life; 
hence the bill is reported back with the recommendation that it pass.” 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GOVERNMENT OF THE PHILIPPINES. 
The bill (S. 2295) temporarily to provide for the administration 


| of the affairs of civil government in the Philippine Islands, and 
The bill (H. R. 6029) granting a pension to Mary E. Kelly was | 


for other pu 8, Was announced as next in order. 
Mr. COCKRELL. We can hardly pass that bill under the five- 


| minute rule. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 
ROBERT M. M’CULLOUGH. 


The bill (H. R. 283) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
M. McCullough was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Robert M. 
McCullough, late of Company B, Third Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOSEPH TUSINSEI. 

The bill (H. R. 8553) granting a pension to Joseph Tusinski was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Joseph Tusinski, late a private in 
Company E, Fourteenth Regiment United States Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. GALLINGER subsequently said: A few minutes ago the 
bill (H. R. 8553) granting a pension to Joseph Tusinski was passed. 
I move that the several votes whereby that bill was ordered to a 
be reconsidered, and that the bill be re- 
committed to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

JAMES P. BURCHFIELD. 

The bill (H. R. 809) granting an increase of pension to James 
P. Burchfield was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of James P. Burch- 
field, late surgeon Eighty-third Regiment Pennsylvania Volun- 


_ teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu 


of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ANDREW Y. TRANSUE. 
The bill (H. R. 9621) nting an increase of pension to Andrew 
Y. Transue was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Andrew Y. 
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Transue, late of Company G, Third Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $17 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HELEN V. RORER. 
The bill (H. R. 1938) granting an increase of pension to Helen 


VY. Rorer was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Helen V. Rorer, 
widow of Jonathan T. Rorer, late captain Company I, One hun- 
dred and thirty-eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay her a pension of $20 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS F. WALTER. 


The bill (H. R. 5761) granting a pension to Thomas F. Walter 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
ylace on the pension roll the name of Thomas F. Walter, late first 
Lenten Company A, Ninety-first Regiment Pennsylvania Vol- 
unteer Infantry; and to pay him a pension of $17 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MAGGIE HELMBOLD, 


The bill (H. R. 8651) granting .a pension to Maggie Helmbold 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Maggie Helmbold, widow 
of John W. Helmbold, late of Company E, Two hundred and 
thirteenth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and Com- 

any D, One hundred and ninety-second Regiment Pennsylvania 

Jolunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $8 per month, and 
$2 per month additional on account of her minor child until it 
shall reach the age of 16 years. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EMMA F, SHILLING, 


The bill (S. 3041) granting an increase of pension to Emma F. 
Shilling was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word ‘‘ late,”’ to strike out ‘‘ cap- 
tain of’ and insert ‘‘ first lieutenant;’’ in line 7, after the word 
‘*Company,”’ to strike out the letter “‘ F”’ and insert the letter 
‘“‘H:” and in line 9, before the word ‘‘ dollars,” to strike out 
‘*twenty *’ and insert ‘* seventeen;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


It pro- | 





Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe pr. isions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emma F. Shilling, widow of 


John Shilling, late first lieutenant Company H, Third Regiment Delaware | 


Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $17 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ANN E, COLLIER. 


The bill (S. 4506) granting an increase of pension to Ann E. | 


Collier was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, before the word ‘‘ United States,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘of the,’’ and in line 8, before the word “ dollars,’’ 


to strike out “‘ fifty ’’ and insert ‘‘ forty;’’ so as to make the bill | 


read 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized und directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
aud limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ann E. Collier, widow of 
George W. Collier, late lieutenant-colonel, United States Marine Corps, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. . : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


CONTROL OF DOGS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
The bill (S. 4792) relative to the control of dogs in the District 
of Columbia was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOSEPHINE M. DUSTIN. 

The bill (H. R. 6466) granting a pension to Josephine M. Dus- 
tin was considered as in Committee of the Whole. ; 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
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amendment, in line 8, before the word “‘ dollars,’’ to strike out 
**twelve’’ and insert ‘‘ eight;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Josephine M. Dustin, widow 
of Miles G. Dustin, late of Company E, Sixteenth Regiment Wisconsin Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $8 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

DEWIT C. M’COY. 

The bill (H. R. 2124) granting an increase of pension to Dewit 
C. McCoy was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘‘ dollars,”’ to strike out 
‘* thirty-six ’’ and insert *‘ thirty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Dewit C. McCoy, late lieu- 
tenant-colonel Eighty-third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry,and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


PHEOBE L. PEYTON. 


The bill (S. 4643) granting an increase of pension to Phoebe L. 
Peyton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and to 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Pheobe L. Peyton, widow of Jacob M. Pey- 
ton, late of Company C, Ninth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and 
captain Company I, One hundred and forty-eighth Regiment Illinois Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


| the third time, and passed. 


The title was amended so as to read: ‘A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Pheobe L. Peyton.”’ ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o'clock having 
arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
which is House bill 9206. 

Mr.GALLINGER, It will take about five minutes, perhaps, to 
complete the Pension Calendar. I ask unanimous consent that it 
may be completed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 


| shire asks unanimous consent that the pending bill be temporarily 
| laid aside and that the remaining pension bills on the Calendar 


may be considered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the consideration of the Calendar only 
go to bills reported before April 1. We have not the reports and 
bills on our desks of those reported yesterday. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection to 
the request of the Senator from New Hampshire. The Calendar 
will be proceeded with. 


ELIZABETH A. CAPEHART. 

The bill (S. 3634) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
A. Capehart, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions, with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 

irected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 

of the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth A. Capehart, widow of Henry 
Capehart, late colonel First Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Cavalry and 
brevet major-general United States Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $40 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MINERVA MELTON, 


The bill (S. 4056) granting an increase of pension to Minerva 
Melton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
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amendments, in line 7, before the word ‘‘ Provisional,’’ to insert 
the words ‘‘ Fourth Regiment; ’’ in the same line, after the word 
**Enrolled.”’ to strike out *‘ Regiment;*’’ in line 8, before the 
word “* Militia,”’ to strike out ‘* State,’ and in line 11, before the 
word ‘‘ Melton,”’ to strike out ‘‘ DeCosta’’ and insert ‘‘ Decota; ”’ 
so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roil, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Minerva Melton, widow of 
Newton Melton, late of Company I, Fourth Regiment Provisional Enrolled 
Missouri Militia, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving: Provided, That in the event of the death of Decota 
Melton, helpless and dependent daughter of said Newton Melton, the addi- 
tional pension herein granted shall cease and determine. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr.GALLINGER. Let acomma be inserted after ‘‘ Melton,”’ 
in line 11. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A comma will be inserted at 
that point. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ELIZA A. WRIGHT. 

The bill (H. R. 8471) granting a pension to Eliza A. Wright 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Eliza A. Wright, widow of 
James H. Wright, late of Company E, Eighty-seventh Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $12 per 
month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DENNIS DYER. 

The bill (H. R. 3418) granting a pension to Dennis Dyer was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,’’ to strike out 
‘** seventeen ’’ and insert ‘‘ twelve;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
end limitations of the pension laws, the name of Dennis Dyers late of Com- 
pany K. One hundred and twenty-third Regiment Ilinois Volunteer Infan- 
try, and pay him 2 pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES F. MERRILL. 


The bill (H. R. 11375) granting a pension to Charles F. Mer- 
rill was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 


an amendment, in line 8, before the word “‘ dollars,”’ to strike out 
“twenty-four ’’ and insert “* twelve;”’ so as to make the bill read: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
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The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions, with 
amendments, in line 7, before the word ‘‘ Volunteer,” to insert 
** Maryland,” and in line 8, before the word “‘ dollars,” to strike 
out “‘ thirty-six ’’ and insert ‘‘ thirty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Brown, late of Com- 
pany I, Thirteenth Regiment mez and Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
ALICE BOZEMAN. 


The bill (H. R. 5712) granting a pension to Alice Bozeman was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Alice Bozeman, the helpless and 
dependent daughter of Phineas L. Bozeman, late of Captain Law- 
ler’s company, Illinois Mounted Volunteers, war with Mexico, 
and to pay her a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE M’DANIEL. 


The bill (H. R. 2287) granting an increase of pension to George 
McDaniel was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of George McDaniel, 
late of Company H, One hundred and forty-eighth Regiment In- 
diana Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $50 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DAVID C. MAPLES. 


The bill (H. R. 10692) granting an increase of pension to David 
C. Maples was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of David C. Maples, 
late of Company H, Ninth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Cavy- 
alry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FREEMAN R. E. CHANABERRY. 
The bill (H. R. 6713) granting an increase of pension to Free- 


| man R. E. Chanaberry, was considered as in Committee of the 
| Whole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, before the word “ First,’’ to strike out 
‘Tennessee Volunteers, Mexican war;’’ so as to make the bill 


| read: 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles F. Merrill, late an 


unassigned private, Fourteenth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and | 


pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time and passed. 

JETHRO M. GETMAN. 


The bill (5. 1625) granting an Sneneene oF peneien So Seuiee M | an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 


Getman was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Jethro M. Getman, alias James M. Getman, 
late first lieutenant Company G, Forty-second Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $9) per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- | 
| the third time, and passed. 


ment was concurred in. ; 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Jethro M. Getman, alias James M. Getman.”’ 
JOHN BROWN. 

The bill (S. 4335) granting an increase of pension toJohn Brown 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 





| was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Freeman R. E. naberry, 
late of Company K, First Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, war with 
Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lien of that he 
is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. : : 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


CLARA W. M’NAIR. 


The bill (S. 1225) granting a pension to Clara W. McNair was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 


The bill*was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an | insert: 


amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: | 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pee roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Clara W.McNair, widow of Frederick V. 
McNair, late rear-admiral, United States Navy, and pay her a pension atthe 
rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


| ment was concerred in 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 


| crease of pension to Clara W. McNair.”’ 


SARAH M. SMITH. 
The bill (H. R. 10415) granting a pension to Sarah M. Smith 


It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Sarah M. Smith, widow of 


' Andrew J. Smith, late of Captain Smith’s company, Hays’ regi- 
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ment, Texas Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, and to pay her 
a pension of $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


IMITATION DAIRY PRODUCTS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate resumes the consid- 
eration of the unfinished business. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 9602) to make oleomargarine and other 
imitation dairy products subject to the laws of any State or Ter- 
ritory or the District of Columbia into which they are transported, 
and to change the tax on oleomargarine, and toamend an act enti- 
tled ‘‘An act defining butter, also imposing a tax upon and regu- 
lating the manufacture, sale, importation, and exportation of oleo- 
margarine,’’ approved August 2, 1886. 

Mr. HALE. What has become of the Calendar? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o’clock arrived 
and the unfinished business was laid before the Senate. Agree- 
ment was asked that that might be temporarily laid aside for the 
consideration of pension bills, which has been concluded so far as 
the agreement extended, and the unfinished business was again 
laid before the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. It will take only a few moments to go on and 
complete the consideration of the Calendar. 

Mr. MONEY. If the Senator will allow me one moment, the 
Senator from Texas [Mr. BatLzy], who was to continue his re- 
marks, is not here. Ihave sentfor him. In the meanwhile we 
might go on with the Calendar until he comes in. 

Mr. HALE. We might go on with the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I would have no objection to that course 
except that the cases now reached were reported only yesterday, 
and we have not the reports and the bills on our desks. 

Mr. BarLEy entered the Chamber. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas [Mr. 
BAILEY] is now here. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We have disposed of all the cases reported 
on March 31, except one. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator from Texas is ready to proceed—— 

Mr. BAILEY. Iam not anxious, however, and if the Senate 
has on matter it desires to complete, I will yield for it. 

Mr. LE. It is just as well for the Senator to go on. 

Mr. MONEY. Isubmit an amendment intended to be proposed 
pt to the pending bill. I ask that it be printed, and lie on the 
table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be printed 
and lie on the table. 

Mr. FORAKER. I wish to offer an amendment to the bill 
now under consideration in order that it may be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amen 
and lie on the table. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, when I yielded the floor yester- 
day afternoon I had reached that point in the argument where, 
after admitting as a matter of law the contention of the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. ie if oleo ine is a dele- 
terious food product, it falls within the power of Paeepans to con- 
trol it as an article of interstate and foreign commerce, I was 
considering whether as a matter of fact oleomargarine is delete- 
rious. I had read to the Senate the opinions of three distinguished 
scientific experts, all asserting that oleomargarine is a wholesome, 
a palatable, and a digestible article of food; and I now desire to sup- 
plement those statements by one somewhat more extended and, if 
possible, more convincing t those which I read on yesterday. 

Prof. Charles Harrington, who is the assistant professor of 
hygiene in the medical school of Harvard University, has pub- 
lished an excellent work entitled ‘‘ Practical Hygiene,” in which 


he discusses this — of oleomargarine, and as a matter | 


of saving my voice I ask the Secretary to read that part which 
I have indicated by pencil marks, beginning on page 112. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. No objection being made, the 


Secre will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Oleoma has been misrepresented to the public to a ter extent 
probably any other article of food. From the time of its first appear- 


unce in the market as a competitor of butter, there has been a constant at- 

tempt to create and foster a prejudice against it as an unwholesome article, 
e from refuse of varions kinds, a vehicle for fe 

a disseminator of tapeworms and other unwelcome parasites. has n 

said to be made the carcasses 


‘acture. 
The most absurd statement which the author has seen appeared in the an- 


nual re of the board of health of a community large enough and ric 
enough to be enabled to afford better service; this was that a large part of the 
annual output was made from the i of dogs shot while suffering from 
rabies by police in the streets of large cities 


The publication of a great mass of untruth can not fail to have its desired 
effect, not solely on the minds of the ignorant, but even of some of those of 
over average intelligence. So it is thata prejudice was created against this 
valuable food praduct, but it is gradually becoming lessand less pronounced. 

The truth concerning oleomargarine is that it is made only from the clean- 
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| to tax oleoma: 


| totax. Just as we had the righ 


of animals dead of which is a genuine and legitimate object of taxation, 








est materials in the cleanest ible manner, that it is quite as wholesome 

as butter, and that when sold for what it is and at its proper price it brings 

into the dietary of those who can not afford the better grades of butter an im- 

portant fat food much superior in flavorand keeping property to the cheaper 

es of butter which bring a better price. Oleomargarine cannot be made 

m rancid fat, and in its manufacture great care must be exercised to ex- 
clude any material, however slightly tainted. 

It is not. and can not_ be made from fats having a marked or distinctive 
taste, and its flavor is derived wholly from the milk or genuine butter em- 
ployed in its manufacture. It contains, asa rule, less water than does gen- 
uine butter, and consequently any difference in food value is in its favor. It 
undergoes decomposition much more slowly, and, indeed, may be kept many 
months without ane Tae. Much has been said concerning its di- 
gestibility, and alarmists have — so far as to claim that it is quite indi- 
gestible and likely to provea prolific cause of dyspepsia, quite forgetting that 
the materials from which it is made have held a place in the dietaries of all 
civilized peoples since long before butter was promoted from its position as 
an ointment to that of an article of food. Many comparative studies have 
been on point, and results in general have shown that there is lit- 
tle if a H. Lithrig has proved by careful experiment that the 
two are to all intents and purposes exactly alike in point of digestibility. 


Mr. BAILEY. Now, Mr. President, I will add to these scientific 
opinions an extract from a case decided by the Supreme Court of 
the United States. oting from a New York case this highest 
judicial tribunal of the land says: 


It appears from the opinion that on the trial of that action “it was proved 
on the part of the defendant by distinguished chemists that oleomargarine 
was composed of the same elements as dairy butter. That the only differ- 
ence between them was that it contained a smaller proportion of fatty sub- 
stance known as butterine. That this butterine exists in dairy butter only 
in a small proportion, from 3 to 6 per cent. 

“That if exists in no other substance than butter made from milk, and it is 
introduced to oleomargarine butter by adding to oleomargarine stock some 
milk, cream, or butter, ch , and when this is done it has all the ele- 
ments of natural butter; but there must always be a smaller percentage of 
butterine in the manufactured product than in the butter made from milk. 
The only effect of the butterine is to give flavor to the butter, having noth- 
ing to do with its wholesomeness. That the oleaginous substances in the oleo- 
margarine are substantially identical with those produced from milk or 
cream. Professor Chandler testified that the only difference between the 
two articles was that dairy butter had more butterine; that oleomargarine 
contained not over 1 per cent of that substance, while dairy butter might 
contain 4 or 5 per cent, and that if 4 or 5 per cent of butterine were added to 
the oleo ine there would be no difference. It would be butter, irre- 
spective of the sources; they would be the same substances.” 


And so, Mr. President, the almost unbroken authority of every 
disinterested witness who has considered the question is that oleo- 
margarine isa wholesome, palatable, and a digestible food product, 
and they fully di of so much of the argument of both the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts and the Senator from Wisconsin as predi- 
cated the power of Congress over this article upon the theory 
that it is deleterious to health. 

THE TAXING POWER. 


Besides the right based upon the deleterious character of the ar- 
ticle, the only other ground, according to both the Senator from 
Wisconsin and the Senator from Massachusetts, upon which this 
bill can be defended as a constitutional exercise of power on the 
part of Congress is that we have a right to tax uncolored oleo- 
margarine for the purpose of raising revenue, and, resulting from 
that, we have a right to tax colored cleomargarine as a means of 
preventing the evasion of the tax upon the uncolored article. I 
prefer, however, that the Senator from Massachusetts should 
state his own position, and consequently I shall read his words 
from the printed Recorp. After maintaining, as I have stated 
above, the right of Congress over oleomargarine upon the theory 
that it is deleterious, he then proceeds: 


We have another right which is well settled, and that isin se'ecting objects 
upon which we shall put the tax in raising revenue. We have the right to 
select objects the burdening of which is not a public injury, ana to omit or 

s by objects which are a clear benefit, and every burden, or load, or con- 
Nition placed upon which is a public disadvantage. 

We might, I suppose, for the mere | gL ne of raising a revenue, tax the 
production of wheat, or of milk, or of honest and wholesome butter as an 
excise, but we do not do that because we do not want to put any burden upon 
such products, which are absolutely and unquestionably beneficial. So we 
take brandy, — tobacco, beer, and articles which, while they yield us 
@ revenue, we do not mean to prohibit their sale if we could. Still nobody 
claims that if the sale or use of beer, or tobacco, or brandy, or whisky be 
burdened the public has suffered any disadvantage. 

Now, that being true, and it being a sound Constitutional principle and a 
sound principle in the exercise of legislative discretion, we have undertaken 
ine under the use of our taxing power on the same princi- 
les and for a like reason, and moderately, just as we have undertaken to tax 
Deer and whisky and brandy. 

This fraudulent and spurious butter isnot only, if what the gentlemen who 
have spoken are right, as I suppose they are, an injury to the farmess’ but- 


| ter, but it is an escape by fraud or jue a} Sleom exhibiting and laying open for 


purposes of taxation a genuine a of oleomargarine which we havea right 

to tax out of existence the State-bank currency 
because it interfered with our national currency, which we had a right to pro- 
vide, to establish, and to regulate, we have a right to tax out of evistence 
spurious oleomargarine, because it interferes with the genuine oleomargarine, 


To all of this I readily assent as a matter of law. Nobody 


h | doubts the power of Congress to select such articles as its wis- 


dom may dictate from which to raise the money necessary to sup- 
port the Government; nor do I doubt that in the selection of the 
articles upon which to levy a tax Congress may be governed by 
considerations of expediency, and may levy the impost upon 
oleomargarine rather than upon butter, because it may believe 
that the oleomargarine manufacturers can better afford to pay it 





3556 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


ApRIt 2, 





than the butter makers. I also assent to what appears to be the 
subordinate, but what, here, is really the principal statement, that 
when Congress lays a tax on a given article it has the perfect 
right to lay a tax upon another article for the purpose of more 
effectively collecting the tax first levied. In other words, and 
applying the rule to the case at bar, if the tax on uncolored 
oleomargarine is intended to raise revenue for the Government, 
and if the greater tax on colored oleomargarine is intended to 
better insure the collection of the tax on uncolored oleomargarine, 
then that ends the argument with me, and must end it with 
every sensible man. 

But, Mr. President, does any Senator here believe that this bill 
lays a tax of one-fourth of 1 cent per pound on uncolored oleo- 
margarine for the sake of the revenue it will bring into the Treas- 
ury? Or, if there be one so blind as to believe in that, is there 
one who is blinder still and believes that the tax of 10 cents per 


pound on colored oleomargarine is levied in order to more ef- | 


fectively collect the tax of one-fourth of 1 cent per pound upon 
the uncolored article? I will not hazard giving offense to my 
associates by declaring that no man can believe either statement 
to be true, and as two distinguished Senators have advanced 
these legal propositions in justification of the bill I shall assume 
that, as to them, at least, there must appear some facts to which 
they can apply their law. Granting that they must believe that 
the bill carries such a purpose, I desire to show them, as well as 
all other members of this body, that such a purpose is not even 
pretended by the originators and promoters of this legislation. I 
will go further, and from the lips of the most eminent and infiu- 
ential advocates of this measure, I will show that they have ad- 
mitted that the taxation is a subterfuge and a false pretense. 

Ex-Goverrnor Hoard, in a hearing before a committee of the 
House of Representatives, declared in answer to a question: 

The Government taxed State banks out of existence. Federal legislation 
can proceed only along that line. We unfortunately have not a form of gov- 
ernment in that respect like Canada. In Canada they can puta fraud ora 
cheat out of existence; but we have to proceed along the lines we can. 

In another place, and in reply to practically the same question 
in a different form, ex-Governor Hoard again replied: 

I have to do business with the things I have, with the machinery I have. 
I can not approach it from the Federal standpoint except through taxation 

Governor Hoard was not talking about raising revenue to support 
the Government when he says he *‘ can not approach it from a Fed- 
eral standpoint except through taxation,”’ but he is talking about 
discouraging the sale of colored oleomargarine. If anything could 
make his meaning plainer than his testimony before the House 
committee this year, it would only be necessary to refer to his 
testimony before the House committee in 1901, when he unequivo- 
cally and unhesitatingly stated why a tax was levied by this bill. 
He was not then under cross-examination; but in his direct and 
voluntary statement he says: 

To give added force to the first section of the bill it is also provided in the 
second section that a tax of 10 cents.a pound shall be imposed on all oleomar- 
garine in the color or semblance of butter. In plain words, this is repressive 
taxation. 

Mr. Hoard’s friends and associates in all of this agitation have 
been more candid than some of the Senators in this discussion, 
and have not hesitated to declare that the tax was levied not for 
revenue, but, as they describe it, to destroy a fraud. In his tes- 
timony before a committee of the Senate at its last session, Mr. 
George L. Flanders, the assistant commissioner of agriculture of 
the State of New York, speaking of this bill, declared: 

I hope it will tax fraud out of oleomargarine. That is all I want. 


Mr. Flanders made no pretense that he expected or desired the 
tax to raise revenue, but only that it should tax the fraud out of 
oleomargarine. 
year Mr. H. G. Adams, who is, I believe, the food and dairy com- 
missioner of Wisconsin, declared: 

We are here, as Mr Flanders said, to, if possible, legislate fraud outof oleo- 
margarine. 

Mr. Adams, with a candor which some of his Senatorial friends 
would do well to imitate, declares that the tax is not intended to 


raise revenue, but purely and only to legislate fraud out of 


oleomargarine. 

We know perfectly well that though the original act of 1886 
has contributed to the support of the Government, it was not in- 
tended to do so, and in that respect it has proved a great disap- 
pointment to its authors. Governor Hoard, who has been more 
prominent in this whole agitation than any other one man, and 
whois perfectly familiar with the plans of those who are urging this 
legislation, made this statement before a committee of the Senate: 

This law of 1886 was enacted as the only remedy the General Government 
could afford to check the enormous frauds being practiced in the sale of oleo- 
margarine at that time. The tax was placed at 2 cents per pound, this being 
regarded as about the figure needed to raise sufficient revenue to enable the 
Government to enforce the other provisions of the bill. 

In plain words, Governor Hoard avowed before a committee of 
the Senate that the original act of 1886 was intended to suppress 


commercial frauds, and that a tax was levied because only in that 
way could Federal jurisdiction be sustained, and that the rate was 
fixed not with a view of helping to support the Government, but 
merely with the view of raising money enough to execute the pro- 
visions of a law which Congress confessedly had no power to 
pass except upon the false pretense that it was a revenue measure, 
The Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCumBrr] declared in 
his speech: 

Everyone knows that this bill is intended to tax oleomargarine out of exist- 


| ence, although it is under the guise of a revenue bill. 


I might here again repeat those passages from the speeches of 
Senators which I have already quoted in discussing another branch 
of the question; but it will be sufficient for me to remark that 


| in quoting those Senators to show that they, like Governor Hoard, 


were supporting this bill in order to correct certain trade abuses, 
they in effect, of course, admitted that they were not supporting 
it for the purpose of raising revenue. It is, however, Mr. Presi- 
dent, a waste of time for me to pursue this line any further. It is 
an affront to the intelligence of the Senate for me to stand in its 
presence and argue that this bill isnotarevenue measure. Every- 
body knows that it is not; and nobody supports it because it is 
believed to be. 

Does any Senator here believe that this tax of one-fourth of 1 
cent per pound on uncolored oleomargarine is levied for the sake 
of revenue? Does any Senator further believe that the tax of 10 
cents per pound on colored oleomargarine is levied for the pur- 
pose of better insuring the collection of the tax of one-fourth of 1 
cent per pound on uncolored oleomargarine? And yet, sir, the 
Senator who does not believe both propositions can not conscien- 
tiously vote for this bill under the taxing clause of the Constitu- 
tion. The courts will not, I grant you, declare it unconstitutional, 
because our theory of government wisely forbids the judiciary to 
examine the motives of the legislative department, and though 
the judge might be convinced as a man that our object was dif- 
ferent from what the law professes, he dare not as a judge declare 
it so. But while the court can not look into our hearts and minds 
and determine the motive which controlled our votes, the rule is 
different with the Senator himself. He knows the motive which 
controls him, and he ought not to be governed by one which he 
dares not avow before the world. Mr. President, it is extremely 
disagreeable to question the candor of men, but I will venture to 
say that if you will put the question not in the usual form of 
‘‘ Shall this bill pass?’’ but state it, ‘‘As many Senators as believe 
this bill is intended to raise revenue vote ‘aye,’’’ it would not 
receive a single vote in the Senate. 

But, Mr. President, turning from these questions as to the power 


| of Congress to regulate interstate commerce and to levy taxes, we 


| cles within a State. 


Before the same committee and during the same | 


i 
; 


| tionally levy a tax for t 


find in section 3 a more palpable and, if possible, a grosser viola- 
tion of the Constitution than the others to which I have already 
called attention. One of the few questions concerning the law or 
the Constitution of this country upon which men of every shade 
of political opinion have agreed is that the Federal Government 
is entirely powerless to regulate the manufacture and sale of arti- 
Indeed, the Supreme Court in the case of 
The United States v. Knight has expressly decided that manu- 
facture is not commerce, and that the Federal Government can 
pass no law regulating it. There was in that case one dissenting 
opinion, based upon reasons which it is not necessary to consider 
in this connection; but there has never been, either in the courts 
or in the Senate, any lawyer of respectable attainments who has 
asserted the power of Congress over the domestic commerce of 
any State in this Union. Keeping that universally recognized 
rule of law in our minds, let us examine this third section for a 
moment, and see how utterly indefensible it is. 

The friends of this bill, of course, do not pretend that it makes 
any exception in favor of an article that may be sold and consumed 
entirely within the State where it was manufactured. Indeed, 
sir, they boldly declare that it is their purpose to subject colored 
oleomargarine to the prohibitory laws of States which prohibit 
its manufacture and sale, and to burden it with onerous taxation 
with the intention of suppressing its manufacture where its man- 
ufacture and sale are permitted. That a law purely regulatory 
in its provisions would be unconstitutional sail void no Senator 
in this body will deny; and it was because this is true that these 
gentlemen have summoned to their aid the subterfuge of taxation. 
I subscribe to the doctrine of the Senator from Massachusetts 
{Mr. Hoar] that when the Federal Government has a right to 
regulate or prohibit any given thing it may do so by means of a 
tax as well as by a direct and specific regulation or prohibition. 
But, sir, the converse of this proposition must be just as correct 
as the proposition itself; and I am sure that the Senator from 
Mocuniienastaa will agree with me that when the Government has 
no right to regulate or prohibit a given thing it can not constitu- 

. purpose of regulating or prohibiting it. 

And so, Mr. President, we are again brought back to our old 

question of fact: Is this tax on oleomargarine laid for revenue? 
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That it is not must be apparent to all who have heard this debate; 


and if any doubt remains in the mind of any Senator it must be | 


dispelled when he recalls the statement of ex-Governor Hoard, 


who declared before a committee of the House of Representatives | 


that if colored oleomargarine continues to be sold after the passage 
of this bill the same as now, he will ‘‘ come before Congress and 
demand astill higher tax.’’ Here, Mr. President, the atmosphere 
is somewhat clearer than it was in dealing with this question from 
the standpoint of interstate commerce, and a Senator who votes 
for this bill, knowing that its purpose is to regulate the manu- 
facture and sale of an article wholly within a State, can not 
acquit himself to his conscience by allowing his mind to be confused 
by the somewhat contradictory decisions in respect to the regu- 
lation of interstate and foreign commerce. 
ECONOMIC FALLACY OF THE BILL. 
Mr. President, I have not by any means presented all that can 


be said against this bill from a constitutional point of view; and | 


I have condensed what I have said as much as possible, because I 


do not desire to detain the Senate too long, and I do desire to con- | 


sider the bill in another aspect. I therefore dismiss its ill-con- 


cealed and dangerous violation of sound legal principles to consider | 


briefly the economic fallacies which it embodies; and I maintain, 


sir, that if the founders of this Government had been so unwise | 


as to permit such a perversion of its powers, and even if we had 


a perfect and constitutional right to pass this bill, it would neither | 


be just nor wise for us todoso. It is not necessary, in looking 
at this bill as a practical or economic measure, to misrepresent or 
to — its real purpose. Here Senators are not embarrassed 
by their oath to support the Constitution, for having laid that 
question aside for the time to consider this other question, or 
rather having conceded for the — of this particular branch 
of the argument that Congress has the power to pass such a law 
as this, and the only 
dom, surely there will be no further attempt either to conceal 
the object or to deny the effect of this legislation. 

I have stated it as my opinion that the purpose of this bill is to 
destroy the oleomargarine industry in order to relieve butter of its 
competition; and I call as my witness for this statement Mr. H. G. 
Adams, the food and dairy commissioner of Wisconsin. Beforea 
committee of the House which was considering this very bill 
Mr. Adams declared in the usual, but rather inelegant, phrase: 

There is no use beating about the bush in this matter. We want to pass 
this law and drive the oleomargarine manufacturers out of the business. 

It is true that this bold and candid avowal as to the real pur- 
pose of this legislation alarmed its advocates, and Mr. Adams 
afterwards declared that his testimony had been misunderstood; 
but the chairman of the House committee declares unequivocally 
that Mr. Adams did make the statement just as I have quoted it, 
and other members of the committee are equally as positive that 
he did. I do not desire to be understood as saying that this law 
will accomplish what its authors and promoters desire and 
e +t; because my judgment is that it will not, and that it 
will result somewhat the same as the act of 1886. Those finan- 
cially interested in this legislation have calculated that the differ- 
ence in the cost of producing oleomargarine and butter is about 


10 cents per pound, and they think that by taxing the substitute— | 
I prefer to call it a substitute rather than an imitation, be- | 


cause it was devised originally as a substitute and not as an imi- 
tation—until they bring its price to a level with the price of the 
principal article, everybody will purchase butter, and oleomarga- 
rine will be driven out of the market. 

Undoubtedly it is true that if by legislation you force the price 
of the substitute up to the price of the principal article, consum- 
ers will all take the principal article, although it may not be one 
whit better than the substitute. But the vice in the calcula- 
tion of these gentlemen is that under this bill the price of butter 
will advance somewhat when relieved from the competition of 
olecmargarine, and as the price of butter advances oleomargarine 
will still be cheaper with the tax of 10 cents per pound than 
creimery butter. Or, if that does not happen, then, sir, the oleo- 
margarine and butterine manufacturers by taking something 
from the price which they now pay for their raw material and by 


adding something to the price which they charge for the finished | 


prodnct will be able to preserve their trade. But, sir, if this bill 
fails to accomplish its object of suppression, we will be confronted 
in the next Congress by another which will not fail. 

Perhaps, Mr. President, in considering the morality in this 
proposition, we ought to treat it as if it will accomplish the ob- 
ject of its promoters, and consequently we ought to deal with it 
upon the supposition that it will destroy every oleomargarine fac- 
tory in this country. For whose benefit shall this be done? The 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. a eg lag * Rees all others who have 
followed him in this discussion on t side would lead us to be- 


ye being as to its justice and its wis- | 


| who will enjoy the benefit of this legislation. These gentlemen 
have spoken as if the farmers and the creameries are one and the 
| same; but the proprietor of a creamery is no more a farmer be- 
| cause he manufactures butter out of the farmer's milk than a pork 
| packer is a farmer because he makes pork out of a farmer's hog. 
| He is no more a farmer than the manufacturer of cotton goods be- 
cause he manufactures goods out of the farmer’s cotton. Con- 
| ducting a creamery is as separate and distinct from the farmer's 
| vocation as is the manufacture of any other article out of the raw 
| produce of the farm. 

| The creamery business has been one of the most profitable in the 
| United States during the last ten years. I have here an advance 
| bulletin from the Census Office, and it shows that in the year 1900 
| upon an investment of $36,000,000 the creameries and cheese facto- 
| ries of the United States, after paying their wages and paying 
| for their raw material, netted a profit of over $16,000,000. And 
still they are not satisfied. With a profit of 40 per cent, as now 
| operated, they are organizing a trust for more, and still not satis- 
| fied with a combination among themselves to protect each from 
the competition of the other they seek to destroy their oleomarga- 
rine competitors with a law of Congress. 

For the benefit of the farmer? Gentlemen, you forget that the 
ingredients of oleomargarine and butterine come from the farm 
just as well as the ingredients of creamery butter. And they 
come from farmers who do not realize a profit of 40. per cent 
on their investment. Senators appeal to the dairymen; but the 
dairymen will not be benefited by this law. Listen to what Consul 
Roosevelt says about the effect of oleomargarine factories upon 
dairy interest and upon cattle raising: 

Some time since France sent a delegation to Holland for the purpose of 
studying the methods employed there for the suppression of frauds in butter 
making, and also to ascertain if the manufacture of margarin has been 
favorable to agricultural interests. The report contains the attestation of 
seven mayors of communes in southern Holland, showing that since the in- 
troduction of the margarin industry in that country not only has the price 
| of milk increased, but also the number of cattle, which plainly shows that 
the industry in question has become a source of profit to the farmers, 

That is the disinterested report of an American consul; and itis 

entirely reasonable to suppose that, as the oleomargarine manu- 
factories are purchasers of milk for the purpose of making their 
product, their demand will increase the price of milk. The oleo- 
margarine manufacturers become competitors against the cream- 
eries for the dairymen’s milk, and it is small wonder that this 
American consul should report that the establishment and exten- 
sion of an enterprise which consumes milk to the extent of 25 per 
cent of its entire product should enlarge the demand and there- 
| fore increase the price of milk. 
If you drive the oleomargarine industry out of existence and 
| then organize the creameries into a trust, the dairyman who sells 
| his milk to be manufactured into butter has but one customer 
where otherwise he would have many. 

But, Mr. President, I beg the Senate’s pardon for descending 
in the discussion of a question like this to the mere consideration 
of private interests. It would signify nothing to me whether this 
bill was for or against the material interests of the people who 
have honored me with a seat in this Chamber. The question is, 
Is it right or wrong? If it is right it ought to pass no matter 
who suffers or who profits by it. If itis wrong it ought not to 
| pass, and no appeal of a special class ought to influence the Sen- 
| ate in its favor. My constituents can have my seat in this body, 
| but they can not drive me to vote for a measure as pernicious as 
| this. 

I have been somewhat amused at the helpless bewilderment of 
our friends on the other side. They complain that oleomargarine 
is sold for butter, and insist that the purchaser can not distinguish 
| it from butter either by looking at it or by eating it. If this be 
| true—and undoubtedly it is true, as it is also true that its effect 
| upon the human system is precisely the same as butter—then 
| they bring the case within that class which the law would call an 
| innocent fraud, or a damage without an injury. I believe that 
| every man is entitled to get exactly what he buys, and I do not be- 
| lieve that a trader has any right to give his customer an article 
different from that for which he pays, even though the different 
article might be equally as good as the other. But surely, Mr. 
| President, the evil to be remedied here is not so great as to justify 
what even the moderate and conservative Senator from Wiscon- 
sin admits to be a kind of pious fraud upon the taxing power of 
| Congress. 

If we are to believe the advocates of this bill, they entertain no 
| very great prejudice against oleomargarine; but they pour ont 
| the vials of their wrath upon the practice of coloring it. If un- 
| colored oleomargarine is pure and wholesome, and the ingredients 
| used to color it are entirely harmless, then certainly the men who 

color oleomargarine perpetrate no greater frand than that com- 





lieve that it is for the benefit of the farmer; but, sir, any man | mitted by the butter makers when they color their product. Why 
who has given the slightest attention to this subject knows that | is butter colored? The chairman of the Committee on Agricui- 
it will be the creameries, and not the farmers, of this country ‘ ture in the House of Representatives, an upright and honcrable 
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man of great ability, has a large experience in this business, and 
I will first let him answer that question. He says: 
Iam a manufacturer of butter. Icolor every pound of butter because I 
get from 5 to 10 cents more for the butter by reason of its being colored. 
Immediately following this statement by the chairman, which 
was made at a meeting of his committee, ex-Governor Hoard said: 


Iam a manufacturer of butter myself. I do this because, as I have said, 
I have to do all of the things necessary to make the butter attractive to the 
customer, make it palatable and healthful, and sweet and wholesome—all of 
the things that belong to it in the technique of the business. 

Thus, according to Governor Hoard, they color butter to make 
it attractive to the buyer, and he calls it the ‘‘technique of the 
business.’’ But when the oleomargarine manufacturer colors his 


product with precisely the same ingredients we must understand | 


that this is done witha fraudulent design. If it requires coloring 


to make creamery butter attractive to the customer, palatable | 
and wholesome, then what violence to logic is there in concluding | 


that the oleomargarine manufacturers color their product for the 
same reason? 


ful. Ido not believe that because our wives and daughters array 
themselves in the most attractive dress that they are practicing a 
fraud upon us, or that because they sometimes touch their cheeks 
with a deeper glow than nature gave that they are trying to de- 
ceive us to our harm, 

Mr. President, is it not a matter of common knowledge that 


there is nothing upon our tables more prolific of disease than | 


butter? It sometimes communicates tuberculosis, and it has 


been demonstrated by more than one experiment that it conveys | 


typhoid fever. 
Mr. STEWART. 
Mr. BAILEY. 


I have the report here. 
Certainly; that factis uncontested. 


quality of butter can be colored until it is attractive to the cus- 
tomer, still they exclaim with indignant vehemence because the 
cleaner and more wholesome oleomargarine is colored. 

Mr. President, not only do these special advocates of the cream- 
ery greatly misrepresent the character of oleomargarine as a food 


product, but they also greatly misrepresent the extent to which it | 


is sold and consumed. If we were to believe what they say, the 
retail butter dealers of this country are the most consummate set 


of rascals unhung, for we are told that almost every man who | 


tries to purchase butter is cheated by being given oleomargarine. 
According to their exaggerated statements, genuine butter has 
practically disappeared from our market places and a spurious 
imitation has taken its place. 


As an American citizen somewhat acquainted with the retail | 


merchants of my country I was not prepared to believe them as a 
rule dishonest. I, therefore, set myself at work to ascertain as 


nearly as possible how extensive are the frauds of which they | 


stand accused; and I was amazed to find that while the overzeal- 


ous friends on the other side have talked as if everybody who | 


wanted butter was deceived into taking oleomargarine, the truth 
is that the butter sold and consumed in the United States is more 
than eighteen times greater than the entire output of the oleomar- 
garine factories; and, consequently, there can be no good founda- 


tion for this wholesale charge of fraud against the retail merchants | 


of this land. 


The present Secretary of Agriculture, who is an ardent advo- | 


cate of this legislation, and whose large experience with this and 
kindred subjects has been so strongly vouched for by the Sena- 
tor from Iowa, has testified before a committee of the Senate that 
the consumption of butter in the United States amounts to 18} 
pounds per capita, while only a pound per capita of oleomargarine 
is consumed. This testimony will be found on page 424 of the 
hearings before the committee in 1901. Testifying as to the con- 
sumption of butter, he said: 

Secretary WILSON. * * * My statement was 18} pounds per capita. 

That is the consumption of butter. 


_ Mr. SPRINGER. You stated, however, that the consumption of oleomarga- 
rine amounted to but a little over 1 pound per capita. 


Secretary WILSON. A little over 1 pound per capita in the United States; | 


yes. 

Mr. BATE. Was that before the House or the Senate commit- 
tee? 

Mr. BAILEY. BeforetheSenate committee. Governor Hoard 
in his testimony, when trying to minimize the importance of the 
oleomargarine industry to our cattle growers and cotton-seed pro- 
ducers, declared that during 1899 there were but 83,000,000 pounds 
of oleomargarine manufactured in the United States. Our peo- 


ple then numbered 75,000,000, and if every ounce of it was con- | 


sumed here and not a pound exported, it would have been but a 


fraction more than a pound per capita. But asa matter of fact | 


we know that for years the United States has been largely en- 
gaged in exporting this article. Mr. Roosevelt, the American con- 
sul to Belgium, in a special report on butter and oleomargarine, 
states: 

Very little oleomargarine is manufactured in this country— 
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I confess, Mr. President, that I have no prejudice | 
against making anything attractive as long asit is not made harm- | 


But while | 
the advocates of this bill acknowledge that the least desirable | 
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Meaning Belgium— 

Large quantities are produced in Austria and France, but nearly the entire 
continent of Europe receives its supply from New York and Chicago. Im- 
portation is almost exclusively via the port of Rotterdam, which received, 
in 1893, 72,651,800 pounds, 

And as is suggested by my distinguished friend, the Senator 
| from Kentucky |Mr. BLacksBurN], Mr. Roosevelt has been our 
| consul there for sixteen years. 

Mr. HARRIS. Was that oleo oil or oleomargarine? 

Mr. BAILEY. Oleomargarine. But I think what it means is 
| not that the 72,000,000 pounds came from this country alone, but 
| that 72,000,000 pounds were received atthe port of Rotterdam from 
| all countries. 

Mr. HARRIS. Weexported in 1900, 140,720,000: pounds of oleo 
oil. 

Mr. BAILEY. But this says: 

Very little oleomargarine is manufactured in this country. Large quan- 
tities are produced in Austria and France, but nearly the entire continent of 
Europe receives its supply from New York and Chicago. 

He is not talking about oleo oil. He is talking about oleomar- 
garine, and he adds: 

peepee is almost exclusively via the port of Rotterdam, which re- 
ceived — 

Not necessarily from the United States— 
| in 1893, 72,651,800 pounds. 

And if it is true, as Consul Roosevelt says, that New York and 
Chicago enjoyed a profitable export trade in oleomargarine, then 
we had much less than 1 pound per capita for home consumption. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. QuaRLESin the chair). Does 
| the Senator from Texas yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. BAILEY. With great pleasure. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I desire to call the attention of the Sen- 
ator to the fact that according to his statement the butter men 
and creamery men have made a tremendous profit on their busi- 
| ness. Statistics show that the production of butter in the United 

States last year amounted to about fifteen hundred million pounds. 
| The Senator states that their profits amounted to about $16,000,- 

000. The statistics also show that the amount of oleomargarine 

manufactured last year was 104,000,000 pounds; that the cost of 

production was about 9 cents a pound and it was sold at an aver- 
age price of 22 cents a pound—soldas butter. Thesefigures would 
give the oleomargarine men a profit of about $13,000,000 on a total 
| product of 104,000,000 pounds as against $16,000,000 profit for the 
butter men on a total product of fifteen hundred million pounds. 

I simply desire to call the attention of the Senator to the fact that 

there is a wide disparity between the two profits. 

Mr. BAILEY. And the purpose of this 10-cent tax per pound 
is to diminish the profits of the oleomargarine manuturers? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Oh, not at all. 

Mr. BAILEY. Governor Hoard says it is intended to take the 
enormous profit of the oleomargarine business and put it into the 
Treasury, and that is practically what the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin |Mr. QuARLES] argued in his speech which I hold in my hand. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. The question of profits and the consti- 
tutional question which the Senator so ably discusses are two 
different propositions altogether. 

Mr. BAILEY. I had left one, and the Senator from North 
Dakota was not attending closely to what I was saying or else he 
would remember that I called attention to the enormous profit of 
the creameries merely to show that these were not the farmers; 
or at least not that ideal farmer of whom the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. DoLLIveR] drew such an entrancing picture. Nor did I 
| call attention to the fact that the creameries in the country are 

making such profits in the way of complaining about their pros- 
| perity. I rather like to see them as I like to see everybody else 
| prosper, and I never try to lay a tax simply to subtract from any- 
| body’s proper prosperity. I think that all men and every enter- 
| prise ought to be compelled to contribute out of what they make 
| their fair proportion toward supporting the Government, but not 
one penny more. 

NEW AND DANGEROUS DOCTRINE. 

I can understand the Republican theory that in order to build 
up great and useful industries among us everybody shall be 
compelled by the necessities of the case to pay a little more for a 

articular article when they buy it, by reason of a law which 
eeps the foreign article out of our markets and leaving the do- 
mestic one free from outside competition allows it to com- 
mand a higher price. I can understand how great and wise 

'men have believed that to be a proper policy, but I can not under- 

stand this new departure, alike undemocratic and unrepublican, 

that asks us to lay a tax intended to destroy an industry that pr: - 

duces a clean and wholesome article of food for the toiling mil- 

lions. When this bill goes upon the statute book it will invite a 

train of other and similar ones; and if some of us are .as I 

_ hope we will be, to serve as long as my distinguished friend from 

Nevada [Mr. Stewart] has served, we will see a hundred meas- 

ures akin to thiscoming here for recognition and indorseruent. 
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industries by competition; othersare pressing, and pressing hard, 
and they are entitled to their day in Congress the same as 
the creameries have. Now is the time to shut the door in the 
face of all this impudent class who in order to successfully com- 
pete with their competitors are crying out for help from Con- 
gress. Deny these people this, and there will be nomore trouble; 
grant this, and next year, and the next, and in all the years to 
come, others will demand like treatment at your hands. 

I have heard it proclaimed in this debate that the people of all 
classes demand the enactment of this bill into a law. I do not | 
believe it; but even if it were true the bill ought not to pass. I 
do not mean to say that a Senator ought to ignore the public 
sentiment of his State; farfromit. Indeed,Iam one of those old- 
fashioned Democrats who believe in the doctrine of obedience or | 
resignation. But all the people of my State could not instruct | 
me to vote for a bill that I believed against the Constitution of | 
my country. All the people of every State have no right to make | 
such a demand upon a single Senator in this body. Even if this 
demand came from an enlightened public opinion, you have no | 
right to heed it, because, when you pass this bill upon the theory | 
that you intend it to raise revenue, you incorporate a falsehood | 
in the records of this Congress. 

FARMERS ASK NO SPECIAL FAVORS. 

Those of us who can not support this bill have been assailed 
with the reproach that we are unfriendly to the American farm, | 
and the Senator from Iowa portrayed, with exquisite pathos, the 
early scenes of rural life; but, sir, he profanes the memories of 
those earlier and better days when he invokes them inacause like | 


arine is not the only thing that is pressing established 


this. I know the farmers of this country, and in my association | 
with them I have found them our —_— in ev ing except, 
perhaps, in opportunity. They love their country, they cherish | 


its institutions, they pay its taxes in times of peace, and fight its | 
battles in times of war. But they ask for no laws except just, 
equal ones, and they will resent the demand made in their name 
for unjust and repressive legislation. 

Iam myself as enthusiastic in my love of agricultural pursuits 
as the Senator from Iowa can possibly be. I spend all of my 
spare time and money in raising horses and cattle, and itis one of | 
my peculiar ideas that every American citizen with money enough 
to buy it ought to own a farm and ought to live on it a part of | 
every year. A contact with the soil renews our strength, con- 
firms our purposes if they be high, and elevates them if they be 
low. Among its fields and meadows lofty ideals and noble | 
thoughts find entertainment, and the virtues which make states- 
men as well as heroes are developed and cultivated. 

From the strife and the tumult of our great cities, where the | 
violence of anarchy and the avarice of corporate power are hold- 
ing high carnival, we must turn to the rural homesteads of this 
land for the simple faith and habits that shall yet enable this Re- 
public to fulfill the high and sacred mission to which our fathers 
dedicated it; and, sir, I repel the suggestion that these sturdy and 
unselfish patriots are clamoring fora law that shall destroy an in- 
dustry which consumes the So of their farms in providing 
a cheap and wholesome article of food for the millions who earn 
subsistence in workshops and in factories. 

Will Senators follow the logic of this legislation? If in the 
providence of God the drought should come, and with failing 
crops in this country, there should still be abundant crops in other 
lands to depress the price of agricultural ducts again below 
the cost of production, will you tell the ers that, as Con- 
gress has already made the precedent, they should come here and 
clamor at our doors until we pass a law to abolish these electrical 
vehicles that have so greatly curtailed the demand for horses. 
To abolish the use of electricity in operating the street-car systems 
of our great cities and return again to the horse, would almost 
double the demand for as well as the price of horses; and in this 
way you can not only increase the demand for horses, but you will 
vastly increase the demand for the farmers’ hay and grain to feed 
them. When that proposition comes before us, as come it may if 
this character of legislation is to be en , will the Senator 





from Iowa draw glowing of the horse and plead for him 

against the use of electri It will be so easy to describe 

— nae motor carriages as fit only for millionaires and dudes | 
ride in. 


ment | 
in t case than 
liances not only first | 
raise, but subse- | 


The farmers and their friends would have a stronger 
considered only with reference to its selfishness 
they have in this, because electrical a 
destroy the demand for the horses the 
quently destroy the demand for the grain and hay to feed those | 
horses. Tell him it is wrong, he point you to the law of 
Congress, Tell him two wrongs never made one right, he will 
tell you that it is not a question of right or wrong that controls 
you, but a question of votes and influence. 

If this kind of legislation is safe, prudent, and wise, then no 
man in this country will dare to invest his in a newenter- 
prise, because in doing so he takes the chance that an old and 
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| cloth that leoks like wool, and that every manufacturer in this 
| country who strives by improved processes to make better cloth 
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established one’will come to Congress for a law taxing his new 
enterprise to death. - 
PROGRESS V. REPRESSION. 

Mr. President, I believe that the material progress of the world 
finds its highest and most beneficent achievement in bringing to 
the toiling millions, whose hard lot is work and want, better food 
and better raiment; but if we are to accept the new philosophy, 
which finds expression in this bill, then it is a crime, to be pun- 
ished by imprisonment, for any man to devise a cheaper but 
healthful substitute for an article now in use. If men shall not 
have oleomargarine because it looks like butter, then we may ex- 
principle, and next week declare they shall not wear 





from cotton until it is almost as good as wool, shall be a criminal; 
and then follow that with another statute, every man who makes 
from the farmer’s fleece a higher quality of woolen goods until it 
almost resembles silk, shall likewise be sent to jail to keep com- 


| pany with the man who is said to have counterfeited the product 


of his woolen mill. 

Once enter upon this kind of legislation and where will it end? 
It will end only after the Congress of the United States has be- 
come a kind of board to settle the rivalries between competing 
manufacturers, and it will settle them, not according to their 


| justice, but according to the power and infiuence of the rivals. 


The weak, though they have the better product, must fall, and 
the strong ;though their product be higher in its price and lower in 
its quality, will survive. 

I believe in the philosophy of my childhood, when I was taught 
that conmpetition is the life of trade. I believe in leaving every 
man—merchant, manufacturer, or trader—out in the open mar- 
ket with his wares, and if he have more sagacity or better mer- 
chandise than his competitor, let him prosper and with his profits 
he will establish new industries to employ more men and bring 
new blessings tomankind. Let us not drive him from his pur- 
suits with penal statutes; let us not stifle genius and deny enterprise 
its just:reward; but rather let us offer premiums for it, until every 


| heart and brain im all the land shall be quickened with an im- 


pulse to do sorfething for his kind and country. 

But, Mr. President, I waste my time and I waste the time of 
the Senate in prolonging this discussion. I did not hope in the 
beginning that anything I could say would change a single vote, 
for I fear very much that we have reached that lamentable con- 
dition which was described by a Scotch member of the British 
Parliament, who declared that he had heard many speeches that 
had changed his mind, but never a single speech that had 
changed his vote. [Laughter.] The vote, when it shall be taken 


| to-morrow, will probably be the same as it would have been if 


it had been taken the day the bill was first reported. Nor have I 
detained ‘the Senate in any hope that I could contribute any- 
thing to its knowledge on this subject any more than I have de- 
tained it in the hope that I could change its vote. I simply de- 
sired to record my protest against a species of legislation that is 
without sarrant in the Constitution and without justification in 
the natural laws of trade. 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President, I desire to say that I shall be 
compelled ‘to be absent to-morrow, and therefore shall not have 
an opportunity to record my vote on this measure. If here, how- 
ever, | should vote for the bill of the committee with the amend- 
ments which they have proposed. 

I say this notwithstanding the very eloquent and entrancing 
speech which has just been made by the Senator from Texas | Mr. 
Barry]. In my brief a as a Senator I certainly never 
have heard any effort in this Chamber which has so affected my 
imagination, has so fired my fancy, and has had so little influ- 
ence upon my judgment. ughter.] Unlike the Scotch mem- 
ber of Parliament, whom the Senator mentioned, in stating how 
I should vote if present here to-morrow, I am stating both how I 
would talk, think , and act if called upon to answer the roll call. 

I have been a student and somewhat of a practitioner all my 
life of that kind of oratory, which appeals to my imagination as 
much as it does to anyone, of the — of our country and the 
opportunities of its citizens; but the speech of the Senator from 

exas was the finest tribute to which I have listened in many a 
day to the rtunities which will exist if this bill does not pass, 
but which will be forever destroyed if it becomes a law. If I un- 
derstand aright the Senator from Texas, this bill will defeat the 
opportunities for progress of the young man of the future, because 
the growth of our country is built upon oleomargarine [laughter]; 
the growth of our country is built upon some kind of a misrepre- 
sentation, and all success is due to fraud. 

I am a thorough believer in the doctrine, which the Senator 
advanced, that competition is the life of trade and that the growth 
of business, the perfection of our machinery, and the creation of 
communities which have become the happy homes of artisans 
and the where rity dwells, have been due to that 
principle that competition is the life of trade, but I have been 
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taught, also, that competition must.be honest. Where an honest 
merchant is selling honest flour and the man on the next block is 
saying that his flour is just as good when it is half plaster of paris, 
that is not honest competition; and if the man who sells flour 
which is half plaster of paris or ground earth, or what not, is to 
be commended because he drives the honest merchant out of busi- 
ness, then I say that the honest merchant should be protected by 
law and that the dishonest merchant should be punished for fraud. 

A friend of mine, who knows the secret test by which oleomar- 
garine can be detected, was in a fashionable restaurant recently, 
and when a beautiful pat of butter was placed before him, he 
subjected it to his test, and then he said to the waiter, ‘‘ How do 
you pronounce, sir, 0-l-e-o-m-a-r-g-a-r-i-n-e?”’ And that intelligent 
servitor of that magnificent place of pleasure responded, ‘‘ I pro- 
nounce it, sir, butter; else I lose my job.’”’ [Laughter.] This 
legislation is to protect the conscience of that waiter; it is to pre- 
vent his being driven out of employment, reduced to poverty, 
and his family reduced to great distress unless he lies. 

This waiter probably came to us froma foreign land. He prob- 
ably never learned our language until he arrived upon our shores, 
and then, in order to earn an honest living, he applied himself 
diligently, as all our adopted citizens do, to learn the only language 
in the world in which God’s truth can be clearly and perfectly 
expressed, and then he discovers that in this great and glorious 
country, where he has come for the enjoyment of every privilege 
and every liberty, upon the principle which my eloquent friend 
from Texas advocates, he has got to pronounce a word in the 
English language entirely different from anything that he has 
been taught in the books or learned in his family, or what it 
een in order to retain a position where he is earning an honest 
iving. 

My friend from Texas says that he has talked with the farmer, 
and that the farmer never has expressed a desire for this measure. 
The farmer says, ‘‘ Let me alone; I want to let everybody else 
alone.’’ My impression is that my eloquent friend has been talk- 
ing with the agriculturist, and not with the farmer. The agri- 
culturist does not raise butter, unless it be the bull butter which 
my friend is so anxious to have presented to the public. I have 
received thousands of appeals for this measure fr6m the farmers 
of New York. 

We have no objection to oleomargarine sold as such; we have 
no objection to filled cheese sold as such; we have no objection to 
flour which has in it a substance that will never digest, if people 
want to put in their stomachs things which will constitute monu- 
ments over their graves after they are dead. But what we do 
object to is that the citizen who pays a dellar for a good article, 
an honest and reputable article, to take home to his wife and 
children, should be deluded by getting something else. 

The cow does not complain of oleomargarine. 
plains that oleomargarine, which she does not produce and can 
not produce unless she is killed and carved and then put into a 
pot and boiled, should be called that delightful substance which 
comes out of the wonderful chemistry which God has given the 
cow for the delight of the world and for the sustenanee of chil- 
dren. 

Mr. President, it seems to me that the line comes very clear on 
this class of legislation, not only on this article, but on all others. 
There is no legislature in the United States which has not had 
before it at one time or another, and which has not passed at one 
time or another, bills which have been enacted into law for the 
purpose of p~ *ecting the public against these chemical horrors 
which the ordinary household has not the means of detecting. 

Nobody objects to competition when it is free from fraud. 
Nobody objects to competition when it is free from deceit. On 
the contrary, under such circumstances and conditions, let the 
best brain, the best energy, the best industry, the best grasp of 
the situation win. But there is no ability, no capacity for busi- 
ness, no energy, and no industry which can successfully compete 
with a good article against a fraudulent article where the public 
and the customers are deceived and where they can not detect the 
fraud. 

I believe that if this legislation becomes a law there will be no 
diminution in the sales of oleomargarine or in the profits of its 
manufacture. I believe that it has been so long before the public 
that it can be sold upon its merits and that there will be a grow- 
ing constituency who would prefer it to a poor article of butter, 
if their circumstances are such that they can buy nothing but a 
poor article of butter. 

It is a strong point which my eloquent friend made that butter 
is colored, and therefore why not color oleomargarine? But col- 
ored butter is still butter, and colored oleomargarine is not still 
oleomargarine, according to what its seller says. To color but- 
ter does not destroy its taste, does not destroy its chemical prop- 
erties, does not destroy its wholesomeness. It is still butter, 
with that particular color given to it which the customer wants 
in his butter. But when the oleomargarine is colored, it is col- 


| quence have come because the American girl has 








The cow com- | 


ored not to sell it as oleomargarine, but in order to follow but- 
ter as butter through all the grades of the article. 

There was one part of my eloquent friend’s speech which 
shocked me—absolutely shocked me. It would not seem possible 
that a gentleman who has such a command of the English lan- 
guage, who is so chivalrous, who talks and thinks and acts upon 
such a high plane as does my eloquent friend, the Senator from 
Texas, could shock me. But he did. When he compared the 
color of oleomargarine to the art by which a young lady wins the 
heart of her lover, I felt that the American girl had been put in 
a wrong position before the American people. [Laughter. } 

Mr. BAILEY. I forgot for the moment a recent occurrence in 
the life of the Senator from New York or I should not have said 
it. [Laughter and applause. | 

Mr. DEPEW. And but for that occurrence I should have left 
it for a younger man to come to the defense of the American girl. 
It was the Senator’s youth and beauty which astonished me when 
he made that conelk. {[Laughter.] If he had been sour and 
acrid, if he had been disappointed in love, if the sex had treated 
him in any way which would lead him to speak of them in that 
way and remark about them in that way, then I could understand 
it. But no one can meet the Senator, no one can meet him so- 
cially or in his grave and dignified position as a Senator in this 
Chamber, no one can see his photograph on Pennsylvania avenue, 
no one can come in that contact with him which is always a pleas- 
ure without knowing that his geniality, his or, his elo- 

oved and has 


admired him. [Laughter.] And he never ought, so soon after 


| she appeared so entrancing in her Easter hat and gown in the 


churches and on the avenues of Washington, to have gone back 
on her to-day by saying that she is a fraudulent specimen of living 
oleomargarine. ane With all her finery, flowers, and rib- 
bons and colors, she was still the incomparable American girl. 
Mr. President, I did not rise to make a speech, but I have been 
betrayed into it because of the peculiar, as well as eloquent way 
in which my distinguished friend, the Senator from Texas, pre- 
sented in most attractive form the proposition that fraud and 
misrepresentation stand on the same plane with truth, and hon- 
esty. and open-mindedness; that fraud and misrepresentation are 
the honest competitors of truth and virtue. Up in Peekskill, 
where I was born. that was not taught in the old-school Presby- 
terian Church in which I was reared. It may be that in the wilds 
of Texas that is the way the people think, but along the Hudson 


| River we — of Dutch ancestry learned to call a spade a spade. 


We learned to call butter butter and milk milk, and we do not 
learn to call anything else, made in some other way, by the 
wonders of chemistry, whether it is better or worse, by an honest 
name; but we learned to call an article just what it is, and then 
we take it or reject it upon a full understanding of what we are 
buying. We are not brought up in the belief that one of the 
enterprising citizens of the metropolis who discovers an honest 
yeoman from Texas—not an agriculturist, but a farmer—in 

New York, and then, appealing to his cupidity, sells him a gold 
brick, is an honest competitor with the jeweler across the way. 
On the contrary, in the State of New York we have laws by which 
this active, energetic, and enterprising business man of our State, 


| who, accepting the Senator's views of competition, captures this 


innocent agriculturist from Texas and sells him a gold brick, is 
seized and punished, not for selling the gold brick, but because 
he sold it as gold. If he had sold it as a gold brick, as amounting 
to nothing but brass outside and sand in, and got a gold price for 
it from a farmer from Texas, then the laws of New York say that 
en is honest competition. It is the deceit which we punish; not 
the art. 

Mr. President, this debate has gone into many fields, and espe- 
cially this evening. It is fortunate for modern eloquence that it 
has led on the one side and the other to two of the most attractive 
speeches I have ever heard in a legislative body—the Senator from 
Iowa |Mr. DOLLIVER] on the cow, and the Senator from Texas 
[Mr. BaILky] on competition. The cow and competition will 
live in the annals of American oratory as presented under the 
forms of rhetoric, of eloquence, of fancy, and of flights of imagi- 
nation which place these two Senators alonk with the Miltons and 
the Byrons of the English language. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, the Senator from New York 
{[Mr. DrPEw] did not happen to honor me with his attention in 
the early part of what I had to say, or else he would have known 
that I reprobated the fraudulent practice of selling oleomargarine 
for butter as much as he can possibly do. 

Mr. SPOONER. Intellectually. 

Mr. BAILEY. My distinguished and brilliant friend the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin interposes the suggestion that I reprobate 
it intellectually. 

The Senator from New York would have learned, had he then 
attended to what I said, that my contention is that the mere 
fraudulent practice in the sale of this article is not within the 











power of Congress to correct, but is a matter entirely for the 


States; and in that opinion I am supported — profound a law- 
yer as the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

I did not rise, however, merely to call the Senator’s attention 
to that fact, because I believe I should have left that simply to 
the Recorp. But after the Senator has talked about this fraud 
and about this fraudulent competition I simply wish to call his 
attention to the fact that section 3 of this bill practically legal- 
izes the fraud at the rate of 10 cents a pound. According to sec- 
tion 8, if a man will pay 10 cents a pound, he can sell oleomarga- 
rine exactly as the State allows it to be sold, and it is a curious 
kind—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Which 32 States do not allow to be sold at 


all. 

Mr. BAILEY. There are not 32 States which do not allowit to 
be sold at all. 

Mr. SPOONER. Colored as butter. 

Mr. BAILEY. Some of them went so far as to say that it must 
be colored pink. The State of New Hampshire went that far, 
and Vermont went quite as far. Of course, those laws were held 
unconstitutional. The State of Pennsylvania said that it should 
not be sold, colored or uncolored. 

Mr. SPOONER. That will not do. 

Mr. BAILEY. That will not do. The Senator and I agree. 
But my contention is this, and this is the whole of it, that if any 
State in this Union desires to compel this or any other product to 
be sold for what it is, not only do I approve that legislation, but 
as a member of a State legislature I Ehould cordially support it. 
But when any State in this Union determines that it is immaterial 
whether substances exactly alike are sold either in one way or 
the other, then Congress, I contend, has no power to interfere, 
and I am sure that upon that question the Senator from Wisconsin 
and I agree. 

Mr. SPOONER. No. If the Senator will permit me—— 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Congress should levy a tax of one- 
quarter of 1 cent a sewn on oleomargarine in its natural color 
and 10 cents a pound upon oleomargarine colored in the similitude 
of butter, and should permit, as the provision placed in this bill 
by the House is construed by the oleomargarine manufactures to 
permit, a State to authorize the sale of oleomargarine colored in 
the similitude of butter without tax, that would invalidate, from 
my standpoint, the Federal legislation altogether, because it would 
break the rule of uniformity. It would tax the colored oleomar- 
garine in all the States except where some States otherwise pro- 
vide, and that provision, which came in this bill from the House 
and which the committee of the Senate excluded from it by 
amendment, would render unconstitutional the Federal legisla- 
tion, if there should be a State which would it it to be sold 
in the similitude of. butter; and if that would exempt it from 
the Federal tax, I say now, and I think I can prove it before this 
debate is ended if it is denied, that that was the object of the 
provision. 

Mr. BAILEY. Let me ask the Senator from Wisconsin this 
question. Assuming that the State of Texas, we will say, would 
permit the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine, colored or 
uncolored, will the Senator from Wisconsin assert that Congress 
has any power to regulate, either by tax or otherwise, the manu- 
facture and sale of any article manufactured and sold entirely 
within a State? 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator asks me a question? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. I deny that the State of Texas, the State of 
Mabe or any other State has the right to say what shall be 
taxed, 

Mr. BAILEY. Oh! 

Mr. SPOONER. Wait a minute. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator does not understand me. 

Mr. SPOONER. Wait a minute. I do understand you. I 
hope in a moment I shall be able to satisfy myself that the Sena- 
tor understands me, which I think now he does not. Neither the 
State of Texas nor any other State can be permitted to say what 
Congress shall tax. 

Mr. BAILEY. I consent to that. 

Mr. SPOGNER. The Senator agrees to that? 

Mr. BAILEY. Yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. Now, if the Congress passes a law—— 

Mr. BAILEY. I will agree with this modification, that Con- 
gress can not tax the facilities of a State. 

Mr. SPOONER. I agree to that. . 

Mr. BAILEY. With that exception, I agree. 

Mr. SPOONER. The instrumentalities necessary to carry on 
the State government. 

Mr. BAILEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SPOONER. Now, if Congress passes a law that oleomar- 
garine in its natural color shall be taxed one-quarter of a cent a 
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pound, and that oleomargarine colored in the similitude of but- 
ter—I am not following the language of this bill—shall be taxed 
10 cents a pound, I do deny that the State of Texas can pass a 
valid law authorizing oleomargarine colored in the similitude of 
butter to be sold without any tax. Does the Senator deny that? 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator from Wisconsin is so good a law- 
yer that he knows when he is coming up against a hard proposi- 
tion, and he goes around it. 

Mr. SPOONER. No; I did not go around it. 

Mr. BAILEY. I will show—— 

Mr. SPOONER. I may have gone around the Senator, but I 
did not go around the proposition. (Laughter. } 

Mr. BAILEY. I am ready to concede that the Senator from 
Wisconsin can easily get around me, small as he is. 

Mr. SPOONER. No; I did not mean that. 

Mr. BAILEY. Very well; but I will show the Senator that he 
did go around my proposition. 

Mr. SPOONER. The man who can go around the Senator can 
go around anything. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator continually places me under new 
obligations to him for his kindness and his compliments. But to 
make it plain that he did, the Senator overlooks my qualification 
in my question—if it can lay a tax for the purpose of regulation. 
Therefore I will pretermit the question of tax, and I will put the 
question in this way to the Senator from Wisconsin: Can the 
Federal Government regulate the manufacture and sale of an 
article which is manufactured and sold entirely within a State of 
the Union? 

Mr. SPOONER. That begs the whole question. 

Mr. BAILEY. Let me see if I can make it applicable. 
the Senator—— 

Mr. SPOONER. 
in this way. 

Mr. BAILEY. Very well. 

Mr. SPOONER. That the Congress of the United States can 
tax an article—— 

Mr. BAILEY. Oh, Iam not talking about the question of taxa- 
tion. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is where the little joker is. 

Mr. BAILEY. Exactly, and the Senator sees it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes, of course I see it. 

Mr. BAILEY. If the Senator admits that Congress has no 
power to regulate or prohibit the manufacture or sale of an arti- 
cle in a State which is manufactured and sold there, then I ask 
him next if it has a right to lay a tax purely intended to regulate 
the manufacture and the sale? 

Mr. SPOONER. I say yes. 

Mr. BAILEY. In other words, the Senator will contend that 
Congress can do by a tax not intended to raise revenue what it 
can not do directly? 

Mr. SPOONER. No; I do not say that. I do not have to. 

Mr. BAILEY. You do have to say it to meet that proposi- 
tion. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator from Massachusetts did meet the 
question boldly in the case of the State bank tax. He said frankly 


Will 
I will not put it in that way, but I will put it 


| ** we have the power to exclude State bank circulation because it 
| competes with our national currency, and having the right to 


exclude it by direct prohibition, we have a right to exclude it by 
taxation.”’ 

Mr. SPOONER. I met it in the same way, did I not? 

Mr. BAILEY. No; because the purpose here is not to collect 
revenue; the purpose here is not to exclude something within the 
Federal jurisdiction; but the purpose here is boldly to say that 
Congress can regulate, by a direct prohibition, the manufacture 
and sale of an article entirely within a State. The Senator from 
Wisconsin will agree with me that the Supreme Court has dis- 
tinctly held that Congress can not regulate manufacture in a 
State, has it not? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. BAILEY. It has distinctly held it? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes; in the Knight case. 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. Then has it not distinctly held that 
over purely domestic commerce, articles bought and sold entirely 
within a State, the Fcderal Government is without jurisdiction? 

Mr. SPOONER. I will grant that for the sake of the argu- 
ment. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then it follows that the Federal Government 
is absolutely without power to regulate either manufacture or 
commerce that is entirely within a State. Now,I will ask the 
Senator from Wisconsin if it is not true that the third section of 
this bill does tax the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine, 


| though manufactured in a State and sold within the same State? 


Mr. SPOONER. Yes; but does the Senator—— 
Mr. BAILEY. Therefore—— . 
Mr. SPOONER. Wait. 
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. BAILEY. Therefore—— 
. SPOONER. Oh, no—— 
. BAILEY. All right; I will yield. 
. SPOONER. Oh, no. Congress.has the power to regulate 
interstate commerce, has it not? 
Mr. BAILEY. Undoubtedly. 


| 


Mr. SPOONER. But, of course, under the power to regulate | 


commerce among the States, Congress has not the power to reg- 
ulate, or rather interfere with, commerce inthe States. 
the Senator infer from that that Congress has no power to tax 

Mr. BAILEY. Not-at.all. 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh! 

Mr. BAILEY. IL insist that Congress when it lays a tax forthe 
purpose of revenue can go into the State and tax.any object it 
pleases, provided it taxes the same object at the same rate all 
over the country; but I say it has no right to go into a State 
with a tax intended to be purely regulatory 

Mr. SPOONER. Well? 

Mr. BAILEY. And the Senator agrees to that. 

Mr. SPOONER. No. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then why dees the Senator say that Congress 
has not the power to regulate directly, but can regulate with a 
tax that is intended only to regulate it? 

Mr. SPOONER. Congress has power to tax ocleomargarine, has 








it not? 
" Mr. BAILEY. Undoubtedly, for the purpose of revenue. 

Mr. SPOONER. For the purpose of revenue? This bill taxes 
it for the purpose of revenue. 

Mr. BAILEY. If the Senator believes that, then this bill is a 
perfectly constitutional one to him. 


Mr. SPOONER. I believe it. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then, of course, the Senator will vote for it. 
The Senator says that as a lawyer, but as an economist the bill is 
going to prove a great failure, in my judgment. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam not now in the economist business. If 
my friend, who is a very able lawyer and for whom I have.great 
admiration, will permit me, dees he challengethe constitutionality 
of the tax of one-quarter of a cent a pound upon oleomargarine? 

Mr. BAILEY. 
be regulatory and not for revenue. 

Mr. SPOONER. That hardly answers my question. 


Butdoes | 


¥ 


I do upon one condition—that it is intended to | 


Does the | 


Senator think he could successfully impeach the validity of this 


tax in court? 

Mr. BAILEY. Oh, I know I could not, because the court, as I 
said in the course of my speech, can not assume to look into my 
heart and my mind to say whether I voted for it as a regulatory 
or as a revenue measure. But when a Senator comes to cast his 
vote he knows the motive with which he casts it. Undoubtedly 


ure is giving an entirely constitutional vote. My whole conten- 
tion is that a Senator who votes for it as a regulatory measure, 


Mr. SPOONER. I-thought not. So the question whether this 
is or is not .a revenue bill does not depend upon its reference, 
What does my friend the Senator from Colorado say? 

Mr. TELLER. 1 wassaying—not intending it for the Senator— 
that there is a rule of fhe Senate which requires revenue bills to 
go to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr.SPOONER. Yes; but wemay disregard it,of.course. We 
did di rd it. 

Mr. LER. “We did in this case. 

Mr. SPOONER. ‘Yes; and we have done soin other cases. My 
friend the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Srewart], one of the best 
men I know of anywhere, makes a suggestion which I think is not 
borne out.absolutely by the record. When the present law, which 
imposes a tax of 2 cents a pound on oleomargarine, a revenue 
mneasure, came from the House of Representatives it was not re- 
ferred tothe Committeeon Finance. That was sixteen years ago. 
It was referred to the Committee on Agriculture. It never has 
been contended since then that it was an invalid law because it 
had not been referred to the Committee on Finance, although I 
am disposed to doubt the validity of almost any law which relates 
to revenue which has not the imprimatur of my distinguished 
friend from Rhode Island [Mr. garg 

Mr. TELLER. Having been referred to another committee 
makes it none the less a revenue measure. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is true, and that is the whole matter. 
That isan answer to the suggestion. It comes from the House 
as a revenue bill. It originates where under the Constitution it 
is required to originate, and, no matter what committee it is re- 
ferred to in this body, if it produces revenue itis a revenue bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It may be passed without a reference. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes; if it is passed without a reference, as 
my friend from New Hampshire suggests, it is a valid law; and 
does my friend from Texas challenge that? 

Mr. BAILEY. No; I would notchallenge it, if the Senator from 
Wisconsin will say that this bill is intended to raise revenue. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, that is a challenge, and while 
I suppose that.according to the modern code no man, especially 
if he comes from the South, has any right to challenge another, 
I accept good-humoredly the challenge. 

Mr. BAILEY. And the Senator from Wisconsin does assert 
that the object of this bill is to raise revenue? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes; I say the object of this bill is to raise 
revenue. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then I would say—— 

Mr. SPOONER. In other words, if my friend will pardon me, 
I say that we, in the exercise of the discretion which the Consti- 
tution gives us in selecting the objects of taxation, propose to 


' C ts | select this as an object of taxation, and that it will raise and 
a Senator who votes for it upon the idea that itis a revenue meas- | 


taxing manufacture and sale entirely within a State, gives an un- | 


constitutional vote. 
Mr. SPOONER. 
will vote against it. 
Mr. BAILEY. Because I believe it regulatory. 
Mr. SPOONER. No; I will put it better than my friend does. 
He will vote against it because he thinks it is not a tax for reve- 


Then it follows from that that my friend 


nue. I will vote for it because I know it is a tax which will pro- 
duce revenue. [Laughter.] And it originated in that branch of 
Congress in which alone can a revenue bill originate. I would 


not for one moment impeach theintegrity of the House of Repre- | 
sentatives. Would the Senator? He came from there. 

Mr. BAILEY. But Iam not wanting to go back there. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not want the Senator to go back there. 
I think he is an acquisition to the Senate. Iam glad he is here. 

Mr. BAILEY. Let me make a suggestion to the Senator from 
Wisconsin, whose language was very guarded 

Mr. SPOONER. No. 

Mr. BAILEY. That it will raise revenne, I have no doubt. 
How much revenue above the expense of executing it could be 
told by the distinguished chairman of the Committee on Finance, 
whose committee was never allowed to consider this revenue 
bill. It came neither from the revenue committee of the House 
nor of the Senate, but from that committee of distinguished ag- 
riculturists like the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. SPOONER. There is a clause in the Constitution which 
my friend knows about—for no one knows the Constitution bet- 
ter—which provides that bills for raising revenue shall originate 
in the House of Representatives, where this bill originated. I do 
not know myself, and perhaps that is because Icome from the 
interior, any provision in the Constitution which requires a reve- 
nue bill sent to us by the Honse of ntatives in order to its 
validity to be referred to the Committee on Fimance. Does the 
Senator? 

Mr. BAILEY. 





No; there is none, 





is intended to raise revenue, which will go into the Treasury of 
the United States to pay the debts of the United States and to 
provide for the common defense and promote the general welfare. 

Mr. STEWART. May I ask a question? Is that the para- 
mount object? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes; that is the primary object? 

Mr.STEWART. Is it the parameunt object, not the primary? 

Mr. SPOONER. What is the difference between primary and 
paramount? 

Mr. STEWART. Primary is first and paramount is above 
others. The paramount object, the main object, has been stated 
here forty times. It is to destroy a fraud. 

Mr. SPOONER. You have stated it? 

Mr. STEWART. I have not stated it. You destroy only a 
part of the fraud. The principal fraud is the coloring of butter. 

Mr. SPOONER. e are going to try and destroy most of the 
fraud. I donot fully understand the distinction which my friend 
suggests between primary and paramount in this connection. 

Mr. STEWART. You first want to get revenue and next you 
want to destroy a million industries, and the striking down of in- 
dustries is much bigger than the raising of a little revenue. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator is running away. 

Mr. STEWART. I never run away. 

Mr. SPOONER. I am talking about the difference between 
the primary object and the paramount object. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SPOONER. I beg the Senator to allow me to continue 
this discussion with the Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. STEWART. I can understand very well how the Senator 
from Wisconsin can not distinguish between paramount and pri- 
mary. The first thing is to raise revenue. It is not very much 
revenue, and I do not think we would be engaged in this business 
if revenue was the principal object. But the paramount object, 
the great object, and every argument made for it, has reference 
to the destruction of an industry. 

Mr. SPOONER, Will the Senator from Nevada allow me to 


interrupt him? 
Mr. STEWART. Fora question. [Laughter.] 
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Mr. SPOONER. I should like to ask what is the distinction 
between the primary object and the paramount object. 

Mr. 8 ART. The primary object is first, but the para- 
mount object is the main consideration. The main consideration 
is to destroy an industry. That is the big object. The other is 
the Tittle object. 

Mr. SPOONER. I supposed, until otherwise informed by the 
Senator from Nevada, that the first consideration was the para- 
mount consideration. 

Mr. STEWART. Not always. You do not get the principal 
object first. You have covered that up. 

Mr. SPOONER. They may not in Nevada, but they do every- 
where else. [Laughter.| The paramount object of the bill is the 
fundamental and primary object of the bill. 

Mr. STEWART. The primary object is a different thing alto- 
gether. [Laughter.] The primary object of this bill is to pre- 
tend to raise revenue. The paramount object is to destroy an 
industry. One is great big and the other is very small. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLart of Connecticut in the 
chair). The Chair takes this opportunity to say that there should 
be less of disturbance. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President 

Mr. SPOONER. I yield to the Senator from Mlinois, holding 
the floor on this bill. 

Mr. COLLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

Mr. BAILEY. Is the Senator from Dlinois going to move an 
executive session? 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam. 

Mr. BAILEY. I wanted to continue the discussion with the 
Senator from Wisconsin for a moment. 

Mr. SPOONER. IThope the Senator from Illinois will withdraw 
the motion. 

Mr. CULLOM. I will withdraw it for a moment. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I freely conceded in the begin- 
ning that as to any Senator who believed this bill was intended to 
raise revenue it was a perfectly constitutional measure. I con- 
tended that as to any Senator who did not believe that it was a 
clearly unconstitutional measure. 

My distinguished friend from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] prac- 
tically agrees with me in both propositions, because when pressed 
to the point he declared that the purpose of the bill is to raise 
revenue. The Senate will readily understand how the Senator 
from Wisconsin, adroit as he is, was trying to waive that ques- 
tion off, 

Now, I want to read the Senator from Wisconsin, in reply to 
his statement, what one of the principal advocates of this bill 
said was the object of it, whether primary or not, aye, even if it 
were the object without any qualification or any adjective, it is 
no concern to me. The Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Mc- 
CUMBER] said: 

Everyone knows that this bill is intended to tax colored oleomargarine 
out of existence, although it is under the guise of a revenue bill which has 
never been referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Now, without intending to ask the Senator from Wisconsin to 
pass upon the constitutional opinion of another Senator, I will ask 
the Senator from Wisconsin if he believes that the primary ob- 
ject of this bill was to tax colored oleomargarine out of existence 
and they had merely used the taxing poweras a disguise for their 
object, would he regard it as constitutional? 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator is asking me to pass upon the 
opinion of the Senator from North Dakota. 

Mr. BAILEY. I expressly disclaimed any intention—— 

Mr. SPOONER. And also upon his own. 

Mr. BAILEY. To ask for an expression of opinion on the 
statement of the Senator from North Dakota, who, of course. 
would settle that question for himself, because he has his view of 
the Constitution. The fact of it is, Mr. President—— 

Mr. SPOONER. I will answer the Senator’s question. The 
question whether this tax is a revenue tax or a tax levied for the 
purpose of eliminating from commerce an industry is really here 
an abstract question. I think the tax of one-fourth of 1 cent, a 
reduction of 14 cents on oleomargarine asa reagan or as 
it is, is a legitimate exercise for revenue purposes of the constitu- 
tional power of taxation. Does the Senator deny that? 

Mr. BAILEY. Asa matter of fact I deny that that is the pur- 
pose. As a matter of law I concede that if that is the purpose 
the bill is entirely constitutional. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, does the Senator conceive it 
possible that the constitutionality of such a bill can depend upon 
a question of fact? : a+ 

r. BAILEY. Indeed, it would depend on that in this kind of 
a case entirely. In other words—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator think that in a court he 
could overturn an act of Congress taxing oleomargarine colored 
in the similitude of batter 10 cents a pound, or 25 cents a pound, 
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upon proof that it was not intended or needed for revenue pur- 
poses, but was intended to tax an industry out of existence? 

Mr. BAILEY. When you say 25 cents a pound you raise a 
question. The Supreme Court—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Call it 10 cents a pound. 

Mr. BAILEY. As long as it is not absolutely prohibitory un- 
doubtedly I could not assail the validity of the law successfully. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President 

Mr. BAILEY. One moment, if you please. In the New Hamp- 
shire case, where it required oleomargarine to be colored pink, 
the court held that that State regulation was tantamount toa 
prohibition, and that the law was therefore invalid. Now, if the 
court would follow that up—— 

Mr. SPOONER. I think that was right. 

Mr. BAILEY. I think so. If the court were to follow that 
analogy and Congress were to levy a tax equal to what was clearly 
a prohibition, then it is a question open in that court yet whether 
they would sustain that tax. 

In the old case of the tax upon the notes of State banks the 
dissenting judges, the Senator from Wisconsion will recall, laid 
great stress upon the fact that the tax of 10 per cent was prohib- 
itory, but the majority of the court asserted that Congress pos- 
sessed the power to destroy the State banks absolutely and by a 
direct prohibition upon the ground that they were an interference 
with the currency which the Federal Government might estab- 
lish and regulate. Therefore, they held that a prohibitory tax 
could be sustained when a direct prohibition could be sustained, 
and that, in my opinion, is about as far as they have gone. I 
would hesitate, however, to say that positively without examin- 
ing the cases. I do say undoubtedly that you could not attack 
successfully any bill that purported to raise revenue in a court of 
the country upon the ground that that was not its object, for the 
reason the court has so often stated that it can not inquire into 
the motives of the political department of the Government. 

Mr. CULLOM. ow, if the discussion between the Senators is 
over, I should like to renew my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Miinois. 

Mr. CULLOM.. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After twelve minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock 
and 7 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Thursday, April 3, 1902, at 12 o’clock meridian. 








NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate April 
SECRETARY OF LEGATION. 

Edward Winslow Ames, of Massachusetts, to be secretary of 
the legation of the United States at Buenos Ayres, Argentine Re- 
public, vice Clarence L. Thurston, resigned. 

ASSISTANT SURGEON IN THE NAVY. 

Dr. Francis M. Munson, a citizen of Delaware, to be an assist- 
ant surgeon in the Navy, with the rank of lieutenant (junior 
grade), to fill a vacancy existing in that corps. 

ASSISTANT PAYMASTER IN THE NAVY. 
Walter A. Greer, a citizen of Missonri, to be an assistant pay- 
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| master in the Navy, with the rank of ensign, to fill a vacancy ex- 


i 


isting in that corps. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY—GENERAL OFFICERS. 
To be major-general. 

Brig. Gen. Robert P. Hughes, United States Army, April 1, 

1902, vice Otis, retired from active service. 
To be brigadier-generals. 

Col. Isaac D. De Russy. Eleventh Infantry, April 1, 1902 
Hall, retired from active service. 

Col. Andrew S. Burt, Twenty-fifth Infantry, April 1, 1902 
Guenther, retired from active service. 

Col. Michael V. Sheridan, assistant adjutant-general, to rank 
from the date of acceptance as major-general of Brigadier-General 
Hughes, vice whom he is to be appointed. 

POSTMASTERS. 

Nelson B. Stanton, to be postmaster at Avalon, in the county 
of Los Angeles and State of California. Office became Presi- 
dential April 1, 1902. 

Roy B. Stephens, to be postmaster at South Pasadena,in the 
county of Los Angeles and State of California. Office became 
Presidential April 1, 1902. 

Arthur M. Hughes, to be postmaster at Louisa, in the county 
of Lawrence and State of Kentucky. Office became Presidential 
July 1, 1901. 


’ vice 


, Vice 
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George E. Swanson, to be postmaster at Woodhull, in the 
county of Henry and State of Illinois. Office became Presidential 
April 1, 1902. 

George M. Francis, to be postmaster at Napa, in the county of 
Napa and State of California, in place of George M. Francis. 
Incumbent’s commission expired March 9, 1902. 

Wilfred W. Montague, to be postmaster at San Francisco, in 
the county of San Francisco and State of California, in place of 
Wilfred W. Montague. Incumbent’s commission expired June 
23, 1901. 

Carroll M. Heard, to be postmaster at Elberton, in the county 
of Elbert and State of Georgia, in place of Ella M. Henry. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired January 12, 1902. 

Marshall F. Aspy, to be postmaster at Geneva, in the county of 
Adams and State of Indiana, in place of Nathan Shepherd. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired January 31, 1902. 

Charles H. Anderson, to be postmaster at Anamosa, in the 
county of Jones and State of Iowa, in place of Charles H. Ander- 
son. Incumbent’s commission expired March 22, 1902. 

John L. Waite, to be postmaster at Burlington, in the county 
of Des Moines and State of Iowa, in place of John L. Waite. 
Incumbent’s commission expired March 30, 1902. 

James C. Harwood, to be postmaster at Clarion, in the county 
of Wright and State of Iowa, in place of James C. Harwood. 
Incumbent’s commission expired March 22, 1902. 

Isaac Stauffer, to be postmaster at Gladbrook, in the county of 
Tama and State of Iowa, in place of Isaac Stauffer. Incumbents 
commission expired March 9, 1902. 

Daniel J. Adlum, to be postmaster at Missouri Valley, in the 
county of Harrison and State of Iowa, in place of Daniel J. 
Adium. Incumbent’s commission expired March 22, 1902. 

Cornelius Van Zandt, to be postmaster at Wilton Junction, in 
the county of Muscatine and State of Iowa, in place of Cornelius 
Van Zandt. Incumbent’s commission expired March 22, 1902. 

Thomas A. Sawhill, to be postmaster at Concordia, in the county 
of Clond and State of Kansas, in place of Thomas A. Sawhill. 
Incumbent’s commission expired March 22, 1902. 

Samuel L. Gatrell, to be postmaster at Midway, in the county 
of Woodford and State of Kentucky, in place of Henry P. Waits. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 10, 1902. 

William J. Wallace, to be postmaster at Norwood, in the county 


of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts, in place of William J. | 


Wallace. Incumbent’s commission expired March 31, 1902. 

Davis P. Gray, to be postmaster at Whitinsville, in the county 
of Worcester and State of Massachusetts, in place of Davis P. 
Gray. Incumbent’s commission expired March 16, 1902. 

William 8S. Ostrander, to be postmaster at Schuylersville, in the 
county of Saratoga and State of New York, in place of William 
8. Ostrander. Incumbent’s commission expired March 22, 1902. 

Julius O. Converse, to be postmaster at Chardon, in the county 
of Geauga and State of Ohio, in place of Julius O. Converse. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired March 9, 1902. 

Sherman H. Eagle, to be postmaster at Gallipolis, in the county 
of Gallia and State of Ohio, in place of Sherman H. Eagle. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired March 30, 1902. 

Cassius M. Crane, to be postmaster at Garrettsville, in the 
county of Portage and State of Ohio, in place of Cassius M. 
Crane. Incumbent’s commission expired March 16, 1902. 

Frank Fortune, to be postmaster at Jefferson, in the county of 
Ashtabula and State of Ohio, in place of Frank Fortune. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired March 16, 1902. 

Clyde A. L. Purmort. to be postmaster at Van Wert, in the 
county of Van Wert and State of Ohio, in place of Clyde A. L. 
Purmort. Incumbent’s commission expired March 9, 1902. 


E. C. Burns, to be postmaster at Reynoldsville, in the county | 


of Jefferson and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Allen M. Wood- 
ward. Incumbent’s commission expired March 16, 1902. 


Hugo E. Smith, to be postmaster at McKinney, in the county | 
Incum- | 


of Collin and State of Texas, in place of Hugo E. Smith. 
bent’s commission expired March 31, 1902. 


Edwin Fore, to be postmaster at Pittsburg, in the county of | 
Incumbent’s | 


Camp and State of Texas, in place of Edwin Fore. 
commission expired March 31, i902. 


Ira D. Hurlbut, to be postmaster at Prairie du Chien, in the | 


county of Crawford and State of Wisconsin, in place of Ira D. 
Hurlbut. Incumbent’s commission expired March 31, 1902. 


Charles E. Cragin, to be postmaster at Ada, in the county of | 


Norman and State of Minnesota, in place of James V. Campbell, 
resigned. 

James R. White, to be postmaster at Kalispell, in the county of 
Flathead and State of Montana, in place of Perley N. Bernard, 
resigned. 

Ralph S. Tompkins, to be postmaster at Fishkill on the Hudson, 
in the county of Dutchess and State of New York, in place of 
James E. Munger, deceased. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 2, 1902. 
REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE, 
James C. Pettijohn, of Nebraska, to be register of the land 
| office at Valentine, Nebr. 
Charles H. Titus, of Topeka, Kans., to be register of the land 
| office at Topeka, Kans. 
RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

De Witt C. Tufts, of North Dakota,to be receiver of public 
moneys at Fargo, N. Dak. 

Albert L. Towle, of Nebraska, to be receiver of public moneys 
at Valentine, Nebr. 

J. G. Wood, of Topeka, Kans., to be receiver of public moneys 
at Topeka, Kans. 


’ 


| 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAVY. 


Edward Kershner, to be a medical inspector in the Navy, on 
the retired list, in accordance with the provisions of an act of 
| Congress (Private—-No. 184) approved March 20, 1902, 

Christopher C. Wolcott, to be a civil engineer in the Navy 
with the rank of captain, from the 28th day of February, 1901. 

Frank O. Maxon, to be a civil engineer in the Navy with the 
rank of commander, from the 28th day of February, 1901. 

Robert E. Peary, to be a civil engineer in the Navy with the 
rank of lieutenant-commander, from the 5th day of January, 1901. 

George Mackay, to be a civil engineer in the Navy with the 
rank of lieutenant-commander, from the 28th day of February, 
1901. 

Frank T. Chambers, to be a civil engineer in the Navy with 
the rank of lieutenant, from the 5th day of January, 1901. 

Charles W. Parks, to be a civil engineer in the Navy with the 
rank of lieutenant, from the 28th day of February, 1901. 

John F. Hanscom, to be a naval constructor in the Navy with 
the rank of captain, from the 3d day of March, 1899. 

Joseph H. Linnard, to be a naval constructor in the Navy with 
the rank of captain, from the 5th day of August, 1899. 

Joseph J. Woodward, to be a naval constructor in the Navy 
with the rank of captain, from the 19th day of April, 1900. 

David W. Taylor, to be a naval constructor in the Navy with 
| the rank of captain, from the 4th day of March, 1901. 

Albert W. Stahl and William J. Baxter, to be naval construct- 
| ors in the Navy with the rank of commander, from the 3d day 
of March, 1899. 

Washington L. Capps, to be a naval constructor in the Navy 
with the rank of commander, from the 5th day of August, 1899. 

Lloyd Bankson, to be a naval constructor in the Navy with the 
rank of commander, from the 19th day of April, 1900. 

John G. Tawresey, to be a naval constructor in the Navy with 
| the rank of commander, from the 4th day of March, 1901. 

John D. Beuret, Joseph E. McDonald, and Homer L. Ferguson, 
| to be assistant naval constructors in the Navy with the rank of 
| lieutenant, from the ist day of July, 1900. 

Daniel C. Nutting, jr., and Holden A. Evans, to be assistant 
| naval constructors in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant, from 
| the 29th day of January, 1901. 

William P. Robert and Daniel H. Cox, to be assistant naval 
| constructors in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant, from the 
| 12th day of July, 1901. 
| Thomas G. Roberts and Lawrence 8. Adams, to be assistant 
| naval constructors in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant, from 
| the 20th day of July, 1901. 

Thomas A. Gill, to be a chaplain in the Navy with the rank of 
captain, from the 9th day of June, 1901. 

| Walter G. Isaacs, to be a chaplain in the Navy with the rank 

of commander, from the 9th day of June, 1901. 

The following-named chaplains to have the rank of lieutenant 
| from the 3d day of March, 1899: 

William G. Cassard. 

Arthur O. Sykes. 

William T. Helms. 

Frederic C. Brown. 

Curtis H. Dickins. 

Omenzo G. Dodge, to be a professor of mathematics in the Navy 
with the rank of commander, from the 17th day of December, 1899. 

Stimson J. Brown, to be a professor of mathematics in the Navy 
with the rank of captain, from the 25th day of August, 1900. 

Henry M. Paul, to be a professor of mathematics in the Navy 
with the rank of commander, from the 25th day of August, 1900. 

Edward K. Rawson, to be a professor of mathematics in the 
Navy with the rank of captain, from the 25th day of November, 
1900, 

Aaron N. Skinner, to be a professor of mathematics in the Navy 
with the rank of commander, from the 25th day of November. 1900. 

Philip R. Alger, to be a professor of mathematics in the Navy 
with the rank of commander, from the 22d day of May, 18°. 
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The following-named pay officers to be paymasters in the Navy 
with the rank of lieutenant-commander, from the 3d day of 
March, 1899: 

Charles W. Littlefield. 

Arthur Peterson. 

William W. Galt. 

John R. Martin, to be a paymaster in the Navy with the rank 
of lieutenant-commander, from the 22d day of November, 1899. 

The following-named pay officers to be paymasters in the Navy, 
with the rank of lieutenant-commander, from the 8th day of 
December, 1899: 

Charles M. Ray. 

Mitchell C. McDonald. 

Eustace B. Rogers. 

The following-named pay officers to be 
with the rank of lieutenant-commander, 
tember, 1901: 

Leeds C. Kerr. 

Richard T. M. Ball. 

Charles 8. Williams. 

Thomas J. Cowie. 

The following-named pay officers to be assistant paymasters in 
the Navy with the rank of lieutenant (junior grade), from the 
20th day of May, 1901: 

Hugh R. Insley. 

George M. Stackhouse. 

Grey Skipwith. 

Trevor W. Leutze. 

McGill R. Goldsborough. 

David V. Chadwick. 

Eugene C. Tobey. 

Arthur H. Cathcart. 

I nominate the following-named medical officers to be surgeons 
in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant-commander, from the 
8d day of March, 1899, viz: 

David O. Lewis. 

Howard E. Ames. 

Frank Anderson. 

Phillips A. Lovering. 

William R. Du Bose, 

Charles T. Hibbett., 

Nelson H. Drake. 

Henry G. Beyer. 

John M. Steele. 

James E. Gardner. 

Millard H. Crawford, 

George P. Lumsden. 

Emlyn H, Marsteller. 

James C. Byrnes. 

Samuel H. Griffith. 

To be surgeons in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant- 
commander, from the 8th day of December, 1899: 

Averley C. H. Russell. 

Clement Biddle. 

Henry T. Percy, to be a surgeon in the Navy with the rank of 
lieutenant-commander, from the 30th day of August, 1900. 

To be surgeons in the many with the rank of lieutenant- 
commander, from the 22d day of September, 1901: 

James D. Gatewood. 

Oliver Diehl. 

The following-named medical officers to be d assistant 
surgeons in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant, from the 3d 
day of March, 1899, viz: 

William C. Braisted. 

Sheldon G.. Evans. 

Adrian R. Alfred. 

John E. Page. 

Middleton S. Guest. 

Joseph A. Guthrie. 

Charles M. De Valin. 

Charles P. Bagg. 

Carl D. Brownell. 

Henry D. Wilson. 

The to 

urgeons in the Navy with the rank of lieutenan , from the Ist 
day of July, 1899, viz: 

Lewis Morris. ~ 

John M. Moore. 

Brownlee R. Ward. 

Edward M. Shipp. 

Charles E. Riggs. 
_ To be passed assistant surgeons in the Navy with the rank of 
lieutenant, from the ist day of July, 1900: 

James F. Leys. 

Frank C. Cook. 


Fp age sone in the Navy 
rom the 22d day of Sep- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


llowing-named medical officers to be passed assistant | 


3965 


To be assistant surgeons in the Navy with the rank of 
lieutenant, from the 26th day of December, 1900: 

Ammen Farenholt. 

Charles P. Kindleberger. 

To be passed assistant surgeons in the Navy with the rank of 
lieutenant, from the 29th day of January, 1901: 

Arthur W. Dunbar. 

Theodore W. Richards. 

Reginald K. Smith. 

To be passed assistant surgeons in the Navy with the rank of 
lieutenant, from the ist day of July, 1901: 

Jacob C, Rosenbleuth. 

Moulton K. Johnson. 

The following-named medical officers to be assistant surgeons 
in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant (junior grade), from the 





| 7th day of June, 1901, viz: 


Thomas McC. Lippitt. 
Barton L. Wright. 
Ralph W. Plummer, 
Henry E. Odell. 
James 8S. Taylor. 
Joseph A. Murphy. 
John T. Kennedy. 
Karl Ohnesorg. 
Charles N. Fiske. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY, 


Commander Frederick M. Symonds, to be a captain in the 
Navy from the 16th day of March, 1902. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Hutch I. Cone, to be a lieutenant in the 
Navy from the 9th day of February, 1902. 

Civil Engineer Mordecai T. Endicott, United States Navy, to 
be Chief of the Bureau of Yards and Docks, in the Department 
of the Navy, with the rank of rear-admiral, from the 4th day of 
April, 1902. 

POSTMASTERS. 

Sarah K. Travis, to be postmaster at Magnolia, in the county of 
Pike and State of Mississippi. 

Charles W. Adams, to be postmaster at Gillett, in the county 
of Teller and State of Colorado. 

\. John H. Tripp, to be postmaster at Carrollton, in the county of 
Carroll and State of Ohio. 

' Ada Hunter, to be postmaster at Kinston, in the county of 
Lenoir and State of North Carolina. 

William I. Madeira, to be postmaster at Hilo, in the county of 
Hawaii and Territory of Hawaii. 

Joseph A. Shriver, to be postmaster at Manchester, in the county 
of Adams and State of Ohio. 

Martin L. Miller, to be postmaster at Steubenville, in the county 
of Jefferson and State of Ohio. 

| Edwin R. Smith, to be postmaster at Mound City, in the county 
of Linn and State of Kansas. 

| John McL. Dorchester, to be postmaster at Pauls Valley, in 

| the Chickasaw Nation, Ind. T. : 

William M. Stolz, to be postmaster at Marlow, in the Chicka- 
saw Nation, Ind. T. 

William F. Jobes, to be postmaster at Brookhaven, in the county 
of Lincoln and State of Mississippi. 

Bruce Dennis, to be postmaster at La Cygne, in the county of 

| Linn and State of Kansas. 

William F. Elgin, to be postmaster at Corinth, in the county of 

| Alcorn and State of Mississippi. 

Charles W. Searls, to be postmaster at Madison, in the county 
of Lake and State of Ohio. 

William L. Buford, to be postmaster at Nicholasville, in the 
county of Jessamine and State of Kentucky. 

Ellsworth D. Scheble, to be postmaster at Wenatchee, in the 
county of Chelan and State of Washington. 

Seth W. Collins, to be postmiaster at McComb, in the county of 
Pike and State of Mississippi. 

Annette Simpson, to be postmaster at Pass Christian, in the 
county of Harrison and State of Mississippi. 

David M. Graham, to be postmaster at Mahanoy City, in the 
county of Schuylkill and State of Pennsylvania. 

Robert Z. Bennett, to be postmaster at Beresford, in the county 
| of Union and State of South Dakota. 
| Thomas B. Leland, to be postmaster at Water Valley, in the 
| county of Yalobusha and State of Mississippi. 
| Lizzie Baldwin, to be postmaster at Canton, in the county of 

Madison and State of Mississippi. 

Charles H. Jones, to be postmaster at Arlington, in the county 
of Snohomish and State of Washington. 

John C. Stoughton, to be postmaster at Geddes, in the county 
of Charles Mix and State of South Dakota. 

Ida McKeand, to be postmaster at Lexington, in the county of 
Cleveland and Territory of Oklahoma, 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, April 2, 1902. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Henry N. Counen, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
BRIDGE ACROSS LITTLE TENNESSEE RIVER. 


The SPEAKER, The Chair lays before the House the bill S. 
$231, there having been a House bill of similar purport reported 
favorably to the House. 

The bill (S. 3231) to legalize and maintain a new steel bridge 
erected in place of the old wooden structure across the Little Ten- 
nessee River at Niles Ferry, Tenn., by the Atlanta, Knoxville and 
Northern Railroad, was read. 

Mr. DAVIS of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the Senate 
bill just read be put on its passage. A House bill similiar in its 
provisions has been favorably reported by the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. I made that report by direction 
of the chairman of the committee. The only difference between 
the two bills is that in this Senate bill there are certain amend- 
ments which seem to make it more satisfactory to such members 
of the Tennessee delegation as are interested in the subject. 
They all assent to it. This bill passed the Senate unanimously, 
and the corresponding bill of the House has been unanimously re- 
ported by the committee. LIask, therefore, that this Senate bill 
may be put on its passage. 

The SPEAKER. Are the bills now substantially the same? 

Mr. DAVIS of Florida. Yes, sir. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consider- 
ation of the bill; which was ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. DAVIS of Florida, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the correspond- 
ing House bill, No. 9964, will be laid on the table. 

There was no objection. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. CANNON, the House resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union (Mr. 
LAWRENCE in the chair), and resumed the consideration of the 
sundry civil appropriation bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improvement of the Yellowstone National Park: For the improvement of 
the Yellowstone National Park, in accordance with the approved project, 
including the maintenance of existing impovements, to be expended by and 
under the direction of the Secretary of War, $250,000, to be immediately avail- 
able: Provided, That the Secretary of War may enter into a contract or con- 
tracts for such labor and materials as may be necessary for the completion 
of the project, including annual maintenance and + or the work may 
be done and the materials purchased otherwise than by contract, to be paid 
for as appropriations may from time to time be 


i I e by law, not to exceed 
in any one year —— and not to exceed in the aggregate $500,000, exclusive 
of the amounts her 


rein and heretofore appropriated: And provided further, 
That of the amounts so appropriated not to exceed 5.000 may, in the dis- 
cretion of the Secretary o ar, be expended in the Yellowstone Forest Re- 
serve east of the park, and not to exceed 
Yellowstone and Teton Forest Reserves south of the park. 

Mr.SULZER. Mr. Chairman, it is a matter of much personal 
gratification to me to find in this sundry civil bill a liberal appro- 
priation for the proper care and the immediate and continued im- 
provement of our great national park. The people familiar with 
this subject will approve this provision now, and posterity, which | 
will realize more fully its benefits, will commend us for our fore- 
sight and judgment in a spirit of eternal gratitude. This money 
will be well and wisely spent, and its expenditure will create 
lasting results that will please, instruct, and benefit humanity | 
for ages yet to come. 

Mr. Chairman, Yellowstone Park is the world’s wonderland. | 


5,000 may be expended in the | 
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who are now faithfully executing a great trust for the benefit of 
millions yet unborn. 

This national park was dedicated to humanity. It belongs to 
the people. It is sacred to nature. No vandal must ever be per- 
mitted to desecrate it. Every citizen of the Republic should be- 
hold its glories and witness the beauties of nature’s most perfect 
picture. I hope more people every year will visit this inspiring 
park, and I know they will go away benefited in mind and body, 
As the years come and go it will become more and more a sanita- 
rium for the afflicted, an art gallery for the lovers of the beauti- 
ful, a Bohemia for the lotus-eating dreamers of the Better Day, 
and a great national playground, the recreation place of millions 
of the citizens of the Republic, where the rich and the poor, the 
great and the small shall have an equal right to enjoy and com- 
mune with nature in her primeval wonders and in all her pristine 
glories. 

The provisions in this bill for Yellowstone Park are made, I am 
informed. in accordance with the recommendations of Capt. 
Hiram N. Chittenden, a distinguished officer in the Engineer 
Corps of the Army, now detailed to the park and in charge of the 
improvements. He is beyond all question the right man in the 
right place. He has done and is doing a great work, not suffi- 
ciently appreciated, perhaps, by the unthinking and the casual 
observer, but the work itself will be his lasting monument, and 
the consciousness of duty well done for duty’s sake will be his 
greatest reward. 

I visited the park last summer, saw for myself, and speak from 
personal fenptdine. Every member of Congress should uphold 
the hands of Captain Chittenden, and all his commendable efforts 
should be encouragingly sustained by the Government. I am 
and ever will be a friendly advocate of Yellowstone Park, and in 
or out of Congress I will always do all in my power for its best 
interests; and I am glad in this connection to pay a just and mer- 
ited tribute to the genius of gallant Captain Chittenden. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, just a few words more. In my opinion 
the western boundary of the park should be extended to include 
Jackson Lake, the Teton Mountains, and fhe domain sometimes 
called the Hole in the Wall. Every disinterested person with 
whom I have talked concerning this matter has concurred in this 
conclusion. Aside from the beauties of the natural scenery of 
this adjoining land to the park, it is of great importance that it 
should be incorporated into the park for the reason that the wild 
animals, especially the deer, the elk, and the buffalo, roam there 

from the park during certain seasons of the year, and hunters 
| lying in wait slaughter them remorselessly. 

This is a shame and should be stopped, and the best way to do 
it is by an extension of the park’s boundary. It will cost little 
to dothis now, and in my judgment Yellowstone Park will ere 
long become the last place in this country where the wild game— 
| the big game—can live out their natural lives unmolested by the 
| barbarian pot-hunter and the semicivilized sportsman. Every 
| loyal friend of the national park and every true friend of our 
| wild animals should favor this extension of the boundary of Yel- 
lowstone Park. It should be acted on now. No time should be 
lost. 

This additional territory can be obtained to-day by the United 
States Government very cheaply, and it ought to be taken in be- 
fore its value increases. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I trust the provision in this bill for Yel- 
lowstone Park will be passed without modification. It is truly 


| 





'in the interest of the people, and the distinguished chairman 


of the Committee on Appropriations, in my judgment, is en- 


| titled to much commendation and the thanks of the American 


people for his broadminded statesmanship in the matter, [Ap- 
plause. } 


Mr. GRAHAM. Mr. Chairman, I simply desire to corroborate 





It beggars description. The most eloquent tongue fails to describe | 
its surpassing wonders, and the gifted pen of the most imagina- 
tive poet can not adequately picture the infinite variety of its 
sublime realities. After you have read and heard all that mortal 
man can say, you must see it yourself to fully appreciate all its 
glories and startling revelations. It never palls; the eye never 
tires. From the time you leave Livingston until you return, the 
scenery is an inspiration and simply indescribable. Itis one grand 
panorama of loveliness beyond comparison, a symphony of col- 
ors, a combination of architectural miracles. 

Take it all in all, Yellowstone Park is the greatest, the grandest, | 
the most picturesque, and the most marvelous picture in nature's 
art gallery—painted in all the radiant colors of the rainbow by 
the unerring, heroic hand of the Infinite—sculptured by the Su- 
preme Creator of the universe—a testifying demonstration that 
the Great Jehovah liveth. 

The establishment of this magnificent park, to be forever safe 
from the destroying vandal, and sacred for all time from the | 
devastating hand of greedy commercialism, does great credit to the 
farseeing statesmanship of the men who conceived it, and to those ' 





all that has been said by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 


| SuLzER], and I think the committee in increasing this appropria- 


tion has met a want which has been felt for many years, and that 
is the improvement along broad and generous lines so necessary 
in this park. The extension of the boundaries of the park is also 
an important matter which should be looked after by Congress. 
The committee, however, in its judgment, has seen fit to increase 
the appropriation for the improvement of the roads upon a basis 


| which will inure to the benefit of the traveling public in particular, 


and to the country at large. I hope sincerely that the appropria- 
tion will be passed as proposed by the committee, and that no 


| objection will be presented. 


Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. SULZER], in speaking in favor of this appropriation, has 
said he visited this park recently. It was my good fortune to be 
on the first expedition of 1871 under the auspices of the United 
States Geological Survey and under the immediate charge of 
Prof. F. V. Hayden, the first party which ever —— the Yel- 
lowstone Park. Never shall I forget, as the wonders of that re- 
gion burst upon our view in almost every mile that we covere« 
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after we entered the Fire Hole Basin and the region surrounding | 
the Yellowstone Park, the impression it made upon me. It seemed 
almost as if we had entered into a combination of fairylands and | 
infernal regions. The first impression on one hearing the rum- | 
pling and the thunder of the land before the eruption of Old Faith- 
ful, as we first viewed it, is an impression made upon a man in his 
youth, which can never be obliterated. It will be an everlasting 
monument to the memory of Professor Hayden and his able as- 
sistant, James Stevenson, that they at once conceived the idea 
that this region should be preserved forever as a public park for 
the uses and the pleasure of the American people. 

One must visit that region to realize its great attraction. One 
must be there from year to year over a long course of time to 
have seen how the large game has gradually been obliterated 
from our country, until now there are but a few specimens left, 
and those mainly in the zoological parks of our country. The 
only hope for the preservation of the bison, commonly known as 
the buffalo, will be in the regions of this park. It is essential 
that this appropriation be made, and I wish to assure my col- 
leagues that money expended in the preservation of this region 
is money well spent for the benefit of the entire American people. 
It is now under the Government control. It is thrown open to 
all the American le. The rates of travel and the rates of 
board are regula: by the Government. There is no imposition 
on the ple. This great natural preserve is kept for their ben- 
efit, and I trust that this appropriation which tends to preserve 
that interesting and wonderful region will not be altered, amended, 
or changed in any . [Applause.] 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Park: For omianing 
lishment of the See and Chattanooga National Park; fo z 
ensation and expenses of two civilian commissioners and the assistant in 
iistorical work; maps, surveys, clerical and other assistance, messenger, 
office expenses, and all other necessary expenses; foundations for State 
monuments; mowing; historical tablets, iron and bronze; iron gun carriages; 
and model in relief of the Nashville and of the Atlanta battlefields; for roads 
and their maintenance, and for the purchase of land already authorized by 
law; in all, $50,000. , 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the chair- 
man of the Committee on oe a few questions in re- 
gard to this matter. I would like to know what are the fixed 
charges in this sum appropriated for the park; that is, how much 
is paid out for salaries, etc. 


the estab- 
r the com- 


earn LLL LLL LLL LLL LLL 








Mr. CANNON. They are as follows: 
Amount GRR ules > cabin: onntibiecabalaiiins acdbeesddbndbieenioies $50, 000 
ESTABLISHMENT 
Salaries . acicsdibanabenbs dhnentusetinesndipe duties soqsadousedeorece $22, 140 
Mileage, GUI, GED 0 akc canennbsakocesunagecdsocsencmsdace 1,000 
LOR OD 6 cui c dines neni Diane bail detective thanibialiaiesininiiin 3,600 
New York monument foundation --.................-.-..--...--- 3, 000 
Monument foundations other than New York.............-..---. 1,000 
Gun COPPRR ae celle badd ttntindeandocctinehscsastcanbetepenacucn 1,920 
Wall or iron fence, Point Park, 900 feet -........................ 2, 800 
Road and paths in Point Park --................-5....s2-..2....-. 1,000 
Guttering and betterment of roads -................--...-.----.- 2,000 
——_ 38,460 | 
MAINTENANCE. 
Maintenaiee Gi GRR ices dc ccc anncernsbdianeaptantineodvenns 8,540 
Regulat GU estdiieti sd piineian inavebtagne-cbimmakenta cei 2,000 
~ 11,540 
Watt tes ee a, id ee Le aliemetiideennintadins omen 50,000 


Mr. MADDOX. So that of this sum of $50,000 appropriated for | 
Chickamauga Park there is practically half, or $25,000, for salaries | 
and mil , 

Mr. © ON. Almost. ‘ . 

Mr. MADDOX. One dollar, in other words, is paid for the ex- | 
pense of some salaried official or mileage for every dollar that is | 
put upon the park. Now, there is one thing I am glad to see that 
the Appropriation Committee has incorporated in this bill, and I 
desire to call the attention of the House to it in the few minutes | 
that I have. I refer to the section beginning at the bottom of | 
page 98, that the Secretary of War is authorized and directed to 
prepare and submit in the annual estimate at the next session of | 
Congress a proposition providing for the consolidation of the ex- | 
isting commissions having charge of the several national military | 
parks, ete. Now, we have these parks scattered all over the 
country, and we have, I think, about three park commissioners | 
appointed for every park, paying them probably $3,500 a year 
salary. It is my judgment, and I am satisfied that the commit- | 
tee will agree with me on this subject, that all we need of these 
park commissioners are three, and those three should be located 
in the city of Washington, and: then have a superintendent for 
each one of these parks. In that way when we appropriate 
$50,000 for the improvement of these battlefields we can get some 
benefit of this money; but as it is now here is an appropriation 
of $50,000 for Chic uga, and yet absolutely $25,000 of it is 
paid as mere sinecures—that is, for salaries—for somebody. 

y S senemtaeets te i , there has been money 
enough spent here for the survey of Chickamauga Park, from 
the start to the finish, to have surveyed the greatest railroad in 
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the United States. There is not a doubt about that. These posi- 
tions are mere sinecures, and I am glad to see that the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations have started out tocall the attention of the 
country to the matter, as I wish to do now. You see there is an 
appropriation of $50,000 here in this bill, and $25,000 of it goes 
merely for salaries to somebody to do nothing. - 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, the remarks of the gentleman 
who has preceded me have made it neccessary that I should say 
what I have to say a little earlier than I expected to. The Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs and their subcommittee on parks have 
already taken up this question. One of the members of that com- 
mittee on the 4th of rch introduced a bill (H. R. 12092) re- 
lating to that matter and providing for the appointment either of 
certain officers in the War Department or else a single central 
commission to work with the aid of such officers, in order to have 
a central scheme for the management of these military parks. 
How soon that can be put into full operation we do not know; 
but the matter is al y before the War Department for a report 
to the Military Committee, with whom the subject properly re- 
sides. We expect that report in a day or two, and this very 
morning we have had a hearing and have had before us a prom- 
inent general in that Department, who was formerly in charge of 
the rebellion records of the Union and Confederate armies. At 
this hearing the committee went over the possibilities with refer- 
ence to this matter, in order that it may be put on a proper basis. 

Mr. Mappox rose. 

Mr. PARKER. I prefer that the gentleman should wait a mo- 
ment, but I will yield for an interruption. 

Mr. MADDOX. I wassimply going to remark that I did not 
know that bill was pending before your committee or the House, 
and I wanted to indorse what the other committee had done in 
this direction. 

Mr. PARKER. We do not wish to postpone until the next 
session of Congress the report of the Secretary of War on this 
subject, and therefore I shall make the point of order against the 
proviso contained in this bill, not because it is not right that such 
a system should be adopted, but because we want it to be inves- 
tigated now. itions are pressing Ln ag our committee for 
military parks at Stone River, at Perryville, at Appomattox, at 
Petersburg, at Fredericksburg, and at Atlanta, and in each case 
the acquisition of land and the appointment of an expensive com- 
mission are urged. 

In one or two of these places the parks can not be established 
unless options now before us are taken advantage of, and at the 
same time we feel that the country will not endure the establish- 
ment of one commission after another, involving the appointment 
of a new commission in each case, with positions which have been 
referred to here as sinecures. We have before us, however, an 
example of one park which has not been carried on in this way. 
As will be seen by this bill, Antietam carries an expense of but 
$1.500 a year, while the others involve an expenditure of $45,000, 
$50,000, and $75,000 a year. The reason for this is that at An- 


| tietam, in order to preserve the sugemenes of the ground as the 


battle was fought, in order to make it a real place of patriotic 


| memories instead of an artificial picnic ground, the War Depart- 


ment followed the plan not of purchasing the ground, but of ob- 
taining narrow lanes along the battle lines of the various armies 
and the intrenchments and of putting upon these lanes simple 


| and expensive monuments, showing the directions in which the 


lanes were crossed by the lines of battle and indicating the points 
of vantage from which a survey of the field could be obtained. 
The whole expense of laying out that field, including an obser- 
vation tower and all those routes to which I have referred and the 
wire fences along them, involve an expenditure of only a few tens 
of thousands of dollars. Now the work is complete and the an- 
nual expense is but $1,500 a year for the maintenance and repair 
of those roads, and yet everything is indicated just as it was. On 
some of the other famous battlefields the disposition of every com- 
mission to enlarge its own work and the loving enthusiasm of the 
people who want monuments there have resulted in the employ- 
ment of landscape gardeners and artists, who in some cases, I dare 


| say, have so improved these fields that they do not look like the 


old battle grounds in any respect whatever. 

In conclusion, this question is now before our committee, and 
without repeating what I have just said to the House, I shall 
make the point of order to the clause on page 99, when it is 
reached, that it is new legislation and not within the purview of 
an appropriation bill. 

r. MAHON. I should like to ask the gentleman a question. 
. PARKER. Certainly. 
. MAHON. Have you visited the battlefield of Antietam? 
. PARKER. Yes. 
. MAHON. Do you think the roads are in good condition? 
. PARKER. They were when I was there a few years ago. 
. MAHON. You better go and look at then now, and 
then you will revise your speech. 
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Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman makes his point of order, I | 
will try and meet it as best I can. Touching the query of my 
friend, this legislation for Chickamauga Park, Gettysburg, Shiloh, 
Vicksburg, was legislation that was enacted under the lead of the 
Committee on Military Affairs. I trust I have the gentleman’s 
attention. It authorizes commissioners’ salaries, as I recollect, of 
about $3,500 ayear. They havea regular full outfit. The Antie- 
tam improvement was not made by virtue of any general legisla- 
tion. It was picked up on a general appropriation bill when the 
present junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. McComas] was a 
member of the Committee on Appropriations. It was in his dis- 
trict, and I suppose was subject to a point of order. But it was 
entered upon. The improvement was made, and I think quite 
deserves the approval of my friend. Now, for this improvement 
there is $1,500 a year for a superintendent that looks after it. That | 
is = _— is needed. In other words, it is a battlefield that is 
marked. 

Now, I want to say to my friend from New Jersey, that of all 
these Commissions, so far as I know and believe, the Chicka- 
mauga Commission has done its work most promptly; and I was 
gratified when General Boynton, one of these commissioners, in 
the examination hearings before the subcommittee, stated that 
after this year there was no further use for that commission; that 
he was satisfied that one commissioner could do the work, or it 
could be done without a commission. That is a little extraordi- 
nary, when somebody that belongs to a commission should sug- 
gest that at some time it may be dispensed with. 

I have no doubt that.some time ago most of these commissions 
might have been profitably dispensed with. Here was a general 
law. The Committee on Appropriations is restricted under the | 
rules to appropriate in pursuance of existing law. The Commit- | 
tee on Military Affairs, having legislative jurisdiction, did not 
move last year, the year before last, and the year before that. I 
do not see any signs of its moving. On our examination we 
thought something ought to be done, and without attempting to 
usurp jurisdiction of any other committee, we put a provision in 
a little further on that, in my opinion, is not subject to the point 
of order; but I will meet that when the point of order comes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed with the reading 
of the bill. . 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Shiloh National Military Park: For continuing the work of establishing a 
national military park on the battlefield of Shiloh, Tennessee; for the com- 
pensation of 3 civilian commissioners and the secretary, clerical, and other 
services, labor, land, iron gun carriages and historical tablets, maps and sur- 
veys, roads, purchase and transportation of supplies and materials, office and 
other necessary expenses, $40,000. 


Mr. CANDLER. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations if he can inform us how 
much has been expended up to date on the Shiloh National Park? 

Mr.CANNON. Inamoment. Theappropriations—and I take 


1896 were $75,000; for 1898, $60,000; for 1899, $55,000; for 1900, 

55,000; for 1901, $55,000; for 1902, $50,000, and this bill recom- 
mends $40,000, making altogether about $375,000 or $380,000, and 
this $40,000 makes over $400,000. 

Mr. CANDLER. Over $400,000? 

Now, why I asked this question was simply to say this: This 
Shiloh National Park is situated, as all very well remember, 
upon the banks of the Tennessee River, some 21 miles from the 
city of Corinth, in which I reside. There has been expended, in | 
accordance with the statement made by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, including the appropriation in this bill, 
something over $400,000 for the establishment and beautifying of 
this park. There is no way by which this park is accessible. By 
actual measurement from the park to the center of the city of 
Corinth it is 21 miles. The park commissioners have constructed, 
in the direction of the city of Corinth, a macadamized avenue or 
road 5 miles in length. At the city of Corinth there is a national 
cemetery, and also one located at Pittsburg Landing, where this | 
park is also located. 

There is a Government macadamized road extending from the 
national cemetery at Corinth to the center of the town. It has 
been taken up by the city at its terminus and extended a mile in 
the direction of this park by the construction of a macadamized 
street. The park commissioners have constructed 5 miles of road, 
the city of Corinth has constructed 1 mile of road, which leaves a 
gap of 15 miles, which, if covered by the construction thereon of 
a macadamized road, would make a complete roadway from the | 
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railroad point, at Corinth, to the national park at Shiloh. Every 
year people gather at Corinth from one end of the country to the 
other who desire to visit this battlefield. During every week 
almost in the year there are people who come to Corinth for the 
purpose of going to the battlefield; but, during the winter months 
especially, the roads are bad, and the consequence is that they 
have great difficulty in getting to this park, and a great many 
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who would otherwise go do not go at all, because of the inacces- 
sibility of the park. 

Early in this session of Congress I introduced a bill providing 
for the construction of a road to fill this gap between the city of 
Corinth and Shiloh National Park. I introduced this bill at the 
request of the Gray and the Blue, indorsed at one of their annual 
reunions by a formal resolution in a meeting which they held 
upon the battlefield. In this month there will be another meet- 
ing of the Blue and the Gray there, as occurs each and every 
year. They are greatly interested in the construction of this 
road; and while some members here contend that it is not good 
policy for the Government of the United States to go into the 
business of constructing roads over the country, I say that this is 


| an exceptional situation, and, in my judgment, upon proper in- 


vestigation this road will commend itself not only to the people 
at large, but, in my judgment, it will recommend itself to the 
Congress of the United States, especially in view of the fact that 
it is desired by both the Blue and the Gray in order to make this 
park accessible to people who desire from time to time to go there 
and inspect it and look over the battlefield. 

The bill I introduced has not yet been reported. I trust later 
we may have a report on it and a favorable report. I believe if 
a favorable report is made on this bill, it will commend itself to 
every member of the House, because of the fact that if the bill 
should pass and become law the road would be built along a way 
where every single inch of the ground is historic territory. From 
the city of Corinth to the Shiloh Park this road would pass all the 


| way through a battlefield, and to anyone who desires to see that 


battlefield, which is one of the most historic, it would be of great 
benefit, and especially so in view of the construction of this park 
on the Shiloh battlefield, which has cost already about $400,000. 
I also desire to say that in the battlefield at the city of Corinth 
the breastworks can still be seen in a reasonable state of preserva- 
tion just as they were when the two contending foes met upon 
that “ field of carnage.’’ These breastworks still stand as silent 
but glorious monuments of the bravery and dash of the Blue, 
and the chivalry and undaunted courage of the Gray, nowa 
‘*common heritage’ of the greatest, the bravest, the noblest, and 
most chivalrous people on earth. It was upon this battlefield 
that Col. W. P. Rodgers, one of the bravest of the brave Confed- 
erates, fell leading a Texas brigade and carrying the colors, and 
his great courage and soldierly SaaS, so attracted the admira- 
tion of the contending foe that he was buried by the order of the 
Federal general commanding with the honors of war [applause], 
the second instance of the kind, as I recollect, in all the history of 
the world. On this battlefield he was laid to sleep wrapped in 
the colors of the South by the hands of the North, and in that 


| glorious grave he rests to-day awaiting the great resurrection 


morn, covered with the halo and glory of both armies. Though 


| dead, he will ever live in the hearts of his countrymen. 


I am proud of the fact that he was a native Mississippian, and 
in one of the principal streets of my home city there is an impos- 
ing monument erected to his memory, and around his grave there 
is a beautiful little park, established by the city and cared for by 
loving hands and warm hearts of sweet women and noble men 
from their own free contributions. [Ageia Now, it is these 
two great battlefields of Corinth and Shiloh which my proposed 
road will connect and make accessible to the people of the United 
States who desire to visit these historic spots which commemorate 
American manhood and this Republic’s glory. [Applause.} 
People traveling from one of these points to the other over this 
road, in case it should be constructed, would have an opportunity 
to view every part of the historic ground intervening between 
the two great battlefields—one at Shiloh and the other at Corinth. 

I call attention to the matter at this time in order that you may 
consider it and in order that it may receive at least proper and 
full investigation. The bill which I introduced—I wish to im- 
— this fact upon the attention of the House—was introduced 

vy the direct request of ‘the Blue and the Gray,’ expressed in 4 
formal resolution passed at a meeting held by them at this battle- 
field, at which time they appointed a committee, by which this 
bill was drafted and sent to me with the request that I introduce 
it. I have done so in pursuance of that request. I ask that the 
question may be considered and investigated. What practical 
benefit is there in the Government expending these hundreds of 
thousands of dollars on this park—and I am not opposing the 
park—when it is inaccessible? That is the question I want you 
to consider, and which I desire to leave with you. Consider it 
and help me to get this bill favorably reported and then passed, 
and let us construct this road and thereby connect these two great 
battlefields, these two national cemeteries, and make this park 
accessible. — applause. | 
Here the er fell. ] : 

r. CANNON. No amendment has been offered, I believe, to 

the paragraph last read; and I shall be content with a single 
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sentence. Ihave nothing but the best feeling toward the gentle- 
man and his constituents; but I hope if there should come up 
any legislative provision that the United States should acquire 
from the State of Tennessee a public road for the purpose of im- 
proving it, the measure will not meet with favorable considera- 
tion in this House. 

Mr. CANDLER. Suppose the people should donate the ground 
on which the road is to be coneneinhea 

Mr. CANNON. That would not make any difference. I would 
not want the Government to take it asa gift. I have no doubt 
that the people there would be glad to donate it; and I have no 
doubt that all my people in Illinois would be glad to donate all 
the public roads there to the General Government. Such would 
no doubt be the disposition in many other localities throughout 
the United States, for the Government when it takes charge of a 
road makes very good road improvements. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the best way to secure the improvement of 
those 15 miles of road down there in Tennessee, so that travelers 
will not suffer inconvenience in the muddy season, is for our 
good friends there to come up shoulder to shoulder, as the people 
do in similar cases in Illinois and elsewhere, and make such im- 
provements on that road as will make it what it ought to be. 

The subject is not here for consideration, and that is all I have 
to say about it. I ask that the Clerk read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Vickers Hattonal Military Park: For continuing the work of establish- 
ing the Vicksburg National 

civilian commissioners, the secretary and historian; for clerical and other 
services, labor, iron gun ca es, the mounting of siege ns, monuments 
markers, and tablets giving historical facts, compiled without praise and 
without censure; maps and surveys; roads, bridges, restoration of earth- 
works, pure and transportation of supplies and materials; office and 
other necessary expenses, $100,000. 


Mr. CANNON. I move toamend by inserting before the word 
‘*tablets,’’ in line 20, the word ‘“ historical.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Secretary of War is authorized and directed to prepare and submit, 
in the annual estimates, at the next session of Con a proposition provid- 


ing for the consolidation of the existing commissions having charge of the | 


several national military parks, or substituting therefor a commission con- 
sisting of one or more members to have charge and direction, under the War 
Department, of the future improvement, care,and maintenance of all of said 
mnifitary parks. The Secretary of War shall also submit estimates for each 
of parks in accordance with the proposition herein required to be sub- 
m ; 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, on the paragraph just read I 
desire to make a point of order, for two reasons. This paragraph 
authorizes and directs the Secretary of War to submit estimates 
and a proposition for new legislation—— _ 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman will yield a moment, I wish 


to ask the Chair whether points of ordtr were reserved on this bill. | 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that when the bill 
was reported all points of order were reserved. 

Mr. CANNON. All right. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, this section authorizes and di- 


rects a Government officer to do a certain thing. That, in my | 


judgment, is legislation. That is the first point that I make 
against the paragraph. The second is that legislation with refer- 
ence to military parks—and I do not speak of appropriations for 
them, but of legislation as to the constitution of the commissions 
having charge of such parks and for the abolition of such com- 
missions—that whole subject belongs to another committee, the 
Committee on Mili Affairs. 

The responsibility for initiating such legislation is upon that 
committee, who have now before them at least 10 bills for the es- 
tablishment of new parks and new commissions. They have also 
under consideration the question whether the management and 


control of the older parks can be more efficient and economical. | 
The question of national cemeteries is also before that committee. | 
It has the responsibility of these matters, and it is not in accord- | 


ance with the rules of the House that an appropriation bill, re- 
ported by the Appropriations Committee, should trench upon the 
rights of the Military Committee. I think the gentleman in 
charge of this bill will recognize the desire for the public service 
which prompts my objection. 

This appropriation bill was reported on the 28th day of March, 
and the bill to which I have just referred, introduced by the 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. STEVENS], providing fora single 
commission, was introduced on the 4th of March, so that we are 
already in charge of this subject, investigating it, and expect to 
have a report from the Secretary long before the next session. 

I submit to the Chair my point of order. Paes 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from I[linois [Mr. 
CaNNoN] wish to be heard on the point of order? : 

Mr. CANNON. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that this para- 
graph is not subject toa point of order. I do not think this is new 
egislation within the meaning of the rules. It directs the Secre- 
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ilitary Park; for the compensation of three | 


tary of War to submit an estimate covering a proposition for the 
consolidation of the commissions having charge of these parks, etc. 
That is all. It does not change the law. It is in the form of a 
| resolution of inquiry—— 
| Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Will the gentleman allow me to 
| ask whether the paragraph does not propose a change of law by 
| providing that with the estimates the Secretary of War shall sub- 
| mit proposed legislation? Is not that a change of law? 
| Mr. CANNON. Well, it seems to me that within the meaning 
of the rules itis not. In other words, it does not affect the ex- 
| penditure of a dollar; it does not change the law touching these 
| parks. It is in the nature of a resolution of inquiry. And the 
| gentleman who makes the point must admit it is apt and appro- 
| priate. That is all I care to say. 

I yield to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Moony]. 
| Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me 

that it would help to clear thinking upon this point of order which 
| the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. PARKER] interposes by re- 
curring to the language of the rule. That rule, which is the 
| second paragraph of Rule 21, provides as follows: 
| _ 2. No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, or 
| be in order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not previously 
| authorized by law, unless in continuation of appropriations for such public 
| works and objects as are already in progress. 

That part of the rule clearly has no relevancy to the pending 
| point of order, because the paragraph under consideration makes 
no appropriation whatever, and if that paragraph is not in order 
| it is because it is obnoxious to the part of the rule which i will 
now read: 

Nor shall ane prevention changing existing law be in order in any general 
appropriation bill or in any amendment thereto. 

I submit, respectfully, that there is nothing in this paragraph 
which changes any existing law. If thisact becomes a law there 
will be no change in any existing statute law of the United 
| States. There has been no law pointed out which this would 
| change, and it is simply—as the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
CANNON] has said, and exhausted the question in so saying—a 
| resolution of inquiry. Now, what is the subject-matter? The 
subject-matter is national parks. They are established by various 
statutes which have been enacted by Congress, not one line of 
which is disturbed by this paragraph. After those parks are 
established it becomes the duty, not of the Committee on Military 
Affairs, but of the Committee on Appropriations, to provide the 
| funds for their maintenance. The Teteuiihes on Appropriations 

has the right to obtain information upon the subject. The Com- 
mittee on a po ame although authorized to appropriate for 
every Official that is named and prescribed in those several acts, 
is not obliged to doso if in the judgment of that committee those 
| officials are unnecessary. 
t is therefore entirely within the right of the Committee on 
Appropriations to acquire information upon which they can in- 
telligently exercise that judgment and discussion which under 
the rules of the House is vested in them, and all that it is pro- 
posed to do by this paragraph is to acquire that information. It 
| 1s quite true that if this paragraph proposed to amend the various 
| park acts by abolishing the commissions attached to them, then 
| it would be subject to a point of order. It would be subject toa 
point of order in the first place, because the committee has no 
jurisdiction over this subject; and in the second place, because 
| it would be achange of existing law; but the Committee on Ap- 

propriations, having jurisdiction to give or withhold the support 
to the various commissions that are behind these various parks, has 
the right to have the information upon which that discretion can 
be intelligently exercised, and as this paragraph proposes nothing 
further than the acquisition of information for that purpose, I 
respectfully submit that it is in order in this bill. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, the construction 
of the paragraph seems to me hardly to bear out the contention 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy]. I will read 
the paragraph submitted: 

The Secretary of War is authorized and directed to prepare and submit, 
in the annual estimates, at the next session of Congress, a proposition provid- 


ing for the consolidation of the existing commissions having charge of the 
several national military parks, etc. 


| He is directed to prepare and submit a proposition providing 

| for the consolidation of existing commissions in his next Book of 

Estimates. Now, as I have read the existing law providing for 

the submission of estimates, it provides for the submission of cer- 

| tain amounts for certain specified objects. If those amounts be 
changed, the Secretary is directed to note what the changes shall 
be, and note the reasons for those changes. 

Now, that is the existing law, as I understand. Now, in addi- 
tion to that this paragraph provides that in addition to the 
changes, in addition to the appropriations, he shall submit, further, 
a proposition for legislation for the consolidation of existing com- 
missions. That is not an inquiry. It is not a change of amount, 


| 
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nor is it a notation forachange. He is directed to submit pro- 
posed legislation. Now, it is true that the Committee on Aneto. 
priations has full authority any time they see fit to withhold 
appropriations from any one of these commissions. They have 
authority to cut down the expenditures for any of these commis- 
sions; they have authority to practically abolish them; but they 
have no authority to provide that one commission shall have 
jurisdiction over the territory of any other of the commissions. 


They have no authority and can get no authority within the 
rules to provide that the Gettysburg commission have au- 
thority over Shiloh or Vicksburg or Chickamauga, but that is what 


this proposed legislation for consolidation would do. It seems to 
me clear, therefore, that the proposed legislation would be an 
addition to the work now prescribed for the submission of esti- 
mates to Congress by the Secretary of War and that the proposed 
consolidation would be additional legislation contrary to the rule. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I would like to be heard for just 
a few moments, perhaps not strictly to the point of order. I 
would say that if Fmad in the chair I should hesitate a long time 
before I should overrule a point of order. But here are some 
gentlemen on the Military Affairs Committee and on the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations who admit legislation of this character 
is absolutely necessary. Now, if it be allowed to remain upon 
this bill it will become alaw. If we are to depend upon the Mil- 
itary Affairs Committee to satisfy, if you please, a jealousy that 
they may have, it is a command to one that it can not become a 
law at this session of Congress. 

Now, I ask the gentleman here representing the Military Affairs 
Committee to waive the point of order. Enact your legislation if 
you desire and if you can. It can dono harm to have it here and 
in your bill, too, but when you consider the danger of the defeat 
of legislation of this kind I hope the gentleman will look at the 
good of the service and withdraw the point of order and permit 
this legislation to remain in the bill. 

Mr. PARKER. Will the gentleman allow me to answer the 
implied question that he has put to me? 

Mr. LOUD. Why, certainly; if it was an implied question. 

Mr. PARKER. You asked me to waive the point of order, or 
to wait. 

Mr. LOUD. I did, yes; in the interest of the public service, 
which you yourself admit this to be. 

Mr. PARKER. It is in theinterest of the public service that I 
ought not to waive or to wait. If this bill passes, what is the 
Secretary of War to say to the inquiry we have already addressed 
to him relative to this very subject? 

Mr. CANNON. It does not affect it in the slightest. 

Mr. PARKER. I beg your pardon, I will answer. 

Mr. CANNON. All right. 

Mr. PARKER. He will say he is “‘ authorized and directed” 
to give this information at the next session, and that he is not | 
asked for an immediate answer. 

Mr. LOUD. That would-not prevent him from sending the 
information to you upon your demand at once. 

Mr. PARKER. It is a direction of Congress that he shall take 
the time to wait and investigate the subject until the next session 
before he furnishes the information. Meanwhile we are inquir- 
ing, and if the gentleman knew the position of affairs in the Mili- 
tary Committee he would feel my responsibility. I will say to 
him frankly that he will find a minority report in the files of this 
House with reference to one of these parks, the very best propo- 
sition possibly that was before the committee, which was reported 
in spite of the protest of the minority, establishing anew commis- 
sion. Yet we have the greatest sympathy with the marking of 
battlefields and with the preservation for the people of the coun- 
try of the memory of these battle grounds. But we have no sym- 
pathy with expenses which are wastefully incurred. At the same 
time we can not stop these propositions, we can not say to the 
gentleman from Mississippi, or the gentleman from Virginia, or 
the gentlemen from other States where there are battlefields, 
that they must wait, and that their propositions are all wrong. 

Mr. LOUD. What has that got to do with this question? 

Mr. PARKER. Why, in order to justify our stand, we must 
provide a system which will enable the marking of these battle- | 
fields to go on in an economical and proper way, instead of going | 
on as it goes on now; we must have a system to propose to these | 
gentlemen, and we must have it now. 

Mr. LOUD. This will not prevent you. 

Mr. PARKER. It prevents our getting an auswer from the 
Secretary of War. | 
Mr. LOUD. Why, no. The > —cgarenet says the request is 

already before the Secretary of War. 

Mr. PARKER. And the Secretary of War—— 

Mr. LOUD. One moment. This bill can not become legisla- 
tion for at least a month or six weeks, and we two months. 

Mr. PARKER. Is not this a revocation of our request? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no. 











Mr. LOUD. Not at all. 

Mr. PARKER. Doesit not direct the Secretary to prepare and 
submit the information in his next annual estimate at the next 
session of Congress? 

Mr. LOUD. That is just what he will doif you peneens legis- 
lation along the line you suggest. But if I can not touch the gen- 
tleman’s heart, then I have talked in vain, and I will quit. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, just a word 
more in reply to the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. StEVvENs]. 
I agree with him entirely that it would not be in order for the 
Committee on Appropriations to report a bill, or a section or para- 
graph of a bill, withholding any authority from the existing com- 
missions in charge of the several battlefield parks, but I say again 
that the proposition is simply for the acquisition of information. 
It is the constant practice of the various committees of the House 
to report specific resolutions of inquiry which are in substance 
the same as thisparagraph. This paragraph simply provides that 
the Committee on Appropriations, having the responsibility for 
the expenditure of t = eee moneys in respect to this service, 
ask the Secretary of War what it would cost to do this in some 
other way. There is nothing more to it. It.in no way interferes 
with the Committee on Military Affairs, which has complete 
charge of this subject-matter. The question is, simply, tell us at 
the next session of Congress what it would cost to do this work, 
which is now extravagantly done—what it would cost to do it in 
another way, and I submit that it is within the authority of any 
committee in the House to make that inquiry. Now, this is con- 
stantly done, and inquiries are constantly answered by the various 
heads of the departments. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, I have nothing to say, but sim- 
ply want to submit a reference to that part of the rules which re- 
fers to change of existing law. On page 344 of the Manual I find 
the following: 

A provision for compiling the record of tests of dairy cows at the Colum- 


bian Exposition was held to be legislation and subject to the point of order, 


although the law seaee the Secretary of Agriculture certain general authority 


to acquire and diffuse information. 

It is precisely in point. A provision specially authorizing the 
acquiring of certain information was held improper, although 
there was general authority already to acquire that information. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair understand the gentleman 
from New Jersey to insist upon his point of order? 

Mr. PARKER. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending paragraph authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of War to do certain things which in the 
opinion of the Chair he is not now authorized and directed to do 
by existing law. In other words, it is an effort to enact law where 
no law now exists, and is thus a change of existing law and ob- 
noxious to the rules, that— 
no provision changing existing faw shall be in order on any general appro- 
priation bill or in any amendment thereto. 

While the Chair has a great deal of sympathy with the spirit 
and purpose of the paragraph, he feels constrained to sustain the 
point of order. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 98, after line 24, insert: 

“No part of the fo ing sums for national military parks shall be used 
during the fiscal year 183 or the payment of more than one commissioner 
for service in connection with each of said parks under the direction of the 
Secretary of War, nor shall more than 10 per centum of the sums for either of 
said parks be expended for salaries of clerks or other employees.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Illinois. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Garfield Memorial Hospital: For maintenance, to enable it to provide med- 
ical and surgical treatment to persons unable to pay therefor, $19,000, one-half 
of which sum be paid from the revenues of the District of Columbia and 
the other half from the Treasury of the United States. 

Mr, CANNON. I offer the following amendment: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On 100, line 20, after the word “therefor,” insert “under contract to 
be ie with the Board of Charities of the District of Columbia.” 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Harbor of New York: For prevention of obstructive and injurious deposits 
within the harbor and t waters of New York City. 

For Rae of inspectors and deputy inspectors, office force, and expenses of 
office, $10,260. 

Mr. PALMER. I would like to inquire of the chairman of 
the committee if the Government of the United States is paying 
$70,260 every year to k the people of New York from throwing 
ashes into their own harbor? ' 

Mr. CANNON. I will say, in answer ‘o that, there is a ge! 
eral law that establishes this service, and his appropriation 1s in 

of that general law: and my understanding is that it 
as been upon the theory that an ounce of prevention is worth a 
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pound of cure, and that it is practically a service for dealing 
with deposits of offal which accumulate in the city of New York, 


to see that it out todeep water. The act was passed in 1888. 

Mr. PALMER. Would it not be a better plan to enforce the 
penal laws on the subject, that make it an offense to throw aay 
thing into the harbor of New York, and put a few of these peop 
in the penitentiary, and save this $70,000 that is spent by the Gov- 
ernment? 

Mr. CANNON. Still answering, that, I suppose, would cover 
some, but the fact is that nevertheless the law provides for this 
service; will call the gentleman’s attention to the fact 
that New York Harbor is quite an extended harbor; that New 
Jersey has jurisdiction in part and New York in part, and that 
there is a large aggregation of people in Brooklyn, New York, 
Jersey City, and there is a very large commerce. I recollect 
when the legislation was enacted that it was urged, and I think 
truly, that the harbor of New York was very seriously impaired 
from filling up, because the = authorities were not able to 
enforce the carrying out of this refuse to deep water to be un- 
loaded. Of course, the penal laws might meet it in , if they 
could be enforced, and I am inclined to think that Congress did 
wisely in enacting the legislation; but let that be as it may, the 
legislation is upon the statute books. 

Mr. PALMER. So that you can not do anything but appro- 
priate the manag" 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, yes; it is in our power to withhold the ap- 
propriation for this service; but it is the duty of the Committee 
on Appropriations to report the appropriations with or without 
recommendations, We report it with a favorable recommenda- 
tion. Itis in the power of the Committee of the Whole to de- 
crease it or to practically nullify it all so far as this service is con- 
cerned for next year by absolutely striking out all of the appro- 

riation. 
7 Mr. PALMER. Do not ge think it would bea good plan to 
put the burden on the people of the city of New York of keeping 
a harbor clear, and not taxing the people of the United States 
for this pu 2 

Mr. On. YON. The State of New Jersey is near by and you 
would put it on both of them. Ihave long been of the opinion 
that mankind ought to perform their duties, individually and 
collectively; but unfortunately they do not. The truth is, here 
is a great harbor, nese the commerce in which my friend 
is as much interested for his constituency as I am, further west; 
and all of us, perhaps, as much interested as the ave citi- 
zen of New York. e spend a great many millions of dollars in 
deepening the channels and in improving the harbors and in 
having them policed. 

Mr. PAL . And you let them do it; you do not enforce 
the penal laws, but make us poor taxpayers pay $75,000 a year 
to keep those pirates from throwing ashes into their own harbor. 

Mr. CANNON. I have long believed thatif Ihad supreme 
nower I could go over to New York and straighten things out. 
TLeughien It would be a pretty big job, I w, with Tam- 
many right in front of me; but I think if I had supreme power 
I could “turn the rascals out,’’ and if necessary hire others in 
their a 

A Memper. At cheaper wages. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I have never, I 
never shall, oppose an appropriation for the establishment or 
beautifying nati military parks to commemorate the deeds 
of our heroic dead, 

A pressing necessity compels us now to provide for the unfor- 
tunate and insane soldiers who come from the Philippines. In 
our memory of the dead let us not forget the unfortunate living. 

Harrowing tales have been told by tongue and by press of the 
unfortunates who, coming to San Francisco by boat from the 
Philippine Islands, have been transported thence, diseased in mind 
and body, over the long, tortuous, and tiresome journey across 
the continent to the Government hospital for the insane, across 
the Potomac River from Washi n. 

We should be most merciful to these soldiers who enlisted and 
fought and went insane in the service of their country. Already 
280 have come to St. Elizabeth Asylum. At least 100 a year will 
continue to come, according to the estimate of an expert authority. 
No human heart, no patriotic man desires that these insane sol- 
diers, who voluntarily, for country, faced the dangers and vicis- 


situdes that drove them mad, should have their malady enhanced 
by the exposures, perils, and troubles incident to a railroad trans- 
portation from California to Washington. Troubled minds need 


rest. ee ee eee 
insane soldiers—landed at San i and were hurried on 
their week’s travel to the District of Columbia. The newspapers, 
the chroniclers of events, tell the story of these travels as each 
hew group of insane are hurried away from the most salubrious 
climate in the world 3,000 miles to the hospital here. 

It is not pleasant to see one bereft of reason in the garb of a 


soldier, and every reason exists why this Government should take 
the earliest and best means in its power to cure the ills from which 
they suffer, and especially when this may have come from the un- 

thy conditions that prevail in the tropical climate in which 
they served. 

Government asylum in Washington is crowded. A per- 
sonal inquiry this morning brought me the information that there 
are 2,200 insane patients there, many of them huddled together 
in cramped and amare quarters awaiting the building and 
completion of the ition to the present asylum which Congress 
so generously provided for in its appropriation of a million dollars 
two yearsago. I am informed that the work is progressing satis- 
factorily, but that, when completed, it will only accommodate 
comfortably 2,600 inmates. 

According to the annual report of the Secretary of the Interior 
for the year ending June 30, 1901, it is shown that at the 
beginning of the year there were 2,076 inmates, and that there 
were admitted during the year in addition 655, making a total of 
2,731 under treatment. 

During the year there were 226 deaths, 235 were discharged 
recovered, 77 im ed, 17 unimproved, leaving on the records at 
the close of the year 2,177, divided as follows: Army, 847; Navy, 
123; Marine-Hospital Service, 31; from civil life, 1,175. 

As this institution cares for the District insane and transient in- 
sane at Washington, which constitute more than one-half of the 
total number, and as the population of the institution is con- 
stantly increasing, it seems apparent that there is not sufficient 
room for the Philippine soldiers there at the present time nor will 
there be on its completion. 

The natural increment will, by the time the improvements are 
completed, tax its full capacity. 

Unfortunately this asylum is near the Potomac Flats. 
death rate at the institution is about 10 per cent per annum. 

The vital statistics of the census of 1900 show the following 
mortality in the respective localities per thousand of population: 
District of Columbia, 23.65; Baltimore, 23; Cincinnati, 21; Chicago, 
19; Buffalo, 18; Allegheny, 18; Los Angeles, 20; Oakland, 18.80; 
Stockton, 10.12. The last three points in California are those to 
which invalids go to recuperate and prolong their lives, and in 
consequence a higher mortality is shown. In point of climate 
and salubrity no argument is needed for California. The per 
capita cost of maintenance of a patient per annum in the asylum 
here is $220; in California it is about $150. It costs $70in railroad 
fare to bring an insane soldier from California to the asylum here, 
not counting the cost of the guard accompanying. Fifty-three 
per cent recover their faculties in four months. In such a case it 
will be seen that the cost of railroad fare is $79 and the cost of 
cure $72. This of course leaves out of consideration the cost of 
the guard who brings the patient to Washington. My information 
is that 75 per cent or thereabouts get permanently well. 

Public duty, it seems to me, calls upon us to care for and cure 
these soldiers in California, not at the per capita cost at Washing- 
ton of $220, but at the per capita of $150. 

Every consideration that appeals to heart and mind calls upon 
us to do it. 

In the last Congress the junior Senator from Maine, Senator 
Hatz, introduced a bill, which was favorably reported by the 
senior Senator from California, Senator PERKINS, for the Naval 
Committee, and which passed that body, authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Navy to care for the insane of the Navy and the 
Marine Corps in the asylums of California. Why has it not been 
done? It is right. 

Every consideration, every reason, patriotic, financial, economic, 
appeals to the hearts and the minds of the American people not 
to permit a poor, unfortunate, insane soldier to be dragged across 
the continent 3,000 miles, from our most salubrious climate, and 
that man wearing the uniform of an American soldier. 

I hope the chairman of the committee, I hope the members of 
his committee, I hope Congress, will see that those 100 insane 
from the Philippine Islands each year are cared for in that beau- 
tiful and salubriousclimate of California. That great State stands 
ready with her institutions to care for the insane and unfortunate 
of our Army. pawn 

Mr. CANNON. r. Chairman, as I understand, there was a 
law enacted at the last session of Congress—I am so informed, 
though I have no recollection of it—permitting the treatment of 
insane soldiers at any State or other institution. Is that correct? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The bill to which the gentleman 
refers was Senate bill 5238. It gave the Secretary of the Navy 
authority to contract for the care, maintenance, and treatment of 
the insane of the Navy and Marine a the Pacific coast at 


The 


any asylum in the State of California. t bill passed the Sen- 
ate, but did not this House. fh 

Mr. CANNON. I was under the impression that such legisla- 
tion had been 


enacted. 
Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I am sorry that the bill did not 
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becomealaw. I think there would be no objection to it if it were 
brought up here. 
tleman and his committee to the condition that prevails, and if 
the gentleman will allow me to trespass a moment further on his 


courtesy I will say that I believe it will be ascertained on inquiry | 


at the insane asylum here that there is no objection to that meas- 
ure whatever. 


Mr. CANNON. In my judgment, whether the law passed or | 


not, it is quite in the power of the Secretary of the Navy and the 
Secretary of War to have the soldiers or sailors treated by con- 
tract. If that is not the law, it ought to be, and I am informed 
by one who is much more familiar with the legislation that has been 
enacted than I am that such a provision passed, probably on the 
Army and Navy bill. 
propriations has no jurisdiction. If it is the law, then the Army 
and Navy appropriation bill would carry the appropriation. 


Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I simply wanted to emphasize | 


the condition that prevailed where these soldiers are brought clear 
across our country, with all their misfortunes, adding to their 
ailments as it must, and that the asylum people here and the au- 


thorities say they are so crowded that they would gladly welcome 


that kind of legislation. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I have no objection to m 
phasizing what he desires to say in the premises. 
thize with him, but, after all, a little bit of action, if any is 
needed, is worth a good deal of emphasis. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For pumping station, pipe, etc., $11,000. 

Mr. CANNON. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk vead as follows: 

On page 104 strike out the lines 7 and 8, and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 


lowing: “For increase and betterment of the water supply, $6,000.” 

Mr. CANNON. I offer this at the request of the board of 
managers. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Illinois. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In all, $584,500. 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to correct the total, and I offer the 
following amendment: 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 104, in line 19, strike out “ eighty-four” and insert “seventy-nine.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from [linois. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For new boilers, $3,500. 


Mr. STEELE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 106, after line 15, insert “for guard barrack, $7,000.” 


“Mr. CANNON. I will state that the Board of Managers desire 
the appropriation. 

Mr. STEELE. It was estimated for, and the Board earnestly 
urged it. It was overlooked in the printing of the bill, I suppose. 
It is very desirable that in that climate we should have this bar- 
rack, because they have no convenience of the kind whatever, and 
itis very hard for as old soldiers as they are to get from their 


friend’s em- 


barracks at all times to a headquarters where the guard must be | 


distributed or assigned to stations. 

Mr. CANNON. Thecommittee left it out. 
it is true. 
estimated for at Leavenworth, for the reason that your commit- 


It is estimated for, 


tee was satisfied with the construction of the Home in Tennessee, | 


that all parties that are entitled to be cared for would in the fu- 
ture be properly cared for; but I will not antagonize the amend- 
ment as the Board of Managers are of the opinion that the service 
at this point requires the barrack. 

Mr.STEELE. Mr. Chairman, I would state about the barrack 
that it is believed that the Home now building at Johnson City, 
Tenn., and additional barracks at Togus, Me.,and one at Leaven- 
worth, they really ought to have, we will be able to take care for 
the next two years, provided the increase does not largely exceed 
what it has been in the last two years, of all soldiers coming to us, 
but this is more in reply to propositions for the building of new 
Homes than it is in reply to the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations; but the barracks suggested are really needed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Indiana, 

The amendment was agreed to. 


I simply rose to call the attention of the gen- | 


If it is not the law, the Committee on Ap- | 


quite sympa- | 


I withdraw the pro forma amend- | 


The committee left out an additional barrack that was | 


APRIL 2, 


| The Clerk read as follows: 

For extension of electric-light plant, $7,500. 

| Mr. CURTIS. I offer the following amendment, which I will 
| ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out, in line 16, page 108, the word “seven” and insert in lieu thereof 
| the word “eleven.” 


Mr. CURTIS. Thisis recommended by the Board of Managers. 
| They say they can not erect a plant for $7.500. 
| Mr. STEELE. We have attempted to mate contracts within 
the amount, but could not doit. It is absolutely necessary. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Kansas. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. CURTIS. I offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 108, line 17, after the word “ dollars,” insert “for extension of boiler 
house, to be immediately available, $7,500.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the 
| amendment offered by the gentleman from Kansas, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. CURTIS. [I also offer the following amendment. 
| The Clerk read as follows: 
| Page 108, after the last amendment, insert “for additicnal boiler, $6,500." 
| The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the 
| amendment offered by the gentleman from Kansas. 
The amendment was to. 
Mr. CURTIS. I offer the following amendment, 
The Clerk read as follows: 
For one combined barrack, $40,000. 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I understand the Board of 
Managers are of opinion that this barrack ought to be constructed. 
Mr. STEELE. The Leavenworth Home is in the center of a 
very large soldier population—taking them from New Mexico and 
| Colorado and other points in the far West and Southwest—and I 
| think it is in all respects desirable that we should have additional 
| accommodations there. It is on about the same footing with 


Togus, Me. 
Mr. CURTIS. I want to state further that the Home has been 
overcrowded for the last five or six years. The officers of the 
Home all claim that this additional barrack is needed. 
| Mr. STEELE. Iwill say to the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations that there is an additional reason why this kind 
of a barrack should be constructed. It is for the pu of car- 
| ing for the older men, who are unable to go to the dining room, 
| It is practically an addition to the hospital, but at the same time 
| it will make.room in the barracks for newcomers to the Home. 
| Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to just say a sin- 
| gle word touching this appropriation, recommended, as it is, by 
the Board and also by the gentleman from Kansas. I shall not 
antagonize by my vote the appropriation for the construction of 
this additional barrack at Leavenworth. I want to say, however, 
that after much inquiry I am thoroughly satisfied that with the 
construction of this barrack and the completion of the Home in 
| Tennessee, that the accommodations will be ample for all the sol- 
| dier population in the future. I was of opinion, and your com- 
mittee were of opinion, that this barrack should not be constructed 
at the Leavenworth Home. I will not go into the condition at 
other places, but I do say that to my knowledge there is ample 
room for many hundreds of soldiers in quarters already con- 
structed and not occupied; but I defer in my ju ent about it 
to the judgment of the Board and the gentleman from Indiana, a 
member of it, and withdraw any opposition to the construction of 
| this additional barrack, expressing again the belief, that amounts 
to a conviction, that all who are entitled to relief under the law 
are and will be fully provided for in the construction of the Home 
| in Tennessee. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the adoption of the 
| amendment offered by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Curtis]. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


For household, including the same objects specified under this head forthe 
| Central Branch, and for necessary expenses for the procurement, piping, 
and preservation of natural gas, $5,000" 


Mr. STEELE. I move toinsertafter the word “‘ gas,’’ in line 18, 
the words “ oil, and water.”’ 

Under the present law we may procure natural by purchase, 
or drill gas wells, but we are also digging artesian wells in our 
country from which artesian water is sometimes obtained, and in 
some of the wells which are drilling for gas the gas is followed 
by oil, and we want this proviso in order to take care of those 
commodities as we find them in our own wells in desirable quali- 
ties and quantities. 

The C MAN. The question is upon the ~~ of the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


For repairs, including the same objects specified under this head for the 
Central Branch, and for necessar oa for the procurement, piping, and 
preservation of natural gas, $25,000: Provided, That no part of the appropri- 
ations for repairs for any of the Branch Homes shall be used for the construc- 
tion of any new building. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Chairman, after the word “‘ gas,’’ at the 
end of line 2, I desire to offer the same amendment that I offered 
a moment ago, to insert the words “‘ oil, and water.”’ 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 111, after the word “‘ gas,” in line 2, insert “ oil, and water.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For farm; including the same objects specified under this head for the 
Central Branch, $10.000. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to add, after the words 
‘** Central Branch,’’ in line 9, an amendment, which I ask the Clerk 
to report. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

On page 111, after the words ‘‘ Central Branch,” in line 9, insert: 

“And for necessary expenses for the procurement, piping, and preserva- 
tion of natural gas, oil, and water.” ° 

Mr. STEELE. I offer that for the same reason that I offered 
the other. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


At the Danville Branch, Danville, Ill.: For current expenses, including the 
same objects specified under this head for the Central ranch, $31,750. 


Mr. STEELE. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment to that 


section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 111, lines 14 and 15, strike out “ thirty-one thousand seven hundred 
and fifty” and insert “thirty-three thousand three hundred and fifty.” 

Mr. STEELE. That isin order to increase the appropriation 
$1,600 to provide for a commissary who has not been appointed 
at that post yet, where one is needed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For hospital, including the same objects 
ota a sel, Sona g j specified under this head for the 

Mr. STEELE. I move to strike out the word “one,” the last 
word in line 23, and to insert the word “‘ eight.” 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Page 111, line 23, strike out the word “one” and insert “ eight,” so that it 
will read, ‘* $33,800." 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For clothing for all of the Branches, namely: Expenditures for clothing, 
underclothing, hats, caps, boots, shoes, socks, and overalls; also all sums ex- 

nded for labor, materials, machines, tools, and appliances employed, and 

or use in the tailor a, knitting shops, and shoe shops, or other Home 
shops in which any kind of clothing is made or repaired, $300,000. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Chairman, I did not get to speak to the 
chairman of the committee, but there is a call for $310,000 for 
clothing, instead of what is provided in the bill. 

Mr. CANNON. We gave the estimates. 

Mr. STEELE. You are $10,000 less than their estimates. 

Mr. CANNON. It may be that you did not submit their esti- 
mates. If this estimate is submitted—— 

Mr. STEELE. The treasurer of the Home called my attention 
to it a very short time ago, and said an additional amount would 
be necessary, because provision had not been made for the prob- 
able number of men taken into the Danville Home during the next 
fiscal year. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I willsee. Three hundred thousand was 
estimated; but if the gentleman says that for clothing, etc. , $300,000 
is not sufficient and that the board desires an additional $10,000-—— 

Mr. STEELE. Suppose you make it $305,000? 

Mr. CANNON, It is a question of what is needed. 
aunt STEELE. I am told that they would absolutely need 

310,000. 

rot CANNON, Are you satisfied that $310,000 would be re- 
quired? 

Mr. STEELE. That would be my judgment, on his estimates. 

Mr. CANNON. Offer your amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana offers the 
following amendment, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
to SS page 113, line 3, after the word “hundred,” insert the words “and 


The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 


ee —— 


The Clerk read as follows: 


For president of the Board of Managers, $4,000; secretary of the Board of 
Managers, $2,000; general treasurer, who shall not be a member of the Board 
of Managers, $4,000; inspector-general, $2,500; assistant general treasurer and 
assistant seemeasee-geaewel, $2,000; two assistant inspectors-general, at $2.000 
each; clerical services for the offices of the president and general treasurer, 
$10,000; messenger service for president's office, $144; clerical services for 
managers, $3,400; agents, $1,800; for traveling expenses of the Board of Mana- 
gers, their officers and employees, $15,000; for outdoor relief, $1,000; for rent, 
medical examinations, stationery, telegrams, and other incidental expenses, 
$6,000; in all, $55,844. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Chairman, I want to call the attention of 
the committee to a few changes that have been requested and 
recommended by the Board of Managers. I talked with the sub- 
committee about it, but for some reason or other the matter was 
overlooked. I am in hopes it was an oversight on the part of the 
Board. It is desired to increase the salaries of the inspector- 
general and the assistant treasurer by $500. They asked for 
$1,000. This would be just the same as the other officers are paid. 
They do not only inspect the National Homes and keep the accounts 
of the National Homes, but they inspect and keep account-of the 
various State Homes, some 26 in number, and this involves a 
great deal of work. Living as they must at headquarters, it is 
very expensive. So that I do not believe that they have enough 
pay. I think they ought to have more, and I have asked for this 
amendment, and I hope there will be no objection to increasing 
the pay of these gentlemen to the extent suggested. 

Mr. VANDIVER. How many are there? 

Mr. STEELE. There is the inspector-general. His pay is 
$2,500, and it is proposed to make it $3,000. There are the assist- 
ant general treasurer and two assistant inspectors-general. 
Their salaries are each $2,000, and it is proposed to make them 
$2,500. I move that amendment. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I would like to ask the gentleman if these 
salaries are now fixed by law? 

Mr. STEELE. The salaries are fixed, or may be fixed, by the 
board of managers. The appropriations are made by Congress. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I ask if the law does not prescribe the 
amount of the salary. 

Mr. CANNON. It only dwells in appropriation bills, as I un- 
derstand. 

Mr. STEELE. That is all. 

Mr. BARTLETT. You say the law does not fix the salary of 
these officers? 

Mr. STEELE. Congress only makes the appropriation. 

Mr. CANNON. Only as they are appropriated for. The gen- 
tleman from Indiana, I understand, now proposes to increase the 
salary of the inspector-general from $2,500 to $3,000. 

Mr. STEELE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. And the assistant general’s treasurer and as- 
sistant inspector-general from $2,000 to $2,500? 

Mr. STEELE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. Two assistant inspectors-general from $2,000 
to $2,500? 

Mr. STEELE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. Do you offer this amendment? 

Mr. STEELE. Yes, sir; I will offer this amendment. 
was presented to the committee by the board. 

Mr. CANNON. The matter was presented to the Committee 
on Appropriations and heard, and your committee did not follow 
your recommendation to increase the salaries, although I will 
confess that the recommendations made by the Board of Man- 
agers touching the administration of this fund have very great in- 
fluence with me. We have not followed the policy in this bill of 
increasing salaries. In fact, it is not a salary bill. We did not 
report the recommendation; and still I want to be entirely fair 
with the Committee of the Whole, and if the gentleman for the 
board insists on this increase with the statement of fact I have 
said all I desire to say about it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 113, line 11, strike out “two” and insert the word “ three;” and, 
after the word * thousand,” strike out the words “five hundred,” so that it 
will read ‘* $3,000." In line 12, after the word “thousand,” insert the words 
“five hundred;” and, in line 13, after the word “thousand,” insert “five 
hundred.” 

Mr. STEELE. And, in line 15, after the word ‘“‘ thousand,” in- 
sert ‘‘ five hundred.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 


And, in line 15, after the word “thousand,” insert the words “ five hun- 
dred.” 





This 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Hereafter the officers of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Sol- 


diers, and of the Board of Managers thereof, shall be appointed, so far as 
may be practicable, from persons whose military or naval service wonld 
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render them eligible, if diasbled and not otherwise provided for, for admis- 
sion to the Home, and they may be appointed, removed, and: transferred 
from time to time, as the interests of the institution may require, by the 
Board of Managers. 


Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to reserve a point of 
order on this paragraph so that the matter may be explained. I 
do not quite understand it. 

Mr. STEELE. We now admit to the National Home soldiers 
of the Mexican war, volunteer soldiers of the civil war, soldiers 
of the Regular Army who were disabled during the war or who 
became disabled after the war, and lately, by the action of Con- 
gress, we admit soldiers of the Spanish war. Now the object of 
this legislation is to enable the board, if it so desires, to make offi- 
cers out of soldiers of the Spanish war as we now do out of soldiers 
of the other wars. On account of the age of some of the present 
incumbents, the necessity for this legislation must become more 
apparent every day. 

Mr. PARKER. May I ask whether this matter was brought up 
by the board at the meeting of the Appropriations Committee. I 
can nat find any proceedings on the subject in the report of the 
hearing. 

Mr. STEELE. It certainly was. 

Mr. CANNON. I do not recollect whether the hearings were 
reported or not, but this subject was certainly considered. We 
had an extended hearing on the subject. 

Mr. PARKER. Then, as I understand, the object of this pro- 
vision is to enable the board of managers to appoint as officers 
veterans of the Spanish war. 

Mr. STEELE. If so desired. 

Mr. PARKER. To enable the board of managers to appoint. 
if so desired, veterans of the Spanish war as officers, instead of 
being confined, as now, to veterans of the civil war? 

Mr. STEELE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PARKER. May Lask also whether the provision for trans- 
fer from one Home to another is not entirely new? 

Mr. STEELE. No; it is not new. 

Mr. PARKER. I have not found that word in the old statute. 

Mr. STEELE. For instance, we may now send soldiers to the 
asylum here—— 

Mr. PARKER. Iamspeakingofofficers. The language of the 
bill is that— 

; Hereafter officers may be appointed, removed, and transferred, from time 
© time. 

Mr. STEELE. That is to provide for a case of this kind: Sup- 
pose we have an officer who is well qualified and is doing duty in 
a certain Home and we establish a new Home, we may wish to 
transfer him to that new Home. 

Mr. PARKER. But this word ‘transfer’ is new in the 
statute? 

Mr. STEELE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PARKER. Iam only endeavoring to bring out an explana- 
tion for the benefit of the House. Although this matter may not 
have been brought up before the Committee on Military Affairs 
as it should strictly have been as a general provision with refer- 
ence to Soldiers’ Homes, I have no desire to obstruct by a point 
of order any legislation that may be desired by the Board of 
Managers of the Soldiers’ Homes. Therefore, in view of the ex- 
planation which has been made, I withdraw the point of order. 

The clerk read as follows: 


Defense of suits before Spanish Treaty Claims Commission: For salaries 
and expenses in defense of claims before the Spanish Treaty Claims Com- 
mission, including salaries of Assistant Attorney-General in charge as fixed 
by law, and of assistant attorneys and necessary employees in Washington 
or elsewhere, to be selected and their compensation fixed by the Attorney- 
General, to be expended under his direction, so much of the provisions of the 
act of March 2, 1901, providing for the Spanish Treaty Claims Commission as 
are in conflict herewith notwithstanding, $90,000. 


Mr. CANNON. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 3, on page 117, strike out “60” and insert “112;" so as to read 
$112,000 








Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, the necessity for this amend- | 


ment is fully set out in a letter from the Attorney-General, which 
I will ask to have inserted in my remarks, not taking time to 
have it read, unless some member desires that it should be. 

The letter referred to by Mr. CANNON is as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, Washington, D. C., March, 29, 1902. 
The CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS, 
House of Representatives. 

Str: I send you a copy of a letter I wrote to-day to the Secretary of the 
Treasury, submitting an estimate for an increase in the amount originally 
estimated as necessary for the defense of suits before the Spanish Treaty 
Claims Commission for the fiscal year 1908 from $60,000 to $112,000, and have 
the honor to request that the sundry civil bill, in which this appropriation 
of $60,000 is included as reported to the House, be amended so as to appro- 
priate $112,000. I will be giad to give you additional information as to the 
reasons for this increase in the appropriation if you think it necessary. 


Respectfully. 
ee P. C. KNOX, Attorney-General. 
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} DEPARTMENT OF JusTICE, Washington, D. C., March 29, 1908. 
| The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


| . Sir: I have the honor to request that a proper estimate be submitted to 
| Congress for an increase in the amount to be provided for the defense of 
| suits before the Spanish Treaty Claims Commission for the fiscal year 1903 
| from $%.000, as requested by my letter to you of December 9, 1901, and as now 

eae the sundry civil bill as reported to the House of Representatives, 
| to 2,000. 

When the original estimate of December 9, 1901, was made the ‘matter of 
the defense of suits had not progressed far enough, nor had work Ye on 
been done, nor the character of that work sufficiently develo to give the 
| Department proper data upon which to base a correct estimate, that of 
| $60,000 being tentative. j 
| ‘To enable the Department to do the work anticipated during the aon 
| year will probably require several additional assistant attorneys inCuba an 
| possibly one in Spain. The amount needed for obtaining testimony, paying 
| witnesses, traveling expenses, and commissioners’ fees in the United States, 

Spain, and Cuba can not be estimated with accuracy, but it is evident that 
the taking of testimony in Spain and in Cuba, with 400 cases on the docket 
for trial, will be large. I think it preferable to have a proper appropriation 
made at the outset rather than to have to call for a deficiency early in the 
session. 


Respectfully, 











Attorney-General. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CANNON. Iask that the Clerk may correct the totals in 
accordance with the amendments that have been made. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PEARRE. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 4, page 117, after the word “dollars,” add the following new para- 
rranh: 

“ “To enable the Secretary of War to reimburse George W. Dant for such ex- 
mses incurred by him in legal proceedings growing out of the Ford's 
heater disaster on the 9th day of June, 1593, as the Secretary of War my 

decide to have been necessary, proper, and reasonable, $3,000, or so muc 

thereof as may be necessary.” 

Mr. CANNON. I will reserve a point of order on that propo- 
sition. 

Mr.PEARRE. Mr. Chairman, Iam not distinctly clear whether 
this is the proper place in the bill at which this amendment should 
be offered, except on the general theory that the Government of 
the United States is presumed to be continually pursuing the 
general public work or object of doing justice to its citizens. If, 
however, this appears not to be the appropriate place, I will, after 
the bill has been read, ask unanimous consent to turn back to the 
items under the head of the War Department, in order that—— 

Mr. CANNON. I make no point of order as to the place at 
which it is proposed to insert the proposition. If the Committee 
of the Whole should adopt the amendment, it can be inserted in 
the appropriate place. The point I make has reference to the 
merits, 

Mr. PEARRE. Now, Mr. Chairman, as is well known, this 
whole community was shocked on the 9th of June, 1893, by a 
singularly fatal accident in connection with the collapse of Ford's 
old theater in this city, located on Tenth street between E and F 
streets NW. It had become necessary, it appears, in order to 
improve the electric lighting apparatus of that building, which 
was at that time used by the Government of the United States 
for the office of the Record and Pension Division of the War De- 
partment, to make certain excavations under or near the outer 
cellar wall, in order that the new electric lighting apparatus 
might be accommodated. 

The Government asked for proposals for bids, bids were offered. 
and the successful bidder was George W. Dant, of the District of 
Columbia. The work to be done was a work of excavation. and 
he then became the general contractor to do the work. He, how- 
ever, let out by subcontracts a great deal of this work and differ- 
ent portions of this work to other parties, each one of these con- 
tractors, under the proposals for the bids, being not under the 
control of Mr. Dant, the original contractor, but under the abso- 
lute control of officers who had charge of the building, namely, 
General Ainsworth, M. R. Thorp, chief of the supply division, 
and Mr. Sasse. 

General Ainsworth had general charge of the building and of 
the work as Chief of the Record and Pension Division of the War 
| Department. Mr. Thorp had charge of the building and was in 
| the building itself, being a subordinate officer to General Ains- 
worth. Mr. Sasse was another subordinate officer to General 
Ainsworth, and was connected with the personal supervision of 
the excavations made by the subcontractors under their subcon- 
tracts with Mr. Dant, the general contractor. A clause in the 
proposals reads as follows: 

All earth excavated must be removed at once and no accumulation of dirt 
allowe1 in or about the building. Allexcavation must be done at such times 
and in scch manner as the officer in charge of the building may direct, in 
order — work of underpinning and building walls may be safely and 
properly ac . 

It will appear from that section of the proposal for bids (which 
of course became a part of the contract and was written into the 
| contract between the Government and George W. Dant, general 
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contractor) that the supervision and control of the whole work 


was placed in the hands of the officer having charge of the build- | 


ing and took it out of the hands of Mr. Dant, the general con- 
tractor, for the reason, as given in this section of the proposal, 
that the work might be ‘“‘ safely and properly done.”” Now, sir, 
in this excavation, which was made by a gentleman named Pull- 


man, who was the subcontractor to do the excavating, the walls, | 


itseems, were improperly taken out and the building collapsed 
and fell. There were 500 Government clerks in the building at 
the time and the loss of life and injury to limb was very great. 
The disaster was appalling. That the blame rested upon the Gov- 
ernment was absolutely palpable and provable beyond question, 
and Congress very shortly began to make provision for the in- 
jured and the dead. , 

By the sundry civil bill of March 2, 1895, a commission was ap- 


»ointed to investigate the injuries and deaths caused by the col- | 
poem of this building, the Government thereby recognizing its | 
liability, which of course was beyond contradiction. On the 11th | 


day of May, 1896, a Senate committee, with Senator Faulkner as 
chairman of that committee, reported and recommended the 
payment of sums of money ranging from small amounts of $500, 
in case of injury, up to $5,000, in cases of death, the total recom- 
mendation of appropriations being over $75,000. Indictments 
were prepared, in response to what appeared to be a general pub- 
lic demand, against General Ainsworth, Mr. Thorp, Mr. Sasse, 
and Mr. Dant. Those indictments were demurred to by the at- 
torneys for General Ainsworth and Mr. Dant, and the demurrers 


were overruled by the supreme bench of the District of Columbia. | 


The CHAIRMAN. e time of the gentleman has expired. 


Mr. PEARRE. I would like to ask the gentleman [Mr. Can- | 
NON] to give me time to complete this short statement. I will | 


confine myself to the facts. 

Mr. C ON. I have noobjection. It is quite within the 
discretion of the Chair. It is on a point of order. How much 
time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. PEARRE. Five or six minutes. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent | 


that his time may be extended for five minutes. Is there objec- 
tion? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PEARRE. Those demurrers, as I said, were overruled by 


the supreme bench of the District of Columbia. They were then | 
taken upon appeal to the court of appeals of the District of Colum- | 


bia, where the ruling of the supreme bench was sustained. New 
indictments were prepared, from which, however, the names of 
Mr. Thorp and Mr. Sasse were omitted, charging Colonel Ains- 


worth and Mr. Dant with manslaughter. These indictments were | 


again demurred to and the demurrer sustained by the supreme 


bench of the District of Columbia, under the ruling of the court | 
of appeals in the previous case, and an appeal was again taken by | 


the district attorney to the court of appeals, and the court of ap- 
peals sustained their original ruling and held thedemurrers good, 
thus determining, under correct legal process, that there was no 


criminal liability upon either Colonel Ainsworth, Mr. Sasse, Mr. | 


Thorp, or Mr. Dant, the beneficiary of this proposed appropria- 
tion. The sundry civil bill, which was approved by the President 
of the United States on March 2, 1895, contains an appropriation 
for General Ainsworth, as follows: 


To enable the Secretary of War to reimburse Col. F. C. Ainsworth, Chief 
of the Recordand Pension Division of the War Department, for such expense 
incurred by him in legal pooceating» growing out of the Ford Theater dis- 
aster on the 9th of June, 1893, as the Secretary of War may decide to have 
been necessary, proper, and reasonable, $4,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary. 


This clause is contained in the sundry civil bill appropriating 


$4,000 to reimburse Colonel Ainsworth for all expenses to which | 


he had been subjected on account of these prosecutions, which 


had been improvidently and incorrectly instituted against Colonel | 


Ainsworth, as the courts decided. Mr. Dant stood upon exactly 
the same ground, or upon a better ground, than Colonel Ains- 
worth, because under the very proposal for bids the work of the 
subcontractor, Pullman, was placed under the supervision, not 
of Mr. Dant, the general contractor, but under the supervision 


of Colonel Ainsworth himself, in order that the Government | 
might provide against the very calamity that subsequently hap- | 


pened, 

_ General Ainsworth having been provided for by the appropria- 
tion of $4,000, and each one of the v‘:tims of this awful disaster 
or their families having been reimbursed, certainly in , this 
amendment proposes nothing but a simple proposition of elemen- 
tary justice—that the same measure of compensation and reim- 
bursement as has been measured out to others injured either di- 


rectly or indirectly by the collapse of this building—for which the | 


Government was res ibie—should be measured out also to 
George W. Dant; and I respectfully submit, sir, that the Con- 
gress of the United States can not well afford to place itself in the 
position of making flesh of one and fish of the other and authoriz- 
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ing an appropriation of $4,000 to an official of the United States 
Army connected with one of the departmeuts of the Government 
| who had absolute control and charge of this work under the very 
_ contracts under which it was done and yet fail to reimburse 
| George W. Dant, equally injured, much less responsible, and 
| much less liable in every sense than Colonel Ainsworth. 

TI submit that the Government of the United States, through its 

| Congress, can not well afford to place itself in the position of sus- 

taining such an injustice, and I confidently submit the matter to 
| the House, believing that this appropriation ought to be and will 
be made. 

Mr. CANNON. I think it is necessary for me only to say that 
by the gentleman’s statement this claim has no legal status and is 
therefore subject to the point of order. I might go further and 
say Iam inclined to think it has no moral status, but that is a 
matter that might come up if it should ever be reported from the 
Committee on Claims for the consideration of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will rule on the point of order. 
At the second session of the Fifty-sixth Congress it was held that 
| it is not in order to appropriate on an appropriation bill for an 
| unadjudicated claim, even though it be transmitted to the House 
| by an Executive message. 

There are several rulings which hold that propositions to pay 
private claims against the Government are not in order on gen- 
eral appropriation bills. There seems to be a long line of de- 

| cisions covering the point, and the Chair sustains the point of 
| order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Prosecution of crimes: For the detection and prosecution of crimesagainst 
the United States, prelim*ary to indictment; the investigation of official 
acts, records, and accounts of marshals, attorneys. clerks of the United States 
courts, and United States commissioners, for which purpose all the records 
and dockets of said officers, without exception, shall be examined by the 

agents of the Attorney-General at any time; the inspection of United States 
| prisoners and prisons: to be expended under the direction of the Attorney- 
| coamaans, and to include salaries of all necessary agents in Washington, D. C., 
$45,000. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, a short time ago 
I called to the attention of the committee the bringing across the 
country of the insane soldiers from the Philippine Islands. The 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations has since called 
my attention to the fact that an appropriation had been made and 
warrant given in appropriation bills in the last Congress author- 
| izing the Secretaries of War and the Navy to provide for the care 
of these insane soldiers on the Pacific coast. 

Those who have read the sorrowful tales that were told of these 
travels of the insane, 100 a year from the Philippine Islands, would 
scarcely have thought that a law of that kind was already upon 
| the statute books. I did not know it until reminded of it after 
the former debate. I believe it was placed on the appropriation 
bills in the Senate, only evidencing again that we sometimes look 
to the Senate for the wisest legislation. 

I gave the gentleman from Dlinois [Mr. CANNON] credit, as I 
always do, for his generosity of heart, and I knew the Committee 
| on Appropriations would do its duty. I had no information that 








| this had been done a yearago. But what I said with reference to 
the saldiers a few moments ago should appeal with equal force to 
the Secretary of the Navy and the Secretary of War, who now 
have the authority to do this and who may save the expense of 
$70 for each insane soldier who comes here, that being the amount 
which the railroads get for transporting him to Washington, and 
do a grace to not only the soldiers, but to the American people. 

I see that the next Secretary of the Navy [Mr. Moony of Massa- 
chusetts} is in the room, participating in this debate, managing 
in part this bill, one who is esteemed by both sides of the House 
as but few men have been esteemed, and I know that it will en- 

| ter his heart to carry out the provisions of the law that I shall 
have read from the Clerk’s desk if it be within his power, if it be 
compatible with the public interests. I hope that my statement 
here, calling this matter to his attention, will result in these 
soldiers being cared for 3,000 miles closer to the scene of their 
misfortune, and where they will have that treatment, that climate, 
and that care that they so richly deserve of a generous Govern- 
ment, because of the misfortune that has come to them while 
fighting under the American flag. 

I ask the Clerk to read from the law upon the subject, first from 
| the United States Statutes at Large, volume 31, page 1163, the 
| sundry civil appropriation bill of 1901, approved March 3, 1901. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Secretary of War may, in his discretion, contract for the care, main- 

nee, and treatment of the insane of the Army, and inmates of the Na- 
tional Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers on the Pacific coast at any 
| State asylum in California, in all cases which he is now authorized by law to 


cause to be sent to the Government Hospital for the Insane in the District of 
Columbia. 

_Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. And from the Navy appropria- 
tion bill, the same volume 31, page 1123, the Navy appropriation 
bill approved March 3, 1901, 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


For the care, maintenance, and treatment of the insane of the Navy and 
Marine Corps on the Pacific coast, and all other necessary contingent ex- 
penses, $35,000. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, a single word. How many, 
under the provisions referred to, insane sailors and soldiers 
have been cared for at the Soldiers’ Home at Santa Monica and 
the State asylum of California I do not know; nor do I know 
whether other State insane asylums have the capacity to treat the 
insane referred to; nor do I know whether it would in all cases be 
humane to have them treated upon the Pacific coast. Take a sol- 
dier of the gentleman’s own district, to illustrate, returned from 
the Philippine Islands insane, treated on the Pacific coast, and, if 
he recovers, discharged. 

I am not sure but what the soldier’s relatives would much 

orefer that he be removed to St. Elizabeth’s and treated there. 
i only refer to this. I think it was wise to grant discretion; but 
I am not at all prepared to say that that discretion has not been 
exercised with wisdom. I do not know what the facts are, but 
I could conceive of many cases where humanity would dictate 
that they should be brought to St. Elizabeth’s rather than treated 
on the Pacific coast. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. If I may interrupt the gentle- 
man, I cordially agree with what the gentleman has stated all 
along on that subject at this time. I had inquired into this im- 
portant subject at St. Elizabeth’s Insane Asylum in the city of 
Washington, and I was not aware, and the authorities did not 


seem to know, that any arrangements had been made or law | 


passed with reference to the Army insane, but on the contrary it 
was stated that they would have been entirely satisfied with ar- 
rangements in line with the suggestion that I made. 

In addition to that, since speaking on the floor this morning I 
have seen the senior Senator from California, who had requested 
that this law be put in operation, and that the same had been 
promised, so that I rather think that it was an oversight on the 
part of the departments, for surely their patriotic hearts would 
do the best, and if in their opinion it is better to have it provided 
that the soldiers be cared for in California they will do it cheer- 
fully and promptly. 

Mr. CANNON. Read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Insular and territorial affairs: For defraying the necessary expenses in- 


curred in the conduct of insular and other territorial matters and affairs | 


within the jurisdiction of the Department of Justice, including the payment 
of necessary employeesat the seatof government or elsewhere, to be selected 
and their compensation fixed by the Attorney-General, and to be expended 
under his direction, $25,000. 


| COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

Here is another reminder of the fact that this country has gone 
into the colonial business. Twenty-five thousand dollars to be 
expended in the colonies, nobody knows what for, so nothing is 
said about it. Our possessions abroad bob up in this fashion 
whenever we have under consideration a general appropriation 
bill. 
of $500,000. 
each carries an appropriation of money to be expended in this 
new venture, and so the total is amounting to many millions. 
peculiarity of all these appropriations is that they are vague and 
indefinite as to what the money is to be expended for. TheCom- 
mittee on Appropriations has no difficulty whatever in pre- 
scribing, item by item, the sums to be expended in the various 
departments of the Governmentat home. Not soin the colonies. 


As showing the impossibility of systematic, decent, orderly | 


administration in our colonial possessions, these appropriations 
speak volumes. What is to be done with the money nobody 
knows, so in comes an omnibus provision vesting in somebody 
power somehow to spend so much money for indefinite purposes. 
This is only one of the peculiarities of these appropriations. An- 


other is that nobody has told us definitely what the taxpayers | 


may expect in return. I have never heard an answer to the ques- 


tion propounded on this floor repeatedly, How is the country to | 
How are we to receive a | 
Who is being benefited by the out- | 


be compensated for this great outlay? 
return upon the investment? 
lay of so much cash? We are not benefiting the Filipinos. We 
are killing them by hundreds. We are not benefiting the com- 
merce of the United States. 


Every country that trades with the Philippine Islands has made | 


gains greater than the United States since the war began there. 


Early in the discussion, nearly two years ago, the distinguished | 


gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR], in an outburst of adu- 
lation and praise of his party for the great conquests in the Ori- 
ent, declared that it was our purpose to hold to these outlying 
possessions, and that incidentally we were going to make what 
money could be made out of them—a shock to the intelligence 


of the country, doubtless, for I believe that no considerable ' 


First came the urgent deficiency bill with an appropriation | 
As one by one the general appropriation bills appear | 
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number of our people are willing to go to war for plunder and 
| profit. 
But waiving all this, the profits have not been forthcoming and 
are not in sight. We have been told that the islands are enor- 
mously rich. That is true, doubtless. But what does rich mean? 
The riches of a country consist of its resources, its productive- 
| ness; and the Philippines are very productive, but what good 

does that do us? We refuse to avail ourselves of their product- 
| iveness. The Republicans on the Committee on Waysand Means 
| have been wrangling for two months in an effort to shut out of 
| our markets Cuban sugar and tobacco. It is because the Philip- 


; pines produce these commodities that they are called rich. What 


of it? You will not allow them to exchange these commodities 
for American goods. Thus, when the products of our insular 
possessions are offered to us, we shut the door in the face of our 
vassal races. If we would trade with them, possibly our vassals 
might be of some advantage to the country. But we will not 
allow them access to our markets. 

When the little island of Porto Rico came under our dominion, 
which I was heartily in favor of, it was said that it was the most 
prolific island in the West Indies; but instantly the Republican 
party declared that we could not afford to permit the little island 
to send its products here. So they say concerning Cuba. As to 
the Philippine Islands, we are told that enough sugar could be 
grown over there to glut the markets of the world. If that is 
true, then the Philippine Islands are rich. All we have to do is 
to open our markets to them, and our people would receive this 
sugar and give them commodities in exchange forit. But we 
put up a Chinese wall and avoid this exchange. Tell me, then, 
how are we to avail ourselves of the riches of which you have 
boasted? 

Is it not a little remarkable that we should possess ourselves of 
islands of great natural wealth and resources and then put pro- 
hibitive tariffs on their productions? What is commerce but re- 
ciprocal trade? If we say to the Filipinos, ‘‘ Thus far and no far- 
ther shall you develop your trade with us,’’ we say to the Ameri- 
can producer, ‘‘ Thus far and no farther may you go in developing 
your trade with the Filipinos.’’ 

I can not conceive of anything more ridiculous and absurd than 
such a position. Send armies abroad to conquer countries because 
they are productive, violate the Constitution of our country in 
the manner of their government, trample its provisions under 
foot, all in the name of expanding commerce, and then, when 
commerce would expand, manacle the limbs of our traders, build 
/up a wall about the subject peoples we have conquered by vio- 
lence, and declare that no trade expansion shall take place. Havy- 
ing done this, the Republican majority brings in appropriation 
bill after appropriation bill, vague and indefinite in their terms, 
and, in the aggregate, amounting to many millions, and ask the 
| American taxpayers to go down into their pockets and foot the 
| bills—all for the pu of building up a great trade in the Phil- 
|ippines! [Applause. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For payment of lar assistants to United States district attorneys who 
are appointed by the Attorney-General, at a fixed compensation, $185,000. 

Mr. MANN. I move to strike out the last word. I wish to 
make an inquiry of my colleague [Mr. CANNON] about these 
items in reference to the pay of assistant district attorneys. I 
| see here is an item of $435,000 for ‘‘ district attorneys and their 

regular assistants.”’” Then there is another item “‘for payment 








| of regular assistants to United States district attorneys ’’ $185,000. 
| What is the difference between the salaries of the regular as- 


| sistants? 


Mr. CANNON. 


The gentleman has not read the language of 
the bill closely. The first clause is: 

For salaries of United States district attorneys and expenses of United 
States district attorneys and their regular assistants, $435,000. 

That is, the expenses of those two classes of officers—district 


attorneys and their assistants. The other paragraph is: 

For payment of regular assjstants to United States district attorneys, who 
7“. ae by the Attorney-General, at a fixed annual compensation, 
Bid, . 

The gentleman notices the difference in the language? 

Mr. MANN. I notice that the language is susceptible of two 
constructions. That is the reason I asked the question. 

Mr. CANNON. I hardly think that the language admits of 

| two constructions. 

Mr. MANN. What I wished to inquire was what the two 
items were for—whether the first item included salaries of dis- 
trict attorneys. ; 

Mr. CANNON. No, the language is: ‘“‘ Expenses of United 
States district attorneys and their regular assistants.”’ Now the 
next item is “‘ for payment of regular assistants to United States 
district attorneys who are appointed by the Attorney-General at 
a fixed annual compensation.”’ 

Mr. MANN. Are they all appointed by the Attorney-General? 
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Mr. CANNON. 
the district attorneys are appointed by the President and con- 


I think all the assistants are so appointed, but 


firmed by the Senate. 

Mr. MANN. Of course. While I am on the floor may I ask 
the gentleman in reference to the item beginning on line 16— 
‘* for fees of clerks, $240,000?’ Is the gentleman able to inform 
us exactly in reference to the compensation of these clerks? 

Mr. CANNON. Under an amendment made to the law two or 
three years ago the fees go into the Treasury and appropriations 
are made for the payment of the salaries, which, according to my 
recollections, do not exceed $2,500. It is my recollection—I may 
be mistaken; perhaps I am not as familiar with this matter as I 
ought to be—that the law was revised under the lead of the chair- 
man of the Judiciary Committee, the gentleman from New York 
{[Mr. ee; 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Updegraff. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, it was Mr. Updegraff, then a member 
from Iowa. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Public Printer is authorized hereafter to procure and supply, on the 
requisition of the head of any Executive Department or other Government 
establishment, complete manifold blanks, ks, and forms, required in 
duplicating processes; also complete patented devices with which to file 
money-order statements, or other uniform official papers, and to charge such 
supplies to the allotment for printing and binding of the Department or 
Government establishment requiring the same. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I would like to inquire of the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations what has happened since 1895 to raise this ap- 
propriation for public ae and binding $2,504,000 to $5,297,000, 
nearly doubling it in five years? 

Mr. CANNON. The expenditure for _— printing and bind- 
ing depends purely upon legislation by Congress and the amount 
of work that is ordered by Congress and the growth of the public 
service as registered in the Executive Departments. Take the 
Post-Office Department, for instance. The growth is wonderful. 
So it is all along the line of the public service. When you come 
to Congress Pa: the growth of printing for the use of the 
House and all its members individually and collectively and of 
the Senate has been very extraordinary, and this registers, I 
will say again, the growth of the country, and, I was going to 
mf the extravagance of Congress, but I will not say that. 

r. PALMER. That is what I want you to say. 

Mr. CANNON. Then there is something of growth in the in- 
crease of wages of Government employees—20 per cent increase, 
as I recollect, in the Government Printing Office alone, in wages. 
There has been something of an advance probably in five years in 
material. Consideration is given, I have no doubt, for these 
expenditures, and the only way to cut it down is by the economy 
of the House and the Senate. 

Mr. PALMER. I would like to ask the gentleman if he does 
not think it is pretty near time to call a halt? 

Mr. CANNON. ell, I have been trying to call a halt, as one 
member of this committee, in these expenditures for many, 
many years, but the committee will not halt. I would welcome 
any effort on the part of my friends. [Laughter.! 

Mr. PALMER. I am simply inquiring for the ae of seek- 
ing information. I want to inquire if the gentleman does not 
think that about three-fourths of all the stuff that is printed is 
practically unnecessary and useless? 

Mr. CANN ON. Well, Ishould hardly say that. 
is much of printing of documents that is unnecessa You have 
got to print all that are ordered, of course. I think many docu- 
ments are printed under the law where a less number might well 
be re. much of printing that from my standpoint is useless, 
and if I had my way about it there would not be much of print- 
ing I think in connection with the House except that what my 
friend says and what I say. [Laughter.] But there are about 
860 others. 

Mr. PALMER. You do not think you and I monopolize all the 
sense there is here, do you? 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I don’t know that it would be modest 
for me to answer that question. 

Mr. PALMER. Well, whenever you want to call a halt, you 
have one recruit, I will say that. . 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, if I might offer a suggestion, I 
have been advised by men who are familiar with the workings of 
the Printing Office that a very large part of the unnecessary ex- 
pense of that department grows out of inefficient editorial work 
n the departments, due partly to lack of training on the part of 
those who prepare the copy, and partly to dilatoriness on their 
part. Proofs will be sent out and will not be returned for weeks, 
and there are at times tons of type tied up on the imposing stones 
of the Printing Office waiting the return of proofs, and if there 
could be any reform brought about in the matter of the editorial 
force of the various departments it would save one of the largest 
leaks in the Printing Office, 


I believe there 


Mr. CANNON. Well, thereis something of well-founded com- 
plaint along that line. There has been a constant contest and 
always will be, no doubt. I recollect that some years ago that 
one of the bureaus of the War Department made quite a report 
on the subject of botany, and we tried to cut that out by the 
roots, and, I think, succeeded, but every once in a while it crops 
out. Then, once in a while, we have some zealous Representa- 
tive or Senator—and I will not speak of a Senator as such—that is 
wonderfully industrious, and sometimes fills more pages of the 
ReEcorRD than my friend or I would think wise; but after all it 
may be wise to remember that the growth of this appropriation 
in large part shows the growth of the country and the growth of 
the public service. Let me give the gentleman one instance upon 
these monographs of the Agricultural Department. I recollect in 
the name of our good farmer friends—and I am a farmer myself— 
we doubled, if not trebled, that appropriation, and there you are. 
We have to act here. The House and the Senate have control of 
the whole shooting match, so that we can not shift the responsi- 
bility onto the shoulders of somebody else touching this expendi- 
ture. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the pro forma 
amendment. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the Clerk will be given 
permission to correct the totals of the bill. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CANNON. I move that the committee do now rise and 
report the bill with the amendments to the House, with the recom- 
mendation that the amendments be agreed to and that the bill as 
amended do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. LAWRENCE, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 13123) 
making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the cual year ending June 30, 1903, and for other pur- 
poses, and had directed him to report the same back to the House 
with sundry amendments, and with the recommendation that the 
amendments be agreed to and that the bill as amended do pass. 

The SPEAKER. _Is aseparate vote demanded upon any amend- 
ment? If not the Chair will submit them to the House in gross. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. CANNON, a@ motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of Senate bill 1025, to promote 
the efficiency of the Revenue-Cutter Service. 

The motion was to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 1025) to promote the efficiency of the 
Revenue-Cutter Service, with Mr. OLMSTED in the chair. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will yield to the gentleman from Georgia 
{Mr. Apamson] for five minutes. Will that be as much time as 
the gentleman cares for? 

Mr. ADAMSON. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. SHEr- 
MAN] yields to the gentleman from Georgia five minutes. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, I regret that, owing to a 
deep-seated and very severe cold, I shall be unable to speak with 
comfort or satisfaction for any considerable length of time: After 
making one or two observations I shall yield back the remainder 
of the time which has been so courteously allotted to me. 

I have heard very few objections to this bill. It is well known 
to everyone that before the Navy was created the Revenue- 
Cutter Service did our fighting in time of war, and that is the 
only time when the Army and Navy fight now, or ever fought. 

In answer to our proposition that the officers of this service 
should be placed on an equal footing with the officers of the Navy 
we hear two objections. One is that it is not a fighting body, but 
a civil establishment, and the other is that the enactment of this 
legislation would be an entering wedge for a civil pension list. I 
believe that states the whole case of the opposition. 

Now, in the first place, the Revenue-Cutter Service fights, and 
fights valiantly and gloriously when there is occasion, and has 
done so in every war. The fact that in times of peace it works in 
patrolling the coast and attending to the enforcement of our rev- 
enue laws is that much to itscredit. The officers of the Revenne- 
Cutter Service do not frolic on land in time of peace, and in time 
of war they fight as much as anybody else, and more. 
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Now as to the other point, Is this an entering wedge to a civil | 
pension list? Isay no; the line of distinction is clear and marked. | 
Those who bare their breasts to the storm of battle and wage | 
their country’s wars are entitled to pensions, and I stop here and 
now at that. 

I yield back the balance of my time, and hope that the gentle- 
man from North Carolina [Mr. BELLAmy] will be afforded as 
much time as possible. [Applause. ] 

Mr. SHERMAN. I yield thirty minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [ Mr. SuLZER]. 

Mr. SULZER. Let me say, Mr. Chairman, that I am sincerely 
in favor of this bill to promote the efficiency of the Revenue- 
Cutter Service, because, in my judgment, it is a just. a patriotic, 
and a meritorious measure. No fair-minded man who will take 
the trouble to carefully examine the history of the Revenue- | 
Cutter Service of this Government will seriously oppose this 
bill on its merits. There is no brighter, no grander, no more 
self-sacrificing page in American history than that written by the 
heroic achievements and the commendable acts of the men in the 
Revenue-Cutter Service. They are entitled to all they ask for in 
this bill, which is nothing more or less than simple justice, and 
Congress will be false to every sentiment of gratitude if it denies 
their just demands. 

The Revenue-Cutter Service was created by law at the very in- 
ception of the Government. It was established before the De- 
partment of the Navy, and for that reason it was made a part of 
the Treasury Department. But it is and always has been more 
military than civil. Investigation proves beyond question that 
in its organization, general features, military character, naval 
discipline, and duties the Revenue-Cutter Service is now and al- 
ways has been constantly regarded as a part of the military 
service of the Government for both offensive and defensive opera- 
tions; that it has taken an active and brilliant part in every war | 
ef this nation. 

To go no further back than the war of 1898 with Spain, this 
Service was in that war from Manila to Cuba. To illustrate the 
conditions under which the Revenue-Cutter Service fought in that 
war, take the action off Cardenas, fought on May 11, 1898. The 
active forces engaged on that date on the American side against , 
the shore batteries and gunboats at Cardenas were the gunboat 
Wilmington, the torpedo boat Winslow, and the revenue cutter 
Hudson, the latter serving by Executive order in cooperation 
with the Navy. What happened is best told in the following 
letter: 

Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. C., June 15, 1898. 


Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 9th 
instant and to forward herewith a copy of the report requested. I regret 
that inadvertently a copy of this letter was not forwarded to you immedi- 
ately after it was received. 

The rescue of the Winslow by the Hudson was so gallantly done, in the 
face of a most galling fire, that First Lieut. Frank H. Newcomb, Revenue- 
Cut ter Service, commanding, his officers and men, deserve the warmest com- 
mendation. 

The Winslow was riddled with shell, disabled, helplessly drifting onto the 
beach into the hands of the enemy, her captain wounded, her only other offi- 
cer and helf her crew killed, but the Hudson courageously remained by her 
in the very center of the hottest fire of the action, although in constant dan- 
ger of going ashore on accourt of the shallow water, until finally a line was 
made fast to the Winslow and that vessel towed out of range of the enemy's 
guns 
, JOHN D. LONG, 


Very respectfully, 
Secretary. 
The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 
The object of this Mlustration is to prove, if any such proof be 


necessary, that one service is subject to the same conditions and | 
exposure in war as the other, while the provisions of law thrown 


around the one are studiously denied the other, and itis the object | 


and purpose of this bill to correct these conditions. Who will | 
say that the commander of the Hudson was not worthy of the 
emoluments received by the commander of the Winslow, by whose | 
side he steadily fought throughout, and whose life and vessel he 
saved from destruction? 


The history of the service from its organization-in 1790, through | 
| fifteen years would receive no more than he who has served but 
| five years. ° 


all the wars of the nation, is replete with instances of heroism 
both in peace and in war. The first gun of the civil war on the 
Union side was fired from the deck of a revenue cutter (the 
Harriet Lane) and the first gun of the war with Spain at Manila 
Bay was fired from another (the McCulloch). 

It is only necessary to read the history of the country to ascer- 
tain that the brave and gallant men of the Revenue-Cutter 


Service did heroic work in the Revolutionary war, in the war of 


1812, in the Mexican war, in the Seminole war, in the civil war, | 
How can anyone successfully con- | 


and in the war with Spain. 
tend, in the face of these facts, that the Revenue-Cutter Service 
is more civic than military? The record answers. The Revenue- 
Cutter Service is as much a part of the military arm of the Gov- 
ernment in time of war as the Marine Corps. 

And, sir, if the officers of the Army, the Navy, and the Marine 
Corps are entitled to rank, to longevity pay, and to retirement 
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| of the Revenue-Cutter Service? 


| grade. 
| twenty years in one grade gets exactly the same compensation as 
| another who has just been promoted to that grade. 


| The next 10 would receive 31,800 plus 20 
| The remaining 10 would receive $1,800 p 


APRIL 2, 


after long and faithful service, then, in the name of justice and 
consistency, why should not the officers in the Revenue-Cutter 
Service be entitled to the same rights and to similar privileges? 
Now, Mr. Chairman, what does this bill do? Very briefly, all 
that this bill does is to give to the men in the Revenue-Cutter Serv- 
ice rank. And how high rank? Only to the degree of a captain. 
By the terms of this bill no officer in the Revenue-Cutter Service 


| can rise above the rank of captain or get a higher title than that 
of captain. 
| receive is the same pay a lieutenant-commander in the Navy re- 
celves. 
| to be retired when they are old and physically incapacitated by 


The largest pay the highest officer in this service can 
Then this bill gives the Revenue-Cutter officers the right 


wounds, exposure, and long service in all kinds of weather, in 
stress and in storm, in trial and in triumph, in sunshine and in 
rain, in peace and in war. 

That is all that this billdoes. What honest opposition can there 
be to it? The officers in the Marine Corps have now all these 
rights. Why make flesh of one set of officers and fowl of the 
other? Why discriminate against these brave and honorable men 
They ask for nothing in this bill 
that is not fair and just and right and proper. 

There is not a member in this House who can arise in his place 
and say one derogatory word against the valor of these faithful 
men and the justice of their demands and claims as embodied in 
this bill. 

There does not appear to be any valid reason why a body of of- 
ficers who in every other respect serve upon a level with those of 
the Army and Navy should be denied equal compensation. The 
following table will show the wide difference which exists in this 
particular, while it also shows an unjustifiable discrimination 
against the officers of the Revenue-Cutter Service: 

Difference in pay of officers, rank for rank, in the Army, Navy, and Revenue- 
Cutter Service after twenty years of service. 
Army. 


Navy. Revenue-Cutter Service. 


Rank. Pay. Rank. 

Majors .......... 1$3,500, Lientenant- $3,500 Captains 
| | _ commanders. i 

Captains ........ 2,520) Lieutenants --. 


Pay. 


2,520, First lieutenants and | 1,800 
i chief engineers. 
First lieutenants 2,140, Lieutenants | 2,140 Second lieutenants and | 1,500 
| | (junior). | first assistant engi- 
| | neers. 
Second lieuten- | 2,000, Ensigns 2,000, Third lieutenants and | 1,200 
ants. | second assistant engi- | 
| | |; neers. 


i 

It is essential to the morale and efficiency of any service such 
as this that there should be some reward for length of service. 
In the Army, Navy, and Marine Corps this is given in the shape 
of an increase of compensation at the rate of 10 per cent for each 
five years of service up to twenty years, or 40 per cent. Why 
should these officers, who are upon the same level in all things 
else, in life tenure of office, in general duties in peace and war, 
be denied this consideration? 

It must be obvious that an officer who has served a given num- 


| ber of years in a particular grade should be entitled to better 


compensation than another who has just been promoted to that 
Under existing conditions an officer who has served 


But to illustrate further: Suppose that there are 30 officers in a 


| given grade; that the annual salary of each officer of that grade 


ears, the 
ve years, 


is $1.800, that the first 10 of these have served fifteen 
next 10 have served ten years, and the remaining 10 


| then— 


The first 10 would receive $1,800 plus 30 per cent 
a cent 
us 10 per cent 


But without the percentage of increase the man who has served 


Under date of March 31, 1884, the Hon. Charles J. Folger, then 


| Secretary of the Treasury, in a letter addressed to the chairman 
| of the Committee on Commerce, House of Representatives, when 


recommending the enactment of a bill covering the features of 
this one (S. 1025), used the following language on the subject of 
an increase of compensation for length of service: 

A third provision, to wit, that pains increase of pay Ses length of serv- 


ice, commends itself to my judgment as justand advantageous in a public 
sense. It seems to me ba upon correct business principles, it being gen- 


| erally recognized that experience gives value to labor in proportion to the 
| intelligence of the laborer and the importance of the work performed. 


Ina 
technical service this is uliarly the case, every year aacing to the skill, 
trustworthiness, and ability of the officers. 

There should not be, and there can not be, to my mind, any 
reason why, if officers of the Army, Navy, and Marine Corps are 
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thus provided for, the officers of the Revenue-Cutter Service 
chonld not be. The latter perform every duty in peace and war 
that officers of the Navy do. The Revenue-Cutter Service is not 
a volunteer service, but is an organized regular service, just as 
much as the Army, Navy, or Marine Corps, and is subject to the 
orders of the President er as they are. 

The necessity for this legislation has been urged upon Congress 
by every Secretary of the Treasury from 1872 to 1901. 

President McKinley, in his message to the Fifty-sixth Congress 
in December, 1900, used the following language: 

Attention is invited to the recommendations of the Secretary of the Treas- 


ury for legislation in behalf of the Revenue-Cutter Service, and favorable 
action is urged. 


bill must serve until they reach the evenin 
while the naval officer must retire at 62, and that an officer may 
be retired in the Army, Navy, and Marine Corps after thirty years 
of service. The Revenue-Cutter Service asks that when old age 


sets in, after a lifetime spent in service, or when they become in- | 


capacitated from disability contracted in the performance of duty, 
that they may retire from active work and peacefully end their 


days upon the same terms that are accorded to officers of the other | 


technical services of this Government. 

The fact must not be lost sight of that of the 37 captains now 
upon the active listof the Revenue-Cutter Service, 16 have served 
from thirty-two to forty years, while the remaining 21 have 
served thirty years, each as commanding officers, while there is 
not an officer in the Navy of the grade of lieutenant-commander 
who has served as a commissioned officer over thirty years. 

Now, sir, in regard to the objection of some that this bill will 
tend to create a civil pension list, I wish to say that it will not 
create a civil pension list any more than the Navy or the Marine 
Corps has created a civil pension list. There is no difference. 
There is not and there can not be any valid distinction. The 
Revenue-Cutter Service is and always has been essentially mili- 
tary. 

Its military character was officially stated by the Treasury De- 
partment in the report of the service in 1881, as follows: 

The Revenue-Cutter Service, while charged by law with the performance 
of important civil duties, is essentially military in itscharacter. Each vessel 
is provided with great gunsand furnished with as full a complement of 
small arms for its crew as any ship of war. Its officers are uired to be 
propelens in military drill and possess a thorough knowledge of the uses of 

oth great andsmall arms. Its crews are required to be instructed from day 
to day at the great guns and in the use of small arms. 


Commanding officers are cequeres. while boarding vessels arrivi 
of the United States, in case o 


hailed to come to and submit to the proper inspection by an officer of the 
service, to fire first across her bows as a warning, and in case of persistent 
refusal to resort to shot or shell to compel obedi In the performance of 
this work they are likely at any time to receive injuries and to be subjected 
to the same danger's in time of peace as the force employed on naval vessels. 

By act of March 2, 1799, it is provided that the revenue cutters 

shall, whenever the President so directs, cooperate with the Navy. 
It will be observed that the cooperation of the two services pre- 
scribed in the act above quoted is not contingent upon a state of 
war or other particalarly perilous conditions. On the contrary, 
it may take place in time of peace and for specific purposes and 
when less hazard is involved to the two services than pertains to 
the discharge of a revenue vessel of its ordinary duties. 
But if in legal theory they are civil employees, are they so in 
fact? Are ~~ 
of war than the Army or Navy? 
are not to be ordered into action on purely military service, offen- 
sive or defensive, except the President so directs; but neither are 
the vessels of the Navy. 

The status of the Revenue-Cutter Service is therefore that of a 
coast-guard navy, as the Navy proper is an ocean navy. The one 
polices the coast and the other the ocean. 

There is no duty performed by naval vessels in time of peace 
that can not be and has not been performed by vessels of the 
Revenue-Cutter Service, while in time of war they have taken 
part with the sister service. 

The seizure of smugglers and the prevention of illicit trade— 
the only duty of the service that has direct relation with the col- 
lection of customs—is precisely similar to the duty of naval offi- 
cers in seizing vessels engaged in contraband trade in time of war. 
Other duties of the Revenue-Cutter Service—such as the enforce- 
ment of the neutrality laws, the suppression of piracy and of 
mutinies in merchant vessels—are now actually imposed on and 
performed by the Navy in common with the Cutter Service. 

The Revenue-Cutter Service manages to keep busy year in and 
year out. Like the Army and the Navy it is on duty all the year 
round; but unlike them, it has no winter season when its duties 
are less than at other times. In fact, the winter is the chief sea- 
son for the revenue cutters, for then its vessels must be on the 
lookout for wrecks more carefully than ever. The report of the 


in ports 
failure or refusal of any such vessel on being 





| 
| 





| Secretary of the Treasury shows briefly the operations of the 


service during the year ending last June, as follows: 


Distance covered (nautical miles) .................................... 
Lives saved (actually rescued) 


812,091 
BD 
Vessels boarded } 


29 Oo wene wees accccs checce cucssosses 


nied, ctbeiiatiees tibeduin cine deeds ad cesmwediiiewese 20, 089 
Vessels seized and reported for violations................... a 
| Fines of vessels so reported -.........- tal bikinis ies ebceyprtb seat sta aigtanediedal $54, 860 
Vessels assisted _..... Sh ee Minin ctbensn bddesevoctsbacdenehe ia 
Value of vessels assisted with cargoes... _..........-....... . $4,923,095 
| Persens on board assisted. -..................--........ 3, f20 
Nee ne xmmarncocencontece ccance 201 


This indicates considerable activity during the year on the part 
of our oldest military branch of the Government. Splendid 


| record for one year, but it has been the same to a greater or a lesser 


It should not be forgotten that the officers of the Revenue- | 4¢gtee year in and year out for more than a century. 


Cutter Service who will be retired under the age clause of this | 


of life, or 64 years, | am glad to say I favor this bill because I helieve it is just, because 


Yes, Mr, Chairman, as an American citizen I take a great pride 
in the Revenue-Cutter Service, and as a member of Congress I 


these brave fellows have earned this reward and this recognition, 
and because I know the service the men on the revenue cutters of 
the United States do. From the icy waters of Alaska to the coral 
strands of Florida these men are always on deck, always on duty, 
always earning their pay, always in the service of their country. 
These men in time of peace do a great work saving lives, enforc- 
ing the law, and looking after wrecks and derelicts on the high 
seas. Their work is never done. 

The duties of revenue cutters in times of peace appeal to the 
public more forcibly than in times of war. At the present time 


| a cordon of cutters is cruising along our Atlantic coast, not to 


suppress smuggling, as that has been almost entirely stamped 
out, but in the interest of humanity, to rescue the shipwrecked 
mariners, to lend aid to vessels in distress, and to destroy those 
menaces to life and property on the seas, the numerous derelicts, 
whose specter-like forms are almost daily encountered along the 
ocean highways. 

These are the men who are asking us for relief—who are asking 
us to pass this bill—men who share equal danger with their more 
favored brothers in the Army and Navy in times of war, and who, 
in times of peace, having no sinecure to drop into on shore, are 
daily performing the most hazardous duties at sea in the interest 
of humanity. Will you not give to these brave officers the same 
consideration you give to the Army and the Navy? The Revenue- 
Cutter Service, coeval with the foundation of our Government, a 
part of all of our history in war and in peace, is now knocking at 
the door of the American Congress, asking for just treatment. 
In every war it has been true to the flag. The record it has made 
is the priceless heritage and the proud boast of every patriotic 


American. There is no day in the week, no month of the year, 


that these men in the Revenue-Cutter employ of the Government do 
not practically take their lives in their hands when they go to sea. 

The Revenue-Cutter Service is not under the civil service, ex- 
cept for the fact that, as amatter of convenience, it is so classi- 
fied in making the appropriation for its maintenance. No civil 
employee is compelled to fight for his country except he volun- 
teers; yet every Revenue-Cutter officer is, simply by direction of 
the President, required to cooperate with the Navy in any duty 
whatsoever. 

Never has a war been fought upon the seas by this country that 
the Revenue-Cutter Service has not taken an active part, whether 
it wanted toor not. Can this be said of any other branch of the 
civil service? When Congress, asa reward to volunteers on sea and 


less positively a part of the military force in time | land, voted two months’ extra pay to each, did the Revenne-Cutter 
It is true that revenue vessels | Service receive such extra compensation? The Auditor for the 


Navy and the Comptroller of the Treasury promptly decided that 
this service is a part of the regular establishment for the defense 
of the Government, and as such could in no way come under the 
classification of volunteers. 

This bill passed the Senate without a dissenting vote. It ought 
to s this House without division. It is as just a measure for 
as brave and as gallant a band of men as ever was submitted for 
consideration to a legislative body, and I hope, I believe, it will 
soon be alaw. |[Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 
North Carolina {[Mr. BeLLamy] for fifteen minutes. 

Mr. BELLAMY. Mr. Chairman, I can not expect to add much 
to the arguments that have already been presented in favor of 
this measure in the short time alloted to me, but I desire simply 
to reenforce what has been already said, and to give some addi- 
tional reasons for the passage of the pending measure. This bill 
has very unjustly and improperly been stigmatized as a bill to 
create another civil pension list. 

Mr. Chai , 48 an original proposition, if a bill was proposed 
before this body to-day to retire the officers of the Army and 
Navy, I myself would not give it my sanction. In fact, in this 
country of ours, 1 do not as a general rule believe in having a 
retired list; but it has grown up in our system for the Army and 
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Navy, and in a part of the service—the Revenue-Cutter Depart- 
ment—which is just as effective and which, both in war and in 
peace, is the equal of the Navy in every respect, if not its superior 
in some, I think it is an injustice to the men in the Revenue- 
Marine Service to withhold from them the compensation and 
emoluments that are extended to the Navy. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, let me say that I was much impressed by | ‘ 
| named until April 1, 1902, from Wilmington north to Cape Hatteras and south 


the arguments of the gentleman from New York [Mr. SHERMAN] 
and the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. yout in support of 
this measure. The gentleman from New York [Mr. SHERMAN] 
gave to this body the course of study that the cadets on a train- 
ing ship of the Revenue-Marine Servive, after being admitted to 
the service, had to pass, and compared it with that of the Navy, 
showing conduaivae to my mind it was an equally efficient edu- 
cation and made men just as cultured, just as patriotic, just as 
competent to man the Navy of our Government as does the 
course at Annapolis. I do not believe that an education at West 
Point or Annapolis makes an aristocracy of its graduates. 

Mr. Chairman, there must be in a man to make him a gentle- 
man something more than a college can give him. There must 
be moral instincts which come not alone from training, but must 
be there by nature. 

Here and there my lord is lower than his oxen and his swine; 
Here and there a cotter’s babe is royal born by right divine. 

But, sir, let me say that if the members of this body will con- 
sult the manual of examinations of the classified civil service 
they will see there the requisites of admission to the training 
ship in the Revenue-Marine Service, and w'' so see the exam- 
ination required of cadets who apply for admission to the Naval 
Academy. During the last year the officers in charge of the 
Naval Academy applied to the Civil Service Commission to have 
the examination of cadets take place in various parts of the coun- 
try for the convenience of the applicants; and let me show you 
how much superior the requisites for admission to the Marine 
Service are to those for admission to Annapolis. 

On the first day of the examination for admission to the Revenue- 
Cutter Service there are exercises in spelling, geography, history, 
the Constitution of the United States, and grammar. On the 
first day of the examination for admission to Annapolis they have 
punctuation, grammar, geography, history, world’s history, read- 
ing, and spelling. 

On the second day to be admitted to the Revenue-Cutter Serv- 
ice the examination comprises algebra, including quadratics and 
binomial theorem, geometry, plane and the elements of solid, 
and trigonometry, plane. What is prescribed for admission to 
the Naval Academy? Simple arithmetic and algebra. 

On the third day for admission to the Naval Academy it is 
geometry, and in no instance are they examined upon simple trig- 
onometry, or spherical trigonometry, or the higher branches of 
mathematics. 

On the third day of the Revenue-Cutter Service examination 
they are examined on physics, chemistry, inorganic, and general 
information. These subjects are not examined on at all for ad- 
mission to Annapolis. Now,I say, sir, there are very superior 
and higher requisites for admission to the Revenue-Marine Serv- 
ice over that for admission to Annapolis. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, let me submit another reason to my breth- 
ren here to-day. The remarks of the opponents of this measure 
have impressed me very much, that the gentlemen who have been 
antagonizing this bill are thoroughly unacquainted with the 
methods, practices, and requirements of the Revenue-Marine Serv- 
ice. I believe I am safe in venturing the assertion that there is 
not a man who has raised his voice against this bill upon this floor 
who has ever in his life been on the deck of arevenue cutter, notone. 

It takes some familiarity with the sea, it takes some acquaint- 


ance with the cutter service and the naval service to compare | 
them justly, and no man with equal knowledge of them both can | 
fail to come to the conclusion that the service of the revenue | 


marines is equally effective in time of war and more effective in 
time of peace than is the naval] service of our Government. I do 
not deny the importance of the naval branch of our Government; 
they are chivalrous in peace and valorous in war, but not more 
so than the splendid set of officers who honor the Revenue-Cutter 
Service. I wish to send to the desk to have read the instructions 
that were given in November last to Captain Willey, command- 
ing the U. 8. S. Algonquin, at the port in which I reside. 
sire to show by this what the duties of the Revenue-Cutter Serv- 
ice are from the ist day of December to the Ist day of April, 
during the four months of winter. I ask the Clerk to read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 


DIVISION OF REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE, 
Washington, November 26, 1901. 
Capt. O. 8. Winey, R. C. S., 


Commanding U. 8. 8. Algonquin, Wilmington, N. C. 


S1r: The President having designated the revenue steamer Algonquin to 
cruise under the previsions of section 1536, Revised Statutes, to afford such 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


‘ 


APRIL 2, 


aid to distressed navigators as the circumstances may require and as may be 
in your power to render, you are directed to have your command in readi- 
ness to enter a this important duty by the Ist proximo. 

In order that you may be able to extend the necessary relief to the crews 
of such vessels in distress as you may discover or fall in with, the Algonquin 


| should be provided with provisions, water, and fuel, in such quantities as can 
| be stowed conveniently. 


Having in all respects prepared your command for the work contemplated 
by these orders, you are directed to cruise your ship actively from the date 


to Charleston, 8. C., making a harbor when stress of weather, want of fuel, 
provisions, or other good reasons may make it necessary, keeping at all times 


| a Vigilant lookout for vessels in need of assistance. 


You will govern your movements so that as little time as possible shall be 
spent at Wilmington or at any other port upon the cruising grounds herein 
assigned you, the purpose being that constant and vigilant activity shall 


| govern the movements of your command. 


You are directed to confer with all chief officers of the customs at such 

= as you may visit, with a view to obtaining information concerning in- 
ractions of law to enable you, as far as may be, to correct the same. 

You will make it a point, whenever practicable, to keep within communi- 


| cation by telegraph, advising all collectors of customs at ports visited, before 


sailing on a cruise, of your next port, in order that they may communicate to 
you a of disability or distress on the coast or other matters requir- 
ing your attention to enable you to proceed without loss of time to execute 
such duty as may be indicated to you. 

Upon your arrival at any port or anchorage having mail communication, 
you willannounce the fact by letter to the Department, giving date of arrival, 
date of probable departure, and destination, adding reasons for stay in port 
or anchorage of more than twenty-four hours’ duration. As soon as possible 
after entering a port you will send an officer on shore for the pur of 
getting information of vessels stranded or otherwise in distress, and upon 
gaining such intelligence, if the circumstances of the case require it, you will 
get — wey at once and proceed to the scene, rendering such service as 
ma possible. 

fren the first port entered after having rendered assistance of any kind 
you will submit a report to the Department upon the usual form (No. 2015), 
giving such particulars as will show fully the services performed. 

In all cases of assistance rendered you will elaborate all details, in order 
that a clear ee of the duty performed may be conveyed. 

You are to understand that the successful accomplishment of the objects 
of the duty herein assigned will require constant and energetic direction 
and no excuse short of blement of your ship will be accepted for a lax o 
perfunctory performance of the winter work. 

In ca ng out the instructions contained in these orders you will not 
only attend to such duties as come under your observation in the course of 
oreene, but you are charged with the duty of seeking work for your com- 
mand. 

You are not restricted in any way, but, on the contra 
latitude to respond in all cases where the duty of aiding ressed vessels, 
and in the performance of work, you may be useful. There must be no idle- 
ness of your command upon any pretense whatever. In short, you are ex- 
pected to be active and energetic in looking for work for your command, 
and will not wait for it to “turn up.” 

Youare further informed that you will be held responsible for the lack of 
strict compliance with the provisions of the Regulations of the Revenue- 
Cutter Service embodied in nagueens 133-142, inclusive, and you will there- 
fore carefully inform yourself of the purport of the regulations cited and 
govern yourself accordingly. ee 7 

Should you gain information of the presence within your cruising limits 
of derelicts or strands in the path of commerce, you will not wait for orders 
in the premises, but will doall in your power to remove or destroy such, and 
immediately report your action to the Department. eer: 

If you find a derelict that can not be removed without “blowing it up,” 
you will at once rt the fact by wire to the Department for its action. 

The interests of the public service, no less than those of the Revenue- 
Cutter Service, demand that, as a commander of a public vessel, you should 
give your time and best energies to the discharge of the onerous trusts im- 
eet by law and regulations in the duty herein assigned to your command, 
and it is hoped that you will leave no effort untried to make for your com- 
mand an enviable record of work done and duty performed. 

Groping about the coast in fog and thick weather, making runs at night, 
or cruising in gales of wind (unless caught out), practices heretofore fol- 
lowed for the sole purpose of covering distances, will not be approved. In 
the cruising of your command you must have in view the performance of 
effective work only. ; i 

Your attention is called to the necessity of boarding and examining ves- 
sels fallen in with while under way or in harbor for the enforcement of the 
customs and navigation laws, and ample boarding lists will furnish one evi- 
dence of the energetic performance of duty. 

You will inform the officers of = command that no leaves of absence 
will be granted by the Department from the beginning until the end of win- 
ter cruising. 

Respectfully, H. A. TAYLOR, Assistant Secretary. 


Mr. MANN. May I interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. BELLAMY. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. May I inquire of the gentleman if this is a copy 
of printed instructions, or was this a letter of instructions to this 
particular captain? 

Mr. BELLAMY. 


,» are given full 


These are instructions to that particular 


| captain, but they are similar to those sent to every other captain on 
| the coast whose vessel is engaged in work similar to the Algonquin. 


Mr. MANN. May I inquire what was the necessity of giving 
the particular instructions of this character in reference to regu- 


| lations of law to a captain who has been in the service for a great 
I de- | 


many years? 
Mr. BELLAMY. The reason is that during eight months of 


| the year these gentlemen in the Revenue-Cutter Service are not 


required to cruise along the coast so constantly, but during the 
months of December, January. February, and March, when 
gales prevail, when we have much loss of life and property, dur- 
ing the freezing weather, when there is rain, sleet, and snow, and 
when there is generally great peril to life and property at sea, it 
is made incumbent upon the chief officer of this service to divide 
the coast into districts, and direct the cutters to watch certain 
portions of the coast. The Algonquin is given as her sphere of 
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duty the seaboard from Hatteras to Charleston, another steamer 
from Charleston down, another steamer from Hatteras up to 
Delaware Bay, and so on up to the coast of Maine. 

Mr. MANN. What I wished to get at was whether this in- 
struction was something new to captains, or whether during 
Captain Willey’s thirty years of service he had ever acted in the 
same ee, before. 

Mr. BELLAMY. Oh, yes; they are annual instructions. but 
are given at the beginning of every winter season; and I have 
simply had these instructions read as a part of their duties to show 
you the nature and character of the service of thesemen. During 
the four months I have designated—December, January, Febru- 
ary, and March—when it is sleeting and raining and freezing, 
these people are not even permitted to go into port, except when 
necessary to make a report or to supply the ship with exhausted 
provisions or coal. Yet in the meantime, during the correspond- 
ing period, where are the officers of the Navy, as a rule, may I 
ask? They are at Hampton Roads, or at other ports of the coun- 
try, lying on their easy couches, or socially chatting, smoking fine 
cigars, and probably some on shore dancing the german or the 
cotillions. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman submit to another interrup- 
tion? 

Mr. BELLAMY. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. This same steamer, the Algonquin, was at Wil- 
mington last winter a year ago as well as this last winter, was it 
not? 

Mr. BELLAMY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MANN. I suppose engaged in the performance of the 
same duties. 

oh am Only after it is ordered by the Secretary to 
TOC . 

' Mr. MANN. Is the gentleman able to inform us whether dur- 
ing the winter of 1890 and 1891 this steamer that yon have men- 
tioned, the Algonquin, was engaged in cruising up the coast, as 
the gentleman says, ‘during the sleet and rain,’’ and not per- 
mitted to go into port? 

Mr. BELLAMY. This is a general regulation that is issued 
each year, as I understand it, and the Algonquin was likewise en- 
gaged in the season before, and each antecedent season since her 
construction. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman permit me—— 

Mr. BELLAMY. You are consuming my time. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, let me show another fallacy in the argu- 
ments of the opponents of this bill. The gentleman from Ala- 
vama [Mr. RICHARDSON] consumed two columns of the RecorpD 
of yesterday to show that this bill, if it becomes a law, will give 
the Revenue-Cutter officers greater compensation than the officers 
of a similar rank in the Navy now get. He based his whole argu- 
ment upon section 1556 of the Revised Statutes, and quotesit, or a 
part of it, in the Recorp. 

The gentleman from Alabama attempted to show that a captain 
of the Revenue-Cutter Service would get more pay than a lieu- 
tenant-commander of the Navy, with whom, under this bill, he 
would hold equal rank. The gentleman, unintentionally of 
course, quoted that section of the Revised Statutes for the amount 
of pay the naval officer now receives. This statute, as he should 
know, was repealed by the personnel bill, approved March 3, 1899, 
so that it has no existence now whatever. Lieutenant-command- 
ers now, according to law, receive the same pay as a major in the 
Army and the same pay which it is proposed to give captains of 
the Revenue-Cutter Service; the pay is $2,500a year. A lieutenant- 
commander in the Navy or a captain in the Revenue-Cutter 
Service will, by force of circumstances, both have served at least 
twenty years before reaching either grade. This will entitle 
them to four increases of 10 per cent each, so that they will both 
actually receive the same salary—that is, $3,500 per year. 

It must be borne in mind that the rank of lieutenant-commander 
in the Navy is only an intermediate step in promotion, as anyone 
in that grade is eligible for promotion to a commander, then to 
captain, and, finally, to the grade of rear-admiral, when he would 
receive as high as $7,500 a year. 

On the other hand, when a Revenue-Cutter officer reaches the 
grade of captain that is as high as he can ever go. His salary 
can never be higher than $3,500 a year, or less than one-half the 
amount the naval officer can reach. 

Revenue-Cutter officers very seldom reach the highest grade 
before they are 52 years old, and some not until they are 60. 

Navy officers, on the average, reach the grade of lieutenant- 
commander and begin to draw $3,500 a year when they are be- 
tween 40 and 45 years old. 

The gentleman from Alabama also says the cutter officers are 
civil officers, They are not civil officers; they are the coast guard 
of our nation. In England her navy are assigned to this duty, 
and they are no more civil officers than are Britain’s navy when 
performing these functions. They are in their very nature essen- 
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tially both na-al and military. The revenue cutters of our coun- 
try have participated in every war our country has waged. They 
were prominent and efficient in the war of 1812, the Seminole war, 
the Mexican war, the unfortunate civil war, and also in the Span- 
ish war. 

The men of this service are commissioned and dismissed the 
sameastheyareinthe Navy. The seamen are enlisted, uniformed, 
and drilled as inthe Navy. The ships are armed as similar ships 
in the Navy, and in the Spanish war they carried 61 large guns. 
They have ever cooperated with the Navy in peace as in war. 
They were prominent in the Bering Sea patrol, and were likewise 
prominent in preventing filibustering expeditions from being fitted 
| out and sailing from our coast before the war with Spain. Their 

officers are invited and detailed to lecture before the Naval War 

College at Newport, and are eagerly sought to become associate 

members of the Naval Institute at Annapolis. Then why shoud 

they be dubbed civilians? To set this matter at rest, I can but 

quote from some very excellent remarks made by Mr. Scudder, of 

New York, at the last session of Congress, wherein is shown a 
| potent decision of the Department on this subject: 

It seems to have escaped general notice that the officers and men of the 
regular Revenue-Cutter Service can not volunteer, and therefore they are 
not volunteers. Second Lieut. Walker W. Joynes, Revenue-Cutter Service, 
has demonstrated this beyond a question of a doubt, having, in order to make 
a test case, applied for the two months’ extra pay given to volunteers, he 
having served on the cutter McCulloch at the battle of Manila. His appli- 
cation was denied, and the Auditor for the Treasury Department ont the 
Solicitor of the Treasury decided that— 

‘A regular officer or a regularly enlisted man of the regular Revenue-Cut- 
ter Service is not competent to volunteer in time of war, because it is just as 
much a none of his duty to serve as it is the duty of a regular officer or regu- 
larly enlisted man of the Army or Navy to serve in time of war.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BELLAMY. I am willing to answer any question of the 
gentleman, because Iam of the belief that he is one who was never 
on the deck of a revenue cutter and knows nothing whatever of 
the true character of the Cutter Service. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SULZER. I hope the gentleman from New York will give 
the gentleman from North Carolina some more time. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I can not yield any more time, as the time is 
all parceled out. so that I can not yield any gentleman any more. 

Mr. BELLAMY. I wish the gentleman would yield me five 
minutes, so that I may complete one other argument I desire to 
make. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ican not. I have made promises so that I 
can not yield any more time at present, and I am very sorry. 

Mr. BELLAMY. Then I ask leave to extend my remarks in 
the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina asks 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield twenty minutes to the 
gentleman from California [Mr. Loup]. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, it seems almost a waste of time 
for a person to attempt to discuss a measure when there are prob- 
ably not two men on the floor of the House who have not thor- 
oughly made up their minds as to how they are going to vote on 
this question. But since I have been a member of this House, on 
all occasions when measures have been before this body looking 
either to a civil-pension list or putting gentlemen on the retired 
list, I have announced my views; and only for that purpose do I 
rise now. 

The gentleman from North Carolina took occasion to criticise 
those who opposed this bill as being wholly unfamiliar with the 
Revenue-Cutter Service. Isupposed he referred to the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. Hepsurn], the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
SHERMAN], and such other gentlemen as advocate this measure 
as gentlemen who have seen many years of hard and arduous 
service on the plains of their resident country. The gentleman 
before he took his seat said that he had never been on the deck of 
a revenue cutter—— 

Mr. BELLAMY. Oh, no. 

Mr. LOUD. Certainly. 

Mr. BELLAMY. I did not say that I had never been on the 
deck of a revenue cutter. I said that of the gentleman from Ili- 
nois [Mr. MANN]. 

Mr.LOUD. Well, then, I misunderstood the gentleman. But, 
however that may be, Mr. Chairman, I will venture to assert that 
there are as many barnacles on the backs of the gentlemen who 
oppose this measure as there are on those who advocate it. I 
am opposed to this measure, and should have opposed the re- 
tirement provision for the Army and should have opposed the 

‘tirement provision for the Navy if I had been a member of this 
body at the time such legislation was up. A pension provision or 

| a retirement provision for those who work for the United States 
Government is absolutely wrong in principle. If a retirement 
law have any equity whatever, then that law must first be made 





May I interrupt the gentleman? 
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to apply to those who are poor and unfortunate in their old age. 
A man who perchance through influence has been upon the Gov- 
ernment pay roll all of his life at a higher salary than he could 
ever obtain anywhere else should have no more privileges, and is 
entitled to no more privileges than the men who have never re- 
ceived these large salaries. 

I am opposed to a retirement or a civil pension list on principle. 
But if it be equitable then the same system of retirement should be 


inaugurated in this country that is inaugurated in New Zealand— | 


that is, when a man becomes old, when he is worn out, and has 
accumulated nothing during his life, the Government shall take 
care of him until he goes into his grave. But the difficulty with 
a civil pension list and a retirement list of any kind is that it is 
socialism run mad. If you provide a pension for aman when he 
shall have reached a certain age and retire him on three-fourths 
or half pay, you hold out to him the temptation to spend every dol- 
lar that he may earn; you hold out hope to him that there is a Gov- 
ernment, of which he is a part, that will support him just so long 
as he may live. That stifles human incentive, hence is socialism. 

Mr. Chairman, I believe that a man should be taught to look 
out for himself. A large majority of the men of this country do 
not make $600 a year. They struggle and toil. They are sub- 
jected to the blasts of winter and the heat of summer; they bring 
up a large family; yet as every day goes by these provident men 
lay up a small amount of money, and by that very effort they are 


compelled to depend upon themselves. Take that away and you | 


have a man useless to civilization. 

I know a little something about the Revenue-Cutter Service, 
perhaps as much as the gentleman from North Carolina. My 
younger days were spent upon the sea; I spent more than a year, 
off and on, upon a revenue cutter. 
general way with the Revenue-Cutter Service, and I know that a 


Revenue-Cutter officer is simply a civil employee of the Govern- | 


ment. The gentleman says these officers may be called into active 
service in defense of their country. That is true. So is every 
male citizen between the agesof 18 and 45 liable to be called into 
the active service of his country. 

Mr. BELLAMY. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. LOUD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BELLAMY. Is the gentleman familiar with the fact that 
after the Spanish war a certain Revenue-Cutter officer, in order to 
make a test case, applied for extra pay for his services during the 
war with Spain on a revenue cutter; and that the decision upon 
that case was that the Revenue-Cutter Service isa part of the 
military and naval department of the Government, and therefore 


the officers of that service are not entitled to any pay under such | 


circumstances? 

Mr. LOUD. Well, I do not care to argue that question. I 
will withdraw the statement, if it will please the gentleman, as 
my time is very limited. I have not had the time to investigate 
this subject thoroughly enough to make a technical speech upon it. 

Mr. BELLAMY again rose. 

Mr. LOUD. The point raised by the gentleman is wholly im- 
material, and as I have only twenty minutes I do not care to ar- 
gue the legal status of this case. Iam willing to admit, if it will 
satisfy the gentleman, that these officers are in the military serv- 
ice. That question is really immaterial for the purposes of the 
argument that I have in view. 

The gentleman says there are but 215 of these officers. Now, 
if it is just to retire the officer, who becomes a lieutenant in two 
years, why should we not retire the men? To this point a gentle- 
man replied the other day that the men remain in the service 
only three years. I will venture to say that if you pay the men 
of the Revenue-Cutter Service a sufficient amount ie they 
will stay there until they die; and I am sure that the man on 
deck is entitled to the charity, or liberality at least, of his Goy- 
ernment as much as the officer. 

A young man enters the service as a cadet, and in two years 
becomesalieutenant. I believe lamcorrectabout that. Another 
young man enters the merchant service, and if he becomes a 
second officer in ten years, he is one out of five thousand, and 
when he gets to be second mate of a ship of 1,000 or 1,500 tons, 
how much salary would he get after possibly ten or fifteen years’ 
service before the mast? As second mate of a ship of 1,000 or 
1,500 tons he would get $40 or $50 a month when he could catch 
a job. 

The motive power behind this bill is the motive that ultimately 
will force a civil pension list upon this Government. We have 
in effect a civil pension in every department already. Why, 
sir, there are men in those departments who have become in- 
capacitated for performing service; and the head of the divi- 
sion, seeming to suppose that he is running the division and pay- 
ing the salaries out of his own pocket, says: ‘‘ I have not the heart 
to perform my duty to the people of this country; that is, I have 
@ man here that can not earn a dollara year. I will not dismiss 
him.’’ Why, sir, under such circumstances the headof a bureau 


| that the man who is supporting his ney 


I have some familiarity in a | 
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or division has no discretion. He is put in his place simply to 
execute his duty to this Government, and he must see that every 
man performs his duty faithfully and well, and he has no discre- 
tion to keep an incompetent employee there drawing a salary and 
doing nothing. 

Now, there are a number of officers in this Revenue-Cutter 
Service, I understand, who have been on waiting orders for a 
number of years. Why? Because the Secretary of the Treasury, 
in the goodness of his heart, has not the ‘‘ mean ’’ disposition, is 
not “‘cruel’’ enough, to dismiss them. He is perfectly willing 
on $600 a year shall be 
taxed to keep this other man in idleness, but he has not the cour- 
age to perform his duty and dismiss that man from the service. 

I am surrounded with these revenue officers, as I am surrounded 
by post-office clerks, letter carriers, and other Government offi- 
cials. Probably I have as many of these people surrounding me 
as any other man here. San Francisco is the great commercial 
city of the Pacific coast. Revenue officers abound there. 

They have been after me,as they have been after you, a number 
of years. They are connected by marriage or blood with some 
of my constituents, just as the officers of the Navy are connected 
| by ties of marriage or blood with many of our constituents. As 
a result, we passed the naval personnel bill; and as a result, in 
| order to-get these old fellows out of the way who can not go to 
sea and perform duty—in order that they may be retired, and thus 
promotion be given to a lot of young men who are waiting—lI sup- 
pose we shall pass this legislation. However, I hope not. 

I say again—and I will not discuss this question from a legal 
stand point—this is a civil service. An officer or man in the Reve- 
| nue-Cutter Service is in the civil service of the Government. I 
venture the assertion that there were more men killed and wounded 
in the Railway Mail Service during the years 1900 and 1901 than 
have ever been killed in the Revenue-Cutter Service since more 
| than one hundred years ago. Why not pension them? Why not 
| retire them? It is a more dangerous service than the Revenue- 
| Cutter Service. Then take the men who are in the Life-Saving 
| Service, a service a thousand times more dangerous than the 

Revenue-Cutter Service. Why not pension them? 
But gentlemen say, ‘‘ These men sometimes perform naval 
Well, perhaps they do. But after you shall have pro- 





| duty.” 

vided for the retirement of Revenue-Cutter officers—officers in the 

| civil service of the Government—you have approached so near to 

| the retirement of any and every civil Government employee that 
you can not longer rise in your place and oppose the retirement 
of other men in the civil service. 

And that is where the danger is, and I want to point out to the 
House, and the only object I sought to obtain was for a moment 
| to call attention to the danger of passing legislation of this kind. 
| because after you once embark you are on the broad sea of re- 
| tirement or civil pensions for all time to come; and if youare go- 
| ing to embark in civil pensions, then I say those most entitled are 
not those in the Government service, but those ‘outside of the 
| Government service who receive a much less salary than the aver- 
| age man who works for the Government. 
| Mr. Chairman, I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, how much time has the gentle- 

man from California consumed? 

The CHAIRMAN. Sixteen minutes. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. MAHON having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 
Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the Senate had 
passed bills of the following titles; in which the concurrence of 
the House of Representatives was requested: 

S. 4872. An act to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act governing the 
public printing and binding and the distribution of public docu- 
ments,’’ approved January 12, 1895. 

Senate concurrent resolution 33, 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed and bound in cloth 6,000 copies of the revised course of study for 
Indian schools; 1,500 for the use of the House of Representatives and 1,500 for 
the use of the superintendent of Indian schools. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 11053. An act providing for issuance of patent to the town 
site of Basin City, Wyo., to the municipal authorities thereof for 
the use and benefit of said town, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 12095. An act to amend section 4883 of the Revised 
Statutes relating to the signing of letters patent for inventions; 

H. R. 283. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
M, McCullough; 
jul = 610. An act to correct the military record of John F. 

ntlitz; 

H. R. 725. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph B. 
Arbaugh; 
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H. R. 809, An act granting an increase of pension to James P. 
Burchfield; 

H. R. 918. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Misner; 

H. R. 1190. An act granting an increase of pension to Albe 
S. Whittier; 

H. R. 1275. 
W. Thomas; 

H. R. 1278. 
V. Kendig; 

H. R. 1503. 
Farrell; 

H. R. 1714. 
Winslow; 

H. R. 1938. 
Rorer; 

H. R. 2287. 
McDaniel; 

H. R. 2545. 
Crim; 

H. R. 2770, 
M. Smoot; 

H. R. 8275. 
G. Johnson; 

H. R. 5327. 
H. Mackey; 

H. R. 5712. 

H. R. 5761. 

H. R. 6016. 
J. Overman; 

H. R. 6196. An act transferring a lot in Woodland Cemetery to 
city of Quincy, T1.; 

H. R. 6438. An act granting an increase of pension to Matthew 
C. Medbury; 

H. R. 6687. 
Blackman; 

H. R. 6918 
Bliss; 

H. R. 7250. 
Hendry; 

H. R. 7811. 

H. R. 8048, 
Bramble; 

H. R. 8471. An act granting a pension to Eliza A. Wright: 

H. R. 8651. An act granting a pension to Maggie Helmbold; 

H. R. 8696. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
B. Rowe; 

H. R. 9621 
Y. Transue; 

H. R. 9791. 

H. R. 9848. 
Cowgill; 

H. R. 10141. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
R. Armstrong; 

H. R. 10415. An act granting a pension to Sarah M. Smith; and 

H. R. 10692, An act granting an increase of pension to David 
C, Maples. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
An act granting an increase of pension to La Myra 


An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 


An act granting an increase of pension to Otillia 


An act granting an increase of pension to William 


An act granting a pension to Alice Bozeman; 
An act granting a pension to Thomas F. Walter; 
An act granting an increase of pension to William 


. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


An act granting a pension to Mary King; 
An act granting an increase of pension to James A. 


. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 


An act granting an increase of pension to John Reep; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 

The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. MANN, I yield to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
CRUMPACKER] for twenty minutes. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, the Revenue-Cutter 
Service is a necessary and an honorable branch of the public 
service and I have no doubt it performs its functions most credit- 
ably. I have no disposition to disparage the efficiency or the 
merits of this branch of the service. As a matter of fact I know 
personally but little about it in detail. When a bill similar to 
this was up for consideration last year I made a few remarks in 
opposition to the measure, and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 

EPBURN] followed me and said that, judging from the character 
of the speech I made, he inferred that I believed a revenue cutter 


. . . . . } 
An act granting an increase of pension to William | 


An act granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo | 


An act granting an increase of pension to Margaret | 


to be very similar to the cutter that Santa Claus drives over the | 


country with his reindeers in distributing benefactions to the 
good little boys and girls at yuletide. Gentlemen have asserted 
repeatedly, in discussion of this bill, that it is a meritorious meas- 
ive: —_ no just grounds have been advanced why it should be 
defeated, 

The burden, Mr. Chairman, is upon the advocates of the meas- 
ure. I have listened patiently to most of the discussion, and it 
seems to me that no adequate reasons have been advanced = 
Single advocate of the measure why it should become a law. e 
bill, I admit, is somewhat of an improvement over the one re- 
ported a year ago, but the vicious principle is still retained. The 
question of the character of the Revenue-Cutter Service, whether 
Civil or military. is hardly open to discussion. It is not a debat- 
able question. The Revenue-Cutter Service is ancient and honor- 
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able—it was organized in 1790, for the purpose of assisting in the 
collection of the customs. It is under the control of the Secretary 
The revenue cutters of course carry an arma- 
ment; that is necessary. It is just as necessary for revenue cut- 
ters to be armed for the enforcement of the law as it:is for police 
officers in the municipalities to carry guns and clubs; inst as nec- 
essary as it is for deputy marshals in the moonshine districts of 
the country to go armed. 

Its military character is only incidental. Its military functions 
are altogether subordinate. When you come to consider the 
question of justice to this branch of the public service, let me 


| ask, gentlemen, by what standard they undertake to measure 
An act granting an increase of pension to Levi H. | that intangible essence. 


There are two sides to the question, and 
in dealing with it we not only owe a duty to the men engaged in 


An act granting an increase of pensign to Helen V. | the service, but at the same time we must keep in mind the in- 


terests of the people of the country. There is only one principle 


An act granting an increase of pension to George | by which we can determine the question of justice in the public 
| service. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac H. | 


When any branch of the public service offers sufficient 
inducements to attract men away from the activities of individual 
life—to attract a sufficient number of competent men—and they 
are paid their fixed salaries, full justice has been done to all. 

It is not denied that men in this service are paid better, more 
munificently, than men in the civil operations of life are paid for 


| similar kinds of service, but gentleman say they are not as well 


paid as the Army and Navy. That may be. I know they are not 
as a matter of fact. But we are told that they are not relatively 
as well paid as the Army and Navy, and that the Revenue-Cutter 
Service is substantially upon the same basis as the others. Why, 
gentlemen in their enthusiasm in support of this bill have placed 
the Revenue-Cutter Service upon a pedestal and glorified it here. 
We know, Mr. Chairman, that it is simply the great ocean patrol, 
that it is a coast guard of the United States, and I believe it bears 
about the same relation to the United States Navy that the great 
forces of municipal police bear to the Army. In the great cities 
of this country, so well and efficiently policed, the salaries are 
lower than the salaries paid to the officers of the Revenue-Cutter 
Service to-day, and in few of them is there leave of absence or 
sick leave. Some of the States have established not a retired list, 
but a police pension list. That may be very proper, but it isa 
local matter altogether. The only purpose of this bill is to in- 


| crease the rank and the pay of the officers of the Revenue-Cutter 


Service. It is entitled ‘‘A bill to promote the efficiency of the serv- 
ice.’? How does it promote the efficiency of the service? Has any 
gentleman, any advocate of the measure, explained in what par- 
ticular a single provision of the bill has promoted or is calculated 
to promote the efficiency of the service? 

Mr. GRAHAM. If the gentleman will allow me, I call atten- 
tion to the fact that this bill provides for the removal of some of 
the barnacles that have been overhead in this service, that are 
filling the higher positions, that will be retired under this act, if 
it passes. 

Mr. MAHON. Some of them 88 years old. 

Mr. GRAHAM. Will not that improve the efficiency of the 
service? I have in mind one man in particular who is over 90 
years of age, who is in this service, who is not doing a particle of 
work, and yet he and others like him are depriving younger men 
of promotion and of positions. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, it is a sad commentary 
upon the public service and upon the character of its organization 
if it has no method of disposing of incapacitated public officers. 
I do not believe the public service is any such condition as that. 
The Government is not called upon to retain on the pay roll at 
high salaries men who are unable to earn a single dollar, 

Mr. GRAHAM. This service has such men. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER,. Then the fault is in the administration 
and not in the law. It ought to be more wisely administered. 

I understand that under this bill the barnacles to whom the gen- 


| tleman refers are to be put upon the retired list with probably 


$125 a year more pay than the most efficient men of the same grade 
in the active list are getting to-day. They are to be put upon the 
retired list at about five times as much as the great army of toil- 
ers and home builders to whom the gentleman from California 
[Mr. Loup] referred, five times as ah as they get for active serv- 
ice, that great army who have no sick leave, no annual leave, and 
no retirement list. 

Mr. GRAHAM. Does the gentleman consider $2,500 a year an 
outrageous sum to pay an efficient officer who has given his life to 
the service? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I consider $2,500 a year too much to pay 
to any man for doing nothing. I am willing to pay $2,500 or 
$25,000 for an adequate return. 

Mr.GRAHAM. Then why did you vote for the retirement pro- 
vision for the Army and Navy? 

Mr.CRUMPACKER. Myrecollection is that I was not in pub- 
lic life when that grave and important question was up for con- 
sideration. 
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Mr. GRAHAM. How would the gentleman have voted in that 
Case: 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That is a different proposition. I do 
not know. 

Mr. GRAHAM. The last Army bill was March 8, 1899. It 
contained that provision. Did the gentleman vote for it? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Ido not remember. 

Mr. LANDIS. I should like to ask the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania how he would vote on a proposition to retire the railway 
mail clerks? 

Mr. GRAHAM. That is not a parallel case, because that is 
purely civil service and this is not. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. A great deal stronger case can 
be made in favor of the railway mail clerks. 

Mr. LANDIS. Certainly it can. The case of the railway mail 
clerks is a great deal stronger. 

_ Mr. GRAHAM. That is a branch of the civil service and this 
is not. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. May I ask the gentleman how he would 


vote on a similar proposition for the officers of the transport | 


service? 


Mr. MANN. I should like to ask the gentleman how he would 


vote on a proposition for a retired list for the Life-Saving Service? | 


Mr. GRAHAM. I believe that would be quite proper, and if 
such a proposition comes up I will vote for it. 

Mr. MANN. And the Light-House Service? 
; Mr.GRAHAM. No; not the Light-House Service. 
erent. 

Mr. MANN. And the deputy-marshal service? 

Mr. GRAHAM. There is no similarity whatever between the 
cases. 


That is dif- 


Mr. MANN. That is the most dangerous service under the | 


Government. 

Mr. LANDIS. The Internal-Revenue Service. 

Mr. MANN. . Yes; it is the most dangerous service under the 
Government. 

Mr. LESSLER. How about Congressmen? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman from Illinois certainly 
does not mean to say that we are living in a country where, with 
very few exceptions, in possibly half a dozen districts in the United 
States, a deputy marshal is in danger in the discharge of his duty 
under the laws of the country? 

Mr. MANN. There are more deputy marshals killed in two 
years than there are killed in the Revenue-Cutter Service in a hun- 
dred years. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I think there isnodoubt aboutit. Here 
is the deputy-marshal service, the municipal police, the municipal 
fire-department service; here is the Life-Saving Service and the 


Railway Mail Service, where the percentage of casualties is much | 


greater according to the records than in the Revenue-Cutter 
Service. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And the same may be said of the Army 
and the Navy, both. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That istrue. 
is a great deal of sentiment and patriotism about the Army and 
Navy. They are supposed to be the embodiment of the power 
and the chivalry of the country, and they have a certain social 
standing to maintain, whatever may be thought of that aspect of 
the question. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And we have just astonished the world 
with our Navy, and astonished all mankind, and lost but one 
man in doing it. 


Mr. CRUMPACKER,. Thatis much to the credit of the Navy, | 


I think. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The imbecility of the enemy. 

Mr. ROBERTS. I will ask the gentleman, if he believes that 
the Army and the Navy should have retirement and pensions on 
the ground of patriotism and chivalry, how can he refuse it to 
the men in the Revenue-Cutter Service, when the first gun in 


the civil war and the first gun at Manila were fired from revenue | 


cutters? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I do not know that that is at all sig- 
nificant in determining this question. As much and as splendid 
fighting was done on the part of the State militia during the civil 
war as was done on the part of any organization of equal force in 
the Army. 

Mr. ROBERTS. They are getting their pensions. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. They are getting their pensions, and I 
will add that under the law officers and petty officers and seamen 
included in the Revenue Service get the same pensions that are 
given tothe aaval service where disability occurs in the perform- 
ance of duty in time of war. 


Now, I said a moment ago that this bill is entitled ‘‘A bill to | 


promote the efficiency of the Revenue-Cutter Service.”’ Let me 


ask a single man upon the floor in what respect it promotes the | 


efficiency of the Revenue-Cutter Service except to dispose of a 


Butin this country there | 


APRIL 2, 


9 


few ‘‘ barnacles.”’ as they were designated by my friend from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. GRAHAM]. If longevity pay is necessary to 
promote the efficiency of the Revenue-Cutter Service, it is likewise 
necessary to promote the efficiency of the public service in all 
branches of the Administration. If it is necessary, and the argu- 
ment is that it is necessary, to promote the efficiency, then it 
should be applied to promote the efficiency of the service in all 
the departments at Washington. Whatis there in the argument? 
Nothing at all. It is said that there ought to be some induce- 
ment to better service. Is not the hope of promotion inducement 
enough? I assume that with all the Revenue-Cutter officers the 
hope of promotion induces them to grow in efficiency. 

Now, when a young man is appointed as a cadet in the Revenue- 
Cutter Service, and is commissioned after two years, he gets $900 
a year during his cadetship. Then he gets his commission, and 
at least $1,200 a year, and he is quickly promoted. I think pro- 
motions come more quickly in the Revenue-Cutter Service than 
in the Army or Navy. The ways of life are open to the young 
man. A great many young men in the country—more than is 
required by the needs of this service—are willing to avoid the 
conflicts of civil life and forego its opportunities for achieve- 
ment in order that they may provide a sure and comfortable sup- 
port for themselves and families during life. When a man gets 
a commission in the Revenue-Cutter Service he is beyond want. 
His needs are provided for. His pay may not be as great as in 
some lines of service, but he gets a certainty. He gladly yields 
the broader opportunities and better privileges that civil life 
offers, with its chances of failure, for the certainty in this service. 
Does anybody claim that this service is not able to get all the 
| efficient men that it requires under present conditions? 

When was there a time in this country, except ibly under 
abnormal conditions, when there was not an abundance of cadets 
and an abundance of men in the country who were willing to go 
into the service and accept commissions and to perform all the 
arduous labors that gentlemen say belong to it. The pay that 
these men get is twice the pay that is given people for similar 
service in private life. When the bill is analyzed and looked into 
| from all standpoints it does not possess sufficient merit to entitle 
| it to a place in the permanent statutes of the country. There is 
some reason, I confess, in the argument of inequality; but I am 
not ready to admit that the Revenue-Cutter Service in dignity 
and responsibility occupies anything like the position that the 
Navy of the United States does. In addition to that, Mr. Chair- 
man, this is an attempt to establish an independent naval estab- 
lishment. 

Mr. Long, the Secretary of the Navy, two years ago addressed 
a letter upon a similar bill to Senator HaLe, in which he con- 
| demned the measure because he said it practically established 
an independent naval establishment, with its corps of officers 
and with its board of examination and all that sort of thing. 
He said the question is, Do we need any additional naval estab- 
lishment; and if so, how many? The Army transport service of 
the United States is independent of the Navy to-day, operating a 
considerable line of ships officered by men who hold the commis- 
| sions of the United States Army. The argument of Mr. Long 
against the passage of that bill is cogent, and applies with equal 
force to this. Let the Revenue-Cutter Service continue to bea 
| branch of the civil service; let it continue to be under the control 
| of the Secretary of the Treasury, to assist in enforcing the customs 
laws, to prevent the smuggling of goods into this country, and to 
continue to patrol the coast. 

Occupying this subordinate position, it may continue to be lia- 
ble to be detailed into the military service in time of war, and 
when called into that service its character is military. As arule, 
its vessels are small. They do not engage in actual fighting. 
| They perform the messenger service of the Navy during the war. 
|The Revenue-Cutter boats are principally dispatch boats. Of 
| course, in the execution of their work they must occasionally 
come into positions of danger; they must fight, and they do. 
Revenue cutters are officered and manned by American citizens, 
| with American versatility and power to meet any emergency, to 
| do anything that may confront them. Nevertheless this is 4 
| branch of the civil service. 
| To pass a measure of this kind is a dangerous step in the wrong 

direction. The fact that such a measure is proposed is one of the 
best illustrations I have seen of the grasping tendency of all 
| branches of the public service to get more power, more pay, and 
|} more rank. I would like to know, in the name of justice and of 
| the people, where this movement is going to stop. en this bill 
| shall become a law, if it does pass, and when the Life-Saving Serv- 
| ice comes knocking at the door of Congress, asking for more pay, 
asking for a retired list, asking for rank and position, how can we 
deny it? I think as much of the Life-Saving Service as of any 
other branch of the public service, and I consider it the poorest 
paid, in consideration of the hazards of the service, of any branch 
of the public service, The Light-House Service, with its boats 
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that may be detailed for public service in time of war, has per- | cially stated by the Treasury Department in the rep: 


formed efficient service in connection with the Navy. That branch 


of the service may next come asking Congress to organize it upon | 


the same basis, upon the same plane, asthe Revenue-Marine Serv- 
ice. And what answer will the gentlemen make to that request? 
How will they respond to a demand for the equality of that serv- 
ice with the Revenue-Marine? 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SHERMAN. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Ryan}. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Chairman, this bill to promote the efficiency 
of the Revenue-Cutter Service provides in section 1 the grades in 
the service. 

Section 2 provides for the rank of officers of the Revenue- 
Cutter Service with corresponding grades in the Army and Navy. 

Section 3 provides for the compensation of the officers of the 
Revenue-Cutter Service, placing them on exactly the same level 
with officers of the Army and Navy, including the percentage of 
increase for length of service up to twenty years, or what is fa- 
miliarly known as ** longevity pay.’’ 

The remaining section provides for the retirement from active 
service of commissioned officers of the Revenue-Cutter Service 
who have or may become physically, mentally, or morally dis- 
qualified. 

The following table will show the wide difference which exists 
in pay, while it also shows an unjustifiable discrimination against 
the officers of the Revenue-Cutter Service: 

Difference in pay of officers, rank for rank, in the Army, Navy, and Revenue 
Cutter Service after twenty years of service. 

















Army. Navy. Revenue-Cutter Service. 
Rank. Pay. | Rank. | Pay. | Rank. Pay. 
Majors ......... $3,500 | Lieutenant- $3,500 | Captains ..........._... $2,500 
. | commanders. 
Captains ....... 2,520 | Lieutenants ...| 2,520 | First lieutenants and | 1,800 
; . | chief engineers. 
First lieuten- | 2,140 | Lieutenants | 2,140 | Second lieutenants | 1,500 
ants. (junior). | and first assistant 
| engineers. 
Second lieu- | 2,000 | Ensigns......../ 2,000 | Third lieutenants and | 1,200 
tenants. | | second assistant en- 


gineers. 





| 


{t is essential to the morale and efficiency of any service such 
as this that there should be some reward for length of service. 
In the Army, Navy, and Marine Corps this is given in the shape 
of an increase of compensation at the rate of 10 per cent for each 
five years of service up to twenty years, or 40 percent. Why 
should not these officers, who are upon the same level in all things 
else, in life tenture of office, in general duties in peace and war 
times, etc., be denied this consideration? 

There does not appear to be any valid reason why a body of 
officers who in every other respect serve upon a level with those 
of the Army and Navy should be denied equal compensation. 

The Revenue-Cutter Service was organized in 1790, eight years 
prior to the organization of the Navy. It took an active part in 








war with Spain. 

The service now consists of about 200 officers and 1,000 men 
with about 40 vessels armed with 70 guns. 
ice have increased from sailing vessels of 100 tons to steamships 
of 1,000 tons burden. The duties of the service in time of peace 
consist in the enforcement of all laws of the United States affect- 
ing the maritime interest of the nation; the arrest and preven- 
tion of illicit traffic by sea; the navigation laws, compelling all 
kinds of craft navigating the waters of the United States to 
comply with legal requirements in regard to documents, lights, 
steamboat inspection, and passenger laws; the quarantine laws; 
the rescue and succor of distressed vessels and crews; the drill 
and discipline of the life-saving crews; the supervision of con- 
struction of life-saving stations, and the entire inspection work 
of that service, the supervision of anchorage grounds established 
by law, ete. 

The duty performed in this service when rescuing crews of dis- 
tressed vesséls has been most important. It has been the saving 
of innumerable lives and of vast values in property. In the mi- 
nority report upon this bill attention is called to the fact that 
these reports are not submitted in detail to Congress. They are 
submitted to the Secretary of the Treasury, and are on file in the 
Bureau subject to the inspection at any time of anybody who de- 
sires to see them. 

Now, sir, in regard to the objection of some that this bill will 
tend to create a civil pension list, I wish to say that it will not 
create a civil pension list any more than the Navy or the Marine 
Corps has created a civil pension list. 

Mr, Chairman, the military character of this was service offi- 
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| of the United States, in case of failure or refusal of any 
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rt of the serv- 
ice in 1881, as follows: 
The Revenue-Cutter Service, while charged by law with the] 


erformance 








of important civil duties, is essentially military in its character. Each vessel 
is provided with great guns and furnished with as full a complement of small 
arms for its crew as any shipof war. Itsofficersare required to be proficient 


in military drill and possess a thorough knowledge of the uses of both great 
and smallarms. Its crews are required to be instructed from day to day at 

the great guns and in the use of small arms. + 
Commanding officers are r« quired, while boarding vessels arriving in ports 
vessel on being 


an officer of the 


such 
hailed to come to and submit to the proper inspection by 
service, to fire first across her bows as a warning, and in case of persistent 
refusal to resort to shot or shell to compelobedience. In the performance of 
this work they are likely at any time to receive injuries and to be subjected 
to the same dangers in time of peace as the force employed on naval vessels. 


By act of March 2, 1799, it is provided that the revenue cutters 


| shall, whenever the President so directs, cooperate with the Navy. 


The men of this service are commissioned and dismissed the 


| sameasthey are inthe Navy. Theseamenare enlisted, uniformed, 


| They are not civilians. 


| sary subjects. 


and drilled asinthe Navy, The shipsare armed as similar ships 
in the Navy, and in the Spanish war they carried 61 large guns. 
The following quotation from the speech 
of Mr. Scudder, of New York, in the Fifty-sixth Congress, bears 
directly on this question, as follows: 

It seems to have escaped general notice that the officers and mei 
regular Revenue-Cutter Service can not volunteer, and therefore they are 
not volunteers. Second Lieut. Walker W. Joynes, Revenue-Cutter Service, 
has demonstrated this beyond a question of adoubt, having,in order to make 


1o0f the 





a test case, applied for the two months’ extra pay given to volunteers, he 
having served on the cutter McCulloch at the battle of Manila. His appli- 
cation was denied, and the Auditor for the Treasury Department and the 


Solicitor of the Treasury decided that— 
“A regular officer or a regularly enlisted man of the regular Revenue-Cut- 


| ter Service is not competent to volunteer in time of war, because it is just as 


much a part of his duty to serve asit is the duty of a regular officer or regu- 
larly entisted man of the Army or Navy to serve in time of war.” 
Candidates for appointment as cadets must pass a very rigid 
examination and take a two years’ training on board of the train- 
ing ship Chase. They are instructed in seamanship, navigation, 
ordnance and gunnery, international law, and many other neces- 
This, Mr. Chairman, shows that the requirements 
and duties place this service upon the same plane as the Navy, 
and the pay and prospects should be the same. The passage of 
this bill, that has passed the Senate, will give to the men in this 


| service the relief to which they are entitled. 


Mr. Chairman, another matter that I wish to refer to at this 
time is in relation to the erection of a monument to the memory 


| of Brig. Gen. Count Casimir Pulaski, as provided for in House bill 


16, introduced by the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. Brick]. 
Congress has caused to be erected in this city monuments to 


| many of the heroes of the war of the Revolution, but up to the 
| present time it has neglected to pernetuate the memory of Brig. 


Gen. Count Casimir Pulaski in like manner—a champion of 


| liberty whose high-mindeé patriotism and distinguished services 


should be immortalized by the erection of sucha memorial. The 
passage of this bill will also redeem the resolution of the Conti- 
nental Congress, which body on November 29, 1779, upon receiv- 
ing information of the death of General Pulaski, passed the fol- 
lowing resolution: 

Resolved, Thata monument be erected to the memory of Brigadier-General 


. . : ° 3 ; | Count Pulaski, and that a committee of three be appointed to bring in a reso- 
the war of 1812, in the Mexican war, in the civil war, and in the | , 
| 


lution for that purpose. 
The members chosen were Mr. Gerry, Mr. Livingston, and Mr. 


; | Harnett. 
The vessels in the serv- | 


Count Casimir Pulaski was born in Poland in the year 1747 
and enlisted at the age of 21 years, under the leadership of his 
father, to fight for the continuance of independence of Poland. 
but history tells us that they were unsuccessful, and when the 
American Congress adopted the Declaration of Independence he 
resolved to again enter the fight for freedom, though for a new 
nation, a new world. Our envoy to the court of France, Dr. 
Franklin, when writing of him to General Washington, said: 

Count Pulaski, of Poland, an officer famous throughout Europe for his 
bravery and conduct in defense of the liberties of his country, will have the 
honor of delivering this into your hands. The court here have encouraged 
and promoted his voyage from an opinion that he may be highly useful in 
our service. 

With this recommendation he was cordially received upon his 
arrival in Philadelphia in the summer of 1777. 

His first blow for the freedom of the colonies was struck at the 
battle of Brandywine, being the first contest in which that other gal- 
lant patriot, Lafayette, took part. General Pulaski was, on the 
recommendation of Washington, commissioned brigadier-general 
and chief of dragoons in the United States Army September 15, 
1777. being the first general of cavalry in the Army of the United 
States. 

In a letter recently discovered by Col. Joseph Smolinski, dated 
Charleston, August 19, 1779, appears his declaration to become an 
American citizen. It is as follows: 

I could not submit to — before the sovereigns of Europe, so I came to 
hazard allfor the freedom of America, and desirous of passing the rest of my 


‘ hfeina country truly free and before settling as a citizen to fight for liberty. 
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In the leading events of the campaign following Pulaski oceu- 
pied a distinguished position. For me to recite his services in 
detail would cause me to give a minute account of various bat- 
tles, leading up to the time he received his death wound, while gal- 
lantly leading his cavalry at the siege of Savannah, October 9, 1779. 

Of the character of Count Pulaski and the great events in his 
life, especially his invaluable service to America, that entitle him 
to be numbered among the heroes of America and to be per- 

tuated in the memory of the people for whom he sacrificed his 

ife, and of the appreciation and high esteem in which his memory 
is cherished vy those sons of Poland who have taken up their 
homes in this land, I give some of the statements made by Col. 
Joseph Smolinski, of Washington, D. C., before the Committee 
on the Library. Colonel Smolinski is the representative of the 
combined Polish-American societies, specially commissioned by 
them to assist in consummating the plan to erect this statue to 
the memory of Count Pulaski: 
WASHINGTON, D. C., February 22, 1901. 
Memorial of Gen. Count Casimir Pulaski, by Col. Joseph Smolinski, of Wash- 
ington, D. C., representative of the Polish-American organizations in the 

United States in the Pulaski monument movement, etc. 

No page of American history is so full of interest as the one which relates 
to the Revolutionary period. Itgave birth to the highest idealsof patriotism, 
to the loftiest spirit of devotion to country, immortalized in a thousand 
on mus actions which constitute a common patrimony of the nation’s proud 
inheritance. 

When from the belfry of old sa Hall Liberty Bell tolled the 
gladsome notes which announced to the struggling colonists and proclaimed 
to the world the birth of a new republic with its civilization, democratic in- 
stitutions, true liberty, and individuality of citizenship, there appeared on 
the political horizon, among the galaxy of heroes who left their impress upon 
— three names which take high rank on the pages of contemporaneous 

istory. 

They stand out in bold relief in the Temple of Fame, and the glory which 
enshrines their memories will grow brighter and brighter as the years roll 
on. We refer with —— pride to the illustrious George Washington, the 
epitome of whose life is written in the significant and familiar legend: 
“Father of his country; first in war, first in past, and first in the hearts of 
his countrymen.”’ Next is the last general of the Polish Republic, Thaddeus 
Kosciusko, whose life, indeed, was * ry put into action,” of whom the 
poet wrote at the sad hour of his death: 

“Hope for a season bade the world farewell, 
And Freedom shrieked as Kosciusko fell.” 

And last, but not least, is the Phil Sheridan of the American cavalry, the 
brave Casimir Pulaski, who lost his lifeat the siege of Savannah. The last 
two warriors were the tried and trusted friends of the immortal Washington, 
their illustrious commander in chief. They were men of military genius, 
noble sons of the fair land of Poland, conspicuous exemplars of unswerving 
fidelity to principle, bright symbols of patriotism and patriotic endeavor, 
champions of universal freedom. ; 

What greater gift can a people bequeath toa nation than monuments of 
art which not only symbolize heroic deeds and virtuous actions of great and 
good men and women, but as object lessons immortalize the achievements of 
true greatness, so that the generations as they come and go may draw inspi- 
ration from the glories of art which so eloquently tell the story of the lives 
of those whose heroism and virtues stimulate action and excite admiration? 

If the assertion is true, who is more deserving of this de of immor- 
talization than Brig. Gen. Count Casimir Pulaski? The sentiment of appre- 
ciation of his worth and meritorious services was em i the repre 
sentatives of the Continental Congress, who Were first to conceive the idea 
of erecting a monument to his memory. It originated during the stirring 
period of the war of the Revolution, of which he was one of the heroes and a 
martyr. 

On the 29th of November, 1779, a letter, dated October 31 of that year, from 
Major-General Lincoln, was read in the Continental Congress. It inclosed 
a communication of the 5th, same month, from Lieutenant-Colonel Bedaulx, 
of Pulaski’s Legion, announcing the death of the last-named officer, where- 
upon Congress i 

“Resolved, That a monument be erected to the memory of Brigadier 
Count Pulaski, and that a committee of three be appointed to bring in a res- 
olution for that purpose. 

“'The members chosen: Mr. Gerry, Mr. Livingston, and Mr. Harnett.” 

After a most careful research among the archives of the Continental Con- 
gress, I found no record whatever showing that the resolution was carried 


out, and consequently the stone of the then proposed monument remains in | 


the quarry. 


After the lapse of more than a century, with the record of a vote still | 


standing on the pages of the Journals of the Continental Congress as a public 
recognition of the eminent services of our hero, as well as an indication of a 
Republic’s forgetfulness, I will not say ingratitude, the Polish-American 
citizens of our land, who number nearly 3,000,000 of souls, desire and pray 
that this Congress, the first of the twentieth century, redeem the pledge 
promised by the Continental Congress, and thus give evidence of the nation's 
atitude in appreciation of the meritorious services and noble character of 
laski, who shed his blood in order that the infant Republic might live. 
From out that galaxy of heroes who gave our nation an historic beginning 
at a momentous period of the world's history not excelled even by the Olym- 
pian memories of Pericles, who pictured in thundering eleoquence Athenian 
patriotism, there is one among the many far-shining men, whose renown in 
valor and deeds is the record of a golden page of our national history, to 
which it has imparted dignity. This one manI single out wasa foreigner 
by birth, a noble son of that most ancient nation—Poland; a stranger, if you 


please, but a dear brother by adoption, a veritble Bayard, “‘ without fear and | 


without reproach,” a champion in the cause of the oppressed in the cause of 
freedom, a hero of liberty, nay, an American citizen, baptised in his own 
blood on the plains of Savannah while defending our beloved land against 
the enemy. 

This proud warrior and hero of liberty gives us in his imperfect English 
the keynote of his lofty character. I quote from one of his unpublished let- 
ters to the Continental Congress, dated Charlestown, August 19, 1779, read 
before that body October 1, 1779, in which also appears his declaration to 
become an American citizen: 

“TI could not submit to stoop before the a of Europe, so I came to 
hazard all for the freedom of America, desirousof passing the rest of my life 
in a country truly free, and before settling as a citizen to fight for liberty.” 

Then in an outburst of indignation at the intrigues and injustice operating 
in those days as well as our day, he continues: 

‘But perceiving that endeavors are used to disgust me against such a mo- 
tive and to regard it as phantom, I am inclined to believe that enthusiasm 
for liberty is not the predominant virtue in America at this time.” 
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And concludes thus: 

“The campaign is at hand. Perhaps I may still have an occasion of show- 
ing that Iam a friend to the cause without being happy enough to please 
some individuals.” (Papers Continental Congress, No. 164, p. 108.) 

It is in the revival of the recollections of what Pulaski did in the cause of 
freedom on two continents that we are stirred by a sense of deep gratitude 
and a loyal, patriotic appreciation, willing as lovers of liberty to give evi- 
dence ‘of that inspiration born of his example, made holy by his death, in 
erecting to his memory a monument worthy of his name and fame; one that 
shall rema‘n on our sacred soil in the nation’s great capital, an object lesson, 
an educato), silent though it be, that shall cause his compatriots to love and 
cherish mo:re and more as the qpnagedions fe and come their obligations to 
this our beloved country, and by thus making them good citizens they will 
be better rortified and imbued with a proper spirit and a higher ideal of 
American citizenship the demoralizing tendencies and pernicious in- 
fluences of the present day. 

Gentlemen, around this monument we pray you to erect, inspired by the 
fond memories that shall cluster around it like the ivy, there shall grow up 
that magnificent, ideal citizenship, second to none in the sum of national 
greatn that shall insure the safety of the Republic and its perpetuity. 

What claim has Pulaski to this recognition? 

If, indeed, time lends importance to high station and emphasizes its con- 
secration of heroes and heroic actions in the glories of art, surely the princi- 
ples of right and justice which they upheld in former times will lose none of 
their force in the triumphant present. 

Few names of the stirring period of the eighteenth century have come 
down to us with more dignity or clothed in greater attractive romance than 
the intrepid Lithuanian, ki, who, like his illustrious compatriot and 
companion in arms, Kosciusko, touches the tender chords of our cvmapewy. 

Born in 1747, while yet a youth he pled his life and fortune to liberate 
his country, both from the invader and the disturbing elements within, un- 
der the famous compact of the confederation of Barr, organized by his 

triotic father, Count Pulaski, in 1768, who, together with another son, were 

ost in the great fight for Polish independence. 

In the struggles which preceded the first partition of Poland, in 1772, he 
commanded in many actions and military operations against the flower of 
the Russian army. His wonderful endowments, skill, and intrepidity ex- 
cited the admiration of Europe, and drew forth from the writers of the day 
such estimate of his worth asa soldieras is given ina letter to Washington 
dated Paris, June 13. 1777, which reads: 

“Count Pulaski, who was a general of the Confederatesin Poland, and who 
is gone to join you, is esteemed one of the greatest officersin Europe.” (Dip- 
lomatie Co ndence of the Revolution, Wharton, vol. 2, p. 339.) 

We all know the sad story of the downfall of ill-fated Poland, and we 
know, too, what herculean efforts Pulaski, Kosciusko, and other brave com- 

ions in arms made to prevent the enactment of the saddest picture of 
me, that horrid scene, the crucifixion of Poland, the foulest blot on the 
world’s civilization. 

Noble Spartan, hopeful to the last that his country will again rise trium- 

t from the grave of oppression, he saw, like a bright vision from afar, the 

utiful temple of liberty building on the Western Hemisphere. There, 

beneath the furls of our starry banner, his compatriots would find a home in 
a land of the free. 

His generous impulse to serve the struggling colonists, his martial enthu- 
siasm and love of liberty, are forcibly expressed in the following letter of 
Franklin, the accredited representative of the colonies to France, which re- 
sulted in i's admission to Washington's war councils in the days which 
tried men’s souls: 

“Count Pulaski, of Poland, an officer famous throughout Europe for his 
bravery and conduct in the defense of the liberties of his country against the 
three great invading powers of Russia, Austria, and Prussia, will have the 
honor of delivering this into your hands. The court here have encouraged 
and promoted this voyage, from an opinion that he may be highly useful in 
our service.” 

Briefly, in the summer of 1777 he arrived in Philadelphia, entered the serv- 
ice as a volunteer, served successively under Washington, Greene, Wayne, 
Sullivan, Lafayette, Lincoln, etc. At Brandywine, where the first blows for 
American independence were struck, his skill, endurance, and bravery were 
so marked that Washington intrusted him with the command of his body- 
guard during the close of that memorable action. A few days after the bat- 
tle “the Father of his Country,” in recommending our hero to Congress for 
appointment and commission as a brigadier-general, says: 

“This gentleman has been, like us, engaged in defending the liberty and 
independence of his country, and has sacrificed his fortune to his zeal for 
these objects. He derives from hence a title to our respect that ought to op- 
erate in tavor as far as the good of the service will permit.” 

The record shows that Congress confirmed this recommendation, and on 
September 15, 1778, he wascommissioned a brigadier-general and chief of dra- 
goons in the United States Army, though but 3) years of age, having pre- 
viously been designated as commander of an independent corps, known as 
the Pulaski Legion, March 28, 1778. 

Furthermore, it was left to Pulaski, the father of American cavalry, to 
demonstrate the value of this arm of the military service, aptly called “ the 
eye of the Army,” which up to his coming the Lees, Sumters, Marions, and 
William See failed to show. None of the officers named held higher 
rank than that of colonel. Pulaski was the first general of cavalry in the 
American military establishment. 

To follow this fearlesscavalryman in his rides through the storms of battle 
from the Atlantic to the Gulf would occupy too much time. . 

American 7, Sen by numerous versatile pens, contains graphic 
accounts of his brilliant services. 

In conclusion, gentleman, permit me to invite your attention to the last 
sad drama in his short but eventfullife. It was while gallantly leading the 
combined American and,French cavalry forces against the enemy he re- 
ceived his death wound at the siege of Savannah, Ga., October 9, 1779, and 
as he was borne from that memorable field moistened with his precious blood, 
turning to Light Horse Harry Lee, as that officer was familiarly called, he 
= him, in feeble accents, this last command, “ Follow my lancers, to whom 

have given my order of attack,” and on October 11, 1779, his spirit took its 
flight heavenward—calied off duty forever. 


His memorable charge is thus described by one of his staff offi- 
cers, Major Rogowski: 


For half an hour the guns roared and blood flowed abundantly. Seeing an 
opening between the enemy's works, Pulaski resolved, with his legion anda 
small detachment of Georgia er to charge through, enter the city, con- 
fuse the enemy, and cheer the inhabitants with good tidings. General Lin- 
coln approved the daring plan. Imploring the helpof the Almighty, Pulaski 
shouted to his men “Forward!” and we, 200 strong, rode at full speed after 
him, the earth resounding under the hoofs of our chargers. 

For the first two moments all went well. We sped like knights into the 
peril. Just, however, as we passed the gap between the two batteries across 
fire, like a pouring shower, confused our ranks. I looked around. Oh! sad 
moment, ever to be remembered, Pulaski lies prostrate on the ground. I 
leaped toward him, thinking possibly his wound was not dangerous, but a 
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pierced his thigh and the blood was also flowing from his 
breast, probably rom a second wound. we on my knees I tried to raise 
him. He said,ina faint voice,‘ Jesus! Maria! Joseph!” Further I knew not, 
for at that moment a musket ball, grazing my scalp, blinded me with blood, 
and I fell to the ground in a state of insensibility. 

Ho was borne from the bloody field, and, after the conflict was over, was 
conveyed on board the U. 8. brig Wasp, to go round to Charleston. The 
ship, delayed by head winds, remained several days in Savannah River, 
and during this period he was attended by the most skillful surgeons in the 
French fleet. It was found impossible to establish uration, and gan- 

ne supervened. As the Wasp was leaving the river, Pulaski breathed his 

t. His corpse became so offensive that Colonel Bentalou, his officer in at- 
tendance, “was compelled, though reluctantly, to consign to a watery grave 
all that was now left upon earth of his beloved and honored commander.” 

Gentlemen, it is to memory of this great and good man—a fearless sol- 
dier, a hero of the war of the Revolution, entitled to the proud distinction of 
being numbered among the founders of our Republic, an exemplar of patri- 
otism, a champion of liberty, of whom Washington said, ‘His valor and ac- 
tive on all occasions have done him great honor’—that we Polish- 
American citizens—I should say American citizens—pray you to immortalize 
by ae to hismemory a monument of American art which shall stand 
out in bold relief as the noblest expression of a people's heartfelt titude. 
Thus, too, will this monument, like all others, serve the office of ry by 
endearing in the hearts and minds of generations yet unborn the memories 
which clusteraround the great Revolutionary struggle for liberty, and in- 
still a better appreciation of the sacrifices made by the patriots of 1776, whose 


heroism we must admire if we can not imitate. 
It is designed that this statue, as a work of art, shall emanate from this 
country. Weare treating General Pulaski asan American citizen, which he 


was, while honoring a hero of liberty who fought on two continents for human 
freedom. 


We believe that this great desire expressed by organized effort to erect a 
monument to the memory of Pulaski will have a very beneficial effect upon 
the Poles of this country; we believe it will attach them more dearly to our 
flag, and as they seem to have an almost idolatrous love for heroism and he- 
roes, and as ki was one of our —_ Revolutionary characters, we think 
this monument will have that great tendency. 

It will do more than this by emphasizing our appreciation of the inestima- 
ble blessings we as a people enjoy as aresult of sacrifices made and victories 
won by the patriots of 1776. To keep alive the memory of heroes through 
whose sacrifices deliverance came and freedom was made possible, we must 
not forget the debt of gratitude we owe to the foreigners who so generously 
aided the immortal Washington in establishing our great Republic. 

Let us, then, erect a monument of nite and bronze that shall perpetu- 
ate the memory of the heroic dead, ki, who— 


“In the thickest fight triumphantly he fell, 
While into victory’s arms he led us on; 
A death so glorious our grief should quell; 
We mourn him, yet his battle crown is won.” 


Liberty was the goal, the price of which was his precious life, and our 
grettete should be commensurate with the share of glory that attaches to 
is noble sacrifice. 


It is to perpetuate the memory of this great soldier and hero of 
the Revolution, of this champion of liberty, by erecting to his 
memory a monument that I urge the passage of this bill. He 
fought and died for American independence, he knew the value 
of freedom. All that was near and dear to him was sacrificed in 
the struggle against the partition of his native land, his father 
killed, his country’s political existence taken from her, his coun- 
trymen coerced or driven into exile; but while a ray of hope re- 
mained he fought for Poland, but the combined power of three 
mighty nations overcame and crushed a patriotic people, and Po- 
land fell. Banished from his native land to seek a home among 
strangers, it is not to be wondered at that while in France in 
1777, his sympathy was at once enlisted with the American col- 
onists, who had declared their independence. He beheld in this 
effort to throw off the yoke of oppression a struggle like that his 
country had recently been engaged in. The spirit of liberty for 
which he had lost everything prompted him to join the forces of 
those who in the New World had pledged to each other their life 
and honor to maintain. He came here to prepare a place for the 
liberty-loving people of his country and to lay the foundation of 
a country whose le are not only free, but who allow natu- 
ralization to all w Tastne to be. 

He laid down his life to secure for the United States the end he 
had hoped to attain for his own country. 

In several instances Washington commended his distinguished 
services, and always relied on his judgment, bravery, and fidelity 
to the cause of American independence. 

Pulaski was true to his native land, true to the land of his 
adoption, true to the cause of liberty and freedom, and the peo- 
ple of this country should pay, without further delay, the debt 
they owe this hero of the American Revolution. 

This legislation is urged by over 2,000,000 sons and daughters 
of Poland who in this country cherish the name of Pulaski. I 
have received petitions urgently requesting the passage of this 
bill from over 30 organizations of the Polish National Alliance 
and several other organizations of citizens of Polish birth or de- 
scent, who represent upward of 60,000 of the population of 
Buffalo, N, Y., the city i have the honor, in part, to represent. 

The Committee on the Library of this House, through its chair- 
man, Mr. MoCLEary, favorably reported a similar bill to appropri- 
ate $50,000 for the erection of an equestrian statue to the memory 
of Brig. Gen. Count Casimir Pulaski in the Fifty-sixth Congress. 

I hope that now the pledge of the Continental Congress will be 
redeemed and that the nation will pass this bill and erect a 
statue to the honor of this great soldier. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I yield five minutes to 
New York [Mr. Lessier], 


the gentleman from 


Mr. LESSLER. Mr. Chairman, when on the 15th of January 
last I was sworn in as a member of this House, I was asked, al- 
most on that very day, to appear before the committee having 
this bill in charge, to say a few words in its favor. I demurred 
because, to be very frank, I had imagined that what is commonly 
known as the Revenue-Cutter Service was a matter relating 
mainly to the steamboats or ships plying up and down New York 
Bay. I soon found that there was in other quarters the same 
genesal ignorance of what this service is. It was then impressed 
upon me that in all probability, in my Congressional district, 
there were more ships and more men connected with this service 
than I had had any conception of; and hence I felt that if, after 
examining the matter, I should find this to be a meritorious prop- 
osition, it was almost my duty to appear before the committee 
in its support. 

I looked up the subject. I found that this service had a history 
extending away back. I found that it had a complete set of reg- 
ulations extending away back. I found that it had aschool-ship, 
requiring a corps of highly qualified officers for its direction and 
management. I found that it had seamen receiving salaries com- 
mensurate with those paid to seamen in the Navy. I found that 
it had officers whom the Government required to be men of edu- 
cation, to wear clothes of a certain stamp, to support themselves 
as gentlemen in a way befitting officers of such a branch of the 
Government. 

The day I appeared before that committee there was taken up 
a bill which was to give to some of the officers of the Revenue- 
Cutter Service the thanks of Congress for heroic work performed 
bythem. The men representing the service before the commit- 
tee had traveled a considerable distance to appear there and tell of 
the heroism of an officer, a physician, a private, and a seaman of 
that service in rescuing some men who were serving in the Arctic 
Zone. It seemed to me that was a pleasant prelude to the plea I 
had to make before that committee; and it seems to me now, 
without going into the technicalities of the bill, that any measure 
which promotes a morale among men, which gives them the idea 
that this Government does look after them in their old age, that 
this Government has an eye to their future, that this Govern- 
ment has a proper sense of the eternal fitness of good work and 
good deeds—that such a measure is calculated to promote the 
efficiency of any service; and when the day shall come that we 
have to meet the question of a civil-service pension for the rail- 
way mail clerk or any other clerk we shall meet it on the floor 
of this House with no fear for the future. 

These gentlemen who are so startled for the to-morrow of leg- 
islation should leave that to-morrow to the men who may be their 
successors in this House. The distinguished gentleman—and I 
use that term in return for the courtesy of the term extended to 
me—referred to me in his minority report and to a statement 
which Imade. I made the statement before the committee that 
I was informed that this Government printed a book, and that 
that book had the pictures of uniforms; that it laid down regula- 
tions; that it said how many bars and buttons and stripes and 
everything else a revenue officer should wear, and, further, that 
I had been informed that one of these men, out of his salary, had 
to pay $600 because this Government required him to wear a cer- 
tain uniform. The gentleman, with that insouciance of temper- 
ament which so aptly fits him, refers to me as one of the distin- 
guished gentlemen who brought this business to his attention, 
and declares that that is his idea of the flunkyism—and, by the 
way, that is a new phrase, as I understand 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I yield two more minutes to the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. LESSLER. He declares that that is his idea of the flunky- 
ism that attaches to the service. He admits that the Revenue- 
Cutter officer has to pay for the uniform, but he did not get up 
and howl in his minority report about the Government requiring 
himtodoit. It would bea very great delight tome at least to have 
time enough to analyze the speech that was made opposing this bill. 

It wanders off into everything that appertains to this bill—not. 
[Laughter.] It goes to every other line of service to draw a par- 
allel; but I want to put before this House its main feature, and 
that is that here is a body of men who work three hundred and 
sixty-five days in the year, who, because of the very fact of the 
small boats that the gentleman refers to, take their lives in their 
hands, when the men of the Navy are over on the other side and 
all over the rest of the world on good decks, in good ships, and 
they are not required to brave in times of peace, of hard weather 
and good weather, day in and day out, the dangers of the sea, 
trying to earn their money and doing men’s duty in men’s posi- 
tions. If these positions in the Revenue-Cutter Service are not 
for men, then let the Government so declare. Being for men, let 
us put them where we have put other men and increase by this 
bill the efficiency of the Revenue-Cutter Service. [Applause.] 

Mr. SHERMAN, Will the gentleman from Illinois use some 
time now? 
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Mr. MANN. If the gentleman desires me to, I will. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no one else to yield to this minute. 

Mr. RYAN. I will say to my colleague on the committee [Mr. 
SHERMAN] that my colleague from New York [Mr. GoLpFoGLE] 
is ready to go on for five minutes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
gentleman from New York [Mr. GoLDFOGLE]. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Chairman, thisis a meritorious meas- 
ure, and deserves the favorable consideration of this House. By 
their fidelity to service, their loyal and patriotic devotion to duty, 
their valiant service in times of war, their heroic conduct in the 
battles which were fought on sea in defense of our country and 
our flag, their efficient work in times of peace, the Revenue-Cutter 
Service has merited the commendation of the Government, and 
deserves the recognition which this bill proposes to give it. It 
deserves to be placed, so far as rank and retirement are con- 
cerned, on a parity with the Navy of the United States. 

The Revenue-Cutter Service has a magnificent history. It ante- 
dates that of the regular Navy. It was organized in 1790, and in 
every war our country fought since that time its men have ren- 
dered brave and heroic service. 
of 1812, the Mexican war, the war of the rebellion, and the recent 
war with Spain. They have in times of war been an efficient aid 


to the Navy, and in many instances their heroism was surprising | 


and commands our admiration. Examine the record of this serv- 


ice and you will find that in whatever naval combat its men were | 


called into requisition, or in whatever conflict they took a part, 
the gallantry of the officers and the men, the daring and the cour- 
age of the Revenue-Cutter Service were equal to and unexcelled 
by the Navy itself. . 

In the war with Spain the Revenue-Cutter Service took an ac- 
tive and distinguished part. Thirteen revenue cutters, carrying 
61 guns, 98 officers, and 562 men, rendered efficient aid to our 
Navy. In the famous battle of Manila the McCulloch was as- 
signed to duty by Admiral Dewey, and when the victory was 
won, which sent a thrill of joy through every American heart 
and gladdened the soul of every American freeman, it was the 
McCulloch that carried to Hongkong the dispatches announcing 
to the world our national triumph, and Admiral Dewey in his 


dispatch to the Secretary of the Navy commends the McCulloch | 


as a valuable auxiliary to the naval squadron. 

Side by side with the naval torpedo boat Winslow the revenue 
cutter Hudson fought the battle of Cardenas, and the Windom, 
of the Revenue-Cutter Service, demolished the light-house and 
destroyed the rendezvous of the Spanish troops at Cienfuegos. 
Nor must it be overlooked that the Manning rendered such 
splendid aid in many engagements with the foe that the officers 
of the Navy officially commended the zeal and meritorious service 
of these revenue-cutter men. 

But it is needless to multiply the instances in which the Reve- 
nue-Cutter Service helped to win the battles or attain the achieve- 
ments which now has made this country a world power. The 
report of the committee contains the facts which show what ad- 
mirable and efficient work was done by this service during the 
war, how this service received the praise of the officers of the 
Navy and of the Navy Department itself, how much is due to this 
Revenue-Cutter Service for aiding the naval vessels and the naval 
forces in accomplishing the victories which have contributed so 
much to make this country the greatest and most glorious on 
earth. [Applause.] 

In time of peace the men of this service are constantly at work. 
When the officers ofthe Navy are either in foreign ar domestic 
ports enjoying their ease and comfort, and enjoying their social 
life, and engaging in their social functions, the Revenne-Cutter 
Service are daily performing active work in the interest of the 
Government. 
wise navy. It is the coast which in times of peace, as well as in 
war, the Revenue-Cutter Service must protect and guard and 
police. The Senate Committee on Commerce have well stated 
the status of the Revenue-Cutter Service in these words: 

The military character of the Revenue-Cutter Service was officially stated 
by the Treasury Department in the report of the service in 1881, as follows: 

“The Revenue-Cutter Service, while charged by law with the perform- 
ance of important civil duties, is essentially military in its character. Each 
vessel is provided with great guns and furnished with as full a complement 
of small arms for its crew as any ship of war. 
- ficient in military drill and possess a thorough knowledge of the uses of 
oth great and small arms. 


‘Its crews are required to be instructed from day to day at the great guns 
and in the use of small arms. 


of any such vessel on being hailed tocome to and submit to the proper inspec- 
tion by an officer of the service, to fire first across her bows as a warning, and 
in case of persistent refusal to resort to shot or shell to compel obedience 


In the performance of this work they are likely at any time to receive inju- | 


ries and to be subjected to the same dangers in time of peace as the force em- 
ployed on naval vessels 

‘By act of March 2, 1799, it is provided that the revenue cutters shall, 
whenever the President so directs, cooperate with the Navy. It will be ob- 
served that the cooperation of the two services prescribed in the act above 
quoted is not contingent upon a state of war or other particularly perilous 
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Very well; I will yield five minutes to the | 


They helped to fight the battles | 


Class them as you will, after all they are the coast- | 


Its officers are required to be | 


Commanding officers are required, while board- | 
ing vessels arriving in ports of the United States, in case of failure or refusal | 
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conditions. On the contrary, it may take place in time of peace, and for 
specific purposes and when less hazard is involved to the two services than 
pertains to the discharge of a revenue vessel of its ordinary duties. 

“But if in legal theory they are civil employees, are they so in fact? Are 

they less positively a part of the military force in timeof war than the Army 
| or Navy? _It is true that revenue vessels are not to be ordered into action on 
| purely military service, offensive or defensive, except the President so di- 
| rects; neither are the vessels of the Navy.” 
| It is not my purpose to dwell on the many and varied duties 
which the law requires of the revenue service. It aids in the 
protection of the revenue; it assists in the enforcement of the 
revenue and the maritime laws; it helps in the enforcement of 
| quarantine regulations; it is called into requisition to see to the 
enforcement of the neutrality laws; it assists in carrying out the 
navigation laws of the Government. 

For the men of this service there is no vacation, no ease, no 
| comfort, no special social distinction, no such distinction as seems 
| to have been accorded to the American Navy. But they are men 
of nautical skill, of excellent discipline, of fine intelligence, and 
ought to take rank with the naval service. It is unfair that they 
should be discriminated against. By their conduct in times of 
peace as well as in war they have earned the right to be placed 
on an equality with the Navy so far as to give them rank and the 
right to be placed on retired lists. 

Whatever opinion I may hold as to whether there ever should 
have been such a thing as a retired list for either Army or Navy, 
| the fact remains that such a list exists. So long as it does, give 
to the men whose bravery, and courage, and heroism is as great as 
that of any man who ever trod the deck of man-of-war the same 
rights as to rank and retirement as the law accords to the Navy 
now. To do less is an injustice to this splendid service. Give 
them the recognition which is their due, for they deserve the bene- 
fits this bill would confer. 

I believe this will promote the efficiency of the Revenue-Cutter 
Service. Iam not one of those who fear that this bill is but the 
entering wedge to a place on the civil-pension list. Whenever 
the time comes that a demand is made to pension the men of the 
Revenue-Cutter Service, it will be time enough to discuss that 
proposition. 

It is not before us now. When it comes, if it ever shall, there 
will be enough courage displayed by this House to meet that 
question properly and in the interest of the people. I shall vote 
for this bill as it is now framed because, in my judgment, it is 
just and right to the men and, above all, because I believe it will 
raise the standard of the service and promote its efficiency. 

For what this Revenue-Cutter Service has done in times of 
war; for what, judging by its brilliant record, it is ready to do 
again should the safety of our country require or our national 
honor or our flag be again assailed; for what the service is doing 
in times of peace in effectively aiding, amid frequent danger and 
discomfort, in the execution and enforcement of the maritime 
and revenue laws; because I believe that while the Cutter Service 
is, after all, in a practical, though not in a legal, sense a part 
of the military force of this country; because I am opposed 
to unjust discrimination against the men of this service. whose 
discipline, whose training, whose proficiency in the practical use 
of arms entitles them to take a place side by side with the men of 
our American Navy, I earnestly trust that the bill will pass. 
[ Applause. ] 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to know what time is now re- 
maining to the two sides? 

The CHAIRMAN. One hour and thirteen minutes remain to 
the gentleman from New York, and one hour and twenty-one 
minutes to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann]. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iunderstand that the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Mann] does not care to occupy any more time this evening. 

Mr. MANN. I should prefer not to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then I move that the committee rise, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Moopy of Massachu- 
setts having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore. Mr. OLM- 
step, Chairman of the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, reported that that committee had had under 
| consideration the bill (S. 1025) to promote the efficiency of the 
Revenue-Cutter Service, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


| ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED 
STATES. 

Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had presented this day to the President of the 
United States for his approval bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 11418. An act granting an increase of pension to Hannah 
| T. Knowles; 

. coat 12315. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
| oaqa; 

| H. R. 10486. An act granting a pension to Alida Payne; and 

| H.R. 2273. Anact granting a pension to Martha A. De Lamater. 


we tO. 
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SENATE BILL AND RESOLUTION REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bill and the following Sen- 
ate concurrent resolution were taken from Speaker’s table and 
referred to their appropriate committees, as indicated below: 

S. 4872. An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act governing 
the public printing and binding and the distribution of public 
documents,’ approved January 12, 1895—to the Committee on 
Printing. 

Senate concurrent resolution 33: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed and bound in cloth 6,000 copies of the revised course of study for 
Indian schools, 1,500 for the use of the Senate, 3,000 for the use of the House 
of ae sresentatives, and 1,500 for the use of the Superintendent of Indian 
Schools— ° 


to the Committee on Printing. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
WARNOCK for one week, on account of important business. 


And then, on motion of Mr. SHERMAN (at 4 o’clock and 50 


minutes p. m.), the House adjourned. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munication was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 


of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting an | 


additional estimate of appropriation for armament of fortifica- 
tions—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to the 


Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as fol- | 


lows: 
Mr. ADAMS, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, to which 


was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 84) to increase the effi- | 


ciency of the foreign service of the United States and to provide 
for the reorganization of the consular service, reported the same 
with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1313); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12536) to further 
amend section 2399 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1314); which said bill and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 


Mr. JONES of Washington, from the Committee on the Public | 
Lands, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2442) con- | 


firming title to the State of Nebraska of certain selected indemnity 
school lands, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 


by a report (No. 1315); which said bill and report were referred | 


to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 306) to provide for the pay- 
ment of overtime claims of letter carriers excluded from judg- 
ment as barred by limitation, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1316); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. WANGER. from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1892) 
to provide for the construction of a revenue cutter for services at 
the port of Philadelphia, Pa., reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1317); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. TIRRELL, from the Committee on Education, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18) to provide for the 
education of the blind, etc., reported the same with amendments, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1318); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. TOMPKINS of Ohio, from the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the 
House (H. R. 3109) for preventing the adulteration, misbranding, 
and imitation of foods, beverages, candies, drugs, and condiments 
in the District of Columbia and the Territories, and for regulat- 
ing interstate traffic therein, and for other purposes, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1319); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 
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BILLS AND 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE 
RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees. deliv- 
_ered to the clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. KEHOE, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 
| referred the bill of the House H. R. 8265, reported in lieu thereof 
a resolution (H. Res. 197) referring to the Court of Claims the 
papers in the case of Mrs. E. Taylor, accompanied by a report (No. 
1310); which said resolution and report were referred to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

Mr. KYLE, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1726) for the relief of the 
Merritt & Chapman Derrick and Wrecking Company, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1311); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. OTJEN, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 

referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13223) for the relief of Mary 
| E. O. Dashiell, reported the same without amendment, accompa- 
| panied by a report (No. 1312); which said bill and report were 
| referred to the Private Calendar. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIT, the Committee on Naval Affairs 
was discharged from the cons‘deration of the bill (H. R. 8246) for 


the relief of George H. Mellen, deceased, and the same was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 13285) to 
abolish slavery in the Philippine Archipelago, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. WOODS: A bill (H. R. 13286) to amend sections 2 and 
8 of an act entitled ‘‘An act to determine the jurisdiction of the 
| circuit courts of the United States and to regulate the removal of 
| causes from the State courts, and for other purposes,’’ approved 
March 38, 1875, as the same is amended by an act approved March 
3, 1887, as amended by an act approved August 13, 1888—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 13287) to incorporate the 
Columbia Heat and Power Company of the District of Columbia, 
and to manufacture gas for heat and power purposes, to con- 
| struct, maintain, and operate gas-manufacturing plants, and to 
lay necessary street mains and connections for the distribution 
of gas for heat and power purposes throughout the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MOON: A bill (H. R. 13288) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Tennessee River in Marion County, 
Tenn.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ADAMS: A resolution (H. Res. 198) to provide a rule 
for the consideration of H. R. 84—to the Committee on Rules. 








PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
| were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BELL: A bill (H. R. 13289) granting a pension to Henry 
D. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 13290) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Daniel W. Ellis, Company B, Thirteenth 
Tennessee Cavalry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. - 

By Mr. BULL: A bill (H. R. 13291) granting an increase of 
pension to Thomas McDonald—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R. 13292) for the relief of 
uel Robbins—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. COONEY: A bill (H. R. 13293) granting a pension to 
George W. Chapman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. CORLISS: A bill (H. R. 13294) to correct the military 
record of name, and so forth, of John Dorsey—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Florida: A bill (H. R. 13295) for the relief 
of John McGovern—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DRAPER: A bill (H. R. 13296) granting an increase 
| of perision to Francis Scott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 13297) granting a pension 
| to Martin Greeley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HASKINS: A bill (H. R. 13298) granting a pension to 
| James L. Swann—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

| By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 13299) for the relief of John 
| $. Williford—to the Committee on Claims. 


Sam- 
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By Mr. JACKSON of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 13300) granting 
an increase of pension to Martin Boyer—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JACKSON of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 13801) for the 
relief of Benjamin T. Hooper and Marcellus Aaron—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13302) granting a pension to John W. Par- 
sons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13303) construing discharges of members of 
Company A, First Maryland Eastern Shore Volunteers, as honor- 
able—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KYLE: A bill (H. R. 13304) for the relief of John P. 
Hilliard—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13305) for the relief of Charles B. Fletcher— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 13306) for the relief of James O. Minton—to | 


the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 13307) for the relief of | 


Valdemar Poulsen—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 13308) 
granting an increase of pension to John T. Boyle—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13309) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. Hazzard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13310) granting a pension to Anna McGowan— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 13311) for the relief of Jane 
Brewer, widow of Jacob H. Brewer, of Washington County, 
Md.-—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 13312) for the relief of George W. Dant—to | 


the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 13313) for | 


the relief of the trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
South, at Bellefonte, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 13314) for the relief of the trustees of the | 


Cumberland Presbyterian Church, at Bellefonte, Ala.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 13315) for the relief of M. H. Carr—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHALLENBERGER: A bill (H. R. 13316) granting an 
increase of pension to Benjamin F. Olcott—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13317) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert G. Dole—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13318) granting an increase of pension to 
Fergus P. McMillan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 13319) for the relief of 
W. M. Quinn and George L. Long—to the Committee on Claims. 

Dy Mr. STARK: A bill (H. R. 13320) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles E. Simmons—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WOODS: A bill (H. R. 13321) granting an increase of 
pension to John S. Bonham—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
S10ns. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 13322) granting 
a pension to George W. Sutton—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WARNER: A bill (H. R. 13323) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary E. Barger—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
s10ns. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of [linois: A bill (H. R. 13324) granting 
on eee of pension to John J. Cross—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. KEHOE, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso- 
lution (H. Res. 197, in lieu of H. R. 8265) referring to the Court 
of Claims the claim of Mrs. E. Taylor—to the Private Calendar. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule X XT, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: Petition of Shirt Waist and Laundry Workers’ 
Union No. 10, Philadelphia, Pa., for the restriction of immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

jy Mr. BALL of Delaware: Petition of Bower Glaziers’ Union 
of Wilmington, Del., for the further restriction of immigration— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BELL: Petition of congregation of East Second Street 
Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Denver, Colo., favoring an 
amendmen; to the Constitution to prevent polygamy, and in favor 
of all antisaloon and antivice legislation for the Philippines—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Stanton Post, No. 37, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, of Colorado and Wyoming, for investigation of the Bureau 
of Pensions—to the Committee on Rules. 

Also, resolutions of Delta State Bank, of Delta, Colo., favoring 
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| a reduction of letter postage—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of Mill and Smeltermen’s Union No. 92, of 
Gillett, Colo., favoring an educational qualification for immi- 
grants—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: Petition of citizens of Elizabethton, 
Tenn., on the subject of immigration—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BURK of Pennsylvania: Petition of Naval Command 
No. 1, Camp No. 91, Spanish-American War Veterans, Philadel- 

| phia, Pa., favoring the passage of Senate bill 1220—to the Com- 
| mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CORLISS: Paper to accompany House bill to amend 

| the military record of John Dorsey—to the Committee on Mili- 
| tary Affairs. 

By Mr. DARRAGH: Papers to accompany House bill 10869, 

| granting an increase of pension to Michael K. Strayer—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of the National Hay Association, 
Winchester, Ind., favoring House bill 8337 and Senate bill 3575, 
amending the interstate-commerce act—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: Resolutions of Bricklayers 
and Plasterers’ Union No. 39, of New Bedford, Mass., favoring 
an educational qualification for immigrants—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolutions of same organization, favoring the reenact- 

' ment of the Chinese-exclusion law—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Resolutions of Pomona Grange, 
| No. 9, Fairfield County, Conn., favoring House bill 6578, to im- 
prove postal facilities—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. JACKSON of Maryland: Petition of Marcellus Aaron 
and Benjamin T. Hooper, heirs at law of Abram Mister, concerning 
loss of schooner Chesapeake—to the Committee on War Claims. 
| By Mr. KERN: Resolutions of Green Hide Workers’ Union 
No. 147: Division No. 49, Locomotive Engineers; Lodge No. 545, 
Railroad Trainmen; Division No. 386, Railway Conductors, and 
Painters and Paper Hangers’ Union No. 215, all of East St. 
| Louis, Ill.; Bakers and Confectioners’ Union No. 69; Bricklayers’ 
Union No. 21; Iron Molders’ Union No. 182; Glass Bottle Blow- 
ers’ Union No. 23, and Team Drivers’ Union No. 50, all of Belle- 
ville, [l.; Coopers’ Union No. 53, of New Athens, Ill.; Bricklay- 
ers’ Union No. 35, of Centralia, [ll.; Federation of Labor of 
Lebanon, and Carpenters and Joiners’ Union of Percy, IIL, fa- 
voring an educational test for restriction of immigration—to the 

Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LAMB: Resolutions of the Central Labor Union of 
Norfolk, Va., favoring the Chinese-exclusion act—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LESSLER: Resolutions of the Lighting Fixture Asso- 
ciation of New York, protesting against the ratification of the 
French reciprocity treaty—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of American Council, No, 67, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, Brooklyn, N. Y., in favor of 
Senate bill 1891 and the Chinese-exclusion act—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MUTCHLER: Petition of Onoko Division, No. 257, Lo- 
comotive Engineers, Mauchchunk. Pa., favoring the passage of 
the Grosvenor anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of Nathaniel Lyon Circle, No. 106, Ladies of 
Grand Army of the Republic, South Bethlehem, Pa., favoring a 
bill providing pensions to certain officers and men in the Army 
and Navy and increasing widows’ pensions—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEVILLE: Evidence in support of House bill 12519, 
granting a pension to Hugh McFadden—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. PALMER: Petition of Salem Grange, No. 291, Patrons 
of Husbandry, Beach Haven, Pa., protesting against the irriga- 
tion of arid lands of the West—to the Committee on Irrigation of 
Arid Lands. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania: Papers to accompany 
House bill 11937 for the relief of Mrs. George Dalton—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also. papers to accompany House bill 12970, granting a pension 
to Frederick Dutrer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

* Also, resolution of General Doubleday Post, No. 189, Grand 
Army of the Republic, favoring the passage of House bill 3067— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: Resolution of Independent Division, 

_ No, 374, Railway Conductors, Elmira, N. Y., favoring a further 
| —— of Chinese immigration—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 








1902. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


3091 





Also. resolutions of the same body, favoring an educational re- 


striction on immigration—to the on Immigration and 
Naturalization 


By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: Papers to accompany 
House bill 13315, for the relief of M. H. Carr—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, r to accompany House bill 13313, for the relief of the 
trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church South at Bellefonte, 
Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, r to accompany House bill 13314, for the relicf of the 
trustees of the Cosaletalion Presbyterian Church at Bellefonte, 
Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RUCKER: Resolutions of Brotherhood of Locomotive 
Firemen No. 54, Moberly, Mo., for the passage of House bill 
9330, for a further restriction of Chinese immigration—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. RYAN: Resolutions of Retail Clerks’ Union No. 212, 
and Brewery Engineers and Firemen’s Union No. 80, Buffalo, 
N. Y., favoring an educational qualification for immigrants—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolution of Pattern Makers’ Association, Buffalo, N. Y., 
favoring House bill 9053, to enforce the law of domicile—to the 
Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Resolution of Polish Society of Meriden, 
Conn., favoring the erection of a statue to the late Brigadier- 
ca Count Pulaski at Washington—to the Committee on the 

rary. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: Petitions of Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Unions of Charlesto Swiftwater, Farmington, and 


wr, 


Exeter, N. H., favoring an amendment to the Constitution mak- | 


ing polygamy a crime—to the Committeee on the Judiciary. 





By Mr. YOUNG: Resolution of nmters’ Union No. 463, 
Flint Glass Workers’ Union No. 19, and Chartered Society of Lace 
Curtain Operatives, Philadelphia, Pa., for the further restriction 


zation. 





SENATE, 
THURSDAY, April 3, 1902. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Miravey, D. D. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journalof yesterday's pro- 


sent, the further reading was dispensed 
The peace atl ga tempore. 
tion, will be approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


fr. FAIRBANKS presented a petition of Muncie 
0, Ax 


with. 


e, No. 
20, d Association of Iron, Steel, and Tin Workers, of 
Muncie, ., praying for the passage of the so-called Hoar anti- 
injunction bill, to limit the meaning of the word “ conspiracy ”’ 
and the use of ‘‘ restraining orders and injunctions’’ in certain 
cases; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of the Dairymen’s Mutual Associa- 
tion of Evansville, and of Burnell Smith and sundry other citi- 
zens of M , in the State of Indiana, praying for the e 
of the so-called Grout bill, to regulate the manufacture and sale | 


9 


The Journal, without objec- | 





of oleomargarine; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. | 
204, of New Albany; of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 335, of | 
Hammond, and of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 382, of Rush- 





ville, all in the State of Indiana, remonstrating against the re- 
duction of the present duty on cigars imported from Cuba; which | 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. 
He also presented a petition of Jones-Darling Camp, No. 186, | 
National Association of Spanish-American ar Veterans, of | 
Elkhart, Ind., praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent | 
the desecration of the American flag; which was refe to the | 
Committee on Military Affairs. : 
He also presented a petition of the Flint & Walling Manufac- | 
turing Company, of Kendallville, Ind., praying for the enact- | 
ment of legislation providing for a reorganization of the consular | 
— of the United States; which was ordered to lie on the | 
able. : 
He also presented a memorial of the Chandler & Taylor Com- 
pany, of Indianapolis, Ind., remonstrating against the enactment | 
of legislation providing for the adoption of the so-called metric 
system of weights and measures to the exclusion of the present 
standard; which was referred to the Select Committee on Stand- 
ards, Weights, and Measures. 
He also presented petitions of General Lawton Herd, No. 5, 


Noble Order of , of Fairmount; of Frank L. Littleton 
and 750 members of the League of American , of In- 
dianapolis, and of Z. T. Sweeny, of Columbus, all in the State of 


Indiana, praying for the enactment of legislation providing for 


the protection of the birds and wild animals of the country; 
which were referred to the Committee on Forest Reservations 
and the Protection of Game. 

He also presented the petitions of S. M. Keltner, of Anderson; of 
Bert A. Beidler, of Auburn; of H. N.Spaan, of Indianapolis, and 
of A. A. Tripp, of North Vernon, all in the State of Indiana, 
praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the protec- 
tion of game in ; which were referred to the Committee 
on Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game. 

He also presented petitions of Bricklayers’ Local Union No. 
12, of Marion; of Typographical Union No. 1, of Indianapolis; of 
Retail Clerks’ Local Union No. 291, of Dunkirk; of Carpenters 
and Joiners’ Local Union No. 431, of Brazil; of Carpenters and 
Joiners’ Local Union No. 533, of Jeffersonville; of Bakers and 
Confectioners’ Local Union No. 195, of Anderson; of Stone Ma- 
sons’ Local Union No. 21,of Marion; of Veedersburg Local Union, 
No. 71, of Veedersburg; of Bricklayers’ Local Union No. 8, of 
Anderson; of Typographical Union No. 332, of Muncie; of Stone 
Masons’ Union No. 27, of Wabash; of Typographical Union 
No. 287, of Frankfort; of Hoosier Lodge, No. 582, Brotherhood of 
Locomotive Firemen, of Richmond; of Cigar Makers’ Local 
Union No. 382, of Rushville; of Typographical Union No. 76, of 


| Terre Haute, and of Local Union No. 159, of Marion, all in the 


State of Indiana, praying for the reenactment of the Chinese- 
exclusion law; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CLAPP presented a petition of M. Clancy Division, No. 360, 
Order of Railway Conductors, of Two Harbors, Minn., praying 
for the reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion law; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DRYDEN presented memorials of sundry citizens of Pat- 


| erson, Jersey City, Trenton, Harrison, Camden, Newark, and 


Hoboken, all in the State of New Jersey, remonstrating against 
the passage of the so-called Grout bill, to regulate the manufac- 


| ture and sale of oleomargarine, and praying for the passage of 
of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- | 


the so-called Wadsworth substitute; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented the petition of William Fitz Randolph, of 
Newmarket, N. J., and the petition of C. L. Beach, of Newark, 
N. J., praying for the passage of the so-called Grout bill, to reg- 
ulate the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of S. Scheurer & Co., of Paterson; 


ceedings, when, on request of Mr. Hate, and by ai ed a of Dr. W. Thum, of Newark; of Benjamin D. Van Beusen, of 


Hoboken; of Dr. Francis H. Munroe, of Newark; of G. H. White, 
of Jersey City; of Ammon & Person, of Jersey City; of the Melt- 
ing and Churning Company, of Hoboken; of F. Gunther, of Ho- 
boken; of J. M. Jurgansen, of Hoboken; of L. Schuchmen, of 
Jersey City; of Dr. Ferdinand Sanes, of Jersey City; of J. G. 
Patton, of Paterson; of Dr. A. R. Judson, of Newport; of Dr. 
W. J. Burd, of Belvidere; of Dr. D. F. Cartell, of Jersey City; of 
Mrs. P. J. Klahr, of Jersey City; of M. W. Hull, of Jersey City; 
of Dr. J. J. Bauman, of Jersey City; of John Thompson, of Jersey 
City; of Dr. L. B. Parsell, of Closter; of Dr. A. Topfer, of Jersey 
City; of Edgar Williams, of Orange; of G. W. Ross, of Jersey City: 
of John R. Hennessey & Co., of Jersey City; of Beach Bros., of 


| Jersey City; of Harry S. Ford, of Pensauken; of J. F. Hussey, 
| of Paterson; of E. W. L. Dowling, of Jersey City, and of Thomas 


E. Smith, of Jersey City, all in the State of New Jersey, remon- 
strating against the of the so-called Grout bill, to regulate 
the manufacture and sale of cleomargarine; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. ; 

Mr. GAMBLE —— a petition of Lead City Miners’ Union, 
of Lead City, S. Dak., praying for the enactment of legislation 
providing an educational test for immigrants to this country; 
which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. KEAN presented petitions of W. J. Henshaw, of Chicago, 
Iil.; of R. B. Harrison, of Chesterfield; of Jacob W. Edwards, of 
Long Branch; of Dr. Edgar Roberts, of Keyport; of Macy Car- 
hart, of Keyport; of E. G. Gill, of Haddonfield; of the Hildebrant 
Company, of Elizabeth; of William Howard, of Rahway; of Her- 
man J. Lohmann, of Jersey City, and of Friesburg Grange, Pa- 
trons of Husbandry, of Cohansey, all in the State of New Jersey, 
praying for the passage of the so-called Grout bill, to regulate 
the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of the S. B. Ellis Company, of 
Jersey City; of Dr. Norton L. Wilson, of Elizabeth; of Dr. E. B. 
Silvers, of Rahway; of George Froggott, of Elizabeth; of E. S. E. 
Newbury, of Elizabeth; of William Meyer, of Elizabeth; of S. A. 
Pop , of Elizabeth; of J. W. Orr, of Elizabethport; of Wil- 
liam Killy, of Elizabethport; of M. E. Connor, of Elizabethport; 
of Walsh & Redhead, of Elizabethport; of M. Lange & Sons, of 
Elizabethport; of Charles G. Dow, of Elizabeth; of Moses Mendel, 


jr., of Elizabeth; of F. Gunther, of Hoboken; of William O’Con- 


nor, of Hoboken; of H. O. Wittpenn, of Jersey City; of Albert E. 
Roy, of Jersey City; of T. C. Kinkead, of Jersey City; of J. R. 
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Callahan, of Millville; of L. Kramer, of Jersey City; of Dr. F. H. | 
McKenzie; of 8S. Schuer & Co., of Paterson; of Harry S. Ford, of 

Pensauken; of L. Lehman & Co., of Trenton; of Benjamin D. 

Van Buren, of Jersey City; of L. Marqardt, of Hoboken; of De 

Mott & Ryerson and sundry other citizens of Wayne; of E. W. | 
Johnson, of Jersey City; of Dr. R. C. Newton, of Montclair; of | 
Dr. James Crooks, of Paterson; of Dr. Fred W. Thum, of Newark: 
of George H. White, of Jersey City; of John A. Thompson, of | 
Jersey City; of Mark W. Hull, of Jersey City; of Dr. D. F. Cor- | } 
bell, of Jersey City; of John Mulligan, of Jersey City; of Mrs. | 
P. J. Klahn, of Jersey City; of Dr. John E. West, of Jersey City; | 
of Dr. E. W. Crater, of Oceanport; of Edgar Williams, of Orange; | 
of J. Kann, of Jersey City; of Abram Hancock, of Newark; of | 
John W. Jorgensen, of Hoboken; of Dr. J. L. Whitaker, of Cran- | 
bury; of Dr. Jeptha C. Clark, of Andover; of Dr. G. G. Hoag- 
land, of Keyport; of Dr. Henry Cravane, of Salem; of Dr. H. W. 
Ferguson, of Beemerville; of E. J. Newton, of Whippany; of Dr. | 
C. W. Ford, of Morristown; of J. G. Patton, of Paterson; of Dr. | 
Frederick N. Sauer, of Jersey City; of John Seaman, of Perth 
Amboy; of Ammon & Person, of Jersey City; of sundry citizens 
of Boonton, Morristown, Ionia, Stanhope, Oxford, Washington, 
Phillipsburg, Newton, Hackettstown, Stanhope, Paterson, Jersey 


City, Wayne, Bayonne, Perth Amboy, and Red Bank, and of the | 


Medical Society of New Jersey, all in the State of New Jersey, 


and of Lestrade Brothers, of New York City, remonstrating | 
against the passage of the so-called Grout bill, to regulate the | 


manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 


Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of Typographical Union | 


No. 40, American Federation of Labor, of St. Joseph, Mo., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation authorizing the construction 
of war vessels in the navy-yards of the country; which was re- | 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of Bricklayers and Masons’ Local 
Union No. 10, American Federation of Labor, of Springfield, Mo., 
and a petition of Typographical Union No. 40, of St. Joseph, Mo., 
praying for the reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion law; which 
were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. BLACKBURN presented a petition of Typographical 
Union No. 10, American Federation of Labor, of Louisville, Ky., 
praying for the enactment of legislation authorizing the con- 
struction of war vessels in the navy-yards of the country; which 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of Typographical Union No. 10, of 
Louisville, Ky., praying for the reenactment of the Chinese-ex- 
clusion law; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a memorial of sundry business firms 
of Saginaw, Mich., remonstrating against the passage of the so- 
called Hoar anti-injunction bill, to limit the meaning of the word 
‘‘conspiracy’’ and the use of * 
tions’’ in certain cases; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of Hersey Grange, No. 518, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Hersey, and of sundry citizens of Cresco, in the 
State of Michigan, praying for the passage of the so-called Grout 
bill, to regulate the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; | 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Business Men’s Association, 
of Marine City, Mich., remonstrating against a reduction of the | 
tariff on raw sugar imported from Cuba; which was referred to 
the Committee on Relations with Cuba. 

He also presented petitions of the Trades and Labor Council, of 
Lansing: of the Central Labor Union, of Saginaw, and of Twin 
City Clerks’ Local Union, No. 356, of Hancock, all in the State of 


Michigan, praying for the reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion | 


law: which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Plumbers and Steam and Gas 
Fitters’ Local Union No. 190, American Federation of Labor, of 
Ann Arbor, Mich., praying for the enactment of legislation au- 
thorizing the construction of war vessels in the navy-yards of the 
country; which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. QUARLES. I present 182 petitions in favor of the pend- 
ing oleomargarine bill. These petition are signed by 6,327 citi- 
zens residing in various cities in the United States, and were sent 
direct to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. I move 
that the petitions lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. HANNA presented memorials of the Woman’s Christian | 
Temperance Union, of Columbus; of the Retail Grocers’ Associa- | 
of John C. Hoffman and 36 | 
of C. M. McConnell and 57 | 
Woodstock, and of Cone Howard and 102 other | 
citizens of Milford Center, all in the State of Ohio, remonstrating | 


tion, of Uhrichsville and Dennison; 
other citizens of Portland Station; 
other citizens of 


against the passage of the so-called Grout bill, to regulate the 
manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of L. M. Greenwood and 19 other 
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restraining orders and injunc- | 


| Me., 
| cational test for immigrants to this country; which was referred 


APRIL 3, 


citizens of Chaelwick, Ohio, and the petition of C. M. Poor and 21 
other citizens of Glendale, Ohio, praying for the passage of the 
so-called Grout bill, to regulate the manufacture and sale of oleo- 
margarine; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the German Central Bund of 
Toledo, Ohio, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 


| to restrict immigration; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


He also presented a memorial of Cigar Makers’ Local Union 
No. 43, American Federation of Labor, of Urbana, Ohio, remon- 
strating against any reduction of the import duty on cigars; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of William Berton and 5 other 
citizens of Wilmington, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation providing for the ‘election of United States Senators by a 
direct vote of the people; which was referred to the Committee 


| on Privileges and Elections. 


He also presented petitions of the Painters, Decorators, and 
Paper Hangers’ Union of Bowling Green, of Boiler Makers and 
Iron Shipbuilders’ Union No. 105 of Cincinnati, of Boot and Shoe 
Workers’ Local Union No. 68 of Cincinnati, of the Lithographers’ 


| Association of Akron, of Local Union No. 206 of Canton, of Re- 


tail Clerks’ Local Union No. 239 of Bowling Green, of Boot and 
Shoe Workers’ Local Union No. 241 of Columbus, and of Press- 
| binders’ Local Union No. 10 of Zanesville, all of the American 
Federation of Labor, in the State of Ohio, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation providing an educational test for immigrants 
to this country; which were referred to the Committee on Immi- 
| gration. 

He also presented petitions of Harry Kelly and 45 other citizens 


| of Springfield; of Bricklayers’ Local Union No. 9, of Bellaire; of 
Local Union No. 416, of Norwalk; of Federal Union No. 7503, of 
| Byesville; of Boiler Makers and Iron Shipbuilders’ Union of 
Cincinnati; of Painters, Decorators, and Paper Hangers’ Local 


| 
| 


Union No. 315, of Bowling Green; of Stereo-Electrotypers’ Local 
Union No. 14, of Columbus, and of Local Union No. 43, of Urbana, 
all of the American Federation of Labor, in the State of Ohio, 
praying for the reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion law; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PENROSE presented petitions of 64 citizens of Pittsburg; 
of Fall City Council, No. 385, Order of United American Me- 
chanics, of Fall City; of Mount Moriah Lodge, No. 319, of Philadel- 
phia, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the reenactment 
of the Chinese-exclusion law; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SIMMONS presented petitions of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Washington, the Chamber of Commerce of Newbern, 
and of the Chamber of Commerce of Elizabeth City, all in the 
State of North Carolina, praying for the construction of an in- 
land waterway from Chesapeake Bay to Beaufort, N. C.; which 
were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
| He also presented a petition of the Textile Union of Concord, 

N. C., and a petition of Textile Workers’ Local Union No. 216, 
of Salisbury, N. C., praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
viding an educational test for immigrants to this country; which 
were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 
Mr. FRYE presented the petition of F. M. Jewett, of Augusta, 
praying for the enactment of legislation providing an edu- 


j 
| 


to the Committee on Immigration. 
CHINESE EXCLUSION. 


Mr. TURNER. Mr. President, I have had sent to me a memo- 
randum in reference to certain phases of the Chinese question, 
spared by Mr. Edward J. Livernash, of the California Chinese 
lacken commission, for that commission and other bodies 
| which are interested in the subject here. It is a very valuable 
| and important contribution to that question, and I ask that it be 

printed as a Senate document. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Washing- 
ton asks unanimous consent that the papers which he presents, 
relating to the Chinese question, may be printed as a document. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. HALE. What is the request? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That there be printed certain 
papers relating to the Chinese-exclusion act, a compilation pre- 

| pared by 

Mr. TURNER. By Mr. Livernash, 
exclusion commission. It is a very valuable paper. 

Mr. HALE. I have no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ing is ordered. 

TRADE RELATIONS WITH CANADA, 


Mr. NELSON. I present a petition signed by over 600 of the 
most prominent firms and business men of St. Paul, Minn., to- 
gether with resolutions adopted by the board of trade of that 
city, in favor of a reciprocal trade agreement with the Dominion 
of Canada. I ask that the petition, together with the resolutions, 


| pre 
| exc 


of the California Chinese 


Without objection, the print- 
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be printed in the Recorp without the names, and that they be 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Minnesota? 

There being no objection, the petition and resolutions were 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be 
printed in the REcorD, as follows: 

ST. PAuL, Mrnn., March 29, 1902. 
Hon, KNuTE NELSON, 
United States Senator, Washington, D. C. 


DEAR Sir: We herewith present you with a petition to Congress favoring 
a reciprocal agreement with Canada. 

This petition, you will notice, has been signed by over 600 of our most rep- 
resentative firms and business men. 

We inclose with the petition a duplicate copy 
adopted by our board of directors mber 16; 
and clipping bearing on the subject. 

We beg your careful consideration and earnest support in securing favor- 


able action on the part of Congress, 
Yours very truly, BENJAMIN F. BEARDSLEY, 
Secretary. 


of resolutions unanimously 
also other communications 


(St. Paul Pioneer Press, March 29, 1902.] 
RECIPROCITY WITH CANADA, 


The petition which was recently sent to Congress, signed by all the lead- 
ing business men of St. Paul, for commercial ere with Canada, was 
simply a local expression of a general sentiment which prevails throughout 
all the States on the Canadian border from Maine to Oregon and Washing- 
ton, and of a general movement to give it effect in appropriate national leg- 
islation. Much as Minnesota is interested in — to the trade of her 
merchants the prosperous and proqpessize territory embraced in the north- 
western Provinces of Canada, the New England States and northern New 
York are still more interested in closer commercial relations with ‘the far 
more ee Provinces of Ontario and Quebec. All attempts on the part 
of Canada to bring about a commercial treaty with this country on a basisof 
mutual and equivalent tariff concessions have been frustrated by the infiu- 
ence of the protected interests which have been arrayed against it. And 
since this country, which forms the natural market for her products, has re- 
fused these opportunities to extend its Canadian markets by opening its own 
on terms of reciprocal concession to the Canadian gpeteerey the minion 
eames is seriously 7 policy of retaliation. There isa tariff 

vill now pending in the Dominion Parliament provians for discriminating 
duties against the manufactured products of the United States asa further step 
in the direction already taken by discriminating in favor of English imports. 

Mr. John Charlton, who has been a leading representative of the Canadian 
movement for reciprocity, plainly indicates that this bill may receive the 
suppers of the Canadian government. He declares that if the United States, 
while possessing 63 per cent of the total import trade of Canada, continues to 
shut its market against Canadian pecsets, Canada is ready to declare a war 
of duties. Weare now selling to Canada $110,000,000, while buying from her 
only $45,000,000, a year. New England is already alarmed at the threatened 
contraction of its large business with Canada, while it is anxious to obtain 
the cheap raw material—the lumber, ore, and coal—which Canada is ready 
to,furnish to its industries. A close commercial union with Great Britain 
would largely compensate Canada for the loss of her now restricted Ameri- 
can trade, but the United States can find nowhere on the globe any market 
to replace that which she already has in Canada,and can make no reciprocity 
treaties with other countries which would so widen the market for her wares 
as in Canada. 

It is for these reasons that the Boston Chamber of Commerce has asked 
the cooperation of all the business interests in the northern belt of American 
States in urging that the United States Government take the initiative in 
arranging a reciprocity treaty with Canada on the basis of equivalent tariff 
concessions on both sides. As a matter of fact, such a reciprocity treaty 
would be of far greater advantage to the United States than it would be to 
Canada. The bulk of her farm products now go to Great Britain, and will 
continue to gothere. But she would consume a far greater amount of our 
manufactured goods if she were allowed to do so. Congress is pottering over 
treaties with France and Italy and other countries. Right on our northern 
border lies a country stretching from the eastern to the western ocean, di- 
vided from it by no natural barriers, inhabited by people of the same race 
and language, with whom reciprocal trade on terms that would facilitate 
the exchange of their products would be worth more to the United States 
than that of any other country in the world except Great Britain, whose 
trade js free to all the world. 


OFFICE OF THE CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, 
St. Paul, Minn., 

Hon. KNUTE NELSON and Hon. Moses E. CLAPP, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


The undersigned, merchants and manufacturers of St. Paul, Minn., rep- 
resent that a reciprocal trade agreement with the Dominion of Canada, pre- 
pares on the basis of equivalent concessions, would be of great benefit to the 

yusiness interests of the United States, and they respectfully solicit your 
active influence to the end that such a treaty may be negotiated and ratified. 
[758 signatures. } 





, 


Resolutions St. Paul Chamber of Commerce. Reciprocal trade with Can- 
ada, unanimously adopted December 16, 1901. 


Whereas it is essential for the maintenance and future extension of our 
export trade that the United States should make favorable commercial 
agreements with foreign countries; and : 

Whereas it is peculiarly desirable that the United States should cultivate 
the mee nee trade relations with the countries of the American conti- 
nent; an 

Whereas the Canadian ple are relatively the best ts customers 
that we have, and an impalracont in our trade intercourse with them would 
Be corlouey detrimental to a great variety of our business interests: There- 

ore, it 

Resolved, That the St. Paul Chamber of Commerce earnestly requests the 
authorities at Washington, and trust that the merchants and manufacturers 
of this city will associate themselves in this petition to endeavor to make, on 
be yn of mutual concessions, a reciprocal trade treaty with the Dominion 
of Canada. 

Resolved, That copies of this resolution be sent to the President of the 
United States and to the two Senators representing the State of Minnesota 
in the United States Senate. 

These resolutions were also indorsed by the St. Paul Jobbers’ Union, St. 
Paul Chamber of Commerce, and Northwestern Manufacturers’ Association. 
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[The Pioneer Press, J. A. Wheelock, editor.] 
Sr. Pau, MInn., March 6, 1902. 
Mr. C. J. WHELLAMS, 
Secretary Northwest Manufacturers’ Association, City. 

DEAR Sir: I desire to congratulate you upon the high character of the 
signers of the petition to Congress for a reciprocal agreement with Canada, 
to which you have been instrumentalin securing their signatures. They rep- 
resent the body of the business men of high standing in this community who 
are the most progressive and influential representatives of the commercial 
interests of the city and the State. It ought to carry great weight with 


Congress. 
Very truly, yours, J. A. WHEELOCK. 


Sr. PAUL FounprRy CoMPANY, 
St. Paul, Minn., March 6, 1902. 
Mr. C. J. WHELLAMS, 
Secretary of the Northwest Manufacturers’ Association, 
St. Paul, Minn. 

DEAR Srp: It is with considerable surprise that I find on investigation of 
the list of names that you have succeeded in securing on the reciprocity ques- 
tion with Canada. On careful examination I find you have the leading and 
most substantial business houses of the city, and I believe it is the strongest 
list of any petition that was ever signed in this city. I congratulate you on 
securing this large list, and I think that the influence and weight will have 
considerable bearing toward securing the reciprocal agreement with Canada. 


Yours, truly, 
JOHN B. JOHNSTON, 
President Northwest Manufacturers’ Association. 


St. PAUL ROOFING, CORNICE, AND ORNAMENT COMPANY. 
St. Paul, March 6, 1902. 
Mr. C. J. WHELLAMS, 
Secretary Northwest Manufacturers’ Association, City. 

DEAR SiR: Having before us the results of your canvassing for names in 
support of the petition, reciprocity with Canada, we have to say that this is 
one of the most, if not the most, weighty and important list of signatures 
ever signed to any petition in this city, and is notable on account of the lack 
of individual names to increase number, and for the great weight carried by 
the firm signatures, of practically all of the financial, commercial, and in- 
dustrial interests of this city, with the single exception of the lumber manu- 
facturers. We congratulate ha | on making so clear a preponderance of sig- 
natures, so clearly and forcibly demanding the enactment of legislation to- 
ward the end of reciprocal trade with our immediate neighbors on the north. 

Respectfully, yours, 
A. K. PRUDEN, 


Chairman Mercantile and Manufacturing Company, 
St. Paul Chamber of Commerce. 


NORTHWESTERN INVESTMENT COMPANY (INCORPORATED), 
St. Paul, Minn., March 6, 1902. 
Mr. C. J. WHELLAMS, 
Secretary Northwestern Manufacturers’ Association, 
St. Paul, Minn, 

DEAR Sir: I have looked over with interest and with a good deal of care 
the names which you have succeeded in having subscribed to the petition for 
“a reciprocal agreement with the Dominion of Canada.” As you know, I 
have lived here long enough to be very generally acquainted with the names 
and standing of the leading business men of St. Paul. Iam very much im- 
pressed at the high character of the signatures to this petition and doubt 
whether any petition ever went out of this city with an equal number of 
really influential names. 

You are to be most heartily congratulated upon the success which has at- 
tended your effort in having our business interests of all sorts express them- 
selves in favor of this movement. 


Very truly, yours, THOS. COCHRAN, 


President Northwestern Investment Company. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 12098) to authorize the construction of a 
bridge across the Neuse River at or near Kinston, N. C., reported 
it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

| Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3334) granting an increase of pension to 

| Thomas E. James, reported it with an amendment, and submitted 

| a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2409) granting a pension to John A. Rotan, reported it 

| with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 

| submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 7847) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
S. Wilson; 

| A bill (H. R. 12490) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Culbreath; and 

A bill (H. R. 2613) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
H. H. Gibbs. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committ+s on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 7290) granting an increase of pension to 
| Lizzie B. Green, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
| a report thereon. 

Mr. CLAY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 10363) to authorize the establishment of 
a life-saving station on Ocracoke Island, on the coast of North 
Carolina, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 

rt thereon. 

|. Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4825) to provide for a 
union railroad station in the District of Columbia, and for other 
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purposes, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 


Mr. PRITCHARD, from the Committee on Patents, to whom | 


was referred the bill (S. 1812) to authorize the registration of the 
names of persons, firms, or corporations engaged in transporta- 


tion business, reported it without amendment, and submitted a | 
| to be proposed by him to the Indian aerogenes bill; which 


report thereon. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 4926) granting an in- | 
crease of pension to Charles A. Rubin; which was read twice by | 


its title. 


Mr. COCKRELL. To accompany the bill I present the peti- | c : 
| from July 1 to December 31, 1892, intended to be proposed by him 


tion of Charles A. Rubin, asking for an increase of pension, to- 


gether with certificate of Dr. J. B. Nichols and affidavits of | 


Robert L. Tolson and Augustus Williams. I move that the bill 
and accompanying papers be referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. CLAPP introduced a bill (8. 4927) granting a pension to 


Hattie M. Whitney; which was read twice by its title, and re- | W2 ; ' L 
| referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. PRITCHARD (by request) introduced a bill (S. 4928) for 


the relief of the estate of Esau Berry, deceased; which was read | 


twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


Mr. McENERY introduced a bill (S. 4929) for the relief of the | 


estate of J. E. Stafford, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title. and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4930) for the relief of W. O. Rod- 
ney; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. BARD introduced a bill (S. 4981) granting an increase of 
pension to Augustin M. Adams; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McCOMAS introdnced a bill (S. 4932) providing for the 
extension of the Loudon Park National Cemetery, near Balti- 
more, Md.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4933) for the relief of Mrs. Inez 
Shorb White; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 4934) granting an increase 
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of pension to Francis McAdams; which was read twice by its | 


title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. ' 

He also introduced a bill (8. 4935) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Mary J. Irwin; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 4936) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Robert L. Griffin; which was read twice by its title, and, 
— the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 

-ensions. 

Mr. HEITFELD introduced a bill (S. 4937) to incorporate the 
Columbia Heat and Power Company of the District of Columbia; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. FOSTER of Washington submitted an amendment propos- 
ing to appropriate $25,000 for the purpose of improving the Mount 
Rainier National Park, in the State of Washington, and for the 
protection of the park, the construction and repair of bridges. 
fences, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil 
appropriation bill; which was ordered to be printed, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

Mr. CLAPP submitted an amendment conferring jurisdiction 
on the Court of Claims to hear and determine the claims of the 
Chippewa Indians of Lake Superior and Mississippi for sums of 
money claimed under certain treaties; of the Pillager bands of 
Chippewa Indians of Minnesota; of the Delaware Indians residing 
in the Cherokee Nation; of the White River Utes, Southern Utes, 
Uncompahgre Utes, Tabeguache, Muache, Capote, Weeminuche, 
Yampa, Grand River, and Uintah bands of Ute Indians, known 
also as the Confederated bands of Ute Indians of Colorado; and 
of the Peoria, Kaskaskia, Wea, and Piankashaw Indians, etc., in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

Mr. PENROSE submitted an amendment proposing to increase 
the appropriation for completing the improvement of Aransas 
Pass, Texas, from $250,000 to $500,000, intended to be proposed by 
him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment directing the Secretary of 
War to prepare a list of the bridges in the harbor of Pittsburg 
which are an impediment to safe and convenient navigation, the 
nature and extent of the modifications required in each of them, 
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| etc., intended to be proposed by him to the river and harbor ap- 
| propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 


merce, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. PRITCHARD submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 


| propriate $3,200 for the purchase of a tract of land adjoining the 


Cherokee Training School property in North Carolina, intended 


was ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$5,157.90 to pay Henry W. Spray for care, education, and sup- 
port of Indian children at the Indian school at Cherokee, N. C., 


to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$4,000 for the purpose of settling certain litigations between the 
Eastern Band of Cherokee Indians and W. H. Thomas, intended 


| to be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which 


was ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, 


EMPLOYMENT OF MESSENGER. 


Mr. FORAKER submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico be, and it 
hereby is, authorized to employ a messenger, to be paid from the contingent 
a of the Senate, at the rate of $1,440 per annum, until otherwise provided 

'y law. 
THE HAY-PAUNCEFOTE TREATY. 

Mr. FORAKER submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That Senate Document No. 85, Fifty-seventh Congress, first ses- 
sion, together with the proceedings had on the treaty known as the Hay- 
Pauncefote treaty of February 5, 1900, be reprinted. 


WILLIAM C. CARSON AND NATHANIEL R, CARSON, 


Mr. McCOMAS. I dsk unanimous consent to havea resolution 
adopted referring a case to the Court of Claims. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the bill (S. 4098) entitled “A bill for the relief of William C. 
Carson and Nathaniel] R. Carson,” now pending in the Senate, together with 
all the accompanying papers, be, and the same is hereby, referred to the Court 
of Claims, in pursuance of the provisions of an act entitled ‘‘An act to pro- 
vide for the aaineene uits inst the Government of the United States,” 
approved March 3, 1887. And the said court shall proceed with the same in 
accordance with the provisions of such act, and report to the Senate in ac- 
cordance therewith. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Maryland 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the reso- 
Intion which has just been read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Does that resolution come from a commit- 
tee? 

Mr. McCOMAS. It isa resolution in respect of a war claim, 
and it merely proposes to refer the claim to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. COCKER Has it been before the Committee on Claims? 

Mr. McCOMAS, I understand there is such a bill in the Com- 
mittee on Claims. . 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then let the resolution be referred to that 
committee. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution will be referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowninG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a bill (H. R. 13123) making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, 
and for other purposes; in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate. ‘ 

IMITATION DAIRY PRODUCTS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar under Rule 
VILLI is in order. 

Mr. HALE. Let the Secretary proceed—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Was there unanimons consent 
to take up the oleomargarine bill immediately after the routine 
morning business? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the bill before the Senate. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 9206) to make oleomargarine and other 
imitation dairy products subject to the laws of any State or Ter- 
ritory or the District of Columbia into which they are transported, 
and to change the tax on oleomargarine, and to amend an act 
entitled ‘“‘An act defining butter, also imposing a tax upon and 


There was. The Chair lays 
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regulating the manufacture, sale, importation, and exportation | 


of oleomargarine,’’ approved August 2, 1886. 

Mr. RAWLINS. r. President, I had not intended to make 
any remarks upon this bill, but as the discussion has proceeded 
and we are requested by numerous telegrams to vote one way or 
the other upon the measure, I have concluded to submit as 
briefly as I can the reasons which will impel me to vote against 
the bill. 

Mr. President, what is the bill? What is the purpose which it 
is designed to accomplish? Is it a tax bill, a commerce bill, or an 
attempted exercise of the police power to suppress fraud? As to 
the last purpose, it is admitted on all sides, I believe, that Con- 


gress has no authority to exercise the police power as a primary | 


object to suppress fraud within the States. 

The bill can not be maintained as a bill to regulate commerce, 
because the power of Congress is confined to the regulation of 
commerce between the States and with foreign countries, and the 
bill in its operation is designed to extend beyond the limits of 
that jurisdiction. It applies not merely to commerce within the 
States, but also, as pointed out by the Senator from Texas [Mr. 
BAILEY] yesterday, it is to operate upon commerce confined 
wholly within the limits of a State. 

The bill, therefore, can only be sustained, and that is conceded, 
I think, by those who advocate its passage, as an exercise of the 
taxing power, and ostensibly upon the face of the billit is a bill 
for the purpose of raising revenue. Yet, Mr. President, there is 
not a Senator, I take it, who will cast his vote in favor of the bill 
solely upon the ground that it will furnish revenue needed for 
the support of the Government. 
the replenishment of the Treasury. Those whovote for the bill, 
I take it, will justify themselves in so doing upon the ground that 
while the measure upon its face and ostensi y urports to be an 
exercise of the taxing power, incidentally it wi ve the effect of 
suppressing what is claimed to be a dangerous and all-pervading 
fraud. 

If I believed that this measure would in some degree contribute 


to the National Treasury and would at the same time accomplish | 


the purpose which it is claimed it will accomplish, namely, the 
suppression of fraud as an incidental effect of its operation as a 


revenue measure, I should be inclined to cast my vote in favor of | 


its passage. Will it have that effect? 

What is the mischief which is aimed at in the provisions of the 
bill? Itis claimed that its object is to purge and purify the Ameri- 
, can market. It is not contended that oleomargarine in and of 
itself is deleterious or fraudulent. Oleomargarine is admitted to 
be a fairly good substitute for butter. Yet most people prefer 
the original to the substitute. Anyone having his choice would 
take the genuine article of butter rather than oleomargarine. 

Oleomargarine resembles butter, and butter resembles ordinarily 
oleomargarine. Out of this situation grows the duty of the manu- 


facturer or dealer in oleomargarine to disclose to the purchaser | 


the fact that it is not butter, and if he fails to make such dis- 
closure fraud may justly be attributed to him, and it may be pro- 
vided that he shall be punished by reason of the deception which 
he undertakes to practice. 

But, as I stated, Mr. President, the frand is not in the article 
of oleomargarine itself. Whether colored or uncolored it is a 
wholesome article of food. It serves a useful purpose. Anyone 
who can not obtain butter would take oleomargarine as a de- 
sirable lubricant or article of food. But if he disposes of it, con- 
cealing or misrepresenting its real character, he is properly 
chargeable with the commission of fraud and deception. That 
is the mischief which it is claimed by the advocates of the pas- 
sage of this bill will be incidentally suppressed in the imposition 
and collection of the tax which is provided for. 

Will this bill in its operation have any such effect? If I believed 
it would, I should be inclined to vote for the passage of the biil; 
but I fail to find anything in the provisions of the bill which will 
either approximately or remotely, directly or indirectly, tend to 
the suppression of the fraud, to the destruction of the mischief at 


which it is asserted by the advocates of the measure it is aimed. | 


_And why will it not and can it not have that effect? The bill 
simply imposes a tax at the rate of 10 cents per pound upon oleo- 
margarine colored in any shade of yellow in imitation of butter. 
When the manufacturer or dealer in this article has paid his tax 
at the rate of 10 cents per pound the bill turns him loose, so 
to speak, to prey upon a suffering community with absolute im- 
munity. He can color his oleomargarine in imitation of butter. 
He can put it in such packages as may subserve his purpose. He 
can dress his agent in the guise of a countryman and send him 
out upon the market with a basket upon his arm containing this 
Spurious article; and the bill turns him loose to practice his de- 
ception without limit or the fear or danger of punishment upon 
the unsuspecting housewife or upon the suffering community 
— it is claimed , are to be protected under the provisions of the 


o 
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Mr. President, the fact that the payment of the tax leaves the 
manufacturer, free to practice in any manner he 
| chooses the deeeption which is so decried here conclusively estab- 
lishing that this measure does not intend to prevent the mischief 
| which has been so eloquently denounced in this Chamber. 
But, Mr. President, while this measure will not tend to pre- 
| vent fraud, in my judgment it tends to the encouragement of a 
| fraud and to the extension and enlargement of the very mischief 
| which has been sodenounced. Letussee. It is said that avarice 
is the inspiration of thefraud. Theavarice isaugmented tothe ex- 
tent in this case of 10 centsa pound for every pound of this article 
which is put upon the market. 
| If the manufacturers or dealers in this article are disposed to 
| practice fraud at all, more than ever will they have an induce- 
| ment to go out to the people who desire to purchase good butter and 
| obtain by the practice of deception and false pretenses the highest 
| price for this article which could be obtained for the best grades 
| of butter put upon the market; and if they do this there is no 
| penalty denounced. There is nothing in this bill which inhibits 
| that fraudulent practice, but the party having paid the tax to the 
| Government is immune to practice fraud without limit and with- 
| out restriction. 5 
| Thus, Mr. President, not only does this bill fail in any degree 
| to suppress the mischief at which it is claimed it is aimed, but it 
| is an encouragement to such fraudulent practice, and it becomes 
| itself a party to that crime. 
| Mr. PROCTOR. Will the Senator from Utah allow me to ask 
him a question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Utah 
yield to the Senator from Vermont? 

Mr. RAWLINS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I should like to ask the Senator if he does not 
think that the increase of this tax to 10 cents a pound where it is 
| colored and the reduction to a quarter of a cent a pound when it 
| is uncolored will tend to stimulate production of the genuine un- 
colored article and to restrict the production of the colored article? 

Mr. RAWLINS. Iam glad the Senator has propounded that 
query, because I had it in mind to deal with that very question in 
the course of the few remarks which I wish to make. I will reach 
it in a moment. 

There is no provision of this bill prohibitive of the frand. It 
| can not upon its face be made prohibitive of a fraud, because it 
is not competent for the Federal arm to extend its jurisdiction 
|} and exercise a police power, which belongs exclusively to the 
| States. Therefore, not only does the bill not tend to the suppres- 
| sion of the mischief which it is claimed ought to be suppressed, 
| but it is impossible for Congress to undertake, as a primary ob- 
ject, to deal with that mischief, because under our structure of 
Government it belongs to the States and not to Congress. 

But, Mr. President. this bill tends to another result more mis- 
chievous than any evil which has been pointed out and decried in 
this Chamber. When the manufacturer is called upon to con- 
| tribute to the National Treasury at the rate of 10 cents per pound 
| for each pound of colored oleomargarine put upon the market, he 
is bound to meet in competition those who are his competitors 
now, and he is put at a disadvantage in that competition to the 
extent of the amount of the tax which he is thus compelled to 
pay and to recoup his losses. If he is inspired with the avarice 
| which it is claimed is the inspiration to the fraud, he will not only 
have an inducement to practice the fraud and impose the article 
upon the unsuspecting public as the best grade of butter, when 
in reality it is not, but he will have the further inducement to de- 
grade the quality of the article and to make that which is now 
wholesome unwholesome; that which is not deleterious injurious; 
and in that sense the tendency of this bill and its operations, if 
passed and put into effect, will be injurious to the public health. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President-—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Utah 
yield to the Senator from Vermont? 

Mr. RAWLINS. Certainly. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Then I understand the Senator to admit that 
| there is great opportunity to use deleterious ingredients in the 
manufacture of this article? 

Mr. RAWLINS. I have no doubt that in respect to this arti- 
cle, as in every article of similar character, to anyone so evil- 
minded there is an opportunity to practice a vile fraud, which 
ought in some way to be suppressed, and I am desirous of going 
as far as any Senator legitimately in the exercise of proper power 
to the suppression of such fraud and such practice, which tend 
to the injury of the public health. 

Mr. President, the manufacturers and dealers in this article 
contribute the taxes and are then turned loose with an increased 
inducement, if their practice is the result of avarice, to the extent 
of 10 cents per pound for each pound they manufacture. to prac- 
* , to a greater extent the fraud which is complained of, and 

sail another, which is detrimental to the public health. 











3996 


Now, I come to the very question which the Senator from Ver- 
mont propounded to me, and it is a pertinent one in this discus- 
sion. It is whether this legislation will tax out of existence col- 
ored oleomargarine, or this article, whatever it may be, whether 
it have color or not. Mr. President, the evil here is not in the 
article itself. Oleomargarine is not perse fraudulent. The fraud 
consists in the concealment or misrepresentation of him who 
undertakes to sell it, and his situation in the market is such that 
there is devolved upon that person the duty, in good morals, to 
disclose the character of the article which he sells, because being 
like butter, and people generally preferring butter, it is a fraud 
if when he tenders oleomargarine he does not disclose to the pur- 
chaser the fact that it is not butter. 

If this legislation is designed to destroy and will have the effect 
of destroying oleomargarine and preventing its manufacture in 
the future and doing away with it, there will no longer be any 
subject in relation to which such fraud can be practiced. If that 
is the effect of this bill, I concede that it will be the suppression 
of fraud as an incidental effect of a measure, which, upon its 
face, purports to be for the purpose of replenishing the Treasury. 

But, Mr. President, let us examine that question. Are we by 
the exercise of the taxing power of the Federal Government to 
destroy any article of property which, in itself, is not deleterious 
and is wholesome, which serves a useful purpose, which tends to 
the welfare of the people, because under some circumstances 
some evil or pernicious person may be guilty of fraud in connec- 
tion with its disposal or sale? For time out of mind the suppres- 
sio veri and the expressio falsi have clustered about that useful 
and noble animal known as the horse. The fraud, the misrepre- 
sentation, or the concealment of the horse dealer have been well 
understood at all times and everywhere. But will anybody claim 


that the horse ought to be taxed out of existence because the | 


horse dealer may lie? I think not. 

Are we going by the passage of this legislation to establish the 
principle that the Federal Government will tax out of existence 
any useful article because there may be somebody who will com. 
mit a fraud in relation to it? 
this case, Mr. President. That is a Pandora’s box. 
encourage 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. RAWLINS. I yield. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I believe we have a law against selling horse 
flesh for beef, have we not? 

Mr. TELLER. A national law? 

Mr. RAWLINS. I donot knowof any such law. Perhaps the 
Senator does. But that is just in line with the suggestion I was 


Are we to 





That is the important question in | 
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Take those things which constitute the apparel of the people. 
There are various sources of supply for those things which pro- 
tect us in that way from the inclement weather. The influence 
of one becomes more potent than another, and it appeals to 
Congress to exercise the taxing power to encourage the industry 
} Hoa it is engaged in to the exclusion of every competing in- 
dustry. 

Mr. President, this bill confessedly is a bill to destroy a whole- 
some article which is a good substitute for butter, which anybody 
would use if he could not get butter, in order to give the market 
exclusively to the product of the dairy. I can not vote for such 
legislation. 

If the bill proposed a reasonable tax upon oleomargarine, 1 or 
2 cents per pound, and in such form that it would make some 
contribution to the national Treasury, in sucha manner as to pro- 
vide some revenue to supply the needs of the Government, so as 
to be legitimately sustained as a proper exercise of the taxing 
power conferred upon Congress under the Constitution, and if in 
arranging the details for the collection of that tax, and to prevent 
frauds upon this means of obtaining revenue, devices can be ob- 
tained which will enable people buying the article in the open 
market to identify and know whether it is butter or not butter, 
if you provide for a stamp tax the stamps to be in such form and 
to be put upon thearticle in such small packages that in every case 
when a package is put upon the market the revenue stamp will 
disclose that it is oleomargarine and not butter, I would readily 
vote for such a measure, because it would be a measure which in 
its primary purpose would be the raising of revenue, and it would 
have the incidental effect in its administration of supplementing 
the laws of the States and enabling them to detect any fraud if 
any person should attempt to commit it in the disposal of the arti- 
cle upon the market. 

There is an amendment in the nature of a substitute for this bill 
which is precisely of that character, and for that substitute I shall 
cast my vote. That substitute will tend to suppress fraud—I 
mean the real fraud which is aimed at. The bill aims at an inno- 
cent and wholesome article and destroys it. The substitute aims 
at the fraud committed in respect to the sale of the article and 
will tend to suppress that fraud. Those who vote for the original 
measure vote to pervert the taxing power. The bill itself in that 
sense instead of accomplishing or tending to accomplish the sup- 


| pression of fraud is itself a fraud, because under the pretense of 


about to make, that one vicious precedent has a train of evil con- | 


sequences, the limit of which no man can foresee. If we are to 
tax oleomargarine, destroy its existence as a useful and wholesome 
article of food, a desirable lubricant, and a good substitute for 
butter when we can not get butter, because some person in the 
market place will commit a fraud in relation to it in disposing of 
it to the person who desires to obtain butter, we can build up the 
same argument for the suppression of any other article which is 
put upon the market. No article of apparel, no machine which 
serves a useful purpose, nothing which tends to promote civiliza- 


tion and advance the welfare in this mechanical age would be 


free from the interference. 

Mr. President, that brings us back to the vital question in this 
case. Shall Congress pass laws purporting to be in the exercise 
of the taxing power, but which are not at all designed for the 
replenishment of the Treasury, which have no purpose to provide 
revenue needed for the support of the Government? Shall Con- 
gress pervert such power conferred for those specific ends for 
the purpose of destroying one useful article in order that another 
article may have freedom from competition in the open market? 
Are we to so purge and purify the market place according to the 
eloquent argument of the Senator from lowa [Mr. DoLLIvEr]? 
If so, where is the limit and what is the restriction upor sar power? 

Time out of mind sugar has made palatable various articles of 
food upon our tables, entering largely into the consumption of 
the people. The original source was the Cane, and we looked to 
the cane fields of the sunny South for the saccharine which should 
provide for the happiness of our people. By the skill of the 
chemist, by the ingenuity of those desiring to produce other things 
new in their nature, but still serving a useful and desirable pur- 
pose, this article is now extracted from the beet. Some powerful 
political influence, taking this statute as an example, may next 
appeal to us to pass a law in order that it may have the market 
for the product of the cane field to the exclusion of the product of 
the beet field. 

Next, there are a good many farmers who are engaged in the 
production of corn. They, perhaps, constitute a majority, and 
they may come here with a cloud of telegrams and petitions urg- 
ing Senators and Congressmen to vote in favor of some tax whic 
will give to the producer of corn the market for food to the ex- 
clusion of all other cereal products. 


a tax law it is in reality a discriminating law tending to destroy 
one industry and to build up another, and is utterly revolutionary 
and a perversion of the powers which were conferred upon Con- 
gress. Thesubstitute is a legitimate exercise of the taxing power, 
and in its administration has the incidental effect of tending to 
the suppression of fraud. 

How can any man desiring to accomplish the real object which 
in eloquent terms was depicted here, namely, the suppression of 
the practice of fraud in the disposal of oleomargarine, cast his 
ballot for the bill which tends to spread, to extend, and to make 
all pervading that fraud and in no sense to — it, and to add 
to it another fraud detrimental to the public health, and not vote 
for a measure which is legitimate in its primary purpose and in its 
incidental effect intending to prevent the very mischief which is 
so decried in this Chamber? 


Mr. President, the bill is not a tax bill. It is an attempt by a 


false pretense to exercise power reserved to the States and belong- 


ing to them exclusively, a part of the police power, for the sup- 
pression of fraud. The bill isa fraud per se, therefore, and not 
a bill for the suppression of fraud. The substitute is justified for 
the reasons which I have pointed out. 

Mr. President, no wonder Senators upon the other side are eva- 
sive and elusive when their intention in regard to this measure is 
inquired into. The motive of every Senator is inviolable; the 
motive of his action is inviolable; noone can impugn his motives. 
Every Senator justifies himself in what he does. But when we 
scrutinize the purpose in a way in which the courts will not scru- 
tinize it we, each one for himself, have the right to determine the 
purpose which each has in view in proposing to vote for given 
legislation. We ask ourselves this question: What answer must 
each one for himself give? 

Here is a dangerous and all-pervading fraud, which ought to be 
suppressed. Legislation in the States so far has been ineffective 
for its suppression; legislation by Congress has failed so far to 
accomplish that desired result. True,a legitimate exercise of the 
power to regulate commerce will not do it; true, we can not ap- 
peal to the exercise of the police power, which belongs exclusively 
to the States; true, we can not, and we do not in the nature of 
things, impose this tax for the replenishment of the Treasury as 
its primary and paramount object. Wecome tothe question, and 
we, by indirection and by false pretense, do something which will 
meet the public clamor throughout the country tosuppress fraud. 
Then we have got to meet that question. Our constituents 
smother us with telegrams and petitions to come to their relief. 
We justify’our consciences by saying, ‘“‘ Yes; we have no right to 
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that 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Utah 
yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. RAWLINS. Yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. 
pose this bill obey their consciences, and those of us who are in 
favor of it palter with ours. Is that what the Senator means? 

Mr. RAWLINS. Not for the life of me would I make such an 
imputation. I would not doit because Iam as liable to be affected 
by such acharge as is the Senator. Ido not impute that; but I 
say to the Senator that in arguing the law of the case we have a 


right to follow out every premise to its logical conclusion. That 
does not imply inquisition into any motive of any Senator. I dis- 


claim any such purpose. 

I say we are confronted to-day with that-very question in the 
form in which I have put it, the logic of which is as inexorable 
as fate. So good a lawyer as the Senator from Wisconsin, and 
other Senators preeminent in that line, will not be questioned 
aboutit. They arescarce able to endure the catechism of those who 
see in this measure not a legitimate exercise of the taxing power. 

I have confessed, so far as I am concerned, that if this bill stood 
upon the basis that it could be legitimately sustained as a revenue 
measure my vote could be induced for it, though it might not 
otherwise be given if the bill would have the incidental effect in 
its administration of suppressing fraud. That, I suppose, is the 
ground upon which every Senator who votes for this bill will put 
his vote. I can not see that it can, either remotely or approxi- 
mately, directly or indirectly, tend to the accomplishment of that 
purpose in its present form. What is its object? This bill will 
probably pass; I do not know: but it ought not to pass, in my judg- 
ment. If it does pass, it will pass to the tune of the rural ditty: 

‘“ Where are you going, my pretty maid?” 
“Tam going a-milking, sir,’ she said. 

It may accomplish the object so eloquently described by the 
Senator from Iowa | Mr. DOLLIVER]; it may restore to us the God- 
given privilege of enabling us to warm our feet in the morning 
where the cow had lain over night, and it may take some of us 
back to the halcyon days of frozen toes and the comforting cow 
pens. Whatever may be its effect in these extraneous matters. 
whatever else it may do, how it may affect the political destiny of 
any—and that ought not to be a part of our consideration—I do 
not know. We are always glad to gratify wishes and respond to 
the petitions and requests of ourconstituents. If our constituents 
were able to give this question thorough consideration and listen 
te the arguments pro and con, which we are-able to listen to here, 
then they could pass a judgment upon it which would be entitled 
to far more respect than it is under existing circumstances. I do 
not see in this a revenue measure; it has no tendency to accom- 
plish the object which these people who importune us desire to 
see accomplished. 

I am impelled from the necessities of the case to cast my vote 
against the bill, and shall vote in favor of the substitute, as I have 
outlined. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I understand the Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] has the floor by right. If he desires 
to take it, I will not proceed now. I only want to occupy a few 
moments, but I do not wish to interfere with the right of the 
Senator or that of anyone else. 

Mr. SPOONER. I hope the Senator will proceed. 

Mr. TELLER. Iam not going to spend any considerable time 
on this bill. I regard this as a revenue bill, because it comes 
from the House of Representatives with the marks of a revenue 
bill. While I know that I may discuss the question in my own 
mind whether it isa proper revenue bill or not, I can not deny 
but that it will stand the test, if the question is raised in the 
courts, as to its being a revenue bill. So Ido not care about dis- 
cussing the constitutionality of this measure. I have no doubt 
the court will hold that this taxis legally and properly laid. The 
court will not inquire, and can not inquire, and it would not be 
possible to allow that to be done, as to what particular motive 
induced the Senate and the House of Representatives to enact 
this measure. 

The avowed declaration outside of the Senate has been uniform, 
I think, that this is a bill repressive in its purpose. In other 
words, it is a bill to destroy an industry. Undoubtedly and un- 
questionably we may do that thing. We may put so heavy a tax 
upon any article as to prevent its production, and as Congress and 
nobody else must be the judge of that, it behoves us to consider 
whether or not it is a proper thing for us to do. 

If oleomargarine were a deleterious article, unhealthful and 
pernicious, we might reach it in two ways—by putting such a tax 
upon it as would destroy it, or we might reach it under the gen- 
eral interstate-commerce power of the General Government and 
prohibit its use in commerce, I suppose. 


I suppose that means that Senators who op- | 


do this, but we will do it.’’ But there is one justification for | One Senator tells us that this bill will destroy the colored arti- 


| cle of oleomargarine, and another Senator tells us that it will 
actually increase the preduct. Ido not see any influence in this 
bill to meet the great complaint which has been made so far by 
every Senator who supports the bill, and that is the complaint 
that the manufacturers and sellers of this article commit fraud 
by putting it upon the public as butter when it is not butter. 

I sympathize with every attempt to compel the men who mant- 
facture this article to sell it for what it is; but I know, Mr. Presi- 
dent, and so does every other Senator here, that the power exists 
to compel that to be done. We all know it does not exist in the 
General Government. We have not any power to do it. We 
have the power to prevent its manufacture, or, if we so choose, to 
double or treble or quadruple the tax on this colored article of 
oleomargarine, so that none will be manufactured. The State of 
Colorado can compel every ounce of it that comes into that State, 
if the State so desires, to be sold not as butter, but for what it 
is—oleomargarine, 

The Senator from Wisconsin told us that seven States in this 
Union have declared that it was impossible for them to enforce a 
provision of their law which compels the people who make this 
article to sell it for what itis. Why, Mr. President, if that is so, 
thatisa lamentable fact; itisadisgraceful fact; but 1 want to chal- 
lenge that statement. It is not the fact. The State may not do 
it, but there is ample power in the State to do it; and if the pro- 
vision of law that it shall be sold for what it is is not capable of 
execution, it is the fault of the State. 

While oleomargarine is an article that may deceive the eye, it 
can not at all deceive the chemist. There are tests that can be 
applied by every man in his own house to determine whether a 
given article is butter or whether it is oleomargarine. The test 
may be applied in every grocery store. Every man who know- 
ingly sells oleomargarine as butter commits a fraud in the States 
where the law prohibits the article being sold. 

Will this bill, when it becomes a law, remove the fraud that 
has been the subject of continual condemnation in every speech 

which has been made on this question? I do not believe it will. 
I do not believe what the Senator from Wisconsin believes that 
it will compel all the oleomargarine in the country to be manu- 
factured without color. I believe it will practically add 10 cents 
a pound to all the oleomargarine that is manufactured; and I be- 
lieve that the men who buy oleomargarine in this country will 
pay that 10 cents a pound additional. In other words, Mr. Presi- 
dent, it is a tax upon consumption. If that has any virtue it is 
that it reduces the competition between butter and oleomarga- 
rine; and that is all there isof it. You have added toa perfectly 
healthy and useful article of food 10 cents a pound. The men 
who find themselves unable to buy high-priced butter will find 
that butter will go up still higher, and they will still buy higher- 
priced oleomargarine to ptt upon their tables. 

Mr. President, if this vice is so great as to justify legislation of 
this character, the proper thing for us to do would be to puta 
tax of 50 cents a pound on oleomargarine, and then there would 
not be any of it manufactured at all. 

It has been very earnestly contended that the fraud is to be de- 
stroyed. I want to repeat, Mr. President, that that is a subject 
as to which this Congress has no control whatever, and which it 
is under no obligation to consider. That is a thing of which the 
States in their capacity have absolute and exclusive control. 

While under the Constitution this may be a perfectly legiti- 

| mate law when we shall have enacted it, and the courts may sus- 
tain it, because they have no right to consider our motives; yet if 
oleomargarine is a fraud when it is sold as butter, this bill will 
be a fraud when it stands upon the statute books, because it is 
meant for one thing when legally it stands for another. 

Mr. President, I am willing to vote at the request of the citi- 
zens of my State for the passage of any proper law that will com- 
pel the producers of this article to sell it for what it is; and I 
understand that we have such a law in Colorado. So farasI 
know, there are no complaints there. I have not received and 
have not heard of any complaints regarding this matter. The 
manufacturers may sell elsewhere large quantities of olecmarga- 
rine for butter, but I very much doubt whether they do so in my 
State, where we have proper police laws and where they are prop- 
erly enforced. 

The principle of this bill is vicious. You can, as has been said 
here—and I shall not elaborate upon it—destroy any industry in 
this country on the same pretense. In this case I do not believe 
you will destroy the industry. 

I believe there will be just as much oleomargarine manufac- 
tured under this law as has been manufactured heretofore, but 
you will compel every man who buys a pound of it to pay 10 cents 
a pound additional to the Government when the Government 
does not need it, and when you have now pending between the 
two Houses a bill to reduce the excise taxes of this country 
$77,000,000 this year, and last year we took off $40,000,000. Un- 

' der these circumstances nobody can contend for a single moment 
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that we need any additional revenue. Wenow have more revenue 
standing to our credit to-day than any other nation under the 
sun, and no nation in the world has as much ready cash on hand 
as we have got. 
we have got a surplus of nearly $62,000,000. Therefore we do 
not need this additional revenue, Mr. President. Itisan attempt 
on our part to do by indirection what we can not do directly; to 
do for the people of the States what the States ought to do for 
themselves; and if this is half the fraud that it is claimed to be, 
the States will take care of it, and we need not bother ourselves 
with it. 

Mr. President,.I have on my table here to-day the second ap- 
peal that has been made to me from Colorado. I have had one 
appeal from the people who want to buy oleomargarine, who say 
it is a useful article, and who ask me not to allow this legislation 
to pass. 
butter. Iam always glad to hear from my constituents upon 
these subjects, but, after all, I shall exercise my judgment upon 
this matter, and that is, that I ought not to vote for this bill, and 
I do not intend to vote for it. 

Mr. SPOONER and Mr. ForRAKER addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Patrerson in the chair). 
The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] is entitled to the 
fioor. Does the Senator from Wisconsin yield to the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. ForRAKER]? 

Mr. FORAKER. 
against the Senator from Wisconsin if it were not entirely agree- 
able to him 

Mr. SPOONER. 

Mr. FORAKER. 
to speak only briefly. 

I have given notice that I shall propose two amendments to 
this bill; and I wanted at this time, for fear I might not have 
time enough after the debate has passed under the five-minute 
rule, to explain why I have offered these amendments, the object 
of them, and the necessity for their adoption to make this bill sat- 
isfactory to myself. 

I desire to say, however, before I come to speak of the amend- 
ments in the way I have indicated, that I have learned a great 
deal about oleomargarine since this debate commenced. As other 
Senators have announced in the progress of the debate, I was 
originally impressed with the idea that oleomargarine was an un- 


I am not holding the floor. 
And if it were not for the fact that I want 


with me. During the progress of this debate, however, I have 
learned from the investigation that has been made by the commit- 


well as from other sources, that that impression is not well 
founded. It must be conceded, and it is conceded by all, I be- 
lieve, or at least practically by all who have participated in this 
debate, that oleomargarine is a wholesome article of food; that 
it is a good substitute for butter, and that it is now widely used 
in all sections of our country. This being the case, I think two 
provisions in this bill should be changed, or at least modified. 

Mr. SIMMONS. May I interrupt the Senator from Ohio? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio 
yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I should like to ask the Senator from Ohio if, 
at the time of the passage of the first oleomargarine act in 1886, 


injurious to the human system? 

Mr. FORAKER. I am not sufficiently familiar with the dis- 
cussion in connection with that legislation to be able to answer 
without qualification the question which the Senator from North 
Carolina has put to me. 
substantially correct in making that statement. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, it was my 
privilege to participate in that debate and cast a vote on that 
question in another body in 1886. I will say to the Senator from 
Ohio that that was largely the contention, and to a very consider- 
able extent it was conceded, I think, that the article known as 
oleomargarine was differently made at that time from what it is 
at the present time. 

Mr. FORAKER. Iam very much obliged to the Senator from 
New Hampshire for giving me the benefit of that information. 
What he has said, however, is in accordance with the impression 
I already had about it, that the article was at that time legislated 
against for the reason suggested by the Senator from North Caro- 
lina, in a very large part, at-least. But, however that may 
Nitin 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator will permit me, I will suggest 
that owing to the restrictions and regulations required by that 
very law the materials used in the manufacture of oleomargarine 
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For the nine months of the present fiscal year | 


This morning I got an appeal from the people who make | 
§ 


Mr. President, I would not take the floor as | 





| raised by this proposed legislation. 


1 , | legal view as to each of the propositions involved. 
wholesome product; that it was not an acceptable article of food; | 
and, never having had occasion until now to give special atten- | 
tion to the subject, that impression has very largely remained | 


| objection to that has already been stated by others. 


it is my impression, however, that he is | 


APRIL 3, 


have been very much brought up and benefited and improved 
since that time. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is right. 

Mr. FORAKER. I have no doubt that also is true, for cer- 
tainly it is the fact that oleomargarine, as it is now manufactured 
and sold in the market is a widely different and much better ar- 
ticle of food than it was supposed to be at that time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And just as good as butter so far as purity 
is concerned. 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator from Missouri says just as good 
as butter so far as purity is concerned. Iam inclined to agree 
with him about that, and I am inclined to agree with him, not 
alone because of what has been testified to before the committee, 
but because of what has been put before us officially. I have be- 
fore me the table that is furnished by the Director of the Census 
in Bulletin No. 138, in which he gives us the formulas according 
to which the different grades of oleomargarine—three in all that 
he discusses—are mayufactured and put upon the market. These 
formulas certainly sustain all that the Senator from Missouri has 
stated. 

The objection that I have, therefore, to what is here sought to 
be legislated against is what has been termed the putting of this 
article upon the market not as oleomargarine, but so much in the 
similitude of butter as to practice an imposition upon those who 
want to buy butter. I do not know to what extent that is true. 
I have no doubt whatever but that it is true to some extent; and 
I have not any doubt whatever but that to whatever extent it 


| may be true, we ought to correct it if we possibly can. 


I ought to say further, before speaking of these amendments, 
having stated that much as to the general purpose of the bill, that 


| I have not taken the floor for the purpose of discussing the legal 


questions involved in this legislation or that it gives rise to. 


| There is abundant excuse for that in the fact that the Senator 
| from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] on the one side, and the Senator 
| from Texas [Mr. BaILEy] on the other—not to mention the other 
| Senators who have so ably discussed the legal aspects of the case— 


have completely covered every legal proposition that has been 
I do not think anyhow, Mr, 
President, that there is any serious difference of opinion between 
the lawyers of this Chamber, certainly not judging from that 
which they have spoken in our presence, as to what is the correct 
But, as I have 
said, as tothat [donot propose to speak. Ideem that unnecessary. 

What I want to do, desiring to vote for this bill if I can, is to 
correct its provisions, first, the one found at the bottom of page 2, 
in the last clause of section 2 of the bill. It has been contended 


tiga’ / | here that under this provision anyone is at liberty to buy oleomar- 
tee. the report of which is before us and which I have read, as | 


garine, and, after having bought it in its natural condition, color 
it to suit his own fancy, provided he uses it only in his family, 
and only allows it to be used in connection with his family by such 
guests as he may have without compensation in his family. My 
I think they 
have correctly pointed out that the effect of that provision will be 
to subject every family table in this country to a system of espio- 


| nage, to a visitation from a Government inspector to ascertain, 
| in the first place, whether or not oleomargarine is used; in the sec- 


ond place, whether or not, if used, it is colored to any shade of yel- 


| low; and, in the third place, if they find that oleomargarine so 
| colored is being used in that family, whether or not there is any 


guest there; and, if there be a guest there, whether or not he is a 


: : | guest ‘‘ without compensation ’’ or a boarder paying for his board. 
the sole and only argument used in favor of the enactment of that | 
law was not that oleomargarine was an unhealthy product and | 


I think we ought to so amend the bill as to avoid that very dis- 
agreeable result of such legislation. I do not think anybody here 


| wants to have, as a result of this measure, every family table in 


the land subjected to the visitation of a Government representa- 
tive or put under the scrutiny of officials of the Government. 
Therefore Ihave given notice that I shall move, when the proper 
time comes for the consideration of amendments, to strike out 
from line 24, on page 2, the words ‘‘ and guests thereof ’’ and sub- 
stitute in lieu thereof the word “table;” so that the clause will 
read in such a way as to allow a man who has purchased oleo- 
margarine to put it on his family table and have it used there 
without regard to whether he happens to have a boarder or not, 
and without liability in any event to inspection and examination 
by a Government official. I retain the word “‘ family,’’ so that 
the clause may not be taken advantage of by hotel keepers or by 
cafés or others where there is a public house or where the table 
is a place for the public entertainment of guests. I trust that 
that amendment will be accepted. 

The other amendment which I propose to offer is to strike out 
the words ‘‘ ingredient or,’’ found at the end of line 25 on page °, 
and to strike out the same words where they occur on page 3. 
The language that I wish to amend is the following: 

And any person that sells, vends, or furnishes oleomargarine for the use 


and consumption of others, except to his own family and guests thereof with- 
out compensation, who shall add to or mix with such oleomargarine any 
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ingredient or coloration that causes it to look like butter of any shade of yellow 
shall also be held to be a manufacturer of oleomargarine within the meaning 
of said act, and subject to the provisions thereof. 

By striking out the words ‘ ingredient or’’ and inserting the 
word “ artificial,’ as I should have stated that my amendment 
provides, the language would read as follows: 


out compensation, who shall add to or mix with such oleomargarine any arti- 
icial coloration that causes it to look like butter of any shade of yellow shall 


| 
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Mr. FORAKER. Iam very much obliged to the Senator from 
Vermont for interrupting me to make the remark he did. He 
doubtless overlooked the fact that I made the statement that 
there were three formulas given. 1 read only the third one, 
which provided for the use of butter, remarking that butter was 


: 3 | not used in the other formulas, but that cream and milk were 
And any person that sells, vends, or furnishes oleomargarine for the use | 
and consumption of others, except to his own family and guests thereof with- | 


also be held to be a manufacturer of oleomargarine within the meaning of | 


said act, and subject to the provisions thereof. 


| 
The necessity for that is in this: From the bulletin furnished | 


us by the Director of the Census, to which I referred a moment 
ago, it is shown that in each of the formulas according to which 
oleomargarine is made there are ingredients used that must of 
necessity give toit some slight shade of yellow, and I may remark 
in this connection that in all the cases which have gone to the 
Supreme Court of the United States the testimony reviewed, or 
the testimony that was offered and rejected, has been testimony 
showing, according to the finding of ths Supreme Court of the 


United States, that the natural color of oleomargarine shows some | 


slight shade of yellow. That has been shown, I believe, in every 
one of the decisions. It must of necessity occur if oleomargarine 
be made according to these formulas. I will not take the time to 
read from all of them, but only from the last one: 


Formula 3.—High grade. 


Cleo Off. nctincth cintinnnienenn ovata 
Neutral oil .......-. 

Butter ....... 
Salt... codnaneensebesaes 


Colet? . «scamantineiatetdnaintintadaed 
Det oes ae la ei ied in hdc ibalianitiegiliilal hilintitin nbn Ginn é 


In other words, 95 pounds out of a total of 3574 pounds of the 
product is butter itself. 





| 


used in the second and milk only used in the first. I didnot read 
allofthem. I did not want to take up so much time, because I 
begged the indulgence of the Senator from Wisconsin that I might 
occupy a few moments, and I want to hurry through. 

Mr. SPOONER. I want to say to the Senator from Ohio that I 
do not understand he is speaking by my courtesy. 

Mr. FORAKER. I think, perhaps, it is due to all that these 
formulas, now that so much has been said about them, should be 
put in the Recorp in their entirety, and I will read them in order 
that they may be. 

Formula No. 1 is known as the cheap grade.- It consists of— 


Pounds. 

0 Sr rat a a ence 405 
HMeutral lard ............ a a 265 
i eC eemduoes 315 
cit ecendial Nd idthlech amiectanliaeeebinsasiae dicts ntnliaeagiaadminccebiate ; 255 
i a a ae cae ae ile sitet 
a i ‘ 1} 
I cen ak ae a eal . 1,61} 


Out of the total of 1,4514 pounds the Senator will observe that 
on 


there are 255 pounds of milk. The Senator from New Jersey 
[Mr. KEAN] suggests that it does not state whether the milk was 


| skimmed or not. I think, it being for the cheap grade, we might 


According to the other formulas no butter is used, but cream | 


and milk are used in one and milk in the other, and other ingre- 
dients which of necessity would give some slight shade of yellow. 
That being the case, for us to provide that no ingredient shall be 
used that will lend any shade of yellow whatever to the color of 
oleomargarine would 


for us to make it impossible for oleomar- | 


safely assume that it had been skimmed. It does not say any- 
thing about cream. 

Formula No. 2 is denominated ‘‘medium high grade,’ and I 
desire to call the Senator’s attention to this particularly, for I 
think there is more cream and milk in this formula than would 
be an offset to the butter in the other. 








Pounds. 
ial i isi niin seierbiiaiaatblnntn lata ts cc cncllitealiaticdti htt castnta Mimsinntalaiaias B15 
ie ala tee aeens pdnkhenenasie~ OO 

scene 280) 
Milk . 280 
Salt. i a a i tall tals ile 120 
a , 13 

Ne ed RN I es ctinibbideadadcnees ..--. 1,496} 


garine to be made according to any acceptable or known formula | 


iow in use, and certainly would make it impossible for it to be 


manvfactured in accordance with the most acceptable formula, | 
that numbered 3, as given in this bulletin by the Director of the | 
| some flavor of butter and some colorof yellow. You can not 
| escape it; and if every shade of yellow is to be inhibited and is to 


Census. 
Now, unless we intend absolutely to prohibit the manufacture 


of oleomargarine we ought not so to provide in our bill as to bring | 
about that result. I understand it is not claimed that the pur- | 


pose of the bill is to prohibit. If that were the claim, many of | 
us could not support it at all. But it is only to impose a tax on | 


the doing of that thing which may lead to fraud, imposition, and 
deception. If that be true, if our purpose is to allow it to be 


made according to these acceptable formulas and sold according | 


to its merit, then we ought not to prohibit the putting in of in- 
gredients which are absolutely necessary to make an acceptable 
and wholesome product. 

For that reason I shall move to amend, as I have already indi- 
cated, by striking out the words “ingredient or’’ and inserting 
the word “ artificial,’’ so that the only thing prohibited by the 
bill with respect to the matter of color will be the putting into 
oleomargarine of any artificial coloration. That, I think, ought 
to be prohibited. I think the manufacturers of the product 
ought to be allowed to use the other ingredients just as they are 
using them, 


What answer there may be to this I do not know, but from | 
what has been said informally I apprehend it will be urged that | 


some oil will be found that has color in it which would impart 
more yellow than is now imparted by the ingredients to which I 
have referred. Ido not know whether that is true or not, but 


whether it is true or not I think we ought to deal with this sub- | 


ject according to the nature of the product as it is disclosed to us | 


by the testimony taken before the committee and by the formulas 
that have been submitted to us officially as those in accordance 
with which the product about which we are legislating is manu- 


factured and put upon the market. When we deal with what | 


we have and are acquainted with, we know what we are legis- 
lating about. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What was the proportion of butter? 

Mr. FORAKER. Ninety-five pounds out of a total of 3574 
pounds—more that 25 per cent. 

Mr. PROCTOR. ill the Senator allow me? 


Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 
Mr. PROCTOR. I think that is added as a substitute for cream 
or milk. I think actually butter is not used to that extent, but 


ee greene that make butter are used. It is correct in that 
espect. 


Five hundred and sixty pounds out of the 1,4964 were milk and 
cream. So itis, asI said a while ago, that to anyone who reads 
these formulas it must be manifest that necessarily there must be 


make the person producing it a manufacturer within the meaning 
of this statute and subject his producto a tax of 10 cents a pound, 
it simply wipes out, without any possibility of escape, the whele 
manufacture. I donotthink anybody wants todothat. I donot. 
I think it is a wholesome product. I know it is largely used in 
our State. I know it is kept in most of our groceries. I know it 
is kept and sold as oleomargarine or butterine, under the various 
names given to the product, and I know that in most instances it 
is properly labeled. I know people buy it because they want that 
product, and use it because, the price being considered, they pre- 
fer it to butter. But with these amendments, for the reasons 
already given, I shall support the measure. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, I desire briefly to place myself 
on record in favor of this bill. The measure before us for con- 
sideration is one that deeply affects the agricultural interests of 
the entire country, and no section, perhaps, will be more benefited 
by its passage than my own, Pennsylvania. 

The returns of the census of June 1, 1900, show that the live- 
stock industry of Pennsylvania has a value of $109,590,426. Of 
this the dairy industry, counting simply cows kept for milk of the 
age of 2 years and over, represents a sum of $29,141,561, and 
the value of neat cattle, outside of cows kept for milk, amounts 
to $13,921,630, making a total for cows and neat cattle in Penn- 
sylvania of $43,063,191. The value of the production of these 
animals per year has not yet been computed by the Census Depart- 
ment; but by comparing the number of dairy cows, as given by 
the census of 1890, with the present census there has been a gain 
of 16,519 head, an increase of 1.7 per cent. The amount of but- 
ter manufactured from these animals amounts to about 90,000,000 
pounds per year, and the amount of milk produced to about 
440,000,000 gallons. There are at present in Pennsylvania 856 
creameries manufacturing butter. In the plant of each of these 
there is invested an average of $3,000, which would represent an 
invested capital of $2,568,000. 

A large number of private dairies, ranging in size from 12 to 
as many as 75 cows, have also been established, involving a large 
fixed investment of capital for stables, silos, dairy buildings, and 
equipment. 

The income to the people of my State in a single year from 
butter alone amounts to between sixteen and eighteen million 
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dollars, and the milk product, estimated at 8 cents per gallon, 
represents about $35,000,000 additional. This immense sum of 
money is a new product each year, adding this much to the 
actual wealth of the State annually, and has the advantage of 
being distributed throughout all of the farm homes of the Com- 
monwealth, going to the support of more than 1,000,000 people 
who are engaged in agriculture, enabling them to maintain them- 
selves in comparative comfort. If this industry were to be de- 
stroyed the loss to the agricultural people of the State would be 
a calamity, particularly because much of the material that is 
used in the feeding of these dairy cattle would, if the industry 
were destroyed, be left on the farmers’ hands valueless; and if 
the butter output were to be supplanted by some other substance, 
the depreciation in the value of miich cows throughout Pennsyl- 
vania would amount to many million dollars, and would involve 
as well the partial or total loss of the stabling and creamery 
buildings that arenow in use in the prosecution of this industry. 
A large number of our people also would be thrown out of 
employment. 

This occupation is suited to the strength and attainments of 
men, women, and children, and, unlike most of the other depart- 
ments of farm operations, it is continuous throughout the entire 
year, giving employment tothe occupants of farm homes through 
the winter months, at a time when other farm duties are sus- 
pended. The cutting off of this industry would leave a large part 
of our population in comparative idleness during a considerable 
portion of the year. Every farmer, therefore, or owner of a cow 
is directly interested in whatever will affect the dairy industry 
injuriously, or, in other words, that will make the conditions such 
that the cost of producing a pound of butter will be greater than 
the article can be sold for in the market. 

Oleomargarine can be manufactured at from 7 to 9 cents per 
pound, depending upon the quality and fluctuations in the price 
of the materials that compose it. With the present Government 
tax of 2 cents added, the total cost of the manufacture is from 10 
to 11 cents per pound. This makes it possible for the oleomarga- 
rine manufacturer to place his product upon the market at a 
price below the cost price of butter. The inevitable consequence 
will be to drive out the butter-making industry from the country, 
because of its unprofitable character. which, as I have shown, 
would be a great annual loss to the State, and would result in the 
still further depopulation of the country districts by destroying 
an industry which is doing more to sustain agriculture in the 
Eastern States than any other single line of farm production. 

The addition of 10 cents per pound, as proposed in this bill, 
will raise the cost price of oleomargarine to from 17 to 19 cents 
per pound, which is about the cast price of manufacturing a good | 
article of butter. This allows these two substances to go upon | 
the market at about the same cost of production, and the effect 
will be to protect the farming industry against being undersold, 
and consequently driven out of business by this new product. 

If the oleomargarine manufacture gave employment to per- 
sons equal in number to those now engaged in the production of 
butter, and if the profits of the business were distributed amongst 
this large number of our population, there would not be the same 
objection to its unrestrained sale that there is under present con- 
ditions, in which a single manufacturing establishment, employ- 
ing from fifteen to twenty persons, is capable of ar output 
greater than that of a hundred thousand farmers, and the profits 
of their business, instead of being distributed among all of these 
families, would go into the pockets of one or two already rich 
individuals or corporations. 

The protection of American industry is a well-accepted princi- | 
ple, at least by the political organization to which I belong, and 
I would be doing violence to my political convictions, as well as 
injury to the great farming constituency which I represent, if I 
did not use my utmost endeavors to secure the passage of this 
bill, which protects farming people in their occupation and at | 
the same time does no injustice to any other person or business. 

We have been legislating for the protection of manufacturers 
for many years, and this is right. It is equally proper that the 
General Government should protect the farming industry upon 
the same principle and for the same purpose, namely, the benefit- 
ing of American labor and the establishment of comfortable 
homes for all of our people. 

There is also another reason why the oleomargarine manufac- 
turer should be taxed by the General Government. The experi- 
ence of the dairy and food commissioners of the several States, 
who have been endeavoring to enforce State laws for the protec- 
tion of the farming interests in their States, is to the effect that 
instead of oleomargarine beirig sold for what it is, and marked so 
that the purchaser may have knowledge of the substance which 
he is buying, it is manufactured to resemble butter and is sold as 
and for butter. It is a fraud upon the consuming public, as well 
as a menace to a very important branch of agricultural industry. 
The imposition of a 10-cent tax, to be collected before the article ' 


| these elements were at work along other lines. 





is permitted to be exposed for sale, will remove in a great degree 
the temptation to commit this fraud, and will be to that extent 
in the interest of public morals. 

We are not ready to substitute the oleomargarine factory for 
the butter industry in the State of Pennsylvania. 

We are not willing that the profits of our domestic animals shall 
be taken away from their legitimate sources and given to a select 
syndicate of capitalists, in order that they may become inordi- 
nately rich. 

The time has come for Congress to pay attention to the voice of 
the agricultural people of this country, that has come tp here in 
unmistakable tones calling upon us to protect them against this 
menace to their existence. 

The legislatures of 32 States, representing over 60,000,000 of the 
people of the United States, have legislated against this oleomar- 
garine fraud, and we are therefore but carrying out the desire of 
this great constituency when we vote to place a tax of 10 cents 
per pound upon oleomargarine colored to resemble yellow butter, 

Requests have come to me from all of the representative agri- 
cultural organizations of my State asking me to support this bill. 
I also have numerous letters from individual farmers of reputa- 
tion and influence from all parts of the Commonwealth of Penn- 
sylvania requesting me to support this measure and to use my 
best efforts to secure its passage. To these requests I have given 
but one reply, and that is that I shall do all I possibly can to have 
the bill promptly considered, and that when the proper time would 
come I would cast my vote in its behalf. I hope, therefore, Mr, 
President, that the bill will pass without amendment and that it 
may accomplish all that the great farming interests of this coun- 
try expect from its enactment into law. 

Legislation along the line of the present bill provides protection 
for the farmer and is therefore in harmony with the principles of 
the Republican party. . 

The agriculture of the Eastern States has suffered depression 
for a number of years, resulting from the liberal policy our Gov- 
ernment adopted soon after the close of the civil war in making 
large grants of public lands to secure the construction of our 
transcontinental railroads. 

The farmers believed at the time that the construction of these 
roads was necessary to enable the Government to protect her 
citizens who had at that early date settled along the Pacific coast 
in case of war with any foreign power. The establishment of 
the Maximilian Government in Mexico, and the refusal of Eng- 
land to satisfy the Alabama claims for a time threatened trouble 
with both Great Britain and France, and under these circum- 
stances the loyal farmers of the East were ready to acquiesce in 
these land grants, although they could but know that it would 
prove more or less destructive to their own interests. 

Immediately upon the completion of these roads agents of the 
companies engaged in their construction were sent into north- 
western Europe, a section inhabited by the most thrifty farmers 
of the world, and shiploads of emigrants from Scandinavia, 
northern Germany, and Denmark were brought here and were 
settled upon these lands, which were sold to them at from $1.25 
to $2.50 per acre. The result was that within a few years the 
acreage devoted to the growth of cereals was so greatly increased, 
followed by a corresponding increase in their product, that the 
price went down to a point which made it impossible for the 
Eastern farmer to continue his production upon his high-priced 
lands, upon which heavy taxes had to be paid. 

While this increase in the production of cereals was going on 
The building of 
these railroads opened up many millions of acres of Government 
lands for the occupancy of capitalists, who established large 
stock ranches, the product of which had the same effect upon the 
prices of sheep, wool, and cattle that the cereal product had upon 
the price of grain. b 

In these trying circumstances the Eastern farmer was obliged 
to turn his attention in other directions and so in many sectivns 
the dairy was resorted to as the chief industry of the farm. But 
even here the Eastern farmer finds no security unless the Gov- 
ernment will extend to him the same helping hand that is ex- 
tended to other industries needing help. A by-product of the 
immense packing business that has been built up in the West as 
the result of cheap lands in some instances and Government lands 
being occupied by individuals in others is brought into our East- 
ern market, and the dairy farmer again finds himself subject to a 
competition that he can not successfully meet. He does not object 
to the competition if the article with which he must compete 18 
sold for what itis. If it is placed upon the market without being 
colored so as to deceive the consumer the dairyman is content to 
take his chances. Hence he insists that in addition to the tax 
‘* for revenue only ’’ of one-fourth of a cent per pound there shall 
be a protective tax sufficiently large to enable him to compete 
with the colored article when it finds its way into the mar<e‘. 
Products of the dairy and those of the poultry yard are the ouly 
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two sources from which the farmer is able to realize cash quickly. | 
Butter, milk, poultry, and eggs can be sold daily if desired in the | 
markets. Crops, on the other hand, require much time before 
they can be marketed. 

The history of all nations shows that as the agricultural people 
prosper so prospers the nation. No nation, however rich or 
powerful, can afford to neglect the tillers of the soil. 
our nation’s rapid progress in science and industrial development 
conditions are constantly changing. The farmers of to-day have 
to meet many contingencies undreamed of by their forefathers. 
The vast network of railways brings them into direct competition 
with distant lands. Newinventions lessen the demands for many 
things and change the current of trade. To protect the people 
against violent changes which would prove disastrous to omnr in- 
dustries should be the object of our Government. Not only the 
mechanic, the merchant, and the manufacturer but the farmer 
should be protected. But how can this be done? The manufac- 


turer can be protected by tariffs against disastrous competition | 


of foreign pauper labor; the merchant by laws prohibiting dis- 
crimination in freight rates, giving to each an equal chance in 
the markets of trade and commerce, but these remedies affect 
the farmer only in a remote degree, But the farmer can be pro- 
tected in his right to sell the products of the soil as such. 

We do not deny the right of anyone to manufacture or sell 
healthful food products as such, but stringent laws should be 
enacted and the enforcement thereof placed in the representatives 
of the farmers themselves against all food adulterations. Per- 
haps the most conspicuous article in food adulteration, certainly 
the one of most interest to the farmers of Pennsylvania, is oleo- 
margarine. The Commissioner of Internal Revenue reports for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1899, that there were, in round 
numbers, 91,000,000 pounds of oleo manufactured in the United 
States, of which eleven and one-half million pounds were sold in 
Pennsylvania. In the manufacture of this immense amount only 
1.72 per cent of the material used was butter. The rest was com- 
posed of different materials—principally animal fat and cotton- 
seed oil—colored, and sold as butter. 

Against thisimposition the honest farmer and dairyman should be 
protected, not only by suitable laws but by the appointment of suit- 
able officials who will without fear or favor enforce existing laws. 

It may be well to remember that the farmers of the country 
are among our very best citizens, and there is no class that is 
more deserving of the considerate care of our lawmaking bodies, 
both State and national. Their chief organization in this coun- 
try embraces about 30,000 local granges, with a membership of 
1,500,000, embracing the heads of families. 

For anumber of years their legislative committees have been in 
Washington during the sessions of Congress. These committees 
have always been composed of intelligent, conservative gentlemen, 
showing that the organizations they represent are composed of 
men who take part in molding the sentiment of the communities 
to which they belong. They have always favored Government 
protection where protection is needed, and now that they need 
protection themselves it is only just that it should be given them. 
In the State of Pennsylvania the local granges number about 500, 
with a membership of fully 55,000, principally heads of families. 
The farmers of Pennsylvania are among the most intelligent 
and conservative of all the many elements of our population, 
and in a general way they may be said to constitute the best 
bulwark of our institutions. 

For these reasons, representing as I do one of the greatest agri- 
cultural States in all the Union, I heartily favor this bill as it is 
reported from the Senate committee, and [ shall cast my vote for 
it when it comes up for final passage. 

Mr. SPOONER. 
speak on this bill, in view of the time I have already taken, I will 
yield the floor. 

Mr. CARMACK. I wish to speak about three minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, I do not desire to debate this 
bill. but simply to state my position with respect to it. Some of 
the Senators supporting the bill have suggested that those of us 
who oppose it are influenced by our desire to take care of the 
cotton-seed oil industry. I wish to say that in the entire eastern 
part of my State there is not grown one single stalk of cotton; in 
the middle section, which is a blue-grass region, the culture of 
cotton is a very small and rapidly diminishing industry; in many 
counties of the west there is little or no cotton grown, and the 
dairy interest in Tennessee largely preponderates over the cotton- 
seed industry. 

There are many large dairies and large Jersey cattle farms 
throughout the whole length of the State of Tennessee, and in the 
amount of capital invested and the number of people employed, 
I say the dairy interests are largely more important than the 
cotton-seed oil interest. 

It is not for any reason, therefore, of that sort that I oppose 
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Owing to | 


Mr. President, if any other Senator desires to | 
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If I were governed by such considerations I should vote 


this bill. 


for the bill. Iam opposed to it simply beeause I believe that it 
is essentially a vicious piece of legislation, that it involves a 
vicious principle. I believe that this bill is really wha ymar- 
garine is alleged to be, a penal statute colored in imitation of a 
| revenue law. I can not conscientiously vote for any such legis- 
lation, and because, and only because, I believe it involves a very 
bad principle; because I believe it is seeking to use the taxin 
power not for the purpose of raising revenue, but for the pur] 

of destroying one industry to help another industry, I am 


pelled to vote against the bill. 
Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I spoke unexpectedly : 
a sudden call the other day upon this bill, and I sai 
stitutionality, about all that I care to say. I do not rise now f 
the purpose of entering upon any elaborate 
I want (and that is one reason [ have for asking the indul 
of the Senate) to call attention to two statements, per! 





which are made in the minority report, andwhich u very 
much relied upon and very often quoted in all the s} ‘s Which 
have been made in opposition to the bill. One isa nt it 
puted to Hon. H. C. Adams, dairy and food commi: f Wis- 
consin, as follows: ‘* Thereis no use beating about ti i 


matter; we want to pass this law and drive the ol largarine 
manufacturers out of the business.’’ 

It is not a matter of much consequence to us, I suppose, wh 
we come as Senators to deal with matters of legislation, 
be said or may not be said before committees in advocacy or in 


what m 


Those of us who vote again 
them do so because we, for reasons which are satisfactory to us, 
are opposed to their passage, and those of us who favor them do 
so because we think they ought to pass, and not because some per- 


son who desires their passage has an ulterior purpose to a 
plish by them. 

Mr. Adams is a neighbor of mine. He lives in the same city 
which I reside. I have known him for a great many years. He 
is a man of education, of fine ability and of broad views, 
all the years I have known him I have not known him under any 
circumstances to make a statement in regard to which anyone 
would question his good faith or his word. This statement 
puted to him he says he never made. He has stated repeatedly 
before the committee that he never made it, andI believe him. It 
is confessed that there was no stenographer present, and I believe 
the statement that he made this observation rests entirely upon 
the recollection of the chairman of the House committee. 

Mr. MONEY. Will the Senator allow me there? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. MONEY. Is not the Senator mistaken when he says that 
no stenographer had taken down that hearing? 

Mr.SPOONER. He wrote mea letter which I have at my house 
in which he says, and he had so stated to me before, that at the 
time he submitted to the committee the observations of which it is 
alleged this sentence was a part there was no stenographer presen 

Mr. MONEY. Of course I would not contradict a statement 
made by the Senator nor by his friend, in whom he reposes such 
confidence, but how does this matter come here reported? It was 
not reported from a member of the committee. 

Mr. SPOONER. Ido not know that the matter ever was re- 
ported. 

Mr. MONEY. As a matter of fact it was reported bya stenog- 
rapher,and when Mr. Adams returned to the committee and said 
he did not say it a member said he did say it and the stenogra- 
pher’s notes showed that he did. Now, there may have been a 
mistake on the part of the stenographer, but, if the Senator will 
indulge me a moment, it is usual when stenographers take down 
these hearings that the witnesses themselves revise the stenogra 
pher’s notes. That has always been the custom. There n 
have been an exception in this case. 

Mr. SPOONER. I am only stating what Mr. Adams says to 
me, and I have no doubt whatever of the accuracy of his state- 
ment as to his utterance of this language. He wrote a letter to 
Hon. 8. 8. BARNEY, a member of the House from my State, under 
date of December 8, 1900, written at the Raleigh, in which he say 


yo. 
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THE RALerK 


Washington, D. ¢ Decembey a 


Drar Stir: In the report of the minority of the Committee on Agri 
upon the Grout bill I am quoted as having said in my testimony bef 
committee, March 7, 1900: ‘There is no use beating about the bush 
matter. We want to pass this law and drive the cleomargarine manufactur 
ers out of the busines 
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The statement is absolutely incorrect. I made no such declaration. I did 
say that the purpose of the Grout bill was to stop the coloring of oleomarga 


rine in imitation of butter and to destroy that portion of the oleomargarine 
business which depended for its success upon the deception of the public 

I have never, at any time or place, thought or said that the manufac 
and sale of oleomargarine, when not a counterfeit of butter. 






ure 


should be pro- 


| hibited. 


Respectfully, yours, 


H. C. ADAMS. 


Hon. 8. 8. BARNEY, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
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Mr. President, I have had a great many conversations with Mr. 
Adams upon the subjeet of oleomargarine, and the position stated 
in his letter to Congressman BaRNEY is the position which in con- 
versations with me he has always taken upon the subject. 

It is said also that Mr. Knight, secretary of the National Dairy 
Union, wrote a letter tothe Virginia Dairyman, dated May 18, 1900, 
from which an alleged extract is set forth in the minority report. 
I think Mr. Knight has asked for the production of that letter. I 
believe he has repeatedly denied before the committee that he 
ever wrote any such letter, and the letter has never been pro- 
duced. If Iam wrong about that, the Senator from Mississippi, 
who is more familiar with the details than I am, can correct me. 

Mr. MONEY. I can only say about it that the report of the 
House committee contains a quotation; and if the word of Mr. 
Knight is good against the honor of the minority who drew up 
that report and who inserted a falsehood, then it can stand that 
way. But I certainly must believe that an honorable committee 
of the other House or of this House would not insert in a report a 
quotation from a letter with its signature when it was an utter 
forgery, to the detriment of a gentleman who is here interested in 
business for his employers. 

Mr. SPOONER. Ido not impute any such purpose to any mem- 
ber of the committee. 

Mr. MONEY. Itiseither oneortheother. There isa conflict. 

Mr.SPOONER. But the letter was not givenin evidence. No 
letter has ever been produced, as I understand it, and printed, of 
this kind signed by Mr. Knight. He demanded the production of 
the letter, stating that he had never written any such letter. 
That demand is in several of the hearings, and he tells me that 
the letter never has been produced. 

Mr. MONEY. I for one never heard it contradicted. I heard 
him ask for the production of the letter. 

Mr. SPOONER. So far as the statement imputed here to Gov- 
ernor Hoard is concerned, I take this as fairly representing his 
position. Heisa man of great ability. He been governor 
of Wisconsin. He has devoted a great many years to the interests 
of the dairymen and thoroughly understands this subject. He is 
fair-minded about this legislation. He has done as much in one 
way and another to improve the methods of dairying among the 
farmers of the United Statesas any maninit. His statement was 
as follows: 

The hoped-for effect of the legislation asked of Congress is not to destroy 
the oleomargarine industry, but to force it over onto its own und; to 
compel it to be made in its own guise and color. Is there anything unjust 
or unreasonable about this? 

With a tax of 10 cents a pound on the counterfeit substitute, we believe 
the temptation for unjust profits, deceptive sale, dishonorable and dangerous 
conspiring against law, and fraudulent competition with an honest industry 
will be greatly modified. 

I have had many conversations with Governor Hoard as to his 
attitude upon this subject. I have never heard him express any 
opinion different from that which he gave in this statement be- 
fore the committee. 

I only call attention to these things because it is fair to these 
two gentlemen who live in my State that their version should be 
presented to the Senate. 

Mr. MONEY. Right on the point just passed, if the Senator 
will allow me, he seeks the truth of this business. Thestatement 
was printed in the hearings of 1901. In the hearings of 1902 be- 
fore the House committee January 13, on page 33, you will find 
that Mr. Scott asked this question of Governor Hoard: 

I object just as much as you do to the sale of one product for another prod- 
uct. I was simply asking whether this bill would be demanded if, after its 
passage, just as much oleomargarine would be manufactured and put on the 
market as is now manufactured and sold. 

That is, if the bill was passed making it white. 

Mr. Hoarp. In that case, sir, I would come before Congress and demand a 
still higher rate. 

That is just what Mr. Hoard said inone place. Then it goes on: 

Mr. HAUGEN. I understood you to say that as a representative of the dairy 
union you do not advocate this bill for the purpose of stamping out one in- 
dustry for the benefit of another. 

Mr. HoarRD. We come here for the purpose of asking that fraud be legis- 
lated out of existence. 

He had just said if they made as much of it white he would 
come to Congress and ask for a higher tax. 

The CHAIRMAN. When Mr. Adams made the statement _that he did make, 
did he represent the —— interests of the State of Wisconsin? 

Mr. Hoarp. He is the dairy and food commissioner of the State. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does he represent the State of Wisconsin when he says 
pe wishes the oleomargarine manufacturers stamped out of business by this 

aw? 

This is the stenographer’s report. Here is the chairman quot- 
ing him: 

His language is this: “ There is no use beating about the bush in this mat- 
ter; we want to pass this lawand drive the oleomargarine manufacturers out 
of the business.” . 

That is the end of the quotation. 

Whom did he speak for? 

Mr. HoArp. I do not think it is fair to ask me in regard to that when Mr. 
Adams arose in the committee and said that was not the phraseology or mean- 
ing of his utterance. 
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That was in the hearing before the House committee. 

The CHATRMAN. He made the statement. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Undoubtedly he made it. 

Now, that was inserted here by the minority of the committee. 
It was a question, it seems, between the memory of the witness 
and the memory of the committee, and they were so well satisfied 
that they put it in the report, and as Mr. Adams had discovered a 
certain interest, I will say, because he found it was hurting this 
bill to make any such declaration, I am inclined to take the word 
of the committee. I have not any personal acquaintance with 
him and I do not intend to reflect upon anybody. 

Mr. SPOONER. It would be very easy for Mr. Adams to be 
right and very easy for the gentlemen to whom the Senator re- 
fers to be entirely sincere. He undoubtedly did speak about tax- 
ing the business out of existence. He says as to that, he did not 
refer to the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine as such, but 
did refer to taxing out of existence the counterfeit. ButIleavethat 
to be ihemmiaak yon the probabilities and upon the statements. 

Mr. MONEY. r. President, if the Senator will allow me, 
there was no question of fraud in the statement of Mr. Adams. 
He said nothing about fraud or stamping out fraud. I will read 
it again as printed from the stenographer’s notes, which the wit- 
ness was permitted to correct: 

There is no beating about the bush in this matter; we want to pass this 
law and drive the oleomargarine manufacturers out of the business. 

Not the fraud, but the manufacturers. When Mr. Hoard says 
that Mr. Adams had denied that statement, said it was misunder- 
stood, immediately the chairman and Mr, Wu..14Ms, the senior 
Democratic member of the committee, said he did make it, and 
they were so confirmed in their opinion that they published it in 
their report. Ido not believe they would have published it in 
their report if they had believed that it ought not tobethere. It 
is a matter of veracity, at least. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have not charged that, Mr. Adams does 
not charge that. 

Mr. MONEY. Of course he makes no charge against anybody. 
He tries to exculpate himself, and he was not in the attitude of 
chargi people: 

Mr. SP ER. Ihave heard him make a great many state- 
ments on the subject, and he states in the letter his attitude, which 
he has occupied in conversation with me on the subject. When 
the Senator says there was no question of fraud, he is certainly 
mistaken, because there has been a question of fraud all the time. 
The whole foundation and substance of the agitation for this 
bill has been the fraud put upon the consumers and upon the dairy- 
men through the sale of oleomargarine colored in the similitude of 
butter. There have been two phases of this business, as there 
arenow. One is to deal with the product appearing to be what it 
is, and the other is to deal with the product appearing to be some- 
thing other than it really is. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, if the Senator will permit me, 
we are not talking about the general question of fraud. I under- 
stood the Senator to make a speech upon the ground that he 
wanted to protect.the public from a fraud. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is one ground. 

Mr. MONEY. That is the way I understood him all the way 
through, and so I understood others. We are not speaking of 
that; we are talking about the utterance of this witness, and I am 

aking now about the particular part of it which he denied, and 
that is down here stated and affirmed by the chairman and another 
member of the committee. There is no mention of fraud in it. 
I am only speaking now about the correctness of the report, and 


not upon the on as to whether there is fraud or not. 
Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator say there is no question of 
fraud in it? 


Mr.MONEY. Inthisremark. Weare not talkingabout frand. 
Mr. SPOONER. In that remark we have to e all he said 
about fraud in order to get at the matter. 
But I leave that, Mr. President. Now, this is not a new de- 
— There has been, as I said the other day, and as everyone 
ows, on the statute books since 1886 a tax of 2 cents a pound on 
oleomargarine with a considerable number of penal and regula- 
tory provisions. The proposition here is to reduce the tax on 
oleomargarine proper, but to increase the tax on oleomargarine 
colored as butter. It is idle to spend time in discussing the ques- 
tion upon the evidence whether the present law has been effective 
to protect the consumers from fraud. It can not be denied that 
it has been ineffective for that a and the evidence of it is 
absolutely overwhelming. I referred to one item of evidence the 
other day. I do not intend to repeat what I then said, but I ven- 
ture to call again attention to the fact that 82 States of this Union 
with over 50,000,000 of people have passed laws prohibiting the sale 
of oleomargarine colored yellow in the similitude of butter, and 
et within a single year in violation of the statute there were sold 
in those States, as shown by the reports of the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue, 62,000,000 pounds of oleomargarine colored in 
the similitude of butter. 
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The present law has been, I think, although it has brought very 
considerable revenue to the Government, really an aid in the per- 
petration of this frand upon the consumer, because, under the deci- 
sion in the Leisy case and the case of Bowman v. The Chicago and 


Northwestern way Company, it has been generally understood 
in the States that the police laws were powerless to reach this 
product seagowees into the State from another State until the 
original package had been broken, and when the original package 
had been broken obviously it has been almost impossible to pre- 
vent retail dealers from selling this thing as butter, and for the 
price of butter, which they knew was not butter. 

There has not been as much fraud on the part of the manufac- 
turers, although there has been some, A year or so ago a man 
was arrested in Chicago—I have his name in the papers here 
somewhere—who for two years or over had been engaged in man- 
ufacturing oleomargarine without paying any license and with- 
out paying 2 cents a pound and selling it colored in the similitude 
of butter. He was arrested, convicted, and fined $10,000, based 
upon the number of pounds of oleomargarine which in an illicit 
way he had manufactured and sold, as nearly as they could get atit. 

he evidence shows—almost every health officer, almost every 
detective, every food commissioner, from Ohio, from Wisconsin, 
from Pennsylvania, from New York (and some of those men dealt 
with a thousand cases in which prosecutions were made)—that 
in almost every instance it was found that the oleomargarine 
was sold for butter and at the price of butter. Ido not intend, 
Mr. President, to spend any time in going over the evidence ex- 
cept to say that it is absolutely overwhelming and irresistible. 

Yow, what shall we do? It is proposed to reduce the tax on 
oleomargarine by this bill, when manufactured and put upon the 
market for what it is, from 2 cents a pound to one-quarter of a 
cent a pound. That is a considerable reduction. It is a large 
concession to the legitimate product. It is proposed alternatively 
to levy upon the product, when colored in the similitude of butter, 
a tax of 10 cents a pound, 

Does any Senator really seriously mean to contend that the 
levy of 2 cents a pound upon oleomargarine in the existing law 
was unconstitutional? The same argument was made as I have 
stated against its constitutionality in 1886 in this Chamber that is 
madeagainstitnow. It was argued then, as itis argued now, that 
it isa prostitution of the taxing power of the Government; that we 
have no power under the Constitution to levy taxes except with the 
object of obtaining revenue. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Vest] made as fine a presentation of the argument from that stand- 
»oint as I think it possible to do, and a distinguished Senator from 

exas, an honorable and able predecessor of the Senator who so 
ably and brilliantly represents that State in this Chamber now, 
who spoke yesterday (Mr. BaiLry], made a lawyer-like and, from 
that standpoint, an exhaustive argument against the constitu- 
tionality of that tax. 

If there had been no question of fraud in that product, I venture 
to say that there would have been no proposition to levy a tax 
upon the product. Some very able lawyers and yery g¢ men— 
men who have a conscience for the law; men who are not willing, 
atthe behest of constituents or yielding to the clamor of any 
class of people, to forget their obligations to the Constitution-— 
advocated the passage of the existing law and discussed fully the 
arguments which to-day are made here and which then were 
made here against the constitutionality of the tax. One of them 
was Senator Edmunds, concededly a great lawyer as he was a 
great Senator. Isat where I am standing now and listened to his 
argument. I have it here and intended to read some sentences 
from it, but will not. 

Another Senator who made an elaborate argument in favor of 
the constitutionality of the law from the standpoint not simply 
of the Constitution, but also from the standpoint of conscience, 
was the great Senator from New York (Mr. Evarts) whose repu- 
tation as a constitutional lawyer was not confined to the United 
States, but was international, Those Senators found no difficulty 
whatever, not paltering with conscience, either—none of us do 
that—in finding justification in the Constitution for this tax of 
2centsa pound. We really do not disagree much on proposi- 
tions, except that our fetenile on the other side—and they are sin- 
cere about it—practically contend that there is no power to levy 
a tax under the taxing clause of the Constitution unless the 
chief or main object is revenue, and that where revenue is not 
needed to pay the debts of the United States, to provide for the 
common defense and promote the general welfare, such a tax, 
while binding in the forum of law, is dishonored in the forum of 
conscience. 

As [said the other day, Mr. President, and I repeat it now, I 
have never been willing to concede that the power of taxation by 
the Government is limited solely, or mainly, to the raising of 
revenne. 


Mr, BACON. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a ques- 


tion, solely that I may get his view of it, not for the purpose of 
entering into the discussion at all? 
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Mr. SPOONER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BACON. Suppose at the time the bill which is the law 
now on the statute ik was under discussion in this Chamber, 
when it was discussed by the very learned Senators then as it is 
now being discussed by the very learned Senator from Wisconsin, 
had specified in its title and in its body that the purpose of the 
bill was to prevent fraud in the manufacture of oleomargarine 
and to regulate it for that purpose—suppose it specified that as 
the purpose—I want to ask the Senator whether he thinks that in 
the forum of law that would have been upheld by any court? 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam not prepared to say that it would not 
have been. 

Mr. BACON. I wanted to get the Senator’s view of it, if I could. 

Mr. SPOONER, Iam not prepared to say it would not have 
been. The courts could see that one object of it was to raise 


| revenue. 


Mr. BACON. But, if the Senator will pardon me, I am speak- 


| ing of a case where the bill itself specified that that was the only 


pup Se. 
Mr. SPOONER, 
bill as that. 

Mr. BACON. If it only specified-—— 

Mr. SPOONER. That would be nonsense. 

Mr. BACON, Ifit only specified that purpose, with due respect 
to the Senator, it would not be nonsense to say that that was the 
exclusive purpose. It might be that the Senator would differ 
from me, but it would scarcely be nonsense. 

Mr. SPOONER. No legislature, no Congress would passa bill 
imposing a tax and declare on the face of it that it did not expect 
to raise any tax from it. 

Mr. BACON. It might. 

Mr. SPOONER. It might? 

Mr. BACON. It might put the tax sufficiently high to be pro- 
hibitory, Now, I will put it that way, in order to relieve it from 
the disagreeable position of being nonsensical. 

Mr. SPOONER. I did not say the Senator was nonsensical. 
I said 

Mr. BACON. No; but that the proposition would be nonsen- 
sical. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes; if put in a law. 

Mr. BACON. I will put it this way to the Senator: Suppose 
that, instead of imposing a tax of 2 cents, the bill had provided 
for a tax of 100 cents, and had specified in the title and in the 
body of the bill that the purpose was to prevent fraud in the man- 
ufacture and sale of oleomargarine and to regulate its manufac- 
ture for that purpose. That is the proposition, because in that 
case there would have been no possibility of revenue. It would 
have been so recognized necessarily that the purpose avowed was 
the exclusive purpose, to wit, to prevent fraud and to regulate 
the sale for that purpose. I want to ask the Senator, as I said, 
not for the purpose of entering into the discussion, because it is 
getting late, but in such a bill as that, specifying the rate of tax 
and that purpose, does the Senator think there would have been 
in the forum of law any court which would have declared that 
a constitutional act? 

Mr. SPOONER. Well, Mr. President, that is an abstract ques- 
tion. I think a very strong argument could be made in favor of 
it. But I can not conceive of the possibility of any Congress pass- 
ing such a bill or of any such peaenees being brought before a 
court. If it were, I am not at all certain that a court would de- 
clare it unconstitutional. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator can very readily see that a bill of 
that kind might be introduced and become a law for the purpose 
of destroying an industry in the same way that the 10 per cent 
tax was levied upon the circulation of State bank bills for the 
avowed purpose—and the purpose recognized and vindicated by 
the judgment of the Supreme Court of the United State—so that 
it is possible that for the purpose of destroying the manufacture 
of any article Congress might undertake to impose a tax which 
would effect that end. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator from Georgia think that if 
the act of Congress imposing a tax—-was it 10 or 8 per cent? 

Mr. BACON, On State bank bills? 

Mr, SPOONER. Yes, 

Mr. BACON. Ten per cent and—— 

Mr.SPOONER. Ten percent. Does the Senator from Georgia 
think that if it had been declared in that act that it was the sole 
purpose of Congress thereby to extinguish State-bank circulation 
the Supreme Court of the United States would decide it uncon- 
stitutional? 

Mr. BACON. Most decidedly not; because the Supreme Court 
decided that that was the purpose, and it could not have decided 
that any more certainly if it had been avowed than they did de- 
cide it as a conclusion drawn from its terms. But the reason why 


Oh, well, no Congress would pass any such 





_it would not have been unconstitutional, Mr. President, if it had 


been so avowed, is that the purpose to extinguish was not uncon- 
stitutional; but in this case that is the very point of the question 
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vhich I am submitting to the learned and honorable Senator. In 
this case the question is, If that is the purpose, and the sole pur- 
pose, to extinguish this manufacture, would it be unconstitutional? 
That is the very point that I want to bring the Senator to. In the 
case of the tax on the State-bank bills it was not an unconstitu- 
tional purpose, because the purpose was to maintain the national 
circulation. 

Mr. SPOONER. 
directly. 

Mr. BACON. Of course; or indirectly, either. 

Mr. SPOONER. By prohibition; but, instead of that, Congress 
did it indirectly, through employing the power of taxation-—— 

Mr. BACON. What it had a right to do directly. 

Mr. SPOONER. What it had a right to do directly. 

Mr. BACON. That brings us to the very point to which I 
want to direct the attention of the Senator. 

Mr. SPOONER. It will take all my time—— 

Mr. BACON. I beg pardon. The only thing I wanted to say 
was that this could not be done constitutionally directly, and 
consequently it can not be done constitutionally indirectly. 

Mr. SPOONER. That begs the question. I think Congress 
has the power to select, subject only to the limitations in the Con- 
stitution, the objects of taxation. Ithink Congress has the power 
to select those objects with reference not alone to revenue, but to 
the general welfare. I think Congress has the power under the 
Constitution, and has exercised it often, to choose an object of taxa- 
tion from which it desires that little revenue shall be raised, solely 
because in the general public interest, in the opinion of Congress, 
the manufacture or business taxed ought to be discouraged. Con- 
gress is free, and the Senator will not deny that, to choose for taxa- 
tion such objects as it pleases. 

Mr. BACON. I can not interrupt the Senator, and so he must 
not challenge me. 

Mr. SPOONER. That statement can not be challenged. The 
Supreme Court has said that very distinctly in the License Cases 
(5 Wallace). The court said: 

it is true that the power of Congress to tax is a very extensive power. Itis 
given in the Constitution with only one exception and only two qualifications. 
Congress can not tax exports, and it must impose direct taxes by the rule of 
apportionment and indirect taxes by the rule of uniformity. Thus limited, 
and thus only, it reaches every subject and may be exercised at discretion. 
But it reaches only existing subjects. Congress can not authorize a trade or 
a business within a State in order to tax it. 


Yes; but Congress had the power to do that 


Where Congress has the power to levy a tax upon an article 
it has the discretion to fix the amount of thetax. No onecan dis- 
pute that. If it may levy a tax of 2 cents a pound on an article, 
it may levy a tax of 20 cents a pound on it, and nowhere will any- 
one be heard to say, in challenge of its constitutionality in a court, 
either that its object was not revenue, that revenue was not needed, 
or that the tax was destructive. 

Congress may levy one tax upon a productin one form and a dif- 
ferent rate of tax upon the same product in another form, guided in 
that discrimination by the judgment of Congress as to ** the gen- 
eral welfare.’’ Those words can not be stricken out of the taxing 
clause of the Constitution, Mr. President, as practically it is 
sought to do. Congress may impose a tax or an excise upon 
opium to be used in the preparation of medicine or to be used as 
a medicine, and Congress may impose an entirely different tax, 
and has done it, upon opium manufactured in the United States 
for smoking purposes. The tax on opium used for a legitimate 
purpose was comparatively light and,I think, imposed not for 
revenue, but to give Congress the power to regulate it in order to 
prevent harm in its use. , 

3ut. Mr. President, when Congress came tolevy atax upon opium 
nanufactured in the United States, not imported—if manufactured 
in Georgia or manufactured in Wisconsin for smoking purposes— 
it levied a tax of $10 a pound. Does anyone suppose that was for 
revenue? Of course it would bring revenue into the Treasury if 
any opium were manufactured for smoking purposes and dis- 
covered; but that was not its object. Its object was to subserve 
the general interest; the purpose was—and many such taxes can 
be found, inexplicable upon any other theory, some of which have 
been in operation for fifty years, and some of which will continue 
in operation doubtless so long as the Government continues—to 
levy a tax not for revenue, but to promote the general welfare. 

What power had Congress to protect the health of the people 
of Georgia or of Wisconsin against destruction by this awful 
habit of opium smoking? Why not have left that entirely to the 
The States undoubtedly have that power: but it was 
thought wise to have some uniform rule, searching in its charac- 
ter, extending into every State, which would bring under the su- 
pervision of the Federal officials this injurious manufacture. So 
we have a tax at one rate for a legitimate purpose, and for 
another purpose, harmful, we have a tax at another rate. 

Consider again the license tax cases. Does the Senator suppose 
that Congress had simply revenue in mind when they levied a 
tax on lottery tickets, 


‘+ > . 
states: 
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| license fee; and, afterwards, that that might operate to permit, 
against the laws of the States, the sale of lottery tickets in the 
States, changing it to a special tax? Was it for revenue? 

The State of New York prohibited the sale of lottery tickets. 
It was a crime there to sell them. There was also a special tax 
on liquor dealers. Both laws came to the Supreme Court of the 
United States, and Mr. Evarts, representing the defendants, ar- 
gued that the object was not revenue, but that it was an attempt 
upon the part of the Congress of the United States to reap some 
profit from crime in the States. The court held that it left the 
States entirely free to prohibit the trade in lottery tickets; that 
it left the States entirely free to regulate the sale of intoxicating 
liquors, or to prohibit them; that all the statute meant was that 
if sales were made in the States of liquor or lottery tickets, the 
Government of the United States would not prosecute or take 
account of it solong as the tax was paid. Arguing that question, 
the court seems to intimate that the effect of such a tax, whether 
that was its purpose or not, might legitimately be the extinguish- 
ment of the traffic, for they say here: 

There is nothing hostile or contradictory, therefore, in theactsof Congress 
to the legislation of the States. What the latter prohibits, the former—if 
the business is found existing notwithstanding the prohibition—discourages 
by taxation. The two lines of legislation proceed in the same direction, and 
tend to the same result. It would be a judicial anomaly, as singular as in- 
defensible, if we should hold a violation of the laws of the State to bea justi- 
fication for the violation of the laws of the Union. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President 

Mr. SPOONER. I hope the Senator will not interrupt me now. 

Mr. BACON. Ido not wish to interrupt the Senator, but I was 
just going to say 

Mr. SPOONER. Well, I yield. 

Mr. BACON. Of course we all recognize that law as being 
applicable to articles which are vicious or unwholesome or un- 
healthy, or to practices where the agencies of the Government, 
like the mails, are being used for immoral purposes. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I am too old fogyish to be 
able to see that there is no vice in fraud; that it is only a man’s 
stomach which is to be protected; and the Supreme Court of the 
United States, if you will take the Plumley case and put along- 
side of it the Schollenberger case, has held as to this very manu- 
facture two things: one as toit if itis offered for what it is—in its 
relation to commerce between the States—and another if it is of- 
fered for what it ts not. 

In the Plumley case the statute of Massachusetts prohibited 
the sale, not of oleomargarine which disclosed its own nature, 
not of oleomargarine which could be identified as such—that was 
excepted—but of oleomargarine, or the custody of it for sale, wher- 
ever it came from, if manufactured in imitation of yellow but- 
ter produced from pure unadulterated milk or cream. The 
court held that the act of Massachusetts was a valid act. Later 
the Pennsylvania statute, which prohibited the possession for sale 
of oleomargarine, colored or uncolored, came before the Supreme 
Court of the United States. The oleomargarine had been brought 
in, I think, from the State of Rhode Island. What did the court 
hold about it? The court held that a statute which attempted to 
prevent the transportation of oleomargarine from State to State 
in any form was beyond the power of the State. Why? Because 
they took judicial notice of the fact that oleomargarine was a 
healthful product, and they said no State can be permitted, in 
the exercise of its police power, to say that a healthful product 
shall not enter into commerce between the States. 

That was a necessary decision; nobody could question it, be- 
cause, as I said the other day, if the States were permitted to 
say what should or should not be transported from State to 
State the regulatory power of Congress over interstate com- 
merce would be gone. Did that decision conflict in any way 
with the decision in the Plumley case? Not at all. The court 
held that while a State could not prevent, in the exercise of its 
police power, the transportation from another State into its 
boundaries of oleomargarine in its natural color so that it could 
be identified for what it was, where it was colored in the simil- 
itude of butter a State had the power, as protecting the con- 
sumers from fraud, to prevent its sale within that State, even 
though it came from another State. So that in this very case, as 
to this very product, the Supreme Court of the United States, by 
these two decisions—and in the Schollenberger case, in order to 
emphasize the distinction, they italicize the words ‘* manufactured 
in imitation of yellow butter,’’ etc.—decided that one, the article 
sold for what it is, is a legitimate article of commerce; that no 
State can prevent its transportation from another State into its 
boundaries, or its sale after transportation, because the police 
power of the State can not be used in order to destroy interstate 
commerce in a healthful article. 

On the other hand, they held that where the same article is col- 
ored to cheat the eye as well as the sense of smell and taste, io be an 
easy imposition upon those who want butter, it is in the power—tt 
not being a legitimate article of interstate commerce—of the State, 
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exercising its police jurisdiction, to arrest it and absolutely pro- 


hibit it. And so upon that alternative basis, dealing first with 
the product that is a genuine product, and alternatively with itasa 
fraud, Mr. President, as Mr. Justice Harlan. says it is; and he says 
itis colored to be a fraud, and 1 believe it to be—dealing with it in 
the alternative way, this billsays, substantially, ‘‘ If you manufac- 
ture it so that those who buy it will know what they are buying, 
a tax of one-quarter of 1 cent a pound is put upon it. If you 
choose to attempt to evade this tax by making a counterfeit of it, 
so that it resembles an article which is not taxed by law, and 
therefore may be sold simpiy because of its color, without paying 


the one-fourth of 1 cent a pound, or if you color it—for it comes | 


to that also—so as to be able to perpetrate a fraud upon the con- 
sumers, you shall pay 10 cents a pound upon it.”’ 


If there is anything unconstitutional about that, Mr. President, | 
I repeat to-day what I said the other day, that a | 


I do not see it. 
business which comes before Congress with the statement that 
its life depends upon being permitted to violate the laws of 32 


States with comparative impunity, and to unrestrainedly put | 
upon the market an article which looks and tastes and smells like | 


something which it is not, is not much entitled to. consideration. 


Does the bill interfere or invade in any way the rights of the | 


States? Of course, a State must not be permitted to say what 
article subject to Federal taxation can be taxed in a State. Does 
this invade in any way the sovereignty of a State? Does it do so 
any more than in the case of the Federal liquor tax? The Con- 
gress taxes liquor made in Wisconsin. The State of Wisconsin 
has the power, the Supreme Court say, to prohibit its manu- 
facture within its boundaries. Of course, in that event there 
would be no tax to be collected from it. So as to oleomargarine. 
The States, under this law, may prohibit its manufacture colored 
in the similitude of butter; but if they permit its manufacture col- 
ored in the similitude of butter they can not exempt it from the 
tax imposed by Congress. 

The provision in the House bill which the committee have struck 
out, was intended—I will not say by the man who introduced 
it, for I do not know who introduced it—to interject into this bill, 
if it should become a law, a constitutional question upon the basis 
that it left the States free to authorize or permit its manufacture 
and sale without tax when colored in the similitude of butter. 
Of course, if that were its object—and I have some very strong 
evidence that it was so regarded by those who are fighting this 
bill—the whole tax here would become invalid the moment a 
State exercised that power and permitted oleomargarine to be 
manufactured exempt from the tax imposed by Congress, for the 
rule of uniformity would thereby be broken; and evidently Con- 
gress can not levy a tax and permit any State to make that State 
an exception to its operation. 

I want further to say, Mr. President, that this bill does not in any 
way shackle a State. It is a concession to the States, as has been 
generally understood, because up to this time, I believe, it has been 
generally regarded, that the original-package doctrine has been 
held to be applicable to this product when it is imported into the 
States, and that the States have no power, therefore, to regulate 
it or to interfere with it until the original package is broken. 
I am not at all certain that that is good law, but it has been 
so regarded. But under the provisions of this bill that can not 
be again contended, because, whether necessarily or unnecessarily, 
this bill applies to oleomargarine the provisions similar to the 
Wilson law. 

I do not know how Senators propose to get away from these 
two decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States, differ- 
entiating from the standpoint of legitimacy and fraud the uncol- 
ored oleomargarine and the butter-colored oleomargarine, holding 
that one, the genuine article, no State can exclude; holding that 
the other, the illegitimate article, because easily put upon the 
market for butter, a State has the power to exclude altogether 
as a fraud. 

Mr. President, one word about the substitute bills. I think 
either substitute—the one proposed by my friend the Senator 
from Texas [Mr. CuLBERSON] or the bill proposed by the minor- 
ity of the committee—if adopted would perpetuate the very evil 
which, in part, this bill is intended to remedy, and one thing 
that makes me suspicious about it is that it is entirely satisfactory 
to thy manufacturers of oleomargarine. Timeo Danaos et dona 
ferentes. One thing is certain. No man can successfully con- 
tend, in my judgment, that it would protect the consumer, the 
people who patronize the hotels, the boarding houses, the restau- 
rants, and similar places. 

Mr, CULBERSON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
consin yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. SPOONER. In one moment I will yield the floor. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I merely wish to ask a question of the 
Senator from Wisconsin, and it is this: He says the substitutes, 
the one introduced by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Money} 
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and the one introduced by myself,are entirely satisfactory to the 
oleomargarine people. I call his attention to the fact that the 
law officers of the Government, disinterested and impartial, ex- 
| press satisfaction with the same bill, and say that it will reduce 
the so-called fraud to a minimum and that all the revenue of the 
| Government will be faithfully collected. 

Mr. SPOONER. They have been very efficient in collecting 
| revenue for the Government, but remarkably inefficient in en- 
forcing the penal provisions of the law. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator if he thinks it 
is the business of these Federal officers to enforce any penal pro- 
visions? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. If there are sales in 
of Congress I should suppose it was their duty. 

Mr. TELLER. How were they violating the act of Congress 
if they paid the tax? 

Mr. SPOONER. Suppose a man sold without a license or 
without putting on the stamps? 

Mr. TELLER. I never before heard of any complaint of that. 

Mr. SPOONER. All I have seen from any officer of the Goy- 
| ernment is the opinion of Mr. Gage. Mr. Gage is a great finan- 
cier, aman of great ability, and I think he made a magnificent 
record as Secretary of the Treasury; a credit to the country and 
an honor to his State. I would accept his opinion upon almost 
any other subject in the world more quickly than I would upon the 
proposition which did not come in detail to his knowledge as to 
whether the substitute would or would not protect the consumer. 
You provide that it shall be put up in 1 and 2 pound bricks and 
thereby by law you make it look more like butter; by law you put 
it in the form of butter, and this scheme of branding in the article 
itself ‘‘ oleomargarine’’ as a protection to the consumer against 
fraud is to me, with all respect to those who advocate it, simply 
|laughable. Such a brand is easily taken off, and the fact that it 
had ever been there never could be suspected or detected. This 
is all I care to say. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, the Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. SPOONER] stated that the oleomargarine people are satisfied 
| with the substitute. I wish to say to him that they have not had 

the privilege of writing it, nor have they been consulted about it. 

I myself have refused to talk with any of them. I stated at the 
| beginning that I cared nothing for the interest of these people 
| who are trying to make money by taxing others, or for any in- 
| terest that is trying to make money out of this or any other bill. 
I am talking for the consumer. 

In the few minutes left I wish to settle the question of veracity 
between Mr. Adams and the minority of the Committee on Agri- 
culture. I sent for Mr. WapsworrTH. the distinguished chairman 
of the committee, and he says that Mr. Adams made the state- 
ment that is reported by them, that it happened that the stenog- 
| rapher was not there that day, and therefore each member of the 
committee took it down because it was a very bold zwssertion. 
| Ex-Governor Hoard, in his testimony, says Mr. Adams rose in the 
| committee and said he did not say it. Mr. Adams never reap- 

peared before the committee at all at any time either to contra- 
dict that or anything else; but he did say in the Senate commit- 
| tee some time afterwards that they misunderstood him. When 
| Governor Hoard was going over this statement of Mr. Adams, he 
| said that Mr. Adams meant to be understood as saying ‘* fraudu- 
| lent,’ and he was reminded by the chairman and Mr. WILuiaMs 
| that he had not said anything about the word “‘ fraudulent.” 

Mr. President, I acquit Senators of any intention in their mo- 
tives to vote differently from what they think; I accredit them 
with designs to protect the country from fraud; but I do not be- 
| lieve there would be any effort here to protect anybody from 
fraud unless there was an interest behind it which expected to 
make money out of it. If the men who are lobbying for this bill 
and who are its original proponents did not ¢ *t tomake money 
out of it by destroying a competitor, there would be no intense 
anxiety here to protect anybody from any fraud. 

The Senator alluded to a lobby being here. I have seen only 
one man about this Capitol opposed to the pending bill, and he is 
the attorney of the Live Stock Association, who has a right to b« 

here in the interest of his clients. Mr. President, the people who 
| want this legislation are those who expect to make money by sup- 
| pressing an industry; and, whatever intention may be declared 
| here, we have the declaration of the interested parties, and they 

tell us, in every instance quoted by myself and by other speakers 
| on this side of the Chamber, that that intention, to use the lan- 
guage of one, is to eliminate this industry from the list of indus- 
tries. 

The Senator from Wisconsin says that Mr. Knight defied any 
body to produce the letter he wrote, and he said he did not write 
the letter. That letter is to-day in the possession of Mr. Bailey, 
| of Kansas, lately a member of Congress, and it could have been 
produced at any moment if any gentleman felt desirous of seeing 

it. But inthe very last hour of the debate, when my distinguished 
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friend the Senator from Wisconsin is on the floor, he enters this 
general denial for Mr. Knight, with no time to produce the letter. 
The letter is in the possession of Mr. Bailey and can be seen by Mr. 
Knight or the Senator or any friend, if they desire. 

Mr. SPOONER. Did not Mr. Knight enter a denial before the 
committee? 

Mr. MONEY. Yes; but nobody believed him, because the 
statement was made that the letter could be produced at any time. 
Mr. Knight was not permitted to enter the room of the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture of the House at all, because of the attack he 
made upon the chairman in an attempt to defeat him for reelec- 
tion by letters written to his constituents; and what was the re- 
sult? I have just received this dispatch: 

Representative WADSWORTH opposed additional taxation, but advocated 


honest legislation on oleomargarine. His agricultural constituents indorsed 
him by a larger vote of confidence than before. 


















That shows how Mr. Knight's letters were accredited in the 
district of the gentleman from New York, chairman of the com- 
inittee in the House, a man whose interest in cows and in butter 
and in land and in farming is larger than that of any other mem- 
ber of Congress in either House. And his honest position is in 
opposition to this bill, for he is just as much in favor of protect- 
ing the country from fraud as is the Senator from Wisconsin or 
the majority of the committee, or any other man. 

We have here a substitute bill offered by the minority which 
will more effectually prevent fraud than the bill offered by the 
majority of the committee, and I decline, with my associates, to 
be put in the category of those who are attempting to. protect 
fraud or impose deceit upon the public. We are just as earnest 
in our efforts to prevent fraud as any men in the Senate, and we 
claim the right to do it by our own bill, which will do it without 
crushing an industry that is lawful and suppressing an article df 
commerce, declared so by the courts, an article which chemists 
and scientists say is digestible and’ nourishing. 

The Senator from Wisconsin continually referred to the analy- 
sis of one doctor made one year, and that several years ago, and 
declined to take the table in which the estimate of that scientist 
appeared, the average of which proves that oleomargarine is more 
digestible than butter. The table shows it not for one year, but 
for many years, as the result of experiments made by that sci- 
entist through several years as against that one time, and all the 
others are for several years, low at first, and gradually increasing 
in digestibility. 

There is nothing in this bill to command the support of a man 
who has convictions that one industry should not be taxed for the 
benefit of another. So far as the opponents of this bill are con- 
cerned, we feel that we have done our duty to the country. 
have interposed with all the energy we have, by every means pos- 
sible to defeat this bill. The country has been showered with 
printed petitions sent from the Dairymen’s Union all over the 







the thousand. A sort of bullragging has gone on to press men 
to vote for the bill. I say this because some have told me that 
they were against the bill, but they have been overwhelmed by 





and he is compelled to vote for it, and there are others in the 
same fix, I know. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Missis- 
sippi yield to the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. MONEY. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope the Senator will have the fairness to say 
that we have also been deluged by stereotyped postal cards, tele- 
grams, and petitions on the other side of the question. 

Mr. MONEY. I would have said it if I had known it, but I did 
not know it to be so. 

Mr. HARRIS. I state it. 

Mr. MONEY. If the Senator states it, I accept his statement; 







and then we are both and all in the condition that we have been | 


bullyragged or threatened with the votes of constituents. I have 


received such, I know, and I have replied to them that I was not | 


trying to serve the interest of any one class, but that I was for 
the — and for all, against any class, and as far as my personal 


political fortunes went that I did not ask their votes, if they did | 


not want to give them to me; that I did not want any conscript 
or hired men in my camp; that they must be volunteers or 
none. 

Now, of course each Senator must settle it with his conscience; 
but I know there are going to be a good many wry faces on the 
other side of the Chamber when they swallow this dose; there is 
a distaste for this measure. 


their benefit, but in asking to be let alone, that they may pursue 


their industry uninterfered with and untaxed for the benefit of | 


other people. 
In the case which has been so often quoted, and Iam sorry I 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


We | 
country, and Senators have been bombarded with telegrams by | 


telegrams sent by some one here to be repeated to the Senator, | 


It is very little consolation, how- | 
ever, to the people who are interested, notin asking for a tax for | 





can not find it, the court says it is unconstitutional to levy a tax 

for - but a public p , and the courts in hundreds of cases 

have decided that a public purpose is not the newspaper or com- 

mon aeceptation of the word “ public,”’ but governmental, and 

no man can say this bill was introduced for a governmental pur- 

pose. It was introduced simply as the friends and originators of 
it have declared, that a competitor might be extinguished; that 
butter might be protected, in addition to the 6 cents protection it 
enjoys under the tariff law. froma home competition of a lawful 
industry. As has been said by the chief of all the friends of this 
bill, if this measure shall not prove to be sufficient as repressive 
taxation, to use his own language, he will be here next winter 
with something that will do it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 3 o’clock has ar- 
rived. The bill is in the Senate as in Committee of the Whole 

| and open to amendment. 
Mr. HARRIS. I believe I have the consent of the committée 
| to ask that the amendment which I suggested be first acted upon. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from Kansas offers 
an amendment, which will be stated. 

Mr. HARRIS. I will ask that action first be taken on the 
amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. MONEY. [I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Mississippi 
will state his parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. MONEY. Is a motion to recommit in order now? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
order at any time. 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the Senator from Mississippi yield to me? 

| Mr. MONEY. Certainly. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, I move that this bill be recom- 
mitted to the committee. In making this motion, I do it for the 
purpose of having the bill perfected. It is evident that there are 
many gentlemen upon the floor of the Senate who are undetermined 
in their own minds as to the proper course to be taken in voting 
upon this bill, especially when it is not perfected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order—— 

Mr. SCOTT. I move that the bill be recommitted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from West Vir- 

ginia moves that the bill be recommitted to the committee. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH and Mr. MONEY called for the yeas and 
nays, and they were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Oregon { Mr. want. If he were present, he 
would vote “ nay *’ on this motion and I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. DILLINGHAM (when his name was called). I have a 
general pair with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. T111- 
| MAN], who is absent to-day; but by arrangement the pair has been 
transferred to the Senator from Indiana {| Mr. BEVERIDGE], which, 
I understand, relieves me and allows me to vote as well as the 
Senator from Montana [Mr. CLARK], who is paired with the 
Senator from Indiana. I make this announcement as covering 
all votes. I vote “‘ nay.”’ , 

Mr. ALLISON (when Mr. DoLLIVER’s name was called). My 
colleague is necessarily absent from the Chamber to-day. On this 
question he is paired with the senior Senator from Mississippi 
(Mr. Money]. If my colleague were present, he would vote 
**nay.”’ 
| Mr. SCOTT (when Mr. ELxrys’s name was called), My col- 

league is absent on account of business. If he were here, he 
would vote to recommit the bill. 
Mr. HALE (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
| with the senior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jones]. The pair 
has been transferred to the Senator from Massachusetts | Mr. 
Hoar], which permits the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Pettus) 
and me to vote. 
| Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called). I have a 
general pair with the senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. DanrIEL}. 
| An arrangement has been made whereby that Senator will stand 
paired on all votes on this measure with the senior Senator from 
New York [Mr. Piatt], thus allowing the Senator from Idaho 
| and me to vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. BERRY (when the name of Mr. Jones of Arkansas was 
called). If my colleague were present, he would vote —, 
He is paired with the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar) 
on the motion to recommit. 

Mr. McENERY (when his name was called). I transfer my 

Mr. Derrw] to 
LKIns] and will 


A motion to recommit is in 
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pair with the junior Senator from New York 
the senior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.”’ : 
Mr. MONEY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. Dotiiver]. If he were here, 
he would vote “nay” and I should vote “ yea’’ on the motion to 
| recommit. 

Mr. PETTUS (when his name was called). 


I have a general 















pow with the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], but 
y an 


arrangement the pair has been transf 
froma Arkansas [Mr. Jones]. The Senator from Maine [Mr. 
Haz] and I have exchanged pairs, and the senior Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] will stand paired with the senior Sena- 
tor from Arkansas [Mr. Jonrs]. I will vote. I vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. PENROSE (when Mr. QuaAy’s name was called). My col- 
league is unavoidably absent. Were he present, he would vote 
‘‘nay,”’ and upon all other questions concerning this bill he would 
vote with the friends of the bill. 

Mr. TURNER (when his name was called). I havea general 
pair with the senior Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Warren]. I 
am informed that if he were present he would vote *‘ yea’’ on this 
motion, which leaves me at liberty to vote because I will vote 
the same way. I vote “yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. My colleague [Mr. Warren] is 
unavoidably absent on account of an affiiction in his family. If 
he were present he would vote “‘yea’’ upon this motion, and 
would vote ‘nay ’’ on the passage of this bill. 

Mr. CLAY. will transfer my pair with the senior Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. Simon] to the senior Senator from Wyoming 
[Mr. WARREN], and will vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I wish to ask what was the state- 
ment made by the Senator from Georgia in relation to my col- 
league? 

Mr. CLAY. I desire to state that I was informed by the 
Senator from Washington that the senior Senator from Wyoming 
would vote ‘‘ yea’’ if he were present, and therefore I made the 
transfer, 

The result was announced—yeas 35, nays 37; as follows: 

YEAS—#. 


to the Senator 


Aldrich, Clay. MeLaurin, Miss. Simmons, 
Bacon, Culberson, McLaurin, 8. C. Stewart, 
Bailey, Dryden, Mallory, Taliaferro, 
Bate, Dubois, Martin, Teller, 
Berry, Foster, La. Millard, Turner, 
Blackburn, Gibson, Patterson, Vest, 
Carmack, Heitfeld, Pettus, Wellington, 
Clark, Mont. Jones, Nev Rawhins, Wetmore. 
Clark, Wyo. McEnery, Scott, 
NAYS—37. 
Allison, Foraker, Kean, Penrose, 
Bernbem, Roster, Wash. carne i. 
urrows, e, ittr e, Jonn 
Burton, Gallinger, Lodge, Pritchard, 
Clapp, Gamble, McComas, Proctor, 
Cullem, Hale, McCumber, uarles, 
Deboe, Hanna, McMillan, pooner 
Dietrich, Hansbrough, Mason, 
Dillingham, Harris, Mitchell, 
Fairbanks, Hawley, Nelson, 
NOT VOTING—16. 
Bard, Depew, Jones, Ark. uay, 
Beveri age, Dolliver, Money, Simon, 
Cockrell, Elkins, Morgan, Tillman, 
Daniel, Hoar, Piatt, N. Y. Warren. 


So the motion to recommit was not agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS. I offer the following amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theamendment will be read. 

Mr. HARRIS. [I ask that the amendment to the amendment 
shall be first considered. I think that would be the proper course. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator has a right to 
modify his amendment without any vote upon it. 

Mr. HARRIS. Very well; then I ask that the amendment as 
proposed to be amended by me be read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the modified amendment of April 1 be 


read, 
ro tempore. The amendment will be read. 


The PRESIDENT 

The SscretTary. It is proposed to insert the following in lieu 
of section 4: 

Sxc. 4. That for the > parace of this act “butter” shall be understood to 
mean an article of food as defined in “An act defining butter, also imposing 
a tax upon and regulating the manufacture, sale, importation, and exporta- 
tion of cleomargarine,” approved A’ 2, 1866; that “adulterated butter” 
shall be understood to mean a grade of butter produced by mixing, rework- 
ing, rechurning in milk or cream, refining, or in any way producing a uniform, 
purified, or improved product from erent lets or parcels of melted or un- 
melted butter, in which any acid, alkali, chemical, or any substance what- 
ever is introduced or for purpose or with the effect of deodorizin 
or removing therefrom rancidity, and any butter with which there is mix 
any substance foreign to butter as herein recognized or understood, with in- 
tent or effect of cheape im cost the product in any way, either through 


cheaper or inferior i ts, or with intent or effect of causing the a 

sorption of abnormal tities of water, milk, or cream: Provided, That in 
case of the addition of animal fats or vegetable oils the preduct shall be 
known and treated as , as defined in the aforesaid actapproved 


Angee 2, 1886. 
t process butter’ or ‘renovated butter ’ shall be understood to mean 
agrade of butter produced by mixing, reworking, rechurning in milk or 


cream, re’ oy in any way producing a uniform, purified, or improved 
product from erent lots or parcels of melted or unmelted butter, and in 
which no acid, alkali, nor chemical, nor any su whatever has been 
used for the or intent of deedorizing or removing rancidity there- 


from, and to which no substance or substances foreign to pure butter has 


pene added with intent or effect of cheapening cost or increasing weight of 
ne, 
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That special taxes are imposed as follows: 

Manufacturers of process or renovated butter and of adulterated butter 
shall pay $600 per year, the payment of which shall cover the tax upon the 
manufacture of both articles. Every person who engages in the production 
of process or renovated butter or adulterated butter shall be considered to 
be a manufacturer t) » 

Dealers in aduiterated butter shall pay $48 per year. Every person who 
sells adulterated butter shall be regarded as a dealer in adulterated butter. 
And sections 3232, 8233, 8224, 8235, 8256, 8237, 8288, 8239, 3240, 3241, and $243 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States are, so far as applicable, made to ex- 


| tend to and include and apply to the special taxes imposed by this section 


| 
} 
| 


| 
| 
| 
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and to the person upon whom they are imposed. 

That every person who carries on the business of a manufacturer of proc- 
ess or renovated butter or adulterated butter without having paid the spe- 
cial tax therefor ,as required by law, shall, besides being liable to the payment 
of the tax, be fined not less than one thousand nor more than five thousand 
dollars; and every person who carries on the business of a dealer in adulter 
ated butter without having paid the special tax therefor, as required by law, 
shall, besides being liable to the payment of the tax, be fined uot less than 
fifty nor more than five hundred dollars for each oifense. 

tevery manufacturer of process or renovated butter or adulterated 
butter shall file with the collector of internal revenue of the district in which 
his manufactory is located such notices, inventories, and bonds, shall keep 
such books and render such returns of material and products, shall put up 
such signs and affix such number of his factory. and conduct his business un- 
der such surveillance of officers and agents as the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, may by regu- 
lation require. But the bond required of such manufacturer sha!l be with 
sureties satisfactory to the collector of internal revenue, and in a penal sum 
of not less than $500; and the sum of said bond may be increased trom time 
te time and additional sureties required at the discretion of the collector or 
under instructions of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. ’ 

That all adulterated butter shall be packed by the manufacturer thereof 
in firkins, tubs, or other wooden packages not before used for that purpose, 
each containing not less than 10 pounds, and marked, stamped, and branded 
as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, shall prescribe; and all sales conde by manufacturers of 
adulterated butter shalt be in original stamped packages. 

Dealers in adulterated butter must sell only original or from original 
stamped packages, and when such original stamped packagesare broken the 
adulterated butter sold from same ll be placed in suitable wooden or 

ar packages, which shall be marked and branded as the Commissioner of 
ators Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall 
prescribe. Every person who knowingly sellsor offers for sale, or deliversor 
offers to deliver, any adulterated butter inany other form than in new wooden 
or paper packages as above described, or who ase ks in any package any 
adulterated bu in any manner contrary to law, or who falsely brands 
any package or affixes a stamp on any package denoting a less amount of tax 
than that required by law, shall be fined for each offense not more than 
$1,000 and be imprisoned not more than two years. 

That every manufacturer of adulterated butter shrill securely affix, by 
pasting, on each package containing adulterated butter manufactured by 

im a label on which 5 be printed, besides the number of the manufactory 
and the district and Statein which itissituated, these words: ‘‘ Notice.—That 
the manufacturer of the adulterated butter herein contained has complied 
with all the requirements of law. Every person is cautioned not to use 
either this package again or the stamp thereon, nor to remove the contents 
of this package without destroying said stamp, under the penalty provided 
by law in such cases.” Every manufacturer of adulterated butter who neg- 
lects to affix such label to any package containing adulterated butter made 
by him, or sold or offered for sale for or by kim, and every person who re 
moves any such label so affixed from any such package shall be fined $530 for 
each package in respect to which such offense is committed 

That upon adulterated butter, when manufactured or sold or removed for 
consumption or use, there shall be assessed and collected a tax of 10 cents 
per pound, to be paid by the manufacturer thereof, and any fractional part 
of a pound shall taxed as a pound, and that upon process or renovated 
butter, when manufactured or sold or removed for consumption or use, there 
shall be assessed and collected a tax of one-fourth of 1 cent per pound, to be 
paid by the manufacturer thereof, and any fractional part of a pound shall 
»e taxed asa pound. The tax to belevied by this sectionshall berepresented 
by coupon stamps, and the provisions of existing laws governing engraving, 
issuing, sale, accountability, effacement, and destruction of stamps relating 
to tobacco and snuff, as far as applicable, are hereby made to apply to the 
stamps provided by this section. 

That the provisions of sections 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, and 21 
of “An act defining butter, also imposing a tax — and regulating the man- 
ufacture, sale, importation, and exportation of oleomargarine,”’ approved 
August 2, 1886, shalt apply to manufacturers of “adulterated butter” to an 
extent necessary to enforce the marking, branding, identification, and regu- 
lation of the exportation and importation of adulterated butter. 

All parts of an act providing for an inspection of meats for exportation, 
approved August 30, 1890, and of an act to provide for the inspection of live 
cattle, hogs, and the carcasses and products thereof which are the subjects of 
interstate commerce, approved rch 3, 1891, and of amendment thereto 
approved March 2, 18%, which are applicable to the subjects and purposes 
described in this section shall apply to process or renovated butter. And the 
Secretary of Agriculture is hereby authorized and required to cause a rigid 





sanitary i tion te be made, at such times as he may deem proper or 
necessary, of all factories and storehouses where process or renovated butter 
is manufactured, packed, or prepared for market, and the products thereof 


and materials going into the manufacture of the same for exportation or 
transmission from one State toanother. All process butter and the packages 
containing the same shall be marked with the words “Process butter” by 
marks, label, or brands,in such manner as may be prescribed by the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture, and oegeeeeme or renovated butter shall be shipped or 

rted from its place of manufacture into any other State or Territory 
or the District of Columbia, or to any foreign country, until it has been 
marked as provided in this section. 

The Secretary of Agriculture shall make all needful regulations for carry- 
ing this section into effect, and sha!l cause to be ascertained and reported 
from time to time the quantity and quality of process or renovated butter 
manufactured, and the character and the condition of the material from 
which it is made; and he shall also have power to ascertain whether or not 
materials used in the manufacture of said process or renovated butter are 
deleterious to health or unwholesome in the finished product, and im case 
such deleterious or unwholesome materials are found to be used in product 
intended for exportation or shipment into other States he shall have power 
to confiscate the same. An rson, firm, or corporation violating any of the 

isions of this section be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and cn 
conviction thereof shall be punished by a fine of not less than $50 nor more 
than $500 or by imprisonment not less than one month nor more than six 
moaths, or by h said punishments, in the discretion of the court. 
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Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, the committee agree to this 
amendment. 

Mr. BAILEY. I desire to know if, under the rules of the Sen- 
ate, it is not necessary first to dispose of the amendments reported 
by the committee? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

Mr. BAILEY. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas said 
that by an arrangement with the committee he offered this 
amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It will now be subject to amendment? 

Mr. HARRIS. Yes; it may be amended. 

Mr. MONEY. 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
offers an amendment to the amendment, which will be read. 

Mr. BAILEY. 
mit it as a parliamentary inquiry if, under the rules of the Senate, 
the committee amendments were not to be first disposed of? I 
understood the Chair to reply that the Senator from Kansas stated 
that he offered it under an arrangement with the committee. 


Not necessarily. 


free to say that if, under the rules of the Senate, the committee 
amendments must first be disposed of, I should like to have that 
course pursued. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

Mr. BAILEY. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Ordinarily unanimous consent 
is asked that the committee amendments shall first receive con- 
sideration, and that is generally granted. It was not done in this 
case, and the bill is open to amendment from the floor by any 
senator. 


Mr. BAILEY. 


There is no such rule. 


I remember that on one occasion I submitted 


an amendment and I was told to wait until the committee amend- | 
I am simply trying to learn the | 


ments had been disposed of. 
rules. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In that case the committee 
amendments were considered by unanimous consent obtained in 
the first place when the bill was brought before the Senate. The 
Senator from Mississippi offers an amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Kansas being the most important one, it is thought 
advisable that it should be first considered, and it is necessary to 
pursue this course in order to complete the bill in logical order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mis- 


sissippi intend to offer his amendment as a substitute for the | C 
| the purpose simply of producing a uniform product, a butter in 


amendment just read? 

Mr. MONEY. Thatis what Isaid—an amendment in the nature 
of a substitute for the amendment of the Senator from Kansas. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment offered by 
the Senator from Mississippi to the amendment will be read. 

The SEcRETARY. It is proposed to insert as an additional 
section, to be known as section 4, the following: 

Sec. 4. That for the purpose of this act certain substances, fats, oils, fluids, 
extracts, mixtures, compounds, and products, including such mixtures and 
compounds with butter and made in imitation or semblance of butter, shall 
be designated as “‘renovated butter,” namely, butter which has been melted 
and its rancidity removed or masked, and which has been regranulated, col- 
ored,and prepared in imitation or semblance of genuine butter; or any arti- 
cle or compound produced by taking original packing stock butter, or other 
butter, or both, and melting the same so that the butter fat can be drawn off 
or extracted, and then mixing the said butter fat with skimmed milk, or 
milk, or cream, or other milk products, and_rechurning or reworking the 
said mixture; or in any article or compound produced by mixing or com- 
pounding with or adding to natural milk or cream, packing stock or other 
butter and animal fats, or animal or vegetable oil, or any oleaginous sub- 
stance not pro ed from milk or cream; and any article or compound pro- 
duced by any similar or other process than commonly known as “ boiled,” or 
“process,” or “ ladled,” or “tub,” or “renovated” butter, with or without 

mmon salt, with or without coloring matter, and made to resemble genu- 
ine butter. And that all the provisions of this act and the act to which this 
is an amendment shall apply to the manufacturers and wholesale and retail 
dealers in renovated butter as defined in this section, and the tax on reno 
vated butter shall be one-fourth of 1 cent a pound, and it shall be subject to 
all the provisions of existing law applicable to oleomargarine. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment of the Senator from Mississippi [ Mr. Monry] to 
the amendment of the Senator from Kansas {[ Mr. Harris]. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I desire to say a word, as I am 
quite sure one feature of this amendment can not be understood 
by Senators unless they have examined it carefully, and I think 
it possibly may have escaped the notice of the author himself. 

While the amendment is designed to reach factories engaged in 
the business of producing the butter which is denominated here 
either adulterated or renovated butter, under its terms it will 
reach every farmhouse and will subject every farmhouse in the 
United States to the espionage of Federal officers to see whether 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


I offer an amendment as a substitute for the | 


The Senator from Mississippi | 


Of 
course no arrangement between the committee and the Senator | 
from Kansas could supersede the rules of the Senate, and I am | 


| not a proceeding 
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or not the provisions of the act containing this amendment are 
being violated. I will call the attention of the Senate to the fea- 
tures of it which will demonstrate that fact very clearly. The 
time being limited I only call attention very briefly to the second 
paragraph on page 2 of the proposed amendment, in which pro- 
cess or renovated butter is defined. 

That “process butter” or “renovated butter” shall be understood to mean 
a grade of butter produced by mixing, reworking, rechurning in milk or 
cream, refining, or in any way producing a uniform, purified, or improved 
peoeeet from different lots or parcels of melted or unmelted butter, and in 

ch— 

There is no other substance. 
wife 

Mr. SPOONER. That is not all of it. 

Mr. BACON. That is all that is necessary to be done. 
balance of it is simply exclusive, containing nothing else. 


That is the sole thing. Any house- 


The 
If the 


: . | Senator will examine it he will see that it says— 
I do not desire to appear persistent, but I sub- | , : J 


and in which no acid, alkali, nor chemical, nor any substance whatever has 
been used for the purpose or intent of deodorizing or removing rancidity 
therefrom, and to which no substance or substances foreign to pure butter 
has been added with intent or effect of cheapening cost or increasing weight 
of same. 

That is exclusive. 

Mr. SPOONER rose. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator will allow me? 
minutes. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator refer me to the place where 


I have only five 


| he reads? 


Mr. BACON. Page 2, second paragraph. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Beginning at line14. 

Mr. BACON. I say that all that part to which the Senator 
alluded, and which I have just read, is exclusive and not necessary 
to making it renovated butter. If a housewife shall take two 


| different pats of butter and churn them in milk in order to make 


it uniform, that will violate the law. Isay it would subject every 
farmhouse in the United States to espionage, to see whether or 
not the law is being violated, and the penalty is this: If a house- 
wife takes two pats of butter and churns them in milk in order to 
make them uniform, and that is all that is necessary to be done, 
she has to pay a license of $600 a year, and is subject to a fine of 
not less than $1,000 or more than $5,000 if she does it without 
paying that license of $600. 

I presume that is not the purpose of the Senator from Kansas, 
but that is what this amendment does, and there is no possibility 


| of escape from the proposition. 


Senators will remark the fact that the language is alternative. 
It is not that she shall do it for the purpose of producing a uni- 
form and purified and improved product; but if she does it for 


which there is no suggestion of imperfection or rancidity, if she 


| does it for the purpose of making it a uniform product and im- 


proving it, under the provisions of this bill she will be liable toa 
tax of $600 a year and a penalty of not less than $1,000 or more 
than $5,000 in case she should do that simple act without having 
taken out a license. 

There are many other things that will follow, but I have not the 
time to call the attention of the Senate to them and I do not think 
it is necessary, but certainly this proposed amendment unless 
amended will work great hardship and subject people to very 
great penalties without any possible justification. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I am willing to admit that the 
objection which the Senator from Georgia suggests might possi- 


| bly by a somewhat strained construction apply, but I think the 


matter can be met by the addition of a couple of words on page 
8, line 3, where it says: 

Every person who engages in the production of process or renovated but- 
ter or adulterated butter shall be considered to be a manufacturer thereof. 

By inserting the word “‘ for sale,’’ I think it would then meet 
the objection. 

Mr. BACON. Does the Senator mean to say that a housewife 
can not make butter for sale? 

Mr. HARRIS. I say she ought not to make butter in the man- 
ner indicated here for sale. 

Mr. BACON. That she ought not to take two parts of butter 
and churn them in milk and sell them, although perfectly sound 
butter, and that every farmhouse must be subjected to espionage, 
must be subject to the visits of Federal officers, to see whether or 
simple and innocent is being engaged in? 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator from Kansas will allow me, 
I suggest that it can be cured in another way, by inserting in line 
8, page 8, before the word “‘ production’’ the words ‘* business 
of’? and changing “‘ production” to ‘‘ producing,” so as to read: 
process or reno- 


Every person who engages in the business of gootneln 
a manufacturer 


vated butter or adulterated butter shall be considered to 
thereof. 

Mr. BACON. That would not perfect it. 
business of the farm, 


It isa part of the 
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Mr. FORAKER. What is the suggestion of the Senator from 
Georgia? 

Mr. BACON. I say that would be a part of the business of the 
housewife who makes 2 pounds of butter. It is just as much 
her business as the business of the factory that makes a million 
pounds of the butter. 

Mr. FORAKER. I submit there would not be that indefinite- 
ness about the effect of this language if it were put in the way I 
propose. I think under every fair construction, at least, it would 
apply only to those people who engage in it as a business in some | 
degree or other. I will suggest that it be made to read: 


Every person who engages in the business of producing process or reno 
vated butter, or adulterated butter. 


Mr. HARRIS. By adding the words ‘‘for sale’’ after the 
word “‘ producing ’’ would make it absolutely certain. It would 
then read: 

Every person who engages in the business of producing for sale process or 
renovated butter, etc. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, I do not agree with amendments to 
this bill just offered, either the one by the Senator from Kansas 
or the Senator from Ohio. They do not relieve the objections to 
the bill, but make it the more repellent to me. These amend- 
ments just offered, if carried out, would bring trouble and morti- 
fication to the housewives of our country. If carried into effect, 
under the operations of this bill, there would be a horde of inspect- 
ors hanging around farmhouses, village boarding houses, as well 
as homes in cities, seeking to implicate and punish good women 
for making butter and cheese as they had been taught, and as they 
preferred to make it. Because it concerns the women of our 
country and their domestic business we should be the more cir- 
cumspect and deal with it more delicately. 

Mr. President, this bill, as stated by the chairman of the Agri- 
cultural and Forestry Committee and who has it in charge, is sui 
generis. There is none like it, in this—it proposes to tax a neces- 
sary food product, not luxury, for purposes of revenue—not 
whisky or tobacco or beer, but that which is of daily use and 
which is a prime necessity and found every day on every break- 
fast table in the land. Hence it may well be said that such a tax 
is sui generis, for there are none like it. But why this novel, un- 
equal, and unjust tax of products purely local within the State 
and unknown to interstate-commerce law? 

We are told it is for revenue. Have we-not an overflowing 
Treasury,and have we not just repealed the war tax and stopped 
thecollection of millions of dollars because we do not need it? So, 
to say it is done for revenue is false pretense, and under the cir- 
cumstances makes it farcical. 

It is regarded by the best legal authorities as an unconstitu- 
tional tax unless it is levied and collected as revenuw. Hence we | 
claim it to be an unconstitutional tax, as the revenue is not 
wanted, and would be so declared if the real facts could be 
reached by thecourts. To say the least, as it is, it strains the tim- 
bers of the Constitution. 

It is as unjust as it is unequal. It not only takes the money 
out of one man’s pocket and puts it in the pocket of another man 
who did not earn it, but in practical operation will destroy one 
business to build up another. Is this democratic? Does not our 
political faith favor equal rights to all and special privileges to 
none? Mr. President, is not this one of the baldest propositions 
ever made in the Congress of the United States, of ‘‘ class legisla- 
tion’’? Such as will protect one man at the expense of another, 
and that man not a foreign importer, but the sufferer a native-born 
citizen of the United States. Has it not been the creed and faith 
for more than half a century of the Democratic party to oppose 
such class legislation, as is shown by the practical operation of 
a protective tariff? 

I can understand why a Republican who voted for the high pro- 
tective tariff bills which have found place on our statutes and 
have been preying like vampires on the consumers in this country 
for more than half a century can vote for this bill with its invid- 
ious distinctions, but I fail to see the political consistency in an 
antiprotection Democrat who votes for this bill. I try to be gov- | 
erned by principle in such matters, and I can not go back on a life- | 
time of antitariff protection and vote to build up the interest of 
one man by destroying that of his neighbor. This proposes to live 
on what it destroys. 

This, I believe, is the first time in the history of national legis- 
lation that a serious effort has been made to virtually tax out of 
its business relations, aye, out of existence, any useful products of | 
our soil, thus operating not only to destroy one business but to 
build up another out of its ruins. 

It has been the political faith in which I have been reared, and 
one that I have observed as a Democrat all along the line ‘of my | 
political life, to oppose a high protective tariff, and I beg to say 
in my judgment there has never been in our national legislation 
80 bold and direct an attempt to build up or destroy domestic in- 
terests by high protective tariff, or tax—for tax and tariff are syn- 
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onymous—as is shown in this bill, for it is unequal, giving an 
advantage to one citizen over another, its tendency and practical 
result being to enrich one and impoverish the other. This is an 
inequality the Government ought not to approve. 

One of the curses in these distempered times is the encroach- 
ment, as in this instance, of the General Government on the local 
governments, by Congress overriding State legislation, enlarging 
the powers of the one and minimizing the powers of the other. 

The interstate-commerce clause in the Constitution seems to 
have opened up with a broader view of late years than ever be- 
fore, growing out of railroad transportation and extended com- 
mercial interest. For this reason we should throw double guards 
around local rights and keep them as the Constitution intended 
they should be kept. This encroachment by the general on local 
government is restless and aggressive. 

We see it in the vast and varied increase in internal-revenue 
laws; we see it in the unity of the currency of the country, mak- 
ing a single standard; we see it in the banking laws, being one 
vast financial system exclusively under Federal laws, and in touch 
with each other; we see it in our enlarged and still expanding 
pensionroll, Itis recognized in thousands of pension cases, where 
the pensioner is amply able to take care of himself, but prefers 
relying on the Government as a means of support—thus losing 
sight of local interests, and looking alone to the General Govern- 
ment as the nourishing and protecting power of the citizen; we 
see it by the large increase of our Army, and in substituting regu- 
lars for volunteers, and seeking to make it a ‘‘ standing army.’’ 

Farm productions, Mr. President, enter largely into the make-up 
of this wholesome, healthful, and cheap diet known as oleomar- 
garine. But my time, as I have only five minutes under the 
present arrangement, forbids my entering that open field of dis- 
cussion. Money should be raised by taxation only for public pur- 
poses. If levied and collected for any other purpose, the tax is, 
and in law ought to be, void. 

This bill is a kind of ‘‘ Paul Pry.’’ It will have inspectors—in 
other words detectives—appointed by Federal authority to pry 
into the household matters of every housekeeper in the land who 
happens to have a boarder. Thus these detectives or Paul Pry’s 
will keep an eye on the table, ahd the housekeeper can not exer- 
cise her ideas of propriety and economy. 

It will increase the number of that most pestiferous class of so- 
called officeholders, known as inspectors, but really detectives, to 
the annoyance of the domestic household. And pray where will 
it stop? This opens the gate to a general ‘‘ food law”’ by the 
General Government, with its regulations and penalties, destroy- 
ing the independence and privacy and sanctity of homes. The 
States, counties, cities, and towns can and ought to manage such 
matters and keep the long, meddlesome, and greedy fingers of the 
United States Government out of the lard cans and butter dishes 
of the domestic housewife. Such matters should be left to local 
self-government. 

Mr. President, of all the people in the world that I would love 
to gratify by complying with their requests, and gratify myself by 
so doing, are those who cultivate the soil, raise their own cattle, 
make their own butter, and use it on their hospitable boards, as well 
as sell the surplus as a source of income. It is among such in the 
blue-grass country of Tennessee that I was born, reared, and 
educated, and one of the chief pleasures of my now advanced life 
is the identification of my social relations, my political and personal 
affiliations, as well as whatever of pecuniary interest I have, with 
that noble people. 

It would please me beyond measure to respond favcrably to 
petitions from them requesting me to vote for this bill; but I 
shall stand by the faith that has thus far guided my politics, be- 
cause I believe it right to do so. I will follow the old landmarks 
of Democracy that favor equal rights to all, and special privileges 
to none—and favor no tax upon the citizen, save for public pur- 
poses. 

Mr. President, this patriotic agricultural people of 
see, when they know the facts, will have no censure 
exercise of an honest judgment by their Representatives, althou 
they may differ with them. The agriculturists 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator's time has ex- 
pired. 
Mr. PROCTOR. I think the best answer to the suggestion of 


the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] is that the housewife 
does not rechurn and refine her butter. After she has worked 
the dasher or the rocker for an hour, and the butter has come, 
she will not touch it again until the cream is ripe and ready to 
sour. But to remove any possible objection I move, on page 3, 
line 4, of the amendment of the Senator from Kansas | Mr. Harris] 


to insert after the word “‘ butter,’’ the amendment suggested by 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker], namely, the words ‘‘asa 


business. ’’ 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ment will be stated. 


The amendment to the amend- 
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The SecRETARY. On page 3, line 4, of the amendment sub- 
mitted by Mr. Harris, 


r the word “ butter,”’ it is proposed to 
insert “‘ as a business.”’ 


Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, it seems to me that after a bill 
has been carefully considered by another branch of Congress and 
sent here containing a provision upon the subject of renovated or 
process butter the committee of the Senate might well have 
allowed it to stand. Of course I know they had some good law- 
yer who advised them to take out that provision, and I suspect I 
know who advised them to do it, because if this bill had passed 
with section 4 as it came from the House of Representatives, it 
would not be worth the paper on which it is written before any 
court in the land. The only possible way that any court could 
have sustained the law wane have been to say that Congress 
would have passed the balance of the bill with that fourth sec- 
tion left out. But the Senate is now giving evidence that Con- 
gress would not have passed the bill without some provision on 
the subject of renovated or process butter. 

The fourth section is a pure and simple regulation without your 
usual subterfuge of a tax. Ibelievethe purpose of the bill makes 
it all unconstitutional, and I wanted to see it passed with a pro- 
vision in it that would make it unconstitutional on its face. Iam 
free to say that it was for that reason that I did not mention it in 
the speech which I had the honorto make to theSenate. I wanted 
to see if, when the vote was taken, the Senate would not vote 
down the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry and, by defeat- 
ing its amendment, thus retain this provision. It isnow apparent, 
however, that somebody has advised them that this provision 
would not stand judicial scrutiny, and in order to escape the Consti- 
tution they have assailed the housewives who make butter for sale. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor] to 
the amendment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Harris}. 

Mr. BACON. Let the amendment be again stated. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 3, line 4, of the amendment, after 
the word “‘ butter,”’ it is propesed to insert “‘as a business.”’ 

Mr. HARRIS. The insertion should be after the word “ but- 
ter’’ where it last occurs in the line. The word is used twice. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be again stated. 

The SecRETARY. In line 4 on page 3 of the amendment of Mr. 
Harris, after the word “‘ butter’? where it occurs the second 
time, it is proposed to insert ‘‘ as a business; ’’ so as to read: 

Every person who engages in the production of process or renovated but- 
ter or adulterated butter asa business shall be considered to be a manufac- 
turer theréof. 

Mr. BACON. Upon the amendment of the Senator from Ver- 
mont | Mr. Proctor] I desire tosay simply a word. That amend- 
ment does not in any manner cure the difficulty. The housewife 
who makes 2 pounds of butter a day, and with it provides her 
little household necessities, is just as much in the business of 
making that butter as is the renovated or process butter factory 
that makes several million pounds of it a year; and if the making 
of 2 pounds of butter a day, carried on regularly, constitutes a 
business, it will still be subject to the same trouble that I sug- 
gested in the beginning, that it will not only subject that particu- 
lar farmhouse to espionage to see whether or not as a business 2 
pounds of butter are being made a day, but it will justify the 
visit of these officials to every farmhouse in the United States to 
see whether or not its occupants are engaged in that business. 

Mr. President, if Senators, with that proposition before them, 
are velling to vote for the amendment, I desire that they shall go 
upon record, and I therefore call for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, On the amendment to the 
amendment? 

Mr. BACON. No, sir; on the amendment itself. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Procror] to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Harris]. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I offer an amendment in the nature of a 
substitute for the amendment offered by the Senator from Kansas 
[Mr. Hanae). I desire to say by way of explanation merely 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Texas will be read. 

Mr. CULBERSON. It is quite a lengthy amendment, and it 
has been read. I think I can explain it in a few words. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, I desire to say that this 
amendment, in the first place, is an exact copy of what is known 
as the Wadsworth substitute offered in the House of Representa- 
tives. In the next place, it defines renovated butter; and, in order 
to give Congress jurisdiction of the subject, it levies a tax upon 
renovated butter of one-fourth of 1 cent per pound, In the third 
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place, it is an exact copy of that part of the House bill which 
came to us on the subject of renovated butter. I move it, as I 
have stated, as an amendment in the nature of a substitute for 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Kansas. 

The PRESIDENT ~ tempore. The Secretary will read the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON]. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed toinsert as a substitute for the 
amendment of Mr. Harris the following: 


That sections 8 and 6 of an act entitled “An act defining butter, also im- 
posing a tax upon and r ting the manufacture, sale, importation, and 
exportation of coleomargarine,” approved August 2, 1886, be am 80 as to 
read as follows: 

“Src. 3. That special tax on the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine 
on inggesen as auqwe: tools 9000 » 

‘**Manufacturers of oleomargarine shall pa annum. Every per- 
son W he mnutnetares oleomargarine for ie shall be deemed a manufac- 
turer thereof. 

“Wholesale dealers in oleomargarine shall pay $480 per annum. Every 

arson who sells or offers for sale oleomargarine in quantities r than 
0 pounds at a time shall be deemed a wholesale dealer therein; but a manu- 
facturer of oleomargarine who has given the required bond id the re- 
quired special tax, and who sells oleomargarine of hisown production only at 
the place of its manufacture in the origi es, to which the tax-paid 
stamps are affixed, shall not be required to pay the special tax of a whole- 
sale dealer on account of such sales. 

“Retai lers in oleomargarine shall pay $48 per annum. Every person 
who sells or offers for sale oleomargarine in quantities not greater n 10 
poanes at a time shall be regarded asa retail dealer therein. And sections 
O2B2, 3283, 3234, 3285, |, R37 ; , 8240, 3241, and 8243 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States are, so far as applicable, made to extend to and include 
and apply to the special taxes imposed 4 this section and to the ‘sons 
upon whom they are imposed: Provided, That in case any manufacturer of 
oleomargarine commences business subsequent to the 30th day of June in any 
year, = ae tax shall be reckoned from the Ist day of July in that year, 
and 8) y 

“ Suc. 6. t all oleomargarine shall be put up by the manufacturer for 
sale in packages of 1 and 2 pounds, res ively, and in no other or larger or 
smaller package; and m every print, brick, roll, or lumpof ol rine, 
before being so put up for sale or removal from the factory, there ll be 
imp y the manufacturer the word ‘Oleomargarine’ in sunken let- 
ters, the size of which shall be prescribed by regulations made by the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue and approv y the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury; that every such print, brick, roll, or lump of oleomargarine shall first 
be wrap with paper wraps with the word ‘ Oleomargarine’ printed on 
the outside thereof in distinct letters, and said wrapper also bear the 
name of the manufacturer, and shali then be put up singly by the manu- 
facturer thereof in such wooden or paper packages or in such wrappers and 
marked, stamped, and branded with the word ‘Oleomargarine’ printed 
thereon in ct letters, and in such manner as the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary of the ‘ 

srescribe, and the internal-revenue stamp shall be affixed so as to surround 
he outer wrapper of each land 2 pound package: Provided, That any num- 
ber of such original stamped packages may be nt up by the manufacturer 
in crates or boxes, on the outside of which shall be marked the word ‘Oleo- 
margarine,’ with such other marks and brands as the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Roveane shall, by regulations approved by the Secretary of the Treas- 


ury, prescribe. 

“ Hetail dealers in oleomangarine shall sell only the origina 1 package to 
which the tax-paid stamp is affixed, and shall sell only from caged crates 
or boxes in which they receive the pound or 2 pound prints, bricks, rolls, or 


lumps. 

= very person who knowingly seils or offers for sale, or delivers or offers 
to deliver, any oleomargarine erwise than as provided by this act, or con- 
trary to the regulations of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue made in 
pursuance hereof, or who packs in any package any oleomargarine in any 
manner con to law, or who shallsell or offer for sale, as b r, any oleo- 
margarine, colored or uncolored, or who falsely brandsany package, or affixes 
a stamp on any package denoting a less amount of tax than that required by 
law, shall be fined for the first offense not less than $100 nor more than $() 
and be imprisoned not less than thirty days nor more nm six months, and 
for the second and every subsequent offense shall be fined not less than _ 
not more than §1,000and be imprisoned not less than sixty days nor more than 
two years. 

“Snc. 6a. Renovated butter is butter produced from inferior, cheap, old, 
sour, unmerchantable, or rancid butters by washing, mixing with milk, 
cream, or other milk product, rechurning, recoloring, reworking, melting, 
chilling, or by any or all of such processes combined, or b any other , 

hat upon renovated butter w shall be manufact , made sold or 
removed for consumption or use, there shall be and collected a tax 
of one-fourth of 1 cent per pound, to be paid by the manufacturer or maker 
thereof, and any fractional part of a pound shall be taxed asa pound. The 
tax eae by this — shall = 7 resented by coupon stamps, and or. a 
visions o euiey é ws governing ving, issue, sale, accoun ity, 
effacement, and destruction of stamps Tolting to tobacco and snuff, as far as 
applicable, are hereby made to apply to stamps provided for by this section. 

“The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and required to cause 
a rigid sanitary inspection to be made from time to time, and at such times 
as he may deem necessary, of all factories and storehouses where butter is 
renovated; and all butter renovated at such places shall be carefully in- 
spected in the same manner and to the same extent and purpose that meat 
products are now inspected. The quantity and quay butter renovated 
shall be r ted monthly. All renovated butter shall be designated as such 
by marks, brands, and labels, and the words “Renovated butter” shall be 

rinted on all pac thereof, in such manner as may be bed by the 
secretary of Agriculture, and shall be sold only as renovated butter. An 
person violating the provisions of this section shall, on conviction thereof, 
»e deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall be fined not less than $50 nor 
more <a and imprisoned not less than one month nor more than six 
months. 


an 


“The Seocrotesy of Agriculture shal} make all needful sanitary and other 
rules and re tions for carrying this section into effect. And no renovated 
butter shall or from one State to another, or to for- 
eign countries, inspected as provided in this section.” 

Mr, CULBERSON. Mr. President, with a view of offering 
this as a substitute to the bill as it may be perfected, I withdraw 
it for the present. ‘ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is with- 
drawn. The question is on the amendment offered by the Sena- 
tor from Kansas [Mr. Harris] as amended. 
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Mr, BACON. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll, 

Mr. BARD (when his name was called). l 
senior Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jonzs}; but on this amend- 
ment I am informed that if he were present he would vote as I 


On that amendment I ask for the yeas and nays. 
I am paired with the 


do. I therefore desire to record my vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. CLARK of Montana (when his name was called). Iam 
paired with the junior Senator from Indiana [Mr. BevERIDGE]; 
but, as explained by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. DiLLine- 
HAM], it has been arranged that my pair should be transferred to 
the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN], so that I am 
at liberty to vote. I vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from Oregon [Mr. Simon]. If he were present, I 
should vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. MONEY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. DoLLiveR]. I have just re- 
ceived a telegram from him saying that he would vote ‘‘ yea’’ on 
this amendment. If he were present, I should vote “‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. PETTUS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. Under the 
arrangement that has been made, however, my pair with the 
Senator from Massachusetts has been transferred to the Senator 
from Arkansas [Mr. Jonrs], who was paired with the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. Hate]. In the absence of the Senator from 
Maine, however, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. PENROSE (when Mr. Quay’s name was called). Mycol- 
league [Mr. Quay] is unavoidably absent. If he were present, he 
would vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. TURNER (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WaRREN], 
which I shall observe, and refrain from voting. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BERRY. My colleague [Mr. Jongs of Arkansas] is absent. 
He has a general pair with the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hae]. 
I understand, however, that a transfer of pairs has been arranged, 
so that my colleague stands paired with the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Hoar]. If my colleague were present, he would 
vote ** nay.”’ 

The result was announced—yeas 44, nays 26; as follows: 


YEAS—44. 
Aldrich, Dillingham, Harris, Mitchell, 
Allison, Dryden, Hawley, Nelson, 
Bard, Fairbanks, Kean, Penrose, 
Burnham, Foraker, Kearns, Perkins, 
Burrows, Foster, Wash. Kittredge, Platt, Conn. 
Burton, Frye, Lodge, Pritchard, 
Clapp, Gallinger, McComas, Proctor, 
Cockrell, Gamble, McCumber, ries, 
Cullom, Hale, McMillan, Scott, 
Deboe, Hanna, Mason, woo. 
Dietrich, Hansbrough, Millard, etmore. 

NAYS—26. 
Bacon, Clark, Wyo. McLaurin, Miss. Stewart, 
Bailey, Culberson, cLaurin, 8. C Taliaferro, 
Bate, Dubois, Mallory, Teller, 
Berry, Foster, La rtin, Vest, 
Blackburn, Gibson, Patterson, Wellington. 
Carmack, Heitfeld, Rawlins, 
Clark, Mont. McEnery, Simmons, 

NOT VOTING—18. 

Beveridge, Elkins, Morgan, Tillman, 
Clay, Hoar, Pettus, Turner, 
Daniel, Jones, Ark. Platt, N. Y. Warren. 
Depew, Jones, Nev. ua , 
Dolliver, Money, imon, 


So the amendment of Mr. HARRIS was agreed to. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, the adoption of that amend- 
ment makes a slight verbal amendment necessary. On page 1 of 
the bill, at the end of line 3, after the word “ imitation,’’ the 
words ‘‘ process, renovated, or adulterated” should be added, as 
- amendment just adopted covers all those different varieties 
of butter. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment submitted by 
the Senator from Vermont will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 1, after the word “imitation,” at 
the end of line 3, it is proposed to insert ‘‘ process, renovated, or 
adulterated.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Vermont. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

_Mr. PROCTOR. The same amendment is necessary on page 4, 
line 21, after the word “‘ oleomargarine,”’ to insert ‘‘ process, ren- 
ovated, or adulterated butter.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Vermont will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 4, line 21, after the word ‘“‘ oleomar- 
garine,”’ it is proposed to insert “‘ process, renovated, or adulter- 
ated butter.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 





Mr. PROCTOR. There is another slight amendment reported 
by the committee. In line 12, page 3, strike out the word ‘* and”’ 
and insert the word ‘“‘or.’”’ The reason for that is this: The sec- 
tion there recapitulates section 8 of the act of 1886, and it quotes 
it incorrectly. Itis ‘‘ or’’ in the statute, and by a mistake in an- 
other body the word ‘‘ and’’ was put in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the 
amendment will be agreed to. 

Mr. MONEY. One moment beforethatisdone. Isit intended, 
I should like to ask tke Senator from Vermont, that cleomarga- 
rine shall be taxed before it is seld? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Ido not understand the question of the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi. 

Mr. CULLOM. We can not hear the Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. MONEY. As it is now, the bill provides: 

That upon oleomargarine which shall be manufactured and sold, or re- 
moved for consumption and use, there shall be assessed and collected a tax. 

Does the Senator by putting in the disjunctive mean to say that 
the oleomargarine shall be taxed when manufactured and before 
it is sold? 

Mr. PROCTOR. It should be “‘ for consumption or use.”’ 

Mr. MONEY. No; Iam speaking of the amendment which the 
Senator offered, which was to strike out ‘‘ and’’ and insert ‘‘or.”’ 

Mr. PROCTOR. I tried to explain it. It is not an amend- 
ment to the law. Itis merely leaving the law as it now is in the 
act of 1886. That is a recapitulation of section 8 of the act. 


Mr. MONEY. I bes pardon of the Senator. I was looking at 
the wrong ‘‘ and.’’ at is all right. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 


to the amendment of the Senator from Vermont. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In the amendment of the Senator from 
Kansas, in line 5, page 3, I move to insert: 

Wholesale dealers in adulterated butter shall pay a tax of $420. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is that an amendment to the 
amendment which has been agreed to? 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. An amendment tothe amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. COCKRELL. To the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Kansas. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
amendment being now made by the Senator from Missouri? The 
Chair hears none. The Senator from Missouri offers an amend- 
ment, which will be stated. 

Mr. COCKRELL. “And retail dealers in adulterated butter 
shall pay rannum.’’ That is what they pay there now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri, 
by consent, offers an amendment which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 3, after line 5, it is proposed to insert: 

Wholesale dealers in adulterated butter shall pay a tax of $480, and retail 
dealers in adulterated butter shall pay a tax of $48 per annum. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I ask unanimous consent to offer an 
amendment to be inserted at the end of the amendment of the 
Senator from Kansas, 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from North Caro. 
lina asks unanimous consent to offer at the present time an amend- 
ment to the amendment adopted, which was offered by the Senator 
from Kansas. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. The 
amendment will be stated. 

The SecrETARY. Itis proposed to add at the end of the amend- 
ment the following: 

Provided, That the provisions of this section shall not apply to butter pro- 
duced in the home of a private family. 

Mr. VEST. Ishould like to understand the effect of the amend- 
ment. Does that apply to adulterated butter? 

Mr. PETTUS. lask that the amendment be read in connection 
with the text. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Undoubtedly it does apply to 
the whole amendment offered by the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. BATE. I ask that it be read again. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I wish to amend the amendment by in- 
rting the words ‘‘ for use.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Caro- 
lina modifies his amendment as will be stated. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. There is some objection to those words 
going in. Leave them out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator withdraw it? 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Yes, sir; I withdraw it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Caro- 
lina withdraws his amendment. 

Mr. BAILEY. I should like to ask the Senator from North 


se 
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Carolina if he believes the tax would be uniform when the law 
taxes everybody except those who make the product at home for 
sale? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Caro 
lina has withdrawn his amendment. . 

Mr. BAILEY. Iknow. He attempted to evade it by provid- 
ing that the tax should not apply to butter made in this way for 








home consumption. Now, he leaves the amendment to stand, 
that it shall not apply to the sale of butter at the farm home, we 
will say, for that is the p urport. 

a r. SPOONER. He has withdrawn the amendment. 

. BAILEY. No; he only withdraws the suggested amend- 

ment to the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The entire amendment has 
been withdrawn. 

Mr. BAILEY. The entire amendment? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. There is nothing before the 
Senate. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. It is not my purpose to withdraw the en- 
tire amendment. 

Mr. BAILEY. That is what I understood. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair was mistaken, then. 


Mr. PRITCHARD. I simply desire to have the amendment 
= ed upon as was originally submitted. 
» PRE} SIDE NT pro tempore. The Senator from North Car- 
olin 12 offers an amendment, which will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. Itis proposed to add at the end of the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Kansas the following: 


a 7 


, That the prov 
» of a private family. 


e home 


Mr. BAILEY. 


recent decision of the Supreme Court on the Illinois anti-trust 
law this exemption would render it invalid. While we have no 
es hibition against Congress denying to any class of citizens the 
equal protect ion of its laws, we have another valuable provision 
which is that in matters of taxation the tax shall be uniform. 
And just exactly how Congress can tax butter when made by one 
man and exempt the same kind of butter when made by somebody 
else passes, as do many other things about this bill, my compre- 
hension. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment offered by the Senator from North Carolina. 
The amendment was rejected. 


isions of this section shall not apply to butter pro- | 


If this were State legislation, clearly under the | 
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that colored oleomargarine, which is said to be a fraudulent 


| product, may be prohibited from sale in the open market. 


Mr. President, I am not able to see the difference between put- 


ting into my stomach colored oleomargarine and butter colored 





by aniline, made out of coal tar. Iam, in my old-fashioned way, 
utterly unable to re the difference. If any manufac- 
turer of butter who sees proper to color it in onder to make it ac- 
ceptable to the public taste and in order to sell it can, without 
my knowledge or consent, inject into my stomach a preparation 
of coal tar, I can not see for the life of me why an oleomargarine 
manufacturer can not do the same thing. 

No Senator pretends to say that this is a revenue bill. 
itself on its face reduces the t 


The bill 
tax from 2 cents to one-fourth of 1 


cent per pound upon uncolored oleomargarine and imposes a 
tax of 10 cents upon colored oleomargarine, which is abso- 


lutely destructive of all revenue whatever. If any Senator has 
the hardihood, I should like to hear one of them stand here now 
and contradict what Isay. If anyone will declare that this is a 
revenue measure, I call his attention to the simple record, ¢ open 
to every man in the United States who can read and chooses to 
do so. We have just passed a bill almost unanimously in both 
Houses of Congress taking off $74,000,000 of taxes, the war taxes; 
and that bill is now in conference. We have a hundred and fifty 
million dollars of gold reserve. We have a hundred and seventy- 
five million dollars of surplus revenue, and during the last fiscal 
year we had $59,700,000 more receipts than we had expenditures. 
[ want some Senator to stand here and say to the people of the 
United States that this is a revenue bill in the face of these facts, 

I am opposed to the bill, and I am opposed to the amendment. 
This is nothing but parliamentary assassination. It is one inter- 
est making war upon another. The Senators who advocate this 
bill know very well that it is parliamentary assassination. They 
know that when the act comes before the Supreme Court of the 
United States that tribunal will say, as it did about the act of 
1886, ‘*‘ This court must assume that Congressmen have obeyed 
their oaths to support the Constitution, and that this is a revenue 
measure.’ We know it is not, and I leave it to every Senator to 
consult his conscience and say whether he is observing the Con- 
stitution in voting for sucha bill. For myself I would not vote 
for it if every man, woman, and child in this country would ask 
me todoit. I would not doitif the legislature of Missouri should 
ask me and demand that I should do it, because it has no right to 
make me violate the Constitution which I have sworn to support. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment prop sed by the Senator from Ohio, which has 
been stated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to offer an amendment intended to re- 
duce the license fees to be paid by wholesale and retail dealers in 
uncolored oleomargarine. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ar Senator from Kansas of- 
fers an amendment, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 3, after Tr “line 4, insert the following: 

Section 3 of said act is hereby amended by adding thereto ths following: 


* Provided further, That wholesale dealers who vend no other oleomarga- 
| rine or butterine except that upon which a tax of one-fourth of 1 cent per 
| pound is imposed by this act as amended shall pay $200, and such retail deal- 


Mr. FORAKER. I offer the amendments which I send to the 
desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio offers 
an amendment which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 2, section 2, line 24, after the word 
‘family,’ strike out ‘‘and guests thereof’’ and insert ‘‘ table;’”’ 
so as to read: 

And any person who sells, vends, or furnishes oleomargarine for th« 

i sumption of others, except to his own family table wi ithout comy 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next amendment pro- | 
posed by Senat 7 from Ohio will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 2, section 2, line 25, after the word 

any,’ strike ont ‘‘ ingredient or” and insert “‘ artificial.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let the clause be read as it will read if 
a nded 

The SecRETARY. On page 2, line 25, strike out the words “‘in- 
gredient or’’ and insert “‘ artificial;’’ so that the paragraph will 

Wl all add to or mix with such oleomargarine any artificial coloration 
t s it to look like butter of any shade, etc. 


in) 


is agreed to. 
pro tempore. 


ndment wi 


The “PRE SSIDE NT The next amendment pro- 








out, 


posed by the Senator from Ohio will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 3, section 3, line 16, after the word 
‘fro insert ‘‘ artificial;’’ and in the same line strike out ‘‘ or 
ingredient; ’’ so as to read: 

w leomargarine is free from artificial coloration 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I did not intend to say a word on 
this bill. Iam utterly opposed to the principle upon which this 
bill is based and the amendments that have been offered, and 
when I say “‘the amendments,’’ I mean upon both sides of the | 
Chamber, because amendme nts have bee n offered by my Demo- 
cratic colleagues which seem to me to ignore the fundamental 
principle upon which I am opposed to this sort of legislation. 

Under the Constitution of the United States the State has the 
right to re ‘gulate all questions of health and morals and the 
criminal laws that govern. We have been told here that 32 States 


ipted to get rid of colored oleomargarine, and ineffe: 
now 


have atte 
+3 


tually. and 


in an adverse ttre to legislate without regard to the Constitu- 
gard to the interstate-commerce clause in order 


tion and without ri 


» are appealed to by certain persons interested | 


ers as vend no other oleomargarine or butterine except that upon ‘whiel h is 
imposed by this act as amended a tax of one-fourth of 1 cent per pound shall 
pay 30 
Mr. PROCTOR. There is no objection to the amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
have not yet been acted upon. 
Mr. PROCTOR. There is a committee amendment on page 2 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. On page 2 it is proposed to strike out, begin- 


The committee amendments 


ning in line 10, the following: 

Provided, That nothing in this act shall be construed to forbid any State to 
permit the manufacture or sale of oleomargarine in any manner consistent 
with the laws of said State provided that it is manufactured and sold entirely 


within the State. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on agri 
the amendment reported by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amendment at the bottom of page 3. 


eing to 


There is another committee 


Mr. PROCTOR. The amendtinent of the Senator from Kansas 
| Mr. Harris] has taken the place of section 4. 

Mr. BAILEY. I did not understand that the amendment of 
the Senator from Kansas was offered as a substitute for that sec- 


because the amendment of the committee was to strike that 
and it will take a separate vote, as I understand it, to dispose 
of that. 


tion, 


Mr. PROCTOR. I understood that it was offered as a substi- 
tute for section 4. 
Mr. BAILEY. I venture to say that the stenographer’s notes 


' will not sustain that contention. 





1902. 








Mr. MONEY. 
Mr. HARRIS. 
in lieu of section 4, which had been stricken out. 


It was not understood 
I understood it was accepted by the committee 


Mr. BAILEY. The committee can not accept it in that way. 
I distinctly made the point of order in the beginning that the com- 
mittee’s amendments must first be disposed of. Iwas very courte- 
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shall be imposed as follows: Manufacturers of oleomargarine shall pay $600 
er annum. Every person who manufactures oleomargarine for sale shall 
* deemed a manufacturer thereof. 

“Wholesale dealers in oleomargarine shall pay $480 per annum. Every 
yerson who sells or offers for sale oleomargarine in quantities greater than 
0 pounds at a time shall be deemed a wholesale dealer therein; but a manu- 


| facturer of oleomargarine who has given the required bond and paid the re- 


ously informed by the Chair that no such point of order could be | 


made in the Senate; that the bill was open to amendment offered 
by any Senator; that the committee amendments were pending 
the same as amendments offered by Senators. 

Iam a little curious to know why the Committee on Agriculture 
struck section 4 out of the bill without themselves proposing some 
amendment on the same subject. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Thecommittee struck it out because they con- 
sidered it entirely inadequate and insufficient, and they were in 
doubt whether they could prepare in time an amendment that 
would answer the purpose. They did, however—the bill not com- 
ing up—give attention to the matter, and the amendment of the 
Senator from Kansas was largely prepared by the committee. 





the Senator from Mississippi about it—and the committee accepted 
it in lieu of section 4. 
Mr. BAILEY. 


the amendment striking out section 4, with the understanding | 


that some member of the Senate would offer an amendment on 
the same subject. Am I to so understand? 

Mr. PROCTOR. There was no such understanding at the time 
the bill was reported, but it was a matter outside of the oleomar- 
garine portion of the bill, and the committee was sure that this 
provision would not accomplish what it sought to. It would have 
been inoperative and of very little account. 

Mr. BAILEY. The committee had no doubt, however, about 
the perfect constitutionality of that section? 

Mr. PROCTOR. That is a question which the committee did 
not discuss. It would have been practically inoperative. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator from Texas permit me 
for a moment? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will turn to the printed 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas he will find 
that it reads: 

Insert the following in lieu of section 4. 

That is the form in which it was sent to the desk and acted 
upon. 

Mr. BAILEY. That may have been the amendment proposed, 
but it was not the motion voted on. Still, it is a matter of no 
practical or material importance. I was just curious to know 


what kind of motive operated upon the mind of the Committee | 


on Agriculture. 
by mere guess. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I would make the point that a motion to 
insert by way of perfecting the bill takes precedence over a mo- 
tion to strike out. 

Mr. NELSON. The adoption of this amendment in lieu of sec- 
tion 4, as we adopted it, was equivalent to a motion to strike out 
and insert. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. NELSON. And as such, when we adopted it in that form, 
it was equivalent to a motion to strike out and insert. The first 
clause in the proposed amendment for section 4 states as follows: 

Insert the following in lieu of section 4. 

Adopting that was striking out section 4 and inserting this. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there any further amend- 
ment to the original text? 

Mr. CULBERSON. I move to amend the bill by striking 
in line 13, page 3, the word “‘ ten”’ and inserting “‘ five.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the Senator from Texas will be stated. 

The SecRETARY. On page 8, line 13, it is proposed to strike out 
the word “‘ ten’’ and insert ‘‘ five;’’ so as to read: 

That upon oleomargarine which shall be manufactured and sold or re- 
moverl for consumption and use there shall be assessed and collected a tax of 
5 cents per pound, to be paid by the manufacturer thereof. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Texas. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MONEY. On behalf of the minority, I submit an amend- 
ment as a substitute for the whole bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
offers a substitute, which will be read. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out all after the en- 
acting clause and insert the following: 


That sections 3 and 6 of an act entitled, “An act defining butter, also im- 
posing a tax upon and regulating the manufacture, sale, importation, and 
exportation of oleomargarine,’ approved August 2, 1886, be amended so as to 
read as follows: 

“Seo l. Thet 


I regret to know that they happened to do right 


out, 


pecial tax on the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine 


I | 
polled, I think, nearly all the committee—I remember speaking to | 


The Committee on Agriculture, then, reported | 


The amendment proposed by | 


The Senator from Mississippi | 


erson 
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quired special tax, and who sells oleomargarine of his own production only 
at the place of its manufacture in the original packages to which the tax-paid 
dealer on account of such sales. _ 
‘Retail dealers in oleomargarine shall pay $48 perannum. Every j 
pounds at a time shall be regarded as a retail dealer therein. : 
“So. 2. That all oleomargarine shall be put up by the manufacturer for 
smaller package; and upon every print, brick, roll, or lumpof oleomargarine, 
before being so put up for sale or removal from the factory, there shall be 
the size of which shall be prescribed by regulations made by the Commis- 
| sioner of Internal Revenue and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury; 
| wrapped with paper wrapper with the word ‘Oleomargarine’ printed thereon 
in distinct letters, and said wrapper shall also bear the name of the m: 
| . . 
| or paper packages or in such wrappers and marked, stamped, and branded 
| with the word ‘Oleomargarine’ printed thereon in distinct letters, and in 
| 
j . . . . 
the Secretary of the Treasury, shall prescribe, and the internal-revenue 
stamp shall be affixed so as to surround the outer wrapper of each land 2 


stamps are affixed, shall not be required to pay the special tax of a wholesale 

who sells or offers for sale oleomargarine in quantities not greater t 

sale in packages of 1 and 2 pounds, respectively, and in no other or larger or 

impressed by the manufacturer the word ‘ Oleomarg * in sunken letters, 
| that every such print, brick, roll, or lump of oleomargarine shall first be 

facturer, and shall then be put by the manufacturer thereof in such wooden 

such manner as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of 
| pound package: Provided, That any number of such original stamped pack- 


| ages may be put up by the manufacturer incrates or boxes, on the outside of 
which shall be marked the word ‘Oleomargarine,’ with such other marksand 
brands as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue shall, by regulations ap- 
proved by the Secretary of the Treasury, prescribe. 3 

‘‘Retail dealers in oleomargarine shall sell only the original package to 
which the tax-paid stamp is affixed. 

“Every person who eee sells or offers for sale, or delivers or offers 
to deliver, any oleomargarine otherwise than as provided by this act or con- 
| trary to the regulations of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue made in 
pursuance hereof, or who packs in any package any oleomargarine in any 
manner contrary to law, or who shall sell or offer for sale, as butter, any 
oleomargarine, colored or uncolored, or who falsely brands any package, or 
| affixes a stamp on any jeckage denoting a less amount of tax than that re- 

quired by law, shall be fined for the first offense not less than $100 nor more 
than $500 and be imprisoned not less than thirty days nor more than six 
| months; and for the second and every subsequent offense shall be fined_not 
less than $200 nor more than $1,000and be imprisoned not less than sixty days 
nor more than two years.” ; 

Amend the title so as to read: ‘A bill to amend sections 3 and 6 of an act 
entitled ‘An act defining butter, also imposing a tax upon and regulating the 
manufacture, sale, importation, and exportation of oleomargarine,’ approved 
August 2, 1886, and also to define manufacturers and dealers and to provide 
for the payment of special taxes by them.” 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, the minority have submitted this 
substitute for the bill of the majority with the belief that it isa 
more effective preventive of fraud and deceit in the sale of oleo- 
margarine as a substitute for butter than the bill of the majority. 
I do not see how anybody can view it otherwise. It is devoid of 
| repressive taxation, of any discrimination, of injury to any indus- 
try in the world. It is simply_a preventive measure intended to 
regulate the manufacture and sale of this article of daily food 
familiar to the people in order to protect the consumer from any 
imposition on the part of the retail or wholesale dealer or manu- 
facturer. 

In our opinion it will meet the demand of the people who hon- 
estly want to prevent fraud and who do not wish to tax one in- 
dustry for the benefit of another. In the opinion of the minority 
there are millions of people in this country who knowingly ask 
for oleomargarine and who use it understanding exactly what it 
is. I have now before me gcores of letters and telegrams from 
working people all over this country, from almost every State in 
it, especially from the large cities, from labor organizations, say- 
ing that they know what they are doing, and they do not want 
protection except from the bill; that they want something that 
will prevent fraud if it is necessary, but for themselves they ask 
for oleomargarine, and they want it. 

This, in my opinion, will be a test of the sincerity of those gen- 
tlemen who profess to see in this bill only a preventive measure, 
and of those, on the contrary, who, instead of trying to prevent 
| fraud, are trying to repress an industry, in fact, to extinguish 
| it, not that we care so much for the interest of the manufacturers 
of oleomargarine as we do for the interest of thousands of con- 
sumers who are able to buy oleomargarine and are not able to buy 
| butter. 

On agreeing to this amendment I shall ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I shall vote for this amend- 
ment, but before I do so I want to say that I vote for it only be- 
cause it is less vicious than the one it is intended to displace. If 
it stood as an independent proposition there are things in it that 
I should not approve of and should not vote for. 

Mr. MONEY. I will say. if the Senator will allow me, that I 
| am exactly in his position. I stated that in the speech I had the 
honor to submit to the Senate in opening the debate. 

Mr. BATE. Although I have signed the minority report I 
want to say the same thing. I do not agree with it entirely. I 
did it as the best I could get. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I simply rise to say that I shall 
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very cheertully vote for this substitute as against the pending 
bill, but of course I would vote against the enactment of any 
measure by the Federal Congress intended to deal with deceitful 
practices in trade. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I desire to say, not only as to 
this amendment, but as to all others, that while I shall vote for 
such of them as I think would be less objectionable than the 
pending bill, if either of them was the bill upon its passage I 
would vote against it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Monry}. 

Mr. BACON. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. MONEY. I asked for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. : 

Mr. BARD (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jonzs]. If he were present, I 
should vote “‘nay.”’ 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). Iagain announce my 
pair with the senior Senator from Oregon [Mr. Summon]. If he 
were present, I should vote “ yea’’ and he would vote “‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. ALLISON (when Mr. DoLiiver’s name was called). I de- 
sire to again state that my colleague [Mr. DoLLIvER] is absent 
necessarily to-day from the Senate. If he were here, he would 
vote “ nay.” 

Mr. HALE (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
with the Senator from reweg eg * pae JONES]. My pair has been 
transferred to the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. The 
Senator from Arkansas would vote “‘ yea;”’ I vote “‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. PENROSE (when Mr. Quay’s name was called), My col- 
league [Mr. Quay] is unavoidably absent. Were he present, he 
would vote “‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. TURNER (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with the senior Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Warren] 
and refrain from voting. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. MONEY. Iam paired with the junior Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. DoLLiver]. If he were present, he would vote “nay ”’ and 
[ should vote “ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 39; as follows: 


YEAS—29. 


McLaurin, 8. C. 
Mallory, 


Patterson, 
° Pettus, 
Heitfeld, Rawlins, 
McEnery, Scott, 
McLaurin, Miss. Simmons, 


NAYS—39. 
Hawley, 
Kean, 


Aldrich, 
Bacon, 
Bailey, 

Bate, 

Berry. 
Blackburn, 
Carmack, 
Clark, Mont. 


Stewart, 
Taliaferro, 
Teller, 
Wellington, 
Wetmore. 


Clark, Wyo. 
Culberson, 
Dubois, 
Foster, La. 
Gibson 


Nelson, 
Penrose, 


Fairbanks, 
Foraker, 
Foster, Wash. Kearns, Perkins, 
Frye, Kittredge, Platt, Conn, 
Gallinger, odge, Pritchard, 
Gamble, McComas, Proctor, 

: McCumber, uariles, 


MoM 
Maen,” vest 
Mitchell, 
NOT VOTING—2. 
Depew, Jones, Nev. 
Dolliver, Millard, 
Clay, Elkins, Money, 
Cockrell, Hoar, Morgan, 

nie}, Jones, Ark. Piatt, N. Y. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the question on con- 
curring in the amendments be taken on them in gross? The Chair 
hears no objection. The question is on concurring in the amend- 
ments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. PETTUS. I ask for the yeas and nays on the passage of 
the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. BARD (when his name was called). 
senior Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jongs]. 
should vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). 
with the senior Senator from Ones [Mr. Smron]. 
present, he would vote “‘ yea” and I should vote “‘ nay.” 

Mr. MARTIN (when Mr. DANIEL’s name was called). ne 3 

© 


Allison, 
Burnham, 
Burrows, 
Burton, 
Clapp, 
Suliom, 
Deboe, Hale 
Dietrich, Hanna, 
Dillingham, Hansbrough, 
Dryden, Harris, 


Bard, 
Beveridge, 


I am paired with the 
If he were present, I 


I announce my pair 
If he were 


league [Mr. DanreL] is unavoidably absent from his seat. 


were present, he would vote ‘“‘nay.’’ He is paired on this vote, 
and has been paired on all the amendments voted on to-day, with 
the senior Senator from New York [Mr. Piatt]. 

Mr. SCOTT (when Mr. ELkrns’s name was called), My col- 
league [Mr. ELKINs] is unavoidably absent from the city. If he 
were here, he would vote ‘‘nay.’’ A pair has been arranged with 
the junior Senator from New York [Mr. Derzew], who, I under- 
stand, would vote “‘ yea”’ if present. 

Mr. HALE (when his name was called), I have a general pair 
with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jones]. Thatis transferred 
to the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. I vote “‘ yea.” 
The Senator from Arkansas would vote “nay ’’ if present, 

Mr. MONEY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. DoLLIvEeR]. If he were pres- 
ent, he would vote ‘‘ yea” and I should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. PENROSE (when Mr. Quay’s name was called). My 
colleague [Mr. Quay] is unavoidably absent. Were he present, 
he would vote in favor of the bill on its final passage. 

Mr. TURNER (when his name was called), I again announce 
my pair with the senior Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN] 
and refrain from voting. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming (when Mr. WaARREN’s name was 
called), My colleague [Mr. WARREN] is unavoidably absent, If 
he were present, he would vote “‘ nay.”’ 

The roll call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 39, nays 31; as follows: 

YEAS—39. 
Hawley, 
ean, 


Kearns, 
Kittredge, 


Allison, 
Burnham, 
Burrows, 
Burton, 
Clapp, 
Cockrell, 
Cullom, 
Deboe, 
Dietrich, 
Dillingham, 


Fairbanks, 
Foraker, 
Foster, Wash, 


Mitchell, 
Nelson, 
Penrose, 
Perkins, 
Platt, Conn. 
Pritchard, 
Proctor, 
Quarles, 
Spooner. 


e, 
Ga linger, 
Gamble, 
Hale, 

Hanna, 
Hansbrough, 
Harris, 


NAYS—31. 
McLaurin, Miss. 
McLaurin, 8. C, 
Mallory, 
Martin, 
Patterson, 
Pettus, 


Clark, Wyo. Simmons, 
Bacon, Culberson, 
Bailey, Dryden, 
Bate, Dubois, 
Foster, La. 
Gibson, 
Heitfeld, Rawlins, 
McEnery, Scott, 
NOT VOTING—41. 
ener. 
organ, 
Platt, N. Y. 
may, 
mon, 


Aldrich, 


Berry, 
Blackburn, 
Carmack, 
Clark, Mont. 


yest, 
Wellington, 
Wetmore. 


Dolliver, 
Elkins, 


Tillman, 
Turner, 
Warren. 


Bard, 
Beveridge, 
Clay, Hoar, 
Daniel, Jones, Ark. 
Depew, Jones, Ney. 

So the bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr. PROCTOR, the title was amended so as to 
read: 


A bill to make oleomargarine and other imitation dairy products subject 
to the laws of any State or Territory or the District of Columbia into which 
they are transported, and to change the tax on oleomargarine and to im _ 
a tax, provide for the inspection, and regulate the manufacture and sale of 
certain dairy products, and to amend an act entitled “An act defining butter, 
also imposing a tax upon and regulating the manufacture, sale, importation, 
and exportation of oleomargarine,” approved August 2, 1886. 


ANATOMICAL BOARD OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read: 

To the Senate of the United States; 

In compliance with a resolution of the Senate of the Ist instant (the House 
of Representatives concurring), I return herewith Senate bill No. 2291, en- 
titled ‘An act for the promotion of ore Oe eames and to prevent the 
desecration of gravesin the District o Me ODORE ROCERVELT. 

Wuirer Hovst, April 3, 1902. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I am somewhat in doubt 
what motion to make in reference to the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proper course to pursue 
is to refer the bill to the Committee. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will state that the oe was to have 
the bill returned so as to have it amended. will make the mo- 
tion to refer it to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 18123) making appropriations for sundry civil 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1903, and for other purposes, was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

CHINESE EXCLUSION. 


Mr. PENROSE. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2960) to prohibit the coming into and to 








1902. 





regulate the residence within the United States, its Territories, 
and all possessions and all territory under its jurisdiction, and | eg oe the results of it would open up an immense drain upon 


the District of Columbia, of Chinese persons and persons of 
Chinese deseent. ; 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, I rise to take the floor with 
the intention of discussing the Chinese-exclusion bill at 2 o’clock 
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» a 
3615 
bill meant the commencement of a civil pension list, and that I 


the Treasury. The reply to my suggestions was that when a 
clerk in the employ of the Government gives to the Government 
many years of his service that the Government ought to place him 
upon a civil pension list. 

In these two incidents we have brought forth fully to our atten- 


to-morrow, at which time, as I understand, it will come up as the | tion the condition in which the Government is placed. A strenu- 


unfinished business. 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I desire to give notice that 
to-morrow morning, immediately after the routine business, I 
shall call up the Indian appropriation bill. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 
15 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
April 4, 1902, at 12 o’clock meridian. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate April 3, 1902. 
APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY. 
Infantry Arm. 
Edward J. Bloom, at large, to be second lieutenant, February 
2, 1901. 
PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 
Infantry Arm. 
Capt. Edward H. Browne, First Infantry, to be major, March 
28, 1902, vice Clagett, Second Infantry, deceased. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
William R. Akers, of Nebraska, to be receiver of public 


moneys at Alliance, Nebr., his term having expired. (Reap- 
pointment. ) 





CCONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 8, 1902. 
PENSION AGENT. 


Augustus J. Hoitt, of Massachusetts, to be pension agent at 
Boston, Mass. 
POSTMASTERS. 


Burd R. Linder, to be postmaster at Orwigsburg, in the county 
of Schuylkill and State of Pennsylvania. 


Daniel W. Bedea, to be postmaster at Shenandoah, in the county 
of Schuylkill and State of Pennsylvania. 
Jesse N, Watson, to be postmaster at Hatboro, in the county of 


Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania. 

Robert B. Clayton, to be postmaster at Ashland, in the county 
of Schuylkill and State of Pennsylvania. 
_ Louis Biltz, to be postmaster at Girardville, in the county of 
Schuylkill and State of Pennsylvania. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, April 3, 1902. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
— ournal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved, 
REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 


On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, the House resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the further 
consideration of the bill (S. 1025) to promote the efficiency of the 
Revenue-Cutter Service, with Mr. OLMsTkp in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. 
MANN] oceupy some of his time? 

Mr. M I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. PADGETT]. 

Mr. PADGETT, Mr. Chairman, a few evenings ago an em- 
ployee in one of the departments of the Government came to see 
ine, it being his fourth or fifth visit, to request that I should use 
whatever influence I might have to retain him in the Govern- 
ment service; a laudable ambition, to remain in the employ of the 
Government. 

That same evening another employee spoke to me relative to 
supporting the pending bill. I suggested that the passage of this 


After seven minutes spent in | 


ous effort at all times is being made to get into the Government 
service, and when once in office a strenuous effort is made to in- 
| crease the salary and to establish an opening into the public 
| Treasury. The title of the pending bill is ‘‘To promote the effi- 
ciency of the Revenue-Cutter Service.’’ I dare say that that is 
| misleading. I have listened very attentively during the past few 
days to the speeches in advocacy of this measure, and I have heard 
| no intimation or —aeee that the Revenue-Cutter Service was 
| inefficient. I have heard no argument protesting that it needed 
|improvement. Every suggestion that has been made and every 
argument that has been offered has been that the service is very 
efficient and that the service is rendering a perfect service. 

Why, then, should this bill be styled a bill to promote the effi- 
ciency of the Revenue-Cutter Service. When we turn to the bill 
itself we find in it no provision whatever, no suggestion whatever, 
toincrease the efficiency of theservice. Nonew duty is prescribed; 

| no irregularity in the service is sought to be remedied. The only 
urpose of the bill is to open a way to higher salaries and to estab- 
ish a pension list. The bill divides itself into three branches. 
First, to increase the rank of the officers in the Revenue-Cutter 
Service. To this I have no objection. If there should be any 
comfort in having a provision to place —_ themselves more tin- 
sel and to make a more gorgeous display, I have no objection 
whatever to offer to that. 

The next provision is to increase the pay of all the officer. in 
the service; but no suggestion is made to increase the pay of the 
common laborers engaged in the service. The next suggestion is 
to — these officers upon a retired list at an increased pay. 
Under the law as it now exists they are subject to retirement 
at one-half pay. Thisis to be increased to three-fourths pay; so 
that under the operation of the present law a captain who was re- 
tired at $1,250 a year under the proposed law will be retired at 
$2,625 a year; in other words, an increased pension from more than 
$100 to more than $200a month. In addition to this there are 
commutations allowed to the different officers under existing law 
ranging from $40 down to $20 per month. This is increased in 
the pending bill to $48 down to $24 per month. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if we increase the pay of the Revenue- 
Cutter Service by the passage of this bill, I wish to call attention 
to the fact that the Life-Saving Service, a service which is just as 
commendable, that can present itself as forcefully and with just 
as matiy reasons and arguments in its behalf, stands knocking at 
the door of the Congress demanding an increase in its pay and 
that it shall be placed upon a retired pension list. Then there is 
the Marine-Hospital Service, that is just as commendable, making 
like demands. There is the United States Fish Commission, ma- 
rine service, and that is entitled to as much consideration. Then 
there is the Railway Mail Service, that is entitled and possesses ~ 
as much merit as this Revenue-Cutter Service. Where will this 
policy end? It means, Mr. Chairman, but one thing. It means 
the establishment of a civil-pension list in this Government; and 
when we ever open that door, I venture the prophecy that but 
a few years will elapse until we have a pension list requiring 
$500,000,000 of appropriation every year. 

I wish to call attention, Mr. Chairman, to the fact that at the 
present session the House has passed one law that has created the 
establishment of a permanent Census Bureau. This has added to 
the departments of the Government a large pay roll, amounting 
to a million dollars and more a year and an addition to the clerk 
hire of 1,000 or 1,200 clerks. There is pending inthis body a ship- 
subsidy bill, another measure that is seeking to find an entrance 
into the Federal Treasury in order to donate unlimited millions 
of the money of the people, raised by taxation, to the classes in 
this country who are already in the wealthy class and have no 
need of the donation. Already we hear the demands upon the 
Congress for the establishment of a new department of commerce 
and labor that will necessitate the enlargement very much in the 
employment of clerks and will constitute an additional drain upon 
the Treasury. Many of these things, I wish to emphasize, are 
extravagances. Weare in the eraof extravagant and reckless ex- 
penditure of the public money. Weare forgetting the funda- 
mental principles of economy in Government. We are hoisting 
the anchor; we are letting the old ship of state drift away from 
economy into every extravagance conceivable to meet every de- 
mand made upon the Federal Treasury. 

In this Revenve-Cutter Service we propose to increase the sala- 
ries of 221 officials, and we propose to increase the salary on the 
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retired list of 29 persons; and while this in the aggregate amounts 
to about $156,000 per annum—comparatively a very small sum— | 


yet it stands as an indication of what may be expected in the near 
future. It is the thin edge of the wedge entering the public 
Treasury toward the consummation of a plan to inaugurate in this 
country a permanent civil-pension list. 
print with my remarks the appropriations for the Army for the 
tiscal years from 1893 to 1902, inclusive, and the like appropria- 
tions for the Navy. 
appropriations for the Navy for the fiscal years of 1893, 1894, 1895, 
1896 were $100,390,818.41. 
441,460.93. The appropriations for the same years—1893 to 1896— 
in the Army were $95,379,632.37. For the years 1899, 1900, 1901, 
1902 they amounted to $678,380,001.18. 

So that we have the total appropriations for the Army and Navy 
from 1893 to 1896, inclusive, of $195,770,450, and for the years 1899 
to 1902, inclusive, of $925,821,000. The amount carried in the 


appropriation bill for the Army which has passed the House at | t ' 
| the officers about 40 per cent, and it raises the salary of the retir- 


he present session is $90,880,000, and the estimates for the Navy 
are $98,910,984, an increase in the estimates of more than §$11,- 
000,000 over the year 1902 for the Navy alone. 

I say, Mr. Chairman, that these facts ought to demand our 
serious attention and our earnest consideration, and they should 
impress upon us the necessity of calling a halt in the extravagance 
of the Federal Government. 

Mr. Chairman, I shall also ask to print with my remarks the re- 
port which accompanies the pension appropriation bill setting 
forth the increase in the pensions. In 1879the appropriations for 
pensions were $33,000,000. In 1901 it was $138,531,483, and added 
to that was $3,787,693 for naval pensions, making more than $142,- 
000,000 disbursed in one year for our pension list. Isthere noles- 
son for us in these figures? 
of money in the public Treasury comes through the exactions of 
taxation? Have we forgotten that in the establishment of this 
Government our fathers rested and grounded this Government 
upon the great fundamental principles of simplicity of govern- 
~_ and economy of administration? But we have lost sight of 
this. 
forgotten the economy of our fathers. We have cut loose from 


the spirit and genius of our institutions, and we are drifting away | - 


from them into every extravagance that could characterize a Fed- 
eral administration. 

Opposed to this the Democratic party stands forever pledged, 
and I wish to call to the attention of this House and to the atten- 
tion of the country and to the attention of the Administration and 
the responsible authorities in this House that the time has come 
when we should begin to practice some measure of economy, and 
to have in view the fact that the money we are lavishly expend- 
ing is derived from taxation of the people who earn their money 
by the sweat of their brow, and every dollar in the Federal Treas- 
ury is an exaction from labor and toil and the products of the 
masses of our citizenship. To-day, like in the olden time, as every 
road led to Rome, it seems that in the Congress of the United 
States under the present Administration, every road leads into 
the public Treasury. Let us return to the simplicity and the 


economy of our fathers, and turn away from this lavishness and | ; 


ragance that would constitute every Federal officeholder a 

ner upon the public Treasury and a burden upon the labor 
i toil and production of the American citizens. potas 

» tables above alluded to are appended, as follows: 


543, 385. 


| for the years 1893, 1894, 1895, 1896 - 
for the years 1899, 1900, 1901, 1992 
riations for the Army for the 


, 44.7 
, ORS. 55 
4, 049 
19, GRR. s 
, O01 
, 450 
, 42 


i for years 1600, 1000, 1908, IGDR.. .....cc ccccosseccewseqeces occes-cs 
ts propri: s for years 1898 to 1896 for Army and Navy. 
] pprop ion 
l year 1903: 


for years 1809 to 1908. ...................... 
Amount carried in appropriation bill for the Army , 934. 
Estimates for the Navy : 98, 910, 984. 63 
Increase of naval estimates over year 1902 11, 788, 553. 87 
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I have here and shall | 


I wish to call attention to the fact that the | 


For 1899, 1900, 1901, and 1902, $247,- | 1 captain, a eT te i a a ater ate ee ; 


| 3 second assistant engineers, each at -..........-..-.- 


|} ommendec 


Have we forgotten that every dollar | _ 


| Salaries of agents - -.- 


We have forgotten the simplicity of our fathers; we have | 


| of Pensions, shows the num 
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Revenue-Cutter Service under existing law. 


37 captains, each at 
37 first lieutenants, each at 


| 87 second lieutenants, each at 
| 87 third lieutenants, each at 


1 captain engineers, at 

35 chief engineers, each at 

17 first assistant engineers, each at 
18 second assistant engineers, each at 
1 constructor, at 


Retired list under existing law, 
Per year, 


4 captains, each at 


| 4 first lieutenants, each at 


1 second lieutenant, at 


| 1 third lieutenant, at 


PO I MINTO wads od dnabuleiches wt shane tiseunoesescesegenenns 
6 first assistant engineers, each at _.............-.-.---- 


600 


Under the pending bill the effect is to increase the salaries of 


ing officer from one-half of the existing salary to three-fourths of 


| the increased salary. 


The Committee on Appropriations, in presenting the bill making appro- 
priations for the payment of invalid and other pensions for the fiscal year 
1903, submit the following in explanation thereof: 

The estimates on which the bill is based will be found on page 197 of the 
Book of Estimates for 1908, and amount to $139,846,450. 

The accompanying bill appropriates $139,842,230. 

The following statement gives, by appropriate title of expenditure, the 
amounts ~ t wiated for 1902, the estimates for 1903, and the amounts rec- 
in the accompanying bill for 1903: 





Recommend- 
ed for 1908. 


Title of expenditure. Regt anaes 


| 

Payment of pensions ........-.-..---- | $144,000, 000 

Fees of examining surgeons.........- 700, 000 | 
72,000 

430, 000 


80, 750 | 
12, 480 


$138, 500,000 
800, 000 
72,000 

430, 000 


85,000 
9, 480 


139, 846, 480 


$138, 500,000 
800, 000 
72,000 
430,000 


Clerk hire at agencies -............... 
Stationery and other necessary ex- 

BORDER... onsas cc sabe cedccevenessecened | 
Rent 


30,750 
9, 480 


145, 245,290 | 


139, 842, 230 





The following table, compiled from theannual reports of the Commissioner 
er of pensioners on the roll, the annual value of 
pensions, the disbursements on account of pensions, the number of applica- 
tions filed, and the number ef claims allowed each year from 1879 to 1901, 
inclusive: 


Total 
number 


of claims 
allowed. 


| : Total 

} a Disburse- 

eae oe Annual value| ments on ac- Ss 
| Pensioners of pensions. ale: 


ion the roll. pwn Le cations 
snsions. ~y 


Fiscal year. 


31,346 
19, 545 
27, 304 
27, 064 
38, 162 
34, 192 
35, 767 
4), R57 
55, 1% 
60, 252 
51, 921 
66, 637 
156, 486 
224, 047 
121, 630 
39,085 
39, 185 
40, 374 
50,101 
52, 648 
37,077 
40, 645 
44, 868 


242,755 | 
250, 802 
268, 830 
285, 697 | 
308, 658 
822, 756 | 
845, 125 | 
865, 783 | 
406, 007 | 
452, 557 
489,725 | 
537,944 
676, 160 | 
876, 068 
966, 012 
969,544 
970, 524 
970, 678 
976,014 
993,714 | 
991,519 
$93, 529 
997, 735 


$25, 498, 742. 15 
25, 917, 906. 60 
28, 760, 967. 46 
29, 841,101. 62 
82, 245, 192. 43 
84, 456, 600. 85 
88, 990,985. 28 
44,708, 027. 44 
52, 824, 641. 22 
5S, 707, 220. 92 
64, 246, 552. 36 
72, 062, 143. 49 
89, 247, 200. 20 

116) 879, 867. 24 

| 180; 510, 179. 84 
130; 120; 863. 00 
130/048) 965. 00 
129) 485, 587.00 
129; 795, 428.00 
130, 968, 465. 00 
131, 617, 961.00 
131. 534; 544. 00 
131, 568, 216. 00 


57,118 
141, 466 
81, 116 | 
40, 939 
48,776 | 
41,785 
40, 918 
49, 895 
72, 465 
75, 726 | 
81, 220 
105, 044 
696, 941 | 
246, 638 
119, 361 
57,141 
45, 361 
42,244 
50,585 
48, 732 | 
53, 881 
61, 964 
58, 373 


| $58, 664, 428, 92 
08 


| 56,680, 229. 
50, 583, 405. 85 
54, 313, 172.06 
60, 427, 578. 81 
57, 912, 387. 47 
65, 171, 987. 12 
64, 021, 142. 90 
73, 752, 997. 08 
78, 950, 501. 67 
88, 842, 720. 58 

106, 094, 250. 39 
117, 312, 690. 50 
139, 304, 147.11 

56, 906, 637.94 

89, 986, 726.17 

39, 807, 788. 78 

38, 215, 174. 98 

9, 949, 717. 35 

, 651, 879. 80 

38, 355, 062. 95 

, 492, 130. 65 

531, 483. 84 
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The payments on account of Navy pensions during the fiscal year 1901 ag 
gregated $3,787,693.08, making total pensions paid in 1901 $142,219,176.57. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. Chairman, since I have been a member 
of this House I have given a patient and courteous hearing to 
almost every speech that has been made upon this floor. iInreturn 
for that patience and courtesy I beg the indulgence of the com- 
mittee for a brief while on the pending measure. I would content 
myself with recording my vote against the bill were it not for 
the fact that requests have come to me from my State urging me 
to support it. I believe that a Representative should give patient 
and respectful consideration to any request from his constituents. 
There is no man, though never so poor and humble, whose wishes, 


| even though of only one sentence contained upon a postal card, I 


would not receive respectfully and consider carefully. In the end, 
however, a Representative, having examined the subject, must 
follow his own conscience and judgment. : 

The friends of the Revenue-Cutter Service have certainly been 


‘active in this matter, for, so far as I know and have heard, the 
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only letters, petitions, and resolutions coming up to this House 
have been in favor of the bill. 
great masses of the American people. 
about their business, and have not 
and make known their views. 
bill and to do our duty. 

When it was Saameih to my attention that this bill, which pro- 
fesses to be a bill ‘‘to promote the efficiency of the Revenue- 
Cutter Service,’’ would come before Congress for consideration, 
I supposed it meritorious. I know that I am in favor of promot- 


They have been going 
They expect us to analyze the 


ing efficiency in all the departments of the Government service. | 


Who is not? But what do I find in this bill, with its inviting, 
captivating, and misleading title? Im my innocence I believe that 
language was made to reveal and not to conceal thoughts, and 
this is particularly true in regard to the titles of bills in legislative 
bodies. There is not one line or provision in the pending bill to 
improve the Revenue-Cutter Service. Indeed, Mr. Chairman, 
according to the advocates of this measure the Revenue-Cutter 


Service is the most efficient and worthy service in any department | 


of the Government. The assertion here is that the service is prac- 
tically perfect, or as nearly perfect as poor human nature can 
make anything. The most earnest and eloquent pleas are poured 
into our ears, and we are told that because of the efficiency and 
worth of the Revenue-Cutter Service this bill should be passed as 
an act of simple justice. I do not doubt that the officers in the 
Revenue-Cutter Service are courteous, efficient, and worthy gen- 
tlemen. I have nothing to say against them. They brave daz.- 
gers and do their duty. So do thousands of other men, whether 
in or out of the public service. 

Let us analyze this bill. Mr. Chairman, if the bill had no 
title and I were called upon to read it and to frame a title in one 
sentence that would convey a clear, definite idea of its provisions, 
in innocence and simple honesty, I would write this sentence: 
‘‘A bill to increase the salary of the officers of the Revenue-Cutter 
Service, and to provide for their retirementon pay.’’ This is the 
plain, simple English of this proposition. Ifthe measure —— 
at increasing the pay of these officers, we could debate it along 
the line as to whether we should increase the pay of Government 
employees. But, sir, beyond that, and of supreme importance 
in this discussion, is the principle involved in retiring men who 
are civil employees of the Government. Juggle with words as 
you may, justify it on what plea you will, the fact remains that 
by passing this bill you are creating a civil pension list. A civil 
pension list is obnoxious to every principle of republican gov- 
ernment, and I pre that we may never see the day when one 
class of our people shall live in luxury and ease out of the public 
Treasury at the expense of the masses of the people, and that, too, 
wan even the pretense that they are engaged in Government 
work, 

Whether the civil pension list you shall create by the passage 
of this bill will be long or short will be immaterial. Whether the 
sum necessary to pay the salaries of the retired officers shall be 
large or small will make no difference. Whether that list shall 
contain 10, 500, or 5,000 men who never served their Government 
except as civilians, you will have a civil pension list. You will 
have a precedent. There are enough lawyers in this body to 
know the force and the power of precedent. When we go into 
court with a clearly established precedent, a like decision is forth- 
coming. Having passed this measure — the plea of doing 
justice to this class of Government employees, I ask you what 
will be your answer when the Life-Saving Service come for similar 
treatment? They can say, and truthfully, too, that their lives are 
lives of hardship, peril, and danger. There is no smooth sailing 
for them. When the seas are angry and the waves are furious, 
and great ships laden with human souls are dashed like toys upon 
the rocks, the Life-Saving Service, unconscious of self, risk their 
lives to save others. Listen to the strong language contained in 
a Senate report setting forth the merits of the Life-Saving 
Service. The report says: 


When the severe toils, bitter privations, and opgelite dangers incident to 
their calling are considered, and when it is remem red that the spirit with 
which these hardships have been met has resulted in the saving of thousands 


of lives and an amount of propert many times exceed: in value the cost 
of maintaining the service, while the history of their achievements has added 
luster to the national honor, it would seem that the higher rates would not 
be too great a reward to bestow on these faithful and heroic men. At all 
events, a substantial increase should be made. 

* * x * * » 


* 
Asa consequence of their exposure many men have fallen victims to chronic 
Ailments, some have been maimed for tite by accidents, and others have 
perished on their beats. It is probably safe to say that there is no other class 
of men e in duties at once so ous and perilousas those which these 
faithful guardians of the coast perform in maintaining the unremitting night 
patrol throughout the rigorous season of the year. t their labors are not 
confined to this routine of watch patrol and daily drill. Summoned in the 
dead of night, or by day in the midst of their or inary. toil to a duty higher 
than these, by an alarm that a vessel is ashore, they take their places at the 


t wa or apparatus cart for a supreme effort, with a = and de- 
termination tha’ never yet quailed before any hazard, executed 
XXXV——227 





We have heard nothing from the | 


time to analyze this bill | 


— 


| prodigies ot valor and endurance that have made them celebrated threughout 
| the land and added to the nation’s glory. 
~ * * ” ” « a 

In addition to the foregoing regular routine must be added their terrible 
and daring labors at shipwreck. This, of course, is their crowning duty,and 
involves efforts almost superhuman, heroism carried to the very brink of 
deadly peril, and often death itself. 

The soldier in this age is known and is only justified as one who profes- 
sionally stakes his life in defense of his fellow-citizens. It is because he does 
this that, grown veteran or infirm or falling on the battlefield, we recognize 
his right and the right of his family to support at the expense of the public 
he guards. These life-saving crews—these storm soldiers—render a similar 
service, and no less dangerous and noble, and they deserve the same substan- 
tial recognition. 


| In another Senate report, made at this session of Congress, it is 

| said that— 

| these officers in their official routine are ex d to hardships and dangers 
which do not fall to the lot of the ordinary officeholder. 

| Measured by their merits or by the danger of their calling, the 

Life-Saving Service is as much entitled to a civil pension list as 

| the Revenue-Cutter Service. 

The Weather Bureau men will come asking for like treatment, 
and they will be able to present arguments which no man who 
votes for the pending measure can answer. The Revenue-Cutter 
men are at anchor in some smooth harbor on an average of more 
than three hundred days in the year; but the Weather Bureau men 
will be able to tell you that they work every day in the year; that 
their labors begin before the dawn and continue until midnight; 
that they must endure all climates, from Alaska to the equator. 
I need not stop to repeat the arguments that they will be able to 
make, for I find that a committee of the Fifty-sixth Congress sum- 
marized the reasons why there should be a retired or civil pension 
list for the Weather Bureau employees, and I can not do better 
than to repeat what they have said: 


(1) They work three hundred and sixty-five days in a year. 
of duty are long. 





On the Pacific coast the first observation is haan 
4.30 and 5.20 a. m., while on the Atlantic coast the offices can not be closed be- 
fore ll p. m., and often later. They must be on the alert atall times to detect 
the first prenceinass of storm deyelopment, andremain constantly on duty 
in order to distribute warnings that may be received at any moment. 

(2) <7 are subject to t vicissitudes of climate, being required to 
serve, as the exigencies of the service may require, in almost any degree of 
latitude, from Alaska to the West Indies. 

(3) By reason of the peculiar organization of the service its employees are, 
like officers of the Army, in a great measure deterred from obtaining a fixed 
habitation or enjoying the privileges that accrue to long residence in a com- 
munity. Changesof station generally operate to their financial disadvantage. 

There you haveit. They are not soldiers, but they serve the 
Government under great hardship, are always on duty, and, like 
soldiers, are constantly moving from place to place, are denied 
the social privileges and advantages accruing to long and fixed 
residence, and are subject to financial loss by constant change of 
residence. Being like soldiers, the argument is that they should 
be accorded like treatment. 

So, Mr. Chairman, it is easy to see the drift and the tendency. 
Unfortunately, and, as I think, unwisely, we have a retired list 
of Army and Navy officers. To-day we are called upon to give 
the Revenue-Cutter Service a retired list because, forsooth, they 
perform duty like soldiers. The extracts from which I have read 
characterize the ne Service as ‘‘ storm soldiers’’ and the 
Weather Bureau men as “like soldiers.’’ All this is but laying 
the foundation to provide for them a retired list because there is 
an Army retired list. 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hepsurn] is paving the way 
for the Marine-Hospital Service to be pensioned. He has intro- 
duced the bill (H. R. 7189) which I hold in my hand, and, while 
it provides for an increase in pay, it is entitled ‘‘An act to increase 
the efficiency,” etc. I tell you, gentlemen, we must watch these 
titles. Judging by the title of the bill now under consideration, 
as well as by the title of the one which I hold in my hand, I am 
sure I can say without offense that if some gentlemen here were 
to draw up a bill to increase the salaries of judges of the United 
States courts, they are so thoroughly imbued with the idea of 
promoting or increasing the efficiency of the service that it would 
never occur to them to entitle their bill as a bill to increase the 
salary of judges of the United States courts, but I should expect 
a bill ‘‘ to promote the efficiency of the courts.’ 

This bill relating to the Hospital Service provides that the Presi- 
dent may, in time of war, transfer this service tothe Army. Hay- 
ing provided by law that this service may be pressed into the 
Army in time of war, you have laid the foundation to create for 
it a retired or civil pension list. Then, Mr. Chairman, what are 
you going to do about the railway postal clerks? They constitute 
one of the most worthy and efficient classes in the Government 
service. They work hard and they work constantly, and what is 
more, they are in eno more danger than the officers of either 
the Navy or the Army. It is a fearful thought and an appalling 
fact that when the railway postal clerk kisses his wife or his 
sweetheart good-bye he goes out from her presence with some 
doubt as to whether he willeverreturn. I have great respect for 
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this great army of employees. I believe that of all the bills here 
providing for an increase of salary of Government employees— 
and there are bills providing for increase in salary for nearly 
everyone in the Government service—the bill providing for an 
increase in the pay of postal clerks is about the only one of merit. 
When you get fairly launched into your civil pension business 
you will find yourselves in no position to refuse to heed the argu- 
ments that will be poured into your ears in behalf of other Gov- 
ernment employees. 

The Life-Saving Service, the Weather Bureau service, and the 
railway postal clerks can all show that their work is as arduous 
as the work of the Revenue-Cutter Service. They can show you 
that more men lose their lives each year in the Life-Saving Serv- 
ice, in the Weather Bureau service, and in the railway postal 
service than have lost their lives in forty years in the Revenue- 
Cutter Service. And when you shall have yielded to the pressure 
that ~will be brought to bear from all these sources, and placed the 
old and the infirm and the maimed upon the retired or civil pen- 
sion list, then your lives will be made miserable by the clamor of 
the department employees here in Washington. Why, gentle- 
men, do you know that an association has been formed in this 
city for the purpose of securing legislation providing that all 
Government employees, here or elsewhere, incapacitated for la- 
bor, shall be placed on a civil pension list, or a retired list, if you 
prefer to call it by that name? Let me tell you, if you pass this 
bill all the other employees of the Government will some day get 
similar legislation. All they want is a precedent and one class 
in the Government service retired on pay. Then they will come, 
telling you that they worked for the Government during the best 
years of their lives, and ask that justice be done them by accord- 
ing them the same treatment accorded other Government em- 
ployees. 

There are only two arguments in favor of this bill, namely, (1) 
that the employees demanding this legisiation are worthy, and 
(2) that this legislation is necessary to equalize them with Army 
and Navy officers; and such will be the arguments when like bills 
come before this body for consideration for other Government 
employees—that they are worthy and that such legislation is nec- 
essary to equalize them with other favored employees. 

Mr. Chairman, there is one other thing I was about to forget. 


ployees are subject to the call of their country in times of grim- 
visaged war. That isso; but sois everyotherman. The lawyer 
in his office, the plowman in his field, the operative at his loom, 
the merchant in his store, the miner in the earth, the fisherman 


by the sea, and all men everywhere are subject to their country’s | 


call in the hour of danger, and that call will be obeyed. 

All this talk about justice to these overworked and underpaid 
employees of the Government sounds very well. These employees 
were not conscripted into the service. They are not in involun- 
tary servitude. 


the work and of the pay, sought these positions and hold on to 
them tenaciously. 
justice, and that is those who pay the taxes. It is time to call a 
halt in these wild and extravagant expenditures of public money. 
In 1860 the entire expenses of the Federal Government were in 
round numbers $82,000,000. The expenses of the present fiscal 
year will reach $730,000,000. Thetotal appropriations for the Navy 


1901, and 1902 amounted to $247,000,000. 
amounted to $95,000,000. The total appropriations for the Army 


for the years 1899, 1900, 1901, and 1902 amounted to $678,000,000. 
Every dollar in the Treasury is exacted in the way of taxation 


from the American people, and these dollars represent the toil | 


and the sweat of those who eat bread in the sweat of their faces. 


I wish to be parliamentary, but I must confess that I have little | 


patience over the tears that are shed in behalf of the overworked 
and underpaid émployees of the Government. 
went into the Government service voluntarily, and in most in- 
stances worried their Representatives and Senators to death to 
get the places. I undertake to say that most of your constitu- 
ents and mine work longer hours, receive less pay, and have fewer 
of the luxuries than the Government employees. A captain in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service gets $2,500 a year. This bill raises 
his salary to $3,500 a year, and provides for his retirement in 
certain emergencies on a salary of $2,625 a year for life. Com- 
pare these wages with what your people and mine back home are 
making, and answer your own conscience if you think it is right 
to tax the people to pay such salaries, and then to pay men on a 
retired list who do not render nor pretend to render any service 
to the Government more than $200 per month for life out of the 
public Treasury. 

I have heretofore referred to the fact that there were bills 
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| There is no place here for classes. 


| some suggestions relating thereto. 


There is another class to whom we should do | 


These employees | 
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pending in this Congress to provide for increase of pay for almost 
all the employees of the Government. I take the liberty of quot- 
ing from the speech of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Many], 
who has carefully compiled the bills of this character. Bills for 
increase of salaries pending March 1, 1902,in the Senate and 
House of Representatives of the Fifty-seventh Congress: 

8S. 943. To reclassify railway postal clerks and to increase their salaries. 

H. R. 27. To reclassify railway postal clerks and divide them into ten 
classes and to increase their salaries. 

S. 1345. To classify post-office clerks and to grant them an annual increase 
in salary of $100 per annum. 

H. R. 5286. To provide for the classification of salaries of clerks employed 
ie ae and second class post-offices and to increase the salaries of such 
clerks. 

H. R. 5597. To increase the compensation of fourth-class postmasters. 

S. 287. To increase the pay of letter carriers. 

H. R. 2575. To increase the pay of letter carriers. 

H. R. 6279. To increase the pay of letter carriers. 

H. R. 6548. To increase the pay of letter carriers in cities to $1,200 per an- 
num and to increase the pay of rural carriers to $1,000 per annum. 

H. R. 7213. To increase the pay of letter carriers. 

S. 8287. To increase the pay of judges of the Supreme Court and other 
courts of the United States. 

H. R. 205. To increase the salaries of judges of the Supreme Court and 
other courts of the United States. 

H. R. 5816. To increase the salaries of the Vice-President, judges of the Su- 
preme Court, and members of Congress. 

H. R. 6284. To increase the salary of the Vice-President to $25,000 and Cab- 
inet officers to $15,000 per annum. 

S. 1026. To increase the compensation of district superintendents in the 
Life-Saving Service. 

H. R. 76. To increase the compensation of district superintendents in the 
Life-Saving Service. 

H. R. 197. To increase the compensation of district superintendents in the 
Life-Saving Service. 

H. R. ——. To grant an increase of 10 per cent for each five years’ service 


to all persons in the classified service. 


Let us not forget that the fathers who founded this Govern- 
ment based it upon the idea of simplicity and economical admin- 
istration. In many things the tendency and the drift are away 
from the simple democracy of the fathers. Let us retrace our 
steps. Let us understand, and endeavor to make all other men 
understand, that men temporarily in the public service are but 
public servants and are no better than the men in private life. 
The genius and the spirit of 
our institutions stand out against such legislation. If this Gov- 


| ernment is simple in its manner, economical in its expenditures, 
The friends of this bill say that the Revenue-Cutter Service em- | 


and fair and impartial in its administration, it will be strong in 
the affections of the people. [Loud applause. ] 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Chairman, inasmuch as I think I 


| have some knowledge of a practical nature of the service affected 


by this bill and know its value and efficiency, the character and 
quality of the men engaged therein, I rather feel bound to make 
The gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. MANN] and the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Ricuarp- 
SON], who join in the minority views against the report of the 


| committee on this bill, apparently have given some time in in- 
They can resign, With all the world before them, | 
they, of their own free will and accord, with full knowledge of | 


vestigation for the purpose of ascertaining the merits of this 
measure. The gentleman from IDlinois informs us that he has 
spent abouta year and a half in the investigation of this question. 
The gentleman from Alabama informs us in his speech that he 
has spent about all of his time since he has been on the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce in investigation of 
this measure. 

Now, we know that to be practically true, with this exception: 


| We do know that he has not spent the time on this measure that 
for the years 1893, 1894, 1895, and 1896 amounted to $100,000,000. | 
The total appropriations for the Navy for the years 1899, 1900, | 
The total appropria- | 
tions for the Army for the years 1893, 1894, 1895, and 1896 | 


he has employed in conjunction with the gentleman from Michi- 
gan [Mr. CorLiss], who sits at my right, in alternately swatting 
the octopus concealed in the Pacific cable proposition [laughter |; 
but with this exception the gentleman from Alabama has spent 
his time in investigating this measure. I was very much sur- 


| prised to hear the gentleman from Illinois, in his second speech 


on this proposition, express regret because the gentleman from 
Michigan |Mr. Henry C. Smiru]} had seen fit to make some ref- 
erence to the Navy not altogether of a complimentary character. 
[ was surprised, because of the fact that the minority views 
signed by the gentleman from Illinois and the gentleman from 
Alabama, and the two speeches made by the gentleman from IIli- 
nois, to say nothing of the speech made by the gentleman from 
Alabama on four months’ investigation, are simply seething and 
saturated with unfounded attacks and assaults upon the Revenue- 
Cutter Service. 

Now, notwithstanding the fact that the gentleman from IIli- 
nois sees fit once in a while to say that they are courageous men, 
his speeches are, Isay, saturated with villification of this service; 
and I say further, and I will reach it if I have time in the course 
of these remarks, that his speeches themselves show that many 
of his charges are absolutely without foundation. Moreover, 
they show further that he has distorted what he claims to be the 
facts for the purpose of making out what he claims as derogatory 
to this service. Now, what is this pending measure, and what 
does it do? It accomplishes, as I understand, simply four things. 
First, it simply makes the grades in the Revenue-Cutter Service 
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regular and consistent with the existing grades in the Navy. 
Second, it makes the Revenue-Cutter officers rank next with and 
next after the officers in the naval service in times of peace as 
well as in times of war. Now, upon that proposition the mi- 
nority views, the result of a year and a half investigation and 
four months of study, say what? Why, they say that is unnec- 
essary and useless in time of peace, and that it would be very in- 
jurious—I want to quote them exactly—it would be ‘‘ exceed- 
jngly mischievous in time of war.” 

I want to call the attention of this House to the fact that the 
provisions of this bill, so far as they relate to this service in time 
of war, are simply a reenactment of existing law which had been 
in existence long before the civil war, and instead of that provi- 
sion operating with great mischievousness during the time of the 
civil war and the time of the Spanish war, it operated manifestly 
to the advantage of both the naval and the Revenue-Cutter serv- 
ices. Now, I do not say that the gentleman from Ilinois, after 
eighteen months of investigation knows that fa.:t; but if he had 
spent his time to any good purpose, he would have learned that 
that assertion of his was entirely without foundation. [Applause. } 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a moment? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Oh, yes; I am glad to yield. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman states that that provision of this 
bill is simply a reenactment of existing law? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. That is what I say. 

Mr. MANN. Then, what is the purpose of having it in the bill? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. For the purpose of making this consist- 
ent with the existing law. 

Mr. MANN. What is the use of putting a provision in the bill 
to reenact existing law? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Do you deny that it is a reenactment of 
existing law? 

Mr. MANN. Why, certainly, it is not a reenactment. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I make the absolute assertion and will 
stand by the record. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman himself has an amendment pre- 
pared for the very purpose of taking the provision out of the 
section that he is now talking about. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The gentleman has not any such amend- 
ment prepared. 

Mr. MANN. Well, he had. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. He has not any such amendment pre- 
pared. Now, you notice what I talk about. Do not get unduly 
excited, because if you get excited at this stage, you will get 
annoyed later. Notice what I am talking about. I say that the 
law now provides that these revenue officers in time of war rank 
with and next after the officers that are described in this bill. 1 
say that is a provision of the law, and it has been a provision, and 
I will read it: 

The officers of the Revenue Service, when serving— 


And this was the law prior to 1861— 


in accordance with law as a part of the Navy, shall be entitled to relative 
rank as follows: Captains, with and next after lieutenants commanding the 
Navy; first lieutenants, with and next after lieutenants in the Navy; second 
lieutenants, with and next after masters in line in the Navy; 

And the only change is to eliminate masters, and put in junior 
lieutenants, if I remember correctly— 


third lieutenants, with and next after ensigns of the Navy. 


And that has been the law, I say, since long prior to 1861. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman permit me to call his atten- 
tion to the section of the bill itself? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. 
lieutenants commanding,’’ it says “‘ captains with and next after 
lieutenant-commanders in the Navy,’’ which is an entirely differ- 
ent proposition. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. What is that—with and next after lieu- 
tenants commanding? 

Mr. MANN. With and next after lieutenant-commanders. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. That is simply a technical title that you 
call attention to. 

“ 5 MANN. That shows the gentleman is not informed about 

16 LAW. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. No; it does not. 
the kind. 

Mr. HEPBURN. There is no such officer as a “lieutenant 
commanding.”’ 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I will say to the gentleman from Dlinois 
that it shows nothing of the kind. Now, if the gentleman will 
just wait, as I go on.I will call his attention to some other things 
that will interest him vastly more. I say that in substance this 
provision was in existence prior to 1861. 
this provision applied in 1861 and 1898, and I say that under it 
the officers of the Revenue-Cutter Service and their vessels fired 
the first shot in each war, and there was not the slightest con- 


It shows nothing of 





I say that in substance | 
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flict, difficulty, or trouble. They operated together without any 


difficulty or trouble. 


Mr. MANN. I do not wish to take the gentleman’s time. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Well, then, I hope you will not take it; 
but go ahead. 

Mr. MANN. I suppose you hope I will not. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. No; go right along. 

Mr. MANN. The term “lieutenant-commander”’ 
rank. The term “lieutenant commanding ’”’ 
mand of a vessel. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes. 

Mr.MANN. And in the recent war, according to the report of 
the Navy, there were a great many vessels commanded by officers 
below the rank of lieutenant-commanders. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. But commanded by lieutenants commanding. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Now you propose to eliminate that and make 
these captains subject only to lieutenant-commanders, 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. But superior tolieutenants commanding. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes. Wasthere any friction about that 
in the time of the war? 

Mr. MANN. There was no friction, because the lieutenants 
commanding were always in command; but you propose to let 
revenue officers command lieutenants. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Dida captain rank with and next after 
a lieutenant-commander in the Navy in the time of the war? 

Mr. MANN. He did not. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Did a first lieutenant rank with and 
next after lieutenants in the Navy? 

Mr. MANN. He did not. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Dida second lieutenant rank with and 
next after a master in the Navy? 

Mr..MANN. He did not, so far as command of a vessel is con- 
cerned. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I have just read from the statute that 
says he did. Thatsimply shows that the gentleman from IIli- 
nois is a trifle off his base. 

Mr. MANN. Well, the gentleman will take care of himself on 
that proposition. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I have no doubt he will. I am very 
glad to see him do it. He has endeavored to take care of himself 
in these minority views on this bill and in these speeches he has 
made on this bill, and I will show the House, if I have time, how 
well he has succeeded in accomplishing that little job. 

Now, there are two other things this bill accomplishes. And 
what are they, which these gentlemen are so violently opposed to? 
The bill gives to the officers of the Revenue-Cutter Service lon- 
gevity pay and the same privileges, in substance, as to retirement 
that are now given to officers in the Navy and in the Army. 

Iam not going to stop here to discuss the question of a civil 
pension list or the propriety of the retirement proposition in con- 
nection with the Army and the Navy. I shall assume for the 
purposes of what I may say here that it is the settled policy of this 


is a term of 
refers to the com- 


| Government to promote and continue its policy in connection 


Instead of saying ‘‘ captains with and next after | 


with the retiring of officers in the Navy and inthe Army. The 
only question here pending in this bill is whether or not the officers 
of the Revenue-Cutter Service as to services are in every sub- 
stantial respect identical with those of similar officers in the Navy. 
If they are, they are entitled to the same treatment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Will the gentleman kindly 
yield to me? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes; I yield to the gentleman from Ala- 
bama. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Will the gentleman kindly 
explain what the difference is between the compensation under 
this bill of a captain 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Now, I hope the gentleman will wait 





| until I get to that. 





| Alabama at this time for that purpose. 
' finish I will explain what the gentleman thinks is a mare’s nest, 


| will do so later. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. What is the difference be- 
tween the pay of a captain corresponding in rank to a lieutenant- 
commander? Will the gentleman explain that difference? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I will not stop now. If I have time I 
First, I will discuss something that will interest 
the gentleman a great deal more than these trivial suggestions 


| about rank. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. 
in rank and pay. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Now, I want you to explain 
the difference between the pay of the officer in the Revenue-Cutter 
Service corresponding in rank to lieutenant-commander? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I decline to yield to the gentleman from 
If I have time before I 


This bill is to give equality 
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what he said in his speech was the ‘‘cloven foot,’’ the result, I 
have no doubt, of four months’ reflection upon the service. I | 
will refer to that a little later, if I have time; but I am now dis- | 
cussing another point in this bill, and I decline to be drawn | 
from it. 

I say if these officers stand on equal footing, are substantially 
identical in service with the officers in the Navy, they are entitled | 
to the same treatment and ought to receive longevity pay and 
retirement that the officers of the Navy have; and I say that it 
now being a part of the policy of this country to give the officers 
of the Navy that retirement on account of their naval services, it 
properly withdraws and distinguishes them from the class of | 
civil employees of the Government. I am opposed to enlarging 
the civil pension list. I do not believe in giving civil pensions. 

The gentleman from South Carolina says that he discovered | 
that this bill was constructed and was originated mainly for the 
purpose of increasing the civil pensions and the civil list, and then 
the gentleman from Tennessee said this morning that he saw the | 
thin edge of a civil-pension list. It had a tendency, so he said, to 
in some way affect the ship-subsidy bill. In what way it was done | 
he did not say. Ido not know. It had a tendency, he said, to 
send the great ship of state very near the rocks and breakers. 
That is the thin edge that the gentleman from California is op- 
posed to in this bill, because he did not like to open a civil-pension 
list; and for that reason, in his remarks, the gentleman from In- 
diana, whom I see near me, and whose remarks I have not seen, 
because he has not extended them in the Recorp, I understand is 
opposed to this bill, because it is a thin edge and opening up a 
civil-pension list. Now, I think I am opposed as much—I do not 
know, of course, how a man really feels from his speech—but I 
am, I think, as much opposed to a civil-pension list as either of 
these distinguished gentlemen. 

I do not think there is any danger of the ship of state going on 
the breakers if this bill passes, because I do not believe on any 
fair and proper analysis, by any inspection of the provisions of 
the bill by ordinary human reasoning, without misrepresentation 
or misapprehension, that the officers of the Revenue-Cutter Serv- 
ice can be said to be in any proper sense civil employees. I have 
great respect and admiration for the Navy; I think no man has 
more—and if there was any line or syllable in this bill that tended 
in any way to derogate from the honor of the officers of the 
American Navy, or that tended to impair their efficiency in the 
discharge of their duties either in time of peace or of war, I would 
vote against the bill. But there is nothing of the kind. 

If I can demonstrate, as I think I can, that these officers stand 
upon a par with the officers of the Navy, they are entitled to the 
same treatment. I grant you that it does not answer the sugges- | 
tions made by the gentleman from California or the suggestions 
made on the floor the other day by gentlemen who said that they | 
were opposed to the whole retirement proposition—that they do 
not believe there ought to be any retired list. Ido not stop to | 
answer that proposition. That question I submit now to the | 
consideration and judgment of the gentleman from [linois and 

i 





the gentleman from Alabama, who, as it was asserted yesterday 
by the gentleman from North Carolina, had never even been on 
the deck of a revenue cutter, and I do not know that they ever 
saw a revenue cutter. But as to the judgment of these distin- 
guished gentlemen, and I make no reflection upon their intelli- 
gence, their honesty, or their judgment, I propose to submit that 
the great weight of authority on this question as to identity of 
service is against them. 

I say that the great preponderance of authority does not sus- 
tain my distinguished friends in their opposition to this bill, and | 
I propose to read from the report of Secretary Chandler, a report | 
which I think perhaps my friends, although they spent this time 
and exercised their great abilities, did not succeed in unearthing. 
Now, what does Secretary Chandler say? I will pause right here 
to say that there is no officer in the Navy, small or great, re- 
nowned or otherwise, that stands to-day, either directly or indi- 
rectly, challenging the propriety of this measure or opposed to 
its passage. They all full well understand the relation of this 
Revenue-Cutter Service to the United States and the absolute 
parallel that exists between the two services, and there is no man 
in the Navy so provincial, so selfish, or so narrow as to be opposed 
to this measure when he knows that it is founded on the same 
measure of justice and the same proposition of logic that applies 
to the retirement and longevity pay of the officers in the Navy. 

There is Secretary Chandler, and what does he say? I shall not 
stop here to argue that it may be that Secretary Chandler knows 
as much about this service and the naval service as my friend 
from Illinois or my friend from Alabama, or my other friend from 
Alabama, who the other day was so awfully impregnated with 
the idea of a civil pension list, that tremendous ignis fatuus that | 
seems to climb up over the footboard during the silent midnight | 
watches and frighten them when they think of this bill. 
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| operate in different localities. : ; 
| of the Government and to render assistance to American vessels 


| by the 


APRIL 3, 


Here is what Secretary Chandler said in 1883: 
Of the rest— 


Speaking of the duties of these officers of the Revenue-Cutter 
Service— 


| there is not one that is foreign to the general purpose and scope of the naval 
| officer's profession. 


Going on further, he says: 3 


The duties of both services are identical in their general nature, only they 
Both cruise to protect the maritime interests 
—the one on 
the coast, the other, in addition, at sea and in foreign waters. One polices 
the shore, the other the ocean. In war both engage in naval operations. 
The practical identity in the character of the naval and the Revenue-Marine 


| Service lies in the fact that they are both nautical and both military. 


Here is where they differ from civil employees. 


That the Revenue Marine isa nautical service requires no proof. It is 
nothing if not nautical. Thatit isa military service was officially asserted 
: reasury Department in the report on the service for 1881, in these 
words: 

The Revenue Marine, while charged by law with the performance of im- 
portant civil duties, is essentially military in its character. Each vessel is 
provided with great guns and furnished with as fulla complement_of small 
arms for its crew as any ship of war. Its officers are required to be profi- 


| cient in military drill and possess a thorough knowledge of the uses of both 
| greatand smallarms. Its crews are required to be instructed from day to 


day at the —_ guns and in the use of the carbine, pistol, andcutlass. Com- 
manding officers are required, while boarding vessels arriving in ports of 
the United States, in case of the failure or refusal of ony, such vessel, on be- 
ing hailed, to come to and submit to the proper inspection by an officer of 
the service, to fire, first across her bows as a warning, and in case of persist- 
ent refusal to resort to shot or shell to compel obedience. In the perform- 
ance of this work they are likely at any time to receive injuries and be sub- 
eee to the same dangers in time of peace as the force employed on naval 
vessels. 

By the act of March 2, 1799, it is provided that ‘“‘the revenue cutters shall, 
whenever the President so directs, cooperate with the Navy.” It will be ob- 
served that the cooperation of the two services prescribed in the act above 
quoted is not contingent upon a state of war or other particularly ee 
conditions. On the contrary, it may take place in time of peace and for pa- 
cific purposes, and when less is involved in the two services than Per- 
tains to the discharge 7 revenue vessel of its ordinary duties. * * It 
is difficult to conceive that discrimination could be made by the law between 
services subjected to equally hazardous and equally important military 
duties, both in time of peace and intimeof war. * * * Objection togrant- 
ing pensions for the Revenue-Marine officers and seamen has been made on 
the ground that such action would be extending this bounty to civil em- 
ployees of the Government, a = to which our legislative traditions, so to 
speak, are opposed. But, if in legal theory they are civil employees, are they 
so in fact? Are they less positively a part of our military force in time of 
war than the Army or Navy? It is true revenue vessels are not to be or- 
dered into action on purely military service, offensive or defensive, except 
the President so direct; neithemare vessels of the Navy. 


That Secretary Chandler is a man of intelligence and uses the 
English language with a full appreciation of its import and with 
great accuracy will not be denied, and here is what he says in 
comment: 


The above clear and concise statement showing that the so-called revenue 
marine is simply a coast navy is without doubt correct and just, etc. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Maine has 


i expired. 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Will the gentleman from New York ex- 
tend my time for a few minutes? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will five minutes be enough? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Perhaps I can crowd what I wish to say 
into that time. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I donot see howI can give the gentleman 
more. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Very well. 

Now, let me quote from the language of another Secretary of 
the Navy, also a man of ability and capacity, and who knows 
something of these services, Hon. Benjamin F. Tracy. He says 
in a letter dated February 29, 1892: 

t seems hardly necessary here to point out the practical identity of the 
two services. 

He then quotes with approval the extract which I have just 
read from the report of the Secretary of the Treasury. In com- 
menting upon the extract he says: 

The similarity in the two employments amounts almost to identity. 

Let me go a little further and quote something a little nearer to 
the present date. I wish to refer to the lan e of a Secretary 
of the Navy on whom gentlemen who oppose this bill have un- 
dertaken to rely. In the pursuit of information on this subject I 
have taken occasion to write a letter of inquiry to Hon. John D. 
Long, the present Secretary of the Navy, who most worthily 
maintains the dignity of that office, so that it is no reflection upon 
men who have preceded him to say that with his distinguished abil- 
ity and high and exemplary character he has reflected great credit 
and honor on the administration of the Navy during the time he 
has had it incharge. [Applause.}] I wrote to Secretary Long this 
sate House or REPRESENTATIVES, Washington, D. C., Murch 29, 1908. 


Hon. Joun D. Lone . 
Secretary of the Navy. 
DEAR Srr: I desire to call your attention to the bill 8. 1025, to 


sromote 
the efficiency of the Revenue-Uutter Service, which is punetienliy 


dentical 
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with the bill H. R. 5796. The following amendment is proposed to be added 
to section 2 of the bill, viz: 

* Provided further, That such assimilated rank shall not be construed to 
vest any officer of the Revenue-Cutter Service with the right to command 
any officer of the Navy or any naval vessel, nor shall any naval officer have 
the right to command any officer or vessel of the Revenue-Cutter Service, 
=o by order of the President.” 

) you be kind enough to examine the bill with the proposed amend- 
ment and advise me whether or not the Navy Department would have any 
objection thereto, assuming the amendment was adopted, and, if you feel at 


liberty to do so, make such suggestions as you desire with reference to the 
propriety of the measure? 


Very respectfully, Cc. E. LITTLEFIELD. 
To this letter I received the following reply: 


Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, March 31, 1902. 


My DEAR Str: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your com- 
munication of the 29th instant with reference to the bill S. 1025, “To pro- 
mote the efficiency of the Revenue-OCutter Service,” which is practically 
identical with H. Rk. 5796, and requesting an examination of the bill with an 
amendment proposed in your communication, and advice whether or not the 
ae Department would object thereto in case the amendment should be 
adopted. . . : 
In reply you are advised that while this measure is a matter concerning 
the Treasury rather than the Navy Department, the special objection to it 
on the part of the latter is met if, either in the form suggested by you or 
otherwise, it be so amended as to provide that when officers of the Navy and 
officers of the Revenue-Cutter Service are serving together the whole shall 
be under the command of the senior naval officer present, and that in no 
5 shall officers of the said service exercise command over vessels of the 

avy. 


Which is precisely what the amendment accomplishes. 


With regard to your further request that I make such suggestions as I 
may desire to submit with reference to the general riety of this meas- 
ure, I beg to add that on account of the similarity of the two services— 

Mark that language—the language of John D. Long— 


on account of the similarity of the two services, their cooperation in time of 
war, and the possible future utility of the Revenue-Cutter vessels for naval 
purposes in time of peace in connection with the protection of American in- 
terests in foreign waters, it is clear that the Revenue-Cutter Service ought to 
be a branch of the naval establishment, as has frequently heretofore been 
promenen and as, in the interests of a common range of service afloat, it cer- 
tainly should be. Indeed, every argument in favor of the bill in question is 
an argument in favor of such a combination. It may be added that the bill 
seems to have a tendency toward that end, and if so the Navy Department 
would gladly approve it if amended as above suggested, 

I have no doubt as to that question. 

Such an arrangement, it is believed would be for the interests of the offi- 
cers and enlisted of the Revenue-Cutter Service who have pee many in- 
stances of skillful ———a and great peieatey. and thus shown their apti- 
tude for naval service; would put cognate branches under one head and thus 
promote harmony rather than friction and give both the same benefits; and 
would certainly tend to prevent the maintenance and possible gradual diver- 
gence of what been called two navies with their separate costly organi- 
zations. I have no doubt that there may be some line of service in the Navy 
Department that could be properly turned over to some other department. 
I certainly believe that there are branches in other departments involving 
vessels afloat and closely allied to the naval service which on the other hand 
would be better if attached to the Navy Department, and that the Revenue- 
Cutter Service is one of them. 

Very truly, yours, JOHN D. LONG, 
Secretary. 


Hon. CHARLEes E. LIrrLerreD, House of Representatives. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I wish I could have about three minutes 
longer. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iyield the gentleman three minutes more. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Now, Mr. Chairman, without any dis- 
respect to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] orthe gentle- 
man from Aebamn [Mr. Ricnarpson], I submit that the great 
weight of authority sustains the proposition that these two serv- 
ices are identical. 

A word in reply to my friend from South Carolina and other 
gentlemen who say that the passage of this bill would be opening 
the way to a civil-pension list. There is no department of the 
Government to which such a remark could have had less perti- 
nence than to this service. There is no clerk who could be drawn 
from his regular service and detailed to go upon the firing line 
by order of the President of the United States; no man can be 
taken from the Marine-Hospital Service; no man can be taken 
from the Fish Commission; no man can be taken from the Post- 
Office Department, railway-mail clerk though he may be, and 
very much in love withthat proposition though my friend from 
South Carolina may be. There is no department, there is no 
other service that stands on a parallel with this Department in 
that fundamental distinction of essential military character that 
exists between them. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman pardon me a moment? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Icannotstophere. Ihave not the time. 
There is no department, I say, that can stand on a parallel with 
this in that respect. If I had the time, I would be glad to stop 
and discuss the Life-Saving Service, because in the line of haz- 
ardous and dangerous encounter the Life-Saving Service does 
stand on a parallel with that of the Revenue-Cutter Service. 
One of the great duties discharged by both services is to save life 
at the peril of their own lives. I have time only for just one sug- 
gestion that I want to make in connection with the two speeches of 


my friend from Dllinois. I said that the gentleman's speeches 
showed that he had no foundation for some of the assertions he 
made. I will call attention to this, and then I will leave this 
bill for the consideration of the members of the House. I call 
attention now to the assertion made by the gentleman from Illinois 
in his speech on Thursday last, in which he said this: 


If the report of the Revenue-Cutter Service were published, it would show 


that no boat— 


Now mark this— 
no boat in the control of the Revenue-Cutter Service had its anchor weighed 
so much as eight days every month. 

There is his record in his speech of Thursday last. I take up 
now and hold in my hand his speech of Tuesday last, in which he 
spreads himself over the Recorp to the tune of eighteen to twenty 
pages, and what dol find there? I find there are six boats that have 
arecord of eight days’ and more service in the month, so that there 
are six instances in his speech of Tuesday that show that the as- 
sertion that he, inadvertently no doubt, made in his speech of 
Thursday was entirely without foundation. 

Now, let me goa little further. He has selected in these six 
instances only 21 of the 40 vessels engaged in the Revenue-Cutter 
Service. What of the other 19? What would they show with 
reference to having their anchors weighed more than eight days 
in any one month? I do not know, but I have no doubt the gen- 
tleman from Illinois does know. At any rate, he has spent eight- 
een months in investigation of this question. Now, time does not 
permit me, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, to 
indulge in longer debate upon this proposition. I simply refer to 
this for the purpose of sustaining the assertion with which I 
started out. I most certainly hope, Mr. Chairman, that this 
measure will have practically a unanimous passage at the hands 
of this House and a most worthy service receive its just, honor- 
able, rightful, and equal reward in comparison with other like 
service rendered the Government. [Loud applause. ] 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Tay Ler of Ohio hay- 
ing taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, 2 message from the 
Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the 
Senate had passed bills of the following titles: in which the con- 
currence of the House of Representatives was requested: 

S. 167. An act for the relief of John L. Smithmeyer and Paul J. 
Pelz; 

S. 3487. An act to amend chapter 4, Title XIII, of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States: 

S. 4339. An act authorizing the White River Railway Company 
to construct a bridge across the White River, in Arkansas: 

S. 4222. An act authorizing the appointment of John Russell 
Bartlett, a captain on the retired I'st of the Navy, as a rear- 
admiral on the retired list of the Nev: 

S. 3633. An act granting an increase 
Leffingwell; 

S. 1814. Anact granting an increase of pension to Anna E. Luke; 

S. 4404. An act granting an increase of pension to Otto H. 
Hasselman; 

S. 1107. An act limiting the liability of sureties on bonds of 
officers of the Navy; 

S. 642. An act to amend an act entitled “An act for the relief 
of certain settlers on the public lands, and to provide for the re- 
payment of certain fees, purchase money, and commissions paid 
on void entries of public lands; ”’ 

8. a An act granting an increase of pension to Ellen J. 
Clark; 

S. 4450. An act confirming in the State of South Dakota title 
to a section of land heretofore granted to said State; 

S. 1451. An act to correct the military record of A. W.., alias 
Washington, Huntley; 

8. 3797. An act authorizing the Secretary of War to deliver old 
pieces of ordnance to the Indian war veterans; 

8. R. 23. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of War to 
furnish condemned cannon for a statue of the late Maj. Gen. 
Alexander Macomb, United States Army; 

S. 3821. An act to extend the time for presentation of claims 
under the act entitled ‘‘An act to reimburse the governors of 
States and Territories for expenses incurred by them in aiding the 
United States to raise and organize and supply and equip the Vol- 
unteer Army of the United States in the existing war with Spain,”’ 
approved July 8, 1898, and under acts amendatory thereof: 

S. 4572. An act to grant an honorable discharge from the mili- 
tary service to Charles H. Hawley; 

S. 3984. An act granting land for a miners’ home; 

S. 4740. An act granting an increase of pension to Maria L. 
Godfrey; 
aaa An act granting an increase of pension to Eunice A, 

, 


of pension to Samuel L. 
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S. 319. An act granting an increase of pension to Ida Warren; 


Schoonmaker; 
S. 2289. An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 8. 
Harrower; 
S. 4514. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary Beals; 
S. 3108. An act granting an increase of pension to Inez E. Perrine; 
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| will be made in this House will be to attempt to place the officers 
S. 3091. An act granting an increase of pension to Matilda R. | of the transport service upon the ret4-ed list with longevity pay. 


j 


S. 4381. An act granting an increase of pension to John 8. Rob- | 
| the Revenue-Cutter Service is known I am astonished that any- 
| body should compare the responsibility of the officers in charge 
S. 181. An act granting an increase of pension to William C. | of the same with the responsibility of the naval officers. Upon 


inson; 
S. 2943. An act granting a pension to Thomas S. Rowan; 


David; 

5S. 3672. 
nell; 

S. 3041. 
Shilling; 

S. 4506. 

S. 4792. 
Columbia; 

S. 4643. 
Peyton; 

S. 3634. 
Capehart; 

S. 4056. 
ton; 

S. 1625. An act granting an increase of pension to Jethro M. 
Getman, alias James M. Getman; 

- 4335. An act granting an increase of pension to John Brown: 
an 

S. 1225. An act granting a pension to Clara W. McNair. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments bills of the following titles; in which the concur- 
rence of the House of Representatives was requested: 

H. R. 6713. An act granting an increase of pension to Freeman 
R. E. Chanaberry; 

H. R. 3418. An act granting a pension to Dennis Dyer; 

H. R. 11375. An act granting a pension to Charles F. Merrill; 

H. R. 2124. An act granting an increase of pension to Dewit 
C. McCoy; 

H. R. 6466. 

H. R. 6029. 

H. R. 9301. 
McDonald; 

H. R. 11381. An act granting an increase of pension to Abra- 
ham N. Bradfield; 

H. R. 7990. An act granting an increase of pension to Uriah 
Reams; 

H. R. 3180. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
S. Dickinson; 

H. R. 5413. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
H. Van Vliet; 

H. R. 10193. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Hi yllister: 

H. R. 1706. An act granting an increase of pension to John E. 
White; 

H. R. 10289. An act granting a pension to Eliza Stewart; 

H. R. 9821. An act granting a pension to John W. Moore; 

H. R. 2120. An act granting an increase of pension to Horatio 
N. Warren: 

H. R. 11409. An act to authorize the construction of a traffic 
bridge across the Savannah River from the mainland within the 
corporate limits of the city of Savannah to Hutchinsons Island, 
in the county of Chatham, State of Georgia; and 

H. R. 3084. An act for the relief of bona fide settlers in forest 
reserves. 


An act granting an increase of pension to James Scan- 
An act granting an increase of pension to Emma F. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Ann E. Collier; 


An act granting an increase of pension to Phoebe L. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth A. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Minerva Mel- 


An act granting a pension to Josephine M. Dustin; 
An act granting a pension to Mary E. Kelly; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Barbara 


REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE, 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will be obliged if the gentleman from 
Dllinois will now consume the balance of his time, so that the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] may have what is remain- 
ing on this side to close the debate. 

Mr. MANN. I would ask the Chair how much time remains 
on each side? 

The CHAIRMAN. Forty-eight minutes on the side of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois and forty-five minutes on the side of the 
gentleman from New York. 

Mr. MANN. Then I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman 
from Colorado [Mr. SHAFROTH]. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Chairman, there may be some simi- 
larity in service between the Revenne-Cutter Service and that of 
the Navy of the United States. So there is between other services 
that are not regarded as either part of the Navy or part of the 
Army. There is a transport service of the United States. It is 
not even in a civil department; it is under the authority of the 
Secretary of War. and yet I presume that the next move that 


| 
| 


In fact, Ican not see why these officers in the Revenue-Cutter 
Service should be entitled to those privileges unless you extend it 
to the transport service. The transport service is conducted by 
men of experience, and the ships therein are enormous in size 
compared to those that are in the Revenue-Cutter Service. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, when the size of the vessels that are in 


examination of the list of revenue cutters of the United States I 


| find that the very largest is one of 869 tons capacity and the 
| smallest one of 23 tons capacity. Now, is it possible that gentle- 


men can seriously compare the responsibility of captains of these 
vessels with the corresponding officers in charge of the great 


| cruisers and the other great vessels in the Navy of the United 


An act relative to the control of dogs in the District of | 
| should we not do it with relation to the res 


States? When we propose to fix the compensation of officers 
nsibilities thereof? 


Why, Mr. Chairman, to compare this service to the Navy serv- 


| ice is simply to compare something that is exceedingly small with 


something thatis verylarge. Thetransport service contains vessels 
that are four, five,and six times as large as those of the Revenue- 
Cutter Service. I can not see why anyone who would vote for 
this bill would not also vote for the retirement of the transport 
captains, and also for the retirement of officers in other serv- 
ices of the Government. This measure is not like one for an 
appropriation of a certain sum fora completed improvement which, 
when once made, entails no further obligation upon the Govern- 
ment, but it provides for an appropriation from year to year for- 
ever, whether the revenues of the Government are excessive or 
deficient. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to call the attention of the members of 
this House and of the country to the enormous increase in the ex- 
penditures of this Government within the last forty years. It is 
appalling to think that such a difference exists between the ex- 
penditures of 1860 and those of to-day. I find, upon examination 
of the statements of the Appropriation Committee, that the total 
amount of appropriations for the year 1860 was $82,301,207. 
Think of it! The appropriations for this entire Government forty 
years ago—a time within the recollection of a majority of the 
members of this House—amounted to only $82,000,000 a year; and 
yet we find that the appropriations for this fiscal year, ending 
June 30, 1902, amount to $730,338,575—almost a ten-fold increase 
in the expenses of the Government. 

The great increase in expenditures has been made only in the 
past few years, as the appropriations for the fiscal year 1897 was 
5469,499,010, while for the year 1900 they were $674,981,022, and 
for the year 1901 they were $710,150,862, an increase of $250,000,000 
a year over what they were prior to the Spanish war. 

It is true that population has increased, but not in proportion 
to the expenditures. Ido not say this, Mr. Chairman, to charge 
that one party or the other is responsible forit. It seems we have 
some members on this side of the Chamber who are willing to 
vote for an appropriation whenever the opportunity occurs as 
well as members upon the other side; but the appalling fact exists 
that in the last forty years there has been an increase in the ex- 
penditures of this Government of nearly 1,000 per cent, while 
the increase in population has been only 150 percent. The popu- 
lation of the United States in 1860 was 31,448,321, while in 1900 it 
was 76,303,387. The tax upon the people in 1860 was only $2.61 
per capita, while now it is $9.57 for each inhabitant. These fig- 
ures show that we are going at a breakneck speed in the exvendi- 
ture of money, and it is time we should call a halt on a bill of 


_ this kind, where the parties in the service are better paid than in 


the corresponding service of private companies. 

Mr. Chairman, the very fact that resignations are not frequent 
in this service shows that these officers appreciate that they 
getting as much if not more than they could possibly get in 
private life. It seems to me that this question ought to be con- 
sidered by members of this House as if this werea private service 
of our own. I should like to know how many votes this measure 
would get in this House if it were a private service of our own. 
I warrant that not 10 per cent of our votes would be in favor of 
giving tomen over the age of 64 years a pension of $200 per month 
while they were rendering no service whatever. 

_Mr. LESSLER. Would the gentleman mind answering a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. LESSLER. How many members of this House have serv- 
ants in their employ who go to Alaska and rescue men and de- 
vote themselves to trips of that sort? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. They may not be in this House, but there 
are companies that have such men, who venture into all parts of 
the world, and there is hardly a fraction of 1 per cent that give 
annuities or life pensions to such employees. 
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Mr. LESSLER. Do you not know, for instance, that the big 
railroad companies, whose employees occupy dangerous positions, 


are establishing sion systems? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I think there are only two in the United 
States, the Illinois Central and the Pennsylvania Railroad. They 
are the only two that I know of. 

Mr. LESSLER. It has got to start somewhere. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. That may be, but it seems to me we are 
starting on a very high scale—three-fourths pay. If you exam- 
ine the amounts paid by these companies as pensions they are in- 
significant. They are simply to keep people from going to the 

rhouse. I understand the First National Bank of Chicago 

as established a similar system; but it makes every man in its 

service pay 8 per cent a year of his to createa fund. Then 

the fund goes to people who are retired after they reach a certain 

age. But the very fact that 99 per cent of the ple in the 

commercial world do not carry out this principle doen that we 
would not do it under like circumstances in our private affairs. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, remembering that we are here intrusted 
with the duty of voting other people’s money away, is it ible 
that we should lavishly give money in every direction? e are 
acting in the capacity of trustees, and it is our duty to guard the 
Treasury and the money committed to our hands more zealously 
than if the money were our own. We all admire a man who be- 
comes liberal and munificent in his gifts to people, because he is 
spending his own money, but we condemn him when the gifts 
are from the moneys of his ward. We also know that in cases of 
trust funds, even if our sympathy is extended, it is our duty ab- 
solutely to protect the funds, and in equity if we do not we are 
chargeable before a court to reimburse the fund out of our own 
money. 

Mr. Chairman, this bill proposes to extend longevity pay to the 
officers of the Revenue-Cutter Service, increasing their salaries 
10, 20, 30, and 40 per cent, dependent upon their service of five, 
ten, fifteen, or twenty years, and to place them on the retired list 
after they reach the age of 64 years at a salary of $200 per month. 

The pay of a captain who has been in the service twenty years 
will be $3,500 per annum and $576 for commutation of quarters. 
His compensation now is $2,500 and $480 for commutation of 
quarters, making a total of $2,980 per annum. 

This bill does not provide for an increase of salary or pension 
for the sailors in the Revenue-Cutter Service, who receive an in- 
significant sum, but applies only to the officers, who are already 
receiving more compensation than they could earn in other or 
like pursuits. 

Why should we, after giving men life positions at large sala- 
ries, then give them large pensions to retire upon? It seems that 
it is still true that ‘‘ To them that have shall be given.”’ 

What is the service of these officers? I have nota word of com- 
plaint against them. They are probably doing what was given 
them to do, and doing it well, but when it is pretended that this 
is a ‘‘ terrible service,’’ that they are required to work “‘ day and 
night’’ month after month, as was stated by the gentleman from 
New York, it is claiming too much. Ah, Mr. Chairman, that 
claim is not in accordance with the facts. 
little record sent by these very officers into the Treasury Depart- 
ment every year of the exact number of days and hours each one 
of these vessels is at work, and I happen to have the record of 
these vessels and want to call your attention to it. 

I find, Mr. Chairman, that there is one boat—the Calumet, at 
New York—which was at anchor three hundred and twenty-five 
days, thirteen hours and twenty minutes in the year, and it was 
sailing, under way. thirty-nine days, ten hours, and forty min- 


There happens to be a | 


utes, and that is ‘‘the day and night business for month after | 


month” that gentlemen of this House are trying to make out as 
such a burden to these men in this service. 

Mr. LESSLER. I should like to say to the gentleman that the 
Calumet was up at Chicago and was removed February, 1900. 


The collector of the port of Chicago, with a petition from the | 


leading merchants of Chicago, asked the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to send her back. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Well, I can not help that. 

Mr. MANN. She was at New York when this report was 
mace. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Now, we come to take another boat, the 
Gresham, at New York. The Gresham was 328 days in the year 
at anchor—328 days 9 hours and 10 minutes—and she was sailing 
36 days 14 hours and 50 minutes. These are the gentlemen work- 
ing day and night at all times. Take another New York boat, 
the Hudson. I find that the Hudson was at anchor 320 days 17 
hours and 45 minutes during the year, and she was under way 
only 44 days 6 hours and 15 minutes. We will take the Manhat- 
tan, that is also stationed at New York. 

Mr. LESSLER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him—— 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I can not yield, my time is so limited. 





| which I had upon this bill. 


| partment. 





The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. The Manhattan was at anchor 309 days 9 
hours and 25 minutes, and she was under way 55 days 15 hours 
and 35 minutes. 

These, Mr. Chairman, are the New York boats; but it is not 
only at New York. You take the boat at Wilmington, for in- 
stance. There is a boat that was at anchor 312 days out of the 
year. You take the boat at Boston, the Chandler. It was at 
anchor 339 days and 3 hours out of the year; and out of the list 
which is here collected there is not a single boat, not a single one 
of these vessels, but was at anchor 300 days in the year, and the 
number of sailing days was less than 65. 

Now. Mr. Chairman, these gentlemen, perhaps, did not have 
any orders that required them to do more work, and it was all 
right. I donot pretend to say but what they peformed their duty 
well, and I do not mean to say that the officers are not good ofti- 
cers; but when men get up in this House and say that their service 
is exceedingly hard, and that they work day and night, month 
after month, that they go out at all hours, and that this service 
ought to be remunerated even more than the Navy, as one gentle- 
man has said, it seems to me that these facts will not warrant 
such assertions. 

This service of course is needed. It is a service that properly 
has been classed in the United States asa civil service. Since 
the foundation of the Government it has not been in the War 
Department nor in the Navy Department, but has been connected 
with the Treasury Department, and its very name—the Revenue- 
Cutter Service—indicates where it properly belongs. It is in the 
civil list at the present time, and there is no provision in this bill 
which transfers it to the Navy Department. 

Now, when we extend the longevity pay, make a pension of 
$200 a month for this retired list, and justify it by claiming the 
service is something like that of the Navy, are we not putting 
ourselves in a condition that when this bill is passed nearly every 
other service of the Government will say, ‘‘ Why, the Revenue- 
Cutter-Service is surely a civil service; it is not in the Navy De- 
You have already broken over the line in the one 
case, why can you not do it in ours?’ The Life-Saving Service 
will then present their claims. Itisa service that is a great deal 
more in need of an increase pay and of retirement pension than 
this service. ThereforeI hope, Mr. Chairman, that this bill will 
be defeated. [Loud applause. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I fully appreciate the feebleness of 
anything I may say in reference to this bill, especially as I know 
that I will be followed on the floor by the ablest orator and de- 
bater in the House, for whose judgment I have great respect and 
for whose ability I acknowledge that I am unworthy even to un- 
loosen the latchets of his shoes. 

I warn the House against being carried away by the eloquence 
of appeal to be made by the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. Herpurn}. 

It has been with diffidence that I have even advanced any views 
Indeed, Mr. Chairman, I may say 
that had I known a few days ago that I would meet the dis- 

leasure of the distinguished *‘ constitutional expounder’’ of the 
aw, I should have acknowledged my defeat and not made any 
speech or argument on the proposition at all. Iam perfectly 
well aware that after the House has listened to the exposition by 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD] there remains 
nothing in the way of argument or facts to be submitted to the 
House. Itis true that he has not devoted a year and a half of 
time, as he said I had, to the bill, but it is also true that with that 


| wonderful eloquence and commanding brain of his, he only needs 


over night to glance at a subject to be familiar with its utmost 
details. [Laughter.] 

A few days ago the gentleman was running from desk to desk 
in the House submitting an amendment to the bill which this 
morning he declares the bill was perfect without. The attitude 
of the gentleman from Maine, and my own attitude upon this bill 


| reminds me of a story which my boy sometimes repeats: When 


the ark was landed on Mount Ararat and the animals under the 
supervision of Noah were leaving the ark, with all kinds of ani- 


| mals moving out of that vessel, the ant and the elephant happened 


| to be passing out at the same time. 


And the great elephant from 
Maine said to the ant from Illinois, ‘‘ Who are you a shoving of ?”’ 
I am sorry that I have caused any disturbance in the masterful 
mind of the brilliant and eloquent gentleman who has expounded 
all constitutional questions upon this subject, as he has before 
upon the subject of the Porto Rico tariff and upon the seating of 
a Mormon from Utah. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Chairman, there are practically two propositions in the bill 
pending, and the whole solution of this question depends upon, I 
believe, in the opinion of the House, whether this bill shall be 
considered as commencing a civil pension list or whether it shall 
be considered as giving a pension list to men now in the military 
service of the Government. I have heard it stated three or four 
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times by the advocates of this bill upon the floor of the House 
that the Revenue-Cutter Service was the first to fire a gun in the 
recent Spanish war. This statement, like many others upon the 
subject, is misleading and anerror. The Revenue-Cutter Service 
did not fire the first gunat Manila. The first gun fired at Manila 
was fired through the negligence of the Revenune-Cutter Service. 

When Dewey and his fieet were ing up the inlet to get into 
Manila Bay, with lights all concealed and the effort made to steal 
up without giving notice to the enemy of the a h, it was 
the revenue cutter there, the McCulloch, which gave notice to the 
enemy by permitting her smokestack to burn out. The revenue 
cutter McCulloch was in line, but the revenue cutter did not fire 
the first gun in the battle, if the revenue cutter’s captain himself 
= be believed, whose report is printed in a report favoring this 

ill. 

But I would not detract from the gallantry of these officers 
there. I have no doubt that the officers of the revenue cutter 
McCuiloch at Manila were anxious to getinto the fight. But they 
were not permitted to go into the fight; they were not in the bat- 
tle at Manila Bay. They were kept on the outside as a dispatch 
boat, or an auxiliary boat. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the effort is made to show that in time of 
peace the Revenue-Cutter Service is one of great danger. This 
belief was exploited yesterday by the gentleman from North 
Carolina {[Mr. BeLLamy], who said: 

During the four months I have designated—December, January, February, 
and March—when it is sleeting and raining and freezing, these people are not 
even permitted to go into port except when necessary to make a report or to 
supply the ship with exhausted provisions or coal. 

The gentleman from North Carolina stated that I had not been 
on a Revenue-Cutter vessel. He probably did not know whether 
I had or not. But whether I had or not has nothing to do with 
the question. The gentleman from North Carolina pretends to 
have great information concerning the doings of the Revenue- 
Cutter vessel located at his city, the city of Wilmington, N. C.; 
and he stated on the floor that this vessel was not permitted to go 
into port except when necessary to make a report or obtain sup- 
plies. 

Now, I have here the report of the revenue cutter Algonquin, 
which is situated at Wilmington, N. C., and which is the vessel 
about which the gentleman was talking. This vessel, which, as 


the gentleman from North Carolina says, is not permitted to go | 


into port except for the purpose of making a report or for sup- 
plies, has a record as to what it was doing during the months of 
December, January, February, and March. That record is on 


file in the office in the Treasury building, and I have here a com- | 


pilation of what it shows. It seems that during December, 1900, 


this revenue cutter, which, according to the gentleman, is not | 


permitted to go into port, had its anchor weighed three days and 
twenty hours; during January, 1901, it had its anchor weighed 
for a total of three days seventeen hours and twenty-five minutes: 
during the month of February, 1901, it had its anchor weighed 


for a total of four days five hours and five minutes; during the | 


month of March it had its anchor weighed three days fifteen hours 
and twenty minutes. During the four months of which the gen- 
tleman speaks it had its anchor weighed not exceeding sixteen days. 

Mr. BELLAMY. May I interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. BELLAMY. If the gentleman had referred to the Recorp 
of this morning, he would have seen that the instruction of which 
I spoke was issued November 26, 1901, so that the period of four 
months of which I spoke was December, 1901, and January, 
February, and March, 1902. If the gentleman has the record 
there, I ask him to read it. 

Mr. MANN. Well, Mr. Chairman, I have not the record for 
the last month or for this winter. 
from his knowledge the Algonquin was performing the same 
duties a year ago that it has been performing this last winter. I 
asked him the question, and he said he knew it wasso. During 
the winter before last this vessel during a term of four months 


was in service on the seas for a total of time expressed in days of | 


sixteen days. That was the time when, according to the dis- 
tinguished gentleman, this vessel was not permitted to go into 
port except to report or to obtain supplies. 

And that is notall. There is no vessel of the Revenue-Cutter 
Service which is occupied more than one-fourth of her time, if 


that much, in sailing on the seas or elsewhere. More than three- | 


fourths of the time all of these vessels are at anchor. But, more 
than that, the whole claim made here in behalf of the Revenue- 
Cutter Service is that it is doing arduous duty and dangerous 
duty, succoring vessels or shipwrecked sailors upon the seas. Yet 
the very letter of instructions, which the gentleman from North 
Carolina has put in the Recorp, directs the Revenue-Cutter offi- 
cers not to remain at sea in a gale or in a fog. The direction to 
the Revenue-Cutter officer is to go into port when the weather is 
foggy or when there is a gale. 
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But the gentleman stated that | 
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But we have a record of all the vessels which this service has as- 
sisted. When this bill was before the House a year ago, I inserted 
in the RECORD a copy of the reports of the assistance rendered by 
the revenue cutters in 1897, which was the last report issued by 


this — and printed. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. Has the gentleman any statistics showing 
the length of time during the last year that the battle ships of the 
United States were at anchor? 

Mr. MANN. I have not. But I take it, Mr. Chairman, that 
the solution of this question is not dependent upon the Navy. If 
there are abuses in the Navy they can be corrected in the proper 
way. The proper way is not by passing a bill to increase the 
abuses in another branch of the service. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Did I understand the gentleman to say 
that he had putin the Recorp a list giving the service of all these 
cutters? 

Mr. MANN. I did not so state. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Excuse me; I did not quite get your 
statement. Will you please repeat it? 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman has examined what I put in the 
RecorpD, and his question is futile and idle. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The gentleman will excuse me—— 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman is taking up my time excusing 
himself. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I understood you to say that you were 

going to place in the Recorp some additional reports. 

Mr. MANN. I would be glad to place in the Recorp every- 

| thing which the Revenue-Cutter Service has done, and I dare the 
gentleman to put in the REcoRD, as a representative of the 
Revenue-Cutter Service interests, what duty it has a 
| during the past year. Although this bill was before Congress a 
year ago, although the same opposition was then made, they 
| have not dared to publish the report of their doings. Now, it is 


manifestly impossible for one member of the House to obtain all 
this information, but I have obtained some information in refer- 
ence to this, which I inserted in the Recorp a few days ago. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Will the gentleman excuse me? 

a MANN. I hope the gentleman will not detain me too 
| much. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I will hand you the report of the Wood- 
| bury for last year if you would like it. Do you care for it? 
| Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will leave it here,if I have time 
to examine itI will. The gentleman is endeavoring to take a very 
unfair advantage. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Excuse me; I am not. 

Mr. MANN. With that eminent fairness which always char- 
acterizes him of trying to get a gentleman on the floor with his 
time limited to read something which he holds in his hand! Why 
did not the gentleman, if he wanted to show fairness, submit the 
| paper to me before, and I would have examined it when I had 

time? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Well,I shall not bother you with it now. 
Mr. MANN. Oh, you will not bother me with it at all. 

| [Laughter.] It is impossible for the gentleman to bother me 

with it, notwithstanding his elephantine intellect. Now, Mr. 
| Chairman, the report of the committee in favor of this bill states 
| that this Revenue-Cutter Service assisted vessels last year which, 

with their cargoes—I do not want the gentleman from Maine to 
| think that I am personal in any way—— 
| Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Oh, that is all right. I am perfectly 
| willing to have you personal, if you desire to be. I have not the 
| slightest objection. 
| Mr. MANN. The report of the committee on this bill states 
that the Revenue-Cutter Service assisted vessels last year which, 
| with their cargoes, amounted to a total of $5,125,000, and it is the 
intention of this report to show that the Revenue-Cutter Service 
| was valuable, because it saved property to the value of $5,125,000. 

Now, the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. BeLLamy] says 
| that his vessel, the Algonquin, is out cruising all the time, in 
| sleet and rain and freezing weather, for the purpose of rescuing 
distressed vessels. I have in the Recorp a compilation, not 
selected because they were favorable to my side of the question, 
| but I selected all cases where the value of the vessel and cargo 
| amounted to as much as $75,000, and I have shown in the RecorpD 
out of the $5,000,000, which they claim was saved, the entire cir- 
cumstances relating to about four and a half million dollars. 

The only case where the vessel from Wilmington, the Algon- 
quin, represented by the gentleman from North Carolina | Mr. 
BELLAMY] appears is in the rescue or assistance rendered to the 
vessel Star Cross on June 29 and 30, 1901. The captain reports: 
“ Light-house in plain sight; sea smooth.’ There was no diffi- 
culty, no sleet, no rain, no freezing weather. The only case oc- 
curred in June, with a smooth sea, and then the vessel hel 
some tugs or ing vessels to pull a vessel off where it had 
struck the shore or struck bottom. I wish to call the attention 
‘ of the House and I ask the gentlemen, if they wish to take the 
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trouble to examine each one of these cases—I call attention to the 
fact that there is not a single one where the Revenue-Cutter Serv- 


ice incurred any danger; not one. There are but few cases. The 
first case they report on the condition of the weather and tide: 
** State of tide and sea: Smooth sea; gentle, southerly swell.’’ 

What danger they were undergoing! The next case they re- 
port, “‘ Smooth sea.”” The next case occurred in a harbor, hone 
the sea could not be other than smooth. The next case occurred 
within a harbor, and consisted only in sending some men on shure 
to arrest a man whom they claimed had mutinied. The next case, 
“State of tide and sea: Flood tide, smooth sea.’’ The next case 
occurred in San Francisco r, where the sea was smooth. 
The next case occurred in the Yukon River, where the sea was 
smooth, and this case that I have referred to now is but a sample 
of the assistance rendered by the Revenue-Cutter Service, so far 
as assisting vessels is concerned, and I propose—it is very short— 
to read to the House the detailed statement of the casualty, show- 
ing the nature and extent of service rendered by the revenue cut- 
ter in that instance: 

Vessel assisting, Nunivak. 

Vessel assisted, steamer Leon. 

Date, June 22, 1901. 

Value of vessel with cargo, $2,600,000. 

Here is one-half of the property that was saved in the year, and 
you would suppose from the report that this was saved by ardu- 
ous labor and at the risk of life on the part of the Revenue Cutter 
officers and men. 

Detailed report: Arriving at Aphoon, mouth of Yukon River, June 22, 
1901, found steamer Leon rt of visions for rs and crew, she 
having been detained here a week by ice and her supplies exhausted. No 
= ice clearing up for several days. None of other vessels could 
a her, as they, too, were running short, and no su within reach on 
the river. her from ship's rations 800 —— ur, 50 pounds coffee, 
72 pounds butter, to be replaced in kind at St. hael. 

Now,I grant that it was a desirable thing that the revenue 
cutter there should loan these provisions to this vessel Leon. I 
do not criticise them for what they did, but I insist that there was 
no arduous duty, no danger, no risk of life in loaning 800 pounds 
of flour to a vessel, and when they claim that they saved valuable 
property or assisted a vessel, the value of which amounted to 
$2,600,000, it is utterly misleading. 

The next report was in the Yukon River also, where they loaned 
in that case 200 pounds of flour, and take credit for saving prop- 
erty to the value of $75,000. There is not a single case in these 
reports, which are taken from the head of the list, embracing 
$4,500,000 out of the $5,000,000—there is not a single case where a 
rowboat could have been turned over — waves of the sea. 

Oh, yes; valuable service! I donot believe that anybody can 
find out what the Revenue-Cutter Service actually does, outside 
of boarding vessels and examining their papers. It seems to me 
that they do not show any arduous labor in time of peace which 
entitles them to be placed on the pr. sion roll. 

As many men have been killed in «a year—during the last fiscal 
year—in the Railway Mail Service in the discharge of their duties 
as have been killed in the Revenue-Cutter Service during forty 
years of time. More men are killed in the Life-Saving Service in 
a year than have been killed in the Revenue-Cutter Service in 
forty years’ time. As many men lost their lives in the Life-Saving 
Service a few days ago as have been killed in the Revenue-Cutter 
Service in forty years of time. More men lost their lives in the 
Railway Mail Service in a wreck down here a few days ago than 
have lost their lives in the Revenue-Cutter Service in forty years’ 
time. I do not say that that is any reflection upon the Revenue- 
Cutter Service. Far fromit. They have nooccasion to come into 
great danger. 

But, oh, they say,in time of war! Mr. Chairman, the Revennue- 
Cutter Service is not a fighting force in time of war. It is sim- 
ply a dispatch service. It is not on the firing line in time of war. 

Mr. MAHON. They can be sent there at any time. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, yes; they could be sent there, but they are 
not sent there. They donot receive injury. Why, here is a case, 
probably, of great gallantry at Cardenas, when Ensign ley 
and those on his naval vessel were being shot to pieces, when half 
of the men on the naval vessel were killed; it is true that a 


revenue cutter, the Hudson, pulled the naval vessel ier It is 
true also that half the men on the naval vessel were killed, and 


that no man had his skin scratched on the revenue cutter. 

Mr. MAHON. They must have been pretty close when they 
pulled the boat off. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, yes; and the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
would suggest that it may have been an accident. It is a peculiar 
accident that not an officer has been injured in the Revenue- 
Cutter Service in time of war for many years. ; 

Mr. MAHON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. MANN. Yes. 

Mr. MAHON. How many men were killed in the naval battle 
st Santiago? 


Mr. MANN. I believe one only, but a number were injured, 
and no revenue cutter was in the fight. 

Mr. MAHON. How many at Manila? 

Mr. MANN. There were several injured there, I think, and = 
believe there was one killed. One died of apoplexy. But no 
revenue cutter was in the fight at Manila. 

Mr. MAHON. The first boat that went in was a revenue cutter. 

Mr. MANN. That shows that the gentleman is not informed 
as to history. I have not time to argue about facts of history. 

Mr. ON A revenue cutter went in to look for the tor- 


Mr. MANN. The first boat that went into Manila was nota 
revenue cutter. 

Mr. MAHON. The McCulloch. 

Mr. MANN. It was not the McCulloch. The Revenue-Cutter 
Service is not a fighting force in time of war. But, Mr. Chair- 
man, if it were, its officers would be no more than the volunteers. 
The State which I represent in part had more than 800 men in the 
Navy as volunteers during the Spanish war. They are not put 
upon the retired list. They went into the Navy, losing their po- 
sitions and salaries at home. They are not asking to be placed 
upon the retired list. They were in the fighting ships; they were 
not on dispatch boats; and I think the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania and others have constituents who were in the Navy, fight- 
ing in the Spanish war, and they are not asking to be put upon the 
retired list, and if they were the request would not be granted. 

Mr. MAHON. Some of them have been put on the pension roll. 

Mr. MANN. Yes; but nobody has been put on the pension rol! 
on account of being injured in the Revenue-Cutter Service. 
There was no officer injured during this Spanish war, injured in 
the service. There were two who died from apoplexy, but none 
were injured, and if injured they would have been entitled to 
pension. 

Now, Congress has since recognized anything which the Reve- 
nue-Cutter Service did during the war with Spain. They retired 
the captain of the McCulloch at full captain’s pay. They gave a 
gold medal for the gallantry displayed by Lieutenant Newcomb 
at Cardenas. And now the other officers of that service are here 
endeavoring unjustly and unfairly to fatten on the deeds of those 
two men. A letter has been read by this distinguished son of 
Maine from the Secretary of the Navy. 

This letter says that this service ought to be put under the 
Navy. lLIagree with that. I believe it ought to be a part of the 
Navy. It absolutely has nothing to do at present. I would be 
willing to transfer this service—men, officers, and vessels—to the 
Navy, where it might be made a part of asystem. But here isa 
bureau intended to be a new navy of itself; and when Secretary 
Long says in the letter read that this is the first step toward put- 
ting it in the Navy I beg todisagree with him. If this bill passes, 
the Revenue-Cutter Service will for all time remain by itself, en- 
larging its force, increasing its number of vessels and its officers, 
but it will never go tothe Navy. It will, on the other hand, be 
a handle for the passage of a civil pension list for every branch of 
the service. 

Why, gentlemen, we have to meet that question soon. Thereis 
a committee in Washington engaged here for some time preparing 
a bill for introduction in this Congress to put a retired list into 
every branch of the public service. It claims that they have 
responses from more than 20,000 Governmentemployees. Now, I 
put it to you fairly. You know very well that if this bill passes 
it passes because of the insistence here of the men and officers 
of the Revenue-Cutter Service itself. If Congress can not resist 
215 Revenue-Cutter officers, what chance is there to resist 20,000 
or more employees of the Government? There is no man in this 
House but has Government employees in his district. I do 
not say that a retired list is improper. I have been inclined to 
the opinion that a proper retired list or a civil pension list might 
be a good _— I think that every man who loses his life or is 
injured in the Life-Saving Service or in the Railway Mail Service 
ought ® be covered by the pension list. 

lam not sure but what the old men in the Treasury ought to 
be put on the retired list. But I would never propose a civil pen- 
sion list that begins with $200 a month, as this does. Here isa 
proposition commencing a civil-service pension list at $200 a 
month. If we can not draw the line between the Navy and the 
Revenue-Cutter Service, how will it be possible to draw the line 
between the Revenue-Cutter Service and the Life-Saving Service? 
How will it be possible to draw the line between the Revenue- 
Cutter Service and the Railway Mail Service? There is such 
small gradation or degrees of gradation between the different 
services of the Government that once you place one branch of 
the service on a ion list you will have commenced that which 
must end with all branches of the service. I appeal to this House 
to be careful before it commences a civil pension list. There is 
no end; when you o the door it is open for all the employees 
of the Government for all time. [Loud applause. ]} 
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Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to inquire if the | 
time of the opponents of the bill has been entirely exhausted? 

The CHAIRMAN. It has. 

Mr. HEPBURN. How much remains? 

The CHAIRMAN. Forty-five minutes remains to the gentle- | 
man from Iowa. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I am not prepared to con- | 
gratulate the gentleman from Illinois upon the condition of mind | 
when he is prepared to express disapprobation because a larger | 
number of American citizens have not been slaughtered in war. 
It is an unhappy frame of mind, I would suggest to the gentleman, | 
if I was permitted; and I am glad to believe that there are but 
few of his colleagues that sympathize with him in the expressions 
that he has made in that part of his speech. 


We have wandered a long way, Mr. Chairman, from the real | 
We have a service known as the | 


questions presented in this bill. 
Revenue-Cutter Service. It consists of a little more than 200 offi- | 
cers, and something more than 1,100 enlisted men, of about 40 
vessels armed with seventy-odd guns. 
armament, modern in character, fully up to date, presents an in- 
finitely more formidable naval force than the Government of the 
United States had at the date of 1835. There never was a time 
up to that date—in war or peace—when the naval power of the 
United States was so formidable as is this much contemned and 
sneered service—the Revenue-Cutter Service. 

The propositions of this bill are mainly to place the officers of 
the Revenue-Cutter Service more nearly upon a par with the other 
branch of the maritime navalservice. It proposes to do so by the 
reviving of an old law relating to the relative rank of the officers of 
the two services, made necessary in part because of a change in the 
name of certain of the naval officers, and with the addition of one 
grade tothe Revenue-CutterServicesince that enactment was made, 

It next provides for the retirement of these officers on a par 
with the officers of the Army, not with the officers of the Navy. 
There is a distinction and a broad one, and the Revenue-Cutter 
officers and their friends have not asked that the more valuable 
retirement provision of the Navy should be made applicable to 
them. These officers, if retired, will be retired in the grade in 
which they served at the time of retirement. Not so with the 
naval officer. Heis retired in a grade above that that he holds at 
the date of his retirement, and he has the pay and emoluments of 
that higher grade. 

Again, officers of the Navy may be retired at least four grades— 
captains, commanders, lieutenant-commanders, and certain lieu- 
tenants may be at any time retired, not after thirty years of serv- 
ice, not after forty years of service, not after they have arrived 
at the age of 64, but at any time. 
that the gentleman from [linois [Mr. Mann] voted for only a 
little while ago they may be retired. Again, an officer of the 
Navy may be retired although the cause of disability has had no 
relation whatever to his service, and although it may be the re- 
sult of his own vicious habits. Not so with the Army or with the 
retirement that is proposed to be given to these officers. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, what are some of the objections made to 
this bill? The first fifteen minutes occupied by the opponents of | 
it—by the gentleman from Illinois—were devoted to this com- 
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These vessels with their | 


Under the provisions of an act | 





plaint: The bill ought not even to be considered, because the 
Revenue-Cutter Service have not made that character of report | 
that the act of 1898 required them to make. The act of 1898 re- | 
quires no report from any officer of the Revenue-Cutter Service. | 
It requires a report of expenditures from the Secretary of the | 
Treasury. The gentleman knew why that was not made. He | 
had the information why its failure had occurred. He had it at 
the time that he made that complaint and this charge of crimi- 
nality against the Revenue-Cutter Service. He said that it was 
because they dared not make that report; because they were 
afraid to make it. He had, from the Secretary of the Treasury, | 
a letter stating why it was not made and explaining why the error 
occurred—a true statement, that evinced no dereliction_of duty, | 
a mere mistake, and yet it was such a one as passed the*kcrutiny 
of the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, not friendly 
to this bill, who went on making the appropriations just as though 
it had been made, with all the information that was needed. 

The gentleman from Illinois was unwilling to support this bill 
because he had not information. 
to the year and a half that he expended in this vain search for 
knowledge, and yet he knows, and I know, because he was com- 
pelled by his own sense of fairness ultimately to acknowledge it, 
that all the information possessed by anyone was laid before him 


and that he was furnished by an intelligent clerk with the books | 


of the Department, with every facility for acquiring all of the 
knowledge that he could want with regard to an intelligent un- 


of the United States. The Secretary says that he was misled by 
a marginal note on the page opposite the section requiring this 
report; that he understood that it was a detailed statement of 
estimates that was to be made. That is all there is in that. 


Your attention has been called | 


| 
i 
| 


derstanding of the relation of this body of men to the Government | 


APRIL 3, 


The gentleman then found fault, and seriously insisted that this 
bill ought not to pass, because there was not a list of the em- 
ployees of the Revenue-Cutter Service on the Blue Book. He 


| regarded that as an offense that they had omitted to put their 


names there, notwithstanding that most American citizens are 


| glad to have their names there, and rather, Iam informed, seek 


the opportunity. But when we come to investigate we find that 
the names are there. Everyone connected with the Revenue- 
Cutter Service is found where it should be, under its appropriate 
head, on that Blue Book. That ought to remove the gentleman's 
second objection. 

The third one that was urged is, and that one was more stren- 
uously urged by the gentleman from Tennessee, that this is to 
establish a civil pension list. That depends, Mr. Chairman, upon 
the relation that this service bears to the General Government. 
Is it civil in its character or is it military? The gentleman from 
Pikes Peak, perched pleasantly upon the summit of that vast 
mountain, taking in that comprehensive view that from that point 
he may survey the military and naval establishment of the United 
States, does not hesitate to say that it is civil. [Laughter.] 
Then my friend from Tennessee, from his home by the side of 
that magnificent spring in Huntsville, so wonderfully adapted to 
nautical pursuits [laughter]—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I do not 
want to lose my identity entirely. The gentleman ought to know 
that Iam from Alabama. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I intended to compliment the gentleman 
first, but now since my attention is called to it I will compli- 
ment the State of Alabama by making the correction. [Ap- 
plause.| The gentleman from that beautiful spring so adapted 
to nautical pursuits has determined that this is a civil service, 
that there is nothing military about it; and both of the gentlemen 
in furtherance of their arguments have said that one of the rea- 
sons why they came to that conclusion was that the Revenue- 
Cutter Service never fought except in time of war. [Laughter. } 
Why, my God, my friends, when would you have them fight? 
one Do you want them so organized as is my friend 

rom Illinois, who is ready to fight all the time and everything? 
[Laughter.] When I have observed that peculiarity upon the 
part of my friend from Illinois I have thought that if the theory 
of transmigration of souls is true and he hereafter appeared as a 
later incarnation, he would have the semblance of a mule with 
four hind legs all in active operation. [Great laughter. | 

Mr. Chairman, these gentlemen fight only when the other sol- 
diery of the United States fight. And in time of peace they are 
put to other duties. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Will my friend—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. I would rather the gentleman from Tennes- 
see would not interrupt me. 

Several Mempers. Alabama! [Laughter]. 

Mr. HEPBURN. My apologies all around are duplicated. 
Without disparagement of our naval establishment, in which we 
all take pride and for which we are all willing to do all that may 
be necessary to make it reach up to the highest standard of com- 
pleteness, what do they do in times of peace? The objection which 
these hypercritical gentlemen make with regard to the Revenue- 
Cutter Service being pacific in times of peace can be made against 
the naval establishment much more forcibly. After hearing 
these authorities, the gentleman from Colorado, and the gentle- 
man from Alabama, and the gentleman from Illinois, who know 
nothing about the subject, vociferating so earnestly that these 
Revenue-Cutter officers are a civic body. I would like to call at- 
tention for a moment to the opinion of a man who knows some- 
thing about the subject. I read from a report of a Secretary of 
the Navy—not of the Treasury, but of the Navy: 

The service of the cruising cutters is strictly naval. 

Will the gentleman from Colorado listen to that? 

The duties of the officers are not distinguishable in kind from those of the 
naval officers. 

Will the gentleman from Alabama note that? 

The discipline is naval, as far as naval discipline can be carried on outside 
of the Navai Department. The cruising cutiers carry armaments of from 
one to four guns. The crews are armed with small arms. Broadside guns 
are furnished by the Navy Department. In time of war these vessels have 
always been pressed into the naval service. 

Will the gentleman from Illinois note that? This is from one 
of the most distinguished of all the naval secretaries, in my judg- 
ment, that we have ever had; a man to whose efforts we owe 
largely the Navy we have to-day; a man whose influence, more 
than that of any other living man, has made our naval establish- 
ment the splendid feature that it is of our civilization. 

A MempBer. Who was he? 

Mr. HEPBURN. That was Secretary Chandler. 
from the report of another Secretary of the Navy: 

Now, as I understand, the objections of officers of the Navy to this bill— 

A bill largely similar to this— 
they have come to be practically merely sentimental. In the first place, they 


I now read 
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say it is not a military service. My answer tothat is that whether it is a mil- 
itary service or not depends entirely or very largely on the officer who com- 
mands thoship. It iscertainlya military force. It 
inferior officers, and men—privates who are subordinate. It is organized; 
its organization is a military organization. 


Why, sir, at the very beginning of the career of the cadets they 
take a military examination. So far as the studies are concerned, 
before they enter the service they must have those attainments 
that will entitle them to the prospects of success. Throughout 
their whole two years at school the studies are of that character. 
The higher mathematics—all that pertains to drill—everything 
that they study is in its nature fit for military training and mili- 
tary service. 

Every one of these vessels of later construction is armed. Every 
day there is a military drill of the crews. They are drilled in 
the use of the cutlass, the use of the revolver, the use of the 
carbine, the use of the broadside. It is all military, and they 
have been able to show with what alacrity they can assume the 
sterner duties of war. 

I was sorry to hear my friend from Illinois attempt to belittle 
the service of these men. It is not so comprehensive, it has not 
been so broad a school, as are the performances of the Army or 
the Navy. Why? Because of the limitations of the number of 
men and of ships. But everywhere where they have had oppor- 
tunity they have reached up to the full measure of valor that is 
expected of American soldiery. 

Reference has been made to the affair at Cardenas, and sneer- 
ingly to the part performed by the Revenue-Cutter Service on 
that occasion. What wasthat? Three vessels were sent in shore- 
ward for a purpose. They came within the range of powerful 
masked batteries. One of the vessels was disabled. er com- 
mander was either wounded or killed. The next officer in com- 
mand was disabled. More than half of her crew were weltering 
on her decks in their own blood. She was in the extremest peril, 
drifting inward toward the battery and on to the shoals, 

There was another naval vessel with her. The little flotilla 
consisted of two naval vessels and one revenuecutter. I have no 
criticism to make upon the conduct of one of those naval vessels, 
yet when the time of trial came, when the time of rescue came it 
was the Hudson, the revenue cutter, that responded, while the 
others sought safety at sea. [Applause.] And there, as the 
Secretary of the Navy tells the story, for more than an hour, in 
the very vortex of that terrible fire, this vessel labored to secure 
a hawser to the naval vessel, in order to carry her out, and after 
securing it the hawser parted, and again the labor had to be 
undergone, and for an hour this condemned revenue cutter stood 
there at her post,every man doing his duty, and finally she 
brought to safety the naval officers and men. [Loud applause. 

I say that in all the records of the last war, in all the nava 
stories that I have ever read, there is not one to be found where 
more of heroism was exhibited than by these officers of the Rev- 
enue-Cutter Service; and, Mr. Chairman, on all occasions wher- 
— they have been called upon, they have met the full measure 
of duty. 

Now, the studies of all the officers are military. Military tac- 
tics are taught them and they have a daily military drill. They 
wear the uniform of the Navy. Their ships are armed as are 
naval vessels, They have all the skill that the naval vessels have, 
and on all occasions when the Navy is engaged in war, they are 
engaged in war, and yet gentlemen set up the pretense that this 
is a civil employment, and that these men are civil officers. 

Mr. Chairman, it stands to reason that these officers, man for 
man, are more valuable than are the naval officers. I do not 
hesitate to make that assertion. They spring from the same 
source; they are our American boys; they have the same culture, 
except in perhaps some of those things that many of us would say 
were not necessary to fit them for purely military duty. They 
have the same drill, the same instruction as soldiers; they are 
familiar with the same kind of weapons. They have all of the 
experience that the others have in times of war, and then they 
are kept upon the sea, the gentleman from Hlinois to the contrary 
notwithstanding. The naval officer has his tour of sea duty and 
then a like period on shore. These men are always upon the 
sea, they are always upon the sea when seamanship is most 
needed, and when opportunities are ripest for seamanship to be 
acquired. 

It is when the storm comes, I say; when there is danger along 
the coast, I say; when the naval vessel seeks the security of the 
port if she can, that these men go out to rescue life and to render 
assistance. It isin the storm that they are bred and that they 
study their seamanship; and soI say that, man for man, in my 
judgment, when the officer has reached the age of 40 or 45, all of 
the Soe are in favor of the Revenue-Cutter officer being 
the better, the more experienced, the wiser, and the safer naviga- 
tor and commander of his ship. I do not think that it ought to 
be contended that this is a civil service. Gentlemen have said 


that the title of this bill is deceptive; that it is said to promote 
the efficiency of the Revenue-Cutter Service, while there was 
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nothing to be found in its provisions except provisions promoting 


commnanding officers, | the interests of certain of the membership of that service. 


Mr. Chairman, there are to-day 14 officers who have served long 
and faithfully in this service who have reached the age that 
brings incapacity, or who are suffering now from the vicissitudes 
of service to that degree that they can not perform their duties. 
They can not be retired. We are in the condition that twice be- 
fore has confronted the Congress. Some eight or ten years ago, 
or perhaps a little longer, it was found that there were nearly 20 
of these officers, all filling the highest ranks, that were incapable 
of service. One of them, I remember, was then 84 years of age. 
Several of them had passed the age of 70. Yet there was no method 
by which they could be replaced, and so an act was passed lim- 
ited to them, however, that authorized their retirement. Four, 
five, or six years ago the same condition was found to exist, and 
again an act was so that perhaps 15 more were retired, and 
now there are 23 men, I think, on this retired list. 

There are fourteen or sixteen who are to-day in the oe 
Wil 
it not promote the efficiency of the Revenue-Cutter Service to re- 
lieve it of those incapacitated men? Will it not promote the serv- 
ice to give promotion to those that remain, to let them see that 
there is some hope of advancement in the service of their choice? 


| Does not the doing of justice to one stimulate a little more, a good 


deal, perhaps, to more efficient service, to more of zeal. We are 
apt to take deeper interest in those who have an interest in us and 
manifest it by good deeds than those who do not, and these men 
would only be human if some such thought sometimes crossed 
their minds, so I can see that there is in this bill provision for pro- 
moting the efficiency of the Revenue-Cutter Service, and that the 
bill is not deceptive and that it ought to pass. 

I have taken the liberty of reading the opinions of some gentle- 
men whose opinions were worth while. As early as 1872 Mr. 
Boutwell, then the Secretary of the Treasury, advocated the pas- 
sage of a somewhat similar bill to this. In 1873 Secretary Rich- 
ardson recommended the same. In 1876 Secretary Morrill made 
a somewhat lengthy report and argument in favor of the passage 
of a relief measure of this kind. Im 1881 Mr. Folger made the 
same recommendation; and right here I would like to put the 
opinion of a Secretary of the Treasury whose duty it was to know 
against the opinion of the gentleman from Illinois on this subject: 

In view of the constant activity required of them in time of peace as well 
as war and of the hazard involv in their service— 

Will the gentleman please note the words I have taken the lib- 

erty to emphasize?— 
—— avd hazard involved in their service, their cruising being mostly 
upon the shallow waters and dangerous courses near the coast, subjecting 
them during the inclement winter season to extreme hardship and danger, 
their claim to pensions seems to be well founded. 

Ah, how these adroit and cunning fellows of the service have 
pulled the wool over the eyes of the Secretaries, and how grateful 
some benighted Secretary will be to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Mann] for having devoted his eighteen months to unearth- 
ing all these frauds and bringing these reptiles of the sea into full 
view! 

But again, Mr. Folger, not content with his argument in 1881, 
repeated what he had to say in 1882, and then in 1894 Mr. Car- 
lisle had something to say on the subject. I donot know whether 
that distinguished gentleman is an authority upon the other side 
of the House now or not, but he discussed this subject. He de- 
voted considerable time to it, occupying more than a page in his 
report, in which he used this language: 

There is no branch of the public service which in time of peace requires 
such continuous, laborious, and hazardous service as this, nor is there any 
other branch in which the compensation is so inadequate. The duties im- 
posed upon the officers engaged in this service often subject them to great 
exposure and hardship, and require the exercise of a high order of skill and 
discretion, and it is therefore of the first importance that the mental and 
physical qualifications of the force should not be impaired by tho retention 
of old, infirm, or otherwise disabled officers. 

Well, my Democratic brethren, listen to that! 
be good authority. 

Mr. Chairman, if I can not succeed in attracting the attention 
of members on the other side to the utterances of John G. Car- 
lisle, I wish you would try and keep order. [{Laughter. } 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. 
men standing in the aisles will kindly take their seats. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Again, in 1896, Mr. Carlisle called attention 
to this branch of the public service. 

Mr. Gage, in 1897, called the attention of Congress to a bill 
substantially similar to this in his report, occupying more than 
a page of that report. Again, in 1898, and again, in 1899, he de- 
votes two pages to the subject. Again, in the report of 1900, he 
devotes a page and a half to it, and again, in 1901, most earnestly 
calls the attention of Congress to the subject. 

Two Presidents of the United States have urged upon Congress 
the performance of this duty. President McKinley especially 
challenged the attention of this body and the other to the report 
of the Secretary, and indorsed the arguments that he made, 


This ought to 
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reiterating his recommendation and doing all that he could to 
challenge attention to the subject. 

Gentlemen, it is and has been a vexed question. It is a justice 
that has been long delayed. Yet I take it it is none the less just 
because we have failed to respond to this demand of duty. I 
have no hesitation in affirming that these men are entitled to this 
tardy justice, that they are entitled to it now, and that the meas- 
ure of justice we propose to mete out to them is that which this 
House has meted out to others situated as they are with no more 
of demand, with no more of the pleadings of justice in their be- 
half. I think that we owe it to our old comrades. There are to- 
day in the naval service of the United States, I am told, ten 
veterans who served in naval warfare during the war of the re- 
bellion. All ten of those men are to-day rear-admirals in the 
Navy of the United States. 

There are 30 men or more now in the Revenue-Cutter Service 
of the United States, no one of them ranking higher than a cap- 
tain, and not more than four or five drawing half the pay of the 
admirals. The one survivor of that most memorable of naval 
battles that took place in Hampton Roads in 1862 between the 
Monitor and the Merrimac is now in the Revenue-Cutter Service 
of the United States. His comrade died only a little while ago, 
and was one of those survivors who stood by the side of Worden, 
directing the movements of his ship when he received his disabling 
wound, the one for all these years a rear-admiral, the other simply 
a lieutenant and captain in the Cutter Service. 

Gentlemen, it is unworthy of the American Congress, and I 
ask you now to right the wrong so long permitted, to bring about 


that justice so long delayed, by passing this most meritorious and | 


just bill. {Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time fixed by the order of the House 
for general debate having expired, the Clerk will proceed with 
the reading of the bill by paragraphs for amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., Thaton and after the passage of this act the commis- 
sioned officers of the Revenue-Cutter Service shall be as follows: Captains, 
first lieutenants, second lieutenants, third lic tenants, captain of eng:neers, 
chief engineers, first assistant engineers, second assistant engineers, and con- 
structor; and the captain of engineers, chief engineers, first assistant engi- 
neers, second assistant engineers shall have the rank of captain, first, second, 
and third lieutenants, respectively; and the constructor ll have the rank 
of first lieutenant. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment: 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend section 1, after the word “lieutenant,” in line 11, by adding the 
following: “Provided, however, That there shall be noincrease in the number | 
of officers upon the active list over the present number in each class or | 


grade.” 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think there is no objection to that, 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire to discuss the 
amendment? 

Mr. MANN. I do not care to discuss it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I will vote with you for it. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
ment offered by the gentleman from Illinois. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MANN. 
section 1 after the enacting clause. 

Mr. HEPBURN. 
Mr. Chairman. 


The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state his point of order. | 


Mr. HEPBURN. That would leave the bill in an entirely in- 
complete form. The motion to strike out all after the enacting 
clause must be an entirety—the bill—and not a single section of 
the bill. That is one of the methods of terminating the consid- 
eration of a bill, one of the parliamentary methods, to strike out 
all after the enacting clause. 
motion is used only for that purpose. 

Mr. MANN. 
ing clause. 


Mr. HEPBURN. I know; and that does not subserve that par- | 


liamentary purpose. 
Mr. MANN. 


pose and is not intended to subserve that parliamentary purpose. 


Does the Chairman wish to hear me further on the point of order? | 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule. A motion to 
strike ont the enacting clause under the rules and practice of the 
House is, if adopted, fatal to the bill. 
Rule XXIII, section 7, that such a motion, if carried, shall be con- 
sidered equivalent to the rejection of the bill. The proposed 
amendment, however, is to strike out not the enacting clause, 
but that portion of the section or paragraph following the enacting 
clause. What effect the striking out of that part of the paragraph 


will have upon the bill is for the committee, and not for the | 


Chair, to determine. The Chair therefore overrules the point of 
order. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman,I do not see why this section is 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


The question is on agreeing to the amend- | 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out all of | 


I raise the point of order against that motion, | 


That ends the measure; and the | 


My motion was to strike out all after the enact- | 


That does not subserve that parliamentary pur- | 


It is expressly declared in | 
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put in the bill. There is no change, as I understand, made as to 
the number of Revenue-Cutter officers in section 1. It does not 
destroy the harmony of the bill atall if itis stricken out. Itsim- 
ply, so far as I can see, reenacts the existing law, which now pro- 
vides who Revenue-Cutter officers shall be. Now, here is a sec- 
tion, and I invite the attention of gentlemen to the fact, the only 
change and the only purpose of any change in this section is to 
enact the present law, is to take the engineers out of the engineer 
force and make them line officers. 
Now, I have no objection to that in one respect. I voted for 
the naval el billin the House, supposing that that was 
the only thing in the bill. My information is, and whether it is 
correct or not I do not know, that that bill has not been a good 
thing for the Navy; and if this section is enacted into law as to 
the Revenue-Cutter Service of the country it simply means that 
the warrant machinists and the machinists do all the engineer 
work and the engineer officers on a line with the other officers 
attend to the duties of the other officers. If there is any need of 
engineer officers in the Revenue-Cutter Service, and I take it 
there is, then we ought to leave these engineer officers. 
There is no use, unless it is a purely social distinction, in saying 
that the chief engineer shall have a certain rank with the other 
officers, that the chief engineer shall have rank as first lieutenant. 
What is the meaning of that part of the bill? The engineer officer 
| would not be placed in command of a vessel. What is the object? 
| In the bill there is no other change of existing law. This simply 
defines who the officers shall be in the Revenue-Cutter Service. 

The law now provides for that. The amendment which has 
already been adopted to the bill, if the section remains, provides 
| that there shall be no increased number of officers. That section 
| as read would have granted an unlimited increased number of 
officers. I can see no reason for keeping this section in the bill at 
all. It does not destroy or affect the harmony of the bill in any 
other respect whatever. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, the section of the Revised 
Statutes which provides for Revenue-Cutter officers provides that 
each boat shall have one captain, one first lieutenant, etc. This 
does not change that law, so far as that is concerned, but this 
will preserve in some degree the symmetry in thelaw. It provides 
in one single statute all there isin the Revised Statutes in reference 
| to the officers of the Revenue-Cutter Service, and I hope the amend- 
| ment will not prevail. 
| Mr. MANN. How does it affect the symmetry of the bill? I 
| do not know. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It puts into this one statute all the law relat- 
ing to the officers which is contained in sections 2749, 2950, and 
, 8059 of the Revised Statutes. It puts them altogetlier into this 

one act. It consolidates the law. 

Mr. MANN. You mean it simply takes two consecutive sec- 
tions of the Revised Statutes and puts them in one? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It does that, and does more. 

Mr. MANN. I would like to understand, if I may, what more 
it does, if the gentleman can inform the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is cn the amendment offered 
| by the gentleman from Illinois to strike out all the first section 
| after the enacting clause. 

The question was taken and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
lows: 

Sec. 2. That the said commissioned officers shall rankas follows: Captains 
with majors in the Army and licutenant-commanders in the Navy; first lieu- 
tenants with captains in the the Army and lieutenants in the Navy; second 
| lieutenants with first lieutenants in the Army and lieutenants (junior grade) 
| in the Navy: third lieutenants with second heutenants in the ae ae en- 

signs in the Navy: Provided, That whenever forces of the Navy and Revenue- 
Cutter Service shall be serving in eS pursuant to law (section 2757, 
Revised Statutes), the officers of the Revenue-Cutter Service shall rank as 
follows: Captains with and next after lieutenant-commanders in the Navy; 
first lieutenants with and next after licutenants in the Navy; second lieuten- 


ants with and next after lieutenants (junior grade) in the 
tenants with and next after ensigns in the Navy. 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I am advised by the com- 
inittee that they withdraw the amendment they suggested, and I 
now offer in lieu of that an amendment that is drawn to accom- 
plish the same purpose, but indifferent language. It was drawn 
| by Admiral Evans, of the Navy, and therefore is more satisfac- 
tory to the objections of the Navy from a technical point of view. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the bill does not 
| show any committee amendment. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Then there is no necessity of withdraw- 
ing any amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine offers the fol- 
lowing amendment which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add at the end of section 2 the following: 

“ Provided further, That no provision of this act shall be construed as giv- 
| ing any officer of the Revenue-Cutter Service military or other con’ at 
any time over any vessel, officer, cr man of the naval service, nor shall any 


naval officer exercise such military or other control over any vessel, officer, or 
man of the Revenue-Cutter Service, except by the direction of the President. 


avy; third lieu- 
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Mr.MANN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Maineshowed | tention, will acknowledge his mistake. There has never been, up 
me the amendment which has been offered, but since he showed | to the present time, any condition of existing law which could 
it to me I would like to call his attention and the attention of the | possibly place a Revenue-Cutter officer in command over an Army 
gentleman in charge of the bill toa fact. This amendment is a | officer. But here we have a bill which, if enacted into law, will 
concession, as I understand it, and provides that a Revenue-Cutter | say that a Revenue-Cutter officer shall rank with certain Army 
officer shall not have command of a naval vessel where the naval | officers. That provision might place the Revenue-Cutter officer 
vessel and the Revenue-Cutter vessel cooperate. Would notit,on | in command. Such a condition never has occurred before, be- 
the same line, be advisable to insert after the word ‘‘ Navy”’ the | cause it could not under the law as it has heretofore existed. 
word ““Army,”’ because this bill would place the military force of The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Maine 
the Government under the control of the Revenue-Cutter officer if | [Mr. LrrrLerrecp] has expired. 
they happen to be serving in cooperation, as might be the case? Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by strik- 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I will say that, sofar as I am concerned, | ing out the last word. I do not believe that the careful attention 
I am not thoroughly advised as to the relations that may exist be- | of the gentleman from Illinois to the wording and force of this 
tween the twoservices. Admiral Evans suggested that this would | bill ought to be accepted by the friends of the bill. I take it that 
be entirely sufficient for the Navy. he will not vote for the bill, and that his care and attention and 

Mr. MANN. Yes, as tothe Navy; but the gentleman under- | zeal as to the precise meaning of the language is not exactly in 
stands the reason of making the relative ranks of the Army and | the direction of a fatherly interest for the outcome of this legis- 
Navy is to determine who shall have command when they cooper- | lation. I presume that if we confirm all his suggestions he will 
ate. Here is a proposition that will leave the Revenue-Cutter | yet vote against the bill upon the great question that he has been 
officer in command if he cooperates with the captain of the Army. | fighting about here for three or four days. I think the friends of 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. So far as I am advised, I do not know | the bill had better amend it as they see fit, if they have sufficient 
that anyone interested in or representing the Army establish- | numbers to pass the bill, and take the responsibility for its pas- 
ment has made any complaint or raised any objection to this. I | sage as they want it, and not as some of its enemies want it. 
do not undertake to say that there may not be something in the Mr. MANN. I do not expect the friends of this bill to insert 
gentleman’s point. | anything in it because I want it; but if I could appeal to the rea- 

Mr. MANN. Nobody has spoken to me from the Navy on the | son of some gentlemen here, except the gentleman from Ohio 
subject. [Mr. GROSVENOR], who probably will not be reasoned with, it 

Mr. LACEY. I would like to ask the gentleman from Maine might not hurt them. The question is as to the merit of any 
a question. proposition which may be offered. I do not expect to vote for 

r. LITTLEFIELD. Very well. the bill, but I believe that if it passes it ought to be made as good 

Mr. LACEY. As I read the amendment, it prevents any officer | as possible, and that we ought to remove as many of the objec- 
of the Navy taking command over a revenue cutter unless directed | tions as we can. 
to do so by the President. - The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend- 

Mr. L LEFIELD. That is correct. ment will be considered as withdrawn. The question is on the 

Mr. LACEY. So if therevenue cutter came into line, he would | adoption of the amendment of the gentleman from Maine. 
have to wait and telegraph the President of the United States | The question being taken, the amendment of Mr. LirrLeErigLD 
before the Navy could use that ship in evolutions about to be | was agreed to. 
performed. ; | The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The Revenue-Cutter Service does not co- |  SEc.3. That the commissioned officers of the United States Revenue-Cutter 
operate with the Navy except under the direction of the President | Service shall hereafter receive the same pay and allowances, except forage, 
of the United States in the first instance. So the condition sug- | #5 4"¢ now or may hereafter be provided by law for oflicersof corresponding 
gested by the gentleman from Iowa is not likely to occur. rank in the Army, including longevity pay. : 

Mr. LACEY We already have a law for that. Here is a pro- |. Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I move to amend by strik- 
vision where if a Revenue-Cutter vessel comes to the aid of anaval | ing out the last word. Mr. Chairman, I have listened with a 
officer you make the proposition that the naval officer shall not great deal of interest and, I frankly admit, with a great deal 
take command over the revenue cutter unless you get the direct of instruction to the discussion upon this very imp rtant bill. 
action of the President of the United States upon that proposition. | I have heard the distinguished gentleman from Maine, in a 
Now, it seems to me that this is an unnecessary limitation. If we matchless manner, style, and spirit, not unusual to him, speak- 
are going to put the cutters upon the open water with the Navy ing of those who have given but. little time or thought, accord- 
because they are needed in war, why should they not be com- | Mg to their opportunity, to an investigati n of the merits or 
manded by officers of the Navy with whom they are to cooperate? | demerits of this bill. I have learned, Mr. Chairman, in the affairs 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from [Illinois | 204 controversies of life, intellectual or otherwise, that it takes 
has expired. fLaughter. something more than the earnest declaration of *‘ the pronoun I”’ 

one Le D. move to strike out the last word in | to make an argument. Some gentlemen may vainly believe that 
order to answer the gentleman from Iowa. I will say that this such is argument, but common-sense, plain people do not accept 
amendment, not in the precise language that this is drawn, was | it exactly that way. of bs cpa poate sy - 
submitted to the Secretary of the Navy, and was approved of by P Now, Mr. Chairman, the question involved in this bill, and it 
the Secretary of the Navy, also by Judge-Advocate-General Lemly, | is one on which I base my opposition principally, is, first (and 
and takes care of the conditions referred to by the gentleman from | there has been no explanation on this point made even by the 








Iowa. distinguished gentleman from Iowa, for whose opinion I have so 
Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield to me? high a regard on all subjects), Why is it that this Congress should 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Certainly. be called upon to take an officer upon waiting orders or on the 
Mr. MANN. Is there any desire on the part of the friends of | Tetired list who is getting $1,250—an officer unable to render any 

the bill to place the captain of the Army under the direction of | Service—and give under the provisions of this bili $2,500? 

the captain of the Revenue-Cutter Service? That is a question that has not been explained or answered in any 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Not at all. way whatsoever during this entire discussion. 
Mr. MANN. What harm would there bein inserting after the The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. BeLLAMy] made the 
word “‘ Navy’ the word ‘‘Army.”’ statement in his remarks that I was entirely mistaken about the 


Mr. HEPBURN. Why should that be done? Can the gentle- | Section of the Revised Statutes which I had read applying to the 
man point to an instance where the Revenue-Cutter Service and pay of commanders, lieutenant-commanders, etc., in the Navy. 
the Army ever served together, so as to bring about the possible | Just such mistakes as the gentleman from North Carolina made 
collision that is spoken of? In point of fact, this is simply a mat- have occurred, I think, throughout this discussion. I examined 
ter of sentiment. There has never been, I am told, a conflict of | the personnel bill passed by Congress on March 3, 1899, and found 
any character with regard to who should command when revenue that the gentleman from North Carolina omitted to read the latter 
cutters and naval vessels were serving together. During a hun- | part of it, which says: 
dred years that occasion has never happened. Yet for the pur- And provided, That no provision of this act shall operate to reduce tho 
pose of yielding to a sentiment we have consented to this provision. | P™eset pay of any commissioned officer now in the Navy. 

As appeared from an extract which I read, and which gentlemen | Hence it was the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Bet- 
will remember, there was some sentiment on the part of certain | Lamy] that was mistaken, as clearly appears from the proviso 
naval officers on this subject; but there never has been a conten- | just read to the act of Congress of March 3, 1899. 

tion of any kind with reference to the Army. The gentleman And yet he says that I was mistaken about the statute. It 
from Illinois is simply encumbering the bill by undertaking to | seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that some of the gentlemen who made 
provide for a condition that never has been hi of and — such broad declarations about it and engaged ‘‘ in pyrotechnics,”’ 
in the nature of things can not be heard of until our Army be- | as did the distinguished gentleman from Maine [ Mr. LirrLerieLp}, 
comes webfooted. [La ek — probably to have given more time and attention to the bill 

Mr. MANN. Now. I think gentleman, if I can have his at- examination of it than they did. Now, Mr. Chairman, J 
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section 3, when the bill proposes to make revenue-cutter officers 
equal in rank to the naval officers and claim that they should be 
a part and parcel and belong to the Navy—why do they take the 
Army as a basis of compensation? It is plain and unmistakable 
what is meant by it, and the revenue officer to-day, without con- 
ditions or qualifications, under this bill will receive a greater 
compensation than the lieutenant-commander in the Navy, and 
there is no denial of it and there can not be. That is the plain 
provision of the bill. 

I object to it again, Mr. Chairman, because I have read and 
seen that every Secretary of the Treasury, as has been alleged, 
and as is true, I presume, has favored this legislation. Why is it, 
I ask, that the gentlemen in favor of the bill have not been able 
to find Secretaries of the Navy that have favored it? I read to 
the committee that ex-Secretary Tracy, of the Navy, indicated 
that he would have agreed to a bill on this line only on condition 


that it transferred the Revenue-Cutter Service to the Navy abso- | 


lutely. That was substantially the condition that Secretary Long 
made. Why, Mr. Chairman, if we are to take the opinions of 
Secretaries of the Treasury on a subject of this kind, why would 
not the opinion of a lawyer be just as well upon the question of 
whether or not a man had the yellow fever? Why would not his 
opinion be just as valuable upon a question of sickness on feeling 
the patient’s pulse? 

Let us goto the Navy, of which they propose to make this service 


a part, and let them answer the question as to whether this | 


Revenue-Cutter Service shall be made an independent branch of 
the Navy—yea, whether the revenue officers shall receive more 
pay than officers of the Navy of corresponding rank receive. That 
is the unjust and unfair discrimination that this bill makes. Ah, 
Mr. Chairman, we ought to pause and consider this reckless in- 
crease of the tax burdens of the people. Isit right to takea man 
who has retired on a waiting list at $1,250 per year, and without 
an additional act on his part retire him for life on asalary of $2,500 
per year? The 
the drift of such a bill as this, and will demand of the gentlemen 
who support it a clear, convincing, and satisfactory explanation 
as to why we should create a civil pension retirement list. The 
clamor will be long and loud from other Government employees, 
if this bill becomes law, “‘ Give!’’ ‘“‘ Give!’’ ** Give!”’ 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the follow- 
ing amendment which I will ask the Clerk to read: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the word “Army” in line 18, on page 2, and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Navy.” 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Chairman, it is peculiar that this serv- 
ice should be continually referred to as similar to the naval serv- 
ice, and then when it comes to a question of pay that it should be 
put upon the same footing as the Army service. I say it is pecu- 
liar, and there must be some reason why instead of following the 
line of the Navy pay, which would be natural, the bill should fix 
the Army pay, when the service of the revenue cutter is entirely 
different from that of the Army. 

I shall attempt to show, Mr. Chairman, why this discrimination 
is made and why it is in favor of the Revenue-Cutter Service. If 
this service is so similar to the naval service, why should they not 
have the pay of officers of corresponding rank in the naval serv- 
ice? But we find that there is a provision in the law of the United 
States which says that when a naval officer is performing shore 
duty his salary shall be subjected to a discount of 15 per cent as 
long as he remains on shore duty. Now, evidently the friends of 
this bill must have wanted to give the Revenue-Cutter Service 
officer that. amount of money, which would be 15 per cent more 
than the naval officer gets. Let us see how this works in the case 
of a captain. 

According to this bill a captain who has served twenty years 
will get a salary of $3,500. Now, in case he does shore duty he 
still gets that $3,500, but the naval officer does not get it. He is 
subjected to a discount of $525 upon his salary, and consequently 
it is placing the Revenue-Cutter officer in a position which makes 
him $525 better off in his year’s salary than the naval officer. 
Not only that, but we find that the members of this Revenue- 
Cutter Service are stationed on shore just like the officers in the 
naval service; and if the salary of the naval officer should be dis- 
counted 15 per cent, why should not that of the Revenue-Cutter 
Service officer be also discounted a like amount? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Maine? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Do you understand that the Revenue- 
Cutter officers alternate in shore and sea duty like the naval officers? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I understand that right now there are 40 
officers of the Reverue-Cutter Service that are assigned to shore 
duty. 


people will not fail to scan carefully and critically | 
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think is true. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I wasso informed. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I have got a list that I will read to you, 
which shows there are but eighteen. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Very well, eighteen. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. My question is this, whether you under- 
stand the Revenue-Cutter officers alternate between shore and sea 
duty; that is, say, three years on sea and three years on shore. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I do not know whether there is any length 
of time designated, but no matter what the length of time may 
be you are going to have the naval officer come in here and say, 
** We are discriminated against; you = an officer of the Reve- 
nue-Cutter Service $525 a year more for the corresponding work 
than you give us.’’ You will then find that this House will in- 
crease the salary of the naval officers to that amount. Now, it 
seems to me that when we take that into consideration we ought 
to fix the same salaries for the corresponding officers of the two 
services. The reason the word ‘‘army’’ has been inserted in this 
bill instead of the word “‘navy’’ is because the Army is always 
on shore duty and consequently there is no discount on their sal- 
aries by reason of the fact that they serve in one particular place 
or another. 

But in the case of the Navy you can readily see that it is im- 
portant that there should bea difference. All of the Navy would 
be seeking shore duty and all of these officers will be seeking 
shore duty if you adopt this measure by which they get the same 
salary when they are doing shore service as when they are doing 
duty at sea. Consequently, it seems to me that it is eminently 
proper that if this service is the same as the naval service the 
pay should be the same as the oe ae: I therefore contend 
that this amendment should be adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the adoption of the 
amendment of the gentleman from Colorado. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I understood the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD] to say that there were only 18 Revenue- 
Cutter officers on shore. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I gave the list that was given to me. 
That is all I know about it. 

Mr. MANN. Lhavea statement here from the Chief of the 
Revenue-Cutter Service, which statement is only a few days old, 
and according to this there are 9 officers on special duty on shore; 
12 officers on construction and repair duty on shore; 12 officers 
on live-saving service duty on shore, and 8 officers on waiting- 
order duty on shore, sick, which makes a total of 41, I believe, if 
I can count correctly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But the gentleman ought in all fairness to 
remember that twelve of those, those on construction and repair 
duty, are officers who are e ted to be on shore. Their place 
ison shore. They are engaged in construction, in the building 
of ships. 

Mr. MANN. Iam not complaining about these gentlemen be- 
ing on shore. It is eminently proper that all of them should be 
on shore. They are all engaged on shore except the eight on 
waiting orders, and there are undoubtedly good reasons for them, 
in that they are sick; but all of these officers are engaged in duty 
on shore, and why should they not be paid Navy wages on shore? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Eight of those you speak of are the old and 
infirm that are on shore because they can not serve. 

Mr. MANN. That is what the gentleman says—the old and 
infirm. I notice that twoof them are second assistant engineers. 
They can not be very old. I do not know how infirm they are. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I will give the gentleman from I[linois 
the benefit of the authority on which I made the statement: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
DIVISION OF REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE, 


Washington, March 31, 1902. 

Hon. CHARLES E. LITTLEFIELD, M. C., 

The Hamilton, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. MANN. I hope the gentleman will remember that this 
comes out of my time,and the gentleman can just omit the 
names. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Certainly; the second or two that it took 
to read the names will be taken out of my time. 

My Dear Mr. LirrLerieup: I hand you herewith the names of officers 
on shore duty at this time, 18 in all. 

Seven of the officers, employed in the construction and repair of vessels, 
will go to duty on board ship as soon as the vessels building are finished. 

There would be under ordinary conditions, with no vessels under con- 
struction, including the chief and engineer in chief of the service, on shore 
duty in the Revenue-Cutter Service, about 12 officers. 

: If you desire any other data I will be glad to respond in person or by 

etter, as you . 
Very truly, yours, C. F. SHOEMAKER. 

Now I will put into the Recorp, if the gentleman pleases, the 
names of the officers: 

OFFICERS ON SHORE DUTY CONNECTED WITH REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 
Capt. Charles F. Shoemaker, chief Division Revenue-Cutter Service. 
Capt. of E eers John W. Collins, engineer in chief. 

Capt. L. N. Stodder, supervisor of anchorages, New York. 





1902. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


3631 





Capt. R. M. Clark, inspector of clothing. 
First Lieut. D. P. Foley, in charge general store, Pacific coast. 
Second Lieut. P. H. Brereton, temporarily at Department. 
IN THE CONSTRUCTION AND REPAIR OF VESSELS. 
[Assignments in these cases are all temporary. | 


Capt. Russell Glover, Capt. O. C. Hamlet, Capt. Geo. E. McConnell, Second | 
Lieut. G. C. Carmine, Chief Engineer James A. Doyle, Chief Engineer D. 
McC. French, Chief Engineer James H. Chalker, Chief Engineer E. G. 
Schwartz, First Asst. Engineer C. A. McAllister, First Asst. Engineer John | 

. Walton, First Asst. Engineer Carl M. Green, Second Asst. Engineer C. A. 


heeler. 

That is the authority on which I made the statement. I know 
nothing about it personally. 

Mr. MANN. Well, I have the authority of the Chief of the 
Cutter Service, Mr. Shoemaker also, giving 41 in aschedule which 
I will put in the Recorp. 

The schedule is as follows: 
Table showing the distribution of es of the Revenue-Cutter Service March, | 

902. 




















pa Jeli | oe ia 
bia (8 | 28 oI 
B loee = ba) 5E ee 
Grades. gaa| 2 \Ee) p36 
Ao & leg Beles 
° 338 ag TE 58 
— iS BS) o* Z 2 
i |6 oO &g 3 
iii Bane side genssbevccnnetened | BP iexivcsns | 3 ae 
Fe Es cnc mcconnacesceuhodun |---- Be TO faces 6} ll 
Secs se asic io ccede concen bbcansloows 81 2| 1 a 
I IE Sinn Shc ncks ~occuocesnnn Loki.” SEE Micsnal annsiniaiatieltdedaail 
CO i lee aithiieiors nth deinetans pan |---- BP to cscheninhtiidinenclened 
Captain of engineers. ....................|..--|------ Bi deabisbihan the scs 
CRI I ices wn kehh evcnennnce cues a ak RE OF Se 
int an.............. DS ial Et hccesl  Sibeeiaieae 
socond assistant engineers -.........- cased i'n. WE icone), th aiibneriemntall tabs 
QUOI asdlnd cbs ghedies cde wusins mnnter |-n-o]aonene ool I Raesnceaies |----|---- 
I riic eiiriiencencnccsnnevsnseh OL ODT EE | ul 
eek 


Mr. MANN. Now, I am not criticising these gentlemen for 
being on shore at all; but if the naval officers of the same grade on 
shore have 15 per cent less pay, why should these gentlemen have | 
higher pay? You know that it will mean that the Navy officers 
will insist that their pay be increased. Perhaps that is true. If 
so, increase them both at once. 

Mr. MAHON. You give these men less pay when they are re- 
tired than naval officers receive, and you want to cut down their 
pay on shore. 

Mr. MANN. No, sir; this bill proposes to give them the same | 
pay on the water as the naval officers and 15 per cent more pay 
on shore than the naval officers. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Let me ask the gentleman if he understands 
this matter as I do. You propose by this amendment to place 
them on retirement on the same ground as the naval officers. 

Mr, MANN. No; this is their pay for active service. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But’that fixes the retirement pay. 

Mr. MANN. No, sir. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes; that fixes the retirement pay, and your | 
proposition would retire each one of them with a grade higher. | 
Of course that would not affect captains, because there is no 
grade higher, but it would affect all lieutenants. Is that what 
you want to do? 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman is now endeavoring to discuss the 
retirement feature of this bill. Weare endeavoring to discuss | 
the pay in active service under the bill. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Theretirement pay is based on the active pay. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman wants to pay revenue-cutter offi- | 
cers in active service 15 per cent more than the naval officers of | 
the corresponding grade receive. There is no question about it, | 
and the gentleman admits it. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!”’ ‘“*Vote!’’] 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, let us not vote until we know | 
what we are voting about. I would like to ask my colleague, who | 
is fully acquainted with all the facts, if the same corresponding | 
rank in the Army and Navy have the same pay. Is thaf correct? | 

Mr. HEPBURN. What does the gentleman mean by corre- | 
sponding rank? 

Mr. LACEY. Thatis, aman who has corresponding rank with 
a captain of the Army, would his pay be the equivalent of the 
pay of a captain in the Army? Is that correct? I mean, a man | 
who had the eos rank with a captain in the Army | 
would draw pay equivalent to the pay of a captain in the Army; 
but if he was in the Navy, with the same identical rank, he 
would draw 15 per cent less when on shore duty. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Where do you find that? 

Mr. LACEY, I am trying to find out the facts. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The pay of the Navy is based on the pay of 
the Army. When the pay of the Army was fixed, there was no 
Navy; but when the naval establishment came into existence 
their pay was based on the pay of the Army, and that is the con- 
dition to-day, as I understand it. 





Mr. LACEY. And if that is so, the naval officer on shore 
draws 15 per cent less than when he is at sea, but the revenue 
officer will draw precisely the same as he would when at sea. If 
that is true, it ought not to be, and we ought not to vote upon it 
until we find out the facts. If that is correct, we ought to adopt 
the amendment; and when we come to give them retirement sim- 

ly say that they shall not be retired one grade higher, as in the 
San From the statement made by my colleague, this amend- 
ment ought be adopted. 

When an officer of the Navy is on shore he gets 15 per cent less, 
and this bill would give the revenue men the full pay. That 
would be the legal effect of it if this amendment is not adopted. 
I was simply trying to get the facts. I have thus far been listen- 
ing to this debate without taking any part in it. If these be the 
facts, we ought to adopt the amendment proposed by the gentle- 
man from Colorado. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Does the gentleman understand that a 
captain of the Revenue-Cutter Service ranks with a captain in the 
Navy? 

Mr. LACEY. Iam talking about the assimilated rank, as in 
the Navy. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. This does not say ‘‘assimilated’’ rank, 
but corresponding rank. 

Mr. LACEY. Corresponding rank has practically the same 
meaning. So that the rank being the same, the Revenue-Cutter 
officer will get 15 per cent more pay than the naval officer does 
when he is on shore. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. When the naval officer is on shore? 

Mr. LACEY. The most of them are on shore. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. What, the Navy? 

Mr. LACEY. The Revenue-Cutter Service officers. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. They are always at sea. 

Mr. LACEY. Over 40 of them are now on shore, and those 
40 would draw 15 per cent more than Navy officers do when they 
are on shore duty. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. But that 40 includes those on the retired 
list, does it not? 


Mr. LACEY. If there was only one of these instead of 40, itis 


wrong. The proposition is unworthy. We ought to be just to 
the Navy. In trying to make the Revenue-Cutter men equal to 


| the Navy we should not put them on a better plane. 


Mr. HEPBURN. 
he is talking about. 

Mr. LACEY. Iam endeavoring to get the facts. 

Mr. HEPBURN. You have been opposing the bill? 

Mr. LACEY. I have never spoken agaiust the bill. 

Mr. HEPBURN (continuing). And therefore I doubt very 
much your sincerity in this matter. 

Mr. LACEY. Ido not question the gentleman’s sincerity. 

Mr. HEPBURN (continuing). Especially in view of the sec- 
tion 

The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen will not impugn the motives of 
fellow-members. 

Mr. HEPBURN. 
ing a historical fact. 

Mr. LACEY. Well, then, it will become history that my friend 
has put into the Recorp what I expected to put there alittle later 
when I shall record my vote against the bill. 

. HEPBURN. The actof March 3, 1899, provides, in section 
12, that— 

After June 30, 1899, commissioned officers of the line of the Navy and of 
the Medicai and Pay —— shall receive the same pay and allowances except 


for forage as are or may be provided for by or in pursuance of law for officers 
of corresponding rank in the Navy. 


Mr. LACEY. For officers of the corresponding rank of the 
A 


rmy. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Very well. 

Mr. LACEY. Now, how about the other provision about 15 
per cent less on shore? 

Mr. HEPBURN. The pa 
on the pay of the Army, a 
all precedents. 

r. SHAFROTH. But there is the 15 per cent difference in 
the pay when the naval officer is on shore. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Wewill consent toit if the House says so. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. But that says that the pay shall be 15 per 
cent less on shore. 
Mr. HEPBURN. 


I think my friend does not understand what 





I was not impugning the motive; I was stat- 


of the Navy has always been based 
we have based this in pursuance of 


We do not agree to have the enemies of the 


bill fix it. 
sn The time of the gentleman from Iowa has 
expired. 
r. LACEY. I would like to have two minutes more. 


The CHAIRMAN, The gentieman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that his time may be extended for two minutes. Is there 
7 [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

. LACEY. We have at last got at the fact, as I understand 
it, and that is this: While the rate of the pay is the same, a man 
that has the corresponding rank in the Revenue-Cutter Service 





3632 


has the same pay as a like officer in the Navy. We have got at 
last the fact that is important for us all to know. 
why should we make a provision that these Revenue-Cutter officers 
shall not have their pay discounted while on shore the same as 
a naval officer? The amendment of the gentleman from Colorado 
simply puts the Revenue-Cutter officer on the same footing as the 
naval officer instead of upon a better footing. I am surprised that 
my colleague in his zeal should insist on giving 15 per cent more 
t , _ ae of the Revenue-Cutter Service than to the officers 
of the Navy. 


Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Chairman, I want to call the attention | 


of the gentleman from Iowa to a letter from the Paymaster- 
General of the United States Navy, in which he answers the 
nestion, What would be the pay of a lieutenant-commander of 
the Navy. both on shore and on sea service? 

answer: 
WASHINGTON, D. C., February 26, 1902. 


Str: The Bureau is in receipt of your letter of the 24th instant, requesting | 


the rate of pay of a lieutenant-commander in the Navy who has a service of 


twenty years, both for sea duty and shore duty; and in reply thereto begs to | 


inform you that an officer of this rank and service receives, while at sea, 
$3,500, without any allowances, and on shore, in the United States, $2,975 
and quarters. If quarters are not furnished in kind, he is entitled to com- 
mutation thereof at the rate of $48 per month. 

A. 8. KENNY, 


Respectfully, 
Paymaster-General United States Navy. 
Hon. JAmEs R. MANN, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


There is a statement of the Paymaster-General of the Navy 


made on the 26th of February of this year, in which he says that | 


the difference between the pay of an officer of the Navy holding 
the rank of lieutenant-commander at sea and on shore is 15 per 
cent more at sea than the corresponding officer would receive on 
shore, and that ought to settle it. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me in view of that fact there | 


ought to be no objection whatever to the passage of this amend- 


ment which substitutes the pay of the Navy as applied to this | 
a discrimi- | 
nation against the Navy to say that these officers of the Revenue- | 


service instead of the pay of the Army. It would 


Cutter Service for the same identical shore duty should receive 15 


per cent more salary than the corresponding officers of the Navy. | 
Mr. Chairman, it will result without the peradventure of a | 


doubt in a bill coming into this House, and result in the passage 


of a bill increasing the pay of the naval officers on shore duty to | 
correspond to the pay of the officers of the Revenue-Cutter Serv- | 


ice on shore duty. Not only that, Mr. Chairman, but from the 
standpoint of the best service there ought to be a distinction be- 
tween shore duty and sea duty. If a Revenue-Cutter officer gets 
the same pay on shore that he gets for sea duty, unquestionably 
he will always be seeking shore duty, and the result will be that 
men will not voluntarily go to sea when they can get the same 


pay by staying in port. Therefore it seems to me in the best in- | 


terests of the service, in the interest of having uniformity in the 
Revenue-Cutter Service and in the naval service, that the amend- 


inent I have offered striking out the word “‘Army” and inserting | 


the word ‘* Navy ’’ should be adopted. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I do not controvert the state- 
ment of the gentleman from Colorado as to what the statute 
is; but when you apply it to practice you come to a very different 
condition of facts. The highest grade in the Revenue-Cutter 
Service is that of captain, and that officer corresponds to lieuten- 
ant-commander inthe Navy. The pay of such officer (lieutenant- 
commander) is $3,500, and yet when the naval officer is assigned 
to shore duty, when he is brought here into the Department, 


when he is placed at the head of a bureau, I think the gentleman | 
will find that there is not an exception that that officer is made a | 


rear-admiral. 


He takes the rank of a rear-admiral when he is placed in the | 


Navy Department at the head of a bureau. His pay is thus in- 
creased $1,000 a year. So, in fact and in practice, Mr. Chairman, 
although the law is as the gentleman from Colorado states it, in 
practice the naval officer when assigned to shore duty has in- 
creased pay rather than decreased pay. 

Mr. MANN. I understood the gentleman from Iowa to say 
that one-half of the naval officers were on shore duty all the time. 


I know there are a great many rear-admirals, but I did not sup- | 


pose one-half of the officers of the Navy were rear-admirals. 
| Laughter. | 

Mr. NORTON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
two words. My purpose was to vote for this measure. I do not 
presume there is any man on the floor of this House that has a 
deeper interest in the Navy than I have myself, for all I have on 
earth is in the Navy. Yet I am willing to vote for this measure 
if the measure can be treated fairly and honestly. 

I do not believe those who are opposing 
honest. neither do I believe those w 7 
ally intend to mislead the House; but I say to you it is a fact, 


and it is a fact that can not be controverted by the gentleman ‘ 
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| and settle down. 


measure are dis- | 
are in favor of it intention- | 
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edie from New York, that when a naval officer leaves the sea and 
at is true, | 


comes upon shore duty he loses 15 per cent of his pay. Now, 
that distinction is absolutely in the statutes; and if the gentle- 
| man from Iowa [Mr. Hepsurn] had only read one line further he 
| would have e d the truth of that fact. 
The pay of the Navy is based upon that of the Army, and when 
the naval officer is on shore his pay is 15 per cent less. And now 
| you propose to step in here and do this for the Revenue Service: 
pee an ae to give these officers 15 per cent extra above that of 
| the Navy, while you make no reduction upon the pay of the Army. 
The gentleman says that when naval officers come ashore they 
| are always assigned to service in the Navy Department. I beg 
| leave to differ with the gentleman decidedly; and I want to tell him 
that naval officers have no allowance for quarters. If there are 
quarters for them at the navy-yard or elsewhere they get them; 
| but otherwise they go into the city and rent their quarters and 
pay forthem. That is the naked truth about the matter. 

Let gentlemen treat this question fairly and honestly before 
_the House. With theamendment now proposed, I will cheerfully 
vote for this bill. I have been lobbied, it is true, by both sides on 
| this question, but I will say that I will vote for the bill cheer- 

fully if — give us the amendment asked for by the gentleman 
| from Colorado, which I believe is right and just; otherwise I will 
not. 
| The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend- 
| ment will be considered as withdrawn. The question is on the 
| amendment of the gentleman from Colorado, which is to strike 

out the word “‘Army,”’ and to insert in place thereof the word 
oe N: vy.”” 

me ROBERTS. I move to amend by striking out the last 
word. 

Mr. Chairman, before the vote is taken on this proposition, it 
seems to me there is another phase of the question which should 
be fairly understood by this committee. It is said here that in 
supporting the section as proposed by the committee we are dis- 
criminating in favor of the officers of the Revenue-Cutter Service; 
and instances of officers of the Navy having their pay reduced on 
account of shore service are cited in proof of that statement. 

Now, let me say right here, Mr. Chairman, that the benefit of 
this sea pay will only accrue permanently to two officers of the 
Revenue-Cutter Service. One isthe chief of the service; the other 
the chief engineer of the service. Under the law those two offi- 
cers are detailed to shore duty for a certain specific purpose; that 
is, to manage the affairs of that Bureau and to underta‘e or super- 
vise the designing and construction of all the vessels built for the 
use of that Department. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, when the Secretary of the Navy assigns 
men to shore duty at the head of similar bureaus, those men are 
| advanced in grade, which means anincreas*o* pay. If von adopt 
the amendment proposed here by the gen‘! from Colorado, 
you in effect impose a penalty upon the officers of the Revenue- 
Cutter Service who are detailed ashore for this constraction duty. 

The statement of the chief of the service is that under normal 
conditions there may be in all 12 officers of this service on shore 
duty at one time; but 10 of these, being those outside of the two 
I have mentioned, are on shore merely for a day, a week, ora 
month or two; they are not stationed on shore for three years at 
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a time, as are officers of the Navy. They are brought on shore 


for a very short time, at the expiration of which they go back to 
their ships. They do not get a permanent location on shore 
where they can locate their families, where they can hire a house 
It seems to me that when we take this view of 
the matter, it is proper that these officers should get the full 
sea : 

Mr. Norton. Will the gentleman allow an interruption? 

Mr. ROBERTS. Certainly; I yield. 

Mr. NORTON. Does not the gentleman make a mistake when 


| he undertakes to advise the House that naval officers are three 


years at sea and three years on shore? There is no such law as 


| that at all. 


Mr. ROBERTS. I have not stated that such is the law; I have 
stated that it is the practice of the Navy rtment—a naval 
regulation which has the force and effect of law. And it must 
| be within the observation of the gentleman from Ohio that when 
_a naval officer is assigned as the head of a bureau he stays there 

at least during the continuance of the political administration 
that puts him there, and in many instances he stays there much 
longer, and being promoted he receives an increase of pay. Let 
me give you a concrete case. Take, for instance, the case of the 
recent Chief of the Bureau of Construction in the Navy Depart- 
ment. Prior to his advancement to the position of Chief of that 
| Bureau he was a naval constructor. When he went up from the 

ition of naval constructor, where, I believe, he ranked as a 
ieutenant in the Navy, he at once became a rear-admiral, draw- 
_ ing a rear-admiral’s pay, this being compensation to him for the 
extra duty imposed on him by reason of this assignment. 
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Mr. NORTON. 
under him, that are out in the other departments, that are not at 


What about the thirty or forty or fifty men 


the Department—where do they get their rank? 

Mr. ROBERTS. Those men are getting an equivalent. 

Mr. NORTON. What is it? 

Mr. ROBERTS. In almost every instance they are getting 
commutation in cold, hard cash for their quarters aboard ship. 


Mr. LESSLER. I understand the naval constructor has no sea 
duty. 

Mr. NORTON. Certainly not; we do not claim he has, 

‘Mr. LESSLER. That is what you ask. 

Mr. NORTON. No; I do not claim the naval constructor has 


any sea duty. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Then will the gentleman kindly tell me what 
officers of the Navy are under the jurisdiction of the Chief of 
Bureau of Construction? I mean by that sailors, men who are 
supposed to be out on ships, and who are on shore—seamen. 
What officers of the Navy come under the Chief of Construction? 

Mr. NORTON. Ido not think there are any. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Then there is no relevancy to the question of 
the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman from Massachusetts 
yield a moment? 

Mr. ROBERTS. Certainly, 

Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman from Ohio, whoI think is on 
the Naval Committee—— 

Mr. NORTON. No; Iam not. I wish I were. 

Mr. HEPBURN. He is akin to the Navy. 

Mr. ROBERTS. He has a kin in the Navy. 

Mr. NORTON. So I have, and I am proud of it, too. 

Mr. ROBERTS. So am I, and I wish there were more of them, 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts has ired. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. There is one provision of the law the gentleman from Ohio 
did not read. My statement was absolutely correct. A further 
proviso reads that no provision of this act s operate to reduce 
the present pay of any commissioned officer now in the Navy, and 
in any case in which the pay of such an officer would otherwise be 
reduced he shall continuet 0 receive pay according to existing law. 

Mr. NORTON. Yes. 

Mr. HEPBURN. What becomes, then, of your 15 per cent? 

Mr. NORTON. Read the second provision. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I have; and I say that there is no reduction, 
no 15 per cent reduction, of the pay of any officer in the Navy at 
the time of the e of this bill. 

Mr. NORTON. I do not know as to the time of the passage of 
this bill. I know this bill gives him 15 per cent reduction. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman—— 

Several MempBers. Vote! Vote! 

Mr.MANN. The friends of the bill will not help it in that way. 
There can be no possible question as to the reduction of pay on 
shore duty from seapay. The personnel bill which the gentleman 
from Iowa referred to, as I understand it, provided that that bill 
should not operate to reduce pay. There is no possible question 
about there being a number of officers on shore. Now, the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. RoBERTS] made a suggestion 
which, it seems to me, the friends of this bill ought to adopt. I 
should be glad, although not intending to vote for the bill itself, 
to vote for an amendment to the bill which would give to the 
chief of the Revenue-Cutter Service and to the captain of engi- 
neers higher salaries. I am frank to admit that I do not believe 
that Captain Shoemaker and Captain Collins receive salaries 
fairly proportionate to the responsibilities which are ee upon 
them. As chiefs practically of a bureau, even under this bill 
they would receive only $3,500 a year and commutation for quar- 
ters. I believe their salaries ought to be higher, but Ican see no 
reason for giving higher salaries to other officials on shore than 
naval officers would receive in like positions. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Will the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. HePBuRN] just allow me to take his attention a mo- 
ment? You say that there is no law in existence now that deducts 
15 per cent from the pay of a naval officer. 

Mr. HEPBURN. 0 Officers of the Navy who were officers 
on the 3d of March, 1899-—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. How do you construe, then, 
section 1556 of the present statutes of the United States, which 
says that lieutenant-commanders—— 

r. HEPBURN. What is the date of that? 

Mr. MANN. It is prior to 1899. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Yet it is in existence under 
the personnel act which you have just read—under the proviso. 
This is the law that is in existence. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Oh, no; I read the statute—the proviso ex- 
empting a’l officers in the Navy at the date of the passage of that 
act from the operation of that 15 per cent discount. 
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Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Now, Mr. Chairman, the 
whole question is about this personnel act, and I undertook to 
read the proviso in the first few remarks that I made this after- 
noon, which was that it should not apply to the pay of naval 
officers as the law now exists. Now, what is that law that exists 
to-day? The personnel act did not repeal the question of com- 
pensation, and here is the law as I understand it: 


Lieutenant-commanders during the first four years after date of commis- 
sion, when at sea, $2,800; on shore duty, $2,400; on leave or waiting orders, 
$2,000; after four years from such date, when at sea, $3,000; on shore duty, 


$2,000; on leave or waiting orders, $2,200. 


And, Mr. Chairman, that is the law to-day, and there has not 
been any contradiction or denial of the fact that a captain to-day 
in the Revenue Service, under this bill, who has corresponding 
rank and pay with the officer in the Navy, as I have just read, 
does get larger pay than a lieutenant-commander in the Navy. 
That is the statute as it exists, just as I have read it, and it ap- 
plies to officers all down the line, and when they are on shore duty 
15 per cent is deducted from their pay. Is that deduction in any 
way made in the case of a captain in the Revenue Service, corre- 
sponding with the rank of a lieutenant-commander in the Navy? 
No man can say that it is. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that all debate on this paragraph 
and amendment be closed in one minute. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. NORTON. Iask the gentleman to yield that one minute 
to me. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
on his motion? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York moves that 
all debate on this paragraph and amendment close in one minute. 

The question being taken, the Chairman announced that the 
ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. LACEY. Division. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Colorado. 

Mr. LACEY. Division. 

The CHATRMAN. A division is demanded. 
of the motion will rise. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his point of order. 

Mr. ROBERTS. I understood the Chair to recognize the gen- 
tleman from Colorado [Mr. SHarrorH] before recognizing the 
call for a division. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. Lacry] was on his feet demanding a division, 
but the Chair did not distinctly hear him until he spoke the second 
time. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 70, nays 36. 

Accordingly the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Chairman, no matter what the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. HersBuRN] may say, we have a letter from 
the Paymaster-General of the Navy which says that in the month 
of February he was paying officers of the Navy on shore 15 per 
cent less than he was paying Navy officers on sea duty. It seems 
to me that ought to settle the question whether we can now turn 
to the particular statute that authorizes it or not. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Ropr- 
ERTS] says that we are discriminating against the Revenne- 
Cutter Service by the adoption of this amendment. Why, Mr. 
Chairman, we are increasing the pay of a captain who has had 
twenty years’ service 40 per cent, giving him $3,500 a year and 
a@ commutation of quarters of $576 per annum, when he has had 
heretofore a salary of $2.500 a year and commutation of quarters 
of $480 per annum. We are increasing his compensation for 

uarters by giving him $48 per month instead of $40 per month. 
1at is not discriminating against the Revenue-Cutter Service. 
It is giving them a large and liberal increase of compensation. 
If we make a difference between the compensation of the Navy 
and Revenue-Cutter officers there will continually be a quarrel as 
to their salaries. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the adoption of the 
amendment of the gentleman from Colorado | Mr. SHarroTH] to 
strike out the word ‘“‘Army”’ and insert in lien thereof the word 
sé Navy.” 

The question being taken on a division (demanded by Mr. SuEr- 
MAN), there were—ayes 75, nays 76. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I demand tellers, Mr. Chairman. 

Tellers were ordered; and the Chairman appointed Mr. SHar- 
ROTH and Mr. SHERMAN. 

The committee again divided; and there were—ayes 76, nays 89. 

Accordi _ amendment was rejected. 

Mr. LACEY. I offer the following amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa offers an emend- 
ment which will be read by the Clerk. 


Does the gentleman from New York insist 


Those in favor 
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Mr. LACEY. It is to be added to the section as a proviso. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Add at the end of section 3 the following: 
‘‘ Provided, That the same reduction of pay shall be made for shore duty 
as in corresponding grades in the Navy.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the adoption of the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I raise the point of order that precisely the 
same amendment, only in different phraseology, has just been 
voted down. 

Mr. LACEY. I should like to be heard on the point of order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We have voted what the pay should be. 
We have voted that it should be Army pay. This amendment 
provides that it shall be Navy pay. That is precisely the same 
a m upon which we have just this moment taken a vote by 
tellers. 

Mr. LACEY. And we voted it down on the mistaken state- 
ment of gentlemen that there was no shore reduction. Now, 
here is a proviso that if there is shore reduction in the Navy 
there shall also be shore reduction in this service. If there is no 
shore reduction, then, of course, the proviso will not hurt them. 
It is an entirely different provision, even if the legal effect should 
be the same, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Why, Mr. Chairman, it does not make any 
difference whether the gentleman voted under a misapprehension 
or not; this is precisely the question that was voted down. It is 
the very same amendment, simply changing the phraseology, and 
nothing else. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion just voted down was the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Colorado to strike out the word 
‘‘Army,’’ and insert in lieu thereof the word ‘‘ Navy.” The 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Iowa is to add at the 
end of the section the following words: 

Provided, That the same reduction of pay shall be made for shore duty 
as in corresponding grades of the Navy. 

The language of the pending amendment is certainly very dif- 
ferent from that of the amendment already rejected. The Chair 
can not say, from anything appearing in the bill or anything that 
has been submitted, that it is the same amendment. In terms it 
isa very different amendment. What the effect may be of adopt- 
ing the amendment is for the committee to consider and not for 
the Chair to decide. The point of order is therefore overruled. 
The question is on the adoption of the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Iowa. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that the 
noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. LACEY. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 68, noes 89. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Src. 4. That when any officer in the Revenue-Cutter Service has reached 
the age of 64 years he shall be retired by the President from active service; 
and when any officer has become incapable of performing the duties of his 
office he shall be either placed upon the retired waiting-orders list or dropped 
from the service by the President, as hereinafter provided. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out sec- 
tion 4 of the bill. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this section provides for these officers be- 
ing put upon a civil-pension list. That is all that it amounts to. 
You may call ita retirement list or you may call this list anything 
that you want to, but in the end it puts civil employees on a re- 
tirement list, where they will receive three-fourths pay for the 
balance of their lives after they have ceased to work for the Gov- 
ernment. Now, since the beginning of this Government this 
Revenue-Cutter Service has been in existence. There is no man 
on this floor that denies that it has been an efficient service; there 
is no man on this floor who denies that under existing law we 
have been able to obtain the services of competent and efficient 
men to serve the Government. 

We hear gentlemen on this floor quote in this debate from Sec- 
retary this and Secretary that, what the Secretary of the Navy 
has to say, and what the Secretary of the Treasury has to say, 
and what a retired Secretary has to say, and what an active Sec- 
retary has to say; we hear from Admiral this and Admiral that, 
and Paymaster this and Paymaster that, and what he thinks we 
should do in this matter. I say, Mr. Chairman, that the time has 
come when the American Congress ought to be able to legislate 
on its own judgment, and not have to run like messenger boys to 
a department to ascertain how they shall vote. There is no man 
here that can deny the present efficiency of this service or seeks to 
deny it. Thereis no man in this House who has asserted that the 
efficiency of this service is going to be increased one jot or one 
tittle by giving this civil-retirement list to these officers. Nota 
man in the debate that has taken place, not one man, has asserted 
that you are going to improve the service by putting this provi- 
sion in this bill. 

Every gentleman who favors the bill has lauded the service; 


has told us what an efficient service it was. Well, now, instead 
of asking rear-admirals, vice-admirals, and retired admirals and 
active admirals how we shall vote in this matter, suppose we in 
our consciences ask our constituents as to whether they want to 
adopt and put on the statute books a civil-retirement pension list 
for service that admittedly does not need it. Shall we pay these 
men this money after they have retired, when every man admits 
that the service is efficient now? What can you say to your con- 
stituents as the reason for giving to officers of this service this 
bonus-if the service is as efficient to-day as you say itis? And 
if you can not, why then you are going to open the public treas- 
ury and give a lot of pleasant gentlemen, because they lobby with 
you, and ask you to do it—yonu are going to give them this increase 
of pay without any return to the National Government. 

Mr LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Chairman, just a few moments. I 
more than agree, after listening to the gentleman from Alabama 
and hearing the reasons that he gives for the conclusions at which 
he arrives, that he cares but little about the language of this bill. 

He says that it does not make any difference how this bill reads, 
and I am rather inclined to think that is a fact. It does not make 
any difference what anybody says about it or what anybody thinks 
about it; it means exactly ‘“‘ what I know”’ and “ whatI say’ and 
‘* what the gentleman from Alabama says it means.”’ 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Does the gentleman deny that it makes 
a retired list? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. No; the gentleman does not. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Does the gentleman deny the efficiency 
of the service now? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Not atall. I say it makes a retirement 
list. Does the gentleman know, and does the gentleman suppose 
that just because he says he does not want to inquire of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, nor does he want to inquire of the Secre- 
tary of the Navy, nor does he want to have this admiral or that 
advise us that no one else cares to do so. His hypothesis is that 
the less a man knows the better he is qualified to exercise his 
judgment asa a of the American people. That is 
his proposition. not investigate a question, do not, in God's 
name, ask anybody who knows anything about it—— 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Ifthe gentleman from Maine assumes—— 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Do not trouble yourself about the gen- 
tleman from Maine; the gentleman from Maine will look out for 
himself. The gentleman from Alabama said he would not bother 
about admirals or about Secretaries of the Navy; he would look 
out for himself. I do not suppose he would even read or let him- 
self be informed, because the less information a man has the more 
intelligent he is. Undoubtedly when he undertakes to act on a 
question he would consult his constituents.’ That is what /e 
would do. It would be very unfortunate if hereafter a question 
arose in this House that required immediate action if the gentle- 
man from Alabama did not have time to consult his constituents 
[laughter], because if he does not have the time he would not 
know how to vote. It would not do to ask the head of a depart- 
ment; it would not do to ask any representative of a de ment, 
because he may know what he is talking about; and if he did ask 
him he might get some information, and then he might act intel- 
ligently upon the information. [Laughter.] Itisa mighty sight 
better to act upon misinformation or absolutely no information. 

The gentleman asked me if the section does not provide for re- 
tirement. Of course it does; that is how it No matter 
how it reads or what anybody says about it, he says, but I think 
it means what it says, and it reads that way. 

Then the gentleman says that this is the first time that any at- 
tempt has been made to put these men on the retired list. Oh, 
this awful bugbear of a civil pension list; this terrible picture 
that they have conjured up, this ‘‘cloven foot,’’ as my other 
friend from Alabama called it—the cat under the meal, and with 
no meal hardly over the cat. [Laughter.] What is the effect of 
it? The gentleman knows, or he would have known if he had 
listened to my friend from Iowa, that on two several occasions 
it has been necessary for the American Congress in the exercise 
of its wisdom to pass a retirement bill without consulting its 
constituents. Now, I do not know but there may be a constitu- 
ent of the gentleman from Alabama that has consulted more 
than was necessary for the welfare of this bill from his point of view. 

But on two occasions the American Congress, in its wisdom, 
has found it necessary to retire by special act men in this Revenue- 
Cutter Service. Why? Because they were considered not civil 
employees, but a part of the naval establishment of this Gov- 
ernment, distinctly naval in their character, and that by reason 
of their service, its peculiar character, and the fact that men once 
enlisted and trained in that service are in a sense unfitted for 
other services, on two occasions it has been necessary to relieve 
the congestion by a special act of Congress and place these men 
on the retired list because they were incapacitated for further 
service. 

No crack of doom, so far as I know, has opened itself wide to 
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ingulf either the American Congress or or the American 


ple by reason of those two special acts, and the ship of state 

not drifted anywhere near the rocks by reason of those two 
special acts of Congress. Nor was there, so far as I have been 
informed, ay upheaval on the part of the constituents. This 
simply provides by general law for the retirement of these men 
under precisely the same circumstances, and would make it un- 
necessary hereafter for the Congress to pass this special legisla- 
tion to relieve this congestion in this service. 

Now, I think, Mr. Chairman, that the suggestion of the gentle- 
man should hardly be adopted by the members of the House, be- 
cause the bill places these men not on a par even with the Navy, 
as is well suggested by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hersurn]; 
because in many important particulars and respects the law now 
relating to retirement is vastly more favorable to the naval offi- 
cer, with which I make no complaint and with which I find no 
fault, than is this bill to the revenue-cutter officer, but it pro- 
vides a way of placing them upon this list. If it did constitute a 
thin entering wedge, if it was a civil- ion list, I would agree 
with the gentleman from Alabama iMr. RICHARDSON] and be 
glad to follow his lead on this proposition, but I tfully dis- 
agree with his conclusions, and I submit, under a fair analysis of 
the situation, it seems to me that no proper consideration of facts 
can justify the suggestion that the Revenue-Cutter Service is in 
any fair, proper sense a civil employment and is not entitled to 
the same treatment that the Navy receives in this respect. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD rose. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Does the gentleman rise to a question? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I move that debate on this 
section and amendment be closed in two minutes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York moves that 
all debate upon the pending section and amendment be closed—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will make it two minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. In two minutes. 

The question was taken; and on a division (called for by Mr. 
UNDERWOOD) there were—ayes 77, noes 66. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I ask for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. UNDERWOOD and Mr. SHERMAN 
were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 70, noes 65. 

So the motion to close the debate in two minutes was agreed to. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, Iam sorry the committee 
has seen fit to cut off debate on this proposition. After what the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. LirrLEFIeELD] has seen fit to say in 
his exceedingly humorous and funny speech, I have little to say. 
The gentleman from Maine has paree many parts in this House. 
I think it is the first time that I have ever seen him assume to 
play the réle of the cap and bells; but he performs his part well, 
there is no doubt about that. [Laughter.] On the other hand, 
my friend from Maine states that I assume to know it all. Well, 
now, I do assume to know something, and probably I did assume 
to know it all until the gentleman from Maine came to this House 
[laughter]; but ever since the gentieman from Maine has been a 
member of this House I have found that he was not only capable 
of knowing it all, but of telling it and giving advice not only to 
his own party, whether they agreed with him or not, but to this 
side of the House as well. [Laughter.] 

As the gentleman from Maine has never seen fit or necessary to 
go to anybody else for advice, except himself, I was therefore 
rather surprised when the gentleman objected to some few of us 
on this side consulting our constituencies rather than high ad- 
miral in authority. ow, as to the real merits in the case, the 
reason I say we should not go to admirals or Revenue-Cutter offi- 
cers or persons of that kind for advice as to how we should vote, 
is simply from the fact that every one of those men are interested 


in some de in the decision of the House in this matter. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Whereas we and our constituencies are 
only interested in good service to the Government and the rey- 
enues in the Treasury. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the mo- 
tion of the Se from Alabama to strike out the fourth sec- 
tion of the bill. 

The question was taken; ona division called for by Mr. UNDER- 
Woop, there were—ayes 44 and noes 97. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Tellers, Mr. Chairman. 

eee being taken, and the demand for tellers, they were 
refused, 19 members, not one-fifth of a quorum, rising in support 
of the demand. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sxc. 5. That the Secretary of the 
ent, shall from time to time assemble a 


, under the direction of the 
ue-Cutter Service retir- 
com: of officers of the Revenue-Cutter Service and medical 

officers of the ———— Service, of not less than five com- 
missiound officers, two-fifths of whom shall be selected from medical officers 


of the Marine-Hospital Service, for the purpose of examining and reporting 
on such officers of the Revenue-Cutter Service as may be ordered by the 
Secretary of the Treasury to appear before it; and the members of said 
rd be sworn, in every case, to discharge their duties honestly and 
impartially, the oath to be administered to the members by the president of 
the board, and to him by the junior member or recorder; and such board 
shall inquire into and determine the facts touching the nature and occasion 
of the bility of any officer who suyeere to beincapableof performing the 
duties of his office, and shall have suc owers as may be necessary for that 
pexposss and when the an officer incapacitated for active service 
t shall also find and report the cause which, in its judgment, has produced his 
incapacity, whether such cause is an incident of service, whether due to his 
own vicious habits, or the infirmities of age, or physical or mental disability. 
The pr and decisions of the board shall be transmitted to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, and shall by him be laid before the President for his 
approval or disapproval and his orders in the case. 

Mr. MANN. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 5, line 4, 8, by striking out the words “revenue cut- 
ter” and inserting the word “navy.” 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I recognize the futility of endeav- 
oring to amend this bill against the objection of the gentlemen 
who have it in charge. This is an amendment which would, 
under ordinary circumstances, be accepted as proper, but I have 
no hope that they will accept it now when it is offered to them in 
this way. 

Mr. Chairman, I was not able to hear the entire argument of 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEpBuRN] this afternoon, because 
I felt the need of inner refreshment. During my absence from 
the Hall the gentleman, in a facetious tone, referred to me, say- 
ing that if there were anything in the theory of the transmigra- 
tion of souls, ‘‘ the gentleman from Illinois,’ referring to myself, 
** would at some future day be reincarnated and appear asa mule 
with four hind legs, all in vigorous operation.”’ E aughter]. 

My remembrance is that the theory of the transmigration of 
souls is one which is held in the far East, in India, among the 
Hindoos. I do not pretend to have great knowledge in reference 
to that theory or great knowledge, indeed, in reference to any 
other subject; but the gentleman having compared me to a Hin- 
doo, I may = that I feel very much like the Hindoo described 
in a rhyme which some of us have heard: 

The poee benighted Hindoo, 

He does the best he kindo. 

He sticks to caste from first to last; 
And for clothes he makes his skindo. 

[Laughter. ] 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. Mann, it 
was rejected. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. Mr. Chairman, while I intend to vote for 
this bill, I shall not do so under any misapprehension of its true 
relation to the Government of the United States. The Revenue- 
Cutter Service is not a part of the War Department of the United 
States, neither is it a partof the Navy. Its incidental connection 
with the Spanish-American war no more justifies the crediting of 
the Revenue-Cutter Service to either of those departments than 
does the fact that bakers, butchers, printers, merchants, and law- 
yers fought in that war justify the placing of those engaged in 
those employments under the care of those departments: The 
regular duty of the revenue. cutters is not in the line of war, and 
the employees of that service render aid in time of war for reasons 
but slightly different from those which summon all citizens to 
bear arms. 

The attempt to this bill under the guise of legislation for 
the War or Navy Department is one that disposes me against it; 
but I believe that the measure has merits which justify it as legis- 
lation for our civil service. 

My vote is for this bill on the same grounds that it would be 
for en’ of a policeman, a fireman, or a school-teacher 
who -grown old in the public service, and I do not propose to 
resort to the subterfuge of saying that the Revenue-Cutter crews 
are in the Navy. They are employed in most dangerous service, 
and will, of course, be serviceable in timesof war. But they are 
not in the employ of the War or Navy Department. Their pay 
rolls are in the Treasury Department, and they are under the con- 
trol of that Department. The trend of the age includes protec- 
tion and support for those who grow old and incapacitated in 
service, and this whether the service is public or private. The 
great corporations of the country are moving in this direction, 
and it make for the betterment of their relations with their 
employees. The dangers of a “ retirement list ’’ have been very 
muche erated, and if the civil service of thiscountry could be 
so reformed as to abolish sinecures: if the Government could be 
placed in a position that it was called upon to pay only for work 
rendered, higher, better service would be promoted by a “‘ retire- 
ment list,”” properly started and properly guarded. The trouble 
now is that the civil pay rolls of the National Government are, 
to an alarming extent, ‘‘ retirement lists,’ upon which are found 
the names of those who render little or no service. Purge the 
civil lists of these names and the people will be willing to see a 
civil-service ‘‘ retirement list’’ passed by any Congress. To those 
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who are advocating this bill, but declaring that they would not: 
do so if it could be shown to open the way to a civil-service ‘‘re- 
tirement list,’’ I beg to say that they are not deceiving even them- 
selves. A good measure does not need the support of unsound 
pleading, and in casting my vote for the bill I desire to utterly 
reject the proposition that it is a measure connected with the 
Army or Navy Department. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment will be regarded as withdrawn. The Clerk will read the 
next section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 6. That when a board finds that an officer is incapacitated for active 
service, and that his incapacity is the result of an incident of service, or 
is due to the infirmities of age, or physical or mental disability, and not his 
own vicious habits, and such decision is approved by the President, he shall 
be retired from active service and placed upon a retired waiting-orders list. 
Officers thus retired may be assigned to such duties as they may be able to 
perform, in the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. MANN. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 6 by adding at the end thereof the following: 


“Provided, That no officer shall be placed on the retired waiting-orders list 


because of infirmity of age who has not served in the Revenue-Cutter Service 
at least forty years, and no officer shall be placed on said waiting-orders list 
by reason of physical or mental disability who has not served in the Revenue- 
Cutter Service at least twenty years, unless said physical or mental disabil- 
ity is the result of injury incurred in the line of active duty in the service.” 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the present provision is that a 
Revenue-Cutter officer must enlist in the service or enter the serv- 
ice as a cadet in the line before he is 23 years old. That is the 
regulation. The law, I believe, is 25 years. This amendment 
would prevent his retirement for age unless he had been in the 
service forty years, either in the Revenue-Cutter Service or in the 
Navy and the Revenue-Cutter Service combined. It seems to me 
that in addition to that it is a fair proposition that no officer in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service shall be retired for disability which 
is not incurred in the service unless he has been in the service for 
twenty years. 

We know very well, every member of the House knows per- 
fectly well, that the moment you permit a board of Revenue- 
Cutter officers to retire Revenue-Cutter officers we shall have the 
conditions in the Revenue-Cutter Service which Secretary Root 
says now exist in the Army service, and which Congress has been 
endeavoring to remedy in the Army service. 

A retiring board of Revenue-Cutter officers has the incentive at 
once to retire officers in order to make places for the junior offi- 
cers below them, and unless there is a limitation of some kind 
placed in the bill there will shortly be more Revenue-Cutter offi- 
cers on the retired list than there are upon the active list. 

The Secretary of War is now recommending that some provi- 
sion be inserted covering the present trouble in reference to the 
Army retired list, and it occurs to me that it will not harm any- 
body to say that they shall not be retired for age short of forty 
years’ service or for incapacity caused other than by injury in the 
service short of twenty years. Ido not see how the gentleman 
can make any objection to that provision. 

Mr: GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, this is a discrimination 
that applies to no other branch of the service, and is manifest] 
an attempt to fasten an unfriendly amendment upon the bill. 
hope it will be voted down. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the adoption of the 
amendment of the gentleman from Dlinois [Mr. Mann]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 8. That when any commissioned officer is retired from active serv- 
ice, the next officer in rank shall be promoted according to the established 
rules of the service, and the same rule of promotion shall be applied suc- 
cessively to the vacancies consequent upon such retirement: Provided, That 
all promotions shall be subject to examination to determine the professional 
qualifications of the candidates, and such examination shall be wholly writ- 
ten before a board of officers of the Revenue-Cutter Service, and their phys- 
ical qualifications shall be reported upon by a board of medical officers of 
the Marine-Hospital Service; and such board shall be convened by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury whenever the exigencies of the service require. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from [linois offers an 
amendment which will be reported by the Clerk. 

Mr. MANN. I do this even at the risk of incurring the dis- 
pleasure of the distinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gros- 
VENOR]. 

The CHAIRMAN. One moment. Let the amendment be 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section &, line 19, 4, by striking out the words “according to 
the established rules of the Gevies* sth - 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, if anybody can tell me what the 
‘‘established rules of the service’’ are, I shall be very much de- 
lighted to hearhim. Hereisa proposition absolutely taking out of 
the control of the President or of Congress, or out of the control of 
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the law, any question in regard to the promotion of officers. They 
shall be promoted according to the ‘‘ established rules of the serv- 
ice’’—rules which may be established now or rules which may be 
established hereafter. It is a queer provision to putin the law, not- 
withstanding the opinion of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gros- 
VENOR], who, with that versatility which he has, stands pat upon 
a proposition without regard to its reasoning. 

I suppose the gentleman from Ohio is getting himself in prepa- 
ration for forcing this side of the House to vote exactly as he de- 
mands that they shall vote upon the proposition for reciprocit 
with Cuba. It looks dangerous to see anybody offer an amend- 
ment to a bill, and I suggest his attitude as a fine example for 
the humorist from Maine, who, to his title of ‘* expounder of the 
Constitution,’’ has now added that of the ‘‘ funny man from the 
Northeast.’”’ [Laughter.] 

Mr.LACEY. Imove to amend the amendment by striking out, 
after the word “‘service,’’ the remainder of line 18. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa moves to amend 
the amendment by striking out, after the word ‘“‘service,’’ the 
remainder of line 18. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, this is clearly an unconstitu- 
tional law that we are passing. I am notsurprised to see gentle- 
men laugh at the suggestion of the Constitution. ‘‘ What is the 
Constitution, anyhow, between friends?’’ as has been suggested by 
a statesman. 

A MemsBer. That suggestion originally came from the other 
side of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Iowa kindly send 
up his amendment? 

Mr. LACEY. It is simply to strike out all after the word 
‘“* service ’’ in line 18. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair isof opinion that that should be 
offered as an independent amendment, rather than as an amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

Mr. LACEY. It isa part of the same pro 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] if he wi 
ment? 

Mr. MANN. Ido not know what the provision is. 

Mr. LACEY. The amendment is to strike out the provision 
which requires the President to always promote the next man in 


rank. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the amendment will be 
considered, but otherwise the Chair would have to rule it out of 
order at this time. 

Mr. LACEY. No one has made the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. As there is no objection, the amendment 
will be considered. 

Mr. MANN. I understood the gentleman to say that he was 
,endeavoring to explain the point of the Constitution, and this 
was unconstitutional. I would like to ask the gentleman if he 
has the opinion of the gentleman from Maine upon the Constitu- 
tion? [Laughter. 
Mr. LACEY. 
constitutional 

Mr. 


sition. I ask the 
accept the amend- 


think we can get at that by leaving out the 
question. 
. If you leave out the Constitution, there is no use 


of our aomeenn e constitutional question. 


Mr. LACEY. r. Chairman, I may not get the attention of 
the gentleman from Maine, but the Chair is a constitutional law- 
yer, and I will address him, and over his head the members of 
the committee. Hereis a proposition that the next officer in rank 
shall in all cases be promoted, so that the next man is entitled to 
his promotion, without any reference to the fact that the Consti- 
tution of the United States, which creates so much amusement 
among some gentlemen here now, gives the 4 ing power to 
the President of the United States. I do not believe that we can 
constitutionally enact a law compelling the President of the 
—— States in all cases to select the next man in rank for any 
office. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, thisis the law of the coun- 
try in regard to men sp in the Army and Navy, and has been 
for more than a hundred years; and the idea that the gentleman 
has fallen upon is a law of Congress attempting to compel an ap- 
pointment by the President where no provision of law is made to 
appoint a certain man or a man of a certain rank. But the mony 
organization to-day provides, and always has, that up to the ran 

| of brigadier-general the next in seniority of service be a, 

| moted. ‘Shall be”’ is the language and always has been. That 

| constitutional question that the gentleman presents does not come 
into this question in any way whatever. 

Mr. MANN. May I ask the gentleman from Ohio a question? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes; certainly. 

Mr. MANN. Not in reference to that point, but in reference 
to another rae in the same connection, which says that the pro- 
motion shall be subject to examination. That is in section 8. 
Now, I call the gentleman’s attention to this point. Undoubtedl 
it is the design that the examination, both mental and cuapslal, 
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shall be reported upon favorably. The bill does notso state, and I 
do not know whether that section as it stands is in conformity 
with the law relating to the Army and the 4 fo not, though it 
may have a construction that way. It says its be subject to 


e tion. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. All promotions in the Army and Navy are 
made after examination. 

Mr. MANN. I understand they are. ‘‘Subject to examina- 
tion” is put inhere. The law requires that the shall report 
favorably both upon the mental and physical qualifications. 
Here it only says he shall be examined, but does not require that 
the examination shall be favorable. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman is not serious in that. 

Mr. MANN. Iam serious. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam sorry if the gentleman is. 
always implied. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman can not answer—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It is implied, as a matter of course, that 
the examination for promotion shall result favorably. (Cries of 
‘* Vote!’ ‘* Vote!” 

The CHAIR 


That is 


The question is on the adoption of the 


amendment offered by the gentleman from Iowa to the amend- | 


ment proposed by the gentleman from Illinois. 

The question was taken, and the amendment to the amendment 
was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment of 
the gentleman from Mlinois. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Why, Mr. Chairman, what justification can we give for that? 
Have these men on this retired or waiting-orders list given any 
additional reason since their voluntary retirement why they should 
be made the recipients of this generous bounty? They are not 
capable of rendering any service. Is this any reason for paying 
them a higher salary than when they were on the active list? Is 
it for services that they have rendered in the past? If so, then 
the law has already paid them. They are now on the “ retired 
list on waiting orders.’’ This section is really one of the most 
objectionable features in the whole bill. I know, Mr. Chairman, 
that some of the supporters of this bill apparently are careless and 
indifferent as to its real purport. This is a Senate bill that we 
are considering, and when this ae it, as it seems deter- 
mined to do, the chances are that it will become a law of the land. 
It will not be the last of it. It will come back to us in the shape 
of numberless demands to place other just as worthy, just as cour- 
ageous and efficient servants and employees of the Government 
on a retired civil-pension list for life. I can see them now in the 
future coming in troops to this Capitol. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, when the naval personnel bill 
| was passed, this identical question was presented which the gen- 
| tleman from Alabama presents by his amendment. We have 
| heard all this talk about placing the officers of the Revenue- 
| Cutter Service on a par with the Navy. The personnel bill ex- 
| cepted the officers of the retired list of the Navy so that under 

that bill the officers of the Navy who had been retired prior to 
that time received no benefit from the passage of that bill. But 
here is a proposition to increase the pay of the captains of the 
| Revenue-Cutter Service now under permanent waiting orders, 


Sec. 9. That all officers borne upon the retired or permanent waiting- | placed there at their own request, to increase the pay from $1,250 
orders list at the date of the passage of this act, or hereafter, shall receive 75 | to rm 


per cent of the duty pay. paaeey. and increase of the rank upon which they | 


ave been or may be reti 
Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Add to section 9 the following: 


‘Provided, That no such longevity increase of pay shall be allowed for own request. 


any length of service after retirement.” 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, this matter was discussed the 
other day on the Army appropriation bill, and the attempt was 
made to embody this provision in that bill, but a point of order 
was made that it changed existing law. It was conceded by 
every body—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. The committee will accept the amendment. 

Mr. LACEY. Very well. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the | 


amendment proposed by the gentleman from Iowa. 
The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I offer the 
following amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend section 9 by striking out, after the word “officers,” in line 5, the | 


re ‘‘Borne upon the retired or permanent waiting-orders list at the 
date of the passage of this act, or hereafter,” and insert in place thereof the 
following: ‘hereafter placed upon the retired or permanent retired or wait- 
ing-orders list.” 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, the amend- 
ment I have just offered is aimed at one of the worst features of 
this bill—a bill, Mr. Chairman, whose supporters seem recklessly 
determined to pass it just as it is, regardless of consequences. 
Section 9 is in the nature of an ex post facto law. It is retro- 
active. It seems to me that it is a very rare emergency that 
makes it necessary for a law to be retroactive. Now, what occa- 
sion, what justice and fairness is there in framing this section as 
it reads and making it relate back to those on the “ retired and 
cane orders list’? who now receive the handsome annuity of 

1,2507? 

These officers are simply incapable of rendering the Govern- 
ment any service. This law, retroactive as it is, goes back to 
those who are now on the retired list—the halt, the maimed— 
those whose health is gone, and takes men by the hand and brings 
them up and gives them the full benefit of the proposed law re- 
gardless of any service whatsoever. These men on the retired 
list are not complaining. Their compensation is ample. They 
are content with their labors and their pay, but to satisfy a vain 
and empty pride and ambition the Congress is asked to thrust its 
hand into the —* of the taxpayers of this country and grant 
this unjust and unreasonable demand for increased pay on a civil 
pension list. 

This section of the bill is offensive, Mr. Chairman, in every re- 
spect and in defiance of those great principles and dictates of com- 
mon justice and common sense prevailing in the minds of the 
people of this country that a law or statute ought not to be retro- 
active; it ought not to go back and put a man in a far better posi- 
tion ily to-day than he was when he accepted retirement 
of his own volition and on his own application. t is what this 


section means. It reads ‘‘ upon which they have been or may be 
retired.” 


$2,625 each year. 
| Now, when this House refuses to pass a pension bill above $72 
| a month—and I think there has been only one of that kind—they 
| propose to increase by more than $100 a month the retired officers 
'in the Revenue-Cutter Service, who are already there at their 
What is the justice of that? These men are re- 
| tired; they are placed on the permanent waiting-orders list under 
/an act of Congress which they petitioned for themselves. We 
refused to do it forthe Navy. We ought not to do it now for the 
| Revenue-Cutter Service. 

It is easy for the gentleman from Ohio to say that those of us 
who are opposed to the passage of the bill ought not to have any- 
thing to say about the amendments; that is within the power of 
the majority of the House. It is within their power to prevent 

us, but it is not within their power to prevent our expressing 
| reasons which, if they evercome by votes, they will find will come 
| back to plague them in the future. 
| Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman—— 
| The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire to speak in op- 
| position to the amendment? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. No; I desire to favor the amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
| from Iowa in o ition to the amendment. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I am afraid my friend has 

| not read this section. It reads: 


That all officers borne upon the retired waiting-orders list at the date of 
the passage of this act, or hereafter, shall receive 75 per cent of the duty pay, 
salary, and increase of the rank upon which they have been or may be 
reti 


I do not understand that that increases the pay of the man 
that has been retired. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. HEPBURN. For what purpose? 

Mr. MANN. To ask a question. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes.! 

Mr. MANN. I want to ask him whether the word “rank” is 
not the word referred to by the words ‘“‘ have been?’’ 

Mr. HEPBURN (reading): 

Shall receive 75 per cent of the duty pay, salary, and increase of the rank 
upon which they have been or may be retired. 

I think that must refer to the pay. Youcan not get 75 per 
cent increase of rank, and therefore you have to take 75 per cent 
increase of pay that they receive at the time they were retired. 

Besides, Mr. Chairman, this is rather a small matter. There 
are only a few of these old men. They are very old men. Ali of 
them were retired a good many years ago. They were not retired 
upon their own request, but they were retired because for a long 
time they had been incapacitated for service. They were retired 
upon a bill passed upon the recommendation of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, in order that these incapacitated men, incapacitated 
at that time largely from age, give place to younger men. I doubt 
if there are any of these men under 70 years of age. I think there 
are but 23 in all, and they have served more than forty years, the 
greater number of them. I think the gentleman, with his zeal, 
might at least take his rough hand off from these old men and let 
them get into their graves with something of comfort. [Laughter. } 
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Mr.MANN. I have just as much sympathy for the “‘ old men”’ Mr. SHERMAN. Iam differently informed. 
as has the gentleman from Iowa. In fact, I believe I am some- Mr. MANN. Well, what does it mean? The gentleman must 
what older, at least in spirit, than the gentleman, and therefore | know whether ‘‘ duty pay ’’ means so much money, and “‘ salary”’ 
ought to have more sympathy for the ‘old men.’’ I cheerfully | means so much more, and ‘‘increase’’ so much more. We know 
concede that I can not equal the gentleman from Iowa in enthu- | what increase means; it means 10 per cent additional for each 
siasm, while I am inclined always to lean upon his elder judg- | five years’ service. But I would like to know if the gentleman 
ment. | is willing to acquaint us as to whether “duty pay’’ and “ sal- 

But let me say that many of these men on the permanent wait- | ary’ are two different things, and what they are. If the gentle- 
ing-orders list are not old men. I have before me the record of | man does not understand this bill, why he might give some of the 
one who was born September 17, 1862—not an old man—retired | rest of us an opportunity to explain, without cutting off debate. 
upon the application of Revenue-Cutter officers who asked Con- | I yield to the gentleman the balance of my time. 
gress to pass an act retiring him on a fair salary. He was retired Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I—— ; 
before he had ever performed much service. Why should he be| TheCHAIRMAN. Thetimefor debate hasexpired. The ques- 
paid any better than the veterans of the civil war whose cases we | tion is on the adoption of the amendment offered by the gentle- 
now quibble about when it comes to paying them a pension of any | man from Alabama. 





size? | Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 
Mr. HEPBURN. That man was retired because he was insane, | amendment to the amendment. 
was he not? And he receives, I believe, $900 a year. | The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Ricu- 


Mr. MANN. Ido not know for what he was retired. He was | arpson] offers an amendment tothe amendment, which the Clerk 
a second assistant engineer. There are three second assistant en- | will read. 
gineers on this list, and a number of other officers below the rank Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I withdraw that for the mo- 
of captain and chief engineer, who are not retired on account of | ment, Mr. Chairman. I want to offer it after the vote on the 
old age at all. pending amendment. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, as I understood theargu- The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the 
ment of the chairman of the committee, the closing part of his | amendment offered by the gentleman from Alabama, to strike out 
statement was that these men who are on the retired list will re- | certain words and insert certain other words.. 
ceive the increased pay under this bill, as originally stated by the The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
gentleman from Illinois. In other words, if we pass this bill! Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I offer the 
there are a number of men now retired from this service and re- | following amendment, which I will ask the Clerk to read. 





ceiving $1,250 a year to whom, without rhyme or reason orex-| The Clerk read as follows: 
cuse, we are going to pay for the balance of their lives, without Section 9, after the word “ retired,” in line 9, insert the words: 
requiring any service from them, $2,500 a year from the Treas- “Provided further, That officers on the waiting list shall be retired at 75 


ury of the United States. This is something that has never been | Pir cant of the rate of pay,and allowance to which they were entitled when 


known before, I warrant, in the history of the legislation of this | . : ‘ , 
country. Under the guise of a bill “‘ to promote the efficiency of ne rs. ~ ee ae sein of the 
the Revenue-Cutter Service,” we are to take a number of men | #20 one y 8 Re 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 


who-have been retired from that service, upon whom the Gov- ; ; 
_—s aoe Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment, 
ernment has no claim, and upon whom it never expects to have winich 5 erill.aute Geo Chath to send. 


any claim in the future—men who have been retired under : 
former law by former Secretaries, and who have been receiving | ee eee a 
$1,250 & year—we are to take those men, and, simply because they | “Provided, That ~ person by reason of the provisions of this section shall 
have friends in this court, to pay them $2,500 a year out of the | be paid at the rate of more than $100 per calendar month.” 
public Treasury. That is a fair sample of this bill. Itisabout| ,.CHATRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the 
all there is in it. alates . : | amendment offered by the gentleman from Illinois. 

While this is denominated ‘a bill to increase the efficiency of The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected 
the Revenue-Cutter Service,” it carries a fraud in its title, be-| 3, GHAFROTH. Mr. Chairman—— ; 
cause that is not its object. There is not a man on this floor; t,o GHATRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 
who has risen in advocacy of the bill who has not contended Mr. SHAFROTH. The hour of 5 o'clock havin g arrived Mr. 
that this is now the most efficient service in the United States. | @pairman. I move Gnd Gas Comemaithes Ao how ries. oo 
But along the same line, we propose to give these retired gentle- The question was taken; and on a division (de ded by Mr. 
men, who are now out of this service, earning their living, per- | q,, FROTH) there were ay es 86. noes 92 — 
haps, in some other way and having control of their own time, | * So the maciton res lost ? _ 
$1,250 a year as a bonus out of the Federal Treasury, that belongs Mr MANN. Mr. Chairman.1 offer the following amendment 
to your constituents and mine. We propose to treat these gentle- | 15.4 T will ask the Clerk to read , 
men thus munificently because they have some good friends here The Clerk read as follows: ’ 
who want them to get this increase. That is about allthe merit | 4) 4 caction 9. line 8, by dete ehhh het “Aidtinnteines 


there is in the bill, so far as I can see, from beginning to end,| * ms one a 
because, as I have said, not a man who has advocated the bill, so | The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the 
far as I have heard, has contended for one moment that ‘the | 2™endment offered by the gentleman from Illinois. _ 
efficiency of the service ’’ is going to be increased by the measure. The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. _ ; 
The friends of the bill have spent their time on this floor telling | The Clerk then continued and concluded the reading of the bill. 
us how efficient this service has been under the law inthe past. | _ Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committe: 
Mr.SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate on this | 40 now rise and report the bill_—— 
section and amendments thereto be now closed. | M 
Mr. MANN. I hope the gentleman will give me a moment or 








r. . Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment. 
Mr. SHERMAN, I withdraw the motion temporarily, Mr. 


70 Chairman. 
Te ae waN Very well; 1 msiesGs one metauts. The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment offered 
Mr. MANN. Let me have two or three minutes. by the gentleman from Tlinois. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I move to close debate in two minutes. The Clerk read as follows: 
The motion of Mr. SHERMAN was agreed to. Amend the bill by striking out the enacting clause. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentleman | TheCHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
in charge of this bill the meaning of this language used in the | man from Illinois to strike out the enacting clause in the bill. 
vending section: “‘ Duty pay, salary.’’ What is the difference The question was taken; and on a division, called for by Mr. 
Coiveeen “‘ duty pay ’’ and ‘‘salary?’’ What isthe reason for put- | MANN, there were—ayes 44, noes 104. 
ting this language in the bill? There must be some reason for it. So the amendment was rejected. ; 
What does the language mean? Does it mean that ‘‘ duty pay ”’ Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
is one thing and “ salary ’’ another thing—something additional? | do now rise and report the bill with amendments to the House 
Mr. SHERMAN. The language is precisely the same as that | with a favorable recommendation. 
used in the Navy bill. The motion was agreed to. ‘ 
Mr. MANN. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; I understand not. Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
Mr. SHERMAN. I understand it is. I am so advised by a/| sumed the suas , Mr. OLMsTED, Chairman of the Committee of the 
member of the Naval Committee, a member who was very much | Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com- 
interested in the drafting and passage of the naval personnel bill. | mittee had had under consideration the bill (S. 1025) and had in- 
Mr. MANN. I was informed by an officer in the office of the | structed him to report the same back to the House with sundry 
paymaster of the Navy and the Army both that there was no | amendments, with the recommendation that the amendments be 
such thing in either the Army or the Navy. agreed to, and that the bill as amended do pass. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask the previous question on 
the bill and amendments to passage. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York demands the 
previous ——- on the bill and amendments to ge 


Mr. . The hour of 5 o’clock having m reached, I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois moves that the 
House do now adjourn. 

The question being taken, the Speaker announced that the noes 
appeared to have it. 

r. MANN. Iask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 34, noes 115. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order 
that there is no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama makes the 
a of order that there is no quorum present. The Chair will 
count. 

After counting the House, the Speaker announced 189 mem- 
bers (a ee present. 

Accordingly the motion to adjourn was rejected. 

The SPE R. The question now is on the motion of the 
gentleman from New Yor 


[Mr. SHERMAN] to order the previous 
question. 
The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER. Isa separate vote demanded upon any amend- 


ment? If not, they will be submitted to the House in gross. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the third reading of 
the Senate bill. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. MANN. I move that the bill be recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

The motion was —. : 

The SPEAKER. The question is now on the passage of the bill. 

The question being taken, the Speaker announced that the ayes 
“——, to have it. 

r. MANN demanded a division. 

Mr. GLENN demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken, and there were—yeas 134, nays 49, an- 
swered ‘‘ present” 19, not voting 153, as follows: 


NOT VOTING—153. 
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Acheson, Feely, Livingston, Shepparu, 
Ba k, Flood, Loudenslager, Showalter 
Ball, Del. Foerderer, Lovering, Sibley, 
Bankhead, ‘oss, McAndrews, Skiles, 
Barney, Foster, Il. McCall, Slayden, 
Bartholdt, Fowler, McCleary, Small, 
Bates, Gaines, Tenn. McClellan, Smith, lowa 
Benton, Gaines, W. Va. McCulloch, Snook, 
Bingham, Gilbert, McLain, Southard, 
Bishop, Gill, McRae, Sparkman, 
Blackburn, Gooch, Maddox, Spight, 
Blakeney, Gordon, Mahoney, Steele, 
Boreing, Griggs, Maynard, Stephens, Tex. 
Boutell, Hanbury, Mercer, Stevens, Minn. 
Bowersock, Haugen, Mickey, Stewart, N. J. 
Bromwell, ay. Morrell, Storm, 
Brownlow, Heatwole, Newlands, Sulloway, 
Brundidge, Henry, Conn. Norton, Swanson, 
Burgess, Henry, Tex. Otey. Talbert, 
Burk, Pa Hildebrant, Overstreet, Tate, 
Burnett, Holliday, Parker, Taylor, Ala. 
Burton, Hopkins, Patterson, Tenn. Thayer, 
Butler, Mo. Howard, Pou, Thomas, Iowa 
Caldwell, ae Powers, Me. Thompson, 
Capron, Hull, Powers, Mass. Tompkins, N. Y. 
Cassingham, Jackson, Kans. Randell, Tex. Tongue, 
Connell, Jackson, Md. Ransdell, La Trimble, 
Conry, Joy, Reeves. Van Voorhis, 
Cooney, Kehoe, Rhea, Va. Wadsworth, 
Cooper, Tex. Kern, Rixey, Warnock, 
Cowherd, Ketcham, Robertson, La. Watson, 
Creamer, Kitchin, Claude Robinson, Ind. Wiley, 
Cummings, Knox, Rucker, Williams, Miss. 
Dayton Lamb, Rumple, Wooten, 
De Graffenreid, Lanham, paeeert, Wright, 
Dougherty, ter, Scott, Young 

ugias, Latimer, Shackleford, 
Dovener, ter, Shattuc, 

dy, Lewis, Ga Shelden, 

So the bill was passed. 


The following pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 


. HoLLipay with Mr. BurGEss. 
. LOUDENSLAGER with Mr. De GRAFFENREID, 
. IRWIN with Mr. Goocu. 

. CAPRON with Mr. Jetr. 

. OVERSTREET with Mr. COWHERD. 
. VAN VOORHIS with Mr. Gorpon, 
. BARNEY with Mr. McRae. 

. BROWNLOW with Mr. PIERce. 

. SKILES with Mr. TALBERT. 

. RuMPLE with Mr. THomMpson, 

. MERCER with Mr. BANKHEAD. 


YEAS—134. 
Adams, Darragh, Hill, Payne, 
Adamson, Davey, La. Howell, Pearre, 
Alexander, Davidson, Jack Perkins, 
Allen, Me. Davis, Fla. J enkins, ce, 
Aplin, Deemer, Jones, Wash. Pugsley, 
Beidler, Dick, Kahn, Ray, Y. 
Bell, Draper, Knapp, Ro 
Bellamy, Edwards, Kyle, Russell, 
Belmont, Elliott, Landis, Ryan, 
Bowie, Emerson, Lessler, Salmon, 
Brantley, Esch, Lever, Scarborough, 
Breazeale, Evans, Lindsay, Schirm, 
Brick, Finley, Littauer, Shallenberger, 
Bristow, Fitzgerald, Littlefield, Sherman, 
Broussard, Fletcher, McDermott, Smith, Ml. 
Brown, Fordney, McLachlan, Smith, H. C. 
Bull, Foster, Vt. Mahon, Smith, Wm. Alden 
Burke, 8. Dak Gardner, N. J. Marshall, Southwick, 
Burleigh, Gibson, Martin apery, 
Butler, Pa. Gillet, N. Y. Metcalf, Stewart, N. ¥. 
Calderhead, Goldfogle, Meyer, La Sulzer, 

1, Graff, —- nor, Sutherland, 
Conner, Graham, y; Tawney 
Coombs, Green, Pa. Moody, Oreg. Tayler, Ohio 
Cooper, Wis. Greene, Mass, Morgan, Thomas, N. C. 
Corliss, Griffith, Mo ‘ ——- Ohio 
Co Grosvenor, Moss Vreeland, 
Cromer, Grow, Mudd, Wachter, 
Crowley, Hall, Mutchler, Wanger, 
Currier, Hamilton, Naphen, Weeks, 
Curtis, Haskins, Nevin, Wilson, 
Cushman, Hedge, Olmsted, Woods, 
Dahle, Hemenway, Otjen, 

Dalzell, Hepburn, Patterson, Pa. 
i NAYS—49. 
Allen, Ky. Gillett, Mass. Mondell, Shafroth, 
Ball, Tex. Glenn, Moody, " Sims. 
Burkett, Henry, Miss, Moon Smith, Ky. 
Burleson, Johnson, Needham, kk, 
Candler, Jones, Va. Neville, Underwood, 
Cannon, Kleberg, Padgett, Warner, 
Cochran, Lacey, Palmer, Wheeler, 
De Armond, Lawrence, Reeder, White, 
Dinsmore, Little, Reid, Williams, Il. 
De ll, pore, eopaedaen, Tenn. Zenor. 
ming, , , 
Fox, tout Robinson, Nebr 
Gardner, Mich. Mann, by, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT ”—19. 
Bartlett, Hooker, Lewis, Pa. Smith, 8S. W 
Clark, Miers, 
Clayton, Jett, Miller, i 
b Kitchin, Wm. W. Pierce, Vandiver, 
Hitt, Kluttz, Richardson, Ala. 


. Stewart of New Jersey with Mr. Wooren. 
. SHELDEN with Mr. FEELY. 
. REEVES with Mr. Henry of Texas. 
. SHOWALTER with Mr. SLAYDEN. 
. Eppy with Mr. SHEPPARD. 
. KETCHAM with Mr. SNODGRASS. 
. Huu. with Mr. WitLiam W. KitTcurn, 
. McCay with Mr. SterHens of Texas. 
For this session: 
BROMWELL with Mr. CAssINGHAM. 
. HEATWOLE with Mr. Tate. 
. YouNG with Mr. BENTON. 
. BOREING with Mr. TRIMBLE. 
. WATSON with Mr. Miers of Indiana, until Saturday, 
. BARTHOLDT with Mr. RucCKER, one week, 
For this day: 
. BOUTELL with Mr. BRUNDIDGE. 
. FOERDERER with Mr. GILBERT. 
. BOWERSOCK with Mr. CALDWELL. 
. CONNELL with Mr. Coonry. 
. GILL with Mr. Howarp. 
. HAUGEN with Mr. Swanson. 
. Bau of Delaware with Mr. RicHarpson of Alabama. 
. Foss with Mr. Butuer of Missouri. 
Mr. ACHESON with Mr. Norton. 
. Bascocok with Mr. WiLLiaMs of Mississippi. 
. DOVENER with Mr. McCLEeLuan. 
. Knox with Mr. Rrxery. 
Mr. STEELE with Mr. Roprnson of Indiana, 
Mr. BurRTON with Mr. KEHor. 
Mr. Fow.er with Mr. BARTLETT. 
Mr. MorRRELL with Mr. Doucuerry. 
Mr. WARNOCK with Mr. SNOoK. 
On this vote: 
Mr. WApDsSworTH with Mr. WILEY. 
Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota with Mr. Pov, 
Mr. SOUTHARD with Mr. Mickey. 
Mr. SIsLey with Mr. NEwWLANDs. 
Mr. Scott with Mr. McLat1n. 
Mr. Storm with Mr. RanpELL of Texas, 
Mr. PARKER with Mr. McCuLuLoca. 
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Mr. McCLEary with Mr. Livingston. 
. JACKSON of Maryland with Mr. Kern, 
. HILDEBRANT with Mr. Jackson of Kansas. 
. DAYTON with Mr. Patrerson of Tennessee. 
. SHATTUC with Mr. Raga of Virginia. 
. LOVERING with Mr. Lewis of Georgia. 
. BaTEes with Mr. Mappox. 
. DouGLaAs with Mr. Spieut. 
. Wricut with Mr. SHACKLEFORD. 
. JOY with Mr. CLaupgs Kircui. 
. SULLOWAY with Mr. Cooprr of Texas. 
. BLAKENEY with Mr. LANHAM. 
. Powers of Maine with Mr. Powrrs of Massachusetts. 
. RUPPERT with Mr. SPARKMAN. 
. Lewis of Pennsylvania with Mr. HuGHEs. 
. SAMUEL W. Smiru with Mr. TonGur. 
. TAYLOR of Alabama with Mr. Garvss of Tennessee. 
. LASSITER with Mr. MAHONEY. 
. Burk of Pennsylvania with Mr. Garves of West Virginia. 
. Conry with Mr. THAYER. 
. Tompkins of New York with Mr. TrRRELL. 
. Coummines with Mr. Henry of Connecticut. 
. BinGHamM with Mr. CLaytTon of Alabama, 
. HANBURY with Mr. Griaas. 
. LATIMER with Mr. VANDIVER. 

Mr, SMALL with Mr. BURNETT. 

Mr. BLACKBURN with Mr. KLutTtTz. 

Mr. RanspEux of Louisiana with Mr. MILLER. 

Mr. Rogertson of Louisiana with Mr. MCANDREWS. 

Mr. CREAMER with Mr. Foster of Illinois. 

Mr. Hoprrs with Mr. Hirrt. 

Mr. MAYNARD with Mr. CLARK. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER with Mr. Lamps. 

Mr. Smits of Iowa with Mr. THomas of Iowa. 

Mr. OtTry with Mr. Hay. 

Mr. LESTER with Mr. BisHop. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the 
gentleman from New Hampshire, Mr. SuLLoway. If he were 
present, I would vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The SPEAKER. That is not in order. 
desire to change his vote to ‘‘ present?” 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. I have not voted. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


By unanimous consent, Mr. PuasLey obtained leave to with- 
draw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, the 
papers in the case of John Percival, Twenty-second Congress, no 
adverse report haying been made thereon. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 12095. An act to amend section 4883 of the Revised Stat- 
utes, relating to the signing of letters patent for inventions; 

H. R. 1278. An act granting an increase of pension to La Myra 
V. Kendig; 

H. R. 15038. 
Farrell; 

H. R. 2287. 
McDaniel: 

H. R. 6918. 
Bliss; 

H. R. 6016. 
J. Overman; 

H. R. 610. 
Antlitz; 

H. R. 9848. 
Cowgill; 

H. R. 6438. 
C. Medbury; 

H. R. 2545. 
Crim; 

H. R. 

H. R. 
Henry; 

H. R. 5 

H. R. : 
W. Thomas; 

H. R. 5327. 
H. Mackey; 

H. R. 1190. 
Whittier: 

H. R. 5761. 


Does the gentleman 


An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
An act granting an increase of pension to George 
An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
An act granting an increase of pension to William 
An act to correct the military record of John F. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
An act granting an increase of pension to Matthew 
An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac H. 


7811. 


7250. 


An act granting a pension to Mary King; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Margaret 


2. An act granting a pension to Alice Bozeman; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 


1s >. 
An act granting an increase of pension to William 
An act granting an increase of pension to Albert S. 


An act granting a pension to Thomas F. Walter; 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


APRIL 3, 


H. R, 8275. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
G. Johnson; 

H. R. 6687. An act granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo 
Blackman; 

H. R. 809. An act granting an increase of pension to James P, 
Burchfield; 

H. R. 1714. An act granting an increase of pension to Levi H, 
Winslow; : 

H. R. 725. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph B, 
Arbaugh; 

H. R. 1938. An act granting an increase of pension to Helen V, 
Rorer; 

H. R. 8048. An act granting an increase of pension to James A, 
Bramble; . 

H. R. 10141. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
R. Armstrong; 

H. R. 10415, An act granting a pension to Sarah M. Smith; 

H. R. 8651. An act granting a pension to Maggie Helmbold; 

H. R. 918. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Misner; 

H. R. 288. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert M. 
McCullough; 

H. R. 8471. An act granting a pension to Eliza A. Wright; 

H. R. 10692. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
C. Maples; 

H. R. 11058. An act providing for the issuance of patents to the 
town site of Basin City, Wyo., to the municipal authorities thereof 
for the use and benefit of said town, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 6196. An act transferring a lot in Woodland Cemetery 
to city of Quincy, IIL.; 

H. R. 9621. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
Y. Transue; and 

H. R. 9791. An act granting an increase of pension to John 


Reep. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to an enrolled bill of the 

following title: 

S. 8231. An act to legalize and maintain a new steel bridge 
erected in the place of the old wooden structure, across the Little 
| Tennessee River at Niles Ferry, Tennessee, by the Atlanta, Knox- 
| ville, and Northern Railroad. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following 
| titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their 
appropriate committees as indicated below: 

S. 167. An act for the relief of John L. Smithmeyer and Paul 
J. Pelz—to the Committee on Claims. 

S. 8487. An act to amend chapter 4, Title XIII, of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

S. 4339. An act authorizing the White River Railway Company 
| to construct a bridge across the White River in Arkansas—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
| S. 4222. An act authorizing the appointment of John Russell 
Bartlett, a captain on the retired list of the Navy, as a rear- 


9 


~ 


Under clause 


admiral on the retired list of the Navy—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 
S. 3633. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel L. 
Leffingwell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
8. 1814, An act granting an increase of pension to Anna E. 
Luke—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
8. 4404. An act granting an increase of pension to Otto H. Has- 
selman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
8. 1107. An act limiting the liability of sureties on bonds of 
officers of the Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
S. 1648. An act granting an increase of pension to Ellen J. 
Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 4450. An act confirming in the State of South Dakota title to 
a section of land heretofore granted to said State—to the Com- 
nittee on Public Lands. 
S. 1451. An act to correct the military record of A. W., alias 
| Washington, Huntley—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
| §. 8797, An act authorizing the Secretary of War to deliver old 
| pieces of ordnance to the Indian war veterans—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 
| §. R. 23, Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of War 
| to furnish condemned cannon for a statue of the late Maj. Gen. 
a Macomb, U. 8. A.—to the Committee on Military 
| Affairs. 
| %. 8821. An act to extend the time for presentation of claims 
under the act entitled ‘‘An act to reimburse the governors of States 
and Territories for expenses incurred by them in aiding the United 
| States to raise and organize and supply and equip the Volunteer 
| Army of the United States in the existing war with Spain,’’ ap- 
| proved July 8. 1898, and under acts amendatory thereof—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 
S. 4572. An act to grant an honorable discharge from the 


} 
j 
| 





1902. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


3641 





military service to Charles H. Hawley—to the Committee on 
Mili Affairs. 

8. 4740. An act granting an increase of pension to Maria L. 
Godfrey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 319. An act granting an increase of pension to Ida Warren— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2289. An act granting an increase of pe to Benjamin 
8S. Harrower—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

§. 4514. Anact granting an increase of pension to Mary Beals— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

8. 3108. An act granting an increase of pension to Inez E. Per- 
rine—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

§. 488. Anact granting an increase of pension to John S. Robin- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2948. An act granting a pension to Thomas S. Rowan—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 181. An act granting an increase of pension to William C. 
David—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

8. 3672. An act granting an increase of pension to James Scan- 
nell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

8. 3041. An act granting an increase of pension to Emma F. 
Shilling—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4792. An act relative to the control of dogs in the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

S. 4648. An act granting an increase of pension to Phoebe L. 
Peyton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3634. An act panies an increase of pension to Elizabeth A. 
Capehart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4056. An act granting an increase of pension to Minerva 
Melton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1625. An act granting an increase of pension to Jethro M. 
Getman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4335. Anact granting an increase of pension to John Brown— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
Burk of Pennsylvania for three days, on account of important 
business. 

FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations to report the bill (H. R. 18359) making 
appropriations for fortifications and other works defense, for the 
armament thereof, and for the procurement of heavy ordnance 
for trial and service, and for other purposes. I desire to serve 
notice that immediately after the Chinese-exclusion bill is dis- 
posed of I will call it up. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana reports from 
the Committee on Appropriations the fortification appropriation 
bill, which will be referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union and ordered printed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I desire to reserve all points 
of order on the bill. 

URGENT DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee 
on Appropriations I present the following report on an urgent 
deficiency bill (H. R, 13360) making appropriations to supply 
additional urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1902, and for other purposes, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illmois, by direction of 
the Committee on Appropriations, reports an urgent deficiency 
bill. Does the gentleman desire to it up to-night? 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I think I will let it be printed, and ask 
unanimous consent, 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, and ordered to be 


printed. 
Mr. SHAFROTH. I reserve all points of order on the bill. 
CHINESE-EXCLUSION ACT. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to give notice that I will en- 
deavor to get the House to take up the Chinese-exclusion bill 
to-morrow. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr, SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
members who have spoken on the Revenue-Cutter bill be permitted 
to extend their remarks in the Record within five days. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that members who have spoken on the Revenue- 
Cutter bill have leave to extend their remarks, for five days, in 
the Recorp. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

And accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 42 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned, 


/ 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
omeeenne were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 

ollows: 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting ah the findi filed by the court in the case of 
William 8. Tildon against the United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a communi- 
cation from Brig. Gen. Leonard Wood, military governor of 
Cuba, in relation to resolution of inquiry passed by the House— 
to the Committee on Insular Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secre of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia submitting an estimate of appropriation for improve- 
ments and repairs—to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed, 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. STORM, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the billof the House (H. R. 6714) for the relief of Alexander 
S. Rosenthal, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1320); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1512) granting an 
increase of pension to Mary Jane Faulkner, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1821); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2082) granting an increase of pension to 
Louise Ward, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1322); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1678) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles B. Wingfield, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1323); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 3103) granting an increase of pension to 
Susan Hays, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1324); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 4072) ting an increase of pension to 
Samuel J. Lambden, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1325); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SELBY, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 5877) granting a pension to 
Robert Watts, reported the same with amendments, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1326); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BALL of Delaware, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6434) granting a 
pension to Mary Fitch, reported the same with amendments, ac- 
companied by areport (No. 1327); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3277) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Frances J. Abercrombie, reported the 
same with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1328); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. WILEY, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12576) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas Wells, reported the same with amendments, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1329); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7922) granting an increase 
of pension to R. G. Watkins, reported the same with amend- 
ments, accompanied by a report (No. 1330); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

r. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
11181) ting a pension to Alice D. H. Krause, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1331); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DRAPER, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11787) granting a pension to 
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John J. Manner, reported the same with amendments, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1332); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BROMWELL, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5186) granting a pen- 
sion to John Canter, reported the same with amendments, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1333); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered to 
the Clerk, and laid on the table, as follows: 

Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6454) for the 
relief of Thomas F. Tobey, reported the same adversely, accom- 
— by a report (No. 1334); which said bill and report were | 

id on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 8544) to place Elias H. Parsons on the 
retired list of the United States Army, reported the same adversely, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1335); which said bill and report 
were laid on the table. 


By Mr. ELLIOTT: A bill (H. R. 13332) pr an increase 
of pension to W. G. Cantley—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 13333) for the relief of Walter F. 
Suiter—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: A bill (H. R. 13334) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of William C. Good 
man—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R, 13335) to provide an American 
register for the bark Homeward Bound—to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. MUTCHLER: A bill (H. R. 13336) for the relief of 
Samuel Snyder—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13337) for the relief of Charles Mohn—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NEVIN: A bill (H. R. 13338) granting an increase of 
pension to Jacob Wittenbach—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13339) to remove charge of desertion from 
record of Daniel L. Tate—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13340) to remove charge of desertion from 


| record of John B. Henry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 13341) to remove charge of desertion from 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
— consideration of the following bills; which were referred as | 

OLLOWS: 

A bill (H. R. 2794) granting an increase of pension to Bethany 
Simmons—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 138218) granting an increase of pension to Henry | 
L. Karns—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- | 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 12375) granting an increase of pension to George | 
F, White—Commitiee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- | 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials | 
oo following titles were introduced and severally referred as | 

OLIOWS: 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 13325) to amend section 6 of 
‘An act making further provision for a civil government for 
Alaska, and for other purposes ’’—to the Committee on the Judi- | 
clary. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 13326) to pro- 
v i for a national park commission—to the Committee on Military | 
Affairs. 

By Mr. FOWLER (by instruction of the majority members of 
the Committee on Banking and Currency): A bill (H. R. 13327) | 
to maintain the gold standard, provide an elastic currency, equalize | 
the rates of interest throughout the country, and further amend | 
the national banking laws—to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

By Mr. MORRIS: A bill (H. R. 13328) to amend an act entitled 
**An act for the relief and civilization of the Chippewa Indians in 
the State of Minnesota,’’ approved January 14, 1889—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 13354) to continue the publica- 
tion of the Supplement to the Revised Statutes—to the Commit- | 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HEMEN WAY, from the Committee on Appropriations: | 
A bill (H. R. 13359) making appropriations for fortifications and 
other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the pro- | 
curement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other 
purposes—to the Union Calendar. 

By Mr. CANNON, from the Committee on Appropriations: A | 
bill (H. R. 13360) making appropriations to supply additional | 
urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1902, and for other purposes—to the Union Calendar. 

By Mr. CORLISS: A resolution (H. Res. 199) concerning rule 
for the consideration of H. R. 5—to the Committee on Rules. 


| 
| 
| 


| 


} 





i 
| 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BLAKENEY: A bill (H. R. 13329) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Leonard Fisher—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRICK: A bill (H. R. 13330) granting an increase of 
pension to Emil Schincke—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRISTOW: A bill (H. R. 13331) granting an increase 
= pension to Timothy Donohoe—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 


| 


record of James Kane—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 18342) to remove charge of desertion from 


| record of Albert W. Keller—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 13343) to remove charge of desertion from 


| record of Anton Smith, alias Charles Roehmer—to the Commit- 


tee on Military Affairs. 
_ By Mr. NEWLANDS: A bill (H. R, 13344) for the relief of 
_ Anna Eliza Isabella von Hemert—to the Committee on the Dis- 
| trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. POWERS of Maine: A bill (H. R. 13345) granting a 
pension to Celesthia A. Whitney—to the Committee on Invalid 


| Pensions. 


By Mr. SHALLENBERGER: A bill (H. R. 13346) for the re- 
lief of Isaac Fry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY C. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 13347) granting an 
increase of pension to Alice E. Mayhew—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SNOOK: A bill (H. R. 13348) granting an increase of 
pension to Simon McCalla—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 138349) granting a pension Malissa Thomas— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 13350) granting a pension 
to Presley P. Medlin—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TOMPKINS of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 18351) granting an 
increase of pension to Clara J. King—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEEKS: A bill (H. R. 13352) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles E. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13353) granting an increase of pension to 
George Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. C ON: A bill (H. R. 138355) granting an increase 
of pension to William H. Snyder—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 13356) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Edward Lupton, deceased—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 13357) granting an increase of 
pension to Joseph Huff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRISCOLL: A bill (H. R. 13358) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth A. Wilder—to the Committee on Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of Levi W. Bissett and others of 
Deep Valley, Pa., relating ta pending reciprocity treaties and 
| concessions—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolution of Polish Society of Oliver, Pa., favoring the 
erection of a statue to the late Brigadier-General Count Pulaski 
at Washington—to the Committee on the Library. 

| By Mr. ADAMS: Petition of Marine Engineers’ Beneficial As- 
| sociation, relating to licensing marine engineers—to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCE: Petition of the Grand Army of the 
Republic, De ent of Kansas, favoring House bill 5796, to 

| promote the efficiency of the Revenue-Cutter Service—to the Com- 
| mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

| Also, resolutions of Osawatomie Division, No. 187, Order of 
| Railway Conductors, of Kansas, favoring an educational restric- 
tion on immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
| Naturalization. . 

| By Mr. BRICK: Resolutions of Branch.No. 83, Polish National 
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Society, of South Bend, Ind., favoring the erection of a statue to | Manila, urging certain legislation for the Philippines—to the 


the late Brigadier-General Count Pulaski at Washingion—to the 
Committee on the Library. 

Also, resolutions of Clerks’ Union of Elkhart, Ind., favoring 
an educational qualification for immigrants—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of Matthias A. Cullnan, of Bel- 
fast, Me., for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of Libby Post, No. 93, Litchfield, Me., Grand 
Army of the Republic, favoring the construction of naval vessels 
at Government navy-yards—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BURNETT: Resolutions of Retail Clerks’ Union of 
G en, Ala., in favor of Senate bill 1891 and the Chinese- 
exclusion act—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CANNON: Papers to accompany House bill 13355, grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William H. Snyder—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CROMER: Resolution of Muncie Lodge, No. 20, of 
Muncie, Ind.,in favor of Senate bill 1118, to limit the meaning of 
the word ‘“‘ conspiracy,’’ etc., in certain cases—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Papers to accompany House bill 12359, 
granting a pension to George F. Flinn—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURRIER: Petitions of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 

rance Union of Farmington, Exeter, and Swiftwater, N. H., 

or an amendment to the Constitution prohibiting polygamy—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolutions of Brotherhood of Locomotive 
Firemen of West a Pa., on the subject of immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of Pittsburg, Pa., favoring a 
Chinese-exclusion law—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of Pittsburg, Pa., favoring 
an amendment to the Constitution making polygamy a crime—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Also, resolutions of Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen of | 
Pittston and Connellsville, Pa.; Order of Railway Conductors | 


of Renova and Meadville, Pa., and Memphis, Tenn., and Brother- 
hood of Railroad Trainmen of Braddock, Dubois, Clearfield, 
Harrisburg, Meadville, and Philadelphia, Pa., favoring the pas- 
sage of the Hoar-Grosvenor anti-injunction bill—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DEEMER: Petitions of citizens of Salona, Flemington, 
and Williamsport, Pa., to abolish saloons and legalized vice in 
the Philippines—to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. UGLAS: Petition of Rev. G. F. Hall and others, of 
the Fifth Avenue Presbyterian Church, New York City, for an 
amendment to the Constitution preventing polygamous mar- 
riages—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Marysville. and Cooper City Lodge, No. 500, Locomotive Firemen, 
Anaconda, Mont., favoring an educational qualification for immi- 
grants—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolutions of board of aldermen of 
New York City, urging an appropriation for the izaprovement of 
Buttermilk Channel—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. FOSS: Memorial of the First Reformed Presbyterian 
Church of Chicago, fll., for the amendment or radical modifica- 
o- of the Chinese-exclusion law—to the Committee on Foreign 

airs. ‘ 

Also, resolutions of Bricklayers and Masons’ Union No. 20, 
Waukegan, Ill., favoring a further restriction of Chinese immi- 
gration—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolution of Second Branch Society of Engineers, Chi- 
cago, Il., favoring an educational restriction on immigration— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. GOLDFOGLE: Resolution of the United Retail Gro- 
cers’ Association of Brooklyn, N. Y., in favor of the pure-food 
bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of Building Trades Council of Yonkers, N. Y., 
indorsing House bill 6279, to increase the pay of letter carriers— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the Eight-Hour League of America, in support 
of a national eight-hour day—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, resolutions of Farragut Post, No. 4, Vallejo, Cal., Grand 
Army of the Republic, and Manufacturers’ Association of New 
York, favoring the building of war ships in the navy-yards—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petitions of National Association of Clothiers, and Stand- 
ard Varnish Works, New York City, in favor of amendments to 
the bankruptcy act—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the Manufacturers’ Association of New 
York, favoring House bill 9056, known as the Babcock bill—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the American Chamber of Commerce, of 














Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Resolution of the League of American 
Sportsmen, favoring the passage of House bill 10306, for the pres- 
ervation of wild animals and game birds—to the Committee on 
the Territories. 

Also, resolutions of Carpenters’ Union No. 699, of Sewickley, 
Pa., for the passage of House bill 9330, for a further restriction 
of Chinese immigration—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. GR of Pennsylvania: Resolutions of the New 
Century Club, of Philadelphia, Pa., for securing a national forest 
reserve in the Appalachian Mountains—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, resolutions of Stone Masons’ Union No. 38, of Reading, 
Pa., for the passage of House bill 9330, for a further restriction of 
Chinese immigration—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of Reading, Pa., for an amendment to 
the Constitution preventing polygamous marriages—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HANBURY: Resolutions of board of aldermen of New 
York City, urging appropriation for the deepening and dredging 
of Buttermilk Channel, New York Bay—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Resolutions of Polish Socie- 
ties of New Britain and Collinsville, Conn., favoring the erection 
of a statue to the late Brigadier-General Count Pulaski at Wash- 
ington—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, resolutions of Bakers’ Union No. 8, of Hartford, Conn., 
for the restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolutions of Labor Union No. 8, of Hartford; Plasterers’ 
Union No. 20, of South Manchester; Bricklayers and Masons’ 
Union No. 20, of Manchester, Conn., favoring the reenactment of 
the Chinese-exclusion law—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Resolutions of Coopers’ Union No. 2, of 
New York, indorsing House bill 6279, to increase the pay of let- 
ter carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. KNOX: Resolutions of Young Men’s Polish Society 
No. 39, of Lowell, Mass., favoring the erection of a statue to the 
late Brigadier-General Count Pulaski at Washington—to the 
Committee on the Library. 

Also, resolutions of Painters’ Union No. 39, of Lowell, Mass., 
favoring an educational qualification for immigrants—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LASSITER: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Washington, N. C., in regard to an inland waterway from 
Chesapeake Bay to Beaufort Inlet—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Resolutions of the board of aldermen of 


| New York City, in favor of the construction of Buttermilk Chan- 
By Mr. EDWARDS: Petitions of Miners’ Union No. 103, of | 


nel—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
By Mr. MANN: Resolutions of Boot and Shoe Workers’ Union 


| No. 151, of West Pullman, Ill., favoring restriction of immigra- 
| tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 


Also, resolutions of E. B. Carr Lodge, No. 115, of Freeport, 11., 
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, favoring the passage of the 
Foraker-Corliss safety-appliance bill—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: Resolutions of the Board of Trade and 
Business Men’s Association of Norfolk, Va.; also, resolutions of 
the Chamber of Commerce of Elizabeth City, N. C., for the im- 
— of inland navigation between the port of Norfolk and 

ortsmouth, Va., and Beaufort Inlet, North Carolina—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolutions of Painters and Decorators’ Union No. 519, of 
Newport News, favoring an educational qualification for immi- 
grants—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolutions of the Central Labor Union of Norfolk, Va., 
favoring the continued exclusion of Chinese laborers—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: Resolutions of the board of aldermen 
of New York City, in favor of the construction of Buttermilk 
Channel—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: Resolutions of Journeymen Bar- 
bers’ Union No. 170, Vincennes, Ind. , favoring a reenactment of the 
Chinese-exclusion law—to the Committee on Foreign Afffairs. 

By Mr. MOODY of Oregon: Petition of Greenhorn Mount Min- 
ers’ Union, No. 132, of Geiser, Oreg., favoring an educational 
qualification for immigrants—to the Committce on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

Also, resolutions of Cornucopia Union, No. 91, W. F. of M., of 
Cornucopia, Oreg., and of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 202, of Port- 
land Oreg., for her restriction of Chinese and Asiatic immi- 
gration—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Polish Society of Portland, Oreg., favoring the 
passage of House bill 16—to the Committee on the Library. 
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Also, resolution of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 202, of Portland, 
Oreg., in regard to the reduction of duty on cigars—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of Roseburg Division, No. 1, Brotherhood of 
Railway Employees, Roseburg, Oreg., for the establishment of a 
postal savings department—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MUTCHLER: Petition of Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, Department of Pennsylvania, Westchester, Pa., in favor of 
the passage of House bill 5796, to promote the efficiency of the 
Revenue-Cutter Service—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. PALMER: Petitions of Polish Young Men’s Alliance, 
Plymouth, Pa., and Polish Society No. IX, of Duryea, Pa., favor- 
ing House bill 16, for the erection of an equestrian statue of the 
late General Pulaski at Washington, D. C.—to the Committee on 
the Library. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania: Resolutions of Polish 
Societies of Middleport, Mahoney City, New Philadelphia, and 
Shenandoah, Pa., favoring the erection of a statue to the late 
Brigadier-General Count Pulaski at Washington—to the Commit- 
tee on the Library. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: Resolutions of Brotherhood of Rail- 
road Trainmen, of Binghampton, N. Y., favoring the passage of the 
Grosvenor anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RUCKER: Protest of merchants of Madison, Mo., 


against House bill 6578, known as the parcels-post bill—to the | 


Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
¥ By Mr. RUPPERT: Resolutions of board of aldermen of New 
or 


City, urging an appropriation for the improvement of But- | 


termilk Channel—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


By Mr. RYAN: Resolutions of board of aldermen of New York | 


City, favoring dredging and deepening of Buttermilk Channel, in 
bay of New York—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
By Mr. SCHIRM: Resolutions of Granite Cutters’ Union of 


Baltimore, Md., favoring the construction of war vessels in the | response to a resolution of the 2d instant, a report by Prof. J. K. 


United States navy-yards—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SHALLENBERGER: Petition of J. E. Pulver and 
other citizens of Kearney County, Nebr., for the passage of House 
bills 178 and 179—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 13318, granting an in- 
crease of pension to Fergus P. McMillan—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 13316, granting an in- 
crease of pension to Benjamin F, Olcott—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SNOOK: Paper to accompany House bill 13349, granting 
a pension to Malissa Thomas, of Antwerp, Ohio—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers toaccompany House bill 13348, granting an increase 
of pension to Simon McCalla, of Hicksville, Ohio—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STARK: Resolution of John W. McConniff Division, 
No. 246, Railway Conductors, Wymore. Nebr., favoring a further 
—- of Chinese immigration—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

Also, resolution of Morton Post, No. 17, Hebron, Nebr., Grand 
Army of the Republic, favoring the building of war ships in the 
navy-yards—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Resolutions of Cigar Makers’ 
Union, and Boot and Shoe Cutters’ Union No. 281, of St. Paul, 
Minn., favoring an educational test for restriction of immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SULZER: Resolutions of board of aldermen of the city 
of New York, urging an appropriation for the improvement of 
Buttermilk Channel—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WANGER: Petition of Joseph P. Dillin and other citi- 
zens of Ardmore, Pa., fora game preserve in Alaska and the pas- 
sage of House bill 11535—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, protest of A. S. Cadwallader and other citizens of Yardley, 
Pa., against any action which will injure any American industry— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of Caroline L. Harrison Circle, No. 78, Ladies 
of Grand Army of the Republic, Pottstown, Pa., favoring a bill 

wroviding pensions to certain officers and men in the Army and 
Nawy and increasing widows’ pensions—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: Petition of Rose Hill Post, No. 
158, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Illinois, favor- 
ing an investigation of the administration of the Commissioner 
of Pensions—to the Committee on Rules. 

Also, resolution of Macedonia Post, No. 469, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Department of Illinois, favoring the building of war 
ships in the navy-yards—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WILSON: Resolutions of board of aldermen of New 
York City, asking for the improvement of Buttermilk Channel— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 





Also, petition of citizens of Brooklyn, N. Y., for the further re- 
striction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. WOODS: Papers to accompany House bill 18321 grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John 8. Bonham—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of Iron Trades Council of San Francisco, Cal., 
indorsing House bill 6279, to increase the pay of letter carriers— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. YOUNG: Resolution of Shirt, Waist, and Laundry 
Workers’ Union No. 10, Philadelphia, Pa., favoring an educa- 
tional qualification for immigrants—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Naval Command No. 1, Camp No. 91, Spanish- 
American War Veterans, Philadelphia, Pa., favoring the passage 
of Senate bill 1220—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Marine Engineers’ Beneficial Association No. 
13, of Philadelphia, Pa., relating to licensing marine engineers— 
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mitzurn, D. D. 

JoHN W. DANIEL, a Senator from the State of Virginia, ap- 
peared in his seat to-day. 

The Secretary sunceeted to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. CULLoM, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Jour- 
nal will stand approved. 

HOT SPRINGS RESERVATION, ARK. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 

munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in 


Haywood of analysis of the water of the Hot Springs ervation, 
Ark., and a geological sketch of the Hot Springs Reservation, 
by Prof. Walter H. Weed; which, on motion of Mr. Berry, were, 


| with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 


Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 
RAILROADS, IN THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of the 18th ultimo, a statement of the legal and 
traffic relations between the railroads in the Philippine Islands as 
to the charters and ownership thereof; which, with the accom- 
panying papers, was referred to the Committee on the Philip- 
pines, and ordered to be printed. 

CHIPPEWA INDIANS IN MINNESOTA, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a 
letter from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and accompanying 
copy of an agreement with the Red Lake and Pembina bands of 
Chippewa Indians in Minnesota for the cession and relinquish- 
ment to the United States of the western portion of the Red Lake 
Reservation, etc.; which, with the a papers, was re- 
oe the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announ that the House had passed 
with amendments the bill (S. 1025) to promote the efficiency of 
the Revenue-Cutter Service in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the President pro tempore: : 

A bill (S. 3281) to legalize and maintain a new steel bridge 
erected in place of the old wooden structure across the Little Ten- 
nessee River at Niles Ferry, Tenn., by the Atlanta, Knoxville and 
Northern Railroad; 

A bill (H. R. 288) granting an increase of pension to Robert M. 
McCullough; 

ae (H. R. 610) to correct the military record of John F. 
Antlitz; 

A bill (H. R. 725) granting an increase of pension to Joseph B. 
Arbaugh; 

A bill (H. R. 809) granting an increase of pension to James P. 
Burchfield; 

m bill (H. R. 918) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
isner; 

A bill (H. R. 1190) granting an increase of pension to Albert S. 
Whittier; 








. 1275) granting an increase of pension to Charles 


. 1278) granting an increase of pension to La Myra 
. 1503) granting an increase of pension to Michael 


A bill (H. R. 
Winslow; 
A bill (H. R. 


Rorer; 

A bill (H. R. 
McDaniel; 

A bill (H. R. 


Crim; 
A bill (H. R. 


1714) granting an increase of pension to Levi H. 
1988) granting an increase of pension to Helen V. 
2287) granting an increase of pension to George 
2545) granting an increase of pension to Isaac H. 
$275) granting an increase of pension to Willis G. 

. 5827) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Mackey; 


A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (HL. R. 
J. Overman; 

A bill (H. R. 6196) transferring a lot in Woodland Cemetery to 
city of Quincy, TL.; 

A bill (H. R. 6438) granting an increase of pension to Matthew 
C. Medbury; 

A bill (H. R. 
Blackman; 

A bill (H. R. 


Bliss; 
A bill (H. R. 


Henry; 

A bill (H. R. 7811) granting a pension to Mary King; 
ns A = (H. R. 8048) granting an increase of pension to James A. 

ramble; 

A bill (H. R. 8471) granting a pension to Eliza A. Wright; 

A bill (H. R. 8651) granting a pension to Maggie Helmbold; 

A bill (H. R. 9621) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
Y. Transue; 

A bill (H. R. 9791) granting an increase of pension to John Reep; 
on bill (H. R. 9848) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


w gill; 
A bill (H. R. 10141) granting an increase of pension to William 
R. Armstrong; : 

A bill (H. R. 10415) granting a pension to Sarah M. Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 10692) granting an increase of pension to David 


C. Maples; 

A bill (H. R. 11053) providing for the issuance of patents to the 
town site of Basin City, Wyo., to the municipal authorities thereof 
for the use and benefit of said town, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 12095) to amend section 4883 of the Revised Stat- 
utes relating to the signing of letters patent for inventions. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. FAIRBANKS ae memorials of the James & Mayer 
Dogey Oomaany, of Lawrenceburg; of the Manufacturers’ Club 
of Indianapolis, and of the M. 8. Huey Company, of Indianapolis, 
all in the State of Indiana, remonstrating against the passage of 
the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill to limit the meaning of the 
word “ conspiracy ’’ and the use of ‘‘ restraining orders and injunc- 
tions’’ in certain cases; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of the National Hay Association, of 
Winchester; of the Hydraulic Roller Mills, of Milton; of W. H. 
Small & Co., of Evansville, and of the City Roller Mills, of 
Jeffersonville, all in the State of Indiana, praying for the adop- 
tion of certain amendments to the interstate-commerce law; which 

were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of W. H. Elvin and 7 other citi- 
zens of Indianapolis, Ind. ,praying for the establishment of recip- 
rocal trade relations with Cuba; which was referred to the 
Committee on Relations with Cuba. 

He also presented a petition of Company D, Third Infantry, 
Indiana National Guard, of Fort Wayne, Ind., praying for the 
enactment of | tion to increase the i of the militia of 
the country; w. was referred to the ttee on Military 


Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Madison, Belle- 
view, Jay, and Waldinger, all in the State of Indiana, praying for 
the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit 


polygamy; which were referred to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 
He also presented a petition of William Smith Post, No. 103, 
t of Indiana, Grand Army of the Republic, praying 
for the enactment of legislation authorizing the construction of 
war vessels in the navy- of the country; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
He also presented petitions of the Painters, Decorators, and 


5712) granting a pension to Alice Bozeman; 
5761) granting a pension to Thomas F. Walter; 
6016) granting an increase of pension to William 


6687) granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo 
6918) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


7250) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
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Paperhangers’ Local Union of Terre Haute; of Painters’ Local 
Union No. 156, of Evansville; of Bakers’ Local Union No. 17, of 
Kokomo; of Painters, Decorators, and Paperhangers’ Local Union 
No. 444, of Princeton; of Painters, Decorators, and Paperhang- 
ers’ Local Union No. 95, of South Bend; of Iron Molders’ Local 
Union No. 187, of New Albany; of Hoosier Lodge, No. 582, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of Richmond, and of the 
Fort Wayne International Printing Pressmen’s Local Union No. 
19, of Fort Wayne, all in the State of Indiana, praying for the 
enactment of legislation providing an educational test for immi- 
grants to this country; which were referred to the Committee on 
Immigration. 

Mr. McMILLAN eee a memorial of the Brightwood Citi- 
zens’ Association, of Brightwood, D. C., relative to the compen- 
sation of the military assistants of the Engineer Commissioner of 
the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM presented a petition of Martha Washing- 
ton Council, No. 3, Daughters of Liberty, of East Burke, Vt., 
praying for the reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion law; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of Local Union No. 264, Cigar 
Makers’ International Union, of Rutland, Vt., remonstrating 
against the pro reduction of the duty on cigars imported 
from Cuba; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also ——— petitions of Painters, Decorators, and Paper 
Hangers’ Local Union No. 311, of Montpelier, and of Painters, 
Decorators, and Paper Hangers’ Local Union No. 28, of Rutland, 
in the State of eee eae for the enactment of legislation 
providing an educatio: test for immigrants to this country; 
which were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. CLAPP presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of St. Paul, Minn., praying for the establishment of reciprocal 
trade relations with the Dominion of Canada; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Massachusetts 
State Board of Trade, praying for the appointment of acommission 
to study and report upon the commercial and industrial condi- 
tionsin China; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the Merchants’ Associa- 
tion of Aurora, Ill., praying for the passage of the so-called pure- 
food bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of Lodge No. 298, Broth- 
erhood of Railroad inmen, of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the 
passage of the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill, to limit the 
meaning of the word ‘“‘conspiracy’’ and the use of “ restraining 
orders and injunctions’’ in certain cases; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Lexington, 
Mo., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called Grout 
bill, to regulate the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition of the Federated Trades 
Council, of Portland, Oreg., praying for the adoption of an 
amendment tothe Constitution providing for the election of Sena- 
tors by direct vote of the people; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of Green Horn Mountain Miners’ 
Local Union No. 182, of Geiser, Oreg., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation providing an educational test for immigrants 
to this country; which was referred to the Committee on [mmi- 
gration. 

Mr. QUAY presented petitions of sundry citizens of Pittsburg; 
of aon Union No. 321, of Connellsville; of Railroad 
Telegraphers’ Division No. 3, of Harrisburg, and of Falls City 
Council, No. 385, Order United American Mechanics, of Falls 
City, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the reenact- 
ment of the Chinese-exclusion law; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented petitions of 101 citizens of Elora and of 41 
citizens of Allegheny, in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for 
the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit 
polygamy; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HALE eg me a petition of the Maine a Board a” 
Trade, prayi ‘or the passage of the so-called Ray bill to esta 
lish a Sollee system of bankruptcy throughout the United 
States; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Team Drivers’ Local Union No. 
282, American Federation of Labor. of Portland, Me., and a peti- 
tion of Moosehead Lodge, No. 443, Brotherhood of Railroad 
Trainmen, of Bangor, Me., praying for the reenactment of the 
Chinese-exclusion law; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of Local Union No. 237, Broth- 
erhood of Painters, Decorators, and Paperhangers, of Portland, 
Me., praying for the enactment of le tion providing an edu- 
cational test for immigrants; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Immigration. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. | Home School, District of Columbia; which was read twice by 


Mr. WETMORE, from the Committee on the Library, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 155) granting per- 
mission for the erection of a monument in Charlotte, N. C., for 
the ornamentation of the public grounds in that city, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
joint resolution (S. R. 18) granting permission for the erection of 
a monument in Charlotte, N. C., for the ornamentation of the 
public grounds in that city, reported adversely thereon; and the 
joint resolution was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the amendment submitted by himself February 24, 1902, 
authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to state an account 
with Morgan’s Louisiana and Texas Railroad and Steamship Com- 


any for transporting the United States mails over postal routes | 


Vos. 30300 and 49003 during the period between July 1, 1878, and 
February 21, 1892, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil ap- 
propriation bill, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon, and moved that it be referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 234) granting a pension to James Frey, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the | 


following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 6023) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
L. Ackridge; 

A bill (H. R. 12395) granting a pension to Ruth Bartlett; 
ans ie (H. R. 1709) granting an increase of pension to Edwin J. 

oairey; 

A bill (H. R. 1685) granting an increase of pension to Augustus 
E. Hodges; 

A bill (H. R. 11916) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
B. Spurling; 

A bill (H. R. 9654) granting a pension to John S. James; 

A bill (H. R. 10710) granting an increase of pension to Frances 
E. Scdtt; and 

A bill (H. R. 9378) granting a pension to Clara B. Townsend. 

Mr. PRITCHARD, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 3884) granting an increase of pension 


to Erastus C. Moderwell, reported it without amendment, and | 


submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. FORAKER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 4879) for the relief of William F. 
Denmuer, asked to be discharged from its further consideration 
and that it be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs; which 
was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 4938) granting a pension 
to Rhoda Burnham; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present the petition of Rhoda Burnham, 
mother of James H. Burnham, Company A, Sixty-eighth Regi- 
ment United States Colored Troops, for pension, together with 
the affidavits of Sandy Taylor and James Hill and the military 
and medical records of James H. Burnham, Sandy Taylor, and 
James Hill. I move that the bill and accompanying papers be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion wasagr to. 

Mr. PRITCHARD introduced a bill (S. 4939) granting a 
pension to W. J. Sadler; which was read twice by its title, and, 


with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on | 


Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 4940) for the relief 
of Mary E. Hughes; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

' Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 4941) granting an increase 
of pension to William Nichol; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. McENERY introduced a bill (S. 4942) for the relief of the | 


estate of Mary S. Porter; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 4948) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Abraham Park. 

Mr. COCKRELL. To accompany the bill I present the peti- 
tion for increase of pension of Abraham Park, Company H, One 
hundred and twenty-third Ohio Infantry, together with affida- 
vits of Dr. J. M. W. Cannon, A. B. Ford, G. H. Phillips, Adam 
Ream, and Jonas Leaper. I move that the bill and accompanying 
papers be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 4944) to establish a chap- 
laincy in connection with the United States jail, Washington 
Asylum, Reform School, Georgetown Almshouse, and Industrial 


its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
| Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 4945) for the relief of 
| George T. Larkin; which was read twice byits title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 4946) granting a pension to 
| Sarah Martin; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PENR introduced a bill (S. 4947) granting a pension 
| to Anna L. Gifford; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the eer paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MASON introduced a bill (S. 4948) for the relief of Edward 
Lautenschlaeger; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
~- accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4949) to provide for the classifica- 
tion of the salaries of clerks employed in post-offices of the first 
and second classes; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a. bill (S. 4950) for the relief of Maria Mc- 
Murdie; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 4951) for the relief of occupants 
and owners of property at Camp Tyler, in Cook County, IIL; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (S. 4952) granting an increase of pension to William 
Stone (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4953) granting an increase of pension to James J. 
Briggs; 

A bill (S. 4954) granting an increase of pension to Marian A. 
Malli 





ulligan; an 

A bill (8. 4955) granting an increase of pension to David R. 
Adams (with an accompanyi ng Paper). 

| Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (8. 4956) for the relief of the es- 
tate of W. R. Butler, deceased; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4957) ting an increase of pen- 
sion to Stiles L. Acee; which was twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas introduced a bill (S. 4958) granting a 
pension to George W. Capps; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4959) granting a pension to John 
Tucker; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 4960) to regulate the sale 
of viruses, serums, toxins, and analogous products in the District 
of Columbia, to regulate interstate traffic in said articles, and for 
other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CLAPP introduced a bill (S. 4961) to provide for the dis- 
tribution of the Federal Cases to the United States courts; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
| Judiciary. 
| He also introduced a bill (S. 4962) to ratify and confirm an 

agreement with the Red Lake and Pembina bands of Indians of 
| the Red Lake Reservation, Minn., and making appropriation to 
| carry the same into effect; which was read twice 4 its title and 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PATTERSON introduced a bill (8. 4963) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Isabella Chivington; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4964) granting a pension to Wal- 
ter N. Smith; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4965) providing for free home- 
steads in the Ute Indian Reservation in Colorado; which was 
a by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 

ands. 

Mr. BACON introduced a bill (S. 4966) for the relief of Sophie 
Gustin and Helen G. Logan; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr. CULLOM submitted an amendment relating to the com- 
pensation of regular assistants to the United States district at- 
torney for the northern district of Illinois, intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
—— to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
: Mr. PERKINS submitted the following amendments, intended 
to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; 
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which were referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed: 

An amendment proposing to appropriate $50,000 for constructing 
a light and fog signal at a point on Karquines Strait, California; 

An amendment proposing to appropriate $19,000 for construct- 
ing a light-house and fog signal at the entrance of Oakland Har- 
bor, California; 

An amendment pro ing to ee $7,000 for constructing 
a fog signal at Fort Winfield Scott, Fort Point, California; 

An amendment proposing to a $90,000 for construct- 
ing a light-ship for Blunts Reef, Pacific Ocean, off Cape Mendo- 
cino, California; and 

An amendment proposing to appropriate $100,000 for construct- | 
ing a light and fog-signal station on one of the Mile Rocks, San | 
Francisco a California. 

Mr. PRITCHARD submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
propriate $1,500 toenable the pee? of the Interior to employ 
a special attorney for the Eastern Band of North Carolina Chero- 
kees for the remainder of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1902, etc.., 
intended to be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

Mr. BATE submitted an amendment authorizing the Secretary 
of the Interior to issue patents in fee to Mary Keith and Benny 
Keith, Cheyenne and Arapaho Indians, not to exceed 80 acres of 
the 160 acres of the lands heretofore allotted to them in the Ter- 
ritory of Oklahoma, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the 
Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. COCKRELL submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $50,000 for the completion of the revetment of the of 
the river at South St. Joseph, Mo., intended to be by 
him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; w was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FORAKER submitted an amendment providing that any 
person or persons claiming to have sustained injury or damage to 
person or rty on account of any improvement made or work 
done under provisions of the river and harbor act may, on 
pees therefor against the officer in charge in any United States 

istrict or circuit court having jurisdiction of the parties, have an 
assessment of such damages, etc., intended to be proposed by him 
to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. | 

Mr. FRYE submitted an amendment relative to the retirement 
with the rank of lieutenant-colonel of the ordnance storekeeper, 
with the rank of major, now on duty as disbursing officer and as- 
sistant to the Chief of Ordnance, intended to be proposed by him 
to the Army appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed, 

CHINESE EXCLUSION. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I present a gree amendment | 
to the bill known as the Chinese-exclusion bill; and that it may 
go into the Recorp I ask to have it read. 

The amendment was read and ordered to lie on the table and | 
to be printed, as follows: 
Amendment intended to be pro by Mr. PLatr of Connecticut to the bill | 

5. 2900, “* To prohibit the coming into and to regulate the residence within | 

the United States, its Territories, and all possessionsandall territory under 


its jurisdiction, and the District of Columbia, of Chinese persons and per- 
po of Chinese descent.” sz a 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


Chinese ws and persons of Chinese descent into the United States, and | 
the residence of such persons therein, be, and the same are hereby, extended 
and continued in full force and effect until the 7th day of December, 1904 
and so long as the treaty between China and the United States, conclud 
on the 17th ee March, 1894, and re by the President on the 8th 
day of Decem 1894, ar be continued in force by virtue of the extension 
oar in accordance with the provisions for such extension therein con- 
Dn Patd 


DANISH TREATY. 

Mr. LODGE. I ask that an order be made to reprint as a Sen- 
ate document the message of the President and the report of the 
committee relating to the cession of the Danish islands in the | 
West Indies. The number of copies heretofore printed has been 
exhausted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the order 
asked for by the Senator from Massachusetts will be granted. 

STATUTES RELATING TO PATENTS, ETO. 


Mr. PRITCHARD submitted the following resolution; which | 


was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Bostoed, saat 600 copies of the report of the commissioners to revise the 
statutes relating to patents, trade-marks, etc., as revised, with index, be | 
printed for the use of the said commissioners. 


ABBIE GEORGE, 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following concurrent resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Bepreomatasinee concurring), That the 
President be La ae ay to return to the Senate the bill (S. 1872) granting an 
increase of pe m to Abbie George. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. STEWART. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of House bill 11353, the Indian appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 11353) making 
appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the 
Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and 
for other pu 3, which had been reported from the Committee 
on Indian ‘Affairs with amendments. 

Mr. STEWART. I ask that the amendments of the committee 
may be considered as they are reached in the reading of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Nevadaasks 
unanimous consent that the formal reading of the bill be dispensed 
with, that it be read for amendment, and that the committee 
amendments shall first receive consideration. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. The Secretary will 
read the bill. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. The first amendment 
of the Committee on Indian Affairs was, under the head of ‘* Cur- 
rent and contingent expenses,’’ on page 2, line 2, to increase the 
number of agents of Indian affairs from 41 to 44. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 8, to insert: 

At the Jicarilla Agency, N. Mex., $1,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, line 21, before the word 
‘Agency,’ to strike out ‘‘ Mission Tulle’’ and insert ‘‘ Mission- 
Tule;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

At the Mission-Tule Agency, Cal., $1,600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, after line 14, to insert: 

At the Yakima Agency, Wash., $1,600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, line 18, to increase the 
total appropriation for pay of 44 agents of Indian affairs from 
$67 300 to $70,400. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was. on page 6, line 12, before the word 
**TIndian,”’ to strike out “‘ eight ’’ and insert ‘‘ seven;’’ in line 15, 
before the word ‘‘thousand,”’ to strike out ‘‘ twenty’’ and insert 
** seventeen;’’ in line 16. before the word “ dollars,’’ to insert 
‘five hundred,’’ and in the same line, after the word “ dollars,”’ 
to insert: 

s 0) be oO ¢ i i arri- 
tory, $000 per annum; in all, $2,000: Provided, That the Tudien tuspooter 
who shall be assigned to duty in the Indian Territory shall be considered as 
actually employed on duty in the field; and the accounting offiers of the 


Treasury are hereby authorized to allow him per diem pay during the fiscal 
year 1902, and so long as he shall remain on duty in said Territory. 


So as to make the clause read: 


For pay of 7 Indian inspectors, 1 of whom shall be an engineer competent 


| in the otis construction, mal maintenance of irrigation works, at $2,500 
“That all laws now in force prohibiting and regulating the coming of  P° 


r annum each, $17,500; for pay of 1 Indian inspector to be assigned to duty 
in the Indian Territory, etc. . oid - ° 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 8, line 24, after the word 
** dollars,’’ to insert: 


Of which sum an amount not to exceed $300 may be paid for the rent of an 
office for said commission: 
so as to make the clause read: 

For expenses of the commission of citizens, serving without compensation, 
oP Rony oz the President under the provisions of the act of April 10, 1869, 

. of which sum an amount not to exceed $300 may be paid for the rent of 


| an office for said commission. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, in line 6, before the word 
**dollars,’’ to strike out “‘ seventy-five ’’ and insert ‘‘ sixty-five; ’’ 
so as to make the clause read: 

To enable the eoeeuars of the Interior to employ practical farmers and 
practical stockmen in addition to the agency farmers now employed, at wages 
not exceeding $65 each per month, to superintend and direct farming and 
stock raising among such Indians as are making effort for self-support, $75,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘‘ Chippewas of 


| Minnesota, reimbursable,’ on page 13, line 1, after the words 


ROBERT 8, WOODBURY. | Chippewa Indians,”’ to insert “‘ when authorized by the Secre- 
Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following concurrent resolu- tary of the Interior,’’ and in line 4, after the word ‘‘ employee,”’ 
tion; which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: | to strike out ‘‘; for pay of commissioner and his expenses;”’ so as 


Resolved by the Senate (the House o, tatives concurring), That the 
President be requested to return to tne Bounte the bill (&, S010) pranting tn 
increase of to Robert 8. Woodbury. 


to make the clause read: 


To enable the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, under the direction o1 the 
Secretary of the Interior, to carry out an act entitled “An act for the relief 


3 
4 
“8 
‘ 
e 
| 
x 





3648 


and civilization of the Citepewe Indians in the State of Minnesota,” approved 
January 14, 1889, namely, the purchase of material and employment of labor 
for the erection of houses for Indians; for the purchase of agricultural imple- 
ments, stock, and seeds, breaking and fencing land; for payment of expenses 
of delegations of Chi —_— Indians, when authorized by the Secretary of the 
Interior, to visit the hite Earth Reservation; for the erection and mainte- 
nance of day and industrial schools; for subsistence and for pay of employees, 
and for removal of Indians and for their allotments, to be reimbursed to the 
United States out of the proceeds of sale of their lands, $150,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘‘ Creeks,’’ on page 
14, line 3, before the word ‘‘ twenty-fourth,” to strike out ‘‘ June”’ 
and insert ‘“‘January;’’ so as to read: 

Permanent annuities guaranteed them by the treaties of August 7, 1790, 
June 16, 1802, January 24, 1826, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 14, after line 10, to insert: 


For payment per capita, under the direction of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, to certain Creek Indians, or their heirs, who removed themselves from 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


east of the Mississippi River to the Creek Nation, in the Indian Territory,and | 


subsisted themselves for one year, in accordance with the twelfth article of 
the treaty with the Creek tribe, proclaimed April 4, 1832, $12,220, or so much 


thereof as may be necessary: Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury | 


shall, before payment is made, require satisfactory proof that each of said 
Indians is entitled to the same under the provisions of said treaty. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the subhead “‘ Indians at Black- 


feet Agency,”’ on page 15, line 18, before the word *‘ Reservation,”’ | 


to strike out ‘‘ Blackfoot ’’ and insert ‘‘ Blackfeet.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “‘ Iowas,’’ on page 
15, line 19, after the word “first,’’ to strike out “‘eighteen hun- 
dred and ninety-eight ’’ and insert ‘‘ nineteen hundred and two,”’ 
so as to make the clause read: 


For interest in lieu of investment on $57,500, balance of $157,500, to July 1, 
1902, at 5 per cent per annum, for education or other beneficial 
under the direction of the President, per ninth article of treaty o 
1854, $2,875. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘“‘ Spokanes,”’ on 
page 25, line 4, after the word “‘of,’’ to strike out “‘ said agree- 
ment ’’ and insert: 

Agreement with said Indians, dated March 18, 1887, ratified by act of Con- 
gress approved July 13, 1892. 

So as to make the clause read: 

For pay of a blacksmith and carpenter to do necessary work and to instruct 
the said Indians in those trades, $1,000 each, 
with said Indians, dated March 18, 1887, ratifie 
July 13, 1892, $2,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Miscellaneous 
supports and gratuities,’’ on page 27, line 2, after the word “‘ For,”’ 
to strike out ‘‘ subsistence ’’ and insert ‘‘ support;’’ so as to make 
the clause read: 


For support and civilization of the Wichitas and affiliated bands who have 
been collected in the reservations set apart for their use and occupation, 


$25,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


May 17, 


by act of Congress approved 


Pape. 


5 sixth article of agreement | 


APRIL 4, 


The next amendment was, on page 31, line 7, before the word 
**in,’’ to strike out ‘‘ Hualpais’’ and insert ‘‘ Hualapais;’’ so as to 
make the clause read: 

For the purchase of subsistence and other necessaries for the support of 
the Hualapais in Arizona, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 31, line 13, after the word 
‘“‘agency,’’ to insert ‘‘in the State of Washington;’’ so as to make 
the clause read: 

For support and civilization of the Yakimas, and other Indians at said 
agency, in the State of Washington, including the pay of employees, $8,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 31, line 23, before the word 
‘“lands,’’ to insert ‘‘ suitable;’’ in line 25, after the word ‘‘ Inte- 
rior,’’ to strike out ‘‘ may at any time, in his discretion,’’ and in- 
sert ‘‘ shall as soon as practicable;”’ in line 8, on page 32, after the 
date ‘‘ 1887,” to insert ‘‘ Provided, That such allotments shall be 
made;’’ and in line 12, after the word ‘“‘ Interior ’’ to insert: 


_ For the payment of the expenses of a commission of 3 citizens of the 
State of California, to be appointed by the President, to aid in the selection 
of said tract of land, which expenses shall not exceed the sum of $1,000, and; 


So as to make the clause read: 


For the euppent and civilization of the Mission Indians in California, 
$100,000, to be immediately available: Provided, That out of said sum the Sec- 
retary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized to purchase a suitable 
tract of land in southern California and to locate thereon such Mission In- 
dians heretofore roumag or belonging on the Rancho San Jose del Valle, or 
Warners Ranch, in San Diego County, Cal., and such other Mission Indians 
as may not be provided with suitable lands elsewhere as the Secretary of 


| the Interior may see fit to locate thereon. And the Secretary of the Interior 


| Indians to the said tract, and in the 





The next amendment was, on page 27, line 6, after the word | 


‘** For,”’ to strike out ‘‘ subsistence ’’ and insert “‘ support;’’ so as to 
make the clause read: 

For support and civilization of the Arapahoes and Cheyennes who have 
been collected on the reservations set apart for their use and occupation, 
$50,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 28, line 16. before the word 
‘‘support,’’ to strike out ‘‘the;’’ and in line 17, after the word 


shall as soon as practicable cause the land so purchased to be allotted in sey- 

eralty to the Indians located thereon, under the provisions of the act of Con- 

c= entitled “An act to provide for the allotment of land in severalty to 
ndians on the various reservations and to extend the protection of the laws 

of the United States and Territories over the Indians, and for other pur- 

poses,” approved February 8, 1887: Provided, That such allotments 

made in such quantities and to such classes as he may deem ex ent: Pro- 


vided further, That of said amount a sum not exceeding $30,000 may be ex- 


| pended, under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, for the payment 


of the ex of a commission of three citizens of the State of California, 
to be appointed by the President, to aid in the selection of said tract of land, 
which expenses shall not exceed the sum of $1,000, and in the removal of said 
urchase of such building materials, 
agricultural implements, harness, subsistence plies, and other necessaries, 
as may be req to properly establish the Indians at their new location. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 33, line 5, after the word 
‘* agencies,’’ to strike out “‘ $8,000; in all, $15,000,’’ and insert: 

Including 1 clerk for Mission Tule Agency, Cal., at $720 per annum, $8,720; 
in all, $15,790. . oe * 

So as to make the clause read: 

California: For general incidental expenses of the Indian service in Cali- 
fornia, including traveling expenses of nts and support and civilization 
of Indians at the Round Valley, Hoopa Valley, and Tule River agencies, $7,000; 


and pay of employees at same mcies, including 1 clerk for Mission Tule 
Agency, Cal, at ) per annum, $8,720; in all, $15,720. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Miscellaneous,”’ 
on page 35, line 12, before the word “‘ commissioners,’”’ to insert 
‘*four;’’ in line 16, before the word “thousand,” to strike out 
‘* fifteen ’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty,’’ and in the same line, after the 


| word “ dollars,” to strike out: 


Provided further, That said Commission shall exercise all the powers here- 


| tofore conferred upon it by Congress. 


** Avency,”’ to insert ‘*‘ North Dakota;’’ so as to make the clause | 


read: 

For support and civilization of Indians at Fort Berthold Agency, N. Dak., 
including pay of employees, $50,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 29, line 1, before the word 
‘* support,’’ to strike out ‘‘ the;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


For support and civilization of Kaibabs in Utah, if, in the opinion of the | 


Secretary of the Interior, the same is necessary, $2,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 29, after line 18, to insert: 

For the purchase of heifers and bulls for the Indians on the Northern 
Cheyenne Indian Reservation, $28,000; for the construction of wire fence 
around a portion of said reservation, $7,150; in all, $35,150: Provided, That the 
expenditure of this money shall be under the direction of the Secretary of 
the Interior, who shall purchase the cattle, re; te their distribution, and 
construct the fence, according to such rules and regulations as in his discre- 
tion he may deem best. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 30, line 11, before the word 
‘** Dakota,’’ to insert ‘* South;”’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For support and civilization of the Ponca Indians, including pay of em- 
ployees, $15,000: Provided, That this amount shall be divided pro rata amo 
all mee poomebers of said tribe in Oklahoma Territory and in Nebraska an 
Sout akota. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


So as to make the clause read: 

For salaries of four commissioners appointed under acts of Congress ap- 
proms March 3, 1893, and March 2, 1895, to negotiate with the Five Civilized 

ribes in the Indian Territory, $20,000. 

Mr. STEWART. In the printing of the bill as it came from 
the House there is an omission of a proviso on page 35, line 16, 
which should appear in the print of the bill with a line drawn 
through it, so as to show that the committee have reported in 


| favor of striking it out. 


; 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The words which have been 


| omitted in the printing will be stated. 


The SECRETARY. 
are: 

Provided, Thatthe number of said commissioners shall hereafter be three. 

Mr.STEWART. The insertion of those words puts the bill in 
the correct form in which it came from the House. They should 
appear, as I have stated, with a line drawn through them, to 
show that the committee recommend that they be stricken out. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It is a mistake in the printing of 
the House bill, as I understand. : 

Mr. STEWART. Yes; in printing the House bill, after it 
came to the Senate, the words which have been read at the desk 
were left out. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. But, all the same, we want to 
strike out those words. 

Mr. STEWART. Yes; we want to strike out those words, but 
we do not want to leave them out of the print of the bill as it is 
reported to the Senate, so that when the bill goes back to the 


The words omitted from the print of the bill 





.902. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 3649 
i tnt nn — 


House the House can see exactly what portion of its bill has been | ing full title to said tract from the tribe to the Indian allottee; and any per- 
stricken out son violating the foregoing provision shall, upon conviction, be fined not 
BUrIC : i ews more than $500 and may be imprisoned for not exceeding three months: Pro- 

Mr. PLATT of Connectic ut. Then the words referred to are vided further, That after the passage of this act, where tracts of land are set 
to appear in the print crossed out of the House bill, and then the | aside for town sites on lines of railroads now in construction or to be con- 














rink es ail 9 strueted, all lands embraced in such tracts shall be sold at public auction, and 
entire provision 18 to be stricken outi parties entering upon such tracts prior to such sale shall acquire no rights 
Mr. STEWART. Yes. — ans des »y reason of such occupancy: And provided further, That any park laid out 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think it will be entirely suffi- | and surveyed in any town shall be duly appraised at a fair valuation, and the 


. : : aa . inhabitants of said town shall, within ore year after the approval of the sur- 
cient, Mr. President, if the Secretary be instructed to correct the vey and the appraisement of said park by the Secretary of the intzeiee, pay 
print of the bill so as to make it correspond with the House bill, | the appraised value to the proper officer for the benefit of the tribe or tribes 


and then let the entire provision be stricken out. | entitled thereto. 
Mr. STEWART. All I want is to correct the printing of the | The amendment was agreed to. 
bill as it came from the House. | Mr. QUARLES. I wish to direct the attention of the chairman 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the committee desire the | of the committee to line 25 on page 39. It occursto me that after 
adoption of the amendment? the word “‘any”’ and before the word “‘ person,”’ in that line, 

Mr.STEWART. Yes; let the amendment be stated as it should | there should be inserted the word “‘such.’’ I wish the chairman 
properly appear by putting in the words which were omitted. | would look at it. 

The SECRETARY. On page 35, line 16, after the word ‘‘ dollars,”’ Mr. STEWART. I think that that word ‘‘ such”’ should bein- 
it is proposed to strike out: | serted. I accept that amendment. 

Provided, That the number of said commissioners shall hereafter bethree: | The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment will be stated. 
Provided further, That said Commission shall exercise all the powers hereto- The Secretary. In line 25, on page 39, after the word “ any,’’ 
fore conferred upon it by Congress. | it is proposed to insert the word “‘such;’’ so as to read: 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. And no part of this appropriation shall be used for the deportation or re- 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. moval of any such person from Indian Territory. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of | The amendment was agreed to. 
the Committee on Indian Affairs was, on page 35, after line 18, to | The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 


insert: the Committee on Indian Affairs was, on page 40, line 2, before 
That the Gocistons of the commniasionera of the Five Civilized . Tribes here- the word ‘‘ Creek,”’ to strike out ‘‘ Chickasaw, Choctaw;’’ in the 
tofore render as matters of appraisement an otmen ; ‘ “ le 2? ~see oie 
of lands unless disapproved by the Secretary of the Interior within sixty ‘ine ° —_ — the — Mery rig! to strike out the comma; in 
days from the passage of this act or within thirt days from the date of de- | line 8, after the wor ,”’ to strike out ‘‘ three hundred and 
cisions hereafter rendered: and the docislons ° uid commniastonars Sober. twenty acres for each member of the Chickasaw Nation, three 
minin er otc mship in any o ie ve vi ere ore , . . 
rendered shall be final: Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior shall hundred and twenty acres for each member of _ the Choctaw 
have power at any time within sixty days from the passage of this act to re- | Nation;” and in line 12, before the word “‘acres,”’ to strike out 
view any such cases which in his opinion have not been correctly decided; | ‘‘ one hundred,’’ and insert ‘‘eighty;’’ so as to make the clause 
and all decisions hereafter rendered by said commissioners Sans the | read: 
right of citizenship in any of said tribes shall be final, unlessan appeal there- = ate 1 d placi s a 
from to the Secretary of the Interior shall be taken within thirty days from | __ For the purpose of removing intrudersand placing allottees in unrestricted 
the rendition thereot pomvesion OF sete, clcemante £0 pe supenaeg ner foe, reste ot whe 
: re of the or an iately available, $15,000; in all, 
The amendment was agreed to. $160,000: Provided, however, That it shall hereafter be unlawful to remove or 
The next amendment was, on page 36, line 10, before the word | Sopa Say Kerocks of land in any town or city in the Indian Tertitory which 
. ‘ $ ‘ < 0 2 y Cc 
“‘of,”’ to strike out ‘ Expenses” and insert * For Capeses: ’ and | has been designated as a town ee wader oxuting laws and treaties, and no 
in line 17, before the word ‘‘ thousand,”’ to strike out ‘“seventy- | part of this sppropriation shall be used for the deportation or removal of any 


i ”? i “ni i +? read: person from Territory: Provided, That the just and reasonable share 
- ene - e e Se . 80 See of employees, ana | of each member of the Crock and Cherokee nations of Indians, in the lands 
per di for oa aan Goteiled - an ial ai dist 7 ‘ees, onging to the said tribes, which each member is entitled to hold in his 


$8 t b session until allotments are made, as provided in the act entitled “An act 
the Interior Department while on duty with the Commission, shall be paid } oy ; — > a i 
therefrom; for clerical help, including secretary of the Co Solem ‘ama (oe the protection of the people of the Indian Territory, and for other pur 


poses,” approved June 28, 1808, be, and the same is hereby, declared to be 160 
interpreters (act of March 3, 1901, vol. = es sec. 1), $93,000; contingent | acres eon onan member of the Creek Nation, and 80 acres foreach member of 
expenses of the Commission (same act), $2,000. 


the Cherokee Nation. 
The amendment was agreed to. : The amendment was agreed to. 
_, The next amendment was, on page 38, line 6, after the word | The next amendment was, on page 40, after line 13, to insert: 
, defined, to strike out not later than July 1, 1902,” and The Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and directed, through 
insert ‘‘as early as practicable;’’ and in line 17, after the word | some official or employce designated by him for that purpose, to pay from 
‘* sites,”’ to insert the following proviso: the funds in the Treasury belonging to the Cherokee Nat ion of Indians out. 
“ Provided further, That hereafter it shall be unlawful for any person to | Spt bafowe may of said sae tants Or mai he ee ee, Frovided: 


to : : . al 
le out, survey, or pit say tract of land into town lots for a town site in | satisfy hime 2 4 _—— anes of the Interior shall 
either the Chocta imeeolt Tren 


w, Chickasaw, ,.or Cherokee Nation, in the Indian | said nation isting obligation of 
Leary, except with the permission of the Secretary of the Interior, prior x 
to the delivery of the deed or patent conveying full title to said tract from The amendment was agreed to. 


be — . the an ee oe ting the ~~ pro-| The next amendment was, on page 41, after line 14, to insert: 
ach enantio three months: Provided further, That aio a That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
of this act, where tracts of land are set aside for town sites on lines | Tected to cause to be allotted, under the provisions of the act of Congress 
of now in construction or to be construc all lands embraced in | #Ppproved eee Sa entitled “An act to provide for the allotment of 
such tracts shall be sold at public auction, and entering upon such | ands in severalty to Indians on various reservations, and to extend the pro- 
tracts prior to such sale dail acquire no rights by reason of such occupancy : tection of the laws of the United States and the Territories over the Indians, 
And provided further, That any park laid out an sarveved in any townshali | 4nd for other nia bow amended by the act approved February 28, 1591, 
be duly appraised at a fair valuation, and the inhabitants of said town shall, | to each and every child born of a recognized member of any of the tribes of 
within one year after the approval of the survey and the a t of | Indians located on the Klamath Reservation in Oregon since the completion 
said park by the Secretary of the Interior, pay the appra: value to the | of allotments to said tribes, 80 acres of agricultural or 160 acres of grazing 
proper officer for the benefit of the tribe or tribes entitled thereto.” land within the reservation of said tribes. 


So as to make the clause read: The amendment was agreed to. oh , ‘ 

To pay all expenses incident to the , platting, and appraisement of | The next amendment was, on page 42, line 15, to insert: 
town sites in the Choctaw, Chickasaw, and Cherokee nations, Indian That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed to allot 
Territory, as required by sections 15 and 29 of an act entitled “An act for the | from the land on the Walker River Reservation in Nevada susceptible of ir- 
protection of the people of the Indian Territory, and for other purposes,” tion by the present ditches or extensions thereof 2U acres to each head of 
ed d all a residing on said reservation, and when a majority of the heads of 
thereto, $50,000: Provided, That hereafter the of the In: may, | families on said reservation shall have accepted such allotments and con- 
whenever the chief executive of the Choctaw or w nations fails or | sented to the relinquishment of the right of occupancy to land on said reser- 
refuses to & t a town-site commissioner for any town, or to fillany va- | vation which can not be irrigated from existing ditches and extensions 
conn s > thereof and landjwhich is not necessary for dwelling, school buildings, or 
poin by the chief executive of the Choctaw or Chickasaw nations habitations, such allottees shall receive the sum of $300 each to enable them 
qaniity oe act, in his Seren a@ commissioner to fill the vacancy | to commence the business of agriculture. And when such allotments shall 
aa Provided her, t — limits of such owen Seca have been and the ens of the Lane nea as pererennid., Be 
, Choc’ w, and w nations, ving & less than President shall, on, 0 ma so reingw Oo se e- 
prable, ac, in the fadgment of the Secretary ef Wie futerior, should bo extal ment, to be Saad ot weber - p+ And the money necessqry to 
ed, shall be defined as conty ap poseecaiie Sy So Seats = Pt ee eS Ses eee out of any money in the Treasury 

towns otherwise appropriated. 


t from allotment disposed The amendment was agreed to. 
See anleen et eaten ees be ote The next amendment was, on page 43, after line 9, to insert: 


as 
commission, one member to be the of the Interior | To enable the President to cause the agricultural and grazing lands of tho 
and ne by dhe exentive of the nation inwh = such oe ; proceeds | wind River Reservation, Wyo. to be allotted in soveraity w the provi- 
xeceeda of Prowaied further, That beresfver it | mont tr ime in severaty to Indians’ and the act bi Febranry. oc Mal, 
ment 0 n severa of February 28, 
an eae Se SS a ee Plat any tract of _— nies event. including the necessary surveys and resurveys, $10,000 
in the Indian Territory, except with the permission of pelmnvanaanie). 
we ye A of the deed or patent convey- The amendment was agreed to, 


a 
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The next amendment was, on page 43, after line 17, to insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to allot Nay may 
puck, Ka ka keese, and Ka kee ka kee sick lands in severalty on the ceded 
portion of the Red Lake Reservation, Minn., not to exceed 100 acres each, 
such allotments to conform to the public surveys and to be subject to the 
provisions of the act of Congress of February 8, 1887 (24 Stats., p. 388). 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Ido not think that the allotment 
act described in lines 14 and 15 on page 43, in the amendment 
which has just been stated, is correctly quoted. I think there is 
more in the title of the act than is there included. The full title 
of the act is ‘‘ An act to provide for the allotment of lands in sev- 
eralty to Indians on various reservations, and to extend the pro- 
tection of the laws of the United States and the Territories over 
the Indians, and for other purposes.”” Thelast part of the title is 
left out in the citation of the title of the act referred to in the 
amendment. It ought to be added. The Secretary can do it. 

Mr.STEWART. Let the title of the act be corrected. 

The SecRETARY. It is proposed to amend the amendment on 
page 43, line 25, after the word ‘‘ Indians,’’ by inserting “‘ on vari- 


United States and the Territories over the Indians, and for other 


purposes; ’’ so as to read: 


An act to provide for the allotment of lands in severalty to Indians on | ) ne L 2 , U } 
| propriation to maintain at the city of Omaha, Nebr., in the dis- 


various reservations, and to extend the protection of the laws of the United 
States and the Territories over the Indians, and for other purposes. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. There seems to be a similar mistake in quoting 
the title of the act for the allotment of lands in severalty to Indians 
in lines 7 and 8 on page 42. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
the correct title of the act. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
one place it ought also to be made in the other. 


title wherever the act is referred to. It might as well be done. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I will look it up. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
both cases. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
proper title, in the absence of objection. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Indian Affairs was, at the top of page 44, to in- 
sert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to allot Onab 
Ogamay beck, a Red Lake Chippewa Indian woman, an allotment of unappro- 
priated lands on the ceded pertion of the Red Lake Reservation, Minn., not 
to exceed 160 acres, such allotment to conform to the — surveys and to be 
subject to the provisions of the act of Congress of February 8, 1887 (24 Stats., 
p. 358 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 44, after line 9, to insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to issue a patent in fee to Nora G. Hazlett, a Caddo Indian, for not to 
exceed 80) acres of the 160 acres of land heretofore allotted to her in the Ter- 
ritory of Oklahoma, and all restrictions as to the sale, incumbrance, or tax- 
ation of said land are hereby removed: Provided, That it shall appear that 
such tract of land has been duly allotted to said Nora G. Hazlett. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 45, after line 2, to insert: 
For temporary employment and support of the Indians of Pima Agency, 


Ariz., $40,000, to be expended for their benefit in such manner as the Secretary 
of the Interior in his discretion may deem best. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 46, after line 10, to strike 
out: 

That the following sums, placed upon the books of the Treasury by the 
Indian appropriation act of March 3, 1901 (31 Stats., 1062, 1068), to the 
credit of the tribes named, being in full for permanent annuities guaranteed 
by treaties to said tribes, shall draw interest at the rate of 5 per cent per an- 
num from July 1, 1902, viz: Seneca fund, $73,800; Eastern Shawnee fund, 
$20,600; and a sum sufficient to pay the interest on the same for the fiscal year 
1903 is hereby appropriated. And the Secretary of the Interior is hereby au- 
thorized in his discretion to pay per capita to the members of the Eastern 
Shawnee and Seneca tribes of Indiansin the Indian Territory —— 
of these sums placed to the credit of said tribes on the books of the Treasury. 

And insert: 

That the following sums, placed upon the books of the Treasury by the 
Indian oe ypriation actof March 3, 1901 (31 Stat. L., pp. 1062 and 1068), to the 
credit of t 
by treaties to said tribes, shall draw interest at the rate of 5 per cent per an- 


fund, $73,800; Eastern Shawnee fund, $20,600: Provided, That the Secretary of 
the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed to pay per capita, immediately 
upon the passage of this act, to the members of the Eastern Shawnee and 
Seneca tribes of Indians entitled thereto, all moneys placed to the credit of 
said tribes upon the books of the Treasury and all trust funds held for said 
tribes by the Government in lieu of investments. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 48, after line 2, to strike 
out: 


Indian appropriation act of March 3, 1901 (31 Stats., 1062 and 1065), to the 
credit of the Chickasaw tribe, being in full for permanent annuities guar- 
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| sha 
. > | termine to be due for services rendered or expenses incurred by an 
ous reservations, and to extend the protection of the laws of the | z 


I think I am not mistaken about | 


I suggest that if the change should be made in | 


It seems to be the same statute referred to in | 


The Secretary will insert the | 


16 tribes named, being in full for permanent annuities guaranteed | 


| Indians for a mineral lease; but any person or meee havin 


| minera 





‘ | of conti 
That the following sums placed upon the books of the Treasury by the | 


APRIL 4, 


anteed by treaties to said tribe, shall draw interest at the rate of 4 per 
cent per annum from July 1, 1902, namely, Chickasaw national fund, 960, boo. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 48, after line 11, to strike 
out: 

That the surplus or unallotted lands of the Confederated Wea, Peoria, 
Kaskaskia, and Piankeshaw tribe of Indians, and of the Western Miami 
tribe of Indians, in the northeastern part of the Indian Territory may be 
sold on such terms and conditions as the president and the adult members of 
said tribe may mutually agree upon, the proceeds thereof to be d per 
capita according to ownership, as set forth in the act approved March 2, 
entitled “An act to provide for allotment of land in severalty to United 
Peorias and Miamies in Indian Territory, and for other purposes.” 


And insert: 


That so much of the act a pore March 2, 1889, entitled ‘An act to pro- 
vide for the allotment of land in severalty to United Peorias and Miamies in 
Indian Territory, and for other purposes,’ which inhibits the sale of their 
surplus lands for twenty-five years from said date, be, and the same is hereby, 
repealed: Provided, That before any distribution per capita shall be made of 
the proceeds of any sale thereof among said Western Miami Indians there 
first be paid such sum or sums as the Secretary of the Interior ma } 
Oo 18 
eceanias or officers of said Western Miami tribe since the 3lst day of March, 
), 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 49, line 14, to reduce the ap- 


cretion of the Secretary of the Interior, a warehouse for the receipt, 
storage, and shipping of goods for the Indian service, from $10,000 
to $8,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. After line 22, page 49, I move to insert what 
I send to the desk. 

The SECRETARY. 
insert: 

To maintain at the city of St. Louis, Mo., in the discretion of the Secre- 


On page 49, after line 22, it is proposed to 


> ‘ : | tary of the Interior, a warehouse for the receipt, storage, and shipping of 
Mr. STEWART. There is no objection to putting in the full | 


goods for the Indian service, $8,000. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to inquire if that is recom- 
mended by the Department? 

Mr. COCKRELL. It has been. I saw the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs, and he said it was absolutely necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Indian Affairs was, after the amendment just 
adopted, to insert: 

That the accounting officers of the Treasury Department are hereby au- 
thorized and directed to allow, in the settlement of the accounts of the dis- 
bursing officers in charge of the warehouses for Indian supplies, such sums 
as may have been disbursed by them during the fiscal years 1901 and 1902 in 
payment of clerks appointed to clerkships in such warehouses and detailed 
_ wr duty in the office of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, in Washington, 

>. C. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. Let the amendment be passed by tempo- 
rarily. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be passed 
over, at the request of the Senator from South Dakota. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Indian Affairs was 
on page 50, line 13, before the word ‘‘ be,’’ toinsert ‘* when neces- 
sary; ’’ so as to make the clause read: 

That the $10,000, or so much thereof as may be available, reserved by act 
of March 3, 1901, out of the amount appropriated for payment of the judg- 
ment in favor of the New York Indians, to pay expenses necessary to ascer- 
tain the beneficiaries of said judgment, may when necessary be used for the 
- yloyment of the clerical force necessary therefor in the Office of Indian 

airs. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 50, after line 15, to strike 
out: 

For the resurvey and marking of the southern and western boundaries of 
the Uintah Indian Reservation from the initial point on Green River to the 
intersection of said boundary line with the range line between ranges 6 and 
7, east of Sac and Lake meridian, Utah, an estimated distance of 135 miles, at 
$40 per mile, and for the field examination of said resurvey, $6,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 50, after line 22, to insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior, with the consent thereto of the major- 
ity of the adult male Indians of the Uintah and the White River tribes of Ute 
Indians, to be ascertained as soon as practicable by an inspector, shall cause 
to be allotted to each head of a family 80 acres of agricultural land which can 
be irrigated and 40 acres of such land to each other member of said tribes, 
said allotments to be made prior to October 1, 1903, on which date all the un- 


num from July 1, 192, namely: Chickasaw national fund, $60,000; Seneca | #llotted lands within said reservation shall be restored to the public domain: 


Provided, That persons entering any of said land under the homestead law 
shall pay are or at the rate of $1.25 per acre: And provided further, That 
nothing herein contained shall impair the rights of any mineral lease whic! 


has been aqgrowes by the Secretary of the Interior, or any permit heretofore 


issued by direction of the Secretary of the Interior to negotiate ven mid 
so obtaine’ 

such peers mineral lease or a permit to negotia th said Indians for « 

lease on said reservation, pending such time and up to thirt days 

before said lands are restored to the public domain as aforesaid, shall have 

the preferential right to locate under the mining laws not to exceed 640 acres 

ous mineral land, ex the Raven Mining Company, which may 

locate 100 mining claims of the character of mineral men ned in its lease; 

and the proceeds of the sale of the lands so restored to the = domain 

shall be applied, first, to the reimbursement of the United States for any 
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moneys advanced to said Indians to ca into effect the foregoing provi- 
sions, and the remainder, under the direction of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, shall be used for the benefit of said Indians. And the sum of $70,064.48 
is hereby a priated, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise 
approp ated, to be paid to the Uintah and the White River tribes of Ute 
Indians, under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. STEWART. In line 16, page 51, after the word ‘or’ I 
move to strike out the article ‘‘a’’ and insert ‘‘ such.”’ 

The SECRETARY. On page 51, line 16, it is proposed to strike 
out the article ‘“‘a’’ where it occurs before the word ‘ permit ’”’ 
and insert in lieu thereof the word “ such.”’ 

The amendment t» the amendment was a, to. 

Mr.STEWART. After the word “ Interior’’ in the tenth line, 
page 52, I move to insert ‘‘ to be immediately available.”’ 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Ought there not also to be a 
clause like this: ‘‘in fulfillment of nn 3 obligations;’’ for that 
is what the money is paid for as I understand? I do not care 
anything about it. It can be fixed in conference. But I under- 
stand it is to pay’the Indians what they claim we have not paid 
them under our treaty obligations. 

Mr. STEWART. I do not think those words need be in there. 
Although the Indians did not consent to the treaty, the Govern- 
ment took the land and allotted it. The treaty was not ratified. 
It was a treaty on one side, but the Government availed itself of 
it. It amounts to a treaty obligation as we have considered it. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 1 do not ask to have it go in. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before this amendment is finally disposed of 
I hope the Senator from Nevada will give some explanation as re- 
spects the details. On its face it looks like a very important 
amendment, although it may not be. 

Mr. CLAPP. I desire to call the chairman’s attention to the 
fact that the agent who has gone out to negotiate the treaty told 
me it was quite important that the bill should separate the two 
items—$10,000 under the agreement of May 24, 1888, and $60,064.48 
under the treaty of January 8, 1898. I have not been able to see 
the chairman since. 

Mr. STEWART. Has the Senator prepared an amendment 
making that separation? 

Mr. CLAPP. I have not one prepared. I can prepare one. 

Mr. QUARLES. This is a very important matter, and I ask | 
that the amendment be temporarily passed over. 

Mr. CLAPP. That will do. 

Mr. STEWART. I think that is the best way. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. LopGs in the chair), The 
amendment will be passed over temporarily. 

Mr. RAWLINS subsequently said: I ask that we may be per- 
mitted to return to the amendment just over. I would 
suggest an amendment which I think would be satisfactory, and 
we may then dispose of the matter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understood the amend- 
ment had been passed over until the conclusion of the reading of 

the bill; but, of course—— 

Mr. STEWART. It has been passed by temporarily and will 
be called up again. Some of the Senators who wanted to hear an 
explanation of the amendment have left the Chamber. So we 
had better not act on it now. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Very well. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Indian Affairs was, on page 52, after line 16, to 
strike out: 

To enable the President to cause to be alloted, under the provisions of the 
act of March 2, 1889, entitled “An act to divide a portion of the reservation of 
the Sioux Nation of Indians in Dakota into separate reservations and to se- 
cure the relinquishment of the Indian title to the remainder, and for other 


porpoaes, the lands in said separate reservations, as provided in said act, 
ncluding the necessary resurveys, $10,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 53, line 6, to increase the 
appropriation for the equipment and maintenance of the asylum 
for insane Indians at Canton, 8. Dak., for incidental and all other 
expenses necessary for the proper conduct and management of 
that asylum, etc., from $12,000 to $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 53, line 9, before the word 
“‘the,”’ to strike out ‘‘ $48,000, to be used and expended under the 
direction and within the discretion of the Secretary of the In- 
terior, in’’ and insert ‘‘ For;’’ in line 15, after the word ‘“ hun- 
dred,” to insert ‘‘ $48,000, to be used and expended under the 
direction and within the discretion of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior; ’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For the purchase of the right, title, and improvements of certain settlers 
within the external boundaries of the Navajo Indian Reservation in Arizona, 
as set out in the communication of the Secretary of the Interior to the Presi- 
oF ete aTaR Gander ka Se cad cpanel ta diel 
within the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior. 

Tie amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 54, line 13, before the word 
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** special,’’ to strike out ‘‘ one ’’ and insert ‘‘ such;’’ so as to make 
the clause read: 
For pay of 1 special attorney for the Pueblo Indians of New Mexico, $1,500, 


and for necessary traveling and incidental expenses of such, special attorney 
for the Pueblo Indians of New Mexico, $500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 55, after line 2, to insert: 


For the construction and repair of bridges and approaches thereto on the 
Omaha and Winnebago Agency, in the State of Nebraska, $10,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 55, after line 5, to strike out: 


For the construction of 2 bridges, 1 over Big Soldier Creek and one over 
Little Soldier Creek, on the Pottowatomie Indian Reservation, in Jackson 
County, Kans., $3,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 55, after line 9, to insert: 


To enable the Secretary of the Interior to purchase additional land from 
an Oneida Indian allottee or allottees of Wisconsin for the use of the Oneida 
Indian school, $1,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be paid to 
said allottee or allottees; and the allottee or allottees from whom said land 
may be purchased are hereby authorized and empowered to sell and convey 
the same to the United States for said purpose. 


The amendment was, agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 55, after line 17, to insert: 


_ That_the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to investigate the claims of the members of the Lower Brule band of 
Sioux Indians for lossof property resulting from their forcible removal from 
their homes south of White River, in South Dakota, in the year 1893, and to 
determine what amounts they may be pumy and equitably entitled to for 
the loss of such p rty, and to certify the same to the Secretary of the 
Treasury; and the retary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and di- 
rected to pay such sums so certified to him by the Secretary of the Interior 
to members of the Lower Brule band of Indians as aforesaid. And the sum 
of $1,500, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated, 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for this pur- 
pose. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 57, after line 5, to insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
empowered, under general re; tions to be fixed by him, to permit the use 
of the right of way through the allotted lands of the Southern Ute Indians 
in Colorado for irriga itches to the extent of the ground occupied by the 
water in said ditches and such number of feet on each side of the marginal 
limits thereof as may be necessary in maintaining and operating the ditches: 
Provided, That no application for such right of way shall be granted unless 
accompanied by the consent, in writing, of the allottee or allottees whose 
land may be affected thereby. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 57, after line 16, to insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior shall make investigation as to the prac- 
ticability of providing a water —— irrigation purposes to be used on a 

rtion of the reservation of the Southern Utes in Colorado, and he is author- 
ized, in his discretion, to contract for and to expend from the funds of said 
Southern Utes in the purchase of perpetual water rights sufficient to irrigate 
not exceeding 10,000 acres on the western part of the Southern Ute Reserva- 
tion and for annual charges for maintenance of such water thereon such 
amount and upon such terms and conditions as to him may seem just and 
reasonable, not exceeding $150,000 for the purchase of such perpetual water 
rights and not exceeding a maximum of 5) cents per acre per annum for the 
maintenance of water upon the land to be irrigated: Provided, That after such 
an investigation he shail find all the essential conditions relative to the water 
supply and to the perpetuity of its availability for use upon said lands such 
as in of my will justify a contract tor its perpetual use: Provided, 
That the Secretary of the Interior, upon making all such contracts, shall re- 
= from the person or persons entering upon such contract a bond of in- 
demnity, to be approved by him, for the faithful and continuous execution of 
such contract as provided therein. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair desires to call the 
attention of the chairman of the committee to page 58. In view 
of the fact that there is a preceding proviso, the amendment 
cum to read, in line’12, ‘‘ Provided further.’’ That is the usual 

orm. 

Mr. STEWART. Thatisright. Let it be inserted. 

The SECRETARY. On page 58, line 12, after the word ‘“‘Pro- 
vided’ it is proposed to insert the word ‘‘ further.”’ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 59, to insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, authorized to pay per 
capita to the Omaha Indians entitled thereto the sum of $100,000 from their 


principal now to their credit in the Treasury of the United States and de- 
rived from the sale of their lands in Nebraska under section 3 of the act of 
Congress approved August 7, 1882 (22 Stats., p. 341), under such regulations 
as may be prescribed by hint. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 59, after line 9, to insert: 


That of the principal sum of $168,335.10 now in the Treasury of the United 
States to the credit of the Sioux Indians of the Crow Creek Reservation in 
South Dakota, drawing interest at 4 per cent per annum, $60,000 may bd 
used for the purchase of stock cattle, $25,000 may be paid pro rata in cash, 
and $83,335.10 may be used in the pars ase of cattle fence wire, in the con- 
struction of storage reservoirs, in the improvement of their allotments, and 
in any other manner that will best promote their welfare and civilization, 
all in the discretion of the Secretary Of the Interior. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 59, after line 22, to insert: 


For payment to the attorneys who, under a contract approved by the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs and the Secretary of the Interior, repre- 
sented the Wichita and affiliated bands of Indians in the Court of Claims and 
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the Supreme Court of the United States im the litigation provided for by act 
of Congress to determine the title of the said Indians to the lands of the 
former Wichita reservation, in the Territory of Oklahoma, 6 per cent of 
the value of said land as decreed by the Court of Claims, the sum of $43,332.93, 
or so much thergof as may be necessary, to be immediately available: Pro- 
vided, That the said sum shall be reimbursed to the United States out of the 
proceeds of the sale of the said lands. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 60, after line 11, to insert: 

For payment to James R. Goss, of Billings, Mont., in full settlement of his 
claim for legal services rendered by him during 1896 in defending two Indian 
policemen and the interpreter of the Crow Agency, Mont., charged with as- 
sault in the local courts of said State, $159, to be immediately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The #ext amendment was, on page 60, after line 17, to insert: 

_For payment to Robert F. Thompson, for compiling laws relating to In- 
dian affairs and digesting correspondence of the land division of the Indian 
Office, under provisions of the Indian appropriation act approved March 17, 
1882, $3,000, to be immediately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 60, after line 23, to insert: 

_To reimburse Emmet Cox for the value of the improvements made by 
him and surrendered to the United States on the Kiowa, Comanche, anc 
Apache Indian Reservation, as per the award of the board of appraisers ap- 
pointed under direction of the Secretary of the Interior, the sum of $3,875. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, after line 4, to insert: 

For payment to the several persons and firms herein named, their heirs, 
executors, administrators, or assigns, the several sums mentioned herein, 
the same being in full for, and the receipt of the same to be taken and ac- 
cepted in each case as a full and final discharge of, their several claims for 
private improvements on the Round Valley Indian Reservation, in Mendocino 
County, Cal,on March 3, 1873, when said lands were reserved for Indian 
——— and being the several amounts as appropriated and allowed by the 

ons. Jed Lake, Arthur A. Smith, and Arthur Twineham, commissioners 
appointed by the President of the United States on December 13, 1892, to ap- 
praise the value of Round Valley Indian Reservation lands and the private 
improvements made thereon and existing on March 3, 1873, under the provi- 
sions of an act entitled “‘An act to provide for the reduction of the Round 
Valley Indian Reservation in the State of California, and for other pur- 
poses," approved October 1, 1890, as follows: 

To J. N. Rea and D. T. Johnson, $800; to estate of Fred Bourne and estate 
of D. T. Johnson, $150; to estate of D. T. Johnson, Fred C. Handy, aad Percy 
W. Handy, $50; to Martin Corbitt and Whitcomb Henley, $825; to Charles H. 
Hurt, $1,025; to Henry Marks, $4,750. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 62, after line 7, to insert: 

For payment to Huff Jones, of Oconto, Wis., his heirs or legal representa- 
tives, the sum of $1,226.39, in full oe ae aps er an agreement 
with William T. Richardson, United States Indian agent at Green Bay, Wis., 
in November, 1872, by which agreement Huff Jones was to cut pine on the 
Menominee Indian Reservation, in Wisconsin, and build shanties, stables, and 
roads, and a supply road 5 miles in length, when he was ordered to stop work 
by Indian Agent Boardman, who succeeded Agent Richardson; and said 
buildings and roads were subsequently used by Agent Boardman in cutting 
and hauling lumber on the reservation fora number of winters, and the said 
Jones has never been reimbursed any part of the amount he so expended 
under the said agreement. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 62, after line 23, to insert: 

For payment to the Chippewa Indians of Minnesota entitled thereto, under 
such regulations as he may prescribe, the money now to their credit in the 
Treasury of the United States derived from stumpage on dead and down 
timber cut on ceded Indian lands under the act of June 7, 1897 (3) Stat., p. 90). 

Mr. STEWART. After the word “‘ payment,” in the first line 
of the amendment, I move to insert “ per capita;’’ and after the 
word **as,’’ in the next line, to strike out “‘he” and insert ‘‘ the 
Secretary of the Interior;’’ so as to read: 

For payment per capita to the Chippewa Indians of Minnesota entitled 
th ae under such regulations as the Secretary of the Interior may pre- 
scribe, etc. 

Mr. CLAPP. Of course the latter amendment is correct, but 
why insert that this payment shall be per capita? It may be that 
some of it should be used by the Secretary of the Interior col- 
lectively. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator from Minnesota is familiar with 
the situation there. What does he suggest? 

Mr. CLAPP. I suggest omitting the first amendment to the 
amendment. 

Mr. STEWART. Very well; let it be omitted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the first 
amendment to the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Nevada will be withdrawn. 

Mr. CLAPP. And the second amendment to the amendment 
will be agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the second amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I suggest whether there should 
not be a specific appropriation of money here. I do not know 
whether the phrase “‘the monef now to their credit’’ would be 
sufficient to pay it out. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. CLarp] 
is familiar with this particular item. I will ask him if there 
ought to be a specific appropriation of money. 

Mr. CLAPP. This is an amendment which my colleague pre- 
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pared. I donot think a specific oa would be neces- 
sary. Themoneyis tiedupthere. However, thereis no objection 
to passing over the amendment for the present. — 

Mr. STEWART. I think we had better pass it over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment as amended 
will be passed over temporarily. . { ¢ 

The next amendment of the Committee on Indian Affairs was, 
on page 63, after line 5, to insert: 

For payment to the trustee or executor or administrator of the estate of 
Eli Ayres, deceased, the sum of oe. the same being the amount of the 
yurchase money _ by the said Eli Ayres in his lifetime for 194 sections of 
and situate in the State of Mississippi, at $1.25 per acre, the e agreed 
upon, to the Chickasaw reservees, the owners in fee of said la under and 
by virtue of the treaty made by the United States with the Chickasaw In- 
dians in 1834, upon the sale and conveyance to said Eli Ayres by eaid reser- 
vees of said lands in conformity with the requirements of said treaty, and 
which said lands were subsequently appropriated, sold, and disposed of by 
the Government of the United States without authority of law and without 
regard tothe = acquired by said Eli Ayres by virtue of said purchase in 
and to said lands, and with knowledge of the fact that said Indian grantors 
of said Ayres had already sold and deeded said lands to him under the terms 
of said treaty: Provided, That such payment, when made, shall operate asa 
settlement in full hetween the ecaid representatives of the estate of said Eli 
Ayres and the United States, and shall further operate to forever quiet all 
such land titles in the State of Mississippi conveyed to the said Ayres af- 
fected by reason of the premises. (Reimbursable.) 


Mr. STEWART. I suggest that this amendment be passed 
over until the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] is present. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. As I may not be present I wish 
now to say that I desire to make a point of order on the amend- 
ment. It maybe passed over, but1 wish to give notice of a point 
of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be passed 
over temporarily and the next amendment will be stated. 

The SEcrETARY. On page 64, line 7—— 5 

Mr. MONEY. I did not understand whether any action was 
taken on the amendment last read. . f 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi that the amendment was laid aside. The 
Senator from Connecticut made a point of order against it, and, 
of course, it goes over with the amendment. : : 

The next amendment of the Committee on Indian Affairs was 
on page 64, after line 6, to insert: 

Whereas, on the second day of July, 1861, it was agreed by treaty that the 
United States should receive from the sale of lands belonging to the Dela- 
ware Indians the sum of $286,742.15, and which by said treaty the United 
States agreed to pay to the Indians in gold coin; and 5 

Whereas said money was received by the Government of the United States 
on account of said Delaware Indians on July 18, 1862; and 

Whereas the payments to said Indiansarising from this fund from 1862 to 
-_ both inclusive, were made in currency which was of less value than 
gold: 

Therefore the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to ascertain 
the difference between the currency value of each payment made from said 
fund to said Indians from 1862 to 1878, both inclusive, and the value of a like 
amount of coin with which the United States was cha ble under said 
treaty for said Delaware Indians, and if found impracticable to ascertain the 
goid value of each payment he shall ascertain the average yearly difference 
bet ween gold coin and the currency paid to said Indians during the period 
in which Yo ne were made to them from the said fund, and calculate the 
amount of money necessary to make such payments for each 7 equal to 
payments in gold coin, and he shall pay to said Delaware tribe of Indians, 
residing in said Cherokee Nation, in the Indian Territory, as said tribe in 
council shall direct, the amount so ascertained and found to be due; and the 
sum of $130,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appro- 
priated for said oy out of any money in the Tr rwise ap- 
propriated. And the Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to furnish 
to the Secretary of the Treasury such information from his ment as 
may be required to enable the Secretiry of the Treasury to said com- 
putation. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 65, after line 19, to insert: 


And the Secretary of the Treasury shall also pay to the Chippewa Indians 
of the Mississippi and Lake Superior the sum of $15,670.39, heretofore found 
to be the difference in value between coin and the currency paid to said In- 


dians during the years from 1863 to 1876, inclusive, said payments having been 
made under treaty stipulations which provided for payment in coin. 


Mr. ALLISON. This seems to be one long amendment here. 
These epee paragraphs are agreed to, are they not, as the 
paragraphs are reached? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has treated them as 
separate amendments. 

Mr. ALLISON. Going back to e 64——— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. e Chair treated the amend- 
ment in regard to the Delawares as one amendment and the 
amendment for payment to the Chippewas as another amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I would be very glad to have that of the 
treaty read which requires us to pay in gold coin, if the Senator 
has the treaty at hand. 

Mr.STEWART. Article 3, treaty of 1860,12 Statutes at Large, 
on page 1130, provides for the sale of the Delaware lands and pay- 
ment therefor in gold and silver, as follows: 

ARTICLE 3. The Delaware tribe of Indians, entertaining the belief that the 
value of their lands will be enhanced by ne 2 we passing through 
their present reservation, and being of the that the Leavenw ’ 
Pawnee and Western Railroad Company, incorporated by an ans 


lative assembly of Kansas Territory, will have the 
general transportation over every other company 
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which will run through their lands, have oppvennet a desire that the said 


Leavenworth, Pawnee and Western Railroad Company shall have the prefer- 
ence of purchasing the remainder of their lands after the tracts in severalty 
and those for the special cbjects herein named shall have been selected and 
set apart, upon the payment into the United States Treasury, which payment 
shall bo made within six months after the quantity shall have been ascer- 
tained, in gold or silver coin, of such a sum as three commissioners, to be ap- 

by the Secretary of the Interior, shall appraise to be the value of said 


Treaty of 1861, 12 Statutes at Large, page 1181, referring to the 
same subject-matter, contains the following: 

Whereas by the treaty of Sarcoxieville, amended by the United States 
Senate, and finally ratified by the President of the United States on the 22d 
day of August, 1860, a principal object of both parties was the construction of 
a certain contemplated railroad therein named; and to that end the Leaven- 
worth, Pawnee and Western Railroad Company were to pay into the United 
States Treasury in gold or silver coinasuia of money, afterwards ascertained 
to be $286,742.15, as the appraised value of the certain lands in Kansas belong- 
ing to the Delaware tribe of Indians. 


This $286,742.15, which was received in gold coin by the Gov- 
ernment, was paid to the Indians, contrary to the terms of the 
treaty, in currency, as shown by the reports of the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs, as follows: 








pesiiliennt Aue 
nnualpay-| Commier- 
Year. “ments. sioner’s 
| report. 
ee i | = $17,204.53 967 
i a anon nena Sand onan codmaeeuueeD | 817,204. 53 | 480 
a calla | 917,204.53 | 471 
CEE ee ee | 17,204.58 558 
Cen e eee ee ee ee ® 17, 204.53 | 327 
SMI Cobos sca ncsnnvob oducdunbdduakenehiedeoc | 6,742.15 350) 
ES aris. a thins nchabinchinenamigtnannhstmiaenadiibibaetn | * 15,000.00 353 
Oe el a ® 1, 200.00 253 
Boa eee | ®16,800.00 228 
SII so ad Usk ode wcs cu gcd Se aulcad abe db | b 230, 716.19 | 485- 84 
Eh ba atl bien acelin a taal ti » 2,957.08 | 97 
a » 2" 957.03 | 72 
Gee eee eee eee ne ee eet a > 2,957.08 (€5 
Se See aes: Sakcdedb ow utebdicde si vedcedea b 2, 957.08 4:8 
se ih beh tae Sik ca i gimaaiie in cncikonkl | > 2,957.08 355 
TR aS Yan OND ne REI | »2. 957.08 153 
RIE aA RR a 5 ER I | »2 957.08 148 
RR ees el ib Jos cade bobs bvenkedhs acbeuwd duiie | »2 957.08 260) 
akc mili anaia kes bebceripstince win» vcepithenaiits evtabpiaieituianec ends } »2,957.08 | 271 
RN ie ar iin, ai aids niet antaincnesbnencemin ----| > 2,957.08 | 207 
* Interest. > Principal. 


Mr. ALLISON. That money was paid into the Treasury by 
this railroad company? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes. 

Mr. ALLISON. And probably paid in currency? 

Mr. STEWART. No, it was paid in coin. 

Mr. ALLISON. By the company? 

Mr. STEWART. By the railroad company. 

Mr. ALLISON. And it is now standing to the credit of these 
Indians. What has become of the principal fund? 

Mr. STEWART. Some of it has been paid out. Theré has 
always been some confusion about this matter because when this 
fund was put in the Treasury it was sent from the Interior De- 

rtment and consolidated with other funds and paid out as the 
Pands were payable. Itwas not payable in any specific currency, 
but the Interior Department took from this fund as the items 
were sent in by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs to be paid. 
There have been two payments made. The obligation was 
recognized that the Government should pay in gold, but the 
fund was not ascertained. However, by taking the records of the 
Interior Department, the Comptroller says there is no difficulty, 
from the reports of the Commissioners sent in, in ascertaining 
and figuring up the money to be paid out. 

Mr. ALLISON. My attention was called to the amendment 
from the fact that I see that there is in the midst of it a long 
whereas. Of course, the Secretary of the Treasury in undertak- 
ing to adjust these accounts will be obliged to assume that these 
whereases are true. I suppose they are true. 

Mr. STEWART. They are copied from the treaty. However, 
they might be stricken out. 

Mr. 2 AY. Will the Senator from Iowa permit me? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. QUAY. Isnotthe casein a nutshell simply that the United 
States received gold to be paid to these Indians and paid them in 
depreciated currency? 

r. STEWART. Yes. 

Mr. QUAY. Is not this exactly the case which was met in the 
urgent deficiency bill some six weeks ago where the State 
of Pennsylvania and some other States claimed from the United 
States the difference between the gold advanced for the use of 
the Government and the currency received in return for it, the 
justice of which claim was admitted by the Senate? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like just to ask to what extent the 
rule ied here is to be extended? 


Mr. STEWART. It is not to be extended at all. There were ' ish 





four cases where the Government received gold and was to pay 
out gold. There are a great many cases, many involving many 
millions, where they were paid right along out of their funds in 
currency. In the absence of a special contract the Government 
can pay in legal tender, and it incurs no legal obligation. A 

ai oman have come in before the committee where it 
was said there was an implied obligation to pay in gold because 
the currency was depreciated, but the courts have decided that 
the Government can pay its debts in its own legal tender, and 
the Government is supreme in that respect; there is no appeal 
from it. But where the Government contracts to pay in gold, of 
course the Government is bound the same as private individuals 
would be bound in such a case. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Has this case been tested in court? 

Mr. STEWART. A similar case between private individuals, 
but not this case. It was conceded in the other cases, but there 
was difficulty in this case growing out of the fact that the fund 
was consolidated in the Treasury Department with other funds, 
and there was no way of separating it until the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs said that they had a record of the amounts at the 
times they were sent to the Treasury right along from this fand, 
and the Comptroller says with that information he can compute 
the amount. 

Mr. ALLISON. The fact is that these funds were sent to the 
Treasury and mingled with others? 

Mr. STEWART. They were mingled after they were sent in. 

Mr. ALLISON. They were not all for the same purpose? 

Mr. STEWART. No; they were sent in to be paid to different 
Indians. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay] 
likens this case to the case of Pennsylvania. I wish to say that 
there was a very substantial difference in the case of Pennsylva- 
nia. The United States Government, as I remember it, agreed to 
pay all the expenses incurred by the States in the prosecution of 
the war of the rebellion, or the civil war, whatever it may be 
called at this time, and the State of Pennsylvania issued bonds, 
payable, principal and interest, in gold, for the purposes of troops 
of Pennsylvania, and paid the interest on it for fifteen or twenty 
years, and in the payment of that interest claimed that they had 
paid out an additional sum; in other words, that paying the in- 
terest in gold made the interest cost the State of Pennsylvania 


| more than 6 per cent. 


Mr. TELLER. Buying gold with currency? 

Mr. ALLISON. Buying gold with currency. The Court of 
Claims, I believe, in that case decided that whatever sums were 
paid out by the State should be reimbursed by the Government 
of the United States. I am.not criticising this matter. I sup- 
pose that the committee have very carefully considered it. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President-—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o’clock having 
arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 2960) to prohibit the coming into 
and to regulate the residence within the United States, its Terri- 
tories, and all possessions and all territory under its jurisdiction, 
and the District of Columbia, of Chinese persons and persons of 
Chinese descent. 

Mr. STEWART. I ask that the unfinished business be tempo- 
rarily laid aside in order to dispose of the amendment now under 
consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nevada asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business may be tempo- 
rarily laid aside pending the disposition of the amendment on 
pages 64 and 65 of the Indian appropriation bill now under con- 
sideration. Is there objection? 

Mr. PENROSE. I should like to ask whether the consideration 
of that is e ted to take any great length of time? 

Mr. STEWART. It will not, if the Senator from Iowa does 
not desire to occupy the floor any longer. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have nothing further to say on the subject. 

Mr. PENROSE. All right. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the treaty requires these sums to be paid 
in gold coin, I think the United States ought to meet the obligation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the amendment will be 
considered as agreed to, and the following amendment, on page 
65, which has been read by the Secretary, providing for payment 
to the Chippewa Indians, will, without objection, be considered 
as agreed to. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CLAPP. Owing to some confusion when the bill on page 
35 was read, I ask unanimous consent that the Secretary may read 
after the word ‘‘ commissioners ’’——— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will call the Senator’s 
attention to the fact that the Chinese-exclusion bill was tempo- 
= laid aside to complete the pending amendment. The unfin- 
business was laid aside only for that purpose. 


re Sriinimaias Se 
asa a oa : 





3654 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


APRIL 4, 


Mr. CLAPP. There was no amendment pending there. regulate the residence within the United States. its Territories, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The unfinished business is now | 
before the Senate. 

Mr. CLAPP. But I ask unanimous consent—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The unfinished business was laid | 
aside temporarily by unanimous consent to complete’ the amend- | 
ment on pages 64and65. Theamendment having been completed, | 
the unfinished business, which is the Chinese-exclusion bill, is 
again before the Senate. 

Mr.CLAPP. Istillsubmit that the Senate might by unanimous 
consent permit this to be done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
to make that request. 

Mr. CLAPP. No; I do not care to press it, Mr. President. 

Mr. RAWLINS. The Senator from Iowa is here, and I ask 
unanimous consent that we may go back to the amendment which 
was temporarily passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is again obliged to 
call the attention of the Senator from Utah to the fact that the | 
Chinese-exclusion bill is before the Senate. The Indian appro- 
priation bill has been temporarily laid aside, and the Chair is about 
to recognize the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MiTCHELL], who gave 
notice of his desire to address the Senate at this time. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BRownInG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed | 
to the amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. 
Raulett; 

A bill (H 
White: 

A bill (H 
N. Warren: 


Of course, if the Senator desires 


1706) granting an increase of pension to John E. 


2124) granting an increase of pension to De Witt 
C. McCoy; 


1011) granting an increase of pension to John S. | o¢ Ghineselaborers. This I have done heretofore on many different 


2120) granting an increase of pension to Horatio 
i 


and all possessions and all territory under its jurisdiction, and the 


| District of Columbia, of Chinese persons and persons of Chinese 
| descent, which had been reported from the Committee on Immi- 


gration with amendments. 
Mr. PENROSE. Before the Senator from Oregon proceeds, I 
ask that the formal reading of the bill be dispensed with and that 


\it be read by paragraphs for consideration of the committee 


amendments. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
asks unanimous consent that the formal reading of the bill may 


_ be dispensed with, and that the bill may be read by paragraphs 


for amendment, the committee amendments to be considered first. 
Without objection the request of the Senator from Pennsylvania 
is agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, I assume at the outset the 
time is past when argument is longer needed in support of the 
volicy of the exclusion of Chinese laborers from this country. It 
1as become one of the great policies of the country, as firmly sup- 


| ported and almost as thoroughly acquiesced in by all political par- 


ties, as the Monroe doctrine. It is a policy based on the doctrine 
of the general welfare; on the principle, not only of protection 


| to the American laborer and American labor, but upon the still 
| broader doctrine of protection against noxious infection of those 


institutions of our country, which in the grand aggregate go to 
make up American civilization. I shall not, therefore, detain the 
Senate with any very extended remarks, recounting reasons and 
submitting arguments in favor of the exclusion from this country 


occasions since I have been a member of this body. I shall there- 
fore confine myself, in the main, at this time to some remarks ex- 
planatory of the provisions of the pending bill. 

This bill has for its basic principles those embodied in the exist- 
ing legislation of the country, with such additions and elabora- 
tions as experience in the administration of existing law by the 
Treasury Department, the Department of Justice, and the courts 





A bill (H 
reserves; 

# bill (H 
S. Dickinson; 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 
H. Van Vliet: 

A bill (H. R. 


. RK. 
A bill (H. R. 

. R. 3084) for the relief of bona fide settlers in forest 

.R. 


3180) granting an increase of pension to Edward 


8418) granting a pension to Dennis Dyer; 
5413) granting an increase of pension to Alfred 


6029) granting a pension to Mary E. Kelly; 

A bill (H. R. 6466) granting a pension to Josephine M. Dustin; 

A bill (H. R. 6713) granting an increase of pension to Freeman 
R. E. Chanaberry: 

Ro. bill (H. R. 7990) granting an increase of pension to Uriah 
eams: 

A bill (H. R. 9301) granting an increase of pension to Barbara 
McDonald; 

A bill (H. R. 9821) granting a pension to John W. Moore; 

A bill (H. R. 10044) granting an increase of pension to William 
Larzalere; 

A bill (H. R. 10193) granting an increase of pension to John 
Hollister: 

A bill (H. R. 11875) granting a pension to Charles F. Merrill; 

A bill (H. R. 11381) granting an increase of pension to Abraham 
N. Bradfield; and 

A bill (H. R. 11409) to authorize the construction of a traffic 
bridge across the Savannah River from the mainland within the 
corporate limits of the city of Savannah to Hutchinsons Island, in 
the county of Chatham, State of Georgia. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8327) to amend an | 
act entitled ‘‘An act for the protection of the lives of miners in 
the Territories,’’ asks a conference with the Senate on the disagree- 


ing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. | 


Moopy of Oregon, Mr. Scott, and Mr. Hatt, managers at the 
conference on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House insists upon its 
amendment to the bill (S. 2371) granting a pension to Andrew J. 
Felt, disagreed to by the Senate, agrees to the conference asked 
for by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. CALDERHEAD, Mr. Gipson, and 
Mr. Norton managers at the conference on the part of the 
House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a con- 
current resolution authorizing the appointment of a committee to 
attend the ceremonies incident to the transfer of the remains of 
Gen. William S. Rosecrans from California to the cemetery at 
Arlington, Va.; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

CHINESE EXCLUSION. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 

sideration of the bill (S. 2960) to prohibit the coming into and to 


| has suggested, not only as being wise, but of manifest impor- 
| tance and necessity; and also such necessary additions as the 
| changed conditions in our country have made necessary in order 
| to include within its provisions our insular territory. It has 
been the aim of the framers of this bill to so construct it as to 
make it as perfect and effective as possible as a restrictive meas- 
ure in its application to Chinese laborers and laborers of Chinese 
descent, and at the same time, while keeping steadily in view all 
| necessary means of protection against fraud, to liberalize, so far 
/as possible, those provisions relating to the exempted classes, 
namely, officials, teachers, students, merchants, and travelers for 
| curiosity and pleasure. 

Experience in the administration of the existing law has led to 
numerous decisions, not only of the Treasury Department, but of 
the Federal courts, and opinions of the Attorney-General, which 
have fully demonstrated the necessity of incorporating into the 
statutes the more important of the principles thus definitely set- 

| tled. This, it is believed, is necessary, in order the better to pre- 


| vent frauds and make the legislation efficient and effective for the 


| purpose intended. 

It may therefore be said at the outset there is noreal departure 
in the provisions of this bill, in the principles enunciated, or in 
its administrative machinery from those of the statutes now in 
operation, as defined and construed by the Treasury Department, 
by the Department of Justice, and by the Federal courts. 

The bill is, in a word, as so well stated by Mr. Edward J. Liv- 
ernash, one of the California commissioners, in his able argument 
before the Committee on Immigration— 


| virtually a codification of the existing lawon the subject-matter to which 
| it relates, exceptin so far asit liberalizes present law an 


regulations concern 
ing Chinese persons who are not laborers, and in so far as it is intended to 
prohibit movements of Chinese persons and persons of Chinese descent from 
the Philippine Islands to Hawaii and the American-mainland territory of the 
United States. 

There is included in this bill all that is believed to be applicable 
and best and which may with propriety be embodied in a statute 
| of the provisions found in the acts of Congress of 1882, 1884, 188s, 
| 1892, and 1893, and of our treaty with China of December 8, 15'4. 
| Also numerous provisions, embodying settled principles and ad- 

judications in existing Treasury rules and regulations, opinions 
| of the Attorney-General, and decisions of the courts. 
It may be further stated it has been the aim of those concerned 
in the preparation of the pending bill, and of the various amend- 
_mnents proposed by the committee, while seeking to present a 
measure which will be effectivein the exclusion from this country 
of Chinese laborers and laborers of Chinese descent, to carefully 
avoid doing anything which may give just cause for offense to 
the Chinese Empire, with which it is hoped we may continue on 
the most friendly relations, and which good relations it is believed 
will tend to the enlargement and extension of our mutual interests 
to the continued and ultimate benefit of both countries. It will 
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therefore be seen, on a critical examination of the provisions of 
this bill, that so far from restricting and imposing impediments, 
its provisions having reference to the exempted classes—officials, 
teachers, students, merchants, and travelers for curiosity or 
pleasure—have been liberalized. 

It may be said further that this proposed legislation does not in 


any respect invade any of our treaty obligations with China, and 
by no rule of international law or of the comity of nations are we 
under any obligation whatever, either legally or morally, consti- 
tutionally or otherwise, to await the consent of China to the en- 
actment of this legislation. The right to determine what persons 
or class of persons, either from China or from any other foreign 
country on the face of the globe, shall come here and participate 
in the grand upbuilding of our nationality and in the advance- 
ment and perpetuity of American institutions, is one of those in- 
alienable rights that attach to us as a sovereign and independent 


ple. 

oe if, in the judgment of the lawmaking power of this Repub- 
lic, it is not for the best interests of our institutions, or of our 
Republic, or of our people that a certain class or certain classes 
of the people of any foreign country shall be permitted to come 
and reside here, then the same in alienable right attaches to us to 
exclude them, as does the right and duty upon our part as a na- 
tion to exclude anarchists, criminals, paupers, insane persons, 
and other similarly objectionable classes. 

By the first section of this bill it is provided that from and after 
its passage the coming, except under certain specified conditions, 
of Chinese laborers from any foreign country to the United 
States, or to its territory, or to any territory under its jurisdic- 
tion shall be absolutely prohibited; and as to this there is no limit 
as totime. This provision, it will be observed, is only different 
from the existing law in these two particulars, thatit prohibits the 
coming of Chinese laborers to the territory of the United States, 
and to any territory under its jurisdiction, and there is no limit 
as to time. 

By section 2 of the bill it is provided that from and after its 

ge the entry into the American-mainland territory of the 
nited States of Chinese laborers coming from any insular terri- 
tory of the United States shall be absolutely prohibited, and it is 
provided that this prohibition shall apply to all Chinese laborers, 
as well to those who were in such insular territory when the same 
was acquired by the United States as to those who have come 
there since, and it shall also apply to those who have been born 
there since, and also to those who _— be born there hereafter. 
js this section the same prohibition of entry is made to apply to 
inese laborers coming to one island of the United States from 
any other insular territory of the United States, except territory 
of a group whereof such island is a member. 

And it is also provided in this section that the privileges of 
transit provided by another section of the bill in favor of other 
Chinese persons are given to Chinese laborers in all territory of 
the United States, subject to certain provisions relating to transit 

rovided in other portions of the bill. This, of course, is new 
L eidation. the effect of which is to make the exclusion as to 
Chinese laborers applicable to our insular territory and to inhibit 
Chinese laborers from going to one island of the United States 
from any other insular territory, except as I have just stated, to 
the island of a up whereof such island isa member. This, it 
will be observed, is in line with the policy adopted by Congress in 
dealing with the Hawaiian Islands. 

By joint resolution of July 7, 1898; United States Statutes 1897-98, 
page 751, it is provided as follows: 

There shall be no further immigration of Chinese into the Hawaiian 
Islands, except upon such conditions as are now or may hereafter be allowed 
by the laws of the United States, and no Chinese by reason of any ies 
nereee ceemet shall be allowed to enter the United States from the Ha- 
wallan 

While by section 101 of the act approved April 30, 1900, it is | 
provided as follows: 

That Chinese in the Hawaiian Islands when this act takes effect may, | 
within one year thereafter, obtain a certificate of residence, as required b 
“An act to prohibit the coming of Chinese into the United States,” approv 
May 5, 18€2, as amended a an act approved November 3, 1 entitled “An 
act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to prohibit the coming of Chinese into 
the United States,’ approved May 5. 1800," and until the expiration of said 

ear shall not be deemed to be unlawfully in the United States if found 
herein without such certificate: Provided, however, That no Chinese laborer, 
whether he shall hold such certificate or not, shall be allowed to enter any 
State, Territory, or district of the United States from the Hawaiian Islands. 

The great purpose of the legislation excluding Chinese laborers 
and laborers of Chinese descent from this country being to pro- 
tect the laborer of this country from ruinous competition with 
the cheap labor of Asia, it would be a rather strange commen 
upon both the prescience and the consistency of our nation if, 
while striving strenuously to close the door against Chinese labor- 
ers from China, we at the same time left the door wide open to 
the hundreds of thousands—if, indeed, not millions—of Chinese 
laborers and laborers of Chinese descent in the Philippine Archi- 
pelago. It is said there are at present in the Philippine Archi- 
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pelago about 1,750,000 Chinese persons and persons of Chinese 
escent—the greater portion of them, it is true, being half-breeds, 
or persons of Chinese descent. 

e proposed legislation does not prohibit a Chinese laborer 
from going from one island of the Philippine Archipelago to an- 
other island of that archipelago, nor from one of the Hawaiian 
Islands to another island of that group of islands, but it does in- 
terdict the coming of a Chinese laborer from one of the Philippine 
Islands to one of the Hawaiian Islands, or to Porto Rico, or to 
one of our Danish West India Isles—when they shall become ours 
and they doubtless will at a very early date—as well as to the 
United States. As to the constitutionality of an act restricting 
the privilege of locomotion in this respect, as applicable to this 
class of persons, I have no serious doubt, although that may pos- 
sibly be questioned by some. In any event Congress has, as I 
have already shown, committed itself fully to this doctrine in its 
legislation in regard to Hawaii. 

This restriction, it will be observed, is also made applicable not 
only to persons born in our insular territory, but to those who 
may hereafter be born in such territory. This has led to the 
query from certain sources, believed to be hostile generally to the 
policy of exclusion, whether these persons, especially those born 

| In our insular territory hereafter, are not citizens of the United 
| States, and that, therefore, this provision would be unconstitu- 
| tional, as coming in conflict with the fourteenth amendment. 

This legislation, however, proceeds upon the theory which, it 
is believed, has been announced by the highest judicial tribunal 
of this country, that our insular territory is not a part of the 
United States, but, on the contrary, is territory belonging to the 
United States. It is believed, therefore, that the fourteenth 
amendment to the Constitution ‘of the United States is not ap- 
plicable to this class of persons born in this portion of our insular 
territory. That amendment provides as follows: 

All persons born or naturalized in the United States and subject to the juris- 
diction thereof, are citizens of the United States and of the State wherein 
they reside. 

Hence, to bring a person within the protection of this amend- 
ment two of three things must concur. He must be either born 
or naturalized in the United States and be subject to the juris- 
diction thereof. By section 3 of the bill a definition is given to 
the term “‘laborer’’ as used in this bill. It is the same definition 
in substance and effect and in almost the identical language given 
by the existing law as construed by the decisions of the Depart- 
ment, and it is construed to mean both skilled and unskilled man- 
ual laborers, Chinese persons employed in mining, fishing, huck- 
stering, peddling, or laundry work, and those engaged in taking, 
drying, or otherwise preserving shellfish or other fish for home 
consumption or exportation. And it is provided in this section 
that every Chinese person shall be deemed a laborer, within the 
meaning of this bill, who is not an official, a teacher, a student, a 
merchant, or a traveler for curiosity or pleasure. 

This, I concede, is a provision not in specific terms in the exist- 
ing legislation, but y justified, both by the terms of the treaty 
and by the language of the law. This is clearly manifest, as will 
be seen from a critical examination of the various provisions of 
the treaty with China of December 8, 1894; and such, also, is the 
construction placed by the courtson the term ‘‘ Chinese laborer,’’ 
as used in this treaty and as employed in the Gearyacts. It isin 
no sense, therefore, in antagonism either to the letter or the spirit 
of either treaty or existing legislation. In this connection it is 
well to inquire what is meant by the term ‘‘ Chinese laborer” as 
used in our treaty with China of 1894 and as used in existing legis- 
lation prior to that treaty, and which was assented to and recog: 
nized by the treaty. 

The recognized theory of the legislation upon the subject and 
of the treaty stipulation is not that all Chinese persons who are 
not prohibited may enter this country. Upon the contrary, the 


| legislation proceeds upon the theory that only those are allowed 
| to enter who are especially allowed. 


ed. This rule is clearly laid 
down by Attorney-General Griggs in his opinion of July 15, 1898, 
in which he says: 

The true theory of the Federal law is not that all Chinese persons may 
enter this country who are not forbidden, but that only those may enter who 
are expressly allowed. 

Moreover, in the case of Ah Fawn (57 Fed. Rep., 591) United 
States District Judge Ross, of the southern district of California, 
entered into an elaborate discussion of the meaning of the terms 
“Chinese laborer’’ as used in our treaty with China. In that 
case, in holding that a Chinese person who was a gambler and 
also a highbinder, was within the treaty meaning of the term, 
Judge Ross said: 
The question to be determined is, what is the true construction of the 
words “Chinese laborers,” as here used by Congress. Etymologically a 
borer is one who labors. In that broad sense a practicing physician is a 
laborer, and a hard one, too. So, also, isa practicing lawyer. In that sense 
} ve peotmtonal journalist is a laborer; as is also every minister of the 
ospel. 
In the same sense everv merchant is a laborer, but in neither sense nor 
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writing is that a common or culinary naceptation of the term “laborer.” 
Worcester thus defines it: ““One who labors; one regularly employed at some 
hard work; a workman; an operative; often used of one who gets a liveli- 
hood at coarse, manual labor, as distinguished from an artisan or profes- 
sional man.” And the definition given by Webster is to the same effect. 
Neither of these considerations furnishes, in my opinion, a true solution of 
the question. Undoubtedly a gambler is not a “laborer,” in the ordinary 
and popular meaning of that term; nor is a “ highbinder,” whose avocation 
is understood to be the commission of any oer of crime. 

In the act in question (act of Congress o y 5, 1892) Congress did not de- 
fine the term “Chinese laborers” employed by it. To ascertain the true 
meaning of the words so used, the purpose of the act must be considered. 
As its sixth section, providing as it does for expulsion from this country of 
all Chinese laborers within it at the time of the passage of the act who 
should fail to comply with its provisions, whether they came here at the in- 
vitation of our Government or otherwise, in its stringency went far beyond 
the provisions of the existing treaties between the two countries, it would be 
altogether unreasonable to hold that the words “Chinese laborer” in that 
very section of the act were used in any narrower sense than were the same 
words in the treaty under Se ee was legisla ee. It is pertinent 
and important, therefore, to inquire what is the scope of those words in that 
treaty. 

* * * As finally drafted and agreed upon, the words “Chinese laborers” 
were not defined; and so their true meaning in the treaty, as in the statutes, 
isa matter for construction. 

The history of the negotiations, as already detailed, leading up to the mak- 
ing 6f the treaty, merely shows that throughout them the United States 
commissioners insisted that the words “‘ Chinese laborers” should include all 
immigration other than that for teaching, trade, travel, study, and curiosity. 
The first proposal on the part of the United States commissioners so to de- 
fine them in the treaty itself, met on the part of the Chinese commissioners, 
not a refusal, but with this response: ““The separation of this class from the 
mass of the subjects of China in this manner is not in strict accord with the 
spirit of our treaty, and in practical operation would meet with many diffi- 
culties. But, bearing in mind the deep friendship between the two nations, 
in the event of embarrassments on either part a solution must be sought in 
a spirit of mutual concession.” 


his was followed by a proposal on the part of the Chinese commissioners | 


of articles in which the word “actual” was inserted immediately before the 
words *““Chinese laborers” and inserting the word “artisan” among the 
privileged classes. These suggestions met with distinct refusals on the part 
of the United States commissioners, and both of those words were omitted 
from the treaty as finally agreed upon, signed, and ratified. Their insertion 
would have given the words “Chinese laborers” the ordinary and popular 
meaning of laborers as defined by legicographers, to wit, those engaged in 
hard manual work. Their omission under the circumstances state ‘Gleariy 
shows that it was intended that they should have a broader meaning. 
Moreover, had the intention been to confine the words “Chinese laborers” 
to those engaged in hard, manual work, the inhibition would have applied to 
none other,and there would have been no occasion to make a specific provi- 
sion}as was done by Article I, for the coming to this country of teachers, 


students, merchants, or those for curiosity, together with their body and | 


household servants. There was, therefore, good ground for the claim re- 


“did by exclusion provide that ——_ should be entitled to claim the benefit 
of the general provisions of the Burlingame treaty but those who went to 


the United States for purposes of teaching, studying, mercantile trans- | 


actions, travel, or curiosity; and that such was also the understanding of 
the United States commissioners is distinctly declared in their report to the 
Secretary of State already quoted. 

Read, therefore, in the light of the accompanying proceedings, it is clear 
that the words ‘“‘Chinese laborers” in the treaty of 1880 are not limited to 


those who do hard, manual work, but that they are broad enough in their | 
true meaning and intent to include Chinese gamblers and highbinders; and | 
for the reasons already given, it is manifest that Congress in passing the act | 
of May 5, 18%, did not use the words “‘Chinese laborers” in any narrower | 
sense than were the same words in the treaty under which it was legislating. | 


It is clear, therefore, the latter part of section 3 of the pending 
bill in providing as it does that every Chinese person ‘shall be 


deemed a laborer within the meaning of the bill who is not an | 


official, a teacher, a student, a merchant, or a traveler for curios- 
ity or pleasure is clearly within the spirit and proper construction, 


not only of the treaty with China, but of the Chinese legislation | 


now on the statute book of the country. 
This construction of the legislation and especially of the term 


‘‘ Chinese laborers ”’ as used in both our treaties, that of 1880 and | 


that of 1894, and also in the several acts of Congress, is strength- | .orvice of a foreign government, is regularly accredited as such 


ened by a reference to the diplomatic correspondence which took 
place between the commissioners of the two Governments, and 


or rather in the final report of our commissioners to the Secre- 
tary of State, when the treaty of 1880 was under consideration. 
On the 22d day of October, 1888, the Chinese commissioners wrote 
to our commissioners, Messrs. Angell, Swift, and Trescot, as fol- 
lows: 

Some days since your excellencies handed to us a project, in two sections, 
for the modification of existing treaties, which has received our careful con- 
sideration. * * * Section 2 declares that there are difficulties growing out 
of the emigration of Chinese laborers to the United States, and explains that 
the words **Chinese laborers” are used to include all persons except such as 
go thither for the peruene of teaching, study, trade, travel, and curiosity. 
The separation of this class from the mass of the subjects of China in this 
manner is not in strict accord with the spirit of our treaties, and in practical 
operation would meet with many difficulties. But, bearing in mind the deep 
friendship between the two Governments, in the event of embarrassment on 
either part a solution must be sought in a spirit of mutual concession. 

To this communication our commissioners on the 2d day of 
November, 1880, replied as follows: 

‘he United States commissioners feel it their duty to insist upon their 
definition of Chinese laborers, viz: “The words Chinese laborers are herein 
used to signify all immigration, other than that for teaching, trade, travel, 
study, and curiosity hereinbefore referred to and provided for in existing 
treaties.” 


Thus it will be seen, while the Chinese commissioners mildly 
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protested in the first instance, pending the negotiations, they in 
their closing paragraph of their communication virtually concede 
the claim of the American commissioners; while the reply of the 
American commissioners, it will be seen, was in the most posi- 
tive terms of adherence to the construction they insisted should 
be placed upon the term Chinese laborers; that is to say, that 
they were to be construed to signify all Chinese immigration 
other than those of the exempted classes. Highs 

But still further, in confirmation of this, attention is called to 
the communication of the United States commissioners, their 
final report of date November 6, 1880, addressed to Mr. Evarts, 
then Secretary of State, and which can be found in “‘ Foreign Re- 
lations of the United States, 1881,”’ pages 178-189. In that com- 
munication they said: 

We desired, as you will see by the précis of the negotiation, to define with 
more precision exactly what all the negotiators on both sides understood by 
‘Chinese laborers.”” But the Chinese Government was very eavitrt to be 
more precise than the absolute necessity called for, and they claimed that in 
Article II they did by exclusion _— that nobody should be entitled to 
claim the benefit of the general provisions of the ae treaty but 
those who went to the United States for purposes of teac , Study, mer- 
cantile transactions, travel, or curiosity. 

We have no doubt that an act of Congress, excluding all but these classes, 
using the words of the treaty, would be fully warranted . 4... B ympvegens, 
and as this was a clear and sufficient modification of the sixth article of the 
Burlingame treaty we did not feel authorized to risk such a concession by 
insisting upon lan e@ which would really mean no more, and which was 
entirely unacceptable to the Chinese commissioners. There is not in the 
treaty any lan e which modifies that concession, and there was not, as 
we think, the slightest intention on the part of the Chinese commissioners to 
diminish the full force of the discretion given to the United States. 


Section 4 provides that from and after the passage of the bill 
the privilege of Chinese persons other than Chinese laborers to 
enter or remain in the United States shall be restricted to offi- 
cials, teachers, students, merchants, and travelers for curiosity or 
pleasure, as these several classes are defined later on in this bill. 
This provision is the equivalent of the latter part of section 3, and 
it has been seen to whom this provision is applicable, and further 


| support is given to this contention by Article ITI of the treaty with 


China of December 8, 1894, which reads as follows: 


The provisions of this convention shall not affect the right at present en- 
joyed of Chinese subjects, being officials, teachers, students, merchants, or 
travelers for curiosity or pleasure, but not laborers, of coming tothe United 


ported by the United States commissioners to have been made by the Chinese | 5t@tes and residing therein. 


commissioners to the effect that Article II of the imonty as agreed upon, | 
O 


It is also fully justified by section 2 of the act of Congress of 
September 13, 1888, which provides as follows: 
That Chinese officials, teachers, students, merchants, or travelers for curi- 


osity or pleasure shall be permitted to enter the United States, but in order 
to entitle themselves to do so they shall first obtain permission of the Chinese 


| Government or other government under which they may at the time be citi- 


zens or snbiects. 

Here the maxim ‘‘ Expressio unius exclusio alterius’’ applies. 

Bearing upon this phase of the question, attention is attracted 
to the opinion of the Attorney-General of the United States of 
October 14, 1896, in which he said: 

The policy of the Government being against the admission of Chinese la- 
borers, treaty oe making exceptions should not be extended to those 
not falling within the plain scope of the language used. 

And also the opinion of the Attorney-General of July 15, 1898, 
in which he stated: 

The true theory of the Federal law is not that all Chinese persons may en- 
ter this country who are not forbidden, but only those may enter who are 
expressly allowed. 

Section 5 of the pending measure defines the term ‘‘ official,’ as 
used in section 4 of the bill, to mean only one who, being in the 


by the home government he represents; or, if he be a consul of 


awe | China, is regularly accredited as such under the usual practice of 
between the Department of State and our own commissioners, | 


the Imperial Chinese Government; but the attendants and serv- 
ants of any such official shall be similarly privileged to enter, on 
being identified as such attendants or servants in accordance with 
the rules and regulations prescribed by the Commissioner-General 
of Immigration with the approval of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. This is in accordance with existing legislation; there is no 


| change. 


Section 6 of the bill defines the term “‘ teacher,’’ as used in this 


| bill, to mean only one who, for not less than two years next pre- 


ceding his application for entry into the United States, has been 
continuously engaged in giving instruction in the higher branches 
of education, and who proves to the satisfaction of the appropri- 
ate Treasury officer that he is qualified to teach such higher 
branches and has completed arrangements to teach in a recog- 
nized institution of learning in the United States and intends to 
pursue no other occupation than teaching while in the United 
States. This provision is in substantial conformity with the prac- 
tice enforced for many years—in fact, since our first legislation on 
that subject—and no protest has ever been entered, so far as lam 


| advised, by the Chinese Government. 


The practice of existing legislation is evidenced by the follow- 
ing condensation of the present Treasury practice, prepared by a 
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Treasury official thoroughly familiar with his subject, and who 

was largely consulted in the preparation of this bill: 

Chinese person not entitled to admission asa teacher, if, in addition to pre- 

sen’ P r certificate, etc., the facts claimed in his certificate are dis- 

roved; or if any of the contents thereof are controverted; or if evidence 

oes not show that actually been pepe eans. te avocation of teacher 
. tion in various branches of education it is found 


faction of the collector that plans and arrangements have been effected for 
him to conduct a school in the United States. 

Surely no one can successfully question the right upon the part 
of Congress to establish and enforce all necessary and reasonable 
rules and regulations which will o te as statutory safeguards 
against fraud, and which will y and properly test the good 
faith and sincerity of all Chinese persons making claim to belong 
to one or the other of the exempted classes. If a Chinese person 
claims the right to enter this country on the ground that he is a 
teacher, he can not under the terms of the treaty be heard to ob- 
ject to the tests which this bill applies as a means of determining 
whether his claim is good or bad. 

The term ‘“‘ student’ is defined by the seventh section of the bill 
to mean only one who intends to pursue some of the higher 
branches of study or to be fitted for some particular profession or 
occupation for which adequate facilities for study are not afforded 
in the foreign country or the territory of the United States whence 
he comes, and for whose support while studying sufficient provision 
has been made, and who intends to depart from the territory of the 
United States immediately on completion of his studies. This 
definition follows that heretofore placed on the term “student’’ 
as used in our treaty with China and in the Geary Act by the 
departments of Treasury and Justice. 

e Solicitor of the Treasury, in an opinion dated June 15, 1900, 
in construing the existing treaties and laws, and in defining the 
term “‘ student’’ as used therein, said: 

A Chinese student is a person who intends to pursue some of the higher 
branches of study, or one who seeks to be fitted for some o temet profes- 
sion or occupation for which facilities for study are not afforded in his own 
conneeys one for whose support and maintenance in thiscoun asa student 
pro 


m has been made, and who, on the completion of his studies, ex- 
pects to return to China. 


While the Secretary of the Treasury, by decision No. 23107, held 
as follows: 

A Chinese person coming to the United States, epplying for admission m 
the ground that he intends to study the English language, is not a student 
within the meaning of the Chinese exciasion law, wilah have been decided 
to exempt as students only those who intend to pursue some of the higher 
branches of study, or who seek to be fitted for some ticular profession or 
my facilities for the study of which are not afforded in their own 
coun . 

No different definition, therefore, is sought to be placed by the 

rovisions of this bill on the term student from that which has 
m recognized for many years past in the administration by the 
departments of the Treasury and Justice of the exclusion treaties 
and laws. It was clearly the intent of those engaged in formu- 
lating our treaties with China to provide for a limited number 
of educated Chinese youths who might come to this country to 
advance themselves in the higher branches of education, and not 
to open the doors to millions of Chinese children to come here to 
acquire a primary education. 

Section 8 of this bill defines the term ‘‘ merchant ’’ tomean only 
one who is engaged in ae and selling merchandise at a fixed 
place of business, and who, during the time he claims to bea 
merchant, does not engage in the performance of any manual 
labor, except such as is necessary in the conduct of his business 
as such merchant. And it is provided that where an application 
is made by a Chinese person for entry into the United States as 
one formerly or at the time engaged in China as a merchant, or 
in some other foreign country as a merchant, or where such ap- 
plication calls for entry into one portionof the United States from 
another portion thereof, then, as a prerequisite to entry, the 
applicant must have been engaged as a merchant for at least 
one year next _— his application; and it must appear to the 
satisfaction of the appropriate Treasury officer at the port of 
entry that he comes to exercise in good faith his calling as a 
merchant, and that calling exclusively, and that he has the means 
under his immediate control for forthwith becoming, and has com- 
pleted arrangements for forthwith becoming, the owner, in whole 
or in part, in good faith, of a mercantile business in the United 
States, or some portion of the territory thereof, a business strictly 
within the meaning given by this bill to the business of a mer- 
chant. 

This section further provides that where an application is made 
by a Chinese person for entry into the United States as one for- 
merly engaged in the United States as a merchant he shall, unless 
he produce the return certificate provided for in another section 
of this bill, establish to the satisfaction of the a: te Treasury 
officer, by the testimony of two credible witnesses other than Chi- 
nese, that he atuiel such business as hereinbefore defined for 
at least one year before his departure from the United States, and 
that during said year he was not engaged in the performance of 





any mannal labor, except such as was necessary in the conduct of 
his business as such merchant, and in default of such proof it 

rovides he is not a merchant within the meaning of the bill. 
This section is less restrictive and more liberal as to merchants 
than is the existing legislation as understood by Treasury officials, 
and as it has been enforced for years by the administrative offi- 
cers of the Government. This is apparent from regulations of 
the Treasury Department of date May 19, 1893, as follows: 


In the enforcement of the provisions of section 2 of the act of November 3, 
1898, to the application for admission of alleged returning Chinese 
merchants, it will not be e h to have witnesses testify that an applicant 
for at least one year before his departure from the United States was not 
engaged in the performance of any manual labor except such as was neces- 
sary conduct of his business as such merchant, but the testimony 
should show specifically the kind of work the Chinaman has done during the 
entire year, and, after detailing the character of such work, should say that 
he has not performed any other labor than that specifically set forth. 

A further Treasury regulation in compilation issued October 1, 
1900, page 37, and which is, if anything, less liberal than the pro- 
visions of the pending bill, reads as follows: 

When an —_——— is made by a Chinese person for entrance into the 
United States as a returning merc t, section 2 of the act of November 3, 
1898, requires that he shall establish by the testimony of two credible wit- 
aaa other than Chinese, the fact that he conducted business as a merchant 
for at least one year before his departure from this country, and that during 
such year he was not engaged in performance of any manual labo 
such as was necessary in the conduct of his business as a merchant. This re- 
quirement of law is not complied with when the persons who certify to an 
acquaintance with the applicant for admission do not state that he conducted 
business here as a merc t for one year prior to his departure, and the 
statements made by said persons are not sworn to. (Treasury regulation; 
compilation issued October 1, 1900, pp. 36, 37.) 

Some protest was made, I believe, before the committee in op- 
position to this section on the ground, as it was claimed, that it 
was violative of Article IV of the treaty of December 8, 1894, in 
reference to the most-favored-nation clause. But surely a mere 
reference to this treaty clause is a sufficient answer to this objec- 
tion. The clause in the treaty referring to the most-favored-na- 
tion clause reads as follows: 

It is hereby understood and agreed that Chinese laborers or Chinese of any 
other class, either permanently or temporarily residing in the United States, 
shall have for the protection of their persons and property all rights that are 
given by the lawsof the United States to citizens of the most-favored nation, 
excepting the right to become naturalized citizens. 

It will be seen that this clause has no reference whatever to the 
entry of Chinese into this country, but relates solely to Chinese 
laborers, or Chinese of any other class, who may be temporarily 
or permanently residing in the United States. This provision 
does not attach or in any manner relate to or affect Chinese in 
their coming to the United States. No right whatever is con- 
ferred upon any Chinese person of any class whatever by virtue 
of this clause until after such Chinese person has entered the 
United States, and not even then until he has become a resident 
therein, either temporarily or permanently. 

It is preposterous to suppose for one moment that this Govern- 
ment would ever by any treaty stipulation barter away its inalien- 
able right to inhibit the coming to this country of any class of peo- 
ple whatever from any country on the earth if, in the judgment of 
Congress, such class of persons are objectionable and it is deemed 
wise to exclude them. In section 9 the term “traveler”’ is de- 
fined to mean only one who shall establish to the satisfaction of the 
appropriate Treasury officer that he isin present possession of ade- 
quate funds for paying the costs of the intended travel within the 
territory of the United States and he proposes in good faith solely 
to travel for curiosity or pleasure and who intends to depart from 
the territory into which he is permitted to pass promptly on the 
conclusion of his itinerary. 

_ This is substantially in accordance with existing law and is be- 
lieved to be fully justified also by the terms of the treaty, inas- 
much as the treaty provides as follows: 


r except 


It is also agreed that Chinese laborers shall continue to enjoy the privilege 
of transit across the territory of the United States in the course of their jour- 
ney to or from other countries, subject to such regulations by the Govern- 
ment of the United States as may be necessary to prevent said privileges of 


transit from being abused. 


By section 10 of the bill it is provided that the prohibition of 
section 1 shall not apply to the return to the United States of any 
registered Chinese laborer who has a lawful wife, child, or parent 
in the United States, or property therein of the value of $1,000, 
or debts therein of like amount due him and pending settlement. 
But by provision of this section this exception is subject to 
certain conditions, as follows: 

First. A registered Chinese laborer is: (a) One who, being law- 
fully a resident of Hawaii or the American mainland territory of 
the United States at the time of the passage of this bill, is the 
rightful holder of a certificate of residence issued to him under 
the acts of Congress in effect at the time of the passage of this 
bill affecting the exclusion of Chinese persons from the United 
States, such certificate a valid and operative at the time of 
the ye of this bill; and every such certificate of residence, 
valid and operative at the time of od eo ps of this bill, is by 
the provisions of this section continued valid and operative but 
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in accordance with the provisions of this bill; and (b) one who, 
being lawfully a resident of any insular territory of the United 
States (Hawaii excepted) at the time of the passage of this bill, 
shall rightfully obtain and retain a certificate of residence therein 
under the subsequent provisions of this bill; and 

Second. The marriage to the wife referred to by this section 
must have taken place at least one year prior to the application of 
the laborer for permission to return and must have been followed 
py cohabitation of the parties as husband and wife, and it must 
further be made to appear that the applicant has no other wife, 
under Chinese or other laws or customs, living at the time of such 
marriage; and 

Third. If the right to return be claimed on the ground of prop- 
erty or debts, it must appear: Ist, in the case of property, that the 
ownership is of property other than money and is in good faith; 
that the requisite minimum value is over all encumbrances, liens, 
and offsets; and that the title was not colorably acquired for the 
purpose of evading the provisions of this bill, and 2d, in the case 
of debts, that the debtor is solvent, that the amout due is not less 


than the required sum, clear of offsets and discounts; that the | 


debts do not consist of promissory notes or similar acknowledge- 
ments of ascertained or settled liability; and that the indebted- 
ness was not created with a view of evasion of the provisions of 
this bill; and 

Fourth. It must appear, where family, property, or debt quali- 


fications are relied on, that the applicant possesses them at the | 
time of his return to the United States as well as at the time of | 


departure therefrom. 

The provisions of this section, except as they are made applicable 
to our insular territory, are in substance and effect in conformity 
with article 2 of our treaty with China, December 8, 1894, and 
the act of September 17, 1888 (25 Stat., 476). Article 2 in our 
convention with China, December 8, 1894, is as follows: 

The preceding article shall not apply to the return to the United States of 


any registered Chinese laborer who a lawful wife, child, or parent in the 
United States, or property therein of the value of $1,000, or debts of like 


amount due him and pending settlement. Nevertheless, every such Chinese | 


laborer shall, before leaving the United States, deposit, as a condition of his 
retufn, with the collector of customs of the district from which he departs, 
a full description in writing of his family, or property, or debts as aforesaid, 
and shall be furnished by said collector with such certificate of his right to 
return under this treaty as the laws of the United States my now or here- 
after preeaihe and not inconsistent with the provisions of this treaty, and 
should the written description aforesaid be proved to be false, the right of 
peter acounter or of continued residence after return shall in each case 

> forfeited. 

And such right of return to the United States shall be exercised within 
one year from the date of leaving the United States; but such right of re- 


turn to the United States may be extended for an additional period, not to | 


exceed one year, in cases where by reason of sickness or other cause of dis- 
ability beyond his control such Chinese laborer shall be rendered unable 


sooner to return, which facts shall be fully reported to the Chinese consul at | 


the port of departure, and by him certified to the satisfaction of the col- 
lector of the port at which such Chinese subject shall land in the United 


States. And no such Chinese laborer shall be permitted to enter the United | 


States by land or sea without producing to the proper officer of the customs 
the return certificate herein required. 


While it is provided by article 5 of our treaty of December 8, | 


1894, as follows: 


The Government of the United States, having 
proved May 5, 1892, as amended by an actapproved 
all Chinese laborers lawfully within the limitsof the United States before the 


passage of the first-named act to be registered as in said acts provided, with | 


a view of affording them better protection, the Chinese Government will not 
object to the enforcement of such acts. 

Again, by a reference to the act of September 13, 1888 (25 Stats. , 
p. 476), it will be seen that so long as nearly fourteen years 
ago Congress enacted, in reference to this phase of the subject, 
what was subsequently incorporated in our treaty with China 
December 8, 1894, and which is now proposed to be incorporated 
and reenacted in this bill. 

Sections 5 and 6 of the act of September 13, 1888, reads as fol- 
lows: 

Sec. 5. That from and after the poses of this act no Chinese laborer in 
the United States shall be permitted, after having left, to return thereto ex- 
cept under the conditions stated in the following sections. 

Sec. 6. That no Chinese laborer within the 
tion shall be permitted to return to the Unite 
wife, child, or parent in the United States, or pooper ty therein of the value 
of $1,000, or debts of like amount due him and pending settlement. 

The marriage to such wife must have taken place at least a year prior to 
the application of the laborer for a permit to return to the United States, 


and must have been followed by the continuous cohabitation of the parties | 


as man and wife. : 
If the right to return be claimed on the ground of property or of debts, it 
must appear that the property is bona fide and not colorably acquired for the 


purpose of evading this act, or that the debts are unascertained and unset- | 


tled, and not promissory notes or other similar acknowledgments of ascer- 
tained liability. 

By section 11 of the bill it is provided that any Chinese laborer 
claiming the right to return to the United States on any of the 


grounds stated in section 10 shall apply to the appropriate treas- | 


ury officer of the district in which he resides at least one month 
prior to the time of his departure, such application to be accom- 
panied by his certificate of residence; and it is provided that he 
shall make. under oath before such officer, a full statement in 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


by an act of Congress, ap- | 
avander 3, 1898, required | 
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triplicate descriptive of his family, or property, or debts, as the 
| case may be, and shall furnish to such officer such proof of facts 
entitling him to return as shall be required by the rules and reg- 
ulations prescribed by the Commissioner-General of Immigration 
with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury; and for any 
false swearing in relation thereto it is provided he shall incur the 


penalties imposed by law for perjury. 
ofl: Shall rmit such officer to take a 


It is also provided that he 
full description of his person, which description the officer shall 
| retain and mark with a number. The original and each copy of 
such statement shall contain a photograph of the applicant, made 
at the time and in the manner prescribed by the rules and regu- 
| lations as prescribed by the Commissioner-General of Immigra- 
| tion, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury. The 
| bill further providing that the original of such statement shall be 
retained by the Treasury officer before whom it is made, and the 
| duplicate and triplicate copies thereof shall be by him transmitted 
| to the appropriate Treasury officer at the port whence the appli- 
| cant intends to depart from the United States. 





| This section further provides that in case the last-named officer, 
| after. hearing the proofs and investigating all the circumstances 
| of the case, shall decide to issue a certificate of return, he shall 
_ at such time and place as he may designate sign and give to the 
applicant a certificate containing the number of the description 
_ last aforesaid, which shall be the sole evidence given to such per- 
son of his right to return. And it is further provided that in the 
event such certificate shall be transferred it shall become void, 
| and the person to whom it was originally issued shall by that act 

forfeit his right to return to the United States. And itis further 
| provided that the right to return under such certificate shall be 
limited to two years from the date of leaving the United States. 

This section further provides that no Chinese laborer shall be 

permitted to reenter the United States without producing to the 
| appropriate Treasury officer at the place of such entry such return 
certificate, and that a laborer presenting a certificate of return, 
— by this section, shall admitted to the United States 
only at the port from which he departed. 
This section also fixes the ports at which Chinese persons, 
| whether laborers or of any classes, other than Chinese diplomatic 
|and consular officers, shall be permitted to enter the United 
States. These ports, as fixed in the bill as originally introduced 
by me, were San Francisco, Portland (Oreg.), Astoria (Oreg.), 
Port Townsend, Boston, New York, New Orleans, Manila, Hono- 
lulu, and San Juan,in Porto Rico. While in the bill as reported 
| the committee has amended this portion of this section by striking 
out Astoria, Oreg. 

This committee amendment I am opposed to. Astoria, at the 
| mouth of the Columbia River, should be a port of entry. Many 
| vessels come to Astoria, Oreg., with Chinese on board which do 
not proceed up the river to Portland, and a failure to make As- 
| toria a port of entry would lead to great inconvenience. Under 

the old law, giving the Secretary of the Treasury power to desig- 
nate ports other than those specified in the act, Astoria was desig- 
nated for the reasons I have suggested. I trust, therefore, this 
committee amendment will not be agreed to. 

This section also provides that the Commissioner-General of 
Immigration, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
may designate such other ports as he may deem necessary, sub- 
ject to the restrictions imposed by section 26 of the bill, which 
section is to the effect that Chinese laborers shall continue to en- 
| joy the privilege of transit across the territory of the United 

States, in the course of their journey to or from other countries, 
| subject to certain provisions therein provided for relating to the 
privilege of transit. 

This section is a substantial reenactment of the act of Septem- 
| ber 13, 1888, and is fully warranted by Article II of the treaty of 

December 8, 1894. It is also a virtual enactment of a Treasury 
| regulation in force and enforced by the Department for many 
_years. This section is also sustained by the opinion of the Attor- 
ney-General of October 11, 1896, in which he said: 

Registered Chinese laborers who depart from the United States, but who 
fail to obtain the certificate prescribed by Article II of the treaty with China 
| for use in such cases, should not be allowed to return to this country. 

For the information of the Senate, and as conclusive evidence 
that this section of the pending bill is not in any sense adeparture 
in principle, and indeed but little in phrase, from existing law 
| and existing regulations of the Treasury Department, made in 
pursuance of the treaty and statute, and having all the force of 
law, I ask unanimous consent to incorporate as a part of my re- 
| marks a copy of the Treasury regulations bearing on this branch 
| of the subject: 


There is no authority of law for the return to this country of Chinese la- 
borers after the expiration of the period named in the treaty with China for 
the return of such Laborers. (Treasury Regulation; Compilation of October 
1, 1900, p. 43.) 

A Chinese person claiming the right to be preted to leave the United 
States and return thereto as a duly registered laborer shall apply in person 
to the collector of customs for the district in which he resides et least a month 

















prior to the time of his departure; shall deposit with said collector a certifi- 

cate of registration from the Internal-Revenue collector for the district in 

which he resided at the time of ration; and shall make an oath before 

the said collector, in writing, a statement descriptive of his family, or 

rty, or debts, as the case may be, and fully describing himself, giving 

, height, local residence, occupation, color of eyes and complex- 

ion, and g mani, any. and the port from which he 

to depart from the United States, which be one of those desig- 

nated in _ Such written description shall be filed in duplicate, 

and to each shall permanently attached a photograph of the Chinese per- 
son referred to therein. 

The collector of custo or his deputy, with whom such certificate of reg- 
istration and written description are filed will make a thorough examination 
to ascertain whether the applicant is registered and as to the accuracy of the 
descriptive statement; that the photograph accompan the latter for the 
purpose of identification is that of the person described in such certificate 
and statement, and that his height, weight, and descriptive physical marks 
ones accurately given, and will then write his official ture in part across 


su 1) and in part upon the oini on of the written de- 
ae aon to prevent popatinction, Ke J collester referred to will 
then transmit the ce cate of registration to the internal-revenue collector 


by whom the same purports to have been issued for comgecenn with the 
record thereof in his office, in respect not only to name and date therein, but 
in all other particulars. 

At the same time the collector of customs will in : pernen or through the 
ve agent for the district make thorough investigation as to the facts 

ted therein. Assoon as practicable thereafter the collector of customs 
referred to will transmit such registration certificate, one copy of the sworn 
statement, and the re of investigation to the collector of customs for 
the district from which such Chinese laborer intends to depart from the 
United States, and at the same time will transmit to said Chinese laborer the 
duplicate copy of such sworn statement, with instructions to present the 
ane in person to the collector of customs or his deputy at the port of de- 

ure. ; 
Upon the receipt of such certificate of registration, the duplicate copies of 
said sworn statement, and the reports of investigation, the collector of cus- 
toms or his deputy at said port of departure, after one month from the date 
of the filing of the origi: application in the office of the collector for the 
district in which such Chinese laborer resides, if he finds that the person 
presenting such duplicate statement is the Chinese person therein described, 
and is entitled thereto, may sign and give to such person on his departure 
from said port a certificate containing the number of the description re- 
ferred to, in the following form: [ ; 
oo. —. 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA. 


Certificate issued to Chinese laborer departing from the United States with 
the intention of returning thereto under the treaty between the United 
States of America and the Empire of China ed March 17, 1894, and pro- 
claimed by the President of the United States December 8, 1894. 





























This is to certify that , a Chinese laborer, described in identi- 
fication paper numbered ———, port of , departed from this port for 
on this ——— day of 190—, with the intention of returning to the 
United States via this port within twelve months from said date. 
Given under my hand and seal this day of , 190—, at , State 
COLLECTOR'S } —_—_ 
SEAL. Collector of Customs, 
Port of , District of 








If the last-named certificate be transferred, it shall become void, and the 
‘pe to whom it was given by the collector shall forfeit his right to return 
the United States. 

The certified description should be carefully preserved by the collector at 
the port of exit asa means of identification _of the Chinese person therein 
mentioned, and who, in order to avail himself of the vil conferred by 
said article 2 of the treaty, must return via the port of departure within one 
year from the date of his leaving the United States, unless prevented by sick- 
ness or other disability beyond control, in which event the facts shall be 
officially certified by t inese consul at said port of departure to the satis- 
faction of the collector of the port at which such Chinese subject shall land 


in the United States. (Verbatim Treas regulations; compilation of Octo- 
ber 1, 1990, pp. 39, 40, 41.) a " 


There is no authority for issuance of return certificate to Chinese laborers 
who have not registered assuch. (Treasury Decision 21578.) 

The twelfth section of the bill makes it the duty of every Chi- 
nese laborer, rightfully within and entitled to remain in any of 
the insular territory of the United States (Hawaii excepted) at the 
time when this bill shall become a law, to obtain within six months 
after that date a certificate of residence in the mainland territory 
or the insular territory wherein he resides. 

The balance of this section provides the machinery under which 
he shall obtain this certificate, and it also provides that no person 
shall be given a certificate of residence under this bill or be en- 
titled to a reissue of any lost certificate of residence who, prior 
to the application therefor, shall have been convicted of any 
crime within the jurisdiction of the United States, or of any State 
or Territory, or insular territory thereof, and all such persons be- 
ing without such certificate shall be deported. 

ile it is provided in section 13 that if it shall be made to ap- 

ace! to the proper authorities that any laborer, to whom was 

awfully issued a certificate of residence, has lost such certificate, 

or that it has been destroyed, he shall be given a new certificate 

on establishing to the satisfaction of the United States judge, or 

commissioner, before whom he is brought for deportation, that 
the loss or destruction was not in bad faith. 

Section 14 provides that nothing contained in this bill shall be 
construed to prevent the readmission of any Chinese laborer, who 
departed from the United States prior to the —— of this bill, 
possessing a return certificate valid under the acts by this bill re- 
pealed, te that on his return, he comply with the require- 
ments of such acts. : 

By section 15 of the bill it is provided that in order to entitle 
such Chinese persons as are mentioned in section 4 of the bill to 
admission into the United States they shall produce a certificate 
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from their Government, or the government where they last resided, 
viséed by the diplomatic or consular representative of the United 
States in the country or port whence they depart; and if such per- 
sons are residents of the American mainland territory of the United 
States and seek to enter into any insular territory of the United 
States, or are residents of any insular territory of the United States 
and seek to enter into other insular territory of the United States, 
or into the American mainland territory of the United States, then 
such certificate shall he issued by the appropriate Treasury officer 
of the United States. This and the following three sections pro- 
viding for these certificates are a substantial reenactment of ex- 
isting legislation on this subject. 

Section 13 follows substantially the provisions of the act of No- 
vember 3, 1893 (28 Stat., p. 7), and of the act of May 5, 1892 
(27 Stat., p. 25). As bearing upon this feature of the bill, it 
is well to bear in mind the fact that the Supreme Court of the 
United States, in the case of Fong Yue Ting v. The United States 
(reported in 149 U. S., 698), held that the provision of the Geary 
Act requiring Chinese laborers to register is constitutional. 

Section 15 of this bill is a duplicate in principle, and substan- 
tially in statutory structure, of the provision in Article III of the 
treaty of December 8, 1894, and of section 6 of the act of July 5, 
1884, 

Section 16 also corresponds with like provisions in section 6 of 
the act of July 5, 1884 (23 Stat., p. 115). This also is true as to 
section 17, while section 18 is a substantial reenactment of sec- 
tion 2 of the act of September 13, 1888, which act, by the way, in 
most part never became operative, and it is so held by the Treas- 
ury Department, as it depended on the terms of a treaty which 
never materialized; but it shows not only the disposition of Con- 
gress upon this subject, but its deliberate expression nearly four- 
teen years ago. 

Section 19 provides that the certificate mentioned in the preced- 
ing sections, when duly viséed by the proper diplomatic or con- 
sular representative of the United States, or when issued regu- 
larly by the appropriate Treasury officer of the United States, 
shail be prima facie evidence of the facts set forth. But said 
certificate may be controverted and the recitals thereof disproved 
by the authorities of the United States. And if any such recitals 





| be disproved, or if any certificate be fraudulently used or in any 


manner forged or altered, then such certificate shall be null and 
shall be forthwith canceled. This isin substance and effect the 
act of July 5, 1884, also of Treasury regulations. 

Section 20 of the bill provides for a certificate of registration to 
a Chinese person who, being a member of any of the classes men- 
tioned in section 4 of the bill, whois lawfully in the United States 
at the time of the passage of the bill, and any person entitled to 
such certificate who fails to obtain it shall be, in any proceeding 
inquiring into their status under this bill, presumed to be laborers 
not entitled to remain within the territory of the United States, 
but such presumption may be rebutted. 

Provision is ako made in this section for anyone of any of 
the classes mentioned in section 4 of the bill who desires to de- 
part from the United States, or any portion of the territory thereof, 
intending to return thereto, in which case he must apply to the ap- 
propriate Treasury officer in the district wherein he resides at least 
one month prior to his departure, such application to be accom- 
panied by his certificate of registration, which he shall accompany 
with his statement under oath in triplicate, descriptive of his pro- 
fession, business, or other position or status, and shall furnish said 
officer such proof of his status as shall be required by the rules 
and regulations prescribed by the Commissioner-General, with the 
—— of the Secretary of the Treasury; and it is further pro- 
vided that any false swearing in relation thereto shall subject 
such person to all of the penalties imposed by law for perjury. 

It is also provided that in such application he shall permit the 
officers to retain a full description of his person, which descrip- 
tion the officer shall retain and mark with the number. The 
original and each copy of such statement shall contain the pho- 
tograph of the applicant, made at the time and in the manner 
required by the rules and regulations prescribed by the Commis- 
sioner-General of Immigration, with the approval of the Secretary 
of the Treasury. And it is further stipulated in this section of 
the bill that the original of said statement shall be retained by the 
Treasury officer before whom it is made, and the copies therecf 
shall be by him transmitted to the appropriate Treasury officer at 
oe port whence the applicant intends to depart from the United 

tates. ' 

And if the Treasury officer, after hearing the proofs and inves- 
tigating the circumstances of the case, shall decide that the rep- 
resentations of status are true, he shall at such time and place as 
he may designate sign and give to the said applicant a certificate 
at number of the description before previded for, and 
this shall be the sole evidence given to such person of his right to 
return. And it is provided that if this certificate be transferred 
it shall become void, and the person to whom it was originally 
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issued shall forfeit his right to reside in or return to the United 
States. 

While it is further provided that to entitle any such Chinese 
person to readmission to the United States or any portion of the 
territory thereof he shall produce to the appropriate Treasury 
officer at the port of entry the return certificate in this section pro- 


from whence he departed. 

It is further provided in this section that it shall be the right of 
such person to elect to waive all of the provisions of the second 
and third subdivisions of this section, and for readmission into 
the United States or any portion of the territory thereof to depend 
upon the provisions of section 8 and provisions in pursuance 
thereof, which section relates to excepted classes. 

This section of the bill liberalizes, it will be observed, the pro- 
visions of existing laws in reference to the exempted classes, mak- 
ing it much more convenient and less burdensome in entering the 
United States. The system which has been in vogue in reference 
to the return of laborers is by this section extended to those of 
the exempted classes. By this provision the exempted classes, 
students, teachers, merchants, and travelers for curiosity or pleas- 
ure, are given the option of the old system or that proposed by 
this bill. The provision is therefore a loosening of the restric- 
tions and a liberalization of the existing laws in favor of the ex- 
empted classes. This section of the bill should be read and 


studied in the light reflected from Treasury Circular No. 28, of | 


date March 3, 1900, a copy of which Ihold in my hand, and I ask 
unanimous consent to incorporate it in my remarks, without read- 
ing. It is as follows: 

In view of the many cases of hardship due to delays in the investigation 
and consideration of cases of Chinese persons secking admission to the United 
States as alleged returning merchants, and on account of the many fraudu- 
lent cases of this character, any Chinese person who may hereafter leave this 
country with the intention of seeking readmission as an alleged returning 
merchant under the provisions of section 2 of the act of November 3, 1493, 
should transmit to the collector of customs at the port from which such Chi- 
nese person intends to depart from the United States, at least thirty days be- 
fore his departure from thiscountry, duplicates cf the affidavits of witnesses 
other than Chinese, setting forth the facts prescribed by the statute referred 
to, upon which he intends to base his application for readmission. 

Upon the receipt of such duplicates, 1 he collector at such port of departure 
will promptly transmit them to the collector of customs, special agent, or 
other officer of this Department at or nearest to the place in which such 
Chinese person claims to have been engaged as merchant, for investigation 
and report. After the receipt of such report, and upon the personal appli- 
cation and proper identification of such Chinese person, the collector at the 
port of departure may indorse upon the original papers presented by such 
Chinese person a statement, over his official si ture, to the effect that the 
right of such Chinese person to return to the United States has been prima 
facie determined, subject to his proper identification by and the presentation 
of such original papers to said collector upon his return t> thiscountry; and 


upon the return of such Chinese person tosaid port of departure, the collector | 


may. in his discretion, admit him to this country without further delay. 

While Chinese persons seeking admission as returning merchants can not 
be excluded upon the ground that they have failed to comply with the fore- 
going regulations, such failure on the part of those leaving this country after 
this date would be a fact exciting suspicion and discrediting to the applica- 
tion for readmission, and the regulations heretofore issued will govern the 
procedure in such cases. (Treasury Circular No. 28, March 3, 1900.) 

Section 21 of the bill provides that nothing in the bill shall be 
construed to prevent the entry into the United States, or any por- 
tion of the territory thereof, of the lawful wife or the minor chil- 
dren of any Chinese person of any of the classes mentioned in 
section 4 actually domiciled in the United States at the time of 
such proposed entry; but no such wife nor any such children shall 
be permitted to enter who shall fail to establish to the satisfac- 
tion of the appropriate Treasury officer at the port of entry that 
the required relationship exists, and a certificate must be forth- 
coming, as follows: 

First, if the wife or child come from a foreign country the cer- 
tificate must have been issued to such person by the diplomatic 
or consular representative of the United States in the country or 
port whence such person departed, and must show that after in- 
vestigation said representative believes it to be true that the rela- 
tionship asserted genuinely exists; and 

Second, if the wife or child come from any insular territory of 
the United States and seeks entry into American mainland terri- 
tory of the United States, or come from American mainland ter- 
ritory of the United States and seeks entry into insular territory 


of the United States, or come from any insular territory of the | 
United States and seek entry into other insular territory of the | 
United States, the certificate must have been issued by the appro- | 


priate Treasury officer of the United States at the port whence 


such person departed, and shall show that after investigation said | 


officer believes it to be true that the relationship asserted genu- 
inely exists; and by a further provision in this section it is made 
the duty of the diplomatic and consular representatives of the 
United States and of the appropriate Treasury officers of the 
United States to make rigid investigation of all applications for 
such certificates and to issue them when the relationship required 
and claimed is clearly established, but not otherwise. 

It is provided further that each of thecertificates shall be issued 
in triplicate, and shall contain the photograph of the person 
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named therein, and in addition such vertificate shall contain what- 
| ever may be required by the rules and regulations prescribed by 
the Commissioner-General of Immigration with the approval of 
the Secretary of the Treasury. The original certificate shall be, 
| by the representative or officer issuing it, delivered open to the 


| person named in it, or, if such person be an infant, then to the 
vided for, and he shall be permitted to reenter only at the port | 


person in charge of such infant; while the duplicate shall be, by 
| said representative or officer, delivered in a sealed envelope, duly 
addressed, to the shipmaster, railway conductor, or other person 
in charge of the transportation of the person for whom the origi- 
nal is available, whose duly it shall be to deliver it promptly to 
| the appropriate Treasury officer of the United States at the port 
where entry is sought by said Chinese person. 

And it is provided that any willful neglect or failure to perform 
this duty is made punishable under section 53, which provides that 
| any violation of any provision of this bill for which punishment 
| is not otherwise provided shall be deemed a felony, and shall be 
| punishable by fine not less than $1,000, or by imprisonment for a 
| term not less than one year, or by both such fine and imprisonment, 

It is further provided that the triplicate of the certificate I have 

| referred to shall be, by the representative or officer issuing the 
same, immediately sent by mail to the appropriate Treasury offi- 
| cer at the port where said Chinese person seeks entry, while by 
| the latter clause, in section 21, it is provided that no woman shall 
| be entitled to enter under this section unless she shall establish by 
such proof as may be required by the rules and regulations pre- 
scribed by the Commissioner-General of Immigration, with thea 
| proval of the Secretary of the Treasury, that she is the lawful wife 
of amember of one of the classes enumerated in section 5 of the bill, 
| under a marriage contracted in such manner as to be legal and 
| binding in the United States. 

And here again, it will be observed, it is in the interest of hn- 
manity proposed by this bill to liberalize existing legislation. 
Under the law, by its letter, as it now stands, neither the wife 

| nor child of a Chinese person of the exempted classes, that is, of 
an official, teacher, student, merchant, or traveler for curiosity 

| or pleasure has any right of entry into the United States. The 
Supreme Court of the United States, however, has by construc- 
tion—a construction scarcely warranted by the existing law, but 
upheld, supported, and sustained by the highest considerations 
of humanity—held that the wives and children of these exempted 
classes may, under certain rules and regulations, necessary to 
guard against and to prevent fraud, be permitted to enter this 
country. And this section of the pending bill incorporates into 
positive law this humane principle. But at the same time, this 

| provision is properly guarded so as to prevent the country being 
flooded with dissolute women, under the pretense of being wives 

| of the exempted classes, and to prevent alse an influx of foreign 
meee under the pretense of being children of the exempted 
classes. 

Section 22 excepts from the operation of the act Chinese diplo- 
matic and co r officers and their attendants and servants, 
who shall be admitted to the United States under special instruc- 
tions of the Secretary of the Treasury, without production of 
other evidence than that of personal identity; while other Chinese 
officers of China or any other foreign government must establish 
their identity as such, and the identity of their attendants and 

| servants, in accordance with the rules and regulations prescribed 
| by the Commissioner-General of Immigration with the approval 
| of the Secretary of the Treasury. 
| By section 23 of the bill it is provided that before any Chinese 
| person is landed from any vessel on territory of the United States, 
| or, in case of inland immigration, before any Chinese person 
| brought to any inland border port of the United States shall be 
| permitted to leave the car or other conveyance in which he was 
| brought thither the appropriate Treasury officer shall examine 
such person, comparing his certificate with such lists given under 
succeeding provisions of this bill, and also with such Chinese 
| person, and no Chinese person shall be allowed to land in viola- 
| tion of law. Such examinations or comparisons must be made 
| immediately after arrival at port or border. This is a reenact- 
mentsubstantially of section 9 of the act of May 6, 1882 (22 Stats., 
p. 58), and of the decision of the Secretary of the Treasury of date 
December 10, 1891. 

Section 24 of the bill requires that the master of any vessel ar- 
riving in the United States from any foreign port or place shall, 
immediately on arriving and before landing or permitting to land 
any Chinese passenger, deliver to the appropriate Treasury officer 
of the customs district in which such vessel shall have arrived a 
| separate list of all Chinese persons taken on board his vessel at 

any port or place, and all such persons on board the vessel at that 
time. Such list shall show the names of such persons, and in the 
case of accredited officers of the Chinese or other foreign Govern- 
ment traveling on the business of such government, or their ser- 
vants or attendants, a note setting forth these facts, also the port 
or place at which each was taken on board, and such particulars 
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as to each as are shown by their respective certificates, and such 
other information as may be required by the rules and regula- 
tions prescribed by the Commissioner-General of Immigration, 
with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, and such list 
shall be sworn to by the master of the vessel in the manner re- 
quired by law in cases of manifests of cargo. 

These same ee are. by this section made to apply to 
the masters of all vessels arriving in the American mainland ter- 
ritory of the United States from any of the insular territory of 
the United States; and to the masters of all vessels arriving at 
any portin any such insular territory from the American mainland 
territory of the United States; and to the masters of all vessels 
arriving in the Philippine Islands, Hawaii, Porto Rico, or any 
other insular territory of the United States. And it is provided 
that any refusal or willful neglect of any such master to comply 
with the provisions of this section shall incur the same penalties 
and forfeiture provided for a refusal to report and deliver a manifest 
of cargo. Thisis subtantially the existing law, except in so far as 
it is made to apply to our insular territories. It corresponds to 
section 8 of the act of July 5, 1884. 

Section 25 of the bill provides that in the case of a Chinese per- 
son brought to an inland border port of the United States the 
railway conductor or other person so bringing them shall, imme- 
diately on arriving there and before enabling or permitting any 
such Chinese person to cross the border into territory of the United 
States, deliver to the appropriate Treasury officer a list of all Chi- 
nese persons so brought, which list shall conform substantially in 
all re ts to the list to be furnished by the masters of vessels, 
and all such conductors or other persons bound to deliver such 
list under the provisions of this bill who willfully neglect or re- 
fuse to comply with these requirements shall be deemed guilty of 
a felony and shall, on conviction, be punishable under section 53 
of the bill to which I have heretofore called attention. 

It is provided in this section that should the offender not be sub- 
ject to punishment in the United States, that then any rule or 
regulation which may be made by the Secretary of the asury 
for cases of that class shall be enforced, as well against his em- 
ployer as against himself. The privilege of transit across terri- 
tory of the United States accorded to Chinese laborers in the 
course of their journey to or from other countries is made appli- 
cable to our insular territory as well as to the mainland. 

It is provided, however, that the Commissioner-General of Im- 
migration, with the ers of the Secretary of the Treasury, may 
at any time suspend the privilege of transit in any case or in all 
cases where the transit is sought by laborers coming from any 
insular territory of the United States. The provisions of this bill 
for the pu of guarding against fraud are more elaborate and 
restrictive than under the existing law, as may be seen by a care- 
ful examination of this section of the bill, Experience has shown 
that these provisions are necessary. 

Section 26 of this bill relates to the privilege of transit on 
the part of Chinese across territory of the United States in the 
course of their journey to or from other countries. This is a 
treaty privilege granted by Article III of the latest treaty with 
China. It is believed there has been great abuse of this privilege, 
and very strict rules and regulations are necessary in order to 
guard against this abuse. e right upon the partof the United 
States to make and enforce such reasonable regulations is also 
granted by said treaty, which, in Article III, in granting the right 
of transit, says: 

Subject to such regulations the Government of the United States as 
may be necessary to prevent said privilege of transit from being abused. 

It is believed the provisions of the pending bill are warranted 
by the treaty and are absolutely essential in order to prevent 
frauds in the future. 

By section 27 it is provided that every Chinese person brought 
by vessel to any port of the United States shall be detained aboard 
such vessel until a final decision shall have been rendered as to 
the right of such Chinese person to enter the United States or 
any portion of the territory thereof for any pu , and every 
Chinese person brought to aninland border port of the United States 
shall be detained at such port until a final decision shall have been 
rendered as to the right of such Chinese person to enter the 
United States or any portion of the territory thereof for any pur- 


pose. 

And the bill provides that in the first class of cases the duty of 
such detention shall rest on the master, owner, agent, or con- 
signee of the vessel concerned, collectively and singly, and in the 
second class of cases such duty shall rest on the persons, corpora- 
tion, or agent, collectively and singly, by whom said Chinese on 
son was transported or aided to the inland border port. This is 
subject, however, to the provision that Chinese persons may be 
otherwise and elsewhere Senet pee such final decisions, 
in accordance with such rules regulations as the Commis- 
sioner-General of Immigration, with the approval of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, may from time to time prescribe. 
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It also being a provision of this bill that no right of entry or 
residence and no privilege of transit shall result to any such 
Chinese persons by reason of temporary detention and landing 
authorized under such rules and regulations, and that no release 
from liability or obligation under this bill shall be worked by such 
temporary detention and landing in favor of any vessel, or the 
master, Owner, consignee, or agent of any vessel, or any other 
person or corporation whatever. 

And this section further provides that every person bound ender 
this section to detain a Chinese person who shall refuse or will- 
fully neglect to perform such duty shall be deemed guilty of a 
felony, and upon conviction thereof shall be punished by a fine 
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of not less than $1,000 nor more than $5,000, or by imprisonment 
| for a term not less than one year, or by both such fine and im- 
prisonment. 
| This section is not a departure, but a substantial compliance 
| with existing law, rules, and regulations, especially that of the 





| ninth section of the act of May 6, 1882 (22 Stats., p. 58), which 
| provides as follows: 
That before any Chinese passengers are landed from any such vessel, the 
collector or his deputy shall proceed to examine such passengers, comparing 
the certificates with the list of the passengers; and no passenger shali be al 


lowed to land in the United States from such vessel in violation of law. 

While the letter of the Acting Secretary of the Treasury of De- 
cember 10, 1891, provides as follows: 

Inspection of personsand papers must be made at the border of contiguous 
oo territory, so as to prevent the entrance of Chinese persons excluded 

Section 28 of the bill provides that every Chinese person finally 
refused admission to the United States must be returned to the 
country of which he is a citizen or subject immediately after such 
refusal, and it is made the duty of the master, owner, con- 
signee, or agent of the vessel, and of the railway corporation, its 
general officers and agents, and of the owners and general officers 
and agents of other transportation lines or modes of conveyance, 
collectively and severally, bringing him to the port at which 
entry is denied him, or aiding him thither, to return same Chinese 
person, providing, however, that the Commissioner-General of 
Immigration with the approval of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury may elect to effect such return in some other way than 
as above prescribed, and at the expense of the United States, 
in which case the vessel, persons, or corporation that would 
have otherwise been bound to effect such return shall be jointly 
and severally liable to the United States for the costs thereof, 
and in every case such vessel, persons, or corporations shall be 
jointly and severally liable to the United States for all costs con- 
nected with the inquiry concerning the right of such Chinese 
person to enter or pass through the United States or any portion 
of the territory thereof. 

Provisions are also made to apply in every case where a Chinese 
person is brought from any insular territory of the United States 
to the American-mainland territory of the United States, and in 
every case where a Chinese person is brought to any insular ter- 
ritory of the United States from said mainland territory. But in 
any case where a Chinese person is brought to any insular terri- 
tory of the United States from any other insular territory thereof, 
he shall, when refused admission or transit, be deported to China. 

It is also provided in this section that every person bound under 
the provisions of this section to return a Chinese person, who 
shall refuse or willfully neglect promptly to perform such duty, 
shall be deemed guilty of a felony, and, on conviction thereof, 
shall be punished by a fine of not less than $1,000 nor more than 
$5,000 for every Chinese person not returned as required, or by 
imprisonment for a term not less than one year, or by both such 
fine and imprisonment. 

It is further provided that any subordinate officer, agent, or em- 
ployee of any such vessel, railway corporation, or other trans- 
portation line or other mode of conveyance who is charged with 
the duty as such subordinate officer, agent, or employee, of re- 
turning any Chinese person, and wifo shall refuse or willfully neg- 
lect promptly to perform such duty, shall be subject to all the 
pains and a imposed by this section upon persons bound to 
return a Chinese person who refuses or willfully neglects to do so. 

These provisions find their substantial counterpart in section 13 
of the act of 1888 and section 2 of the act of May 5, 1892. In the 
case of Ah Kee (21 Fed. Rep., 701) the court held departure of 
vessel or change of its management does not excuse company 
from the duty to return laborer, and if vessel has departed the 
Government may return Chinese laborer and recover expenses 
from the steamship company. 

Section 29 of the bill provides that it shall be declared a felony 
upon the part of any owner, officer, agent, or employee of any 
transportation line, railway line, vessel, vehicle, or 
other mode of conveyance by land or sea, who shall aid or abet, 
or willfally or through neglect ‘it, or connive at the escape 
of any Chinese person held in detention pending final adjudication 
of his claims; and, on conviction thereof, such persons shall be 
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punished by a fine of not less than $1,000 and not more than $5,000 
for every Chinese person not detained as required, or by imprison- 
ment for a term not less than one year, or by both such fine and 
imprisonment. 
the act of July 5, 1884. 

Section 30 of the bill provides for the forfeiture of any vessel 


whose master, owner, agent, or consignee shall knowingly vio- | 


late any of the provisions of this bill. This corresponds in sub- 
stance to section 10 of the act of July 5, 1884. 
Section 31 makes it a felony upon the part of anyone who, as 


principal or accessory, shall knowingly bring into the United | 


States any Chinese person otherwise than as provided by this bill, 


or who, pending the final decision as to the right of any Chinese | 


person to enter or pass through the territory of the United States, 
shall knowingly bring into or attempt to bring into or conspire 
to bring into the territory of the United States such Chinese per- 
son, or who shall knowingly harbor or retain within or conspire 
to retain within the United States, or any territory thereof, any 
Chinese person unlawfully therein and subject to deportation 
therefrom. 

And, upon conviction, such persons shall be punished by a fine 
of not less than $2,000, or by imprisonment for a term not less 


than six months and not exceeding five years, or by both such | 
| virtually, and in substance and effect, a reenactment of section 8 
| of the act of may 5, 1892 (27 Stats., p. 25), and of the decision of 
| the Secretary of the Treasury in construing said act of date Feb- 


fine and imprisonment. This is substantially the same provision 
as section 11 of the existing law of July 5, 1884 (23 Stats., p. 115), 
and also of the Treasury regulations, which provide that officers 
of railroads by which Chinese persons are illegally brought to 


places in the United State are liable to the penalties imposed by | 


section 11 of the act of July 5, 1884, and should be reported to the 
United States attorney for prosecution. 

Provision is made by section 32 of the bill to the effect that any 
Chinese person found within any portion of the United States in 
violation of any provision of this bill shall be arrested by any 
United States officer, and shall be taken before a United States 
judge in the district where arrest is made, or before the United 


States commissioner designated by the United States attorney of | 
said district, who shall proceed to inquire into the case, and unless | 


upon the hearing the person so arrested shall establish by affirma- 


tive proof, to the satisfaction of said judge or commissioner, that | 
he has a lawful right to be or to remain in the United States, or | 


in the portion of the territory of the United States wherein found, 
it shall be the duty of the said judge or commissioner to order 
that he be deported. 

It shall also be the duty of the United States attorney of the said 


district to attend the hearing, and the testimony of at least two | 


credible witnesses other than Chinese shall be required to estab- 
lish the right claimed. And it is further provided by the suc- 
ceeding sections that if any Chinese person shall enter the United 
States or any portion of the territory thereof without having first 


obtained from the ao Treasury officer the required per- | 


mission to enter, he shall be deported, notwithstanding that had 
he properly applied he would have been entitled to enter. 

The bill in the next section defines what is meant by deporta- 
tion, and it is stated that in case of a person coming from a 
foreign country, he shall be forthwith returned thither or to 
the country of which he is a subject or citizen, but if in any case 


a country of which such person shall claim to be a subject or | 


citizen shall demand any tax as a condition of the removal of 
such person to that country, he shall be sent to China; and fur- 
ther, in the case of a person who came without right from one 
portion of the territory of the United States to another portion 
of the territory of the United States, he shall be forthwith sent 
to the country of which he is a citizen or subject. 

All orders of deportation are to be executed by the United 
States marshal of the district wherein the said orders are made, 
and he shall execute the same with- all convenient dispatch, and 
pending such execution shall detain in his custody the person or- 
dered to be deported, who shall not be admitted to bail save in 
cases of appeal, as set forth m the proviso of section 50 of this bill. 


These provisions in reference to deportation, and the manner in | 
which it shall be executed, are an almost literal enactment of the | 


provisions upon that subject contained in the act of May 5, 1892 
(27 Stat., 25), and of the act of November 3, 1893 (28 Stat., 7). 
and is in conformity with the opinion of the Attorney-General 
of the United States of June 30, 1891, in which it is stated that: 


Chinese persons found unlawfully in the United States must be moved di- | 


rectly to China, unless they show they are subjects of any other foreign 
power, and the burden of proof is upon them to show this. 

In any insular territory of the United States where the United 
States has not established Federal courts and has not provided 
Federal marshals the judicial functions vested by this bill in the 
United States judges shall be vested in judges of the highest local 
courts in such territory, and the executive functions vested in the 
United States attorneys and marshals by this bill are declared to 
be vested in the corresponding local officers in such territory. 

lt is further provided by section 36 of the bill that any Chinese 
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person who violates any of the 


This corresponds substantially with section 16 of | 
| son who shall knowingly and falsely alter or substitute any name 


| whom issued, or any other person; or who shall falsely 
| any person named in any certificate authorized b 
_ Treasury rules or regulations thereunder, shall be deemed guilty 
of a felony, and on conviction thereof shall be fined not less than 
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poseees of this bill shall be de- 


ported after an accusation and hearing and a finding of guilty of 


| such violation. 


By provision of section 37 of the bill it is provided that any per- 


for the name written in any certificate provided for in this bill or 
by Treasury rules thereunder, or who shall knowingly utter any 
such certificate if forged or fraudulent, or who shall forge any 
such certificate; or who shall, whether an officer of the United 


| States or not, issue to any person a certificate as to the status or 


right of entry, or right of residence, or privilege of transit, or 
right of return of any Chinese person other than a certificate au- 
thorized by law to be by him issued, with intent to defeat an 

provision of this bill, or any Treasury rule thereunder, or wit 

intent to deceive the person to whom or the Chinese person for 
rsonate 
this bill or 


$1,000 nor more than $5,000, or imprisoned for a term not less 


| than one year nor exceeding five years, or shall be both so fined 


and imprisoned. 
These several provisions as set out in section 37 of the bill are 


| ruary 18, 1895. 

It is further provided in this bill that the requirements and pen- 
| alties imposed by it on masters, owners, agents, and consignees of 
vessels shall not apply in the case of any vessel bound to a port 
not within the United States, which shall come within the juris- 
diction of the United States by reason of being in distress or be- 
cause of stress of weather. 

But if any Chinese person brought on any such vessel shall be 
permitted toland in the United States in violation of law, or if 
every Chinese person so brought, who is bound to do so under 
this bill, does not depart with the vessel when it leaves port, then 
| the penalties of this bill shall be im on said vessel, and the 
master, owner, agent, and consignee thereof, jointly and severally. 

It is further provided in this bill that the master of any foreign 
| vessel which shall bring to the United States in the crew of such 
| vessel, or otherwise in its service, any Chinese persons not entitled 

to entry, shall be required to execute a bond satisfactory to the 
| Treasury Department, in the sum of $2,000, the condition of said 
bond being that none of such Chinese persons shall be permitted 
to land from said vessel for any purpose whatever, with or with- 
out the permission of said master, while said vessel remains 
within the United States, this bond to be canceled upon the cer- 
tificate of the appropriate eer officer that all Chinese per- 
sons covered by it have departed from the United States on the 
said vessel. It is also a provision of the bill that it shall be un- 
| lawful for any vessel holding an American register to have or 
| employ in its crew any Chinese person not entitled to admission 
| to the United States or into the portion of the territory of the 
| United States to which such vessel plies, and any violation of this 
| provision shall be punishable by a fine not exceeding $2,000. 

There is, however, attached to this provision a proviso to the 
effect that such penalty shall not accrue in the case of any such 
vessel which shall suffer the loss of a portion of her crew by rea- 
son of distress or stress of weather in any foreign jurisdiction or 
| portand shall be compelled thereby to employ Chinese seamen to 
| complete her complement of officers and men, but to relieve from 
| said penalty in such case it must be shown to the satisfaction of 

the appropriate Treasury officer that in such foreign jurisdiction 

or port no seaman other than Chinese were obtainable, and that 

every such Chinese seaman was discharged from the service of 
| such vessel immediately upon the arrival thereof at the first port 
| where seamen other than Chinese could be obtained, and that if 
| so discharged at any port under the jurisdiction of the United 
States no such Chinese seaman was permitted to depart from such 
vessel, but that each such Chinese seaman was forthwith trans- 
| ported as a passenger on such vessel, and at the expense thereof, 
| to a foreign port, and that no such Chinese seaman did reenter 
the service of such vessel after such discharge. 

The first part of this provision is in substantial compliance with 
the provisions of existing laws; the latter part, however, or the 
second paragraph of this section, is new legislation, and has for 
| its purpose the protection of the American seaman on the one 

hand, and the encouragement of the American merchant marine 

on the other. The deck of an American registered steamer is, in 
international law, a part of the terra firma, so to speak, of the 

United States, and this provision is simply an extension of the 
_ principle of exclusion of Chinese laborers to the decks and fore- 
| castles of American vessels. Such a provision will give encour- 
| agement to the American seaman and to others who enter that 
| service, 
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By section 40 of the bill it is provided that any Chinese person 
who, having been admitted into the United States or from one 
portion thereof into another portion thereof as a teacher, student, 
merchant, or traveler for curiosity or pleasure, ceases to be of the 
special class and becomes a laborer within the meaning of this 
bill, shall forfeit the privilege of remaining in the United States 
or the territory thereof, and shall be deported, and in every case 
where a Chinese person, having been given admission into the 
United States by virtue of being a servant or attendant of a 
Chinese officer, ceases to be such servant or attendant, he shall be 


deported. 

This is in accordance with existing law as defined by the Fed- 
eral courts. In the case of The United States v. Yong Yew (82 
Fed. Rep., 832) the court said: 

If a Chinese person secures admission into this country as a merchant and 
soon ceases to be one and becomes a laborer, such fact ought to have bearing 
on the intent with which he came here; and if from all the facts of the case 
it can be determined that he used the form of a mercantile occupation as a 
— to come here, with the real intent and purpose of laboring only when 

ere, such former occupation would not shield him, even if his certificate of 
entry be accurate in form and substance, and he is not lawfully entitled to 
be and remain in the United States. 

While by Treasury decision 18575 it is held that persons enter- 
ing as merchants on consular certificates and taking up the occu- 

tion of laborers are liable to deportation; while in the case of 

he United States v. Chu Chee, 87 Fed. Rep., 312, it was held 
that Chinese who were admitted as students, but without the 
certificate prescribed by section 6 of the act of July 5, 1884, and 
on their arrival in this country become laborers, are not entitled 
to remain in the United States and should be deported. 

By another provision of this bill the Commissioner-General of 
Immigration, with the approval of the Secre of the Treasury, 
shall prescribe and enforce rules and regulations whereby the 
Treasury De ent shall have a complete record of the date, 
nen and circumstances of the birth of every Chinese person 

ereafter born within the jurisdiction of the United States, to- 
gether with data as to the parentage, and a certified copy of the 
record as to any person whose birth is recorded shall be given as 
evidence in all inquiries under the provisions of this bill. 

This provision is in substantial conformity with existing law 
and the rules and regulations of the Treasury Department made 
in pursuance thereof. For instance, by Treasury Regulations 
(cone issued October 1, 1900, p. 47) it is provided as fol- 
Ows: 

In the cases of Chinese persons seeking admission on the ground that they 
were born in this country, t pains should be taken to ascertain whether 
or not the claim of the applicant is well founded, and officers at other ports 
should, when practicable, be called upon to investigate and report ee such 
cases. In no case should the applicant be admit on the ground that he is 
of American birth unless the collector is fully satisfied that the evidence pre- 
sented is reliable and justifies such admission. 

While by Treasury decision of September 9, 1894, it is held that 
children born of Chinese parents in the United States have a right 
to return to this country after a temporary absence, provided the 
fact of their birth here can be established. 

It is further provided in this bill that no certificate issued under 
the same shall be pawned, sold, or transferred, and any violation 
of this provision of the bill shall be followed by cancellation of 
the particular certificate, and, if the offender be a Chinese person 
not a citizen of the American mainland territory, by deportation 
of such person; and if the offender be of any other class, then he 
shall be punished under section 53 of this bill, to which I have al- 
ready called attention. 

This is in accordance with the existing rulings, regulations, and 
decisions of the Treasury Department. For instance, Treasury 
Decision 23993 is to the following effect: 

Certificates of residence issued to Chinese laborers if found elsewhere than 
in the possession of the person to whom issued should be taken up and de- 
—— with the collector of customs, subject to the order of the Depart- 
ment. 

And it is further provided by section 43 of the bill that when 
two years have expired after the departure from the United States 
of a Chinese laborer to whom a return certificate has been issued 
the Treasury Department shall cancel all official papers and 
entries concerning him, provided he shall not within said period 
have exercised his right to return. 

It is further provided by section 44 of the bill that hereafter no 
State court or court of the United States shall admit any Chinese 
pe to citizenship. This is a reenactment of the existing law; 

ut it was deemed best to incorporate it in this legislation. Sec- 
tion 14 of the act of May 6, 1882 (22 Stats., p. 58), is as follows: 

That hereafter no State court or court of the United States shall admit 
or to citizenship, and all laws in conflict with this act are hereby re- 
pealed. 
testa Nis Attorney-General, in his opinion of date August 4, 

7, said: 

Since May 6, 1882, neither State nor Federal courts have had jurisdiction 
to admit Chinese to citizenship. 

It is further provided by the succeeding section that the adminis- 
tration of this bill shall be in charge of the Commissioner-General 
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of Immigration under the direction of the Secretary of the 
Treasury; and the Commissioner-General, with the approval of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, is authorized to make and to 
enforce any and all rules and regulations by him deemed needful 
to the efficient execution of the provisions of this bill, or of any 
other law of the United States, or of any treaty relating to 
Chinese persons or persons of Chinese descent, provided that all 
such rules and regulations be consistent with the provisions of 
this bill. 

This isin conformity with existing law. In the sundry civil 
act of June 6, 1900, the following provision is found: 

* * * And hereafter the Commissioner-General of Immigration, in addi- 
tion to his other duties, shall have charge of the administration of the Chinese- 
exclusion law and of the various acts relating to immigration into the United 
States and its Territories and the District of Columbia, under the supervision 
and direction of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

It is further provided in the pending measure that whenever in 
this bill the term ‘‘ appropriate Treasury officer ’’ or its equivalent 
is used that officer of the United States is meant who is appointed 
by the Secretary of the Treasury and is designated by the Com- 
missioner-General of Immigration, with the approval of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, to perform the duty or to exercise the 
authority mentioned. And it is made the duty of the Secretary 
of the Treasury to make all needful appointments, and of the 
Commissioner-General of Immigration, with the approval of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, to make all needful designations forth- 
with on the passage of this bill; and the duty of inspecting and 
investigating all immigrants under this law, or under the general 
immigration laws of the United States, shall be performed when- 
ever practicable by Chinese or immigrant inspectors under the 
Bureau of Immigration. 

This is virtually a reenactment of section 7 of the act of May 5, 
1892 (27 Stats., p. 25), which provides as follows: 

That immediately after the passage of this act the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury shall make such rules and regulations as may be necessary for the effi- 
cient execution of this act. 

It is further provided in this bill that when the appropriate 
Treasury officer at the port of arrival of any Chinese person shall 
have passed upon the application of such person for a right of 
entry into the United States, or any of the territory thereof, or 
for the privilege of transit through the United States or any of 
the territory thereof, whether such right or privilege be sought 
for the first time or under return certificate, or under claim of 
former residence, or as a merchant, or otherwise, then the decision 
so given shall be final and not subject to review by the judicial 
branch of the Government of the United States. This is the 
existing law; giving, however, to such person so debarred the 
right of an appeal from said decision through the Commissioner- 
General of Immigration to the Secretary of the Treasury. And 
it is provided that any appeal taken to the Secretary must be 
filed with the officer making the decision appealed from within 
five days after the making of such decision. 

But where the applicant for entry bases his claim or right of 
entry or his claim to privilege to pass through the United States 
er any of theterritory thereof on alleged citizenship of the United 
States or any of the territory thereof, and upon that solely, then 
no administrative officer of the Government of the United States 
shall pass upon his case, but he shall forthwith be taken before 
the United States district judge for the district wherein he shall 
have applied for entry or for transit or before the United States 
commissioner designated by the United States attorney, and the 
appropriate United States attorney attending, a judicial hearing 
shall be had as on writ of habeas corpus, and pending the final de- 
cision on his application he shall be detained in the custody of the 
United States marshal of said district the same as in case of de- 
portation. And in the event that said decision is adverse to said 
claimant he shall then be returned as provided in other portions 
of this bill. 

And whenever any Chinese person bases his claim or right to 
enter or reside within, or his claim or privilege of passing through, 
the United States or any portion of the territory thereof, on any 
claim recognized by this bill or any law of the United States, and 
such claim is under inquiry or has been decided adversely to 
him, he is not permitted to assert alternatively another claim of 
right to enter, or to reside within, or any claim of privilege to 
pass through the United States or any portion of the territory 
thereof. In other words, he must stand upon the claim he first 
makes. If he fail in this, it is the end of the law as to him. 

It will be observed from these provisions to which attention 
has just been called, that in all the cases where the claim is based 
on ees the question as to his right to enter is not to be 
passed upon by the administrative officers, but by the judiciary. 
And it is further provided that when any commissioner of the 
United States shall have given a decision in any case, an appeal 
therefrom may be taken tothe United States district court, within 
five days from the rendering thereof, by the Chinese person con- 
cerned or by the United States. 
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And when any United States district court shall have given a 
decision on appeal or otherwise in any case arising under the pro- 
visions of this bill or any law or any treaty of the United States 
relating to Chinese persons or persons of Chinese descent, an ap- 
peal therefrom may be taken to the circuit court of appeals of the 
United States within five days from the rendering thereof, by the 
Chinese person concerned or by the United States. And in case 
of an appeal under this section by the United States, a certified 
copy of the testimony taken on the hearing before the district 
court shall, within ten days after said hearing, be transmitted to 
the Attorney-General of the United States, who may direct the 
eee district attorney to move for a dismissal of the 
appeal. 

In all appeals under the provisions of this bill the circuit court 
of appeals is empowered to review all facts, as well as all ques- 
tions of law, with power to make all necessary orders, either for 
discharge of the Chinese person or for deportation thereof. 

And on appeal to the district court of the United States or to 
the circuit court of appeals of the United States under the provi- 
sions of this bill a transcript of the record and copies of all testi- 
mony taken on the hearing before the commissioner or court 


whose decision is appealed from shall be transmitted to the dis- | 


trict court or the circuit court of appeals, as the case may be; 
and either court may order sent to it in addition, or in lieu, any 
original documents or other evidence used or considered in the 
lower court or tribunal. But no new evidence shall be received 


in the circuit court of appeals except by order of the court, on | 


motion duly made for such purpose. 
This provision as to the finality of the decisions of the customs 
officers is in strict accordance with existing laws. 


follows: 


’ 
In every case where an alien is excluded from admission into the United | 


States, under any law or treaty now existing or hereafter made, the decision 
of the appropriate immigration or customs officers, if adverse to the admis- 
sion of such alien, shall be final, unless reversed on appeal to the Secretary 
of the Treasury. 

And such has been the rulings of the Federal courts. 

In the case of Lem Moon Sing v. The United States (158 U. S., 
539) the Supreme Court of the United States held that, upon the 
refusal of the collector of customs at San Francisco to permit the 
landing at that port of one Lem Moon Sing, areturning merchant, 


and in reference to whom an application for the writ of habeas | 


corpus was made to the Supreme Court, the application for the 
writ of habeas corpus should be denied, upon the ground that the 
act of August 18, 1894, sundry civil act just quoted, makes final 
the decision of the appropriate customs or immigration officer, if 
adverse to the admission of the alien, unless reversed on appeal 
to the Secretary of the Treasury; the court holding that under 
this law the right to review the action of collectors of customs, 
in refusing the application of Chinese persons for permission to 
land, is taken from the courts and is vested in the Secretary of 
the Treasury. This also is in accordance with Treasury decision 
20478, as follows: 

Decisions of collectors of customs on applications of Chinese for admission 
to the United States are final unless reversed by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury on appeal. 

This bill gives to the United States the right of appeal. Under 
existing laws the right of appeal herein provided for is given to 
the Chinese, but not to the United States. 

It is believed by the framers of this bill that the right of appeal 
should attach to the United States as well as to the Chinese. 

It is also provided in the bill that in every case of appeal under 
the provisions of this bill the Chinese person who is the subject 
of such proceedings shall remain in the custody of the appropri- 
ate United States marshal pending the final decision of such pro- 
ceedings, and without bail; provided, however, that if the appeal 
be prosecuted from a decision discharging him from custody he 
may be admitted to bail pending the decision on appeal, but in a 
sum not less than $2,000; and this provision shall apply also in 
every case arising under the bill where the Chinese person sues 
out a writ of habeas corpus; and as well to the time before the 
first hearing on habeas corpus as to appeals from the first or any 
later decision in the proceeding. 

It is a further provision of this measure that the term ‘‘ United 
States ’’ whenever used in this bill as a geographical designation 
is meant to include all the lands and waters in any way subject to 
the jurisdiction of the United States, both continental and insular, 
while the term “insular territory,’’ as used in this bill, is meant 
to include all island territory of the United States not forming a 
part of any State or of Alaska. 

The terms *‘ Chinese’ and * Chinese persons,”’ as used in this 
bill, are meant to include all male female persons who are 
Chinese either by birth or descent, as well those of the mixed 
blood as those of the full blood. 

And it is further provided that whenever personal pronouns are 
used the masculine includes the feminine. 


It is provided | 
in the sundry civil act of August 18, 1894 (28 Stats., p. 390), as | 
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And it is further provided by this bill that whenever by this 
| bill or any appropriate rule or regulation thereunder a certificate 
| or other paper is required to be issued in duplicate or triplicate 
the original shall be marked ‘‘ Original,’’ while the duplicate shall 
be marked ‘ Duplicate,’”’ and the triplicate shall be marked 
‘“‘Triplicate.’’ And a further provision is to the effect that the 
provisions of this bill shall not be suspended at any time, nor 
shall any exemption be made in order to permit the admission of 
Chinese persons to the United States or any of its territory for 
the purposes of participating in any fair or exposition. 

Iam frank to say Iam opposed to this committee amendment 
in so far as it relates to expositions. I presume the committee 
was influenced by the fact developed in the hearings before the 
| committee that quite a number of Chinese women who came to 
this country to attend the Omaha and other expositions soon after 
coming here became identified with the dissolute classes. As in- 
vitations are being extended to China to visit the St. Louis and 
| other expositions, it would seem to be improper and unwise to 
bar the door against them, but they should be permitted to come 
under such rules and regulations as may be established by the 
Commissioner-General of Immigration, and approved by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury. Such a provision, it occurs to me, should 
be inserted in the bill. 

Mr. PENROSE. I do not know whether the Senator from 
| Oregon cares to be interrupted. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Certainly; I yield to the Senator from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. PENROSE. I will state that the amendment was inserted 
by the request of the Treasury Department; but I understand that 
an amendment is to be offered removing the objectionable features. 

Mr. MITCHELL, Iam glad to hear it. 

Mr. PENROSE. As a matter of fact, under resolutions of 
Congress extending such invitation, Chinamen have entered this 
| country and remained here. The object was merely to place on 
| record a protest against abuses which have heretofore existed by 
| reason of Chinese taking advantage of permission to come into 
| the country and remaining here. 
| Mr. CHELL. Iso understood. 





The last section of the act provides for the repeal of all acts and 
parts of acts inconsistent with any provision of this bill, with a 
proviso, that nothing contained in the present bill shall be con- 
strued to affect any prosecution or other proceeding, criminal or 
| civil, begun under laws in effect prior to the passage of this bill, 

but all such peceuntioey and proceedings shall proceed as if this 
bill had not n dd. 

I have now given a hurried but I think an accurate statement 
| of the several provisions of the bill, without stopping to present 
| any extended arguments in their favor. Any criticisms or objec- 
| tions, legal, constitutional, politic, or otherwise, that may be ad- 

vanced to any of its parts will be met later. It is believed noth- 
ing can be successfully urged against its constitutionality. It is 
| in line with the overwhelming public sentiment, as it seems to 
| me, of this country. It is not, as I have stated, when viewed 
from the proper standpoint, in conflict with any existing treaty 
stipulations between the United States and China, 
ven if it were, this could only be urged as a policy objection, 
and not one that would for one moment go to any lack of power 
in Congress under the Constitution to enact the law. It is legis- 
lation not -— in line with public sentiment of this country, but 
with the established policy of this Government. And not only 
so, but in accordance with the concessions heretofore made by the 
Chinese Government itself. So long ago as November 7, 1892, his 
excellency Tsui Kwo Yin, then Chinese minister at Washington, 
in a letter written to the then Secretary of State of the United 
States as of that date, said: 

It is conceded that the Imperial Government has not encouraged immigra- 

tion of its people from China to the United States, but on the contrary, in 


the negotiations between the countries on the subject, it has in the most 
friendly manner yielded to a suspension of immigration. 

Not only in this but in many other ways China has assented to 
the — 
part of t 
China. 

This bill in its entirety, as well as in its several provisions, can 
not be regarded as the embodiment either of the ideas or the 
workmanship, in its legal composition and construction, of any 
one man. It isa bill which has come to us through the processes 
of evolution, in which many minds familiar with the subject have 
contributed by way of ion as to principles, as to phrase, as 
to structural strength, and as to legal and constitutional construc- 
tion. It isa bill the ultimate product, the composite result, of 
the very best and combined efforts of the following representative 
men: 

First. The five Pacific coast commissioners of the State of Cali- 
fornia, men of the highest ability and integrity, selected and com- 
missioned not only by a great popular convention, composed of 


of exclusion, and has not regarded such policy upon the 
sol the Empire of 


e United States as one of hostility tow: 
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over 1,000 delegates, representing 3,000 civic, political, industrial, | country, wherein our country, through the evolution of public 
and agricultural organizations of the Pacific coast, but also by the | sentiment, has passed from the poliey of inviting Chinese immi- 
governor of the great State of California; gration to this country, first to restriction, then to exclusion, and 
Second. The entire Pacific coast delegation in the present Con- | finally to absolute inhibition. 
88; The public sentiment which in 1868 heralded with hosannasand 
Third. The American Federation of Labor; and beckoning salutations the consummation of the Burlingame treaty 
Fourth. The representatives learned in the law and familiar | has, through the enlightenment brought about by the evils follow- 
with the workings of existing Chinese-restriction laws from both | ing in the wake of unrestricted Chinese immigration, undergone 
the departments of the Treasury and of Justice. a most decided change, and the public sentiment which then un- 
In addition to all this, the Senate Committee on Immigration, of | wisely, but with an emphasis worthy of a better cause, demanded 
which the distinguished Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE] | unrestricted Chinese immigration, now prompted by the dictates 
is chairman and of which committee the following-named Senators | of national conservatism and national protection, in equally em- 
are members: FArRBANKS, LODGE, Mason, DILLINGHAM, RAWLINS, | phatic terms demands absolute Chinese inhibition except as to the 
TURNER, CLAY, McLaurin of Mississippi, and Patrerson, after | five exempted classes, namely, officials, teachers, students, mer- 
a most patient, exhaustive, and thorough investigation, running | chants, and travelers for curiosity or pleasure. 
through several weeks, during which time they took 580 closely This, Mr. President, is but another grand step forward by this 
printed pages of testimony, have reported this bill to the Senate | Republic in the majestic and progressive march of true Ameri- 
with sundry amendments, none of which affects the fundamental | canism, which looks to protection of American labor and the 
rinciples involved or the general purpose and character of the | American laborer, and to the preservation, purity, and perpetuity 
egislation, but all of which relate to legal structure, phraseology, | of American institutions. It isa grand step in the direction of 
and minor conditions of like character; and if I may be permit- | freeing our people and our institutions from the corrupting and 
ted, without violating the rules, a substantially similar bill has | corroding influences of pauper labor and those virulent and de- 
been reported favorably from the Committee on Foreign Relations | structive vices so inseparably connected with the lower classes of 
in the House at this session. | Asiatic serfdom, and whose poisonous virus, if permitted to per- 
No dissenting views, I believe, have been filed, although I am | meate our body politic, will inevitably lead to lamentable blight, 
not prepared to say, of course, that the bill as reported has in all | pitiable decay, and ultimate destruction. 
of its provisions received the unqualified approval of every one No higher duty rests upon the National Congress than to guard 
of the members of that distinguished committee. It is to be as- | with scrupulous care and untiring vigilance the doors which 
sumed, however, from the report that has been made, that a ma- | stand between us and foreign nations, to the end that no classes 
jority of the committee favor the passage of the bill as reported. | of people of any nation whatever be permitted to enter whose 
In this connection, for the purpose of showing how thoroughly | presence would, in the judgment of the American Congress, be a 
and carefully this measure has been considered by all classes of | menace to the virile growth and preservation of these institutions 
those who believe in the policy of Chinese exclusion, I beg to at- | which go to make our Republic what it is to-day, the most healthy 
tract attention to the following statement of Samuel Gompers, | and vigorous, morally, intellectually, and otherwise, of any nation 
president of the American Federation of Labor. Mr. Gompers that has ever lived since the beginning of time. 
in his statement before the Committee on Immigration while this ** Every sovereignty,’’ says Vattel, ‘‘ has the right to exclude 
bill was under consideration, among other things said: foreigners entirely, or to admit them on such terms as it shall 
We hold that the situation can be met by the enactment of the bill we | deem proper,’’ and so has said every intelligent writer on inter- 
heave respect gulemisted oon oar qomniteention, Penehes SecemsS national law since the days of Vattel; so say the Supreme Court 
vil, Senate bill 240, a billupon which every ingerest ihvolved ie ngreed. NC | of the United States; so say the leading statesmen in every en- 
has more fully represented the true views and the earnest effort of its ad- | lightened nation in Christendom; so has said the Congress of the 
na 2 . 


vocates than and upon which there is absolute unanimity. I i si “tj ’ s sac 
eeu to you, acadlamaah. that taetaliinednoetaniadanses and taeeey- United States in every act it has ever passed on the subject of 


resentatives of the American Federation of Labor have been in constant con- | Chinese restriction, and so has this Government, as well as the 


| 
| 
| 
! 











sultation; we have gone over the several features of the bill to which our at- | Empire of China, said in every treaty they have ever entered into 
tention was called, and we deemed is wise tosubmit to your consideration a | with each other relating to Chinese restriction. 
ee nee et eer ren ine, bil apdmake itef| “The right to do this is one of the highest attributes which at- 
The bill before you, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, contains practically no | taches to American sovereignty. Indeed, so all-controlling is this 
additional features, imposes no additional hardships to those in the present | right, so absolute is this indisputable power upon the part of the 
The only additional fenturen of the bill, which contistentty van through it | American Republic, acting through the Congress, that no treaty 
are the features which provide that the Chinese shall be excluded from the | stipulation to the contrary, however solemnly entered into be- 
Philippines, and that they, too, shall be excluded from coming from one in- | tween the treaty-making power of this and that of any foreign 
sular possession of the United States to another. h 2 ried ae 
, Re ba power, or however solemnly ratified by the ratifying power of 
Mr. Gompers, proceeding further and referring to the bill in- | gach, can stand for one moment against it. 


a yi ro ee ; o s And while in such a case good faith might and, except in a 
Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, we view genuine alarm the suggestion | most extraordinary case and one of great emergency, seriously 
which has been made to this committee and the bill which has been intro- : : : 7 ae! 

duced into the Senate to reenact the present Geary law, setting a time when | 22d imminently threatening and dangerously affecting our coun- 
the life of this new act should terminate, coincident with what is generally | try or our people, would cause Congress to hesitate and desist, 


believed will be the termination of the life of the treaty with China; that is, | y : : 
Decomber 7, 1904. We believe that if the bill generally Enown as the Proctor yet the power to proceed must forever remain unquestioned and 


bill be enacted by Congress it would be tantamount to serving notice on China | Undisputed. That a subsequent act of Congress in direct con- 
that it is our desire to terminate the treaty on December 8, 1904. flict with a treaty provision repeals and abrogates such treaty 

This, Mr. President, is Mr. Gompers’s view of the bill now un- | provision is a doctrine which no lawyer will, in the face of re- 
der consideration, and it is the view in the main, as I have rea- | peated decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States, deny. 
son to believe, of every member of Congress, both in the Senate | The doctrine that a subsequent act of Congress abrogates a prior 


and House, from the ific coast States and Territories. treaty in so far as it conflicts with its provisions is one that has 
It will be borne in mind that Article VI of our treaty with | been recognized by this Government since the matter was first 
China of date December 8, 1894, is as follows: discussed or the question raised, nearly one hundred and four 


This convention shall remain in force for a period of ten years beginning | YEaTsS ago, and it has received the sanction of every department 
with the date of the exchange of ratifications, and if six months before of Government—legislative, executive, administrative, and judi- 


the ae of said period of ten years neither Government shall have | cial—commencing with its exercise by Congress when, on July 


Fora ren mice te Anal termamaton to the other, it shall remain in | 7, 1798, an act was passed abrogating our treaty with France, 


It will be seen, therefore, that nde either the Dalton States “ym - ap bet — a ae a 
or the Empire of China gives six months’ notice to the contra e Oe FOS SIE OE ES RS SP UNCNS © 
before December 8, 1904, that the treaty of December 8, 1894, will | {26,{°eety and of the consular convention heretofore concluded between the 
remain in full force and effect by virtue of ~ — oe obligatory on the Government of the United States or citizens of the United 
until December 8, 1914. It must be apparent, therefore, to 
that the enactment of what is known as the Proctor bill would } The Department of Justice, through its Attorneys-General, has 
be tantamount to a notice that we desired to terminate the treaty | at various times proclaimed this doctrine in unqualified terms. 
res iy Moa 1904. nw in any oun, oes the ree — Atienaey- Conceal cienienteee Opiatens Atiorneye- General, vel. 
enacted, there is nothing to preven e Empire of China from | 5, p. 345). discussing the question of conflict between a prior 
giving the notice provided for in the sixth article of the treaty, treaty a a subsequent act of Congress with reference - the 
— in that event x: ee ere, See preety Se oreo Florida claims, the following language: 

w in existence, nothing w ver to prevent an mx] snactot is h law of the land t : 
of Chinese laborers into this country after December 8, 1904... | is inced om the mame footing. and no superiority is given to ome or the other. 

; i resul expression 0: © law ng power m pre ; and just for the 
‘ates eee S ohey of ‘Chines’ prohibition eo eee ~~ alec aen tecak a paar that a subsequent act must prevail 


t with bs ‘eiThe 
marked by separate and distinct periods in the history of PRUNE namwtmaces OO 
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Again, Attorney-General Ackerman, in the case of the Choctaw | by reason of our Chinese-exclusion policy our trade has fallen 


Indians (see Opinions Attorneys-General, vol. 3, p. 357), said: 

There is nothing in the Constitution which s different reasons to 
treaties and to statutes. Both the one and the other, when not inconsistent 
with the Constitution, aim to stand upon the same level and to be of equal 
validity; and, asin the case of laws emanating from an equal authority, the 
earlier in date yields to the latter. 

Not only so, repeatedly has the Supreme Court of the United 
States held that the power to abrogate a treaty with a foreign 
power, as well as with the Indian tribes, does not rest exclusively 
with the Executive and the Senate, but does reside in the Con- 
gress. Notably did the Supreme Court of the United States 
finally and forever settle this doctrine in a controversy known as 
the ‘*‘ Cherokee Tobacco Case,’’ reported in 11 Wallace, pase 616. 
The court in that case, by Justice Swayne, uses the following 
languag?: 

The effect of a treaty and an act of Congress, when in conflict, is not set- 
tled by the Constitution. But the question is not involved in doubt as to the 
proper s lution. The treaty may supersede a prior act of Congress (2 Peters, 
314), and an act of Congress may supersede a prior treaty (2 Curtis, 454; 
1 Woolworth, 155). 

The same principle has been re 
Court of the United States, an 
tention. 

But, happily, Mr. President, the legislation proposed by this 
bill does not involve, as I have attempted to show, any question 
of Punic faith. The bill under consideration is but an attempt 
to crystallize into one intelligent, harmonious statute the laws 


atedly affirmed by the Supreme 
the question is not open to con- 


upon this subject as they exist to-day in virtue of the various ex- | 
isting treaty and legislative provisions, as defined and construed | 


by the departments and the Federal courts, with such elabora- 
tion and extension as are necessary to extend the policy of exclu- 
sion to our insular possessions. 

It is legislation which in forceful form seeks to throw the ample 
folds of protection not only around the laborer of this country to 
guard him against the ruinous competition of the cheap serf labor 
of the Asiatic, but which also protects the morality of the Repub- 
lic and of the people from the polution which otherwise must in- 


evitably result from an admixture with our people of unlimited | 


| ae Commercial Congress in Philadelphia, used these 
| words: 


numbers of a race wholly incapable of assimilation, who never 
can become citizens, and whose vices are a deadly and dangerous 
menace to our people and our Government. 

I would attract the attention of those who mock at the sugges- 


tions that there is danger unless a check is interposed of a | 


great Chinese invasion into this country, to past history in con- 


nection with Chinese invasions into foreign countries. Fourteen | 


years ago, on January 12, 1888, I had the honor of addressing 
this Senate upon the general subject of Chinese exclusion. I 
then, in discussing this phase of the subject, among other things, 
said: 


peoples along the Ti 
and left a track of 
India which required centuries to efface: if th hundred years 
ago proved themselves, under great leaders like Tamerlane, to be conquer- 
and intelligent 7a from the Tigris to Moscow and from Moscow 
to the shores o' 

countless millions in the future? Russia has felt the terrible shock of Chinese 
invasion, and to rally and recover from which it required the vigorous exer- 
cise of all her energies for centuries after. 


to surrounding nations from vast numbers of Chinese invaders. It is stated 
he recently declared that *‘ the greatest danger to the western world existed 


in the Chinese Empire. It only needed,” said he, “another Tamerlane to | 


set in motion another invasion, ee perhaps 20,000,000 of the hardier 
races of northern China, to overwhelm Europe, not by their military strength 


orskill, but by mere force of numbers. If20,000,000," said he, “*werenotenough | 


to do the work, then 20,000,000 more might follow, drawn from a population 
that is to all intents and purposes numberless.” 

If the means of travel between nations and empires are im- 
proved, if the cost of travel is materially diminished, just in the 


overabundance of undesirable immigration increased. If it is 
true, and history affirms the fact, that long prior to the invention 
of steam engines, centuries before steamships and railways had 
an existence, nations were invaded, peoples overrun, principali- 
ties destroyed, not by any superior intelligence or military skill, 


but solely by reason of the force of numbers, how much more | 
likely are such things to occur in the present life of nations, | 


when, through the instrumentality of steam and electricity and 
all the allied powers of scientific achievements oceans are bridged 
with palatial homes, distances between the empires, kingdoms, 
and republics of earth—Christian and pagan, free and despotic, 
enlightened and barbarous—are annihilated, and all these are 


brought into immediate physical union, and when the continents | 


of the earth and the islands of the seas, the different hemispheres 
and various zone belts of the earth, with their strange, complex, 
diverse, and nonhomogeneous and nonassimilating millions, are 
brought into immediate and dangerous contact. 

To the suggestion that has been made in certain quarters, that 





| taels, an 
F i | a significant fact that for many years the value of your exports to China was 
If the Chinese pagans, led on by the great Mongolian leader Timur or | 
Tamerlane, over five long centuries ago, overwhelmed the principalities and | 
is, the Euphrates, the Volga, the Ganges. and the Nile. | 
ylation through Russia, and oe: and Egypt, and | gures, 
e Chinese five | ing to the United States consul at Chefu, Mr. Fowler, who seems to have 

l | taken great pains in going over the figures, the United States trade with China 
ors in vast, extensive territory, and victorious over innumerable strong | 


the Ganges, what may not be feared from them and their | 





off with the Empire of China, I can not make better answer than 
to quote what was said by Hon. JuLius Kaun, Representative in 
Congress from the State of California, in the recent statement 
made by him before the Senate Committee on Immigration while 
this bill was under consideration. Mr. KAHN said: 


Much has been said here about the treatment England has accorded to 
China and the manner in which she has held her trade. 

It has also been asserted that our trade fell from $8,701,008 in 1891 to $5,663,497 
in 1892 (the year in which the Geary law yomnet). 08 then oo 7 in 1893 
(the year in which the Supreme Court declared the G law tutional), 
and rose to $5,862,426 in 1804, after our lategt treaty with China was ratified. 
An attempt has been made to draw facts and figures the inference 
that our trade relations with China were influenced by our attitude in the 
matter of our exclusion policy. But let us examine "s trade with other 
countries. In 1891 the United Kingdom did a trade with the Celestial Empire, 
exclusive of Hongkong (British) and Macao Porte ), of £6,525,662. In 1892 
this fell to £5,896-597, n 1893 to £4,699,336, and in 1594 to £4,363,536. And yet 
ae no Geary law or any other kind of an exclusion law. 

gain, nee, which never an exclusion law, did a trade with 
the Chinese Empire of 10,344,940 francs in 1891. This fell to 7,244,486 francs in 
1892, and to 5,696,600 francs in 1893. In 1894 the trade jumped to 19,971,563 


| francs. So that the experience of the French merchants, who lived ina coun- 


try where the matter of an exclusion law had never even been s ited, 
found their trade fall and rise in just as our trade had fallen and n. 

And so with Germany. In 1891 her trade with China was 000 marks; 
in 1892 it fell to 30,115,000 marks; in 1898 it rose to 33,443,000 mar. ut in 1894 
it fell back to 28,446,000 marks. And Germany has no exclusion laws. Iam 
satisfied, however, from my intimate knowl of German character, that 
if the interests of German mechanics and laborers were jeopardized by the 
threatened invasion of thousands of the pauper laborers from the Chinese 
Empire, it would not be long before the German Parliament would pass all 
~ ed legislation to afford the necessary protection to her own working 
classes. 

Statistics all show that England within the past few years has been losing 
her Chinese trade. Mr. Evarts says she has maintained it, but she has been 
losing it. We have been getting some of it, in spite of our exclusion laws. 

Japan, which went in after England and a China, has increased its 
Chinese trade from 9,135,000 yen in 1895 to 40,257,034 yen in i399. The figures 
I have quoted are from the Bureau of Statistics of our Treasury Department. 


But no better answer to the objections that our Chinese- 
exclusion legislation has injured our trade with China, or that 
our commerce with that country is in the decadence, than the 
testimony of China herself. That Empire, So her 
present very able, genial, and lovable minister, Wu Ti g Pang, in 
an address delivered by him less than two years ago before the 


It is a well-known fact that China’s trade and commerce with foreign na- 


tions has been and is increasing every year. This isespecially the case with 


the United States. Since the opening of my country to forei 
fifty years ago her trade with the United States has been stea: 
To go no further back than the 
imperial maritime customs for that 
China amounted in round numbers 
China 9,000,000 taels. 
The volume of trade has increased rapidly ony int and it reached the 
oeuneses last year: Exports from the Uni tates to China, 17,163,312 
imports from China, 11,986,771 taels, a total of 29,150,083 taels. It is 


commerce 
increasing. 
ear 1891, I find in the trade returns of the 
ear the exports of the United States to 

7,700,000 taels and the imports from 


less than your imports, but last year it was the other way. Your exports’ 
exceeded your imports by over 5,000,000 taels. Thus it indicates clearly that 
your export trade has been and is increasing immensely. 

I have taken these fi as I say, from the customs returns; but accord- 


is underestimated by one-third, because the customs method of reckoning is 
to credit the ship with the merchandise she carries; so a steamer, say, flying 
the British flag and carrying a large quantity of American goods, the goods 
so imported will be put down as British and not American. us, according 


| to Mr. Fowler, your trade with China last year was 40,000,000 taels. Gratify- 
| ing as these figures are, they will not stop there, but will continue to advance 
The present Czar of all the Russias is not unmindful of the great danger | 


every year. (Commercial China in 1900, issued by United States Bureau of 
Statistics, p. 2870.) 


But not only so. I will place Great Britain on the witness 
stand. According to the British Foreign Statistical Abstract. 
imports into China from the United States amounted in value in 
1899 to over 850 per cent more than when the Chinese-exclusion 


| act of 1892 was passed. In 1892 our imports into China, accord- 


ing to this Abstract, were of the value of but 6,062,000 haikwan 
taels, while in 1899 they were of the value of 22,289,000 taels. | 


same ratio is the danger which threatens this country through an | Present herewith, and ask that it be inserted as a part of my re- 


_marks, the following table from the testimony taken before the 
| Senate committee reporting this bill: 


Imports into China from the United States, according to the British Foreign 
Statistical Abstract. 
Haikwan taels. Haikwan oe 
4, 647,( 


3. 398, 000 
8, 146, 000 
8, 806, 000 
8,676, 000 
7,732, 000 
6, 062, 000 
5, 444, 000 
9, 263, 000 
.- 5,083, 000 
11, 930, 000 
12, 440, 000 
17, 163, 000 
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Nore.—These figures do not include American merchandise passing 
through Hongkong or carried in foreign bottoms. 
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I have recently received from a lady of the Pacific coast, distin- 
guished for her li attainments and knowledge of public 
affairs, Mrs. John B. Allen,a copy of a most interesting and ably 
written address, delivered by her January 31 last before the 
“Century Club,” of Seattle, Wash., on the general subject of 
‘‘Tmmigration,’’ and upon the query, ‘* Shall it be restricted? If 
so, upon what basis?’’ I find in that able address much which 
commands my cordial indorsement. But in that address this 
most worthy lady, with an ingenuity and ability that can not but 
compel admiration, vigorously attacks the whole policy of Chinese 
exclusion and, after ne the test of exclusion of immi- 
grants generally should be illiteracy, immorality, indigence, and 
viciousness, concludes her remarkable and, in most respects, 
admirable address in these words: 


Can our statesmen not stand on this broad and liberal platform and enact 
reel helghemay ipligems, an mot Ginorimainate aguinet any countay, bes toe 

e , and no any country, bu 
the ham’ of welacme be extended to the Secieat ne th Gen Orient? Let 
the Pacific bear the immigrant as wellas the Atlantic. Let the only requi- 
sites be intelligence, sobriety, ewe ey industry. 


oO to our laws, 
to our Government. And if they can not, do not, lay aside bias 
d do reenact this on 


and preju and listen to reason an t, an e 
country exclusion act, then mer Cop give t Roosevelt the courage 
of his convictions and nerve his hand to veto the measure. 

With these sentiments I can not , and in mse and as 


an answer to the general argument of this estimable lady in favor 
of Chinese immigration, I attract attention to the views of another 
distinguished and able lady, Mrs. Charlotte Smith, president of 
the Woman’s National Industrial of America. She isa 
most estimable woman , whose life is devoted to the industrial and 
moral elevation of the women of America. The result of her un- 
tiring efforts in behalf of women has given her a most enviable 

lace in the legislative and ind history of our country. 

er name is to-day embalmed in the affections of untold hun- 
dreds whom she has rescued from industrial and moral degrada- 
tion. In her statement before the Committee on Immigration, 
when this bill was under consideration in that committee, Mrs. 
Charlotte Smith, in referring to the curse of the presence of Chi- 


nese laborers in this country, said: 

Now, in my further discussion of this question, I will confine myself to 
Chinese coo! haieel andomm titive with women as wage-earners, and Chinese 
as moral in the United States. First, the ustrial women of this 
country have more to fear from than have, be- 
cause men are better o: 


men wage-earners 
rganized, and women have no voice in the enacting of 
ove! oe pee be betterment of women as industrial factors. " 


e 
in the ci 
in one industry, namely, the law business. Formerly women could help 
maintain their dependent families em t two or three 
days in the week at s per day. except in isolated 
cases. The Chinese haye the monopoly on the laundry business, this with 
steam laundries and improved hinery, most of the steam laundries are 
enna and run by men, and but few women are employed. Therefore 
o> ve taken the employment away from 500,000 women in the United 


The Chinese control the slipper and woman's wrapper 
trade on the Pacific coast; also largely the fruit and canning industries, 
that women and children were enn eee in many months during 
the canning season. The Chinese are the ; they absorb and give 
nothing in return but bad odors and worse mo They are a standing 
menace to the women of this country. Their very ——— is 
ing. They have sown the seed of vice in every ors a 
country. they encourage, aid, and abet the yu of land to become 
opium fiends, for in the sale of opium is where their greatest revenues are 
derived. Through the introduction of importing and experimenting in 
cheap labor of the Chinese the result is our insane asylums are full to over- 
flowing, and Americans are fast becoming addicted to the use of opium, 
largely wrongs the Chinese, who have for centuries been addicted to the 
use of opium, 

I said’ before the Silver Jubilee Total Abstinence Convention of America, 
in 1895, in New York: “In my investigations as president of the Woman's 
Rescue League, which is a branch of the Woman’s National Industrial 
League, I found 175 women who had been baptized in the Christian faith liv- 
ing with Chinamen in New York in 18%. These women b: young ns 
into the world, who, with their so-called husbands, worship in joss-house tem- 
ples and become iples of Confucius as well as opium fiends.” 

Furthermore, 99 out of every 100 Chinese are gamblers. This undesirable 
class come in direct competition with women who are breadwinners. The 
beastly and immoral lives that these Mongolians lead is only too well known 
in the police courts in all our large cities, where patrol wagons filled with 
_ Chinese gamblers and soaiey school scholars every Monday morning goes to 
prove as an object lesson that they never can be “ nized.” 


In Feb ,, 1898, 700 Hebrews and Italians were discharged. They had 
been em loved in two steam laundries on the cast side, New York, and 400 
Chinese bem greg A delegation waited upon me at 24 Union Square, 

e Rescue 


the headquarters 


e, andasked me toaddressa mass meet- 
nga Ud pete substi 


en 


I willgive an illustration: On the east side, New York Soar yearengo the 
present month, I walked 108 squares ina section of the city that 
ebre , where every man, woman, and child was 


w City. 
conve in the Hebrew Also daily ne were published 
in thet ng f Latte tb Chines laundries and t at 1 white laundiey, 
lace it was. The and 
formerly 
@ meager 
on 


competition. 
is one of the most densely populated districts of New York. The ten- 


ants were nearly all Hebrews and Italians who could not speak English, and 

et the Chinese, who could neither speak their sangenees nor the English 

, controlled the laundry trade. The rich and well-to-do middie 

class do not patronize Chinese laundries. It is the poor laboring class who 

maintain keep on Se Chinese laundries in this country. [attribute this 

to the filthy clothes that the Chinese will accept. This, with the unsanitary 

condition of these laundries and the Chinese mode of living, makes them a 
menace to society. 

the year 1889, in Washington, D. C., 564 Chinese were arrested. 

The jority were members of the Metropolitan Church Sunday school. 

Men women, pipes and opium-joint paraphernalia were brought into the 

court. rmore, the worst gamblers and most immoral opium- 

int keepers were so-called Sunday school Chinese pupils. 

Gentlemen, I was interested in having these Chinese “ Christians" raided 
because of their contaminating young children, and the result was published 
in the ne at the time. Ihave herea copy of the Working Woman, 
which I pu’ ed, Ei the full report. 

In Boston, June 23, 1894, 15,000 unfortunate girls were turned loose to forage 
upon the community because of & moral e inaugurated against vice. 

t was the result? American born, educated girls became the mistresses 
of . The Tenderloin floating population was soon after 
were permitted to go into the 


business of keeping houses of ill-repute, and e extensively in this illicit 


traffic. This in tanical Boston, where educated, American-born white 

slaves were ete t and sold for as low as $2 per head, while Chinese women 

were prized at § to $3,000 each. This was the market price at that time 
n. 


in New York and Boston. The Chinese, with few exceptions, do not bring 
their wives and children to this country, therefore they prey upon American 
girls because they can be procured so much cheaper. 

* * * If some decided stepsare not taken by this Government to exclude 
and keep out this undesirable class, it will not long until legislators will 
be asking that there be leper hospitals established in every township in this 
country. 


Mr. irman and gentlemen of the committee, this is a serious question, 
with 300,000 Chinese in the United States and 1,000,000 in the Philippine Is- 
lands who are entitled to the Spe aa of our flag. In conclusion, the wage 
women, who are helpless, and society should be protected from coming in 
contact with these imported Asiatic heathens as competitive breadwinners. 
Therefore, I ask in the name of 25,000 organized industrial women and in the 
interest of morality, health, and industry that the Chinese be excluded from 
our shores; furthermore, that amendments, as suggested by the Pacific 
Coast Chinese Commission, be incorporated in the Chinese-exclusion bill and 


But not only so. It appeared on the investigation of this sub- 
ject before the Senate Committee on Immigration having this bill 
under consideration, from statistics vouched for as reliable in the 
statement of Mr. Livernash, one of the California commissioners, 
and long a citizen of the city of San Francisco, made before that 
committee, that since the year 1880 there had been 1,311 arrests 
of Chinese persons in the city of San Francisco alone on charges 
of felony, the list of crimes including more than 100 cases of mur- 
der, and also including numerous cases of assault to murder, as- 
sault to rob, arson, abduction, assault with deadly weapons, brib- 
ery, attempt to bribe, burglary, grand larceny, kidnapping, libel, 
mayhem, passing counterfeit money, perjury, rape, robbery, re- 
ceiving stolen goods, and smuggling. 

But still further, that there were, since the year 1880, 31,161 
arrests of Chinese persons in the city of San Francisco alone 
charged with misdemeanors, and this in a population, according to 
the last census, of considerably less than 20,000 Chinese, although 
it is claimed by Treasury officials familiar with the facts that the 
present population of that city is much larger than shown by the 
census returns, as it is claimed that a very large number of the 
real Chinese residents of San Francisco are migratory in their 
habits; that from ten to fifteen thousand leave San Francisco an- 
nually each spring for the northern fisheries in Oregon, Washing- 
ton, and A , and an equally large number leave the city for 
the orchards, vineyards, and mines, and consequently are not in 
the city when the census is taken. 

But suppose the average number of Chinese in San Francisco 
each year since 1880 is twice the number shown by the recent cen- 
sus, or say 50,000, and this is probably a low estimate, the fact that 
in the past twenty-one years there have been in that city 1,511 ar- 
rests of Chinese persons for felonies and 31,161 arrests on charges 
of misdemeanor is an astounding commentary on the immorality 
and criminal disposition and tendencies of this class of persons. 

In no part of this country among any other classes, either native 
or foreign born, can there be found such a large percentage of 
infractions, or alleged violations of criminal laws of the country 
as is presented by these statistics. Bearing upon this phase of 
the case I also attract attention to the statement of Mr. Liver- 
nash, made before the committee (see pp. 87-88 in testimony 
taken before the Senate Conimittee on Seseiesabion) in which 


he said: 

Re the matter I was discussing I shall read from a letter ad- 
dressed b: chief of police of Sacramento, a place of about 30,000 inhabit- 
ants, to Mr. Woops, now a Representative in Congress from California. 


The chief copes says: ; 
“The number of Chinese arrested in this city (not including Sacra- 
=a County) from January 1, 1891, to January 1, 1901, was 852, as follows: 


venty- for felonies. Of this number 57 were held to answer; 16 
were discha: . These 73 arrests were for murder, murderous assaults, 
burglary, an d larceny. , 

. nm hun and seventy-nine for misdemeanors—petit larceny, opium 
smoking, , and violating city ordinances; 624 were convicted; 155 were 
“In this community, as well as in every other place where Chinese abound, 
the ruin of a great many of our American youths is traceable to a habit pecul- 


iarly common amo 


the Chinese. \ um smo 
almost unknown in t 


namely . This habit was 
State until the Chinese came. 


A review of the 1,370 
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convicts at San Quentin prison and of the 771 quartered at Folsom will, I 
think, bear out my assertion that 40 per cent of the convicts are now such 
through the opium habit, contracted directly or indirectly through associat- 
ing with the Chinese.” 

Before closing I beg to attract the attention of the Senate to the 
important fact of the imperative necessity for speedy considera- 
tion of and action upon this bill. On the 4th day of May next, 
now only about four weeks distant, the present Chinese-exclusion 
act expires by its own terms of limitation, and unless this or some 
other measure of exclusion is enacted and signed by the President 
before that date the doors of this country will be swung wide 
open to millions of Chinese laborers who desire to come here. 

Several bills have been introduced—two known as the Lodge 
and Proctor bills, one or the other of which it is insisted by some 
should take the place of the pending bill. ~“ But it is a noticeable 
fact that those who take this position—and I do not now speak of 
Senators but of others who have appeared in the capacity of attor- 
neys in the hearings before the Immigration Committee—are those 
who have appeared before the Committee on Immigration in op- 
position to Chinese exclusion. 

While it is to be assumed in all candor that the authors of these 
bills, respectively, are earnestly desirous with us of securing the 
passage of a proper measure of restriction, I desire to place on rec- 
ord at this time my solemn conviction, as well as my prediction, 
that neither of these measures will meet the necessities of the 
hour; and the passage of either at this time would result in such 
a tremendous earthquake of public sentiment and indignation 
upon the part of the people of the Pacific coast, irrespective of 
party, eb as has not been witnessed in this country in regard 
to any question for many years. 

While we accord to all representatives of States and of people 
intelligent judgment of this most important problem, whether 
they reside in one section of the country or the other, we of the 
Pacific coast States, by reason of our immediate contact with the 
evil we seek to repress, insist that our deliberate, unified opinion 
on this subject is entitled to the highest consideration and the 
profoundest respect of every Senator and Representative in Con- 
gress. 

One word for the Republicans of the Senate. While this is 
not nor should it be in any sense a party question, it should not 
be forgotten that the Republican party is in control of this Gov- 
ernment at present. It a a large majorty in and controls both 
Houses of Congress, and we have a Republican Executive. Let 
me, fellow-Republicans, whisper in your ears if you fail to pass 
the bill on the subject of Chinese exclusion which the Senators 
and Representatives of the Pacific coast States, irrespective of 
party, have presented to you for your consideration, and insist on 
forcing the passage of a statute which is inadequate and ineffi- 
cient, then, at the coming elections, look out for such a vote of 
condemnation of the Republican party on the Pacific coast as you 
have not heard since the overthrow of the party in 1884. 

In conclusion I ask unanimous consent to have printed for the 
convenience and inspection of the Senate, as a part of my remarks 
and as an appendix thereto, two papers which I hold in my hand. 
One is the report of Senator PENROSE, chairman of the Senate 
Committee on Immigration, made on behalf of the committee re- 
porting this bill. It is brief, but a most admirable condensation 
and statement of reasons in support of the passage of the pend- 
ing bill. The other is the concluding note in the statement of Mr. 
Edward J. Livernash, one of the California commissioners, made 
before the Senate Committee on Immigration when this bill was 
under consideration in that committee, and which accompanied 
a mass of most valuable data bearing upon the subject of Chinese 
restriction. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Smmowns in the chair). The 
papers referred to by the Senator from Oregon will be printed in 
the REcORD in the absence of objection. 

Ths papers referred to are as follows: 

Mr. Penrose, from the Committee on Immigration, submitted the follow- 


ing report (to accompany 8. 2960): 

The Committee on Ne herewith report Senate bill No. 2960, with 
sundry amendments, as indicated, and respectfully recommend its passage. 

The sentiment of the American people with regard to the admission of 
= has been oo ——- the ~ twenty years into : — 
and progressive policy, w resul equally prapenere gislation 
for the exclusion of all classes save those who,in recognition of international 
comity, should be admitted as official representatives of the Chinese Govern- 
ment, as teachers coming to instruct the Chinese youth or to enlighten 
American collegians, as students seeking the benefits of the higher educa- 
tional facilities of this country, as merchants engaging in | te com- 
merce, both local and international, and as travelers for curiosity or pleasure. 

These classes are excepted from the operation of the mt exclusion 
laws by virtue of the treaty with China, and such exemptions, which were 
made at the request of the representatives of the Imperial Chinese Govern- 
ment, include all of the classes to whom ion was conceded by the 
United States in the negotiations leading up to said treaty. 

Upon the other hand, the absolute prohibition of the on of Chinese 
laborers was agreed upon by China, and the treaty runs for a period of 
twenty years ending December 8, 1914, subject to possible abrogation, how- 
ever, at the end of ten years, in 1904. 

The act approved May 5, 1892, known as the Geary law, continued in force 
all laws then existing for a period of ten years, or until May 5, 1902, or less 
than two months hence. 


Under the administration of the exist laws many of the evil results of 
the previous unrestricted immigration of Chinese have been nullified, and 
under their protection American labor has regained much that was lost by 
former competition of Chinese cheap labor. 

It is obvious, however, that the former evils are not forgotten by the 
workingmen of this country, and that the demand for the continuance of 
our established policy is well-nigh universal and voiced with an earnestness 
and insistence that merits and compels our favorable action. 

The peotanen of the American workingmen from the competition of 
Asiatic labor is no naar a question of transcontinental limitations, but its 
mantle must now be thrown over the shoulders of the native toilers in the 
insular territory of recent acquisition, and thisis but one of man 
for the enactment of a b and comprehensive measure at this time. 
Other reasons are— 

The extreme difficulty in securing a just and equitable administration of 
the present laws, of which there are no less than eight operative in whole or 
in part, besides innumerable judicial, lege and executive decisions, many of 
them contradictory and inconsistent—all parts of a fabric woven by many 
men of many minds. 

The unavoidable inequality in the interpretation and execution of these 
contrarious provisions by officers stationed at the coast and border ports of 
entry far distant from the seat of government. 

The necessity of ans general features of the law into harmony 
with the enactment of the Fifty-sixth Congress, which pe the adminis- 
tration of the Chinese-exclusion laws under the Bureau of Immigration, while 
their execution remained in the hands of collectors of customs, who are sub- 
ordinates of anothor division of the Teasury Department. 

The urgent need of defining by legislation the meaning and intent of all 
disputed provisions of existing laws, of reenacting all those measures which 
have been attacked as invalid or obsolete, and of proving a virtual codifi- 
cation of all laws, decisions, and regulations which have proven effective in 
the established practice. J 

The necessity for prescribing and defining the duties and powers of Chi- 
nese and immigrant inspectors, United States attorneys and marshals, and 
of methods of procedure in the investigation and trial of all causes involving 
the rights and privileges of Chinese. 

The imperative need of unquestioned authority vested in the Treasury 
Department for the formulation of rules and regulations to govern the en- 
forcement of the laws. 

The need of stronger measures for the prevention, detection, and punish- 
ment of frauds. : 

The increasing difficulty of dealing with abuses of the privilege of transit 
—— our territory accorded to Chinese passing from one foreign country to 
another. 

The advisability of affording greater protection to Chinese of the exempt 
classes and to resident and domiciled laborers by asystem of registration and 
certification and by requiring a consular investigation of the rights claimed 
by intending visitors prior to their em from China. : 

The plain and un: kable ae ot Congress to afford to the American 
seaman the same protection against the competition of Chinese labor in the 
reco, American territory comprised by the American vessel as is ac- 
corded to laborers on land territory. 

And the effort now being made in certain cases pending before the Supreme 
Court to emasculate the existing laws upon the assumption that the treaty 
of 1894 superseded all of their important provisions. 

Consideration of the foregoing reasons inspires belief in the wisdom of the 
Congress in , nee enact further legislation, and because of the 
changed conditions erm e acquisition of additional territory and the 
difficulties experienced in the enforcement of all exclusion laws in the past, 
it is imperative that such new legislation shall be so comprehensive in scope 
and effect that the Government may find therein the means for protecting 
all of its ports, its peor, and its officers from the nta of the past. 

The committee tened to the arguments of advocates of all phases of 
this subject, carefnlly conside the great mass of testimony presented and 
weighing the evidence in the light of actual experience, and as a result it is 
found to be essential to enact into law all of the provisions of the pending bill 
as now amended. That any legislation of this character is subject to abuse 
is not to be questioned, but the committee finds that the best means of pre- 
venting such abuse lies in the plan of incorpora’ into the law those strict 
measures of practice which have heretofore been left to Executive tion. 

It is believed also that the test Sage of fairness and justice to the 
exempt classes will be insured by the pro ons of the bill, which prescribes 
better means for the investigation tion of their claims. 

We find that despite the di of the officers very great abuses have 
existed, and that the most despicable frauds have been perpetrated by rings 
and associations or; for the —— of ore laborers in 
the guise of merchants, students, and teachers, and that the privilege of 
transit across our territory has been exercised mainly by those who thus 
make use of the courtesy of this Government to reach foreign contiguous 
territory ney the youmese of seeking unlawful entry into the United 
States across its um borders. 

The features of bill providing for inv: tion and certification prior 
to departure from China will tend to protect the worthy immigrant in his 
treaty rights and privileges and give the United States the greatest measure 
of relief and safety. 

There can be no doubt that under a wise, humane, and fearless enforce- 
ment of this act the importation of Chinese laborers will be prevented and 
the ingress of Chinese merchants and others of the exempt classes facilitated, 
and that the present friendly relations between the United States and China 
will be strengthened thereby. 


reasons 


STATEMENT OF MR. EDWARD J. LIVERNASH. 


In submitting the fo ing matter, the commissioner for California a 
whom it has been pre represents on behalf of the commission of whic 
he isa member, of the Stateand the commission represents., and of the 
American Federation of Labor with whose 1,500,000 citizen-toilers the com- 
mission is coopera’ in the matter of legislation affecting immigration of 
Chinese to the United States, that gentlemen who grant a of con- 
tinuing the present laws conce’ immigration of the nese can not, if 
they reflect, withhold their a: of the proposition that it will not suffice 
for the Co to adopt a bill of four or five lines providing, say, as does the 
Rawlins bill (Senate bill 152), thus: 

“That all laws now in force prohibiting and pequinting the coming into 
this country of Chinese persons and persons of escent, or in any- 
wise relating to ese tion and exclusion, are hereby continued in 
force without limitation as to a.” 

ornate al — in fenes Sines oat om th ing into 

" ws now ‘orce an e com 
this country of Chinese persons and persons of Oitiness escent are hereby 
continued in force until otherwise provide.” 

Or as does the Lodge bill ( te bill 221), thus: 

“That so much of section 1 of the act of Congress approved May 5, 1892, as 
amended by the act of Co approved November 3, 1893, ‘to prohibit the 
coming of persons into the United States,’ limiting the exclusion of 








said Chinese poreone to ten years from the passage of said act approved May 
5, 1892, is hereby re 

Or as does the Proctor bill (Senate bill 1450), thus: 

“That all laws now in force prohibiting and reuuie 
this country of Chi f ese 


the coming into 
nese persons and persons 0! escent are hereby 
continued in force in accordance with the terms and until the expiration of 
the eens treaty between the Government of the United States and that 
of C a 

Or as does the Fairbanks bill (Senate bill 185), thus: 

“That all laws now in force prohibiting and regulating the coming of Chi- 
nese persons and persons of Chinese descent into the United States be, and the 
same are hereby, extended and continued in full force and effect for twenty 
years from and after the 5th day of og 1902.”” 

To adopt any bill of the sort quo might be to give the nation only a 
portion of the present laws and tions under which we are operating; 
and gentlemen who do not wish to kill or to cripple the exclusion policy the 
United States has been for years pease v= of course, desire to avoid 
doing anything of doubtful value when certainty can readily be obtained. 

Now, in order to accomplish what we are accomplishing in excluding un- 
desirable Chinese immigrants, we are (as the foregoing citations show) rely- 


ing upon a part of the act of Con; of 1882, a part of the act of Con of 
18, Seectionlly all of the act of Go ess of Se nie 1888 (the Scott Act), 
a rb of the act of Congress of 1892 (the Gea ct), all of the act of Congress 


of 1898, the convention of 1894, and numerous Treasury rules and regulations. 

In order to continue to do that which we have been doing, we must hold 
the laws and regulations we are now treating as valid. 

But the valid 4 of a large part of those laws and regulations is questioned 
in five important test cases pending in the Supreme Court of the United 
States. 

As the citations abundantiy prove, if the Scott Act, the act of September, 
1888, is not valid, then a considerable and vital part of our exclusion system 
must fail unless the Congress shall come to the rescue by express reenact- 
ment avoiding the danger points. 

And it is to-day being claimed before the Federal Supreme Court that no 

rt of the Scott Act ever took effect, and that such act must be stricken 
Pom the living body of exclusion laws. 

In the case of Fok = Yo v. The United States of America, on appeal 
from the district court of the United States of the northern district of Cali- 
fornia, this claim of invalidity of the Scott Act is made; and itis also made in 
the case of Lee Gon Yung v. The United States,on a 1 from the circuit 
court of the United States for the northern district o ifornia. 

Mr. Maxwell Evarts is counsel for the ogpemes in each of these cases, 
and as such counsel is seeking to tear down t large portion of our present 
bulwark against the Chinese which is known as the Scott Act, notwit nd- 
ing that before committees of the Congress he is representing that the 
present bulwark should be maintained. 

In these two cases the following claim is made, the quotation being ver- 

batim from the brief filed by Mr. Evarts in the Fok Yung Yo case: 

“This act of Congress of 1888 was passed subject to the ratification of the 
then pontine, weaky between the United States and China. This treaty was 
never ratified. The act, therefore, never took effect.” 

It would not be surprising to and that in this claim Mr. Evarts is right. 

The opening section of the Scott Act is: “ That from and after the date of 
the exchange of ratifications of the pontine treaty between the United 
States of America and His Imperial Majesty the Emperor of China, signed 
on the 12th day of March, A. D. 1888, it shall be unlawful for any Chinese 

yerson, whether a subject of China or of any other power, to enter the United 
states, except as hereinafter provided.” 

The treaty referred to in this opening section of the Scott Act was never 
ratified by China, and has never yee intoeffect. The treaty of 1:80 ran along 
until the signing of the treaty of 1894. 

In a letter written by the present Attorney-General of the United States 
to the Secretary of the rress , under date October 10, 1901, this opinion is 
expressed: *‘ The act of September 13, 1888, was passed with reference to the 
treaty between the United States and China then pending, and it has always 
been doubtful whether any part of this act took effect. Section 1 made it 
unlawful, after the ratification of that treaty, for any Chinese person to en- 
ter the United States ‘except as hereinafter provided.’ That would seem to 
make the entire act dependent upon the treaty.” 

If the Scott Act is not valid, is in truth dead, then adoption of any bill 
whose general terms renew the living law can not avail to give us the benefit 
of that dead law which we are now treating as valid. 

An incidental view of the danger is afforded by the attack Mr. Evarts is 
making upon the entire body o pxeoeaey rules regulating the transit of 
Chinese persons across eT of the United States. 

The convention of 1894 contains this provision: “It isalso agreed that Chi- 
nese laborers shall continue to enjoy the privilege of transit across the terri- 
tory of the United States in the course of their journey to or from other 
countries, subject to such regulations by the Government of the United 
— as may be necessary to prevent said privilege of transit from being 

Mr. Evarts is saying in the two pending cases cited that under this lan- 

uage the Congress can late the exercise of the po of transit, but 
srepresenting that since the ratification of the treaty the Congress has not 
done so. Undoubtedly the Congress has not since the ratification of the 
treaty authorized the Secretary of the Treasury to frame any regulations 
affecting the transit of Chinese persons. The y of regulations now relied 
upon as our safeguard rests upon Congressional authorization of date preced- 
ing the treaty of 1894. But Mr. Evarts claims that this basis is ofnoavail. On 
this point he says in the brief from which matter has already been quoted: 

“There is no lation by the United States Government enacted in pur- 
suance of the provisions of Article III of the treaty of December 8, 1894, be- 
tween the United States and China. f 

“Since the ratification of this treaty, there has been no act of Congress di- 
recting or authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to make any regulation 
in regard to the transit of Chinese laborers across the territory of the United 
States, in the course of their journey to or from other countries. 

“There are, it is true, certain regulations covering this matter issued by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and the last of these was issued on the 8th day 
of December, 1900, * * * 

“We insist that these regulations are not governmental regulations, or 
regulations by the Government of the United States, in the sense in which 
those words are used in the treaty. A governmental regulation is a regula- 
tion authorized by Congress, and the mere rule of an executive officer of the 
Government, which he is not authorized by Congress to make, does not come 
within the meaning of the term. In other words, before the regulation of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, in regard to the transit of Chinese laborers 
across the territory of the United States, can become a governmental regu- 
lation, the Secre of the must be authorized and directed to 
make it by an act o Conerene. 

If Mr. Evarts be upheld in this contention, and the Congress shall adjourn 
without havi: Seereey eomneees the Secretary of the Treasury to frame 
transit ons, in what sorrowful plight will we be? 

Just as Mr. Evyarts isassailing the exclusion laws from one quarter, so those 
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laws are assailed from another quarvwr. In three pending cases the whole 
fabric of our present exclusion system is attacked in the Supreme Court of 
the United States. These cases are entitled as follows: The United States v 
Lee Yen Tai; Chin Bak Yan v. The United States: Chin Ying v. The United 
States. The first of these three cases is upon certificate of the United States 
circuit court of appeals for the second circuit; the others are on appeal from 
the district court of the United States for the northern district of Row York. 
A suggestion of their importance is contained in these paragraphs taken from 
a motion to advance, made in January of this year, in the Supreme Court, by 
the Solicitor-General of the United States: 

“ The Solicitor-General respectfully moves that this cause beadvancedand 
omen for argument at an carly day, for the following reasons: 

‘1. The question is fundamental and goes to the validity of most of the 
existing Chinese-exclusion laws. To deny their validity is a startling propo- 
sition. The Government believes it to be manifestly untenable. Whether or 
not well-founded, the doubt should be resolved promptly, in order the‘ the 
laws may be rightly understood and enforced. * * *” 

What appears to be essential, in order to defeat the litigants now seeking 
to destroy the efficacy of our exclusion system, is that the Congress codify 
all of the present statutory and Treasury provisions which are worth pre- 
serving, and give to such codification the sanction of direct legislative ap- 
proval. If in truth they are (as it is believed they are not) in some minor 
respects at variance with the convention of 1894, such sanctioned codification 
would cause them rather than the treaty to control, in that they would be 
the latest expression of the legislative will; if in truth some of the present 
statute: y and departmental rules are dead, though in order to keep back the 
yellow tide we are necessarily treating them as living, the sanctioned codi- 
fication would reanimate them. 

Aside from being a codification of the present law and practice, the bill 
exvends ever the Philippines the protecting provisions of our exclus_on pol- 
icy, and does for the American-mainland territory in the case of the Phitip- 
pines what the Congress long ago deemed it prudent and proper to do in the 
lmmensly less dangerous case of the Hawaiian Islands. 

Respectfully submitted. 


EDWARD J. LIVERNASH. 
Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, if there is no other Senator 
present who is prepared or desirous to address the Senate upon 
the pending bill, I shall ask that the Secretary proceed with the 
reading of it. I have a number of amendments, to which I do 


| not think there will be any objection, which I shall ask to have ° 


| inserted in the bill, and I understand other Senators have likewise 
| amendments to offer at the proper time. 

| Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator ask that the amendments 
| may be now considered? 

Mr. PENROSE. I ask that the bill may be now read, and, 

when the proper places are reached in the reading, I shall offer 
amendments of a verbal and technical character, so that they 
may be printed for the information of the Senate. 

r. LODGE. Unanimous consent was given that the bill 
might be read and the amendments of the committee first con- 
sidered. ‘ 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Immigration was, on 
page 1, section 1, line 5, after the words ‘‘ United States,’’ to in- 
sert “its Territories, or any territory under its jurisdiction;”’’ so 
as to make the section read: 

That from and after the poamee of this act the coming, except under the 
| conditions hereinafter specified, of Chinese laborers from any foreign coun- 
| 
| 


try tothe United States, its Territories, or any territory under its jurisdiction 
shall ke absolutely prohibited. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 1, section 2, line 11, before 
the word ‘‘ of,’ to strike out ‘‘ possessions’’ and insert ‘‘ terri- 
tory;’’ on page 2, line 1, before the word ‘‘ prohibition,’’ to strike 
out ‘‘the’’ and insert “‘ this;’’ in line 2, after the word “‘ well,’’ 
to insert ‘‘to;*’ in the same line, after the word “ insular,”’ to 
strike out ‘* possessions at the time or times of acquisition thereof, 
respectively ’’ and insert “territory when the same was ac- 
quired; ’’ in line 4, before the word “ as,’’ to strike out the comma; 
in line 5, after the word ‘‘ and,”’ to insert ‘‘it shall alsoapply to;”’ 
in line 6, before the word ‘* those,’’ to insert ‘‘ to;’’ in line 8, af- 
ter the word “ one,’’ to strike out the words ‘‘ of the insular posses- 
sions ’’ and insert ‘‘island;’’ in line 9, after the word ‘‘any,”’ to 
strike out ‘‘of the;”’ in line 10, before the word ‘“territory,’’ to 
insert ‘‘insular;*’ in the same line, after the words “ United 
States,’ to insert “except territory of a group whereof such 
island is a member;”’ in Sie 11, after the word ‘‘the,”’ to strike 
out ‘‘ transit,’’ and in line 12, before the word ‘‘ hereinafter,’’ to 
insert ‘* of transit;’’ so as to make the section read: 


Sec, 2. That from and after the ge of this act the entry into the 
American mainland territory of the United States of Chinese laborers com- 
ing from any of the insular territory of the United States shall be absolutel 
ra and this prohibition shall apply to all Chinese laborers, as well 

o those who were in such insular territory when the same was acquired by 


| the United States as to those who have come there since, and it shall also 
| apply to those who have been born there since, and to those who may be born 
t 


ere hereafter. And the same re of entry shall apply to Chinese 
laborers coming to one island of the United States from any other insular 
territory of the United States, except territory of a group whereof such 
island isa member. But the privileges of transit hereinafter given to other 
Shinese persons are eee given to Chinese laborers in all territory of the 
United States, subject to the conditions hereinafter expressed 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 2, section 8, line 15, before 
the word ‘‘used,”’ to strike out ‘‘ as;’’ so as to read: 


Sxc. 3. That the term “laborer,” used in this act, shall be construed to 
mean both skilled and unskilled manual laborers, Chinese persons employed 
in mining, etc. 
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The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, section 4, line 1, after the 
word *‘ of,’’ to strike out “ entering or remaining’’ and insert 
** Chinese persons other than laborers, to enter or remain;”’ in 
line 2, after the word “ in,’’ to strike out the comma; in the same 
line, after the words ‘‘ United States,”’ to strike out ‘‘ shall be, in 
the case of Chinese persons other than laborers, as hereinafter set 
forth; but the only persons to whom such privilege shall extend,”’ 
and in line 5, after the word “‘ be,”’ to insert ‘* restricted to;’’ so 
as to make the section read: 

Sec. 4. That from and after the passage of this act the privilege of Chinese 
persons, other than laborers, to enter or remain in the United States shall be 
restricted to officials, teachers, students, merchants, and travelers for curi- 
osity or pleasure, as hereinafter defined. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, section 5, line 8, before 
the word *‘ used,’’ to strike out ‘‘as;’’ in line 11, after the word 
*‘home,”’ tostrike out ** foreign;’’ in line 12, after the word ‘‘ rep- 
resents,’’ to insert “‘ or, if he be a consul of China, is regularly ac- 
credited as such under the usual practice of the Imperial Chinese 
Government;”’ in line 17, after the word “ rules,’’ to insert ‘‘ and 
regulations;’’ and in line 18, after the word ‘‘ Immigration,’’ to 
strike out ‘* under direction ’’ and insert ‘‘ with the approval;’’ so 
as to make the section read: 


Sec. 5. That the term “official,”’ used in the foregoing section, shall be con- 
strued to mean only one who. being in the service of a foreign government, 
is regularly accredited as such by the home government he represents or, if 
he be a consul of China, is regularly accredited as such under the usual prac- 
tice of the Imperial Chinese Government: but the attendants and servants 
of any such official shall be similarly privileged,to enter, on being identified 


as such attendants or servants, in accordance with the rules and regulations | 


prescribed by the Commissioner-General of Immigration, with the approval 
of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, section 6, line 20, before 
the word *‘ used,”’ to strike out ‘‘as;’’ so as to read: 

Sec. 6. That the term “teacher,"’ used in this act, shall be construed to 


mean only one who, for not less than two years next preceding his applica- 
tion for entry into the United States, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was,on page 4, section 7, line 6, before | 
the word ** used,’’ to strike out ‘*as;’’ in line 9, after the word | 


| resident of the 


‘‘which,’’ to insert ‘‘adequate;’’ in line 10, before the word 
‘“‘study.”’ to strike out ‘* of ’* and insert “‘for;’’ in line 12, before 
the word *‘ provision,’’ to strike out ‘‘ adequate ’’ and insert ‘‘ suffi- 
cient,’ and in line 14, before the word *‘ immediately,’’ to strike 
out ** return from whence he came ”’ and insert ‘‘ depart from the 
territory of the United States;’’ so as to make the section read: 


Sec. 7. That the term “student,” used in this act, shall be construed to | 
mean only one who intends to pursue some of the higher branches of study, | 


or to be fitted for some particular profession or occupation for which ade- 
quate facilities for study are not afforded inthe foreign country or the terri- 
tory of the United States whence he comes, and for whose apes’ while 
studying sufficient provision has been made, and who intends to depart from 
the territory of the United States immediately on the completion of his 
studies. 

Mr. PENROSE. Onthe part of the committee, I desire to amend 
the amendment by withdrawing that part of it in line 9 which 
proposes to insert the word *‘ adequate.”’ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, section 8, line 16, before 
the word ‘‘ used,’’ to strike out “‘ as; °’ so as to read: 

Sec. 8. That the term “merchant,” used in this act, shall be construed to 
mean only one who is engaged in buying and selling merchandise, at a fixed 
place of business, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, section 8, line 3, after the 
word **then,”’ to insert ‘‘as a prerequisite to entry;’’ in line 7, 


portion of the,’’ and in line 13, after the word “‘ thereof,’’ to strike 
out *‘as the case may be;’’ so as to read: 


And where an application is made by a Chinese person for entry into the 
United States as one formerly or at the time enga, in China as a merchant, 
or in some other foreign country as a merchant, or where such application 
calls for entry into one portion of the United States from another portion 
thereof, then, as a prerequisite to entry, the applicant must have been en- 


gaged as a merchant for at least one yor next preceding his application; | 
0 


and it must appear to the satisfaction of the appropriate Treasury officer at 
the port of entry that he comes to exercise in good faith his calling as a mer- 
chant, and that calling exclusively, and that he has the means under his im- 
mediate control for forthwith becoming, and has completed thearrangements 
for forthwith becoming, the owner, in whole or in part, of a good-faith mer- 
cantile business in the United States, or any portion of the territory thereof, 
a business strictly within the meaning given by this act to the business of a 


* merchant.” 

Mr. PENROSE. I desire to move, on 5, line 13, to strike 
out all of the paragraph after the word “thereof”’ as being un- 
necessary. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
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| or ea and who intends to depart from the territory into w 





| of this act. 
| but in accordance wi 


APRIL 4 


The next amendment was, on page 5, line 18, after the word 
‘‘shall,” to strike out ‘in addition to producing”’ and insert 
‘unless he produce;”’ so as to read: 

And where an application is engaged a Chinese person for entry into the 


United States as one formerly e in the United States as a merchant, 
he shall, unless he produce the return certificate hereinafter provided for, 
establish to the satisfaction of the appropriate Treasury officer, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 9, page 6, line 4, before 
the word ‘‘used,’’ to strike out ‘‘as;’’ in line 5, after the word 
‘* who,”’ to strike out ‘*‘ has arran; for an itinerary in the United 
States. and on the conclusion thereof will immediately depart 
from the territory into which as such traveler he has been per- 
mitted to pass. But any Chinese person who;”’ in line 9, after 
the word ‘‘shall,’’ to strike out ‘‘ fail to;’’ in line 11, after the 
word “ travel,’’ to strike out the word ‘“‘or’’ and insert ‘ within 
the territory of the United States and;’’ in line 13, before the 
word ‘‘travel,’’ to insert ‘‘to,’’ and in line 14, after the word 
‘‘curiosity,’’ to strike out ‘‘shall be held not to come within the 
meaning of the term ‘traveler’ as used in this act’’ and insert 
‘‘and who intends to depart from the territory into which he is 
permitted to pass promptly on the conclusion of his itinerary;’’ 
so as to make the section read: 


Sec. 9. That the term “traveler,"’ used in this act, shall be construed to 
mean only one who ll establish to the satisfaction of the appropriate 
Treasury officer that he is in present possession of oteqete funds for payi 
the costs of the intended travel within the territory of the United States, an 
that his purpose in seeking entry is in good faith solely to travel for —- 

e 1s 
permitted to pass promptly on the conclusion of his itinerary. 

Mr. PENROSE. In line 17, I desire to change the words “his 
itinerary ’’ to the words “‘ such travel.’’ 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out the words “his 
itinerary ’’ and insert ‘* such travel.”’ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 10, page 6, line 28, after the 
word ** settlement,’’ to strike out ‘‘ These exceptions are ”’ and in- 
sert ‘‘ This exception is,’’ and after line 24, to strike out the fol- 
lowing: 

First. A “registered ”*’ Chinese laborer isa laborer who, being lawfully a 

i nited States at the time of the passage of this . rightfully 


obtains and retains a certificate of residence therein under subsequent pro- 
visions hereof. 


And insert: 


First. A “registered Chinese laborer” is: (a) One who, be 


lawfully a 
resident of Hawaii or the American mainland territory of the 


nited States 


| at the time of the passage of this act, is the rightful holder of a certificate of 


residence issued to him under the acts of Congress in effect at the time of the 

massage of this act affecting exclusion of Chinese persons from the United 

states, such certificate being valid and operative at the time of the passage 

And every such certificate of residence valid and tive at 

of this act is hereby continued valid hve. 

the provisions thisof act. (b) One who, be wfully 

a resident of any of the insular territory of the United States (Hawaii ex- 

cepted) at the time of the of this act, rightfully obtains and retains 
a certificate of residence therein under subsequent provisions of this act. 


So as to read: 

Sec. 10. That the prohibition of section 1 shall not app! to the return to 
the United States of 5 istered Chinese laborer who cos a lawful wife, 
ehild, or parent in the Uni States, or property therein of the value a. 
or debts therein of like amount due him and pending settlement. ex- 
ception is subject to the Serre ee 

First. A “registered Chinese laborer” is, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to the end of line 2 on 
page 8. ’ 

Mr. PENROSE. On page 7, line 23, I move to strike out the 
word ‘‘ continuous.”’ 

The SECRETARY. On page 7, section 10, line 23, it is proposed 


the time of the 


before the word “ of,”’ to strike out “or place;”’ in line 12, after | 0 nS ee Sees. 20 Oe ee 2 


the word “‘or,”’ to strike out “‘the particular” and insert ‘‘ any place at least one year prior to the application of the laborer for permission 


The marriage to the wife referred to by this section must have taken 


return, and must have been followed by cohabitation of the as hus- 


| bandand wife. Andit must appear that the applicant had no other wife 


(under Chinese or other laws or customs) living at the time of such marriage. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end 


_of line 14 on page 8. 


Mr. PENROSE. On 8, line 5, I move to insert the words 
‘“‘absolute and’’ after the word ‘‘is,’’ and in line 7, after the 


| word ‘‘ offsets,”’ to strike out the words ‘‘ and that the title was 
_not colorably acquired for the purpose of evading this act.”’ 


The SEcRETARY. On page 8, line 5, after the words “and is” 
it is pro to insert ‘‘ absolute and,” and in line 7, after the 
word “‘ offsets,’’ it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ and that the title 


| was not colorably acquired for the p of evading this act;” 
| so that, if Gana wi ak 


ed, the paragraph 

Third. If the right to return be claimed on the ground of or 
debts, it must appear: (a) In the case of property, that the o of 
property other money, and is absolute and in good faith; that the requi- 
site minimum value is over all incumbrances, liens, and offsets. 
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Mr. ALLISON. I observe that words are read by the Secretary 
which are not included in the bill as it is printed. 

Mr. PENROSE. I have just offered an amendment, I will ex- 
plain to the Senator, and the Secretary is now reading the clause 
as it will read if amended. 

Mr. ALLISON. He is reading the clause as amended? 

Mr. PENROSE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALLISON. Verywell. I ask that it be read again. 

Ths PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be again read. 

The Secretary as follows: 

If the right to return be claimed on the ground of p: rty or debts, it 
must appear: (a) In the case of property, that the ownership is of prope 
other than money and is absolute and in good faith; that the requisite mini- 
mum valueis over all incumbrances, liens, and offsets. 

Mr. PENROSE. In other words, the clause “‘ and that the title 
was not colorably acquired for the purpose of evading this act”’ 
is stricken out. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Immigration was, on page 8, section 10, line 17, 
after the word ‘‘ return,’’ to insert ‘‘ to the United States; ’’ and 
in line 18, after the word “‘ departure,’’ to insert ‘‘ therefrom;’’ so 
as to make the clause read: 


Fourth. It must appear, where family, rty, or debt qualifications are 
relied on. that the applicant theen at the time of return to the 
United States as well as at the e of departure therefrom. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 11, page 8, line 19, before 
the word ‘‘claiming,’’ to strike out ‘‘ person’’ and insert ‘‘la- 
borer;’’ in line 20, after the word ‘‘right,’’ to strike out ‘‘to be 
permitted to leave the United States and return thereto’’ and in- 
sert ‘‘to return to the United States;’’ in line 23, after the word 
‘* district,’ to strike out ‘‘from’’ and insert ‘‘in;’’ in the same 
line, after the word “‘ he,”’ to strike out ‘‘ wishes to depart’’ and 
insert ‘‘ resides; ’’ in line 25, after the word ‘‘ departure,”’ to strike 
out ‘‘and’’ and insert ‘‘ said application to be accompanied by his 
certificate of residence, and said Chinese laborer;’’ in line 1, page 
9, after the word ‘‘make,’’ to strike out ‘‘on’’ and insert ‘* un- 
der;’’ in line 5, after the word *‘ regulations,’’ to strike out ‘‘ from 
time to time;’’ in line 7, before the word “ of,’’ to strike out 
‘*under direction’’ and insert ‘‘ with the approval,’’ and in line 
9, after the word ‘‘ penalties,’ to strike out ‘“‘of’’ and insert 
‘imposed by law for;’’ so as to make the paragraph read: 

‘Sxc. 11. That a Chinese laborer claiming the right to return to the United 
States on any of the grounds stated in the f section shall apply to 
the appropriate Treasury otlicer of the district in which he resides at least 
one month prior to the time of his departure, said application to be accom- 
panied =~ certificate of residence, and said Chinese laborer shall make 
under oath before the said officer a full statement, in triplicate, descriptive 
of his family, or property, or debts, as the case may be, and shall to 
said officer such proof of the facts entitling him to return as shall be requifed 
by the rules and regulations prescribed by the Commissioner-General of Im- 
migration, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury; and for any 
false swearing in relation thereto he shall incur the penalties imposed by law 
for perjury. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 15, section 11, after 
the word “‘ applicant,’’ to strike out ‘‘ made at his expense and;”’ 
in line 17, after the word “ rules,”’ to strike out ‘‘ in that regard” 
and insert ‘‘ and regulations,”’ and in line 18, after the word ‘ Im- 
migration,” to strike out ‘‘ under direction ”’ and insert “‘ with the 
approval; ’’ so as to make the paragraph read: 

Th d h f said state t shall contain th hh 
ot Wasa, cana ok Ue tins aul ms a eons aed to ee 
and tions prescribed by the Commissioner-General of Immigration, 
with the approval of the Secretary of the . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, section 11, after line 19, 
to insert: 

Th f said stat t shall be retained by th ffi 
cS a era 

ransm ea officer a 
the applicant intends to depart from the United States. i sean 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 10, section 11, line 1, before 
the word “‘officer,’’ to strike out ‘‘said’’ and insert ‘‘ the last- 
named;’’ so as to read: 

And if the last-named officer, after h the proofs and in all 
the crcumenmess of the case, ‘shall ide te aeel a cortifionte of tae he 
shall, at such time, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 10, section 11, line 9, after 
the word “‘ was,”’ to strike out ‘‘ given” and insert * originally 
issued; ’’ so as to make the paragraph read: 

If the last-named ene et it shall become void, and the 


to whom it was issued shall forfeit his right to return to 
e United States. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 10, line 22, after the word 


**(Oregon),”’ to strilee out “‘Astoria;’’ in line 24, after the words 
** San Juan,” to insert ‘‘(Porto Rico) ,’’ and on page 11, line 1, be- 
fore the words ‘*of the,”’ to strike out ‘‘ under direction ’’ and in- 
sert ‘‘ with the approval; ’’ so as to make the paragraph read: 

But no Chinese person, whether laborer or of another class, other than 
Chinese diplomatic or consular officers and their suites, shall be permitted 
to enter the United States except at the ports of San Francisco, Portland 
( .), Port Townsend, . New York, New Orleans, Manila, Honolulu, 
San Juan (Porto Rico), or such other ports as may be designated by the Com- 
missioner-General of Immigration, with the approval of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, subject to the restrictions imposed by section 26. 

Mr. LODGE. After ‘‘ New Orleans,’’ in line 23, I move to in- 
sert the words ‘‘ Richford, Vt.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Was the committee amendment in line 22 

to? 


The PRESIDENT 7 tempore. It was. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Iask thatit be reconsidered and disagreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be regarded as an open 
question. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I move that the committee amendment be 
disagreed to, striking out ‘‘Astoria,’’ in line 22, page 10. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Oregon asks 
that the amendment striking out ‘‘Astoria’’ be disagreed to. Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The next amendment was, in section 12, page 11, line 5, after the 
word ‘‘in,’’ to insert “ any of the insular territory of;’’ in line 6, 
after the words ‘‘ United States,”’ to insert ‘‘( Hawaii excepted) ,”’ 
and in line 9, after the word “ insular,”’ to strike out ‘‘ possession ”’ 
and insert ‘‘ territory;’’ so as to make the paragraph read: 

That it shall be the duty of every Chinese laborer rightfully in, and entitled 
to remain any of the insular territory of the United States (Hawaii ex- 
cepted), at the time of the ypoeman of this act, to obtain within six months 
after the passage of this act a certificate of residence, in the mainland terri- 
tory or the insular territory wherein he resides. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 11, line 14, before the word 
“territory,” to strike out ‘ particular’’ and insert ‘* portion of 
the;’’ in line 15, before the word ‘‘ he,”’ to strike out ‘“‘ wherein ”’ 
and insert ‘‘ where;”’ in line 18, after the word “‘his,’’ to insert 
“* personal; ’’ in line 19, before the word ‘‘ rules,”’ to insert ‘‘ the;”’ 
in line 20, after the word ‘‘immigration,’’ to strike out ‘‘ under 
direction ’’ and insert ‘‘ with the approval;’’ in line 22, after the 
word “‘ applicant,’’ to strike out ‘“‘ made at his expense, and;’’ and 


on 12, line 2, after the words “‘ of the,’’ to strike out ‘‘other’’ 


and insert ‘‘ original;’’ so as to make the paragraph read: 


To obtain such certificate he shall apply to the appropriate Treasury offi- 
cer, who, if satisfied on inquiry that the applicant is righttuliy within the 
United States, and rightfully within the portion of the territory of the 
United States where he appl es, shall issue to him such certificate without 
charge. The certificate shall contain the name, age, local residence, and oc- 
cupa of the applicant, his personal signature, and such other matter as 
may be required by the rules and yeguistions prescribed by the Commis- 
sioner-General of nae. with the approval of the Secretary of the 
Lp gg shall er contain the photograph of the applicant, made 
at the and in the manner required by said rules and regulations. A 
duplicate of the certificate shall be retained ay Se officer issuing the orig- 
inal, and the duplicate shall contain a duplicate photograph, provided as in 
the case of the original. 

Mr. ALLISON, I wish to call the attention of the chairman 
of the committee to the phraseology of the paragraph. It states 
that the persons to obtain such certificate ‘*‘ shall apply to the 
appropriate Treasury officer,’’ etc. We have no Treasury officer 
in the Philippine Islands. I think there should be some special 
provision e,if it is to apply to the ee Islands as some 
other oe of the bill do apply. I merely call attention to it. 

Mr. LODGE. I will say to the Senator that the committee 
have an amendment of a general character which they intend to 
propose later, which covers the insular territory as being under 
the jurisdiction of the Secretary of War, and provides that 
officers under his jurisdiction s take care of it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I observed the difficulty and wanted to call 
attention to it at the moment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 12, line 11, after the word 
“by,”’ to strike out ‘the ’’ and insert ‘‘a;’’ in line 12, after the 
word “‘attorney,”’ to strike out ‘‘ , whose duty it shall be’’ and in- 
sert ‘‘; andit shall be the duty of said judge or said commissioner; *’ 
in line 15, before the word ** that,’’ to insert ‘‘ or commissioner,’’ 
and in line 20, after the word ‘‘ him,’’ to strike out ‘‘ on payment 
of costs;’’ so as to make the paragraph read: 


Any person bound under this section to obtain a certificate of residence 
who neglect, fail, or refuse to comply with the provisions hereof, or 
who, after the expiration of the said six months, shall found within the 

urisdiction of the United States without such certificate of residence, shall 
deemed and adjudged to be unlawfully within the United States, and 
mer be arrested by any officer of the United States and taken before a 
United States iniet or before a commissioner of any United States court to 
ted by a United States attorney; and it shall be the duty of said 


be 
judge or said commissioner to order that he be — from the United 
tates unless he shall clearly establish to the satisfaction of said judge or 
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commissioner that by reason of accident, sickness, or other unavoidable 
caus? he has been unable to procure his certificate, and that, the six-months 
time limit aside, he is rightfully entitled to such certificate; and if upon such 
showing it shall appear that he is thus circumstanced, a certificate of resi- 
dence shall be granted him. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was,on page 13, line 2, before the word 
“‘thereof,”’ to insert ‘‘ or Territory or insular territory;’’ and in 
line 3, after the word “‘ deported,”’ tostrike out “‘ from the United 
States;’’ so as to make the paragraph read: 

No person shall be orm a certificate of residence under any section of 
this act or be entitled toa reissue of any lost certificate of residence who, 
prior to hisapplication therefor, shall have n convicted of any crime within 
the jurisdiction of the United States or any State or Territory or insular 
territory thereof. Any such person, being thus without such certificate, 
shall be deported. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was,on page 13, line 5, after the word 
‘‘ Immigration,” to strike out ‘‘ under direction *’ and insert ‘‘ with 
the approval;’’ and in line 7, after the word ‘‘ needful,’’ to insert 
*‘rules and;’’ so as to read: 

Immediateiy after the passage of this act the Commissioner-General of Im- 
migration. with the approval of the Secretary of the asury, shall pre- 
scribe and enforce all needful rules and regulations for the registration and 
certifications by this section uired, and the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall appoint the officers for effecting such registration and certifications, 
authorizing the payment to them of such compensation in the nature of fees, 
in addition to their salaries as now allowed by law, as he shall deem neces- 
sary, not exceeding $1 for every certificate issued. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The reading of the bill was continued to the end of section 14. 
Mr. ALLISON, 


duced by the junior Senator from Oregon [Mr. MiTrcHELL], and 
it is largely amended by the committee. The committee could, 
it seems to me, very easily report back the bill as amended in the 
committee without the Senate going through with all these verbal 
amendments in detail. If it was a House bill I could see how 
necessary it would be of course to pass upon the amendments. 
Unless the Senator from Pennsylvania or the Senator from Oregon 
has some special view about it, I think we can save this labor. 
Mr. MITCHELL. Ihave no wish about the matter, one way 
or the other. 
and in that way we would have saved some time. 
Mr. PENROSE. Iunderstand that the House bill is nearly iden- 
tical with this bill. 
Mr. MITCHELL. 
Mr. ALLISON. 
Mr. PENROSE. 
Mr. MITCHELL. 


It is. 
The House bill is not here. 
No. 
I suggest to the Senator from Iowa that we 


are nearly half through the bill now, and we are getting along | 


pretty rapidly. 
Mr. ALLISON. 

page and there are 53 pages. 

suggestion. 


Mr. HALE. This is what it does. 


as a substitute for the original measure. The Senate can not un- 
derstand these little amendments; they are not material, and they 
take up ourtime. I think the Senator from Iowa is entirely right 
in his suggestion. As we have got only so far along, the bill might 
be recommitted and reported to-morrow morning with the verbal 
amendments that the committee propose embodied in it, and then 
we will go right through with the bill and deal only with the im- 
portant amendments. 

Mr. PENROSE. I hardly like to consent to have the bill re- 
committed. It would mean further delay, and the bill would lose 
the position which it now occupies in the business of the Senate. 
There are only two other amendments which I have to offer as 
far as committee amendments are concerned. I am perfectly 
willing to consent to any suggestion that will facilitate the prog- 
ress of the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I only made the suggestion with a view of 
saving time. If this was in the form of an original bill from the 
House, I could see how important it would be to go through with 
these amendments; but here is a bill reported from a committee 
with amendments to the original bill offered in the Senate. If 
the Senator prefers to go on, I do not insist. 

Mr. HALE. If there are only two more amendments 

Mr. LODGE. There are only one or two amendments addi- 
tional to those included in the bill. If the Senate wants to adopt 
the committee amendments en bloc, of course it can do so. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No. 

Mr. LODGE. But it seems to me that it is well to go through 
with the bill in the ordinary way. There area great many verbal 
amendments, of course. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator sees that it is much better on verbal 


May I make a suggestion to the Senator from | 
Pennsylvania in charge of the bill? .This is a Senate bill intro- | 


It might have been reported back as a substitute | 


I observe that we have reached the fourteenth 
That is the reason why I made the 
We do not seem to be quite half through. 

It obliges the Senate to go | 
over every little amendment of phraseology that the committee | 
has gone over, all of which would be avoided by reporting the bill 


amendment for the committee to cure those and report them in 
the bill instead of bringing them before the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE. That would amount to making only one substi- 
tution of the whole bill. 

Mr. HALE. Yes, and that is the customary way, and a much 
better ver. 

Mr. LODGE. This course was pursued with the bill because a 
House bill was introduced precisely identical, and it is being con- 
sidered in the House of Representatives at this nioment. It was 
thought it would be more convenient to deal with the bill in this 
way, as itis the same as the House bill in origin, and thus have 


all the c noted. 

Mr. MITCHELL, It has to be read, anyway. 

Mr. LODGE. The bill has to be read in any event. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to inquire of the members of the com- 
mittee if they intend to try to make this bill fit the House bill? 

Mr. LODGE. No, but to show the difference between the 
House bill and this measure. 

Mr. TELLER. When these amendments are made, will the bill 
then conform to the House bill? 

Mr. LODGE. It will not. 

| Mr. PENROSE. I understand that these amendments have 
| been suggested by some of the departments since the bill was 
| printed, I do not think that they are very important. There 
| are not more than half adozen of them altogether of importance. 
| Mr. TELLER. I should like to suggest that we go on with 
| the amendments, and then when we get through with the amend- 
| ments let the bill be printed so as to have it in that shape to- 
| morrow morning. 

Mr. PENROSE. That was my thought. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let it be printed as an original bill then, 
| without the amendments italicized. It will then be the bill of the 

committee. 
Mr. HALE. Yes; let the bill be printed as amended to-day for 
consideration to-morrow morning. 
Mr. LODGE. It seems to me the only way to do that is to sub- 
stitute the whole bill for the original Mitchell bill as introduced 
by the Senator from Oregon. We could have done that, but it 
| seemed to the committee much more important to show to the 
| Senate what changes had been made in the bill as originally in- 
troduced. Unfortunately, in addition to the substantial amend- 
| ments, there were a great number of verbal amendments, and the 

committee did nét see how it was possible to avoid making them 
| allapparent. It seemed to the committee very important. in view 
| of the fact that there was a similar bill in the House, to show the 
| precise changes made where they were substantial. 

Mr. ALLISON, That seems to me to be a very good reason for 
the action of the committee. 

Mr. HALE. On important amendments? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; on important amendments. Of course 
we do not know what may occur elsewhere, but I anticipate that 
| another bill will appear before us in a very short time and I sup- 
| pose the committee will then want to take up that bill in lieu of 
this measure. I donot know what their view may be about that. 

Mr. LODGE. I suppose we could substitute this bill for the 
| House bill if the House bill came over. That would put them 

both into conference. 

Mr. ALLISON. In the end. 

| Mr. LODGE. In the end. 

| Mr. TELLER. Or vice versa. 

| Mr. HALE. Does the Senator desire to go on further to-night? 

| Mr. PENROSE. I do not care to push the bill any further to- 

| night if the Senate does not care to stay. I thought we were get- 
ting along pretty well, but if the Senate wants to adjourn I will 
not insist on staying longer. ; 

Mr. HALE. Iam very desirous of expediting the public busi- 

| ness, and if the Senator wants to go on I am entirely willing to 


stay. 
|. Mr. PENROSE. Iam perfectly willing to go on if the Senate 
| is willing. 

Mr. HALE. We shall undoubtedly have a session to-morrow, 
| and perhaps complete the bill and complete the appropriation 
| bill. Everybody is desirous of doing as much as we can now in 

order to save time later, when it is hot weather. I donot wish to 
suggest anything. 

Mr. LODGE. Let us go on for half an hour. 

Mr. PENROSE. I suggest that we go on for half an hour, and 
| then if it is the pleasure of the Senate we can adjourn and finish 

action upon the amendments to-morrow. 

Mr. HALE. That is right. : , 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, may I, while this transformation 

scene is pending on the bill of my colleague, possibly induce him 
to a a very harmless and righteous amendment which I sent 
before his committee? With this intention, I send it to the desk 
to be read. It is in relation to excepting those Chinese who took 
part in the defense of the legation pending the massacres in Pekin 
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and who defended the Pe Cathedral. It se:ms to me that 
since we are inserting more important amendments that that 


ight be , 
e PR ENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania desire to have the amendment read? 
Mr. QUAY. Yes. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. Under the unanimous consent 
agreement the amendment is not in order at this time. It will be 


read, 
Mr. PENROSE. I suggest to my colleague that it will come 
up after the consideration of the committee amendments. 
Mr. QUAY. I merely asked whether my colleague would ac- 
cept the amendment, and for the information of my colleague and 
the Senate I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate that the 
amendment may be read. 

Mr. PENROSE. I will state to my colleague that I would not 
feel justified in accepting it, as I hardly think that any member 
of the Committee on Immigration is in favor of it. 

Mr. QUAY. The Senate at present does not know exactly the 
terms of the amendment, and I ask that it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the 
amendment will be read. 

The SecrReETaRY. It is proposed to insert at the end of the bill 
the following: 

Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be construed to exclude 
Chinese Christians or Chinese who in the defense or relief of the for- 
eign legations or the Petang Cathedral, in the city of Pekin, in the year 1900. 

Mr. HALE. Let the amendment be printed. 

Mr. PENROSE. It has been printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has not been printed as an 
amendment to the pending bill, but as an amendment to Senate 
bill 612. It will be printed. 

Mr. BATE. I ask that it be read again. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I should like to ask the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania about how many Chinamen he thinks that amendment 
would let in? 

_ Mr. QUAY. I hope it would have the effect of Christianizing 
the entire Empire. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I think it would let in at least 1,000,000. 

Mr. HALE. About 350,000,000. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Probably. 

Mr. BATE. I called for the reading of the amendment. 

The amendment was again read, as follows: 

Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be construed to exclude 
Chinese Christians or Chinese who assisted in the defense or relief of the for. 
eign legations or the Petang Cathedral, in the city of Pekin, in the year 1900. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will be 
proceeded with. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Immigration was, in 
section 15, page 14, line 5, before the word “‘territory,’’ to strike 
out ‘‘ some particular ’’ and insert ‘‘ any portion of the;’’ in line 6, 
before the word ‘‘ they,’’ to strike out ‘‘as the case may be;’’ in 
line 12, before the word “‘insular,’’ to strike out ‘‘an’’ and insert 
‘‘any;’’ in the same line, before the word “of,’’ to strike out 
** nossession ’’ and insert ‘‘ territory;”’ in line 13, before the word 
‘**insular,’’ to strike out ‘‘an’’ and insert ‘“‘any;’’ in the same 
line, before the words ‘‘ of the,’’ to strike out ‘* ion’’ and 
insert ‘‘territory;’’ in line 14, after the word ‘‘into,”’ to strike 
out ‘*another’’ and insert ‘ other;’’ in the same line, after the 
word ‘‘insular,”’ to strike out ‘‘ possession’’ and insert ‘“‘ terri- 
tory,’’ and in line 16, after the word “‘ shall,”’ to strike out ‘‘ be”’ 
and insert ‘‘ have been;’’ so as to make the section read: 

That to entitle such Chinese persons as are mentioned in section 4 to ad- 
mission into the United States, or into any portion of the territory of the 
United States, they shall produce a certificate from their Government, or 
the Government where they last resided, viséed by the diplomatic or consu- 
lar representative of the United States in the country or port whence they 
depart; or if such persons are residents of the American-mainland territory 
of the United States and seek entry into any insular territory of the United 
States, or are residents of any insular territory of the United States and 
seek entry into other insular territory or into the American-mainland terri- 


tory of the United States, then such certificate shall have been issued by the 
appropriate Treasury officer of the United States. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be agreed 
to in the absence of objection. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, I should like to 
inquire what is the effect of the amendments which are suggested 
in this section? How do they change the section as it was orig- 
inally drawn? Why are these amendments suggested and thus 
hurriedly rushed over without an opportunity of knowing any- 
thing about them? 

Mr, PENROSE. The changes are purely verbal. The com- 
mittee preferred as the more elegant expression and perhaps more 
accurate and technical the weed ‘* territory ’’ instead of the word 
‘** possession ’”’ and thought that the phrase ‘‘some particular’ 
was rather inelegant and unnecessary and therefore struck out 
those words and inserted instead thereof the words “‘ any portion 


LL 


of the.’’ There is not a serious alteration and not one that is not 
absolutely verbai. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The amendment does not change the sub- 
stance of the section. 

Mr. PENROSE. It does not change either the substance or the 
pu of the section. 

e amendment was agreed to. _ 

The next amendment was, in section 16, page 14, line 20, after 
the word “‘ personal,’’ to strike out ‘‘ and proper;’’ in line 21, after 
the word ‘‘ person,’’ to strike out ‘‘for’’ and insert ‘‘to;’’ in the 
same line, after the word ‘‘issued,’’ to strike out the period and 
the word “‘And”’ and insert ‘‘; and;’’ in line 22, after the word 
** fall,” to strike out the semicolon and insert a comma; in line 
23, after the word “‘any,’’ to strike out the semicolon and insert 
a comma; in line 24, before the word “his,” to strike out the 
semicolon and insert a comma; in line 25, after the word “ resi- 
dence,’’ to insert ‘‘ and such other particulars as may be required 
by the rules and regulations prescribed by the Commissioner- 
General of Immigration, with the approval of the Secretary of 
the Treasury;”’ so as to read: 

That the certificate mentioned in the precedin, 
English lan; , Shall be made in triplicate, and shall contain the personal 
signature of the person to whom issued; and it shall state his individual, 
family, and tribal names in full, his title and official rank, if any, his age, 
height, and all physical peculiarities, his former and present occupation or 

rofession, and (in detail) when, where, and for how long pursued, and his resi- 

ence and such other ulars as may be required by the rules and regu- 
lations prescribed by the Commissioner-General of Immigration, with the 
approval of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, on page 15, line 13, after the word 
** or,” to strike out “‘ ssion ’’ and insert ‘‘ insular territory;’’ 
and in line 14, after the word “‘ he,’’ to strike out the word “‘ hails’ 
and insert ‘“‘ comes;’’ so as to read: 

If the certificate be sought for the purpose of travel for pleasure or curios- 
ity, it shall state, in addition to the matter first aforesaid, whether the ap- 

licant intends to pass through, or travel within, the territory of the United 
States, and shall show his financial and class standing in the country or insu- 
lar territory whence he comes. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

‘The next amendment was, on page 15, line 16, after the word 
‘‘ person,’’ to strike out “‘ for” and insert ‘‘to;’’ in line 17, after 
the word ‘‘ made,”’ to strike out ‘‘ at his expense and;”’ in line 18, 
after the word “‘ rules,’’ to insert ‘‘and regulations,” and in line 
19, after the word ‘‘ Immigration,’ to strike out ‘‘ under direc- 
tion *’ and insert ‘‘ with the approval;*’ so as to make the para- 
graph read: 


In every case the original and each copy shall contain the photograph of 
the person to whom the certificate is issued, made in the manner and at the 
time required by the rules and régulations prescribed by the Commissioner- 
General of Immigration, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 17, page 16, line 4, after 
the word “issue,”’ to strike out ‘‘as the case may be”’ and insert 
‘such certificate;’’ so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 17. That before any representative of the United States shall viséany 
certificate of the kind mentioned in the preceding two sections, and before 
any Treasury officer of the United States shall issue any such certificate, he 
shall carefully examine into the facts of the particular case; and if he shail 
find, after inquiry, that —_ = the statements of the certificate are false, or 
any of the statements the Chinese applicant seeks to have it contain are false, 
it shall be his duty to refuse to visé or to issue such certificate. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was. in section 18, page 16, line 7, after 
the words ‘‘ by the,’’ to strike out ‘“‘ person’’ and insert “ said 
diplomatic or consular representative of the United States vis¢ing, 
or the said Treasury officer;’’ and in line 10, after the word 
*named,’’ to strike out “‘in it’’ and insert ‘‘ therein;’’ so as to 
make the paragraph read: 

That the original certificate issued under the last three sections shall be, 
by the said diplomatic or consular representative of the United States visé- 
ing, or the said Treasury officer issuing, the same, delivered open to the 
Chinese person named therein. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 16, line 11, after the words 
“* by the,”’ to strike out ‘‘ person issuing the certificate ’’ and insert 
‘said representative or the said Treasury Officer;’’ and in line 20, 
after the word “‘ section,”’ to strike out ‘* 52’’ and insert ‘‘ 53;"’ so 
as to make the paragraph read: 

The duplicate thereof shall be, by the said representative or the said Treas- 
ury officer, delivered, in a sealed envelope, suitably addressed, to the ship- 
master, railway conductor, or other person in charge of the transportation 
of the person to whom the original is given, whose duty it shall be promptly 
to deliver it to the appropriate Treasury officer of the United States at the 
place where entry is sought by said Chinese person. Willful neglect or fail- 
ure to perform this last-mentioned duty is hereby made punishable under 
section 53. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 16, line 21, after the words 
** by the,’’ to strike out ‘* person issuing the certificate ’’ and insert 
** said representative or the said Treasury officer; ’’ and in line <<, 


section shall be in the 
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after the word “‘ port,’’ to strike out ‘‘or place’ and insert “ at 
which; *’ so as to make the paragraph read: 

The triplicate thereof shall be, by the said representative or the said Treas- 
ury officer, immediately sent by mail to the appropriate Treasury officer of 
the United States at the port at which said Chinese person seeks entry. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 19, on page 17, line 8, after 
the word ‘‘tort,”’ to strike out ‘‘or place;’’ in line 9, after the 
word “‘and,”’ to strike out ‘‘it shall be’’ and insert “* if such entry 
is permitted, said certificate, properly indorsed by the appropriate 
Treasury officer, shall be returned to and;’’ in line 13, after the 
word *‘ of,”’ to strike out “‘identifying”’ and insert *‘ indicating; ”’ 
and in the same line, after the word ** his,’’ to insert ‘‘ original; ”’ 
so as to read: 

Sec. 19. That the certificate mentioned in the four sections next preceding 
this section shall be, when duly viséed by the proper diplomatic or consular 
representative of the United Sta’ or when Eoued regularly by the appro- 
priate Treasury officer of the Uni States, as the case may be. prima facie 
evidence of the facts therein set forth, and shall be produced to the appro- 
priate Treasury officer of the United States in the port in the United States 
at which the person named therein seeks entry; and if such entry is per- 
mitted, said certificate, properly indorsed by the appropriate easury 
officer, shall be returned to and retained by the person named therein while 
he desires to remain in territory of the United States, as a means of indicat- 
ing his original status, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, in the same section, in line 14, after 
the word ‘‘and,”’ to strike out ‘‘an aid to the United States in 
preserving him from annoyance; and to this end;’’ so as to read: 

And it shall afterwards be produced to the proper authorities of the 
United States whenever lawfully demanded, and shall be the sole evidence 


entry into the United States. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. What is the object of striking 
that language out? Having been put in the bill, and one object 
being to aid the United States in preserving the Chinaman from 
annoyance, why should those words be stricken out, unless the 
abject of it is that he may be annoyed? 

Mr. PENROSE. The committee reported to strike out those 


words because, in their opinion, it was clearly surplusage and not | 


It is not generally customary in fram- 


proper statutory language. 
It 


ing a statute to put in explanatory language of that character. 
is purely a matter of grammar and construction. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
me it is something more than a matter of grammar and construc- 
tion, for I think we may as well all acknowledge that there has 
been a great deal of annoyance, and unnecessary annoyance, of 


here. 
Mr. PENROSE. 


jection to putting the words back if the Senator from Connecti- 


cut so desires. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think those words had better 
stay in the bill. They may relieve these people from some of the 
annoyances to which they have been subjected. 

Mr. PENROSE. That language was in the original bill as pre- 


sented by the Pacific coast Senators and Representatives, but I | 


ask that the committee amendment be not agreed to. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- | 


ment of the committee, which has been read. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HALE. Is the language which has just been read, provid- 
ing that this certification, which is evidential, ‘‘ shall be the sole 
evidence permissible on the part of the 
establish a right of entry into the United States,”’ taken from the 
existing statute? Supposing the certification is lost? 

Mr. PENROSE. As I understand it, Mr. President, this is a 
copy of the present Treasury regulations. 
Congress upon these matters. 
In the hearings held by the committee, as printed, there are in 
parallel columns the present bill before the Senate—not exactly 
as it has been amended—and the Treasury re 
portions of the acts of Congress from which these provisions of 
the bill were copied. 

Mr. HALE. And the Senator is now proposing to embody the 
regulations as statute law? 

Mr. PENROSE. That is it. 

Mr. HALE. So as to make the statute the same as the Treas- 
ury regulations? 

Mr. PENROSE. That is the pu of this bill. 

Mr. HALE. Supposing it hice happen that the certificate 
should be lost, and that the party to whom it had been issued had 
the complete proof of how it had been lost and what it compre- 
hended, ought he to be shut out from showing that by providing 
here that he must have the original certificate? That is so evi- 
dent that the Senator must see the point. 

Mr. PENROSE. I see the point. That matter was very care- 


I do not know, but it seems to | 


} 
I do not think there will be a particle of ob- 





rson so producing it to | 


There are no acts of | 
They are Treasury regulations. | 


tions and the | 





| 


| to be better informed of than I am 
| ticularly to say that I trust the Senator 


fully considered by the committee, and some testimony was _- 
duced upon that question by Treasury agents appearing before 
the committee. It was declared, as the unanimous opinion of the 
Treasury agents, that this means of identification was absolutely 
necessary; that in no case does a Chinaman lose his certificate; 
he hangs on to it as tightly as he does to his pigtail or any one of 


his ions. 

r. LODGE. If the Senator will allow me to interrupt him, 
I find, on making a comparison, that this language ‘‘s be the 
sole evidence permissible ’’ is an exact reproduction of the act of 
July 5, 1884, and is now the law of the land. 

Mr. HALE. That is the question I asked. If it is now the 
law, all ea 

Mr. LODGE. I read from the language of the act: 

Such certificate viséed as aforesaid * * * shall bethesole evidence per- 
missible on the part of the person so producing the same to establish a right 
of en into the United States; but said certificate may be controverted and 
the facts therein stated disproved by the United States authorities. 

That is part of section 6 of the act of July 5, 1884, 

Mr. HALE. Then the burden of proof is all on one side. 

Mr. LODGE. It is the same as in the existing law. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, when this bill was first 
reported to the Senate I read it somewhat hurriedly, and was 
impressed with the feeling that it went quite too far in many of 
its provisions. 

We have had an eeetn bill under consideration during the 
past week, and, in addition to that, many of us have been in the 
committee room considering the river and harbor bill, which will 


permissible on the part of the person so producing it to establish a right of | probably setae enn before long to the Senate. I have not had 


time to care examine the provisions of this bill or to acquaint 
myself with many matters connected with it that I think I ought 
ae But I rise more par- 
rom Pennsylvania hav- 

ing charge of the bill will permit us now, at this late hour in the 
afternoon, to either take an adjournment or to go into executive 
session, so that some of us may have a better opportunity of ex- 
amining the bill before it comes up again. , 
Mr. PENROSE. Of course, Mr. President, I yield to any mo- 
tion which the Senator wishes to make, whether for an executive 


| session or an adjournment. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 


sideration of executive business. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. Will the Senator withhold the 


motion for a moment that the Chair may lay before the Senate a 


; | concurrent resolution from the House of Representatives? 
Chinese subjects who are in the United States and entitled to be | co D 


Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 
TRANSFER OF REMAINS OF GEN, WILLIAM 8, ROSECRANS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a concurrent resolution from the House of Representa- 
tives, which will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be appoin a committee by the President pro tempore of the Senate and 
the Gpeaker of the House to attend the ceremonies incident to the transfer of 


the remains of Gen. William 8S. Rosecrans from California to the cemetery at 
Arlington, Va., said committee to be a joint committee of the two Houses. 


Mr. FORAKER. I ask unanimous consent that the resolution 

mr be now considered. 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the concur- 
rent resolution of the House of Representatives. Is there objec- 
tion? The Chair hears none, and the concurrent resolution is be- 
fore the Senate. 

Mr. FORAKER,. I now move that the Senate concur in the 
resolution. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution does not fix 
the number of the committee to be appointed. 

Mr. FORAKER. The resolution provides for a committee, but 
not for the number. I move that the number be five. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio moves 
mee the committee on the part of the Senate consist of five mem- 

rs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the committee on the part of the Senate, and Mr. 
ForAKER, Mr, Spooner, Mr. Proctor, Mr. Bate, and Mr. PeEt- 
TUS were appointed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
passed a bill (H. R. 13360) making appropriations to supply 
additional urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal 
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year ending June 30, 1902, and for other purposes; in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 
The bill (H. R. 13360) saaking appropriations to supply addi- 
tional urgent deficiencies in the a oe for the fiscal 
ear ending June 30, 1902, and for ot was read twice 
its title, and referred to the Gaetan on Aa on Appropriations. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I renew my motion that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive iness. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 


20 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Satur- | 


day, April 5, 1902, at 12 o’clock meridian. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate April 4, 1902. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 


Artillery Corps. 


Louis E. Bennett, of Mlinois, late major, Fourth Mlinois Volun- | 


teers, now captain in the Porto Rico Provisional ent of In- 
fantry, to be lieutenant, September 23, 1901, to an original | 
vacancy. 


George L. Hicks, jr., of Maryland, late major and surgeon, 
Fane Infantry, United States Volunteers, to be first lieu- 
tenant, September 23, 1901, to fill an ori vacancy 

Guy E. ing. of Ohio, late secon Spelbenah Third Ohio 
Volunteers, to be first lieutenant, September 23, 1901, to fill an 
original vacancy 

Charles O. Zollars, of Colorado, late second lieutenant, First 
Colorado Volunteers, to be first lieutenant, September 23, 1901, to 
fill an original vacancy. 

. Cavalry Arm. 

Ralph E. McDowell, of Kansas, late private, Twentieth Kansas 
Volunteers, and Troop F, Eleventh Cavalry, United States Vol- 
unteers, now sergeant Troop F,, Thirteenth Cavalry, United States 
Army, to be second lieutenant, February 2, 1901, to fill an origi- 
nal vacancy. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Cavalry Arm, 


First Lieut. George W. Moses, Fourth Cavalry, to be captain, 


March 31, 1902, vice Horne, Ninth Cavalry, retired from active | 


service. 
Artillery Corps. 
Lieut. Col. James B. Burbank, Artillery Corps, to be colonel, 
April 1, 1902, vice Andruss, retired from active service. 


aj. Richard P. Strong, Artillery Corps (detailed as assistant | 


adjutant-general) , to be lieutenant-colonel, April 1, 1902, vice Bur- 
bank, promoted. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 4, 1902. 
POSTMASTERS. 


Charles H. Boody, to be postmaster at Hart, in the county of | 


Oceana and State of Michigan. 
Carroll M. Heard, to be postmaster at Elberton, in the county 
of Elbert and State of Georgia. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, April 4, 1902. 
The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read, corrected, 
and approved. 
TRANSFER OF REMAINS OF MAJOR-GENERAL ROSECRANS. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Chair will lay before 
be age a statement from the Society of the Army of the Cum- 
rlan 
The Clerk read as follows: 


SOCIETY OF THE Aner OF THE CUMBERLAND, 
ashington, D. C., March 31, 1902. 
Srr: The Society of the Army of the eae at its last annual meet- 
y "Gen. William 


resolved to transfer the remains of the late . Rose- 

re mg te 5 aan of of eof Army of = Ee a and subse- 

uently a member Representatives, from the receiving vault 

ne Cal., where t not re were deposited, to Ar Cemetery. 

The barial sei place a about middie of May, the day to be here- 
after announced, 
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The officers of the society respectfully ask that the House of Representa- 
tives wey be represented at the burial by committee or otherwise. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
. BOYNTON, 


Ht. 
Scireapanaes Secretary. 
The SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington. 


Mr.GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 





the present consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
House concurrent resolution No. 46. 
Resolved House of Representatives of the United States (the Senate 


e 
concurring), “hiat there be es a committee by the President pro tem- 
ore of the Senate and the Speaker of the House to attend the ceremonies 
| incident to the transfer of the remains of Gen. William 8S. Rosecrans from 
California to the cemetery at Arlington, Va., said committee to be a joint 
committee of the two Houses. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Chair hears none. 
The resolution was considered, and agreed to. 


ANDREW J. FELT. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 

| ing a pension to Andrew J. Felt. 
r.SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House insist on 
its s amendment and agree to the conference asked for by the Senate. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Speaker appointed as con- 
ferees on the part of the House Mr. CALDERHEAD, Mr. Gipson, and 

Mr. Norton. 
HOUSE PENSION BILLS WITH SENATE AMENDMENTS. 


The following House bills with Senate amendments were sev- 
erally considered, the Senate amendments read, and, on motion of 
| Mr. SuLLoway, the House concurred in the Senate amend- 
ments: 

A bill (H. R. 
White: 

A bill (H. R. 
N. Warren; 

A bill (H. R. 
C. McCoy; 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 
8. Dickinson; 

A bill (H. R. 
H. Van Vliet; 

A bill (H. R. 6029) granting a pension to Mary E. Kelly: 

A bill (H. R. 6466) granting a pension to Josephene M. Dustin: 

A bill (H. R. 7990) granting an increase of pension to Uriah 


[After a pause.] The 


2371) grant- 


1706) granting an increase of pension to John E. 
2120) granting an increase of pension to Horatio 


2124) granting an inerease of pension to Dewit 


3418) granting a pension to Dennis Dyer; 
3180) granting an increase of pension to Edward 


5413) granting an increase of pension to Alfred 


Reams; 

A bill (H. R. 9301) granting an increase of pension to Bar- 
bara McDonald; 

A bill (H. R. 9821) granting a pension to John W. Moore; 

A bill (H. R. 10193) granting an increase of pension to John 
Hollister; 

A bill (H. R. 10289) granting a pension to Eliza Stewart; 

A bill (H. R. 11375) granting a pension to Charles F. Merrill; 

A bill (H. R. 11381) granting an increase of pension to Abra- 
ham N. Bradfield; 

+o (H. R. 10044) granting an increase of pension to William 
Lar 

A bill (H. R. 1011) granting an increase of pension to John 8, 
Raulett; and 

A bill (H. R. 6713) granting an increase of pension to Freeman 
R. E. Chanaberry. 

BRIDGE ACROSS SAVANNAH RIVER, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House, with ieiaatiebiinitn 
of the Senate, the bill (H.-R. 11409) to authorize the construction 
| of a traffic bridge across the Savannah River from the mainland, 
| within the corporate limits of the city of Savannah, to Hutchin- 
| sons Island, in the county of Chatham, State of Georgia. 

The amendments of the Senate were read. 

Mr. ADAMSON, I move that the House concur in the amend- 
ments just read. 

The motion was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. ADAMSON, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

SETTLERS IN FOREST RESERVES. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House, with an amendment 
of the Senate, the bill (H. R. 3084) for the relief of bona fide set- 
tlers in forest reserves. 

The amendment was read, and, on motion of Mr. Martin, 
concurred in. 


PROTECTION OF LIVES OF MINERS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House, with an amend- 
ment of the Senate, the bill (H. R. 8327) to amend an act entitled 
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“‘An act for the protection of the lives of miners in the Terri- 
tories.”’ 

The amendment was read. 

Mr. MOODY of Oregon. I move that the House nonconcur in 
this amendment and ask a conference, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. Moopy of 
orem Mr. Scorr, and Mr. Hau as conferees on the part of the 

ouse, 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. CoWHERD, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of ab- 
sence for five days, on account of important business. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. CANNON. Iask unanimous consent that the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union be discharged from the 
further consideration of the bill (H. R. 18360) to make certain | 
urgent deficiency appropriations, and that the same be consid- 
ered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Pending the request for 
unanimous consent, and reserving the right to object, I think that 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr, Cannon] ought to tell us what 
the items of this urgent deficiency bill are. I have not been able 
to look at the bill, 

Mr. CANNON. The bill appropriates for the District of Co- 
lumbia $36,000 in round numbers—$10,000 for fuel for the public 
schools, the supply being now exhausted; $20,000 for cleaning the 
streets, the funds for which will soon be exhausted, and other | 
smaller items called urgent. It also appropriates for repair of | 
hospitals at the Hot Springs, Ark., and elsewhere—an urgent | 
matter, the appropriations being exhausted—$10,000; for the naval 
establishment (expenses of Marine Corps), $3,000 in round num- 
bers; for furniture in the Interior Department, $7,830; for print- 
ing and binding in the Post-Office Department. the Agricultural 
Department, the War Department, and the Library of Congress, 
an aggregate of $143,000. Theappropriations being exhausted or 
about to be exhausted, this urgent deficiency bill covers items 
which ought to be appropriated for at once. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I presume that of course | 
the minority members of the committee have agreed to the bill? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, this has been reported by the direction of 
the committee. | 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- | 
tleman from Illinois? The Chair hears none. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the following sums be, and the same are hereby, 
appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise Sypmrurtotes. 
to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year 1902, and for | 
other objects hereinafter stated, namely: 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

To enable the collector of taxes to prepare tax-sale certificates, with au- 
thority to employ clerks of the collector's and other District offices after | 
office nours, $500. 

Fire department: For forage, $5,000. 

Public schools: For fuel, $10,000. 

Health department: For the enforcement of the laws relating to the | 
manufacture and sale of drugs and foods, including candy and milk, and for | 
the necessary expenses of the chemical laboratory incident thereto, under 
the direction of the health department, for the service of the fiscal year | 
1902, $500. - : : 

Sprinkling, sweeping, and cnsing streets: For sprinkling, sweeping, and | 
cleaning streets, avenues, alleys, and suburban streets, including necessary | 
incidental expenses, $20,248. ? ; e ' 

One-half of the foregoing amounts to meet deficiencies in the appropria- 
tions on account of the District of Columbia shall be paid from the revenues 
of the District of Columbia and one-half from any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated. 

MILITARY ESTABLISHMENT. 

For construction and_ repair of hospitals at military posts already estab- 
lished and occupied, including the extra-duty pay of enlisted men employed 
on the same, and including, also, all expenditares for construction and re- 
pairs required at the Army and Navy Hospital at Hot Springs, Ark., except | 
quarters for the officers, $10,000. 

NAVAL ESTABLISHMENT. 

To pay expenses incurred for articles purchased, and transportation of the 
same; for the special detachment of marines ordered to duty with the North 
Atlantic fleet, $3,189.39. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR. 

Office of Geological Survey: For furnishing additional office rooms, in- 
cluding carpets, linoleum rugs, desks, chairs, tables, book, map, letter speci- | 
men, file, and catalogue cases, awnings, window shades, washstands, ward- | 
robe, cabinets, water coolers, and lumber for shelving, and all other abso- 
lutely necessary articles, $7,830. 

PRINTING AND BINDING. 

For printing and binding for the Post-Office Department, exclusive of the 
Money-Order Office, $30,000. . 

For printing and binding for the Department of Agriculture, $20,000. 

For printing and binding for the War Department, $75,000. 





For printing and binding for the Library of iene 
sol. . 


Nore.—Total amount appropriated by this bill, 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and third 
reading of the bill. ) 

The question being taken, the bill was ordered to be engrossed | 
and read a third time; and it was read the third time. 


bill for this year for this purpose was $155,000. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the of the bill. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask a ques- 
tion of the chairman of the committee, before the bill is peg 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to the 
gentleman from New Jersey? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. There is an additional appropriation here 
for sweeping the streets of the city of Washington of $22,000. 
What was the amount appropriated originally? 

Mr. CANNON, I have not the memorandum before me. I 
will ascertain ina moment. I will say to the gentleman that this 
appropriation is to be exhausted early in May. The exact amount 
appropriated I do not recollect, nor have I the memorandum be- 
fore me, but I will ascertain in a moment. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. There can be such a great amount of 
sweeping done for $22,000—that is, sweeping as it is done within 
the city here—— 

Mr. CANNON. Itissprinkling and cleaning the streets. Just 
the amount of streets there are or the number of miles I do not 
know at this moment, but the gentleman is aware there are sev- 
eral hundred miles. Somebody gee to me 320 miles, but Iam 
not sure as to the exact amount. In my judgment this deficiency 
ought not to have been made, but it is alleged by the District au- 
thorities that it was necessary. I trust that the proper commit- 
tee, in the coming year, when they come to appropriate for this 
purpose, will put a monthly limitation upon it; but as the appro- 
priation is substantially exhausted, and because of the fact that 
during the spring of the year, from early in May until the ist of 
July, the streets will be filthy, it seemed to your committee that 
there was no alternative except to recommend the deficiency, I 
will state that $155,000 was the appropriation. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. My recollection is this: That the amount 
appropriated for cleaning the streets of the city of Washington 
per mile was greater than any appropriation made in any city in 
this country. I do not say that an excess of $22,000 was not nec- 
essary, but anybody who recalls the condition of Pennsylvania 
avenue during the last three months will recollect that during the 
hours of the day, because of the fact that the avenue had not béen 
cleaned, it led to such a condition that you could not enter into 
any stores or hotels without tramping over street rubbish that 
should have been removed every day, and certainly that does not 
indicate that the $22,000 of excess of appropriation was properly 
used. The amount of $200,000 for sweeping and cleaning the 


| streets of the city of Washington is very, very large, and the 
| amount per mile accordingly very high, and I wanted a little in- 
| formation upon the subject if it was within the possession of the 


gentleman. 

Mr. CANNON. The total amount appropriated in the regular 
The amount of 
streets in mileage, as I understand, according to my information, 
is something over 300 miles. The judgment of the committee was 
when the original appropriation was made of $155,000 that it ought 
to do the work, but it has not done the work. Now, I apprehend 
when the next annual bill is reported there ought to be and will 
be reported for the consideration of the House a direction to ap- 


| portion the appropriation in such a way that one-twelfth part of 


it will not be exceeded in any one month. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. And in the line of economy I would like 
to suggest to the gentleman from Illinois that you could obtain a 
bond for a million dollars guaranteeing to sweep the streets and 
keep them in better condition than they have been or will be under 
that ene for 60 per cent of the amount mentioned. The 
work should be done better. 

Mr. CANNON. Ido not care to go into that question. My 
observation has been that when the streets are cleaned under con- 
tract that at times there is severe criticism, and when they are 
cleaned as they are now, by the hiring of labor—day’s work—there 
are grounds at times, no doubt, for criticism; but, upon the whole, 
Iam inclined to think that the city of Washington and its streets 
is best cared for, and its streets are perhaps the cleanest, month 
in and month out, of ong othe in the country. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. ey are very easy to take care of, and 
my objection is not to the manner in which they are cleaned, but 
to the fact that they are not cleaned at all in a good many in- 
stances. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
ask a question. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. What is the purpose of the 
amount expended for public printing? What is that item? 

Mr. C ON. It is in the various de ents. There is an 
absolute exhaustion of the appropriation. In the Post-Office 
Department the increase of business, and in the Agricultural 
Department the same thing, and thisis the cause. The Agricul- 
tural Department does large quantities of printing, the public 
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service requiring it to be done, also in the War ent and 
in the Post-Office Department, and Congress requiring it to be 
done in the Agricultural Department. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I want to ask the gentle- 
man how many deficiencies he has asked for the public printing 
during this session? 

Mr. CANNON. Ido not recollect. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It strikes me this is about 
the third deficiency appropriation bill in which appropriations are 
made for the Government Printing Office. 

Mr. CANNON. I will have the figures in a moment that will 
give the exact amount. I did not anticipate that there would be 
any question about it and therefore have not the memoranda be- 
fore me, but I will have in a short time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Iam not objecting to the 
amount, because it may be absolutely necessary, nor do I criticise 
the action of the gentleman nor of his committee further than to 
say that it seems to me that the best legislation would be had by 
putting these amounts in the regular appropriation bill and thus 
not require so many deficiency appropriation bills. 

Mr. CANNON. I will say to my friend that we absolutely gave 
the estimate for the current fiscal year. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Then the Public Printer 
must have been pretty far off in making his estimate, if that is true. 

Mr. CANNON. I will give the gentleman the definite infor- 
mation ina moment. The estimate for the current fiscal year for 
the Post-Office Department was $250,000. The appropriation was 
$250,000. Now, this is the first deficiency for the Post-Office 
Department, a pretty large one, as the gentleman will notice, 
$30,000, and the explanation of it is the absolute growth of that 
Department—increase in offices, increase in work, increase in 
printing, rural free delivery, and, in addition, the action of Con- 
gress in increasing the wages of printers and others. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of Tennessee. If I am mistaken the gen- 
tleman from Illinois can correct me, but if I am not mistaken 
the last Congress in all their appropriation bills except one in- 
creased the amount of appropriations over the former Congress. 

Mr. CANNON. I can give the exact figures to the gentleman 
in a moment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Now, these deficiency ap- 
propriations are to be added to the excessive or the very large 
appropriations in the annual bills of the last Congress. 

Mr. CANNON. For the year 1901 in the Post-Office Depart- 
ment the appropriation in the a + anes annual bill was $215,000 
and the deficiency was $35,000, ing a total of $250,000. Now, 
the appropriation for the current year was $250,000, which equals 
the total appropriation for the previous year, and this deficiency 
bill carries $30,000 for the Post-Office Department, which meas- 
ures the increase in printing for that rtment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That makes $280,000. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Now, I am quite sure the 
gentleman reported a deficiency appropriation in mber last 
for the benefit of the Government Printing Office. 

Mr. CANNON. Not for any of the departments. That appro- 

riation in December was to meet a deficiency that need not have 
on met if Congress had not ordered so much printing for its 


own use. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I was only speaking from 
recollection, but I remembered that there was a deficiency in De- 
cember for the Government Printing Office. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes; and it came from the excessive orders for 
printing by the House and Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the bill. 

The bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr. CANNON, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


OMNIBUS CLAIMS BILL. 


Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
House nonconcur in all the Senate amendments to the bill H. R. 
8587, and ask for a conference. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Ma- 
HON], chairman of the Committee on War Claims, asks unani- 
mous consent to discharge the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union from the further consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 8587) for the allowance of certain claims for stores and 
supplies reported by the Court of Claims under the provisions of 
the act approved March 3, 1883, and commonly known as the 
Bowman Act, and to nonconcur in all the amendments of the Sen- 
ate to the bill, and ask for a conference. Is there objection? 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr.MAHON. Will the gentleman withhold that for a moment? 

The SPEAKER. Does eee one 
the request of the gentleman Pennsylvania? 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





36077 


Mr. MADDOX. Yes. 

Mr. MAHON. Just for a moment. 
war? HITT. Will this exclude the consideration of the Chinese 

i 

The SPEAKER. Thv' gentleman withholds his objection for a 
moment. 

Mr. MAH®.:. Mr. Speaker, this is a House bill that has come , 
back from tl. Senate with a great many amendments put on it 
by that body. The bill took its usual course, went to the Com- 
mittee on ims, and the committee, after consideration which 
has taken almost a week, have recommended a report that the 
House nonconcur in all the Senate amendments. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, I can not hear what the gentle- 
man says. 

Mr. MAHON. I will speak a little londer. I want to state to 
the gentleman from Georgia that this is a House bill to which 
the Senate added a good many amendments. It went to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims in its usual course, and that committee, 
after looking over these amendments for a week, have recom- 
mended to this House by a unanimous vote of the committee that 
the House nonconcur in all the Senate amendments and allow it 
to go to conference, for this reason: There are some six hundred 
items in this bill, and I will frankly say to the gentleman that a 
good many of them will go out. This bill will have to remain in 
conference at least a month or six weeks before the differences 
can be adjusted, and I want to say further that there will be no 
disposition on the part of the chairman of the Committee on War 
Claims when that report comes in to move the previous questicn 
and to choke off debate. 

I am perfectly willing to take the matter up on Friday and 
give the whole day for the consideration of the conference report. 
Mr. Speaker, it will take at least three, four, or five days. It 
will take a day to read the amendments, and the discussion of the 
—- might take a couple of weeks in Committee of the 

ole. Now, the gentleman from Georgia knows since he has 
been in Congress that the conferees of this committee have 
always stood with the House. They have examined these mat- 
ters carefully, and if the gentleman wants to kill the bill, he will 
simply insist on his objection. Now, there is another reason. 
This day belongs to the Committee on War Claims, and an im- 
portant bill is pressing for consideration in the House—the Chi- 
nese-exclusion bill—which we are all interested in, and I would 
like for this bill to be sent to conference and got out of the way 
of the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs; and I hope 
he gentleman will not make any objection, but let it go to con- 

erence 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, this bill,as I understand it, car- 
ried about $125,000 when we sent it from the House. It is called 
the “‘ omnibus bill.’’ Since it has gone over to the Senate they 
have added about $3,000,000 of all sorts of claims, scraped up 
from the time the Government was formed up to the present 
time. Now, all I want to know and all I want to demand is sim< 
ply this: That when this House comes to consider these claims 
they will have an opportunity to vote on these paragraphs when 
these claims come up. Now,Iam perfectly aware that if there 
is no objection made and this bill is allowed to go into confer- 
ence, unless the gentleman stands up to what he says now, when 
he comes to the House it will have no opportunity to weed out 
these claims that ought not to be allowed. 

Mr. MAHON. I willsay to the gentleman from Georgia that 
when the conference report comes here I am willing that he shall 
have an hour. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. MADDOX. That is a matter for the House when it comes 


back. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. This is the only way in which they can be 
weeded out. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If my friend from Georgia will allow 
me, we sent the bill over to the Senate with about $200,000, and 
it comes here with amendments added making it in the neighbor- 
hood of three millions. 

Mr. MADDOX. That is what I understand. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. There are a great many items in that 
bill that ought to be considered in Committee of the Whole, and 
there is onty one certain course that will give us an opportunity 
to consider these claims, and therefore I hope the gentleman will 
insist on his objection; that is, for the bill to take its regular 
course and that the claims be considered in the regular way. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. MAHON. There are claims amounting to three millions 
in this that have never been discussed at all. It belongs to you 


gentlemen upon the other side to take the responsibility. There 
are 22 States concerned in these claims, and if you want to kill 
the claims of those people, that is for you to determine. I have 
no personal interest in the bill. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I call up, under the special order, the 
bill H. R. 13031 and move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
> gs of the Whole for the consideration of the Chinese-exclusion 

ill. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, one moment. Under the rules of 
the House this day belongs to the Committee on War Claims; but 
Iam willing to yield to the gentleman from Illinois if, by unani- 
mous consent, the committee may have another day. e have 
been in session since the 4th day of December, and this committee 
has had but three hours. I do not want to get in the way of 
this important bill. I believe that next Monday is not District of 
Columbia day. We did think so, but it is not. Now, I will ask 
unanimous consent that that day be given to the Committee on 


War Claims. 

Mr. HITT. Ido not know that it is certain that this bill will 
eee of by that time. There will be considerable general 

ebate. 

Mr. MAHON. Then I will ask the next day. 

Mr. HITT. There will be no opposition probably, but a good 
many voices for it. 

Mr. MAHON. Then I will ask that it be next Tuesday, or the 
next day after the completion of the consideration of that bill. 

Mr. DALZELL. Itis the purpose to call up the Cuban reci- 
procity bill on Tuesday. 

Mr. MAHON. It is not privileged. 

Mr. DALZELL. Oh, yes; it is. 

Mr. MAHON. Oh, yes; it is a revenue bill. Will not the gen- 
tleman from Dllinois get through the bill by Monday? 
men HITT. Ican not say that, as there is muc 

e. 

Mr. MAHON. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 

that the War Claims Committee be given the day following the 
passage of the Chinese-exclusion act. 
, The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent that the day following the disposition of the 
Chinese-exclusion act be assigned to the Committee on War 
Claims. Is there objection? 

Mr. DALZELL. I do not like to object to my colleague’s re- 
quest, but arrangements have been made and notice given to go 
on with the Cuban reciprocity bill on Tuesday, and I would sug- 
gest to him to make his request to follow that bill. 

Mr. MAHON. Oh, that might make it two or three weeks 
from now. How long will that bill take? 

Mr. DALZELL. I suppose it will take three days. 
think it would. 

Mr. MAHON. I will take next Tuesday week. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania modifies 
his request that a week from next Tuesday be assigned to the 
Committee on War Claims. Is there objection? [After a pause. ] 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. The gentleman from 
Illinois moves that the House resolve itself into Committee of the 


demand for 


I would 


Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of | 


the bill H. R. 13031, the Chinese-exclusion bill. 
The motion was agreed to. 


CHINESE-EXCLUSION BILL, 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. Moopy of Massa- 
chusetts in the chair. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole | 
. aces aaa ‘R | said by the chairman of the committee, the problem is in what 


_ way should that exclusion best be carried out; and it is, perhaps, 


on the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill H. R. 
13031, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 13081) to prohibit the coming intoand to regulate the residence 
within the United States, its Territories, and all territory under its jurisdic- 
tion, and the District of Columbia, of Chinese and persons of Chinese descent. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, I move to dispense with the first 
and formal reading of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that the first reading of the bill may be omitted. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.| The Chair hears none, and 
it is so ordered. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, the bill now before the committee 
is one that has been very carefully prepared in all its parts, with 
the unanimity of the Committee on zones Affairs upon nearly 
every line, its purpose being to provide efficiently for the exclu- 
sion of Chinese laborers from the United States. In that purpose 
we were all agreed. The country, we believe, universally desires 


that there should be efficient prohibition. The existing law will | 
expire on the 5th of May, and there is no time to loge if Congress | 


intends to act. 

The bill is based upon a measure which was drawn up with 
care by the combined wisdom and experience of the members of 
this House and of the Senate who represent the Pacific coast, 
where most of the Chinese in the United States are found, and 











where the people and their representatives are most familiar with 
the practical side of the problem. Taking that bill, which is 
known in this House as the Kahn bill, because the honorable 
gentleman from California introduced it, representing his asso- 
ciates, our committee have carefully Lak ag the measure which 
lies before you, and which is substantially the Kahn bill. 

While we desire to effectively exclude Chinese laborers, we do 
not forget that our country considerable commerce with 
China, and all are desirous of promoting American interests and 
commerce everywhere. In this bill the privileged classes are 
designated who are entitled by the treaty and by the laws here- 
tofore to come into the country—merchants, travelers from curi- 
osity or pleasure, officials, teachers, and students. We have en- 
deavored to make the provisions effective and prevent fraud, but 
to avoid harassing or tormenting merchants, officials, and teach- 
ers, whom we desire to come and for whose presence we are all 
of us very anxious. The commerce of a country is in the hands 
4 the merchants. We have a large and growing commerce with 

ina. 

The representatives of labor who presented and framed the ob- 
jections to having Chinese labor here we heard at great length, 
and also representatives of commerce and of manufacturers. 
They stated with great force how important it was that we should 
avoid harassing and driving away merchants from our country 
who could promote our interests so rapidly. The representatives 
of the manufacturers of South Carolina, where the cotton indus- 
try has become so vast, and is the largest in the country, second 
to Massachusetts, and now is growing, informed us t 7 
sent the largest part of their product to China. The cotton prod- 
uct alone last year was a million dollars a month sold to that 
country. It fell off during the war, but it has revived. 

Now, the Chinese merchant, if he is harassed here and im- 
prisoned or insulted, can exercise a powerful influence at home to 
our detriment, and an official can do the same. True, we are 
liable to frands of pretended merchants, and that is the problem 
that this bill tries to meet. 

It would seem that much legislation was not necessary in the 
case of officials, a class so potent and few in number; for, if every 
one of the officials that came into the country could smuggle 
somewhere about him a Chinese laborer, it would amount to 
something inconsiderable in our vast ee But vexatious 
provisions to humiliate and disgust public officials might result 
to our great disadvantage by the influence of this powerful class. 

These are the problems we have conscientiously and laboriously 
tried to solve, and this bill is the answer. 

I will not take up the time of the committee in explaining it 
further. It will be debated very fully by my colleagues. I be- 
lieve everybody is in favor of the bill. I merely wish to state the 
bs impulse of the committee, all working together for one 
end, 

I now yield to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Perxrns], 
because he has given the most patient labor to the details, recon- 
ciling contradictions and smoothing the asperities of the bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, if the committee will be in 


| order it will, I think, take but a very few minutes of the time of 
| those here to explain briefly the purport of this bill. 
| Mr. Chairman, take the time of this committee in discussing the 
_ general question of Chinese exclusion, because I imagine that 
every member of this House is agreed that the admission of 
| Chinese laborers on any large scale would be injurious to the 


T shall not, 


laboring interests of this country; but, Mr. Chairman, as was 


due to the committee in presenting to it a bill 30 pages in length 


| that we should state briefly what has been covered by this bill. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, in the first place we were met by this new 


| question,and that was, what should be done in reference to the 


Chinese who are now living in the colonial possessions of the 
United States. It was testified before the committee that there 
were in the Philippine Islands at least 250,000 Chinese, and per- 
haps very many more, and Governor Taft testified before our 
committee that, in his judgment, the great majority of the Chi- 
nese in the ape ge Islands would gladly come to the United 
States if they could have the opportunity. at should be done 
with them? It was the unanimous opinion of the committee that 
the exclusion of the Chinese against those living in China should 
be extended to the Chinese who live in the colonial possessions of 
the United States, and the act provides that Chinese laborers, 
Chinese coolies, can not come from the colonial possessions to the 
mainland any more than they can come from China tothe United 
States. That provision, Mr. Chairman, I think will meet the 
ee of the members of the House. 

en came the next question, Mr. Chairman: Should the ex- 
clusion of the Chinese be extended to the colonial ions? 
Now, the committee can see in one moment that the conditions 
existing in, for instance, the Philippine Islands are totally different 
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from the conditions existing in the United States. Here we 
have a large body of intelligent, educated, industrious laborers, 
and we owe it to them that a are not subjected to any unfair 


competition from men brought here who live on a different scale, 
who are willing to work for less price, who are content to live on 
a lower degree of comfort and civilization; but the members of 
the ttee can see that those conditions do not exist in our 
colonial possessions. 

There is in the Philippine Islands, for instance, no body of edu- 
cated, industrious, intelligent laborers, and the question was, 
What is the best thing for the interests of the Philippine Islands? 
And, Mr. Chairman, that question is by no means as free from 
doubt as is the question of the introduction of Chinese laborers 
into this country. But we felt bound, Mr. Chairman, and it is 
the doctrine, it is the principle, of the Republican party—of, I 
think, all members of Congress, regardless of party—to do for the 
Filipinos what within reasonable limits ed themselves ask 
should be done. The committee was convinced that the desire of 
the hes eae themselves was that they should not be subjected to 
the further competition of Chinese labor; that they were not ready 
to compete with them, and certainly they are not, and for that 
reason the committee has reported, by the bill before this Commit- 
tee of the Whole, that Chinese laborers be excluded from the colo- 
nial possessions of the United States upon the same terms and in 
the same manner that they are excluded from the mainland of the 
United States. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, a word or two more about some provisions 
of detail in this bill that I wish to explain very briefly to the com- 
mittee. The chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs said 
that we have taken in its eral outline the bill, which 
was introduced in behalf of the members from California. The 

uestion of Chinese exclusion is more im in California 
t in any other part of the country, and it was our endeavor in 
every way to carry out the desire of the California delegation to 
make this law a law which should not only say that Chinese la- 
borers should be excluded, but should furnish the means and the 
appliances and the requirements for making that exclusion effec- 
tual, which should check the fraudulent introduction of Chinese 
into this country. 

There were, however, two or three questions of detail in which 
the committee differed from some provisions of the Kahn bill, 
which I desire to submit to the ju t of the Committee of the 
Whole. By your judgment we will be guided. The Committee 
on Foreign irs had but one desire, namely, to have a bill 
which would be most effective, most judicious, most wise, to 
carry out the principle of Chinese exclusion, but on questions of 
detail we all have our os penne Now, there are substantially 
three questions which I shall state very briefly to the members of 
the committee. The first was this: The bill provides that the 
Chinese shall be excluded from the Philippine ds. 

Then the bill as it was introduced—not the committee bill— 
provided that the Treasury Department should appoint officials 
who should go to the Philippine Islands, who should there make 
a registration of all Chinese in the Philippine Islands or any 
other foreign possession, who should carry out the enforcement 
of this law in reference to Chinese landing and the preventing of 
their landing. In reference to the removal of Chi from one 
possession to another, Mr. Chairman, we did not regard that pro- 
vision as judicious, and I feel confident that the committee will 
—— with us. What would be the necessary result? Why, Mr. 

airman, it would take 10,000 employees of the Tr De- 
mete a Ten thousand employees would have to be shipped 

m San Francisco to the colonial possessions, to the foreign pos- 
sessions of this country, to take charge of making that registra- 
tion, to take charge of that detail. 

It was with surprise, Mr. Chairman, that I saw that my friend 
from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] in presenting the minority report 
and the substitute bill advocated a different method of treating 
this a because I have heard him and others associated 
with him say so often that the Filipinos should have every pos- 
sible right of Se and self-government; that this 
country should not exercise in every detail of their life a power 
which the British Empire, for instance, exercises—that the ad- 
ministration of the Philippine Islands so far as possible should be 
by the ae It is therefore with surprise, Mr. Chairman, 
that I see the gentleman recommends a substitute bill providing 
that the management of the Chinese in the P Islands 
should be turned over to 10,000 officials appointed by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury and sent out there. Ten thousand! The 
ae vessel that carries the American flag on the Pacific Ocean 
could not carry the officials that would be required to execute 
this bill if it should be done in that manner. 

I think, Mr. , that provision was injudiciously intro- 
duced. I believe my friend from Missouri, when he contemplates 
the subject more maturely, will see that while the end is right 
the proposed means are wrong. 





Mr. CLARK. Does the gentleman refer to the section in re- 
gard to ships? 

Mr. PER 8S. No,sir; I am referring to the provision in re- 
gard to sending Treasury employees to the Philippine Islands to 
take care of the Chinese there. I will come to the provision 
about the ships in a moment. 

Now, what has the Committee on Foreign Affairs done? The 
Government has proces a Philippine Commission, thoroughly 
familiar with all local questions. Governor Taft, the head of 
that Commission, appeared before the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs and gave his evidence. He is in thorough sympathy with 
the exclusion of the Chinese. What he said before the committee 
had, I think, more effect than what was said by anyone else in 
leading the committee to the conclusion that the exclusion of thi: 
Chinese from the Se Islands was judicious. We have re- 
ported in our bill a brief provision, embracing half a dozen lines, 
in which = ree to authorize and direct the Philippine Com. 
mission to take such measures as may be necessary to carry out 
the provisions of this bill as to the exclusion of the Chinese from 
the islands and to attend to registration or whatever else may bo 
—— with reference to the re tion of this subject. 

submit that gentlemen of the House will say, on consideration, 
that that is, above any other measure that can be pro , the 
proper and right way todo. We authorize the local authorities 
to use their own 1 means, their own Philippine officials, to carry 
out the provisions of this proposed law. 

I ought to say one word more, Mr. Chairman, on this point, be- 
cause this bill was submitted to the War Department, and that 
great Department entirely concurs with the members of the com- 
mittee in saying that the provisions of the original bill proposing 
that the exclusion of the Chinese from the Philippine Islands 
should be carried out by the Treasury Department are entirely 
wrong. They said, and they said rightly, that those provisions 
could not be carried into effect. But, naturally enough, the War 
Department suggested to us that not the Treasury Department, 
but the War Department, should take charge of this subject. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if there is anything that is desired or 
should be desired by this it is that, so far as possible, 
the administration of the Philippine Islands should be in the 
hands not of the War De ent, but of the civil authorities. 
A large number of those islands are no longer under the control 
of the Army. We trust the day will soon come when not one of 
them will be under such control. And therefore the committee 
would not take any branch of the domestic administration there 
and put it into the hands of the Army, where it ought not to be, 
but would place the matter in the hands of the civil authorities, 
where it ought to be. That is the bill. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there are two other points on which I wish 
to saya word. This bill, if I may pass any criticism upon it, 
largely owed its inception, I imagine, in some of its details, to 
some official in the Treasury Department. I find no fault with 
that; but every man in every department who sets to work to 
frame legislation thinks that everything that is to be done can 
be done and ought to bedone by his department. That is human 
nature. The bill as drafted provided that a census should be 
taken, or rather, not a census, but that a record should be made 
of every ese born in this country from now on for all time, 
and that this record should be made under the direction of the 
Treasury Department; that the Treasury Department should 
have officials charged with this duty who would necessarily be 
scattered from the Atlantic to the Pacific, from Mexico to Can- 
ada, in every town where a Chinese might be born; and I sup- 
pose that a Chinaman is as likely to be born in one town as an- 
other. Therefore, under this provision it would be the duty of 
the Treasury officials to watch if by any chance in any part of the 
United States a Chinese should be born and to make record of it. 

Now, we have just authorized a permanent Census Burean, 
with much tribulation, as all members of the House know. Some 
of ushave thought that the duties of that Bureau would be light 
for a long time tocome. Whether that is true or not, certainly, 
Mr. Chairman, if it be necessary to secure a register of every 
Chinese baby that comes into the world in the United States, why 
should not the Census Bureau at least attend to this? Why should 
there be a branch of the Treasury Department charged with this 
duty? If officials of the Treasury Department were to be spread 
over the country everywhere, their number growing and their pay 
growing, as we know full well would be the case, from year to 
year, the cost, I venture to say, would be a quarter of a million 
dollars every year. The duty of this vast body of officials would 
be to keep a record of the Chinese babies that might be born, and 
there are not 250 born in this country during a year. Now, is it 


worth while to spend a thousand dollars to keepa record of every 
Chinese baby that may be born? The question is whether such an 
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worth that much. So we havecut outthatprovision. We think 
that the Census Bureau will be amply competent to keep all rec- 
ords that may be required of Chinese growth and Chinese birth. 
One other provision, Mr. Chairman, and then I shall weary the 
members of the committee no longer—that provision I should 
say, in my judgment, by far the most important provision omit- 
ted from the bill as it was drawn. These other provisions, as the 
committee will see, where we have differed from the bill, are 
matters of administration, matters of detail. But in one provi- 
sion we have differed on what may be called a question of princi- 
ple, and the committee regard it as a question of very great im- 
portance. 

What is the object of this bill, Mr. Chairman? It is, as stated 
in its heading. to exclude Chinese coolies from the United States. 
Let us remember what we are legislating about—to exclude Chi- 
nese coolies from the United States. And every member of that 
comunittee is glad,and certainly I as much as any other member, 
am glad to do anything that will exclude Chinese laborers, Chi- 
nese coolies, from the United States. Of course, the merchant 
classes, the exempt classes, come in. Why are we in favor of 
that? Because, as we all know, the Chinese coolies coming into 
this country would be a dangerous element by reason of their 
competition with our own American labor. Welland good. But 
there is a provision in this bill, Mr. Chairman, which'no more 
excludes Chinese coolies from the United States than it excludes 
them from Great Britain; not one bit. We struck it out because 
we thought it was a provision that would do no good, and that 
would do much harm. And though my friend from Missouri 
[Mr. CLark] differs with me in that, I confess I am still very 
strongly in accord with the views of the majority of the com- 
mittee. 

First, I should say, gentlemen, that among the restrictions 
against the unlawful landing of Chinese we have in this bill a pro- 
vision that when a ship comes alongside any wharf or dock of the 
United States on which are Chinese coolies who are not to be landed, 
the steamer must give bond in the penal sum of $2,000 for every 
Chinaman on board, to see to it that the Chinamen whom they 
have on board do not get on land—that the ship that brings them 
carries them away. So, certainly the provision is stringent 
enough to keep these ships having Chinamen on board—men em- 
ployed on the ships—from allowing them to land. If a ship has 
Chinamen on board who are to be landed, then there must be the 
certificates and the necessary papers to show that they are China- 
men who are entitled to land; but this proposition refers to ships 
having Chinamen on board who are not toland. There must be 
a bond signed by the steamship company, with the penalty of 
$2,000 for every Chinaman on board who is not to land, that he 
shall not be permitted to land. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Does that provision apply to foreign 
ships as well as-to American ships? 

Mr. PERKINS. All ships, when they come to our harbors, 
must submit to thislaw. So as you see, gentlemen, these China- 
men employed on the ships that sail on the great seas are not go- 
ing to get into this country. We have made stringent provisions 
that they shall not comein. But the bill as drawn, as submitted 
to the committee, contains this provision, that no ship carrying 
the American flag, no ship admitted to American registry shall 
employ on it any Chinese. We struck out this provision, because, 
as the committee can see, it was no more needed for the protec- 
tion of American laboring men living in America, and it has no 
more to do with them than it has with British laboring men liv- 
ing in England, not one bit. 

These Chinamen employed on American ships can not land; 
they can not get into the United States; they can not come into 
competition with United States labor. That is out of the ques- 
tion. But what is the result of this provision if passed? There 
are on the Pacific Ocean 60 steamers sailing from San Francisco 
to the East. Of these, I regret to say, there are only 3 steamers 
that float the Stars and Stripes. It has been the endeavor of the 
Republican party and of the Democratic party, and it is the 
mn of every American, to do anything we can to increase 
the American marine, to see that more ships on the ocean carry 
the American flag, because where they carry the American flag 
they carry American commerce, American trade, and American 
civilization. We will all agree in that. 

Now, when that is our object we are met with this provision, 
and what will be the result? Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the 
committee, when a ship goes out on the high seas it must meet all 
the world in absolutely free competition. There are no protective 
tariff laws or registry laws or any other laws that can help a ship 
when it sails on the Atlantic or the Pacific. Itmust meet the whole 
world in absolutely free competition. How many Chinese do you 
think are employed on these three steamers, which, I am sorry to 
say, are the only steamships we have on the Pacific? As I am in- 
formed. there are a little over 300 of these Chinese—only 300 China- 
men. If they were dismissed from these ships, would American 
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laborers take their places? Not one bit of it, gentlemen. If these 
300 men were sent off, I make the prophecy that not one man who 
now breathes the air of the United States of America would take 
their places. If these steamers were kept under American regis- 
try. the places of these 300 Chinese would be taken by Japanese 
and by Malays. 

Now, what is the work done by these Chinese. These ships sail 
through the hottest parts of the world; they sail through the 
Tropics. The Chinese they employ work about the furnaces. 
They work about cleaning the ship, and they do work, Mr. Chair- 
man, that no American laborer would do or could do or ought to 
do. It would be a sad thing, Mr. Chairman, if any American la- 
borer was driven to do the dog’s work that is done by the Chinese 
in these boats. What would be the result of this provision? We 
could not make place for any American laborers. We know 
that beyond any possible doubt, from what the agents of the 
steamers say, and common sense makes us believe it, that the 
only result of this law would be that the three ships that now 
carry the United States flag on the Pacific would no longer do so. 

One word more, because this is the only provision which I care 
to discuss, and I have but little further to say about it. If that 
provision forbidding the use of Chinese laborers on the ships car- 
rying the American flag is restored to the bill, you will have just 
one result. You will not keep one Chinaman out of the United 
States; you will not find work for one more American laborer; 
but the Stars and Stripes of the American flag will no longer 
float over a boat that sails from San Francisco over the Pacific. 
The American Steamship Company will take a British register 
for each of their ships. Believing that to adopt the bill with that 
provision in it would do no good and would do much harm, I hope 
this committee will join with the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
in agreeing that it was a judicious act to strike this provision 
from the bill. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will my colleague allow me to ask him 
a question? 

r. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Section 11 of the bill enumerates the 
ports at which Chinese may enter. I will ask if there is any 
change from the ports enumerated in the present law? 

Mr. PERKINS. I understand there is not. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Iunderstand that they are now permitted 
to enter at Ogdensburg alone in the State of New York. 
Mr. PERKINS. I understand that is by permission. 

tleman from New York will see it in the bill. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Under a provision that that might be 
done by Commissioner-General of Immigration. 

Mr. PERKINS. The Commissioner-General, I understand so; 
and the same power is in the Commissioner-General of Immigra- 
tion to designate additional ports besides those given in the bill. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. LOVERING having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Sen- 
ate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the 
Senate had passed with amendments bill of the following title 
in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives was 
requested: 

H. R. 9206. An act to make oleomargarine and other imita- 
tion dairy products subject to the laws of any State or Territory 
or the District of Columbia into which they are transported, and 
to change the tax on oleomargarine, and to amend an act entitled 
‘*‘An act defining butter, also imposing a tax upon and regulating 
the manufacture, sale, importation, and exportation of oleomarga- 
rine,’ approved August 2, 1886. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolutions, in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives was requested: 

Senate concurrent resolution 37. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
President be ues to return to the Senate the bill (S. 1872) granting an 
increase of pension to Abbie George. 


Senate concurrent resolution 36. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
President be requested to return to the Senate the bill (8S. 3910) granting an 
increase of pension to Robert 8. Woodbury. 


CHINESE EXCLUSION, 


The committee resumed its session. . 

Mr. HITT. I will ask the gentleman from Missouri to take his 
time. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chairman, since this House has ceased to be 
a deliberative assembly, and become a ‘‘ business body,” it desires 
facts rather than rhetoric, elucidation of the subject under dis- 
cussion more than eloquence. 

The question of Chinese exclusion has for more than a quarter 
of a century been one of extreme difficulty, oat to the utmost 
the ingenuity of the Congress and the thought of the country to 
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devise a solution which will exclude the Chinese from competi- 
tion with our laborers and at the same time retain and increase 
our trade with China, 

It would be easy to pull down the bars and let the Chinese in 
ad libitum—a thing not to be thought of for one moment by any 
lover of his country. It would be a simple performance to shut 
out, rigorously and ruthlessly, Chinese of all classes—a proposi- 
tion to which there are objections in various quarters. But the 
task which the Congress seems to have set for itself, of excluding 
as many Chinese as possible without giving such offense as will 
destroy our trade with the Chinese Empire, is one of the most 
vexatious problems that the legislative mind has ever considered. 

Within the last five years both the difficulties and the dangers 
of the situation have n multiplied; first, by a decision of the 
Supreme Court of the United States, in the case of Wong Kim 
"Ark against the United States, in the 169th United States Report, 
declaring that a Chinese born in this country of parents subject 
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| contradicts that theory. They have the imitative faculty largely 
| developed and soon learn to do anything they see done. Conse- 
_ quently they will not only compete with unskilled laborers but 
| also with those of all degrees of skill, even unto the highest. 
| The ery once rang along the Pacific coast, ‘‘ The Chinese must 
| gol’? Some oy Aen laborers of America in self-defense will raise 
| the cry, ‘“‘ The Philippines must go!” 

The Committee on Foreign Affairs has been wrestling with these 
| brain-racking problems for two months. 

We have listened patiently to a vast array of witnesses—ex- 
Cabinet ministers, ex-ambassadors, ex-governors, ex-Senators, 
great lawyers, great editors, Congressmen, the head of the Feder- 
ation of Labor and the heads of other labor organizations, repre- 
sentatives of our sailors, the commissioners of the State of Cali- 
fornia, representatives of great commercial bodies and of great 
lines of transportation, ministers of the gospel, the Commissioner- 
General of Immigration and other Treasury officials—male and 





to our jurisdiction is a citizen; secondly, by the annexation of | female, great and small—until their evidence constitutes a large, 


Hawaii, the Philippines, Porto Rico, Guam, and other islands, 
as the sale bill says, ‘‘ too tedious to mention.’’ That decision 
of the Supreme Court sounded like a fire bell at midnight. In 
the wild orgy of annexation in which we have been recently in- 
dulging, we took to our palpitating bosoms hundreds of thousands 
of Chinese, of ali classes and conditions, ranging from savants and 
a ia to coolies, who are a little above the beasts that 
perish. 

When we annexed the Sandwich Islands we took twenty-odd 
thousand Chinese. When we acquired the Philippines we took 
in a number of Chinese variously stated at from two hundred 
thousand to a million and three quarters. Consequently, for the 
first time, the Coogee is confronted with the exceedingly diffi- 
cult proposition of ee newly —- provinces, colonies, 
or ins possessions—whichever or whatever es Eee to call 
them—and at the same time excluding from our d the den- 
izens of those same provinces, colonies, or insular possessions. 

Verily, verily, we have troubles of our own—lots of them. Not 
having enough on hand — to the Spanish war to suit our taste, 
like the Knight of La cha, we went forth in quest of ven- 
tures to the uttermost ends of the earth, even to far Cathay, and we 
accumulated troubles enough, not only to last us duriag our nat- 
ural lives, but to harass our posterity to the remotest generation, 
unless we the courage, the resolution, the wisdom, and 
the patriotism to unload them and thereby end them. Without 
being a prophet, or the son of a prophet, 1 make bold to predict 
that should the —— Court of the United States decide—as 
many think it will decide—that the citizens or subjects of Spain, 
resident in the islands we annexed, e when annexed ipso 
facto citizens of the United States, the people of this country 
will speedily find a way to rid themselves of that huge incu- 
bus; because it can not be that in their sober senses Americans 
will deliberately determine to subject American laborers to death- 
dealing competition with the cheap labor of the Orient. 

The truth is that it is high time the laborers of this country 
were waking up to the fact that their one escape, not only from 
competition with European cheap labor, but from unrestricted 
competition with the cheaper labor of Asia, is for us to at once 
and forever cut loose from the Philippine Islands. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] It is their only salvation. Suppose the 
Supreme Court of the United States decides that the subjects 
of Spain residing in the islands we annexed became American 
citizens by the act of annexation, then what? The probabilities 
in the case are that the Supreme Court will decide that Congress 
has no power to restrict the free locomotion of an American citi- 
zen into oor vere of the territory over which the Stars and Stri 
float, and laborers of the country, for whose benefit this bill 
is made, might just as well wake up now as later on to the reali- 
zation of the fact that the whole tendency of this latter-day an- 
nexation is to bring them into ruinous competition with the P 
labor of Europe and the cheaper labor of Asia. There is no sense 
in locking the barn after the horse is gone. Soe ieee we get 
rid of the — the better off the laborers will be; the better 
off we will all be. 

If we do not speedily unload these accursed islands, the day is 
not far distant when all of us, especially the laborers of the land, 
will in y of soul exclaim; ‘‘ Who will deliver us from the 
body of this‘death?”’ Should it be decided that the free locomo- 
tion of the inhabitants of the Philippines can not be restrained, 
the yellow flood will pour in and utterly submerge the laborers 
of America. Our retention of the Philippines means a reduction 
of to the Asiatic level. That is one of the main reasons 
uiring them and why I am dead against 
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instructive, and decidedly interesting volume. 

To no question was there ever given a more patient, a more 
thorough, or a more conscientious investigation. I say this 
gladly as to the entire committee. 

We agree that Chinese laborers on land should be excluded; 
we differ somewhat as to how best to accomplish that end. 

The majority refuse to apply the exclusion principle to Chinese 
seamen, while the Democratic minority desire to make the exclu- 
sion apply both by land and sea. 

Upon these differences we ask the judgment of the House. 

The report of the minority, among other things, says: 


The question of Chinese exclusion is largely a racial question and largely a 
labor question. 

Because our Pacific coast is the chief place of entrance of Chinese into our 
country, because a vast majority of Chinese immigrants settle on the Pacific 
coast, and because American citizens resident on the Pacific coast having had 
more experience with Chinese than the rest of our people, they understand 
the Chinese character better and are better fitted to know what legislation is 
necessary to — the numerous and difficult problems connec with Chi- 
nese ion. 


Individually, I go further and say that the Chinese questicn is 
the race question of the Pacific coast. There is no use dodging it. 
The Chinese —— is to the Pacific coast what the negro prob- 
lem is to the Southern States, except that the race question of the 
South is entirely a domestic question, while the race question on 
the Pacific is complicated with international questions. I believe, 
moreover, that the white people of the South are the most capable 
of dealing with their race question, just as the white people of the 
Pacific coast are most competent to deal with their Chinese race 
question. [Applause.] 

Upon these race on I unhesitatingly take my position with 
the white people of the South and the white people of the Pacific 
coast 


The substitute reported by the Democratic minority is substan- 
tially the bill desired by our Pacific coast citizens and by the la- 
borers of the whole country, which is a very persuasive reason 
why it should be adopted by the House. 

Another strong ent in its favor is the fact that it is iden- 
tical with Senate bill 2960, as reported to the Senate unanimously 
by the Committee on Immigration, and which will, most proba- 
bly, be passed by the Senate. Time presses. The Geary Act ex- 
pires by limitation on the 5th of May, and whatever legislation 
we intend to place upon the statute books should be enacted as 
soon as is consistent with a thorough understanding of the subject. 
In order to win the fight against time the Democratic minority 
concluded it better to report the Senate bill, though some of us 
would prefer a different phraseology for some portions of it; but 
we did not oo that any hair-splitting about the verbiage 
should dela: most important legislation. 

On the whole, the Democratic minority substitute is more dras- 
tic than the majority bill. Wherever the Democratic substitute 
differs from the majority bill it is for the purpose of strengthen- 
ing the bill and ing Chinese exclusion more effective and to 
more thoroughly —— our laborers from a competition which 
would — absolutely ruinous to them and consequently to the 
whole erican peopl 


e. 
The first t + pee on which the minority and majority dif- 
fer is this: ether a ship flying the American flag shall carry 
Chinese seamen. ‘The section is as follows: 

And it shall be unlawful for any vessel holding an American register to 
have or to em in its crew any Uhinese m not entitled to admission 
to the United or into the portion of the territory of the United States 
to which such vessel plies; and pag veeintion of this provision shall be pun- 
ishable by a fine not exceeding $2,000. 

The Pacific coast delegation wrote that section into the bill. 
The majority of the committee struck itout. The minority pro- 
pose to put that section back. The pos o the committee 
say, first, that if we put that section in the bill every one of these 
steamships doing business on the Pacific coast will go under the 
British flag. I do not believe a word of it, and I will give you 
my reasons. Ships sailing under the American flag have the 
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benefit of the coastwise trade, which includes the trade of Ha- 
waii and the trade of the Philippines. 

I repeat this statement, because I ‘‘am fighting for blood” 
on that section, and if I can not get the substitute adopted in its 
entirety I intend to offer detailed amendments to the majority 
bill. Nota single American steamship on the Pacific will ever 
go under the British flag, because the American ships have the 
benefit of the coastwise trade, which is enormous in quantity 
and profit, including the trade of the Hawaiian Islands and the 
trade of the Philippines. : 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. The gentleman does not 
mean, does he, that only American citizens can carry on the trade 
with the Philippines? I do not understand that that is included 
in the coastwise trade. 

Mr. CLARK. Ifnot,itsoon will be. If we keep on, the Philip- 
pines will be included in that trade. 


Mr. WACHTER. Suppose a ship is in a port where it can not | 


obtain any other than Chinese seamen? 
Mr. CLARK. Wait a moment and I will answer that point. 
I will only say now that a ship will never get into such a port. 


The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GILLETT] does not | 


deny that the trade with Hawaii is a part of the coastwise trade? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Oh, no; but I do not under- 
stand that it includes the Philippines. 

Mr. KAHN. 
trade with the Philippines will become a part of the coastwise 
trade in 1904. 

Mr. CLARK. Yes; I think that is true. 

There is another reason; under the American flag there are two 
lines of steamers plying between our Pacific ports and the Ori- 
ent—the Pacific Mail Steamship Company, which is nothing ex 
cept a continuation on water of the Southern Pacific Railroad 
and the Union Pacific Railroad, making a through line by land 
and water from New York to Hongkong, and the Northern 
Pacific Steamship Company, which is nothing except a continu- 
ation of the Northern Pacific Railroad upon water, making a 
through line from New Yurk to Hongkong. Is there anyone in 
this House simple enough to believe that the steamships of those 
lines are going to switch off from an American registry to a Brit- 
ish registry and forego the coastwise trade, which is growing like 
Jonah's gourd, and at the same time break up their lines of com- 
munication from New York to Hongkong? I do not believe a 
word of it; and the proposition that Mr. Evarts made in the com- 
mittee—he is one of the greatest lawyers in the country—was a 
‘* bluff *’ pure and simple. 

Another thing. The majority say in their report that we can 
not run our ships in a hot country without Chinese in the stoke- 
holds, etc. Let us see if thatis true. Of course the gentlemen 
on the committee would not state a thing they did not believe to 
be true; it is merely a question of information. Listen to the 
facts. The ships plying between our Pacific ports and Australia 
and New Zealand carry only white sailors on board. Why? In 
the first place, the stevedores and longshoremen in Australia and 
New Zealand refuse absolutely to handle the freight carried on a 
ship that employs Chinese sailors. Thatis one good reason. The 
second is that the Australian and the New Zealand governments 
will not give any part of the mail subsidy toa ship that carries 
Chinese sailors. The two reasons suffice. 

It is going into a hotter country to Australia and New Zea- 
land than that through which our trade between the Pacific and 
China passes. That is fact number one about the heat. In 
the second place, our ships and transports plying between our 
Pacific ports and Manila do not carry a single Chinese, although 


they run 20 degrees closer to the equator and therefore get into | 


a good deal hotter climate than the ships that ply between our 
Pacific ports and China. Thatisnotall. I will give you a more 
convincing proof than that that there is not any sense in carrying 
Chinese on board ship at all. The ships that ply between our At- 
lantic ports and Central and South America, and which cross the 
equator going and coming, carry nobody but white men. Surely 
Pe can not find a hotter place than the equator—in this world, at 
east. 


but white sailors are on board those ships. 


One other fact: The Atlantic ships that go through the Suez ! 


Canal and the Red Sea carry nobody on board but white people. 
One other fact and then I will finish that branch of the subject: 
The Firemen’s and Seamen’s Union sent to me, and I suppose to 
every member of the committee and perhaps to every member of 
the House, resolutions asking that this section be put into this 
bill, asserting absolutely that they can find white sailors and white 
men to work in the stokeholds, contradicting any theory that heat 
will prevent it. Here are their resolutions: 
Whereas during the subsidy debate, and also duri 


; ; ; the hearings on the 
Chinese-exciusion bill, it has been stated in Congress 


t white firemen, for 


I believe that under the Philippine tariff act the | 


,Laughter.] Another thing: In ourcoastwise trade be- | 
twee:: our Pacific ports that goes down to Panama the ships cross | 
the hottest tract of ocean on the face of the earth, and nobody | 
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reasons of health, can not be employed in the fire rooms of steamers trading 
in the Tropics; and 

Whereas this statement is being used to deprive us of the protection 
against Chinese competition: Therefore, 

Resolved, That we, the Firemen’s Union of Eindlette. call attention to 
the fact that we sail in vessels on the Gulf coast to Central and South Amer- 
ica and in oe anywhere as long as we are wunted and paid; and 

Resolved, t in our opinion it it not a friendly act to deprive us of work 
and give it to the Chinese; and further 

Resolved, That it would be more frank and friendly to state the reason 
why Chinese are carried, it being known of all seafaring men that the wages 
of Chinese are $9, while we as American firemen insist upon about four times 
that amount; and further 

Resolved, That, being good enough to fight under the flag for its honor, we 
— to be = ae to ake S ae “eer it. 

pprov yr meeting Marc 3 
WILLIAM ROBERTSON, Chairman. 
HORACE ATKINSON, Secretary. 


Whereas Senator HANNA and Senator Frys stated that the heat in the 
stokeholds of steamers trading to the Orient is such that no white stokers 
can endure the same; and 

Whereas this statement appears to have been the cause of the Senate vot- 
| ing down the anti-Chinese amendment to the ey bill; an 

hereas this statement is without any foundation in fact, the truth being 
that white stokers go in the transports from this coast through the Suez, the 
| Read Sea, and the Indian Ocean to the re and that white stokers go 
to the West Indies, Central and South America: Therefore, be it 

Resolved, By the Marine Firemen’s Union, of New York, in regular meet- 
ing assembled, that we repudiate the heat argument and the idea that it had 
any justification in any humanitarian concern for the health of the stokers 
or marine firemen; and further 

Resolved, That we have been and are now willing to serve as stokers in 
ions vessels, and will gladly do the work now done by the Chinese; and fur- 

er 

Resolved, That we hereby urge upon Con 
sea, the same protection from Chinese compe g to 


give to workers on lanc, 
WILLIAM MACQUEEN, Chairman. 
JAMES W. BIRD, Secretary, 





to give to us, who go to 
ition that willin 


it shall be 


MARCH 25, 1902, 


My next objection to the proposals of our associates of the ma- 
jority is to the striking out of the seventeenth section of H. R. 
9330. The section provides that before certificates of status shall 
be viséed by diplomatic or consular representatives of the United 
States or shall be issued by other officers of the United States, in 
the case of the ‘‘ exempt’’ classes of Chinese persons, there shall 
be careful investigation of status. We h y indorse the opin- 
ion of the Bureau of Immigration experts that the section is one 
—— if made law, will be productive of much good and of no 
narm. 

Experience has clearly proved that there would be a great deal 
less friction and much more expedition in dealing with Chinese 
immigrants on their arrival at our ports if careful inquiry were 
made on the other side of the Pacific. There should be a weed- 
ing out of the impostors before vessels sail from the Orient, and 
then there would be a minimum of fraud and scandal here. We 
have not heard any sound reasons for mee the Treasury ex- 
perts’ suggestion that section 17 ought to retained as a valu- 
able aid to early discovery of masqueraders and consequent safe- 
guarding of immigrants having a right to enter our territory. 

Now, your question [to Mr. WacHTER]. 

Mr. WA ER. I would like to know when a ship strikes a 
port, and where they can not get anything but Chinese sailors, or 
at least the bulk of them Chinese, what are you going to do in 
that case? 

Mr. CLARK. My judgment about it would be that when a 
ship struck a port it would have the crew that it started out with 
and could get back with that same crew, and if it leaves the Pa- 
cific ports with white men on board, it would bring them back 


again. 

Mr. WACHTER. Iam not speaking of the mail steamers, the 
| regular liners, but I mean the tramps and sailing vessels. 

Mr. CLARK. If they sail under our flag, if they leave the Pa- 
cific ports, and this section is put back into the bill, they have 
| to have a white crew, and they can go out with a white crew and 
| come back with it. I would not ruin American trade. There is 

nobody in this House who is constituted the jal guardian of 
| American trade, but here is my conclusion: That if all this talk 
| and worry and propositions for expenditures of millions of dollars 
to have an American merchant marine means nothing more than 
that the profits of that business shall go to a job lot of Chinese, I 
say thatall the talk about a merchant marine istommyrot; but if 
white men are to profit by it, I am in favor of a merchant marine. 
Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Does the gentleman from Mis- 
souri mean, when he says white men, Americans or aliens? 
Mr. CLARK. The best white men that youcan getare Amer'- 
can white citizens—either native or naturalized. 
Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Iagree with that. : 
Mr. CLARK. And I would not have sailing on an American 
ship any white man who is not either native born or naturalized, 
or who had not given notice of taking out naturalization papers 
as quick as the law will allow him to. [Applause.] The Ameri- 
can merchant marine is the nursery of the Navy, and a Chinese 
having no patriotic impulse toward his own country will not have 
_any toward ours [applause]. and I would rather a good deal, if I 
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had to fight at sea, be aboard a ship whose sailors, clear down to 
the lowest, were American citizens, than to have a lot of foreign- 
ers on board who were not American citizens,and who had never 
declared their intention to become American citizens, and who 
had no intention of becoming American citizens. 

There testified before the Senate committee a man, Captain Sea- 
bury, who was very friendly to the Chinese, but they twisted it 
out of him on cross-examination—and it was a corkscrew perform- 
ance, too—that the Chinese, if given a chance, would drive any 
other set of sailors off their own ships; that they have driven the 
Japs off theirs where they are permitted to compete; that they have 
driven the Lascars off the English ships, and the Americans off the 
American ships. There is one other thing about this business 
which is not true: That the difference in running a ship manned 
by Americans or white men and Chinamen would be as great as 
itismadetoappear. Captain Seabury admitted that 20 white men 
were equal to 32 Chinese sailors. So that makes a good big dif- 
ference of itself. 

Mr. WACHTER, In what way? 

= CLARK. Why, in capacity to work; in disposition to 
work, 

Mr. WACHTER. And in the amount of money, too. 

Mr. CLARK. The American sailor gets $30 a month and the 


Chinese sailor $7.50. 
Now, what does the Chinese 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. 
sailor live on? 
Mr.CLARK. Onrice and fish, chiefly. Iwill tell you who will 
profit by saving Chinese sailors. The owners of the ships, and 
nobody else. ow, if our stevedores and longshoremen form 
a league, offensive and defensive, like those New Zealanders and 
Australians, not to handle cargoes carried by ships that have Chi- 
nese sailors on board, and if our legislators will act with as much 
sense in the ao av of the aan? of the white race as 
Australia and New Zealand have, and declare that under no condi- 
tions shall any ship carrying Chinese on board have any subsidy 
for aera e mail or anything else, then you will never hear 
another how] as long as you live about this Chinese sailor business. 

It is of no use to be deceptive about things, and I will confess 
that at one time I took the identical view of this section defining 
the Chinese that the majority do. I thought the rest of it was 
tautology; but I read this book of evidence, and put in about three 
weeks doing it. Our friends of the majority say: 

That the term “Chinese” and the term “ Chinese person” as used in this act 


are a to include all persons who are Chinese either by birth or by de- 
scent. ; 


That is where they stop, and at first blush it looks as though it 
is enough; but our minority put back the old section: 


Sc. 82. That the term “‘ Chinese” and the term ‘“‘Chinese person” used in 
this act are meant to include all male and female persons who are Chinese 
— by birth or descent, as well those of mixed b. as those of the full 


Now, why do we want added these words: 
As well those of mixed blood as those of full blood, and males as well as 


females. 

I will tell you why. If you cut that section off at the word 
**descent,’’ there is not a Chinese in Hawaii or in the Philippines 
who will not be able to prove that he has a strain of some other 
sort of blood in him. Every one of them will turn out to bea 
mulatto. 

I have an argument that I can address to Sonthern men with 
the hope of intelligent appreciation, but not with much hope of 
belief to Northern men, simply because they do not understand 
the situation. That is that by common consent down South any- 
body who has one drop of negro blood in him is classed asa negro. 
as t applies to the negroes, it certainly ought to apply to the 

nese. 

You know there are certain excepted classes. The fellows who 
are excluded are the laborers. there was some way to pick 
outa ype ae by looking at him, there would be no difficulty 
about it at all. Teachers, merchants, officials,and persons trav- 
eling for curiosity or pleasure are exempted, and then any sort of 
a Chinese under certain conditions is permitted to pass through 
this country under what are called transit privileges. When it 
comes to defining these ——- classes it is an extremely diffi- 
cult matter. The original bill and this substitute that we offer 
define teachers more elaborately than the majority bill does. Here 
is the way the Pacific coast people wrote it: 

. 8c. 6. That the term “teacher,” used in this act, shall be construed to 

mean only one who, for not less than two years next preceding his applica- 

tion for entry into the bom continuous! engaged a v- 

tion in to 

has com Peteusuaaahs to teach 
in the United States and intends to 


ina recog- 
pursue no 
while in the United States. 


ments to teach in a recognized institution of learning in the 
United States and intends to pursue no other occupation while 
teaching in the United States.’’ You want to know, in order to 
vote intelligently, what object we have in not leaving it simply 
“teaching ’’ and making it *‘ teaching in the higher branches.” 

Well, I confess that I learned a vast amount while the commit- 
tee has been making its investigations. To my utter amazement, 
and I actually believe to the amazement of every man on that 
committee except the chairman, who has had large experience, 
but to my amazement, at any rate, I found out that primary ed- 
ucation is well-nigh universal in China; that they have compulsory 
education, and they have a provision that if a Chinese child does 
not go to school they thrash his daddy for not sending him to 
school, instead of thrashing the child. [Laughter. } 

If I had been called on two months ago to give an off-hand 
opinion as to what proportion of Chinese could read or write, I 
would have been willing to risk my head on the fact that not 
more than one in ten thousand could do so. I have increased my 
stock of knowledge on this subject at least. Now, you leave it 
at “‘ teaching”’ and do not put in “‘ higher education,’ and every 
cooly will apply to-enter as ateacher. Iam informed by credible 
men that before we had that restriction in there for higher educa- 
tion, primary Chinese schools sprang up in San Francisco and on 
the Pacific coast like mushroomsin a damp cellar, and that coolies 
who came to work as laborers really, by the score and by the hun- 
dreds, came into this country under the cloak of being ‘‘ teachers.”’ 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman permit a 
question? 

Mr. CLARK. With pleasure. 

Mr. ADAMS. They are to have a contract with an American 
institution of learning, are they not? 

Mr. CLARK. Yes. 

Mr. ADAMS. Therefore there would have to be collusion be- 
tween an American institution of learning and the Chinaman? 

Mr. CLARK. That is just it exactly, and there was collusion. 

Mr. ADAMS. I havea better opinion of American institutions 
of learning than to believe that they would enter into collusion 
for the evasion of the law. 

Mr. CLARK. What is an institution of learning? Why, apri- 

school is as much an institution of learning as Johns Hop- 
kins, Yale, Harvard, Princeton, or the universities of Michigan, 
Virginia, and Missouri. Of course it is a different sort of institu- 
tion of learning. The bill says, ‘‘ a recognized institution of learn- 
ing.’’ It does not say an American institution of learning. Now, 
my friend from Pennsylvania, these are the schools, and this is 
just exactly the way the collusion was performed. I am opposed 
to it, and I want to say, gentlemen, that the whole difficulty of 
the situation grows outof the utter duplicity of Chinese character, 
and I am going to show you an instance. 

Among other things which are provided in this bill, in the 
majority and minority report, is this: A Chinese merchant who 
is here and who has the right to be here, who goes back to China 
on a visit, and who claims entrance again by right of previous 
residence here, is — to show that he has at least $1,000 
worthof property. Now,I want to show you how he gets around 
that. Here is a case. Mr. Dunn, of the Treasury Department, 
stated it. There was a boy who wanted to get in as a merchant. 
He had to make it appear that he had $1,000 worth of property 
and that he had been a merchant. Now, listen to this astonish- 
ing evidence: 

I will not stop to read this testimony at length. 

ry as shown in the certificate. 


And as to his mercantile status. He claimed that in a certain year, which 
= have been at about the age of 16, he had invested $2,000 in a store in 


And two years later he had invested $4,000 in still another store, and had 
of his interests there. 
said, “ You say that when you were a mere boy of 16 you were a merchant 
with an interest of $2,000 in a store?” 
(That would be a small fortune to a manin China, you know.) He said, 
“Yes,” very blandly. Iasked, “ Wheredid you get the $2,007’ He answered, 
“God gave it to me.” 


This boy was asked about 


[Laughter. } 

It was the first time I had ever known of a Chinaman claiming any direct 
assistance from the Almighty, and I was mystified. I said,‘“‘Do you meanto 
say that God gave you tha 000?’ He said, “Well, God gave me $1,500 and 
my father gave me $500." 

[Laughter. ] 


“How did God give you the $1,500" “Why, he sent it to me.” “How? 
Right from heaven?’ “Yes.” Then he went on to describe how God sent 
the $1,500 to him, and that when he saw it fall from heaven he picked it up. 


antag ; 

ow are you going to get around witnesses like that? Ques- 
tioning him a little more closely, I said, “‘ You are sure it was 
exactly $1,500 that God sent you from the sky; you saw it fall 
and picked it up?’’ ‘‘ Well,’’ said the Chinaman, ‘‘God sent me 
the winning lottery ticket that won $1,500."" [Langhter.] That 
is surely a remarkable bit of history. Now, that is the trouble; 
that illustrates it. There used to be a police judge in St. Louis 





3684 


who was death on tramps, but he hada very tender heart for 
laborers who got into trouble; and when a fellow would come 
into the police court, yanked up for loitering around, and claimed 
that he was a laborer, the police judge would make him stick out 
his hand and he would examine it, and if he did not have the proper 
marks on it he would send him to the workhouse. So at last the 
poor tramps would go out and rub their hands industriously on 
the brickbats and make corns on them and come in and under- 
take to deceive the judge that way. [Laughter.] 

There is a provision in here that the Chinese shall be allowed 
to bring with him his minor children; and it is absolutely true 
that one Chinaman 40 years old tried to get into San Francisco as 
the minor child of another Chinaman. I heard a distinguished 
member of the committee tell this tale: The Canadian Pacific 
Railway has always tried to sneak these coolies over our border, 
and they let them getoff the train about three milesand a half the 
other side of the border, and then they would send them through 
the bushes, and then they would take them on just this side of 
the border. They would haul them sometimes in wagons, and one 
night they undertook to haul five of them through concealed in a 
great big music box. Generally they went through like Old 
Nick was after them and never stopped anywhere; but that night 
the driver got thirsty and he stopped at a town to get him a drink, 
and the Chinese in the music box, thinking he had arrived at the 
destination, and as the consul was watching, out popped five 
Chinese ghosts from the music box. i) 

The second section of this bill is bothersome. ction 2 says: 

That from and after the passage of this act the entry into the mainland 
territory of the United States of Chinese laborers coming from any of the 
insular p ssessions of the United States shall be ae and the prohi- 
bition shall apply to all Chinese laborers, as well those who were in such in- 
sular possessions at the time or times of acquisition thereof, respectively, by 
the United States as to those who have come there since, and those whobave 
been born there since, and those who may be born there hereafter. 

I will tell you very frankly why I wanted to put that section 
in, and especially the last eens of it. The minority say they 
have grave doubts about the constitutionality of that section. 
Gentlemen, I donot believe—and Iam not setting up to be a Solo- 
mon, either—I do not believe that the decision of the United States 
Supreme Court in Wong Kim Ark against the United States, de- 
claring that the Chinese born in this country of Chinese parents 
are American citizens, is a sound and just decision. I want to 
see them compelled to decide that case over again, and the only 
way that you can compel them to decide that question again is to 
put that language in this bill. 

Mr. LESSLER. What was the decision in that case? 

Mr. CLARK. It decides that Chinese born in the United States 
of Chinese parents, subject to our jurisdiction—and that means 
everybody except diplomats—are American citizens, clothed with 
all the immunities, privileges, and duties of American citizens. 
I do not believe a syllable of it. They decided it under the first 
clause of the fourteenth amendment, which says that anybody 
born in the United States or naturalized here isa citizen. That 
is the strict letter of that amendment, but in construing a law it 
has always been held that you must consider the history of the 
times in which the law is written, and it was said in the celebrated 
Slaughterhouse Cases by Mr. Justice Miller that the thirteenth, 
fourteenth, and fifteenth amendments were passed for the sole 
benefit of the negroes. 

I do not believe that the Congress that passed the fourteenth 
amendment was thinking any more about making citizens out of 
Chinese than they were of making a citizen of the man in the 
moon. [Laughter.] If the Supreme Court never had changed 
its opinion, I would hesitate a long time before I would say any- 
thing in the way of dissent from it; but I recollect, that it first 
declared the legal-tender act unconstitutional, and then the Su- 
preme Court was enlarged and packed in order to get a majority 
that would hold the legal-tender act constitutional. It is within 
the recollection of persons who are yet children—that the income- 
tax portion of the Wilson-Gorman bill was declared unconstitu- 
tional because one supreme judge changed his mind over night. 
And if the court can change its ruling so quickly as that ona 
question like the income tax or a question like the legal-tender 
act, it certainly can change it on a question involving the momen- 
tous proposition of making American citizens out of Chinese. 

A strange fact in this connection was stated by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Perkins] that there could not have been 
more than 200 Chinese born in the United States. And he was 
right, because the Chinese women who are brought over here for 
nameless purposes have a certain surgical operation performed 
upon them before they are brought here, so that they can not 
conceive or give birth to children. But notwithstanding the fact 
that there could not be more than two or three hundred born 
here, 5,000 Chinamen have claimed under that decision since 1897 
that they were born here. 

Mr. KAHN. Five thousand in the States of New York and 
Vermont alone. 
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Mr. CLARK. Iam glad to have the gentleman make the cor- 
rection; it makes the case that much stronger. The matter, it 
appears, is worse than I stated it. It is said to be an absolute 
fact that the records of the California courts show that one Chi- 
nese woman out there is the mother of 500 children. If she had 
been a short-horned cow she would have been worth more than a 
Cripple Creek gold mine. [Laughter.] 

While the birth of Chinese in the United States proper—God 
save the mark—could not amount to much, because the women 
coming here are incapacitated for conception; the fact is not the 
same in the Philippine Islands. Governor Taft has reported that 
there are some 200,000 to 400,000 Chinese over there, and the re 
resentatives of the Federation of Labor say that there are a mil- 
lion and a quarter to a million and three-quarters of Chinese—full 
blood and mixed blood. With a million and three-quarters of 
them breeding over there, this becomes a very serious question. 

I am willing to take the chances on this question of the consti- 
tutionality of section 2. I am willing to take the chances rather 
than have the Philippine Islands used as a breeding ground for 
Chinese that may become American citizens and may come here 
and compete with American labor. I thank God fervently and 
reverently this ony that whatever calamities may accrue to this 
country in general, and the laboring —— in particular, from 
the mania for universal annexation, that in the day of judgment 
nobody can say to me ‘‘ Thou didst it.’’ I fought the annexation 
of the Sandwich Islands on this very proposition. I fought the 
annexation of the Philippines on this proposition,and I want it writ- 
ten on my tombstone that I was one of the 35 men in this House, 
out of 357, who had the courage, the patriotism, the nerve, and 
the good sense to vote against paying Spain $20,000,000 for the 
Philippines. 

My friend from New York [Mr. Perkins] says that it would 
be an unnecessary expense to register these Chinese babies. It 
would not cost near as much as he says, anyhow. It will cost us 
only a dollar a head, and if there are only 300 babies born the 
expense will be only $300 instead of a million—a very considerable 
difference. In the original bill it was provided that in the Philip- 
pine Islands the Chinese themselves could pay for this registra- 
tion, and I am in favor of that. 

But I will state why I prefer that the Treasury officials should 
attend to this matter. ey already know how. They have the 
machinery. They know the ip and the manners of these people. 
They*can do this work more c any and more effectively than 
anybody else. But I will not icularly object to that part of 
the bill providing that thé Philippine Commission shall arrange 
this business over there. I wo not object very much to the 
Army doing it. But I want to ask my friend from New York, 
How can the Philippine Commission register the Chinese in Porto 
Rico? They have no jurisdiction there. 

For these reasons I amin favor of these provisions going into 
this bill. I intend to offer them or somebody else will as amend- 
ments to the majority bill. If these and some 20 or 30 other 
amendments that have been prepared are inserted in the ma- 
jority bill, I have no objection to that bill ing. Butif we do 
not secure these changes by way of individual amendments, I in- 
tend to secure, if I can, a square vote on this substitute that the 
Democratic minority of the committee have reported that em- 
braces all of these changes. 

Now, some of us do not like some of the phraseology of this bill 
and do not want to stand for it. The truth is, that nearly all of 
this stuff that seems to be tautology and redundancy is either a 
part of the old statute on the subject or is a part of the decisions 
of the Treasury officials of the United States. There is not a 
lawyer in the House that does not know that finally somehow or 
other every word of a statute has to be construed; and where the 
statutes have been construed it is better to retain the old lan- 
guage even if it does not exactly suit us in its phraseology. 

I do not believe that this bill will lose us the trade with China. 
The Chinese do not trade with us because they love us. They 
follow the rule of nature and of common sense, buying where they 
can buy the cheapest and selling where they can sell the highest. 
Senator BEVERIDGE has been writing some exceedingly interest- 
ing letters about China in the Saturday Evening Post. In one 
of them he thus discourses on force and kindness as applied to the 
Chinese: 

Germany, too, is ingenious and insistent in creating an impression on the 
Oriental mind that she is the world’s superior power. Wherever there is an 
excuse for the display of military force, German soldi is seen. The 
writer never visited, on two extenned trips to China, a since Chinese port 
in which one or more German war ships were not found. 

The German t was so t in Shanghai in the 
summer of 1901 that a casual and uninstructed traveler might have been ex- 
cused for ita German colony. Noone whoknows pecuiies peer 
tical quality of the German mind will believe for an instant that all of this is 
for mere show. It is the working out of a carefully evolved theory about 
China and its inhabitants, and Orientals in general. ‘With the same patience 
with which their scientists have evolved working theories, the stolid patience 
with which they have developed and put into practice theories of navigation, 
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the German has Govelepes his theories of the oriental mind and character, 
apd bases his treatment u t. 


m it. 
rd, that that the two which the oriental mind 
in cama eee are oe domand ree | mF amen German does 
not believe that the Chinaman is grateful ne 
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is that the strong hand thing an Asiatic re- 
ng only £ 


spects. Therefore, everywhere t n bayonet, everywhere the Ger- 
man uniform, and everywhere German : war; and now there is the 
beginning of another “everywhere;” and t “everywhere” is German 
ba: 


How doesall this affect German trade?. Alongside of = military anon 
q 


hanghai there are 31 n firms, 
some of which, like Arnhold, Karberg & @o. and Carlowitz & Co., are im- 
menee establishments with branches at every. trea’ ¥ 
Though the report and returns of trade issu y the China imperial 
maritime customs show the t bulk of trade at this central port to be 
still English, there is nevertheless a falling off of English and a rapid ad- 
vance of German im tion. 
* But does not constant military menace of Germany interfere with 
her trade? Does it not anger the Chinaman? Is it not natural that this peo- 
le should a, of those — rather than of those they hate?” were 
tions asked the leading American merchant in China and one of the 
informed menin the Empire. ‘“ Naturally one would think so,” he replied, 
“but it is not true. Chinamen come to us and abuse the German with words, 
but go to him and buy his goods. So far from decreasing German trade, 
this military reputation which they are working so hard for is the best ad- 
vertisement they could have with Chinese c mers.” 


There is a proposition pending here to this effect—not in this 
bill, for there have been 27 bills introduced in here—to make a 
four or five line bill just simply extending the present law. I 
will give you as good a reason as you ever why that should 
not be done and why it will not accomplish anything. 

Th CHAIRMAN . _ The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CLARK. I believeI will take ten or fifteen minutes more, 
Mr. Chairman, and I will get through. 

Mr. HITT. I will ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
be allowed to proceed until he has concluded. After he is done I 
trust we can make an arrangement as to time and not take the 
rules of the House, but some agreement to divide the time and 
have it allotted. 

Mr. CLARK. Yes, we will do that. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Hlinois asks unanimous 
consent that the gentleman from Missouri have the opportunity 
to conclude his remarks. “Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CLARK, In order that you may understand that proposi- 
tion I will state the facts as briefly as ible. The first treaty 
we had with China was in 1844, negotiated by Caleb Cushing, a 
grenkann. That simply provided for commercial relations. Then 

n 1858 there was another treaty extending that. Then in 1868 
Anson a emp turned up here at the head of the Chinese em- 
bassy, as the first ever sent here—having resigned his position as 
United States minister there to accept that curious position—and 
negotiated the Seward treaty of 1868, in which we guaranteed 
unlimited Chinese immigration into this oa: ey came, 
and they came in such numbers that they scared the souls of the 
Pacific coast to death, or nearly so, and they commenced a great 
clamor, and in 1888 another treaty was negotiated with the Chinese 
excluding the Chinese, bless your heart, and the Chinese dilly- 
dallied around about ratifying the treaty, and Congress went to 
work, thinking they were going to ratify the treaty, and passed the 
bill of 1888—in fact, there were two or three of them—that was 
extremely severe in its provisions. 

Now, remember that, and lo and behold, the Chinese refused 
to ratify that treaty. Then in 1892 Co another 
severe law and in 1893 amended it, and the Geary Act simply 
continues the act of 1888. That is, most of the Geary Act is sim- 
ply the old act of 1888 continued. Then, in 1894, the present 
treaty was made, in which the Chinese - that they are anxious 
to keep the a oe coming to the United States; they are 
anxious, so they have got no right to kick. 

The treaty of 1894 continues until 1914, on the 8th of December, 
unless one country or the other gives the other six months’ notice 
prior to the 8th of December, 1904, that it is co to an end; 
so the longest that treaty is certain to run is the 8th of December, 
1914, and the law expires on the 5th of May, 1902. Now, the 
representatives of these great trading concerns say, ‘‘ We want to 
keep these coolies out; we afte just as anxious to as you are.”’ 

ir attorneys declared before the Senate committee that they 
stand on identically the same platform as Mr. Gompers, the presi- 
dent of the American Federation of Labor, who really wants to 
keep the coolies out; but the simply want to keep them out by a 
five-line law, extending the law as it now is. That would seem 
fair on its face, would it not? At the very same time, however, 
they have three suits pending in the Supreme Court of the United 
States attacking the validity of the law of 1888, and it is the 
cae of most people that it will go by the board, and here 
is predicament you will be in if you do not the majority 
bill or tho minority substitute. That is, you go through the 
performance of continuing the laws that are in existence, and the 


ues- 
t- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


3685 


Supreme Court will declare them all bad, and in three weeks 
— will import 100,000 Chinese coolies, and there you are. 

ow, one of two things will happen. If they ever get here in 
large numbers they will drive the American laborers out, or the 
American laborers will kill them, mob them—one or the other. 
I believe that is all I want to say about the bill, except this: I 
asked Governor Taft how the Chinese in the Philippine Islands 
felt about this country. He said that they regarded it as heaven. 
What will be the effect? Why,if the Supreme Court ever decides 
those people can come over here, every Chinaman over there will 
head for the United States. They want to go to heaven, of course. 
[Laughter.] Nobody wants to go to hell. 

I have named the principal things. I have not named all of 
them; I:could not in an hour or five hours. This bill is no 
longer than all of the statutes on the Chinese subject that are 
supposed to be enforced now would be if they were all put 
together. Now, I know there are some people who want them 
in here. For instance, the Hawaiian sugar kings say, yes, they 
want them in Hawaii. They say that the white men can not 
work out there; that the n will not work and they must 
have the Chinese. That is what they say. 

The Manila Board of Trade has sent a memorial here. They 
want the coolies let inover there. Of coursethey do. I have not 
a particle of doubt that a company that had a hundred thousand 
dollars or a million dollars or more that would operate in the 
hr + we and exploit the Philippines could make more money 
with Chinese coolies than with anybody else. But the Filipinos 
do not want them in the Philippine Islands. Why? Because 
they go to the wall in this Chinese competition. 

Iam teetotally opposed to anybody coming here that you can not 
make an American citizen out of, and the hienee will not assimi- 
late with white eves is, it isa very poor assimilation and a 
veryrare one. The evidence in the case shows, strange as it may 
seem, that the cross between the Chinese and the white race or 
the Chinese and the negro is inferior either to the white man, the 
Chinaman, or the negro. Why, they never had any law in Cali- 
fornia even against Chinamen marrying white persons until within 
the last few years. It was a recent enactment. 

Mr. KAHN. The last legislature. 

Mr. CLARK. And notwithstanding that they very rarely 
married. Now, there is a distinguished Senator who has a propo- 
sition pending that Christian Chinese shall be admitted into 
this country free. Why, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I under- 
take to say that that is the most marvelous wholesale proposi- 
tion for conversion to Christianity that has been made in this 
world since St. Paul started out on his great missionary tour. 
{[Laughter.] Ifthat proposition was to be accepted, every Chinese 
cooly who appeared at our ports would be a full-fledged Chris- 
tian. Why, the Philippine Commission said that the Spaniards 
got tired of the Chinese once in the Philippine Islands, ran 
amuck on them and killed about 30,000 of them. Then they soft- 
ened down the regulation and declared that Christian Chinese 
should be permitted to stay in the Philippine Islands. The re- 
sult of it was, as the veracious chronicler says, that when the day 
of deportation came a very large majority of them had already 
embraced Christianity, and nearly all the rest were seriously con- 
sidering the mysteries of the faith. [Laughter. | 

I know that the provisions of this bill seem cruel. I under- 
stand perfectly well that they seem to run counter to everything 
that we have ever advocated or ever offered to the world; but, in 
~~ judgment, they are absolutely necessary to secure the desired 
end, 


THE AMERICAN LABORER. 


The policy of Chinese exclusion is bottomed on the instinct of 
self-preservation—the supreme law of nature. It is not a mere 
demagogical scheme to win votes for any party or for any man. 
It is a philosophical and patriotic movement, growing out of facts 
which can be neither denied, blinked, obscured, or shunted out of 
the way. It not only goes to the root of our institutions, but it 
lays - d of the foundations of Caucasian civilization on this con- 
tinent. 

It is largely a racial question, and it raises the paramount issue, 
‘Shall the white man continue to dominate the Western Hemi- 
sphere, or shall he be placed in the process of ultimate extinction 
and be supplanted by the yellow man?”’ It is utterly futile to 
vaunt our superiority and vaingloriously assert that in free com- 
petition with the Chinese in any field of physical endeavor we 
shall triumph, for it is not true. Governor Taft, our great pro- 
consul in the Philippines, testified that a Chinese can live on 2 
cents a day—not only live, but flourish like a tree planted by the 
rivers of water. A cloud of witnesses support the governor- 
general in that mystifying statement—so ore and so vari- 
ant from our experience in living that I endeavored to ascertain 
how that seeming miracle can be wrought, The only answer I 
elicited was that a Chinese can live on 2 cents per diem because 
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of centuries of enforced practice in the difficult art of curtailing | commonly known as coolies, must be prohibited in the interest of 


his diet to the minimum. 

By reason of both constitutional characteristics and of ancient 
habit an American can not compete with a Chinese in cheap- 
ness of living, even if he so desired; and in the fierce fight in the 
arena of labor, constantly growing fiercer as our population 
multiplies, for the right to live, the infinitesimal cost at which a 
Chinese can exist will inevitably give him the victory over the 
white man. The starvation test would end in a survival of the 
unfittest. It is written: ‘‘ The laborer is worthy of his hire.” 
The American laborer is the foundation of tae Republic and of 
our civilization—the highest civilization the world has known 
since the primal curse was placed upon man: “In the sweat of 
thy face shalt thou eat bread.’’ 

The American laborer produces the wealth of this country, a 
wealth that is too vast to be comprehended by the mathematical 
powers of the human mind, a wealth so stupendous that it eclipses 
the wondrous tale of Alroy or any story out of the Arabian Nights. 
We all take pride in the fact that American laborers are the 
most intelligent, the most skillful, the best clothed, the best 
fed, the best housed, the most public-spirited, and the most am- 
bitious laborers on the whole face of the earth. For one I am 
unalterably opposed to anything that will deprive them of a sin- 
gle comfort or that will in any manner reduce their standard of 
living or that will lower them in the scale of civilization even in 
the estimation of a hair. So far as in us lies, it is our duty to 

revent Chinese competition with American laborers either by 
andorsea. [Loud applause. ] : 

Mr. HITT. I will defer conferring with my friend for a mo- 
ment, and ask the Chair to recognize the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania {[Mr. ApAms], and we will arrange the matter of time. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, a most important and far-reach- 
ing question has been submitted to the Fifty-seventh Congress 
for its consideration, Shall immigration be entirely excluded, or 
to what extent shall it be restricted? Two bills have been intro- 
duced, one of which was referred to the Committee on Immigra- 

.tion and the other to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. The 
Shattuc bill, which was referred to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion, referred more particularly to mi 
in Europe to the Atlantic seaboard, while the bill that bears the 
name of the distinguished gentleman from California [Mr. Kann] 
had to do with the restriction or entire prohibition of immigra- 
tion from the Orient. 

It has been my good fortune to sit for many weeks with both of 
these committees and to hear the testimony which has been pre- 
sented for their consideration by what may be held, I suppose, to 
be the conflicting interests in this question. Before the Commit- 
tee on Immigration, on the one side, appeared the representatives 
of labor, many of whom, extreme in their views, would carry to 
the point of exclusion immigration on the Atlantic seaboard; 
others desired an educational test. On the other hand, we had 
those who employ labor and the steamship lines contending that 
it would be cutting off an absolute necessity for the development 
of our country to inaugurate any restriction in regard to free im- 
migration. After a great deal of consideration the bill has been 
reported to the House and will come before it in the future for 
its action. 


of the country. 

I come now, sir, to the bill which has been reported by the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, relating to immigration from the Orient, 
During the hearings on this subject we have heard some extreme 
views—those who wish to exclude entirely immigration from 
China and other countries in the East, and those who say the ne- 
cessity for increased laLor exists in California and in the rest of 
the country and have entered their protest thereto. On the one 


hand we have the representatives of the labor organizations, and | 
those, of course, from the Pacific coast are more urgent in their | 


protests than those in more remote sections, for they claim that 
they understand the evil better. Onthe other hand we have had 
resolutions from the boards of trade in California and Oregon, 
representing the business interests, and claiming that the de- 
mands of labor are excessive and too restrictive. We had repre- 
sentatives of the agricultural interests who entered their protest, 


claiming that at certain seasons of the year it was impossible to | 


gather the crops, and they were allowed to perish because of the 
want of labor. 

We have had the’ women in their various organizations pro- 
testing against exclusion, saying that the domestic problem was 
a serious one, and that they needed the immigration of Chinese 
in order to supply the necessary wants of the household in the 
way of service. This will give some idea of the difficult problems 
which appeared before the Committee on Foreign Affairs for so- 
lution. On one point, Mr. Chairman, we were united, and that 
was that the immigration of the lower class of Chinese laborers, 


tion from the countries | 


I can state that the committee, irrespective of its po- | 
litical affiliations, have exercised their patience and best judgment | 
in reporting a bill which they believed to be for the best interests | 


the purity of the morals of our country and in the interest of 
American labor. The one difficulty that might have arisen be- 
| fore the Committee on Foreign airs would naturally be our 
| relation to a foreign government. It would strike anyone at 
the first blush that to have our country pick out a single nation 
on the face of the earth and say to that particular nation that the 
inhabitants of your country shall not enter ours with the same 
freedom as is extended to the balance of the powers of the world 
would cause a feeling between the two countries that in some in- 
stances might be the cause,of war. 

But China, with a liberality which, I must say, 
credit on the intelligence of that poor and its ralens, recognized 
the difficulty which our country labored under — to the pro- 
tests of our laboring class, and with a liberality that I may say is 
extraordinary under the circumstances, for it almost implied an 
| inference in our mind against the character and morals of her 
| people, negotiated a treaty with the United States in 1894, and in 
that instrument inserted and agreed to the following clause in 
article 1: 

The high contracting parties agree that for a 
ning with the date of the exchange of the ratifica’ 


coming, except under the conditions hereinafter 
| ers to the United States shall be absolutely prohibited. 


reflects great 


riod of ten begin- 
ons of this convention the 
ed, of Chinese labor- 


Mr. Chairman, I can dismiss the consideration of the main fea- 


ture of this bill by saying that the committee was unanimous on 
| that point, and the existing conditions were continued that Chi- 
nese laborers as such should absolutely be prohibited from com- 
ing to our shores. This left us to deal with the remaining classes 
in China, and here came a somewhat more difficult problem. 
Under the existing treaties the classes who were to have free ac- 
cess to our country had been classed as officials, teachers, stu- 
dents, merchants, and travelers for curiosity or pleasure. 

This may seem very large in its scope, yet there were many 
classes that were not covered by it. r. Chairman, in the last 
few years of our country a great change has taken place in its 
geographical and economic conditions. With the acquisition of 
the Philippine Islands, Hawaii, and Guam, with the events that 
have taken place in the Empire of Chima, a new status has arisen. 
The entire civilized commercial world is now gling to obtain 
the trade of China,*whose doors have been opened under the dif- 
ferent treaties for the trade and commerce of the world. It is 
essential with the economic conditions developed in this country 
that America should have its full share of this trade. 

The whole effort of our State Department, which deals with 
our foreign affairs, has been direc in this direction, and I am 
glad to say, in spite of some of the caustic remarks recently made 
on the floor of this House attacking our Secretary of State, that 
his policy has been most eminently successful; that America has 
almost nee the world to her own terms in regard to China. 
Our status developed so strongly by the recent events that 
America is more potent than ever in laying down the rules that 
shall exist in negotiations about to take place between the powers 
of the world. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the proposition presented itself to our 
committee that if we wish to preserve this good feeling with 
China, if we wish to secure our share of the vast trade with 
400,000,000 of her people, we must be careful not to go too far in 
this bill and not to mt China in its provisions. 
| We have, therefore, in this bill guarded with every ible 

restriction that the laborer as such should be excluded. e have 
| left open the door, so that the intelligent and educated people of 

China, whether they come here as teachers or merchants or the 
| traveler for pleasure, shall have free access to our country, to 

learn its resources and investigate its inventions and back 
| to their own people the reports of what we have to sell and what 
| they should want to buy, for all the advertising and all the 
drummers and all the agents of commerce that we could send to 
China would not have one-fiftieth of the influence that a native 
| going back would be able to spread in his own tongue, and inform 
those people of the state of advanced civilization here and of 
our products; and it is for that reason your committee felt it in- 
| cumbent on them to allow free access to the intelligent com- 
mercial people of China, and at the same time throw such safe- 
guards around their entry that our officials would be enabled to 
discriminate between the laboring class and those to which I 
| have referred. 

I will refer to one other general feature in this bill. Under the 
new conditions the further question had to be met than the one 
which faced us in the treaties of 1880 or 1894. The acquisition of 
our new ions of the Philippines and Hawaii end Porto Rico 
raised what was to be the course of conduct of this Government 

toward our new possessions. The status of the Chinese in Hawaii 
| had already been settled by the legislation which was enacted in 
regard to that island, but the pag aye question still confronted 
‘us. We took much testimony on the question, and it was finally 
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determined that we would refuse migration of Chinese from that 

Empire to the Philippines, and, furthermore, we would restrict 

the migration of Chinese already in the Philippines to the main- 

land of the United States. These provisions have been carefully 
ed, so their evasion would be most difficult. 

Having considered some of the general features of the bill and 
the reasons which actuated your committee in framing it in the 
form in which it is, I will endeavor to answer some of the ob- 
jections advanced by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARK]. 

e gentleman an unfortunate oe in my judg- 
ment, and it seems almost impossible for t who come 
the section which he has the honor to represent to avoid dragging 
in the social evil which they claim surrounds them on all hands, 
the negro question. And he proceeded to argue to this House 
that there was some relation or some comparison between the 
Chinese question as it stands to-day and the negro question as it 
exists in South. Why, Mr. Chetan , there is no relation 
between these two — One. is a domestic question. The 
negro was brought here against his will. How to deal with him 
is an economic question, and it must be met and settled among 
ourselves. Itdoes not concern an evil which can be prevented, as 
does the measure involving the Chinese question. In the one 
case the evil is an accomplished fact; the other, I am thankful to 
say, involves an evil which it is in our power to avert. The negro 
question will have to be settled at home, here among ourselves, as 
best we can, amicably, consulting all interests, as fellow-country- 
men who have the best interests of the whole country at heart. 
And, sir, the Chinese question must be settled on similar grounds 
in its relation to the future. 

- The gentleman from Missouri committed himself to the ultra 
view maintained here by the gentlemen from California and other 
Representatives of that section, because, as he held, the persons 
locally concerned are the best judges as to how an evil be 
dealt with. Mr. Chairman, in my view that is not a sound propo- 
sition. If there is an evil, the people locally suffering from it are 
not necessarily the best judges of the evil as affecting the whole 
country. There are sections where this evil does not reach at all. 
But in undertaking to restrict it in an undue degree to benefit 
persons locally interested we may do some t wrong to other 
sections of the country, wrong w would not be compensated 
by advantages which might be by certain localities. 

I can illustrate this by an incident that happened to come under 
my personal observation. During the a this bill it has 
been stated that the Chinese are sailors; they are cow- 
ardly; that when there was a collision between the steamship 
Oceanic and the City of Chester there was great loss of life; that 
the Chinese sailors became utterly uncontrollable and refused to 
launch the boats; that discipline disa on board the Oceanic, 
and that from this fact resulted the loss of life, because the 
Chinese sailors on board the Oceanic would not launch the boats 
ee give help. Now, sir, it is a curious fact that within 
two or t ae that testimony was given before our com- 
mittee I met, while traveling from my home in Philadelphia to 
this capital, a gentleman who in the course of conversation stated 
that he was himself a on the Oceanic, that the Chinese 
sailors behaved with the greatest ,and that discipline was 
maintained. As the best proof of this fact that gentleman stated 
that the boats were so promptly launched that when the City of 
Chester sank, which she did very quickly, her spars as she went 
down struck a boat that had already m launched from the 
Oceanic, and in that way all on board the boat were lost because 
it had been launched so quickly. 

This incident shows that persons locally interested are not the 
best_ witnesses on questions of national im ce. ey are 
carried away by their views of the evil pressing upon them and 
they do not e into consideration the interests of the entire 
country. 

The gentleman from Missouri, in referring to the clause of the 
bill which our committee has with great unanimity struck out— 
the clause prohibiting the employment of Chinese sailors on 
ships—made the argument that as the Philippine Islands belong 
to this country, the trade with those islands would be a part of 
our coastwise trade, and therefore it would not be necessary for 
vessels to take down the American flag to secure it. But as the 

ntleman more information he found that the benefits 

m the Philippine trade, under the act, as coastwise trade, could 
not be thus enjoyed till 1904. 

But I can not refrain from calling attention to the inconsist- 
ency of the gentleman’s tion. another bill were presented 
here rela to the Philippine Islands he would be the first to 
rise here and maintain the doctrine of his party that we must let 

these islands and not allow them to become a part of the United 

tes. In that case his arguments in reference to coastwise 
steamers would certainly disappear. 

But the gentleman does not reach out far enough when he lim- 
its his arguments to the trade of the Philippines. We do wish to 


develop that trade; but there isa larger and greater trade beyond— 
the trade of China, the trade of Australia, the trade of the East 


Indies—that our country desiresto secure. The steamers engaged 


in this trade will not be coastwise steamers; they w:ll be steamers 
plying with foreign ports. They will be thrown into all thecom- 
petition as to the wages of seamen and every other species of 
competition entering into the running of steamship lines. 
, Mr. Chairman, the remarks of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri were most potent Sos come in favor of a measure that has 
the Senate, and is, I hope, soon to come before this House 
or consideration—the ship-subsidy bill—for he has shown con- 
clusively by his argument that it is impossible for American ships 
on the Pacific Ocean, as it has been wor impossible for Ameri- 
can steamships on the Atlantic, to ply in competition with foreign 
vessels, because we do not want to crush our seamen down to 
taking the wages that it would be necessary for them to take in 
order to compete with the vessels that fly foreign flags. How can 
they compete, Mr. Chairman, in view of the testimony given by 
the representative of the sailors’ association before our committee 
in regard to the rates of w: paid on the Pacific Ocean? I read 
from the testimony of Mr. Andrew Furuseth, who represents the 
association of sailors on the Pacific coast: 

Sailors of Chinese blood may be had in Hongkong in practicaliy unlimited 
numbers at $15 Mexican per month, and firemen or stokers at $18 Mexican. 
This means, tively, $7.50 and $9 in gold. The wages which would be 
paid to sailors i were hired on the Pacific coast would be at least $25 
gold—more likel gold—and to firemen $40 gold, being four times the 
amount paid to in Hongkong. 

He further testified that — had swept the Japanese sailors 
off the seas, and the Malays and the others, and yet he comes to 
the American Congress and wants us to forbid the employment 
of these —— for merchant marines, and says that we can com- 
| ay when t have driven all other sailors off. How can we 

o that, Mr. i ? We had testimony and information be- 
fore our committee that it would drive every American flag off 
the ocean. We had information that four large steamers, which 
are ae ong to be put upon the Pacific Ocean to Ply in the trade 
with , would never so be placed and would be run under 
a foreign flag. On the eastern coast we had testimony that a 
large six-masted schooner that had been built for trade in the 
Orient would never be sent around Cape Horn if this provision 
was left in the bill. 

Furthermore, Mr. Chairman, your committee took into con- 
sideration that that question was beyond the scope of present 
legislation. Heartily in sympathy with the protection of our 
operatives on land, we determined to put into this measure the 
restrictions we have on the immigration of the Chinese. I will 
now come to the other point, which was the only class that the 

tleman attacked in regard to the provision that has been laid 
own in restricting them from coming into this country, and that 
was the term ‘‘teacher.’’ He showed the high state of general 
education in China, that everyone was compelled to go to school, 
and therefore it was likely that these people would come into this 
country in the form of teachers. Why, sir, in the interrogatory I 
ut to him he involved the institutions of our country in bad 
aith, if they would enter into collusion for the migration of these 
people. He did not read the entire paragraph. His argument 
was specious. I will read it for the information of the House: 


Sec. 6. That the term “teacher,” as used in this act, shail be construed to 
mean one who, for not less than two years next preceding his application for 


entry into the United States, has been continuously engaged in teaching and 
who proves to the satisfaction of theappropriate officer that he has completed 
‘arrangements to teach in a recognized institution of loarning in the United 
States and intends to pursue no other occupation while in the United States. 


The two conditions that the gentleman from Missouri omitted 
were, one, that he should prove to the satisfaction of the United 
States officer his intent, and the other, that he must prove that he 
was going to continue in the occupation of a teacher in this 
country. Why, Mr. Chairman, the compliance with the require- 
ments of this act would make it simply impossible for anybody to 
evade it, and the Chinese who come here with honest intentions 
to teach in this country and to learn, if necessary, and to under- 
stand our institutions and to carry the information back should 
be admitted, in my judgment, as freely as possible. The gentle- 
man from Missouri is much more expansive in his statements 
than he is in his ideas of expanding our country. With the great- 
est solemnity he announced that there were a million and a quar- 
ter of Chinese in the Philippine Islands. when if he were present 
the day that Governor Taft appeared before our committee, he 
would have heard his reply to that question put to him that 
there were about 150,000 Chinese in the Philippine Islands and 
250,000 at the outside. 

Mr. CLARK. If the gentleman will permit me, here is what I 
said: That the number of Chinese of the whole blood and of the 
mixed blood, according to the evidence before the committee, 
ranged from about 200,000 to a million and three-quarters, Mr. 
Livernash said there were about a million and a half in the whole 


gang. 
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Mr. ADAMS. I will take the statement of Governor Taft as 
against that of Mr. Livernash; for, if anybody heard his argument, 
he knows he is an extremist, and, representing the local people I 
have already referred to, he would be extreme in his statements. 

Mr. CLARK. The statements of those two gentlemen do not 
conflict much. Governor Taft evidently was confining himself 
to the full blood and Mr. Livernash to the mixed blood. 

Mr. ADAMS. I will say to the gentleman from Missouri that 
we did not carry our definition of Chinese down to the same fine 
point that he does his of the negro. He will trace it down to the 
thirty-third generation. 

Mr. CLARK. That is what Booker Washington says. 

Mr. ADAMS. That is allright. Iam not quoting him; I am 
quoting you. 

Mr. CLARK. Well, Iam quoting him. 

Mr. ADAMS. Well, you are quoting a very good man; but I 
am only saying that that does not hold good, for in this country 
where would you place the men who have mixtures of blood in 
their veins, men who make our people what they are. Take the 
fourth generation of the German and the fifth generation of the 
Irish, and where are you going to put them? 

Mr. CLARK. They are all white and they all become 
Americans. 

Mr. ADAMS. 

Mr. CLARK. 

Mr. ADAMS. 


Where are you going to put them? 
ay ay along with us. 
Is he of German descent or Trish? 

Mr. CLARK. Why, no; they are Americans. 

Mr. ADAMS. Now, Mr. Chairman, in further reply to the 
section of this bill which prohibits the ieee of Chinese on 
the Pacific Ocean, I have given the facts that appeared before our 
committee, that it would practically drive our commerce off the 
Pacific. Ican not help stating here—my interest is so deep in 
the subject—that the provisions of the ship subsidy bill as it now 
stands would cover this, for it insists on an employment of a cer- 
tain proportion—one-third at the beginning—of native or nat- 
uralized Americans, and increasing as time goes on; but the 
great question involved in this bill, and why our committee have 
made it as stringent as in our judgment it is safe to go, is to | 
refer once again to the conditions under which we must develop 
our trade in the Orient. 

It is absolutely essential that we keep the good will of China in 
that respect. It is absolutely essential that we have their mer- 
chants coming to our country to report on what we have to de- 
liver to them for sale, and in the exchange of commodities. The 
bill is framed in the broad, liberal spirit which should dominate 
our country. We have already discriminated against China, 
keeping out the coolies, which I admit is necessary, and we are 
all together in that; but I protest against any over-strict regula- 
tions which would stop all intercourse between the educated of 
both countries. It is notin keeping with our American civiliza- 
tion, it is not in keeping with the views of the American people. 
We believe in the exchange of ideas. 

China was civilized for centuries while we were wandering 
Huns and Goths in the forests of Europe and wild men on the 
heather of Scotland and Ireland. I believe China can teach us 
much out of her past history and much of her great sciences that 
were known to her before we were ever heard of. I want inter- 
course between the two countries. I want that development be- 
tween the Orient and the rapidly growing West which will tend 
to the advancement of the world and to the benefit of mankind at 
large; and I believe, Mr. Chairman, that this bill as it has been 
framed by our committee is liberal in that direction, and I believe 
it will meet the consensus of opinion and the best judgment of 
this House. [Applause.] 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, it may be assumed that the com- 
mittee, in stating that they were all agreed that Chinese laborers 
should be excluded from the United States, voiced the sentiment 
of almost all the people of the United States. The members from 
the Pacific coast, Senators and Representatives, met frequently 
after this Congress was convened and agreed upon the provisions 
of an exclusion bill. 

It has been said that that measure was extremely stringent. 
Mr. Chairman, the people of the Pacific coast have had a large 
experience with this question. They did not always ask for sirin- 
gent laws. Indeed, the early legislation upon this question was 
exceedingly mild, was exceedingly moderate; but the duplicity 
and the trickery of the Chinese themselves made it necessary from 
time to time to add new restrictions, to make new regulations in 
order that the cooly laborer whom we were trying to keep out of 
the country should not be allowed to land upon our shores. 

It may not be amiss at this time to state briefly the history of 
Chinese-exclusion legislation. The first act upon the subject 
passed Congress in 1879. Its purport was to limit the number of 
Chinese that each vessel could bring to any port of the United 
States. 

At that period in the history of California, the cooly class was 
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arriving through the Golden Gate by the thousands every month, 
They had driven out the white skilled mechanic in the manufac- 
ture of shoes, cigars, brooms, underclothing, and overalls. They 
were making steady inroads in the field, the farm, the factory, 
and the workshop, and alarmed at the unrestricted immigration 
of this people, who, as a result of forty centuries of privation, 
had learned to support life upon the smallest quantity of food, 
whose creature comforts were few, who knew none of the bless- 
ings of home life, and who had areserve population of 400,000,000 
of equally undesirable elements to draw upon, caused the people 
of the Pacific coast to raise a cry of alarm which Congress di 
not fail to hear. The President, however, believing that the pro- 
posed legislation was in violation of treaty obligations, vetoed 
the bill, but forthwith appointed a commission to negotiate a new 
treaty that would give our Government the power to regulate 
Chinese immigration. 

The Commission negotiated two treaties—one to regulate com- 
merce, the other to regulate the immigration of laborers. These 
treaties were ratified on November 17, 1880, and in consonance 
with the provisions of the latter treaty Congress passed an act to 

nd for the period of twenty years the further immigration 
of Chinese laborers. President Arthur vetoed this bill on account 
of the twenty-year limitation, but on May 6, 1882, an act was ap- 
proved that for a period of ten years suspended the coming of 
Chinese laborers into the United States. e people of the Pa- 
cific coast States hailed this legislation with delight and believed 
that the flood of Chinese immigration had been effectually 
sto ° . 
ithin a year it was discovered that the act of May 6, 1882, was 
seriously defective, and so Congress enacted a law amendatory 
thereof on July 5, 1884. By the provisions of these laws any Chi- 
nese laborer who had been in the United States prior to the en- 
actment of the law of 1882 was permitted to return to this country. 
This provision gave rise to no end of fraud. By a decision of our 
courts it was held that 1 evidence was sufficient to establish 
the prior residence of a Chinese laborer in this country. 

With a supreme contempt for our judicial system and with a du- 

licity that is almost unparalleled among the nations of the earth, 
ee of Chinese laborers did not hesitate to swear themselves 
into the country as former residents, and the acts of Congress, 
which the people of the Pacific coast had hailed with joy and ex- 
pectancy, were soon found to have turned out ‘‘ Dead Sea fruit.’’ 
The invasion of the cooly laborer was not arrested. He migrated 
to our shores in practically undiminished numbers. The suspen- 
sion of immigration was found to be no remedy for the evil, and 
so the Administration at that time negotiated a new treaty with 
China, which was intended to give our Government the right to 


| absolutely prohibit the coming of Chinese laborers into the United 


States for a limited period. 

Believing that this treaty would be ratified by China, Congress 
passed an act, approved September 13, 1888, which was to g° into 
effect upon the ratification of the said treaty, and shortly after, on 
October 1, 1888, the so-called Scott Act, which was intended to 


| cure many of the defects of earlier legislation and which was sup- 


plementary thereto, became the law of the land. 

But the treaty upon which the law of September 13, 1888, was 
predicated was never ratified by China, and there has always been a 
contention among able lawyers as to whether that act went into 
effect, notwithstanding the nonratification of the treaty. This act 
of September 13 is one of the great bulwarks of the existing ex- 
Itis given force, however, simply by the decision of 
the Solicitor of the Treasury, who has held that all of the act, from 
section 5 to section 14, inclusive, with the exception of section 12, 
went into effect, notwithstanding that the treaty upon which it 
was based failed of ratification. At the present time, as my 
friend from Missouri has said, there is a case pending in the 
Supreme Court of the United States which tests the validity of 
this act of September 13, 1888, and should the Supreme Court de- 
cide adversely to the Government we would be left with practi- 
cally no exclusion laws, except the totally ineffective suspension 
laws of 1882 and 1884, for the Attorney-General has held that the 
Scott Act, of October 1, 1888, was repealed by the treaty of 1894. 

In 1892, the period of the first ores law being about to 
expire, Congress enacted the so-called Geary law. Its first para- 
graph continued all the laws then in force prohibiting and regu- 
lating the coming into this country of Chinese persons or persons 
of Chinese descent for a further period of ten par. The rest of 
the Geary law provides for the registration of all Chinese in the 
United States and the issuing to them of certificates of residence. 
In case they failed to register, they were to be deported to the 
country of which they were subjects or citizens. + 

The Chinese in this country fought the registration provisions 
of the Geary law in the courts, but finally the Supreme Court 
sustained its constitutionality. In the meantime, the Chinese, 
with few exceptions, had refused to register, and the limitations 
fixed by the Geary law upon the period within which they were 








ardship im the Chin a — * Saveur, 
h w 6 ese who were then e country, 
and a hee lied to. comply with our laws—and I do not doubt 
but that they were a under legal advice that had been — 


allowed to register had expired. 


them in all good faith: gress passed the act of Novem 
1898, which was intended to give all Chinese laborers who were 
in the United States at that time six months further time within 


which to re; . 
It also defined the words “laborer or laborers’’ and the term 
‘*merchant.’’ There had been a t deal of litigation in our 


courts to secure a judicial determination of what was meant by 
laborer and what constituted a merchant under the provisions of 
our exclusion laws. It also — that the certificate of re 
tration should contain the photograph of the applicant, and thi 
rovision has certainly done much to break up the fraud that 
had been practiced under the provisions of the earlier enactments. 

After the Supreme Court had sustained our right to register 
Chinese laborers in this country, the Chinese Government nego- 
tiated a new treaty with our Government in March, 1894, acknowl- 
edging our oe to absolutely prohibit the coming of Chinese 
laborers into the United States except under the conditions speci- 
fied in that treaty. It was promulgated December 8, 1894. Un- 
der Article III thereof, Chinese subjects being officials, teach- 
ers, students, merchants, or travelers for curiosity or pleasure, but 
not laborers, were continued in their right of coming to the 
United States and residing therein. In recent years the frauds 
that have been attempted and that have been committed in the 
matter of bringing Chinese laborers into this country have been 
lenemeee principally under the exemptions .of these privileged 
classes, 

At the beginning of my address I stated that the Chinese, as a 
race, are known for their duplicity, and that this duplicity has 
compelled us to safeguard, as far as possible, every possible loop- 
hole in our exclusion laws. This characteristic permeates every 
grade of society. The Emperor is no more exempt from it than 
the cooly. Indeed, there are numerous instances in Chinese his- 
pry: where the Emperor deliberately tricked the representatives 
of foreign governments and practiced deceit upon his own le 
without hesitation or compunction. As early as 1796 the British 
Government sent an embassy, under Lord Macartney, to the Em- 
peror Chien Lung. This potentate, with a great deal of flourish 
and ostentation, graciously condescended to receive the English 
lord. But in order that the Chinese people might be deceived as 
to the true intent of the embassy Chien Lung a flag raised 
upon Lord Macartney’s vessel which bore upon it the inscription, 
‘** Tribute bearer from the country of land.” 

Again, in June, 1878, the world was cheered with the intelli- 
gence that the Emperor Tung Chih had finally consented to re- 
ceive the foreign ministers at Pekin in audience. The whole 
civilized world regarded this act as a great triumph for occiden- 
tal firmness and diplomacy. But after the audience was over the 
joy turned to chagrin, for it was discovered that the ministers of 
the oat ove of the world, including the American minister, 
Hon. Frederick F. Low (I believe he came from California) , had 
been received by the Emperor in the ‘‘ Pavilion of Purple Light,”’ 
where his majesty invariably gave audience to the envoys of 
‘tributary states.’’ This was doubtless done to deceive the com- 
mon people of the Celestial Empire. 

The same thing occurred under the present ne Kwong 
Sui, in 1891, but after this second audience the diplomatic corps 
firmly denounced this act of duplicity by passing resolutions that 
they would forego the ceremony rather than again submit to the 
oe I could give many similar cases of official a) 
but I merely cite these instances to show that even the highest 
in authority are guilty of the same trickery that we find among 
the common people. 

It has been maintained that the attitude of our Government 
is exceedingly severe in the matter of Chinese excluzion; that our 
laws have been becoming more and more stringent and drastic; 
but I submit that if the Chinese people themselves would deal 
honestly with us, and if they reso: less to trickery and du- 
plicity to circumvent our laws, there would be no need of clos- 
ing up all possible loopholes in the law with the seemingly se- 
verely restrictive measures thué the Chinese themselves make 
necessary. 

I have already stated how they perjured themselves under the 
acts of 1882 and 1884 by swearing that they were laborers in the 
United States prior to the of the former act, and that 
therefore they had the right to return. Thousands of them who 
had never been in the United States before managed to gain in- 
gress into the country by this system of ury. They have 
invented all kinds of ‘‘ coaching papers,’’ w i 
from this country in the form of questions and answers so as to 
enable the prospective Chinese t to evade the question- 
ing and cross-examining of the inspectors at our various ports of 
entry. And in a few instances they have been caught smuggling 
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written information and instructions in shrimp patés and other 
articles of food to some tricky cooly on board of a Saaticctent 
ship, so as to — him to baffle the efforts of our inspectors in his 
des te en or to effect an entrance into the United States. 

ousands of alleged natives have crossed our borders in New 
York and Vermont alone, and I desire to quote from the report 
of Ralph Izard, a Chinese inspector in the Bureau of Immigra- 
tion,made to the Commissioner General of Immigration on Novem- 
ber 26, 1901, in which he shows a condition of affairs that speaks 
more eloquently than words of the thorough recklessness with 
which Chinese perjure themselves. 

, says: 

Since the decision of the United States Supreme Court in the Wong Kim 
Ark case, in which it was held that all Chinese persons born within the 
United States of Chinese parents, sagardioss of the status of these parents, 
were entitled to full citizenship in this country, it is safe to say that at least 
5,000 Chinese have been admitted through the United States courts in the 
States of New York and Vermont as native-born citizens of this country, 
upon the Rersared testimony of pretended fathers and other relatives. 

While it is well known that during tied thes of their alleged birth in San 
Francisco, namely, from 1875 to, say, 1 there were no more than a few 
hundred Chinese women in San Francisco; that at this time they were being 
admitted with more and more freedom; that practically none returned to 
China during the pee above named; that there is little question but that 
at least 80 per cent of such as were admitted were brought from Chiua and 
sold for the purpose of prostitution; yet the invariable testimony of the wit- 
nesses for the defendants is to the effect that at the age of 5 to8 years the 
defendant returned to China with his mother and both remained there. 

The records of the commissioners’ courts in northern New York and Ver- 
mont alone, according tosworn testimony of witnesses for alleged native- 
born Chinese, would require the annual departure from San Francisco, ex- 
tending over a —— of seven years, of twice as many Chinese women, 
inclu prostitutes, as ever dwelt in that city, and each one accompanied 
by from one to two healthy boys. 

Now, that was in the matter of natives alone. But they have 
tried to bring into the country, under the guise of merchants, 
students, teachers menens traveling for curiosity or pleasure, a 
great —T cooly laborers. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Does the gentleman refer to the 
Chinese Government? 

Mr. KAHN. No; Iexonerate the Chinese Government.’ I do 
not think they have any knowledge of this business. But our 
Immigration Bureau, by a system of rigorous investigations and 
examinations, eventually broke up the scheme of evasion by the 
so-called natives, and consequently new schemes were resorted to 
in order to circumvent the laws. The loopholes offered through 
the channels of existing law and regulations, so far as officials, 
teachers, students, and persons traveling for curiosity or pleasure 
are concerned, were soon closed up, but not before an effort had 
been made by interested parties to smuggle laborers into the 
country under the guise of each one of these privileged classes. 
The result of these efforts to circumvent the law was the pro- 
mulgation by the Treasury Department of regulations defining in 
clear and unmistakable terms the status of these privileged 
classes. These definitions have had the desired effect, and to-day 
a bona fide Chinese official, teacher, student, or person traveling 
for curiosity or pleasure has little difficulty in establishing his 
right of admission into our country. The ss bill undertakes 
to give the Treasury regulations defining the status of the privi- 
leged classes the full force and effect of enacted law. These are 
some of the sections of the bill which are denominated ‘‘ drastic.” 
Yes; they may be “‘ drastic’’ to the unscrupulous evader of the 
law. They may be “‘ drastic’’ to the men who desire to see our 
exclusion laws abrogated, but they have not been found “‘ drastic ”’ 
by the good-faith Chinese, who has endeavored to come into this 
country by reason of his bona fide status as one of the privileged 
classes. 

But perhaps the most prolific source of fraud has been in the 
matter of Chinese laborers who endeavor to masquerade as mer- 
chants. Under existing law a Chinese merchant can come to this 
country, provided that he can produce a certificate from his Gov- 
ernment or the government where he last resided, viséed by the 
diplomatic or consular representative of the United States in the 
country or port whence he departs. I think I can safely say that 
90 per cent of the cases that are refused admission into this coun- 
try are those of so-called merchants. 

e term ‘‘ merchant ’’ as applied to Chinese has an entirely dif- 
ferent meaning from what we consider the term to mean, and it is 
this ignorance of the so-called Chinese merchant class that makes 
many of our countrymen believe that our exclusion policy sheuld 
be liberalized so far as this particular class is concerned. Many 
of the merchants of that race in this country came here as coolies. 
After having saved a little money they open a little shop and 
thereafter are classed as merchants. A number of such laborers 
will frequently put their joint earnings into a common fund and 
then on man becomes a partner in the concern, his interest be- 
ing equivalent to the amount that his investment bears to the 
capital of the partnership. We of the Pacific coast, who know 
the Chinese better, perhaps, than our Eastern brethren, do not 
regard all of this class with the same reverence that they do. 

It is this so-called merchant class that is largely responsible for 
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the commission of most of the crimes committed by the Chinese 
in this country. It is they who import Chinese girls into this 
country for immoral purposes. It is they who hire highbinders 
and murderers to assassinate their business and enemies. 
It is they whoown the gambling houses and the inary joints. It 
is they who are the owners of opium dens and whose money is 
invested in houses of ill fame. Of course I do not intend to say 


that all Chinese merchants are of this class, but I do say, and I | 
challenge contradiction, that a large number of Chinese merchants | 


in this country are guilty of the things that I have mentioned. 

The Rev. Ira M. Condit, D. D., who has been engaged in Chi- 
nese mission work for many years, in his recent work entitled 
** The Chinaman as We See Him,”’ says of the traffic in Chinese 
women: 


In Canton, Hongkong, and Macao are houses used for the sole purpose of 
training - young, innocent girls for a life of shame. None are too young to 
be secured, as they can be kept in these nurseries of hell until they are old 
enough to be sent out to their vile life. 

There are different ways of procuring young victims. Many agents make 
this their sole business. They find parents who are so poor as to be willin, 
to sell their daughters for a trifle; or who, to secure money for the vice o 
gambling or om smoking, are willing tosell their girls to these traffickers 
in the flesh of innocent little girls. en the supply is scarce there are 
gangs of kidnappers who steal or inveigle ae from their homes. In 
these ways a large supply is kept constantly on d across the waters. 

_ On this side there are agents whose only iness is negotiating with par- 
ties in aes to import these victims to our country. They are made 
willing to come the promise thatin this land of gold are wealthy mer- 
chants who want them for wives. Written statements are sent over for these 
girls to commit to memory and repeat, when eas by officials on this 
side, such as they are coming to join their father or brother or relative of 
some sort. Since the pane of the exclusion law the only plea on which 
they can land is that of being American born. Hence fathers, brothers, un- 
cles, and cousins are trained to play their part in testifying that the gin was 
born here and sent back when small. Highbinders generally act this part 
for a certain percentage on each one successfully landed. * * * 

* * * Itis known that a girl costing from $100 to $200 in China is worth 
here from $1,000 to $3,000. Since the enforcement of the restriction law, and 
the consequent greater ae in landing them, the market value of these 
= has greatly increased. en they are safely landed, if not previous] 

isposed of, they are decked out in goapeots silk clothing, with gaudy aus 
and bighly-painted faces, and p on exhibition for purchasers see. 
When sold they are over to their reputed “ husbands” to find them- 
selves only brothel slaves. * * * 

There is a class of little girls brought over who are held in families as 
servants. Few Chinese homes are to be found without having in them one 
of these bond slaves. They are compelled to do the drudgery of the house- 
hold. Often they are well treated, as it is the intention of the owners to sell 
them as wives when they become older; and they are in this way a valuable 
piece of property. But oftener they are intended fora disreputable life, and 
are treated in a most cruel manner. Some of them who have escaped to the 
home have shown marks of the most brutal treatment. They are beaten, 
dragged by the hair, burned with hot irons, and scalded with boiling 


Water. * 
give up their prey. Writs of habeas cor- 
our American laws used to permit the re- 


“ The slaveholders do not | 
= are generally resorted to, an 


urn of escaped slaves into the dens of Chinatown. The arrest of girls and 
the attempt to get them out of the hands of those who are seeking to save 
them is done by villainous highbinders.” * * * 

The Chinese laborers are not identified with these transactions. They 
have not the means at their command. They can not afford to hire high- 
binders. They have no families. It is only the merchants who are so situ- 
ated. The bond slaves that the reverend gentleman ks of are servants of 
the merchant class; but if this were not sufficient evidence to prove that it 
is this merchant class thatis guilty of these outrages, I submit the translation 
of a circular which was posted throughout the walls of Chinatown on the 4th 
of February, 1901. The translation was made by John Endicott Gardner, 
United States Chinese inspector and interpreter at San Francisco. 

(Circular.] 
NOTICE OF SALE. 

The stock in tradeand good will of a house of prostitution forsale. Madame 
Law Wong Tsut, of this city, secretly esca: and returned to China on the 
14th day of the present month, leaving behind the business, stock in trade of 
the house of prostitution on Sullivan Alley. Madame Law Wong Tsut owed 
a lot of money on goods advanced to her by po of wealth. e creditors 
have agreed to take the whole business and sell it to pay her debts. Any 
countryman wishing the business, let him go to the house of prostitution and 
talk to the creditors. As to the amounts owed by Madame Law Wong Tsut, 
they will be reported by the 20th of the month. Bills will be presented up to 
—_ time and notafter. This notice is given so that there may be no after 
talk. 

Dated Kwong Sui, 26th year, 14th day, last month (February 4, 1901). 

“(The expression ‘stock in trade’ means the slave girls kept as prosti- 
tutes. The idea the Chinese would take out of that expression is that these 
girls would be auctioned off and nothing else. Note by translator.) * 

I have in my possession here a solar-print copy of the original 
document in the Chinese language. 

This, if you please, is the merchant class of whom we hear so 
much. These are the people whom it is desired to let in with a 
greater ease, 

Referring to the highbinders of San Francisco the Rey. Dr. 
Condit has this to say: 

On this coast there are many highbinder societies. Some are branches of 
the Chee Kung Tong, and are organized for special kinds of work; but many 
of them are rival tongs. Some are especially connected with the gambling 
interests, some are organized to protect the brothels, and some for the im- 
portation and traffic in women. 

In case a woman seeks to escape from her life of covert. os often occurs, 
the most common way of dealing with her is for a highbinder to swear out 
acharge of grand larceny against her, and she is cast into prison by the officers 
of the law. This puts her into the power of her owner, and if she returns, as 
she often finds it best to do, he lets the case of larceny go by default. But if 


she can get to the Refuge Home the missionaries can generally protect her | 


from those who would drag her back to infamy. Woe, however, be to the 
Chinaman who helped her to cocape if he isfound out! * * * 
If a man is to be gotten rid of, the hatchet men stand ready, for a consid- 


| and be 





eration, to undertake the task. In secret conclave they deliberate over the 
case of one who has offended them, and select the agent who is to makeaway 
with him. He gets a round sum for the job. If arrested, they to clear 
him in the courts; if he is imprisoned or killed, a — amount is given to his 
family. Few Chinamen have the courage tostand against the fiat of this dark 
tribunal, and smart ae fear its power much more than they do our own courts 
of justice. oa ve different ways of dealing with those who have 
their enmity. it is not deemed prudent to assassinate them, charges are 
e out against them in our courts by means of witnesses. A com- 
—_ chain of evidence is for, by which many an innocent man is con- 
emned. It is not wy difficult to clear one against whom the hbinders 
have laid c but it is equally difficult to convict one whom they have 
undertaken to defend. 
sone are laid under tribute to their blackmailing schemes. Their victims 
generally find it wiser to submit to their demands than to offer resistance 
ruined in their business, or lose their employment, if not their lives. 
The revenue of these hatchet societies is very large, hence they never lack for 
money to carry on their nefarious work. Money and c seldom fail to 
thwart the ends of justice and what they undertake. 


accomplish 
The highbinders have their regular band of paid fighters, who wear chained 


armor, carry revolvers, knives, and other kinds of concealed weapons. 
Nearly all the sh affairs in the Chinese quarters of San Francisco and 
other towns may be to their c The street battles which so often 
occur are brought about by a con between rival tongs. Perhaps there 
has been some slave girl sto ., wae was under the protection of some other 
society, or blac is levied by a rival tong, or in some way the rights of 
others are encroached on and a deadly contest arises, whic. but 
blood can wipe out. 

These hired assassins are not employed by laborers. The poor 
laborer, working for a pittance, has no need for these scoundrels. 
It is the well-to-do merchant class, if you please, that alone can 
afford the 1 of hiring an assassin to put a rival to death. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Are the laws of California power- 
less in such cases? 

Mr. KAHN. Thelawsof California are not powerless; and Iam 
glad the gentleman has referred to the matter. The laws of Cali- 
fornia are ample; but I stated at the very inception of my argu- 
ment that these people go into the courts and swear to almost 
anything. It is very difficult to get a conviction on the charge of 
perjury. So cleverly do they plot and execute their crimes that 
during the year 1901 there were committed in Chinatown, San 
Francisco, a part of my Soe district, 17 murders, and 
not ina le instance was the assassin apprehended. 

Let me tell you just what that would mean if that same ratio of 
capital crime were committed in other parts of the United States. 
I will give it-to you in the exact figures. The urban population 
of the United States in 1900 was 35,849,516 persons. that same 
ratio of murder had existed in the various urban settlements of 
the United States it would have aggre ted the startling total of 
28,664 homicides. You ask me if the laws of California are not 
able to reach these people. Yes, they are; they are adequate, but 
the Chinese works in the dark in many ways. 

For ways that are dark 
And for tricks that are vain 
The heathen ee is peculiar, 
Which the same I shall always maintain. 
Laughter and applause. | 
t is this merchant class also that has been most indefatigable 
in its efforts to break down our exclusion laws. To the average 
Chinaman a Government official is the embodiment of venality 
and corruption. All travelers in China admit that the Chinese 
official class are corrupt and dishonest. Reinsch, in his World 
Politics, says: 
It is accepted calmly and as a matter of fact that those in office should pro- 


vide for themselves and their relatives, while every group of relatives hopes 
in time to be made happy by the preferment of one or more of its members. 


The inspectors at San Francisco have repeatedly told me of ef- 
forts a" to bribe officials, and when the corrupt offers are 
spurned the wily Chinese begins to prefer charges against the in- 
spector and does everything in his power to make his position a 
burden and a discomfort. I think I can safely say that nearly 
| every inspector at San Francisco has been at various times under 
charges simply because he has endeavored to perform his duty 
faithfully and honestly. 

But the most recent method employed to evade our exclusion 
laws was in the matter of Chinese hecese who desired the priv- 
ilege of transit across the territory of the United States in the 
course of their journeys to or from other countries. Under the 
treaty of 1894 this privilege was to be continued to Chinese labor- 
ers, subject to such regulations by the Government of the United 
States as may be necessary to prevent said privilege of transit 
from being a . It was recently discovered by the Treasury 
officials that large numbers of Chinese were being given this priv- 
ilege of transit, and that subsequently at would leave the 
steamer upon which they had departed from the United States at 
the first Mexican port, and so would return overland across our 
border. It was only within the past year or two that this prac- 
tice was unearthed. Since then our Treasury officials have made 
a strict investigation of every case, with the result that several 
| hundred of these transit passengers have been returned to China. 
| The bill now — we on eae a —— into law .. 
| sary provisions for regulating these transi . Under 
‘the existing treaty the Government of the United States may 


no 
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make such regulations as may be necessary to prevent the privi- 


lege of transit from being abused. Acting —_ this provision of 
the treaty, the smanete Depernaes formulated and issued the 
necessary regulations; but it has been contended that the Treas- 
ury Department is not the ‘Government of the United States,”’ 
and a case is now pending in the Su e Court of this country 
to determine whether the Treasury t has exceeded its 
authority in ing the regulations that are now in force. If the 
contention that the Treasury Department had no such authority 
be correct, then all our existing r tions upon this subject will 
fall to the ground and this t loophole for fraud will be left 
unguarded. But I firmly believe that it is the desire of Con 

to safeguard the interests of the laborers and mechanics of the 


United States, and I am satisfied that the sections in ted in 
this bill to regulate the transit of Chinese laborers to or 
coming from other countries will meet the hearty ap of the 


membership of this House. 

Mr. Chairman, I am not unmindful of the sentiment that pre- 
vails ig this country regarding the upbuilding of our trade with 
the Orient, and with China in sestheaient There is no disposition 
on my part to do anything to decrease or in any way hinder the 
development of our commerce with China, but I am free to admit 
that I think the possibilities of that trade have been greatly 
exaggerated. 

It is true that for the time being and probably for some time to 
come our trade will increase with thatcountry. It has constantly 
increased heretofore, notwi the policy pursued by our 
Government in the matter of the exclusion of Chinese laborers. 
It has risen and fallen just as the trade with China of the other 
great commercial nations of the world has risen and fallen, the 
increase or decrease being invariably due to local conditions in 


ina. 

An effort has been made to lead the American people to believe 
that our exclusion legislation has at various times materially af- 
fected our commerce with the Celestial Empire, but an investi- 
gation of the facts will readily disclose that such statements are 
not based yoy truth. For instance, in the year 1891 our trade 
was $8,701,008. In 1892, at which time the law was en- 
acted, it fell to $5,663,497, and then to $3,900,457 in 1893 (the year 
in which the Supreme Court declared the Geary law constitu- 
tional), and rose to $5,862,426 in 1894, after our latest treaty with 
China was ratified. An attempt has been made to draw from 
these facts and figures the inference that our trade relations with 
that country were influenced by our attitude in the matter of our 
a policy. But let us examine China’s trade with other 


countries: 

In 1891 the United Kingdom did a trade with the Chinese Em- 
pire, exclusive of Hongkong (British) and Macao ( ) of 
ret ta, cia tata et Rat pea Cy oe 
and in 1894 to £4,363,536, yet Eng no w 
nor any other kind of an exclusion bill 

Again, France, which never passed an exclusion law, did a trade 
with China of 10,344,940 francs in 1891. This fell to 7,244,486 
francs in 1892, and to 5,696,600 francs in 1893. In 1894 the trade 
suddenly rose to 19,971,563 francs. So that the experience of the 
French merchants, who lived in a country where the matter of 
an exclusion law had never even been suggested, found their trade 
fall and rise again, just as our trade has fallen and risen. All of 
these figures that I am quoting are from the Bureau of Statistics 
of our Treasury Department. 

And so with Germany. In 1891 her trade with China was 
83,280,000 marks. In 1892 it fell¢o 30,115,000 marks. In 1893 it 
rose to 33,443,000 marks, but in 1894 it fell back to 28,446,000 
marks. And Germany has no exclusion laws. I am satisfied, 
however, from my intimate knowledge of German character, that 
if the interests of German mechanics and laborers were jeopard- 
ized by the threatened invasion of thousands of the pauper 
laborers from the Chinese Empire, it would not be long before 
the German Parliament would pass all needed legislation to afford 
the ra he on to her own working classes. 
wane WM. ALDEN SMITH. Do the Chinese go to those coun- 

e 

Mr. KAHN. They do not go to those countries. Those coun- 
oa not as accessible as the United States to the inhabitants 
0 na. 

It is universally conceded that commerce is not influenced by 
sentiment, and that commercial peoples purchase where they can 
buy to the best advantage. It has been admitted in the hearings 
on the exclusion bill before the Senate Committee on tion 
that ho is gg = a atat trade wi 

tis principally in the purchase o ills, jeans, sheetings, 

, raw cotton, machinery, and kerosene oil. Since the Japanese 

war China has made a remarkable pro; in the development 
of her mines and the construction of railways. We have hada 


us at 


considerable portion of the trade developed + reason of the ac- 
tivity in those directions. 


We have succeeded also, for the time 








being, in supplanting, to a large extent, English manufactured 
cottons, y in the northern provinces of China, by reason 
of the fact that we manufacture a heavier grade of goods, which 
are preferable in the cold climate of the north provinces. 

: e British consul at Niuchwang reported to his Government 
in 1899: 

That the Chinese prefer to go on buying the original brand of which th 
have had actual experience. The Chinen’ dealer will not change ie wane 
purchases for new classes of goods, but as soon as equally good or even su- 
perior and cheaper ee are brought to his notice he will not hesitate to 
cha his custom. It is perfectly immaterial to him whether the goods he 
deals in are manufact: in Great Britain or in the United States of Amer- 
ica, and as a matter of fact I have asked native wholesale merchants here if 
they could tell me where the favorite sheetings and drills consumed in Man- 
churia are manufactured, and ry have confessed their entire ignorance of 
the country of origin, stating at the same time that they merely indent for 

purchases by the special brand or “chop.” Iam told that the proof of 

the superiority of the American goods is in the washing. When the English 
are and the hea removed, they are inferior to the 
erican article when similarly ted. 


But China herself is now manufacturing the cheaper grades of 
cotton goods, and no reasonable being can doubt that she is ulti- 
mately destined to retain her own market for the better qualities. 
Cotton mills have already been established at Shanghai, Ningpo, 
Wochung, Soochow, Hangchow, and several other ports. Consul- 
General Jernigan, in a report to our State Department, in dis- 
cussing this question of Chinese competition in the great manu- 
facturing industries of the world, says: 


The influence of the cheap labor of Asia and its products upon future prices 
has become a ope of iernational importance, but the products of this 
in China in its competitive bearing upon the products of American labor 
terest to us. The American laborer is very Bm gees | protected 
against the competition of the Chinese laborer on American soil, and such 
protection in no sense discredits the ind of the former; but whether the 
products of the Chinese laborer will seriously compete in American markets 
with the products of the American laborer is more the question of the hour. 
In this report I have indicated the belief that competition is not so much to 
be apprehended in our home markets as it is in the markets of China for our 
home produ and the plain facts would seem to justify the belief. There 
has been, and is now, a valuable demand in the markets of China for the 
products of British and American looms, but when the desired quality of 
cotton goods at nt imported from Great Britain and the United States 
can be manw in China from the products of her soil, it is unreason- 
able to expect the importation from foreign countries to continue in such 
large quantities. 


I recommend that to some of my friends from the New England 
manufacturing States and the Southern States— 


and when the products can be produced in necessary quantity on the soil of 
China and at a far cheaper , a3 well as manufactured in China, also ata 
far cheaper price, it is no longer a question that cotton made and manufac- 


tured in China supply the demand of Chinese for cotton . It will, 
and it therefore follows tuat the competition will first begin in the markets 
of China. rices * * * dd a Chinese laborer are starvation prices to 


the American laborer, but the of Chinese food isin proportion tothe price 
of Chinese labor, and the money is received and the food eaten with content- 
ment. Another consideration ten: to cause this competition to be more 
energetic is that the in the cotton mills of China is of the most 
Saareres and that ty as wellas the quantity of the cotton goods 

enter into the competi . Itis certain that there can be produced in 
China a much superior grade of cotton to that now produced, and with im- 
proved machinery Chinese cotton mills will be able to supply the demand for 
a finer quality of cotton goods, as they are now supplying the demand for the 
more inferior quality. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. The writer of that document does 
not say, does he, where that machinery is made? 

Mr. KAHN. Much of it is now made in this country; but I 
want to call my friend’s attention to this fact, that to-day in 
China, if you want a concession for anything there—for a rail- 
road, for a mine. for a machine shop, for anything of that kind— 
there is invariably a provision inse in the franchise that you 
must also open a school for the education of Chinese youth in the 
particular industry for which the concession is granted. 

All writers agree that China has unlimited mineral resources. 
Her coal fields and her iron deposits will vie with those of the 
United States. I do not blame the Chinese for adopting this 
—. I think it is farsighted; I think it is shrewd. But, sir, 

oes any man who knows the character of that people—who, as 
Kipling says, ‘‘ work and spread, pack close, and eat everything, 
= who can live on nothing ’’—that people ‘‘ with a devil-born 
capacity for doing more work than they ought ’’—who will deny 
that when they have become proficient in the industries and pro- 
fessions which they are studying they will do their own develop- 
ing without the aid or assistance of ‘‘ foreign devils?”’ 

r. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Is the gentleman able to fix any 
time when that will be realized? 

Mr. KAHN. Iam free to admit that for the present we shall 
have our share of the market. I think our trade will continue to 

w—I feel certain that it will grow—even if we pass the most 
aoa kind of alaw. But I simply submit that in the near fu- 
ture—and we talk a great deal these days about ‘‘ the awakening 
of China ’’—I submit that the very market toward which we are 
looking with so much pleasant anticipation will drop away from 
us; we shall awake some morning to find that it has gone; that 


the Chinaman has shrewdly secured it for himself; and as I have — 


said I do not blame him for doing so. 
Perhaps there is no people under the sun with the imitative 
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ability and adaptability for all kinds of work and every condition | ture 


of climate and environment of the Chinese race. hey adapt 
themselves alike to the tropical heat of the Philippines and the 
icy cold of the Alaskan fisheries. They swarm in their own 
country by the millions. AsI stated before, they have been in- 
ured to all kinds of privation for forty centuries. I again quote 
from the report of the consul-general at Shanghai as to the ques- 
tion of wages and prices in China: 

* * * Human hands are all too plentiful and human life ischeap, so that 
it comes to pass that many skilled mechanics receive but 15 cents Mexican 
a day, while master workmen get 20 to 25 cents, and the common laborer 
saves himself from starving on 2 Mexican dollars a month. These wages 
must be cut almost in half for expression in United States money. Fre- 
quently there are wives and children to be supported, too; but inthe poorest 

amilies these members frequently find employment in some of the minor 
industries, the women, perhaps, in the manufacture of shoe soles, the chil- 
dren in making paper money for offerings to the dead or, as in Shanghai, in 
the manufacture of match boxes, and so the slender earnings of the husband 
and father are eked out. 

A gradual introduction of some Western industries—the building of rail- 
ways and other improvements in communication, the opening of mines, and 
the development of the other resources of the Empire—will no doubt improve 
matters to some extent by giving a better market to the productions of China, 
by diverting labor from overcrowded channels to new enterprises, and by 
areating a greater demand for labor, which will somewhat improve the 
wages; but as things are at_present we can not view with indifference the 
prospect of bringing the products of our own wage-carners into competition 
with these cheap toilers. 

How the masses of China can live on the wages paid will “gy from the 
following table, in which the present retail prices of some of the commoner 
articles are given in Mexican silver: 

Cents. | os. 
8 | rpound.. 2 
do...- 14 | Onions ..2277-- SS ..'s 

s .... 10 | Rice per picul.. *4 
ee La 0 ae per dozen.. 12 
Cabbage per pound.. 8 
Carrots do 
Celery 


“<<. @ 


perdozen.. 12 
* Dollars. e 


Norr.—One picul equals 33} pounds; 1 catty equals 1} pounds. 


These are the published prices, but natives do not ordinarily pay as much 
as is here represented. These prices are somewhat higher than prevail out- 
side of treaty ports, as the wages paid in Shanghai are also better than those 
received in the interior. The poorer families can not, of course, afford to eat 
meat often. Some will eat it twice a week; these are fortunate. Others count 
ita luxury to have meat once or twice a month. The vegetables are cooked 
in vegetable oil, sothat even when there is no meat the food is savory and a 
certain amount of fat is obtained. Beans, too, are in a measure a substitute 
for meat. They are eaten in the form of bean curd, costing about 2 cash, or 


person atameal. The poorest of families will live on 50 cash a piece per diem, 
which, at the present rate of exchange, is about 3 cents. 
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| ing in the production of raw materials either. 





| Islands, except w 


| have already secured a 
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is congested in one place and labor allowed to get into the power of Chi- 
nese middlemen. The truth is that a man of good physical and intellectual 
yey wa regarded merely as an economical factor, is turned out cheaper 

Chinese than any other race. He is deficient in the higher mo; 
qualities, individual trustworthiness, public spirit, sense of duty, and active 
courage, a group of qualities perhaps best represented in our ee the 
word manliness, but in the humbler moral qualities of patience, mental and 
wage and perseverance in labor he is unrivalled. * * * 

n regard to capital, the third mt besides land and labor in 
the Chinese have not sufficient to develo: 
ent backward methods of industry, an ly very h. 
The coun does not produce the precious metals to any extent, and the 
Chinese haye, it is believed, no more of silver and copper than is uired for 
the ordinary circulation; but oer are likely to get ample capital for enter- 
prises under — management from abroad, and there is no more prom- 
ising field for the investment of English capital * * *. 


From this report is there any doubt but that when foreign cap- 
ital is introduced into the Chinese Empire, with the low rate of 
wages and the low cost of living, the inhabitants will be able. to 
manufacture at home everything that they will require in the 
way of cotton goods? 

In October, 1897, a French commission that had been sent to 
China to investigate commercial conditions reported that ‘** the 
exceedingly rich soil is capable of producing incalculable quanti- 
So that it will be seen that she will not be lack- 
True, at present 
she does not grow the finer grades of cotton, but nearly all writ- 
ers upon the subject agree that in time she will be able to mate- 
rially improve the standard of the crop produced. 

Mr. Chairman, since the enactment of the law of November 3, 
1898, which is the latest general statute on Chinese exclusion, 
new conditions have arisen, new questions confront us. We have 
acquired the islands of Porto Rico, Guam, Tutuila, the Hawaiian 
Islands, and the Philippines. In the latter group the Chinese 

firm foothold. But Congress in extend- 
ing our exclusion laws over the Hawaiian Islands was also de- 
termined that the Chinese in Hawaii should not be allowed to 
enter our mainland territory, and in the joint resolution of July 
7, 1898, whereby the Hawaiian Islands were annexed to the 
United States, this provision was inserted: 


There shall be no further immigration of Chinese into the Hawaiian 
m such conditions as are now or may be hereafter allowed 


Beotaction, 
their country, even with the pres- 
interest is according: 


| by the laws of the United States; and no Chinese, by reason of anything 


herein contained, shall be allowed to enter the United States from the 


| Hawaiian Islands. 
one-ninth of a cent in our currency, for a small cake that will suffice for one | 


Under the guidance of Caucasian foremen these people can | 
readily acquire the art of manufacturing fabrics by the most | 
modern and improved machinery; and working as they do from | 


sunrise to sunset practically the entire year for wages that would 
not support a 10-year boy in this country is there any doubt 
but that the fears expressed by our representatives in China, that 
the natives will ultimately absorb the greater of the trade 
of the home market, are based upon substantial and logical con- 
clusions? 

But I am not content to rest my assertion upon this statement 
of an American consular officer alone. What do the representa- 
tives of other countries say in regard to this matter? 
Bourne, the head of a British commercial mission which traveled 
through central and southern China, observing and studying 
commercial conditions, in his report to the British Parliament, 
in May, 1898, said in part as follows: 


The Chinese masses have always worn homespun cotton cloth for the most 
part, supplemented with imported drills and sheetings in the north and 
northwest, where it is cold and where domestic weaving is not common. 
The finer imported cottons, like sheetings, have been for the well-to-do only. 
About twenty-five years ago the import of foreign yarn—English and later 
Indian—led to the weaving of a cheaper cloth, which is displacing more and 
more native homespun. Before the war with Japan the Chinese were begin- 
nimg to erect spinning mills, the enterprise being conducted in the half- 
hearted and incompetent way usual witt 
when, by the treaty of Shimonoseki (1895), foreigners obtained the long- 
coveted right to manufacture in China, four foreign-owned mills were put 
up in Shanghai, and others will follow. By the end of 1898 there should be 
about 500,000 spindles running in China. Sills here run in day and night 
shifts of twenty-one to twenty-two hours out of twenty-four in a year of 
three hundred to three hundred and twenty days, allowing for holidays. 
Taking the production per spindle at 10 ounces per day of twenty-four hours 
in a yearof three hundred working days we arrive at an — of about 
700,000 piculs of yarn. But considering that the operatives will nearly all 
themselves have to bo first made out of raw hands that have never seena 
power machine, it can scarcely be expected that even this result will be 
reached for a year or two. The import of cotton yarn into China during 1896 
was 1,461,385 piculs. : : 

It might be expected that the native yarn would reduce this foreign im- 
port, and some day this will no doubt happen, but I believe not yet. * * * 

In regard to wages, employers in China are at a great advantage. The 
wages of anadult man onthe Lower Yangtze fora day of twelve hours for, say, 
three hundred and twenty days in the year in such industries as native hand 
weaving and dyeing, average, at the present gold price of silver, 10s. to 12s. a 
month, allincluded. Wages may be expect 
for the more skilled classes of labor, as the number actually efficient, must be 
limited, at least until the system of apprenticeship, which is universal in 
China, has had time to take root in regard to the new ee, butany creat 
change in the level of wages among the lain workers must be very slow, as 
the operatives will have pressing upon them the mass of millions of cheap 
workers with just as good capacity as themselves, unless, indeed, manufac- 


Mr. F.S. A. | 


1 them in large undertakings, and | 


| approved Ma 5 ve i 
| titled “An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to prohibit the comin 
~ 


| 
; 


| developing the resources of our new possessions; 





to rise somewhat in the future | 


| islands promiscuously would rT 
| difficulties, and I am firmly convin 


Subsequently, on April 30, 1900, when Congress passed the law 
organizing the Territory of Hawaii, the following provision was 
inserted: 

That Chinese in the Hawaiian Islands when this act takes effect may 
within one year thereafter obtain certificates of residence as required by 
“An act to prohibit the coming of Chinese persons into the United States,” 
5, 1892, as amended by an act approved November 38, 1893, =. 
o 
‘hinese persons into the United States,’ approved May 5, 1892,”’ and until the 
expiration of said year shall not be deemed to be unlawfully in the United 
States if found therein without such certificates: Provided, however, That no 
Chinese laborer, whether he shall hold such certificate or not, shall be al- 
lowed to enter any State, Territory, or District of the United States from 


| the Hawaiian Islands. 


The bill under consideration will exclude Chinese from all our 
insular possessions and will prevent those who are in those pos- 
sessions from entering the American mainland, There are prob- 
ably 200,000 Chinese of the full blood in the Philippine Islands. 
Those of mixed blood are many times more numerous, and it has 
invariably been asserted that these latter are a much more dan- 
gerous element, because they combine in themselves nearly all 
the vices of the Chinese and the Malays, with practically none of 
the virtures of either race. . 

It has been suggested that we allow a limited number of Chinese 
laborers to enter the Philippine Islands for the poem of rapidly 

ut experience has 
demonstrated the fact that there, as here, the Chinaman does not 
remain a laborer long. He has a remarkable aptitude for trade. 
He is a born trader and is always ready for a bargain. He soon 
becomes a small tradesman, and the hatred of this class in the 
Philippines by the native Filipinos is much more intense and is 
of a different character than is the dislike of the Caucasian mo- 
chanic for the Chinese laborer. 

During the past summer I had the pleasure of visiting the Phil- 
ippines, China, and Japan. Even in the cockpits, which are pat- 
ronized by all elements in the community, and which one finds 
in every populous settlement, the Chinaman is not allowed to 
mingle with the natives. He is compelled to accept accommoda- 
tions in a part of the arena especially set apart for him. Men of 
affairs in Manila informed me that the life of a Chinaman in the 
interior and away from the seaports is not safe. Members of the 
Philippine Commission state that an effort to let them enter the 

recipitate serious race 
that if we do not crowd 
his islands with Chinese the Filipino will ultimately be able to 
take good care of himself. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Are they competitors to-day? 
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Mr. KAHN. In some lines. 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the gentleman permit, just there, a ques- 
tion. Were there any restrictive laws in force under Spanish 
rule of the islands? 

Mr. KAHN. I understand there was a head tax at that time. 
Iam not sure. Governor Taft himself, who made the statement, 
said he was not itive, but he was under that impression. 

Mr. SCOTT. Is it likely that many more Chinese would seek 
admission to the islands under American administration than 
under Spanish? 

Mr. HN. No doubt of it; because the development of the 
islands will grow very much more rapidly. 

But is it not the duty of the United States to preserve the islands 
for the natives thereof? Is it not better to retard exploitation, if 
need be, and thus enable the natives ultimately to participate in 
the development of their own land, rather than by opening the 
gates, allow a limited number of capitalists to aggrandize them- 
selves at the expense of the population, whose future well-being 
should be our first and paramount consideration? 

Governor Taft, Commander Harwood, who had several hundred 
Filipinos employed at the Cavite Navy-Yard, Brig. Gen. A. W. 
Greely, who was in the islands superintending the work con- 
nected with the operations of the Signal Corps of the Army, and 
who had quite a number of Filipinos in his employ, all informed 
me that they were quick to learn and were good mechanics. Let 
us give themachance. Let us extend our exclusion policy to 
those new possessions. I firmly believe that the future will am- 
rye our decision in this matter. 

, . ALDEN SMITH. As a matter of fact, we propose 
to prohibit them from coming there. 

r. KAHN. Exactly; and they ought to be prohibited. The 
same restrictive measures that we have for the mainland of the 
United States should be enforced there, and I shall at the proper 
time offer some amendments to this bill, so as to extend all the 
safeguards which we have for our mainiand to our island posses- 
sions. 

Mr. Chairman, I have referred to the fact that I visited China 
last summer. I saw the Chinaman on his native heath. I had 
opportunities for observing him when he is “‘at home.’’ A dis- 
tinguished Chinese diplomat stated that: 

All Chinese in this country come from two or three districts in the Canton 
Province; that we never find here any Chinese from the northern of 
China or from the central part of ; that we never hear of a 
from Shanghai coming here. 

It was my good fortune to visit both Canton and Shanghai, and 
to my mind the Chinamen who dwell in the native city in both 
these places are very much alike. They know absolutely nothing 
of culledicn, They wear little clothing. Even in many of the 
most pretentious shops the salesmen are naked to the waist and 
do not even wear shoes, stockings, or slippers. The only garment 
many of them had on wasa of very loose cotton trousers. They 
seemed to have no private dwellings and ‘‘ no good equivalent for 
home or comfort.’’ The poet Coleridge in describing the city of 
Cologne said: 

I counted two and seventy stenches, 
All well defined, and several stinks. 

But a never traveled through the streets of Canton. 
Had he visited that city, or Shanghai either, he would have sim- 
Rly been compelled to stop the count. ae) And Bayard 

aylor says that Shanghai, in its horrid foulness, would be flat- 
tered by such a d ption. [Laughter.] All travelers in the 
Orient admit that Canton is even worse; and Canton, accordin 
to the Chinese officials here, furnishes and will continue to furnis 
most of the Chinese that come to our shores. 

Many antiexclusionists tell us of the honesty of these people, 
their eri their peaceability. I do not question the motives 
of these well-meaning but ill-informed persons, but the fact is 
that brigandage and piracy in the Canton Province are of the most 
commonplace occurrence. In traveling between Hongkong and 
Canton and Macao and Ho: last summer the steamers in 
which I took cumpalled the Chinese 
der the hatches, and as soon as we started on our journey these 
hatches were bolted down, while guards armed with rifles paraded 
up and down the deck so as to prevent possible pirates among the 
passengers from taking possession of the vessels and looting , 
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So much for their business pone and integrity! 

As for their sobriety, it is probably true that they do not get 
drunk on whisky or spirituous liquors, but they are frequently 
besotted with opium. The latter vice is much worse than the 
liquor habit, and “‘the ‘opium ghost’ is as bad as the alcoholic 
wreck, despite a hundred blue books to the contrary.” 

I desire to say but a few words as totheir peaceableness. It is 
true that bling and sensuality are the great vices of the Chi- 
nese, the latter taking unnatural forms with terrible frequency. 
And no doubt many of the 31,16? arrests for misdemeanors dur- 
ing the past twenty years, from 1880 to 1900, among the Chinese 
in the city and county of San Francisco were made on account of 
infractions of the laws against: such crimes. But they do not 
confine themselves to petty offenses exclusively. As I have al- 
ready shown, murder is not an uncommon thing among them, 
while murderous assaults, robberies, kidnapping, and blackmail 
are of frequent occurrence. It costs the city of San Francisco 
more to properly police Chinatown than three times its area in 
any other part of that city—and still they baffle the police con- 
stantly. That gives you a fair idea of their peaceableness. 

Mr. Chairman, that distinguished American statesman, traveler, 
and author, Bayard Taylor, visited China as early as 1853. At 
that period we did not know much about the Chinese. Mr. 
Taylor was a New Englander, and could not be accused of the 
so-called ‘‘California anti-Chinese prejudice.’’ In his India, 
China, Japan, speaking of this people, he says: 

It is my deliberate a that the Chinese are morally the most debased 
poowse on the face of the earth. Forms of vice which in other countries are 

rely named are in China so common that they excite no comment among 
the natives. They constitute the surfaca level, and below them there are 
deeps on deeps of Segre tity so shocking and horrible that their character 
can not even be hinted. There are some dark shadows in human nature 
which we naturally shrink from penetrating, and I made no attempt to col- 
lect information of this kind; but there was enough in the things which I 
could not avoid seeing and hearing—which are brought almost daily to the 
notice of every ae resident—to inspire me with a powerful aversion to 
the Chinese race. eir touch is pollution, and, harsh as the opinion may 
seem, justice to our own race demands that they should not be allowed to 
settle on our soil. Science may have lost something, but mankind has 
= by the exclusive policy which has governed China during the past 
century. 


For nearly fifty years the Chinese have lived in this country. 
Their daily intercourse with the Caucasian has not materially 
changed their customs or habits. Mr. Taylor’s description of the 
conditions in China is undoubtedly equally applicable to any Chi- 
nese community in our country. 

We of the Pacific coast are perhaps more deeply concerned in 
this question than any of our fellow-citizens. We feel their pres- 
ence among us more than any other section of the country. 
Under the census of 1900 there are 4,091,349 inhabitants west of 
the Rocky Mountains. Included in this population are 67,729 
Chinese, while but 22,184 Chinese are distributed among the 
71,994,445 inhabitants throughout the other States of the Union, 
and two-thirds of those in the Westerm States are found in Cali- 
fornia. 

We have probably learned to know him better than our fellow- 
citizens elsewhere. He is a present, living, vital problem with us, 
and we feel that our cause is also the cause of the laborer and the 
wage worker in the Eastern States. It is only the sordid and the 
se , who prefer a low standard of wages and a low grade of 
aoe ehiveion who want cheap labor because it will increase 
their individual profits—who would open loopholes in the barriers 
we have erected after many years of hard, bitter, practical ex- 
perience. 

Mr. Chairman, I had hoped that the committee would see fit 
to allow the section giving to American seamen that same meas- 
ure of protection against Chinese competition that we accord 


the shoemaker, the tailor, and all other skilled and unskilled | 


mechanics to remain the bill. I do not desire at present to take 
up the time of the House in discussing this phase of the question; 
but when the bill comes up for discussion under the five-minute 
rule, I shall again offer the section as an amendment and shall 
have something to say in favor of that provision. 

The CHATRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HITT. I ask that the time of the gentleman be extended 
for five minutes. 

Mr. KAHN. I shall not take up thd time of the House. Mr. 
Chairman, I ask that I may extend my remarks in the Recorp. 

In conclusion, however, let me say that our exclusion laws 
have been a great boon to the laborers of this country. They 
now ask us to continue extending our sheltering gis over them, 
and I feel that there is nota patriotic, loyal, liberty-loving Ameri- 
can who does not desire the workingmen of his country, its 
**hewers of wood and drawers of water,’’ protected against this 
unequal competition. The American laborer and mechanic, in 
his neat and comfortable home, seated at his fireside, surrounded 
by his wife and little ones, is the peer of any wage worker in any 
part of the world. Let us keep so. [Loud applause. ] 
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APPENDIX. 
[From the Washington Post, March 2, 1902.] 


CHINATOWN—ITS LIGHTS AND SHADOWS—ITS LESSONS ON THE CHINESE 
PROBLEM. 


[By Hon. Julius Kahn, Member of Congress, Representative of the district 
including Chinatown, and introducer of the Chinese-exclusion bill.) 


Kipling it was who said that ‘“‘the Chinese quarter of San Francisco is a 
Ww of the city of Canton set down in the most eligible quarter of the place.”’ 
Having visited Canton last summer,I am ready to bear witness to the truth 
of the distinguished author's observation. 

Chinatown in San Francisco comprises about fifteen squares. Itislocated 
in the older part of the city, where the streets are narrow and where nu- 
merous cul-de-sacs abound. It is after nightfall that the place assumes its 
most picturesque appearance. The houses are lighted with lanternsof every 
shape and size, the streets and alleys are crowded with a dense mass =. 
ticulating Chinamen, the shrill notes of Chinese orchestras and the strident 
shouts of vendors of various Chinese viands fill the air and make one feel that 
perhaps he is at the portals of pandemonium. 


SQUALOR AND FILTH. 


To get an idea of how John Chinaman lives, one should visit the ‘“‘ Palace 
Hotel” of Chinatown. Just why this ramshackle old establishment should 
be named after our famous hostelry is not clear, unless it be that each has its 
courtyard, one of magnificence, the other of vileness and stench. It is about 
this piace that the Chinaman is found at home. Within the rookery live sev- 
eral hundred Chinese, huddled ther in quarters that would hardly house 
50 whites. All the rooms look out upon the central court, which is common 

roperty to all the occupants. In the center of the court stand innumerable 

erosene cans which serve as stoves, on which the life-supporting rice of the 
Celestial is cooked. The foul smells from the resking stoves, together with 
the noisome odors arising from the accumulated filth, cause the white visitor 
to hold his nostrils and to heave a great sigh of relief as he emerges into the 
outer air. Itis not an infrequent sight to seein this court some wretched 
white victim of the opium or morphine habit, offering for a dime to “take a 
shot” to show how the deed is done. There are said to be quite a number of 
men who eke out a miserable existence in this fashion. 


PRINCE AND PAUPER. 


There are a number of fairly well-to-do merchants in the Chinese quarter. 
But by far the greater proportion of the people are exceedingly r. Many 
of the latter class live in basements and sub-basements, and their homes might 
be iikened to rabbit warrens. They have none of the ordinary conveniences 
to which white men are accustomed. The occupant sleeps upon a shelf, with 
& piece of matting stretched over it, 10and 12men a a room that would 
be considered small for two Caucasians. Thereare noadornments, no pictures, 
no chairs, no conveniences of any kind; but at the entrance of every room 
there isa siaall table upon which stands a teapot and cup, and the visitor 
may partake of that which cheers but not inebriates. Even the wealthy class 
occupy quarters that the average American mechanic or clerk would not 
consider comfortable. True, there are not so many people huddled together 
in the well-to-do quarters, but there are the same smells as in the hovels of 
the paupers, 

“LAST CHANCE” HOSPITAL. 

At one time there was a so-called hospital in Chinatown known as the 
“Last Chance.” It was here that those suffering with incurable maladies 
were brought todie. The very presence of this place spoke more eloquently 
than words of the utter heartlessness of the —-. Iremember visiting the 
spot one evening. There wasa man in the last stages of consumption. As 
we entered he appealed piteously to us for money with which to buy opium. 
He said that his last penny had been taken from him by those in charge. 
The police authorities finally insisted upon having the place closed up. 

The Chinatown of to-day is much cleaner than that of a few years ago. 
During the t summer a determined effort was made by the combined 
forces of the Federal, State, and_ municipal governments to give the quarter 
a ar cleansing. Surgeon White, of the Marine-Hospital Corps, was in 
charge. e informed me t Chinatown was the test accumulation of 
utter filth that he had ever seen. “Ten tons of and rubbish were re- 
moved from every square, 

THE SIX COMPANIES, 


Practically all the Chinese in this country are allied with one of the so- 
calle i Six Companies. In reality there are now eight companies. Indeed, it 
may safely be said that practically all the Chinese in the United States have 
been brought to this country by these companies. They have numerous so- 
cieties among themselves, and many of their feuds arise as a result of mem- 
bership in these organizations. Each one of these societies hasits highbinders 
or hatchet-men. When for some reason or other it is determined to avenge 
a fancied injury to a member of the tong or society by blood atonement, the 
‘hatchet-men are called into action, and it is not long before the selected vic- 
tim is put out of the way. Then the vendetta begins. The tong of the mur- 
dered man makes reprisals, and so the fight goes on until both sidesare weary 
< the s!aughter, or by paying a money indemnity one side or the other pur- 
chases peace. 

For many years the two leading tongs were the Sam Yup and the See Yup. 
Little Pete, a Chinese who had established an unsavory record, but who had 
been able toamassa fortune of about $100,000, was president of the Sam Yups. 
Big Sam, another notorious character, who was at the head of many gam- 
bling institutions in Chinatown, was the president of the See Yups. These 
two tongs became involved in a dispute and a price was put upon Little 
Pete’s head. For upward of two years he never ventured from his home or 
his business without a bodyguard. One evening, about three years ago, he 
drifted into a barber shop and thoughtlessly sent his bodyguard on an errand 
consuming four or five minutes. During that short space of time the high- 
binders of the See Yups entered the shop, and quick asa flask Little Pete 
fell riddled with bullets. The Sam Yups went wild in their indignation. 
They at once placed a price upon Big Sam’s head and the latter has not been 
seen in Chinatown since. 

PLAYING FAN TAN. 


The Chinaman is an inveterate gambler. His favorite = isfantan. It 
is a simple diversion, but the Chinese player frequently loses every cent he 
has during a night's sport in Chinatown. Fan tan is played after this fash- 
ion: The players range around a large tabie, in the center of which a small 
square is marked off. The dealer takes from a bag a cupful of buttons, and 
then inverts the cup in the center of the square. Betting now ns, and 
after overybody has laid his wager the cup is withdrawn, and with great 
deftness the dealer begins to count the buttons. He removes them from the 
table with a closed fan, four ata time. As he draws near the end of the pile 
the excitement increases in intensity. The result isdetermined by the num- 
ber of buttons remaining in the last count. If there are four, those who bet 
on that number win; if there are one, two, or three, then the supporters of 
these numbers are the winners in the game. A ——- of the bets 
goes to the keeper of the gambling house, while the rest is divided propor- 
tionately among the lucky players. 
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There is an ordinance against gambling in San Francisco, and the police 
frequently raid one houses; but from oe experiences John has be- 
come very wary, and the authorities are obliged to adopt many ruses in order 
to make a raid on the joints. Sometimesa man will ise 
himself as a Chinaman and thus gain admission into the forbidden game. 
But this device has been resorted to so often that it is not likely to prove suc- 
cessful at the present time. 

GAMBLING HOUSES. 


There is scarcely a gambiies house in the Chinese quarter that has not 
innumerable secret panels, sliding and trap doors, and all kinds of odd recep- 
tacles into whichall tell-tale evidence can be secreted upon the first signal from 
the lookout. The outer doors of these establishments are generally shielded 
with half-inch steel plates, and it requires the energy of three or four sturdy 
policemen, armed with sledge hammers, to batter them down. One of the 
most successful raids ever made was from the roof of one of ; 
A policeman lowered himself by a rope to the window of the gambli en 
and caught some thirty-five of the occupants flagrante delicto. The Chinese 
mblers are afraid of the officers and readily submit when canght commit- 
ing an offense. But the gambling instinct is so strong that I doubt whether 
any law will entirely eradicate the evil. 

n order to obtain the means to gratify their taste in this direction many 
Chinese pawn anything of value they have. Pawn shops in Chinatown are 
numerous, and one sees upon their shelves everythin om the murderous 
double knives of the highbinders to the padded winter blouse that is almost a 
necessity in the San Francisco climate at all seasonsof the year. Just before 
the Chinese new year, however, every Chinaman manages to get his belong- 
a out of pawn. He may start in again the day afterwards, but he is scru- 
pulously careful to settle up his accounts before the last day of the old year. 


OPIUM SMOKING. 


Opium smoking is the recreation of the entire race. Whether you visit 
the rooms of the wealthy or the hovel of the pauper you find the inevitable 
opium outfit. I have seen men who can smoke twenty-five or thirty pills be- 
fore the drug to have any effectupon them. Every Chinese home also 
has a clock and a cat, and I have frequently seen one of these feline pets 
perched upon the shoulder of the owner in the smoke of the opium 
after it leaves his nostrils. A Chinaman told me that his pet cat took as 
much qniorment in his smoking as he did himself. I regret to say that the 

rnicious habit has grown among white boys and girls, and many an aspir- 
ing youth has broken down as the result of opium smoking contracted in the 
Chinese quarter. 

The opium outfit is unique. It consists of a long pipe of bamboo or reed, 
about an inch in diameter. Near the lower end is inserted a hollow bowl 
about 3 inches in diameter, with the top entirely covered over and a hole in 
the center about the size ofa I~ head. The drug itself looks like and has 
the consistency of molasses. lamp, in which burns nut oil and sea- 
weed, completes the outfit. The smoker inserts a long pin into a little jar of 
opium an draws an amount about the size of a pea. He cooks in 
the flame of the lamp, rolling it on the bow! of the pipe until it has acquired 
the necessary consistency. During the gooting roosts the opium smells 
like roasting peanuts. "Atier the smoker has ba it sufficiently he thrusts 
the pin — the little hole in the bowl and fastens the opium securely 
thereto. He then places the bowl ide the flame and to draw 
on his pipe. Twoor uffs serve exhaust the little pill of opium 
and then the process isrenewed. It requires only a few operations to send 
a novice into the realm of dreams, but the veteran can smoke twenty-five 
or thirty of these pellets before the effect is felt. 


JOSS HOUSES. 


There are some four or five joss houses in Chinatown, maintained by the 
various to: or societies. During the year the members of the organiza- 
tions make whatever offerings they can afford to the joss, and forthwith a 
little piece of red paper is posted on the walls of the temple announcing that 
Ah Sam, or whatever his name may be, has contribu for the benefit of 
the joss. The walls of many of the temples are practically papered with 
these little slips. At the end of the year they are all removed, and the 
process , and every member of the tong can see just what his 
neighbor is gi in the cause of religion. 
he josses or ls are never beautiful to look upon. They are at once 
grotesque and hideous. They are supposed to exercise a great influence 
over a man’s daily avocation. They are appealed to on all occasions and for 
all . For example, when a Chinese is ack, he goes to the _— of 
medicine, carrying a little bamboo vase filled with slips upon which stran 
characters are ted. These c rs di te the various commodi- 
ties of the Chinese pharmacopa@ia. After having told the his ailment, 
he ns to shake this vase vigorously until one of the slips rises from the 
vessel and falls to the ground. oe it up and notes what medicine the 
god has told him to get for his ent. a cure is not effected, he con- 
cludes he has not propitiated the joss sufficiently, and contributes a little 
more money to the temple. He tries it over again until he finally gets some 
kind of drug that gives him some measure of relief. 


THE CHINESE DEVIL. 


fight, however, is with the devil, and if he has 


The Chinaman’s princi 
irs to 


been unfortunate during the day he buys a bundle of firecrackers, re 
the joss house, and begins to e the crackers in order to drive off his sa- 
tanic majesty. It isa part of creed to endeavor to fool the devil. The 
latter is particularly watched at all funerals. On these occasions a friend of 
the deceased, sea’ the hearse, usually scatters pieces of paper, which 
are sup to represent money, as the funeral co: drives to the ceme- 
tery. The Chinese devil is known for his cupidity, and by to pick 
up all the money which the friend of the di scatters e road- 
side he loses so much time that the corpse gets a good start on satanic 
majesty. When the body is duly interred roast pigs, bowls of rice, condi- 
ments of various kinds, and pots of tea are placed upon the grave in order 
that the spirit may not go hungry as it wends it way to theCe *s heaven. 
The Chinese color of mourning is white. Professional mourners are fre- 
quently hired to lament the demise of the departed, and for a trifling fee the 
surviving relations manage to purchase a sufficient display of grief to gratify 
the vanity of the most exacting co: , 

The queue, which is a dis characteristic of the Chinese, was 
ay t upon them by their Tartar conquerors. It is erroneously be- 
lieved that the queueisa part of the Chinese religion. Iam told thatthisis not 
so, but that itis the custom for rebels in China out Ces eee. By so do- 
ing théy show their contempt for the Tartar dynasty, w at it occu- 

ies the throne of the Chinese Empire. There is little foot bin F 
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YELLOW Vv. WHITE. 


It is generally believed that the so-called Chinese laborer works in fields 
that no white man would enter; in other words, that he simply pein 
manual toil. Thisis not the fact. There are few races that have the imita- 
tive faculty more Gronety develoges than the Chinese. They may come to 
this country t the pw teneees any trade, but “oe uick to learn, 
and very soon they enter the ranks of labor. rd work from 
cnet sunset without complaint, and having no high ideals or high aspi- 
rations, are like so Many machines. Indeed, I have been told by men 
familiar with their method of working that a Chinaman can and does toil 
sixteen hours a day seven days a week and requires only a little rice and a 

urish his body. He is ahsolutely without nerves. He does 
not seem to be of ambition or desire to better his condition in 
life. The idea of a home, which is such a characteristic of the American me- 
chanic, never enters the Chinese laborer’s mind. 

There are few women in Chinatown, but as woman is much lower than 
man in the social scale, she does not exert any refining influence upon the 
male ulation. It would be impossible for white men to live as these peo- 
ple de. "They can exist on 10 cents a day, including room rent and incidental 
expenses. I think I may safely say that scarcely a single laborer in China- 
town is married. True, some of the merchant c have their wives, but the 
laborers have only themselves to support. . 


THE EVIL OF IT ALL, 


The average number of mouths an American mechanjc feeds from the re- 
sult of his toil is five. How can a man who desires to b up a family 
decently, honestly, and respectably compete with a being who ws noth- 
ing of home life, and who, machine-like, day after day, toils from_twelve to 
sixteen hours for wages which probably do not exceed $1a day? This is the 

ractical aspect of the Chinese-exclusion question, and after a trip through 
Chinatown think no one will doubt the wisdom of making the barriers so 


strong and so high aguint Chinese laborers and the vicious and depraved of 
* yer meral that the end will be in sight of Chinese quarters on this 
Ce Bacific. 


Mr. NAPHEN. Mr. Chairman, we are charged with disloyalty 
to our grand traditions, and our high ideals of by cago by 
legislating against the Chinese. A serious study of the question 
shows that we are justified in restricting the immigration of this 
race, and that there is not unnatural in what we have done, 
and are doing. The natives of all lands have made this Republic, 
and are to-day numbered in the elements of its population. Not 
a people, even to the remote Icelander, but has its representatives 
among us now, at the opening of this twentieth century. 

They differ from one another in language and in tradition. As 
the fusion of the metals, in the — of Corinth, produced a 
metal more precious than gold, the blending of all races here 
promises to produce a race that will excel any other individual 
race. Nevertheless, a fear exists in many quarters, that the limits 
of our aoe to absorb the surplus tion of other nations 
are in t. Ido not join in this alarm. No such danger exists. 
I admit that we are not exempt from the ordinary laws of nature. 
Sete is a duty, in the fulfillment of which, humanity 
will be the gainer as well as ourselves. Prudence has prompted 
us to serve notice on the other nations of the world, that we are 
in danger of becoming industrially wees 

This may seem strange in so young & d, with so sparse a pop- 
ulation in proportion to its area. ith one exception, the tests 
imposed or suggested against those see the hospitality of our 
shores, have been standards of character, education, and property, 
not racial. We have drawn the race line only against one nation- 
ality. In other cases we admit the people and exclude the indi- 
viduals. In the Chinese case we admit the individuals and exclude 
the people. Obviously, there must exist ial reasons for the 
exception made in this particular class. e characteristics of 
this race sone J our action with overwhelming force. They are 
the most completely alien of all who knock at our doors for ad- 
mission. The others who come, are for the most part members 
of one family—Europeans—the family of the earlier settlers, the 
family of the men who freed it from the yoke of oppression; but 
the subjects of this law, are separated from us by a wide gulf 
of distinction. 

Everywhere the white race has recognized this distinction, and 
acting on a deep and trustworthy feeling, has imposed checks on 
the encroachment of this people. Weare not singular in our pol- 
icy of Chinese exclusion. 

Our British neighbors in the north impose a capitation tax of 
= — immigrants, and they propose to increase this 

Oo . 

British Australasia began legislating against them in 1855. 
Regulations of ever-increasing severity were enacted, the capita- 
tion tax in New Zealand was raised to $100, and the number of 
immigrants restricted, to one to every 200 tons of shipping; but 
all these measures failed to effect the desired result, and Tas- 
mania, South Australia, and the other colonies of the new federa- 
tion have adopted the policy of exclusion. 

Peru, where 80,000 coolies were landed between 1850 and 1894; 
Venezuela, and Ecuador, and Uruguay have also adopted this pol- 
icy. The Spaniards in the Philippines three times expelled the 
Celestials at intervals of a century—in 1605, in 1709, and in 1804. 
In Cochin China the foreigners of this race are registered and 
taxed, and the same is true of Dutch Java. Be the motive what 
it may—fear, ee or contempt—there is a striking una- 
nimity on this yellow peril among the peoples to whom it has 
been presented. 






































































Industrially considered, the Chinese are a menace to the wage 
earner, They are unique in the combination of small wages and 
great labor. He who in Canton earns $5 a month and lives on 6 
cents a day, easily underbids the white laborer and reduces wages 
to the lowest possible plane. Persevering, imitative, tireless, 
needing no holidays or recreation—a mere human machine—he 
ee his rivals in trade after trade. oy 

e find him the cigar maker, the shoemaker, the garment My 
maker of San Francisco; the orchard and vineyard worker and the e 
fruit canner of California, and the laundryman of Eastern cities 4 
and will drive the bone of our population from every occupation . 
if permitted. He adapts himself to the work of women and be- 
comes the house servant, and will, if necessary, perform the work 
heretofore done by children. With the white wage-earner skill Bey 
and competence mean a higher standard of living, and the dis- in 
tribution of his earnings through the community, but the Orien- is 
tal seems to obey another law. That which is parsimony to us, 
isprodigality tohim. Thecopper coinage of his native land subdi- 
vides itself into fractions, which we have not yet learned to reckon. : 

The instinct of self-preservation compels the white laborer to ‘ 
oa this immigration. You can no more condemn him for it, , 
t you could condemn the father who divides the bread he 
earns among his own children, instead of sending it to starv- 
ing little ones, perhaps equally deserving, on the banks of the 
Ganges or the Hoangho. It is no answer to the protest of white 
wage-earners against throwing open the door closed against Chi- 
nese labor, to say that the cheap labor of the Chinaman will de- 
velop the land and that he will give full return for what he 
receives. 

Economically, there is no advantage to the country from a body 
of laborers who remain as strangers, consume few of our products, 
in fact, barely sufficient to maintain life, and export a large pro- 
portion of their earnings. True, there may be a financial benefit 
to certain landed or and manufacturers who profit by 
cheap labor; but the consideration which shapes our govern- 
mental policy can not regard individuals alone, or be wholly ma- 
terial. e aim to develop men as well as to exploit lands, and 
increase our industries. Of what avail isit tous, eer pro- 
duction, so as to undersell all the nations of the world, if this 
will depress the wage-earning classes and lead to the destruction 
of the peace and purity of the home—which is beyond anything 
that money can secure? I am not overstating it, when I say that 
if Chinese labor be permitted to compete with white labor, if will 
destroy domestic life. 

The Chinese do not assimilate with us, perhaps owing to the 
fact that they realize that they are not bone of our bone or flesh 
of our flesh. 

They live apart in quarters which have no parallel for secrecy. 
They maintain their foreign dress and speech. They administer 
justice among themselves, according to laws which are not ours. 
They persistently violate the sanitary laws. Chinatown in our 
cities is a plague spot, not a land of romance, to be seen by proxy 
through the eyes of entertaining magazine writers. 

Their language is separated from ours by thousands of years 
of structural ae Their social system is one which i 
suppresses individuality, and inclines the whole race toa conven- 
tional type. If vr have an emotional life akin to a European, 
it is screened behind a mask of passiveness. No part of their in- 
dustry is dedicated to the common weal. They are indifferent 
to our welfare, seeking only to secure our money, and dream of 
the day when they lleave us. Even their lifeless bodies spurn 
the embrace of our soil. Of no other race in this country can 
these statements or any — statements be made. 

In a letter to Mr. G. T. Seward, dated August 31, 1876, Mr. 

Fish, Secretary of State, said: 

The application of the settled principles of international law to the Chi- 
nese in United States, is to be modified by the fact that the Chinese de- 
cline to accept these Reinet les, leading an isolated life in the communities 
in which they are sett ways expecting to return to China and never, 
theref becoming do among us,and that they maintain the same 
system of isolation toward Americans in China, regarding them always as 
8 gers more or less outside the protection of law. 

In June, 1896, many merchants and manufacturers in the Philip- 
pines sent an anti-Chhinese report to the government of Spain in 
which they said: 

There is no room to doubt that the Chinese merchant corrodes and steril- 


izes the most valuable germs of the national wealth everywhere, being the 
cation of the ignorant man in the fable who killed the goose that laid 


e golden egg; * * * a race which corrupts and dries up every place 
through which it whose enumeration has always been a fraud to the 
Administration, for b ud only about 25 or 30 per cent of them are caleu- 


lated; a race which is Snoomively stubborn in persisting in maintaining their 
own peculiar customs and manner of life, which is stubborn in resisting 
Po nt goreang to good government, public hygiene, and the police, 
* * * which al er isa permanent menace to all the principles of the 
ae! vitality of the country. (Report of the Philippine Commission, p 


The Philippine Commission, in their report to the President, say: 


There was testimony before us to the point that the Chinese take out of 
the country everything they can; that they spend little in the country 
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| 
because they live on little; thattheyintermarry with the Filipino women, and 


oes not furnish citizens; that man 


that they produce a race which 
troubles on the islands are caused by Chinese and their descend- 
* 


of the great 
ants. * * 
Some years ago nearly all the artisans such as carpenters, stonemasons, 
builders, and bricklayers were natives; now they are nearly all Chinese; you 
can hardly find a native carpenter or bricklayer. 
The idea of the Chinese immigrating to a foreign country is simply to gain 
a livelihood. They only seek their own advantage, and do not consider that 


they should even indirectly advance the commerce and the industries of the 
have a great love for | 


country which is their second home. * * They 
their native land, where they hope to live when they obtain a fortune, that 
they may not be separated from the remainsof their ancestors. * * * All 
of the Chinese who have obtained importance in the Philippines have been 
Christians. Their baptism was their initiation into power. It can not be 
said, however, that they have really abandoned their own religion, but they 
tolerate Christianity in their families. 

Mr. R. Mayo Smith, in his work on Emigration and Immigra- 
tion, in speaking of this race, says: 

They come here with the single object of making money and then return- 
ing to China. They have no intention of ao 1 residents and 
no desire to adopt our customs and habits of life. most earnest defenders 
of the Chinese could not prove that during thirty years of contact our civili- 
zation had made any impress upon them. 

Our efforts to Christianize them has, with few exceptions, been an entire 
failure. They have shown no desire to become ——— with our political 
institutions or to take part in our political life. It may be contended that 
we refuse to admit them to political life and that the treatment they receive 
at our hands has not been such as to excite the admiration of civilization. 
But the very tenacity with which, notwithstanding all this persecution, the 
have clung to peculiarities of costume and living, causing them to be sing 
out for abuse, shows that they are singularly conservative in their ideas. 

The whole history of intercourse between China and the western powers 
has exemplified the fact that with their four thousand years of civilization 
behind them they are imbued with a thorough contempt for the mushroom 
growth of Europeanlife. * * * Thequestionof receiving them, therefore, 
assumes an entirely different aspect from that of receiving immigrants from 
Europe. The latter blend with the nativestock, and all become one people. 

Mr. Bayard, Secretary of State, in his letter to Mr. Cheng Tsao 
Ju, on February 18, 1886, says: 


Causes et of the peculiar characteristics and habits of the Chi- 
nese immigrants have induced them to te themselves from the rest 
of the residents and citizens of the United States and to refuse to mingle 
with the masses of population, as do the members of other nationalities. As 
® consequence, race prejudice has been more excited against them. 


It can not be said with any semblance of truth that those state- 
raents and conclusions are concessions to practical politics. They 
come from men who have made the Chinese subject a i 
study. Secretary Seward, the “ zealous”’’ defender of this race, 
admitted that it would be well to protect ourselves if there were 
danger of their coming here in great numbers. 

Do we desire immigrants of this character? Are these bland 
Orientals, stealing in and out, tireless as automata, seemingly im- 

ervious to impressions, the material for American citizenship? 
Mr. Chairman, a Chinese can no more become an American 
citizen, than an American, proud of his ancestors and proud of 
the institutions and traditions of his country, can become a citizen 
of China. Canit be wondered, then, that this race should actas an 
irritant upon the populations amidst which it intrudes, and be 
made the object of special legislation? 

Other considerations strengthen the position we have taken on 
this question. The presence of Chinese has given rise to serious 
disorder on many occasions. It is the part of justice, I admit, to 
punish the perpetrators of such wrongs, but it is the part of pru- 
dence to remove the inciting cause. Wearedealing with human 
nature as it is, and must take account of its weakness. These 
people are a large portion of the humanrace. They are estimated 
at 400,000,000 by some; 750,000,000 by others. 

Without sensible diminution of their numbers they could dis- 
place the entire population of America, and set in motion such a 
tide that no obstruction could be reared which would save us. 
Already, in spite of prohibition acts, through loopholes in the law 
and crevices in its execution, they have insinuated themselves 
among us. If less than 100,000 disturb industrial conditions, 
what would be the effect if the barriers were thrown down? It 
would be fatal to the interest of the wage-earner and would inten- 
sify the social problem, which is already acute. It is the duty of 
the wise legislators, acting upon this problem, to make laws for 
the future even more than for the present. 

The forces which favor the admission of the Chinese are easily 
defined. The most formidable advocates are the Six Companies, 
the Canadian and Pacific Railroad, and the steamship lines which 
carry these immigrants as passengers. All our Chinese immigra- 
tion is regulated at San Francisco and at Hongkong, a British 
island seized from China during the infamous opium war. We 
have the testimony of Sir John Pope Hennessey, five years gov- 
ernor-general at Hongkong, that the loudest protests in his time 
against Chinese exclusion came from the managers of steamship 
lines. Five lines, according to Mr. Scharf, late chinese inspector 
at the port of New York, connect Hongkong with our Pacific slope, 
two running to San Francisco and oneeach to Vancouver, Tacoma, 
and Seattle. The Canadian and Pacific Railroad transports hun- 
dreds of Chinese each year along our northern frontier, giving a 
bond to the Canadian government to carry them out of that 
yountry, which means into ours. 

The keenest opponents of this bill urge the reenactment of the 
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resent law. They donot seem to be aware that the validity of a 
| lores part of the laws and regulations governing Chinese exclu- 
| sion is assailed in cases now pending in the Supreme Court of the 
United States. The question involved goes to the vital part of the 
| existing law. An examination of the various Chinese-exclusion 
laws disclose the fact that section 8 of the acts of September, 1888, 
is the law upon which the Secretary of.the Treasury bases his 
right to make regulations governing the transit of Chinese la- 
borers across our territory to another country. The act was 
passed to secure governmental regulations, to prevent the abuse 
| of the transit right referred to in article 3 of the treaty between 
the United States and the Emperor of China then under considera- 
tion, and as the treaty was not ratified, it is claimed that section 
8 of the act did not take effect. 

Article ITI of said treaty was the same as Article III of the 
present treaty, which is as follows: 

{Article ITI of the treaty of December 8, 1894.] 

The provisions of this convention shall not affect the right at present en- 
joyed of Chinese subjects, being officials, teachers, students, merchants, or 
travelers for curiosity or pleasure, but not laborers, of coming to the United 
States and ding therein. To entitle such Chinese subj as are above 
described to admission into the United States, they may producea certificate 
from their Government or the Government where they last resided, viséed 
by the diplomatic or consular representative of the United States in the 
country or port whence they depart. 

It is also a that Chinese laborers shall continue to enjoy the privilege 
of transit across the territory of the United States in the course of their 
journey to or from other countries, subject to such regulations by the Gov- 
| ernment of the United States as may be necessary to prevent said privilegg 
| of transit from being abused. 

This contemplated the sage of a law by Congress, authoriz- 
ing the Secretary of the Treasury to make regulations necessary 
to prevent the privilege of transit, referred to in said article, from 
being abused. Congress has not passed ong lew giving this au- 
thority to the Secretary of the Treasury. gulations made by 
an official are not regulations made by the Government of the 
United States, as provided for in the treaty. The power to regu- 

| late transit does not include the power to prohibit it. It is there- 
fore claimed that a Chinese laborer coming to any of our ports of 
entry, with a passport and a ticket for his passage across our ter- 
ritory, can not be refused admission, though his purpose be to go 
just across our border and return to us within a few hours. 

It is said that if Congress extends the exclusion act beyond the 
expiration of our treaty with China it will seriously affect our 
commercial relations with that nation. Have no fear; this predic- 
tion is unfounded. This objection was urged at the time the 
Geary Act was before Serer. We were told the passage of 
the Geary Act would cause China to cease purchasing our goods. 
We have not suffered through our exclusion of these people, and 
China is more indebted to us now than she was at that time. 
The memorable circular note of Secretary Hay to the powers on 
July 8, 1900, as Mr. Dunnell, in his article on the settlement with 
China, in the Forum of February, 1902, well says was “* the chief 
cause that prevented a declaration of war against China, and it 
brought the other nations to quick agreement as to the steps to be 
taken.”’ 

This made possible the treaty between England and Japan; 
and recently, when Germany made a demand upon China for an 
additional indemnity of 10,000,000 taels, our Government again 

| came to the aid of China, and in a circular note to the powers sug- 
gested that the demands of all be cut down, so as to allow the 
latest claim of Germany to come within the 450,000,000 taels orig- 
inally agreed upon as the amount of indemnity to be paid by 
China. We have otherwise manifested our friendship for China 
on many occasions. 

The fear of retaliation by China should not affect us. If the 
passage of this bill cost us the entire trade with China, and it were 
all profit, we must not hesitate. It is by far better to have a com- 
mercial war, if it uust come in consequence of our exclusion law, 
than have a labor earthquake in the near future. 

The following table is taken from the Summary of Commerce 
and Finance for June, 1901, by O. P. Austin, Chief of the Bureau 
of Statistics, Treasury Department: 

Trade of the United States with China. 
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According to the above report, we have imported from China 


for ten years, beginning with 1890 and ending with 1900, almost 
$134,000,000 worth of merchandise more than we have sent to 
that country. Almost two-thirds of our imports have been free 
of duty. Four articles comprise the principal part of our im- 
ports. In 1900 our imports amoun to $26,896,926, $20,000,000 
of which'were silk, tea, opium, and goatskins, and about $14,000,000 
of the entire imports were free of duty. In theconsideration of 
this bill I do not deem any comments necessary on the above. 
[Applause. ] kf 

There is no evidence of bad faith on our part in the passage of 
this bill. The treaty of 1894 contemplates the continuation of an 
exclusion act and a change in the law from time to time. The 
treaty states that it is the desire of the Government of China 
to absolutely prohibit the emigration of laborers from China 
to the United States, and article 2 of the treaty recites that a 
Chinese laborer shall be furnished by the collector of the port 
from which he departs with such certificate as the laws of the 
United States may now or hereafter prescribe. Assuming that 
we pass a law to expire with the treaty, what guarantee have we 
that China will ratify a treaty to take effect on the death of the 
present one? 

We had enough revealed to us of Chinese policy and Western 
diplomacy in our attempt to secure the ratification of the treat 
submit to China by the United States in May, 1888, whic 
failed, and on the failure of which is based the attack on our 

resent law to which I have referred. President Cleveland, in 

is message accompanying the approval of the act of October, 
1888, which absolutely prohibited the coming of Chinese laborers 
to the United States, declared: 

That the Chinese Government in delaying the ratification of the treaty 
had violated its , and that its demands for further consideration 
meant an indefinite postponement of the objects we had in view. 

The recent Russia-Chinese bank negotiations demonstrate Chi- 
nese duplicity. They were only devised to deceive the powers. 
The agreement granting Russia exclusive mining and other con- 
cessions in Manchuria were given with imperial consent and 
ratified long ago by Li Hung Chang. 

Sir Frederick Bruce, one of the ablest ministers England ever 
had at Pekin, wrote to his Government in 1862, declaring that— 

In a country like Coes, hese the principles of administration differ en- 
tirely from those practiced by us, the conclusion of a treaty is the commence- 
ment, not the termination of difficulties. 

The passage of an exclusion law to expire with the treaty would 
mean much trouble. The Chinese Government would undoubt- 
edly refuse to enter into a new treaty until first assured of a sat- 
isfactory exclusion law. But one of two courses would then be 
open to us—either Sop to its — or ae rw — 
ourselves regardless o protests of China, an re to 
strained relations, and if perchance a treaty were secured by com- 
promise and a law pee subsequently, it might be open to China 
to claim that we disregarded the terms upon which the treaty 
was secured and be open tothe charge of obtaining a treaty under 
false pretenses, which would place us in a very unenviable posi- 


tion before other nations. 
; made against th Be ek Ge ee cet deo oes 
e i e Uni in passage act 

of 1 that the United States violated the treaty obligations? 

Mr. NAPHEN. Yes, it was contrary to the terms of the treaty 
of 1880. China had violated its pledges before the passage of the 
act of October, 1888. We assumed that China would ratify the 
treaty then under consideration. She wasplayingfalse. The first 
wapet Eepead Aber watten a hae dns 
way 0 : ter wai a long ti 
patient. An answer was forced from China. to 
Fron dh gue then we pissed the act. We felt that she had 
deceived us. 

Mr. PALMER. Did not that violate the treaty regulations we 
had with China, including the treaty of 1880, which gave the 

i the unrestricted right to come to this country and the 
a of the most favored nation? 

tr. NAPHEN. The most-favored-nation clause is in all the 
treaties of China with other nations. It creates no peculiar 
rights. If you deem the passage of the act of October, 1888, a 
violation under the circumstances—there was a violation. 

Mr. PALMER. Did not the Supreme Court decide, under the 
act of 1888, that the treaty had been violated and that the United 


States had a t to violate it? 

Mr. N. . Yes; we had a right to ignore it. 

Mr. PALMER. Then what is the use of finding fault with 
Ci pian oe Aik ee sane Shine 

Mr. NAPHEN. I find fault her at the 


refused to ratify the treaty We wer in good 
ra e , © were 

time, and a ratification of 
the United States isin a 
violating treaties, 


Iamin favor 
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of this bill, but I do not think we are in a better position in that 
regard than China. 

Much reference is made to the treaties with China, Itis claimed 
that they are of great benefit to us. 

Mr. Fish, Secretary of State, in his letter to Mr. Bancroft, dated 
August 31, 1869, said: 

The ty nm ted by Mr. Burlingameand hiscolleagues * * * came 
voluntarily trom Chins end placed that ywer in sheory on the same diplo- 
matic footing with the nations of the Western World. It recognizes the 
Imperial Government as the power to withhold or grant further commercial 


es. it confers the international jurisdiction conferred 
y former treaties upon European and American functionaries over tho 
es es and persons of their countrymen, it recognizes at the same timo 

he territorial integrity of China and prevents such a jurisdiction from being 


stretched beyond its original purpose. 

Mr. Bayard, Secretary of State, placed a true estimate on them. 
In his letter to Mr. Cheng Tsao, February 18, 1886, he said: 

To sum up, as the treaties stand, American citizens not of diplomatic or 
consular office may to China for trade, for curiosity, or as teachers, 
and then re 4 to certain carefully limited localities, having due regard to the 
feelings of the people in the location thereof. If the citizens or subjects of 
any other power should be granted other or greater privileges, then the citi- 
zens of the United States will have equal treatment. 

Secretary Bayard placed a correct estimate on the then existing 
treaties. 

No extra rights were granted to us by China under the treaty 
of 1894. Under Article V of that treaty China was given a right 
to enforce regulations for the registration of skilled and unskilled 
laborers who are citizens of the United States residing in China, 
and the United States was obliged to furnish the Government of 
China annual reports showing the full name, age, occupation, and 
residence of all other citizens of the United States, including mis- 
sionaries residing within and without the treaty ports of China. 

Article V reads as follows: 

ARTICLE V. 

The Government of the United States, having by an act of the Congress 
approved May 5, 1892, as amended by an act approved November 3, 1893, 
rogues all Chinese laborers lawfully within the limits of the United States 
before the passage of the first-named act to be registered as in said acts pro- 
vided, with a view of affording them better protection, the Chinese Govern- 
raent will not object to the enforcement of such acts, and reciprocally the 
Government of the United States recognizes the right of the Government of 
China to enact and enforce similar laws or lations for the registration, 
free of charge, of all laborers, skilled or unskilled (not merchants as defined 


| by said acts of Congress), citizens of the United States in China, whether re- 





siding within or without the treaty ports. 

And the Government of the United States agrees that within twelve months 
from the date of the exchange of the ratifications of this convention, and an- 
nually thereafter, ic will furnish to Government of China registers or 
reports showing the full name, occupation, and number or place of resi- 
dence of all other citzens of the United States, including missionaries, resid- 
ing b> th within and without the treaty ports of China, not including. how- 
ever, diplomatic and other officers of the United States residing or travelin 
in China upon official business, together with their body and heusehalt 
servants. 

Mr. PALMER. Since 1844, when the first treaty was negoti- 
ated with China, it has been altered four times, and every time 
at the request of the United States, and every time China has re- 
luctantly granted consent. In 1888 China refused consent to 
ratify that treaty. 

Mr. NAPHEN. China did not send answer of refusal. The 
answer was that the treaty needed further consideration. 

Mr. PALMER. The point I want to make is this: That in the 
beginning of our treaty relations every time the treaty has been 
altered it has been at the request of the United States and the 
reluctant consent has been wrung from China. Under the treaty 
of 1880 we granted free and unlimited immigration to Chinese 
subjects, and ae to respect the Chinese and not interfere with 
her internal irs. 

Mr.NAPHEN. We had no right to absolutely prohibit, but if 
the coming to the United States or residence of Chinese laborers 
here affected, or threatened to affect, the interests of our coun- 
try or endanger the good order of any locality, we had a right 
to limit or suspend such coming or residence in a reasonable 
manner. 

Mr. PALMER. And every time the treaty has been changed 
it has been changed at the request of the United States against 
the wish of China. Is not that true? 

Mr. NAPHEN. Wewere justified. Self-protection demanded 
it each time. And self-protection calls for the passage of the bill 
now before us. 

Mr. PALMER. I agree with the gentleman as to that. 

Mr. NAPHEN. I desire to call the attention of those who op- 
pose this bill on the ground that they anticipate much from our 
trade with China to a communication of Consul-General Jerni- 

, from Shanghai, to the State Department on the question of 
isintio competition in the great manufacturing industries of the 
world. He us that— 


but a new civilization is ligh up China and competition in Chinese mar- 
kets for our manufactures will one of the consequences. I have not failed 











' Act. it is evident from 1803, the date of Mr. 


3698 


to consider that civilization will increase the wants of the Chinese, but their 
progress may enable them to supply their wants. It is, therefore, Chinese 
competition in Chinese markets that is first to be feared, and not so much 
in our home markets. The success which has attended cotton mills at 
Shanghai within a few years past bas stimulated t 
for similar enterprises elsewhere in China, * * 
The American laborer is very properly protected against competition 


with Chinese labor on American soil, and such protection in no sense dis- | 


credits the industry of the former, but when the products of Chinese labor 
will seriously compete in American markets with the products of American 
labor is more the question of the hour. 
belief that competition is not to be so much apprehended in our home mar- 
kets as it is in the markets of China for home products, and the facts would 
seem to justify the belief. * * * 

The quality of cotton goods at present imported from Great Britain and 
the United States can be manufactured in China from the products of her 
soil, and it is unanswerable to expect the importation from — countries 
to continue in such large quae and when the products can produced 
in necessary quantity on the soilof China at a far cheaper price it is no longer 
a question that cotton made and manufactured in China will supply the de- 
mand of the Chinese for cotton 

It will, and it therefore follows that the competition will first begin in 
the markets of China. * * * The prices paid a Chinese laborer are star- 
vation prices to the American laborer, but the price of Chinese food is in 
eer to the price of Chinese labor, and the money is received and the 

ood eaten with contentment. * * * 

It is certain that there can be produced in China a much ae grade of 
cotton to that now produced, and with improved machiner inese cotton 
mills will be able to supply the demand for a finer quality of cotton goods, as 
they are now supplying the demand for the more inferior quality. 


In another report he informs us that ‘‘ the poorest families will 
live on 50 cash apiece per diem, which at the present rate of ex- 
change is about 3 cents.”’ 

In this report of the commerce of China we are informed ‘‘ that 
the cotton industry and cotton demand in China are an especially 
important subject in considering that country from the stand- 
point of American commerce. 
largest item of our exports to China.’ 

Much as I am in favor of an exclusion act, I desire to place on 


; 


record my opposition to section 2 in its present form, which pro- | ¢ 


vides that the prohibition of Chinese immigration shall apply to 
those born in our ins possessions since their acquisition, and 
those who may be born there hereafter. 


We have no right to prevent the free transit of any person born | gooti, 
have a permanent resi-| yy 


in the insular possessions whose parents 
dence and domicile therein, be they Mestizos or Chinese. It 
should seem unnecessary for me to argue that our insular posses- 
sions are not foreign territory. 


Mr. Chief Justice Marshall and Mr. Justice Story define a for- | 
eign territory to be one exclusively without the authority of the | 
United States (see the cases of the boat Eliza, 2 Gall., 4; Faber | 


v. United States, 1 Story, 1; the ship Adventure, 1 Brook, 235-241) , 
and this decision is sustained by a long line of decisions and by 
numerous authorities on constitutional law. 


In the recent case of De Lima v. Bidwell (182 United States, 1), | 


Mr. Justice Brown, who delivered the opinion of the court, 
says: 


From a résumé of the decisions of this court, the instructions of the Execu- | 


tive Departments, and the above acts of Donsrrems, acovten 2of the Foraker 
allatin’s letter, to the present 
time there is no shred of authority, except the dictum in Fleming v. Pi 
(practically overruled in Cross v. Hansen), that a district ceded to and in t 
possession of the United States remains for any purpose a foreign country. 


e 


he formation of companies | 
x 


In this report I have indicated the | 
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Mr. NAPHEN. The rights I refer to are given to them by the 
Constitution. In the case of De Lima v. Bidwell (182 U. 8., 1) 
the court.said: 

Whatever may be finally decided by the Americans as to the status of the 
islands and their inhabitants, it does not follow in the meantime, awaitin 
that decision, that ple are in the matter of personal rights unprotected 
by the provisions of our Constitution and subject to merely arbitrary con- 
trol of Congress. 


Mr. BARTLETT. I want to keep them out, but I want to 


| know how to do it. 


Mr. NAPHEN. Permit me to call your attention to the latter 
part of Article IX of the Treaty of Paris, and perhaps you will 
see the distinction. 

Mr. KLEBERG. Well, they could still come here under the 
Constitution if they are citizens of the United States. 

Mr. NAPHEN. Under the latter part of article 9 the civil 
rights and political status of the native inhabitants of the terri- 
tories hereby ceded to the United States shall be determined by 
Congress. A man has three rights. He has his natural right, he 
has his civil right, and he has his political right. This exclusion 
is contained within his natural rights, and I have not touched the 





civil or political rights yet, even should it be said under this sec- 
tion that we had a right to define what the civil rights and polit- 
ical status of the native inhabitants were. I say they can not 
apply to those that were born there since or who may be born 
there hereafter. That contemplated those who were then native 
residents of the insular ssions. 

Mr. BARTLETT. May Lask the gentleman if hé does not con- 
sider it a natural, inalienable right of every American citizen to 
go where he pleases and to have equal protection of law and Con- 





Cotton and cotton goods form the | 


stitution of the United State’. 
Mr. NAPHEN. Certainly, sir; and I am coming to that, and 
that is just the reason I am not in favor of section 2 in its present 


orm. 
Mr. BARTLETT. Then I think you and I agree. 
Mr. KLEBERG. That is all right. 
Mr. NAPHEN. I do not agree with my colleague on part of 


on 2. 

ARTLETT. I misunderstood your position. Of course 
_ the gentleman has read the decision of Justice Brown in the cele- 
| brated Downes and Bidwell case, which discusses somewhat the 
| same propositions. 
Mr. NAPHEN. It is discussed in all of the cases. 

Mr. BARTLETT. In which he says, enumerating the natural 
| right of people in these islands: 


That the inhabitants of these territories are subject to an unrestrained 
| pomee on the part of Congress to deal with them upon the theory that they 
1ave no rights which Congress is bound to respect. 


Mr. NAPHEN. That is what I say. It is claimed b 
| that Congress brought the Constitution there. It went 


its own force. 
ions are a part of the domain of the United States 


some 
ere of 


These 
' and our dominion extends over them. Our Constitution has been 
_ stretched under the implied-powers doctrine. Instead of a power 

confining and restricting the power of the Government, it has 
| come to be regarded as a document in which the Government can 


Mr. CLARK. Will my colleague on the committee answer one | find a warrant for the exercise of any power, but the most stren- 


question? 


Mr. NAPHEN. Certainly. 


| uous advocates of this doctrine will not claim that a person born 


| in our insular possessions since our acquisition of same, he being 


Mr. CLARK. If the Philippine Islands are a part of the | subject to our jurisdiction, can be denied his personal rights ex- 


United States, does it not necessarily follow that Congress has no 
power to restrict the free locomotion of citizens of the Philippine 
Islands, just as it has no right or power to restrict the free loco- 
motion of any other citizens of the United States? 

Mr. NAPHEN. MayI ask my colleague a question? 
speaks of ‘‘ citizens,’’ does he mean those born there since or 
those who were subjects of Spain at the time of the acquisition? 
There is an important distinction to be drawn. 

Mr. CLARK. I mean those who were subjects of Spain at the 


time of the acquisition and those who have been born in those | 


islands since—the whole gang of them. [Laughter. ] 


Mr. NAPHEN. Those who were citizens of Spain at the time | 


of the acquisition and did not preserve their allegiance to Spain 
must be 
Those w 


zens of the United States. Does that answer the gentleman’s 
question? 

Mr. CLARK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BARTLETT. If the proposition of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts be true, that they became citizens of the United 
States, then how do we get any authority from the Constitution 
of the United States to prohibit those ans who by the terms 
of the cession became citizens of the Uni 
to this coun‘try—in other words, from going from one part of the 
United States to another? 


When he | 


— in their natural rights under the Constitution. | 
o were born there since we acquired the possessions, | 
whose parents have a permanent residence therein, are citi- | 


States from coming | 


| — he forfeit them for a crime. 
! hose rights are life, liberty, and property 


His right of liberty 
| permits him to 


go to any part of our Republic and work there. 
This can not be denied him, and it rests on the same principle as 
his right to free _— and his right to worshi according 
to the dictates of his conscience. If we claim the right to arbi- 
| trarily deprive him of one of those, then we can deprive him of 
(all. Judge Dey. who was one of the commissioners, and 
| who knows well the spirit as well as the letter of the treaty, in an 
| address before the Michigan Bar Association, since the signing of 
| the treaty, said: 

Whatever the power of the American Gove ent under the Constitu- 
tion, the American people through their Executive and Representatives in 
Congress may be trusted to see that there goes with American sovereignty 
the underlying principles of freedom and liberty for which our fathers 
fought and for which they set up a government of and by and for the peo- 
ple. A party which should ignore or forget these principles would be rele- 
gated by the people from power to obscurity. 

It may be urged that under the treaty Congress has a right to 
determine the civil rights and political status of the native inhab- 
itants of the territory ceded. That referred to the native inhab- 
itants then there, and not to those who have been born there since 
_or may be born there hereafter. The Constitution takes care of 
| their status. 

_ Usually when territory comes by cession or annexation to 4 
| COE aes the treaty determine the status of the peo- 
ple under their new master. t when we apply this proposition 
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to the United States the terms of the treaty must not run con- 
trary to the Constitution, the fountain head of our Government. 
Mr. Justice Cooley, in his work on Constitutional Law, says: 


er yields to treaty or enactment. It neither c 
wilt eon one i ta to the force of circumstances. — 

Therefore, we hold our insular ons under authority from 
the Constitution and must be governed according to its terms. 
You can not violate or set aside a single sentence or clause under 
any cire ces. If we admit that Congress can do this, then 
the whole instrument falls to the d and there would be no 
Constitution and no Congress. e Constitution creates Con- 
gress, and to say that Congress is greater than its creator and can 
act outside and beyond the power which the Constitution gave it 
is a proposition repugnant to law and to common sense. Mr. 
Justice ley says: 

wever, tha ties for personal which 
ee the Goncipation eats innate as itenftations of A power 
over any and all persons who might be within its jurisdiction anywhere, and 
that citizens of the Territories, as well as citizens of the States, may claim 
the benefit of their protection. 

The oe Sa which governs us ae eee of conan, 

overn the people in the possessions. Every prohibition 
eich binds Congress here binds it there. Liberty can not mean 
one thing here and something else there. As I have shown, these 
possessions are as much a part of the domain of the United States 
as the Territory of Alaska. Congress may extend political privi- 
leges according as in its judgment the people shal be found to 
be capable of exercising them, but at the Constitution 
is there, every clause of it. By virtue of the first clause of the 
fourteenth amendment of the Constitution, a child born in the 
United States of the parents of Chinese descent, who have a per- 
manent domicile and residence in the United States, becomes at 
the time of his birth a citizen of the United States. 

In the case of Cross v. Harrison (16 Howard, 201) it is said 
California by ratification became a part of the United States, and 
if a part of the United States, then Congress did not need an 
enactment to bring it there, for in the very preamble it is declared 
to be a Constitution for the United States of America. If Con- 
gress could extend the Constitution to-day, it could take it away 
to-morrow, for the power to repeal is incident to the power to 
enact. In holding and governing our insular possessions no clause 
of the Constitution which has thrown its protecting mantle over 
them can be violated, ignored, or set aside, no matter what the 
emergency or what the motive which prompted the act. Thesame 
right which it guarantees us is theirs also. We can not by legis- 
lative action discriminate against persons born in our i yom 
sessions, after the ratification of the treaty, so as to exclude them 
from their natural, civil, or political rights. [Loud applause}. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania (Mr. PsLMER). 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, the 
Shall the policy of excluding Chinese la 
States be continued and made perpetual? 

How and why this policy originated may be learned from a 
brief review of the relations of the United States and China. 

Our first treaty with China was negotiated in 1844. 

In 1857 Great Britain and France invited the United States to 
join in an armed demonstration against China in order to com- 

1 that nation to grant additional commercial privileges. Fol- 
Cohen the long-established policy of avoiding all entanglements 
with foreign countries, which Washington recommended, the invi- 
tation was declined. 

In 1858, by friendly negotiations, the United States secured 
from China all the advantages that Great Britain and France ob- 
tained by an armed occupation of Pekin. 

In 1 additional articles were agreed m, securing greater 
privileges to citizens of the United States in China, recognizin, 
the autonomy of the Empire, disavowing any intention of inter- 
fering in its internal affairs, a the cooly contract sys- 
tem, guaran the free and unlimited immigration of Chinese 
subjects into the United States, and extending to them the treat- 
ment accorded to the most-favored nations. 

es to find work, accorded by the construction of 
the c railroads, brought some hundreds of thousands of Chi- 
nese laborers to this country. They were brought under contracts 
made by Chinese companies, which included a provision for their 
return ina given number of , if living, and a removal of 
their remains to China for , if dead. 

Difficulties arose between native and Chinese laborers, riots oc- 
curred in which many of the Chinese immigrants were killed, and 
the Government felt obliged to pay China large sums of money as 


damages, 
In 1880 a commission was dispatched to China for the purpose 


uestion for decision is, 
rers from the United 


of negotiating a modification of the treaty of 1868 with respect to 
the immigration of Chinese la 
cessful, China reluctantly consenting. 


, Which was suc- 


wR 


In 1888 another effort was made to obtain further concessions. 
which was unsuccessful, when Congress passed an act which 
violated the treaty of 1880. Nevertheless the Supreme Court 
held the act to be within the power of the Government. 

In 1894, for the fourth time, the Chinese consented to negotiate 
a new treaty of immigration, which took the place of the treaty 
of 1880, modified the act of 1888, and diewed Chinese laborers 
lawfully in the United States to visit China and return, under 
certain restrictions. That treaty, which was limited by its terms 
to ten — with the act of 1892, which expires by limitation in 
May of this year (which regulates the coming and going of resi- 
dent Chinese), are the laws now in force upon the subject of Chi- 
nese immigration. 

The policy of the Government from 1868 to 1894 has been mod- 
ified from free immigration in 1868 to prohibition in 1894. From 
1868 to 1880 there was free immigration; from 1880 to 1888, re- 
striction; from 1888 to 1892, exclusion, and from 1892 to this time, 
prohibition. 

The question is, “‘Shall this policy be definitely and finally 
— and laws passed declaring it free from any time limit?”’ 

The reasons urged for the exclusion of the Chinese are that they 
are an undesirable class, not assimilative into the body of our 
people; that they can work and live under the most unfavorable 
conditions; subsist on an astonishingly small allowance of food; 
that they are not burdened with families to support, and are there- 
fore able to underbid others who have wives and children; that 
they are immoral in character and fatalists in religion; that 
their only ‘s to earn as speedily as possible a sum of money 
with w to recurn to China; that they have no interest in 
building up society, supporting schools or churches, or in the suc- 
cess of free institutions; that no free-born and self-respecting 
laboring man can maintain himself and his family in competition 
with Chinese laborers. They are “‘ aliens from the commonwealth 
of Israel and strangers from the covenants of promise.”’ 

The political economist urges that the laborer who can produce 
value to the extent of $2 per diem and who can subsist on 20 
cents is not as valuable to the community as one who consumes 
a dollar in living, especially if the first takes his earnings out of 
the country to be expended elsewhere. 

The statesman contends that the perpetuity of the Republic de- 
pends upon the virtue and intelligence of the people, and that 
whatever impairs virtue or decreases intelligence must be forbid- 
den; that the standard of American citizenship is high because 
the citizen is able not only to obtain the necessaries but some of 
the comforts of life, and occasionally get within hailing distance 
of the luxuries. He is able to buy books and educate his children 
and support the church of his choice. 

The mechanic who has a commodious six-room house, with 
modern improvements, and who can earn an average of $2.50 a day 
the year round, lives better and more cleanly and has more of the 
comforts of life than did the English nobility in the days of Eliza- 
beth. This condition results from his ability to buy and his dis- 
position to consume. Whatever diminishes his ability to buy will 
decrease his opportunity toconsume. The competition of Chinese 
labor will inevitably tend to lower the wages of labor, and there- 
fore degrade the standard of citizenship. 

The moralist points with horror and dread to the unblushing 
vice of the Chinese quarters in all cities where considerable num- 
bers are congregated; to their contaminating influences on the 
youth of other races; to their utter disregard of all laws of health, 
cleanliness, or morality, and fears, not without reason, that all 
possible benefits to be derived from Chinese labor would be far 
overbalanced by the importation and dissemination among our 
youth of vice and di ‘ 

The strength and glory of the Republic is in her matchless 
army of laboring men. Her true and only aristocracy is to be 
found among those who work with brain or hand. Merchant, 
miner, mechanic, unskilled laborer, lawyer, doctor, preacher, 
teacher—it matters nothing—all who honestly and earnestly toil 
belong in the ranks ennobled by labor. The idle rich, who toil 
not, are only camp followers of the grand army of laborers. 

Says Thomas Carlyle: ‘‘ Labor is discovered to be the grand 
conqueror, erecting and building up nations more surely than 
the proudest battle.”’ 

Little by little, but more and more, the rights of labor are con- 
ceded. Little by little. but more and more, the share of the 
laborer in the fruits of his toil is increased. In fifty years the 
average of wages of the laborer in this country has increased 40 
or while the hours of daily toil have steadily decreased. 

laboring people are better clothed. housed, and fed than any 
other on the earth. 
wealth of the country has increased by leaps and bounds. Per- 
haps the share of labor in the great enterprises in which capital 
and labor are jointly engaged is not yet fairlyrendered. Neither 
can eee without the other; therefore the division of profits 
should be fair and just. 








Capital has not lost by labor’s gain. The - 
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Whatever tends to cheapen, degrade, or debase labor should be 
forbidden in the interest of capital, labor, and the state. 

Across the sea, but within a few days journey, lies a land in 
which 400,000,000 human beings, nearly a third of the population 
of the globe, struggle for the bare necessities of life. Forty cen- 
turies of toil, privation, and starvation have bred a race with a 
power to work with little food or rest, with a perseverance that 
no Caucasian men can equal; a race without morals or sensibility; 
calm, secretive, persistent, and servile; with quickened intellectual 
power enabling them to copy, imitate, and become proficient in 
any work; subsisting on a few handfuls of rice, taking no account 
of heat, cold, times, or seasons; having no recreations that are not 
vicious; stoics in practice and fatalists in belief. Of them mil- 
lions die of starvation annually; being unable by the severest toil 
to earn even the few mouthfuls of food upon which they could 
subsist. 

Shall the United States open her ports and let them in? Shall 
the workers of this land be put into hopeless competition with the 
swarming millions of China? 

Shall the standards of citizenship be lowered, the wages of labor 
decreased, the opportunity for educating children diminished, 
our army of workers reduced to the necessity of adapting them- 
selves to the starved condition of a servile oriental race, and the 
body politic be infected with the leprosy of Eastern vice? 

To those who fly from the persecution of tyrants, if they are 
industrious, law-abiding, and God-fearing, and if they seek homes 
and citizenship in this fair land of opportunity and freedom; if 
they come to cast in their lot with us, renouncing all allegiance 
to foreign princes and potentates, to help in building up the great 
Republic, the gates should not be closed. For the anarchist, who 
would destroy all government; the pauper, who would become a 
burden to the industrious; for the criminal, fleeing from punish- 
ment for crimes committed, and for the Chinese, whose coming 
in large numbers would tend to lower the standard of citizenship, 
lessen intelligence and impair virtue, and therefore weaken the 
support upon which the perpetuity of the Republic depends, we 
have no room. 

O Liberty, white goddess! Is it well 

To leave the gate On thy breast 

Fold sorrow’s children, soothe the hurts of fate, 

Lift the downtrodden; but with hand of steel 

Stay those who to thy sacred portals 
gifts of freedom. Have a care 

brow the clustered stars be torn 
And trampled in the dust. For so of old 
The thronging Goth and Vandal trampled Rome, 


And where the temples of the Ceesars stood 
The lean wolf unmo made her lair. 


[Loud applause. } 
Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 


extend my remarks somewhat by inserting certain matters that I 
just referred to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do now 
rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. DALZELL, the Speaker 
pro tempore, having resumed the chair, Mr. Moopy of Massachu- 
setts, Chairman of the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, reported that that committee had had under con- 
sideration the bill H. R. 13031 (the Chinese-exclusion bill), and 
had come to no resolution thereon. 

CUSTODIANS OF DOCUMENTS. 


Mr. BULL. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Committee 
on Accounts to report the following privileged report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That there shall be appointed by the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives two persons whose a it shall be, under the direction and 
supervision of the Superintendent of the Capitol Buil and Grounds, to 
properly arrange temporarily be the custodians of the documents for- 
merly stored in the gallery of Statuary Halland now in the old library space, 
said persons to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House at the rate of 
$100 per month. 

The following amendment recommended by the committee was 
read: 

At the end of the resolution insert the word “each.” 


The SPEAKER protempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


come 


The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the chairman of the Committee on Enrolled Bills be, and he 


is hereby, authorized to appoint an additional clerk to said committee, who 


shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the House at the rate of $6 per 
day during the remainder of the present session. 


Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that this is the 
usual resolution passed usually a month before this time by the 
Committee on Enrolled Bills. It is the same thing that has been 
done not only in this Congress, but in every preceding Congress of 
which Ihave been a member, and those before. Itis nothing new; 
itis the usual thing, except that it comes a month later than before. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

CHARLES E. GLYNN. 


Mr. BULL. Mr. Speaker, I also submit the following resolu- 
tion from the Committee on Accounts. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, ‘That there be paid out of the contingent fund of the House to 
Charles E. Glynn, for services for ten days as secretary to Albert D. Shaw, 
late member of Congress from the Twenty-fourth t, New York, the 
=m -* =. said service being rendered from February 1 to February 10, 
, inclusive. 


Mr. BULL. There is a substitute for that. 
The Clerk read the substitute, as follows: 


Resolwed, That the Clerk of the House be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to pay out of the contingent fund of the House, miscellaneous items, 
1901, to Charles = the sum of $35.70, being the amount due said Glynn 
for services ren as clerk to the Hon. Albert D. Shaw, Representative- 
elect to the Fifty-seventh canerene, who died while a member of the Fifty- 
sixth © said services having been performed from February 1 
February 10, 1901, inclusive. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the substitute in lieu of the original resolution. 

The substitute was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLatr, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment the 
the following resolution: 

House concurrent resolution 46. 

Resolved by the House of Representatives a Senate concurring), That 
there be appointed a committee by the President pro tempore of the Senate 
and the Speaker of the House to attend the ceremonies incident to transfer 
of the remains of Gen, William 8. Rosecrans from California to the cemetery 
at Arlington, Va., said committee to be a joint committee of the two Houses. 
ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED 

STATES. > 


Mr. WACHTER from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had presented this day to the President of the 
United States for his approval bills of the following titles: 

H. = 1503. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Farrell; 

H. R. 1278. An act granting an increase of pension to La Myra 
V. Kendig; 

H. R. 6016. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
J. Overman; 

H. R. 6918. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Bliss; 

H. R. 2287. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
McDaniel; 

H. R. 2545. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac H. 
Crim; 

H. R. 64388. An act granting an increase of pension to Matthew 


C. Medbury; 

a 9848. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Cowgill; 

H. R. 5327. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Mackey; : 

H. R. 1275. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
W. Thomas; 

a R. 7250. An act granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
Hendry; 

H. R. 6687. An act granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo 
Blackman; 

H. R. 3275. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
G. Johnson; 

H. R. 1190. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 8. 
Whittier; 
— R. 1938. An act granting an increase of pension to Helen V. 

orer; 


H. R. 725. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph P. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now is on agreeing | 
to the resolution as amended. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON ENROLLED BILLS. 
Mr. BULL. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Committee 
on Accounts to >eport the following resolution. 


Arbaugh; 
| H. R. 809. An act granting an increase of pension to James P 


Burchfield: 
| wa = 1714, An act granting an increase of pension to Levi H. 
inslow; “ 
H. R. 10141. An act granting an increase of pension to Williau 
R. Armstrong; 








SS 0. An act granting an increase of pension to James A, 
Bram 
H. R. 10692. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
a An act granting an increase of pension to Robert M. 


H. BR. An act granting om increase of pension to Chasis 
Misner; 

H. R. 9791. An act granting an increase of pension to John Reep; 

H. R. 9621. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 


. Transue; 
R. 7811. An act granting a pension to Mary King; 
R. 5712. An act granting an increase of pension to Alice 


man; 
R. 5761. An act granting a pension to Thomas F. Walter; 
R. 8651. An act granting a pension to Helmbold; 
R. 10415. An act granting a pension to Sarah M. aes 

R. 8471. An act granting a to Eliza A. Wri 

R. 610. An act to correct the military record of hn F. 
Antlitz; 


H. BR. 12095. An act to amend section 4883 of the Revised Stat- 
utes relating to the signing of letters patent for inventions; 
H. R. 6196. An act eee a lot in Woodland Cemetery 


i. 
H. 
H. 
H. 
H. 
H. 
H. 


to city of Fe, pa 
H.R. 1 iad for issuance of patent to the 
town site "of Bs Basin ¢ City, yo., tothe municipal authorities thereof 


for the use and benefit of said town, and for other purposes. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled pa ~ 
ported that they had examined and found 7 oma soamme 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed same: 
2 ae of pension to William | 
owe; 
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 


follows: 
A letter from the een teed of the Interior, transmitting, with 
Commissioner of 


Indian Affairs and ac- 


the Red Lake and Pembina bands of Chippewa 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 


ordered to be printed. 

ee of the Interior, transmitting a draft 
of a bill relating e of timber on ‘the Jicarilla Apache 
Indian euioe-ss tes on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


A letterfrom the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 


of a communication from the Secretary of State submitting a 
recommenda 


tion for increase of salary of the United States con- 


sul at Odessa, Russia—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 

| reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
| the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 

| ae referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13025) to make 

ped er toga of an act of Congress approved February 28, 1891 

796) , applicable to the Stateof Utah, reported the same 

| eee amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1415); which said 

| bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 





on the state of the Union. 


Mr. BABCOCK, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 


H. R. 2770. An act granting an increase of pension to Otillia M. bia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12865) to 


Smoot. 
SENATE BILIS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their appro- 
priate committees, as indicated below: 

S. 3984. An act granting land for a miners’ home—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

8. 3091. An act granting an increase of to Matilda R. 
Schoomaker—to the Committee on Invalid ions. 

S. 4506. An act granting an increase of pension to Ann E. Col- 
lier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

5. 4749. An act granting an increase of pension to Eunice A. 
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1225. An act granting an increase of pension to Clara W. 
McNair—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


CHARLES T. PARKER. 


Mr. BULL. Mr. Speaker, I also submit the following resolu- 
tion from the Committee on Accounts: 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives is hereby maton. 
ized to pay to the widow of the late Charles T. Parker, late clerk 
the House of tatives, a sum six months’ a eeeek 
expenses not ing $230, the same 6 
The resolution was agreed to. 


ABBIE GEORGE. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the following 
resolution: 
Resolved by the Senate (the House oor een concurring), ‘That the 
return to 


President be req the bill (S. 1872) granting an 
increase of nbn my ms to Abbie George. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

There was no objection. 


The resolution was concurred in. 
ROBERT S. WOODBURY. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the 
following resolution: 


we ney Tmt me Pig dnmany dy 4 That the 
Pecsinans be pee ery o tne Renate te bil (3-30) Te) chanting en 
to Robert SW. 


The { SPEAKER pro ae Is hee objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Moopy of North Carolina, for one day, on account of 
im t business. 

‘o Mr. BLacksurn, for six days, on account of important 

business. 

And then, on motion of Mr. Hirt (at 5 o’clock and 15 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned, 








an increase of pension to John Blackler, reported 


provide for the removal of overhead telegraph and telephone 


wires in the city of Washington, for the construction of conduits 
in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, reported the 
same with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1420); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar, 
Mr. RAY of New York, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to which was referred the billof the Senate (S. 3653) for the pro- 
tection of the President of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses, rted the same with amendments, accompanied by a 
report (No. 1422); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 


severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 


referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 
Mr. RUMPLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11623) granting 


the same with 
amendment, by a report (No. 1338); which said bill 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CROWLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12932) granting 
a pension to Elizabeth D. Harding, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1339); which said bill 
and were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
—s to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3995) grant- 

a pension to Susan E. Clark, reported the same without 
canendinans, accompanied by a report (No. 1340); which said bill 
and were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RG, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9156) granting an 
increase of pension to Uriah Garber, reported the same with 
ied by a report (No. 1341); which said bill 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RUMPLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11436) granting 
an increase of pension to James H. McKnight, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1342); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was aes the bill ee the Senate (S. 3378) granting a pension 


to Sarah An: rted the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by Someeat Os 0,1343); which said bill and report were 

referred to Private oleedans 
ome also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
ill of the House (H. R. 11695) granting an increase of pensica to 


Guam W. Hatton, reported the same with amendments, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1344); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 
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Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2129) granting an 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11545) granting | increase of 
rted the same | with amen 


an increase of pension to Caroline R. Boyd, re 


nsion to Warren W. H. Lawrence, reported the same 
ents, accompanied by a report (No. 1362); which 


with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1345); which | said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. DARRAGH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


: 


Mr. RUMPLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2329) granting an 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8026) granting an : increase of pension to Peter Bittman, reported the same without 


increase of pension to Joseph D. McClure, reported the same with | amendment, accom 


nied by a report (No. 1363); which said bill 


amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1346); which said bill | and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


; 
; 


Mr. CROWLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 
| an increase of pension to William H. Van Riper, reported the 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7878) granting an 
increase of pension to William J. Remington, reported the same 
with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1347); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 


George H. Smith, reported the same without amendment, accom- 


ferred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5984) granting 


same with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1364); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. LATIMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


| which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6402) granting a 
bill of the Senate (S. 952) granting an increase of pension to | 


| accompanied by a report 
panied by a report (No. 1348); which said bill and report were re- | Pri 


Mr. DARRAGH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7229) granting an 
increase of pension to Edwin M. Dunning, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1349); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KLEBERG, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7085) granting a 
pension to Hannah H. Graham, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1350); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


pension to Mary J. Adams, reported the same with amendment, 
(No. 13865); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CROWLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7312) granting 


| an increase of pension to James Curley, reported the same with 


amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1366); which said bill 


_ and report were referred tothe Private Calendar. 


Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which | 


was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4008) granting a pen- 
sion to C. C, Sheets, reported the same with amendments, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1351); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10908) granting 
an increase of pension to Aaron 8. Post, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1367); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. APLIN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11325) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James Merrick, sergeant, Company I, One 


/hundred and thirty-third Regiment, reported the same with 


Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, | 


to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2079) granting an 
increase of pension to William Wheeler, reported the same with- 


amendments, accompanied by a repert (No. 1368); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. RUMPLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


| which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3849) granting an 


out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1352); which said | 


bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


was referred the bill of the House. (H. R. 2615) to place on the 
pension roll the name of Charles E. Miller, reported the same | 


with amendments, accompanied by a re 
said bill and report were referred to the 


rt (No. 1353); which 
ivate Calendar. 


rted the same 
0. 1369); which 


increase of pension to Benjamin F. H. Luce, re 
without amendment, accompanied by a report ( 


said bill and report were referred to the Private Calundar. 
Mr. APLIN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which | 


He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 6750) granting a pension to William H. 
Hoxie, reported the same with amendments, accompanied by a 
report (No. 1370); which said bill and report were referred to 


| the Private Calendar. 


Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1047) to increase | 
the pension of Charles Alfred De Arnaud, reported the same with | 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1354); which said bill | 
| which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 


sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 292) 
granting a pension to Henrietta Gottweis, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1355); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. APLIN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1678) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary E. F. Gilman, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1356); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2224) to pension 
David T. Nuttle, reported the same with amendments, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1357); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7901) granting a 
pension to De Witt Clinton Letts, reported the same with amend- 
ments, accompanied by a report (No. 1358); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4414) granting an 
increase of pension to Albertine Schoenecker, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1359); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12899) granting 


an increase of pension to William H. Rightmire, reported the | 


same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1360); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
2470) granting an increase of pension to Charles P. Maxwell, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1361); which said bill and report were referred to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. . 

Mr. NORTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
11644) granting a pension to Edgar A. Hamilton, reported the 
same with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1371); 


Mr. LATIMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11977) granting 
a pension to Sidney Cable, widow of Coonrod Cable. reported the 
same with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1372); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


| which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10821) granting 


|a pension to Abbie J. Daniels, reported the same with amend- 


| report were referred to the 
Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 





rt (No. 1373); which said bill and 
ivate Calendar. 

e also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 7903) granting an increase of pension to 
Ernest Wagner, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1374); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DARRAGH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7228) granting 
an increase of pension to Christian Christianson, reported the same 
with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1875); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12165) 
granting an increase of pension to Caroline M. Stone, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1376): 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DARRAGH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5911) granting 
an increase of pension to Gilbert G. Gabrion, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1877); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CROWLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3390) granting an 
increase of pension to Charles Allen, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1378); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. , 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12420) granting 


ments, accompanied by a re 
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rted the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a a (No. 1879); which said bill and 


a pension to Wesley Brummett, re 


report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

r. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12855) grantin 
an increase of pension to Milton Brown, reported the same wit 
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1380); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CROWLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11133) nting 
an increase of pension to James D. Lafferty, rted the same 
with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1381); which 
said bill and rt were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEE , from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8409) ting 
an increase of pension to nus Larrabee, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1382); which said 
bill “ report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. 


an increase of pension to John Robinson, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1383); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RUMPLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6003) granting a 
pension to Mary C. Stone, reported the same with amendments, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1384); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
12976) granting an increase of pension to Jacob Smith, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1385); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CROWLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (8. 951) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles Ambrook, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1386); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. APLIN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 


was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11920) granting an in- | 


W. Wertz, reported the same with | a pension to Mary J. Gillam, reported the same with amendments, 


crease of pension to Geor, 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1387); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, | 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11091) grant- | 
ing an increase of pension to James Cooley, Company F, Thirty- | 


first Ohio Volunteer Infantry, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a — (No. 1388); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

r. DARRAGH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10449) granting 
an increase of pension to Sarah H. Lake, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1389); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RUMPLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1285) awe an 
increase of pension to Elizabeth Steele, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1390); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. L W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5460) 
granting an increase of pension to Thomas aa: reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1391); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5273) granting 
an increase of pension to James Van Zant, reported the same with 
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1392); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5146) 
granting an increase of pension to Florian V. Sims, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a ee (No. 1393); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RUMPLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2327) granting an 
increase of pension to William Hoag, re the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1894); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1257) for the re- 
lief of James F. Campbell, of Charleston, Bradley County, Tenn., 
een the same with amendments, accompanied a — 
(No. 1895); which said bill and report were referred to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 884) 


RAGH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8237) granting | 
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granting a pension to Ellen W. Rice, reported the same with 
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1396); which said bill 
and rt were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EBERG, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1605) granting a 
pension to J. 8. Whitlege, reported the same with amendments, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1397); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1468) 
granting a pension to Alfred Hatfield, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1398); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RUMPLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3388) granting an 
increase of pension to John Peterson, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1399); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CROWLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensiens, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3756) granting a 
pension to James C. G. Smith, reported the same with amend- 
ments, accompanied by a report (No. 1400); which said bill and 


| report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. APLIN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1346) granting a pen- 
sion to Adelbert L. Orr, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1401); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12422) granting 
an increase of pension to David Topper, reported the same with 
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1402); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11686) granting 
a pension to Elenore F. Adams, reported the same with amend- 
ments, accompanied by a report (No. 1403); which said bill and 


| report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10954) granting 


accompanied by a report (No. 1404); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CROWLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10222) granting 
a pension to Benjamin E. Morgan, reported the same with amend- 
ments, accompanied by a report (No. 1405); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3064) granting an increase 
of pension to Emma Sophia Harper Cilley, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1406); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8698) 
granting an increase of pension to Nelson Churchill, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1407); 
which said bill and rt were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4022) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Annie E. Brown, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1408); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. NORTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8457) granting an 
increase of pension to G. F’. Hoop, reported the same with amend- 
ments, accompanied by a report (No. 1409); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7882) granting 
an increase of pension to John H. Smith, reported the same with 
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1410); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7541) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Annie Shinn, reported the same with 
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1411); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5554) granting a 
pension to Egbert A. Stricksma, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a ey oe (No. 1412); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

r. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen. 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3330) 
granting a pension to Calvin Duckworth, reported the same with 












CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSBE. 


amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1413); which said bill 
i Calendar 


and repor’ were referred to the Private x 
He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 1478) granting an increase of pension to 


ey Runnells, re the same with amendments, accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 1414); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MONDELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11621) to correct 
the military record of H. J. Rowell, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1419); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. JETT, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9723) granting an hon- 
orable discharge to Levi Wells, re the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1421); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2, Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered to 
the Clerk, and laid on the table, as follows: 

Mr. CAPRON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8901) granting 
an honorable discharge to Eli Norris, reported the same adversely, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1416); which said bill and report 
were laid on the table. 

Mr. BRICK, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9268) granting an hon- 
orable discharge to William H. Sutliff, reported the same ad- 
versely, accompanied by a report (No. 1417); which said bill and 
report were laid on the table. 


| 


r. MONDELL. from the Committee on Military Affairs, to | 
which was referred the bill of the House (H.R. 6198) to grantan | 


honorable discharge to Frederick A. Noeller, reported the same | 


adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 1418); which said bill and 
report were laid on the table. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XX1UI, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 


By Mr. MUTCHLER: A bill (H.R. 13378) granting an increase of 
pension to Amos W. Marsh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


C. Martin and Robert D. surviving 
partners of the firm of James Martin & Sons, of Florence, Ala.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13375) to refer the claim of Mahala H. Port- 
lock against the United States to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHALLENBERGER: A bill (H. R. 13376) granting an 
increase of pension to Samuel L. Brass—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHATTUC: A bill (H. R. 13377) to restore David B. Jef- 
fers to the United States Army with the rank of first lieutenant 
and place him on the retired list—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R. 13378) granting an increase of 
pension to Edwin Beckwith—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. WACHTER: A bill (H. R. 13379) removing charge of 
desertion against George W. Jones—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. DALZELL (by request): A bill (H. R. 13380) to extend 
certain patent for the benefit of the heirs and legal representatives 
of Joseph A. McConnell, deceased—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. BRISTOW: A bill (H. R. 13381) to place Lieut. Col. and 
Bvt. Maj. Gen. Alexander Stewart Webb on the retired list of the 
United States Army—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. LEWIS of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 13382) granting 
an increase of pension to David F. Igenfritz—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEVIN: A bill (H. R. 13383) granting an increase of 
pension to Levy L. Dysert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 13384) for the relief of the 
American Match Company, of Cleveland, Ohio, and others—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 13385) granting 


a pension to Linsey McKee—to the Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. BURLESON: A bill (H. R. 13361) to provide for the | 


equitable distribution of the waters of the Rio Grande River be- 
tween the United States of America and the United States of 
Mexico—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 13362) making appropriation for | .., : “ork? 7 
the widening and improvement of Morris road, Anacostia, D. C.— | were laid on the Clerk's desk and zeferred as follows: 


to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. FOWLER: A bill (H. R. 13363) to maintain the gold 
standard, provide an elastic currency, equalize the rates of inter- 
est throughout the country, and further amend the national 
banking laws—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 


By Mr. SULZER: A resolution (H. Res. 200) requesting the | 
Secretary of State to transmit to the House of Representatives | 
the report of the governor of Lonisiana—to the Committee on | 


Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. COCHRAN: A resolution (H. Res. 201) requesting the 
Secretary of State to send to the House of Representatives certain 
information—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 


record of Francis A. Taylor—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13365) granting an increase of pension to 
Nathaniel J. Smith—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13366) granting a pension to Adonijah D. 
Cox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 13367) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Jonathan A. Walbert—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: A bill (H. R. 13368) granting a pen- 
sion to Joseph H. Shute—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CORLISS: A bill (H. R. 13369) nting a pension to 
Eliza W. Buckland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 13370) authorizing the Court of 
Claims to hear and pass upon the claim of Thomas P. Gray for 
property taken and used by the troops of the United States dur- 
ing the war of the rebellion—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 13371) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles D. Palmer—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 13372) for the relief of Mrs. 
Mary Lowe and Mrs. Angelina L. Thorpe, daughters of the late 
Isaac Murphy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





By Mr. LEWIS of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 13386) granting 
a pension to Wallace Zeigler, late private, Company G, One hun- 
dred and first Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 


By Mr. ALEXANDER: Resolutions of Admiration Lodge, No. 


101, Buffalo, N. Y., for the passage of House bill 9330, for a fur- 


ther restriction of Chinese immigration—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of board of aldermen of the city of New York, 
urging an appropriation for the improvement of Buttermilk 
Channel—to the Committee on River and Harbors. 

By Mr. APLIN: Resolutions of board of supervisors of Mobane 
County, Ariz., against exempting Santa Fe Pacific Railway from 


| taxation—to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 


Also, resolutions of Elmira Grange, No. 762, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, Elmira, Mich., against the passage of the ship-subsidy 


| bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


Also, resolutions of Polish National Alliances of Alpena, Bay 
City, and Posen, Mich., favoring the erection of a statue to the 
late Brigadier-General Count Pulaski at Washington—to the Com- 


| mittee on the Library 
By Mr. BOREING: A bill (H. R. 13364) to correct the military | 


By Mr. BELL: Petition of citizens of Denver, Colo., and reso- 
lution of Mine and Smeltermen’s Union, Durango, Colo., favor- 
ing a restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BENTON: Protest of business men of Sheldon, Mo., 
against the enactment of House bill 6578, known as the parcels- 
post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CONRY: Petition of Thomas J. Collins and other citi- 
zens of Buffalo, N. Y., in favor of House bills 170 and 179—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Kauty Polish Union, No. 206, Buffalo. N. Y., 
favoring the erection of a statue to the late Brigadier-General 
Count Pulaski at Washi n—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, resolutions of Buffalo Branch Stonecutters’ Association, 
favoring an educational qualification for immigrants—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolutions of Coopers” International Union No. 2, of 
New York City, in favor of the proposed increase of pay of letter 
carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: Petition of members of the Miami 
tribe of Indians, Indian Territory, in relation to the payment of 
the appropriation for the surplus lands of the Miami and Peoria 
Indians—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
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Also, resolutions of Laredo, Tex., Order of Railway Conductors, 


No. Aled, 0. $00, asking for the recall of ‘Ambassador Powell Clayton to 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

— PoP os of Cattle Raisers’ Association of Texas, favor- 

the passage of the bill to extend the limit of cattle from twenty- 


ing 

eight to forty hours; also, for the passage of a measure to secure 

a complete census of live stock every five years—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate aieke and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of same body, favoring the passage of House 
bill No, 6565, known as the Grosvenor pure-fiber bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Wa es Means. 

Also, resol of the same, in favor of Senate bill 3311, relat- 
ing to the leasing of public lands—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, resolutions of the same, for legislation amending the 
existing interstate-commerce act—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign ' Commerce. 

Also, petition of Company G, aL ae nai Volunteers, 
favoring the passage of House hey tl in be of the National 
Guard—to the Committee on the M 


Also, resolutions of Sunset Todee S No. 177, Brotherhood of | 


Locomotive Firemen, of Marshall, Tex. , favoring the continued ex- 
clusion of Chinese laborers—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the same a favoring an educational 
qualification for immigrants—to the Committee on Immigration 
- Sean gen een oa 

mee rs to accompany House bill 13368, ting a pension 
to Jom eae the Committee on In Pensions. 

r. CORLISS: 7 to accompany House bill 13369, grant- 
wi : pension to Eliza Buckland—to the Committee on Inva- | 
lid Pensions. 

me Mr. COUSINS: Resolutions of Federation of Labor at Cedar 

ids and Connecting Link Lodge, No. 212, Brotherhood of 

way Trainmen, 
test for 3 pis po of immigration—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolutions of Brotherhood of Locomutive 
Firemen of McKees Rocks and Brotherhood of Railroad Train 
men of Altoona, Bradford, and Philadelphia, Pa., favoring the 
passage of the Hoar-Grosvenor anti-injunction bili—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DEEMER: Petitions of the Methodist Episcopal Church | 
and the First Baptist Church of Wi , Pa., to abolish the 
= of liquor at Soldiers’ Homes—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 
Mr. DRAPER: Resolutions of Coopers’ Union No. 2, of New 
York City, indorsing House bill 6279, to increase the pay of letter 
carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of R. J. George and 45 other citi- 
zens of Allegheny, Pa., for an amendment to the Constitution 
eee polygamous. marriages—to the Committee on the Ju- 


By ‘Mr. LANHAM: Resolutions of Ivanhoe Lodge, No. 490, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, Smithville, ex., for the 


of House bill 9330, for a farther restriction of Chinese | 


ce migration—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of same lodge, favoring an educational restric- 
tion on immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Nat- 
uralization. 

Mr. LESSLER: Resolutions of the East Side Republican 
Club, and Coopers’ International Union No. 2, of the city of New 
York, indorsing House bill 6279, to increase the pay of letter car- 
riers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Resolutions of Coopers’ International 


Union No. 2, of New York City, favoring the passage of House 


bill 6279, to increase the pay of letter carriers—to the Committee 
on Hag > Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
MAYNARD: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Washington N. C., in regard to an inland waterway from 
Shou Bay to Beaufort Inlet—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: Petition of Sarah A. 
Palmer, of Madison County, Ala., for reference of war claim to 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to er coe bill for the relief of Henry 
C. Martin and Robert cones eee se ee Orme 
es Martin & Sons, Florence, Ala.—to the Committee on War 


By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of Beer Drivers’ 
Union No. 116, against immigration from south and east of 
Europe—to the "Committee on tion and Na 

By Mr. RUMPLE: Petition of citizens of the Second Congres- 
sional district of Iowa, asking the President to proffer to the 
British Government the assistance of the United States in the 
settlement of the differences between Great Britain and the South 
[aa ee Free State—to the Committee on 

oreign 


e Plain, Iowa, favoring an educational | 





By Mr. RUSSELL: Petition of citizens of Brooklyn, Conn., fa- 
voring a bill providing for the manner of payment of postage on 
books, no and other printed matter—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


Also, resolutions of the chamber of commerce, concerning river 
-_ harbor improvement—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 

rs. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Resolutions of: Carpenters’ 
Union No. 957, Stillwater, Minn., for the further restriction of im- 
migration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 

Also, resolutions of John A. Rawlins Post, No. 126, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Minneapolis, Minn. , for a national mili- 

park at Fredericksburg, Va.—to the Committee on Military 


By Mr. SULZER: Resolutions of Coopers’ International Union 
No. 2, of New York, indorsing House bill 6279, to increase the 
pay of letter carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 

‘ost-Roads. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 13378, granting a pension 
to Edwin ‘kwith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Iowa: Papers to accompany House bill 
| granting an increase of pension to Peter Johnson—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WACHTER: Papers to eae House bill to remove 
the charge of desertion against the record of George W. Jones— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. YOUNG: Resolution of Mount Moriah Lodge, No. 319, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, and Anna M. Ross Council, 
No. 553, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Philadel- 
phia, Pa., favoring an educational test for restriction of immigra- 
: tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 


SENATE. 
SATURDAY, April 5, 1902. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mitzury, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on nest of Mr. Hate, and by unanimous 
| consent, the further ing was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Journal, without objection, 
will stand approved. 

CIVIL-SERVICE EXAMINATIONS. 


| The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Civil Service Commissioners, transmitting, 
in response to a resolution of the 18th ultimo, a statement show- 
ing the number of persons examined during each fiscal year from 
1884 to 1901, inclusive, etc.; which, with the accompanying pa- 
pers, was referred to the Committee on Civil Service and Re- 
trenchment, and ordered to be printed. 
JICARILLA RIVER APACHE RESERVATION. 
The PRESIDENT So tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, rel- 
ative to a clause in the Indian appropriation act approved August 
15, 1894, a draft of a bill authorizing the sale of timber on the 
Jicarilla River Apache Reservation for the benefit of the Indians 
belonging thereto; which, with the accompanying paper, was 
Tr to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 





ALLEGED ORDER FOR MASSACRE AT MANILA, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to 
a resolution of March 2, 1901, certain information concerning the 
— order for the massacre of the foreign residents of Manila 

eo 15, 1899, together with a photographic reproduction 

of the massacre order bearing date of February 7, 1899; 

which, the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on ‘the Philippines, and ordered to be printed. 
SHIPMENTS IN GOVERNMENT TRANSPORTS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Sénate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to 
a resolution of the 12th ultimo, certain information relative to the 
free shipment or ortation of goods for private firms or indi- 
viduals to or from the Phi ippine Islands in Government transports; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Philippines, and ordered to be printed. 

REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1025) to pro- 
mote the efficiency of the Revenue-Cutter Service. 

The amendments of the House were, on page 1, line 11, after 
*lieutenant,’’ to insert: 


: Provided, however, There shall be no increase in the number of officers 
upon the active list over the present number in each class or grade. 
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On page 2, after line 12, to insert: 

: Provided further, That no provision of this act shall be construed as giv- 
ing any officer of the Revenue-Cutter Service military or other control at 
any time over any vessel, officer, or man of the naval service. Nor shall any 
naval officer exercise such military or other control over any vessel, officer, 
or man of the Revenue-Cutter Service, except by direction of the President. 

And on page 5, after line 7, to insert: 

: Provided, That no longevity increase of pay shall be allowed for any 
length of service accruing after retirement. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I move that the Senate 
concur in the amendments made by the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 


the bill (S. 3513) authorizing the construction of a bridge across | 


the Missouri River at or near Parkville, Mo. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
concurrent resolution of the Senate requesting the President to re- 
turn to the Senate the bill (S. 1872) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Abbie George. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to 
the concurrent resolution of the Senate requesting the President 


pension to Robert S. Woodbury. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 2270) granting an increase of pension to Otillia 
M. Smoot; and 
. —— (H. R. 8696) granting an increase of pension to William 

. Rowe. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. BLACKBURN presented a petition of Local Union No. 16, 
Lithographers’ International Protective and Beneficial Associa- 
tion, of Louisville, Ky., and a petition of the Charity Organiza- 
tion Society of Louisville, Ky., praying for the enactment of 
legislation providing an educational test for immigrants to this 
country; which were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Bedford, Ky., 
and a petition of sundry citizens of Meade County, Ky., praying 
for the adoption of certain amendments to the internal-revenue 
laws; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HEITFELD presented a petition of Gibbonsville Miners’ 
Union, No. 37, Western Federation of Miners, of Gibbonsville, 
Idaho, praying for the enactment of legislation providing an 
educational test for immigrants to this country; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. BERRY presented the memorial of I. W. Duncan, of Fay- 
etteville, Ark., remonstrating against the adoption of an amend- 
ment to the Constitution providing for the election of United 
States Senators by direct vote of the people; which was referred 
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 


Mr. TELLER presented a memorial of the legislature of -Colo- | 


rado. favoring the pursuit of a policy in the Philippine Islands 
which will ultimately insure the independence of the Philippine 


people and for the establishment of a protectorate in the mean- | 


while; which was referred to the Committee on the Philippines, 
and ordered to be printed in the REecorD, as follows: 
House joint memorial No.5. By Mr. H. L. Lubers. 

To the honorable the Senate and the House of Representatives of the United 

States: 

Your memorialists, the legislature of the State of Colorado, in extra session 
assembled, respectfully petition as follows: That 

Whereas the questions now pending before our nation in relation to the 
Philippines are of vast moment, involving the future history, not only of the 
Philippines, but of our own country as well, and also new and un- 
looked-for interpretation of our fundamental laws and principles; and 


Whereas, in addition to the question of the contested political sovereignty, | 


there are other subjects and results, accrued and accruing, to wit: The loss 
of thousands of American lives and tens of thousands of Filipinos, uncounted 
numbers of widowsand orphans, country devastated, a whole people changed 
from friends to,enemies, and hundreds of millions of expense incurred, and 
the end not yet; and : 

Whereas it would seem not only meet and proper, but urgently incumbent 
on all American citizens to consider these great questions and to express 
their sentiments thereon, to the end that, if possible, further bloodsh 
devastation shall cease, that errors may be corrected or avoided, and that 
right principles be discerned and ted; and 

Whereas the burden of the cry of these pocpte is for their independence, 
to which, in our opinion, they are as justly entitled as are we to our own, and 
upon the granting or promising of which we firmly believe all their resist- 
ance would cease: Now, therefore, 

Resolved, That we deplore that interpretation of religion and protest 
against the idea of national honor which seeks to compel, by shot or shell, 
our flag to float over an alien and un people; t while we are ex- 
pansionists yet we desire our flag to flpat, not over those who hate, but over 
those who love it; 


Resolved, That our highest national honor and duty, not aniy to the Fili- | 


pinos, but also to ourselves, require that we should without 
outline and declare our natio policy toward the Filipinos, 
policy should be along the lines of assisting 


lay clear] 
and that said 


z . | ha ‘ly iabo: 
to return to the Senate the bill (8. 3910) granting an increase of | ve earnestly ia 


and | 


them to form @ stable govern- | 


ment, which said government when thus formed should be their government, 
not ours, and that we should exercise protection over them as we are now 
| doing over Cuba and the South American Republics until such time as they 
| become reasonably established; 
| Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions, duly signed by the governor and 
attested by the secretary of state, shall be forwarded to the President of the 
| United States and to our Senators and Representatives in Congzene. 
B. F. MONTGOMERY, 
pores the House of Representatives. 
Clerk of the House of Representatt 
erk oO. ouse 0 atives, 
B. Cc. COATES, 
President of the Senate. 
W. H. KELLEY, 
Secretary of the Senate. 
JAMES B. OR , 
Governor of the State of Colorado. 


DAVID A. 


Attest: 
(SEAL. ] MILLS, 
Secretary of State. 


Mr. TELLER presented a memorial of the legislature of Colo- 


| rado, remonstrating against all national legislation calculated to 


transfer the control of the volume of money from Congress to any 


| otherauthority; which was referred to the Committee on Finance, 
| and ordered to be printed in the RecorpD, as follows: 


House joint resolution No.4. By Mr. Ballinger. 


Whereas since whe penis of 1898 the people of Colorado and the great West 
to adjust their affairs soas to meet the en condi- 
tions forced upon them by the almost complete destruction of their then lead- 
ing industry, pay their debts, preserve their homes, build new ones, and keep 
“ee wi their own borders; and 
ereas through the interposition of Providence in their behalf, in their 
unprecedented economic struggle, new and unex discoveries of gold, 
of oil, and other natural resources essential to a permanent restoration of a 
beneficent prosperity have been multiplied until the State of Colorado is now 
upon the threshold of an unequaled development in every one of her indus- 


tries; and 
Whereas it is rted that a fresh attempt is about to be made in the 
National Congress Sepeive the people of this State and of the nation of a 
just recompense for th sagacity. enterprise, and thrift, through a process 
| of financial legerdermain by which the volume of our national currency is 
to be reduced and its control made to from the le to an international 
banking te, by which reduction and transfer the surplus earnings 
of our people will be ed from them and turned over toa y and un- 
patriotic dicate of home and fi manipulators of money and of 
values, itself the world power; and 
Whereas the le of Colorado have never shirked any of their obliga- 
tions as citizens of the Republic, but have faithfully discharged every one of 
them to the utmost of the spirit as wellas the letter of every demand made 
upon them, in war as in peace: Therefore, be it 
Resolved by the house of representatives of the general assembly of the State 
of Colorado (the senate one 
First. That the bills now pending in the Congress of the United States 
which propose to transfer the power to regulate the volume of the circulat- 
ing medium from the Congress of the United States, or the ple, where 
the people’s Constitution has _ it, ought not to be enacted into laws, be- 
cause to doso would be a betrayal of the rights of the pocete of the United 
States, and could possibly have no other effect than the timate subjuga- 
tion to the will of a foreign or international or domestic money trust. 
Second. Resolved, That our Senators in Congress be instructed and our 
Representatives requested to cast their votes and to do everything that they 
| may legally and rig! tfully do as representatives of the State and of the peo- 
ple to vent such | tion and to increase rather than diminish the 
present volume of the c ting medium. 
rd. Resolved, That the | tive bodies of our sister States now in ses- 
sion and their representatives in 
this impen: calami 
eration, to 


na’ ; 
the exclusion of any andall other 
united action, most di 
Fourth Resolved, That a duly engrossed ORF. 


business, to the end that, by our 
trous consequences to our country may be averted. 
of these uations be at 
once forwa to each of our Senators and Members in Congress, to the 
Speaker of the House, and the President of the Senate, in Congress, and to 
the President of the United States; also that a duly engrossed copy be sent 
to the presiding officers of each house of the legislature of the several States 
now in session, and one to the Associated Press, without any delay, with a 
1equest for its immediate and widespread publication throughout the United 


| States, 
boost B. z i eens 
ipeaker of House o resentatives. 
WM. J HAMILTON. 
Chief Clerk. 
D. C. COATES, 
President of the Senate. 
~ i a : 
Secretar — 
JAMES B. OR 
Governor of State of Colorado. 


[SEAL.] DAVID A. MILLS, 

Secretary of State. 
Mr. TELLER presented a petition of the First National Bank 
| of Delta, Colo., praying for the enactment of legislation reducing 
letter postage from 2 cents to 1 cent per ounce; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of Reno Post, No. 39, rtment 
of Colorado, Grand Army of the Republic, of Denver, Colo., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation authorizing the construction 
of war vessels in the navy-yards of the country; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of Henry Gilbert and sundry 
other citizens of Oakes, Colo., praying for the passage of the so- 
called Grout bill, to regulate the manufacture and sale of oleo- 
margarine; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of Locomotive i > Local 
Union No. 430, of Trinidad; of the Durango Mine and Smelter- 
men’s Local Union No. 58, of Durango, and of the Gillett Mill 


Attest: 








Te Ln een 
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and Smeltermen’s Local Union No. 92, all in the State of Colo- 
rado, praying for the enactment of legislation providing an edu- 
cational test for immigrants to this country; which were referred 
to the Committee on Immigration. : 

He also presented petitions of sund: citizens of Colorado, of 
Typographical Union No, 82, of Colorado Springs, and of sundry 
citizens of Teller County, Colo., praying for the reenactment of 
the Chinese-exclusion law; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut presented resolutions adopted by 
the Chamber of Commerce of New Haven, Conn., favoring the 
enactment of legislation for meenrens ons developing the water- 
ways and harbors of the country; which were referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. QUAY presented a petition of Martin R. Delaney Circle, 
No. 122, De ent of Pennsylvania, Ladies of the Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Allegheny, Pa., and a petition of Colonel John 
B. Clark Circle, No. 11, ent of Pennsylvania, Ladies of 
the Grand Army of the Republic, of Allegheny, Pa., praying for 
the enactment of legislation seeing nsions to certain officers 
and men in the Army and Navy of the United States when 50 
years of age and over, and increasing the pensions of widows to 
$12 per month; which were referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also presented a petition of 56 citizens of Reamstown, Pa., 
praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the pur- 
chase of 1,100 acres of the Valley Forge encampment und, to 
be used as a national park; which was referred to the Committee 
on ee Affairs. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition of The Dalles Division, 
No. 58, United Brotherhood of Railway Employees, of The Dalles, 
Oreg., praying for the reenactment of the Cisincee chebnalon law; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Robert Colored, of the parish of 
St. Landry, La., praying that he be granted an honorable dis- 
charge; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of Sunset Lodge, No. 130, Brother- 
hood of Railway Trainmen, of Portland, Oreg., praying for the 
enactment of legislation providing an educationa 
grants to this country; which was referred to the Committee on 
Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the Portland Association of 
Credit Men, of Portland, Me., praying for the adoption of cer- 
tain amendments to the bankruptcy law; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a ser ge of Mrs. Jessie 8. Copeley, of Port- 
land, Oreg.. praying that she be granted an increase of pension; 
which wi s referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of Iron Molders’ Union No. 248, 
of Portland, Me., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
exclude Chinese laborers from the United States and their insular 
possessions; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

ADDITIONAL HOMESTEADS. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If present a letter from Hon. Binger Her- 
mann, Commissioner of the General Land Office, relative to the 
right for additional homestead. It consists of only one page, and 
there are a good many applications for information on the subject. 
I move that it be printed as a document for the Senate document 
room. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 3876) granting an increase of pension to Theophile 
A. Dauphin; and 

A bill (H. R. 7525) granting a pension to Marion Barnes. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (8. 3898) providing for 
the erection of a public building at Flint, Mich., reported it with 
an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Claims, submitted a 
report to accompany the bill (S. 3421) for the relief of Eleonora 
G. Goldsborough, to take the place of the report submitted by 
him upon the same bill March 20, 1902. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS, from the Committee on Public Buildi 
and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2204) to provide 
for the erection of a public building at Findlay, Ohio, reported it 
with an amendment, and submi a report thereon. 

Mr. QUARLES, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 177) for the erection 
of a public building at Providence, R. I., reported it with amend- 
ments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3896) to amend section 3362 of the Revised 
Statutes, relating to tobacco, reported it with an amendment, 
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Mr. MASON, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4909) to provide for the 
classification of the salaries of clerks employed in post-offices of 
the first and second classes, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 4948) for the relief of Edward 
Lautenschlaeger, asked to be discharged from its further consid- 
eration, and that it be referred to the Committee on Claims; 
which was agreed to. 

URGENT DEFICIENCIES. 

Mr. HALE. From the Committee on Appropriations I report 
back without amendment the bill (H. R. 13360) making appro- 
priations to supply additional urgent deficiencies in the appropri- 
ations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1902, and for other pur- 
poses. The bill contains a few small items of needed deficiencies, 
and I ask that it be put on its ae. 

The Secretary read the bill, and by unanimous consent the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consider- 
ation. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (S. 4967) for the relief of 
| E. W. and A. Cross; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4968) granting an increase of per- 
sion to Charles G. Sweet; which was read twice by its title, and 
| referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM introduced a bill (S. 4969) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Abbie George; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 4970) to extend certain patent 
for the benefit of the heirs and legal representatives of Joseph A. 
McConnell; deceased; which was read twice by its title, and re* 
| ferred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 4971) for the relief of Rob- 
| ert D. Benedict; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to.the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4972) for the reli. of the estate of 
| F. Z. Tucker; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
| the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4973) to place Lieut. Col. and 
Brevet Maj. Gen. Alexander Stewart Webb on the retired list of 
| the United States Army; which was read twice by its title and 

referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CULBERSON introduced a bill (S. 4974) to provide for the 
equitable distribution of the waters of the Rio Grande River 
| between the United States of America and the United States of 
Mexico; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 4975) for the erection of a 
public building at Crookston, Minn.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, ; 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4976) granting a pension to Jen- 
nette Baldwin; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4977) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to R. F. Catterson; which was read twice by its title, and 
| referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SIMMONS introduced a bill (S. 4978) for the relief of the 
widow of R. D. Hay; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 4979) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Paul Fuchs; which was read twice by its 
| title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 4980) to incorporate the 
American Academy in Rome; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Library. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4981) to provide for the erection of 
— building and acquire a site therefor at Mount Clemens, 
| Mich.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 

mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4982) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to John Fler; which was read twive by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BURNHAM introduced a bill (S. 4983) granting a pension 
to John W. Smoot; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CARMACK introduced a bill (S. 4984) for the relief of Pey- 
ton Atkins; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4985) to incorporate the Society of 
the American Cross of Honor; which was read twice by its title, 
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and referred to the Committee on Corporations Organized in the | $17 75,000 for the repairs of the jetties at the mouth of the Brazos 
District of Columbia. River, Texas, patent poor pc agg geeks 
Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (5S. 4986) to amend an act en- project at the mouth of that river, intended to be proposed by him 
titled “‘An act to receive arrearages of taxes due the District of | to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was aloud to 
Columbia to July 1, 1900, at 6 per cent per annum in lieu of pen- | the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
alties and costs,’ peat February 15, 1902; which was read CHINESE EXCLUSION. 
twice by its title, the pocompanying paper, referred to — a, DILLINGHAM submitted 12 amendments intended to be 
Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 4987) granting an increase ei ss semen vesiiense within the int 


United States, its 
of pension to Junius T. Turner; which was read twice by its title, ie eee all 
and all territory under its jurisdiction, 
and, with the accompanying rs, referred to the Committee on ayer yee 
Wenehane. — and aml the District of Colt of Colonia of Chinese persons and of 


Mr. QUARLES introduced a bill (8. 4988) to divide the Indian Se which were ordered to lie on the table, and to 
Territory into counties and to establish the county seats thereof, prec. 
and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and re- UREVEREESE OF TEE UNEEED CLATES. 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. Mr. JONES of Arkansas. eee Sane re 3943) to es- 
He also introduced a bill (S. 4989) for the relief of Magnus | tablish a university of the United States be recommitted to the 
Lewin; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- | Committee to Establish a University of the United States. t was 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. not present when the bill was considered by the committee, and 
Mr. MASON introduced a bill (S. 4990) to renew certain letters ii aa I notified the chairman, the Senator from Kentucky 
patent; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- | [Mr. Drsor), that I should ee make a motion to recommit. 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Patents. The aie was agreed to 
He = a ae So 49a, —— — IMITATION DAIRY PRODUCTS, 
pay to enlisted meno nited States Navy during the war wit . _ PROCT i 
Spain who served outside the United States, and one month’s ex- ee rtp Sn a aeaih — 
tra pay to such as served within the United States; which Was | dairy products subject to the laws of any State or someeny ivory of the District 
= ice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval | at Cotta into . ae ae Bae gt ge] an Ss ee ec ee 


. : f aa 
Mr. BARD introduced a bill (S. 4992) to provide an American ont oe 4 ee aaa Seo aaa eo —_ 2, 1836, = mporgetion, ani 
register for the bark Homeward Bound; which was read twice by | the Senate amendments numbere bered. 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. THE ISTHMIAN CANAL. 
Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 4993) granting an amcmanee | Mr. KITTREDGE submitted the following resolution; which 
of pension to Jessie S. Copeley; which was read twice by its title, | was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed 


and referred to the Committee on Pensions. incinsive. of oe on Fif 
He also introduced a bill (S. 4994) granting an honorable dis- | seventh Gonprons tet seasion, being the views of the minority of th Gow. 
echarge to Robert Colored; which was read twice by its title, and | mittee on Interoceanic Canals, be printed as a document. 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. LIFE-SAVING STATION ON OCRACOKE ISLAND, NORTH CAROLINA. 
AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. es. Sa sb oo 
Mr. QUAY submitted an amendment authorizing the President | | sideration of the pill (H. R. 10363) to authorize the establishment 
to appoint, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, the | of a life-saving station on Ocracoke Island, on the coast of North 
present senior major-general of the Army to the rank of lieutenant- | Carolina. It is a very short bill. 
general, and place him on the retired list with that grade,intended | Mr. STEWART. I will give way for that, but for nothing else. 
to be proposed by him to the Army appropriation bill; which was | I desire to call up the Indian appropriation bill and continue it 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be | this morning. I gave notice yesterday that I should do so. 
printed. Mr. SIMMONS. I do not desire to displace the Indian appro- 
Mr. PERKINS submitted an amendment proposing to appro- | priation bill. This bill will take only a minute. 
priate a sum of money sufficient to pay the State of CaliforniaS The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Car- 
per cent of the net proceeds of the cash sales of the public lands | olina asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of a 
which have been heretofore made by the United States since the ! bill, which will be read to the Senate for its information. 
admission of said State, or may hereafter be made in said State,| The Secretary read the bill, and by unanimous consent the 
to aid in the support of the public or common schools of said Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consider- 
State, intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appro- | | ation. 
priation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Public | The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
Lands, and ordered to pe — P ss | to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. Mc} VY submitted an amendment, proposing ap- DIAN APPRO LL. 
propriate $45,000 for constructing a modern steel light-ship for The PRReUEET aac beGisie thee Sen- 
Southeast Shoal, Point au Pelee hag Myra Erie, and an = | ate the aaiieal appropriation ‘ll. , ys 
amendment proposing to appropriate maintain suc F 
light-ship, intended to be proposed by him to the river and harbor | The Senate as in Committee of the Whole resumed the consid 
: cats 1, sa : eration of the bill (H. R. 11353) making appropriations for the 
appropriation bill; which were referred to the Committee on Com- a Seeds f the Indian Department and 
merce, and ordered to be printed. current and contingen See th . Indian tribes for the 
Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate | for fulfilling treaty stip 1903, ws a = = - 
$225,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, for the pur- | f8cal year Sree 30, = The - 4 Seana t of the 
chase of land on Cushings Island, Portland Harbor. Maine, to be |. The recap = Oe tempore, oe ee mt o 
used to erect additional batteries and for buildings for the troops, | Committee on Indian Affairs ree . j ‘ 
The next amendment was, on page 6 66, after line 4, to insert: 
etc., intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appro the Indi Stile Lec Sallam Matewtion 
priation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- | ,,. {oT Rayment te te tim. the cum ot ‘000, ee ae Loe ee ee many be 
s i to be prin C for ovements made by them, or any of 
tions, and ordered to be printed. necessary, to pay said toe tagres >» by them, cas of 


He also submitted an amendment, proposing to a sriate | them, upon occupied by them on 
$225,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, for the pur- | PAY went to be made Sie Sweat eat oak ae eter 
chase of land on Cushings Island, Portland Harbor, Maine, to be | said Mille Lac Reservation: Provided, That any Indian who has foamed or 


used to erect additional batteries and for buildings for the troops, | purchased any Government subdivision of land yithin said Mille Lac Reser- 
etc., intended to be proposed by him te the fortifications appro- vation from oe Saeeee o sere Sevens Se Se ee ieee, 
priation bill; which wee soterred to the Committee on Appropria- tion, but shall be a ato 4 the | benefits of 
tions, and ordered to be prin rposes as 

Mr. COCKRELL submitted an amendment proposing to appro- | w4¢ i iy proper 5 aes Sie Oe ngs, hae mc bo et Only Se said pupane 
priate $50.000 to authorize the Secretary of War to cause to be — the a uenar te which wish the er eee and said In- 


examined the materials furnished and the work and labor done | dians upon removing from said Lac Reservation shall be permitted to 


residence obtain eralty either on the 
since May 22, 1901,in accordance with the method and system White: borte Wesurveaton a any of the coded Indian reservations in the 
and under the plans of the United States engineer officer in | state of Minnesota on which allotments are made to Indians. 


charge, to prevent the erosion of the banks at or near Sawyers The amendment was agreed to. 
Bend in the harbor of St. Louis, so as to improve the channel, The next amendment was, on page 67, after line 5, to insert: 
etc., intended to be proposed by him to the river and harbor ap-| por payi of surveying and locating allotments heretofore 
propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Com- | made upon Net take hoservation. inthe State of Minnesota, thewtm of $1,000, 
merce, and ordered to be printed. | or so much thereof as may be necessary, 

Mr. MASON submitted an amendment proposing toappropriate' The amendment was agreed to. 

















The next amendment was, on page 67, after line 9, to insert: 
merchants of Cloquet and Fond du 
furnished said I 


dians at the request of the Indian farmer as 
the Interior, under the provisions of 

June 1, 1896, as follows: H. B. Allen, .14; Char . $1,049.46; J. A. 
Rene. : James A. Wallace, $252.68; Kelly & Moses, $40.49; Mrs. James 
Peacha, $116.95; pe Peacha gis6 12; ‘rei Thompson, H. 
Simmons, $176.8; in all, $2,856.12; said sums to be payable out of hints be- 
jonging to said Indians. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, on page 68, after line 4, to insert: 

For payment to Jean Louis re, of the Dominion of Canada, in full 
compensation for services rende and money expended in einen into 
the United States and procuring the surrender of Si Bull and his fol- 
lowers, under the direction of the Secretary of War, $8, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. LIask if itis r at this time to 
offer an set I have one to offer whi I wish to come 
in at this — : 

The PR SIDENT protempore. Underthe unanimous-consent 
agreement, the committee amendments were first to receive con- 
sideration. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Very well. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
was, under the head of ‘‘ Support of schools,’’ on page 69, line 5, 
after the word “ dollars,”’ to strike out: 

Superintendent's cottage, $2,000; new laundry, $3,000; extension of sewer, 
$3,500; steam pumping plant, $3,000: in all, $40,050. 

And insert: 

Extension of sewer, to be immediately available; for enlarging the 
capacity of the school to Dupil by the sone on of additional buil ceed 
other improvements, $20,000, to be immediately available; in all, $52,050, 

So as to make the clause read: 


For the support and education of 150 Indian pupils at Chamberlain, S. Dak., 

$25,050; for pay of superintendent of said cong a ae general repairs 

dim t S200; extension of sew: 

able; for ouinemine ¢ e capacity of the ae {0 200 pu ils op the enter: of 
s and other improvements, $20, immediately 

available; in all, 050. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was on page 70, after line 4, to strike out: 
For su and education of 250 Indian pupils at the Indian school at Car- 


son City, v..0al 700; for pay of superintendent at said school, 381, for gen- 
eral ements, ; for hospital, $3,000; for employees’ 
: $1,000; in 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

For su ‘and education of 300 Indian pupils at school at Car- 
son City, <es for pay of su tendent at a a oe, Fe for fen. 
oa) venaion an eaesromests. 5 for bath house and f 

, $4,000; for a new school 
$15,000; 

The amendment was agreed 


The next amendment was, 71, line 2, after the word 
** additional,’’ to strike out 0 ae and insert ‘‘ buildings; ”’ 
“— as to make the clause — 

of 600 Indian pw the Indian at Chiloceo, Okla., 


school 
00,200; f su tendent f anid schoo f general repairs 
sub Pecan aioe fa addi n to boys’ dormitory 7 , $4,500; for ad- 


ditional buildi nore chain lant, ‘00. ‘machine sh 
$2,000; in al 1, $150,400 = ¥ ™_ 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 71, after line 6, to insert: 
For the establishment of an Indian school in the county of Elko, State of 


aavem provided that a suitable site can be there @ reasonable 
to be selected by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, with the a: val 
e one rar he Interior, for the poseines ae Se —— of 
and er to establish a sc 
a purposes necessary P upon 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next ent was, on 71, line 18, after the word 


**dollars,”’ to insert ‘‘ to be imm tely available; * and in line 
22, after the word “‘ boilers, + to § to insert ‘* and their installation; *" 
so as to make the clause read: 


For support and education of 375 Indian pupils at The Riggs Institute, 
Dak., 625; for general repairs and apcovemanen, $000, to 


be Coaeiiee a ie; for pay_of d school, ab, 91.200; 
barn, $5,000; for ‘addition ‘to to wor 000, to be eae ble; 
for new and their installation, ; for dairy building and equip- 
mhents, $2,000; in all, $77,925. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 7i, after line 24, to insert: 


For new buildings and other improvements at the = Pie school at Fort 
Lewis, Cole £0 be expended under the direction of the Secretary of the 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 72, after line 10, to insert: 


For the improvement of the Indian oe eames Fort Shaw, in the State of 
Montana, by erection and samen ry b improve- 
be expended under the of the 


"page 78, line 5, after the word 
+ heollone he inaet and oo eth soas to make the clause read: 
Neve, ny genera) eu and edcuneta ee for pay of su- 





perintendent of said school, $1,700; for boiler house and boilers, etc., $10,000; 





in all, $66,800. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 73, line 8, before the word 
** Indian,” to strike out ‘‘ one hundred and sev enty- -five ’’ and in- 
sert *‘ two hundred;’’ in line 11, before the word ‘“ dollars,”’ to 
strike out “ twenty-nine thousand two hundred and twenty-five ”’ 
and insert “‘ thirty-three thousand four hundred; ” in line 12, be- 
fore the word ‘“‘ hundred,” to strike out “‘ five’? and insert **‘ six, 
and in line 23, before the word “ dollars,’ to strike out ‘‘ fifty- 
four thousand seven hundred and twenty-five ’’ and insert ** fifty- 
nine thousand; ’’ so as to make the clause read: 


For support and education of 200 Indian pupils at the Indian school at 
Grand Junction, Colo., $33,400; for pay of s' sath he lace, at said school, $1,600; 
for general pageeres and improvemen for laundry, $2,500; for im nee e- 
ment of water system, $8,000; for nee the sewerage system, including 
a of land or mene of way, if necessary, $10,000, or so much theroof as 

mor 50 required: Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior shall thor- 
oughly tmventignte cower conditions at this school, and if deemed advisable 
maintain the ie arran; ow with such improvements as may be 
deemed essential; in all, $59; 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 74, line 18, after the word 
“ Kansas,”’ to strike out ‘‘ for transportation of pupils to and from 
said school;”’ in line 19, before the word ‘‘ thousand,”’ to strike out 
“thirty ”’ and insert ““'twenty-five;”” in line 22, before the word 
‘*dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘ five thousand ’”’ and insert ‘“ two thou- 
sand five hundred;’’ in line 23, before the word ‘‘ thousand,”’ to 
strike out “three”? and insert “ two;” and on page 75, line 5, 
before the word ‘‘ hundred,”’ to strike out ‘“‘ eighty-three thousand 
two” and insert ‘‘ seventy-four thousand seven;’’ so as to make 
the clause read: 

For support and education of 750 Indian pupils at the Indian school, Has- 
astitute, a. Kans., 20; for pay of superintendent at said 
school, , $2,500; for construction of cisterns, 
oon” — eer a wells, $3,000; for repairs and improvements, 
aed 000; for the purchase of 328 acres of improved land, more or less. adjoin- 
land now a to the United States, $30,000, to be immediately avail- 

ab e; in all, $174,750. 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

The next amendment was, on page 75, after line 5, to strike out: 

For the ort and education of 100 Indian Font, at the Indian school, 
er aa tartan for pay of TS mt, $1,200; for general re- 
pairs and th, $600; in 

The oniaieana was sauindmintbts 

The next amendment was, on page 75, line 13, before the word 
‘* Morris,”’ to insert ‘‘ the Indian school at; ’ in the same line, after 
the word ‘‘ Minnesota,” to strike oak tollion School;*”? and in 
line 17, after the word “ room,” to insert ‘‘and so forth;’’ so as 
to a the clause read: 


- Sinn $25,000": education of — ne — ils at the na ates 
Morris, Minn., superir ; erection o rn, $ 
Peliting fos i room, a $2,500; for general repairs and 


ema $1 and for the purchase of én acres of land, more or less, for 
use of said $550, to replace 6 acres of land, more or less, belonging to 


the United States and used for said school eae the Secretary of the Interior 
is hereby authorized to sell; in $23,600. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 77, line 8, before the word 
‘*thousand,”’ to strike out “fifteen ”’ and insert “ten;”’ and in 
line 9, before the word “thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ forty-two”’ 
and insert ‘* thirty-seven; ”’ so as to make the clause read: 


For and education of 150 Indian zeae at the Indian school, Pipe- 
stone, for pay eal su ooh ton at said erg, 5 = for gen- 
eral repairs and —_— or enlargement o ys’ dormitory, 
$10,000; in all, $37,550 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 77, after line 9, to insert: 

For support and education of 300 Indian pupils at the Puyallup Indian 
Senathy - Puyallup Consolidated Agency, on the Puyallup Indian Reservation, 

, $50,100; for pay of superintendent of said school, $1,500; for addition 

e = present sc’ and improvements in connection therewith 
so as to increase he ae of the plant from 200 to 300 pupils, $20,000, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary; in all, $71,606. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 77, line 21, after the word 
** pupils,’’ to insert “‘at the ‘Indian school; * go as to make the 
clause read: 


City, 8 

The Geeciaiaa was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 78, line 19, after the word 
“sewerage ,”’ to insert ‘ and drainage; ;” in line 20, after the word 
** dollars,”’ to insert “to be immediately available;’’ in line 21, 
after the word “dollars,” to insert “for the construction of a 
new brick dormitory suitable for the accommodation of 250 boys, 
$30,000;”’ and in line 24, before the word “‘ thousand,”’ to strike out 
** four’? and insert ‘ ‘thirty-four;”’ so as to make the clause read: 


and education of 550 tendent at said at the Indian school, Salem, Oreg. 


or Tek panies, and education of 150 Indian pupils at the Indian school, Rapid 


for of superintenden $1,800; for improvements to 

eon wersge end Grainage, ean y available; ‘or general re- 

are ana a stor ce ie eared sf = new brick dormi- 
pairs and. ble for the accommodation of of 250 boys: | boys, $30,000; in all, $134,650. 


The amendment was agreed to, 
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The next amendment was, on page 79, after line 20, to insert: 


For enlargement and improvement of Hope Indian School at roe 
. Dak., and for enlargement of grounds for the use of the same, $15,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 80, line 18, after the word 
** general,’’ to insert “‘ repairs and;’’ so as to make the clause read: 
o For onupert sat otamtion of =, pais at ie nthn 5 oepeee at a 

anyon, Ariz., . 5 ’ . 
provements, $4000; in all $90,600 peer 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 80, after line 20, to insert: 

For the erection of an Indian training school on the Tulalip Reservation, 
Wash., $30,000, to be immediately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 82, line 2, before the word 
“‘exceeded,’’ to strike out the following proviso: 

Provided further, That the number of pupils in any school entitled to the 
per capita allowance hereby provided for shall be determined by taking the 
avernae enrollment for the entire fiscal year and not any fractional part 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Was it the understanding that indi- 
vidual amendments were to be offered to the bill after the read- 
ing was completed? I have an amendment that I desire to offer 
on e 82, and I want to reserve the right to do so. 

r. STEWART. That will be in order after the committee 
amendments shall have been disposed of. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Very well. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Indian Affairs was, in section 7,on page 85, line 
12, after the word ‘‘ decedent,”’’ to strike out ‘‘and if there be 
both adult and minor heirs, then the minor heirs may join in 
such sale and conveyance,’ and insert ‘‘ but in case of minor 
heirs their interests be sold only;’’ in line 21, after the word 
*‘allottee,’’ to insert: 

And when, pursuant to any iocate or agreement with an Indian tribe, or 
pursuant to ony act of Congress rela ing to Indian allotments, land has been 
or shall be allotted to a white person without Indian blood who is a citizen of 
the United States, final patent shall be issued to such white allottee without 
awaiting the expiration of the usual trust period, and he shall thereupon be 
authorized to or dispose of the land so allotted without restriction. 

And on page 86, after the word “‘ children,’’ to insert: 


Provided further, That acg Inte over the age of 21 years to whom an al- 
lotment of land has been or ll hereafter be made may dispose of such land 
by will, subject to the conditions and limitations of such allotment and in 


accordance with the laws of the State or Territory in which such land is | 


situate. 
So as to make the section read: 


Sec. 7. That the adult heirs of any deceased Indian to whom a trust or 
other patent containing restrictions uponalienation has been or shall be issued 
for lands allotted to him may sell and convey the lands inherited from such 
decedent, but in case of minor heirs their interests shall be sold only by a 
guardian duly appointed by the proper court upon the order of such court, 
made upon petition filed by the i but such conveyances shall be 
subject to approval of the retary of the Interior, and when so ap- 
proved shall convey a full title to the purchaser, the same as if a final patent 
without restriction upon *he alienation had been issued to theallottee. And 
when, pursuant to any treaty or agreement with an Indian tribe, or pur- 
suant to any act of Congress relating to Indian allotments, land has nor 
shall be allotted to a white person without Indian blood who is a citizen of 
the United States, final patent shall be issued to such white allottee without 
awaiting the expiration of the usual trust period, and he shall thereupon be 
authorized to sell or dispose of the land so allotted without restriction. All 
allotted land so alienated by the heirs of an Indien allottee and all land so 

tented to a white allottee shall thereupon be subject to taxation under the 

ws of the State or rey where the same is situate: Provided, That the 
sale herein provided for shall not apply to the homestead d the life of 


the father, mother, or the minority deugy child or children: Provided Surther, | 
That any Indian over the the age of 21 years to whom an allotment of land | 


has been or shall hereafter be made may di of such land by will, subject 


to the conditions and limitations of such allotment and in accordance with | 


the laws of the State or Territory in which such land is situate. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 86, line 16, to strike out sec- | 


tion 8, in the following words: 


That the judge for the Indian Sern, appointed under the act en- 
titled ‘An act making appropriations for the current and contingent ex- 
penses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, and for other 

urposes,’’ shall resideat Muscogee; and hold terms of court at all places of 

olding court within the boundaries of the Creek country and the Seminole 
country, and court shall be held at the places now provided a in the 
northern district of the Indian Territory and at the towns of Okmulgee, in 
the Creek country, and the town of w, in the Cherokee country. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 

That the part of the northern district of the Indian Territory consisting 
of the Creek country, the Seminole country, and that part of the Cherokee 
country lying west of the Arkansas River be, and the same is hereby, made 
the western district in said Territory, and the of holding courts in 
said western district shall be Muscogee, W: . . Wewoka, Eufaula, 
and Okmulgee. The judge a 
appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian De- 

rtment and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tri for 

6 fiscal or ending June 30, 1808, and for other parpoeee, approved June 
7, 1897, shall be the judge of said western district, and he is hereby authorized 
to appoint a clerk, who shall reside and keep his office at one of the places of 
hol court in said western district. The United States of the 
present northern district shall be marshal of the western and there 
shell be appointed by the President, by and with the advice and consent of 


| thorized and 


nted under the act entitled “ An act making | 
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the Senate, a district attorney for said western 
marshal for the northern district. The said officers shall be a 
shall hold office for the period of four years, and 

and fees and discharge duties as o Territory. 
Tine sages Boe SaneaDe me Seek part of The nerehern ews ye Se pores 
made the western district be tried the same as if b tin anid west 
ern district. Terms of court shall continue to be held the territory 
rempining in suid posehers Gherict 9} =e laces now provided by law for the 
holding of courts and in addition at town 0} w, in 
the Cherokee country. laws now —— to the e 

i rri , and to attorneys, 


deputies therein, not msistent herewith, are hereby made 
to the western district. In addition to the places now provided 
w for holding courts in the southern district, courts in that district shall 
also be held at Tishomingo and Ada. 

The amendment was to. 

The ee the bill was concluded. 

The PR ro tempore. A committee amendment was 
passed over Re 9, which will now be stated. 

Mr. STEW. . I think that amendment ought to be oa. 
On further consultation with the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
I find that it is necessary to enable him to pay the clerks who 
were detailed to do this work in the Indian Office in this city. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment which was 
passed over on page 49 will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On 49, after line 22, the Committee on 
Indian Affairs reported to insert the following: 


That the account officers of the Treasury Department are hereby au- 
aoe’ to allow in the settlement of the accounts of ee dis- 


bursing officers in charge of warehouses for Indian supplies such sums 
the fiscal years 1901 and 1902 in 


as may have been disbursed by them d p 
Fe dethi Ge nm na Canta dey finda hats Wain 
ton, D.C. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I should like to ask the Senator from Ne- 
vada to make a brief explanation of that amendment. I confess 
I do not understand it. 

Mr. STEWART. The clerks referred to were detailed to duty 
in the office of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs in this city 
from the warehouses, and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
tells me there is some difficulty in passing the accounts for their 
payment in the Comptroller’s office. This amendment does not 
a anything, as it is a mere matter of accounts, as I un- 
derstand. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will excuse an interrup- 
tion, I should like to ask if these clerks are in the classified serv- 
ice or simply detailed? 

Mr. STEWART. They are in the classified service, I under- 
stand. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand that this amendment proposes 
| to cure a difficulty that arises from the fact that these clerks were 
| employed under the warehouse fund and were detailed to duty in 
| the office of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, whereas the 
| fund contemplates that they should be employed elsewhere. The 
statute, which I have before me, authorizes the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs to temporarily detail clerks from his office to the 
warehouses, and this amendment implies that the clerks were de- 
tailed from the warehouses to the Indian Office. 

Mr. GALLINGER. A reversal. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, a reversal, and soI do not quite under- 
stand it. It seems to me that those clerks should not be paid 
from this fund unless they are employed in the warehouses where 
the fund should be —- 

Mr. STEWART. It has been suggested that the clerks had to 
be brought here to close up the accounts. The Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs was compelled to bring those clerks here in order 
| to have that work done. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Commissioner of Indian Affairs could 
| probably do that temporarily. 
Mr. STEWART. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALLISON. But this appears to be a permanent purpose, 
outside of this fund. 

Mr. STEWART. It was necessary that the clerks should be 
brought here in order toclose up the accounts. 

Mr. ALLISON. It seems to me that if this has been done, and 
it is m to cure it by this provision, we ought to provitie 
that it shall not be done in the future. So I would suggest the 
insertion of a provision to the effect that ‘‘ hereafter such details 
to the Indian ce are msgs | prohibited.”’ 

Mr. STEWART. Very well. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Will the Senator from Iowa read 
the provision of the law to which he has referred? 

. Mr. ALLISON. This is a general statute as to appropriations. 
t reads: 

That no civil officer, cler' mes- 
senger, mechanic, pant ond “laborer, o* ather ‘employee shall, aftr the 
lst day of October next, be employed in any of the Executive ts, 
or subordinate bureaus or offices at the seat of government, Sealy 


only at such rates and in such numbers, may be ca 
appropriated for by Congress for such and other Peraonel services 
Peal fisca by officer, clerk, draftsman, messen- 


for each nd no civil 
mechanic, watchman, laborer, or 


district, and a United States 
ppointed and 


judicial 
clerks, and their 





l year; a 
ger, assistant messenger, 
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shall hereafter be qmalored at the seat of in an 


executive de- 
partment or subo. te bureau or office 


any appro- 


b _— 

civil officers, ee or te cuployoss 

= District of Columbia for duty within the 
rary details ae, duty connected with 


are hereby, probibi 

Tt these clerks were here temporarily to perform their special 
duties, they would be paid under this statute; but if they are 
here tly, I take it they oul not be so paid, and this 
provision is intended to cure the difficulty which would be en- 
countered from that statute. 

Mr. STEWART. If the Senator from Iowa thinks an ones. 
ment is necessary to prevent difficulty in this case, I will acce 
it; but I understand the object of the employment of the elorks 
to be a temporary one merely, to close up the accounts; and if 
that be oo, J thal they cnn be pais under the existin,s law. Ido 
not care about the matter 

d think ey could, but I am not quite 


Mr. ALLISON. Ish 
sure of it. 
Mr. STEWART. But the Commissioner thinks that the clerks 
can not be paid pel: yA the adoption of the provision in the 
amendment reported by the committee. 

Mr. PLATT of Connectionwh I was not t at the commit- 
tee m when this amendment was in the bill. I 
know nothing about the matter or the reason why it was inserted, 
but on looking at it I should oars that the facts were these: 
That at the warehouses the clerks were appointed under some 


— of law—— 
ST ALLISON. And to be paid out of an appropriation for 


ee PEAT of Connecticut. And to be paid out of an appro- 
pration and that those clerks, in order to close up their accounts, 
to come to Washington — 

Mr. STEWART. That is the way of it. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. And that some controversy has 
arisen between the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and the ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury, as questions very often do arise 
there, in which the accoun tines object ect to a accounts. I do 
not suppose that those clerks have been iled for permanent 


service in the Department here. The accounting officers may 
some- 


have thought that they stayed longer than was 

"that kind. I know solien about the facts of the the case, 
feel very sure—— 

. ALLISON. I should say, if the Senator will allow me—— 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. ‘I will after I finish this sentence. 
I feel very sure that the Commissioner of Indian Affairs would 

t the permanent services of clerks in the Indian 
ashington by an improper detail, and I should not 
like to aliove that he had done so. 

Mr. ALLISON. I quite agree with the Senator. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. If the Senator from Iowa will 
permit me a moment, he knows how technical the accounting 
officers of the Treasury are at times. It is very possible that the 
detail of these clerks for temporary work in the Department has 
not been sufficiently stated to satisfy the proper accounting officer. 
I do not know what the facts are, but I supppse that is the case. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator from Iowa {[Mr. ALLISON] has 
pre an amendment which covers the case. 

r. ALLISON. I suggest tothe Senator from Nevada and the 
Senator from Connecticut that in line 6, on page 50, in the amend 
ment of the committee, before the word ‘‘ detailed,’’ there should 
be inserted the word ‘‘ temporarily;’’ so as to read: 

rarily detailed for duty in the office of the Comiissioner of Indian Affairs 

0. 


fs Washington DO 

Mr. STEWART. That is right. 

. be PLATT of Connecticut. That, I think, will cover the dif- 
culty. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson] to the amendment 
of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was oe to. 

The amendment as amended was 

e coe amendment which 


bedi: cannons cel tempore. 
was passed over will 

The SECRETARY. On page 50, after line 22, the committee pro- 
pose to insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior, with the consent thereto of the 
ity of the adult male Indians of the Uintah and the White River tribesof 


fadinns, to be ascertained as soon as practicable by an inspector, shall cause 
to be a to each head of a family 80 acres of agricultural land which can 

ted and 40 acres of such land to each other member of said tribes, 
said its to be made prior to October 1, 1908, on which date all the un- 
allotted ~ — said reservation shall be restored to the public domain: 


Provided, That persons ente i of said land under the homestead law 
shall oo. at the rate o' wr acre: And provided further, That 
nothing here: tained shall shail iments rights of any mineral lease which 


bon a by iy a? of the Interior, or any permit heretofore 
as pprores by, ry of the Interior to negotiate with said 

Ea ee mineral louse; bt but a pesca or company having so obtained 

such @ ed mineral lease or suc pont ¢ to negotiate with said Indians 

fora lease on said reservation, pene 

days before said lands are restored to t — 


such time and up to ae 
have the preferential right to locate under 
of a ee ee 


ic domain as aforesaid, sha 
he mining laws — to exceed 640 


acres of con em Po ex the Raven Min ny, which 
may eee 1 r of minera ae ioned in its 
of Ot the wuacel of “the lands so restored to the public do- 


main shall ie applied, first, to the reimbursement of the United States or 
meet advanced to said Indians to carry into effect the foregoing 
ons, and we remainder, under the direction of the Secretary of the nto. 
ree, be used for the benefit of said Indians. And the sum of $70,064.48 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise 


coed, t of 
aD proprintod. tobe “te to the Ui tah and the White River tribes of Ute 

a $0 of the Secretary of the Interior, to be immedi- 
ately nh 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator from Utah [Mr. Raw ins] has 
an amendment to that amendment, which he desires to offer in 
pursuance of suggestions made here. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
Secretary’s desk, to nore: in after line 10 of the amendment of 
the committee, on 

The PRESIDEN ‘pro tom pore. « The amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Utah ca AWLINS] to the amendment of the commit- 
tee will be stated 

The SECRETARY. At the end of the committee amendment on 
page 52, line 10, it is proposed to insert: 

Said item of $7,064.48 to be paid to the Uintah and White River Utes to cover 
claims which t Indians have on account of the allotment of lands 
on the Uintah Reservation to Uncompahgre Indians and for which the Gov- 
ernment has received from said Uncompahgre Indians money aggregating 

064. ae the remainiD, 0,000 cnet by the Indians under an act of 
part of the Seuaeeanion on the east and under 
whieh @2 act the of the sale of the lands were to be applied for the 
benefit of the Indians. This amount to be advanced as a compromise in set- 
tlement of these claims and to remove all objection of the Indians to taking 
allotments and the opening of said reservation. 

The PRESIDENT pore. The question is on the amend- 

a of the Senator From Utah [Mr. Raw is] to the amendment 
rted by the committee. 
e amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I offer an amendment—— 

Mr. STEWART. I hope the Senator will wait until the com- 
mittee amendments have been disposed of. 

Mr. ee I supposed the committee amendments 
had been Sepees of 

Mr. STEWART. "No; and we have not disposed of the pending 
amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next amendment which 
was over will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 62, after line 23, the Committee on 
Indian Affairs reported an amendment to insert the following: 

For ye to the Chippewa Indians of Minnesota entitled thereto, 
under such regulations as F Recretary of the Interior may prescribe, the 
money now hy —— credit in the Treasury of the United States derived from 
stempage on ead and down timber cut on ceded Indian lands under the act 
of June 7, wor (30 Stats., p. 90). 

Mr. CLAPP. In regard to that clause I would suggest, after 
the word “‘as,’’ in line 25, to strike out the word “ he”’ and in- 
sert ‘‘ the Secretary of the Interior;’’ and then, at the end of the 
provision in line 5 on page 63, to avoid any ‘question, I would 


suggest adding these words: “ and which money is hereby appro- 
ee for said purpose.’”’ Then there can be no question 


about it. 
The PRESIDENT = tempore. The first amendment stated 
by the Senator from Minnesota has already been agreed to. 


Mr. CLAPP. I did not know that. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Minnesota 
offers an amendment to the amendment, which will be stated. 
ARY. On page 63, line 5, of the amendment of the 
committee, after the word “‘ ninety,’’ it is proposed to insert “‘ and 
which money is hereby appropriated for said purpose.”’ 
The P ENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment to the amendment. 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was to. 
The PRESIDENT pro ee The next amendment which 
was ge over will 
Mr. LODGE. Is that | the amendment on page 63? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is the amendment on page 
68, commencing in line 6, which will be stated. 
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The Secretary. The Committee on Indian Affairs propose to 
insert on page 63, after line 5, the following: 

For payment to the trustee or executor or administrator of the estate 
of Eli Ayres, deceased, the sum of $155,200, the same being the amount of the 
purchase money -— by the said Eli Ayres in his lifetime, for 194 sections of 
latid situate in the State of Mississippi, at $1.25 per acre, the price agreed 
upon, to the Chickasaw reservees, the owners in fee of said lan s, under and 
by_ virtue of the treaty made by the United States with the Chickasaw 
Indians in 1834, upon the sale and conveyance to the said Eli Ayres by said 
reservees of said lands in conformity with the requirements of said treaty, 
and which said lands were subsequently apgrersanes. sold, and disposed of 
by the Governmentof the United States without authority of law and with- 
out regard to the rights acquired by said Eli Ayres by virtue of said pur- 
chase in and to said lands, and with knowledge of the fact that said In 
grantors of said Ayres had already sold and d said lands to him under 
the terms of said treaty: Provided, That such payment, when made, shall 
operate as a settlement in full between the said representatives of the estate 
of said Eli Ayres and the United States, and shall further operate to forever 
quiet all such land titles in the State of Mississippi conveyed to the said 
Ayres affected by reason of the premises. (Reimbursable.) 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLatr] made 
a point of order on that amendment under clause 4 of Rule XVI, 
that it was an amendntent carrying a private claim, and not called 
for by the provisions of any existing law or the stipulations of 
any treaty. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The point of order has already 
been made? 

Mr. LODGE. Yes; the point of order was made by the Senator 
from Connecticut yesterday when I had the honor of occupying 
the chair. 

Mr. STEWART. I doubt avhether that point of order is well 
taken. The amendment is for the disposition of Indian funds 
that are in the Treasury—putting them where they properly ought 





to be. } 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the payment provided for | 
by law or is it contained in any treaty stipulation? 
Mr. STEWART. It grows out of a treaty stipulation. 
Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, if I may say a word on that | 
point, I will say that I took occasion to examine the treaty yes- | 
terday, and there is absolutely no treaty stipulation for the pay- 
ment of a claim of this character. The treaty referred to in the 
amendment is a treaty with the Chickasaw Indians for the regu- 
lation of certain land claims bought as lands of the Indians, which 
claims the United States subsequently sold and received the 
money therefor. It is a question between the claimant and the | 
United States. There is no stipulation in that treaty to pay this 
claimant or any other claimant. 
Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, has any Senator got the floor? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Mr. MONEY. Yes, sir. 


On the point of order? i 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will hear the Sen- ! 
ator from Mississippi. 

Mr. MONEY. Has the Chair decided the point of order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has not. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, this is an amendment which was | 
taken from a bill to quiet title to certain lands in Mississippi, and | 
in that point of view I think it is not amenable to the objection | 
made to it on the point of order. With all due deference to the | 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lope], the provision does arise | 
out of treaty stipulations with the Chickasaw Indians, made in | 
1832 and 1834, under which those Indians were permitted to retain | 
their residence in Mississippi and to have a reservation of 640 
acres of land and to dispose of that. In the treaty of 1834 there 
was made a deed in fee to those Indians. This purchase was made | 
in 1829 under this power granted by the treaty. 

I will say that the supreme court of were and the Su- | 
preme Court of the United States have decided this point. It | 
was in a case in which the claimant for the money paid out got a 
power of attorney from the Indians concerned. It is reported in 
the Mississippi reports, and I believe in 18 Wallace, United States | 
Reports, and this very point was decided, that these Indians had 
a nght in fee to these lands; that their right to grant and con- 
vey was perfect; that the Chickasaw Indians in the tribe had no 
right to the land, and that the United States had no right to the 
land: that it was the property in fee of these Indians, and that | 
they had a right to dispose of it. 

Now, the deed was not perfected by the signature of the Presi- 
dent, because under a misconstruction of the law the officers of 
the Interior Department did not present it, but refused to present | 
the deed to him. 

I do not care to argue at this time the merits of the case, but 
upon the point of order it seems to me clear that this is a matter 
which can be carried on the pending bill, because it is to settle a 
tax title to a large quantity of land, amounting to 150 sections of 
land in the State of Mississippi. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, I do not wish to | 
discuss this claim on its merits, because if it is to be discussed on | 
its merits it will take a good deal of time; but on the point of | 
order the facts are just these: Under the treaty mentioned there, 
made with the Chickasaw Indians, they a right to select 
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did not pass out of the Indians into their grantee, 
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some lands in the State of Mississippi; that they did forward 
and make the selections, and that certain of the Indians, after 
having made the selections, sold, as it is claimed, lands to Eli 
Ayres; that the Government afterwards, not rns the 
rights of the Indians, sold the lands as belonging to the Govern- 
ment, and what this claim is for is to have the United States pay 
to the representatives of Eli Ayres the money which it got for 
these lands. It is a private claim on the part of Eli Ayres and 
his descendants against the United States for having sold lands 
which they claim belonged to Eli Ayres. It has nothing to do 
with a treaty at all. 

Mr. STEWART. It is a little different from that. When the 
lands were sold the money was covered into the Treasury and 
kept as a distinct fund, and interest has been paid on it for the 
benefit of the Indians—$58,000. It has paid interest on it up to 
date. The Indians have received their pay for the land, as they 
acknowledge. They are not entitled to it. Still the interest has 
been paid to them all this time. It seems to me itis not quite an 
ordinary claim. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, this case rests upon the failure 


| of the Government of the United States to carry out a treaty 


which it made with the Indians. The Government of the United 
States agreed that certain Indians might select land, and it made 
a grant to those Indians, so the Supreme Court said; not a con- 
tract to make a deed, but made a grant. These Indians selected 
the land, and sold the land to Mr. A He complied with 
every provision of the law that had been laid down and was 


| thereupon entitled to a deed from the Indians, to be approved by 


the President of the United States, which the treaty required to 
make it valid. 

The authorities declined afterwards to approve, and so the title 
Mr. Ayres, but 
remained in the Indians, and not as the Senator from Connecticut 
says, that it was su to remain in the United States. The 
Government of the United States insisted that it did not belong 
to the individual Indians, but belonged to the tribe, and there- 
upon sold the greater portion of it at auction for sums of all sorts, 
amounting to less than a third of what Mr. Ayres had paid for 
the property, and turned the money into the Treasury, not as its 
property, but into the Treasury as the property of the Indians, 
and proceeded to invest it at 5 per cent interest. 

Mr. Ayres, unable to get adeed carrying to him the title, prose- 
cuted two cases in the name of his grantors (Indians) in the State 
of ae and the supreme court of Mississippi sustained 
Ayres’s title. Another case came to the United States Supreme 
Court—Best v. Polk, 18 Wallace—which Judge Davis decided, 
and he decided first that the treaty created, when it was approved, 
a grant to the Indians, not a contract for a title, but absolnte title 
in the Indians, and that they had a right to sell. He decided also 
that Mr. A had complied with every requirement of the treaty 
and that Mr. Ayres was entitled to the = of the deed by 
the President of the United States, which would have conveyed 
all of the Indian title to Mr. Ayres. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I do not see how the court could 
have decided that Mr. A complied with any provision of the 
treaty. He simply bonght from the Indians. He had nothing to 
do in order to complete his title. 

Mr. TELLER. e Senator does not know as much abont this 


case as I do. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Perhaps not. I think I do, how- 
ever. 
Mr. TELLER. The Senator is very ignorant of the facts. judg- 
ing from his statement, at least. 
r. PLATT of Cennecticut. Or the Senator from Colorado is 


| if he differs with me. 


Mr. TELLER. The treaty provided certain steps to be taken 
before the Indians could part with the title. The court held that 
the Indians and Mr. Ayres had taken every step required, and 
that all that remained to be done was that the President shoul 


| approve the deed, which was necessary to make it a valid deed. 


So in equity Mr. Ayres was the owner of the property, but not in 


law. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. But, Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Colo- 

do yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I want this little difference be- 
tween the Senator from Colorado and myself understood. I do 
not think we shall di . The Senator said that Mr. Ayres 
had complied with the provisions of the treaty which were neces- 
sary to perfect the title. 

Mr. LLER. He did. I say so now. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. He had no to do with per- 
fecting thetitle. He purchased of the Indians. Senator now 
says that the Indians of whom Mr. A urchased did every- 
thing that was necessary to complete the title. 
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Mr. TELLER. The Senator is stic in the bark. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Not at all. : 

Mr. TELLER. That is allitis. Mr. Ayres had certain things 
todo. He had to pay forthe land. He had to pay an amount 
that two men, who were designated out of a certain number, 
would agree was a proper payment. Then the Indians had to 
sign and do certain things, and Judge Davis held that everything 
had been done, that there was nothing further to be done, except 
for the President to approve the deed, and that it was obligatory 
on the President to —— the deed. The President never did 


approve the deed. He has not approved it yet. 
ereupon in one of the cases the Government having sold the 
land, Congress provid ion for the payment to 


ed by an appropriati pa 
the man who got the and under a patent of the United States 
for the loss of the land, leaving the land of course in the Indians, 
where it is still subsisting, so as I know, although I believe in 
point of fact the white man who had the invalid patent stayed 
on there and still holds it. Ihave been told so. I donot know 
whether that is a fact or not. 

Here is a case where a citizen of the United States invested 
$155,200. That isin proof. There is nothing tothe contrary un- 
less somebody will get up here and say that he did not, and he 
can not back it up by a single particle of proof, because the testi- 
mony is ample that he did pay it; that the Indians made the deed; 
that ~ were the owners in fee, but incapable under their con- 
dition of making a title except with the a al of the Presi- 
dent, which they could not get; and Mr. Ayres, now dead, and 
his heirs have been kept out of this property since 1839, and they 
have been here ever since trying to get some relief. Of course 
during the war there was a time when this proceeding was sus- 

nded. But every report ever made declares that this man has 

n guilty of no laches, and there have been four reports made 
in the other branch of Congress in his favor and four in this. 
The Commissioner of Indian Affairs in 1882 or 1883 reported in his 
favor. The Secretary of the Interior at that time approved also 
of the finding. 

The controversy between the Senator from Connecticut and the 
committee is this: The Senator says Mr. Ayres ought to have 
fifty-eight thousand and some odd dollars which the Government 
received for the sale of a portion of his land. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I do not admit that he ought to | sti 


have that, but I did at one time agree that if the amount were lim- 
ited to that sum, I would consent to it to settle and get the claim 
out of the way; to compuse it. 

Mr. TELLER. The Government diated the hase, not 
upon the ground that it was not e in good faith, for every 
branch of the Government which has dealt with the question has 
declared that it was made in good faith. There are two reports 
from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs that it was e in 
good faith. But it was upon the ground that these reservees 
were not entitled to take the land. The Supreme Court, abso- 
lutely without any ne held that they were entitled to 
take it. They settled that question, and the property was theirs. 

‘Mr. JO. of Arkansas. Will the Senator from Colorado 
allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Did the Supreme Court hold that 
these reservees were entitled to it? 

Mr. TELLER. They did. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In the case of Best v. Polk? 

Mr. pm Yes; and the other case escapes me for the 
moment. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That was not this particular case, 
but a different case altogether, was it not? 

Mr. TELLER. Not at all. It was these two Indians who 
made their title good, and the Commission which was authorized 
to determine who was entitled to this land held that these two 
who made good their title were, and that all the others, in fact, 
stood on the same ground. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I do not think that appears from 
the decision of the Supreme Court in the case of Best v. Polk. 

Mr. TELLER. I say positively that it does. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I have just had it here and read 
it, and if the Senatcr will read it, he will see that the evidence 
Was excluded. There is nothing in that case to show whether 
they were the parties who had been found by the Chickasaws to 
be entitled or whether they were not, as I read the case. 

Mr. TELLER. But eee that the Commission had 
a right to settle that qu , and that that finding had never 
been set aside, and that they had not = right 
Thereupon the Government assumed to a hundred and forty- 
odd pieces of this land, and it received at public sale $58,000. I 

give the exact amount, and will if we debate the question 
on its merits. It received the money into the Treasury, selling 
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the property, as I say, for a third of what Mr. Ayres had paid for 


it, according to the evidence, and probably selling it for very, 
very much less than it was worth, even if they had sold it for what 
he paid for it, for it was worth even more. 

“a = BURTON. May I ask the Senator from Colorado a ques- 

o 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. BURTON. Can the Senator tell us why the money was 
paid before the purchaser obtained the deed? 

Mr. TELLER. The Supreme.Court said he had to pay the 
money before he could ge the deed. The President would not 
approve the deed until the money had been paid. You will find 
that in the case if you will look it over. 

Mr. BURTON. Then, after it was paid, he refused to up- 
prove it? 

Mr. TELLER. Then, after it was paid, the President refused. 
Isay the President. Of course, it was then in the War Depart- 
— and the War Department refused. That is the truth 
about it. 

Mr. MONEY. I will ask the Senator if the President ever had 
an opportunity to sign the deed—whether he was ever afforded 


by the a ag an opportunity? 

Mr. TELLER. No; F suppose the War Department never pre- 
sented it. The of Warin those days acted as Secretary 
of the Interior. Perhaps it never was presented to the President, 
but he never did approve it, and it enbhe duty to do it, the court 
said. The Commissioner of Indian Affairs, Mr. Price, who was 
a careful man, reported in favor of the whole claim. I approved 
of his finding as Secretary of the Interior. So I have some 
acquaintance with this claim, and as a member of the Committee 
on Claims I have reported it at this session of the Senate for 
$155,200. The $58,000 was reported, I suppose, upon the theory 
that the Government had got that money, and therefore the Gov- 
ernment could not lose anything if it paid it back, but totally ig- 
noring what the Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs found in 1882 or 1883. Butif he is entitled to 
that money, he is entitled also to che interest on it which the Gov- 
ernment has been getting, which would make the claim $60,000 
more than the present makes it. 

I merely desired to debate this matter far enough to show 
whether this is not one of those cases that fall within the rule of 
carrying out a treaty; whether it does not arise out of a treaty 
ipulation, and so is outside of the Senate rule. It seems to me 
it does. While it has been before the Committee on Claims, it 
is a proper case for the committee, if it sees fit, to take jurisdic- 
tion of, which it has done. It seems to me it is close enough to 
that principle that it is entitled to remain upon this bill, and that 
it is not amenable to the objection made by the Senator from Con- 
necticut or the Senator from Massachusetts, whichever it may 
be, that it is a purely private claim. It is a claim arising as 
clearly out of a treaty as any claim can possibly arise, it seems 
to me. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheChairisreadytorule. He 
will hear the Senator from North Dakota, however. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I wish to understand what is the objection. 
I did nog} hear the point of order that was raised. 

Mr. STEWART. That it is a private claim. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I simply wish to know what is the point of 
order raised by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. LODGE. The point of order I made was that, under clause 4 
of Rule XVI, this is an amendment the object of which is to pro- 
vide for a private claim. The rule provides: 

No amendment, the object of which is to vide for a private claim, shall 
be received to any 1 appropriation bill, unless it be to carry out the 
provisions of an existing law or a treaty stipulation. 

This does neither. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, if the statement made by 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLatr] is correct, that the 
Government sold land belonging to Eli Ayres and this claim is 
based upon that, I can see the connection of the objection to the 
matter. But that is not a correct statement. Eli Ayres had no 
title to those lands. All he had was an inchoate right, one which 
might be prosecuted for the of securing specific perform- 
ance and nothing more. Now, to whom did the land belong? To 
the Indians, as y held by the Supreme Court of the United 
States. How did they get it? They got it under a treaty. So 
the title of the Indians is a treaty title. The Government turned 
around and sold the property, belonging to the Indians, which 
“ obtained under a specific treaty. 

tr. LODGE. This is not an Indian claim. 

Mr. McCUMBER. The claim may not be an Indian claim, but 
the person who has the right to receive the money, a mere equita- 
ble right, is Mr. Ayres, simply because the Indians had been paid, 
and Government has so ruled. 

Mr. QUARLES. Mr. President, I wish to call the attention of 








the Chair for a moment toa view which perhaps has not been 
discussed. The question raised by the point of order, as it seems 
to me, is whether this provision of the appropriation bill is to 
carry out the provisions of an existing law. t is all there is 
of it. What was the law? In 1834 Congress passed an act in be- 
half of the Chickasaw Indians. There were just two propositions 
in that act—first, that those Chickasaws should have a title; sec- 
ond, that they should have the right to alienate that title just as 
a white man might. Those are the two propositions. 

Suppose, sir, that instead of the claim being in favor of Eli 
Ayres, it were in favor of a Chickasaw Indian who had title by 
virtue of that act, and the Government of the United States had 
taken that land, contrary to its en ment, and converted it into 
money, and this were an appropriation to that Chickasaw Indian 
for the proceeds of the land. ould the point of order lie, Mr. 
President? Would not the claim of the Chickasaw Indian here 
rest down upon that act, and would it not be in accordance with 
existing law to pay him the proceeds of that land? Can there be 
any doubt about it? His right is bottomed on that statute, an 
existing law, and could you raise a point of order against the 
Chickasaw? Manifestly not. Let us see. 

That statute not only conferred title on the Chickasaw, but it 
conferred upon him the right of alienation, just as sacred a right 
as the other, and weare just as much bound topreserve it. He did 
alienate, pursuant to that statute, to Eli Ayres, and therefore, if 
you admit the second proposition I make, namely, the right of the 
Chickasaw to alienate, Eli Ayres stands here, by virtue of exist- 
ing law, precisely where the Indian would stand by virtue of 
existing law, by virtue of the enactment which says that the 
Chickasaw may alienate to Eli Ayres, and when you interrupt or 
interfere with that right you are in contravention of existing law. 

Now, Mr. President, the principle of equity everywhere recog- 
nized is that wherever land is sold and a fund is created the par- 
ties who have an equity, to the land have the same equity to the 
fund. In equity the fund takes the place of the land, and the 
same rights and the same equities exist to the fund that would 
exist to the land. Here is this fund, which represents that land. 
Eli Ayres’s claim to it is just as good as if it still remained in the 
form of land. Therefore it seems to me there is a construction of 
the fourth proposition of Rule XVI which will well enable the 
presiding officer to rule that this amendment to the appropria- 
tion bill is a recognition of the original Chickasaw’s right, of his 
right to alienate, and that Eli Ayres, standing here as the repre- 
sentative of the Chickasaw, is clothed with the same right under 
existing law that the original Chickasaw would have, and that 
when you pay Eli Ayres you are carrying out and effectuating an 
existing law. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I think the Senator from Wis- 
consin misapprehends the rule. He may be correct in his state- 
ment of what the law provides, but he ene evidently 
the purpose ef the rule. When the rule says t 
must be to carry out existing law, it means an existing law which 


provides for an appropriation and not as to the rights of parties | 


at all. Certainly that act could not be construed to authorize an 


appropriation te be made to pay somebody who may have bought | 


lands either from Indians or anybody else or to repay any man. 
The existing law must provide for the payment which is to be 
carried out by an appropriation. It has no reference Whatever 
to the suggestion made by the Senator from Wisconsin. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point 
of order. 

Mr. TURNER. Are amendments now in order? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Underthe unanimous-consent 
agreement the amendments of the committee were first to be dis- 
posed of. Are there any other committee amendments that were 
passed over? 

Mr. STEWART. There are not. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Washing- 
ton is in order with his amendment. The amendment will be 
read. 

The Secretary. Insert on page 58, at the end of line 16: 

That the mineral lands only in the Spokane Indian Reservation, in the 
State of Washington, shall be subj to entry under the laws of the United 
States in relation to the entry of mineral lands: Provided, That lands al- 
lotted to the indians or used by the Government for any purpose, or by any 
school, shall not be subject to entry under this provision. 

Mr. STEWART. The committee have examined that amend- 
ment and are in favor of it. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. TURNER. I submit the following letter from the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs, in explanation of the amendment just 
a to: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Orrice OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, D. C., April 5, 1902. 
i iation 
rr: Referring to the proposed omengiuant to the Indian suerogstets = 


bill opening for mineral entry Spo in 
Washington, under the laws of the United States, provided that lands allotted 


t appropriations | 
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APRIL 5, 
to the Indians or used the Government for an or by an h 
shall not be subject to entry under such provision, Pw state that the office 
has no objection whatever to this amendment. 
Respectfully, 


W. A. JONES, Commissioner. 
Hon. GEORGE TURNER, 
United States Senate. 


Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. On page 68, at the end of line 9, I 
move to insert: 
That Se parte to the act of August 15, 1804 (28 Stat., 295), permitting 


the sale of allotted lands by members of the Citizens’ Band of Pottawatomia 

Indians and of the Absentee Shawnee Indians of Oklahoma, as by 

the act of May 31, 1900 (31 Stat., 247), is hereby extended to the W dotte 

Indians of n Territory who were given allotments under act of 

Februa: 8, 1887 (24 Stat., 388), and to their heirs; and all conveyances 

— this act shall be subject to the approval of the Secretary of In- 
or. ¥ 


The amendment was to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. After the word “‘ exceeded,’’ in line 
2, page 82, I move to insert the following proviso: - 

That rations shall not be withheld from any Indians by reason only of at- 
tendance at any other than a Government school. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I make a point of order on that 
amendment. It is general legislation. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. r. President, the ph under 
consideration is one providing for the support of Indian schools. 
The Government in acquiring the territory from Indians on more 
than half of these reservations stipulated as one of the conditions 
on which the land was to be transferred to the United States and 
given up by the Indians that the Indian children should be edu- 
cated and that rations should be issued to the members of the 
tribe. There were other provisions. I will not take the time to 
read them. I could read a dozen of them, but there is no ques- 
tion about that being the case. This amendment is to carry out 
treaty stipulations making provision that rations shall be issued 
to these children. 

Some time last year the Commissioner of Indian Affairs re- 
versed the action of the Department in this matter. Up to that 
time the ruling had been that whenever under the treaty agree- 
ments any Indians on a reservation were entitled to rations, by 
reason of the fact of their being in a contract school or a private 
school, they were not deprived of their right to those rations; 
that they were entitled to the rations under the treaty, and their 
going to a school on the reservation did not deprive them of any 
rights they had, if ae outside of a Government school and 
on the reservation. e Commissioner made a ruling last sum- 
mer in which he held that while the Indians might be entitled, 
under the treaty, to rations, and draw their rations as members 
of the tribe on the reservation, if they attended a contract school 
by reason of that fact they should not be entitled to rations. 

It seems to me that it is an arbitrary ruling directly in violation 
of the law. If there is an obligation on the part of the Government 
to supply these people with rations, the fact that they prefer to 
go to a private school instead of going to a Government school 
should not deprive them of the right to have rations. That is the 
whole case in a nutshell. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, this is a revival in a modified 
form of the appropriation to the contract schools. It is proposed 
to be delivered in the form of rations. That whole ident has 
been debated here at great length and Congress arrived at a de- 
cision. The whole system of appropriating for contract schools 
was abolished after elaborate discussion, and abolished gradually 
during a period extending over five or six years. If we do this, 
we return to the old general legislation, and we c the ex- 
isting law in regard to the schools. It is not estimated for, not 
provided for, and not reported by any committee. It seems to 
me that it is clearly obnoxious to the point of order. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator from Massachusetts 
does not seem to get the point. I read a Ih from the 

ment with the Sioux of North Dakota and the Northern 
Cheyenne of Montana: 

In consideration of the fo’ ing cession of territory * * * the United 
States does agree to provide all necessary aid to assist the said Indians in the 
work of civilization; * * * to provide the said Indians with subsistence 
consisting of a ration for each individual of a pound and a half of beef. etc.. 


* * * such rai or so much thereof as may be necessary, shall be 
continued until the Indians are able to support themselves. Rations shall in 


| all cases be issued to the head of cach separate family; and whenever schools 


shall have been ed by the Government for said Indians no rations shal! 
be issued for en between the ages of6and I4years * * * unless said 
children shall regularly attend school. 


The effect of the amendment as I offer it is to allow children 
who are attending private schools to draw the rations that they 
would be entitled to receive if they were not attending the 
schools; that is all. The Commissioner of Indian Affairs has no 


| right to visit a punishment upon an Indian because he chooses to 


to a Government school. 


attend a private school instead of going io 
t to do it. 


He has no moral right or any other rig 

I do not think the point made by the Senator from Massachu- 
setts is good at all. is is not an appropriation for the support 
of contract schools. It is simply a proposition to carry out the 














Government obligation to furnish rations to these Indians where 
the treaties require that rations shall be supplied. 

hir. STEWAR . This matter is very an A set forth in the 
opinion of the Attorney-General, and as it take only a few 
minutes, I send it to the desk and ask that it be read, so that the 
Senate may understand exactly what is involved in the amendment. 

Mr. arena The Attorney-General does not discuss 
the point of order, I suppose. 

Mr. PLATT of Homnenioat. He states what the law is. 

Mr. STEWART. I can wait until the point of order has been 


passed upon before it is read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair believes that the 
amendment is general legislation and subject to the point of 
order. 

Mr. STEWART. Then that is the end of it. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Let the opinion of the Attorney- 
General go into the Recorp. 

Mr. STEWART. Very well, let it be printed in the REecorp. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection it will be 
printed in the Recor. 

The opinion referred to is as follows: 

FEBRUARY 10, 1902. 


the receipt of your letter of the 30th 
essed to the honorable Secre 
th reference to an 


The PRESIDENT. 
Str: I have the honor to acknowl 


ultimo joes communications ad 
of the Interior 


hs e mer of Indian 
are fully set forth in his communication of January 6, 1902, has declined to 
nt a) tion, and you request my opinion as to whether “the posi- 

on of the Department in this matter is correct.” 

These annuities and rations are, at the proses tim 'd to Indians of the 
Sioux tribe under the appropriation bill of March 3, (31 Stat. L., 1069), by 
which it is provided as follows: - 

‘For subsistence of the Sioux and for purposes of their civilization, as | 
a ment, ratified by act of approved February 28, 1877, $900, 

ovided, That this sum shall inclu Sonos of ee from the ter- 
m m of or steamboat transportation, and in service Indians 
shall be employed when practicable: And i 

of rations issued shall not exceed the num of In on each reserva . 
and any excess in the number of ra issued shall be disallowed in the set- 


tlement of the agent’s account.” 
It thus appears that the a tion in question is made in execution of 
an agreement with the Sioux In which was ratified by act of Congress 
approved Fe 28, 1877 (19 Stat. L., 254). 

A reference to agreement which was thus ratified discloses the follow- 
ing obligation on the part of the Government in the matter: 

. fi of territory and rights 
- a tion ee : the 
ro necessary as- 
sist the said Indians in the work of vilisation; to furnish to them schools 
and instruction in mechanical and aqricaizerel arts, as vided for by the 
treaty of 1868; also to provide the said Indians with cdeglanence consistin 
of a ration ?: reach individual of a pound anda half of beef (or in lieu thereof 
a a reer aceey pee = ype spe pace tpen 7 yekend 
and for e ratio) pounds of eoffee, unds of sugar, a pounds 
of beans, or tn lieu of enid articles the savalens thereof, in the discretion of 
the Commissioner of Indian uch rations, or so much thereof as 


may be , Shall be continued until the Indians are able to support 
themselves. Rations shall, in all cases, be issued to the head of each separate 
ae and whenever schools shall have been provided by the Government 
for In no rations shall be issued for children between the of 6 
and 14 (the sick and infirm ex ) unless such children chal rege- 

ly school. ver the said Indians shall be located upon lands 
which are suitable for cuevadion, retiies shall be issued only to the persons 
and fam of those persons who labor (the , Sick, and infirm ); 
and as an incentive to industrious habits the oner of Indian 


may provide that such persons be furnished in payment for their labor such 
necessary articles as are requisite for civilized life. The Government 

will aid said Indians as far as le in a market for their surplus 
uctions, and in finding employment, and purchase such 

ras may be required, os ee 7 to those Totinas, gerts 


su as 
to 
ment, who are unable to mmeito, and will employ In- 
phe so far as practicable, in the performance of Government work upon 
their reservation.” 
It Senger, therefore, that the character of the rations to be distributed 
is left to Affairs, 


discretion of the Commissioner of Indian with the quali- 

fication that no rations shall be issued for children between ages un- 
lens Shay sonucewty eltend 6 Cevernmnes cohee, w re such is and 
further, that the ly shall be treated as a unit for the of - 
bution, and rations or the equivalenc thereof shall ve! - i —- 
‘une 7, 


of such Co: has 

1897 (30 Stat. L., 79) that it is ‘the settled policy of the Government to here- 
after make no whatever for education in any sectarian school,” 
and by the act o: h 1, 1899 (30 Stat. L., 942), contracts were authorized 
with sectarian at places where nonsectarian schools can not be pro- 


viding for an equitable division of 
tions between schools of the different = > 


eS 
fit of Indian children in their 


fi care 
t of the acts of last for in sav- 
the \Feaistenaras th gualt beeen bail 
Ola direch apprcgrintion. tion. I am therefore of that reeds 
Indian of the Government as 


f ho must respect the — 
thus declared by Congress, has no authority to gran Bishop Hare's applica- 


rer - — P. C. RNOX, Attorney-General. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. On page 72, line 23, after the word 
“necessary,’’ I move to insert: 


appropriated, which arereappropriated, and all made immediately available, 
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for electric-light plant, $200, in addition to the $1,800 and $1,200 heretofore ap- 
P ted, and now senperopriated, all of the amounts hereby mpprenriated 
‘or steam-heating system and electric-light plant to be immediately available. 

Mr. STEWART. [have no objection to that amendment. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. It is a mere reappropriation of the 
amount. 

Mr. STEWART. SoI understand. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What did the Senator from 
Nevada a 

Mr. STEWART. I say I have no objection to this amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The total amount will have 
to be o— 

ae SBROUGH. Iwill move an amendment changing 
the total. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
‘to the amendment proposed by the Senator from North Dakota. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. On e 72, line 23, it will be necessary 
to change the total amount to $89,000 instead of $60,800, so as to 
include the money Sa, 

The Secretary. In line 23, before the word “ dollars,” strike 
out ‘sixty thousand eight hundred’’ and insert ‘‘ eighty-nine 
thousand.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. In connection with this amendment I 
desire to have inserted in the Recorp a communication from the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs covering the argument in favor 
of the amendment. 

dl PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, leave is 

nted. 

The communication referred to is as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 


OFFIcE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, February 3, 1902. 
Srr: In the Indian appropriation act for the fiscal year 1900 there were 
appropriated for the Fort Totten Indian School, North Dakota, for steam- 
heating system $5,000, for electric-light plant $1,800, and in the appropria- 
tion act for the ror 1901 there were appropriated for steam heating 
$10,000, this to be in ad 


the hich yo eee A foro lighter et aL 200, 
urpose, which sum was rea , and for a lighting plan 200, 
this being in addition to the sum of é 


,800 heretofore appropriated for such 
paren, which sum was rea ted, poring, total amount for steam 
eating $15,000 and for electric-light plant $3,000. There has been great diffi- 
culty, as you are aware, in the necessary plans and specifications 
drawn for the utilization of two prusentn, of bids were opened, after 
eer advertisement, in this office on January 24, 1902. 
e lowest bid for the electric-light plant was $3,175, and for the steam- 
hea same party bidding on steam heating bid 


fore c light, but if awarded both contracts would do the entire jo for 
700. As will be noticed, the combined bid includes the electric light at 
840, which is out of all reason as compared with the lowest bid—3$3,175. 


As you are aware, Fort Totten School is an abandoned military post consiszt- 
ing of a number of brick buildings erected around a quadrangle. To success- 
ly heat this plant is a most cult undertaking. However,in view of the 
cheapness of coal in that section of the country, after being once installed 
the cost of maintenance would be practically much lighter than it is at 
present, with the numberless stoves and danger from 
vestigations of this office it has deve that a heating plant for the Fort 
Totten School can not be successfull led for the amount of the appro- 
een oe if the original ideas in reference to this matter are to 
carried out it seems necessary to secure an additional apprupriation for 
this ———_ It is believed that if the appropriation could be made to read: 
“Ten thousand dollars for a hea system, in addition to the $5,000 and 
$10,000 heretofore eppropria which are reappropriated and all made im- 
mediately a ble; an for electric-light plant, in addition to the 
800 antl a vo i a pepeinted, and now reappropriated, all of 


$l 
which to be wy oe 
the r systems of ting and lighting could be secured for this school. 
I to say that the prospects of success for the Fort Totten Schoo} 
were never brighter than at present. This school is filled beyond the limit 
of its omnes. Under the prams superintendent, who has had the hearty 
gecqenes of the agent, there has been no difficulty in securing a ful! at- 
te of the Indians of Devils Lake and Turtle Mountain for this Fort 
Totten School. It is the only school in North Dakota. 
All bids for electric light and steam hating have been rejected, and there- 
fore nothing r can be done, and the appropriations must — into the 
unless you deem it advisable to secure the additiona appropria- 


tions as above set out. 
Very respectfully, W.A. JONES, 
Commissioner. 


Hon. H. C. HANSBROUGH, 
United States 


re. From the in- 


te. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
to include the amount rea 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. 

if it is not used. 

_ - TT of Connecticut. But 7 point is that it does a 
seem to be necessary or proper to put the amount reappropriat 
into the total which is appropriated. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I do not insist upon it at all. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. What would be the total, then, 
without the amount reappropriated? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. It would be $71,000. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment as modified 
will be to in the absence of objection. 

Mr. E ROUGH. Now, Mr. President, I have another 
amendment here, which carries no appropriation and simply pro- 
vides for the construction of a bridge. 


I suggest that it is not necessary 
ropriated in the total amount. 
t, however, would be covered into the 





3716 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. rt the following at the end of the bill: 

The Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized, in his seperation, to 
permit the construction of a free bridge to span the narrows of Devils Lake, 
in the State of North Dakota, at the point on the south shore of Devils Lake 
66 chains and 70 links due north and 33 chains and 30 links due west of the 
southeast corner of section 23 in township 152 north, of range 63 west. of the 
fifth principal meridian. If said shall abut on an Indian allotment, 
the consent of the allottee shall first be obtained. The Secretary may also 
authorize the taking of stone from the shores of the lake on the reservation 
side in the construction of the said bridge. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What is the purpose of the amend- 
ment? It seems to me that if a bridge ought to be provided for 
it should be done in a separate bill. Certainly there ought to be 
some explanation, showing the necessity for it. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. The amendment simply authorizes the 


Secretary to allow a bridge to be constructed which abuts on an 
Indian reservation. It is in the — language of an amend- 
ment on the same subject which I had put in the last Indian ap- 
propriation bill. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is not the intention that the Sec- 
retary of the Interior shall construct the bridge? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Not at all; it is to be constructed by 


private parties. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. For whose benefit is the bridge 
to be constructed? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. The public. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It is on an Indian reservation? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Not wholly; one end of it abuts on an 
Indian reservation and the other on private land. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STEWART. I suggest that the amendment should come 
in on page 55, line 5, after the word “‘ dollars.”’ 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there any objection to 
changing the place of the last amendment? The Chair hears 


none, 

Mr. McCUMBER, I offer an amendment to be inserted after 
line 17, 44. It has been reported favorably by the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The Secretary. On page 44, after line 17, insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
a citizen of Potta- 
watomie, for the land pur 4 he said Elizabeth McKinny from the 
United States under the act of May 23, 1872, and located in Cleveland County, 
Okla. T., and described as follows, to wit: Lot numbered 4, and the southwest 

uarter of the northwest quarter of section 1, and the southeast quarter of 
the northeast quarter and the northeast quarter of the southeast quarter of 
ae 2, all in township 5 north, of range 1 east, Indian meridian, containing 
iui 41 acres. 

Mr. STEWART. I have no objection to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I offer another amendment, to be inserted 
after the amendment which has just been adopted. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. 44, after the amendment which has 
just been adopted, insert the following: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, authorized and di- 
rected to issue patents in fee to Mary Keith and Benny Keith, Cheyenne and 
Arapaho Indians, for the lands heretofore allotted to them in the Territory 
of Oklahoma, to wit: The northeast quarter of section 11, township 12 north, 
range 6 west, and the east half of the northwest quarter and lots 5 and 6 of 
section 8, township 12 north, range 7 west of the Indian meridian; and all re 
= to the sale, incumbrance, or taxation of said lands are hereby 
removed. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Shall the vote on concurring 
in the amendments made as in Committee of the Whole be taken 
in gross? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Thecommittee amendment on page 49, strik- 
ing out “ ten’’ and inserting “ eight,’’ before ‘‘ thousand,’’ and the 
amendment to it, should be reserved. Let the others be con- 
curred in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri 
asks that an amendment may be reserved, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 49, line 14, the amendment striking 
out ‘‘ten”’ and inserting “ eight,’”’ before ‘‘thousand,’’ and the 
amendment following that at the bottom of the page. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there any objection to tak- 
ing the vote on the rest in gross? The Chair hears none. 

The amendments were con in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate the unfinished business, which will be s s 

The Secretary. A bill (8S. 2960) to prohibit the coming into 
and to regulate the residence within the United States, its Terri- 
tories, and all possessions and all territory under its jurisdiction, 


rected to issue a fee simple patent to Elizabeth McKinny 
ened 


The question is on agreeing to 
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and the District of Columbia, of Chinese persons and persons of 
Chinese descent. 

ee eee Let the unfinished business be laid aside fora few 
minutes. 

M:. STEWART. I ask that the unfinished business be tem 
rarily laid aside until we can finish the Indian appropriation bill. 
It wi'l not take more than five minutes to dispose of the appro- 
priacion bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nevada 
asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business be tempo- 
rarily laid aside and that the Senate proceed with the considera- 
tion of the Indian appropriation bill. Is there objection? The 

ir hears none. e question is on concurring in the reserved 
amendment which has been stated. 

Mr. MILLARD. Iask that the Senate do not concur in the 
amendment on page 49, line 14, where the word ‘‘ten’’ was 
stricken out before ‘‘thousand”’ and “ eight’ inserted; so as to 
make the clause read: 

To maintain at the city of Omaha, Nebr., in the discretion of the Secretary 


of the Interior, a warehouse for the receipt, storage, and shipping of goods 
for the Indian service, $8,000. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring 
in the amendment striking out ‘‘ten’’ and inserting “ eight’’ in 
line 14, page 49. 

Mr. STEWART. Let it be nonconcurred in. 

The amendment was nonconcurred in. 

Mr. COCKRELL. NowlIask that in the St. Louis amendment 
the amount be made the same as in the amendment in regard to 
the Omaha warehouse. The Commissioner recommends $10,000 
as the amount. The clause will then read: 


To maintain at the city of St. Louis, Mo., in the discretion of the Secreta: 
of the Interior, a warehouse for the receipt, storage, and shipping of goo 
for the Indian service, $10,000. 


Mr. STEWART. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. What is the proposition of the 
Senator from Missouri? : 

Mr. COCKRELL. Toadd $2,000 more for the Indian warehouse 
at St. Louis, so as to make the amount $10,000. 

Mr. HALE. It is only $2,000 more for St. Louis. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is the same as the amendment which has 
been allowed at Omaha, Nebr. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to chang- 
ing the amount to $10,000? The Chair hears none, and the eahanl- 
ment is made. 

Mr. QUARLES. Iofferan amendment, which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. At the end of line 20, page 8, insert: 

Provided, That $5,000 of this sum, or so much thereof as in the discretion 
of the Secretary of the Interior may be deemed necessary, shall be used for 
the introduction of the willow industry among Indian tribes and on Indian 
reservations where it may be deemed feasible. 

Mr. QUARLES. I will modify the amendment by changing 
the word “‘ shall” to “ may.”’ 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. If the phrase is changed to ‘‘ may 
be used,”’ I will not object to the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin as modified. 

The amendment as modified was to. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed, 

GEORGE A. K. MORRIS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate: 


I transmit herewith a report by the Secretary of State, with i of the 

correspondence called for by the Senate resolution of March 26, in re- 

gard to the claim of vane A.K. Morris against the Government of Nicara- 
P 


ua for injuries done to his property by Nicaraguan t in 1868. 
- , THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
White Hovst, April 6, 1902. 


CHINESE EXCLUSION, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2960) to prohibit the coming into and to 
regulate the residence within the United States, its Territories, 
and all possessions and all territory under its jurisdiction, and the 
District of Columbia, of Chinese persons and persons of Chinese 
descent. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, the pending measure is to 
prohibit the coming of Chinese laborers to the United States and 
to any territory under its jurisdiction. The prohibition, however, 
does not apply to the return to the United States of any registered 
Chinese laborer who has a lawful wife, child, or t therein, 
or property of the value of $1,000, or debts of a like amount due 
him therein and pending settlement. 
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The bill does not prohibit the admission of Chinese officials, 
teachers, students, merchants, and travelers for curiosity or 


leasure. 

’ Since the comprehensive, luminous, and able ent of the 
distinguished Senator from Oregon [Mr. MircHE.i}, with respect 
to the numerous specific provisions of the bill, I 1 not dwell 
at length upon them, but shall deal with the subject in a some- 
what general way, and as briefly as I may. 

It can not be doubted that we have an absolute right to enact 
such laws as will safeguard our citizenship against contaminating 
influences from any quarter of the globe. More than this, the 
duty to preserve the purity of the currents which vitally affect the 
standard of our citizenship is plain and imperative. Our national 

licy has always been a broad and generous one. We have been 
hospitable to all of those born beneath alien skies who desire to 
come and make their homes with us, and for many years we im- 
posed upon those seeking admission no conditions or restrictions 
whatsoever. Millions from abroad have been added to our citi- 
zenship and have participated in the development and a 
of our nation. In comparatively recent years Congress has deem: 
it a wise policy to discriminate and to exclude from all quarters 
those vicious, immoral, and undesirable elements which would not 
add to the well-being of our society. The restricted classes have 
been few, indeed. e have denied admission to idiots, insane 
persons, paupers, or persons liable to become a public charge, per 
sons With a loathsome or dangerous contagious disease, persons 
who have been convicted of a felony or other infamous crime or 
misdemeanor involving moral turpitude, polygamists, assisted im- 
migrants, contract, and Chinese laborers. 

There were no restrictive laws prior to 1875. In that year Chi- 
nese Coolie trade was interdicted. 

No one who gives serious thought to the question will insist 
that our present immigration laws are unduly restrictive. The 
exclusion of the elements indicated would seem to be dictated 
only by a wholesome regard for our own welfare. 

During the last decade the total immigration to the United States 
was 3,615,163. During the year 1901, 487,918 were added to our 
population from abroad, or enough to found a co Sag two 
and a half times larger than the city of Indianapolis. Enough 
are annually coming to our shores to make a city larger than the 
city of Cincinnati, and nearly as large as the combined cities of 
San Francisco, Portland, and Seattle. 

At the rate of our immigration for last year there will be added 
to our population in six years enough to found a State as large and 
— as the State of Indiana. 

is immigration does not include any a iable number of 
Chinese, and the query naturally arises, What would be the total 
annual immigration with no restrictive laws safeguarding the 
Pacific coast against the admission of the Chinese? 

‘For the most part the immigrants who have come to us have 
been intelligent, well-disposed 
among us, and of uniting their fortunes with ours in the fullest 
degree. They come mainly of their own volition. No others are 
desirable. 

For some years it has been the policy of the Government to ex- 
clude Chinese laborers from admission. i icy has found 
its expression in treaties and in the statutes of United States. 

Our treaty relations with the Chinese Empire cover a period of 
less than sixty years. The first treaty was in 1844. This wassuper- 
seded by the treaty of 1858. Later came the treaty of 1868, known 
as the Burlingame treaty, by which was the mutual 
right of citizens and subjects of the two powers to migrate from 
one country to the other for purposes of curiosity, trade, or perma- 
nent residence. It was agreed that each Government should by 
law make it a penal offense for anyone to take the subjects or 
citizens of either into the country of the other without their free 
and volun consent. respectively. 

President Hayes on March 1, 1879, in a message to the Con- 
gress, called attention to the desirability of some modification of 
the Burlingame treaty: 

The lapse of ten years— 

Said he-— 


since the negotiation of the Burlingame treaty has exhibited to the notice of 
the Chinese Goversment, ae wall as to our nS va of this 
thineven. 


tof immigration in great numbersof nese laborers to 
try,and their all the ts of rs 
and ‘habitations, mode of life, segregation here, and up 
of the ties gi which stamp them as and so- 
jcurners, ond ot as ts of our national life gro 
his capersence Tey Dantnee eter po" ; of the aeepet 
as deal: urlingame treaty, and mey properly 
the aiftieuties tis prbitical ach social probisen, ie ell be 
wi 
that to the apprehension of the t no less : own, 
visions of the treaty may need to be by 
more careful methods, securing the Chinese and ourselves larger 


It became obvious in 1880 that the Pacific coast was in dan- 


people, desirous of building homes. 


ger of invasion from the densely populated Empire of China, and 
our t was obliged to deal with the subject of exclusion, 
and the treaty of 1880 was agreed to, restricting the admission of 
Chinese laborers. This change in policy was dictated purely in the 
interest of American labor and American citizenship. The Chinese 
were so unlike our own people in tradition, in religion, in habits and 
customs, that they would not assimilate with us, and their admis- 
sion in such vast and increasing numbers became a great menace, 
and was deemed unwise. 

It was perfectly evident that the unrestricted admission of Chi- 
nese labor would inevitably result in a serious inundation of the 
labor markets, and the inevitable tendency would be to depress 
unduly the wages of American labor. 

The necessity for the treaty of 1880 was declared in the pre- 
amble: 

Whereas the Government of the United States, because of the constantly 
increasing immigration of Chinese laborers to the territory of the United 
States. and the embarrassments consequent upon such immigration, now 
desires to — a modification of the existing treaties which shall not be 
in direct contravention of their spirit. 

The first article of the treaty was as follows: 

Whenever in the opinion of the Government of the United States the 
coming of Chinese laborers to the United States, or their residence therein, 
affects or threatens to affect the interests of that country, or to aunt the 

order of the said country or of any locality within the territory thereof, 

© Government of China agrees that the Government of the United States 

may regulate, limit, or suspend such coming or residence, but may not abso- 
lutely prohibit it. 

On April 4, 1882, President Arthur, in returning to Congress 
a bill with respect to Chinese exclusion with his veto, because he 
believed the measure to be violative of the national faith, among 
other things said: 

Our intercourse with China is of recent date. Our first treaty with that 
power is not yet forty years old. It is only since we acquired California and 
established a t seat of commerce on the ific that we may be said to 
have broken down the barriers which fenced in thatancient monarchy. The 
Burlingame treaty naturally followed. 


This treaty, it will be remembered, was concluded July 28, 1868, 
and proclaimed February 5, 1870. 

Under the spirit which inspired it many thousand Chinese laborers came to 
the United States. No one can say that the country has not profited by their 
work. They were largely instrumental in constructing the railways which 
connect the Atlantic with the Pacific. The Statesof the Pacific slope are full 
of evidences of their industry. Enterprises profitable alike to the cap:talist 
and to the laborer of Caucasian origin would have lain dormant but for 
them. A time has now come when it is sup that they are not needed, 
and when it is thought by Congress and by those most acquainted with the 
subject that it is best to try and get along without them. There may, how- 
ever, be other sections of the country where this species of labor may be ad- 
wees employed without interfering with the laborers of our own 


race. proposed experiment it may be the part of wisdom as 
well =e ith to fix the length of the experimental period with refer- 
ence 


In 1894 the friction between our own citizens and Chinese la- 
borers became so acute that a further modification of our treaty 
relations was deemed essential. The Chinese Government ex- 
a a desire, in view of the ‘‘ antagonism and much deprecated 

isorders to which the presence of Chinese laborers has given rise 
in certain parts of the United States, * * * to prohibit the emi- 
gration of such laborers from China to the United States. ”’ 

The provisions of the treaty for the exclusion of Chinese labor- 
ers are as follows: 


ARTICLE I. The high contracting parties agree that for a period of ten 
years, with the date of 8 exc of the ratifications of this 
convention, the coming, ners under the conditions hereinafter specified, 

© United States shall be absolutely prohibited. 
ARTICLE II. The preceding article shall not apply to the return to the 
United States of an negieteres Chinese laborer who has a lawful wife, 
child, or parent in the United States, or property therein of the value of 
1,000, or debts of like amount due him and pending settlement. Never- 
heless every such Chinese laborer shall, before leaving the United States, 
deposit, as a condition of his re with the collector of customs of the 
district from which he departs, a full d tion in writing of his family, 
or property, or debts, as aforesaid, and shall furnished by said collector 
such certificate of his right to return under this treaty as the laws of 
the United States may now or hereafter ; erepentoe and not inconsistent 
with the provisions of this treaty; and should the written description afore- 
said be proved to be false, the right of return thereunder, or of continued 
residence after ret in each case be forfeited. And such right of 
return to the United States shall be exercised within one year from the 
date of leaving the United States; but such mght of return to the United 
States may be extended for an additional period, not to exceed one year, 
in cases where reason of sickness or other cause of disability beyond his 
control, such laborer shali be rendered unable sooner to return, 
which facts shall be fully reported to the Chinese consul at the port of do- 
parture, and by him certifi , to the satisfaction of the collector of the port 
at which such subject shall land in the United States. And no such 
Chinese la shall be permitted to enter the United States by land or sea 
without producing to the proper officer of the customs the return certificate 
herein required. 
It was further provided that— 
The provisions of this convention shall not affect the right at present en- 
oyed of Chinese subjects, being officials, teachers, students, merchants, or 
for curiosity or ure, but not laborers, of coming to the United 
States and residing 


The pending measure is in effect a codification of existing laws 
and the rules and regulations which have been promulgated by 
the Treasury Department to carry such laws into effect. The 
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rules and regulations have been sug by experience in the 
enforcement of the exclusion laws. ey have been found neces- 
sary to give the laws effect, and to age the success of the inge- 
nious and systematic efforts which have been made continually 
to evade them. The executive department has experienced great 
difficulty in circumventing the earnest efforts which have been 
made to secure the admission of prohibited classes. Organi- 
zations have been and are now maintained in China and the 
United States for the purpose of securing the admission of 
Chinese through our ports contrary to the letter and spirit of the 
law. Fraud and bribery have been employed in every conceiva- 
ble form to evade the law and the rules and regulations issued by 
the Treasury Department, and the vigilance of our officials have 
failed to exclude all that should have been debarred. The vast 
extent of our boundary line along the Canadian and Mexican 
borders, and the large profit to be made by the successful admis- 
sion of the excluded classes, make it exceedingly difficult for our 
officers to exclude all who should be denied admission. 

It was made apparent to the committee that agencies are now 
established which undertake for a consideration of from $50 to 
$400 per capita to secure entrance into the United States of Chi- 
nese who are within the prohibitions of the law. These rich in- 
ducements make it necessary, in order that the policy of the United 
States with re t to Chinese exclusion may be made effective, 
that the laws should be carefully framed and made to meet the 
requirements of the department charged with their enforcement. 

Some of the provisions of the bill may seem to be unduly drastic, 
yet they.are such only as experience has suggested. They are such 
in the main as are now found necessary to enforce existing law 
and to prevent its evasion. Tothose who respect and obey the law 
they will not seem burdensome; they will seem severe only to 
those who wish to nullify it and tosecure the wrongful admission 
of Chinese for the large profit which the nefarious traffic offers. 

It may seem to some that existing rules and regulations were 
adequate and that it was unnecessary to enact them into the form 
of astatute. But experience has shown that they are not re- 
garded by some officials with that respect which they have for 
the written law, and that they are too readily and easily set aside 
by those who are appointed to administer them. 

The bill before us is not a departure from the well-settled and 
well-known policy of the Government. It is a policy the full pur- 
pose and scope of which is as well known in the Chinese Empire 
as it is known in the United States. 

It is with especial pride that we point to the fact that our labor 
is better paid than the labor of any other country. Our effort has 
been to maintain a high wage scale, upon the generally accepted 
theory and belief that well-paid labor means better citizens and a 
better country than we could possibly enjoy if wages were forced 
to a low standard. A low wage market is most undesirable. It 
is not in the interest of either capital or labor, and we shall fail 
in our duty if we shall open the way to the free admission of ori- 
ental cheap labor, which will inevitably result in lower wages to 
our laborers. 

The Chinese Empire is teeming with a population of some four 
hundred millions of human beings. With many it is a struggle 
for the barest necessities of life. It isa notorious fact that many of 
the people there live upon that which no decent American would 
wish one of his own countrymer to be obliged to subsist upon. 

The great Chinese ports are but twenty days from San Francisco, 
Portland, and Puget Sound. Transportation facilities are ample, 
and the cost is moderate. 

The opportunities in this country are so much greater and more 
inviting than in China, that countless thousands would seek our 
shores were restrictions removed. 

The opportunities which this country affords are very well 
known in China, and the agencies which are now so fruitful in 
devising means to evade existing laws would soon send here vast 
numbers to invade our labor markets. : 

There is nothing immoral in our exclusion of those who do not 
tend to elevate our civilization. On the contrary, we would be rec- 
reant to the high trust committed to us if we should enter upon 
a policy of admission of vast numbers who must surely tend to 
bear it down. Our course is not dictated by any ill will toward 
the Chinese Empire. We have but to recur to the events of the 
past few years to find the amplest assurance of American friend- 
ship for that great and venerable Empire. When other nations 
sought her dismemberment and the distribution of her provinces 
among the powers of the earth, the United States stood first and 
foremost in favor of the preservation of her solidarity. We wish 
for China the most enlightened paggeens and prosperity, but our 
first duty is to our own country. e wish to see our country 
grow in strength and power; not in numbers only, for we do not 
find in mere numbers our greatest national strength and chief 
glory. We find our chief pride in the character and quality of 
those who constitute the 80,000,000 of American ci . 

If yumbers alone constituted the real strength of a nation, China 


would, indeed. be one of the strongest, one of the most puissant 


upon the face of the globe. 

We value our broad fields, our great cities. They stimulate 
our pride, but above and beyond all that, as ae and splendid as 
they are, we value our citizenship. It is, indeed, our chief glory. 
It means more to us, more to our children and to their children, 
more to the future strength and majesty of the Republic than all 
of the myriad material things which surround us. 

A high order of citizenship is the chief end and aim of the Re- 
public. We establish schools and found universities that they 
may elevate our people to a <> 0rd and broader and better plane. 
We have a care for the humblest among us. We want men and 
women who are in love with our institutions, and who will sup- 
port and defend them, and transmit them unimpaired to posterity. 
It has been a part of our national policy to t at our ports those 
from every land who are assimilable with us. We have been 
actuated by no nativistic spirit. We have made them joint shar- 
ers with us in the blessings and opportunities with which a be- 
neficent Providence has favored us; but we should not invite those 
who will pull down and degrade our high standard. 

We have heard much recently of the necessity for more land 
and for more territory. The vast plains of a few years ago have 
been largely occupi Homes have been built and cities have 
been founded there. We read in the decennial census of our tre- 
mendous progress, and the eye of prophecy can already see how 
soon the unoccupied places, comparatively small, will be required 
to accommodate our rapidly increasing numbers. 

We must not be too prodi of our opportunities, or of our 
resources. Wemay well husband them for the future. Not for 
those of us who stand here to-day, but for those who shall follow 
us, and to whom ‘we owe a surpeme duty. 

Our first care is to our own ae and its citizenship, native 
born and foreign born alike. Our policy toward those of foreign 
birth, as I have hitherto said, is a broad and generous one. So 
soon as an alien sets foot upon our soil, every avenue, save one, 
is open to him, as it is open to the native born. The ways of trade 
and commerce, the professions and pois. are as free and open 
to him as to those who are born beneath our own benignant 
skies. 

Being thus liberal, have we no rightful concern as to who is 
admitted? Is it of no concern to us whether or not he shall have 
in him the elements of good citizenship? What were our country 
without its citizenship? Destroy it or corrupt it and our chief 
glory is gone. 

The admission of cheap labor may for the time being stimulate 
enterprise upon the Pacific coast and elsewhere. It may quicken 
the wheels of commerce, already turning with greater rapidity 
than at any period in our history. It may for the time being pre- 
mote the interests of capital, but I do not believe that in the long 
run it will do so. Ido not believe that there is a right-minded 
and intelligent citizen of the Republic who views the multiplied 
agencies for cheap production—production with decreased labor— 
who does not put the query to himself, ‘*‘ What wil! be the result 
when we have a surplus of labor?’’ A surplus of labor is 
in the nature of a calamity. We can conceive of no worse mis- 
fortune than a great country with labor unemployed. A surplus 
in the labor market is one of the serious probabilities that often 
faces us. 

That American labor is displaced by the admission of Chinese 
labor, and that the opportunity of American labor is curtailed to 
the extent that Chinese labor is introduced, is obvious. It may 
be said that the same is true with respect to the admission of 
European labor, but in the latter case we admit those from 
whose ancestors we are descended, and who, ing largely; 
are readily and fully incorporated into our American citizenship, 
while in the other case we have no racial elements in common. 
They do not harmonize with us. en their admission they be- 


come an undi and undigestible mass. 
The pending bill is intended to carry into the public law as the 
policy of the United States, recognized in the Gresham treaty and 


sanctioned by the almost universal: judgment of the people, the 
absolute exclusion of Chinese laborers. It izes as entitled 
to admission Chinese officials, teachers, students, merchants, and 
travelers for range 5 bg pleasure, excepted by the terms of the 
Gresham treaty. It been found in the administration of the 
law that Chinese laborers have been smuggled into the country 
as belonging to the excepted classes, and it become necessary 
to carefully define in the law such classes so as to prevent 4 
| gross abuse of the privilege. F 
A most serious objection to the admission of Chinese laborers 1s 
the general disre of the home relation, with all of its human- 
izing and ennob ne eas: The American home is indeed 
the unit of the . In the final analysis, great issues which 
en our attention from time to time, in fact the destiny of the 
Republic, are determined at the American fireside. A the 
American home, and the days of the Republic are numbered. 
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Immigration which ignores this great potential fact is a serious 
menace, and is not to be desired. : 

The immigrants who have so materially added to our national 
strength have come mainly from those countries where the home 
and family relations are sacred, and they have built among us 
frugal and virtuous homes whence wholesome influences have 
permeated the entire community. The home is, indeed, the 
nation’s supreme defense. Can you conceive that the Chinese 
who are excluded by the terms of the bill before the Senate would 
erect homes throughout the country, as has been done by the 
immigrants from the United Kingdom, France, Germany, Scandi- 
navia, and other European countries? 

Competition between American labor and Chinese labor is 
unequal. The two start in the contest upon an entirely different 

laie. The American laborer must have better clothes, better 

ouses, better food. His wants are more—thank God for that !— 
and they must be supplied. He isto live and labor, educate his 
children, and his ashes are to repose here among his kindred. 
What he earns is to be spent here among his own countrymen 
and not in some foreign land. The Chinese laborers are not 
without points of merit. They are docile, patient, and have 
remarkable power of endurance, but their necessities are few and 
easily satisfied. They are but human machines of the lowest 
order. They may, if need be, subsist upon what the American 
laborer throws away—upon what we would be ashamed to see him 
obliged to live upon. 

The Republican party adheres to the wholesome doctrine of 
protection against unfair competition with alien cheap labor, and 
the country itself is the amplest testimony as to the wisdom of 
this policy. The admission of Chinese laborers whose condition 
is so far below ours is in flagrant violation of the very principle 
and purpose of protection. If the Chinese would speedily rise 
to our standard the case would be different. But experience un- 
fortunately demonstrates that they continue upon a lower plane, 
and the inevitable tendency is to bring American labor to their 
undesirable level. Can it be possible that American labor and 
Chinese labor can work side by side, the one receiving less than 
the other in wages and subsisting upon much less than the other? 
It follows as night the day that the lower paid and lower fed 
will cause his higher paid and better fed competitor to come down 
to his unfortunate condition. Against this we enter our protest. 
We do it from no ungenerous motive toward the Chinese Empire; 
we do it out of national self- and in our national self-interest, 
and no one can justly challenge the wisdom of our policy. 

We enter upon no denunciation of the Chinese faaie or upon 
any wholesale arraignment of her subjects. There are Chinese 
scholars of renown, statesmen of ability, merchants of honor and 
sagaci e ty, but they are aot of the classes which are so unattract- 
ive ; 

We exclude contract laborers from all countries. No contract 
laborer, whether from the United Kingdom or any country in 
continental E or elsewhere, is permitted to enter the gates 
at Ellis Island. e exclusion of Chinese laborers, whether under 
contract or not, is dictated solely by the same motives and in the 
interest of American labor and of American civilization. 

Some question has arisen as to whether the law should operate 
beyond the term of the Gresham treaty of 1894, it being suggested 
ae proposed act should terminate with the expiration of that 

y: 

The sixth article of the treaty provides that— 

This convention shall remain in f 
with the date of the exchange of ent yy Age te mah ng 
expiration of said period of ten years, neither Government shall have formally 

ven notice of its final termination to the other, it shall remain in full force 

or another like period of ten years. 

It thus will be seen that unless one or the other of the high 
contracting parties shall elect to terminate the treaty and notify 
the other to that effect six months before the expiration of the 
period of ten years, the treaty will continue in virtue and 
effect an additional decade. 

So, whether the treaty shall terminate in 1904 will depend upon 
the fact as to whether either of the powers parties thereto shail 
denounce it at the end of the first ten years. 

The pending measure is not in contravention of the terms of 
the treaty, and it is not necessary that a time limit should now 
be fixed. enacted into law it will be in force so long as Con- 
gress wills and no longer. The Congress may repeal it when- 
ever it deems that the public welfare shall so require. It may 
allow it to stand upon the statute books until December 7, 1904 
(when the treaty may be terminated in the discretion of either 

wer), or for an additional period of ten , the extreme 

it of the treaty, or longer as it shall deem in the national 
interest. During the continuance of the Gresham treaty it can 
not be said to contravene any of our international obligations for 
it but gives force and effect to the provisions of the treaty. 

Cur policy of the exclusion of Chinese laborers has been main- 


tained so long, and the reasons for its maintenance are so well 
known to the Chinese Empire, and are as cogent now as ever, 
that itis entirely probable that that great power will desire that 
the treaty shall continue for the maximum term of twenty years. 
If it shail be thought that after the expiration of the treaty our 
exclusion policy should not rest alone upon an act of the Con- 
gress, then, in advance of the expiration of the treaty, a supple- 
mental or additional treaty may be negotiated by the two Govern- 
ments, which shall fully acknowledge the right of the United 
States to maintain in full force the policy embodied in existing 
treaties and laws. 

If there be any just apprehension that the Gresham treaty will 
be denounced by the Chinese Empire in 1904, and that in conse- 
quence the measure before the Senate thereafter may be in deroga- 
tion of any treaty obligations, we may assume that the Executive 
Department, upon which the duty of negotiating treaties devolves 
under the Constitution, will take all necessary and timely steps to 
negotiate a treaty which shall sanction the right of the Congress 
of the United States, without breach of the national faith, to deal 
in its wisdom with the subject of the exclusion of Chinese laborers 
from the United States and all territory within its jurisdiction. 

The necessity of an early enactment of the pending measure is 
urgent. On May 5 next the act approved May 5, 1892, known as 
the Geary law, and which continued in force the then existing 
laws prohibiting and regulating the coming into this country 
of Chinese persons and persons of Chinese descent, will expire, 
and the Executive De ent will be without the requisite au- 
thority and power to debar from admission the Chinese whose ex- 
clusion is so essential in the interest of the laborers of the United 
States upon the Pacific coast and elsewhere. 

Mr. President, that the Congress has the most plenary power 
to enact into law the bill before us there can be no doubt, for the 
power to exclude undesirable aliens is an inherent attribute of 
national sovereignty. Our laws with respect to the exclusion of 
Chinese laborers should be stringent, and they should be so ad- 
ministered that they will beeffective. This is in the mutual in- 
terest of the United States and the Chinese Empire, for it will 
avoid inevitable friction and discontent and the disturbance of 
those friendly relations which always have subsisted and which 
now happily exist between the two great powers. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Before the Senator from Indiana takes 
his seat, I wish to ask him a question on one point which he has 
discussed interestingly, and t is the contention on his part 
that the ——— statute does not in any way violate the provi- 
sions of the so-called Gresham treaty. 

I —— read a very ee article from the pen of Hon. 
John W. Foster, ex-Secretary of State, I think a citizen of the 
Senator’s own State, a very distinguished statesman and diplo- 
matist, who takes the ground that the proposed legislation is in 
contravention of many of the terms of that treaty. I of course 
speak modestly about it myself, but I should like the Senator per- 
haps to restate the ground upon which he holds that it is in con- 
formity to the terms of the so-called Gresham treaty. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Thatisa pretty broad question. It would 
be n , in fully and satisfactorily answering it, to again 
consider the details of the bill as they relate to the excepted 
classes, and which were referred to at length by my distinguished 
friend the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MiTcHELL] yesterday. 

The article to which the Senator alludes, from the pen of Gen- 
eral Foster, an able statesman and accomplished diplomat of the 
State of Indiana, but restates, I presume, the arguments he sub- 
mitted to the committee during the hearings upon this bill. The 
Senator will observe by a ih of the existing laws and the rules 
and regulations promulgated by the Treasury Department from 
time to time that the definitidns to which General Foster takes 
exception are in terms and effect embodied in existing laws and 
re tions and have been recognized for some years. 

e definitions have been found absolutely necessary to give 
force and practical effect to existing treaty provisions and to pre- 
vent their absolute annulment by fraud and evasion. 

Answering the Senator somewhat generally and without pans- 
ing to analyze the bill critically or at length, I think he will find 
that the provisions of the proposed law said to be in contraven- 
tion of our treaty obligations with China neither enlarge nor re- 
strict the rights, the powers, and the duties of the United States 
under existing treaties with t to Chinese exclusion, nor will 
they serve to exclude the bona fide excepted classes. 

definitions which the executive department has so long 
given the classes entitled to admission would seem to be the rea- 
sonable definitions to be placed upon the statute books. The 
Chinese Empire seems to have fully acquiesced in them for many 
years. The executive department has at all times had plenary 
power to modify its interpretation of the meaning of the words 
**teachers,”’ ‘‘ students,’’ “‘ merchants.”’ etc., if its construction 
of them was in contravention of the Gresham treaty and unac- 
ceptable to the Chinese Empire, but this has not been done. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I will say to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire that I have read the article to which he refers from Gen- 
eral Foster. I have also read his statement before the commit- 
tee. One of the objections that he urged ly before the 
committee was that the ninth section of the bill, in reference to 
merchants, is a violation of the most-favored-nation clause. I 
think the Senator from Indiana will bear me out that he urged that 
perhaps more strongly than any other tion he made, as be- 
ing in violation of the treaty or in violation of the principles of 
international law. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Now, if the Senator—— 

Mr. MITCHELL. One moment. I will read the provision of 
the treaty which he said this section violates. It reads as follows: 

It is hereby understood and agreed that Chinese laborers or Chinese of any 
other class, either permanently or temporarily residing in the United States, 
shall have for the protection of their persons and rty all rights that are 
given by the laws of the United States to citizens of the most favored nation, 
excepting the right to become naturalized citizens. 

It is only necessary for the Senator from New Hampshire to 
read that provision to be convinced that it has no reference at all 
to Chinese coming to this country. It has no reference at all to 
the entry of Chinese laborers into this country. It applies solely 
and exclusively to Chinese, whether laborers or belonging to the 
other class, who have come into this country, who have really 
entered this country under the provisions of law, and even then 
it does not apply to them until they have actually become resi- 
dents of this country, either temporarily or permanently. 

It is poate: obvious that Mr. Foster is absolutely wrong in 
insisting that the ninth section of this bill, relating to the mer- 
chants, is a violation of that provision of our treaty with China; 
and I think if the Senator from New Hampshire will point out 


treaty ents thanI. I should be very unwilling to sup- 
port anything which could be shown to be a violation of a treaty 
entered into by the United States. I do not believe it can be 
shown that the provisions of this bill violate the existing treaty 
with China. 

Now, in the gt nome it must be remembered—the Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. MrrcHELL] has already called attention to this 
point—that the treaty of 1894, which is the treaty superseding all 
others and the treaty under which we are now living and —, 
is two years later than any of the existing Chinese le; tion. It 
was conditioned upon that legislation. It was e with that 
legislation in view. Nothing in the existing law can be said to 
be in violation of the treaty, because the treaty was made subse- 
quent to all those acts, and therefore i those acts, ex- 
cept of course if there should be any case where it distinctly 
overrode them. 

I wish to call attention to the statement of its intention, found 
in the beginning of the treaty of 1894: 

And whereas the Government of China, in view of the antagonism and 
much deprecated and serious disorders to which the presence of Chinese 
laborers given rise in certain parts of the United States, desires to pro- 
hibit the emigration of such laborers from China to the United States; 


And whereas the two Governments desire to cooperate in prohibiting such 
emigration. 


In other words, the Chinese Government binds itself as the in- 
tent of that treaty to prohibit and to cooperate with us in pro- 
hibiting the entrance of Chinese laborers into this country. ey 
express that intention and desire in view of the legislation of the 
United States then existing on the statute book. 

Mr. President, that is a clear recognition not only of our right 
but of the intention of the two Governments to prohibit the com- 


any other single provision in the pending measure which Mr. | ing of Chinese laborers into this country, and of course it contem- 


Foster says is in violation of any provision of the treaty of 1894 
with China, an equally good answer can be made to it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator will permit me just here. It 
has been a long time since I have read the Gresham treaty, and 
Iam not at this moment familiar with its terms. I think Gen- 
eral Foster made a 


plates that we shall make such regulations as may be necessary and 
proper to attain that end. It does not bind us to the laws in ex- 
istence. It gives us the right to adopt proper and suitable meas- 
ures to carry out the purposes of the treaty. 

There are certain excepted classes—classes mentioned as en- 


int in the article to which I alluded, and | titled to come into this country—the merchants, the travelers, 


which is not now before me, that in the treaty certain excepted | the teachers, and the students. There is no intention in this bill 


classes were to be admitted—if I mistake not, teachers belong to 
that class—and that in contravention of that clause in the treaty 
we have hedged those classes around with so many conditions 
that they are practically excluded; that is, so many conditions 
which are found in the old statute possibly and reenacted in a 


statute. 

Mr. PENROSE. If the Senator from New Hampshire will per- 
mit me to interrupt him, if there is one feature of this bill which 
is identical with existing law and regulations, it is in reference 
to the excepted classes. There is little or no new matter intro- 
duced on that subject. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think General Foster may have sug- 
gested that very thing, that the Geary law was equally faulty in 
that regard and at least gave a false interpretation, if I may use 
the term, to the treaty rights that were guaranteed to the Chi- 
nese Empire. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I will say in answer to the Senator from 
New Hampshire in reference to that point that he must bear in 
mind that China herself in entering into the treaty of December 
&, 1894, adopted not only one, but a great many of the provisions 
of the act of 1892 and 1893. 

Mr. PENROSE. I should like to state here, and it is nothing 
in derogation of General Foster, for whom I have the highest es- 
teem, that it must be borne in mind that in these statements and 
in these articles he is writing and acting as the representative of 
the Chinese Empire and not as a disinterested witness or writer 
upon a general topic of international law. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I confess that it is news to me that Gen- 
eral Foster is an attorney merely in this matter. 

I will say, furthermore, that what I am seeking is light. I am 
not a lawyer. I do not undertake to interpret constitutional or 
other law. but I shall cast a vote on this bill when it comes to a 
vote, and I desire to cast an intelligent vote. If I could be per- 
suaded that the proposed law is in contravention of a solemn 
treaty made with the Empire of China, I never would vote for it, 
no matter what the people of my State, labor people, or other 
people might say as to my conduct, and for that reason I made the 
interrogatory, understanding that these distinguished lawyers 
could give me valuable information on that point. That was the 
only purpose I had in view. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I did not intend to discuss this 
part of the bill in relation to our exi treaties with China 
until the bill had been read and the committee amendments dis- 
,08ed of, but as the subject has come up I should like to say a 
on words now in regard toit. I think noonecan havea greater 
respect for treaty provisions or the solemnity and importance of 


| 


still more offensive form, if I may use that term, in the proposed classes from the class against whom the treaty as well as the laws 


or in any part of it to interfere with the coming of any member of 
those classes who is genuinely such. Butitis obvious that in order 
to carry out the main purpose of the treaty—in order to carry out 
the purpose of the legislation which was in existence when that 
treaty was made—it is necessary to distinguish the excepted 


| were aimed. In other words, it is absolutely necessary, as any- 


| one can see, to determine whether a person purporting to belong 


| to one of the excepted classes is really of that class. 


at is the 
entire object and purpose of these clauses. It is not to interfere 
with the coming of a genuine merchant, or a genuine traveler, or 
a genuine teacher, or a genuine student. The yargese is to enable 
us to distinguish those persons from the Chinese laborers, whose 
coming it is designed to prohibit. 

Anyone who has followed the testimony as the committee has 
followed it, anyone who has looked into this subject with the aid 
of the officers of the Treasury who have been called upon to en- 
force the laws, must have become conyinced, as I have become 
convinced, that there is a constant and unceasing attempt to bring 
into this country as merchants or teachers or students or travelers 
members of the prohibited class of laborers or coolies. It is to 
prevent that fraud that the clauses in the bill exist. If it can be 
shown that those clauses in any way violate the treaty, in any 
way tend to keep out a genuine mezchant, traveler, teacher, or 
student, then they ought to be modified, and I should be the first 
to vote for such modification. 

Mr. MITCHELL. So would I. 

Mr. LODGE. But it is perfectly clear under that treaty, 
whereby China proposes to cooperate with us in prohibiting the 
introduction of laborers, that the only way in which we can carry 
out the intent of the treaty, to go no further, is to be enabled by 
proper tests to distinguish between those who are entitled to 
come in and those who are not. I say here on the strength of the 
testimony which I have heard and read that there is no difficulty 
in any genuine member of those classes —- here, but when 
our officers are met by frauds constructed with all the ingenuity 
of the Oriental mind to bring coolies and laborers in here under 
the guise of the excepted classes, it is necessary to have stringent 
peers for reaching the distinction which it is our duty to 
make. 

There is no desire certainly on the part of anyone to subject 
members of the aa classes to any undue —o. im r 
restrictions or difficulties, but there is absolute ity that we 
should have the means of distinguishing the classes entitled to 
enter from the class which it is intended to prohibit. 

On the point of frauds I do not propose, Mr. President, to speak 
at this time with any elaboration, but I wish to say for myself 
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that, coming as I did to this subject with a belief that the exist- 
ing law ey sufficient, my mind was changed by the tes- 


timony of the that were in rocess to bring in the cooly 
laborer. These cooly laborers are brought into this country by 
the Consolidated Six Companies. y are all the time to 
force them into this country in Bh ane orinsmall. They 
are entirely familiar with the law; they know exactly what it is 
necessary to do, and these men come here with forged certificates. 
We had two before the committee, brought in simply as an illus- 
tration, who were here, who had gotten into the country on forged 
certificates as ts; certificates which admitted were 
forged. That is going on at different ints all time. There 
is apparently a great deal of profit to the Six Com iooin the in- 

uction of cooly labor into this country, and they spare no 
effort to get that cooly labor in. 

Mr. CULLOM. ill it interrupt the Senator if I should in- 
quire who the Six Companies are? I really do not know. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is one company, really. 

Mr. LODGE. They are really consolidated. it is practically 
one great company known as the ee Six Companies. 

Mr. CULLO. American com 

Mr. LODGE. Chinese companies, I think of anne an- 
ees and they are a on ee 
They have a very powerful organization, great resources, an 
if I am not misinformed, all the laborers who are brought here 
are brought here through the Six Companies. They agree to pay 
a certain amount of their earnings to the company and reserve a 
certain amount to themselves. bavaiore with this important or- 
ganized body, the Six Companies, engaged in pushing these men 
into the country through various —— or , it is ab- 
solutely necessary that we should be able to distinguish the true 
from the false; and when it is remembered—— 

Mr. PETTUS. Will the Senator from Massachusetts allow me 
to ask him a = It is strictly for information. 

Mr. LODG With great — 

Mr. PETTUS. What use do the Six Companies make of the 
persons whom they ce at into the United States? How do they 
make their money, or what disposition do the companies make of 
the individuals? 

Mr. LODGE. —— take a certain amount of the earnings of 
the individual cool y brought in here. They pay his expenses, as 
I understand it, and they bring him here, and he pays them a cer- 
tain amount of his earnings and the balance he keeps for himself 
or he spends on himself. ey keep most of it. He is continu- 
ally under their hands. 

Mr. PENROSE. If I may make the matter a little more defi- 
nite, it was distinctly testified to before the committee that the 
Chinese coolies paid from four to five hundred dollars for admis- 
sion into this country, for their coaching papers, for the various 
fees to corrupt the administrative officers of the Government, to 
the lawyers who had charge of their case at the various ports of 
entry, and finally to the Six Companies who re the —e 


and superintended the whole business. These coachin ing De 
are to be found in the testimony, and evidence was P um to 
show how they were smugg into the detention ouses, con- 


cealed in soups and pies and other forms of food, reciting at 
length how a Chinamen could be induced to commit perj 
There is sup to be a profit of some $200 on every 
Chinaman smuggled into ae country, and two or three hewn 
a upon every female Chinese smuggled into the United 
8 

Mr. MITCHELL. Whom they sell for immoral purposes. 

Mr. PENROSE. Whom they sell for immoral purposes. There- 
fore, if the Six Companies can d the year smuggle into the 
United States three or four thousand en, at a profit of two 
or three hundred dollars pe r head, it is easy to see what a very 
large and lone asinans: it is to them. 

GE. In this connection (I was looking for it while the 

aan from Pennsylvania was g the explanation, which I 
am very glad to have had made at this point), to show the power 


of the Six Companies, I wish to call the attention of the Senate to | Com 


441 of 


the circular which they sent out, which is printed on 
translated by e Chinese 


the hearings. It was Dr. Gardner, of 
Bureau: 


To whom it may concern: 


ntly needed 
"i bes aon publicly Gasidod ata nating, of the officers and 
tives of the tuerchaats thes t all Chinese renfing in the United Btates shut 
contribute the -to-<do merchants 


each sum of #1, and that well a ene 
people shall contribute extra naanas So ead ee ond aban ennmginant 
the moites eek Sa yeagseode’ vs th this day. 

We trust that all will taking up these con- 
tributions is limited wi the , and will be given as 

iu the event of anyone failing to pay ome after the time set, f2addi- 
Meth tn ag of demu tar Gat avons Tin 

on a 

additional sum of $10 will be collected from him is fo produce a receipt, an | Proper 


leave for China. esent trip each person will —. the regu- 
eS a ed oy gabe Foe hog peared to pay the amount. 
Those passengers going home as old men and holdin neue tickets will, 
out of pity, be exempted from the payment of this fund. 

This isa wnt notice, and that all will comply is our earnest desire. 

Issued Consolidated Companies (Six Companies) Kwang 
Suey 27th sear, 10th month, 2ist day (November 29, 1901). 

That was to make a levy of money for the purpose of opposing 
this legislation, and I read it in order to illustrate the a of 
the Six Companies. They touch every one of these Chinamen all 
over the country, all the cooly laborers. 

ALLINGER. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It iimoah seem to be very different from 
jean we tal clerks are doing in reference to legislation. They 

one of their members and they put up money to pro- 
nts here. I believe the President has recently issued 
an order —— it, but it has been going on during the entire 
term of my incumbency in this body. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The same thing is done by what 
is called ‘‘ organized labor.”’ 

Mr. GALLINGER. Organized labor does the same thing. 
They have their walking delegates here. 

Mr. LODGE. I did not introduce this in order to find fault 
with the Six Companies because they levied any tax on the peo- 
ple they brought a. Lintroduced it to show that the Six Com- 
panies have control of the cooly laborers, and that it is this great 
organized body that is engaged in putting it into this country. 
They are not individual immigrants coming here in the hope of 
getting in and making money, but they come here under a sys- 
tematic conduct. That is the point I desire to make. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, I do not 
think they exercise any greater power than the leadeis of the 
labor organizations in this country exercise in getting funds and 
in controlling legislation. They command their men to do certain 
things, and they do those g8. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I am not finding fault with the 
Six Companies because they command the Chinese. That is not 
my criticism on them at all. I was trying to state how these 
coolies came here and who was responsible for their coming, and 
I endeavored to show that the Six Companies were responsible. 
Whether they have a power like the power of our labor orguan- 
izations is to my mind nothing to the purpose. The fact is that 
it is through them these Chinese come; that it is an organized 
movement, under the control of extremely clever, able men, to 
induce them to come, and they are engaged in a systematic at- 
tempt to introduce this prohibited labor, labor that China has 
agreed to prohibit just as much as the United States; and if the 
Chinese Government lives up to that treaty which we are asked 
to live up to it is the business of the Chinese Government to pre- 
vent the Six Companies from forcing cooly labor into this coun- 
try. I have not heard that they have attempted to do anything 
of the kind. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Foster of Washington in 
the chair). Does the Senator from Massachusetts yield to the 
Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. The Chinese Six Companies is an organization 
which has absolute control of all the Chinamen in this country. 

Mr. LODGE. That is it. 

Mr. TELLER. That is an undeniable fact. It is a govern- 
ment of the Chinese, absolute in its control. Undoubtedly they 
order at times (they "have done it at least in the past) the assas- 
sination of certain Chinamen who are in theirway. Itis anarbi- 
trary, absolute government. It is a money-making government, 
ofcourse. It is here to make money. They bring them all here 
and they keep their hand on them all the time they are here, an‘ 
when they go away they protect them to the last. 

I have some little experience in this matter in the last forty 
years. If I wanted to hire some Chinamen I would go to the Six 
at once, and so would everybody else if they wanted 
to more than one or two, and even in that case a person 
would go to some prominent Chinaman in the town; he would not 
to the mass there. They are under the control, ‘absviutely, of 
Six ie rer and there is nothing like it in the labor sys- 
tem of this country. 
Mr. LODGE. I did not bring the point out with a view of 
the system of the Six Companies, but with a view of 
what the nature of the effort was that is being made 
to eo this cooly labor, and why it is necessary to take 


reasonable and Tr precautions to distinguish the excepted 
classes from the P ibited class. * 
Mr. President, I think it is plain to demonstration that we have 


under the treaty an absolute right to take any reasonable and 
measures that we choose to exclude the classes whose 


will Coming the two Governments agreed to prohibit. 
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Now, one other point, Mr. President. I have heard it said that, 
as the treaty expires in two years, we ought to limit this legisla- 
tion. That arises from carelessness, I think, in looking at the 
provision of the treaty. The treaty provides that it s expire 
at the end of ten years—that is, in 1904—on the denunciation of 
either of the parties; and if neither party withdraws, then it is 
to extend for another period of ten years. Therefore we have 
no right to assume that the treaty will expire in two years. It 
may last twelve years longer. There is nothing in it to necessi- 
tate a limit. 

Ido not think that is an important point, but the important 
point is our living within the provisions of the treaty. © par- 
ticular points I desire to insist on are that the treaty was made 
and conditioned on the legislation then in existence. Almost all 
the provisions of this bill are repetitions of existing law or of 
existing Treasury regulations, which were all made before the 
treaty of 1894 was entered into. That treaty was entered into by 
both Governments, with an entire knowledge not only of the 
policy of the United States, but of the means which had been 
adopted to carry that policy into effect. If in any clause in the 
bill it can be shown that we have violated treaty rights, after the 
points that I have made have been considered, then that ought 
to be modified, and I have no doubt it will be; but I doubt very 
much indeed if it can be shown that we have violated the treaty 
of 1894 in any single particular. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, a brief examination into 
the history of smuggling Chinese into the United States will con- 
vince anyone that the proposed law is not unduly restrictive. As 
I have said, there are no laws of the United States that are evaded 
so ingeniously, systematically, and persistently as the Chinese- 
exclusion laws. 

I wish to call attention to some testimony before the committee 
bearing upon this subject. It shows the necessity of defining in 
the most careful way what was intended by the two powers when 
they wrote into the Gresham treaty the excepted classes. If the 
definitions in the bili before the Senate seem to be unduly re- 
strictive, that appearance will be dispelled when you go into the 
history to which I have adverted. 

I read from the statement of Mr. Dunn before the Committee 
on Immigration. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. On what page? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Page 316. Mr. Dunn said: 

Iam informed upon absolutely credible authority (here I will state that I 


will give to the chairman of this committee, if desired, the name of my in- 
formant, which, however, I will not divulge in this public meeting) that a 


prominent San Franciscan, personally favorable to the admission of Chinese, - 


called the attention of the general manager of the Pacific Mail Steamship 
eee to the possibility of “bringing over” large numbers of Chinese 
rers— 


As laborers? No. How?— 


in the guise of merchants, students, teachers, and travelers. It appears that 
until then this gerierous provision of the law had been virtually ignored by 
the renen of Chinese immigration. After very careful consideration 
by the representatives “f the steamship company the scheme was putin oper- 
ation and agents were sent to China for the purpose of working up the busi- 
ness. 

What business, Mr. President? The business of evading the 
law, of evading the treaty entered into solemnly by the Chinese 
Government and the Government of the United States. 

Chinese laborers were provided with certificates as merchants, students 
etc., and the Chinese passenger traffic grew to immense proportions. For 
some two or three years the business thrived. 

This illegitimate business; this evasion and circumvention of 
the Gresham treaty. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Has the Senator information as to what 
years those were Mr. Dunn alludes to in which this traffic grew 
to such an extent? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I could ascertain by going through his 
testimony. He was located at San Francisco. He been there 
some three years, so that it could not have been many years ago. 
The fact can be easily determined by the testimony. If the Sen- 
ator wishes, I will stop and refer to it, otherwise I will leave it 
to him to investigate. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The reason why I inquired is that the 
census reports show that in 1890 there were 107,488 Chinese in this 
country, and in 1900, 89,863, or about 18,000 less in 1900 than in 
1890, notwithstanding this business thrived to such an extent as 
Mr. Dunn represents. It puzzles me. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. A great many of them have returned to 
China. A great many of those who secured admission surrepti- 
tiously in violation of the law have been apprehended by the 
authority of the Government and deported to China j 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. But, on the whole, the number 
is decreasing. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is nearly 18,000 less. Iwish just at this 
point, inasmuch as this is a Pacific-coast measure, to say that the 
census reports show that in 1890 there were 72,472 Chinese in 


California, and the census reports in 1900 show that there were 
then 45,753, or a decrease of over 27,000 in the State of California. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, my good friend will not 
allow those statistics to override the positive testimony of a sworn 
officer of the Government, I suppose. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Well, Mr. President—— 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Does he understand that this—— 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The census reports were made by 
sworn officers of the Government. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Yes; but they have nothing to do with Mr. 
Dunn’s statement. Do statistics show the number who have left 
the country voluntarily? Do they show the number who have 
been apprehended and deported to China? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It simply shows, Mr. President, that there 
was a decrease of about 40 per cent in the Chinese ne ge in 
the State of California in 1900, as compared with 1890. Now, I 
have no comment to make u that beyond stating the fact. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I understand, but I take it that Mr. Dunn 
is stating nothing but the truth. Of course if he is not, heshould 
be summarily discharged. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. No statements have been pre- 
pared by him to show how many have been intercepted or how 
many have come in or how many have gone back. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. No; notatall. Isuppose his general state- 
ment may be believed. The Senator does not know that it is un- 
true except as he infers it from the statistics read by my honorable 
friend from New Hampshire. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is all I know about it. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. If the Senator from Indiana will 
permit me, I should like to say right here that it seems to be im- 
ee to conclude that any considerable number of laborers 

om China are being smuggled into this country. There may be 
some, but that there are any great number of them must be proved 
not to be so, I think, from the fact that the number in this coun- 
try is constantly diminishing. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Connecti- 
cut if he has an idea there would not be a vast horde of Chinese 
laborers here in a short time if we had no prohibition? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I have no doubt if we had no law 

on the subject, no Treasury regulations, there would be an in- 
crease: but I think that under the law as it exists to-day and under 
the Treasury regulations it is eh impossible that there 
should be any considerable increase of Chinese laborers in this 
country. 
Mr. FAIRBAN KS. I read further from Mr. Dunn, that we 
may be as accurately advised about this matter as possible. It 
should be borne in mind that Mr. Dunn is chief of the Chinese 
bureau in San Francisco. 

The collectors of customs looked upon these certificates as absolute evi- 
dence of the right of the applicants to admission, and they were admitted 
after little or no investigation. 

This was one of the most t of the frauds which I was instructed to 
prevent, and after many mon of study and research, investigation, and 
inquiry we were able to secure the rejection by collectors of customs of those 
whose certificates were fraudulent. 

This has been done by. strict investigation of the applicants and such in- 
quiry as is possible on this side of the water. But in a majority of cases the 
poor deluded coolies, who have frequently mo their as 
well as their future earnings for the costs of the ce cate 
that the statements contained in their certifi 
never been any but laborers, and that they are not entitled the 
oe acnetinn of the steamship and railroad companies din 
corrriua ee Chinese frankly declare that they are ‘se teamapestetion," 
and that itis not their duty to inquire whether or not their passengers may land 
upon arrival. Their agents work up the Chinese passenger traffic in China 
as a matter of business. minent Chinese firms, as mercantile 
establishments in the United States, are heavily e in the business of 
supplying these certificates and bringing the coolies here upon these fraudu- 
lent papers. 

And further: 

These Chinese coolies, masquerading as merchants, students, et al., are very 
carefully coached, being furnished with verbal, printed, or written instruc- 
tions, copies of which I shall be pleased to lay before you. if desired. Vast 
profits have been made by the all Chinese merchants located in this 
country in the promotion of this illicit traffic, and the so-called Chinese mer- 
chants, students, etc., imported in this manner are said to be held in virtual 
bondage for some years, until they have, by their earnings, repaid the sums 
a upon, with interest and charges. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator 
a question? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Of course; with pleasure. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. _Did it appear before the committee who 
the gentleman was Mr. Dunn referred to as giving him that in- 
formation about the arrangement with the’ Pacific Mail Steam- 
ship cr ? If so, I should like to have the name stated. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I will read again what he said about that: 

Iam informed upon absolutely creda oni (here I will state that 1 


will give to the chairman of this co if the name of my in- 
formant, which, however, I will not divulge in this pu meeting). 
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Whether his name was given or not I am not able to advise the 


honorable Senator. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. I think the name should be given. I 
have just been called from the Chamber by the vice-president of 
that company, who denounces the statement as an absolute false- 
hood, and he demands to know who Mr. Dunn’s informant was. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I think my distinguished friend the Sen- 
ator sat with me at the hearing of Mr. Dunn’s testimony. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. I did, and I never heard the name. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Nor did I. Did the Senator ask for it 


then? 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. I did not, because it was said that it 
would be given to the chairman, and I sw that the com- 
mittee would be placed in the possession of the name when it was 


so given. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I think it ouglit to have been. I can not 
advise the Senator on that point. I read further from the state- 
ment of Mr. Dunn: 

ing to the class of f - 
Htiit= 

In an exp2rience of nearly three years, Seatag whieh 

rts of thousands of these cases, I have never wn of an applicant seek- 

ng admission as an agent or barer for any mercantile house in China or 
elsewhere, and never a bona fide merchant been denied admission. 

No applicant for admission asa student has ever been denied if he pos- 
sessed proper papers and could prove that he was not a laborer. Every ap- 
plicant who possessed the status of a scholar has been admitted. 

No applicant certified as a traveler has been denied if possessed of re- 
quired Sa. No one certified as a traveler has been rejected if he 
were other than a cooly. 

Mr. Dunn gives this specific case, which is certainly a most 
flagrant one, and would suggest to the Congress some carefully 
guarded legislation: 

After the work of my bureau at San Francisco had resulted in reducing 
this line of fraud, efforts were made to land these classes at other ports. In 
March, 1901, I was ordered the Secretary of the Treasury to investigate 
at San Diego a shipload of “coming with fraudulent certificates.” 

I will call the attention of the distinguished Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] to the fact that this was only a lit- 
tle over a year ago. 

I found the ship Belgian King had arrived with 45 Chinese, bearing certifi- 
cates as sasvabaaie, students, etc., issued at Canton and Hongkong. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, if the Senator will permit 
me, I will ask him if the law does not require that the United 
States consuls shall visé all those certificates? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. That is correct. 

Mr. GALLINGER. So that they have passed the scrutiny of 
the consuls of the United States. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. And it was shown before the committee 
that the consuls almost uniformly were indifferent or negligent in 
the performance of that duty imposed ae 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Yes, sir; with pleasure. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. If that be so, would it not be better for 
this Government to look after its officials abroad than to make 
these very stringent re tions for the admission of Chinese, so 
that they may have a hearing at the port of departure and not 
take the risk of coming a long distance and then be turned back? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I agree with the Senator that it would be 
well for the Government to deal with the matter there, but not 
exclusively so. I would deal with it both here and there. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I will Say to the Senator, in addition, that 
the Chinese impose on our consular officers in China in just the 
same way they impose on the customs officers here. Hundreds of 
Chinese, I have no doubt, come in wrongfully where the consular 
officers have acted in perfect good faith. They are very ready 
with means of deceit and deception. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. Idid not understand from the statement 
of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. FarrBanks] that the difficulty 
was with the deceit practiced by the Chinese emigrants, but that 
the fault was in the inattention of the consular officers. 


Ihave prepared re- 


Mr. FAIRBANKS. From the testimony before the committee, | 


which the Senator heard as well as myself, I drew the conclusion 
that those officers were not as careful in the discharge of their 


duty as they should have been. I was endeavoring just as the | 


Senator rose to find some testimony in the record before us, which 
I read this morning, to the effect that the consuls were confused 
and misled, and that they finaliy gave up undertaking to ascertain 
and certify to the facts, which they are required to do under the 


law. The Senator from Oregon |Mr. MrrcHEtt] is quite correct. | 


Deception is practiced upon our consular officers there as well as 
our customs officers here. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. Then I will inquire of the Senator 
whether, in his judgment, our Government ought to ignore the 
inefficiency of our officials, and whether, in his judgment, it is 
fair for us in doing so to allow these men to come this long dis- 
tance for another examination, for instance, in San Francisco, 
and then be sent back across the Pacific? 


Mr. FAIRBANKS. Well, Mr. President, I have more sym- 
pathy for the people of this country than I have for the Chinese 
seeking admission to the United States unlawfully. They know 
what the laws are when they go to the consuls of the United 
States to perpetrate fraud upon them; they have no equity 
which justifies us in abandoning here all effort to exclude them 
when they reach our shores. What equity have they, coming 
here with a fraudulent certificate viséed by the officials of the 
United Statesin China? A certificate, when it is presented to our 
officers in San Francisco, if found to have been fraudulently 
secured, should be torn to pieces, and the fraudulent bearer of it 
sent back to China, no matter what the cost or the annoyance to 
him might be. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator permit me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. NELSon in the chair). Does 
- Senator from Indiana yield to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. With pleasure. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have here a San Francisco newspaper— 
the News Letter—the entire front page of which is devoted toa 
discussion of the examinations that are made of these men on this 
side, and this newspaper from the Pacific coast claims that the 
examination is exceedingly unfair and unjust to the Chinese, and 
that they are deported without proper authority. 

I think I al ake occasion to read that article on Monday, 
when I may ask the attention of the Senate for a few minutes in 
the discussion of this question. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. What is the paper? 

Mr. GALLINGER. The News Letter. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, there may be cases of harsh 
administration of the law. I do notsay that there are not. I re- 
gret the fact ifitisso. -We have got to enforce these laws through 
human agencies. There can not be an absolutely just and perfect 
administration of any law. 

Iam not going to absolutely condemn our officers, Mr. Presi- 
dent, if sometimes they become a little impatient because of the 
continual effort to circumvent them, because of the persistent ef- 
fort of the Chinese to evade the law. If I have read aright the 
_ testimony taken by the committee, there has been found nowhere 
| more subtle and ingenious attempts to evade the distinct and 

clearly written law of the United States than there has been in 
| connection with this entire Chinese business. 

I do not know what is the statement contained in the letter to 
which the distinguished Senator from New Hampshire adverts. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Itis an editorial. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I have no doubt, as I have said, that there 
may be cases in which there has been wrong done, injustice done, 
but, on the whole, largely s ing, I believe the law has been 
faithfully and humanely and wisely administered. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. ident, | want to say a word to the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER]. There isa very 
strong party in the extreme West who are in favor of admitting 
all the Chinese into this country who may wish to come. There 
are people who think it is to their interest to secure the cheapest 
possible labor, and they do not care whether those laborers be 

| white men or black men or yellow men, — they will work 
very cheaply, and especially if they will be obedient to all the 
demands that are put upon them. That is the case, probably, 
with all Chinamen. I have no doubt that there are newspapers 
| over there that will decry every effort that may be made on the 


1 


part of the Government to keep this immigration within the lines 
| of the treaty and the statutes, because they will be glad to see 
| them both wiped off the statute book and to see the ports of the 
| United States open to all the Chinamen who may wish to come. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, of course I can 
not detain the Senate at this hour of the afternoon, but before 
this discussion closes I wish to call attention to a matter which 
we seem to be continually drifting away from—the matter alluded 
ba the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopee]. 

e have treaties with China, and we ought to keep those treat- 
| ies not only in their letter, but in their spirit. This country can 
not afford to disregard its treaties with any foreign country, and 
least of all can it afford to disregard its treaties with a power 
that is not able to defend itself if those treaties are disregarded. 
We not only must not disregard our treaties, but we must keep 
them scrupulously; we must not ‘‘ keep the word of promise to 
the ear and break it to the hope.”’ 

All this is outside the question of whether Chinese laborers are 
desirable in this country. The suggestion which I wish to make 
is whether this bill in its definitions of the exempted classes is 
keeping the treaty with China either in its letter or its spirit, and 
the question I want toask is this: Whether the Senators who have 
reported this bill believe that China thinks that these definitions 
of teachers, scholars, and students are within the fair meaning, 
scope, and interpretation of that treaty? That is a pretty signifi- 
cant question, and it ought to be answered here. 
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We do not consult China as to these definitions; we fix them 
in this bill arbitrarily, and, in my judgment, in a way that enti- 
tles China to seriously complain that we are not attempting in a 
fair spirit to observe the provisions of that treaty. 

Now, let us turn to the treaty for a moment, and I am not go- 
ing to detain the Senatelong. Article ITI of the treaty in force says: 
. =» provisions of this convention shall not affect the rights at present en- 
joyed— 

Which was in 1894— 
of Chinese subjects, being officials, teachers, students, merchants, or travel- 
ers for curiosity or pleasure, but not laborers, of coming to the United States 
and residing therein. 

Observe the language— 
residing therein. 

The rights which they at present enjoy were those stated in 
Article Il of the treaty of 1880: 

Chinese subjects, whether proceeding to the United States as teachers, 
students, merchants, or from curiosity, together with their body and house- 
hold servants, and Chinese laborers who are now in the United States shall 
be allowed to go and come of their own free will and accord, and shall be ac- 
corded all the rights, privileges, immunities, and exemptions which are ac- 
corded to the citizens and subjects of the most favored nation. 

Here we have, then, the treaty of 1880, which specifically rec- 
ognized the right of teachers and students—I am speaking now 
only of those two classes—not only to ‘‘ come of their own free will 
and accord,’’ but to ‘“‘ be accorded all the rights, privileges, im- 
munities, and exemptions which are accorded to the citizens and 
subjects of the most favored nation.”’ 

The treaty of 1894 said that they should have “the right at 
present enjoyed * * * of coming to the United States and 
residing therein.’’ Now, let us see what this bill says: 

Src.6. That the term “ teacher” used in this actshall be construed tomean 
only one who, for not less than two years next preceding his application for 
entry into the United States, has been continuously engaged in giving in- 
struction in the higher branches of education, and who proves to the satis- 
faction of the appropriate Treasury officer that he is q ed to teach such 
higher branches and has —_ arrangements to teach in a recognized 
institution of learning in the United States and intends to pursue no other 
occupation than teaching while in the United States. 

Does the Senator who reported this bill sup that thatis the 
definition which the Chinese Government in its mind when 
it obtained from us the privilege that teachers should be - 
mitted to come to the United States and “‘ to enjoy all the rights, 
privileges, immunities, and exemptions which are accorded to 
the citizens and subjects of the most favored nation ’’—to reside 
here? Is there anything in that treaty which limits it to teachers 
who have been two years engaged in teaching ‘the higher 
branches of education ’’—— 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator permit me there? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Not just at this moment— 
and have completed arrangements to teach in a recognized institution of 
learning in the United States? 

I can not think so. Now, I will yield to the Senator from 
Oregon. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator from Connecticut will agree, 
I presume, that the United States has, under the provisions of 
that treaty, a right to provide some kind of test as to whether a 
person isa teacher or not. Isu the Senator will agree to that. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Yes; I think they ought to do it. 

Mr. MITCHELL. And I will agree with the Senator further, 
that the test should be a reasonable one. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Yes. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Now, is it an unreasonable test to provide 
that a man should be able to show that he had been engaged for 
some time in teaching? How else will you arrive at the conclu- 
sion that he is a teacher? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Are there no teachers except 
teachers of the ‘‘ higher branches of education’’ for two years? 

Mr. MITCHELL. In answer to that I call the attention of the 
Senator to the fact that when the treaty of December 8, 1894, was 
promulgated the rule of which he complains had already been an- 
nounced by the Treasury ent, and the construction which 
this bill places on the terms “‘students’’ and ‘‘ teachers’’ had 
been placed on those terms by the Treasury Department; and 
yet China proceeded to enter into the treaty of 1894 without one 
word of complaint in regard to the construction which had been 
placed upon the terms “‘ teachers ’’ and “‘ students.”’ 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I donot, of course, for a moment 
dispute the accuracy of the Senator’s statement that the precise 
definition incorporated in this bill of a teacher had been estab- 
lished by Treasury regulations prior to 1894, but I hope the Sena- 
tor will point it out to me before this discussion is concluded. 

What is the teacher to do? He must not only have been teach- 
ing ‘‘the higher branches of education” in China or elsewhere, 
but he must have ‘‘ completed ents to teach in a recog- 
nized institution of learning in the United States.’’ That is some- 
thing more than a primary school, or a common school, or a high 
school in this country, Why, Mr. President, can the Senator not 
see that that is an absolute exclusion of all teachers? 


Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, I will read 
precisely what the Treasury regulations were at the time this 
treaty was ratified: 

Chinese person not entitled to admission asa teacher, if, in addition to pre- 
senting proper certificate, etc., the facts claimed in his certificate are dis- 

roved; or if any of the contents thereof are controverted; or if evidence 
oes not show that he has actually been following the avocation of teacher 
in China— 

A teacher in China of the higher branches— 


or if upon examination in various branches of education it is found that he is 
not qualified to become a teacher; or if it is not shown to the satisfaction of 
the collector that plans and arrangements have been effected for him to con- 
duct a school in the United States. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. This pape statute has been 
made very much more drastic than that Treasury ruling, which 
the Senator from New Hampshire has read, so much so that I 
want to repeat here that under it it is practically impossible that 
any of the exempted class known as teachers can be admitted into 
the United States. Thereisno call for them, ponegs in the higher 
institutions of learning in the United States, or, if there is a call 
for them, they will not have made their arrangements for teach- 
ing. Suppose that possibly there is one scholarship in Yale or in 
Harvard, not more than three or four Chinese teachers could pos- 
sibly be admitted into the United States under this statute. 
Now, will Senators tell me what China understood when it said 
that its teachers should be admitted into the United States with 
their household goods and their servants, and accorded all the 
rights, privileges, and immunities of the citizens or subjects of 
the most favored nation, and might reside here? 

Mr. LODGE. DolI understand the Senator to lay down the 
a that the United States has not the right to protect 
itself against an undesirable class of immigrants? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It has exercised the right. 

Mr. LODGE. But asa general poe 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think, Mr. President, that in 
the spirit of comity, which we desire to have prevail between this 
country and China, the United States should at least ask China 
what she understood by the treaty. We can abrogate the treaty, 
so far as the right to do so is concerned. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator, in 
order to get at a fair meaning of it, whether or not he is advised 
that the Chinese Government ever complained of this definition? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Idonot know. Iam complain- 
ing of it right here and now. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I understand. But is itnot fair to assume 
that if the Chinese Government had acquiesced in our definition 
for a number of years she waives the right to complain? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It was not this definition, Mr. 
President. 

Mr. LODGE. I think that is a matter of opinion. I think it 
is this definition. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Not as read by the Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER]. 

Mr. FAIRB KS. Yes; as read by the Senator from New 
Hampshire. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Perhaps we had better refer to Webster 
or Worcester or the Standard Dictionary to see what the definition 
of ‘‘ teacher’ is. Itcertainly isnot the people engaged in the higher 
branches of education, and who, under this bill, must teach con- 
tinuously for two —— 

Mr. LODGE. t Treasury regflation demands in so many 
words that there must be a test of the higher branches. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It does not say so. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It does not say so as read by the 
Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. President, I hope that I may be permitted to conclude the 
few remarks which I was about to make. 

Mr. MITCHELL. If the Senator will permit me to ask him 
just one question, I ask if he does not think that is the meaning 
of that treaty, and does he think that it was the intention either 
on the part of China or of this country that persons should come 
here goed that designation to teach in the ordinary common 
schools? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I do not know. I have been 
taught that the common school was the foundation of all the edu- 
cation and the glory of this country. 

Mr. LODGE. Does the Senator anticipate that we are going to 
have Chinamen teach in our common schools? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, I can scarcely un- 
derstand the state of mind which prompts that question. 

Mr. LODGE. I understood the Senator to object that we were 
shutting out persons eligible to teach in our common schools, and 
I asked him as a practical matter if we were going to import 
Chinamen to teach in our common schools. That does not seem 
to me to be an unreasonable question. ' - 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. We have some Chinese children 
in this country. I go to the term “student,’’ which is even 
worse, and I venture to say that this definition of this section 
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entirely changes the understanding of the parties when this 
treaty was made, and fixes a definition for the word “ student ”’ 
that nobody ever heard of or thought of until it was defined 
either by ae regulation or by this bill, a definition which, 


if notice were taken of it, would make us, as it seems to me, 
absolutely ridiculous. 

I want to say right here that I do not know what could better 
preserve or increase the friendly relations, which we hope to have 
with China as a foreign power, or be better adapted to carry the 
ideas of our civilization into China, which we are all hoping for 
and which we are all praying may enter that dark country, than 
to have boys brought here and educated here in the American 
language and with American ideas, as has been done in the case 
of Japan, and as we are doing now in the case of Porto Rico. 
How else can we so well disseminate the ideas of our institutions 
as by that process? Something of that sort was done here a few 
years ago—perhaps thirty or forty years ago; I do not remember 
just how long a some of the brightest of the young Chi- 
nese boys were ught here and put into families for education 
and received an education in American ideas. Some of them 
went through our colleges, and then went back to China, and, if 
I am not mistaken, the symptoms of a new civilization in China, 

in some upon what they call Western civilization, 
are attributable to the influence which those boys, educated in 
our families here in the United States, exerted when they went 
back to China. I know the history of some of them and the in- 
fluence they have exerted there. 

Now, just look at what this bill says ‘“‘a student” is in the 
meaning of this treaty: 

Sec. 7. That the term “student,” used in this act, shall be construed to 
mean only one who intends to pursue some of the higher branches of study, 


or to be fitted for some particular profession or occupation for which ade- 
quate facilities for study are not afforded in the foreign country or the ter- 
ritory of the United States whence he comes, and for whose su while 
studying sufficient provision has been made, and who intends to rt from 
ee rritory of the United States immediately on the comple of his 
studies. 


The eon says that he shall have the privilege of residing here. 

Mr. MIT HELL. If the Senator allow me, he certainly 
does not mean to tell the Senate it is his judgment that if a man 
ceases to be a teacher—— 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I am talking about students. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Well, if a man ceases to be a student, that 
he has any right under that treaty to reside in this country? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Let us see. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Clearly he has not. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The convention with China reads: 


The provisions of this convention shall not affect the right at present en- 
joyed of Chinese subjects, being officials, teachers, students, merchants or 
travelers for curiosity or pleasure, but not laborers, of coming to the United 
States and residing therein. 


Mr. MITCHELL. Certainly; students. 

Mr.FAIRBANKS. That means residing here during the period 
he is a student. 

Mr. TELLER. And not after he ceases to be a student. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. He becomes a teacher then. 

Mr. TELLER. Then he resides here. 

: = PLATT of Connecticut. He might get an opportunity to 
each. 

Mr. TELLER. Then he resides here. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. No; then he has got to depart. 
The student who comes here, who is instructed in the American 
language, in American ideas and ideals, and who seeks to become 
a teacher in a common school, a high school, a college, or any of 
the higher institutions of learning, can not stay as a teacher, but 
has got to depart. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator is aware, I presume, that the 
Federal courts have decided in more than one instance that 
where one belonging to an exempted class comes here and ceases 
to ge to that class, then he has no right to remain here. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Very likely. I am not familiar 
with all the decisions, but I want to know how a student, or how 
any person claiming to be a student—and students under the 
treaty are permitted to come and reside here—I want to know 
how any such person is going to get into the United States? A 
person will never come to the United States as a student—— 

Mr. TELLER. I hope not. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. And the Senator from Colorado 
says he hopes not. That is very significant. 

Mr. GALLINGER. And yet we aretalking about Christianiz- 
ing China and the Philippines. 

t. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, no person will ever 
come, or can ever come, to the United States as a student. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Just one moment, if you please. 

The term “student,” used 

who inate to pa act the higher tesecbes of seul, or tots 


one pursue some 
fitted for some particular profession or occupation for which ae facili- 
in the 


ties for study are not afforded foreign coun the te 
United States whence he comes, ” — — 
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have at Tientsin a university where the facilities for 
higher education are afforded. That will shut them out, if noth- 
ing else. Itis not necessary, in my judgment, Mr. President, to 
so strain the provisions of this treaty and to so arbitrarily force 
them in order to prevent the coming of Chinese laborers into the 
United States. 

I will not speak of the travelers and the merchants, because 
this matter relating to the education of the Chinamen touches 
me very much more closely than the question of their engaging 
in trade here or traveling about here. It seems to me we ought 
not only not to shut up all the doors against the coming of persons 
as teachers and students into this country, but that we might con- 
strue the treaty even to open alittle wider the doors for Chinamen 
to come here to teach or to be taught in our institutions of learn- 
ing, and not absolutely to exclude every teacher and every stu- 
dent, practically, from coming among us. That was not the way 
the treaty was understood, Mr. President. I do not believe that 
there is any ruling of the Treasury Department, it not having 
been called to my attention, which proposes to exclude every 
child, boy, or young man from coming to this country and hon- 
estly desiring to be oe our language, our institutions, and 
our laws. I shall not believe that the Treasury Department has 
made any such regulation until it is shown to me. 

Mr. LODGE. ill the Senator kindly look at the bill and then 
com it with what I am about to read? I wish him to look at 
_ ill from which he has been reading—the clause about stu- 

ents. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I have read it. 

Mr. LODGE. That is what I want the Senator to read. I am 
going to read the opinion of the Solicitor of the Treasury, and I 
want the Senator to compare it with the terms of the bill. I am 

ing to give the Senator an ee because the Senator said he 

id not believe the Treasury Department had ever made such a 


ruling. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I said nothing of the kind. 

Mr. TELLER. He refers to the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. LODGE. I did not say the Senator from New Hampshire. 
I refer to the Senator from Connecticut. He said he does not 
believe the Treasury has ever given such an opinion. Now,I am 
going to read the opinion. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, I ask his 
pardon for misinterpreting what he said. The Senator approached 
in a very ming manner, and I thought he must have meant 


me (Langhter. | 

Mr. LODGE. I beg the Senator’s pardon. Nothing was fur- 
ther from my thoughts: 

A Chinese student is “a person who intends to pursue some of the higher 
branches of study, or one who seeks to be fitted for some particular profes- 
sion or occupation for which facilities of study are not afforded in his own 
country; one for whose support and maintenance in this country, as a stu- 
dent, ee been made, and who, upon completion of his studies, ex- 
pects to return to China.” 

That is the opinion of the Solicitor of the Treasury of June 15, 
1900, in interpretation of the treaty and the present laws. Then 
this follows: 

A Chinese person coming to the United States, applying for admission 
upon the ground that he intends to study the English Eleonee, is not a stu- 
dent wi the meaning of the Chinese-exclusion laws— 

Those are the old laws under which we have been living, not 
the proposed law— 
which have been decided to exempt as students only those who intend to 
pursue some of the higher branches of study, or who seek to be fitted for 
some cular profession or ‘occupation, facilities for the study of which 
are not afforded in their own country. (Treasury decision 23107.) 

The language of the act which the Senator has been criticising 
so severely is taken, word for word, from the interpretations of 
the Treasury on the existing law, except that the present bill 
does not make the restriction in regard to the English language. 
We do not narrow it as much as the existing Treasury decisions. 
Now, whether it is right or wrong I am not concerned to argue 
at this late hour on Saturday afternoon, but I do desire to point out 
that this bill has not_ been made hastily out of some one’s casual 
thought. Itis based on Treasury decisions, and in that clause 
we have followed the interpretation of the law officers of the 
Government and the Treasury Department of the United States 
as to what the existing laws and treaties mean. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, I think the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts fairly shows that the proposed statute 
does not very much extend the rulings of the Treasury Depart- 
ment and the T officials, and that being so, I want every 
word I have said about this proposed statute to apply to those de- 
cisions and those rulings. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, a single word before the 
week’s work is done. I was interested in the discussion of what 
could fairly be meant by “‘teacher.’” The Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, a graduate of one of the distinguished universities of 
the country, gave an interpretation to it, and I, as a graduate of 
a little log schoolhouse at a four-corners that is very vivid in my 
mind, thought I knew something of what the term “ teacher’’ 
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meant. I wish now to refer to the Standard Dictionary, which is 
supposed to be a pretty accurate authority in this country, and read 
what it says about ‘“‘ teacher:”’ 

Teacher. One who teaches or instructs; especially, one whose business or 
occupation is to teach others; an instructor; r; inan eminent sense, 
one who has ial aptitude for arousing in the minds of pupils those intel- 
lectual activities by which knowledge is acq: ,an skill in impart- 
ing that knowledge in a clear, thorough, and systematic manner, etc. 

That is what ‘‘ teacher’? means, and no man is adroit enough 
to contort it into meaning what the proposed law says it shall 
mean. 

A single other word. Men in public life are very apt to be mis- 
represented when they make statements, and especially in a de- 
bate such as this. I took ex-eption to what the Senator from 
Massachusetts said in regard to the Six Companies, but not on 
the point that I think he particularly meant to emphasize, and 
that was that they were engaged in fraudulent practices. I do 
not know whether that is true or not; very likely it is; but what 
I wanted to take exception to was that the Senator read a circu- 
lar that the Six Companies, or the consolidated company—be- 
cause, as a matter of fact, I understand it is but one company— 
sent out intending to collect money from the Chinese to defend 
their rights in the matter of legislation in the Congress of the 
United States. 

I said it was not different from what the post-office clerks and 
the postal clerks and labor organizations were doing, and I sim- 
ply rose to say that in the observation I made I did not mean to 
impute any wrong to either the labor organizations or the organi- 
zations of postal clerks or post-office clerks. They have a right, 
as I interpret the matter, to do that very thing, and they would 
be negligent of their duty if they did not take care of their rights 
before even the Senate of the United States. I simply wish to 
make this explanation so as to show that I did not intend by any 
observation I made to reflect upon anybody. I think the Chinese 
Six Companies have a right to protect themselves by raising 
money from the Chinamen in this country, because they have no 
other means of securing a fund for this purpose. 

Mr. President, in the discussion this afternoon the stereotyped 
suggestion has been made that Chinese women are imported and 
sold for immoral purposes in the city of San Francisco. That 
may be true. I venture to say that diligent search will reveal 
quite as bad a condition in the city of San Francisco among other 

e0ples than the Chinese. It certainly can be revealed in darker 

New York, according to the statement of Ballington Booth. It 
can be revealed in the Puritan city of Boston; and we need not 
go very far from the Dome of this Capitol to discover it in the 
city of Washington. I do not think that that ought to influence 
any vote on this very important question. 

But I want further to add that I am not opposed to the restric- 
tion of Chinese immigration, but I believe that the present stat- 
ute is drastic enough, thorough enough, comprehensive enough, 
and that during the pendency of the existing treaty with China, 
when we are talking about Christianizing that people and extend- 
ing our trade to the Orient, we ought not by any additional legis- 
lation to slap that great Empire in the face. If the advocates of 
Chinese restriction will agree to allow the stringent law which is 
on the statute book to-day, known as the Geary law, I believe, to 
remain there, there will be no protracted discussion on the part of 
those who take an exception to the proposed law; but if that is not 
admitted, we shall have something further to say on this question. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I have not risen to make a 
speech. I merely desire to say that on Monday morning, after the 
morning business, if agreeable to the Senate, I will submit some 
remarks on the pending bill. 

In addition, if no other Senator desires to proceed further at 
this time, I wish to move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

Mr. LODGE. I wish to say a word on one single point before 
the motion is made to go into executive session. 

Mr. CULLOM. Very well. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. GALLINGER] referred to the case of the importation of 
women for immoral pu: We all know that what he refers 
to is quite true; that that unfortunate class exists everywhere. 


Ne 





There is an illustration; and I wish to say to the Senator that 
the committee is not acting or speaking or intending to act or 


speak without some knowl and some testimony as to the evils 
of a relaxation of the law. 

Mr. CULLOM. May I inquire whether the Chinese were in- 
vited to that exposition? 

Mr. LODGE. There was a relaxation of the law to allow them 
to come in in connection with Chinese exhibits. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is what I supposed. 

Mr. LODGE. That was it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I do not for a moment con- 
trovert the statement that these two Chinese women were ener nM 
here for improper purposes. No Chinese women can get into thi 
country without running a gantlet of sworn Government offi- 
cials in this country, and it is very probable that occasionally one 
is smuggled in under ee but that that should be made 
the foundation of an assault upon the Chinese nation and the Chi- 
nese character I do not for a moment admit ought to be allowed. 
We have some serious problems in that di on confronting us 
asanation. We have a serious problem in that connection con- 
fronting us to-day in the Philippine Islands, and we would better 
make clean our own house before we in wholesale manner assault 
= people of another nation in reference to this regrettable con- 

ition. 

Mr. CULLOM. I understand the Senator from Indiana . 
FAIRBANKS] desires to submit some remarks, and I will yield to 
him. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, I do not intend to protract 
the debate at this late hour, but before adjournment I desire to 
direct attention to Mr. Dunn’s statement with respect to the dif- 
ficulty experienced in having proper certificates viséed by consuls 
in China. I would invite the attention of my friend, the’junior 
Senator from Vermont, to this: 

I have personal knowledge— 

Says Mr. Dunn— 

I have personal knowl that, until the past year at least, American 
consuls would visé an cate presented to them for that purpose, and 
that they oe ted that it was im ble for them to know the facts 
and cire ces which they attested. inister Conger, when in San Fran- 
cisco, urgently requested me to visit, assist, and ovine his consular force, 
and the new American consul at Hongkong has made similar requests. 

All, however, — that the Government will assign to them a sufficient 
number of Chinese tors and re to investigate in a more thor- 
ough manner the certificates presented for their visé, and it is only by this 
means that their authentication can be e more then perfunctory. 

I have always urged that it was a manifest injustice to Chinese— 

In this he agrees with the junior Senator from Vermont and 
myself— 
whether or not entitled to admission, that they should be provided with these 
certificates without adequate investigation and pay the additional ex- 
pense of passage to the Uni Sta there to be repockes. in many cases, 
upon the discovery of the fraudulent c ter of their claims. 

The foregoing was the foundation of my observation a moment 
ago—that certificates of consuls in China were not, under the cir- 
cumstances under which they were issued, worthy of the most 
absolute confidence. 

SARAH H. H. LOWE. 


Mr. MILLARD. Will the Senator from Illinois yield to me 
for a moment? 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. MILLARD. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 10117) granting a pension to Sarah 
H. H. Lowe. ; 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It pee to place on 
the pension roll the name of Sarah H. H. Lowe, widow of Wil- 
liam W. Lowe, late colonel Fifth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cav- 
alry, and to pay her a pension of $30 per month. 

The bill was re to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 


| consideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in 


But the way the Chinese women are brought in is illustrated by | 
the testimony, and it is by relaxation of the law. The law was | 


relaxed to allow the in uction of some Chinese for the Omaha 
Exposition, and it illustrates the manner in which a relaxation of 
the law is taken advantage of by certain Chinamen. I read from 
page 484 of the testimony: 


(Translation of intercepted letter to Kam Tong, ra a to importation of 
two prostitutes and sale of one for J 
To Kam Tons. 


Dean Nepuew: All your pohly esteemed favors have come duly to hand. 
The two prostitutes imported by Teuey He ae fais pele Exposition} people 
have ved at San Francisco and one already for | A deposit 
already been received: but why is it you have not on men for a little 
time now. such as you get bold of Tell them they must act immediately. 


executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 
47 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, April 7, 
1902, at 12 o’clock meridian. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 

Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 6, 1902. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
JUDGE-ADVOCATE-GENERAL’S DEPARTMENT. 

To be judge-advocates-general with the rank of brigadier-general. 


Col. Thomas F. Barr, judge-advocate (since retired from ac 
tive service), May 21, 1901. 
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Col. John W. Clous, judge-advocate (since retired from active 
service), May 22, 1901, 

Col. George B. Davis, judge-advocate, May 24, 1901. 

To be judge-advocates-general with the rank of colonel. 

Lieut. Col. Edward Hunter, judge-advocate, to be judge- 
advocate with the rank of colonel, May 21, 1901. d 

Lieut. Col. George B. Davis, judge-advocate, to be judge- 
advocate with the rank of colonel, May 22, 1901. : 

Lieut. Col. Stephen W. Groesbeck, judge-advocate, to be judge- 
advocate with the rank of colonel, May 24, 1901. 

Maj. Enoch H. Crowder, judge-advocate, to be judge-advocate 
with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, May 21, 1901. é 

Maj. Jasper Newton Morrison, judge-advocate, to be judge- 
advocate with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, May 22, 1901. 

Maj. Edgar S. Dudley, ee ain miner to be judge-advocate 
with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, May 24, 1901. 

CORPS OF ENGINEERS. 

Lieut. Col. Garrett J. Lydecker, Corps of Engineers, to be colo- 
nel, April 30, 1901. 

Lieut. Col. Amos Stickney, Corps of Engineers, to be colonel, 
May 2, 1901. 

Lieut. Col. Alexander Mackenzie, Corps of Engineers, to be 
colonel, May 3, 1901. 

Maj. Thomas H. Handbury, Corps of Engineers, to be lieuten- 
ant-colonel, April 30, 1901. 

Maj. Henry M. Adams, Corps of Engineers, to be lieutenant- 
colonel, May 2, 1901. 

Maj. Charles E. L. B. Davis, Corps of Engineers, to be lieuten- 
ant-colonel, May 3, 1901. 
; Capt. John Biddle, Corps of Engineers, to be major, April 30, 
901. 


Capt. Harry F. Hodges, Corps of Engineers, to be major, May 
2, 1901. 
Capt. James G. Warren, Corps of Engineers, to be major, May 
8, 1901. 
First Lieut. James B. Cavanaugh, Corps of Engineers, to be 
captain, April 30, 1901. 
irst Lieut. James P. Jervey, Corps of Engineers, to be cap- 
tain, May 2, 1901. 
First Lieut. George P. Howell, Corps of Engineers, to be cap- 
tain, May 3, 1901. 
: ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT. 


Maj. Almon L. Varney, Ordnance Department, to be lieutenant- 
colonel, October 15, 1901. 

Capt. Ira MacNutt, Ordnance Department, to be major, Octo- 
ber 15, 1901. 

First Lieut. John W. Joyes, Ordnance Department, to be cap- 
tain, October 15, 1901. 


To be judge-advocates with the rank of major. 

John A. Hull, of Iowa, late major and judge-advocate, United 
States Volunteers, February 2, 1901. 

George M. Dunn, of Colorado, late major and judge-advocate, 
United States Volunteers, February 2, 1901. 

John Biddle Porter, of Pennsylvania, late major, Twenty-eighth 
Infantry, United States Volunteers, May 27, 1901. 

Lewis E. Goodier, of New York, late major, Thirty-eighth In- 
fantry, United States Volunteers, June 18, 1901. 

Capt. Harvey C. Carbaugh, Artillery Corps, late major and 
judge-advocate, United States Volunteers, February 2, 1901. 

Capt. Frank L. Dodds, Ninth Infantry, United States Army, 
May 22, 1901. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY, 
CORPS OF ENGINEERS. 

To be Chief of Engineers with the rank of brigadier-general. 

Col. Henry M. Robert, Corps of Engineers (since retired from 
active service), April 30, 1901. 

Col. John W. Barlow. Corps of Engineers (since retired from 
active service), May 2, 1901. 

Col. Geo. L, Gillespie, Corps of Engineers, May 8, 1901. 

ARTILLERY CORPS. 


Jacob M. Coward, of New Jersey, late captain, Fourth New Jer- 
sey Volunteers, to be first lieutenant, September 23, 1901. 
.dward L. Glasgow, of Kansas, late captain, Eleventh Cavalry, 
United States Volunteers, to be first lieutenant, ber 23, 1901. 
Robert B. McBride, of Georgia, late captain, United States 
Vo'unteer Infantry, to be first lieutenant, September 23, 1901. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAVY. 
Dr. Francis M. Munson, a citizen of Delaware, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Navy, with the rank of lieutenant (junior grade). 


Walter A. Greer, a citizen of Missouri, to be an assistan - 
master in the Navy, with the rank of ensign. a 
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POSTMASTERS. 

George M. Francis, to be postmaster at Napa, in the county of 
Napa and State of California. 

y B. Stephens, to be postmaster at South Pasadena, in the 

county of Los Angeles and State of California. 

Nelson B. Stanton, to be postmaster at Avalon, in the county of 
Los Angeles and State of California. 

Kennedy B. Summerfield, to be postmaster at Santa Monica, in 
the county of Los Angeles and State of California. 

Arthur M. Hughes, to be postmaster at Louisa, in the county 
of Lawrence and State of Kentucky. 

John B. Leffingwell, to be postmaster at Braidentown, in the 
county of Manatee and State of Florida. 

Wilfred W. Montague, to be postmaster at San Francisco, in 
the county of San Francisco and State of California, 

Elwyn J. Barrow, to be postmaster at St. Francisville, in the 
parish of West Feliciana and State of Louisiana. 

Byrnes M. Young, to be postmaster at Morgan City, in the par- 
ish of St. Mary and State of Louisiana. 

Alexander Salomon, to be tmaster at Plaquemine, in the 
parish of Iberville and State of Louisiana. 

E. C. Burns, to be postmaster at Reynoldsville, in the county 
of Jefferson and State of Pennsylvania. 

Davis P. Gray, to be postmaster at Whitinsville, in the county 
of Worcester and State of Massachusetts. 

William J. Wallace, to be en at Norwood, in the 
county of Norfolk and State of chusetts. 

John T. Hammar, to be ter at Madison, in the county of 
Lac qui Parle and State of Minnesota. 

John A. Henry, to be ter at Janesville, in the county of 
Waseca and State of Minnesota. 

A. E. King, to be postmaster at Redwood Falls, in the county of 
Redwood and State of Minnesota. 

Eugene M. Harkins, to be postmaster at Sherburn, late Sher- 
burne, in the county of Martin and State of Minnesota. 

Harriet E. Morcom, to be postmaster at Tower, in the county of 
St. Louis and State of Minnesota. 

Edgar B. Shanks, to be postmaster at Fairmont, in the county 
of Martin and State of Minnesota. 

Lewis B. Krook, to be postmaster at New Ulm, in the county 
of Brown and State of Minnesota. 

Eva Demgen, to be postmaster at Virginia, in the county of St. 
Louis and State of Minnesota. 

Harvey G. Wire, to be postmaster at St. Cloud, in the county 
of Stearns and State of Minnesota. 

Lemmon G. Beebe, to be postmaster at Winnebago City, in 
the county of Faribault and State of Minnesota. 

Samuel Y. Gordon, jr., to be postmaster at Brown Valley, in 
the county of Traverse and State of Minnesota. 

George W. Buswell, to be postmaster at Blue Earth, late Bine 
Earth City, in the county of Faribault and State of Minnesota. 

Cassius M. Crane, to be postmaster at Garrettsville, in tlie 
county of Portage and State of Ohio. 

Julius O. Converse, to be postmaster at Chardon, in the county 
of Geauga and State of Ohio. 

Charles E. Cragin, to be postmaster at Ada, in the county of 
Norman and State of Minnesota. 

Delazon P. Higgins, to be postmaster at Lewisburg, in the 
county of Union and State of Pennsylvania. 

Clyde A. L. Purmort, to be postmaster at Van Wert, in the 
county of Van Wert and State of Ohio. 

Frank Fortune, to be tmaster at Jefferson, in the county of 
Ashtabula and State of Shio. 

Thomas J. Darling, to be postmaster at Temple, in the county 
of Bell and State of Texas. 

Charles J. Hostrasser, to be postmaster at Hearne, in the county 
of Robertson and State of Texas. 

George W. Schoch, to be 


tmaster at Mifflinburg, in the 
county of Union and State of 


ennsylvania. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, April 5, 1902. 

The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chapiain, Rev. 
Henry N. Covupen, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE OHIO RIVER. 
Mr. GRAHAM. Mr. Speaker, Ilask unanimous consent for the 
t consideration of the bill (H. R. 2062) to authorize the 

estern Bridge Company to construct and maintain a bridge 
across the Ohio River. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentlemanfrom Pennsylvania asks unan- 
imous consent for the present consideration of a bill which will 
be reported by the Clerk. 





7 
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The bill was read. It provides that the Western Bridge Com- 
pany, a corporation existing under the laws of the State of Penn- 
sylvania, be, and the same is hereby, authorized to construct, 
maintain, and operate a bridge across the Ohio River from a point 
on Preble avenue, in the city of Allegheny, to a point on Shingi 
street, in the borough of McKees Rocks, Allegheny County, Pa.; 
provided, that such location is suitable to the interests of navi- 





The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (8. 2442) confirming title to the State of Nebraska of certain selected 
indemnity school lands. 

Be it enacted, etc., That title be, and is hereby, confirmed to the State of 
Nebraska to all those certain tracts of land in the O'Neill (Nebr.) land dis- 
trict, agregating 2,228.09 acres, heretofore selected by the State as indemnity 
for school lands, which selections were approved by the Secretary 
of the Interior May 22, 1897, in list No. 1, and duly certified to the State 
of Nebraska by the Commissioner of the General Land Office, but which cer- 


gation and receives the approval of the Secretary of War and | tigcation was on May 5, 1899, declared by the Secretary of the Interior to ba 


the Chief of Engineers. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, and was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. GRAHAM, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


MANUAL OF SURVEYING. 


Mr. KLEBERG. Mr. §& er, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 12536) to further amend 
section 2399 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 2399 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, as amended by act of of October 1, 1890 (Statutes at Large, 
volume 26, e 650), and act of Congress of August 15, 1894 (Stat. L., vol. 28, 
p. 285), be further amended so as to read as follows, namely: 

“Sec. 2399. The printed manual of surveying instructions for the survey 


of the public lands of the United States and private land claims, prepared at | 


the General Land Office, and bearing date January 1, 1902, the instructions 


of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, and the special instructions | 


of the surveyor-general, when not in conflict with said printed manual or 
the instructions of said Commissioner, shall be taken and deemed to bea 


part of every contract for surveying the public lands of the United States | 


and private land claims.” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
should like to have the gentleman state what committee of the 
House has considered this. 

Mr. KLEBERG. It is a unanimous report of the Committee 
on Public Lands. It simply legalizes the manual of surveying 
instructions -to the surveyors-general. It is the usual act that 
passes from time to time when a new manual is made. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. KLEBERG, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI RIVER AT PARKVILLE, MO. 


Mr. BOWERSOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (S. 3513) authorizing the 
construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at or near 
Parkville, Mo. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BOWERSOCK, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


CORPORATIONS AS SURETY ON BONDS, ETC. 


Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill H. R. 10517. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 10517) to amend an act entitled ““Anact relative to recognizances, 
stipulations, bonds, and undertakings, and to allow certain corporations to 
be accepted as surety thereon.” 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 3 of an act entitled “An act relative to re- 
cognizances, stipulations, bonds, and undertakings, and to allow certain cor- 
porations to be acoueeee as surety thereon,” approved August 13, 1804, be 
amended so as to read as follows: : é 

“Sec. 8. That every company before transacting any business under this 
act shall deposit with the Attorney-General of the United States a copy of 
its charter or articles of incorporation, and a statement signed and sworn to 
by its president and secretary showing its assets and liabilities. If the said 
Attorney-General shall be satisfied that such company has authority under 
its charter to do the business provided for in this act, and that it has a paid- 
up capital of not less than $100,000, in cash or its equivalent, and is able to 
keep and perform its contracts, he shall grant authority in writing to such 
company to do business under this act.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. : - 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


CONFIRMING TITLE OF CERTAIN LAND TO NEBRASKA. 


Mr. BURKETT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (S. 2442) confirming title to 


the State of Nebraska of certain selected indemnity school lands. | 


null and void and ineffectual to convey to the State any right or title: Pro- 
vided, That the State of Nebraska shall not hereafter be entitled to further 
indemnity for the c accruing to said State in lieu of which said 
selections were \ 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Reserving the right to ob- 
| ject, I should like to have an understanding of what this bill does. 
| I could not gather from the expressions of the bill on its face 
what it does, and I would be glad if the gentleman would explain 
to us the object and purposes of the bill. 

Mr. BURKETT. This billis to straighten out the title—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Will the gentleman please 
state what committee has reported the bill? 

Mr. BURKETT. The Committee on Public Lands, in a unan- 
imous report. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Has the bill been passed 
upon by the Land Office? 

Mr. BURKETT. The Secretary of the Interior has recom- 
mended it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I would like to have a full 
explanation of what it does. 

Mr. BURKETT. The bill is to confirm title to the State of Ne- 
| braska in certain lands indemnifying the State for sections 16 
| and 36 that the State did not get in accordance with the law ad- 
mitting the State into the Union. According to a former deci- 
sion, made several years ago by the Secretary of the Interior—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Will the gentleman tell why 
it was that the State did not get the lands? 

Mr. BURKETT. Ican briefly go overit. In 1882 the bound- 
ary in the State of Nebraska was pushed north to the forty-third 
parallel of latitude, between the Missouri River and the Keyapaha 





River, which included a portion of an Indian reservation. After- 
wards this Indian reservation was opened up for distribution and 
settlement and entry by the act of March 2, 1889. This law con- 
tained the following provision: 

And when the Indian title to the lands thus described shall be extinguished 
the jurisdiction over said lands shall be, and hereby is, ceded to the State of 
Nebraskaand —< toall the conditions and limitations provided for in the 
act of Congress admitting Nebraska into the Union, and the northern bound- 
ary of the State shall be extended d forty-third parallel as fully and ef- 
fectually as if said land had been included in the boundaries of said State at 
the time of its admission into the Union? 

By the law the State of Nebraska was to have these sections, 
16 and 36, just the same as they did in the other territory that 
originally constituted Nebraska. Section 24 of the 1889 act pro- 
vided that sections 16 and 36 should be reserved for school pur- 
poses. But there was a provision made putting the mene? of 
the sale of this land into a trust fund for the Ponca Indians. It 
was construed in that way, or rather that there was no grant of 
these lands to the State until the Indian title had been extin- 
guished. A few years later it was held otherwise, that by virtue 
of the law itself and its acceptance by the Indians they had sur- 
rendered it to the United States. Some of these sections 16 and 
86 were lost to the State on account of allotment to Indians and 
other deficiencies. On Au 21, 1891, the State of Nebraska 
filed a list of indemnity lands for these sections thus otherwise 
taken. On August 29, 1892, the selection was denied by the Com- 
| missioner of Public Lands, and the lands were held for cancel- 
| lation. 

The State appealed. On February 24, 1894, the Attorney-Gen- 
eral overruled that decision of the Land Department, and held 
that the State of Nebraska under the law was entitled to the school- 
land grant subject to the right of occupancy by the Indians, and 

also held that she hada right to indemnity lands. The list was 
| approved, and on June 7, 1897, the approval was certified to the 
State. Nebraska took these indemnity sections and afterwards 
leased and sold them and disposed of them as they did the other 
| public lands. 
| In 1897, as I have said, this matter was all certified out to the 
| State in the regular way, but in 1899 there were found to be some 
land inadvertently omitted in list No. 1, formerly filed, and a 
| second list of indemnity land was sent in to the Department. Dif- 
' ferent Department officers being there, I presume, at the time 
of the second list being submitted, the Department ruled that 
| Nebraska was not entitled to indemnity land. But all but 101.32 
| acres had been sold out and leased and was in the hands of inno- 
cent purchasers, under the decision of the former ruling that Ne- 
braska had a right to indemnity lands. 
Therefore, Nebraska at this time a year ago; or June 5, 1901, 
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its gran i i 
end you will withhold from entry all lands so certified.” On the 
20th day of January, 1902, the Secretary of the Interior wrote to 
the ae ee the whole matter and recom- 


ter from the Secretary, and if the ‘gentleman 
lished with his remarks I will make no objection. 
Mr. BURKETT. Well, Mr.S r, I ask that the letter from 


the Secretary of the Interior, also that of the Land Commis- 
sioner, be published with my remarks. 
The SP . The tleman from Nebraska asks unani- 


mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there ob- 
jection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. Is there ob- 
jection to the present consideration of the bill? [After a pause. } 
The Chair hears none. 

The following are the letters referred to: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, January 20, 1902. 

Srr: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt, by recent reference 
from your committee, with a uest for views thereon, of a of 8. 2442. 
entitled “A bill confirming title to the State of Nebraska of selected 
indemnity school lands.” 

In answer to the reference I inclose a copy of the report on the bill by the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office under date of the 18th instant. 

He has stated therein that the bill strongly commends itself ‘to favorable 
consideration, and he has recommended its enactment. 

I concur in this recommendation. 

Very respectfully, E. A. HITCHCOCK, 
Secretary. 

The CHAIRMAN OF THE SENATE COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC LANDS. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., January 18, 1902. 
Srr: I am in receipt, by departmental reference for report in licate 
and return of ae Siaate bill 2442, confirming title to the Saneoe Ne- 
braska of certain selected indemnity school lands. 
d 09 acres in the O* Neill, Nebr., 


t, the sslgction of Chick wap apaueved May 22, 1897, but. the cer- 


land 
tification thereof declared void May 5, 1889. 

I have the honor to report that on August 21, 1801, the State of Nebraska 
filed its list No. lofinde land selections in the O’ Neill land district. 


Said list, so far as it related to selections in that of the Great Sioux In- 
dian Reservation, added to the State of Neb: by act of March 28, 1882 
(22 Stats., 35), was held for cancellation by this office August 1982, “K,” 
for the reason that the act of March 2, 1889 Stats. 888 


2 Ike subject to the fudian ri t of and h right 
: 8 occupancy, suc. 
extinguished under ae yeecioacan is 
entitled to seleet indemnity within the limits 
for losses sustained therein, and this office was instructed to take such steps 
as were necessa Ree a ee 

of losses to the State under its school grant (18 L. D., 124). 

Accordingly there was submitted to the . 
lections aggregating .09 acres of lands in said reservation, based upon 


losses reservation by reason of allotments to Indians of 
granted school lands in ee ae 
tary for encies by reason of fractional town- 
ships for natural causes. 


proved ey 3. 1897, and was duly certified to the State 
= —_ Revised gw June in +e 5, 
Department for approval 0. 2, em- 
said list of A: but called attention to the 
enh teas bar acd aioe 


to di: l under the homestead law oy, ene that there was no au 
vested in the De nt to dispose of in and for 
a con by the act of March 
1899, the said list No. 2 was returned wi a 
of Fe iz, was overruled, and it was held that the certification of 


From a 
that with the exception of 101.32 acres all of the lands 
have been sold or leased by the State and that no lease expires before 1919; 


that said lands have been sold or leased in ny instances to persons who 

a fava valuable and Se Soke thereon in a 
lief tha the State had acquired - 
s OE eee Sens, BO, ores, 

ne o- ps t each settler un ale Be occereans with the pressive 

acts shall tates, for taken 

him, in addition to the fees mer by law, the sum of $1.25 “acre for 1 

lands disposed of within the three the of this act 

and the sum of 75 cents per acre for all disposed of the next two 
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of under the homestead laws of the United States and 
ten-year period expired Fe’ 10, and an account stated of the 
disposition of lands at the prices of 315, T5and50cents. There is, therefore, 
now no question affecting the and as the rights of innocent 
third parties the failure of the State's title wing out of 


are affected 
the erroneous approval and ce tion of the State's selection the bill 
favorable consideration as an equitable ad- 
enactment. 





States, to be 
the 


strongly recommends itself to 

justment, and I recommend its 

The said bill is returned herewith. 
Very respectfully, 


The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—HORTON AGAINST BUTLER. 


Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I me the privileged 
report from the Committee on Elections No. 1 in the contested- 
election case of Horton against Butler. I will call up the resolu- 
tion at a later day, and I desire now to make some arrangement 
with the minority for filing their views. How long does the other 
side want? 

Mr. FOX. I think three weeks would be satisfactory. 

Mr. TAYLER cf Ohio. I have no objection to that. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask that the other side have three weeks in which to 
present the views of the minority. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio, chairman of the 
Elections Committee No. 1, presents the privileged report in the 
contested-election case of Horton against Butler, which will be 
printed and referred to the House Calendar; and he asks unani- 
mous consent that the minority may have three weeks in which 
to file their views. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


CHINESE EXCLUSION. 


Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 13031, the 
Chinese-exclusion bill, and pending that motion, I ask unanimous 
consent that leave to print be given for five days. 

Mr. MANN. Make it ten days. 

Mr. HITT. Ten days, it is suggested. 

The SPEAKER. e gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous 
consent for general leave to print upon this bill for ten days. Is 
there obj After a pause.} The Chair hears none. 

The motion of Mr. Hrrr was then agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. Moopy of Mas- 
sachusetts in the chair, for the further consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 13031) to prohibit the coming into and to regulate the resi- 
dence within the United States, its Territories, and all territory 
under its jurisdiction, and the District of Columbia, of Chinese 
and persons of Chinese descent. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, before resuming general debate, I 
would like to make some arrangement with the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. CLarx] in regard to the time requisite for general 
debate. How much time is desired on the other side? 

Mr. CLAR 
on this side. 
Soa Then I propose that we close debate with two hours 

a . 

Mr. CLARK. All right; let it go at that. 

Mr. HITT. Two hours on a side, to be divided equally, the 
time to be controlled on this side by myself and on the other side 
by the Se from Missouri [Mr. CLarxK}. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from I[linois asks unani- 
mous consent of the committee that general debate cease at the 
end of four hours, two hours of which is to be controlled by him- 
self and two hours by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARK]. 
Is there objection? [After mse.} The Chair hears none. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. tetas n, intimately connected with 
the subject-matter of this bill is the consideration of the proposi- 
tion involved in a pending amendment to compel the ships of our 
merchant marine trading to the ports of the United States and 
with foreign countries to employ none but American seamen, or, 
in other words, to keep out of employment all Chinese. For my 
own part, with some cuowteie of the situation of our shipping 
imterests upon the Pacifie Ocean side of the country, I shall 
oppose that amendment. if present when it shall be offered, and 
upon a cognate ion I shall at once extend my remarks, under 
the order of the , 80 that members will have the opportunity 
to see the direction in which my remarks are pointing. 

[London Daily Mail, January 29, 1902.] 
SHIPPING SU BSIDIES. 


In British commercial] circles interest in trans-Atlantic development is cen- 
tered for the moment in the question whether the shipping subsidies bill 
will pass into law or not. r a +, +o, unaided, their 
shipping has little chance against our own. The American sailor is more ex- 
paben an American ships cost more to build. Up to now all the strentous 
efforts to nize aanevican: shipping into new life have had but little re- 
sult. But with the passage of the shipping bill all this will be changed. 


BINGER HERMANN, 
Commissioner. 


K. We would like to have two hours and a quarter 
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Leading shippers in the port of London say that with the 
American subsidies bill much trade will 

less ost ae is framed to meet the new situation. The only bes ime 
tion that could do this would be the imposition of a oo tax on subsidized 
steamers using our ports; and there is no p ‘t of such a law being even 
seriously disc . Yet we may before long find the story of our bounty- 
killed sugar trade repeated with our shipping. 


{London Daily Mail, February 26, 1902.) 
SHIPPING SUBSIDIES. 


The question of shipping subsidies, now brought to the front by the 
American bill, continues to excite much interest. Some of the best-known 
shipowners, whose views were requested, have submitted them, although 
withholding their names. The head of a prominent house in the North 
writes: “The effects of the United States bill will be (1) to stimulate Ameri- 
can shipowners engaged in the liner trades of the North Atlantic, and 
thereby to hit hard the British lines in that trade; (2) British lines in other 
trades will feel itseffects remotely; (3) British trampsare not likely tosuffer 
to ~~ appreciable extent. Their existence as payable property under our 
flag depends on such economic building and wor. as is at present impossi- 
ble in the States. It has been estimated (with some degree of care) that 
three-quarters of British tonnage are tramps.” 

A London house of shipowners is frankly pessimistic. “In our opinion,” 
it writes, “if this bill es into law as it stands at present, there will be an 
end to our freight trade. The one thing, then, left for us to do will be to sell 
our ships to the triumphant Yankees as soon as possible. The action of some 
who sold out to Mr. Pierpont Morgan and others some time ago was severely 
criticised. They certainly knew what they were about and made an exce!- 
lent bargain. 

“Tt is too late to talk vaguely of remedies,” theshippers continue. “If our 
Government had the slightest perception of the supreme importance of com- 
mercial matters, there might still be some hope of some thorough and im- 
mediate action to meet the threatening siate of affairs. But no real man of 
business would now look in that direction for any help whatever. A bount 
to English ships, subsidizing them as much as their rivals are now subsidized, 
is the only rational answer to America’s move.” 

Any endeavor to learn from British shippers the result the American bill 
will have on us meets with most contradictory opinions. All are agreed that 
our trade will suffer, but it is by no means clear if the loss will come on our 
passenger or cargo boats. Yet it may be remembered that when the French 
and German subsidies were enacted men then prophesied that the fleets of 
other nations would sweep the seas. This has not come to pass; and in our 
coastwise trade at least we are impregnable. 


{London Daily Mail, February 19, 1902.] 
IS BRITISH SHIPPING IN DANGER? 


Will the new American shipping subsidy bill seriously affect British com- 
merce? Our steamship trade is one great national industry which American 
competition has not up to now been able seriously toinjure. The strenuous 
endeavors of the Americans to build a great mercantile marine have so far 
failed. The figures on this pointareconclusive. The latest American statis- 
tics, giving full returns for last year, show that during that time more than 
one-half of the imports to the United States brought there on steamshi 
came under the British flag. and two-thirds of the apes were taken out by 
British ships. Of 1,255,000,000 tons of —— 246,000,000 were conveyed out 
on British vessels, as against 65,000,0000n American. Of 794,000,000 tons of im- 
ports, 82,000,000 were carried in American steamships as against 428,000,000 
tons in British ships. : 

The reason England has held the shipping trade is because this country 
can build ships cheaper and better than any other, and our shipping is cheap 
to manage. he figures given by Mr. B. J. Baker, of the Atlantic nsport 
Company, some little time ago settled all controversy about the cheapness 
of British shipbuilders, the British vessels boing about 25 per cent below 
American in price. The cost of operation is also less, and the difference 
based on the wages of the crews alone leaves an average of about 6 shillings 
aton per ship per annum in favor of English. Taking the capitalized cost 
of the vessels and the price of running, the lessened expense in favor of 
English ships works out at about a sovereign a ton per year. 


THE AMERICAN SUBSIDIES. 


Senator Frye, who is responsible for the new American shipping subsidy 
bill, proposes a rate which will largely counteract this difference. He pro- 
poses to give a bounty of a halfpenny per gross ton per 100 nautical miles 
sailed to American-built and American-run ships. In the case of first-class 
vessels, this will completely counterbalance the present British advan- 
tage. 

Senator Fry himself expects certain definite and immediate results from 
his bill if, as seems likely, it passes intolaw. He believes it will lead to the 
construction of vessels of large carrying capacity. By this meansit is hoped 
the Americans will be enabled to undersell the British. He expects that the 
chief triumphs at first will be in the Pacificrather than in the Atlantic Ocean, 
and calculates that there the Americans will be able to appropriate the long 
sea markets. Mail steamers will receive special consideration. 


BRITISH HOPES AND FEARS. 





ing of the 


Some of our great English shipowners express confident anticipation that 
the bill will not pass through Congress in its present form, but the mass of 
our shipping trade appears indifferent to the matter. Yet it is plain, on the 


face of it, that this bill, if it passes through Congress, will affect not only the 
direct American trade, but many others. Our shipping to-day is nearing its 
hour of crisis. The only remedy eewnere at the present moment have to 
propose is that American ships should be fined the amount of their subsidy 
when entering the British ports. This remedy is impracticable, and even if 
it could be carried out would not meet the situation. 

British shipowners are by no means united in considering subsidies a 
blessing. This country has had its experience of subsidies. All the mail 
steamers receive special grants from the Government, but in consequence 
they are bound down by very strict rules. A vessel must sail on a certain 
date and must arrive on a certain date, no allowance being made for storms. 
No delay wou drunken stokers can excuse Gelers in sailing. If only 3 or 
4 hundredweight of cargo arrives in the period the ship has to spare, the 
owner dare not wait, though tons may be « a day or two later. This 
has led to the evolution of fast boats, ones 'y a picked cargo, at much 
higher rates, ond 3 ae ae an as in bytes Py my me = do sor 
our rivals. All the ti powners as a ‘or r play, equa 
: reatment, and freedom from governmental vestriotions, whether British or 

oreign 
THE BOARD OF TRADE AND SHIPPING. 


One large British shipowner writes that the one thing to be done 
is to remove from our ships what he calls the “ hampering ine of the 
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board of trade.” He gives several instances. He complains of the system of 


om under the British flag un- | 


sending surveyors down to report for licenses to car rs. He says 

that these surveyors are extrade-union men. unfavorstie to aipows ers, ona 

the fees are very high in the case of a ship of moderate size, running from 15 
0 2. 

The shipowner complains, secondly, of the Plimsoll line, which he de- 
scribesasananomaly. ‘ Plimsoll’s sole experience was a voyage from Lon- 
don to Dundee. Every practical shipowner ws how far he can load his ship 
with safety. In mony cases this is far deeper than the Plimsoll line allows. 
In other cases the line gives him more than is consistent with security. 
Obeying the law, the owner has to make up his loss in the one case by load. 
ing the other ships lower than he otherwise would. The line takes only the 
depth of hold into consideration, while there are several other more 
important, such as the shape of the ship and her sea-going capacity.’ 

hen come hampering regulations peace peveinens and sto “Their 
effect is to tempt owners to send out ships with a minimum load bylaw. This 
does not apply to large ships with the refrigerator appliances, where men 
are fed on fresh meat all through the voyage. The board of trade require- 
ments as to ventilation have, as all shippers have caused the loss of 
many vessels. The ventilators are y snapped off by heavy seas, leaving 
holes in the deck which, when further seas are shipped, make the vessel less 
able to recover. On grain-trade ship these ventilators do much harm, 
and the necessity of having them has lost a great portion of the American 
grain trade to English vessels.” 


[Mr. JETT addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, there was a 
unanimous opinion in the Committee on Foreign Affairs in favor of 
a law which shall effectively exclude all Chinese laborers from 
entrance to the United States, and I think the same opinion is 
held almost as unanimously by this Congress and is general 
throughout the country. So the only question before us is how 
to best express in law this opinion. The majority of the commit- 
tee has reported a bill which represents long labor and much in- 
vestigation, and which had as its basis the bill which the minority 
now presents as a substitute. If the opinion of the minority is 
correct, then all the labor expended genera and improving 
and amending their bill has been wasted. 

The minority report states as the main reason for preferring 
their bill that it is the one presented and desired by the people on 
the Pacific coast and the labor op agen But that argument 
proves too much, for if it is valid the minority ought to have re- 
ported the original bill which those organizations presented instead 
of the form amended and corrected in committee which they pre- 
sent. The truth is the bill first presented was so crude ad 
so many uncouth expressions and contradictions and uncertain- 
ties that it was necessary to introduce many changes, and the only 
question is whether the few changes which the minority allow 
make as perfect a bill as the many changes recommended by the 
majority. 

I do not mean to reflect on the original framers of the bill, for 
I suppose the fact is, as the bill itself indicates, that it was not 
framed by any one person, but was a composite production in 
which the suggestions of many minds were mingled and com- 
bined, with the result that it lacked uniformity and exactness. 
This the committee has endeavored to remedy, and while it has 
very much improved the bill in language and legal exactness, I 
do not think it has at all lessened its stringency in excluding Chi- 
nese laborers. I do not think, however, that the history of our 
past legislation confirms the statement of the minority that those 
who had most —— with Chinese are the best fitted to frame 
legislation, for I think the chapter of Chinese-exclusion laws 

under the compulsion of Pacific politics is one which is not 
creditable to the American nation. e geese to be accom- 
plished, which was to exclude laborers, I believe, was wise and 
necessary, but the methods pursued were injudicious and im- 
proper. It is curious, in looking back over the last thirty years, 
to see what changes in public opinion time has made on this ques- 
tion. 

It was only in 1868 that the United States took great pride in 
seeing a Chinese embassy come here under the leadership of an 
American citizen, Anson Burlingame, and take its place among 
the other great nations of the world with a treaty of mutual con- 
cessions. It was felt-then that this young Republic was acting 
as the sponsor of this oldest empire in the commencement of a new 
era which should bring to it the civilization and p of the 
century, and we felt that we should be their teachers in the path 
of honor and a. In that treaty it was stated that both the 
United States and China 

Cordially recognize the inherent and inalienable right of man to change his 
home and religion, and also the mutual advantage of the free migration and 


immigration of their citizens and subjects, respectively, from the one country 
to the other for purposes of curiosity, of trade, or as permanent residents. 


That was in 1868. In afew years, however, the threatened 
swarm of cheap Chinese labor gn pe es us, and we were anxious 
to avoid this mutual privilege of migration agreed upon in the 
treaty, and asked China to frame another treaty limiting this 
right, which she reluctantly agreed to, and in 1880 a treaty was 
framed yielding to us the right to regulate, limit, or suspend the 
immigration of Chinese laborers, but forbid “us to prohibit it. 
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As years went on, however, this was found to be inadequate for | Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the Senate had 


our protection, and we endeavored to secure a treaty from China 
allowing us absolutely to prohibit the immigration, which, how- 
ever, she refused, whereupon Congress an act in open and 
flagrant violation of the treaty with th wer to whom we ex- 
pected to be a teacher in ethics and morality, and although our 


without amendment bills of the following titles: 
H. R. 10363. An act to authorize the establishment of a life- 
ae station on Ocracoke Island, on the coast of North Carolina; 
an 


H. R. 13360. An act making appropriations to supply additional 


treaty with them expressly said that we should not prohibit | urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal y nd- 
Chinese laborers, a statute was passed whose title used the very | ian aau 80, 1902, and for ue pensenee. mlm <tr 23 


forbidden word, and stated its object ‘‘ to prohibit the immigra- 
tion of Chinese laborers.”’ 

It has always seemed to me that such an act, framed in inten- 
tional violation of the treaty, was unworthy of eras and es- 
pecially so when dealing with a nation which we undertaken 
to lead into the path of a higher civilization. I do not think that 
when treaties become unendurable they must forever be observed, 
but I think the manly and honorable way is to abrogate them 
with due notice and not insultingly disregard them; and I think 
China has ever since had a just grievance against the United 
States. She yielded, however, and in 1894 agreed upon a treaty 
which gives us the right to prohibit the entrance of Chinese lab- 
orers; and it is by virtue of that treaty that the present act is 
drawn. 

It is intended to absolutely prohibit the entrance of Chinese 
laborers. To effect that would seem easy, but experience has 
shown that there are organizations which find it worth while to 

y hundreds of dollars for the successful smuggling in of asingle 

aborer, and devices have been resorted to and frauds invented to 
circumvent the law which make elaborate precautions necessary. 
This causes difficulty in framing an effective law and explains 
many provisions which seem unreasonable and hard. I think in 
the minority bill there still remains some unreasonable provisions. 
While we wish to keep out all laborers, it is not only a wise policy 
for us to allow Chinese merchants free access to this country, but 
that right is specially guaranteed by treaty, so it would be both 
unwise and illegal for us to interfere with it, and I think that the 
po for admitting the exempt classes are too severe in both 

ills and ought to be moderated. 

I think we can safely detect the fraudulent merchant without 
frightening away the genuine merchant. We are all looking to 
the East as a profitable market. We hope in the omens yer to 
find there a large outlet for our surplus products, and a field 
for our inventions, and that we may take a large in the de- 
velopment there of the materials of the new civilization. To do 
this our mutual intercourse, particularly mercantile, should be as 
free and unhampered as possible; and yet under either bill, as it 
is now framed, no agent of a China commercial house could en- 
ter the United States at all for the purpose of either buying or 
selling goods. Such an exclusion seems to me not only of doubt- 
ful validity under the treaty, but also clearly unwise and impoli- 
tic, and tending to restrict at the outset our trade with China, to 
excite against us unfriendly feelings which will throw trade to 
our competitors, and to make it difficult for even those who wish 
to trade with us to do so. 

I think that all classes except laborers ought to be admitted here 
freely, and with only such regulations as will insure against a 
laborer fraudulently personating them. It seems tome we should 
be abundantly protected by simply extending the provisions of the 
existing laws, including the law of 1888, whose present vali is 
doubtful, until the expiration of the treaty. At present the Chi- 
nese here are steadily diminishing innumber. Their immigration 
under the present law is not a menace, and its extension would 
create no new antagonism in China, would not interfere with our 
trade relations there, and would many accomplish all that 
anyone openly aims at—the thorough exclusion of Chinese !ahor- 
ers. To-day, under existing laws, the Chinese problem is nc. the 
one most dangerous to our labor or to our population. 

There is a vast immigration to our Atlantic ports much more 
dangerous to us, in my opinion, than the small number of China- 
men who are smuggled in. The vicious and degraded and ignor- 
ant immigration from Southern Europe, which has been increasing 
recently so largely, seems to me much more deserving of attention 
and legislation than the handful of Chinese. Under our recent 
peer it has largely increased, and although we are now so 

arge that it is absorbed without attracting immediate attention, 
yet it is surely lowering the average of our citizenship, lowering 
the value of our labor, and lowering the standard of our reas 
and of our intelligence. A stricter immigration law, which wi 
apply not only to Chinese, but to all other peoples whose coming 
degenerates us, is to my mind one of the most urgent and impera- 
tive duties of this Congress. [Loud applause. ] 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. PARKER having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, amessage from the Senate, by 





The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1025) 
to promote the efficiency of the Revenue-Cutter Service. 


CHINESE EXCLUSION, 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. OTJEN. Mr. Chairman, this bill now under consideration 
by the House, and which has been favorably reported by the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, is intended to continue in force 
the laws excluding Chinese laborers from coming to this country 
and also to apply those laws to our insular possessions. It has 
been the aim of the Committee on Foreign Affairs not alone to 
reenact the present exclusion laws, but also to strengthen them 
in all essential provisions for the purpose of securing a more cer- 
tain and efficient enforcement of the same. 

This bill should be so framed that it will absolutely prohibit 
the coming to our shores of Chinese laborers, yet we should not 
place unnecessary burdens or humiliating conditions upon those 
classes desiring admission, who, by the treaty made between this 
country and China, are expressly permitted to come here. China 
is entitled to the same fair deal and honorable treatment as is 
accorded to any other nation. We should endeavor to establish 
friendly relations and encou the growth of trade and com- 
merce with that country. Such growth in trade and commerce 
will be mutually beneficial to both nations. China in the near 
future, it seems to me, presents great commercial possibilities, 
at least until shé has developed her home resources. Not only 
should a due regard for our growing trade and commerce with 
this great nation inspire friendly relations and fair dealing, but 
national honor requires it. Any other course would be a viola- 
tion of that comity which exists between all nations and should 
exist between this country and China, and it would be a violation 
of our solemn treaty obligations. 

Labor leaders and all other persons who appeared before the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs in behalf of this bill agree that 
unnecessary restrictions should not be placed upon the exempted 
classes desiring admission to the United States. No one advo- 
cates the placing of annoying or harsh conditions upon the ex- 
empted classes seeking admission to our shores, but such provi- 
sions and safeguards must be placed around their admission as 
experience has shown to be necessary to prevent Chinese laborers 
from gaining admission under the pretense of belonging to the 
exempted classes. Our right to absolutely prohibit the coming 
here of Chinese laborers can not be questioned. By treaty made 
between the United States and China, proclaimed by the Presi- 
dent of the United States on December 8, 1894, China expresses 
a “‘ desire nad rag the emigration of such laborers from China 
to the United States.’’ 

Article I of said treaty reads: 

The high contracting parties agree that for a period of ten years, begin- 
ning with the date of the exchange of the ratification of this convention, the 


coming, except under the conditions hereinafter specified, of Chinese laborers 
to the United States shall be absolutely prohibited. 


This treaty therefore gives us a clear right to exclude this class 
of Chinese. The immigration of Chinese to this country com- 
menced about fifty years ago. A book entitled ‘‘ Chinese in Cali- 
fornia ’’ states: _ 

On the Ist of January, 1850, having been attracted by the gold, there wers 
in California of Chinese 789 men and 2 women. In January, 1851, there were 
4,018 men and 7 women; in May, 1852, 11,780 men and 7 women. At this time 
the State tried to an current of immigration by imposing a tax as a 


license to mine. In when the Burlingame treaty was ratified, there had 
arrived in California about 80,000 Chinese. 


In 1880 the United States census gives the number of Chinese 
within our borders as 105,465. The census of 1890 gives the num- 
ber in the United States proper, Alaska, and Hawaii at 126,778; 
31,663 of these were in Alaska and Hawaii, and 12,360 of this 
number were Japanese in Hawaii. 

According to the census of 1900 there were 119,050 Chinese in the 
United States proper, Alaska, and Hawaii. 

Of the 119,050 Chinese returned at the Twelfth Census, 25,767 
were enumerated in Hawaii, 3,116 in Alaska, 304 at military and 
naval stations abroad, and 89,863 in the United States proper. 
As to the number of Chinese in the Philippine Islands, Governor 
Taft states in his testimony before the Committee on Immigra- 
tion of the Senate that— 
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There are 50,000 in iho aliy of Manila. Tha | 


nik aR 


t would be one-sixth of the pop- 
ulation of Ma . pro to population is not maintained 
through the islands. Indeed, I should be very much surprised if any proper 
census showed more than 250,000 Chinese in the whole archipelago, and my 
judgment is there are not more than 150,000 


The landing upon the Pacific coast of an ever-increasing num- 
ber of Chinese laborers, the great bulk of whom located in Cali- 
fornia, and who by their cheap methods of living supplanted our 
own laboring people, creating a hatred against them, finally re- 
sulted in disorder and riots. The ever-increasing stream of Asiatic 
hordes landing upon the Pacific coast seriously alarmed the people 
of California, they believing that unless this tide was checked they 
were threatened with a serious menace, and in response to their 
earnest appeal Congress enacted the first Chinese-exclusion law, 
dated May 6, 1882, suspending the coming to the United States 
of Chinese laborers for a period of ten years. 

This character of legislation is unusual; it is not directed against 
any nation in the world excepting China. It is, therefore, proper 
that this House should offer some reasons for this unusual action, 
some reasons for its justification. 

To permit the coming here of an alien race, and to place them 
side by side with our own people, a race whose social plane is so 
radically different, whose standard of living is so much lower 
than our own, a race which can never be assimilated, can not but 
bring deplorable and disastrous results. 
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Along this line it may he interesting to note the statement of 
the imperial Chinese consul-general in San Francisco. He says: 
They work more cheaply than whites; they live more cheaply; they send 
their money out of the country to China; they have no intention of remain- 


ing in the United States, and they do not adopt American manners, but live 
in colonies and not after the American fashion. 


I doubt if anyone will seriously contend that this alien race can 
be assimilated with our own. That they can not, it seems to me, 
may reasonably be taken as a conceded fact. The great Chinese 
Empire, with its 400,000,000 of people, can pour into our country 
10,000,000 of her laboring people, and not know that a single per- 





son has left its shores. If we permit the vast hordes of China to 
come here we will, by their cheap living and low standard of 
wages, supplant our laboring people; yes, will do worse than 
that, will reduce them to degradation and want. Will anyone 
doubt this? 

Let me read you a few extracts from opinions by experts and 
students of this Chinese question. England’s expert agent, Mr. 
Bourne, after a careful and extensive inquiry in China, says the 
truth is: 


That a man of onk oie and intellectual qualities, regarded merely as 
an economic, is turned out cheaper by the Chinese than by any other race. 
He is deficient in the higher moral qualities, individual trustworthiness, pub- | 
lic spirit, sense of duty, and active courage—a group of qualities, perhaps, 
best represented in our lan by the word “manliness *—but in the hum- 
i 
! 
| 
} 
: 





bler moral qualities of patience, mental and physical, and perseverance in 
labor he is unrivaled. 


Mr. Wildman, our late consul-general at Hongkong, says: 


No occidental can comprehend the full measure of Chinese economy. It 
isan art and ascience that has been perfected through thecenturies. * * * 
Two cents a day is a fair estimate per head of what it costs to feed 390,000,000 
of China's 400,000,000, * * * Absence of nerves and ability to suffer is a 
God-given gift, and makes the Chinese equal to an existence that would blot | 
out European civilization in two generations. One can not but wonder if in | 
the struggle for the possession of the earth that is now taking place, the 
white man of “nerves” may not in the end go down before the yellow man 
without *“‘nerves.” 
Mr. Kipling, after a close study of the Chinese people, says that 
they are ‘‘a people without nerves as without digestion, and, if | 
reports speak truly, without morals.”’ 
He further says: 


There are three races who can work, but there is only one that can swarm. | 
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These people work and 
can live on nothing. 


spread. They packclose and eat everything, and they 


And again he says: 
They will overwhelm the world. 


He also says that when they come in competition with the 
Hindoo and the Japanese, even these people with their low standard 
of Tiving are compelled to give way and can not compete with the 
Chinese, who stand upon a still lower social plane. 

Similar views are entertained by innumerable other experts on 
this question. The two races can not live side by side; one or the 
other must go under. Can anyone fail to see that there would 
spring up strife and hatred between the two races, resulting in 
disorders, riots, and bloodshed? This being so, are we not justified 
in preventing such a state of affairs, not alone for the best inter- 
ests - our people but also for the best interests of the Chinese 
people? 

ere is, however, a greater reason why Chinese laborers 
should be absolutely prohibited from coming here, and that is 
that by their low social standard and cheap living they become a 
serious menace to the welfare of our laboring people, supplanting 


| them in their employment, and unless their admission is prohib- 


ited will reduce them to degradation and want. I pore the day 
will never come when our laboring people will be reduced to a 
social plane that will compel them to compete with the degraded 
hordes of China. It has been the principal glory of our country 
that the masses of our people—the laboring people—have been 
reasonably prosperous and have enjoyed some of the comforts of 
life common to our times and country, and have also been en- 
abled to educate their children and to properly fit them for 
American citizenship. The moment that you reduce the laboring 
people of this country to poverty and want by the policy of per- 
mitting the degraded hordes of China to come here and to sup- 
plant them, or by any other policy, then, when that day comes, 
the chief glory of our country will have gone. 

I am aware that there are some people who have no sympathy 
for these exclusion laws, who condemn all labor organizations and 
labor leaders. We hear them apply to labor representatives epi- 
thets such as “‘agitator’’ and “ demagogue.’’ It may be true 
that some labor leaders have not been wise in the discharge of the 
sacred trust committed to them by their fellow-men; but, Mr. 
Chairman, the labor leader who works honestly and faithfully for 
the best interests of the ple he represents is not an agitator, 
is not a demagogue, but is a public benefactor. 

It is not enmity toward the Chinese race as such that induces 
the enactment of these laws; these restrictive laws spring from 
the highest motives of self-preservation, a God-given law. They 
are necessary for the preservation of the masses of the American 
people; for our civilization itself. The moment you reduce the 
high and intelligent standard of the laboring people of our coun- 
try that moment you reduce the standard of our nation as a 
~whole. 

The working people of this country unanimously demand this 
legislation. Their recs have appeared before the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, and have earnestly pleaded for the en- 
actment of theselaws. Thousands of petitions have been received 
by this House from labor organizations located in all parts of the 
country praying for the passage of this bill, and that Congress 
express in unmistakable terms its determination to protect 
them from this threatened and most serious menace to their wel- 


fare. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask this legislation in the name of the laboring 
people of this country, that class of our people whose welfare in 
the past has made us one of the greatest and most progressive 
nations in the world. [Loud applause.] 
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Merchandise imported into and exported from the United States to China, 1892 to 1901. 























Year ending June 30— 
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1892. 1898. | 1904. | 1895. | 1896. 1897. | 1898 | 1899 1900 | 1901 
a eo as ee i 
Imports: | | 
EE SR eS $15,996, 431 1615, 400,045 $13,348,786 $16, 958, 428 J$18, 195, 288 $17,288, 04 |S15, 120,700 | $8,290,700 i814, 406, 288 | $7, To1, 244 
Dutiabie..... TTUTTTIIIIIIITI 451, 860 |” 5, 166,590 |" 3,786, 242 |” 8,587,401 |” 8,827, 771 |” 8,115,508 |” 5,205,646 | 10, 388, 508 | 12} 400,643 | 10,539, 462 
Poted .nsnwaiiswiiedccesalanneee 20, 488,291 | 20,636,535 | 17,135,028 | 20,545,829 | 22,028,004 | 20,403,862 | 20,926, 436 
Ex oi rts: Pte ea | eRe } i OM Se lS Ae ae aa oe. 
, ee ee | 5,663,471 | 3,900,457 | 5,258, 488 8,002,741 | 6,921, 136 | 11,916,888 | 9,992,070 | 14,437,422 | 15,213,285 | 10,287,312 
DAOIOD 0 cae soos endo | > Seperate | 8,998 1,099 | 797 7645 824 | ' 56,018 45,882 | 118,52 
ND oid nde. ke - 5,008,407 | 8,900,457 | 5,862, 428 | 8,008, 840 | 6, 921, 93 11, #24, 488 | 9, 992, 804 14,498,440 | 15,250,187 10, 405, 84 
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Total value of imports (merchandise only) into China, distinguishing principal countries whence imported, 1890-1900. 








Countries. 


Pee 
























| 1804. 1895. 1896 | 1899. | 1900. 
i: ro SAN! ae Tegel 

E Hk. taeis. | Hk. taels. | Hk. taels. | Hk. taels. | Hk. taels. | Hk. taels. | Hk. taels. 

United Kingdom -........-.-.. 29, 944,000 | 33,960,000 | 44,571,000 | 40,016,000 | 34,962,000 40,161,000 | 45, 467,000 

RY cinineisieesawinnse 82, 424,000 | 88,191,000 | 91,357,000 | 90,125,000 | 97,214,000 118,096,000 | 98, 847,000 

DR ivncrnanierniannencnnnad 19,929, 000 | 16,944, 000 | 23,027,000 | 20,068,000 | 19,136,000 31,911,000 | 16,816,000 

Straits Settlements -...... | 2,536,000 | 3,240,000 | 2,856,000 | 2,620,000 8, 646, 000 | 2, 625, 000 

i - | 

pt nna | sez) ao,000| t,o) e000 aa,o0| sma.om| sis 
South Africa and Mauri- 

Nee eee net 2,000 anal ean ert anttietncninch enetnnnnneslia/inine seni 

British North America ...| 612,000 935, 000 695,000 | 1,911,000 | 1,073,000 | 1,561,000 | 2,148,000 | 6,504,000 | 1,965,000 1,209,000 654, 000 

Total British Empire...|100,575,000 {118, O71, 000 {115,489,000 |129, 656,000 {136,066,000 (143,601,000 |164, 928,000 [150,651,000 156,118,000 195,206,000 | 159, 227,000 

eee Ses 8, 676,000 | 7,732,000 | 6,082,000 | 5,444,000 | 9,263,000 | 5,098,000 | 11,930,000 | 12,440,000 | 17,163,000 22,289,000 | 16,724,000 

ee al tarts Finn ail 8,158,000 | 5,265,000 | 5,519,000 | 5,920,000 6,620,000 | 9, 334,000 | 11, 464,000 | 11,800,000 | 10,853,000 13,407,000 | 14,510,000 

Russian Manchuria............ 211,000 181, 000 160,000 | — 179,000 200, 000 110,000 198, 000 207,000 299,000 289, 000 137,000 

I ss sel iesnd 7,389,000 | 5,705,000 | 6,702,000 | 7,852,000 | 9,130,000 | 17,195,000 | 17,390,000 | 22,564,000 | 27,376,000 | 85,897,000 | 25,753,000 

bd 4,271,000 | 3,656,000 | 3,179,000 | 2,864,000 | 3,008,000 | 3,076,000 | 8,985,000 | 3,515,000 | 3,348,000 | 3,409,000 | 2,236,000 

Co Gina Ro | santas | aiions | .ath-0m | 10098 | 10m | 10000 | satan | aan | a.cite| oxo 

i > “+ 342, 000 000 ’ 9 A, , ,’ , . ? ’ '’ . > , “ i, i 

appeals anangnee "000 oN | 37000 | "15°00 | sooo |” 43:000 | "394,000 | 42000} — 208;000 |” 67,000 6,000 

Java and Sumatra ............|.-..-.--...- 87,000 21,000 4,000 Se Ge kdd cb aewnael 5,000 679,000 | 1,445,000 | 629,000 600, 000 

Other countries .............-. 5,000 36,000 16, 000 10,000 4,000 | 62,000 517,000 757,000 | 1,000,000} 842,000} 1,237,000 

137,423,000 [153,227,000 [165,646,000 [179,947,000 211,623, 000 aR, 


ikwan taels ./128,758,000 |136,011,000 
Total *. -\dollars | 


000 209,579,000 264,748,000 | 211,070,000 
se alaeee 162,517, 501 ee, 716, 204 000 


(146,077,000 191,148,000 | 148, 383,000 


j 
| 


! 820 
145, 505,947 |146, 900, 169 fs, 804, 119 148, 216, 229 171, 641, 488 158, 207 
' 


*Items by countries are grossor generalimports. The totals represent net imports orimports for consumption. The items therefore exceed the totals given. 











Total value of exports of domestic produce (merchandise only) from China, distinguishing principal countries to which exported, 1890-1900. 





Countries | 1890. | 1891 1892. 1893. 1894. | 1895. | 1896. 1897, | 1898. 1899 1900. 
Hk. taels. | Hk. taels. | Hk. taels, | Hk. taels. Hk. taels. Hk. taels, Hk. taels. | Hk. taels. Hk. taels. | Hk. taels. | Hk. taels. 
United Kingdom -............- 13,095,000 | 13,772,000 | 10,476,000 | 11,668,000 | 11,500,000 | 10,571,000 | 11,282,000 | 12,945,000 | 10,716,000 | 13,963,000 | 9,355,000 
UND hk ococn ante 32,931,000 | 37,708,000 | 40,701,000 | 48,290,000 | 50,794,000 | 54,775,000 | 54,053,000 | 60,402,000 | 62,084,000 71,846,000 | 63, 962, 000 
Indias .._................-..-| 1,056,000 | 1,568,000 | 1,408,000 | 2,735,000 | 2,543,000 2,764,000 | 2,176,000 | 1,046,000 | 1,324,000 | 1,731,000 2, 865, 000 
Straits Settlements _......| 1,465,000 | 1,879,000 | 1,404,000} 1,792,000 | 1,923,000 | 1,887,000 1,739,000 | 1,858,000 | 2,152,000 | 2,232,000 2, 435, 000 
Australia and New Zea- | z 
DR: manatee bila aee | 1,265,000 | 4,197,000 | 1,626,000 | 1,048,000 938,000 | 1,212,000 688, 000 537, 000 914, 000 670, 000 861,000 


tius.......................| 215,000] 190,000] . 215,000} 222,000]  198,000| 273,000 
British North America ...| 485,000} 519,000 | 150,000} += 208,000 | 154,000 


Total British Empire....| 60,512,000 | 56,828,000 | 65,984,000 | 66,053,000 | 68,050,000 | 71,715,000 | 70,701,000 | 77,289,000 | 77,844,000 | 90,989,000 | "80, 161,000 


202, 000 286, 000 237,000 224, 000 
299, 000 368, 000 | 260, 000 458, 000 
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: 
RE 
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United States.................. | 8,165,000 | 9,084,000 | 10,785,000 | 11,726,000 | 16,443,000 | 15,383,000 | 11,124,000 | 17,828,000 | 11,987,000 | 21,686,000 | 14,752,000 

Continent of Europe (except 
ee 11,690,000 | 14,899,000 | 17,167,000 | 15,855,000 | 10,119,000 | 21,172,000 | 18,077,000 | 25,878,000 | 25,929,000 | 36,764,000 | 24,977,000 
Russia in Europe.............. 8,712,000 | 5,777,000} 1,955,000 | 3,088,000 | 3,370,000 | 4,472,000 | 4,266,000 | 3,927,000 | 5,005,000 | 5,543,000 | 6,390,000 
Russia in Asia ................. 4,528,000 | 4,434,000 | 4,063,000 | 5,006,000 | 6,257,000 | 8,370,000 | 8,316,000 | 9,470,000 | 9,796,000 | 9,988,000 $32, 000 
Russian Manchuria. .-.-........ 616, 000 918,000 | 1,025,000 | 1,251,000 | 1,306,000 | 2,761,000 | 2,325,000 | 3,014,000 | 2,997,000 | 3,226,000 5,151, 000 
NA 5 nitions uns enue 4,822,000 | 5,801,000 | 8, 000 | 9,338,000 | 9,256,000 | 14,822,000 | 11,379,000 | 16,627,000 | 16,083,000 | 17,251,000 | 16,988,000 
i bis stiieibdiahell = ign cheingan ines htiee 1,846,000 | 1,919,000 | 1,685,000 | 2,046,000 | 1,684,000 | 1,730,000 | 2,223,000 | 5,894,000 | 5,382,000 | 5,824,000 4,710,000 
Philippine Islands. --.......... 221,000 2338, 000 161,000 178,000 205, 000 161,000 128,000 132, 000 86,000 | 62,000 114,000 
Cochin China, Tonquin, ete... 1338, 000 209, 000 197,000 256, 000 526, 000 500, 000 412,000 532, 000 781, 000 | 946, 000 1, 308, 000 
hu Aantidhis niiaes <dlitaddniehiee 000 358, 000 345, 000 362, 000 500, 000 569, 000 536, 000 641, 000 600, 000 904, 000 715,000 
Java and Sumatra _........... 280,000 370,000 433, 000 542,000 663, 000 582,000 370,000 420, 000 347,000 | 355,000 833, 000 

Turkey in Asia, Persia, Egypt, 
Algeria, Aden, etc.......... 866, 000 668, 000 | 730,000 891,000 736,000 459, 000 746,000 | 1,847,000 | 2,002,000 | 2,497,000 2, 605, 000 
Other countries ............... DAD Nein cacidcinig nn i 688, 000 478,000 IO Beli enn tenrin finsecesinenies 16,000 
leer ernment fees nna esr nee 
Total Shaikwan taels._.| 87,144,000 /100, 948, 000 (102, 584., 000 Ese oe oe 1128, 105,000 (143, 293,000 (131,081,000 [163,501,000 (159,087,000 195,785,000 | 158, 997,000 
Bacdsaesed 1108, 997, 500 poerreen — — 99, 680, 520 F104, O41, 561 06, 318, 426 (127,531,000 (110, 849,000 |141, 357,000 | 111,775,000 

} | 





CONVENTION OF DECEMBER 8, 1894. 
[Si at Washington March 17, 1894. Ratification advised by the Senate 
ugust 13,1804. Ratified by the President August 22,1894. Ratified by 
the Emperor of China in due form. Ratifications exchanged at Washing- 
ton December 7, 1894. Proclaimed December 8, 1804.]} 
_ Whereas on the 17th day of November, A. D. 1880, and of Kwanghsii, the 
=< “, pan mee. = —_ day, a ~~ was ms between Ln 
nite es an ina for the purpose of re; ting g, or st nd- 
=e Se coming of Chinese laborers to, and n residence in, the ‘United 


And whereas the Government of China, in view of the antagonism and 
much deprecated and serious disorders to which the presence of Chinese la- 
borers has given rise in certain parts of the United States, desires to pro- 
hibit the emigration of such laborers from China to the United States; 

And whereas the two Governments desire to cooperate in pens such 
emigration and to strengthen in other ways the bonds of friendship between 
the two countries; 

i a wheeees wen, ae Govempmenin 6 — desirous ¢ edepting meatarocal 
ures for the r protection o: tizens or su each within 
the jurisdiction of the otuam: ” 


9 therefore, the President of the United States has a) Walter 

. Gresham, n 

and His Im Majesty the Emperor of China has a) Yang Yii, 

officer of the second rask subainecie of the court of sacrificial worship, 
nary and minister Rientoetentiory to the United States 

os cenaeee, 28 his Penanoteutiary: and me = ee eee ex- 

bited their respective powers, four and good 
agreed upon the following articles: os een 
ARTICLE 1. 


The high contrac parties agree that for a period of ten years, - 
ning with the date ot the oe of the ratifications of this conve 


f 


ARTICLE II. 


The proooding article shall not apply to the return to the United States of 
any re red Chinese laborer who a lawful wife, child, or parent in the 
Uni States, or pers therein of the value of $1,000, or debts of like 
amount due him dnd pending settlement. Nevertheless, every such Chinese 
laborer shall, before aan the United States, deposit, as a condition of his 
ret with the collector of customs of the district from which he departs, 
a full ription in writing of his family, or property, or debts, as aforesaid, 
and shall be furnished by said collector with such certificate of his right to 
return under this treaty as the laws of the United States may now or here- 
after pene and not inconsistent with the provisions of this treaty; and 
should the written description aforesaid be proved to be false, the right of 
return thereunder, or of continued residence after return, shall in each case 
be forfeited. And such right of return to the United States shall ‘be exer- 
cised within one year from the date of leaving the United States; but such 
right of return to the United een be extended for an additional period, 
not to exceed one year, in cases where by reason of sickness or other cause of 
disability beyond his control, such Chinese laborer shall be rendered unable 
sooner to return, which facts shall be fully reported to the Chinese consul at 
the of departure and by him certified to the satisfaction of the collector 
of the port at which such Chinese subject shall land in the United States. 
And no such Chinese laborer shall be permitted to enter the United States 
by land or sea without producing to the proper officer of the customs the re- 
turn certificate herein required. 


ARTICLE III. 


The provisions of this convention shall not affect the right at present en- 
joyed of Chinese subjects, being officials, teachers, students, menchants, or 
velers for eumety of pleasure, but not laborers, of coming to the United 
States and residing therein. To entitle such Chinese subj as are above 
to admission into the United States, they may produce a certificate 
from their Government or the government where they last resided, visted 
by the diplomatic or consular representative of the United States in tho 
country or port whence they depart. 
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It is also agreed 
of transit across the territory of the United States in the course of their 
journey to or from other countries, subject to such regulations Lg 
ernment of the United States as may be necessary to prevent said privilege 
of transit from being abused. 


ARTICLE IV. 


In pursuance of Article ITI of the Immigration Treaty between the United 
States and China, signed at Pekin on the 17th day of November, 1880 (the 
15th day of the tenth month of Kwanghsii, sixth year), it is hereby understood 
and agreed that Chinese laborers or Chinese of any other class, either per- 
manently or temporarily residing in the United States, shall have for the 
protection of their persons and p: rty all rights that are given by the laws 
of the United States to citizens of the most favored nation, excepting the 
right to become naturalized citizens. And the Government of the United 
States reaffirms its obligation, as stated in said Article III, to exert all its 

wer to secure protection to the persons and property of all Chinese sub- 

ects in the United States. 
ARTICLE V. 


The Government of the United States, having by an act of Congress ap- 
proved May 5, 1892, as amended ty an act agereres November 3, 1893, re- 
quired all Chinese laborers lawf within the limits of the United States 
before the passage of the first-named act to be registered, asin said acts pro- 
vided, with a view of affording them better protection, the Chinese Govern- 
ment will not object to the enforcement of such acts, and reciprocally the 
Government of the United States recognizes the right of the Government of 
China to enact and enforce similar laws or ons for the registration, 
free of charge, of all laborers, skilled or unski (not merchants as defined 
by said acts of Co’ ), citizens of the United States in China, whether re- 
siding within or without the poets pores. 

And the Government of the United Statesagrees that within twelve months 
from the date of the exchange of the ratifications of this convention, and an- 
nually thereafter, it will furnish to the Government of China registers or 
reports showing the full name, age. occupation, and number or place of resi- 
dence of all other citizens of the United States, including missionaries, resid- 
ing both within and without the treaty 
ever, diplomatic and other officers of the 
in China upon official business, together with their body and househol 
servants. 

ARTICLE VI. 


This convention shall remain in force for a period of ten years, beginning 
with the date of the exchange of ratifications, and if six months before the 
expiration of the said period of ten years neither Government shall have 
formally given notice of its final termination to the other, it shall remain in 
full force for another like period of ten years. 

In faith whereof we, the ve plenipotentiaries, have signed this con- 
vention and have hereunto affixed our seals. 

Done, in duplicate, at Washington, the 17th day of March, A. D. 1894. 

WALTER Q.GRESHAM. [sEAL. 
(Chinese signature. ) SEAL. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say, as a member 
of the committee, a few words upon the question embodied in the 
majority report and the minority report. 

It is said, Mr. Chairman, that history often repeats itself. In 
this case, as between the United States and China, we must re- 
verse the adage and declare that history often reverses itself. A 
brief recital of the treaty formed and the provisions contained 
therein will show it. I say that history is now reversing itself; 
and while we are holding out our hands and begging for the trade 


of the Orient, we are at the same time saying to the people of this | 


great Empire, ‘‘ We do not want you to come to our country.”’ 

That is the English of the position now taken; and that is the 
reverse of what the position was when we first sent out commis- 
sioners to China to beg fora treaty with them. That was in 1868, 
Mr. Chairman, when we sent Burlingame and Stanton, two dis- 
tinguished diplomats of our country, to negotiate a treaty with 
the Chinese. They accomplished it. They a down the Chi- 
nese wall, so that the commerce of this country was permitted to 
go to China and the commerce of China permitted to come back 
to this country. 

The greatness of the work thus accomplished was recognized 
throughout the country in general, but especially in California, 
where these gentlemen received on their return from China 
probably the greatest ovation that was ever paid to any two men 
in America. They had accomplished the great feat which had 
been thought impossible—the breaking down of the Chinese wall 
and the opening up of commerce between our country and China. 
They were taken off the cars at Pittsburg, Pa., and given an ova- 
tion. They were complimented everywhere for their wonderful 
feat. They received the same sort of greeting when they landed 
at the capital—in the city of Washington. 

We were the suppliants for the treaty. We asked to have it 


- framed, and China consented. Mr. Chairman, let us look at some | 


of the provisions of this treaty. 
cold, I send to the Clerk’s d 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Section 1. That whenever in the opinion of the Government of the United 
States the coming of Chinese laborers to the United Staies, or their residence 
therein, affects or threatens to affect the interest of that country or to en- 
danger the good order of said country, or of any locality within the territor 
thereof, the Government of that the Government of the Unite 
States may regulate, limit, or suspend such coming or residence, but may not 
absolutely prohibit it. 


As I am suffering from a severe 


treaty. I will refer to subsequent clauses and show what the 
character of the treaty was and what its provisions were. 
might as well have read now the fourth and fifth clauses of this 
same treaty, commonly known as the Burlingame treaty. 


= of China, not including, how- | 
nited States residing or vee 
| our own, the 


to be read section 1 of that treaty. | 
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t Chinese laborers shall continue to enjoy the privilege The Clerk read as follows: 
. Art. IV. The twenty-ninth article of the treaty of the 18th of Jun 


| an amendment to the treaty.” 
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6, 1858, 
havens stipulated for the exemption of Christian citizens of the United States 
and Chinese converts from persecution in China on account of their faith, it 
r agreed that citizens of the United States in China of every reli- 
gone nm, and Chinese subjects in the United States shall enjoy entire 
berty of conscience and shall be exempt from all disability or persecution 
on account of their re! faith or worship in either country. 
Art. V. The United States of Ameri the Em of China — 


ica and 
dially the inherent and inalienable right of man to 
home and a migration 
i vely, from the one coun- 


giance, and also the mutual advant of the free 

and e: tion of their citizens and te oa respect 
try to the other for the purposes of curiosity, of trade, or asa permanent resi- 
dence. The high contracting parties therefore jon ip euecuetiag any other 
than an entirely voluntary emigration for these p G ey conse- 

uently agree to pass laws making it a penal offense for a citizen of the 
Oni States or Chinese subjects to e Chinese subjects either to the 
United States or to ony other foreign country, or for a Chinese subject or 
citizen of the United States to take citizens of the United States to China 
or to any a foreign country without their free and voluntary consent, 
r vely. 

Mr. HOOKER. Those are the provisions of the fourth and 
fifth sections of thistreaty. It will be seen, therefore, Mr. Chair- 
man, that we were the suppliants for the treaty. We applied for 
the privilege of making this treaty with the Chinese. Subse- 
quently, when it was found by the citizens of the Pacific coast 
that the Chinese were a nonhomogeneous population that would 
not and could not mix with ours, that such intermingling was not 
desired by us nor by China, and when China had said at all times, 
‘** We have no desire that our people shall leave our country and go 
to the United States’’—when the people of California found that 
this Chinese a was not suitable to be assimilated with 

objection was made to their further immigration, and 
what was the result? 

When we applied to China to change the treaty so as to ex- 
clude her cri , China, with a liberality and spirit of civili- 
zation that we may well envy, said: ‘‘ All right; we agree tosuch 

And in any instance where ap- 
plication was made to change these treaties have they objecte? 
A gentleman from California stood here as a representative of 
that region of the country—Mr. Page, an old Representative from 
California—and introduced a clause in’ the succeeding treaty 
which restricted the limitation for twenty years. I chanced to 
be a member of the House then and I suggested to the gentle- 
man from California, who sat on the other side of the Chamber, 
‘If you put this restriction to twenty years, though you are a 
Republican and though you have a Republican President—the 
accomplished President Arthur—he will construe it as defeating 
the p of the treaty and as violating the obligations of the 
treaty, and he will veto your bill.” 

Mr. Page would not accept my admonition or my amendment 
to put it to ten years, but insisted upon having it twenty years. 
He put in the period of twenty years, and the result was as I had 

sediietide The President of the United States, then a Repub- 
ican President, vetoed the treaty. It came back to the House 
and was amended subsequently so as to put it at ten years, and at 
ten years was passed, and it received the approbation of the 
President. 

Now, sir, these are the facts with regard to the history of this 
treaty. The original treaty was made at our instance, and all 
the amendments have been made at our instance, and when the 
people of California and the laboring interests of this country in- 
sisted upon it that the Chinese cooly should not come, we had 


| another treaty with the Chinese and we limited the restriction 


for a certain period. We sent a commission, Mr. Chairman, for 
the purpose of ascertaining whether or not these regulations were 
unfavorable to the Chinese. At the head of that commission 


| stood Senator Morton, of Indiana, the then leader of the Senate 





on the Republican side in that Chamber. He wassent there with 


|a commission to investigate that question as to how far the im- 


portation of Chinese labor affected the labor of California and 
the labor of the people of the United States, and he made a report 
to the Senate; and I shall ask the Clerk to read from the report of 
this Republican Senator as to what he reported when he came 
back to the Senate. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Ata time when those countries have adopted a liberal policy and in that 
respect have yielded to Western civilization, and have y recogni 
the force of the example and policy of the United States, it is p’ 
weshall take a step backward by the adoption of their cast-off ss of exclu 
=. The argument set up here in favor of this is — t which was 
80 


used to excuse or justify the same policy in Chinaand Japan, namely, 
that the admission of foreigners tended to interfere with their trade and the 


| labor of their people and corrupt their morals and degrade their religion 


Mr. HOOKER. Now, that was the report written vy Senator 


| Morton and presented by him to the Senate, and it becomes a part 
Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Chairman, that is the first clause of this | 


| 
| 


of the record history of this country upon that subject From 
the earliest days of the Chinese /mnpire, from the days of Confu- 


I | cius, their great lawgiver, they had lived as an exclusive people, 


they had built a wall around their country, so to . and lived 
within themselves. It was a country that had existed for a great 
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many years. It had grown to have, asit now has, over 400,000,000 


of people. It is true that they are copper-complexioned and 
clea , but the gentlemen who want to exclude all classes 
in contravention of the treaty certainly do not intend to get upan 
indictment against the Almighty because He created from the 
same origin people of different colors. 

My honorable friend from Missouri [Mr. CLARK], to whose 
oratory I always listen with great pleasure, and by whom I am 
always instructed, seems to think that because there is a Cauca- 
sian race to which he belongs, that therefore there are no other 
races. Iam sure my honorable and amiable and Christian friend 
from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] and the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. NAPHEN], who comes from the same State that Bur- 
lingame did, would not want to write an indictment against the 
Almighty because he made people of different color. 

I am sure that they have hearts toolarge, patriotism too great, 
intelligence too widespreading, to wish to do this; for if it were 
a mere question of color, Mr. Chairman, my honorable friend 
from Missouri, and my honorable friend from Massachusetts, 
when they look to their own origin, might have some question as 
to whether or not they should be embraced in the very category 
of objectors which they make the Chinese to be [laughter]; for, 
Mr. Chairman, it is said by the scientific anthropologists of the 
world, by the men who have studied the history of the human 
race, that our great progenitor, our great forefounder who, ac- 
cording to the tenets of the Christian religion, is the beginning 
and author of all the races of the world—Adam himself—was a 
red man. 


I do not know how true it is, but that is what has been rted, 


that he was a red man. Whether he was like the Indian of | 


America, from whom you have taken all the great possessions 
which the great Creator gave him, or whether he was another 
sort of color, Ido not know, but that is what the scientists and 
the experts say, and therefore we can not object to people on ac- 
count of their color. I remember, Mr. Chairman—and I am old 
enough to remember—that when there grew wp in this country 
what was known as the Know Nothing party I heard the same 
= against that splendid race, that magnificent people, the 

An ap of the same sort was made to exclude the Irishman 
from emigrating to this country, and the same sort of appeal was 
made against that magnificent race, the German, who in the midst 
of their great | pi forests uttered the first great sentiments 
of liberty founded upon community, independence, and home rule. 
i oped, And so we must not set ourselves up as judges against 
all the balance of the world because we ha to be Caucasian 
and white. These Chinese have lived in their own country, claim- 
ing no relation with the balance of the world, asking no relation 
with the balance of the world, and their history goes back to the 
time of Confucius, the great primal lawgiver, and far beyond the 
time of Confucius the wage Empire extends, until its origin is 
lost in the twilight of fable. 

They are probably the oldest race on the globe that we know of. 
They have sprung into wonderful importance by their great num- 
bers, and while we are seeking their trade we certainly do not 
want to exclude what are called the favored classes. e do not 
want to exclude the merchant, the scholar, the teacher, the scien- 
tist, the statesman, the diplomat. By the bill which the major- 
ity report, and which I shall support, we say that we want these 
classes admitted. We say by the bill that we want the cooly 
laborer excluded to suit the taste and disposition of the people of 
California and the laboring people of this country. We ought to 
do the Chinese at least the justice to say that when, under the 
Burlingame treaty, they came to this country they rendered a 
wonderful service to the coast of California. 

It was a narrow strip of land stretching along the borders of 
the Pacific slope. It was isolated from the East. It had what 
they call their tule or swamp lands, and by this very report of 
Senator Morton the Chinese are stated to have been greatly in- 
strumental in reclaiming these lands, and they were the actual 
laborers who built the railroads that connected California with 
the East. They stand, therefore, in that attitude, that though 
unsuited for citizens we all agree, and the majority of the com- 
mittee have reported the bill to exclude the coolies, but we say 
that all the persons that are embraced in what are called the ex- 
— classes ought to be allowed access to this country whenever 
and wherever they wish. 

Now, my honorable friend from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] said 
that the Chinese who came to this country soon became teachers; 


that the Chinese were very thrifty; that they were exceedingly 


desirous of bettering their condition. In that respect they do 
not differ from the Anglo-Saxon race. ‘ 
But China herself has never desired that her subjects should 
come here, and when they have come they have come against the 
will of the Chinese Government, and not with its approbation. 
Every restriction has been thrown around the admission of the 


cooly laborer. We do not propose to extend these restrictions to 
the scholar, scientist, the diplomat, or to any other class except 
the cooly laborer. 


Now, my honorable friend from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] says 
they become teachers. Well, whatif they do? Do you object to 
that? I am not at all sure but Massachusetts borrowed her dea 
of an enforced public-school system from the Chinese. They have 
that enforced school system there, according to my friend from 
Missouri, and when the parents do not send the children the 
parents are chastised instead of the child, to use the elegant 
phraseology of my friend from Missouri. Now, I say it is not at 
all cartel uk Massachusetts, great as she is, wonderful as she is, 
learned as she is, borrowed from the Chinese the idea of the en- 
forced school system which we have adopted now all over this 
country so far as public schools are concerned. 

Surely we can not object to those people protecting their own 
interests. We can not object to their having their treaties made 
as best they may have them made, and having them observed. 
It is the duty of every government when it makes a treaty such 
as we have made with the Chinese to observe it. It is one of the 
first rules applying to the morals of nations that when you make 
a treaty you must observe it. I will now send tothe Clerk’s desk 
and to have read Article XXIX of the treaty. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Article XXIX of the treaty _pnouiien as follows: 

“The priciples of the Christian rage as professed by the Protestant and 
Roman Catholic churches are das teaching men to do good and to 
do to others as they would have others dotothem. Hereafter those who 
quietly profess and teach these doctrines shall not be harassed or persecuted 
on account of their faith. Any person, whether citizen of the United States or 
Chinese convert, who, aecording to these tenets, peaceably teaches and prac- 
pees = principles of Christianity shall in no case be interfered with or 
molested. : 


Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Chairman, that is a pretty liberal treaty 
so faras religionisconcerned. We were sending our missionaries 
from the Catholic, the Presbyterian, the Episcopalian, the Metho- 
dist, and the Baptist churches to teach these people Christianity. 
They received us and by treaty that our missionaries 
should be treated with respect, that they should be allowed to be 
sent there. They are sent there. Recent disturbances have oc- 
curred which led to the occupancy of China by numerous coun- 
tries, our own among the number, but that has passed away. 

So far as the treaty stipulations are concerned, the Chinese have 
always been liberal in making them. They have never sought to 
enforce the presence of their people here; but now, when the 
majority of the committee propose that they shall allow their 
teachers, their professors, their students, their statesmen, their 
diplomats, and those who travel for pleasure to come to this 
country, why should we want to exclude them? There is no rea- 
son for it. Itis unjust, it is harsh, it is vidlative of the treaty, 
it is inhuman. I am in favor of excluding those who would 
make a population that could not mix with our own; but for the 
purposes for which the exempted classes come here why should 
we want to exclude them? 

Now, there is a provision in the old treaty that even the coolies 
are entitled to transit through the country, and I am not certain 
but what there is one clause of the report of the majority of the 
committee, or of the bill reported by the majority of the com- 
mittee, that ought to be amended. They are entitled to trans- 
portation across the country but not to occupancy. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, we ought to observe these treaty stipula- 
tions with the Chinese, which stipulations were originally made 
at our request. We regarded ourselves as effecting a very won- 
derful revolution in the history of these people, and she may be 
destined to perform a very important part in the future history 
of the countries of the world. 

My honorable friend from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] and so did 
my friend from California [Mr. Kann] say that all the great 
countries of Europe—England, Germany, France, Italy—and all 
the other great countries of the world had no exclusion laws. 
Why? Probably because they were not so contiguous to the Ori- 
ent as America; but they have none whatever, and if we have an 
exclusion law which was adopted primarily to meet the wishes of 
the le of the coast of California, for which I voted and which 
I intend to vote for now—if that is the case, why should we seek 
to exclude the intelligent men of the Chinese nation, who come 
here not to become citizens, but merely as temporary teachers, 
professors, diplomats, or visitors for pleasure or curiosity? 

Ican see noreason forit. Now, that portion of the bill which the 
committee struck out provided that vessels going from San Fran- 
cisco and sailing to the Orient, in the original bill as introduced 
by the gentleman from California, provided that they should be 
sailed by American sailors. That provision of the bill. however, 
was stricken out, and they, like all other vessels of all other coun- 
tries which ply on the Pacific coast, can be manned largely by 

sailors. They say that the vessel owners make it pay. 
Very true. They na y go where they can get labor the 
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cheapest, if equally efficient, of equal endurance, equally suited 
to the climate into which the vessels have to go. 

Therefore that provision of the bill was stricken out, and I 
hope it will not be inserted by a substitute or otherwise. We 
must act in this matter as a nation of people composed of many 
sovereign States. I pay ought to correct myself in the use 
of that expression. e are a Government composed, gentlemen, 
of many representatives of sovereign States; of Senators, each 
elected by the States, and Representatives by districts. We all 
admit, both in the Senate and here and throughout the country, 
that there is one great code of morals which all nations ought to 
adopt, and that is the code of morals which was preached by the 
humble Disciple from Galilee, the carpenter’s Son, the Great 
Author of the truths of the religion which have existed from the 
time He spoke with ene power, because He spoke the 
truth without any soldier at His back, without any company at 
his command, without any army to aid Him. 

We all admit that, under the Christian religion, we are all de- 
scended from one ancestor—all the nations of the earth—and that 
we ought to be governed by the great cardinal principles of right 
and justice between governments as we are governed in our con- 
duct in the observance of the laws toward our neighbor. 
great cardinal principles embodied in the law written upon the 
tablets by that great man of the Israelitish nation, and which has 
existed from that day to this, in all denominations, whether they 
be Catholic, Methodist, Baptist, or Presbyterian, or whatever 
they are, all founded upon the great principles of truth taught by 
the simple Master of Galilee, who taught as man never taught, 
who spoke as man never spake. 

So that practically our obligation and duty as citizens and as a 
government is to be governed by these great cardinal principles 
which should rule the action of nations as it does that of individ- 
uals. Give to the — of California the exclusion of the cooly. 
Give to the laborer of this Government freedom from competi- 


tion with cooly labor, but do not deny the intelligent classes ad- 


mission to this country. 

I am not aware, Mr. Chairman, that there has ever been an 
effort, either by representatives of China or by the Chinese Gov- 
ernment itself, to send a single citizen of that country to this. I 
am not aware that in any treaty they have stipulated, or in the 
original treaty negotiated by Burlingame and Stanton in 1868, 
that there should be free intercourse between the citizens of 
China and America. That was the first exclusion of cooly labor, 
and that, I agree, is right. That is what we expect to see; but 
when we extend it to other classes, in my opinion, we are acting 
unwisely with the people, we are acting unjustly to the treaties 
which we have ourselves formed, and which are equally binding 
upon us as they are upon the Chinese. 

Now, in California, when these Chinese came there, they passed 
laws requiring, in the city of San Francisco, that the Chinese 
should live in quarters to themselves. I believe that law is still 
in existence. They submitted to that. They never objected to it. 
Some years ago I chanced, Mr. Chairman, to go to our Pacific 
coast, and I saw at one point 2,000 Chinamen working upon a 
railroad. They were of large stature, strong, muscular men, very 
unlike the Chinese that I had been accustomed to see here in the 
city of Washington or in the State of my home. 

I talked with the gentleman who was conducting the work on 
the railroad, and I said to him, ‘‘ What is the character of his 
labor?’’ He said, ‘‘ They are the most docile, bidable labor I have 
ever had control of from any quarter. They are exceedingly effi- 
cient; they are exceedingly obedient.”” But we went further on 
our way to California. I talked to the people of San Francisco. 
I talked to the people there who had been in intercourse with 
these people. They said that as domestic servants they made the 
finest they had ever seen. They are a remarkably imitative race. 
They adapt themselves to all conditions. 

I recollect very well that the commission to which I belonged— 
we were looking into Indian matters—were invited to the navy- 
yard at Mare Island by the officers, whom I have since met in 
this city, and the lady of the house gave us our tea on the green 
grass in that beautiful country that nature has so much favored; 
that she has given them the sunlit valleys covered with the natu- 
ral products, and she has at the same time given them the lofty 
mountains, sometimes clad in sunshine sometimes covered 
with shade and sometimes the home of the storm king. She has 
given them the gentle zephyrs that blow the sunny and won- 
drously soft waves of the Pacific, until they have a climate where 
you men of Massachusetts have to go who are afflicted with dis- 
eases of the lung. 

It is a country of wonderful salubrity, and the Chinese who 
came there, as said by my distinguished friend from Missouri, 
fell in love with it, and regarded it as heaven. I think they ex- 
hibited themselves as good judges when they said so. But his 
argument does not exactly agree with another one of his friends, 
who says that the Chinese accumulate a great deal of money be- 





The | 


| cause they can live upon little, and on my friend’s own theory 
they niggardly hold it, and then he subsequently declares that 
when they die they want to go back to the Celestial Empire. 
They may regard it as a hard life here, and they want to get 
back home to be buried in the Celestial Empire, which has been 
the name of China from the time it was known to the civilized 
world. We therefore can not assert that in any instance, at any 
time, or in —_ way, the Chinese people violated the treaties we 
have made with them. The Chinese Government has not violated 
them. There are coolies who come across the Canadian border 
and through the Mexican territory, but violations of the law by 
individnals against the consent of the Chinese Empire or the Chi- 
| nese Government can not implicate that Government in those 
| violations any more than the violation of law by a citizen of this 
_ country can make this Government responsible for his action. 
| I say, therefore, it behooves us to treat t people with justice 
| and deal with them fairly, because the God of nature, the God of 
| power, has placed them there and given them the color they have. 
| We ought not to undertake to violate the treaty because of that. 
| My honorable friend from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] says that the 
_ exclusion of the Chinese cooly labor is very analogous to the con- 
dition which exists in the Southern States with reference to the 
| negroes. I differ with my honorable friend. I see no analogy 
| whatever. The slave labor came to us long years ago, and for 
three hundred years the slaves of the South lived in contact with 
_ and under subjugation of the white race of the South. After 
| three hundred years of contact with the white race of the South, 
though they were brought in sloops by our industrious friends 
| from the East, from the southern shores of Africa, and subse- 
| quently transmitted South, at the expiration of three hundred 
| years, when they were manumitted as a result of the war and be- 
_ came free, they showed that the contact with the white race had 
/made of them the most obedient, tractable laborers that ever 
lived. 

They defended the homes and lives and children of the Confed- 
| erate soldier when not a single man oftentimes was left at home 
| to guard the family. They behaved with wonderful fidelity. 
| They were manumitted as a result of the war. They are in our 
| midst; we have to take care of them; but my honorable friend from 
| Missouri very properly stated that is a local question. It is a 
| local question belonging to each State where the colored man is. 
| The history of the colored man during the Confederate war, and 
| at all times, from the earliest occupancy of the Southern soil, has 
| been that of fidelity to his master. There were some of them ed- 
ucated when they were slaves, and all of them now go to school, 
and the people of the South are treating them to-day with more 
justice, with more equity, with more uprightness than any labor- 
ing class of people on earth. 

They are to-day—and I assert it from my own experience and 
observation—the best paid laborers on our continent. The gen- 
eral rule of employment in Mississippi, in Louisiana, in Alabama, 
in Georgia, in all the States where they are numerous, is that the 
owner, of the land, the former master, furnishes the land, pays 
the taxes on it, furnishes the implements and keeps them in re- 
pair, furnishes the animals, the mules and horses, and feeds them, 
and the negro laborer draws one-half of the product—one-half of 
the corn, one-half of the cotton, one-half of the potatoes, one-half 
of every product. I assert to-day that neither in England, nor in 
France, nor in Germany, nor in any country on earth is there a 
set of laborers better cared for than the laboring free negroes of 
the South. 

More than that, under our laws made by white men like you, 
made by men who understand the relations between the white 
man and the negro, we tax all our property—and in the main it is 
owned by white people—we tax all of the real estate and a large 
part of the personal property. We tax our property, real and 
personal, and raise a school fund for the education of the negro 
children, and that school fund is divided equally between the 
children of educable age, whether white or black. That is the 
condition of affairs in the South. 

Now, what would be said if in the South we proposed to treat 
the negro as you propose to treat the cooly? Sup we should 
say that the negro threatened our civilization and we wanted to 
kill him, to destroy him, to banish him or deprive him of his 
equal rights under the law? He is tried by a jury. He has the 
right of testimony in the courts. I recollect on one occasion, in 
the early practice of my profession, I was employed to go in the 
State of Louisiana by a friend to defend his nephew, a boy ?1 
years of age, who killed a negro. I tried that boy before a 
jury, every one of whom was a blackman. The district attorney 
and Government, who had the right to so many challenges, 
challenged every white man who had not formed or canneenet an 
opinion, and there were only three or four left. 

* So that the in the South bears no to. cooly 
in California. Now, let us alone and we will settle this question. 
We will settle it to suit ourselves. Do not interfere with us in 








1902. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


DIdd 





this. 
of Representatives to go from this country 
them to the grand and magnificent E 


When you undertake to appoint a committee in the House 
, whether you send 
mpire State of New York, 
as you do not propose to do, or whether you send them alone to 
the Southern States, as you — to do, to look into the question 


of how many colored men are deprived of the right to vote; when 
you unde e to do that by a committee appointed by a S er 
of this House, under a rule adopted by three men, you will illus- 
trate, Mr. Chairman, the long ago oft repeated aphorism that 
** Power is always stealing from the many to the few.”’ 

You have it strikingly illustrated in the rules under which you 
sit here. This House of Representatives, where the great men of 
the past were heard on all great questions—this great debating 
school of the nation—under the rules which you now have, this 
body has its -_ closed and sealed. You can not get five min- 
utes on any bill or proposition except by permission of the Com- 
mittee on Rules, the majority of whom consist of the Speaker and 
two men on the Republican side—a —— body—and through 
this partisan body it is proposed by what is called the Crumpacker 
resolution to appoint this committee to go to the South to look 
into the condition of the negroes, who, it is claimed, are uncon- 
stitutionally denied the privilege of voting. 

Mr. Chairman, with reference to the constitution of Mississippi 
I want to say that the great leader in the convention which framed 
that constitution, the man who put in the intelligence qualifica- 
tion and the poll-tax qualification, was the late Senator George, 
from our State. He was the leader in that convention; he was 
the master mind of that body. He was a great lawyer; he was a 
debater of tremendous power. He came back to the Senate of the 
United States after his labors in that convention. 

Three of the greatest lawyers in that body—Edmunds, of Ver- 
mont, a brilliant, splendid, and well-equipped lawyer; Hoar, I 
thank God is yet in the prime of life, a magnificent and splendid 
lawyer, and ALpRIcH, the father of the Senate—they all assailed 
the constitution of Mississippi. They said that it was violative 
of the Constitution of the United States. They said that it robbed 
citizens of the United States of their right to vote. They assailed 
it with gigantic power and strength and argument. In reply to 
the three speeches of those great lawyers, one from Vermont, one 
from Massachusetts, and one from Rhode Island, our late Senator, 
Senator George, spoke for two days. You can all find his speech 
in the Recorp. And when he had done not a voice was raised to 
reply to him. Those great lawyers grounded their arms and 
yielded to the powerful argument of Senator maintaining 
the right of Mississippi to create the constitution which she did. 

I hope, therefore, Mr. Chairman, that the other side of the 
House will consider long and t pened well before they commit 
themselves to the effort to send a partisan committee, directed 
by a partisan House, to violate the great sovereign power of the 
States who alone under the Constitution are possessed of the 
power to determine who shall be electors. They possess it, and 
they only. When you undertake to rob the States of the South 
of this power, you are preparing a time to come when under 
other circumstances the great States of the North and the States 
of the East may find they have the poisoned chalice presented to 
their own lips. 

I say, therefore, leave us alone; let us be as we are. We were 
all reduced to poverty by the results of the war. The lambent 
flames of the incendiary licked our housetops and the crackling 
rafters crumbled into ashes on our hearthstones. We bore it all; 
aye, and we bore the terrors of the fancied ‘‘ reconstruction ”’ 
that never reconstructed, until you left it to the sovereign States 
of the South to come back into the Union, into the household of 
their fathers, under conventions called by the States—to come 
back again and renew their allegiance to the Government. 

_ Bayonet and sword could not force them. Unjust reconstruc- 

tion measures could not compel them. But they came of their 
own accord, by their own volition. They said in the emphatic 
language of the great leader from the State of Georgia, Benjamin 
Hill: ‘* We are here in the household of our fathers with as high 
an allegiance and as devoted an affection for the common flag as 
any man who comes from the North or the East, and, if you let 
us alone, we intend to stay here asserting our rights and infring- 
soe the — of no one else.’? [Applause on Democratic 
side. } _And so, I say, with re: to this So bill relating to 
the Chinese, let us exclude the coolies, but I ask my honorabl 
friend from Missouri not to say that the case of the Chinese is 
analogous to that of the negroes, for it is not. 
_ Mr. Chairman, I could say much more on this and kindred sub- 
jects. I will ask the committee to pardon me if with my feeble 
voice I say one word more upon a topic cognate to the subject- 
matter under consideration, and that is the office and function of 
the American people. 

You say you live in the midst of the 

ry; you say you are going to 
. America to the Orient; you say you are going to welcome a new 


state of affairs; you say are going to open the gates of the Orient; 
you are going to hunt for all the people of the world who are dis- 
tressed or oppressed and give them the message of freedom. Is 
that your function? Is that your object and purpose? When we 
closed the Spanish war we did it by a treaty between Spain and 
the United States, and from that treaty I will ask the Clerk to 
read just two clauses. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The Government of the United States is unable to modify the proposals 
heretofore made for the cession of the entire archipelago of the Philippines; 
but the American commissioners are authorized to offer to Spain, in case the 
cession should be ed to, the sum of $20,000,000, to be paid in accordance 
with the terms fixed in the treaty of peace. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Chairman, that proposition was made by 
the American commissioners, not by the representatives of the 
Government of Spain. The latter never asked any money for the 
cession of the Philippines. There is another clause of that treaty, 
further along in the book, which I have sent to the desk, which I 
will have read in a few moments. 

At this point I simply wish to emphasize the point that it was 
we who proposed to pay the $20,000,000. Did we gain that terri- 
tory by conquest? Was it ours by force of arms? Did it belong 
to us because we had conquered it in the fighting at Manila and 
in the West Indies? If that was the fact, then why take $20,000,000 
out of the Treasury of the United States to make good our title? 
What authority had this Government or its commissioners at 
Paris to put their hands in the tax box of the people to take out 
$20,000,000 for the purpose of making good our title to the Philip- 
pines? I say none whatever; that it was an assumed authority 
by the Government of the United States; that they had no power 
to do that, but they did it. 

The Spanish commissioners, in reply to that proposition from 
the American commissioners, said: ‘* We do not want to sell the 
islands of the archipelago.”” What wasthe reply of the American 
commissionéis? ‘‘ Yes; butyou must. We wantit,and we intend 
to have it; and we will terminate the treaty consideration right 
now and go back to a condition of war if we do not get it.’’ The 
Spanish commissioners replied in an article which is marked in 
the book before quoted from, and which I will ask the Clerk to 
read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Spain then having on her part exhausted all diplomatic recourses in the 
defense of what she considers her rights, and even for an equitable compro 
mise, the Spanish commissioners are now asked to accept the American prop 


osition in its entirety and without further discussion, or to reject it, in 
which latter case, as the American Commission understands, the peace nego- 
tiations willend andthe protocol of Washington will consequently be broken. 

The Government of Her Majesty, moved by lofty reasons of patriotism 
and humanity, will not assume the responsibility of again bringing upon 
Spain all the horrors of war. In order to avoid them it resigns itself to the 
pats strait of submitting to the law of the victor, however harsh it may 

, and as Spain lacks material means to defend the rights she believes are 
hers, having recorded them, she accepts the only terms the United States 
offers her for the concluding of the treaty of peace. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Chairman, you will see by the paragraphs 
which I have had read, and which I take from the book published 
of the proceedings at Paris in the making of the treaty of peace 
between us and Spain, what our Commissioners did, and what 
the Government afterwards ratified, and then, in violation, as 
was well said by Senator Hoar in that magnificent speech which 
he made some eighteen months ago, and which he did me the 
honor to send, under his frank, to Mississippi—this is but the 
substance of what he said: 

With Punic faith to your allies, you have armed American citizens and 
sent them around the globe to the other side for the purpose of making an 
attack on the allies who helped you to conquer the archipelago. 


He said much more. The speech is full of learning on the sub- 
ject. It hasnever beenanswered. Nobody has ever attempted to 
answer it, either in the Senate norin the House. It constitutes an 
array of facts with regard to the conduct of this Philippine war 
in which we are now month after month and week after week and 
year after year, long after the treaty of peace, sending around the 
globe American soldiers to shoot into the little brown Malay—he 
is not a yellow man, but he is a brown man; God Almighty made 
them of many colors and we can not change them, Mr. Chairman, 
he is a brown man—you have sent your American Army at the 
cost of millions of dollars, equipped with American money and 
armed with American guns, around tue globe to shoot your civili- 
zation into the little brown Malay. You are doing it to-day and 
you do not know when you are going to stop it. I say, therefore, 
that this is another case somewhat analogous to the one before 
this committee. 

Mr. Chairman, how much more time have I? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has half a minute remain- 


g. 
Mr. HOOKER. Well, I want to say, Mr. Chairman, that I beg 
the pardon of the committee for detaining it solong. It was my 
to yield to my neighbor and friend here what time I might 
ve left, but I have been betrayed into going further into the 
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subject than Ithought. Ihave been animated by a desire to do 


justice to those with whom we have treaties and to see our coun- | 


try keep its bright and unimpaired condition of honor: that is, 
just and honest and upright toward the weak as well as the 
strong. [Applause. ] 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Powers of Maine hav- 
ing taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the 
President of the United States was communicated to the House 
of Representatives by Mr. Crook, one of his secretaries, who in- 
formed the House of Representatives that the President had ap- 
proved and signed bills of the following titles: 

On April 4, 1902: 

H. R. 2417. An act granting a pension to James B. Harris; 

H. R. 7341. An act granting a pension to Elizabeth W. Sim- 
mons; 
H. R. 
burger; 


7755. An act granting a pension to Laura G. Weisen- 


a] 
s 


. An act granting a pension to Alice Angel; 
9659. An act granting a pension to Laura A. Van Wye; 
. 10404. An act granting a pension to John Y. Corey; 
. R. 10906. An act granting a pension to John W. Meade; 

H. R. 366. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
M. Kanouse; 

H. R. 669. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard 
C. Smith; 

H. R. 1378. 
Lester: 

H. R. 1694. 
Ball; 

H. R. 2092. 
McCarley; 

. R. 2240. 


bo 
Po po i 


An act granting an increase of pension to Bessie H. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
An act granting an increase of pension to Anna B. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Aquila 
. An act granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 
. An act granting an increase of pension to Lucy B. 
2. An act granting an increase of pension to Rollin 
. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
. An act granting an increase of pension to Almond 
. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
. Anact granting an increase of pension to James R. 
McClellan; 

H. R. 9178. 
Howe; 

H. R. 10411. 
Singley; 

H. R. 10924. 
Haight; 

H.R. 11011. 
Tallman; and 


H. R. 11619. An act granting an increase of pension to David A. 
Frier. 


An act granting an increase of pension to John M. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Elias M. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Emily J. 


CHINESE EXCLUSION, 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, I yield twenty minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. Brick]. 

Mr. BRICK. Mr. Chairman,the importance of this measure 
and the interest I have in it impels me not only to support it 
with my vote but also to urge it with my voice. So important is 
this bill that if its general object should fail I believe it would be 
the most paralyzing blow ever aimed at American labor or leveled 
at American civilization. 

I do not wish to talk of the proposed law in its infinite detail, 
but rather to the broad purpose of its inception. No matter 
what some persons may say within this House or out of it about 
our country being an eleemosynary institution and the asylum of 
liberty, the soul of this legislation is thoroughly American. Its 
basic principle is founded entirely upon self-preservation, un- 
stained by a single ungenerous or ignoble imp 6 

The old law relative to Chinese exclusion is about to expire by 
inherent limitation. Since its enactment material changes have 
taken place in the evolution of American greatness. Since that 
time we have seen the flag rise resplendent over Hawaii; and 
then we saw it sadly fall under Grover Cleveland, leaving those 
bright, warm isles, the lonely derelict of a summer sea. e saw 


it rise again under William McKinley, to float there forever in 


| 





the sunshine of a happy people. Since that time we have seen 
the boys of America take that flag of ours away over yonder, be- 


yond the rim of the earth, and raise it high up above the shadows 
of every setting sun. 
To-day we have new and untried problems to solve. They are 


the problems of American supremacy and of the markets of the 
world. They are the problems of our ever-marching, ever-con- 
quering civilization. ey come to us as the legacy of a war 
waged for humanity’s sake alone. oe bring to us sacred duties 
and responsibilities that can not be basely deserted nor honorably 
abandoned. They bring burdens to bear, but when did our peo- 
eS ever encounter a burden they did not conquer? All the light- 
ouses of the world have been kindled in the conflict. of flint and 
steel. The splendor of our American manhood always meets its 
burdens and bears its burdens and turns them into glory. 

We will govern all these new and strange peoples—many of 
them Chinese—with all the kindness and liberty that play around 
our institutions; but I insist that always and forever it shall be 
done in a just regard to our people here at home. 

I vote for and support this bill because I believe it will effect- 
ually conserve the honor and dignity of the American worker 
from all competition with foreign or insular Chinese cooly labor, 
because I believe it fully meets the new and delicate condition of 
affairs in Hawaii, Porto Rico, and the Philippines. It prevents 
Chinese immigration of labor into any of these possessions of 
ours. It restricts all Chinese migration from one insular pos- 
session to the other. But more this, it says, in emphatic 
terms, that not a single Chinese laborer shall set his foot upon 
American soil. Itpromises the men of America that they are not 
only protected in their employment here, but also against chea 
labor and its every result, directly or indirectly, from our islan 
territory. 

It is a matter of pride and satisfaction to me that I have been 
of some service in fortifying our outlying territories against 
Chinese invasion since they have come under our control. 

Ought we to exclude them? That is the question. Every pa- 
triotic sentiment in me answers, yes. 

In round numbers we have about 80,000,000 of people. The 
best estimate I can command puts the Chinese cooly at about 
400,000,000. Think of it! Give these countless myriads, these 
incalculable hordes, free access to the best and most prosperous 
land in the world and it will need no straining imagination to 
prophesy that in the years to come the burning question will be, 
Shall the Anglo-Saxon and kindred races possess this vee or 
shall the Mongolian control it? That proposition will be a 
lutely settled in the passage of this bill. 

This legislation is not directed against these persons because 
they come from China or from any other country. America has 
always been the refuge of the cagnenes from everywhere. The 
torch of its liberty has shed a flood of light and life into the 
dreary homes of all the sons of men of all the world. But itisa 
political, social, economical, and self-preserving proposition. 

They would not only supplant American workmen and degrade 
American labor, but they would come to usin multiplied thou- 
sands, devoid of all racial and political homogeneity, bringing 
with them social vices and national habits that would surely con- 
taminate the clear stream of Christian civilization and American 
institutions, that must inevitably lower the standard of citizen- 
ship and eventually undermine the Republic. 

Dangerous as are their peculiar vices, their very virtues are 
still more perilous. Intelligent in their own way, pertinaceous, 
crafty, patient, nee, they are painfully industrious, bru- 
tally frugal, and fanatically fatalistic; a people to be feared; as 
changeless and unrelenting as eternity; the immutable “om r 
of ages gone and civilizations passed away. They never thin 
of what a real man needs, of what he ought to have in this world 
of smiles and tears, to uplift himself and glorify his race and 
nation; but to him the sole query is, How can I barely live in the 
lowest stratum of animal existence and save the excess to carry 
back to the crumbling home of the ancestral graveyard? 

Ought we to exclude them? Why, Mr. Chairman, every sacred 
tie that binds an American to his home and to his country demands 
their exclusion. : 

A country is great, not so much in the extent of its territory 
nor in the number of its inhabitants, but it is great, and great 
only, in the character of its oa ; ‘ 

A republic must endure, if it live at all, in the intelligence and 
patriotism of its sons and daughters. That intelligence and pa- 
triotism is conceived and born in the university of the American 
home, the grandest educational institution in the world. In that 
school is taught the virtue of our daughters, the valor of our sons. 
and round its hallowed walls cling all the vines and flowers of 
our country’s hope and joy. Within its sacred precincts dwell 
the sons of liberty, every one of whom holds the scepter of a king. 

I want him to ieok and feel like a king; I want him to know 
enough to be a king. And I will never consent, by any act of 
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mine, to have that home degraded, polluted, and impoverished by 
a people in whose lexicon there is no such word as “ home.” 

e emigrant that comes here from England, Ireland, Germany, 
Poland, Sweden, Norway, France, Denmark, and other ports of 
Europe all arrive with that blessed word burning in their breasts 
and graven on their bones. They have sadly left friends and na- 
tive soil for the priceless heritage found in a land of the free-born 
home that has reared the only true Republic that ever existed 
and which is about all that makes life worth living. They came 
here to make this their country; to live and fight for the ,and 
to die beneath its folds. They are loyal and patriotic citizens. 
They have enriched our blood, ennobled and perpetuated the 

stock, and built up the home. They are here to become true 
Americans and add luster to the Stars and Stripes. They love 
their home and@*wife and child and friend. 

Mr. Chairman, shall we now, in the full realization of our du- 
ties and responsibilities, recklessly forsake and turn over to the 
cooly laborer the last, best hope of the Republic? Shall we pur- 
sue a policy—a Fabian, cowardly, procrastinating policy—that 
shall usher in the countless hosts of an alien people to degenerate 
our race and despoil our labor—a people who have no regard for 
family, whose language holds no name of ‘‘home,’’ in whose 
breast there comes no redeeming rapture even in the consecrated 
presence of a noble woman, and whose heart yields no responsive, 
civilizing throb even in the sanctified light of the fires of the 


hearthstone or the a of wife and child? Every instinct of God- 
given self-defense, that law higher than all human statutes, re- | 
volts against it. 


I would not break a single household god that belongs to the 
American workman; rather would I augment the joys and com- 
forts of his fireside. It is his home; it is the one bright, glorious 
spot that nerves his arm and brain to sturdy, self-forgetting toil; 
it is the home of his wife and child; it is the silken cord that 
binds him to life and happiness; and I want him to own it with- 
out any a, 9 m it. I want it surrounded by health and 
omens and with sunshine and song. I want its win- 

ows to gleam and shine with intelligence and its roof to float 
and flow with the red, white, and blue 

I believe it is better to look after the folks at home, to stand 
by our own people, than it is to corrode the shrine of free and 
dignified labor and corrupt the morals of our race in the vain at- 
tempt to Christianize a vast throng of orientals that would brin 
to us nothing but political demoralization and social despair. 
believe the time has arrived for charity to begin at home. I be- 
lieve that no one ever lost anything by building up his own fam- 
ily. I believe in standing by our own people. 

I wish it could be. I want our laboring men to have enough 
to eat and wear; enough for sickness and old a I want them 
to have enough to educate their children, and to lay by somethin 
for a rainy day and for their loved ones when they are gone. 
would like to see them have some leisure and the means to im- 
prove it. I want them to have enough to meet the demands of 
modern civilization. I would like to see the wife with a new 
dress, wearing a smile on her face and some ribbons in her hair, 
and the hope of the Republic guaranteed by the flags that glow in 
the cheeks of the little children. . 

The aa hand that can light the lamp of progress and pros- 
gee is the hand of toil—of intelligent and exultant labor—and 

want that hand and arm upheld and protected by this law. 

I have always believed in rational protection. We are to-day 
more prosperous than ever before in the history of this or any 
other country through the wonderful reseurces of the soil, the 

renius and industry of our people, and the protection of our po- 

itical policies. But the hour has come when we must protect 
not only industry and those employed in it, we must also protect 
men and citizenship as such. is is one step in that direction. 
I am ready for every other reasonable proposition tending to ele- 
vate, ennoble, and make happy the labor of my country. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, there is a place for every kind of honor- 
able employment, and they all command my fealty and respect. 
But when you sum it up—when you read the life of every nation 
in the checkered history of the world—the toilers are about the 
only men who do anything. Labor enters intoand supports every- 
thing. Labor, which includes the farmer, is the backbone of the 
nation. It is the strong arm and stalwart son of America that 
holds up the ridgepole of our national structure, and spikes, 
through enduring centuries, the rafters of the home. He sup- 
ports the t, he breeds our children, nourishes and re- 
juvenates the race, he holds aloft the ; and I repeat again 
that human toil of heart and brain and is the only true 
manhood, the only real nobility of the Republic—the aristocrac 


of —and I am for anything that can give him an ad- 
a him glad and us. Therefore I am for 
proade , to protect the wage-earner in the eminence of his high 


They talk of Chinese trade. They say this act may circum- 





scribe it. Yes; I would like to have that trade. 
more and more of it. It is the great trade of the future to Amer- 
ica. I believe we will still increase it.. With ournew possessions 
as a stepping stone, I believe we will walk right into the open door 
of that great market, a market born in the womb of 800,000,000 
ss. But, whatever happens. nothing can be gained by sacri- 

ing the labor that produces the surplus we sell, by destroying 
the iness and prosperity of millions of our best people at 
home for a commercial dream. 

This country is wonderfully interested in markets to-day. The 
foreign market, in a degree, represents the weal or woe of our 
future prosperity. We now manufacture more than we can con- 
sume. We have an overplus of everything. But this Govern- 
ment of ours has more to think of than markets. It has men and 
women, flesh and blood, God and morality, our home and country 
to think of. 

I believe in men, in the genius of American manhood. We 
can not long survive upon cheap and enslaving labor; we can not 
hope long to endure the ravages of an Asiatic industrial on- 
slaught. 

The real heroes of a nation are not alone in the sounding titles 
of ensanguined war, but they dwell in the silent grandeur of a 
quiet name. They live in the vine-clad cottage beneath the hill, 
kissed by all the suns of joy and filled by love and kindness, where 
all the day is work; and when the shadows fall, the man, but not 
the master, by the side of her who sits and smiles and sews for 
him; and on his knee laugh the little children, with their arms 
about his neck. [Applause.] 

Labor is the great conqueror. It enriches and builds up a na- 
tion eee than the proudest battles, and in its ranks 
are the soldiers of the earth. [Applause.]} 

Then let this bill — Let us so act that we may go home in 
the consciousness of a duty well performed. and be able to con- 
tinue to say with a prouder boast than did that old Roman, ‘I 
thank God that I, too, am an American citizen! ”’ 

I thank God that we have protected and preserved the men who 
have taught “‘ the stars to look our way and honor us.’’ [Loud 
applause. | 

r. LLOYD. Mr. Chairman, there are to-day about 100,000 
Chinese in the United States proper, 25,000 in Hawaii, and at 
least 250,000 ih the Philippine Islands, with which our Govern- 
ment mustdeal. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Apams} 
in discussing this bill yesterday intimated that Congress should 
be very cautious in this matter; that it should remember that 
when this country was a wilderness and our ancestors were build- 
ing up the civilization of Europe China was of an erudi- 
tion and achievement about which we would do well to learn. 
Mr. Chairman, that civilization still exists, hoary withage. It 
has stood like a statue for over 3,000 years, and he who beholds 
its attainments sees what might have been seen when the Cewsars 
were holding sway in Rome. 

Gentlemen not worry themselves about the antiquated 
lore of China before the Christian era, nor of its history and pagan 
mythology. They should concern themselves about that new 
civilization of this country, which means progress and leaps with 
bounds which astonish the world. The gentleman seems to be 
impressed with the idea that there is no analogy between the 
negro and the Chinaman, and that the statement of my colleague 
{Mr. CLARK] that, like the negro, so long as the Chinaman had 
a drop of his own racial blood he was one of the race. He said 
there were Irish, Germans, and French in this country who car- 
ried their nationality; but he seems to forget that these are of 
our race, and so soon as they have become naturalized they are 
Americans. There is no such thing, in fact, as an Irish-American 
or German-American. For if a man is an American at all he has 
no foreign prefix to his nationality. Whether a Chinaman is 
born here or elsewhere, he is a Chinaman still, and never becomes 
Americanized nor interested in our Government or its institu- 
tions. 

It is commendable to see a man proud of his foreign ancestry: 
but if he does not rejoice that he is an American, and place the 
Stars and Stripes high over all, he should return to the country 
whence he came, whether he is English, German, or Chinese. 
This home of the free is not to be the abiding place of the traitor, 
or the man whose interest is to degrade American labor, prose- 
lyte from Christianity, and debauch the morals of citizens of this 
country; and this is the effect of Chinese influence in America. 
But gentlemen say that we must encourage the trade of China; that 
no provision should be enacted in this bill that would make less 
trade with the Orient. The gentleman from California [Mr. 
Kaun] well explained in his instructive address that no such 
condi results from exclusion of the Chinese, that such has 
not been the effect either in Europe or in America. 

But suppose trade may beinjured. Which is nearer to the Amer- 
ican heart, the gr naps gt of this country or the well-being 
of its laborers? may pursue such course as they may, 


We are getting 
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but, sir, I shall cling to the cause of American labor and try to 
protect it from the cooly labor of China. Gentleman should be 
more concerned in the homes and firesides of the laborers of this 
country than in the extension of trade to China, if loss must oc- 
cur; but I am confident there is no true American that is not in 
sympathy with the extension of our material interests and will 
not herald with delight that which builds up her trade with the 
world, but I am not a diseiple of that school of political faith 
that puts wealth above the man that produced it, nor trade above 
the security and protection of the individual in the enjoyment of 
the blessings of this free country. There is not a labor organiza- 
tion in the land that does not demand legislation at the hands of 
Congress. 

Around the table of the humble toiler’s home it is discussed; the 
farmer, concerned for the honor and purity of his household, is 
alike solicitous for positive and decisive legislation. There are 
two reports here for our consideration, and two bills to be passed 
upon. Which shall receive our sanction? In this connection I 
desire to call attention to a circular sent out by the representa- 
tives of the labor organizations of the United States on yesterday, 
which insists that the minority substitute should be adopted be- 
cause it will more effectually and certainly bring about the desired 
end—the exclusion of the objectionable classes of Chinese. It 
states: 

We regard the bill reported by the majority of the House Committee on 
Foreign Affairs as weak, imprudent, and full of defects, indicating want of 
information of the difficulties encountered by the Treasury Department in 
dealing with immigrants from China. 

The bill recommended by the minority of the House Committee on Foreign 
Affairs is quite to our satisfaction. 

Both these bills are intended to accomplish the same purpose, 
but those who are most vitally interested in the relief sought, 
who are to be the beneficiaries of the trade of China, and cursed 
with its cheap labor without legislation, ought to have considera- 
tion at the hands of Congress, and since all these elements agree 
that the substitute more effectually accomplishes the true object, 
I am in favor of adopting its provisions. Who is it that desires 
less stringent legislation? To whom have the majority made con- 
cessions, if anyone? 
show something of the pressure. It is the commercial demands, 
or rather the requests of commercial organizations. Yet neither 
the majority nor the mimority have yielded wholly to that de- 
mand 

Organized capital asks the reenactment of the present law until 
1904, when the commercial treaty between this country and China 
shall expire, and insists that the whole matter may be adjudicated. 
Their bill, known as the Proctor bill, simply extends the present 
law until December, 1904, when the treaty with China may expire. 
That treaty was made in 1894 and had this provision: 

This convention shall remain in force for a period of ten years beginning 
with the date of the exchange of ratifications, and if six months before the 
expiration of the said period of ten years neither Government shall have 
formally given notice of its final termination to the other, it shall remain in 
full force for another like period of ten years. 

The treaty, as you observe, will remain in force until 1914 un- 
less one party or the other gives six months’ notice of its inten- 
tion to terminate the treaty. A bill of the kind proposed would 
have the effect of giving notice to China that in 1904, unlessanew 
arrangement is made, all barriers will be removed and the Chinese 
may enter at will. It appears from the provisions of the treaty 
that wisdom would dictate that this country should make its ex- 
clusion law permanent, and then, unless notice is given to the con- 
trary. all relations with China would be settled until 1914, and the 
question of the restriction of Chinese immigration would be set- 
tiled until such time as the United States, through its lawmaking 
power, saw proper to change it. 

To my mind the most serious proposition that presents itself is 
the question of exclusion from the Philippines and of keeping 
from the United States those now in its insular possessions. 
Many times more Chinese are found in those islands than among 
the States. Manila alone has more than the State of California. 
If these can be turned loose upon the States, which may be the 
case, of course, if they are citizens of the United States, it will 
have serious effect upon American labor; but I shall not attempt 
in the few moments at my disposal to argue this question, except 
to impress the hope that no evil shall come from this source. A 
serious difference between the majority and minority is on the 
question of the employment of Chinese sailors upon American 
vessels. Again I wish to quote from the circular of the Amer- 
ican Federation of Labor sent out by Messrs. Gompers, Fuller, 
Furuseth, Bird, and Livernash: 

We unite in asking that the new law for the exclusion of Chinese laborers 
shall contain a provision that American ships shall not carry as seamen 
Chinese persons not entitled to enter the United States. 

The provision we favor was in the bill indorsed by the Senators and Rep- 
resentatives from the Pacific States and approved by the national labor or- 


ganizations and the California commission. That provision has been favor- 
ably reported by the Senate Committee on Imm i 
e are especially devoted to the provision. 


tion. 
American seaman has a 


The bills introduced and hearings taken | 





nsession 


right to protection from compstition with Chinese laborers, and the needs of 


the American Navy in time of war should be considered. 
It is erroneous to claim that the prohibition favored would cause Ameri- 
can ships in our trade to change their flags. Amer ¥ gives 


our vesselsa monopoly of our carrying and passenger trade with Hawaii and 
ho Faye, foreign ships being debarred from participation in coastwise 


e. 

It is not true that white men can not work in the heat of stokeholds of 
China liners. White men exclusively are employed as stokers on our trans- 
oem plying to the Philippines from San Francisco and also from the Atlan- 

‘ic coast. ite men exclusi 


vely are oyed as stokers on ships pl 
between San Francisco and ‘Australia. White men ee Ley 7" 
as stokers on our a ying between Atlantic ports and West In 


Central America, an uth America. The marine firemen of Atlantic and 
Pacific cities have within the last ten days adopted resolutions declaring a 
willingness to do the work Chinamen are now doing a ican ships. 

The American flag should float over American seamen. Every 
laborer on the vessels should be in sympathy with the sta 
emblem which floats at the masthead. Let this Be termed senti- 
ment, if you will; it is American spirit, and finds hearty response 
with the liberty-loving people of our land. Gentlemen need not 
think that all men are in favor of exclusion because there is such 
unanimity here. Many an advocate of free locomotion as applied 
to them can be found, and some appeared before the committee 
at its hearings. This bill and the substitute both have enemies 
concerned for their failure. 

One of the most beautiful addresses I have read on this subject 
was that made by Mrs. John B. Allen before the Century Club, 
of Seattle, Wash., in January last, and she concluded that speech 
with this attractive statement, in all of which I fully concur, 
except as it applies to the Chinese: 

Can our statesmen not stand on this broad and liberal platform and enact 
restriction laws that will eliminate the illiterate and immoral, the vicious 


and hel y mt, and not discriminate against any country, but let 
the hand of welcome be extended to the Occident as to the Orient? Let the 


| Pacific bear the immigrant as well as the Atlantic. Let the only requisites 


be intelligence, sobriety, morality, and industry, obedience to our laws, and 
loyalty to our ernment. And if they can not, do not, lay aside bias and 
prejudice and listen to reason and argument, and do reenact one- 
country exclusion act, then may God give President Roosevelt the courage of 
his convictions and nerve his hand to veto the measure. 


But beside this plea for the Chinese I wish to place the state- 
ment of Mrs. Charlotte Smith, president of the Woman's National 
Industrial L e of America, who appeared before the Senate 
Committee on Seoctatetion and stated what she knew of Chinese 
influence in this country. Amongst other things she said: 


In my investigations as president of the Woman's Rescue League, which is 
a branch of the Woman's ational Industrial League, I found 175 women who 
had been baptized in the Christian faith living with Chinamen in New York 
in 1892. These women bring young yomnee into the world, who, with their 
so-called husbands, worship in joss-house temples and become disciples of 
Confucius as well as opium fiends. 

During the year 1889, in Washington, D. C., 564 Chinese were arrested. 
The majority were members of the Metropolitan Church Sunday school. 
Men and women, pipes and opium-joint pee were brought into the 
police court. Furthermore, the worst gamblers and most immoral opium- 
joint keepers were so-called Sunday school Chinese pupils. 

In Beaken, June 23, 1804, 15,000 unfortunate girls were turned loose to forage 
because of a moral crusade ina ted against vice. 

hat was the result? American-born, educated girls became the mistresses 
of the Chinese of ; e Tenderloin floating population was soon after 
transferred to Chinatown, and the Chinese were permitted to go into the 
business of keeping houses of ill-repute and engaged extensively in this illicit 
traffic. F 

These statements are appalling, but much information of simi- 
lar kind has been presented. I am therefore constrained to say, 
in the interests of morality and advanced civilization, exclude the 
objectionable Chinese. or the protection of the American la- 


upon the communi 


| borer and his family, prevent the coming of the cooly laborer. 


In the name of Christianity and its elevating influences leave the 


| disciples of Confucius with their joss houses and opium dens in 





the land of their nativity, and build up in this country American 
interests to be conducted by American laborers. [Applause.] 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chairman, I yield fifteen minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Kern}. 

Mr. KERN. Mr. Chairman, I have had both the honor and the 
high pleasure of presenting petitions at the desk of the Clerk of 
this House from about 100 labor organizations in my district de- 
manding of this Congress that the policy of Chinese exclusion 
now in force under our Government be continued for another 
fixed period of time. I have received no petitions from any of 
my constituents demanding that this policy be abandoned and 
our gates thrown ajar for the unhampered admission of immi- 
grants from China. ti 

Now, Mr. Chairman, petitions of this and other descriptions 
are sometimes spoken of lightly and in terms of derision and ridi- 
cule on this floor. I have with = ears heard petitions coming 
from the people referred to with levity and contemptin the Senate 
of the United States by Senators of the United States. I do not 
believe that it comes with good grace from a member of this 
House or from a member of ae or ge body to es 
flippantly about petitions on any subject whatever coming 
aa he i oe of these petitions affords about the only 
method available to the people vee se medium of which they 
can speak to their representatives in respective Halls. Being 
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an unswerving believer in a government of the people, for the 
people, and by the people, and in the Jeffersonian doctrine that 
all just government rests upon the consent of the governed, I am 
forced to the conclusion that the right of petition should be held 
sacred, and that it should be treated with the 


rever- 
ence. The right of petition is guaranteed to the le by our 
Constitution, which is the fundamental law of our and it is 


indelibly stamped into the Declaration of Independence, which 
has been fittingly described as the chart and compass of all human 


rights. 

This Government has for many pursued the policy of es- 
tablishing around our borders a high-tariff wall for the alleged 
purpose of protecting the men who toil for a living and earn their 
daily bread in the sweat of their brows. This high-tariff wall has 
had the effect of enabling especially favored manufacturers of 
goods in this country to enhance the price of their commodities. 
The only laboring men in America who have ever been enabled 
to secure se from our misnamed protective tariff system 
are those who are employed in the favored industries. Even 
these were dependent for any benefit they received on the bounty 
and generosity of the favored manufacturer, or they were com- 
pelled to extort their share of the enhanced prices which the pro- 
tective tariff made possible through the power of their organiza- 
tions. On this Chinese question, for the first time in the history 


of the country, the American wo comes before Congress 
and demands protection directly for hi . He demands pro- 
tection against the unequal and the unfair competition of Chinese 


cooly labor. He demands it in the only — way that reason 
and human judgment has so far been able to contrive. 

Why is it that Chinese cooly labor should be em: by any 
American employer? Is it because it is congenial to hire these 
coolies, or because it is congenial to superintend them at their 
work? Is it because it is pleasant to have them around? No; it 
is not given the preference over other labor for any of these 


reasons. ‘ 

Chinese labor is only desirable because it is cheap. A Chinese 
workingman will work for 75 cents a day where an American 
workingman demands $2 a day for the same hours and the same 
conditions of employment. ions of cordial friendship be- 
snd thay aut teagusstein, ‘Mtby Sengueageed tees pevgiote mean’ 

hey are impossible. © e is mean- 
ingless to an American. Their ways are distasteful to him. It 
is not intelligent labor. It is the merest machine labor. 

Chinese labor, as we know it, is but little better than slave labor, 
and he who would successfully and tably employ it must 
have in him the essential elements and the requisite attributes of 
character of the slave master. It is not employed because it is a 
congenial thing to use it in uctive enterprises. Greed alone 
controls the transaction—cold, selfish, grasping 

The most perplexing problem before the American people for 
solution to-day is the great problem which is in general terms 
designated the labor blem. That ——- simply resolves 
itself in-the final analysis into a problem of wages. In every 
country on this earth the rise of wages marks the rise of the 
progress of that country. I take it that no humane, patriotic, 
and farsighted man would rejoice to see the wages of labor less- 
ened under our flag. 

I now ask why it is that Chinese labor can afford to produce the 
same results for lower than can the labor of our own coun- 
try. It is perfectly clear that it can afford to do this, because the 
standard under which the Chinese workingmen are accustomed 
to living and under which they are content to live is decidedly 
lower than that which the American workingmen have established 
for themselves. Semibarbarians that they are, they require only 
the sim est forms of food to nourish their bodies. 

The clothing they require is likewise crude, inexpensive, and 
scanty. Accustomed to the life of the street herds of their mother 
country, houseless and roofless and homeless, the shelter these 
people need is not superior to that, if it is equal to it, deemed 
necessary in this country, with its advanced civilization, to protect 
from the attacks of the elements the lower forms of domestic 
animal life. Chinese labor can live cheap because it is barbarian 
labor. It does not know and does ve the manifold and 


of supply and demand as to the total numbers of toilers 
who offer their labor for labor being @ marketable commod- | 
7 oe only ae a ee sale; and secondly, 
of his ice o toiler, by that portion of the results | 
for him to live on. 


It would be a sheer waste of 
this floor that this ae eee rae 
workingman 


of life of American 


standard of lite of the Chinese coolies. Noone but a hopeless 
imbecile would contend for a moment that it is not. It would be 
an absurdity to undertake to make the comparison. Noone is so 
ignorant of these relative conditions but that he knows, as he 
must know, that the standard of life of the Chinese coolies is as 
far below the standard of life of the American toiler as the foot- 
hills are beneath the summit of the loftiest mountains, snow- 
—— and sun crowned. 
American toiler demands enough for himself for his honest 
work, and rightfully demands it, to keep himself and his family 
in comfort and a little besides for the inevitable rainy day, an 
extra dollar after all the bills are paid on Saturday night. He is 
entitled to a good house to live in and to rear his familyin. He 
is entitled to good clothes to wear. He is entitled to books and 
newspapers toread. He is entitled to some of the pleasures of 
life, not merely to the barest and absolutely unavoidable ne- 
cessaries. He is entitled to have his wife spared to him for the 
performance of his household duties. His children are entitled 
to the indisputable opportunity for schooling and an education. 
And, over and above all that, he is entitled to the opportunity 
to create for himself and to lay up a little surplus for the dark 
days of helpless old age and decrepitude. That should be, if it is 
not, the standard of life of the American workingman. 
Following this chain of reasoning, I desire to say this: Bring a 
people having a high standard of hfe in competition with a peo- 
ple content with a low standard of life,and you drag down that 
people, you debase that people, you degrade that people, you out- 
rage that people. You make the struggle for existence more 
bitter and relentless for them than it was before. Do that act, 
and you have committed the unforgivable, the unpardonable, the 
cardinal sin. Do that act, and you have committed the crime of 
crimes, to fit which no punishment can be severe enough and no 
damnation deep eno 
Understand me correctly. Ido notadvocatea policy of national 
isolation. I trust that my views are not of the narrow and con- 
tracted kind. I know that the immi t has rescned this con- 
tinent from barbarism, transformed pathless wilderness into 
a well-ordered and flowery garden; that he and his offspring 
wrested independence from tyranny and despotism abroad and 
gave this nation its free and self-governing existence; that he and 
his descendants saved the Republic when it was in danger and pre- 
served our national Union intact; that he and his children and 
his children’s children furnished the brain and the brawn for the 
upbuilding of our colossal industries; that it was their enterprise, 
their skill, and their ingenuity which made this comntry the 
wonder and the leader of the industrial, the social, and the polit- 
ical world. 
I would pursue a policy that extends the glad hand of welcome 
to every man of our own race who is willing to adopt our country 
and make it his own; to familiarize himself with our system of 
government; to learn the story of the struggles through which 
our country has ; to learn to estimate the price in bicod 
and treasure the mblic has cost; to become a free and intelli- 
| gent and independent voter; to become one of us, willing to be 
| assimilated into our national life; to share our liberty and help us 
—— it and keep it uncontaminated and pure; to work in 
an honest and an honorable way for a living, and in the holy 
radiance of the light of liberty, labor, and love to rear a family of 

| respectable, intelligent, liberty-loving children. But I would 
shrink from injecting into the body politic in America another 
race problem, another peril to our political system, another disas- 
trous check to our social progress. 

My good and illustrious friend from Missouri [Mr. Clark] has 
made mention of the fact that the discussion of this question in- 
volved the discussion of the race problem. Say what you will to 
the contrary, I agree with him entirely in that proposition, and I 
do not believe that the artful eloquence of any man can disguise 
that vital fact. The race problem is fundamental and elemental. 
The bloodiest wars of history have been race wars. You can not 

| convince me that a e so radically different in their habits, 


in their customs, in their traditions, and in racial demarcation as 
the Chinese people are from the American people can long live at 
peace with our people after they have once arrived here in domi- 
nant and inating numbers. You may theorize as you will, 
the two will persistently refuse to mix. They will refuse to 
blend. They will refuse to assimilate. They will refuse to be- 
/come one. They will refuse to unite. They will remain sepa- 
| rated by a broad and impassable chasm, living in hostile camps, 
animated by feeli of most unquenchable and unmitigable 
| hostiilty toward each other. 
We have a race problem in this country now crying aloud for 


he is content to accept as the sum required properadjustment. The evidenceis unmistakable. We need only 
| to search 


| the negro problem. It is idle to contend that the civil war solved 


the columns of the daily newspapers for it. I refer to 
that problem. The civil war only presented it for the future 


is immeasurably and infinitely higher than the | generations to deal with. It presented it 4 a most aggravated 
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form. It is one of the knottiest problems any nation on earth 
ever wrestled with. It stands before the American people un- 
solved as one of the most vital questions of the day. American 
statesmanship faces it, as much as it has the heart to face it, 
stupefied and appalled. 

That race problem was forced upon us. Its introduction into 
our politics was a mistake of our forefathers. It was brought 
into our midst through their blind desire for material gain. But 
it is here and we are compelled to face it. It is a condition and 
not a theory that confronts us, and we must adapt ourselves to 
our conditions if we be rational and sensiblemen. Let us honestly 
try in an impartial spirit and with patriotic resolve to deal with 
the race question which the fathers have forced upon us, prompted 
by considerations of humanity and = justice and love of our 
country and of the unfortunate race that is in our midst, but let 
us in wisdom refrain from taking upon ourselves the burden of 
bringing into this country another race problem to menace Ameri- 
can institutions. The wise man learns and profits from the les- 
sons of history. The foolignoresthem. The coward shrinks from 
them and undertakes to disguise them. 

I rejoice over the unanimity of sentiment which prevails in this 
House on the wisdom of continuing the Chinese-exclusion policy, 
which has become the fixed policy of this Government. I rejoice 
at the unanimity of sentiment which exists in favor of this bill 
in our country. There are only two elements among the people 
that have come to my attention which are opposed to the bill. 
The associated capitalists are against it, the men in whose care 
and keeping are the trusts. The extreme altruists are against it, 
a large class of well-meaning men who have left the earth as 
their place of abode and inhabit the ethereal regions above the 
clouds. 

Of the former it is needless to speak. Their motives are plain 
to everybody. He who runs may, indeed, read them. In their 
selfishness and their greed and their cupidity they want cheap 
labor at any cost. They want to earn fat dividends for their con- 
cerns. They do not care for the welfare and the happiness and 
the prosperity of the American people. They would impoverish 
the American people to pile up wealth for the plutocracy. In my 
mind they are entitled to no consideration whatever on this floor 
in their utterly detestable demands connected with this proposed 
legislation. 

The altruists tell us that it is the highest form of our national 
duty for us to throw wide open the gates and to admit the op- 
pressed, to admit the downtrodden, regardless of race or condition, 
from every land and every clime into our national household. 
They contend that in morals we have no right to bar our doors of 
entrance against any nation. It seems to me that their argument 
is untenable and unsound. I believe that we have the same right 
to protect our country against undesirable immigration which 
every man beyond all dispute has to protect his family circle 
against an undesirable intruder. The family is the unit of the 
State. It is the source and origin of our civillaw. The country, 
taken as a whole, is nothing more than an aggregation of families. 

It is true that the fact of aggregation gives rise to new duties 
and new er and makes the primary duties more com- 
plex. But the law of the family is the law of the State. A well- 
governed family furnishes the model for a well-governed State. 


The school district is a small number of families which have con- | 


stituted themselves into a perfect system in our great govern- 
mental machinery, fully capable of performing every function 
required of it. From the school district the system is extended 
with enlarged obligations and increased powers to the township, 


from the township to the county, from the county to the State, | 


and from the State finally to the sovereign nation. 

It seems to me that the same rights inhere in the State and in 
the nation which inhere in the family, and if a man has the right 
to exclude from his family an unwelcome intruder, one who would 
disturb that family life, contaminate its morals, and threaten its 
existence, then this Government has the right to draw the line on 
the kind of immigration which it in its wisdom deems undesir- 





chants, scholars, teachers, diplomats, and travelers. These classes 
are protected in all their — under the minority bill, and this 


country is made as accessible to them as it can under proper safe- 
guards be made. Itis the bogus merchants, the phony diplomats, 
and the counterfeit teachers and scholars and travelers which the 
minority bill aims to keep out of the country and will keep out of 
the country if it is made the law. The minority bill simply aims 
to protect the country against imposition, against sharp practice 
and fraud. The objection to it on this ground is unreasonable 
and devoid of sound foundation. 

In no connection is the unwisdom of our present Pnilippine 
policy made more apparent than in connection with this prodigious 
movement. Make the Philippine Islands a permanent part of this 
Government, and = make it almost impossible to guard against 
the importation of freight loads of cheap Chinese cooly labor. If 
the present policy with re to those islands be continued, the 
Supreme Court of the United States will sooner or later declare 
them an integral part of this Government under the flag and the 
Constitution both. No power on earth can prevent the coolies 
who are now in the a from coming into any State or 
Territory in this Union. ere are now more than aan times 
as many full-blooded Chinamen in the Philippine Islands than 
there are in this country, and including the half-breeds there are 
more than ten times as many. Dump any considerable number 
of these on our shores, and the effects that will follow will be 
disastrous in the extreme. 

But even that is not the worst source of danger. We have been 
told in the course of this debate that the practice isin vogue of evad- 
ing the existing exclusion laws by sneaking hordes of coolies into 
this country across our northern borders along the Canadian Pacific 
Railroad. Theassertion has not beenchallenged. Thestatement 
has not been contradicted. I do not believe that it can be suc- 
cessfully contradicted. Make the Philippine Islands, with their 
thousands and thousands of miles of coast line, situated in closer 
proximity to the Celestial Empire than they are to our own country, 
an integral part of the United States, and, pray tell me, how then 
can you successfully enforce our cooly-exclusion laws? The task 
will simply be a herculean one, impossible of performance, and 
when that day comes, as truly as the sun shines, the Philippine 
question will a a phase of the great labor question. I wish 
I could arouse the workingmen of this country to a full and com- 
plete sense of the danger which confronts them on this score. 

The greatest objection to cooly immigration is that it does not 
come spontaneously and from its own free will. It is imported 
into this country as a rule in shiploads by unscrupulous and soul- 
less corporations. Irish immigration, German immigration, and 
English immigration was an unmixed good to this country, be- 
cause it came here spontaneously and of its own free will. That 
kind of immigration was desirable. But thé importation of hu- 
man freight is an unmitigated evil under all circumstances, wher- 
ever it comes from, regardless of considerations of race difference, 
because selfishness and greed will dump it upon us faster than we 
can digest it. 

On the dangers arising to the moral life of our nation from un- 
restricted Chinese immigration I have but barely touched, yet 
there is not a thinking man in America who would preserve the 
purity of American morals who would not justify Chinese exclu- 
sion on this score, taken aside from all other considerations. 
Chinatown, in San Francisco, is the scandal of this nation on ac- 
count of the low and degrading vice that is practiced there. No 
youth can enter it without being poisoned by its very atmosphere. 
Human depravity has invented no form of health-destroying and 
moral-destroying practice that is not indulged in in this filthy and 


| disgusting den of iniquity. 


able, disastrous to its social progress, and menacing to its per- | 


tuity. 
mT ain for the bill which the minority recommends for passage 
because I favor the most drastic legislation in this connection that 
is obtainable. The laborer of this country demands this legisla- 
tion under the law of self-preservation, the first and highest law 
in nature. 

It has been charged that this law would exclude from this coun- 
try. besides the coolies, Chinese merchants, Chinese diplomats, 
Chinese scholars, Chinese teachers, and Chinese travelers; that it 
would exclude those Chinamen who in no conceivable way can 
come in injurious competition with American labor. Thecharge 
is false. The measure proposed by the minority, which is the 


measure which bears the indorsement of the American Federation 
of Labor and the delegations in Congress from the Pacific coast 
States, makes ample provision for the admission of Chinese mer- 





| 








Of every Chinatown that exists in every city of this country. 
where it does exist, the same revolting thingistrue. Do you want 
to extend this condition? Do you want to make it general in this 
country? Do you want to inoculate every community within our 
borders with the enervating, deadly virus of it? If youdo, throw 
the —— open and let the hordes of coolies flock in, and you 
will surely accomplish this purpose, besides that other object of 
depriving the workingmen of this country of the God-given op- 
portunity of ae a decent and respectable living. 

In conclusion, I desire to emphasize this fact: The toilers of 
this country do not come before Congress often with any de- 
mands. They have never come making unjust and unreasonable 
demands. They do not make their demands on this Chinese 
question on us blindly. They have deliberated on this question. 
They have talked it over in their meeting halls. They have 
reached an entirely practical and just conclusion. They have 
petitioned you and me to give that conclusion earnest considera- 
tion, to | apne it to weigh in the scale when we are making up 
our minds on this question. What they are asking they are ask- 
ing in a spirit of fairness. They have no desire to oppress any- 
one. They have no desire to tyrannize over anyone. y sim- 
ply ask you and they ask of me in God’s name not to place them 
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on a level with barbarians in the struggle for existence. They 
ask us to do nothing that would debase and degradethem. They 
ask us to help them in enforcing the law of self-preservation. 
They ask us to oo them against this great danger. Itisonly 


the part of om in us to heed their voice. 

On the prosperity of the laboring man depends the prosperity of 
the country. Opposition to Chinese exclusion means taking away 
everything from the laboring men of this country except the bare 
necessities of life. Itmeans the ogee “cing conditions which 
are intolerable among American toilers. t means poverty, 
unhappiness, and discontentment, and that in turn means anarcny 
and hatred and bitterness to threaten the existence of our free 
institutions and of our Government. A contented and happy 
people never destroyed a Government. 

I take it to be the duty of the lawmakers to create conditions 
under which people can be happy and contented. Because I love 
the people, because I want to see them happy and contented, be- 
cause I want social conditions so arranged that every honest man 
shall have the a to earn an honest living by honest 
work, because I love my country, because I love my country’s 
flag so long as that flag represents justice, equality of opportu- 
tunity for the people, and the integrity and sanctity of the 
Anerican home, I favor this measure and I consider these reasons 
ample for giving my hearty support to the most drastic law 
against Chinese immigration here proposed. [Loud applause. } 

Mr. HITT. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. CocHRAN]. 


{[Mr. COCHRAN addressed the committee. See Appendix. |] 


Mr. CLARK. I yield thirty minutes to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. THAYER]. 

Mr. THAYER. Mr. Chairman, I am aware that the die is set, 
the edict has gone forth, that this bill must pass this House, 
with all the discriminations, inequalities, preferences, and favors 
to the few which will follow in its wake. We are to enter upon 
a scheme for getting rid of the people’s money and making a 
generous contribution to this two-billion Congress. We are to 
encourage favoritism in a new form under the guise of “ regu- 
lating commerce’’ and “ providing for the general welfare of 
the people.’’ We are to begin making presents to a favored few, 
and very few—perhaps not more than 50 or 100 persons and cor- 
porations in the whole nation. 

The bounties are to go to one in a million of our people, and 
this one-millionth part of our people the wealthiest, most inde- 

dent, and least deserving of assistance of all—to the ship- 
uilders and navigation companies—among whom are to be 
found such poor and deserving a as John P. Morgan, of 
New York, and C. A. Griscom, of Philadelphia. These are some 
of the 100 persons and corporations, more or less, who are to re- 
ceive the Government contributions assessed and collected from 
the people of the country and handed over to these multimil- 
lionaires under the pretext of providing for the welfare of the 
ple. If this bill shall pass, under the whip and spur of the 
epublican leaders of this House, as it surely will, it will be 
the first time in the history of this country, so far as I am in- 
formed, when a few,a very lintited few, people engaged in an 
industry liave been sorted out to be the recipients of donations 
from the Government ‘to aid them in their enterprise and in 
a competition with their fellow-men in the industrial race of 
ife. 

I am aware that in 1891 a law was enacted by the terms of which 
special rates were allowed to be made with parties, or under con- 
tract, for carrying the mails on fast steamers, and perhaps a very 
generous allowance was made possible for this service. It was 
made to improve the mail service and secure the transmission of 
mails in the least possible time between our ports and those to 
which the mails were sent. It was in keeping with our general 
up-to-date service in the Post-Office Department. We wanted the 
quickest run across the seas, and were willing to pay an extra 
price for it. That was no subsidy. It was simply paying a good 
price for a good thing, where each er party received an 
equivalent consideration. And while this bill in some respects 
resembles the bill of 1891, its chief pu , a8 avowed by those 
who favor it, is to aid in expanding and increasing the merchant 
marine of this country. One of the big four who have been most 
conspicuous in advocating this bill in a public speech said that 
were it simply to facilitate the carrying of mails in American ves- 
sels he should oppose it (this bill). 

No one objects to a proper extension of the ocean mail service 
at a proper cost, but ever since 1891 we have been paying our 
American lines at least twice as much for such service as was 
Oe eat anes at least ten see much ~ Great Britain pays 

J rvice, OF as we lines for the ex- 
cess mails which our Aurion ees not able tohmedio “A 
few figures from the official statistics will prove this statement. 

In the last fis:1 year the International Navigation Company 


(American Line) carried 71,000,000 grams of letter mail and 641,- 
000,000 grams of printed matter, and was paid, under the act of 
1891, $528,537. 

The Cunard Line (British) carried 137,000,000 grams of letters 
and 835,000,000 grams of printed matter, and was paid $213,103. 

The White Star Line (British) carried 62,000,000 grams of let- 
ters and 326,000,000 grams of printed matter, and was paid 
$91,591. 

In other words, we paid the American Line more than twice 
what we paid the Cunard Line for not much more than half the 
amount of mail carried by the Cunard Line; and we paid the 
American Line about six times as much as we paid the White Star 
Line for carrying practically the same amount of mail matter. 

On the Pacific the same discrepancy was noticeable. We paid 
the American Pacific Mail Line $52,533 for carrying 9,000,000 
grams of letters and 118,000,000 grams of printed matter, and 
the British Occidental and Oriental Line $19,638 for carrying 
almost exactly the same amount of mail. 

We also paid the New York and Cuban Company (American) 
about $200,000 for carrying 1,995 pounds of letters and 30,864 
pounds of printed matter, which was at the rate of $6 a pound, 
whereas our rate for paying the foreign companies was only 44 
cents per pound for letters and 4} cents a pound for printed 
matter. 

In addition to this, it must be taken into consideration that the 
foreign steamers were the quickest and most frequent, and also 
that the pending bill proposes to still further increase the pay- 
ments to American vessels for mail carriage by at least 30 per 
cent. These specimen figures are quite sufficient, in my opinion, 
to show the undesirable and inequitable nature of the mail- 
subsidy division of the bill. 

To whom are we indebted for this new venture, this gift enter- 
tainment which is so lavishly provided for in this bill? I answer, 
to the Hon. Eugene Tyler Chamberlain, present and past Com- 
missioner of Navigation, more than to any other one man. In his 
last three reports he has come out as the active exponent of the 
subsidy scheme for enlarging and er our merchant marine. 
Time was, and but a few years age, when his remedy for reviving 
the merchant marine was to grant free ships. As evidence of 
this I read from Mr. Chamberlain’s report of 1895: 

I have the honor respectfully to renew the recommendation made last year 
in favor of the repeal of that restriction of law which denies the use of the 
American , the privilege of American try, and the protection of the 
laws of the United States to vessels owned by American citizens and navi- 

ted in fore trade unless built in the United States. The effect of this 

w, under e industrial conditions, is not only to encourage but virtu- 
ally to compel American capital willing to embark in transoceanic navigation 
to —— under the laws of other nations and resort to alien flags. Thus 
in effect an American law forces Americans to enhance the maritime im- 
portance of foreign nations at the sacrifice of our own. 

At that time Mr. Chamberlain was presumed to be a Demo- 
crat, acting as Commissioner of Navigation under a Democratic 
administration. In his last report he is acting presumably as a 
Republican under a Republican adthinistration and at the behests 
of the Republican party run mad on this question of ship subsidies. 

The friends of this bill in years gone by have claimed that as we 
are committed to the protective policy that policy should be car- 
ried out in protecting the shipbuilder and the ship navigator. 
But, Mr. Chairman, there is a marked contrast and a radical dis- 
tinction between the principle of protection which affects directly 
and indirectly the great body of our people and the principle or 
want of principle which grants a bounty wo a few, a very limited 
few, industries without any pretext of raising revenue and with- 
out one cent ef revenue accruing therefrom. 

It has been claimed that ships could be built in foreign coun- 
tries cheaper than they could be built here, and in order to induce 
the builder at home to engage in the building of ocean-going ves- 
sels we must make him a donation—a present—every time he 
builds one of these ships; that this is the only way we can induce 
him toengageinthisenterprise. But the fact is we can build ships 
in this country as cheaply, on the average, everything consid- 
ered, as they can be built anywhere in the world. Princes and 
ship merchants of the Old World are coming to us and contracting 
for their vessels because they appreciate that we can build better 
vessels, and, everything considered, as cheaply as they can be 
built in their home countries. In our consular report of March 
8, 1900, George Wenlerssen is quoted as saying: 

To-day [that was in 1900] ships may be built at Bath, San Francisco, Phila- 
delphia, m, Chester, and Newport News as cheaply as anywhere in 
= world. Mr. Cramp, the largest individual shipbuilder in the United 

tates, two or three years ago, when ships could not be built nearly as 
cheaply as Leg can to-day, in answer to a question made this statement: 
“The ropes form to put the question is, ‘Can you build a ship to do the 
work of the City of New York, or the Majestic, or the Columbia in all respects 
Stasepla as cenia ve abc" topretal ins saath cons Scceeme cays 
British 0 y top ween any two 

Let me call another witness to the truth of this assertion—a 
conservative man, and one always speaking guardedly and within 
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bounds. About one year since, William McKinley, in delivering 
an address before the Chicago Board of Trade, stated that ‘‘ the 
shipbuilding interests of the United States were in a more pros- 
perous condition than they had been since 1854; that their ship- 
yards were full of orders, and that we were fast approaching the 
time when we could rival Great Britain in building ships for for- 
eign trade.’’ The Commissioner of Navigation informs us in his 
last report that there are $68,000,000 invested in 46 shipyards in 
this country, and that there are now under contract vessels of the 
United States amounting in cost to $78,000,000. The Chicago 
Tribune, one of the leading and ablest Republican newspapers in 
the country, sent, last October, representatives to every shipyard 
in the country, and without a single exception every yard was 
overcrowded with orders and working to their utmost capacity. 
I have not time to refer to but one, but the reports can be pro- 
cured in the Tribune issue of October 14, 1901. 

At Newport News $14,000,000 is invested and 7,000 men are em- 
ployed. At one time this year vessels with an aggregate tonnage 
of 145,100 were under construction, to cost $28,350,000. Of course, 
the vessels in the various yards were of all kinds and descriptions, 
and intended for lake and coast service as well as for ocean use, 
but demonstrate pretty conclusively that the shipbuilding inter- 
est is not on the decline, but, on the other hand, is one of the most 
popular and flourishing industries in this country. Mr. B. N. 
Baker, president of the Atlantic Transportation Company, of Bal- 
timore, is now building and will have finished by the ist of July 
next, just after this bill goes into effect, six large ocean steamers 
in the shipyards of the United States, which he proposes to place 
under the registry of this Government; and Mr. Griscom, presi- 


dent of the International Company, is building two ocean-going | 


steamers in American shipyards, each with a tonnage of 12,500 
tons. What need, then, is there for the purpose of stimulating 
this industry by granting to it bounties and subsidies? 

Mr. Chairman, can you imagine an industry in this country 
which is in less need of a stimulant than the shipbuilding indus- 
try, or one where, if applied, would be less warranted or more 
ridiculous? But we are told that we should grant these subsidies 
to strengthen our merchant marine and to make it possible to see 
the American flag floating at the masthead of the merchant ma- 


rine in every part of the world and in every harbor, not only of | 


our own country, but that the harbors of the Old World may 
also glisten with the white sails of the American ships; that in 
this way, and only in this way, can we hope to compete with for- 
eign countries in the ocean carrying trade; that the merchant 
vessels of France, Germany, Great Britain, and other countries 
have gained their proud positions solely by reason of the grant- 
ing of subsidies. 


This is a catchy statement—a great promoter—to use a popular | 


word of the present time. It appeals to the pride, the patriotism, 
and love of country of the American citizen or the American 
statesman. -We must not be outdone. We play no second part 
in the world’s commercial, drama. If subsidies bestowed by 
these foreign countries are the secret 
hesitate to grant them, and that, too, more abundantly? Mr. 
Chairman, if it was a fact that the granting of subsidies was the 
secret and the main secret of their success, I grant that there 
would be much more reason why we should support this bill than 
there is to-day. But, Mr. Chairman, the trouble about the prop- 
osition is that itis not the fact. The factis that not one-tenth 
of the merchant vessels of the ocean carrying trade of any foreign 
country receives any subsidy whatever. Fifty-three per cent of 
all the ocean carrying trade of the world is done by Great Britain, 
and only 3 per cent of all her carrying trade receives any subsidy 
whatever, or at least that was the condition in 1894, and presum- 
ably the per cent remains about the same at the present time. 

L:sten to what Mr. Chamberlain, the present Commissioner of 
Navigation, said in his report in 1894. Speaking of* Great Brit- 
ain’s payment for fast-mail service, termed by the friends of this 
bill as bounty and subsidy for the British shipping interests, he 
says: 

Encouragement to navigation has only been accidental and secondary to 
political and commercial considerations, and, as indicated [above], where 
tircumstances permit it is being withdrawn, and arrangements with rail- 
roads of France, Italy, Canada, and the United States are in part taking its 
pipet the sufficient facts to demonstrate that Great Britain does not subsi- 
dize shipping in the sense in which the word is used in the United States are 
that the profitsof the mail lines do not average higher than those of mer- 
chant lines: that the stock quotations of one class of securities are not higher 
than the other; and, finally, that barely 3 per cent of all the British merchant 
marine receives public funds in any form. 

The friends of this bill argue for its justification that Great 
Britain, Germany, France, and Italy or have paid subsidies 


er ; 
to their shipping interests, and that er dominate the ocean | 


carrying trade of the world, and that if we would compete for 
this trade at all successfully it can only be done by following 
their example and by granting subsidies as provided for in this 
bill. I challenge the whole proposition. The supremacy which 
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| these countries have attained in the ship carrying trade is due to 

other causes, and it can not be attributed by any fair-minded 
person to the subsidy theory. Italy and France are notable ex- 
amples of the utter futility and failure of the subsidy scheme to 
rehabilitate their ocean carrying trade. 

France expended $19,000,000 and Italy about $6,000,000 and then 
abandoned the experiment, and it was only when these two na- 
tions gave up the plan which we, of all the nations of the world 
foolishly retain, namely, the exclusion of foreign-built vessels from 
our registry, that they were enabled to goes their ships in the 
carrying trade to any great extent upon the oceans of the world. 
Commissioner Chamberlain, whose opinions seem to be cited with 
so much favor by the friends of this bill, in his report as Commis- 

| sioner of Navigation in 1894, confirms the statement I have already 
| made, and warns us against the tte a> expenditure of the pub- 
lic funds which the provisions of this bill will carry. He says: 


The result of nine years’ trial of a ry bounty system in France, in- 
volving an expenditure of $19,000,000, and of seven years’ trial of a similar 
system in Italy at an expense of $5,500,000, are hereinafter stated. The mea- 
ger results attained in both countries warrant the statement that the nation 

| which enters upon that system (paying subsidies) of building up a merchant 
marine with the expectation of success must do so witha free hand and no 
care for the cost. It must be prepared to spend not $1,(00,000 or $2,000,000 a 

| year but several times that sum annually for a ane Jase. * * It is 
not deemed necessary to consider here the propriety of that course as a mat- 
ter of public policy or its desirability from the economic point of view. 
Those nations which have made the attempt have not succeeded, confessedly 
for the reason that their expenditures were not large enough. 


And he adds: 


| The experience of France and Italy demonstrates that the shipowners of 
both countries find it more to their profit to buy (vessels) in the cheapest 
markets than to avail themselves of government bounties conditioned wpon 
the purchase of higher-priced domestic shipping. 
Again, Mr. Chairman, we are told by the advocates of this bill 
that the main purpose, the only purpose, of granting these subsi- 
dies is to equalize the difference in wages, both in construction 
and operation, between what is paid in foreign countries and 
what it costs in the United States. To-day every ounce or foot of 
material which enters in the construction of a vessel can be 
landed at any shipyard free of duty, and mnch of the material 
| which enters into the construction of a vessel is cheaper here than 
| in any foreign shipyard on earth. 
With all material entering into a vessel free of duty, with our 
improved and up-to-date machinery and facilities for the work, 
with our inventive genius not equaled anywhere, our native and 
| inherent push and our inexhaustible resources, even if our daily 
| wages are nominally higher than in other countries (they are not 

higher when we take into consideration the amount our workmen 
_ produce and accomplish), we need not fear to enter into competi- 
| tion with any and all comers in shipbuilding. And I assert that 
first-class steamers and vessels can be built as cheaply in our ship- 
yards as anywhere on earth. Charles H. Cramp is authority for 
the assertion that the difference in the cost of labor per diem 
would be overcome by the superiority of the labor and of Ameri- 
ican machinery. 

Undeniably there is an extra expense incurred in the charges 
for seamen to man our vessels over that in some of the foreign 
countries, but this extra expense is incorrectly and extravagantly 
stated by the friends of this bill. The actual facts and figures 
have been ascertained in several instances, and, as relates to two 
vessels almcst identically alike, the one*American and the other 
foreign, are as follows: 

The St. Paul and the Campania have been compared. Every 
person’s salary and wages engaged in operating these two vessels 
were taken accurately, and it was determined that it cost yearly 
to run the St. Paul $15,900 more than it did the Campania. But, 
Mr. Chairman, if this bill becomes a law and the St. Paul becomes 
a recipient of the bounty as herein provided for, she will receive 
$408,596.54 a year, or twenty-five times as much as her expenses 
exceed the Campania in yearly maintenance. 

It is an unwarrantable assertion to claim that this great subsidy 
is required to put our merchant marine on an equality with that 
of foreign countries. Rather acknowledge the fact that this bill 
makes unwarranted and extravagant donations to an industry 
which, of all the industries, protected and unprotected, least needs 
and least merits them. 

We have been during the last two years building more ships 
than in any two years in the last fifty years. We read in the re- 
port of the Commissioner of Navigation for this year that— 


The fiscal year ending June 30, 1901, has been the third successive year of 
notable prosperity and growth in the shipbuilding and ship-running indus- 
tries of the United States. The total documented tonnage of the United 
States on June 30, 1901, has been exceeded but once in all our history. By 
the end of the current fiscal year ibly half of our tonnage in foreign 
trade for the first time will be steel steamers, the instrument of commerce 
which for some years has been chiefly employed by foreign nations. 


When these conditions prevail, why should we not be content to 
_ let well enough alone? Of all times in the last fifty years this is 
the most a to launch upon the system of bestowing 

| extravagant 





. 


anties upon the shipbuilding and ship-sailing 
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industries. 


There is an eternal fitness of things with which this 
bill seriously conflicts. 
Again, I assert that this bill is against the spirit of the Consti- 


tution, if not against the letter of that great instrument. I do 
not believe this statement can be successfully combated. The 
Constitution is designed to prevent Congress as well as the States 
from enacting any class legislation. Equal rights and equal op- 
portunities to engage in any business or enterprise and to receive 
equal or corresponding benefits from public expenditures are 
among the fundamental principles embodied in that instrument, 
and this bill anticipates and provides for bounties only for certain 
classes of vessels, and to only a limited mumber of each class; 
otherwise millions upon millions of money would be required in 
the payment of bounties; and the friendsof this bill, in this House 
and out of it, assure us that only such a small number of vessels 
will be subsidized that the entire limit of expenditure for at least 
the next four years will be not more than four or five millions per 


year. 

. It is not intended nor provided that all vessels and all owners 
shall be put on an equality and secure equal and eens 
benefits, but only a favored few receive them, and only those 
whom the Postmaster-General shall see fit to contract with for 
carrying the mail. And again, under the general provision, sec- 
tion 1, clause (b), only vessels of certain tonnage and certain 
speed ° 

But mark the strategy of these keen promoters of this subsidy 
scheme and how adroitly they try to provide against an unfavor- 
able decision of the Supreme Court as to the constitutionality of 
this bill if it should become a law. 

The Constitution provides that Congress may raise and support 
armies and navies and do what is fairly incidental to those ends. 
And while it is rather farfetched and scarcely noticeable by a 
casual reading of this bill that it provides incidentally for the sup- 
port of the Navy, still a careful inspection of the bill will reveal 
the fact that there is a provision which looks to this end, and it is 
to this provision that the promoters of the bill look for the salva- 
tion of it when it gets to Supreme Court for decision as to its 
constitutionality. The provision is contained in section 15 of the 
bill, on the twenty-fourth page. It is a short, unassuming, and 
inoffensive-appearing section, and one which would seldom if ever 
be taken advantage of by ourGovernment. Butitis the provision 
which is intended to save the bill from utter destruction if it ever 
gets cc. the Supreme Court for decision. I quote the essential part 
of this salvation section, as follows: 


Sec. 15. That any vessel under centred. ee to this bill, may be 
taken or employed and used by the Uni tates as a cruiser or transport 
at any time, and in every such case the owner or owners of any such vessel 
so taken or employed shall be the fair value thereof, if taken, at the time 
of the taking, end if employ. shall be paid the fair value of such use, etc. 

Mark the language, ‘‘may be taken.’’ Is there a member of 
this House so charitable as to believe that all or any considerable 
number of these subsidized vessels will ever be taken by the Gov- 
ernment as cruisers or transports? Is there a member of this 
House who really believes the time will ever come when the Gov- 
ernment will take a single one of these vessels? And even if un- 
der any conceivable conditions we should take or hire one or 
more of them, what particular benefit would it be to the Govern- 
— For we must pay what the value or rent is “ fairly 
worth.” 

We can do that already without any subsidizing of vessels. But 
this is the provision which responds to the title of the bill which 
is “* to promote the commerce and increase the foreign trade of 
the United States, and to provide auxiliary cruisers, transports, 
and seamen for Government use when neccessary.’ Is this bill 
intended to provide “auxiliary cruisers and transports for the 


Government?’ Or is this an only remote and incidental to 
the main purpose of the bill and intended to be and inserted only 
for the purpose of guarding and ing it against its other 


er protecting 

unconstitutional provisions, which plainly establish inequalities, 
discriminations, and special JrivBeges among those engaged in a 
common enterprise—a condi which the National Constitution 
and every State constitution absolutely prohibits and denies? 

Providing for the Navy, are we? What a delusion, what mock- 
ery, what insincerity! Will the Supreme Court confirm or ex- 
pose the sham pretext? Is there a member of this House so 
simple-minded as to believe that a barrel of flour or a barrel of 
meat, a roll of or a case of cloth, will be carried to any 
foreign port one cent cheaper if this bill becomes a than it 
will if it does not? Who, then, is to be 
by this vast e iture of 
determined. shipbuilder 
now using and he 


vessels carrying i 

she occan greyhounds. The products of the farms, the factories 

going vessels as heretofore and at no reduced rates. 
XXXV—235 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSBE. 3145 





American people prepared to accept or to repudiate this bill? We 
need wait but a little while for their emphatic response. [Loud 
ap ree. 

. HITT. Mr. Chairman, I yield thirty minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. GREEN}. 

Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, on May 5 next, 
the present so-called Chinese-exclusion law will expire and unless 
new legislation is enacted into law by that time the Chinese will be 
at liberty to enter our country, subject only to the restrictions 
imposed upon immigrants from other foreign nations. 

ORGANIZED LABOR LEADS THE MOVEMENT. 


As the time fixed for the expiration began to approach, the sub- 
ject of a renewal or reenactment of the present law has been 
freely and generally discussed. In this discussion and in the agi- 
tation of the character of the legislation considered necessary 
to meet the situation, organized labor has taken the lead, and 
through its direction the wege earners of the whole country have 
been united in their efforts to obtain an extension of the Ameri- 
can policy of the absolute exclusion of Chinese cooly labor. 

There is not a Senator or Representative in Congress who has 
not from the beginning of the session been the recipient of peti- 
tions, resolutions, and letters from not only indvidual constitu- 
ents, but organizations of all kinds, including boards of trade, 
commercial societies, patriotic and social, secret and open socie- 
ties, and labor organizations of every kind and description, all 
asking for the passage of a law which will not only take the place 
of existing laws on this subject, but will be more stringent in its 
provisions and secure a practical exclusion of the Chinese laborer 
as well as the laborer of other Oriental nations whose competition 
in the labor market may be detrimental to the interests of Ameri- 
can workmen. 

RESULTS OF COOLY COMPETITION. 

With the invasion of the United States by the Chinaman in 
large numbers, organized labor saw its doom and the utter defeat 
of all its = for the betterment of the condition of the wage- 
earners of the Republic. It was fully alive to the fact that, being 
forced into competition with this competitor from the greatest of 
the oriental le, less work and lower wages would be the inev- 
itable result, and that meant not only longer hours of work, but 
fewer comforts, cheaper living, more crowded dwellings, less op- 
portunities for the education of himself and family, and his re- 
duction to a generally lower plane of living. The work, labor, 
and achievement of the last half century would in a few short 
pee , and the future, now bright and promising, would 
xe enveloped in clouds of uncertainty and despair. 


DEMOCRATIC PLEDGE AND POSITION, 


So strong has been the conviction of all classes of our citizens 
of the danger to this country and its people and so great has been 
their pressure upon the lawmakers and political leaders that in 
the national platforms of both the great political parties of this 
eountry re have been made to avert the pending evil. 

The pledge given by the Democratic party, to which I owe a 
at allegiance, was frank, explicit, and unequivocal in these 
words: 

We favor the continuance and strict enforcement of the Chinese-exclusion 
law and itsapplication to all classes of all Asiatic races. 


By this pledge the popular party of this land, although the 
minority party in Congress, stands bound and will redeem its 
pledge by casting its every vote for the act presented by the 
minority of the Foreign Affairs Committee of this House, which 
is admitted to be more sweeping and further reaching than the 
proposition presented by the majority members, and only in the 
event of not being able to carry this, in our opinion, more com- 
plete and drastic measure will we support the measure now before 
us for action. 

HISTORY, LAWS, AND TREATIES. 


The history of Chinese immigration into the United States and 
pe laws and treaties bearing upon the subject are, briefly, as 
ollows: 


With the reports of the first discoveries of gold in large quan- 
tity in California in 1849, the Chinaman turned his footsteps toward 
thiscountry. Within less thana year 800 had found their way toour 
shores; by the close of the second year their numbers had grown 
to 4,000, and by the middle of 1852 they numbered 12,000. In 1868 
they had reached the estimated number of 80,000. Theexact aum- 
ber has always been disputed, but the census of 1870 counted 
62,736 of them, and as they were scattered all over the country in 
the mining towns and over the mountains and valleys of the 
sparsely settled sections the estimate of 80,000 was, in all proba- 
bility, near the mark. By 1876, at a low estimate—I take the 
figures of George F. Seward, author of the book entitled ‘‘ Chinese 

i ion’’—they were at least 105,000. 
the exclusion laws and their rigid enforcement this num- 
ber has diminished, but by the last census, that of 1900, nearly 
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90,000 are still in our midst. Every conceivable trick and device 
is practiced to evade the laws and bring them into this country, 
and so great is their anxiety to enter the field of American labor 
that $500 a head is paid to those who may be able to successfully 
smuggle in a single cooly. 
SLAVE TRADE. 

People unacquainted with the facts will naturally wonder how 

this great number of poor Chinese laboring men were enabled to pay 


the heavy expense attending a journey across the Pacific and the cost | 


of making astartinanewcountry. But thisisnotatall surprising 
when it is known that the expenses of these cooly immigrants 
were paid by wealthy Chinese trading companies. The chief 
among them were called the ‘‘SixCompanies.’’ These companies 
carried on a traffic very closely akin to the slave trade between 
this country and Africa by which the negro was introduced in 
large quantities into the United States—the difference being that 
they were not sold outright, but were bound to work for their 
masters for a period of years or pay back with heavy interest the 
original ontlay. p 
tion being passed as early as 1862, and from that time until 1875 
laws were enacted by Congress to prevent this form of slave 
trade. Allof these acts provided that they should not apply to 
voluntary immigration. 

The treaty concluded between the United States of America and 
the Ta Tsing Empire (China) June 18, 1858, the ratifications of 
which were exchanged August 16, 1859, contained the Favored- 
Nation clause, as follows: 


Should at any time the Ta Tsing Empire grant to any nation or the mer- 
chants or citizens of any nation any right, privilege. or favor connected either 
with navigation, commerce, political or other intercourse which is not con- 
ferred by this treaty such right, eng and favor shall at once freel 
— to the benefit of the United States, its public officers, merchants, oan 
citizens. 

The next treaty with China was what is known as the Burlin- 
game treaty, of which the ratifications were exchanged at Pekin 
November 23, 1869, and dealt directly with Chinese immigration, 
and its provisions were supplementary to the treaty ratified Au- 
gust 16, 1859. 

Articles V and VI of this last treaty secured free immigration to 
both the people of China and the United States into the respective 
countries. 
citizen when in the United States: 

Chinese subjects visiting or residing in the United States shall enjoy the 
same privileges, immunities, and exemptions in r t to travel or residence 
as may be enjoyed by the citizens and subjects of the most-favored nations. 
But nothing herein contained shall be held to confer nationality upon citi- 
zens of the United States in China nor upon subjects of China in the United 
States. 


This condition of affairs led to national legisla- | 
second term expires 
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| ment of the United States to keep out Chinese cooly laborers. 
The following words declare the status of a Chinese | 


The acts of Congress above referred to were made under the 


above treaties, which threw the doors of this country wide open 
to Chinese immigration and gave them every right it gave to im- 
migrants from Europe except that of citizenship by naturalization. 

Upon this latter clause the treaty rights and security of the 
Chinese who have come into this country and remained under its 
provisions depend. 

At the time of the making of this treaty there was considerable 
discontent evinced by the citizens of the Pacific States, chiefly of 
California, at the increased and increasing immigration from 
Chine. This discontent and apprehension of its dangerous re- 
sults increased until it provoked open violence, and in 1879 both 
branches of Congress passed a bill entitled ‘‘ An act to restrict 
the immigration of the Chinese to the United States,’’ which was 
vetced March 1, 1879, by President Hayes, on the ground that it 
was a violation of the existing treaty rights. 

In his veto message he suggested the advisability of amending 
the existing treaties. 
and to what on this subject amounted to a new treaty, ratified 
July 19,1881. After much discussion and explanation by the com- 
missioners representing the United States, who sought to obtain 
the consent of China to ‘ regulate, limit, suspend, or prohibit the 
immigration of Chinese laborers,”’ which term was to include all 
other immigration than that for teaching, trade, travel, study, and 
curiosity—which was objected to, as it included artisans—the fol- 
lowing amendment was obtained: 

The Government of China agrees that the Government of the United 
States may regulate, limit, or suspend such coming or residence, but may 
not absolutely prohibit it. The limitation or suspension shall be reasonable, 
and shall apply only to Chinese whomay go to the United States as laborers, 
other classes not being included in the limitations. tion taken in re- 
gard to Chinese laborers will be of such a character only as is necessary to 
enforce the regulation, limitation, or suspension of immigration. 

Chinese subjects, whether proceeding to the United States as teachers, 
students, merchants, or from curiosity, together with their body or house- 
hold servants,and Chinese laborers who are now in the United Sta 
allowed to goand come of their own free will andaccord, and shall be accorded 
all the rights, privileges, immunities, and exceptions which are accorded to 
the citizens and subjects of the most favored nations. 

This treaty did not abrogate either the treaty ratified in 1859 or 
the Burlingame treaty, ratified in 1869, but was simply amendatory 
of some of their provisions. 


This led to changes in the existing treaties | dealing with the Chinese, I can only say that their arguments 


, Shall be. 





It was one-sided, and was a concession by China of some of the 
rights she enjoyed under the previous treaties. 

e first bill passed by both branches of Congress after this 
new er been agreed to was vetoed by President 
Arthur, chiefly on the ground that it excluded the Chinese laborer 
for twenty years, which he held to be too long to be within the 
meaning of the treaty provisions. 

The act of May 6, 1882, was then passed and becamea law. By 
this such immigration was suspended for ten years. It was 
amended in 1884 by reason of the frauds resorted to to evade it. 
In 1888 another treaty on this subject of exclusion of Chinese 
laborers was agreed to but never ratified by China. The act of 
September 13, 1888, was in anticipation. of its ratification 
and a portion of it only e operative. This act was again 
amended October 1, 1888, and this act was declared repealed by 
the treaty of 1894. The act of 1888, September 13, is considered 
subject to the same objection. 

Then followed the Geary Act, of May 5, 1892, which provided for 
another period of suspension for an additional ten years, which 
y 5, 1902. 

The convention or treaty signed March 17, 1894, and ratified 
December 8, 1894, was finally concluded. This absolutely pro- 
hibited the coming of Chinese laborers into the United States for 
ten years from ratification, and if neither government object to 
its continuance within six months from the time of its expiration 
it shall continue for another period of ten years. 

Among other provisions it contained the following: 

The provisions of this convention shall not affect the right at present en- 
joyed of Chinese subjects, being officials, teachers, students, merchants, or 
travelers for curiosity or ene, but not laborers, of coming into the United 
States and residing therein. 

And further provided that Chinese laborers shall continue to 
enjoy the privilege of transit across the territory of the United 
States in the course of their journey to or from other countries. 

It is hard for the citizen who has not studied law, and even 
many that have, to understand why it should have taken so many 
acts of Congress and treaties and rules of the Treasury Depart- 
I 
can only answer that the Chinese are the shrewdest of the people 
of the earth, and have found some loophole in all the legislation 

assed or some means of evading laws and regulations, and new 

aws, treaties, and rules must constantly be made to keep these 

evasions under control. From the very beginning it has been a 

game of chess, and they have often been the more skillful players. 
TOTAL EXCLUSION, 


To those who contend that we would settle the matter if we 
were to take the bull by the horns and prohibit Chinese immigra- 
tion of all kinds in this new proposed act, I answer that as long 
as there is in our treaties the excepted classes of officials, teachers, 
students, merchants, travelers for curiosity or pleasure, we can 
not pass laws in contravention of the provisions of these treaties. 
That would be a breach of national faith unworthy of any nation, 
much more of a nation which stands in the front ranks, if it is not 
the foremost nation of the world. 

The bill now before us—with a few amendments which will in 
all probability be inserted—is the most complete that has ever 
been seamen on this subject. While’there may be and will be 
evasions of it, the practical result of oe will be to stem 
the tide of Chinese immigration effectually. e few that can 
steal their way in will not be of any great detriment to us, and if 
they become so they will be expelled as having come in in viola- 
tion of our laws. 

In answer to those who charge this country with bad faith in 


and contentions have no practical merit, and are purély technical. 

During the conferences which led to the treaty stipulations of 
1880 the Chinese commissioners said that by “ limitation’ in num- 
ber they took it tomean that no more Chinese should be allowed to 
come into the United States in any one year in the future than 
the greatest number that had gone in in a year in the past, or 
‘* that the total number should never be allowed to exceed the num- 
ber now there;”’ as to limitation of time, they understood that to 
mean “‘that they should not be allowed to go for two, three, or 
five years.’’ Surely if this suspension under their own construc- 
tion could be for five years, why could it not be made fora longer 
time? The Geary Act for ten years was held constitutional and 
not in contravention of treaty rights, and it took up the secon( 
suspension period, making practically a twenty-year period. This 
third extension may be fairly said to be contemplated and ap- 
proved of under the provisions of the treaty of 1874. ; 

I will admit that dealing with any other nation than China 
none of the concessions made on this subject would likely have 
been made, for it can not be denied that we have been and are 11 
the position of the boy who wanted to keep his penny and the 
cake at the same time. We want to exercise the right to exclu’ 





ee 
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the Chinese and still ask for as large a share of her trade as possi- 
ble, and wedo not hesitate to urge that our merchants and other 
citizens shall have all rights to enter hercountry for the purpose 
of extending our trade relations. 

CHINA OPPOSED TO HER SUBJECTS EMIGRATING. 

China’s action and position is hy subaennes when we know 
that the ruling power of China, the Dowager Empress Tzi-hsi, is 
an ultra conservative. She worships the past and her ancestors, 
and ‘* would keep China for the Chi > and preserve its his- 
toric civilization Soeaver. With perfect consistency she has ever 
pursued this policy, and looks with disfavor upon the emigration 
of her subjects, especially to occidental countries, where they will 
be infused with new ideas and customs antagonistic to those of 
her Empire. bs : 

This, in my humble opinion, lies at the bottom of the want of 
vigorous protest on her part to our policy of exclusion legislation. 
UNITED STATES CHINA'S FRIEND. 

Another reason no doubt is the fact that outside of our exclu- 
sion policy, which is well understood and practically assented to 
by China, we have always been her friend. Whether this posi- 
tion and course of action has been dictated by policy and self- 
interest or by friendship and fair play can make little differ- 
ence. It is sufficient that we have shown it in a practical manner 
on more than one important occasion. While we have asked an 
open-door policy for the trade of the world, we have always op- 
posed a dismemberment of her broad empire. 

By offers of our good offices, often attended with some show of 
determined insistance, we have obtained favorable conditions of 
peace and the lowering of indemnities imposed upon her. Besides 
all this, we are her nearest and cheapest market, and she knows 
we have a deserved reputation for fair dealing with her subjects. 
So on the whole I am satisfied that of all the foreign nations operat- 
ing in the Orient China is most kindly dis to the United 
States, exclusion or no exclusion laws. And I do not believe it is 
at all reasonable to suppose that the passage of the measure before 
us will in any way materially interfere with our rapidly growing 
trade and commerce with her. 

CHINESE TRADE. 

A word about this trade, which furnishes but another example 
of the absolute fallacy of the doctrine that trade follows the flag. 
This conser is the only one of the commercial nations who has 
not grab and does not own outright or control by lease or 
agreement a piece of the Chinese land, and yet to-day it ranks as 
third in the value and volume of its trade relations, Great Britain 
and near-by Japan alone exceeding us. The most recent statistics 
at hand are those of 1899, which are as follows, and show by com- 
parison that in four years the United States has doubled its sales 
to China while Great Britain’s have perceptibly decreased: 


Imports. | Exports. 


TO nn cet a $16,059,041 | $15,624,558 
UME og os cine ccseh Sebel ashe ia. esas "28, 986,083 | 10,060,014 


PO hth bib cadaka sire oacien gbbiakieanaiainds cavmavidia 22,634,048 | 11,804, 867 





China sells us chiefly silk and tea, as well as large quantities of 
hemp, hides, leather, mattings, and oils. 

China is our most important customer in cotton cloths, and 
buys over one-half of what we export. Cotton cloths and petro- 
leum are her chief imports from the United States at the present 
time. Asthe years go by and China improves her manufacturin 
abilities we may lose a part of the cotton market, but we stand 
ready—in fact, are the oe nation in the world—to furnish her 
with the finished material for the building of railroads and bridges 
and the equipment for her transportation lines, as well as the 
machinery for her prospective manufactories, all of which must 
give us a steady increase of trade with her development. She 
has learned to buy in, the quantity and quality considered, the 
cheapest. market, and her people are too shrewd and bright to 
leave sentimental considerations stand in the way. 

In view of these facts the threatened loss of trade is a buga- 
boo not worthy to be considered when issues of such paramount 
importance to the American people are at stake. 

ARE EXCLUSION LAWS NECESSARY? 

I am well aware that there are many in the United States 
who believe our citizens who so strenu demand the 
of this le tion are needlessly alarmed aan greatly overestimate 
the baneful effect of opening this country to free Asiatic immi- 
gration or to subjecting it to any more than such restrictions as 
are now imposed upon citizens from other countries. 

These men contend that the Chinese will never come to our 
shores in sufficient numbers to be any considerable factor in labor 
competition. That those who do come will be of great benefit, as 
they will furnish us much needed labor in the lowest grades in 


which they claim the present labor market is greatly deficient; and 
will furnish house servants of a superior kind which can not now 
be obtained except at wages beyond the ability of the average citi- 
zen to pay. As to the number that would likely take advantage 
of a termination of the exclusion act, that is, of course, problem- 
atical, but that it will be very considerable, from all the infor- 
mation I have gathered from statistics, books, and personal 
observation, is certain. Wemust not forget that China has a 
population over 400,000,000 souls. Her country is overpopulated 
and the struggle for existence is desperate. She would not miss, 
and could with benefit lose 10,000,000 of her cooly population, 
who would be only too glad to seize the opportunity of better- 
ing their condition should a good chance present itself. 

pom no doubt that the flow of immigration without exclu- 
sion laws would be steady, and if they received no ill-treatment 
would rapidly reach the million mark. That in itself would 
create a most effective and disastrous competition, for those im- 
migrants arealmost entirely able-bodied men. In our population 
of 80,000,000 we can not have more than from ten to twelve 
million able-bodied w rners. The addition of a million 
would create an immediate impression on the labor market. 
You ask me upon what I base my estimate. Well, take the 
present conditions which surround us; every trick and device 
is used to obtain entry. As much as $500 is paid per capita for 
successful smuggling. Over the Mexican border comes a con- 
stant stream of yellow men, great care being used to scatter them 
and not attract attention by their numbers; still the stream is 
steady. So it has been from the British possessions of the north; 
the drift is steady, but necessarily in a stream not large enough to 
be generally noticeable. At our ports every contrivance—false 
swearing. impersonations, claims of belonging to privileged and 
nonexcluded classes, are constantly made, and only by the great- 
est watchfulness of our officials are these numbers limited who 
enter by evasions of the law. 

When this is done, in spite of the fact that heavy penalties 
await offenders, and they are sure they are not wanted or wel- 
comed by our people, we must necessarily believe that there is 
great anxiety among the Chinese of the port towns at least to 
make the United States the theater of their operations, recognizing 
it as a most desirable field. Another reason confirms me in my 
opinion; that is the fact that throughout the East, wherever he 
has been welcomed or even allowed entrance, he has overrun the 
country. A few examples are Singapore and the Malacca Penin-. 
sula, the Philippine ds. the Sandwich Islands, Porto Rico, 
Cuba, and even densely settied Japan. So you will find him over 
all the isles of the Pacific, wherever he can find profitable lodg- 
ment. Such a source of annoyance has he become to the nations 
of many countries of the Orient that he is barred out, both by 
fear of violence and by the most stringent laws; and I instance 
Ceylon, Australia, New Zealand, Tasmania, and most of the. 
islands of Polynesia. 

THE CHINAMAN’S TRAITS. 

I particularly desire to-day to discuss in connection with the 
above tendency of John Chinaman to make any available place 
of profit his temporary home his general traits as they have ap- 
peared to me wherever I have seen him at his home or in the 
countries whither he has immigrated. I will try to clearly state 
the facts as they have been presented to my personal observation, 
and you may judge for yourselves whether he will ever make a 
desirable American citizen or whether it will be good sense for 
us to allow him to introduce himself and mingle with our people 
in any great numbers, and come into active competition, not 
only in the lines of unskilled labor, but in those of skilled labor, 
mercantile pursuits, and clerical work. 

And here it must be remembered that John Chinaman may 
come into a country as a cooly and begin upon the lowest grade 
of unskilled work, but he will not remain there long. Heis capa- 
ble of much higher work and is constantly on the lookout for it, 
and he will make every sacrifice to obtain it. He will not work 
for the lowest wages any longer than he must, but he will take as 
little or as much as he can, and he prefers light work at all 
times to hard manual labor. So whether he gets paid ill or well, 
has hard manual labor or light, easy employment depends upon 
his natural oes which i will discuss with other of his im- 
portant traits before I close. 

PERSONAL OBSERVATIONS. 
When our party of travelers last summer landed at Colombo, 
the ae city and most important seaport of the island of 
Ceylon, we first came into direct contact with that picturesque and 
most comfortable means of conveyance propelled by man power, 
so common throughout the Orient, but entirely unknown in the 
Occident—the jinrikisha. From reading books on China and 
Japan and seeing the illustrations in them we had become ac- 
quainted with the fact of its existence, and I marveled that they 
were not pulled by Chinese coolies as these books and illustra- 
tions indicated. Upon inquiry I found that the Chinaman was 
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unknown in Ceylon; that the few that had come there were 


driven out by the native 'iamil and He was so dreaded 
and feared by the natives as a competitor that by general con- 
sent it was that his presence could not be icieiel, This 
being well known, they had never been troubled with him, and 
the jinrikishas were manned and all labor done by the natives. 
By way of remark let me say that the African negro was also per- 
om ~~ grata there, and has never made his appearance on the 
islan 

When we reached Singapore, the opposite was the case—the 
Chinaman was ubiquitous, on the bay his sampan floated every- 
where. On the streets and roads thousands were pulling jin- 
rikishas. The occupants of many of them were Chinese, a it 
was of most common occurrence to see one Chinaman pulling 
another Chinaman or two about the streets. 

Let us pause to examine the island or port of for the 
purpose of acquainting ourselves with its commercial importance. 
Equally distant between Ceylon and Hongkong, commanding the 
entrance from the west of the China Sea by way of the Straits 
of Malacca, and having the Malay Peninsulaas the hinterland, itis 
ideally located. Its ——- position and fine harbor, exten- 
sive go-downs, with unrivaled facilities, enormous coal 
supplies, and Chinese labor make it the great central market and 
transshipment port of theOrient. Itreceives the merchandise from 
Siam, Borneo, the Philippines, the French of Cochin 
China, from Java, Sumatra, the Malay Archipelago, as well as the 
commerce coming north from Austraha and from the west through 
the Suez Camal. This makesit the greatdistributingcenter. Ten 
millions of tons of merchandise entered and left in 1898 and 
much more since then, for its growth has been rapid and steady. 

It is one of the Straits Settlements and a British Crown colony. 
Some years ago the English owned practically all of the real es- 
tate on the island. How is it now? Outside of the government 
i operty, the far larger part is owned by merchants. 

owned by the Chi- 


In all branches of 
minating and control- 
ling influence. Silently and patiently he has set to work to root 
out foreigner and native alike, and he will be successful if he is 
not so already. I was informed by an American living there and 
representing a great American industry that one could not buy 
or sell a thousand dollars’ worth of coming or going with- 
out it passing through the hands ee omen en pa 
monopolists of the trade of the country have they become. 
Among the merchants they number not only many rich men but 
many millionaires. 

They have strong merchant guilds and are great organizers of 
trade and commerce. He further assured me of their absolute 
honesty in commercial "Ss, saying that they not only paid 
their debts, but a verbal to pay money was at all times 
as reliable as a written one. The payment was always made 
yromeey: a on the hour, without any dispute or ques- 

m whether the commodity bought or sold had had decreased or 
=hunaien When one Chinese merchant i 
and could not pay, which was a rare case, he was backed by his 
whole guild or commercial society, and they invariably made his 
engagements good. They are known to be the most careful and 
keenest business men in the world, and as a trading race they are 
said to be far superior to the Hebrews. 

In the matter af the acquisition of real estate, they gradually, 
after making a start by a purchase in one section, extend their 
ana ae a eer Silently, patiently , remorselessly, this goes 
on. Every trick is resorted to to make the location unprofitable 
and u = mlenaant todihe conanpend RAvEaEEE tenant, and when he becomes 
tired of losses and embarrassments and annoyances of all kinds 
— is not only es ae to get away, a Chinese —— 
chaser steps up and buys out at as great a bargain as he can 
obtain. Wo one can withstand this silent but irresistible attack. 
He has money and craft, nerve and bulldog tenacity of purpose 
ae ee ordinary barrier. 

Just as he has sp himself over Singapore he has, ——— 
steady, silent, patient, ve tactics, monopolized Hongkong 
and Shanghai, and is at present time by far the largest owner 
of the real estate of these two great marts. 

The truth of the quotation from Senate Document. No. 137 of 
first session of the -seventh Congress impressed me. The 
words used are, ‘‘ None can withstand their silent and irresistible 
flow, and their millions already populate and command the labor 
and trade of the islands and nathons of the Pacific.” 


MALACCA PENINSULA. 


Now, let us take up the condition as it existed and developed in 
the Malacca peninsula. Here the Chinaman had been attracted 
by the discoveries of tin in quantities, and flocked into the 
mining districts to take hold of the work. They have by their 
numbers and persistence and industry driven out thenative labor 


and monopolized it. They became so numerous and powerful 
that the Malay races hooetie unable to administer their own goy- 
ernments and control the Chinese who had overrun the country, 
and the result was first discontent and then riots, and these tur- 
bulent conditions extended to such an extent that the Chinese 
had frequent conflicts between themselves. 

They fo — each other with a fury and carnage unknown in 
Malay a The system of piracy which existed in and 
around Soak a and that part of the Malay peninsula arose from 
these conflicts, and these pirates were notoriously almost exclu- 
sively Chinese. Driven to the coast by their fellows, and deprived 
of food and supplies, they preyed upon every passing vessel with 
impartiality. s went so far that the Chinese leaders, directed 
by the heads of their secret societies, attacked British posts be- 
yond the border of Perak. This freed the hand of that naticn, 
ever on the lookout for an excuse to extend its dominion, and the 
result was England’s final oceupation,and control of the whole 
peninsula. The value and pig conan Ao of this acquisition may be 
easily understood when it is that nine-tenths of the tin 
entering the commerce of the world is mined there. 

PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 


Journeying from there you strike the Chinaman again in the 
toms, 4 Islands. Much has been said of him here, and per- 
haps little need be added; but you will find him there not as the 
cooly, not as the man engaged i in unskilled labor. He is the best 
workman there to-day, and he was almost the only merchant 
until the time of the American invasion, that existed in the Phil- 
ippine Islands. In examining the workshop of the only railroad 
on theisland I was astonished to find that the su nt of re- 
pairs and construction was a Chinaman. I was assured that all 
the machinists of an any poet value and importance employed by 


that ompes were 

Mr And did you not find in the navy- at Cavite 
that the best mechanics and a large portion of Tabor force 
note by the American Government were Chinese rather 


GREEN of Pennsylvania. I was coming to that. In the 
elie shops and Bo gph where machinery is made and repaired, 
throughout the whole city of Manila, the best artisans are the 

; and, as has been stated by my colleague, at Cavite and 
wherever skilled labor is the head g man in 
all departments of skilled la is a Chinaman. erever you 
go throughout that island and hunt the stores out of which the 
natives purchase, you will find that but few, and they are of the 
oe character, are controled by the natives. The Chinaman 

eee monopoly of all the retail, if not a considerable 


P*One remarkable fact T learned eS ee, 
lago, only place where pearls are found, althoug Was - 
iri control of the Sultan of Sulu, a Mohammedan, still I 
found that the entire product of the pearl fisheries went into the 
hands of the Chinese merchant, is taken by him from there to 
Singapore pore of the Phil ports Cam It East and exc These 
Chinamen pines i 
women and raised Chinese-Mestizos; bat thay do mot-do thet with 
any intention of remaining there the rest. of their lives and of 
Siono Ohad hs ection olen When a Chinaman reaches a 


the great ee establishments; there he 

was at the of all the guilds which furnish the rt trade 

to the world. His numbers here are placed at 250,000 while 

British and Europeans, including the garrison, number only 7,000 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 


Mr. HITT. Does the gentleman desire further time? 
Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. In a few minutes more I can 
conclude. 
Mr. HITT. I yield to the gentleman time to conclude his 
remarks, 
CANTON. 
Bp GREEN of Pennsylvania. A short distance away lies, to 
my eek, Gn sane eats ae De Se oe 
h has two and a half of inhabitants; and not a 
single wheel moves there, not even a wheelbarrow, with no 
beast of burden except man. More than that, we were unable to 
get through the streets in this city in a sedan chair, car- 
ried by from three to four coolies. streets of the = 
nebereen eee eee Tee eras cn of in 
isan immense amount of in the 
that town. Sie pesgis cus iaaal. ndesedoee enna Every 
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kind of hand work that requires a skilled artisan is made in that 
place. Isaw embroidery there that must have taken skilled women 
at least from three to six months to make, and it was sold for the 
sum of from two and a half to four dollars in gold, and that, of 
course, took in the value of the materials which entered into it. 
— of the finest. Skilled artisans live here on $2 per 
mon 

I have not time to go into the details, but wherever you turned 
the fact that labor did not count forced itself upon your atten- 
tion. Ev was cheap, but labor was the cheapest. I asked 
at Hongkong how much the British Government paid a day to 
work on the roads in the heat of the summer, and I received the 
reply that men a ee 25 cents Mexican, which is equal to 124 
cents, and women half as much. 

If we want to bring the American people down to the plane of 
life that that i all we have to do is to open our doors 
to the hordes who w too much of the wealth and the large 
wages that can be earned in this country. 

The Chinaman has many points by which he will drive out 
even the American workmen should he come here. People make 
a great mistake who think he has no virtues. As a workingman 
I know of none who has greater or more. I will mention just a 
few. In the first place he is temperate. 

Mr. HILL. Absolutely. 

Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. You will never find a drunken 
Chinaman at work. The drunken Chinaman is where the China- 
man uses opium, and that to no t extent, I will say, irrespec- 
tive of what we may see of it in Francisco and perhaps othe 
towns. But throughout the Chinese Empire the Chinaman is tem- 
perate in the extreme. His temperance goes beyond that; he is 
really abstemious, not only in drink and in smoke, but in food alike. 

At Shanghai I visited the opium joints, dancing halls, and 
places where the natives gather for amusement and entertain- 
ment. The hour was not later than about 10 o’clock when I left, 
and by that time all the opium joints had shut up and their pa- 
trons departed, for they were empty. Few, comparatively, of the 
Chinese in China use opium to excess. 

Mr. KAHN. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania allow a 
suggestion? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from California? 

Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. Certainly. 

Mr. KAHN. Almost all the writers on China hold the con- 
trary view. The men who have traveled there very extensively 
say that one of the besetting sins of the Chinese is their great 
love for opium and that it has had a very degrading effect on the 


ople. 

Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. That may be the fact as to some 
Chinamen, but the men, as I understand it, who have written of 
China have taken the people of the seaport towns of China for 
their statements. They have not gone into the interior; and I do 
not blame them for that, because every traveler that has gone 
there has said that he is followed by a swarm of Chinamen 
as sheep follow the bell wether. He can not eat or rest in peace, 
and they simply follow him out of mere idle curiosity until they 
have driven him ont in utter disgust if not in fear. You have 
heard that they are not cleanly. The Chinaman is clean. Now, 
that may be controverted, but wherever you find a Chinaman— 
of course, as you find other people, some are dirty, but the rule 
of the race is that he is clean. I never saw a dirty Chinese serv- 
"He bathes frequently. “Wh f these people ab- 

e uently. ; @ great many of these people a 
solutely live, raise their families, and have ved for generations 
on the water. There are millions of them that have been born 
and bred and worked and died within a compass of the size of a 
boat about 16 feet in length and 5 or 6 feet in width. In Hong- 
kong I saw a remarkable instance, where a man who owns a boat 
had his aged er ears of age, his mother, somewhat 
younger—he had his wife and three or four children and one 
grandchild on the boat that took my baggage to the hotel. He 
told me that he had lived there and his father and grandfather 
had lived before him on this small boat or one like it. He ex- 
pected to die there. In these towns and in the rivers millions 
oo are born, live, and die on boats. 

believe there has not been a writer or traveler that has not 
agreed upon the fact that the Chinaman is the most industrious 
mortal in the world. We do not have to go far to see that. Go 
inte the towns where there is a Chinese laundry, and the last light 
put out at night is that in that jams. The first man astir in the 


morning is the Chinaman. It is so t the Celestial Em- 
= ‘te is industrious in the extreme, and being and 
dustrious that is the reason that wherever he hout 


ie ee ae, a otientn’ ehoee mons aes wage masatnin 
on there. He can alwa way wi nati 
people of these countries. ue Ses . ate! ss 
Everybody admits that he is economical, for how could he live 
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and raise a family when he receives only 7 to 25 cents a day? 
Gonteiaty on anal not live on that in this country. There ma 
be some truth in the that his stomach is not large enoug 
to hold a great amount of food. Probably the fact is not that his 
stomach is ee eon. but the conditions that surround him 
are such that he not get enough to put into the stomach, and 
by being constantly obliged to control his appetite has by this 
habit become able to subsist on less and maintain his strength on 
less than any of the other nations of the world. 

The honesty, I have no doubt, of a Chinaman is disputed; but, 
gentlemen, when you go to J you will find in every bank in 
that great Empire every man that is employed in the bank except 
a few of the head men, from messenger up to cashier, is a China- 
man, and it was that way through the whole China-Japanese 
war. Not only is the Chinaman in the banks, but you will often 
find him as the trusted and confidential op as well as the 
superintendent of departments in many of the large manufac- 
tories there. In the greatest of the manufacturing cities of Japan, 
Osaka. with its 800,000 of population, you find John Chinaman 
often bossing the job. 

Almost everywhere in the East in the English hotels, which 
are in all the important cities, the servants are Chinese, and the 
universal answer to inquiries made of their employers was that 
they were scrupulously honest, capable, clean, and faithful. In 
fact, this so impressed itself upon a member of the ty with 
whom I traveled that he would have liked to take one along home 
t act as his body servant. exclusion or no exclusion laws. 

Go to the Sandwich Islands, which is the next place, and he 
has absolutely run out the natives. I remember of going to the 
beach to bathe, and I made a remark, ‘‘ Where are the native 
people?’’ LIexpected to see them disporting themselves ix the 
waters, and to find them in their pleasure boats sailing and pad- 
dling along the shores. The guide said: ‘‘ Times ain’t as they 
used to were. In those days the native had plenty of leisure, and 
much of his time was spent in the water. He has now reached 
the time in the progress of American civilization when he has 
all he can do to scratch together a bare living, and instead of 
spending his time in the water he has to hustle to get enough to 
eat.”’ This, by the way, is the usual result of the introduction 
of civilizing influences among native populations and allowing 
their lands to be overrun by the exploiter and speculator, assisted 
by the cheap labor of China and Jaan. 

In these islands I found that the men who supplied the markets 
were Chinamen. The men who grow the plantains and the ba- 
nanas, the pineapple; the men who grow every bit of the market 

nem in the city of Honolulu; the men who raise 
the ducks and the chickens, who raise the beef and catch the fish 
are almost invariably Chi en. I suppose there may be from 
25,000 to 30,000 Chinese there now. 

Mr. KAHN. There are about 25,000. 

Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. I know the number is large 
compared with the amount of territory under cultivation there. 
I don’t know whether the Japanese exceed him in number—— 

; . The Japanese number about 60,000. 

Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. If he does exceed him, he is the 
only race. There has been a great effort made to get the Japanese 
there and keep the Chinamen out, for the reason that the China- 
man will not patiently remain a cooly laborer on the sugar plan- 
tations, but is always seeking for some more remunerative and 
less arduous wor x, and therefore can not be depended upon for a 
series of years, as can the Japanese. 

I have given a short account of the Chinaman as he appears to 
the American traveler in Hongkong? Canton, and Shanghai— 
three ical commercial cities of his home land. I have also 
given a sketch of him as he appears in those places outside of his 
country into which he has introduced himself, attracted by the op- 
po for earning profit, some of which he has overrun and 
practically monopolized the trade and labor market, and sometimes 
the very land, viz, Si re, the Malacca Peninsula, the Philip- 
pine Islands, the Sandwich Islands. I have made mention of him 
in Japan. My cdlleague from California [Mr. Kane} in his ex- 
cellent speech on this bill has given quite a detailed sketch of 
John Chinaman as he wiil be found in California and the Pacific 
States, where he has in the largest numbers located and estab- 
lished his home for the time being at least. 

Wherever you find him he maintains all the peculiarities of his 
race, its manners, customs, mode of life, religious observances, 
and beliefs; he ae the very vices of his fatherland when 
possible; he herds together in habitations separated from those 
of the natives of the community in which he has settled. He 
takes no interest in the government or the institutions of the 

; he does not even enjoy their amusements, except it be 
that of cockfighting in the Philippine Islands. In noway during 
the fifty years he has resided the United States has he ever 
shown a ia re to be incorporated into our national life. He has 
maintained himself during all this time as a stranger in a strange 
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land, whose one desire is to work for the accumulation of suf- 
ficient money to carry back to China, with which to maintain him- 
self in ease and comfort there among the people of his own race, 
and, dying, to have his body buried with those of his ancestors 
whom he worships. So great is his anxiety to be buried in Chi- 
nese soil that they tell me every contract made with those who 
advance money for his passage to this country contains the agree- 
ment that in case of death his body shall be deported to his home. 
The same contract is made with the steamship companies when 
he purchases a ticket for his return home. The reason that 
many die returning to China is because when they feel the ap- 
proach of death they invariably take passage home, knowing that 
should they die on the way they will be buried there. 

One incident showing their utter unfitness for association with 
and permanent residence in our midst comes to mind. In my 
home town a Chinaman had been indicted for the rape of a little 
white girl about 14 years old. He was put under bail prompt! 
in a large amount, owing to the danger of his taking Frenc 
leave. In the trial all the witnesses for the defense were Chi- 
nese laundrymen, and everyone swore to practically the same 
facts and could not be made to depart from that story, although it 
was impossible for all of them to have had any knowledge of the 
facts sworn to had they been true. The very interpreter could 
not be relied on. lt was a nt that they had no regard for 
the sanctity of an oath nor did they indicate that they knew what 
that meant. This condition, they say, is universal in court pro- 
ceedings where they are interested, and it is hard to understand 
how the courts could maintain their proper functions were they 
numerous in our midst. 

America needs exclusion laws because her shores are so acces- 
sible. They do not go to the countries of continental Europe be- 
cause their labor market is not nearly as desirable as that of the 
United States. When they once immigrate there in any num- 
bers we will hear of the passage of exclusion acts of the kind 
passed by this country and Australia and New Zealand. 


THE YELLOW PERIL. 


I believe that it will be the worst of policies for us to stir up the 
Chinese country and its people and even urge them to adopt our 
ideas of civilization and progress. She is a sleeping giant who, 
when once aroused, may do us great harm. It may seem very 
smart for some of our American exploiters to laugh and sneer 
whenever the yellow peril is mentioned; but, gentlemen, that yel- 
low peril will be a practical peril to us when it breaks its bonds 
of conservatism. 





The more one studies it the more he fears it, and the way to | 
meet it to-day is to pass this exclusion bill and take our chances | 


in obtaining what trade we can with China. It will not do to ex- 


tend our trade at the expense and to the detriment of the people | Good Bigble—Committes on Invalid Pensious discharged, and re- 


of this country. 


I do not fear their vices so much as their virtues, but never- | 
theless I sincerely fear both. As sure as the sun rises in the east | 


and sets in the west, if the cheap labor of Asiatic countries is 
allowed in great numbers to settle in our midst a social revolu- 
tion will be the result. Nothing we can do will so soon precipi- 
tate a condition of anarchy or institute a reign of violence the 
very contemplation of which makes me shudder. 


steps be taken now such as are contemplated. With stringent 
exclusion acts in force we will remain better neighbors and 
truer and more lasting friends. The time will come when in the 
march of our civilization and progress westward the bonds of 
China will be broken. I believe it to be nearat hand. Let us not 
forget the truth of the saying, ‘‘ Westward the star of empire 
takes its way.” 
it remain? 
Will it not shine on the land of the Celestial Kingdom next? 
We have seen in the last few decades the absolute transformation 
of the people of Japan. But afew short years ago they were ex- 
actly like the Chinese of to-day. A few progressive reform spir- 
its with the education of the United States‘and Europe have 
wrought the change. To the careful observer the seeds of a new 
dispensation have already been sown in China. Let her people, 
among whom primary education is universal and learning in its 
higher branches widespread, turn themselves to the development 
of a military spirit. They are physically and mentally strong and 
have the important elements which go into the making of good 
soldiers and sailors. They will soon be able to handle the weapons 
of war with the soldiers of the military powersof the world. The 
step is not a great one and the time will soon come, aye, sooner 
than most men expect it. Nor is her commercial growth and de- 
velopment far away. We who live to-day may see the time when 
she, with her great natural resources and cheap labor, will be an 
active and irresistible competitor in the markets of the world. 


Let us keep an eye on China and not allow our greed for gain 
arouse this sleeping five-toed dragon. 


| 
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Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, the time arranged for general de- 
bate has expired. I move that the committee now rise. 

The motion was a: to; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. Moopy of Massachusetts, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, reported that that com- 
mittee had had under considesation the bill H. R. 13031 (the 
Chinese-exclusion bill) and had come to no resolution thereon. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. SPIGHT, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence 
for one week, on account of important business. 

And then, on motion of Mr. Hirt (at 4 0’clock and 30 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned until Monday next. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XITI, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio, from the Committee on Elections No. 
1,to which was referred the contested-election case of William M. 
Horton v. James J. Butler, Twelfth Congressional district, State 
of Missouri, reported a resolution (H. Res. 202) that no valid 


| election was held in said district on the 6th day of November, 


1900, and that the seat now held by the contestee be declared va- 
cant, accompanied by a report (No. 1423); which said resolution 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. from the Committee on the Territo- 
ries, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13076) to 


| apportion the term of office of Senators elected at the first gen- 


_ out amendment, aormeness bya 


| 





It is far better | 
for the citizen of the United States and the citizen of China that | 


eral election in the Territory of Hawaii, reported the same with- 
— (No. 1424); which said 

rt were referred to the House Calendar. 

LER, from the Committee on Banking and Currency, 


bill and re 
Mr. FO 


| to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13363) to main- 


tain the gold standard, provide an elastic currency, equalize the 
rates of interest throughout the country, and further amend the 
national banking laws, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1425); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of the following bills; which were referred as 
follows: 

A bill (H. R. 12889) granting an increase of pension to Lucy 


ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 12933) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. McConkey—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 12986) granting a pension to 8. A. Routh—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 


A bill (H. R. 12961) for the relief of James L. Carpenter—Com- 
| mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 


mittee on Military Affairs. : 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 


of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 


It has reached our country now; how long will | 





follows: 

By Mr. BEIDLER: A bill (H. R. 13387) to amend an act enti- 
tled ‘‘An act to prevent the extermination of fur-bearing animals 
in Alaska, and for other purposes ’’—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 8 } ; 

By Mr. McLACHLAN: A bill (H. R. 13388) amending section 
18 of Title I, chapter 1, of the Political Code of Alaska—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 13389) for making a grant of 
alternate sections of the public lands in the district of Alaska, 
to aid in the construction of a certain railroad in said district, and 
for other purposes—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: A bill (H. R. 13390) to protect Indian al- 
lottees in the control of their allotments—to the Committee on 
i Mr MUDD (b t): A bill (H. R. 18391) to amend an 

, y request): mm % ‘ 
act ontitied ‘An act to receive arrearages of taxes due the District 
of Columbia to July 1, 1900, at 6 per cent - annum in lieu of 
penalties and costs,” approved February 15, 1902—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. : 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 13392) to re te the sale of 
viruses, serums, toxins, and analogous products in the District of 
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Columbia, to regulate interstate traffic in said articles, and for 
other to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. NEVILLE: A bill (H. R. 13393) to amend section 2289 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States of 1878, relative to 
homesteads—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BOREING: A bill (H. R. 13402) to provide for the im- 

rovement of the Upper Cumberland River—to the Committee on 
ivers and Harbors. : 

By Mr. TAYLER of Ohio, from the Committee on Elections 
No. 1: A resolution (H. Res. 202) dec that no valid election 
for Representative in Congress was held in the Twelfth Con- 
gressional district of the State of Missouri on November 6, 1900, 
and that the seat now held by the contestee be declared vacant— 
te the House Calendar. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clauss 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BEIDLER: A bill (H. R. 13394) granting a pension to 
William H. Polhamus—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 13395) grant- 
ing a pension to Arthur J. Bushnell—to the Committee on Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 13396) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Jennie Wagner—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: A bill (H. R. 13397) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William H. Robinson—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 13398) granting an increase of 
pension to George G. Sabin—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. McLACHLAN: A bill (H. R. 13399) granting a pension 
to Annie E. Wallace—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POWERS: of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 13400) for 
the relief of the heirs and legal representatives of Samuel Sven- 
son—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 13401) qasies @ pension 
to John White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 13403) granting an increase of 
pension to Elisha Disney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXTI, the following — and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Resolution of the Grand Army of the Re- 
mx A, Westchester, Pa., favoring the passage of House bill 5796, 
to promote the efficiency of the Revenue-Cutter Service—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of David Acheson Circle, No. 39, Ladies of 
Grand Army of the Republic, Pennsylvania, favoring a bill pro- 
viding pensions to certain officers and men in the Army and Navy 
— increasing widows’ pensions—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Petition of Division No. 15, Brother- 

ood of Locomotive Engineers, Buffalo, N. Y., favoring the pas- 
sage of the Hoar-Grosvenor anti-injuction bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: Resolution of Lodge No. 12, of Macon, 
Ga., Boiler Makers and Iron-ship Builders’ Union, favoring more 
restrictive immigration laws—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BEIDLER: Papers to accompany House bill 13394, 
granting a pension to W. H. Polhamns, of Cleveland, Ohio—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BELLAMY: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Washington, N. C., and Elizabeth City, N. C., in ‘d to an 
inland waterway from Chesapeake Bay to Beaufort Inlet—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BIEDLER: Resolutions of a mass meeting of the Utah 
volunteers, favoring bill to allow travel pay from Manila, P. I., 
to San Francisco to those who enlisted on call for volunteers—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of Empire Lodge, No. 6, and St. Clair Lodge 
No. 44, Iron, Steel, and Workers, favoring an educational 
test Se anne ae the Committee on Immigration and Nat- 
uralization. 

Also, resolutions of Machinists’ Union No. 238, and Ferris 
Lodge, No. 182, Railroad Trainmen, Cleveland, Ohio, favoring a 
reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion law—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolution of Carpenters and Joiners’ Union, of Cleveland, 
Ohio, asking that the Government eae oe me Cleveland be built 

of native sandstone instead of granite—to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 


STO 


Also, resolutions of St. John’s African Methodist Episcopal 
Church and Zion Congregational Church (colored), Cleveland, 
Ohio, urging legislation cutting down representation of States 
disfranchising citizens—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolution of Polish Society of Pittsburg, 
Pa., favoring the erection of a statue to the late Brigadier- 
om Count Pulaski at Washington—to the Committee on the 


Also, resolution of Railroad Trainmen of Jackson, Mich., favor- 
ing the passage of the Foraker-Corliss safety-appliance bill—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen of Hunt- 
ingdon, Pa., favoring the passage of the Hoar-Grosvenor anti- 
a ae oe bill—_to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

y Mr. GRAHAM: Resolutions of Good Will "tien No. 106, 
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, Allegheny, Pa., favoring an 
educational qualification for immigrants—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolutions of the State board of health, Philadelphia, Pa.., 
indorsing House bill 7189, known as the Hepburn bill, in relation 
to the Marine-Hospital Service—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of American Federation of Labor, Order of 
Railway Conductors, and certain other organizations, in relation 
to the exclusion of Chinese iaborers—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Paper to accompany House bill 13040, 
granting an increase of pension to Hensley H. Kirk—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 13214, granting an in- 
crease of pension to William i W. Rollins—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: Resolutions of Federal Labor Union 
No. 8065, of Glezen, Ind., favoring an educational qualification 
for immigrants—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

By Mr. HOWELL: Petition of V. D. Hendrickson and others, 
of the Third Congressional district of New Jersey, urging the 
passage of House bills 178 and 179, proposing to reduce the tax on 
oe the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McLACHLAN: Paper to accompany House bill for the 
relief of Annie E. Wallace—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MERCER: Resolutions of Journeymen Barbers’ Union 
of South Omaha, Nebr., and Printing Pressmen’s Union, Omaha, 
Nebr., favoring a restriction of immigration and cheap labor— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolutions of State Conference of Charities and Correc- 
tion of Nebraska, favoring the establishment of a laboratory in 
the Interior Department, etc.—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Also, petition of certain citizens of Nebraska, favoring the 
Sulzer resolution relating to the war in the Orange Free State— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of Machinists’ Union No. 13, of Omaha, Nebr., 
favoring the reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion act—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of Barbers’ Union, No. 64, South Omaha, 
Nebr., asking that some of the new war ships shall be constructed 
= navy-yards of our country—to the Committee on Naval 


airs. 

Also, resolutions of Omaha Branch of Polish National Associa- 
tion, favoring the erection of a statue to the late Brigadier- 
General Count Pulaski at Washington—to the Committee on the 


a aS 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of J. C. Mitchell, of 
Fort Wayne, Ind., in favor of the exclusion of the Chinese-—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. RODEY: Resolutions of Magdalena Lodge, No. 261, 

ve Firemen, San Marcial, N. Mex., favoring Chinese ex- 
clusion—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petitionsof Kauty Polish Union, No. 206; John 
Sobeski III Society, and Branch No. 38, Polish National Alliance, 
all of Buffalo, N. Y., favoring the erection of a statue to the late 
Brigadier-General Count Pulaski at Washington—to the Commit- 
tee on the Library. 

Also, resolutions of Buffalo Branch Stonecutters’ Association, 
favoring an educational qualification for immigrants—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolutions of Coopers’ International Union No. 2,of New 
York City, in favor of the proposed increase of pay of letter car- 
riers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


Also, resolutions of Journeymen Barbers’ Union No. 144, of 
Buffalo, N. Y., favoring the reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion 
law—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: Resolutions of various labor organiza- 
tions of Denver, Ward, Kokomo, and Leadville, Colo.. for the 
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further restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Resolutions of Bricklayers and Plasterers’ 
Union No. 6, of New Haven, Conn., favoring the reenactment of 
the Chinese-exclusion law—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of New Haven, 
Conn., concerning river and harbor improvements—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. THAYER: Protest of the Worcester (Mass.) Board of 
Trade, against the passage of Senate bill 1118—to the Committee 
on the J ee 

By Mr. WARNER: Resolutions of Central Lodge, No. 22, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, Urbana, Ill.,in favor of the 
extension of the Chinese-exclusion law—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. ZENOR: Papers to accompany House bill 11704, for the 
relief of Lafayette B. Jacobs—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
8100S, 


SENATE. 


MONDAY, April 7, 1902. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mrizury, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings 
of Saturday last, when, on request of Mr. CuLLom, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal, without objec- 
tion, will stand approved. 

PROTECTION OF MINERS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendment of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8327) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An 
act for the protection of the lives of miners in the Territories,”’ 
and requesting a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. CLARK of Montana. I move that the Senate insist on its 
amendment and agree to the request of the House for a confer- 
ence. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. 
CLARK of Montana, Mr. CLarkK of Wyoming, and Mr. Kearns 
were appointed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 2442) confirming title to the State of Nebraska of cer- 
tain selected indemnity school lands. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 2062) to authorize the Western Bridge Company 
to construct and maintain a bridge across the Ohio River; 

A bill (H. R. 10517) to amend an act entitled “‘An act relative 
to recognizances, stipulations, bonds, and undertakings, and to 
allow certain corporations to be accepted as surety thereon;’’ and 

A bill (H. R. 12536) to further amend section 2399 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 13360) making appropria- 
tions to supply additional urgent deficiencies in the appropria- 
tions for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1902, and for other pur- 
poses; and it was thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. BERRY presented a petition of sundry citizens of Jack- 
sonport, Ark., praying that an appropriation of $10,000 be made 
for the purpose of dredging the bar of the White River at that 
place; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of Bill Posters and Billers’ 
Union No. 9517, American Federation of Labor, of Denver, Colo., 
praying for the enactment of legislation providing an educational 
test for immigrants to this country; which was referred to the 
Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 77, Order of 
Railroad Telegraphers, of Denver, Colo., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to exclude Chinese laborers from the United 
en oh their insular possessions; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Colorado, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to amend the internal- 
revenue laws relative to the tax on distilled spirits; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BLACKBURN presented a petition of Federal Labor Union, 
No. 7390, American Federation of Labor, of Central City, Ky., 
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praying for the enactment of legislation providing an educational 
test for immigrants to this country; w was referred to the 
Immigration 


Committee on > 
ted a peti of Lodge No. 38, Brotherhood 


ton, N. J., praying for the passage 
liss ata bill; which was 


He also ——- petitions of the Essex Trades Council, of 
Newark; of Feeders and Assistant Pressmen’s Union No. 19, of 
Newark, and of Local Union No. 169, of Jersey City, all of the 
American Federation of Labor, in the State of New Jersey, pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation providing an educational test 
for immigrants to this country; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of Local Division No. 85, Order of 
Railroad Telegraphers, of Trenton, N. J., and a petition of Local 
Division No. 74, Order of Railroad oe nt of Elizabeth, 
N. J., praying for the penne of the so-called Hoar anti-injunction 
bill, to limit the meaning of the word ‘‘ conspiracy ”’ and the use 
of ‘‘ restraining orders and injunctions’’ in certain cases; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Belvidere, Co- 
lumbia, Hazen, Cornish, Oxford, and New Village, all in the 
State of New Jersey, praying for the adoption of an amendment 
to the Constitution to Prohibit polygamy; which were referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of the Kosciuszko Benefit Society, 
of Perth Amboy; of the Sobieski Society, of Perth Amboy, and 
of the Sigismont Society, of Perth Amboy, all in the State of New 
Jersey, praying that an pg ew be made for the erection of 
a bronze statue in the city of Washington, D. C., to the memory 
of Brig. Gen. Count Casimir Pulaski; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Library. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of the Levi P. 
Morton Club, of Brooklyn, N. Y., praying that David Parker, a 
veteran of the civil war, be granted an increase of pension; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a memorial of Typographical Union No. 6, of 
New York City, remonstrating against the adoption of certain 
amendments to the copyright law; which was referred to the 
Committee on Patents. 

He also presented petitions of H. G. Brooks Lodge, No. 169, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of Hornellsville; of Brewery 
Engineers and Firemen’s Local Union No. 80, of Buffalo, and of 
the Branch Stone Cutters’ Association of Buffalo, all in the State 
of New York, praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
an educational test for immigrants to this country; which were 
referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented petitions of Coopers’ International Union No. 
2, of New York City; of the East Side Republican Club of the 
Twentieth assembly district, of New York City, and of the Levi 
P. Morton Club, of Brooklyn, all in the State of New York, pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation increasing the salary of letter 
carriers; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of the State of 
New York, praying for the enactment of legislation amending the 
internal-revenue laws relative to the tax on distilled spirits; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. { 

He also presented petitions of the Italian Typographical Union, 
No. 261, of New York City, and of Power City Lodge, No. 316, 
International Association of Machinists, of Niagara Falls, in the 
State of New York, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
exclude Chinese laborers from the United States and their insular 
possessions; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Greenport and 
Brooklyn, in the State of New York, praying for the reenactment 
of the Chinese-exclusion law; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of New York 
City, Brooklyn, Fordham, Yonkers, and Melrose, all in the State 
of New York, remonstrating against the passage of the so-called 
Grout bill, to regulate the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the board of aldermen of New 
York City WN. Y., praying that an my be made to deepen 
Buttermilk Channel, in the Bay of New York, in the interest of 
the commerce of that port and the safety of shipping; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. ; : 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a petition of the Retail Grocers 
Association of Michigan City, Ind., praying for the of the 
so-called pure-food bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


He also presented petitions of Federal Labor Union No. 8065, 
American Federation of Labor, of Glezen, and of Painters and 


Decorators’ Local Union No. 227, American Federation of oe, 
of Hartford, in the State of Indiana, praying for the enactment 
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legislation penton educational test for to this 
country; W. were referred to the Committee on tion. 

He presented a petition of Retail Clerks’ Local Union No. 
286, American Federation of Labor, of Brazil, Ind., praying for 
the reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion law; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

a presented a petition of the Allied Printing Trades’ 
Council, American Federation of Labor, of Philadelphia, Pa., 
praying for the enactment of legislation au ing the construc- 
tion of war vessels in the navy- of the country; which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of Finley Patch Post, No. 137, De- 


| ater of ie Grand Army of the blic, of 
lairsville; of the Sarah Rice Circle . No. 104, of Factory- 
ville; of the Lieutenant James M. Lysle Circle, No. 6, of Alle- 
gheny; of the Ladies of the Grand Army of the Republic, all in 
the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactmentof legislation 
providing pensions for certain officers and enlisted men in the 
Army and Navy of the United States when 50 years of age and 
over, and to increase the pensions of widows of soldiers to $12 per 
month; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CLAY —— a petition of Local Division No. 368, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Atlanta, Ga., praying 
for the passage of the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill, to limit 
the meaning of the word “‘ conspiracy ”’ and the use of ‘‘ restrain- 
ing orders and injunctions”’ in certam cases; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Colebrook, N. H., praying for the 
adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit polyg- 
amy; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BATE presented a petition of the Switchmen’s Local Union 
No. 127, of Memphis, Tenn., and a petition of Trunk and Bag 
Workers’ Local Union No. 10, of Nashville, Tenn., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to exclude Chinese laborers from the 
United States and their insular possessions; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of oe Oran Lo- 
cal Union No. 8511, American Federation of Labor, of West Bay 
City, Mich., praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
an educational test for immigrants to this country; which was 
referred to the Committee on i ion. 

Mr. HOAR presented petitions of Boot and Shoe Workers’ Lo- 
cal Unjon No. 252, of Brookfield; of Boot and Shoe Workers’ Lo- 
cal Union No. 48, of Rockland, and of Boot and Shoe Workers’ 
Local Union No. 56, of Beverly, all in the State of Massachusetts, 
praying for the enactment of legislation providing an educational 
test for immigrants to this country; which were referred to the 
Committee on Immigration. 

He also ted the memorial of A. C. Stoddard and 55 other 
citizens of North Brookfield, Mass., remonstrating against the 
passage of the so-called Grout bill, to regulate the manufacture 
and sale of oleomargarine; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Boot and Shoe Workers’ Local 
Union No, 56, of Beverly, Mass., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to exclude Chinese laborers from .the United States 
= their i possessions; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. DEPEW at a petition of Auxiliary No. 24, Ladies 
of the Union Veterans’ League, of Jamestown, N. Y., praying 
for the enactment of legislation providing sions to certain of- 
ficers and men in the Army and Navy of the United States when 
50 years of and over, and increasing the ions of widows 
of soldiers to $12 per month; which was referred to the Commit- 


tee on Pensions. 

_ He also presented a petition of the Eight-Hour League of Amer- 
ica, of Brooklyn, N. Y., praying for the passage of the so-called 
eight-hour bill; which was referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor, 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of New York 
City, N. Y., praying for the adoption of certain amendments to 
the internal-revenue laws, relative to the tax on distilled spirits; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a peti of the Building Trades Council, 
American. Federation of Labor, of Yonkers, N. Y., and a petition 
of the East Side Republican Club, of New York, N. Y., praying 
for the enactment of legislation to increase the salary of letter 
carriers; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. ° 

He also ee petitions of Confectioners’ Local Union No. 
7, of New York; of the Painters, Decorators, and Paperhangers’ 
Union of Hornelisville, and of Local Union No. 367, of Seneca 
Ree wos ee cen = Labor, in the eo of 

ew Y pra ‘or enactment of legislation providing an 
educational test for immigrants to this country; afhtah “mene 
referred to the Committee on Immigration. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





He 
ters’ 


3753 





He also presented petitions of Samuel J. Hood Post, No. 91. De- 
partment of New York, Grand Army of the Republic, of Medina; 
of Local Union No. 212, of Newark; of the Granite Cutters’ National 
Union of Garrison on Hudson, and of Milkmen’s Protective Union 
No. 8744, of Rochester, all of the American Federation of Labor, 
in the State of New York, praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion authorizing the construction of war vessels in the navy-yards 
of the country; which were referred to the Committee on Naval 


He also presented petitions of Coremakers’ Local Union No. 24, 
of Depew; of Bakers’ Local Union No. 105, of Geneva; of Con- 
fectioners’ Local Union No. 7, of New York; of Bricklayers and 
Masons’ Local Union No. 81, of Auburn; of Local Union No. 212, 
of Newark; of ihical Union No. 261, of New York; of 
Granite Cutters’ National Union of Garrison, all of the American 
Federation of Labor; of Local Division No. 104, Order of Railway 
Conductors, of Middletown; of Local Division No. 54, Order of 
Railway Conductors, of New York; of Lodge No. 316, Interna- 
tional Association of Machinists, of Niagara Falls, and of sundry 
citizens of Greenport, New York City, and Brooklyn, all in the 
State of New York, praying for the reenactment of the Chinese- 
exclusion law; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BURROWS presented a petition of Local Division No. 182, 
Order of Railway Conductors, of Jackson, Mich., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to promote the safety of employees and 
travelers upon railroads; which was referred to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented es of Bricklayers’ Local Union No. 15, 
of Jackson; of the Central Labor Union of Saginaw; of Local 
Union No. 356, of Hancock, and of the Trades and Labor Coun- 
cil of Lansing, all of the American Federation of Labor, in the 
State of Michigan, praying for the reenactment of the Chinese- 
exclusion law; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also mted a petition of the executive committee of the 
Michigan State Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, praying for the 
enactment of legislation providing for the election of United 
States Senators by a direct vote of the people; which was referred 
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 
also presented a petition of Plumbers, Steam and Gas Fit- 
Local Union No. 190, American Federation of Labor, of 
Ann Arbor, Mich., and a petition of Charles T. Foster Post, No. 
42, Department of Michigan, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Lansing, Mich., praying for the enactment of legislation author- 
izing the construction of war vessels in the navy-yards of the 
country; which were referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of the Fuller & Rice Lumber and 
Manufacturing Company, of Grand Rapids; of John L. Dexter 
& Co., of Detroit; of the Holly Milling Company, of Holly; of E. 
Middleton & Sons, of Greenville; of the Huron Milling Company, 
of Harbor Beach; of the Voigt Milling Company, of Grand Rap- 
ids; of the Alma Roller Mills, of Alma; of the Farmers’ Club, 
of Albion; of the White Pigeon Roller Mills, of White Pigeon, 
and of the Merchants and Manufacturers’ Exchange, of Detroit, 
all in the State of Michigan, praying for the adoption of certain 
amendments to the interstate-commerce law; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. FRYE presented the petitions of Alfonso Pullen, of Au- 
gusta; of Philias Gorant, of Augusta; of Ziba H. Keene, of An- 
gusta; of 8. B. Chapin, of Augusta; of Louis Aequil, of Augu«ta, 
and of Ira H. Foster, of Augusta, all in the State of Maine, pray- 
ing for the reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion law; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Public Bnildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 280) to provide for 
enlarging the public building at Kalamazoo, Mich., reported it 
with an Armen se and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 653) for the erection of a public building at Meriden, 
Conn., reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. CULBERSON, from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1984) to provide 
for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building 
thereon at Biloxi, in the State of Mississippi, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill = 4053) granting an increase of pension to Henry E. 


A bill (H. R. 10957) granting an imcrease of pension to Mary 
E. Stockings. 

Mr. FORAKER, from the Committee on Pacific Islands and 
Porto Rico, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11096) to confer 





. 


jurisdiction on the Court of Claims to render judgments for the 
principal and interest in actions to recover duties collected by the 
military authorities of the United States upon articles imported 
into Porto Rico from the several States between April 11, 1899, 
and May 1, 1900, reported it with an amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 


NATIONAL GALLERIES OF HISTORY AND ART. 


Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, 
reported the following resolution; which was considered by unan- 
imous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That there be printed and bound in paper 2,500 copies of pant 1 
Senate Document 209, first session Fifty-sixth Congress, being a petition of 
Franklin Webster Smith for the site of the old Naval Observatory for the 
National Galleries of History and Art, which shall be for the free distribu- 
tion to visitors at large to the establishment known as the Halls of the An- 
cients, in the city of Washington, D. C. 


PUBLICATIONS OF THE GEOLOGICAL SURVEY. 


Mr. PLATT of New York. From the Committee on Printing 
I report a joint resolution and ask for its immediate considera- 
tion. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 74) relating to publications of the 
Geological Survey was read the first time by its title and the sec- 
ond time at length, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That hereafter the publications of the Geo- 
logical Survey shall consist of the annual report of the Director, which shall 
be confined to one volume, of royal octavo size; monographs, of quarto size; 
professional papers, of quarto size; bulletins, of ordinary octavo size; Min- 
eral Resources, of ordinary octavo size; oe and Irrigation Papers, 
‘ of ordinary are size, and such maps, folios, and at. as may be required 

»y existing law. 

That hereafter the reports of the Geological Survey, except the annual 
report of the Director, shall be published in editions as recommended in each 
case by the Director and approved by the Secretary of the Interior, but not 
to exceed 10,000 copies. 

That whenever the edition of any of the reports of the Survey shall have 
become exhausted, and the demand for it continues, there shall be published, 
on the requisition of the Secretary of the Interior, as mony additional copies 
of the report as the Director of the Survey shall state will, in his judgment, 
be necessary to meet the demand. 

That the Bulletins and Professional Papers shall be distributed tui- 
tously and not sold; and that, of the number published, 1,000 copies Il be 
delivered to the Senate and 2,000 copies shall be delivered to the House of 
Representatives for distribution. 

That the provision of law approved June 11, 189, restricting the Water- 
prsety Foes to 100 pages and to editions of 5,000 copies shall be, and hereby 
is, rescinded. 

That the Director of the Survey shall transmit to the Library of Congress 
two copies of every report of the Bureau as soon as the first delivery to the 
Survey is made, such copies to be additional to those received by the Library 
of Congress under existing law. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the joint resolution? 

Mr. TELLER. From what committee does it come? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Committee on Printing. 

Mr. TELLER. I think it better be printed. It seems to 
me to be a pretty important measure. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. It is indorsed by the Secretary of 
the Interior. 

Mr. TELLER. No one can know anything about it from 
hearing it read at the desk. I do not see any necessity for press- 
ing it this morning. I myself should like to look at it. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. All right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made to the 
present consideration of the joint resolution, it will be placed on 
the Calendar. 





COURTS IN NORTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I am directed by the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 184) to establish 
and provide for a clerk for the circuit and district courts of the 
United States held at Wilmington, N. C., to report it back favor- 
ably without amendment, and I ask for its present considera- 
tion. It is very short. 

The Secretary read the bill, and by unanimous consent the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its considera- 
tion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ANATOMICAL BOARD OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. GALLINGER. On the 13th day of March the Senate 
passed a bill (S. 2291) for the promotion of anatomical science 
and to prevent the desecration of graves in the District of Co- 
lumbia. The bill likewise the House of Representatives 
and was recalled from the ident for amendment. I now re- 
port an original bill oe certain amendments, and I ask 
consent that it be considered at the present time. 

The bill (S. 5046) for the promotion of anatomical science and to 
prevent the desecration of graves in the District of Columbia 


was read the first time by its title and the second time at length, 
as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That there shall be, and is hereby, created, in and for 
the District of Columbia, a board for the control of the dead human bodies 
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hereinafter described, and for the distribution of such bodies and to 
the schools in said District conferring the degree of doctor of medicine or 
doctor of dental surgery, or both; the Post Graduate School of Medicine, in- 
corporated by an act of Con approved Feb: 7, 1896, entitled “An 
act to incorporate the Post Graduate School of Medicine of the District of 
Columbia; the medical schools of the United States Army and Navy; the 
medical examining boards of the United States Army, Navy, and Tone 
are Service; and the board of medical supervisors of the District of Co- 
lumbia. Said board shall be known as the anatomical board of the District 
of Columbia, and shall consist of the health officer of said District and two 
representatives from each school aforesaid actually engaged in tsechang. to 
be selected by and from the faculty thereof in accordance with the by-laws 
of such faculty, except in the case of the medical schools of the United States 
Army and Navy, the representatives from which shall be selected and de- 
tailed by the Surgeon-General of the yet | and the Surgeon-General of the 
Navy. Said health officer shall call a meeting of said anatomical board for 
organization at a time and place to be fixed said health officer as soon as 

racticable after ane of this act. Said anatomical board shall have 

ull power to estab’ by-laws for its government and to appoint and to re- 
move proper officers an agents, and shall keep full and complete records of 
its transactions and of material facts pertaining to the receipt and dis- 
tribution of bodies. Said records shall be open at all times for i ion by 
any member of said anatomical board and by the United States attorney for 
the District of Columbia. 

Sec. 2. That eee public officer, agent, and servant, and every officer, 
agent, and servant of any and every use, prison, jail, asylum, morgue. 
a, and other public institutions and offices having c or control o: 
dead human bodies requiring to be buried at public expense, shall notify said 
anatomical board, or such — as may be designated by the said board, 
whenever any dead human y comes into his possession, charge, or control 
for burial at public apne. And —ay 

y said anatomica 


such officer, mt, and servant 
shall, upon application a 


board or its agent, without fee or 
reward, and ae with the laws and regulations governing the removal 
of dead human the District of Columbia, deliver every such body to 
said board and permit said board or its agent to take and remove the same. 
The noticeaforesaid shall be given in writing and forwarded tosaidanatomical 
board within twenty-four hours after said officer. nt, orservant comes into 
possession, charge, or control of such body for burial, and shallincludesuch ma- 
terial informationassaid board may designate. But nosuch body shall be deliv- 
eredif the deceased perece, during last illness, without suggestion or solici- 
tation, requested to be buried orcremated; or if within the time speeified above 
and before the actual delivery thereof ony | oe claiming to be and satisfy- 


ing the officer in charge of such bod he is of kindred or is related by 
marriage to the deceased shall claim the said body for burial or cremation, or 
request in writing that it be buried at public expense; or if within the time 


specified above and before actual delivery eur pergen claiming to be and sat- 

isfying the officer in charge of such body that he is a friend of the deceased 

arranges to have the same properly buried or cremated without expense to 

the District; or if the deceased person was a traveler who died suddenly; but 

= any such case said body shall be buried or delivered to said applicant for 
2urial. 

Sxzc. 3. That the said anatomical board may receive the bodies reported to 
it as aforesaid, and may distribute and deliver such as are received among 
and to such of the schools and boards entitled thereto as request in wri 
to receive the same, except asotherwise expressly directed in this act. Eac 
such school and board shall receive annua Y as nearly as may be practica- 
ble, such proportion of the entire number o: ‘bodies distributed as the num- 
ber of students enrolled and in attendance at such school, and the 
number of candidates appea: for examination before such boarfl, respec- 
tively, engaged bona fide at such school, or examined by said board in dissect- 
ing and operative surgery on the cadaver, bears to the total number of 
students so enrolled in attendance, and engaged, and of persons so examined, 
in the District of Columbia. The secretary, dean, or other proper officer of 
each such schools and board shall report to said anatomical rd the names 
of all such students in attendance at such school or persone examined b 
said board, as the case may be, at such times and in such form as sai 
board may direct. All es shall be delivered among such schools and 
boards in r order,so as to maintain,as nearly as may be practicable, an 
equitable allotment at all times; and bodies assigned to any school or board 
in roqular order and refused by such school or board without sufficient cause 
shall be cha: against the gue of such school or board in such manner as 
not to prejudice any other school or board. But no body shall be delivered 
to any school or board unless within not less than twenty-four hours prior to 
such delivery notice of the death has been given by said anatomical board to 
the nearest known kinsman, relative by marriage, or friend of the deceased, 
or if none such be known, published by said anatomical at least once 
in a daily newspaper published in the city of W: , in the District of 
Columbia. The notice required by this section shall be deemed to have been 
given if served in writing on the person to be notified, or if left at his usual 
place of residence with some adult person residing therein, or a member of 
the family of such m. Said board shall take 
name be unknown, ~ a description, for each body de 
obtained by said board shall be 


receipts by name, or, if the 
livered; i 
hat no school except the medical schools of the United States 


all receipts so 
properly filed by 


Sec. 4. 
Army and Navy shall receive any poay under the visions of this act until 
said school has given bond to the District of Columbia, and the Board of Com- 


missioners of said District has approved such bond, which said bond shall be 
in the penal sum of $200 and conditioned that all bodies which said school 
shall receive shall be used in said District and only for the promotion of the 
science and art of medicine and of dentistry 

Sxc. 5. That it shall be the 7 of each and every officer, agent, and em- 
ployee of every school and board receiving bodies under the provisions of 
this act to see that such bodies are used in the District of Columbia and for 
the promotion of the science and art of medicine and of dentistry, and for no 
other purpose whatsoever, and that after being so used the remains thereof 
are disposed of in accordance with law. 
person who shall, in the District of Columbia, sell or buy 


any body af , or in any way traffic therewith, or transmit or convey 
any such to any place outside of said District, or cause or ure any 
such body to be so transmitted or conveyed, or who shall, in said rict, dis- 
turb or remove, without rmit,any body from any srere or vault, 
shall, on conviction thereof. not more than $200 or imprisoned in the 
workhouse of said District for not more one year. 


Src. 7. That neither the United States nor the District of Columbia, nor 
any officer, agent, or servant thereof, shall be at any expense reason of 
the delivery of any body or bodies aforesaid, except such as may 
chargeable on account of bodies delivered to the medical schools of 

the Bory. one the 


and Navy, the medical examining boards of the Army, 

Marine-Hospital Service, and the board of medical 

of Columbia; but all expenses of such delivery and distribution, except a5 

hereinbefore specified, and of said anatomical board, shall be paid by the 

Sonal a rane tckoot i ntoportion tothe munyer of wodies which has 
an n. num 

received; and no school which has failed or refused to pay its just nm 
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of such expense as determined by said board shall be allowed to receive any | purchase of a site and the erection of public building thereon at 


bodies, or parts thereof, while the amount so due remains unpaid. 
volo 8. That an person having ony duty enjoined seen Diee by the pro- 
visions of this a who willfully meqneoss, refuses, or to perform the 
same, shall, wpon conviction thereof, be punished by a fine of not more than 
$100 or by imprisonment in the wor of the District of Columbia for not 
r. 
more tie chat cll prosecutions under this act shall be in the police court of 
the District of Columbia, on information brought in the name of said District 
behalf. 

— 10. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with this act be, and 
the same are hereby, repealed. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- | now on the retired list, to be acommander on the retired list; which 


ent consideration of the bill? 

There bei 
tee of the ole. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask the Secretary to read the changes 
made by this bill in Senate bill 2291, which was recalled after its 
passage by the two Houses. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


In section 1, 2, line 1, after “ medical,” strike out “school” and insert 
“schools;"’ in the same line, after “Army,” insert ‘“‘and Navy;" in line 10, 
after “medical,” strike out “school” and insert ‘“‘schools;" in line 11, after 
“Army,” insert “and Navy;” and in line 12, after “Army,” insert “and the 
Surgeon-General of the Navy.” 

In section 3, page 4, line 3: after “‘such,” strike out “school” and insert 
“schools.” 

In section 4, e 5, line 23, after ‘* medical,” strike out “school” and insert 
“schools; ” a in line 24, after ““Army,” insert “and Navy.” 

In section 7, 7, line 38, after *‘ medical,” strike out ‘‘school” and insert 
“schools;” and in line 4, after “Army,” insert “and Navy.” 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT STERLING, ILL. 


‘no objection, the bill was considered as in Commit- | 





Mr. SIMMONS. I am directed by the Committee on Public | 


for the erection of a post-office building at Sterling , Il., to report | 


it favorably, with an amendment in the nature of a substitute. 
Mr. MASON. 


on its e. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will be read to the 
Senate for its information. The committee amendment, which 
pro s to strike out all after the Se oa, will be read. 

The Secretary read the amendment of the committee, which 
was to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a site, and 
cause to be erected thereon a suitable building, inclu fireproof vaults, 
heating and yeu cpenueses, and approaches, for the use and accom- 

Ea of the Uni tes on and other governmental offices in 
the city of Sterling and State of Illinois, the cost of said site and building, 
including said vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, and approaches, 
not to exceed the sum of $55,000. 

Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by pub- 
lic advertisement in one or more of the nena rs of said city of largest 
circulation for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said adver- 


tisement for the opening of said \ 
pee made in response to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mail io She —— of So eee : = eee 
posed sites, and such others as he ma ink proper designate, ex- 
Treas iry Department, who shall make 


amined in person by an agent of the 8 
written report to said Secretary of the results of said examination and of 


I ask unanimous consent that the bill be placed | 


Sterling, in the State of Ilinois.”’ 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED. 


Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 4995) to establish an addi- 
tional life-saving station on Monomoy Island, Massachusetts; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4996) authorizing the President of 
the United States to nominate Lieut. Commander W. P. Randall, 


was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, 
which was ordered to be printed, referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 4997) for the relief of the estate of Bradford Ham- 
brick, deceased; 

A bill (S. 4998) for the relief of the estate of Peter S. Baker, 
deceased; 

A bill (S. 4999) for the relief of William C. Bragg; and 

A bill (S. 5000) for the relief of the estate of Hamilton G. 
Bradford, deceased. 

Mr. McENERY introduced a bill (S. 5001) for the relief of 
Maurice Stearn, executor of the estate of Isaac Bloom, deceased; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. KEAN introduced a bill (S. 5002) creating a commission 
to inquire into the condition of the colored people of the United 
States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 


Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (8. 1556) | Committee on Education and Labor. 


Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 5003) granting an increase 
of pension to Franklin Fulton; which was read twice by its title, 
al: with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana introduced a bill (S. 5004) granting 
an increase of pension to James Locke; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 5005) granting an increase of 
pension to Adele Paré; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 


Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 5006) granting 


_a pension to Annie P. Pinney; which was read twice by its title, 


who shall then cause the said pro- | 


his recommendation thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be ac- | 


companied by the original and statements 
shall ha : 


ls and ail maps, pla 
lating to 


— ve come into Possession re e said proposed 
sites. 

If, upon consideration of said report and accompanying papers, the Sec~e- 
tary of the Treasury shall deem further taventionteee necessary, he may ap- 


point a commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an 

officer of the Department, which commission shall alsoexamine the 

said sesueees sites, and such 

nate, and grant such hearings in relation thereto as ve amen deem er 
» 


and said commission shall within thirty days after such examination make 


the Secretary of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the prem- | 


ises, sccomapeanes a all statements, maps, — or documents taken by or 
submitted —— n like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to the 
poopestings of said agent of the Treasury De ment; and the Soovetery of 

ng 


he Treas shall thereupon finally determ the location of the buil 
to be qroobel. ™ ’ —" , 


othersas the Secretary of the Treasury may desig- | 


The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of | 


the Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $6 per day an 
expenses: Provi 


, however, That the member of said commission aeceated 
from the Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling ex- 


penses. 
The building shall be une to r from fire on. o ' 
at least 40 feet on each side, shhetinmearetes and alleys. by pen space o 


The PRESIDENT we tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 


There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. , ; 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 


to the amendment reported from the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 


e amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to 
eh aa repo = the Senate as amended, and the amend 


The bill was ordered to be ngrossed f reading, read 
the third time, and passed. ' vo , 


The title was amended so as to read: “‘A bill to provide for the 


actual traveling | 


; 


! 


and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5007) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to James Irvine; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper. referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5008) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Edward Lupton, deceased; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DEPEW introduced a bill (S. 5009) for the relief of Theo- 
dore R. Timby; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 5010) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Dashiell; - 

A bill (8S. 5011) granting an increase of pension to Mary S. Mat- 
tingly; and 

A bill (S. 5012) granting an increase of pension to Albert H. 

to 


tton. 
Mr. FORAKER introduced the following bills: which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Cominit- 
tee on Pensions: 


A bill (8. 5013) granting a pension to John J. Mefford (with ac- 


on rae papers); — ‘ 
A bill (8. 5014) granting an increase of pension to Isaiah Gar- 
retson (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (8. 5015) granting an increase of pension to Dexter 
McMaster (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 5016) granting an increase of pension to Robert A. 
a (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 5017) granting an increase of pension to Isaac Rhooe 
(with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 5018) granting a pension to Frances D. Richison (with 


a papers) ; ; 
A (S. 5019) granting an increase of pension to Hannah E. 
James (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5020) granting a pension to Emma D. Goslin (with an 
ee aah (oo paper); — ‘ 

A bill (S. 5021) granting a pension to Michael Aurand; 

A bill (S. 5022) granting a pension to Jonathan Budd; 
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A bill (8. 
Rhyon; 
A bill (S. 
A bill (S. 
A bill (S. 
A bill (S. 
Grumley; 
A bill (S. 5028) granting an increase of pension to Samuel D. 
Willard; 
‘s ‘ oy (S. 5029) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
elloff, jr.; 
A bill (S. 5030) granting a pension to Thomas W. Mathews; 
A bill (S. 5031) granting an increase of pension to J. W. Shepard; 
A bill (S. 5032) granting a pension to Eliza Page; 
A bill (8S. 5033) granting an increase of pension to Price W. 


5023) granting an increase of pension to William E. 


5024) granting a pension to Andrew F. Shields; 
5025) granting a pension to John W. Hurd; 

5026) granting an increase of pension to W. H. Neal; 
5027) granting an increase of pension to Liantha T. 


rvey; 

A bil (S. 5034) granting a pension to Margaret Robison; and 

A bill (S. 5035) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Strouse. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 5036) granting a pension to Charles A. Wheeler (with 
an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 5037) granting an increase of pension to Edmond Likes; 


and 
A bill (S. 5038) granting an increase of pension to Adam Hart | 


(with an accompanying paper). 


Mr. MASON introduced the following bills; which were sever- | 


ally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompany papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 5039) granting a pension to Emma R. Wallace; 

oo (S. 5040) granting an increase of pension +» Stephen G. 
Cole; 

A — (S. 5041) granting an increase of pension to William O. 
Gould; 

A bill (S. 5042) granting an increase of pension to Joseph P. 
Maulden; and 

A bill (S. 5043) granting a pension to John Hester. 

Mr. MASON introduced a bill (S. 5044) for the relief of Dr. 
Henry Smith; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 5047) granting a pension 
to E. C. Curtis; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
pany B, Fourth Regiment United States Artillery, for pension, 
verified by affidavits of Dr. 8. F. Arthur, W. H. Black, 8. G. 
Tankersley, and J. G. Dawson. I move thatthe bill and accom- 
panying papers be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 75) pro- | 


viding for the purchase of marble busts of Hon. Justin 8. Morrill 
and Hon. D. W. Voorhees, late United States Senators from the 
States of Vermont and Indiana, respectively, to be placed in the 
Congressional Library; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Library. 

MARY A. MOORE. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On December 5 I introdaced a bill (S. 898) 
granting an increase of pension to Mary A. Moore, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. I move that the committee 
be discharged from the further consideration of the bill and that 
it be postponed indefinitely. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I now introduce a new bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mary A. Moore, and to accompany it I pre- 
sent the petition of Mary A. Moore, with affidavits of Dr. John P. 

3ryson, L. W. Hagerman, and J. O. Churchill, and letter of L. W. 
Hagerman and others. 

The bill (S. 5045) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Moore was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment proposing to appropri- 
ate $3,420 to pay Sandy Wallace, a laborer on the rolls of the 
Senate, for extra labor performed by him for the six years and 
three months from December 1, 1893, to March 1, 1900, intended 
to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which 
aan referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 

€ printed. 

He also submitted an amendment providing for the appoint- 
ment by the Spanish Claims Commission of not exceeding two 
commissioners to take testimony in the island of Cuba, and pro- 
viding for their compensation; and also authorizing the said com- 
mission, in place of the two clerks now in service, to employ an 
assistant clerk at the rate of $2,400 and one clerk at the rate of 


I present the petition of E. C. Curtis, Com- | 


$1,600 per annum, intended to be proposed by him to the sun 
civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Oncenaneses 
A riations, and ordered to be printed. 

tr. MORGAN submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $500 to pay for compiling certain papers and documents for 
the Committee on Interoceanic Canals, intended to be pro’ 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$77.40 to pay for preparing a table of contents for reports of the 
Isthmian Canal Commission, being Senate Document No. 54, parts 
1 and 2, and Senate Document No. 123, Fifty-seventh Congress, in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DEPEW submitted an amendment proposing to appropri- 
ate $250,000 for the erection of a building to be known as ‘** The 
American National Institute ’”’ on grounds donated by the munici- 

1 council of the city of Paris, France, intended to be proposed by 

im to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


PENSIONS OF MAIMED EX-SOLDIERS, 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, on the 25th day of March 
last the Committee on Pensions gave a hearing to the representa- 
tives of the United States Maimed Soldiers’ League in support of 
the bill (S. 1887) to adjust the pensions of those who have lost 
| limbs or are totally disabled in them or have additional disabil- 
ities. There is quite a call for the statements. The committee 
had 50 copies printed for its own use. I now ask that 500 addi- 
| tional copies be printed for the use of the Committee on Pensions. 

It will cost but a few dollars. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection 
to = request of the Senator from New Hampshire, and the order 
is made. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


| ‘The bill (H. R. 2062) to authorize the Western Bridge Company 
| to construct and maintaina bridge across the Ohio River was read 
| twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
The bill (H. R. 10517) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act relative 
| to recognizances, stipulations, bonds, and undertakings, and to 
| allow certain corporations to be accepted as surety thereon,’’ was 
read twice by its title,and referred to the Committee on the 
| Judiciary. 
; The bill (H. R. 12536) to further amend section 2399 of the Re- 
| vised Statutes of the United States was read twice by its title, 
/ and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


ASSAY OFFICE AT PROVO CITY, UTAH. 


Mr. RAWLINS. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 150) for the establishment of an assay 
| office at Provo City, Utah. 

Mr. HALE. If the debate on the Chinese-exclusion bill is not 
to goon and occupy the time,I shall insist upon the Calendar 
being proceeded with in its regular order. As the Senator from 
Utah has called up this bill, I will not interfere with it, but after 
that is disposed of, unless the Senator from Pennsylvania goes on 
with the bill in his charge, I must ask that the Calendar be con- 
sidered in its regular order. In that way everyone gets in in- 
stead of a few Senators having bills considered in which they are 
interested. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This bill would be in order 
when the Calendar is taken up, being first on the Calendar. 

Mr. HALE. Then I have no objection, if the Senator from 
Pennsylvania does not want to go on with the Chinese-exclusion 
bill. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. What is this bill? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Utah asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill which 
will be read. 

The Secretary read the bill (S. 150) for the establishment of an 
assay Office at Provo City, Utah; and, by unanimous consent, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed its consideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS PASSED OVER. 


Mr. HALE. Now, let us go on with the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Calendar under Rule VIII 
isin order. The first case on the Calendar will be announced. 

The bill (S. 2992) to ratify an agreement with the Sioux tribe of 
Indians of the Rosebud Reservation, in South Dakota, and making 
appropriation to carry the same into effect, was announced as 
next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. HALE. I object to the bill. Let it go to the Calendar 
under Rule IX. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over and takes 
its place on the Saleae under Rule IX. 

‘The bill bill (S. 1792) to amend an act entitled ‘“‘An act relating to 
navigation of vessels, bills of lading, and to certain obligations, 
duties, and rights in connection with the carriage of property ’”’ 
was announced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. HALE. Let the bill go over under Rule IX. 

Mr. NELSON. I object to that course. I do not want to have 
the bill lose its on the Calendar. I am willing that it shall 
go over, but I do not want to have it lose its place. It has gone 
over a number of times. 

Mr. HALE. I will not make any objection to that course; but 
the Senator understands that there is a great deal of opposition to 
the bill, and it cam not be diseussed under the five-minute rule. 

It will have ultimately to go.to the Calendar under Rule IX, where 
it will have a general discussion, and it can not be discussed under 
the five-minute rule. If the Senator wants it to-day to go over, 
retaining its , 1 do not object. 

Mr. NELSON. I want to have it retain its place on the Cale \- 


dar. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What request was made as to 
Senate bill 2992? 
Mr. GALLINGER. It went to the Calendar under Rule IX. 
Mr. HALE. Senate bill 2992 goes tothe Calendar under Rule IX. 
Mr. GAMBLE. I would much prefer that Senate bill 2992 
should retain its place on the Calendar. I think perhaps some 
understanding ean be had im regard to it, and I ask that it be 
passed over without prejudice, retaining its place on the Calendar. 


Mr. PLATT of Thave no objection to that course, 
except that we do not know when the Calendar is to be 
called, and those of us who wish to discuss bills may not be here 


when they are called. If a bill which has been objected to is on 
the Calendar to be called every morning, it may be taken up some 
time when those who desire to discuss such at length are not 
bene, a enna ee ee 
jection to t retaining i ‘ wish it understood 
rear gered on mag eg thant mae oy dhe yr alle gem 
vt HALE. “Now. that ie reculy het I had 


Mr. HALE. Now, that is precisely what I 4m mind. It 
hinders our with bills that Senators desire to pass which 


are not to, when every morning we meet these bills and 
have them put over foraday. Im the end, each of these cases 
will have to go to the Calendar under Rule LX, because Senators 
who are interested for or against them want to debate them longer 
than the five-minute rule permits. It is im the interest of 
business to Tae thess onlay Ghe-wee on thie Calendar and go to 
the Calendar under Rule EX, and then they can be taken anunene 
a on motion, and considered. 
the Senators in charge want to have these bills go over one 
day more I shall not, for one, object, but I will state to those Sen- 
ators that in theend the bills will have to go to the Calendar under 
Rule IX, because they can not be diseussed under the five-minute 
rule. Now, the Senators may take their choice and have them 
stay on the Calendar to-day or not, oe 

oman I want to have Senate 1792 stay on the 

alen 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Both bills will be over 
ae judice, re their places on the Calen 

The (H. R. 3110) to provide for the construction of a canal 
connecting the waters of the Atlantic ‘and Pacific oceans was next 
in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let that go over, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pore. The bill goes over. 

The bill (S. 1919) xing f fees of tad and witnesses in the 
United States courts in the State of Wyoming was next in order. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SpooxER] has 
been a to the consideration of the bill, and he is not here 


at 

ie Ga GALLINGER. Let it go over. 

ag fe . 

Mr. HALE. No; do not know that it is to over without 
eee There isa list on the Calendar which never heard of 

fore, of cases ‘‘ passed over without under Rule V Iil.”’ 
I do not know where belong. oa two Calen- 
dars, the five-minute ule VIII, and the other 
Calendar, under Rule IX. I ‘do not — what intermediate 
status a bill that is 


passed over without prejudice. It retains 
its place om the Calender I's ae ania aaa 


and comes 
every day But want to have the next ates Rule 
The PRESIDENT pro This first list was made for the 
convenience of Senators. is still a part of the Calendar under 
Rule ceed ceee iee their without 


prejudice. That is only for the convenience of Senators. It is 
practically a part of the Calendar under Rule VIII. 


Mr. HALE. I suggest that in making up the Calendar for to- 
morrow the clerks make up the ~~ Calendars, the Cal- 
endar under Rule IX and the Calendar under Rule VIII, and then 
we will know what is before us. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator understands that 
if objection is made to the consideration of a bill under Rule Villa 
motion is in order to proceed to its consideration notwithstanding 
the objection. But if am objection is made and nothing more oc- 
curs than the objection, it goes to Rule IX. 

Mr.HALE. Andif it goesover on objection, retaining its place, 
it is to be considered under the five-minute rule when it comes up 
again. I want to have the next item go under Rule IX. 

“The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be stated. 

The Secretary. <A bill (S. 1694) to provide for compensation for 
certain employees of the Treasury, War, and Navy Departments. 

Mr. HALE. Let that go to the Calendar under Rule IX. I 
object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, it goes 
to the Calendar under Rule LX. 

The bill (S. 4074) for the relief of Thierman & Frost was an- 
nounced as next im order. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let that go to the Calendar under Rule EX. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is objected to and 
goes to the Calendar under Rule IX. 

The bill (S. 3421) for the relief of Eleonora G. Goldsboreugh 
was announced as next in order. 

Mr. BURNHAM. TheSenator from Missouri [Mr. CockRELL] 
understands the question involved in this bill and may desire to 
be present when it is . | am expecting him im the 
Chamber at any moment, and I ask that the bill may be passed 
over for a few minutes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over, 
retaining its place on the Calendar. 


ROBERT J, SPOTTSWOOD, ET AL. 


The bill (H. R. 7018) for the relief of Robert J. Spottswood and 
the heirs of William C. McClellan, deceased, was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads with an amendment, in line 6, after the word ‘* Colo- 
rado,” to strike out “‘ ten thousand ”’ and insert “ fifteen thousand 
seven hundred and thirty-one;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and heis hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay, out of any ener in the Treasury not other- 
wise @ to Robert J. § the heirs of William C. 
Meclel n, , of Colorado, $15,731 as additional compensation for trans- 

ing the a States mail from +m -y to Fairplay, and from ied 
in the State of Colorado, by the said wood and McC 
from the Ist day of September, 1878, to the ‘oth day of September, 1879. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


REFUND OF PUBLIC-LAND FIES, 


The bill (S. 642) to amend an act entitled ‘“‘ An act for the relief 
of certain settlers on the public lands, and to provide for the re- 
payment of certain fees, money, and commissions paid 

on void entries on public lands,’’ was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator from Minnesota to explain 
— object of the change of the existing law as proposed by the 


Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, this is a bill which was intro- 
daced by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. searenah. It proposes 
te amend the existing law in two nder existing 
law, where or entry claimants have made entries 
which have afterwards been canceled, they are entitled to have 
the fees which had paid at the land office refunded. That 
is now the law, the only change im that respect is to limit the 
return of the fees to the entryman or his legal representatives. 

The other provision of the bill and the main feature of it re- 
lates to homesteaders or 5 pe claimants who have entered 
lands within the limits of railroad grants. Underall our various 
railroad grants within the primary limits land was put at double 
the minimum price—that is, at $2.50 per acre—on the ground that 
the lands were near to a railroad that was to be constructed. A 
great many settlers have made their final proof and proved up 
their lands within the primary limits of those enibeend grants at 
$2.50 an acre; but it turns out in many cases that some of those 
railroad grants have been forfeited and that no railroad has actu- 
ally been built. 

e object of this bill—and “ is strictly limited to that—is in 
all those cases where any part of a railroad grant has been for- 
feited and no railroad has been built the settlers within 
those limits shall not be charged more than $1.25 an acre,as other 
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settlers are charged, and where they have been so charged they 
shall have the money returned—that is, the excess over and above 


$1.25 an acre. This is simply to put those settlers on a par with 
all other homestead settlers who, outside of railroad limits, never 
pay more than $1.25 an acre for Government land. 

Mr. HALE. Let meask the Senator, under the land laws, what 
actually happens when a projected railroad forfeits its right to 
build and to receive Government lands? 

Mr. NELSON. The lands are placed back exactly where they 
had been before the railroad land grant had been made. 

Mr. HALE. Have there been many cases where that has been 
done without legal controversy? 

Mr. NELSON. Not many cases—I do not know just how 
many—but there have been cases where parts of land grants have 
been forfeited. We passed an act some years ago forfeiting cer- 
tain portions of the land grants out on the Pacific coast; and 
there have been cases where no railroad has been actually built. 

Mr. HALE. And the grant abandoned? 

Mr. NELSON. Yes; the grant abandoned. The refunds un- 
der the bill are strictly limited to those cases. 

I want to call the attention of the Senator to the fact that the 
very theory on which the price of land within railroad grants was 
fixed at $2.50 an acre, instead of $1.25, was that, being within 
railroad limits, the settlers, being within 10 or 20 miles, as the 
case might be, of a railroad, got the benefit of the proximity of the 
railroad, and hence they were to pay a double price for the land. 

Mr. HALE. The proximity of the railroad enhances the value 
of the land? 

Mr. NELSON. Yes; but when it has turned out that a portion 
of the railroad land grant has been forfeited, or the railroad has 
been abandoned and not built, it is not right that settlers on such 
lands should pay more than settlers elsewhere. 

Mr. HALE. Is the Senator very sure that the bill is so limited 
that it only a to such cases? 

Mr. NELSON. Exactly. The bill was amended purposely to 
meet such cases, and it is strictly limited and guarded. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands 
with amendments, on page 2, line 10, after the words ‘‘ General 
Land Office,’’ to insert ‘‘ or adjudged invalid by the final decision 
of a court;’’ in line 18, after the word “‘ made,”’ to insert the word 
‘‘and;”’ in the same line, after the word ‘‘ which,’’ where it oc- 
curs the second time, to insert ‘‘ portion;”’ in line 23, after the 
word ‘any,’ to strike out ‘‘money under this act,’’ and insert 
‘such excess payment;’’ on page 3, line 4, after the word “‘ That,”’ 
to strike out: 


* Nothing herein contained shall be so construed as to affect any land lying 
within the primary limits of any railroad land grant where the road to 
which said grant was made has been constructed. 


And to insert: 


The provisions of this act as to excess payment shall not apply to any land 
within the primary or granted limits of any railroad land grant, or _ 
thereof, where the railroad for which said nt was made has actually n 
constructed adjacent to and coterminous with such land. 


So as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 2 of an act entitled “An act for the relief 
of certain settlers on the public lands, and to provide for the repayment of 
certain fees, purchase money, and commissions paid on void entries of public 
lands,” approved June 16, 1880, be amended so as to read as follows: 

‘Src. 2. That in all cases where homestead or timber-culture or desert-land 
entries or other entries of public lands have heretofore or shall hereafter be 
canceled or relinquished on account of conflict, or where, from any cause, the 
entry has been erroneously allowed and can not be confirmed, the Secretary 
of the Interior shall cause to be repaid to the person who made such entry, 
or to his legal representatives, the fees and commissions, amount of purchase 
money, and excesses paid upon the same, upon the surrender of the duplicate 
receipt and the execution of a proper relinquishment of all claims to said 
land, whenever such entry shall have been duly canceled by the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office or adjudged invalid by the final decision of 


a court; and in all cases where parties, as preemptors or homestead claimants, | 


have paid double-minimum price for land which has afterwards been found 


not to be within the limits of a railroad land grant, or which is within the | 
limits of any — of a grant which has been heretofore or which shall | 
orfeited by reason of any failure upon the part of the grantee | 


hereafter be 
to construct that portion of the railroad in aid of which such nt was made, 
and which portion isadjacent to and coterminous with such lands, the excess 
of $1.25 per acre shall in like manner be repaid, but only to the entryman 
who made the excess payment, or to his executor or administrator for the 
benefit of the estate: Provided, That no claim for any such excess payment 
shall be allowed unless the same is duly made and presented to the Depart- 
ment of the Interior of the United States within the period of three years 
from the date when such claim accrue, or from the date of the approval 
of this act: And provided further, That the provisions of this act as to said 


excess payment shall not apply to any land within the primary or granted | 


rt thereof, where the railroad for 
y been constructed adjacent to and 


t, or 
act 


limits of any lan 
which said grant was made 
coterminous with such land.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. ‘ 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


CHIPPEWA INDIAN LANDS IN MINNESOTA. 


The bill (S. 4284) to amend an act entitled ‘“‘ An act for the re- 
lief and civilization of the Chippewa Indians, in the State of Min- 





nesota,”’ approved January 14, 1899, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs 
with amendments, in section 2, on page 4, line 21, after the word 
‘*best,”’ to strike out ‘“‘permit’’ and insert ‘‘require;’’ on e 5, 
line 12, before the word “‘prior;’’ to insert “‘ at least six months;”’ 
in line 19, after the word ‘‘timber,”’ to strike out “at public auc- 
tion’? and insert ‘‘on sealed bids;’’ in line 21, after the word 
‘*bids,”’ to insert ‘‘A second notice of such sale shall be published 
in the newspapers above named for four weeks;’’ and in line 23, 
before the word ‘‘notices,’’ to insert the word “‘last;’’ so as to 
make the section read: 


Sxc. 2. That section 5 of said act be amended so as to read as follows: 

“Sec. 5. That whenever, and as 0 as the survey, examination, and 
lists of 100,000 acres of said pine landsor ofa less quantity, in the discretion of 
the Secre’ of the Interior, have been made and approve’, the Secretar 
of the Interior shall be, and he hereby is, authorized and directed to sell, 
under such ruies and ms as he ma Epa, ge and at such times and 
places, andin such tracts, parcels, or distr! as he may deem proper, upon 
sealed bids, with the right to reject any and all bids, on stum to be 
scaled under Scribner's rules in the log after being cut, all the merchantable 
pine timber, whether the same be green or dead, stances or fallen, now on 
such pine lands, with the exception of 5 per centum of said timber on certain 
reservations as here’ provided, to be paid for when the timber is cut, 
banked, and scaled in the manner herein provided for: Provided, That the 
Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to require with each and every 
bid such deposit in cash as he may deem proper, and said deposit shall be re- 
turned to each bidder whose bid is rejected: Provided further, That said 
timber shall not be sold ata price less $5 per 1,000 feet board measure: 
Provided further, That the Secretary of the Interior may increase said mini- 
mum price on portions of said timber as he may deem just and proper: Pro- 
vided Vurther, hat said Secretary may, if he shall deem it best, require the 
purchaser of the timber on any tract or district to erect a mill of a capacity 
of not less than 20,000 feet board measure of lumber per day of ten 
and to manufacture thereat the timber on said tract or district, said mill to 
be located on said tract or district, or at such place in the immediate vicinit 
as may be designated by said Secre ; and the said Secretary is authori 
to lease to such purchaser not ex g 820 acres of land for mill purposes, 
at an annual rental to be fixed by the Secretary of the Interior, for a renew- 
able term not enonetng ten years, said term to end, in any event, so soon as 
the timber purchased ll have been sawed and removed, said lease of land 
to be exclusive of the timber thereon, which timber shall be of as 
herein provided for other timber: And ided further, That at least six 
months prior to any sale the Secretary of the Interior shall cause notices of 
said sale to be inse once in each week, for four successive wee 
newspaper of general circulation Bog ee in Minneapolis, St. Paul, Duluth, 
and Crooks‘ Minn.; Chicago, Ill.; Milwaukee, Wis.; poles, Mich.; Phila- 
delphia and Willi rt, Pa.; Boston, Mass., and St. Louis, Mo., of the sale 
of said timber on sealed bids to the highest bidcer, with the right to reject 
any and all bids. A second notice of such sale shall be published in the news- 
papers above named for four weeks, the last publication of said last notices 
to be at least thirty days prior to said sale, said notices to state the time and 
place and the terms of such sale, and to contain a general description,” etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CLAPP. I desire to amend the bill. In section 2, on page 
7, line 8, after the word ‘‘settlement,’’ I move to insert ‘and 
from the operation of this act;’’ in line 8 to strike out the word 
‘*and,”’ before the words “‘in addition,’’ and inserta period; then, 
after the word ‘‘ addition,’’ to insert ‘‘ to the lands heretofore des- 
ignated as fo lands there may be selected,’ and then to 
strike out the word “‘ thereto” where it occurs in the eighth line 
after the word “‘ addition.”’ 

The PRESIDENT protempore, The amendment offered by the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. CLapp] will be stated. 
| The Secretary. In section 2, on page 7, line 3, after the word 
‘* settlement,’’ it is proposed to insert ‘‘ and from the operation of 
this act;’’ in line 8, after the. word “‘ acres,’’ to strike out the word 
‘‘and;”? in the same line, after the word ‘‘acres,’’ to insert a 
period, and in the same line, after the word ‘‘ addition,” to strike 
out ‘‘ thereto’’ and insert ‘‘ to the lands heretofore designated as 
forestry lands there may be selected.”’ 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now, let the language be read as it will 
stand if the amendment be adopted. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The clause will be read as pro- 
posed to be amended. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Provided further, That there shall be reserved from sale or settlement and 
from the operation of this act the timber and land on the islands in Cass Lake 
and in Leech Lake and not to exceed 160 acres at the extremity of Sugar 


Point, on Leech Lake, and the peninsula known as Pine Point, on which the 


uu. 
new Leech Lake Agency is now located, which peninsula approximates 7,000 
| acres. 


In addition to the lands heretofore designated as forestry lands, there 
| may be selected not to exceed 10 sections in area on said reservations last 
| aforesaid, to be selected by the forester of the Department of Agriculture. 
with the approval of the Secretary of the Interior. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 


| ment offered by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. CLAPP]. 


The amendment was to. : 

Mr. ALLISON, Mr. ident, this is a very important bill, 
and it seems to have been very carefully drawn. I think, how- 
ever, in view of its importance, the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
_QUARLES] who reported the bill should give a brief statement 
of the effect of it when it shall become a law. . 

Mr. QUARLES. Mr. President, the first feature of this bill 
which is entitled to attention is the repeal of the so-called “‘ dead. 
and-down act,” under which certain scandals have arisen and 
under which it is claimed that the Indians have been defrauded 


in one 
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out of many thousands of dollars. Thatis repealed. In the next | grams from people at home urging me to vote for this proposition. 


place, the effort of this bill is to secure for the last remaining 
eat body of pine east of the Rocky Mountains—in behalf of the 
dians, of course—the very best price that can be obtained. 

The leading feature of the bill in that regard is the provision 
which authorizes the Secretary of the Interior—indeed, requires 
him-—before selling any portion of the pine timber to give notice 
of six months through the leading newspapers of this country of 
the fact that six months hence he will offer for sale on sealed bids 
such quantities as he may select of this body of pine. a 

The bill also provides that within thirty days of the expiration 
of that period of six months another similar notice through the 
medium of these newspapers shall again be given. The object, of 
course, of that provision, as every Senator will see, is, first, to give 
the lumbermen of other States than the State of Minnesota ample 
time to come in and examine this pine timber and find out how 
much timber there is on each section of land; so the lumbermen 
from the State of my honorable friend the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. ALLISON] will have ample time to go and familiarize them- 
selves with the value of the piné in each particular section of this 
great body of timber. Then before the sale takes place’ this sec- 
ond notice is given. Therefore, there can be no claim that the 
lumbermen of all the States have not been apprised of the fact 
that this sale is to take place. ee 

Now, the committee have changed the bill in one respect. As 
originally drawn, it provided foranauctionsale. Wehavethought 
it better to have the sale proceed along the line of sealed bids, so 
that the Iowa lumbermen, for instance, who have examined the 
pine may come in intelligently and make their sealed bids, accom- 

nied with so much cash as may be required and with such a 
tons as the Secretary of the Interior may think fit to exact to 
carry out the obligations. 

Then, to the Secretary is reserved the right to reject any or all 
bids. So we are protected in that way from any possible combi- 
nation among the bidders. Whenever the Secretary has deter- 
mined which of these bids is the most advantageous, he then pro- 
ceeds to make a contract; and of course I need not follow the 
process any further than that. 

In regard to scaling, the theory of this bill is that not a log 
shall be taken off from any reservation until it has been paid for. 
It is scaled by the process known as the bank scale, and the Gov- 
ernment employs the scalers, and the bidder must pay the cash 
before he takes the logs away at all. 

Another feature of the bill, which we regard as important, 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to demand and to require 
that the purchaser shall saw the logs on the reservation and give 
the Indians an opportunity to be employed in every process of 
that work so far as they may. A sawmill is in a sense a civilizer 
when taken on one of these reservations, and we regard that as 
one of the important features of the bill. 

The Interior Department, I will say, has conferred carefully in 
regard to the bill and is thoroughly in accord with the scheme 
of the committee. I need not mention, probably, the forestry 
feature of the bill, because the casual reading of it would suggest 
that feature to anyone. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


LABELING OF CHAMPAGNE, 


The bill (S. 1847) for the proper labeling of wine purporting to 


be champagne was announced as the next business in order on 
the Calendar. 


Mr. LODGE. Let the bill go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 
REPEAL OF WAR-REVENUE TAXATION. 

Mr. ALDRICH submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the diengreeing votes of the two Houses 
on theamendmentsof the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1 ) to 


: war-revenue 
aon ‘on, and for other pu having met, after full and free conference 
falengtent to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 


ant the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 12 and 19. 
t the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, and 18, and agree 


to the same, 
NELSON W. ALDRICH, 
W. B. ALLISON, 
G. G. VEST, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
cera 
—* . Managers on the part of the House. 
r. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, I regret very 
that the conference committee has to take the acti = 
ommended in this report. I believe that the tax ought to remain 


on bucket shops, and I should be glad to have it extended so as 
include all other transactions of aaanatiek. I eoomumoaee 


One comes from Conway, in my State, and reads: 
MAROH 31, 1992. 


1 the war tax on all grain and 
on or off an exchange by any 
dof trade and stock exchanges and not 
from individual brokers gives them a monopoly of this business. This means 
that every cotton transaction must be done in New York or New Orleans, 
and will work a great hardship on the people of this section, as it will drive 
the nonexchange brokers out of business and deprive the smaller townsof 
the market rts, which under the present system they have, and which is 


of great benefit tothem. Knowing your antipathy to monopoly, we feel con- 


fident you will vote to repeal the war tax in its entirety, to treat all alike. 
J.W.James, Lee Swarz, Joe Frauenthal, W.E.Cox, W.M. Harrell, 
Max Frauenthal, W. B. Stark, H. ©. Moore, 8S. G. Smith, B. L. 
Horton, B. F. Witt, J. A. King, L. P. Pyle, Geo. A. Pine, W. B. 
Youre. Conway Cotton Oil Company, Henry Frauenthal, B. F. 
pencer. 


A similar telegram, coming from Morrillton, is as follows: 


MARCH 31, 1902. 

We respectfully request you to vote to repeal the war tax on all grain and 
stock transactions whenever executed on or off an exchange by any broker. 
To remove it from board of trade and stock exchanges and not from indi- 
vidual brokers gives them a monopoly of this business. This means that 
every cotton transaction must be done in New York or New Orleans—will 
work a t hardship on the people of this section, as it will drive nonex- 
change Grokers out of | business and deprive the smaller towns of the market 
reports, which under the t system they have, and which is of great 
benefit to them. Kno your antipathy to monopoly, we feel confident 
you will vote to repeal the war tax in ite entirety, treating all alike. 

H. B. Henly, H. D. Cammack, C. C. Love, B. A. Mayo, Jas. I. Ellis, 
J. N. Heagan, J. 8. Moose, W. P. Wells, O. T. Bentley, Wood 
Rainwater, A. V. Hembree, Robt. D. Carl, W. M. Riddick, 
W. J. Stowers, W. N. Owen, J. H. Scroggins, R. E. Echols. 

Mr. President, I believe that this business ought to be taxed, 
and I should like to see a very heavy rate of taxation applied to 
all alike. In the bill as it is now there is a provision levying 
taxes on these smaller bucket-shop transactions. I believe that 
tax ought to be maintained, and I am not willing to vote to repeal 
taxes of that sort when there are taxes kept on any reputable or 
fair business anywhere else in the country. It seems to me to be 
wrong in every . Lam utterly opposed to it. While these 
citizens of my State have been sending such telegrams (and they 
were doubtless suggested to them by telegraph, for they are the 
same almost from each town, and that fact indicates that there 
is an organized movement in favor of freeing bucket shops from 
the burden they now carry in the Government tax), I am utterly 
and positively opposed to it. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, I am opposed to all these trans- 
actions, that are really gambling transactions in disguise. They 
are said to be gambling transactions in which the elders may en- 
gage without losing their church relation. But a governmeni 
ought to deal with its citizens fairly. If this had been a bill to 
tax all transactions of this kind, I could have seen no reasonable 
objection to it—none at all—but we ought not to pick out a part 
of a class of men, although we may call them all gambiers, and 
ga a tax on them and let all the remainder of the family go free. 

understand the Senate conferees have receded from the amend- 
ment which they put on the bill as it came from the House. Ido 
not want to be understood as favoring these unlawful institu- 
tions that gamble under the form of a contract prescribed by 
law. That is really what they are doing. The Supreme Court 
has held, as you all know, that if both parties agree to take the 
article at the day appointed, at the price named, that is not 
mbling at all; provided they did not intend it as a mere form 
in which to bet on the price of the article, and that if a man 
claims that it is an unlawful transaction, he has to prove. not 
that he intended, but that both parties intended not to take the 
article bargained for. If they both intended not to take it, then 
it was not a lawful transaction. 

But in order to avoid it, the man who objects to the contract as 
being illegal must establish that both parties intended it to be 
settled on the basis of the price of the article at the time it was 
contracted to be delivered. That is a sort of proof which under 
the New York Cotton Exchange regulations can never be adduced, 
and although every man, woman, and child connected with the 
whole business knew that it was a gambling transaction, yet you 
could not prove it, because you could not get into the other fel 
low’s mind and prove what oo intended to do. They all! settle 
the contracts at the prevailing price when the time comes; no- 
body questions that that is what they intend to do, but when you 
come to prove it you can not do it. 

Mr. President, my opinion is that legislators ought not to single 
out a particular class of a set of men all transacting exactly the 
same sort of business, and tax one and leave the other untaxed. 
I should not object to taxing both of them, but I do think it is 
meen for | tors to engage in this partiality in making the 

Ww. 
Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, this is not a proposition to im- 

a tax, I will say to the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Perrvs]. 
tis a position to remove a tax which is now in existence. 
The bucket shops were taxed for a legitimate purpose, to raise 


We pemportetey request you to vote to re 
stock e transactions whenever execut 
broker. To remove it from 
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revenue during the time when we were raising revenue and legis- 
lating to raise money forthe Spanish war. Itis atax on them to- 


day. If the conference report be agreed to it will remove the 
tax from the bucket shops. 

Now, it seems to me to vote to take off that tax and leave taxes 
on so many articles far more deserving of consideration than this 
is would be unjust. The same bill levies a tax on tobacco. I 
would much rather vote to remove the tax upon tobacco than to 
remove it from bucket shops; and I will say,in answer to the 
Senator from Alabama, that I would be opposed to making this 
discrimination. 

He says, however, that the bill proposes toremove the tax from 
the larger transactions on boards of exchange. I am opposed to 
removing that also, but the committee will doubtless say that 
that was in another section and has passed both Houses and is 
beyond the reach of the conference committee. Then it ought 
not to have been so. The tax ought to have been taken off of 
neither. If it had been taken off of one where it should not be 
taken off, I do not think that is any reason why it should be taken 
off the rest of it. This tax isa legitimate tax, put there for a 
legitimate purpose; and if the Senate votes to agree to the con- 
ference report it will remove that tax from the bucket shops. The 
bucket shops, as we all know, in many little towns throughout 
the country are regular gambling shops, and the worst character 
of gambling shops in many places. And yet many Senators, not 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], who came in but 
a few days ago and voted to impose a tax on a legitimate industry 
in order to crush it out, now turn around and propose to remove 
a tax from this illegitimate business where it now exists. That 
is the case as it presents itself to my mind, and I hope the Senate 
will not agree to the report, but will insist on keeping this tax on 
the bucket shops. 

Mr. PETTUS. I wish to ask the Senator from Arkansas a 
question. Does not the Senator know that this bill repeals all 
the war taxes of every kind and restores the tax—— 

Mr. BERRY. Not restores it. Lobject tothe word. It pro- 
posed to retain the tax on bucket shops. 

Mr. PETTUS. The bill in its present form, as it now comes to 
the Senate from the conference committee, I understand, repeals 
every war tax but—— 


Mr. BERRY. It does not repeal this one. 
Mr. PETTUS. Yes; as it now stands. 
Mr. BERRY. As I understand it, the bill as it came from the 


House repealed all war taxes. The Senate agreed to the House 
bill with the exception that they did not agree to take the tax off 
of bucket shops. It refused to agree to that provision. The bill 
went to conference. The House refused to recede from its dis- 
agreement. The Senate now comes in, and the proposition of the 
report is for the Senate to recede from its amendment. The Sen- 
ate refused, when it passed the bill, to take off the tax which now 
exists under the law. Now, the conferees come in and ask the 
Senate to agree to take it off. That is the situation exactly. 

Mr. PETTUS. Iwant to state to the Senator that this bill does 
repeal all war taxes of every kind—— 

Mr. BERRY. Except this. 

Mr. PETTUS. If youagree to the conference report, it repeals 
all war taxes of every kind. 

Mr. BERRY. That is correct. 

Mr. PETTUS. And the objection I am making to the bill is 
that you ought not to pick ont a particular division of a particu- 


lar class and tax them and leave all the war taxes as they were | 
before on another class. It is class legislation. It is worse than 


that even. It is legislation with respect to a particular part of 
a particular class, because our information, whether we know it 
or not, is that all of these great exchanges, as they call them, 


are engaged im exactly the same character of business im every | 


respect. 
Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, only a word about the class 
legislation. I think I may say it is class legislation, according to 


the Senator from Alabama, to take off the tax on bucket shops 
and leave it on manufactured tobacco. This bill provides a tax 
on manufactured tobacco. 

Mr. PETTUS. It changes it back to what it was before we put 
on the war tax. 

Mr. BERRY. Certainly. I would much rather remove that 
than to remove the tax from bucketshops. It is not a proposition 
to tax an illegitimate transaction, because the tax which was put 
on there was put on for revenue, for a legitimate purpose, and is 
in the law to-day. 

With thousands of other articles taxed all over the country, 
necessaries of life, to come in and take this one off and leave the 
tax standing on hundreds of others, matters which are legitimate, 
I think is bad legislation, and why Senators who voted but a 
few days ago to put a tax on oleomargarine (and they admitted 
that it was not done for purposes of revenue, but to crush out the 


industry) should come in now and ask the Senate to take off a tax ' 





which has already been placed and is by law imposed on these 
illegitimate bling concerns I can not understand. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, it seems to me the Senator 
from Arkansas |Mr. Berry] is arguing against his position on 
the oleomargarine bill, because he contended in that case that it 
was a tax intended to destroy a legitimate industry in the inter- 
est of another legitimate industry, and now he contends that you 
ought to leave the tax on part of these gambling concerns, but 
not put it on all. 

Mr. BERRY. I beg the Senator's pardon. I say it ought to 
be left on all; and I never said anything to the contrary. 

Mr. TILLMAN. But it is not to be left on all of them. 

Mr. BERRY. I say so far as my vote goes it should be; and 
in addition to that, this tax was not put on for the purpose of 
crushing out anything. This was put on for the purpose of rais- 
ing revenue. It was put on legitimately, and is a legitimate tax. 
Now, the proposition is to pick out this poateony objectionable 
business and take the tax off of the bucket shop, while leaving 
the tax stand on hundreds of other articles from which it ought 
to be removed. That is my position. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If I understand the condition, it is this: The 
Senator would like to see a tax on all agencies for speculation 
— sell futures and the like of that? DoI understand him cor- 
rectly? 

Mr. BERRY. If there were a tax on any such proposition I 
never would vote to remove it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I know the Senator would not, and I believe 
he would agree with me that it would be a proper thing, because 
it would tax out of existence, if possible, these gambling concerns 
which affect the price of cotton and wheat and other commodi- 
ties by selling millions of bales of cotton on future contracts. 

Mr. BERRY. If the Senator so believes, I do not see how he 
can vote to take off the tax which was put on this peculiarly ille- 
gitimate transaction. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Does not the cotton exchange in New York 
sell futures every day? 

Mr. BERRY. I guess it does. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Is there any tax on that? 

Mr. BERRY. There will be a tax until this bill passes. 

Mr. TILLMAN. On that? 

Mr. BERRY. I understand the tax under the present law ap- 
plies to all transactions except where the article is actually 
delivered. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the chairman of the committee inform 
us just what the result of this report will be? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the contention of the House 
conferees, if I may be permitted to say what took place in the 
conference committee, as I believe I am, was that effect of 
this measure as it passed the Senate would be to tax transactions 
which do not take place on boards of trade and exchanges, but 
would tax all transactions which take place off such boards or 
exchanges; in other words, that it was a discrimination in favor 
of the exchanges and the large dealers and against the 
small brokers. 

Mr. TILLMAN, It would not, then, affect the cotton exchange 
or the wheat pit? 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is the contention of the House con- 
ferees, that the bill as it stands— - 

Mr. TILLMAN. What is the idea of the Senator himself? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I prefer that the language should speak for 
itself. Iam willing to admit that the provision as it passed the 
Senate is unfortunate, it being the origmal language used in the 
act of 1901, and does leave the question open to construction by 
the courts. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Have not the exchanges been paying the tax? 
Have they ever contested it in the courts? 

Mr. ALDRICH. They have been paying it under another sec- 
tion of the law, which was repealed by both Houses, and with 
_ it was beyond the province of the conference committee to 


Mr. TILLMAN. It is already repealed? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is already repealed in this act by the action 
of both Houses, and it was not within the purview of the confer- 
ence committee. 

Mr. TILLMAN. So it does not make any difference what we 
do with this report, the big fish are untaxed; and the question is 
whether or not we shall retain the tax on the small ones? 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is the contention. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It seems to me we should treat all alike. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the question is not presented 
by either of the Senators from Arkansas. Both Houseshave acted 
this measure, which reduces taxes to the amount of $73,- 
000,000. They are in accord except on the one item of the reten- 
tion of this tax. The House conferees refused to agree to it, and 
the Senate conferees were obliged to submit to the action of the 
House, the Senate having put this amendment on a bill reducing 
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taxes, a bill which, under the Constitution, it was within the 
power of the House to originate. I do not mean to say literally 
that we could not insist on the amendment, but I believe every 
member of the Senate will understand that we could not allow 
this bill to fail on account of the difference between the two Houses 
upon this question. ; 

On the simple question of the merits of the controversy, there 
is another question involved, and that is as to the construction 
which might be put upon the third section as it is now retained, 
and as the Senate pro to retain it in the bill. The third sec- 
tion was put into the aw as a part of the general scheme of taxa- 
tion. Weare repealing all the other portions of it and leaving 
this to stand by itself, and the words about which there is con- 
tention are these: This provides that every transaction of a cer- 
tain nature—— 

Mr. BACON. From what page does the Senator read? 

Mr. ALDRICH. From theeighth page of the revenue-reduction 
act of 1901. The language is notin the conferencereport. If the 
Senator will send to the Committee on Finance and get a copy of 
the revenue-reduction law of 1901, he will find on the eighth page 
the provisions which I am now discussing. : : 

Mr. BACON, Will the Senator please state again the designa- 
tion of the document? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The war-revenue-reduction act of 1901. That 


act provides: 
8. From and after the ist or of April, 1901, every person, association, 
copartnership, or corporation who or which in its, or their own 


behalf, or as agent, engage in the business of making or offering to make 
contracts, a ments, trades, or transactions respecting the purchase or 
sale, or pure and sale, of any qzain, ns age raw or unmanufactured 
cotton, stock, bonds, or other ties wherein both parties thereto, or such 
person, association, copartnership, or co tion above named, contemplate 
or intend that such contracts, agreements, trades, or transactions shall be or 
may be closed, adjusted, or settled according or with reference to the public 
market quotations of prices made on any board of or exchange upon 
which the commodities or securities referred to in said contracts, agree- 
ments, trades, or transactions are dealt in— 
And now comes the language in controversy— 


and without a bona fide transaction on such a board of trade or exchange. 


Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator permit me right there? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. BERRY. The dispute is whether that includes the larger 
exchanges. Is that the question in contention? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The question is whether a transaction which 
is in the nature of a sale or a purchase of futures without an un- 
derstanding that the goods themselves were to be delivered might 
be made on a board of trade or exchange without taxation, but 
if made other than on a board of trade or exchange or by a mem- 
ber of a board of trade or exchange would be obliged to pay the 
taxes. 

Mr. BERRY. Is the section the Senator is reading now the 
one the Senate proposed to retain? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The very section. 

Mr. BERRY. Then I should like to ask the Senator from 
Rhode Island why the conferees can not frame language to make 
it mean that the tax goes both on the smaller and the larger trans- 
actions. What reason is there why it can not be so framed that 
there will be no dispute and no contention about it? 

Mr. ALDRICH. We offered to do that, but the conferees on 
the part of the House would not agreed to it. 

Mr. BERRY. The only reasonis that the House conferees have 
not been willing to do it. Then this pretense here that we can 
not put it on and keep it on the larger transaction is not borne 

‘out by the statement of the Senator from Rhode Island. The 
= reason is that the House conferees are not willing to agree 
it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator is alittle forcible in his language 
about a pretense. 

Mr. BERRY. I was not referring to the Senator from Rhode 
Island in the remark I made. I meant it in no offensive sense. 
It has been stated by several Senators here that we could not get 
> on = larger transactions. I did not intend any offense in the 

emark. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The fact is that the second paragraph of 
Schedule A taxes transactions made on boards of trade re ex- 
changes. That has been repealed in other parts of the bill by the 
action of both Houses, and it is beyond the power of the confer- 
on BE “ae a 

r. - Butit one in another ill. 
It i in the same tan been done ther part of the bill 
r. ICH. It has been done in other parts of this bill. 

Mr. BERRY. Does the Senator tell me that could 
set be. framed, and eat by the conference oy Sendo. pro- 

sion in dispute so as to make it apply to the transactio: 
NO a gh ia 

r. - With my understanding of the ers and 
duties of a conference eommntiten, I should not think it would be 
within the power of the conference committee to put into the law 
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a a ae which had been repealed by the action of both Houses. 
That is not my understanding of what a conference report shenld 
undertake to do. 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator has just said, if he will permit me, 
that the dispute was as to the meaning of those two words, as to 
whether they would or would not be held to apply to larger trans- 
actions, standing in this provision to the repeal of which the Sen- 
ate had not agreed. Now, then, if that be true, why can it not 
be made certain in the conference report,in this particular pro- 
vision, as to whether it does apply or not. 

But aside from that, Mr. President, as I said before, I should 
be glad to have it remain on both. Because Congress has wrong- 
fully taken it off of one where it ought to stay is no reason why 
it should take it off of another where it ought to stay. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Burrows in the chair). 
The question is on agreeing to the conference report. 

Mr. ALLISON obtained the floor. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALLISON. I yield to the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. BACON. I simply wanted the Senator from Rhode Island 
to point out the words. Iam unable to find them. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Ti1- 
MAN] has the act and will show the words to the Senator. 

Mr. BACON. I wish to ask the Senator this question: If I 
understood him correctly, the statement was that in the con- 
troversy between the two Houses it is contended that according 
to one construction it would be limited in its operation to the 
smaller establishments, but according to another construction it 
would embrace all. Now, it does seem to me that it is unneces- 
sary, unless the Senator thinks that the former construction is 
undoubtedly the correct one, that we should act upon the assump- 
tion that it is limited. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The conference committee are not present- 
ing this report upon the merits of this particular section. We 
say that it is impossible to agree upon its insertion in this bill 
with the House of Representatives, and we therefore ask the Sen- 
ate to recede trom its action. The Senate conferees are for the 
provision. 

Mr. BACON. The Senate conferees, as I understand, are for 
the provision upon the construction made by them that it would 
embrace all transactions of the character, whether they were 
upon the exchange or not. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We were for this provision because we 
thought it was a ere tax to retain. 

Mr. BACON. e Senator thought, I presume, it was a tax 
which would be general in its operation and effect on the larger 
establishments as well as the smaller. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is our understanding. 

Mr. BACON. That is the theory, as I understand it, upon 
which the Senate has proceeded, that it was not one which would 
be partial in its operation. 

r. ALDRICH. I am bound, however, to say to the Senator 
from Georgia that this view of the question was not presented 
in the Senate and it was not brought to the attention of members 
of the committee until the meeting of the conference committee. 

Mr. BACON. If it were trueasaconclusion beyond doubt that 
the effect of the provision as included in the amendment of the 
Senate would be to limit this tax to the smaller establishments 
and to relieve the larger establishments, there would be great 
force in the argument against the retention of the clause. But 
as I understand it there are two constructions to be put upon it, and 
the construction which is the more proper one for legislators, it 
seems to me, as to the general operation of the tax, was the one 
which the Senate considered to be the correct construction. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam bound to say to the Senator from Geor- 
gia that the House members of the conference were against it on 
either construction. 

Mr. BACON. I understand that, and the Senate is for it upon 
the construction we put upon it. The House is against it even 
conceding our construction. Now, Mr. President, upon that issue 
I should certainly hope that the Senate would sank) by the posi- 
tion which it occupied before, because it is the proper position. 

Mr. President, I am not in favor of this tax because it may be 
in the er of some a righteous thing to destroy a certain busi- 
ness. e effect is not to destroy the business. But I am in favor 
of the tax because it represents a very large part of the business 
of the United States which, except under the present law, bears 
no scintilla of the burdens of this Government and ought to bear 
its share. If there is any business in the world that ought to 
bear its share, _ a re aoe ae a its seeeeae so 
generally upon all parts of the country, ough it may be located 
at a tical: _— The vast flood of money which changes 
hands through the operations of business of this kind is a fiood 
made up of millions of streamlets which flow from every village 
and hamlet in the country. And, Mr. President, it is a proper 
and a successful revenue-bearing subject of taxation. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from Georgia contend that 
because it is a proper subject of taxation there can be no agree- 
ment between the two Houses? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly not. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator contend that we must have 
the bill fail rather than submit to other people’s judgment, or 
that this is not a matter of adjustment between the two Houses? 
The House accepted sixteen out of the eighteen amendments of 
the Senate to the bill: 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. BACON. Pardon me; I want to reply to the Senator from 
Rhode Island. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I wish to ask—— 

Mr. BACON. Let me reply and then I will yield to the Sena- 
tor with great pleasure. e Senator asked me a question, to 
which, of course, there can be but one reply, as to whether I rec- 
ognize that there can be no agreement between the two Houses. 
The Senator certainly does not expect me to answer that in but 
one way, and I have in mind but one possible answer to that ques- 
tion. But the fact that it is recognized, of course, that there must 
be an agreement between the two Houses or a bill will otherwise 
fail is no reason, if we stand upon firm and good ground, why we 
should abandon our position without a struggle to the utmost to 
maintain it. That is the only proposition I submit. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator a question, if he 
will yield. 

Mr. BACON. With great pleasure. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator think, as a matter of sound con- 
stitutional proceeding, taking the relation of the two Houses to 
the matter of taxation provided by the Constitution, that the Sen- 
ate ought to insist on retaining any tax which the representatives 
of the people think ought not to be retained? 

Mr. BACON. Well, Mr. President, I certainly can not admit 
that there is only one answer to that question, or, if I do, it would 
be the opposite of what the Senator’s inquiry would seem to indi- 
cate was his opinion. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will pardon me. I did not indicate 
an opinion. It is the old “‘ paper-duty ’’ question of England. 

Mr. BACON. I understand that. 

Mr. HOAR. If I may be pardoned, the Constitution says that 
the House must originate revenue bills of this kind. A bill of 
this kind is conceded in our practice to be within that constitu- 
tional provision, the idea being that the immediate representatives 
of the people, voting by numbers, should have a certain prepon- 
derating power in the matter of taxation, and that there never 
should be a tax on this people unless the House of Representatives 
has proposed to have a tax. 

I agree that we can amend such bills as other bills and that 
there might be a case where we could perfectly, within our con- 
stitutional right, insist on retaining a tax which the people of the 
United States, as a people, want to be rid of, but I think it isa 
very dangerous ground to tread on, and that, ordinarily, when the 
— do not want to continue a tax and have said so through the 

ouse of Representatives the representatives of the States in the 
Senate, which may represent in political power here the minority 
of the people, ought not to insist on keeping that taxon. That is 
my point. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, the Senator asked me a question 
and then presented his views in support of his side of it, which, 
of course, have the usual force of everything said by that distin- 
guished and honorable Senator. It is with great reluctance that 
l ever differ from the Senator, and whenever I do upon a question, 
certainly of this kind, it very much shakes the confidence I would 
otherwise have in my own judgment. 

As I understand the inquiry of the learned Senator, it is whether 
the Senate can with propriety (the Senator, I think, used the term 
** constitutional propriety,’’ or words equivalent to that), in view 
of the constitutional relations of the House to the question of 
originating revenue, insist upon a retention of a tax which is op- 
posed by the House? 

Now, Mr. President, the provision of the Constitution is one 
which gives to the House of Representatives not the exclusive 
right to determine what shall be the subject-matter of taxation 
or what shall be the rate of taxation, but it gives to the House of 
Representatives simply the right of origination, and when it con- 
ferred upon the Senate the right to make amendments it certainly 
did not mean to limit to the Senate the right to make merely a 
suggestion, arbitrarily and finally to be accepted or rejected by 
the House as it in its judgment might think proper. But while 
the Constitution gives to the House of Representatives the right 
to originate. when it conferred upon the Senate the right to amend 
it went further than to confer upon the Senate the right to veto 
by objection; it went to the extent of conferring upon the Senate 
the power, after it had been placed within its jurisdiction, to amend 
not for the purpose of suggestion, as the inquiry of the learned 
Senator would seem to indicate, but for the purpose of having the 


judgment of the Senate enacted into law if in the usual orderly 
procedure it should be found that the Senate was right in its con- 
tention and if the Senate should admit it of sufficient importance 
to insist upon its contention and to stand its ground, if need be, 
to the extent of the defeat of a bill rather than to surrender a po- 
sition which it deemed to be important. 

The honorable Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] calls 
my attention to a section of the Constitution which illustrates 
the correctness of the position which I have just taken in the 
very clause to which the learned Senator from Massachusetts 
pointed. 

All bills for raising revenue shall originate in the House of Representa- 
tives; and the Senate may propose or concur with amendments— 

Is that all? 

Mr. HOAR. ‘As on other bills.”’ 

Mr. BACON. If it were all, the suggestion of the honorable 
Senator might be of more force than it is waen we read the con- 
cluding clause— 
as on other bills. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o’clock having 
arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 2960) to prohibit the coming into 
and to regulate the residence within the United States, its Terri. 
tories, and all possessions and all territory under its jurisdiction, 
and the District of Columbia, of Chinese persons and persons of 
Chinese descent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the unfinished business may be 
temporarily laid aside until the conference report can be finished. 
It can be finished in a very few minutes I suggest. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Rhode Is- 
land asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business be tem- 
porarily laid aside. 

Mr. BACON. I hope the Senator from Rhode Island will not 
insist on that course. This is a matter which may be quite famil- 
iar to him because he has been upon the conference committee 
and has had the opportunity, but our attention was not drawn to 
it until the reading of the conference report this morning. Some 
of us would like to have an opportunity to look into it a little. I 
think ita matter of very grave importance. It is a subject-matter 
of taxation, and it is an important source of revenue. I myself 
am extremely reluctant to see it surrendered. There will not be 
any very great injury to the public service in any way in giving 
us an opportunity to take it up when we can have more time 
for its proper consideration than we could have now. Iam sure 
the Senator is mistaken in thinking it can be disposed of in a few 


minutes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I wasspeaking from the standpoint of personal 
convenience. I am obliged to leave the city at 4 o’clock and will 
be absent several days, and it will be a matter of personal conven- 
ience to me if it can be di of. It seems to me there can be 
no constitutional question involved in it. 

Mr. BACON. Ido not think so either. 

a ALDRICH. It is a question of procedure between the two 
ouses. 

Mr. BACON. I do not think there is any constitutional ques- 
tion involved. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is a question whether the Senate will in- 
sist upon a position in regard to this matter which I think in the 
= ee will have to give up. I see no way out of it except to 
yield. 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator from Rhode Island yield to me 
a moment for a question? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Of course. 

Mr. BERRY. The House conferees have never taken it to the 
House for a yea-and-nay vote. If the Senate will insist on its 
amendment by a yea-and-nay vote here to-day and refuse to agree 
to the report and thus compel the House conferees to take it to 
the House, I aematy give it as my opietion that if it is brought 
to the House and fully understood and a yea-and-nay vote is taken, 
the House will agree and let this tax on bucket shops stand. 

Mr. BACON. Only the tax on bucket shops? ; 

Mr. BERRY. Well, the whole business, as we consider it ard 
as the Senator himself considered it. He said that was his under- 
standing, but now he says the House thinks another construction 
may be put upon it, and therefore they do not agree to it. Now, 
I believe that the tax is on both; it ought to be on both; and I am 
in favor of keeping it on both. It having been put there for reve- 
nue p , it ought to stay there, because it yields a revenue. 
Let the report go back to the House; let them take a yea-and-nay 
vote on the question. 

Mr. PE S. Mr. President, I want to say in repiy to the 
last proposition that I am very anxious to get off he war 
taxes now. , 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Rhode Island 
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asks unanimous consent that the regular order of business be 
temporarily laid aside. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask the Senator from Georgia to allow 
this discussion to go on for a while, and if it is prolonged indef- 


initely —— 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I rise to a parliam eT 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from hu- 
setts will state it. - 

Mr. HOAR. Does it require unanimous consent? The con- 
ference report can instantly be called up after the regular order 
is laid before the Senate. It displaces it only temporarily, any- 
way. It does not require unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Rhode Island 
asked unanimous consent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I thought it the best course to pursue, because 
I wanted to have the method adopted which would be agreeable to 
everyone. I did not suppose there would be any objection to it, 

Mr. BACON. The Senator puts it to us asa matter of personal 
convenience tohim. If it were a matter in which a delay of a few 
days would work any very great hardship, certainly there would be 
every disposition to consider the convenience of the Senator, but 
it can certainly come up again upon his return in a few m1 It 
is not a matter of such urgency as to require that it shall be dis- 
posed of to-day. : 

I wish to make a suggestion to the Senator. This is not done 
captiously. This matter comes in to-day when we have had no 
opportunity for its examination. Itis an extremely difficult mat- 
ter, right in the progress of a debate, to weigh the language that 
has been read here and to see what its exact relation may be to the 
proposition which is involved. For instance, this conference re- 
port comes in this morning and the various provisions which are 
agreed to by the conference es are simply indicated by num- 
ber. Until the senior Senator from Arkansas intr. JONES] in what 
he had to say disclosed the nature of the particular item, I had 
no idea what it was by number. I thinkin a matter of such gravity 
Senators ought to have an opportunity to see this measure in print 
and understand what it is. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Georgia is a most diligent 
member of the Senate, and he naturally inquires into all important 
subjects that are before the Senate. I think that is correct and 
right, and every Senator should do the same. But the Senator 
must recognize the fact that it is impossible always to delay every 
measure that is before the Senate until he can have a chance to 
investigate every part of it. That isalmost without the limits of 
possibility. 

I am not disposed at all to be unreasonable about this matter. 
I believe the Senator from Iowa, who sought the floor a few mo- 
ments ago, can explain it satisfactorily to the Senator if he has 
an opportunity. ere is but one amendment in controversy be- 
tween the two Houses that is of any consequence whatever, and 
that is the amendment which is now under consideration. 

There has been no other question before the committee, I will 
say, of importance except this, and the question simply is whether 
the Senate will recede from its action, the House having declined 
to yield. The merits of the controversy are, I think, not involved 
to a very great extent. I should be if we could go on with 
the consideration of the report for a while, with the view of seeing 
if the matter can not be satisfactorily explained to the Senator 
from Georgia and to the Senator from Arkansas, who also takes 
great interest in it. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, this matter has been in contro- 
versy some two or three weeks, has it not? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It has. 

Mr. BERRY. It has taken the House conferees three weeks to 
convince the Senator from Rhode Island and the Senator from 
Iowa that this tax ought to be repealed. Those Senators have 
been insisting on what we have been insisting on now constantly 
in that conference for the last two or three weeks. Now they 
have come in and yielded. It does seem to me that the Senator 
from Georgia and others ought to have one day to have the re- 
port ag ore and see what the lan means, and whether it 
includes both the large and the establishments. Itisnotan 
unreasonable request that it shall go over for one day until it can 
be printed, and then Senators can be ready to vote intelligently 
upon it. I think the request is a reasonable one, and I the 
Senator from Rhode Island will not a ee t toa 

. vote. A number of Senators are at work in erce Com- 
mittee on the river and harbor bill, and they are compelled to be 
there this afternoon. Ih that the report will go over. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the on can goon for a while I think 
Senators will be convinced that there is no reason for it to go 


over. I think th 
vicenll clan e Senator from Arkansas a be con- 


Mr. BERRY. I did not 


understand the Senator. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I think if the discussion could i 
while the Senator himself will beconvineea that it eelnens cer 





Mr. BERRY. No; I have to go to the Committee on Commerce 
to consider the river and harbor bill, and I have not time to wait 
to hear the discussion. , 

Mr. ALDRICH. Itis, of course, a matter of great regret to the 
Senate that the Senator is obliged to be away, but I think if he 
could stay he would be convinced by the statement of the Senator 
from Iowa that it is a very simple matter. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BERRY. rg hae nti ne toask forthe yeas and 
nays on agreeing e report. I may not be present when it is 
voted on, and I should like to ask now for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ThkeSenator from Arkansas asks 
that the vote on the report be taken by yeas and nays. Is therea 
second to the demand for the yeas and nays? 

Mr. BACON. I understand the Senator from Arkansas asks 
that when the vote is taken it be taken by yeas and nays. 

Mr. BERRY. Ordering the yeas and nays does not cut off de- 
bate under the rules. There is no rule of that kind. We can 
order the yeas and nays at any time. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BACON. I want to say to the Senator from Rhode Island 
that I desire the time to examine into this question to satisfy my 
own mind on one point, whether under the proper construction 
of it, or the construction which I may find to be, in my judgment, 
the proper construction, it will continue the tax upon all those 
cnguael te this business. 

Mr. ALLISON. It will not. 

Mr. BACON. I understand the Senator from Iowa and the 
Senator from Wisconsin are of that opinion. I have the greatest 
confidence in their judgment, but at the same time I want an 
opportunity to look into it and I can not do so now. I want to 
see whether it will be partial in its operation or whether it will 
be general in its operation. Iam opposed to any partial opera- 
tion of thelaw. I want to seeif it will be partial or general in its 
operation if the tax is retained. 

Of course the fact that the Senator from Iowa and the Senator 
from Wisconsin both indicate to me the fact that they think it 
will not be general predisposes me to think that it will not be 
general, but it isa matter of such importance that I should like 
to have the opportunity to look into it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator from Iowa 
a question before he begins? 

r. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. I should like to ask him whether it makes the 
slightest difference. in his judgment, in the result of this confer- 
ence, whether we take one construction or the other. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not think it does. 

Mr. LODGE. Is not the question simply the plain one whether 
we are ready to lose the bill or not? Is not that about it? 

Mr. ALLISON. Well, I can not quite say that. 

Mr. LODGE. Does it not come pretty near to it? 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to say, being a member of the confer- 
ence on the of the Senate, that I endeavored, as I believe 
every one of the conferees on the part of the Senate tried, to secure 
a concession on the part of the House for this amendment. In 
order to meet objections that they made from time to time we 
proposed various suggestions by way of amendment to this propo- 
sition if they would agree to it. First, we agreed to reduce this 
tax to one-half and make it 1 cent instead of 2. Secondly, we pro- 
posed to strike out a provision which they said was an unjust 
provision in view of the status of this amendment. 

Now, we must ascertain, in order to construe this amendment, 
what the conditien of legislation was when the provision was 
originally adopted. In the law of 1898, known as the war-revenue 
law, we placed a tax of 1 cent upon each $100 upon all sales or 

ents to sell at any exchange or board of trade. The pro- 
vision is found on page 12 of this pamphlet. It reads as follows: 

U h : men r ement cts or 
partnbdies Shamy ctokenge, or board of cede, or other siniias plows cithor 
for present or future delivery, for each $100 in value of said sale or agreement 
of sale or agreement to sell, { cent— 

Mr. BACON. What page is that? 

jaa ALLISON. It is on page 12 of the larger print of the law 
0 . 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is the second clause of Schedule A. 

Mr. ALLISON (reading)— 
or other similar place, either for present or future delivery, for each $100 
in value of said sale or ment of sale, or agreement to ai leent, and for 
each additional $100, or tional part thereof, in excess of $100, 1 cent. 

That was the provision inserted in the law of 1898. There was 
another provision, which I do not think is involved in this con- 
troversy, which placed a similar tax upon all sales of stocks or 
bonds upon the stock exchanges. That was the condition of leg- 
islation in 1898, and it continued so until the act of 190i was 
passed, which repealed a portion of the taxes provided for in the 
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law of 1898. In 1901 there was inserted in that re a provision 
which is found on page 8 of the pamphlet which the Senator from 
Georgia has, I think. 

Mr. BACON. Ihave a copy of it. 

Mr. ALLISON. By that act we taxed all transactions not on 
boards of exchange, but outside of boards of exchange, and we 
provided a tax of 2 cents upon each hundred dollars, thus dis- 
criminating in favor—if I may use that term—of transactions on 
boards of exchange. That tax may be regarded as somewhat 
punitive. It was intended to reach a class of people who conduct 
what are denominated in the law as bucket shops. Their business 
covers transactions which are regarded by some Senators, and 
especially by my friend from Alabama [Mr. Petrus], who has 
spoken upon this subject,as gambling transactions pure and sim- 
pie, there being no intent or purpose either on the part of the 
seller to deliver or on the part of the buyer to receive the article 
sold. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TILLMAN. DolI understand the Senator to say that by 
the repeal of the act of 1901, or the modification of the original 
war-tax act, there was a change made so that the transactions on 
boards of trade and exchange are relieved from the taxation? 

Mr. ALLISON. No, sir. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I thought the Senator just said so. 

Mr. ALLISON. No; I did not say so. Isaid that in the re- 
pealing act of 1901 there was inserted a new provision. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Not repealing the original law, but merely 
enlarging it? 

Mr. ALLISON. Not enlarging the old law, but establishing a 
new law for a new set of people. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Who were not taxed under the original law? 

Mr. ALLISON. Who were not taxed under the original law. 
con TILLMAN. Iam just trying to get at the status of the 
thing. 

Mr. ALLISON. They were not taxed under the law of 1898; 
in other words, the law of 1898 only taxed people who had transac- 
tions on boards of exchange, boards of trade, etc., where articles 
were bought and sold. This law doubled the tax then as respects 
buckets shops, which dealt in provisions, wheat, corn, etc., and 
made stringent provisions with reference to them, but not as to 
the exchanges. 

In dealing with these people, clause No. 3 provided that in 
transactions where neither party contemplated delivery there 
should be a tax of 2 cents on each $100. Then there were certain 
limitations and exceptions. 

I now wish to call the attention of the Senator from Georgia 
to the phraseology in paragraph 3, on page 8 of the act of 1901. 
I shall read the whole of it. The clause provides: 

Three. From and after the Ist day of Ap rson, association, 


ril, 1901, every 
cougetnenehe, or corporation who or which shall in his, its, or their own be- 


half, or as agent, engage in the business of ma or offering to make con- 


tracts, agreements, trades, or transactions respecting the purchase or sale, 
or purchase and sale, of any grain, provisions, raw or unmanufactured cot- 
ton, stock, bonds, or other securities wherein both parties thereto, or such 
person, association, copartnership, or corporation above named, contemplate 
or intend that such contracts, ments, trades, or transactions shall be or 
may be closed, adjusted, or settled according or with reference to the public 
market quotations of prices made on any board of trade or exchange upon 
which the commodities or securities referred to in said contracts, agreements, 
trades, or transactions are dealt in— 

That was the first clause, where the parties contemplated that 
future contracts should be settled upon the price at some board 
of trade. That was to be the measure. If corn should go up 2 
cents to-morrow on the board of trade in Chicago, that was the 
measure of settlement if the transaction was to end on to-morrow— 
anid without a bona fide transaction on such board of trade or exchange. 


That is to say, if all these contracts were made outside of any 
board of exchange or board of trade, then they were to be settled 
in this way. That is one transaction. If they were dealt in ona 
board of trade or exchange, this clause did not apply, but the 
other clause applied, to wit—the clause in the law of 1898—because 
we were taxing people outside of the boards of exchange and 
taxing people in those boards at a different rate, and as both 
parties 
: Mr. TILLMAN. I want to get this matter straight in my head. 
It is somewhat tangled, because I have not had the opportunity 
to read the statute and hear the discussion of the subject. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is my misfortune, no doubt, that I have not 
explained it clearly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator is usually much clearer than 
almost any man in this Chamber, especially in regard to financial 
matters. His experience and knowledge of such matters are per- 
fect. I want to know from his explanation whether I have properly 
caught the point or not. You enlarge or amend the original war- 


revenue act, which embraced only transactions on boards of trade, | 


by including what are known as bucket shops, or irresponsible deal- 
ers, who set up gambling shops, you may call them—they are both 


gambling in my view—but the difference in the rate of taxation 
was, I think, 2 cents on small transactions outside boards of ex- 
change and but 1 cent on boards of exchange or trade. 

Mr. ALLISON. I mean to say that this clause, by special ex- 
emptions and provisions, does not apply to any transaction on any 
board of exc or board of ton. The board of exchange or 
the board of e is only resorted to as the public market place. 

Mr. TILLMAN. As the yardstick to settle transactions? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; as the yardstick to settle transactions. 

Mr. TILLMAN. But it does not relieve the transactions on 
boards of trade from the original tax of 1 cent on a hundred dol- 
lars as provided in the war-revenue act of 1898? 

Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator mean this clause? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Yes. 

Mr. ALLISON. This clause does not relieve from that tax- 
ation, but the transactions on boards of trade are provided for in 
meee section, which has been repealed by the action of both 

ouses. 

Mr. TILLMAN, [If I understand the situation, then, it is this: 
That we ourselves have agreed to repeal the provision which 
should make transactions on boards of trade taxable, and we are 
now only haggling—if that word may be used—as to the provi- 
sions of this section. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is all. 

Mr. TILLMAN. And this section does not include any trans- 
actions on a board of trade? 

Mr. ALLISON. It does not. It includes no transaction on a 
board of trade. 

Now, I want to come to the contention of the Senator from 
Georgia. One of the contentions of the House conferees was that 
we had discriminated against bucket shops, if I may use that 
phrase, not only by repealing the tax imposed upon transactions 
on boards of trade, but that we had allowed a certain set of peo- 
ple, if they made their transactions on a board of trade, to be ab- 
solutely exempted, whilst if they made their transactions outside 
of a board of trade they were taxed 2 cents on a hundred dollars. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Right there I wish to say—— 

Mr. ALLISON. I will yield to the Senator in a moment. 

In other words, it was contended that we had not only exempted 
boards of trade from the tax, but that we had given the bucket- 
shop people a premium whereby they could go to a board of 
trade and transact their business and thus be relieved from pay- 
ing any tax at all. That was one of the contentions of the House 
conferees. There was no pretense outside of either House that 
on any construction this clause would apply or could be made 
to apply to boards of exchange or boards of trade. 

Another contention was—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. I should like to say a word, if the Senator 
will allow me; but of course I will let him finish first, if he 
desires. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will hear the Senator. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I wantto ask the Senator if that point could 
not be determined by finding out from an internal-revenue col- 
lector whether or not the boards of trade had construed the act 
as the House conferees contended that it was meant to be con- 
strued, and whether they are not paying the tax, notwithstand- 
ing the act of 1901? In other words, has there been a cessation of 
the payment of the tax by boards of trade under this act? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly not. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Then, boards of trade are, by their own ac- 
tion in paying this tax, not availing themselves of the House con- 
struction of the law. : 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator seems to misapprehend this bill. 
The bill now before us, and which is in conference, repeals the 
tax on all transactions on boards of trade and exchange. The 
House has so passed it, and we have agreed toit. Therefore, that 
question is not in conference, and by no construction can it be 
put into conference because nobody anywhere, so far as I know, 
contends that this third clause has any application whatever to 
the provisions contained in the law of 1898. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Now, will the Senator allow me one more 
question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. This whole section being in controversy, deal- 
ing as it does with the taxation of transactions in futures, = 
will call them, to come down to a general term which we al 
understand, is it not within the power of the conferees to amend 
that third section—the one in controversy—so as to put back the 
excepted boards of trade? As you are quarreling about the little 
fellows, could you not in conference put back the big ones? 

Mr. ALLISON. I see no way by which that can be done by 
either the conferees or by the Senate. 

Mr. TILLMAN. In my limited experience I have seen some 
conference reports come to this body with entirely extraneous 
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matter that was never enacted by either House, that was never in 
controversy, and was absolutely new and strange to everybody. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Not from this committee. 
Mr. TILLMAN. I do not know from what particular commit- 
tees they came, but they went through. I am not undertaking to 
have a conference report brgught here contrary to our rules, or 


encouraging such th , because I stigmatized them at the time 
as being a swindle on the Senate to bring such conference reports 
here. i think the conferees ought to abide by the rules and not 
go outside of their legitimate powers. 

Mr. ALLISON. The universal rule is, of course, that a con- 
ference only deals with the matters that are in controversy, and 
not with matters that have been agreed to by both Houses. 

What I have stated was the first contention on the part of the 
House conferees. The next contention was that we had im 
a tax upon transactions in bucket shops, so called, which was 
prohibitory in its character, and I am sorry that my friend from 
Arkansas [Mr. Berry] is not here, in order that I might show 
him that I did my best to agree with him in respect to this con- 
tention, somewhat in accordance with my vote on the oleomar- 
garine bill. Of course, the friends of that measure satisfied the 
Senate and, I hope, the country, that on that bill we were endeavor- 
ing to raise revenue, and incidentally to protect one great indus- 
try against a fraud which was being perpetrated upon it. 

The House conferees, however, contended that we had inserted 
and insisted upon retaining a clause in the bill which in effect 
destroyed a business which was as legitimate as the business 
transacted by people on boards of trade. They adopted the sug- 
gestion of my friend from Alabama, and they either wanted to 
eliminate from this bill all such transactions, whether on boards 
of trade or elsewhere, or else they wanted to retain them all, 
which they had already agreed to do, and which members of the 
House contended should be retained. 

That being the situation, Mr. President, the Senate conferees 
made almost every possible proposition to the House conferees 
which we could make without absolutely eliminating this provi- 
sion. They, however, rejected all of our propositions and stated 
that the House was opposed to the retention of any portion of 
what was called the war-revenue taxes. We had some seven or 
eight meetings upon those matters before we finally agreed to 
recede from our amendment. 

It may be that, if we reject the conference report, the House 
may recede; but I do not believe it will. If I had so believed I 
would not have signed this report, because Iam in favor, and have 
been all the time in favor, of the retention of the tax upon bucket 
shops. Thatis the whole thing in a nutshell. There is no possi- 
ble way by which we can deal on this bill with any other question 
than that which we are now ag rery 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I had the opportunity, while the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] was presenting his views to the 
Senate, of reading the provisions of the law of 1901, and if I a 
have the attention of the Senator from Iowa on that point, I thin 
I can show that this section, if retained, will not have any other 
inequality of operation than that which is now in the law. 

Mr. President, the act of 1898 imposed a certain tax on all trans- 
actions of this character wherever they occurred, whether upon 
the central board of exchange or in any bucket a or anywhere 
else; or whether they related to transactions in which there was 
to be a delivery of goods, or whether they related to transactions 
in which there was to be no delivery of goods, and which were 
purely gambling in their operations. I am simply stating a case. 

ae ee The Senator is stating the case as he under- 
stands it. 

Mr. BACON. I have the law before me, which I am going to 
read to see whether I am right or not. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the construction which the Senator puts 
upon it had been the construction which the courts put upon the 
pre ce law there would have been no need to enact the 
act o , 


Mr. BACON. I will come to that question and see whether 
= was. 
page 7 of the act of 1901—I am ing of the part which 
relates to transactions u boards ty oroe § be found on page 
7 of the act of 1901—and that, I say now, relates to all transac- 
tions, whether upon the central board of trade or in any bucket 
shop, and without discrimination between transactions where 
the goods were to be delivered and transactions where the 


goods 
were not to be delivered. In all transactions of that kind the tax 
was il cent. Here is the language: 


Upon each sale, agreement of sale, or agreement to sell an ucts 
merchandise ot any 6x or board of trade, or other similar p either 
of eno or agreemons £6 NT soon nel $100 in value of said sale or agreement 
part thereof in excess of Tome a _ ve 


The point to which I want to ask Sena 
differ with me about this cn a an Se is this, The 


bill repeals that provision; both Houses have agreed to that, and 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson] is eminently correct in his 
statement that that is beyond our control. Wecan not take back 
what we have done, nor can we agree with the House upon any 
modification of it, because the Houses have come to an agreement 
upon that, and that is not before the conference committee. I 
sug. that in order that I may not be misunderstood as to what 
I will say when I come to the discussion of a subsequent section, 
which is the one in controversy. 

The section on page 8 is the one in controversy. That section 
is still with us, to insist upon it, to abandon it, or, by agreement 
of the conference committee, to modify it. I — Senators 
will undoubtedly agree to that, and that is the full extent of my 
contention. What does this section say? 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is a limitation upon that modification. 
We certainly can not yey that paragraph so as to nullify the 
action of the Senate and of the House collectively upon other por- 
tions of this bill. 

Mr. BACON. Of course not; undoubtedly; and I am going to 
make no such contention. Iam going to limit myself exclusively 
to this particular paragraph and the provisions of it. 

Before reading this particular paragraph, in order that what I 
say may be applied to it as I read it, I will state this particular 

ragraph is a part of the law as it stands, imposing an altogether 

ifferent tax upon a certain class of transactions, to wit, trans- 
actions where there is to be no delivery of the goods. In other 
words, it is altogether independent of the section which I read 
before, which is found on page 2, and which related to legal as 
well as to illegai transactions. 

There is a distinct difference between the two as to those which 
are denominated in the law illegal transactions; in other words, 
in transactions where there is to be no delivery of goods there is 
an imposition of a tax of 2 cents, and not 1 cent, as there was in 
the former provision. 

I repeat, 1 thoroughly agree with Senators that the 1-cent tax is 
beyond our jurisdiction now and beyond the jurisdiction of the 
conference committee; but the question as to this particular pro- 
vision, which was inserted in the act of 1901 to reach something 
that the old act did not reach, and that was transactions which 
were exclusively of this character, which the courts have gener- 
ally denominated to be illegal transactions, gambling transac- 
tions, and in that case the law imposed a tax of 2 cents instead 
of i cent. Having imposed that tax of 2 cents on the two distinct 
classes of people or organizations which might be engaged in this 
business, the first was a comprehensive class, which possibly 
would include the other; but they made the distinction in order 
that they might certainly reach the other class. Now, what is 
that distinction? The first class relates to everybody who is en- 
gaged in that business, whether it is the board of trade or the 
stock exchange in New York or elsewhere. The section makes 
no exceptions. But here it is, on page 8, and I hope Senators, if 
ms aaa the act before them, will follow the language as I 
read it: 

From and after the Ist day of April, 1901, every person, association, copart- 
nership, or corporation who or which shall in his, its, or their own behalf, or 
as agent, engage in the business of making or offering to make contracts, 
— trades, or transactions respecting the purchase or sale, or pur- 
e and sale, of any grain, gesemeee, raw or unmanufactured cotton, stock, 
bonds, or other securities wherein both parties thereto, or such person, as- 
sociation, ership, or corporation above named, contemplate or intend 
that such contracts, agreements, trades, or transactions shall be or may be 
closed, adjusted, or settled according or with reference to the public market 
quotations of prices made on any board of trade or exchange upon which the 
commodities or securities referred to in said contracts, agreements, traces, or 
transactions are dealt in, and withouta bona fide transaction on such board 
of trade or exchange, or wherein both parties, or such person, association, 
copartnership, or corporation above named, shall contemplate or intend that 
such cont agreements, trades, or transactions shall be or may be deemed 
closed or terminated when the public market quotations of prices made on 
euch board of trade or exchange for the articles or securities named in such 
contracts, agreements, trades, or transactions shall reach a certain figure— 

Up to that point there is acomplete description of one class of 
— who be subject to the tax, and it embraces every 

rdof exchange. Thenextfourlines can be omitted withont loss 
of sense to the paragraph, because it then refers to a different 
class; and after the word “ figure,’’ the sense would be completed 
by adding, beginning with the words ‘‘shall pay,’’ in the third 
line from the bottom of the page— 
shall pay a stamp tax of 2 cents on each $100 in value or fraction thereof— 


In other words, all those who are enumerated in the first part 
of that section up to and including the word “figure,” in the 
sixth line from the bottom, constitute aclass who are made liable 
for the payment of that tax; and then the law further goes on 
and says , after the word “‘ figure,’’ enumerating now a dis- 
tinct and separate class— 
and every person, association, copartnership, and corporati or whi 
shall in his or ite own behalf or as agent contact ws is Gaimiereen 
asa “* bucket shop.” 

In other words, the lawmakers could have made two para- 
graphs of that.. They could have made the first paragraph down 
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to and including the word “figure,’’ which, I think, is on the | action is entered into between two parties for the sale of stocks, 


sixth line from the bottom of the page, and put after that what 
tax should be _ They could then have made another para- 
graph and said: 

Every person, association, etc., who shall conduct what iscommonly known 
as a * bucket shop” shall also do the same thing. 

There is one distinction, though. The Senator from Wisconsin 
asked me the very pertinent and proper question as to whether 
that is the only distinction. It is not the only distinction in the 
paragraph. In the case of all persons other than those who may 
conduct what may be denominated ‘*‘ bucket shops ”’ the tax is 2 
cents on simply the illegal transactions, to wit, those which are 
generally denominated by the courts to be gambling contracts, in 
which there is no expectation or intention that the goods shall be 
delivered, but where the parties shall settle according to the prices. 
As to all except bucket shops the 2 cents only applies to that class 
of transactions, but when it comes to bucket shops it does not 
make that exception, and it imposes a tax of 2 cents on every 
transaction in bucket shops, whether legal or illegal. 

I think to that extent the law ought to be amended. It is 
within the power of the conference committee to amend it, be- 
cause it only relates to that particular section and has no possible 
reference to the section above, upon which the two Houses have 
agreed. I think it ought to be in the case of bucket shops as it is 
in the case of the regular exchange, that this tax should be im- 
posed only upon the illegal transactions. But I do not think it is 
possible that there can be any doubt about the construction which 
I have given to this language and that any court in the world 
would so construe; that as to all illegal transactions—and that 
was the object of the amended law—whether they occurred in 
bucket shops or in the regular boards or exchanges, as to all these 
transactions which have been designated by the courts illegal or 
gambling transactions there is the imposition of 2 cents, and 
there is the additional feature that as to bucket shops, whether 
legal or illegal, there shall also be im a tax of 2 cents. 

The Senator from Rhode Island will certainly say that that is 
within the power of the conference committee, because it relates 
only to that particular section, and it does not relate to the section 
agreed upon. It is perfectly within the power of the Senate con- 
ferees now tosay to the House conferees, *‘ We favor the retention 
of the entire section. You favor the repeal of the entire section. 
We propose not that it shall he repealed, but that it shall be 
amended.’’ That is within the power of the conference commit- 
tee. The Senator will agree to that, I presume, will he not? 

Mr. ALDRICH. We have tried—— 

Mr. BACON. Iam not asking the Senator that. I am asking 
the Senator this question—and I will be glad for him to correct 
me if lam wrong: Where it is proposed by one House to repeal 
an entire section of a law and the other House refuses to repeal 
that section, and they go into conference upon that issue, is it not 
competent for the conference committee to say that it shall neither 
be repealed nor retained in its present shape, but that it shall be 
amended so and so? 

Mr. ALDRICH. By a relevant amendment. 

Mr. BACON. Of course; and the relevant amendment which 
I think ought to be here is this: As I have ventured to show, the 
section as it now stands imposes a tax of 2 cents on every hun- 
dred dollars of illegal transactions which occur upon the regular 
boards or exchanges, but it imposes a tax of 2 cents when those 
transactions are in bucket shops, whether they are legal or illegal. 
Now, the suggestion I make—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BACON. I will yield in one second. The suggestion I 
make is that the conferees ought to correct that inequality, and 
that is the only inequality there is in the law. It is an absolute, 
unmistakable thing, so far as my mind is capable of coming to a 
legitimate conclusion, that the law as it now stands in that sec- 
sion, with that single exception, applies equally to transactions 
on boards of trade, stock exchanges, and bucket shops. As to 
bucket shops, it makes the distinction that it applies not only to 
the illegal but to the legal transactions. 

Mr. TILLMAN rose. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Piatt of Connecticut in the 


chair). To which Senator does the Senator from Georgia yield? 
Mr. BACON. I promised to yield to the Senator from South 
Carolina. 


Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator has been using the word “ ille- 








| 


for instance, where there is no purpose on the part of the seller 
to deliver the stock and no p or expectation on the part of 
the buyer to receive the stock, but that the transactions be 
closed between them on the payment, by whichever party may be 
required under the circumstances,of such difference as be 
shown to exist at the close of the transaction in the quoted mar- 
ket price, it is an illegai contract; and those contracts, if the Sen- 
ator will turn to page 8, are described—it is true with a great 

think with some redundancy of language—in 


deal of language; 
——- hh No. 1, where the word ‘‘ three’’ appears, down to the 
wo ad 


Mr. TILLMAN . Ihave been a oa and following the 
Senator while he was reading it, and I have followed him since 
he has been discussing it; and, accepting his own interpretation 
as to which class of these deals or trades is legal and which is 
illegal, it would be very difficult from the language itself to dis- 
criminate or differentiate. 

Mr. BACON. I will read something for the benefit of the 
Senator. After enumerating the various kinds, in order that 
none may slip through the meshes of the net which it is intended 
to be cast over transactions of this character, the act provides as 
to this distinct class: 

Or such person, association, aopetmette. or corporation above named 
shall contemplate or intend that such contracts, agreements, trades, or trans- 
actions sha or may be deemed cl or terminated when the public 
market quotations of prices made on such board of trade or exchange for 
the articles or securities named in such contracts, agreements, trades, or 
transactions shall reach a certain figure. 


Mr. TILLMAN. That is a great deal of legal verbiage, in- 
tended to describe what we all know as futures. 

Mr. BACON. Very well; and that is —— what the courts 
say, that when it is not intended that there shall be a delivery by 
the seller or a receipt of the goods by the purchaser, it is simply 
one of the classes which are illegal, which constitute gambling 
contracts; and while the courts refuse to go behind them, the 
courts will not lend their aid to the enforcement of such con- 


tracts. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator allow me a question? Look 
“ - middle of the paragraph, from “ three ’’ down, and he will 

nd: 

And without a bona fide transaction on such board of trade or exchange. 

Mr. BACON. Yes. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If that means anything, it means that boards 
of trade may sell for future delivery corn or wheat or cotton, 
with the intention that it must be delivered and paid for at the 
date, without regard to what it may be worth that day, and that 
they are not going to settle the difference. Now, a good many 
cotton mills in my country buy their cotton in that way rather 
than buy it and store it in the warehouses, running the risk of 
fire and having the expense of insurance and all that sort of 


thing. That would be what I would call a bona fide transaction. 
Is not that the situation? Does not this apply absolutely and 
solely to futures? 


Mr. BACON. I think this language—and that was evidently 
the intention of the law, because, as suggested by the Senator 
from Rhode Island, it was to reach a certain class which was 
not reached properly by the law as it was theretofore—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. The preceding section—— 

Mr. BACON. The Senator will not let me answer the question. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I beg the Senator’s pardon. I had no desire 
to cut him off. 

Mr. BACON. I was trying to answer the Senator’s question. 

Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator from Georgia allow me to 
interrupt him for a moment? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. Transactions on boards of trade and cham- 
bers of commerce and exchanges are provided for by the act of 
1898 specifically. By the amendment of 1901 we have two other 
classes provided for. One is the bucket shop proper, as it has 
come to be known, and the other is what you call the curbstone 
broker, and the curbstone broker is the first class described. 

Mr. BACON. To what page does the Senator from Ohio refer? 

Mr. FORAKER. Page 8. The provision, which the Senator 
has said is broad enough to apply to exchanges and boards of 
trade, because it applies to every kind of ille transaction, is 
intended, as I understand, simply to meet such transactions as 
occur outside of boards of trade and exchanges and not in bucket 


shops. 
gal’’ or ‘‘legal”’ in regard to various classes of transactions. I | There is in every city, as everyone knows, what is called a curb- 


can not find it in theact. It says bona fide transaction, but I do 
not see *‘legal’’ or “ illegal’’ anywhere here. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will permit me, I will state in 
what way that may be identified. The words ‘‘illegal’’ or 
*‘ gambling transactions’’ which I have used refer to the class 
of contracts which have fallen under the condemnation of the 
courts. The courts generally have decided that where a trans- 


stone business. You may see it at any time in New York, where 
the curbstone brokers are at work transacting a great business 
there. Some of their transactions may be legitimate. Those are 
not intended to be taxed by this act at the rate of 2 cents a hun- 
dred; but those which are not legitimate, which are simpl 

gambling in futures, as the Senator from South Carolina has said, 
which are transactions to be settled according to a figure that 
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may be reached when the market quotation is received from the 
board of trade, are the ones to be taxed. 

It seems to me if the Senator will bear that in mind there will 
not be any trouble at all about this. In the first place, we have 
the boards of trade and the exchanges provided for by the act of 
1898, and it was never intended to increase the tax on transac- 
tions had in exchanges or boards of trade, but it was intended to 
reach the bucket shop and to reach this outside transaction by the 
amendment of 1901. 

Mr. BACON. Let us see whether or not the Senator from 
Ohio is correct in that statement, because if he is it is a ver 

rtinent suggestion. I donot think the language of the law wi 

ar him out at all in his proposition that this particular pro- 
vision on 8 was intended to be limited to the curbstone 
broker and to the bucket shop and was not intended to reach any 
organization or association other thanthose. Hereis the language: 

From and after the Ist day of April, 1901, every person, association, co- 
partnership— 

That might be limited to curbstone brokers, because the curb- 
stone broker might be a person or an association of persons or a 
copartnership; but it goes on to say— 
or corporation who or which shall in his, its, or their own behalf, or as agent, 
engage in the business of making or offering to make contracts, agreements, 
trades, or transactions respecting the purchase or sale, etc. 

Are not all these boards of trade corporations? 

Mr. FORAKER. They may all be doing business on boards of 
trade, but they may still do business outside. They may transact 
business as curbstone brokers. 

Mr. ALDRICH. They are associations. 

Mr. BACON. This uses the word “‘association.’’ So if they 
are not corporations, but are associations, they are still within 
the net; and it seems to me the lawmakers intended to use not 
only comprehensive language, but to use language that should be 
so varied as to Pian escape, which there might be from gen- 


eral language. It does seem to me that the Senator from Ohio is 
mistaken, and that the p was this. The e@ was to 
draw a distinction between legal contracts and contracts. 


I am speaking about those which are denominated by the courts 
to be illegal contracts. 

The purpose of the law was to draw a distinction between the 
cases where the contract for future delivery was made in good 
faith, for the purpose of securing the property, in which case the 
tax was only 1 cent, and the other class, where there was no pur- 
pose to get the paces where there was no desire on the part 
of the man who bought to acquire renee and no desire on the part 
of the man who sold to dispose of the property, but where it was 
a Simon-pure gambling transaction, in which men were prac- 
tically betting whether certain stock would go up or go down; 
and as to them, regardless of who made them, whether made by 
an individual on the curbstone or an association, or whether they 
were made on a board of trade, which must be either an associa- 
tion or a corporation—that as toall those transactions, essentially 
differing from the a transactions which were upheld by the 
courts, there should not simply the tax of 1 cent, but there 
should be the tax of 2 cents. 

Therefore I submit that this particular provision of the law 
which is in contention between the two Houses is not one which 
has been disposed of by the agreement of the two Houses for its 
repeal. It is one now in issue between the two Houses. It is one 
which, being in issue, can either be adopted by the conference 
committee in whole or can be amended as suggested and agreed 
to by the Senator from Rhode Island. Having had the oppor- 
tunity to examine it, having come to a conclusion satisfactory to 
meee I have no disposition to delay it. 

ut I want to say this: I think, as I have said before, that it is 

an extremely important matter. I think this is an immense busi- 
ness concern—if I may use the term as applying to the whole of 
them; for of course there are a great many concerns—involving 
an immense amount of capital and drawing its resources from 
every nook and corner of this country. It is a business as to 
which the tax which now remains on the illegal part of it (by an 
agreement of the two Houses the tax has been removed from the 
a: a of it) is the only possible tax that this vast business 
_if the Senate maintains its position before the country it is 
simply this: So far as the legal transactions upon stock exchanges 
- concerned—bona fide transactions, in the la e of this law— 
t — shall be no tax, but when it comes to the illegal business, 
¥ en it comes to the business upon which every court in the 
nited States has put the seal of its condemnation, but which 
can not be broken up, and which, as it continues us a business, 
paar to pay a revenue to the Government, we will retain the 
- That is all. As to all transactions which are in the view of 
courts legal transactions we remove the tax, but as to all 
transactions which the courts have condemned as illegal, which 
can not be enforced in the courts, but still which involve no 


offense against the moral law, if you please, the tax shall be con- 
tinued, and not that new taxes shall be put on. 

The suggestion which I should be glad to see followed by the 
conference committee is that the single discrimination in this 
section inst legal transactions in bucket shops should be re- 
lieved. that is done it is inconceivable to my mind—— 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. BACON. Castealy. 

Mr. FORAKER. TheSenator’s contention is that illegal trans- 
actions on boards of trade are subject to the tax of 2 cents. 

Mr. BACON. When I say “‘illegal’’ I mean contracts which 
the courts will not enforce. The Senator understands what I 
mean. 

Mr. FORAKER. That means any kind of transaction where 
it is not intended to make a delivery of the property. 

Mr. BACON. Yes; those are the cases the courts have con- 
demned. 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator is aware that almost all of the 
transactions on the boards of trade in the country are illegal 
within that meaning? 

Mr. BACON. Very well. 

Mr. FORAKER. That being true, and it having been estab- 
lished by the court, does it not have any weight with the Senator 
that although this law has been in force since April, 1901, nobody 
has ever sought to make a practical application of that construc- 
tion? No such transaction, no transaction of that kind, on any 
board of trade in the country has ever been subjected to the 
2-cent tax, but only to the 1-cent tax. Everybody being in har- 
mony in the opinion that because boards of trade were provided 
for by the act of 1898 they were not included or intended to be 
included within the provisions of the amendatory act of 1901, but 
that that act was intended to apply just as it has been construed 
ever since the day when it was enacted—to apply only to bucket 
shops, which are named, and to illegitimate transactions outside 
of boards of trade and outside of bucket shops, namely, the curb- 
stone brokers, transactions that were illegal—does it not have any 
weight with the Senator that aeety has ever sought to give any 
such construction as that for which he has contended? If you un- 
dertake to give it such construction, practically every transaction 
on every board of trade and every exchange in this country would 
be subject to the 2-cent tax. 

Mr. BACON. Ido not know why such a construction should 
not be sought to be made. I think it is the plain letter of it, and 
the framers of the act of 190i1—— 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator will allow me, the question is 
whether or not it is the plain letter. The Senator seems to think 
it is the plain letter, but others of us think the plain letter of it is 
the other way, because boards of trade and exchanges are pro- 
vided for specifically in the act of 1898, and it was not intended 
in this general provision to have any reference to them. It seems 
to me the plain letter of it is according to our contention, and it 
does seem to me it ought to have controlling weight with the 
Senator from Georgia, when others think the plain letter is that 
way, that the courts and everybody else seem to have agreed with 
us; at least, it does not seem ever to have occurred to anybody 
that the law of 1901 was applicable to illegal transactions on 
chambers of commerce and boards of trade. 

Mr. BACON. If it be true that all of them are illegal trans- 
actions, and when I say that I do not use the word offensively —— 

Mr. FORAKER. Ido not mean that. I do not say that. 

Mr. BACON. Well, nine-tenths of them. 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes; I expect so. 

Mr. BACON. Nine-tenths. If that be true, there is more rea- 
son why the tax should be retained. There certainly has never 
been any decision of any court that I have ever seen, although it 
may be that it has escaped me, which holds 

r. FORAKER. That raises a question of policy. We have 
been ing about a question of construction—— 

Mr. BACON. I understand that. 

Mr. FORAKER. And the question as to what is meant by this 
lengeege I call the Senator’s attention to how it has been con- 
strued in the practical application that has been made of it, and 
if we are to raise the question of policy the Senator will agree 
that the provision found in the act of 1898 is beyond considera- 
tion, both Houses having agreed to its repeal. 

Mr. BACON. There is no doubt about that, none whatever, 
The Senator takes that position and he used the word ‘‘ court.’’ 
No court has ever decided, so far as I have known, that this does 
not apply to boards of trade, and why should it be that these 
transactions, which are condemned by the courts as illegal to tho 
extent that the fc genes of the court can not be used for their en- 
forcement, should escape taxation on boards of trade and stock 
exchanges and not escape taxation when in bucket shops or on 
the curbstone? 
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I do not desire to continue this discussion, but I wish to say 
one word more. Senators say the question is whether or not this 
bill shall fail. Of course, I am very free to say that if it were a 
question as to whether the bill should fail, I would rather see this 
tax removed than to see the whole bill fail. While I think there 
are some other subjects of taxation in the war-revenue act which 
should have been retained, still the proposition for their repeal is 
one which meets with my approbation. 

Now, I understand the House conferees have never taken this 
matter to the House, and there never has been any demonstration 
as to what the position of the House would be upon this subject. 
There never has been invoked the judgment of the Houseon the 
question whether or not,in view of the contention of the Sen- 
ate—— 

Mr. ALDRICH arose. 

Mr. BACON. Ofcourse there was the original passage of the 
bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The judgment of the House was invoked and 
it decided it by unanimous vote, on a roll call, of every Democrat 
and every Republican. 

Mr. BACON. I understand that, and we all know how it was 
done, when the measure was brought in under a cast-iron rule by 
which it admitted of no amendment. Thatis what it was. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There never was a suggestion of any amend- 
ment in the House to retain this provision. That was entirely 
initiated by the Finance Committee of the Senate. 

Mr. BACON. That is all true; but being initiated by the Fi- 
nance Committee of the Senate, and the Senate having passed the 
bill and said that in its judgment that provision should be there, 
I submit that before we retreat from that we should at least give 
the House the opportunity to say whether or not it agrees with 
the Senate, and it ought not to be limited simply to a conference 
of a few Senators and a few Representatives, constituting the 
conference committee, to say whether or not the decision which 
they reach shall be final, and that, without opportunity on the 
part of the House to pass upon it, the House must either accept 
_ a of the conference committee or agree to the loss of 
the bill. 

The proposition I wish to present—and it is all I have to say— 
is this: I can not conceive that the House of Representatives, if 
the proposition is presented to them that the Senate urges and in- 
sists upon this amendment, should return as an answer: ‘‘ We 
will let this bill fail which repeals all of these war taxes rather 
than retain in the bill any tax upon this business condemned by 
the courts, the greatest of all drafts upon the resources of the 
country, a business of immense proportions and stupendous profits 
on the one side and corresponding losses on the other; rather 
than to see that taxed we will permit this bill to fail.’’ I can not 
conceive that that should be the position of the House of Repre- 
sentatives. Therefore, Mr. President, I shall myself vote against 
the conference report, simply with the hope that the Senate will 
give to the House of Representatives—not merely to their con- 
ferees, but in their own Hall—the opportunity to say whether 
they agree to the retention of the tax upon this business. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Before the Senator from Georgia and the 
Senator from Ohio leave this subject entirely, I wish a little light, 
and these two headlights, I think, can illuminate a little the dark 
places in my mind. One used the word “‘ illegal’ and the other 
used the word ‘‘illegitimate,’? presumably meaning the same 
thing. To my mind they mean entirely different things. But I 
presume the construction they intend to put on them was—— 

Mr. BACON. Which did I use? 

Mr. TILLMAN. “‘TIilegal.”’ I think you are right in that. 
“Tilegitimate”’ is right, possibly, but a weaker word for this 
occasion. 

Mr. FORAKER. I mean to say contracts contrary to public 
opinion, which the courts would not enforce. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The point I want to ask about is this: This 
illegality resting on decisions of the courts that such contracts 
are not enforcible because of their illegality or from the fact that 
they are contrary to sound public policy or something—I do not 
know what the decision of the court was as to the reason—I want 
to know whether, if you tax these illegitimate or illegal transac- 
tions, you have not o gtny them. Do you pretend to say you 
can come in here and tax a business, and thereby recognize it; 
that if you do not take steps to extirpate it, but simply recognize 
it and gather money from it, it is not legalized? tis a ques- 
tion for some of you lawyers to elucidate. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator will pardon me. The transaction 
is termed illegal 


law—of course under such circumstances the criticism of the 

Senator would be eminently proper—but they are transactions of 

a class where, while not prohibited by law, the court will not 

lend its aid to enforce them. There is no law by which a man is . 
punished by reason of having engaged in such a transaction, but 

the courts say they will leave the parties just where they find | 
them. There is no prohibition on them. If there were, to tax 
them would be subject to very grave criticism, but it has always 
been recognized that transactions of this class have been illegal 
in that sense simply that the courts will notenforcethem. Never- F 
theless they are legitimate subjects of taxation, and in taxing 
them we do not legalize them in a sense that we legalize the sale 

of liquor when it is taxed. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Can the Senator give us an illustration of 
some other illegal or illegitimate business subject to taxation? 

Mr. BACON. That one is so great and general and so widely 
known that it is sufficient without going to any other. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I have been in favor and am 
in favor of retaining the tax imposed by the act of 1901 on trans- 
actions defined in subdivision 8, and the provisions in relation 
to bucket shops. Iam not able to see, with great deference to 
my friend from Georgia [Mr. BACON], that as the act of 1901 wa 
drawn there is any connection or relation between the provisions 
applied to the sales on boards of trade and exchanges and the pro- 
provisions intended to apply in what is called the ‘‘ bucket-shop 
section.”’ 

Upon each sale, agreement of sale, or agreement to sell, any products or 
merchandise at any exchange or board of trade or other similar place— 

The Senator said when he first arose ‘‘any other place.” It 
does not say that nor does it mean that— 
or other similar place, cither for present or future delivery, for each $100 in 
value, of said sale or — of sale or agreement to sell, 1 cent, and for 
each additional $100 or fractional part thereof in excess of $100, 1 cent, etc. 

With a proviso requiring that there shall be a memorandum 
and certain detailed information and also with some punitory 
provisions. This applies to actual transactions. y 

Mr. BACON. Every kind? 

Mr. SPOONER. Every kind, for present or future delivery, f 
A man may sell through a broker at an exchange a million = { 
els of wheat. He may sell it for present delivery or he may sell 
it for future delivery. It is a transaction on a board of trade, an 
exchange, or a similar place—an actual transaction. It may be 
that between the customer and the broker it is understood that 
there shall be no actual delivery, but a settlement upon the basis 
of differences, and such a contract the court may not lend its aid 
to enforce, because it possesses the element of gambling; but just 
the same there has been an actual transaction on a board of trade 
or exchange. 

The provision of section 8, which the Senator has read, applies 
only to bets. It applies only to transactions, as I understand it, 
between individuals where there has been no actual transac- . 
tion on a board of trade or exchange. Whatever the contract 
may be between the broker and the customer, the actual sale or 
the actual purchase, on the exchange or the board of trade, fixes 
the price for the transaction. It is not so as to the transactions 
described here in the bucket-shop provisions. 

Every person, association, copartnership, or corporation who or which shall 
in his, its, or their own behalf, or as agent, engage in the business of making 
or offering to make contracts, agreements, trades, or transactions respecting 
the purchase or sale, or purc and sale, of any grain, provisions, raw or 
unmanufactured cotton, stock, bonds, or other securities wherein both par- 
ties thereto, or such person, association, copartership, or corporation above 
named, qonseaes or intend that such contracts, aa trades, or 


transactions shall be or may be closed, adjusted, or se according or with 
reference to the public market quotations of prices— 


Not on those sales or purchases, but by the record made of other 
sales and other purchases, with which they have nothing what- 
ever to do— 
made on any board of trade or exchange upon which the commodities or 
securities referred to in said contracts, agreements, trades, or transactions 
are dealt in, and without a bona fide transaction on such board of trade or 
exchange— 

Mr. TILLMAN. How do you get around the word “such”’ if 
it does not apply to all? 

Mr.SPOONER. The word “‘such”’ refers tothe board of trade 
or exchange used in the two or three lines above— 
or settled according or with reference to the public market quotations of 
prices made on any d of trade or exchange upon which the commodities 
or securities referred to in said contracts, agreements, trades, or transactions 
are dealt in. 

By anybody and everybody except the parties to this rticular 
transaction which the statute is intended to reach. But it ex- 
cludes all cases where there has been an actual transaction on the 













































































































































Mr. TILLMAN. By whom? board of trade and only applies to those cases where the settlement 

Mr. BACON. The Senator will pardon me until I make my | is made between the customer and the broker on the basis of quo- 
statement, if he pleases. tations as shown by actual transactions on boards of trade. 

Mr. TILL . By the court. This is really not much if ——— than what the courts have 

Mr. BACON. I will start over. The transaction of this char- | held to be the definition of bucket-shop transactions—purely 


acter is denominated ‘“‘illegal,’’ not because it is prohibited by ' gambling transactions—a bet that at the end of a certain day the 
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price of corn or the price of cotton on a certain exchange will be 
so much or somuch. The parties to the transaction denounced 
here, or rather taxed, are not having any actual transactions them- 


selves on any of trade or exchange. 

It is a pure bet, a pure ble, and nothing else, as I look at it, 
and it does not apply at all to the same class of transactions which 
are taxed in the preceding section. When Congress repeals the 
preceding section and declares its purpose not any longer to im- 

the tax upon sales or agreements to sell actually made for 
present or future delivery on exchanges or boards of trade it can 
not be argued from any lan which remains in subdivision 3 
that a portion of the repealed section remains in force. If this 
section were left in the statute and the other section repealed, as 
it has been repealed, it would still for the purposes of construc- 
tion be in the statute. ' 

The court in ascertaining the true meaning or the intent of 
Congress in the language used in this subdivision 3 would not ex- 
clude from consideration the section that had existed and that 
had been repealed, applying to actual transactions for present and 
future delivery on boards of trade and exchanges. 

Mr. President, answering the question of the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. Tr.LMan], this act excluded the notion that 
so far as the States were concerned this tax was to validate the 
business as against the power of the State; to declare, as some 
States have done, bucket shops illegal, as they declared the sell- 
ing of pools to be illegal, because the following language was in- 
serted: 

That the payment of any tax imposed by this paragraph shall not be held 
or construed to exempt any such person, association, copartnership, or cor- 

oration from any penalty or punishment provided by the laws of any State 
for carrying on such business, or the making of such contracts, agreements, 
trades, or transactions within such State, or in any manner to authorize the 
commencement or continuance of such business or the making of ong such 
contracts, agreements, trades, or transactions contrary to the laws of such 
State, or in any place prohibited by municipal law, 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HaNnsBRovGH in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Wisconsin yield to the Senator from South 
Carolina? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The elaboration the Senator has just read 

there, that the act does not undertake to legalize or to interfere 
with the punitive statutes of a State, does not itself answer my 
question. 
, Mr. SPOONER. The Supreme Court decided on just such a 
case—that is, in the license-tax cases—that all that such a statute 
means is to impose the Federal tax upon the business or upon 
the object of taxation, not thereby licensing it as a business 
within a State, but as indicative that even if the business were 
carried on and paid the tax, the United States did not intend to 
put itself in the position of criminally prosecuting it as an unlaw- 
ful business from the Federal standpoint. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Wehaveamuch more flagrant lack of comity 
between the United States and the States in the matter of whisky. 
Some States prohibited the sale o. whisky, and yet the United 
States grants licenses in those States to sell whisky—not a license, 
but it collects a tax and expressly says that it does not carry with 
it the legalizing of the traffic. 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. That was involved in the license- 
tax cases. But, while Congress imposes a tax upon liquor and a 
license tax upon the dealers in liquor, it is within the constitu- 
tional capacity of the State to entirely prohibit either the manu- 
facture or sale of liquor within that State. 

Mr. TILLMAN, Yet here you have—— 

Mr. SPOONER. If itis not manufactured or sold it can not 
be taxed. It is entirely competent for the State to take charge of 
the business itself, as it is done in the State of the Senator from 
South Carolina. But, Mr, President—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. I was just calling the Senator’s attention to 
the fact, however, that the United States encourages the illicit 
sale in South Carolina, for instance, by issuing its receipts for the 
tax to whoever offers to pay, knowing that the State prohibits 
the sale except in a certain — by State officers. The National 
Government for the pittance of a few thousand dollars received 
in that way from this tax on retailers lends its assistance and en- 
couragement to the illegal or the illegitimate dealers in whisky. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is very interesting, but I suppose my 
friend will admit it has nothing whatever to do with the question 
which I am now discussing, 

Now, Mr. President, one word further. The exchanges of the 
country, the chambers of commerce, boards of trade, are well 
established and thoroughly organized. The men who deal with 
those exchanges are tted to membership. They have com- 
mittees. They have rules which I think are mostly uniform 
omens wre me. have the sinongeet inquisitorial 

. ey have the power to expel men who perpetrate 
violation of the rules coon customers, ei 





The bucket shops and the curb brokers, as a rule, are not 
members of the exchanges. This has been the difficulty, being a 
mere bet on prices, unaccompanied by any actual transaction 
upon the exchanges, they are established with little capital, and 
they need little in carrying on such a business all over the United 
States. They are in the smaller places as well as in the large 
cities, and it been the most insidious and the most destructive 
form of gambling. It has ruined, I venture to say, more clerks, 
caused them to become embezzlers, involved them in imprison- 
ment and crime, than almost any other one thing. 

I voted to put this tax upon the bucket shop. It requires every 
person engaged in that business to make it known to the authori- 
ties of the United States that they are engaged in the business, so 
that the person who is invited into their office knows whether he 
is going into the office of a person or a firm connected with one of 
the established boards of trade, or whether he is going into a 
mere pool shop or gambling house. 

Mr. BACON. Does not the Senator think, in view of that, it 
is extremely important that the Senate should stand by the propo- 
sition to continue to tax them? 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I have desired, as I said at the 
beginning, that we should retain thistax. I believe it is a whole- 
some tax. I believe it is a well-justified tax, and I dislike ex- 
tremely that the Congress shall repeal it. 

Mr. BACON. Does not the Senator think it would be a good 
idea to let the House have an opportunity to say whether or not 
they will refuse to agree to the repeal of this tax? It has never 
had the opportunity so far. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have the profoundest confidence in the 
Senators who are on this conference committee. They were in 
favor of retaining the tax in committee, if I may properly say 
that; and I have no doubt whateverthat they have labored long 
and by every means in their power to secure its retention. 

Mr. BACON. Ido not doubt that at all. 

Mr. SPOONER. I want it retained, but, Mr. President, when 
they state to the Senate that the House is irrevocably opposed to 
it —— 

Mr. TILLMAN. The House committee? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes; the House committee. When they state 
to the Senate that it is useless to continue the fight in conference 
for it, Iam not willing myself to jeopardize this bill, which vastly 
reduces taxation. I hate to vote for this report in the first in- 
stance, but the Senators say it will be unavailing to contend longer 
in the conference, and I shall vote for it. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I wish to state in one or two sen- 
tences only the proposition which I stated a little while ago, 
which the Senator from Georgia did not seem to apprehend. 

The Constitution says that all revenue bills shall be first pro- 
posed in the House—in other words, that there shall not be a tax 
put upon the people unless the House think there should be a tax. 
It provides that such bills may be amended in the Senate, and 
also in order to avoid the construction of the British Parliament 
that you can only amend such bills by matters which relate to 
the same subject of taxation and not put ina new one, it adds for 
greater caution the phrase that the Senate may make amend- 
ments as in other bills. So the power of the Senate is absolute, 
unqualified, and unlimited over amendments to such bills. 

But it was not intended that there should be ‘a tax unless the 
representativesof the people wanted it and think that there should 
be one. If there should be one, we may concern ourselves about 
what may be the object. 

The House proposed and we agreed to a war tax for a particu- 
lar special occasion, which has passed; and now the House say 
they do not want that war tax any longer and it is time it should 
end. My proposition is that the question whether a tax under 
those circumstances should be continued ought to be settled by 
the House. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to make my statement before I am inter- 
rupted, and then I will listen to the Senator. Ido not mean that 
we have not the constitutional power as a matter of mere blind 
poe to hold on to a tax which the House want to abolish, but 

do mean to say that the principle of the Constitution which re- 
quires the opinion of the House to favor such a tax requires us to 
pay the very greatest deference indeed to the opinion of the House 
that it should not continue. 

Now, if you continue this war tax or any part of it yon have 
an imposition which the representatives of the people submitted 
to for a ial exigency put upon the people as a permanent 
method of raising money for ordinary public expenditures, and 
whenever a war tax is proposed hereafter under the exigency and 
danger of a great war the House of Representatives have to be 
told that they put their necks in a noose, and that they can not 
get rid of that tax for a thousand years unless the Senate con- 
sents, although the war has long gone by and the money is going 
to be appropriated for ordinary purposes, 


cad othe” 5 


omy Rea bdo cage, ee 5 


eee. 


Aamo 


ae ates cawicm. » 
ee BCS EM cae 


a 


ee ee 
= SS hte 


Mas 


SNE Sa ny 


f 




















































i: 








3770 





Now, what is the result of that? This body, for whose rightful 
constitutional prerogative no man will stand longer than I do, as 
it was constituted by the Constitution, is so constituted that a 


majority may cast a vote at any icular time of less than a 

quarter of the American people, if Iam not mistaken, certainly 

less than a third. Therefore, a quarter of the American people 
may hold on to a tax which three quarters, speaking by their rep- 
err body, the House, think ought not to continue any 
onger. 
I say that is not only violative of the principle of the Constitu- 
tion, of the theory on which the taxing power was committed in 
the Constitution, but it is an enormous danger to the Senate, 
already enough in danger from wild and foolish attempts to over- 
throw it. I say it is not sound constitutional policy, if the House 
of Representatives tell us that they made a war tax for three or 
four years, to have us stand up uk say we do not care whether 
you want to repeal it or not it shall continue a century and you 
can not help yourselves. Is that a sound constitutional propo- 
sition or not? If it is, I am just justified in voting for this 
repeal. 
Mr. BACON. Mr. President, the argument of the learned 

Senator would be an excellent one why it should be provided in 

the Constitution that 2 revenue bill should be determined at the 

other end of the Capitol, without coming here at all; but I can 
not, in deference to my friend from Rhode Island, pursue the sub- 
ject in reply to the learned Senator or the equally learned Senator 
from Wisconsin, and therefore I shall not occupy the time of the 

Senate in attempting to do so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senate agree to the 
conference report? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas and nays have been 
ordered, and the Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BAILEY (when his name was called). I have a general 

ir with the senior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELkrns]. 
Pdo not know how he would vote if here, and sol refrain from 
voting. 

Mr. CULBERSON (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. QuARLEs], and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. DEPEW (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. McENERy]. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called), 
the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CLARK]. 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLacksurn]. I do not 
see him present, and therefore I withhold my vote. 

Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called). I wish to in- 
quire whether the Senator from Idaho [Mr. DuBois], with whom 
I am paired, has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Piatt of Connecticut in the 
chair). The Chair is informed that the Senator from Idaho has 
not voted. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Then I withhold my vote. 

Mr. QUARLES (when his name was called). Ihave a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON]. If 
he were present, I should vote “‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. TURNER (when his name was called). I havea general 
pair with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN]. As he is 
necessarily absent, I withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. MALLORY (after having voted in the negative). I desire 
to inquire if the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor] has 
voted? 

: The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that he 
1as not. 

Mr. MALLORY. I have a general pair with the Senator from 
Vermont, and I voted under the misapprehension that he was 
present. I therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. DOLLIVER (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
desire to inquire whether the senior Senator from Mississippi 
{[Mr. Money] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that he 
has not. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Being informed by the chairman of the Fi- 
nance Committee [Mr. ALDRICH] that the Senator from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. Monry] is in favor of the adoption of the conference 
report, although I am paired with him generally, I will allow my 
vote to stand. 

Mr. DEPEW. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Loui- 
siana [Mr. McENrEry] to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jones] 
and vote. I vote *‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi (after having voted in the nega- 
tive). I desire to inquire whether the junior Senator from Wash- 
ington [Mr. Foster] has voted? 


I am paired with 


I am paired with 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that he 
has not voted. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Then I withdraw my vote, as 
I have a general pair with the junior Senator from Washington. 

Mr. McMILLA As I announced a while ago, I have a gen- 
eral pair with the Senator from Kentucky ae BLACKBURN]. 
The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. McLAuRtIN] is paired with the 
Senator from Washington (Mr. Foster]. I suggest to the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi that we transfer our pairs, so that we shall 
both be at liberty to vote. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. That is agreeable to me, and 
nee that arrangement I will allow my vote in the negative to 
stand. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Under that arrangement I am at liberty to 
vote, and I vote “‘ yea.”’ 

The result was announced—yeas 36, nays 20; as follows: 


YEAS—36. 
Aldrich, Dolliver, Lodge. Platt, N. Y, 
Allison, Dryden, McMillan, uay, 
rd, Fairbanks, Millard, tt, 

Beveridge, Foraker, Nelson, Simon, 

Burrows, neyo Patterson, Spooner, 

Clapp, Gallinger, Penrose, Stewart, 

Deboe, Hansbrough, Perkins, Teller, 

nme, Hoar, Pettus, Vest, 

Dillingham, Kean, Platt, Conn. Wetmore. 

NAYS—20. 

Bacon, Clay, Bowley, McLaurin, 8. C. 
| Bate, Cullom, Heitfeld, Martin, 
Berry, Daniel, Jones, Ark. Simmons, 
| Carmack, Gamble, Kittredge, Taliaferro, 
| Clark, Mont. Gibson, McLaurin, Miss. Tillman. 
| NOT VOTING—2. 

Bailey, Dubois, Kearns, Morgan, 
Blackburn, Elkins, McComas, Pritchard, 
Burnham, Foster, La. McCumber, ‘octor, 
Burton, Foster, Wash. McEnery, Guat ies, 
Clark, Wyo. Hale, Mallory, wlins, 
Cockrell, Hanna, Mason, Turner, 
Culberson, Harris, Mitchell, Warren, 
Dietrich, Jones, Nev. Money, Wellington 


So the report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 
CHINESE EXCLUSION. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2960) to prohibit the coming into and to 
regulate the residence within the United States, its Territories, 
and all possessions and all territory under its jurisdiction, and the 
District of Columbia, of Chinese persons and persons of Chinese 
descent. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I desire to offer an amendment intended 
to be proposed to the pending bill, which I ask may be printed 
and lie upon the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment intended to be 
proposed by the Senator from North Dakota will be received, 
printed, and ordered to lie upon the table. 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President, as [ shall have to be absent from 
the Senate, I ask unanimous consent to submit an amendment on 
page 10, line 25, before the word ‘‘ Manila,’’ by inserting the words 
‘** Malone, N. Y.; Rouses Point, N. Y.’’ I understand the chair- 
man of the committee agrees that I may offer the amendment at 
this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York 
asks leave to submit an amendment at this time to the pending 
bill. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. KEAN. What is the amendment? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment be read at the place 
where it is to be inserted in the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment submitted by 
the Senator from New York will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 10, line 25, before the word ‘‘ Ma- 
nila,’ it is proposed to insert ‘‘ Malone, N. Y.; Rouses Point, 
m.tae 


The amendment was agreed to. > 

Mr. LODGE. I want to make a suggestion. I think it is not 
generally understood that only about one-third of the pending bill 
has been read; and it seems to me, for the better dispatch of busi- 
ness, the bill should be regularly read, the committee amend- 
ments disposed of as they are reached, and then the bill will be 
open to further amendment. 

Mr. PENROSE, I would suggest, as the Senator from North 
Carolina oo Srmmons] is prepared to address the Senate on this 
bill, that he proceed with his remarks, and then we can have the 
reading of the bill completed at the conclusion of his remarks, 
which, I understand, will be brief. 

Mr. CULLOM. I stated on Saturday last that I desired to ad- 
dress the Senate this morning upon the pen bill, I should 
proceed now were it not that I should be compelled to leave the 
Senate before I had an opportunity to conclude my remarks. 
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therefore desire to say that I shall speak upon the bill to-morrow, 
if I can then get the opportunity, instead of to-day. 
Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I do not rise for the purpose of 


making a 8 h upon the pending bill, but to make a statement 
in explanation of the vote which I shall cast. 

I shall vote for this bill, but I shall vote for it reluctantly. I 
shall vote for it reluctantly because I am not at all satisfied that 
the best interests of the country, considered as a whole, requires its 
passage. I shall vote for it reluctantly also because the cotton 
manufacturers of my State are appealing to Congress in protest 
against itsenactment. Cotton manufacturing has grown to great 
proportions inmy State. The men who are engaged in this work 
are among its best citizenship, and they are doing a great work 
in upbuilding that State, and I want by my votes here, as far as 
T can consistently and conscientiously, to encourage and promote 
this great industry. 

Now, the cotton manufacturers of my State and the South have 
in recent years built up a valuable trade, which is rapidly increas- 


ing, with China, in the coarser grades of their products, and they | 


believe, or at least fear, that if this bill is it will lead to 
retaliatory action on the part of China which will check, if it 
does not destroy, this trade. I do not believe the ro of the 
bill will lead to the retaliatory action which these manufacturers 


apeenees although I must concede it may possibly have this | 
e 


ect. On account of this I shall vote for this measure, reluc- 


tantly, as I said before, because I dislike to cast a vote which | 


may expose this trade to even possible danger. 


But there is another appeal which has come to us which, for | 


one, I find myself unable to resist. It is the appeal of the people 
of the Pacific coast. It is the people of that section of our coun- 
try who have to deal with this Chinese question. For years they 
have been face to face with it, and they understand it in all of its 
phases. Those 
migration and 
not only a political but a social question, and that the presence 
in any great numbers of Chinamen there threatens not only the 
peace and order and tranquillity of society but threatens their 
very civilization. 

I can not understand, and the wey of the South can not under- 
stand, the prejudice of the people of the Pacific coast toward the 
Chinaman both as a man and asa laborer. We donot share in 
it. There is no prejudice of that sort in my section. On the con- 
trary, there are many in my State who would be glad to see the 
Chinese laborer come among them and supplement at least the 
very inefficient and unreliable farm labor that we have. While 
we do not understand the prejudice of the people of the Pacific 
coast toward the Chinaman, we know the fact that it exists and 
we believe there is foundation for it, and because we doso believe, 
and because the people of the Pacific coast are chiefly concerned 
in this matter, we are ready to join with them in any determina- 
tion of this question which their long experience in dealing with 
it may suggest as being in the interest of the people of that sec- 
tion and as just and right. 

Mr. President, we have a problem in the South also—a great 
social and political problem—with which we are struggling, and 
with which we have been struggling for the past thirty years. 
The people of the remainder of the country can not understand 
the attitude and feeling and the inexorable purpose of the South 
with reference to the negro question. They think that our atti- 
tude toward the negro is inspired by prejudice and hostility. 
That is a mistake. We have no prejudice and we have no hos- 
tility to the negro. Our attitude toward him is actuated solely 
by the desire to preserve our civilization and to promote the wel- 
fare of both races. If we are permitted in the South to deal with 
and to settle the negro question in our own way, without un- 
necessary interference from the balance of the country, we will 
settle it not only in the interest of the white man, but we will 
settle it in the interest of the negro, and we will settle it in the 
interest of the social, the intellectual, and the material progress, 
not only of the South, but of the whole country. If the North 
and the West and the East are determined to saddle and fix upon 
us obnoxious social conditions we will not in a spirit of retalia- 
tion seek to enforce against other sections similar and equally ob- 
jectionable social conditions. 

It has been said that the Southern people are a hot-headed peo- 
ple, a hard-headed people, and a stubborn people. We are a 
stubborn people in maintaining what we believe to be right; and 
we are astubborn people in opposing what we believe to be wrong, 

ut vindictiveness no place in Southern character, and thoug 
smarting under a sense of injustice to ourselves, we are strong 
— and broad enough to rise above the spirit of the vendetta 
and do what we believe to be right and just toward every other 
section of the country, though the same measure should not be 
meeted out to us. 


The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 


ple come to us and they say that Chinese im- | 
inese settlement upon the Pacific coast involves | 





the Committee on Immigration was, in section 20, on page 18, line 
4, after the word ‘‘act,’’ to strike out ‘‘or thertafter, the pro- 
visions of sections 15, 16, 17, 18, and 19 shall not apply (except as 
to retention of certificate as an evidence of status, by a person ob- 
taining one thereunder), but in lieu thereof these,’’ and insert 
the words ‘‘ the following;’’ and in line 8, after the word “ pro- 
visions,’’ to strike out ‘‘designed to give him all freedom of move- 
ment compatible with the prevention of abuse of the privilege 
given to his class;’’ so as to make the paragraph read: 

Sxc. 20. That in the case of a Chinese person who, being a member of any 
of the classes mentioned in section 4, is lawfully in the United States at the 
time of the passage of this act. the following provisions shall govern: 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 18, line 11, after the word 
** him,”’ to strike out ‘‘ readily, that he may be spared the annoy- 
ance of being confused with imposters seeking to abuse the priv- 
ilege the United States reserves for good-faith members of cer- 
tain classes;’’ in line 16, after the word “‘ certificate,’’ to insert 
“of registration;’’ in line 19, after the word ‘“‘as,’’ to insert 
**may be required by rules and regulations prescribed by;’’ in 
line 21, after the word ‘‘ Immigration,’’ to strike out ‘* under di- 
rection ’’ and insert ‘‘ with the approval; ’’ in line 22, after the word 
‘* Treasury,’’ to strike out “‘ may by rule prescribe; ”’ on page 19, 
line 1, after the word ‘‘ made,’’ to strike out ‘‘ at his expense 
and;’’ in the same line, after the word “by,” to strike out 
** rules of ’’ and insert ‘‘ the rules and regulations prescribed by; ”’ 
in line 3, after the word ‘‘ Immigration,’ to strike out “‘ acting 
under direction ’’ and insert ‘‘ with the approval; ’’ and in line 4, 
after the word “ Treasury,”’ to strike out ‘‘ which expense shall 
be the only charge to him in connection with such certificate; ’’ 
so as to make the paragraph read: 

First. To enable the United States to identify him he shall be entitled to 
have issued to him by the appropriate Treasury officer a certificate of regis- 
tration setting forth persona. Sees. his name, his personal descrip- 
tion, his residence, his occupation and place of pursuing it, together with such 
details concerning it and such other matter as may be required by rules and 
regulations prescribec bv the Commissioner-General of Immigration, with 
the approval of the Secretary of the bh mee x 6 This certificate shall be made 
in duplicate, and the copy shall be retained by the officer issuing the certifi- 
cate. The original and the copy shall each contain the photograph of the ap- 

licant, made as required by the rules and regulations prescribed by the 
mumissioner-General of Immigration, with the approval of the Secretary 
of the Treasury. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 19, line 8, before the word 
** presumed,’’ to strike out *‘ rebuttably;’’ and in line 9, after the 
words ‘‘ United States,’’ to strike out the period and insert a 
comma and the words “* but such presumption may be rebutted;’’ 
so as to make the paragraph read: 

Persons entitled to such certificates who fail to obtain them shall be, in 
any proceeding inquiring into their status under this act, presumed to be 
laborers not entitled to remain within territory of the United States, but 
such presumption may be rebutted. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 19, line 13, after the word 
‘‘or,’’ to strike out ‘“‘a particular,’’ and insert ‘‘any portion of 
the; ’’ in line 14, after the word “‘ he,’’ to strike out *‘ shall,” and 
insert ‘*may, if he so desire;’’ in line 16, after the word “ dis- 
trict,’’ to strike out “‘ from which he wishes to depart, and,”’ arid 
insert ‘‘ wherein he resides, at least one month prior to the time 
of his departure, such application to be accompanied by his cer- 
tificate of registration, and in that event;’’ in line 19, after the 
word *“*make,’’ to strike out ‘‘ on oath,’’ and insert “‘ under oath;’’ 
in line 23, after the word ‘‘ regulations,” to strike out ‘‘ from time 
to time;’’ in line 24, after the word ‘‘ Immigration,”’ to strike out 
*‘under direction,’ and insert “‘ with the approval;’’ on page 20, 
line 1, after the word “‘ penalties,”’ to strike out ‘‘ of’’ and insert 

“imposed by law for;’’ in line 2 after the word “‘ perjury,” to 
strike out the period and insert a semicolon and the word “‘ and; ”’ 
and in the same line, before the word ‘‘ shall,”’ to strike out ‘‘ He,”’ 
and insert ‘‘ he;’’ so as to make the paragraph read: 

Second. When any Chinese person who, being a member of any of the 
classes mentioned in section 4, desires to depart from the United States or 
any portion of the territory thereof, intending to return thereto, he may, if 
he so desire, apply to the appropriate Treasury officer in the district wherein 
he resides, at least one mon rior to the time of his departure, such appli- 
cation to be accompanied by his certificate of registration, and in that event 
shall under oath before said officer a full statement, in triplicate, de- 
seriptive of his professional, business, or other position or status, and shall 
furnish to said officer such proof of his status as shall be required by the 
rules and regulations prescribed by the Commissioner-Genera! of Immigra- 
tion, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury; and for any false 
swearing in relation thereto he shall incur the penalties saposed by Jaw for 
perjury: and he shall permit the said officer to take a full description of his 
person, which description the said officer shall retain and mark with a 
number. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next améndment was, on page 20, line 6, after the word 
“* applicant,”’ to strike out ‘‘ made at his expense and;’’ in line 8, 
before the word “ prescribed,”’ to strike out “in that regard ’’ and 
insert ‘“‘ and regulations,”’ and line 9, after the word ** immigra- 
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tion,’’ to strike out ‘“‘ under direction’? and insert ‘‘ with the 
approval,’’ so as to make the paragraph read: 


The original and each copy of said statement shall contain the photograph 
of the applicant, made at the time and in the manner required by the rules 
and regulations younermeas by the Commissioner-General of Immigration, 
with the approval ofthe Secretary of the Treasury. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 20, after line 10, to insert: 


The original of said statement shall be retained by the Treasury officer 
before whom it is made, and the copies thereof shall be by him transmitted 
to the appropriate Treasury officer at the port whence the applicant intends 
to depart from the United States. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 20, line 16, before the word 
** officer,’’ to insert ‘‘ last-named;”’’ so as to read: 

And if said last-named officer, after hearing the proofs and investigating 
all the circumstances of the case, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 20, line 24, after the word 
“ was,’’ to strike out “‘ given’’ and insert ‘‘ originally issued; ’’ so 
as to make the paragraph read: 

If the last-named certificate be transferred, it shall become void, and the 
person to whom it was originally issued shall forfeit his right to reside in, or 
return to, the United States. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 21, line 4, after the word 
‘or,’ to strike out ‘‘some particular’’ and insert ‘‘ any portion 
of the;’’ in line 5, after the word “ thereof,’’ to strike out ‘‘as 
the case may be;”’ in line 7, after the word “‘ port,”’ to strike out 
‘‘or place;’’ in line 8, after the word “‘ for,’’ to strike out ‘‘and 
this in addition to the showing called for by preceding provisions 
of this act;’’ in line 10, after the word “‘ port,”’ to strike out “‘ or 
place;’’ and in line 11, after the word ‘‘ departed,’’ to insert: 


But it shall be the right of any such person to elect to waive all of the pro- | 


visions of the second and third subdivisions of this section, and for readmis- 
sion into the United States or any portion of the territory thereof to depend 
upon the provisions of section 8 and provisions in pursuance thereof. 


So as to make the paragraph read: 


Third. To entitle any such Chinese person as is mentioned in this section | 


to readmission to the United States or any portion of the territory thereof, 
he shall produce to the appropriate Treasury officer at the port of entry the 
return certificate in this section provided for, and hes be permitted to 
reenter only at the port whence he departed. But it shall be the right of any 
such person to elect to waive all of the provisions of the second and third 
subdivisions of this section, and for readmission into the United States or any 
portion of the territory thereof to depend upon the provisions of section 8 
and provisions in pursuance thereof. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
ment explained. 
difficult to get the meaning of a good many of these amendments, 
but, as I understand, this applies 

Mr. MITCHELL. What page? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kgeaninthechair). Page 21. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think I see that the provision 
applies to persons named in section 4, who are the exempt persons. 
It says if he chooses he may waive the provisions of the second 
and third sections of the act and depend upon the provisions of 
section8. I donot understandit very well. and I wish that some one 
would explain it. I donot wish to delay the reading of the bill 
and action on these amendments, but certainly we ought to have 
the right, after the amendments are perfected, to propose amend- 
ments to them without being cut off by the rule that an amend- 
ment has once been adopted. I suppose a Senator would have a 
right to do that when the bill gets into the Senate. I do not | 
wish to delay the Senate now, but sometime, certainly, I should 
like an explanation to be m~“e of this amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. What is the request of the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut—that this section be passed over? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. No; I did request that the reason 
for the amendment be explained, but as no one seems ready to do 
so at the present time the reading may proceed. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to suggest that nobody knows what this 
bill is, and nobody will know until the amendments are either 
adopted or rejected. It seems to me the best thing to do is to go 
on with the bill, have the bill amended as the committee wants 
it, unless somebody raises a question, and then let us have the bill 
reprinted and we can take it up and see what it is. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Unless we shall be cut off by the 
rule that amendments have been adopted that will satisfy me 
precisely, because I should like to have all of the amendments 
suggested by the committee adopted, if they wish them to be, and 
then have the bill printed, so as to enable us to see what it is, and 
have it all open to amendment. 

Mr. TELLER. That is what we ought to do. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest to the chairman of the committee 
that he ask unanimous consent to consider any amendments 
which may be reported and adopted by the committee still sub- 
ject to amendment. 

Mr. PENROSE. 


I should like to have this amend- 





Of course. That is my understanding. 


I do not catch its meaning. Indeed, it is very | 


| entry into insular territory of the United 


we COCKRELL. That will hasten the consideration of the 
ill. 

Mr. TELLER. They would be open to amendment when the 
bill got into the Senate anyway. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I know. 

Mr. TELLER. So Senators would not be cut off. However, 
it is better to have it in this way. 

Mr. PENROSE. I think it is better to proceed with the read- 
ing of the bill. There are few Senators present,and any discus- 
sion as to the details of the bill would be unproductive. Every- 
thing will be explained. 

Mr. TELLER. Then let us have a reprint of the bill. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. That will be perfectly satisfac- 
tory to me, provided we can then move amendments to the bill as 
it has been perfected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest? The Chair hears none, and itis soordered. The question 
is on agrecing to the amendment reported by the Committee on 
Immigration. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Immigration was, in 
section 21, page 21, line 18, after the word ‘‘ any,’’ to strike out 
‘‘particular’’ and insert ‘‘ portion of the;’’ in line 19, after the 
word ‘‘thereof,’’ to strike out ‘‘ as the case may be;’’ in line 20, 
after the word ‘‘ children,”’ to strike out ‘‘ not more than 12 years 
of age;’’ in line 22, after the word ‘“‘four,’’ to insert “‘ actually 
domiciled in the United States at the time of such prugeer entry;”’ 
in line 25, after the word ‘‘to,’’ to strike out ‘‘ produce to”’ and 
insert ‘‘ establish to the satisfaction of;’’ on page 22, line 1, after 
the word ‘‘ port,’’ to strike out ‘‘ or place;’’ and in line 2, after the 
word ‘“‘entry,’’ to insert ‘‘ that the required relationship exists 
and to produce to him;’’ so as to make the paragraph read: 

Src. 21. That nothing in this act shall be construed to prevent the entry 
into the United States, or any portion of the territory thereof, of the lawful 
wife or the minor children of any Chinese person of any of the classes men- 
tioned in section 4 actually domiciled in the United States atthe time of such 

roposed entry: Provided, That no such wife nor any of such children shall 

96 permitted to enter who shall fail to establish to the satisfaction of the ap- 
propriate Treasury officer at the port of a that the required relationship 
exists and to produce to him a certificate as follows: 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 22, line 6, section 21, after 
the word ‘‘ consular,’ to strike out “‘ officer ’’ and insert ‘‘ repre- 
| sentative;’’ so as to make the paragraph read: 

First. If the wife or child come from a foreign country, the certificate 
| shall have been issued to such person by the diplomatic or consular repre- 
sentative of the United States in the country or port whence such person 


| departed, and shall show thatafter investigation said representative believes 
it to be true that the relationship asserted genuinely exists. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 22, line 10, section 21, after 
the word “‘ from,’’ to strike out ‘‘an’’ and insert ‘‘ any;’’ in the 
same line, after the word “‘insular,’’ to strike out ‘‘ possession ”’ 


/and insert ‘‘territory;’’ in line 15, after the word ‘‘from,” to 


strike out ‘‘one’’ and insert ‘‘ any;’’ in the same line, after the 
word ‘‘insular,’’ to strike out ‘‘ possession’’ and insert “‘ terri- 
tory;’’ in line 16, after the word ‘‘into,”’ to strike out ‘‘ another”’ 
and insert ‘‘ other;’’ in line 17, after the word ‘‘ insular,’’ to strike 
out ‘* possession’ and insert ‘‘territory;’’ in line 19, before the 
word ‘‘ the,’’ where it occurs the second time, to strike out ‘‘in”’ 
and insert ‘‘at,’’ and in the same line, after the word ‘“‘ port,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘ or place;’’ so as to make the paragraph read: 


Second. If the wife or child come from any insular territory of the United 
States and seek entry into American-mainland territory of the United States, 
or come from American-mainland territory of the United States and seek 

states, or come from any insular 
territory of the United States and seek entry into other insular territory of 
the United States, the certificate shall have been issued by the appropriate 
Treasury officer of the United States at the port whence such person de- 
parted, and shall show that after investigation said officer believes it to be 
true that the relationship asserted genuinely exists. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, on page™3, line 1, section 21, after 
| the word ‘‘ required,’’ to insert ‘‘ and claimed,’’ and in line 2, after 
the word “‘ otherwise,”’ to strike out: 

The purpose of these provisions being to indulge humane consideration for 
the welfare and domestic happiness of good-faith Chinese families, but 
strictly to prohibit entry, under cover of this policy, of prostitutes, slaves, 
orphans, and persons who are not the persons and have not the relationship 
asserted 

So as to make the paragraph read: 

Third. It is hereby made the duty of diplomatic and consular representa- 
tives of the United States, and of the aperopeiate Treasury officers, to make 
rigid investigations of all applications for such certificates, and to issue them 
when the relationship required and claimed is clearly established, but not 
| otherwise. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; : 
The next amendment was, on page 23, line 9, section 21, after 
the word ‘‘ named,” to strike out ‘‘ in it’’ and insert “ therein; 


, 


in line 11, before the word “‘ rules,” to insert “‘ the;’’ in line 12, 
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before the word “ prescribed,’’ to insert ‘“‘and regulations;’’ in 
line 13, before the word “‘ of,”’ to strike out ‘‘ under direction ”’ 
and insert ‘‘ with the approval;’’ inline 15, before the word “‘ at,” 


to strike out “‘at the expense of the applicant, and,’’ and in line 
16, after the word “‘ rules,”’ to insert ‘‘ and regulations;” so as to 
make the paragraph read: 

Fourth. Each of said certificates shall be issued in triplicate, and shall 
contain the ppotogreph of Se gecem named therein, and addition to the 
matter already mentioned contain whatever ma be seared by the 
rales otth te oilet tsteattars of tee trees, Hevehsine 

° © appro 0 8 0 e ° 
‘hati be made at the time and in the manner required by said —ieaiveen 
lations. . 

The amendment was agreed to. ; s 

The next amendment was, on page 23, line 18, section 21, before 
the word “issuing,” to strike out ‘‘ person’’ and insert ‘‘ repre- 
sentative or officer;’’ so as to make the paragraph read: 

The original certificate shall be, by the representative or officer issuing it, 
delivered open to the person named in it, or, if such person be an infant, to 
the person in charge of such infant. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 23, line 22, section 21, before 
the word “‘ officer,’’ to insert ‘‘ representative or;’’ on page 24, 
line 2, before the word ‘* where,’’ to strike out “or place;’’ and 
in line 4, after the word ‘‘ section,”’ to strike out “‘ fifty-two’’ and 
insert “‘ fifty-three;’’ so as to make the paragraph read: 

The duplicate thereof shall be, by said representative or officer, delivered 
in a sealed envelope, duly ad , to the shipmaster, railway conductor, 
or other person in charge of the t rtation of the person for whom the 
original is available, whose duty it s be to deliver it promptly to the ap- 
propriate Treasury officer of the United States at the port where entry is 
sought by said ese person. Willful neqiect or failure to form this 
last-mentioned duty is hereby made punishable under section 53. 

The amendment was agreed to. 4 

The next amendment was, on page 24, line 6, section 21, before 
the word “ officer,’’ to insert ‘‘ representative or;’’ in line 7, before 
the word “‘ said,’”’ to strike out ‘or place’’ and insert *‘ where;’’ 
and in line 8, after the word “‘ entry,’’ to strike out: 


Provided, That no wife or child shall be privileged to enter unless accom- 


panied by the husband or father on relationship to whom such privilege de- | 


pends: And provided further, That the privilege of a wife or child to remain 
in the United States, or particular territory thereof, as the case may be, 
shall cease when the right of the husband or father so to remain ceases for 
any reason. And no woman shall be deemed a wife within the meaning of 
this section or any other provision of this act unless she be a wife as distin- 
guished froma concubine, the intent of this requirement being to have regard 
to polygamous and allied practices and customs among the Chinese, and to 
rear) ene of entry to one wife of any Chinese man entitled to bring his 
Wile Wit. 

the woman who, under the general custom obtaining among nation, is best 
entitled to be deemed his wife if he have more than one woman holding to 
him relationship of wifely character. 


« And insert: 


Provided, That no woman shall be entitled to enter under this section un- 
less she shall establish, by such proof as —= requires by the rules and 
regulations Pete by the Commissioner-Gene of Immigration, with 
the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, that she is the primary and 
lawful wife of a member of one of the classes enumerated in section 5, 
under a marriage contracted in such manner as to be legal and binding in 


the United States. 

So as to make the paragraph read: 

The triplicate thereof shall be, by the representative or officer issuing the 
certificate, immediately sent by mail to the appropriate Treasury officer at 
the port where said Chinese person seeks entry: vided, That no woman 
shal - ss to a ee — — shall cca saibetl Ue the 
proof as ma w es and re © 
Commissiones-Genenal of Immigration, with the a proval of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, that she is the primary and lawful wife of a menubar of one 
of the classes enumerated in section 5, under a marriage contracted in 
such manner as to be legal and binding in the United States. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 22, on page 25, line 13, be- 
fore the word “ Secretary,” tostrike out ‘‘ Commissioner-General 
of Immigration, under directi ion of the;’’ so as to make the para- 
graph read: 

Sec. 22. That the preceding sections shall not apply to Chinese diplomatic 
or consular officers or their attendants or servants, who shall be admitted to 
the United States under species instructions of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, without production of other evidence than that of personal identity. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 22, on 25, line 18, before 
the word ‘‘ rules,”’ toinsert “‘the;”’ in the same line, before the word 

prescribed,”’ to insert ‘‘ and regulations;’’ and in line 20, before 
the word “‘of,”’ to strike out “ under direction” and insert ‘ with 
the approval; ”’ so as to make the paragraph read: 

Other Ghinese officers of China or any other fore ernment shall es- 
tablish their identity as such, and the iden of thor attendants and serv- 
ants, in accordance with the rales and tions prescribed by the Com- 
Ree Greet of Immigration, with the approval of the Secretary of the 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 23, page 25, line 22, before 
the word “landed,” to strike out “‘ are’’ and insert “‘ per- 
son is;”’ in line 24, before the word “ brought,” to strike out 

persons ’’ and insert *‘ person; ”’ in the same line, after the word 





m into the United States or particular Sersbeory Waves. and she | 


*border,’’ to strike out “‘ point’ and insert ‘‘ port;”’ on page 26, 
line 2, before the word ** bronght,’’ to strike out ‘‘they were”’ 
and insert ‘‘ he was;’’ in line 3, after the word *‘ Chinese,”’ to strike 
out ‘‘ persons’? and insert ‘‘person;”’ in line 4, after the word 
**comparing,’’ to strike out “their certificates ’’ and insert ‘* his 
certificate; *’ and in line 5, after the word “ Chinese,” to strike 
out “‘ persons ”’ and insert ‘‘ person; ’’ so as to make the paragraph 


Sxc. 23. That before any Chinese person is landed from any vessel on ter- 
ritory of the United States, or, in case of inland immigration, before any 
Chinese brought to any inland border port of the United States shall 
be permitted to leave the car or other conveyance in which he was brought 
thither, the appropriate Treas’ officer shall examine such Chinese person, 
comparing his certificate with the lists given under succeeding provisions 
hereof, and also with such Chinese person; and no Chinese person shail be al- 
lowed to land or to enter in violation of law. The examination and com- 
— herein required shall be made immediately after the arrival at port 
or er. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 24, page 26, line 13, after 
the word ‘‘ Chinese,”’ tostrike out ‘‘ ngers ’’ and insert ‘* pas- 
senger;’’ in line 22, after the word ‘‘and,’’ to strike out ‘* the 
names and other’’ and insert ‘‘such;”’’ in the same line, after the 
word ‘‘particulars,’’ to strike out the comma; in line 23, before 
the word ‘‘shown,”’ to insert ‘‘to each as are;’’ and in line 24, 
after the word ‘“‘ required,’’ to insert: 

And such other information as may be required by the rules and regula- 
tions een by the Commissioner-General of Immigration, with the ap- 
proval of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

So as to make the paragraph read: 

Src, 24. That the master of any vessel arriving in the United States from 
any foreign port or place shall, immediately on arriving and before landing 


or permitting to land any Chinese nger, deliver to the aappepenne 
Treasury officer of the customs district in which such vessel shall have ar- 


| rived a separate list of all Chinese persons taken on board his vessel at any 


port or place, and all such persons on board the vesselatthat time. Such list 
shall show the names of such persons (and in the case of accredited officers 
of the Chinese or other foreign Government traveling on the business of such 
Government, or their servants or attendants, a note setting forth such facts), 
the port or place at which each was taken on board, and such os as 
to each as are shown by their respective certificates hereinbefore required, 
and such other information as may be required by the rules and regulations 
prescribed by the Commissioner-General of Immigration, with the approval 


| of the Secretary of the Treasury; and such list shall be sworn to - the 


master in the manner required by law in cases of manifests of cargo. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 24, on page 27, line 7. after 
the word “‘territory,’’ to strike out ‘‘ or possessions;”’ in line 9, 
after the word ‘‘ insular,’’ to strike out ‘* possessions’’ and insert 
‘**territory;’’ in line 13, after the word ‘‘insular,’’ to strike out 
** possession ’’ and insert “‘territory;’’ and in line 14, after the 
word “‘insular,’’ to strike out ‘‘ possession’’ and insert “ terri- 
tory;’’ so as to make the paragraph read: 

The foregoing requirements shall apply also to the masters of all vessels ar- 
riving in the American-mainland territory of the United States from any of 
the insular territory of the United States; and to masters of all vessels arriv- 
ing at any point in any such insular territory from the American-mainland 
territory of the United States; and to the masters of all vessels arriving in 
the P’ © Islands, Hawaii, Porto Rico, or any other insular territory of 
the United States from any other insular territory of the United States. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 25, page 27, line 20. after 
the word “ border,”’ to strike out ‘‘ point’ and insert ‘‘ port;’’ in 
line 22, after the word “‘ any,’’ to strike out ‘‘ of;’’ in line 23, after 
the word ‘‘ Chinese,”’ to strike out ‘‘ persons’’ and insert *‘‘ per- 
son;”’ on page 28, line 6, before the word “‘ particulars,”’ to strike 
out ‘‘ the names and other ’’ and insert ‘‘such;’’ in the same line, 
before the word ‘‘ shown,’’ to insert ‘‘ to each as are;’’ and in line 
7, after the word “ required,’’ toinsert ‘‘ and such other informa- 
tion as may be required by the rules and regulations prescribed 
by the Commissioner-General of Immigration, with the approval 
of the Secretary of the Treasury;’’ so as to make the paragraph 


Sxc. 25. That in the case of Chinese persons brought toan inland border 
port of the United States, the railway conductor or other person so bringing 
them immediately on arriving there and before enabling or permitting 
any such m to cross the border into territory of the United 
States, deliver to the appropriate Treasury officer alist of all Chinese persons 
so brought. Such list shall show the names of allsuch Chinese persons (and in 
the case of a ted officers of the Chinese or other foreign government 
traveling on the business of such government, or their servants and attend- 
ants, a note setting forth such facts), the port or place at which each was 
taken in c and such particulars as to each as are shown by their re- 
spective ce cates hereinbefore required, and such other information as 
may be required Aaa rules and regulations prescribed by the Commis- 
sioner-General of migration, with the approval of the Secretary of the 
Treasury; and such list shall be sworn to by the person bound to deliver it, 
the oath to be administered by the said Treasury officer. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 25, on page 28, line 16, 
after the word ‘‘section,’’ to strike out “‘ fifty-two”’ and insert 
“ fifty-three; ’’ and in line 21, before the word “employer,” to 
strike out ‘‘ the ’’ and insert “his;’’ so as to make the paragraph 


any refusal or willful neglect of any such conductor or other person bound 
to ver such list to comply with the provisions of this section shall be 
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deemed a felony and shall be punishable under section 53. Should the offender 
not be subject to punishment in the United States, then any rule or regula- 
tion which may be made by the Secretary of the Treasury for cases of that 
class shall be enforced; and as well against his employer as against himself, 
if his employer be a person or corporation interested in the transportation of 
the Chinese person as to whom the offense was committed. 


The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in section 26, page 29, line 2, after 
the word “‘ provisions,’’ to strike out ‘‘ designed to prevent said 
privilege of transit from being abused;’’ so as to nn the para- 
graph read: 

Src. 26. That Chinese laborers shall continue to enjoy the privilege of 
transit across territory of the United States in the course of their journey to 
or from other countries, subject to the following provisions. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in section 26, on page 29, line 4, be- 
fore the word “‘shall,’’ to strike out ‘‘ Transit privilege’’ and in- 
sert ‘‘ Privilege of transit;’’ in line 6, after the wo 
strike out *‘ place’’ and insert ‘‘ port,’’ and in line 7, after the 
word “‘such,’’ to strike out “‘place’’ and insert ‘‘ port;’’ in line 
19, after the word ‘“‘the,”’ to strike out ‘‘transit;’’ in the same 
line, after the word “‘ privilege,’’ to insert ‘‘of transit;’’ in line 
20, after the word ‘‘ from,’’ to strike out ‘‘an’”’ and insert “‘any;”’ 
in the same line, after the word ‘‘insular,’’ to strike out ‘‘ - 
sion ’’ and insert ‘‘territory;’’ in line 21, after the word “‘ seek,”’ 
to strike out ‘‘ transit’’ and insert ‘‘the;’’ in the same line, after 
the word “ privilege,’’ to insert *‘ of transit;’’ in line 24, after the 
word ‘‘ seek,’ to strike out ‘‘transit’’ and insert ‘‘the;’’ in the 
same line, after the word “‘ privilege,’’ to insert ‘‘of transit;’’ in 
line 25, after the word ‘‘from,’’ to strike out ‘‘ one’? and insert 
‘‘any;’’ inthe same line, after the word “ insular,’’ to strike out 
** possession ’’ and insert “‘ territory;’’ on page 30, line 1, after the 
word ‘‘ seek,’’ to insert “‘ the privilege of;’’ in the same line, after 
the word * transit,’’ to strike out “‘ privilege;’’ in line 2, after the 


word ‘across,’’ to strike out ‘‘another’’ and insert ‘‘ other;’’ in | 


the same line, after the word “‘insular,’’ to strike out ‘‘ posses- 
sion ’’ and insert ‘‘ territory;’’ in line 9, after the word “‘the,”’ to 


insert ‘‘ privilege of;’’ in the same line, after the word “‘ transit,”’ | 


to strike out ‘‘ privilege;’’ in line 16, after the word ‘‘ be,’’ to in- 
sert “‘ required:’’ in the same line, after the word “‘ by,”’ to insert 
**the;’’ in the same line, after the word “‘rules,’’ to insert ‘‘ and 
regulations prescribed by the Commissioner-General of Immigra- 
tion, with the approval;”’ and in line 18. after the word “ Treas- 
ury,’’ to strike out “‘ prescribed;’’ so as to make the paragraph 
read: 

First. Privilege of transit shall be denied if the me fail to produce 
to the appropriate Treasury officer at the port where entry is sought a 
through ticket entitling said applicant to transportation from such port to 
the point of ultimate destination in the foreign country whither he claims 
to be bound, such ticket in good faith requiring transit across territory of 
the United States and having been fully paid for; or if he fail to produce, ad- 
ditionally, to the said officer a certificate as follows: (a) If the applicant 
come from a foreign country, the certificate shall have been issued to him by 
the diplomatic or consular representative of the United States in the country 
or port whence he departed, and shall show thatafter inv tion said re 
resentative believed it to be true that said applicant intended to go directly 
to, and to reside in, the foreigncountry designated, and did not seek toabuse 
the privilege of transit applied for; (b) if the applicant come from any insu- 
lar territory of the Uni States and seek the privilege of transit across 
American-mainland territory of the United States, or come from American- 
mainland territory of the Uni States and seek the privilege of transit 
across insular territory of the United States, or come from any insular ter- 
ritory of the United States and seek the privilege of transit across other in- 
sular territory of the United States, then the certificate shall have been is- 
sued to him by the appropriate Treasury officer of the United States at the 
port or place whence said applicant departed, and shall show that after in- 
vestigation said officer believed it to be true that said a plicant intended to 
go directly to, and to reside in, the foreign country designated, and did not 
seek to abuse the privilege of transit applied for. And it is hereby made the 
duty of the diplomatic and consular representatives of the United States 
and of the appropriate Treasury officers of the United States to investigate 
all applications for the said certificates, and to issue such certificates where 
the applications are shown to be in good faith, but not otherwise, and in 
such form and carrying such additional information as shall be required by 
the rules and regulations prescribed by the Commissioner-General of Immi- 
gration, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 26, on e 80, line 19, 
after the word ‘‘ Immigration,’’ to strike out ‘‘ under direction ’”’ 
and insert ‘‘ with the approval;’’ in line 21, after the word “ sus- 

nd,”’ to strike out ‘transit privilege’’ and insert “the privi- 

ege of transit;’’ in line 23, after the word “‘ from,” to strike out 
‘“‘and”’ and insert “‘any;’’ and in the same line, after the word 
‘‘insular,”’ to strike out ‘‘ possession ’’ and insert “‘ territory; ’’ so 
as to make the paragraph read: 

But the Commissioner-General of Immigration, with the approval of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, may at any time suspend the privilege of transit 
in any case or in all cases where the transit is sought by laborers coming 
from any insular territory of the United States. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 26, on page 30, line 25, be- 
fore the word “‘ shall,”’ to strike out “‘ Transit privilege ’’ and in- 
sert ‘‘ Privilege of transit;’’ on page 31, line 1, after the word 
*‘ refuse,’’ to strike out “‘and”’ and insert ‘‘or;”’ in line 4, after 
the word “‘the,’’ to strike out ‘‘ place ’’ and insert “‘ port;”’ in the 


“the,” to | 


eG 








same line, after the word “‘entry,’’ to insert “for the exerctse of 
such privilege;’’ in line 7, before the word ‘‘ ultimate,” to strike 
out ‘‘an’’ and insert ‘‘the;’’ in the same line, after the word 
‘* destination,’’ to strike out ‘‘ not in the United States” and in- 
sert ‘‘ which is named in this certificate;’’ in line 8, after the 
word ‘‘the,’”’ to strike out “transit’’ and insert ‘‘ said;’’? and in 
line 9, after the word “ privilege,” to strike out ‘‘ applied for; ”’ 
so as to make the paragraph read: 

Second. Privilege of transit shall be denied if the applicant refuse or fail 
to submit to such examination of his person and bag: and to such inves- 
tigation as may be deemed otednod the app Mato Treasury officer at 
the port where entry for the exercise oF such tivitege is sought, or if he fail 
to establish to the satisfaction of said officer t he intends to proceed di- 
rectly and immediately to the ultimate destination which is named in his cer- 
tificate, and is not seeking to abuse the said privilege. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 26, on page 31, line 10, be- 
fore the word “‘ shall,’’ to strike out ‘‘ Transit privilege ’’ and in- 
sert ‘‘ Privilege of transit;’’ in line 11, before the word “ have,” 
to insert “‘ first;’’ in line 12, after the word ‘‘ than,’’ to strike out 
“in”? and insert ‘‘ for the purpose of;’’ and in line 18, after the 
word “‘have,”’ to strike out ‘‘ failed in that regard, the intent of 
this provision being to prevent user of transit privilege as an al- 
ternative ’’ and insert “ being refused such admission;’’ so as to 
make the pa: agraph read: 

Third. Privilege of transit shall be denied if the applicant shall first have 
sought admission into the United States or some te ry thereof otherwise 
than for the purpose of transit and shall have been refused such admission. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The nextamendment was, in section 26, on page 31, line 16, before 
the word ‘‘shall,’’ to strike out ‘“ Transit privilege ’’ and insert 
‘* Privilege of transit;’’ in line 18, after the word ‘‘ Immigration,”’ 
to strike out ‘‘ under direction ’’ and insert ‘‘ with the approval;’’ 
and in line 21, before the word “‘ privilege,’’ to strike out ‘‘ tran- 
sit ’’ and insert ‘‘such;’’ so as to make the paragraph read: 

Fourth. Privilege of transit shall be denied if the applicant fail to comply 
with any rule or regulation which the Commissioner-General of Immigration, 
with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, may from time to time 
prescribe with a view to prevention of abuse of such privilege. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 26, on page 31, line 24, 
after the word “‘ port,”’ to strike out ‘‘ or place;’’ in line 25, after 
the word “‘ for,”’ to insert “‘the privilege of;’’ on page 382, line 1, 
after the word “‘transit,”’ to strike out “ privilege;’’ in line 7, 
after the word ‘‘and,”’ to strike out ‘‘ whatever else’’ and insert 
‘*such other matter as;’’ and in line 9, after the word ‘‘ Immigra- 
tion,’’ to strike out “‘ under direction ’’ and insert ‘‘ with the ap- 
proval;’’ so as to make the paragraph read: 


Fifth. The master of any vessel, the conductor of any railway train, or the 


manager or director of any other conveyance, bringing to any port in the 
Uni Sta or on the border thereof, any applicant for the privilege of 
transit shall, ediately after arrival there and before landing or per- 


mitting to land rmitting to cross the border, as the case 
may be, any such applicant, deliver to the appropriate Treasury officer of 
the United States a separate list of all such applicants so brought, which list 
shall show the name of each applicant, the matter contained in the certifi- 
cate he bears, and such other matter as may be required by the rules and 
regulations from time to time prescribed by the Commissioner-General of 
Immigration, with the approvayof the Secretary of the Treasury; and this list 
shall be sworn to by the person bound to deliver it, the oath to be adminis- 
tered by the said officer to whom it isdelivered. Failure to comply with any 


or enabling or 


of the uirements of this subdivision shall be punishable in the case of 
masters of vessels as in violations of section 21, and in the case of others as in 
violations of section 22. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in section 26, on page 82, line 17, 
after the word ‘‘ Immigration,’’ to strike out ‘‘ under direction ”’ 
and insert ‘‘ with the approval; ’’ in line 19, after the word “‘ ports,”’ 
to strike out “‘or places;’’ in line 20, after the word ‘“‘ thereof,”’ 
to insert “‘ for the purpose of exercising the privilege of transit; ’’ 
in line 21, after the word “‘ be,”’ to strike out “gained by” and 
insert ‘‘ ted to;”’ in line 22, after the word “ said,”’ to strike 
out “‘ transit; ’’ on 33, line 2, before the word “ designation,” 
to strike out ‘‘ the’ and insert ‘‘said;’’ in line 4, after the word 
‘“‘any,”’ to strike out ‘‘ place’’ and insert “‘ port;’’ in line 8, after 
the word ‘‘ Immigration,” to insert ‘ with the approval of the 
Secretary of the ;’’ in line 10, after the word ‘‘ such,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘ place” and insert “‘ port;’’ in line 12, after the word 
‘‘laws,’’ to insert ‘‘and regulations;’’ in line 14, after the word 
‘*as,’’ tostrike out “‘ being proposed by said Commissioner-General 
of Immigration;”’ in line 16, after the word ‘‘ such,” to strike out 
‘place’’ and insert “‘port;’’ in line 19, after the word “‘Immi- 
gration,” to strike out “under direction ”’ and insert “‘ with the 
approval;” in line 20, after the word “such,” to strike out 
‘place ’’ and insert “‘ port;’’ and in line 21, after the word “ privi- 
lege,’’ to strike out “‘on conclnding that’’ and insert ‘“‘if in his 
judgment; ’’ so as to make the paragraph read: 


Sixth. The Commissioner-General of Immigration, with the approval of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, shall designate the posts at which entry into 
the United States or territory thereof for the pu of exercis- 
ing the privilege of t may be granted to persons enti to exercise 
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said privilege; and said privilege shall be exercisable at no other ports or 
laces. But in the case of entry along the boundary between the United 
Btates and the Republic of Mexico and the boundary between the United 
States and the Dominion of Canada said designation shall be subject to this 
restriction: No place along either of said boundaries shall be so designated 
nor shall any port along either of said boundaries be di ited as a place o 
entry for any Chinese person whatever, whether in t or otherwise, un- 
til there have been executed between the said Commissioner-General of 
Immigration, with the approval of the Secretary of the , on the part 
of the United States, and the penne or corporations p to bring 
Chinese to such port contracts nding wack persons and corporations to ob- 
serve all the laws and regulations of United States rela to exclusion, 
entry, or transit of Chinese persons, under such money penalties as shall be 
set forth in said contracts; and no such port shall remain to entry of 
Chinese persons, in transit or otherwise, beyond the life of such contracts in 
unviolated state. But the said Commissioner-General of Immigration, with 
the approval of the tomy” | of the Treasury, may at any time close an 


such port to transit privilege if in his judgment such privilege is being ab 
there. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in section 27, page 34, line 4, after 
the word “until,” to strike out ‘‘ the United States shall have 
given;” in line 2, before the word “‘as,’’ to insert “‘shall have 
been rendered;”’ in line 3, after the word “ or,’’ tostrike out ‘‘ par- 
ticular’’ and insert ‘‘any portion of the;’’ in line 4, after the 
word ‘‘ thereof,’”’ to insert ‘* for any purpose;’’ in line 5, after the 
word “ border,”’ to strike out ‘‘ point ’’ and insert ‘‘ port;’’ in line 
6, after the word “‘ detained,” to strike out ‘‘ without the territory 
of the United States ’’ and insert ‘‘ at such port:’’ in line 7, after 
the word “‘ until,’’ to strike out ‘“‘the United States shall have 
given;” in line 3, after the word ‘‘ decision,” to insert “shall 
have been rendered;”’ in line 9, after the word “‘ or,”’ to strike out 
‘‘ particular ’’ and insert ‘‘any portion of the;” in line 10, after 
the word ‘‘ thereof,”’ to insert ‘‘ for any purpose;’’ in line 16, after 
the word “border,” to strike out “‘ point’”’ and insert ‘ part;’’ 
in line 19, after the word “‘rules.”’ to insert ‘‘ and regulations;”’ 
in the same line, after the word ‘‘ Immigration,’’ to strike out 
‘under direction”’ and insert ‘‘ with the approval; ”’ in line 22, 
after the word “‘ entry,’’ to strike out “‘ transit;’’ in the same line, 
after the word ‘‘residence,’’ to insert ‘‘and no privilege of 
transit;’’ in line 24, after the word ‘‘ temporary,’’ to insert ‘‘ de- 
tention and;’’ in the same line, after the word “‘landing,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘ or entry’ and insert “‘ authorized; ’’ in line 25, after 
the word ‘‘such,”’ to strike out ‘‘Treasury rules’’ and insert 
“rules and regulations;’’ on page 35, line 2, after the word 
‘*temporary,’’ to insert ‘‘ detention and;”’ and in the same line, 
after the word “‘landing,’’ to strike out ‘‘or entry;’’ so as to 
make the paragraph 3 

Src, 27. That every Chinese person brought by vessel to any port of the 


United States shall be detained aboard such vessel until a final decision shall 
have been rendered as to the right of such Chinese person toenter the United 


States, or any portion of the territory thereof, for any pw ; and every 
Chinese person brought to an inland border port of the Uni States shall be 
detained at such port until a final decision have been rendered as to the 


right of such Chinese person to enter the United States, or any portion of the 
territory thereof, for any purpose; and in the first class of cases the duty of 
such detention shall rest on the master, owner, agent, and ee of the 
vessel concerned, collectively and singly, and in the second class of cases said 
duty shall rest on the person, persons, corporation, or agent, collectively and 
singly, by whom said Chinese person was transported or aided to the inland 
border port: Provided, That ese persons may be othe and elsewhere 
detained pending such final decisions, in accordance with such rules and 
regulations as the Commissioner-General of Immigration, with the approval 


of the Secretary of the Treasury, may from time to time prescribe: And 
provided, That no right of entryor residenceandno' ‘legeof transit shall 
result to any such Ch “ary detention and 


: inese persons by reason of ten. 
landing authorized under such rules and tions, .. 1 that no release 
from liability or obligation under this acts be worked by such temporary 
detention and landing in favor of any vessel, or the master, owner, consignee, 
or agent of any vessel, or any other person or corporation whatsoever. 


The amendment was to, 
The next amendment was, on page 35, after line 5, to insert: 


Every person bound under this section to detain a Chinese pore, who 
shall refuse or willfully neglect promptly to perform such duty, shall be 
deemed guilty of a felony, and on conviction thereof shall be p ed by a 
fine of not less than $1,000 nor more than $5,000, or by imprisonment for a 
term not less than one year, or by both such fine and imprisonment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 28, 35, line 13, after 
the word ‘* person,’’ to strike out ‘‘ not entitled to enter’ and in- 
sert finally refused admission to;’’ in line 15, before the word 

country, to strike out “foreign;’’ and in line 16, after the 
word “‘after,”’ to strike out ‘‘the United States shall have de- 
nied him the privilege of entry or transit’? and insert “such re- 
fusal;’’ so as to make the paragraph read: 


SEC, 28. That every Chinese person finally refused admission to the United 
States must be returned 
immediately after such refusal. on of which he is a citizen or subject 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 35, after line 17, to insert: 


The duty of returning said Chinese n is hereby imposed on the master 

srooy oct ced tne cites Serie Ont alas converges 
nts, and on the owners or officers an 

of other transportation lines or modes of conveyance, collectively ~ 


Sek orneing him to the port at which entry is denied aiding hina 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 35, after line 24, to strike 

out: 
The duty of returning him is hereby imposed on the vessel, shipmaster, 
shipowner, consignee, railway corporation, or other person or agent, col- 
lectively and cuveady, ere him to the port or place at which entry is 
denied him or aiding him thither. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 36, line 5, after the word 
*“‘Tmmigration,’”’ to strike out ‘‘under direction’’ and insert 
‘** with the approval;’’ so as to make the paragraph read: 

But the Commissioner-General of Immigration, with the approval of the 
Secretary of the Seeeey. may elect to effect such return in some other way 
than as above prescribed, and at the expense of the United States; in which 
case the vessel, persons, or corporation that would otherwise have been bound 
to effect such return shall be jointly and severally liable to the United States 
for the costs thereof. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 36, line 12, after the word 
*case,’’ to strike out ‘‘the’’ and insert ‘‘ such,’’ and in line 16, 
before the word ‘‘ territory,’ to strike out ‘‘ particular’’ and in- 
sert ‘‘any portion of the; ’’ so as to make the paragraph read: 

And in every case such vessel, pacuens, or corporation shall be joiatly and 
severally liable to the United States for all costs connected with the inquiry 
concerning the right of such Chiuese person to enter or pass through the 
United States or any portion of the territory thereof. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 36, line 17, after the word 
‘in,’ to strike out ‘‘ all cases’’ and insert ‘‘ every case;’’ in line 
18, after the word ‘‘ where,’’ to insert the letter ‘‘a;’’ in the same 
line, after the word ‘‘ Chinese,’’ to strike out ‘‘ persons are’’ and 
insert ‘* person is;’”’ in line 19, after the word ‘‘ from,’’ strike out 
‘**an’’ and insert ‘‘any;’’ in the same line, after the word “ in- 
sular,’’ to strike out ‘“‘ ion ’’ and insert “‘ territory;’’ in line 
21, after the words ‘‘ United States,’’ to strike out ‘‘ and in cases 
where Chinese persons are’’ and insert ‘‘ and in every case where 
a Chinese person is;’’ in line 23, after the word “‘ to,’’ to strike 
out ‘‘an’’ and insert ‘‘any;’’ in the same line, after the word 
‘**insular,’’ to strike out ‘‘ possession ’’ and insert ‘‘ territory;’’ in 
line 24, after the word “‘ territory,’’ to strike out ‘‘ and in cases ’’ 
and to insert “‘ But inany case;’’ in line 25, after the word ‘‘ where,”’ 
to insert the letter ‘‘ a;’’ in the same line, after the word ‘* Chinese,”’ 
to strike out ‘‘ persons are’’ and insert ‘* person is;’’ in the same 
line, after the word ‘‘ to,’”’ to strike out ‘‘an’’ and insert ‘‘ any;”’ 
on page 37, line 1, after the word ‘‘insular,’’ to strike out ‘‘ pos- 
session ’’ and insert ‘‘ territory;’’ in the same line, after the word 
‘**from,’’ to strike out ‘‘another’’ and insert ‘‘ other;”’ in line 2, 
after the word ‘“‘insular,’’ to strike out ‘‘ possession’’ and to in- 
sert ‘‘ territory;’’ and in the same line, after the word ‘‘ thereof,”’ 
to strike out ‘‘ the return to be’’ and insert ‘‘he shall, when re- 
fused admission or transit, be deported;’’ so as to make the 


paragraph read: 

The provisions of this section shall apply likewise in every case where a 
Chinese person is brought from any insular territory of the United States 
to the American-mainland territory of the United States, and in every case 
where a Chinese person is brought to any insular territory of the United 
States from said mainland territory, but in any case where a Chinese person 
is brought to any insular territory of the United States from other insular 
pay wns d thereof, he shall, when refused admission or transit, be deported 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 37, after line 4, to insert: 


Every person bound under this section to return a Chinese person, who 
shall refuse or willfully neglect promptly to perform such duty, shall be 
deemed guilty of a ae and on conviction thereof shall be punished by a 
fine of not less than $1,000 nor more than $5,000 for every Chinese person not 
returned as required, or by imprisonment for a term not less than one year, 
or by both such fine and imprisonment: Provided, That any subordinate offi- 
cer. _, or employee of any such vessel, railway corporation, other trans- 
portation , or other mode of conveyance, who is charged with the duty as 
such subordinate oer, oon, or employee of returning any Chinese person, 
and shall refuse or ¥ neglect promptly to perform such duty, shall be 
subject to all the pains and penalties imposed by this section upon persons 
bound to return a Chinese person who refuses or willfully neglects to do so. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
a next amendment was, on page 37, after line 21, to strike 
out: 


Sc. 29. That every Epaeaen bound under section 27 to detain a Chinese per- 
son, or under section 28 to return a Chinese person, who shall refuse or will- 
fully neglect promptly to perform such duty shall be deemed guilty of a 
felony and on conviction thereof shall be punished by a fine of not less than 
$1,000 nor more than $5,000 for every Chinese person not detained as required 
or not returned as required, or by imprisonment for a term not less thamone 
year, or by both such fine and imprisonment. 

And insert: 

SEc. 29. That every owner, officer, agent, or employee of an 
tion line, railway corporation line, vessel, vehicle, or other mode of convey- 
ance by sea or land, who shall aid or abet or willfully or through neglect 
a or connive at the escape of any Chinese person held in detention pend- 
ae Soe ae of his cla or as provided by sections 27 and 28 of 

act, be deemed guilty of a felony, and on conviction thereof be pun- 
ished by a fine of not less than $1,000 nor more than $5,000 for every Chinese 


person not detained as required, or by imprisonment for a term not less than 
one year, or by both such fine and imprisonment. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


transporta- 
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The next amendment was, in section 31, page 39, line 13, after 
the word “not,” to strike out ‘‘exceeding”’ and insert “less 
than;”’ in line 14, after the word “‘ or,” to insert ‘‘ by;”’ in line 15, 
after the word “‘than,”’ to strike out “‘two years’ and insert 
‘*six months;”’ and in the same line, after the word “ exceeding,”’ 
to strike out ‘‘ ten’’ and insert “ five;’’ so as to make the section 
read: 

Sxc. 31. That any person who, as principal or accessory, shall knowingly 
bring into or attempt to bring into or conspire to bring into the United States 
any Chinese person otherwise than as prescribed by this act, or who, pendin 
a final decision as to the right of any Chinese person to enter or pass throug 
territory of the United States, shal xnow ney bring into or —- to bring 
into or conspire to bring into territory of the United States such Chinese per- 
son, or who shall knowingly harbor or attempt to retain within or conspire to 
retain within the United States or any territory thereof any Chinese person un- 
lawfully therein and subject to deportation therefrom, shall be deemed guilty 
of a felony,and on conviction thereof shall be punished by a fine not less than 
$2,000, or by imprisonment for a term not less than six months and not ex- 
ceeding five years, or by both such fine and imprisonment. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 32, page 40, line 2, after the 
words “‘in the,’’ to strike out “‘ particular ’’ and insert ‘* portion 
of the;’’ and in line 6, before the word “ district,” to strike out 
**the’’ and insert “‘ said;”’ so as to make the section read: 


Sec. 32. That any Chinese person found within any portion of the United 
States in violation of any provision of thisact shall boarrested by any United 
States officer and shall be forthwith taken before a United States judge in 
the district wherein the arrest is made, or before the United States commis- 
sioner designated by the United States attorney of said district, who shall 
proceed to inquire into the case. Unless upon the hearing the person so ar- 
rested shall establish, by affirmative proof, to the satisfaction of said judge 
or commissioner, that he has a lawful right to be or to remain in the United 
States, or in the portion of the territory of the United States wherein found, 
it shall be the duty of said judge or commissioner to order that he be deported. 
It shall be the duty of the United States attorney of said district to attend 
the hearing, and the testimony of at least two credible witnesses other than 
Chinese shall be required to establish the right claimed. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 33, page 40, line 10, after 
the word “‘any,”’ to strike out “ particular ’’ and insert ‘‘ portion 
of the;’’ so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 33. That if any Chinese po shall enter the United States or any 
portion of the territory thereof without having first obtained from the ap- 
propriate Treasury officer the uired permission to enter, he shall be de- 
ported, notwithstanding that had he properly applied he would have been 
entitled to enter. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 34, page 40, line 17, after 
the word “ person,’ to strike out “‘coming’’ and insert ‘“‘ who 
came;’’ so as to read: 

Sec. 34. That wherever herein it is provided that a Chinese person shall be 


deported it is meant: : 
‘irst. In the case of a person who came from a foreign country, that he 


shall be forthwith returned thither or to the country of which he isa subject | 


or citizen. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 40, line 24, after the word 
** person,’’ to strike out “‘ coming ’’ and insert ‘‘ who came;”’ on 
page 41, line 1, after the words *‘ United States,” to strike out 
‘** as from the Philippine Islands to the American-mainland terri- 
tory of the United States, for example;’’ and in line 4, after the 
word ‘“ to.”’ to strike out ‘‘ China” and insert ‘‘ the country of 
which he is a citizen or subject;’’ so as to make the paragraph 
read: 


Second. In the case of a person who came without right from one portion | 


of the territory of the United States to another portion of the territory of 
the United States that he shall be forthwith sent to the country of which he 
is a citizen or subject. 

The amendment was agreed. 

The nex¢ amendment was, in section 35, page 41, line 12, after 
the word “ insular,’’ to strike out *‘ possession ’’ and insert ‘* terri- 
tory;’’ in line 13, before the word ** not,” to strike out ‘‘ have”’ 
and insert ‘‘has;”’ in line 14, after the word “‘ and,”’ to strike out 
‘*have’’ and insert “‘ has;”’ in line 17, after the word “‘ such,”’ to 
strike out ‘* possession ’’ and insert “‘ territory;”’ in line 18, before 
the word ‘‘ marshals,”’ to insert ‘‘ attorneys and;’’ in line 19, after 
the word “‘ such,” to strike out ‘“‘ possession’ and insert ‘‘ terri- 
tory;’’ and in line 20, after the word “‘territory,’’ to strike out 
‘‘ But whenever the letter of the foregoing sections can apply in 
such insular possession, said local officers shall cease to exercise 
these temporarily given functions; ”’ soasto make the section read: 
‘ 35. That in any insular territory of the United States where the 


SEC 


United States has not established Federal courts and has not provided Fed- 
eral marshals the judicial functions herein vested in United States judges 
shall be vested in judges of the highest local courts insuch territory, and the 
executive functions herein vested in United States attorneys and marshals 


shall be vested in the corresponding local officers in such territory. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. On behalf of the committee, I offer an 
amendment to come in following the word “territory,” in line 20, 
at the end of section 35. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 


The SECRETARY. On page 41, line 20, after the word “ terri- 
tory,” insert: 


In any insular territory of the United States wherein the government of 


civil affairs is subject to the jurisdiction of the War De ent. the au- 
thority conferred upon the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States 
and the Commissioner-General of Immigration by this act is suspended for 
the period of time such territory remains subject to the jurisdiction of the 
War De ment and a like authority conferred upon the Secretary of War, 
who shall do and perform for said territory the several duties and functions 
required of and from the Secretary of the Treasury and the Commissioner- 
General of Immigration by the provisions of this act. 

In any insular territory of the United States wherein the government of 
civil affairs is subject to the jurisdiction of the War Department, the sev- 
eral duties, acts, and functions uired by this act to be performed by the 
officers of the Treasury of the Uni States other than the Secretary of the 
Treasury and the Commissioner-General of Immigration be done and 
performed by the collector of customs at the port of said insular territory 
wherein the duty, action, or function is to be performed. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In reference to this amendment I wish to 
inquire of the Senator from Indiana what territory we now have 
that is under the authority of the War Department? 

Mr. PENROSE. The Philippine Islands. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The Philippine Islands. 
dressed to the Philippine Archipelago. 

Mr. LODGE. It is simply tomake effective the administration 
of the law. 

Mr.GALLINGER. Isupposed thatthe hee, ow Archipelago 
was being governed by a Commission appoin y the President 
of the United States. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. And under the civil authority. 

Mr. LODGE, All their reports come through the War Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. They may make their reports through the 
War Department, but I am quite unwilling to admit that the 
War Department is governing the Philippine Islands at the 
present time. We gave the President authority to do that. 

Mr. LODGE. That is not the statement in the amendment. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. If that is the case this would not apply. 

Mr. LODGE. It could not apply. 

Mr. PENROSE. It only applies temporarily. 

Mr. GALLINGER. My judgment is that it does not apply and 
that is the reason why I asked the question, but I may be wrong. 

Mr. PENROSE. Then the amendment would not be operative 
if it does not apply. 

Mr. GALLINGER. On that theory we might put in the Ten 
Commandments. I do not think that is a satisfactory answer. 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
| the amendment proposed by the Senator from Indiana on behalf 
of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
| The next amendment of the Committee on Immigration was, in 
section 86, page 42, line 4, after the word ‘‘ by,” to strike out 
‘the ’’ and insert ‘‘a,’’ and in line 5, after the word “‘ attorney,”’ 
to strike out ‘‘ of said district; ’’ so as to make the section read: 

Sxc. 36. That any Chinese person who violates any of the provisions of this 
act shall be deported. Accusation and hearing in such case shall be before a 
United States judge in the district wherein said Chinese person is found, or 
before a United States commissioner designated by a United Statesattorney. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 87, page 42, line 13, before 
the words ‘‘ of transit,’’ to strike out “‘right’’ and insert privi- 
lege;’’ in line 18, after the word ‘“‘issued,’’ to insert ‘‘or any 
other person;”’ in line 20, after the word ‘‘rules,’’ to insert “ or 
regulations;” in line 22, after the word “‘ not,”’ to strike out “‘ ex- 
ceeding two’’ and insert ‘‘ less than one;’’ and in the same line, 
after the word *‘ dollars,’’ to insert ‘‘ nor more than $5,000;”’ so as 
to make the section read: 


Sec. 37. That any person who shall knowingly and falsely alter or substi- 
tute any name for name written in any certificate provided for in this act 
or by the Treasury rules thereunder, or who shall knowingly utter any such 
certificate, if forged or fraudulent, or who shall forge any such certificate; or 
who shall, whether an officer of the United States or not, issue to any person 
a certificate as to the status or right of entry, or right of residence, or privi- 
lege of transit, or right of return of any Chinese person (other than a certifi- 
cate authorized by law to be by him issued), with intent to defeat any provi- 
sion of this act, or any Treasury rule thereunder, or with intent to deceive 
the person to whom or the Chinese person for whom issued, or any other per- 
son; or who shall falsely La any person named in any certificate au- 
thorized by this act or Treasury rules or regulations thereunder, shall be 
deemed guilty of a felony, and on conviction thereof shall be fined not less than 
$1,000 nor more than $5,000 or seeetpenet for a term not less than one year 
nor exceeding five years, or shall be both so fined and imprisoned. 


The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, in section 38, page 43, line 9, after 
the word “‘ brought,” to insert ‘‘ who is bound to do so under this 
act;’’ and in line 10, after the word ‘‘ port,” to strike out “* who is 
bound so to do under this act;’’ so as to make the section read: 


| $c. 88. That the requirements and penalties imposed by this act on mas- 
ters, owners, agents, pe consignees of vessels sha 1 not apply ia the case of 
any vessel bound to a port not within the United States which shall come 
within the jurisdiction of the United States by reason of being in distress = 
because of stressof weather. Butifany Chinese person brought on any suc 

vessel shall be permitted to land in the United States in violation of law, or 


This was ad- 
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if every Chinese person so brought, whois bound to do so under this act, 
does not depart with the vessel when it leaves port, then the penalties of this 
act shall be imposed on said vessel, and the master, owner, agent, and con- 
signee thereof, jointly and severally. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. Iask that section 39 with the amendments of 
the committee --/ be sed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts asks that the whole of section 39 may be passed over for the 
present. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

The next amendment was, in section 40, page 45, line 8, after 
the word *‘admission,”’ to insert ‘‘and becomes a laborer within 
the meaning of this act;’’ in line 10, before the word ‘‘ territory,’’ 
to strike out “particular;’’ in the same line, after the word 
‘‘ thereof,’’ to strike out ‘‘ as the case mey be;”’ in line 12, before 
the word “‘in,”’ to strike out “‘ the same result shall follow;’’ and 
in line 14, after the word “‘attendant,’’ to strike out “of that 
officer’ and insert ‘‘ he shall be deported;’’ so as to make the sec- 
tion read: 


Src. 40. That any Chinese person who, having been admitted into the 
United States, or from one portion thereof into another portior thereof, asa 
teacher, student, merchant, or traveler for curiosity or pleasure, ceases to be 
of the status gaining him such admission and becomes a laborer within the 
meaning of this act shall forfeit the privi of remaining in the United 
States, or the territory thereof, and shall be deported. And in every case 
where a Chinese person, havin ined admission by virtue of being a servant 
or an attendant of a Chinese 0: r, ceases to be such servant or attendant 
he shall be deported. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 41, page 45, line 16, after 
the word ‘‘ Immigration,’’ to strike out ‘‘ under direction ’’ and 
insert “‘ with the approval; ’’ so as to make the section read: 


Sec. 41. That the Commissioner-General of Immigration, with the approval 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall prescribe and enforce rules and regu- 
lations whereby the Treasury Department shall have a complete record of 
the date, place, and circumstances of birth of every Chinese person hereafter 
born within the jurisdiction of the United States, together with data as to 
parentage. And a certified copy of the record as to any person whose birth 


is recorded hereunder shall be admissible as evidence in all inquiries under | 


this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 43, page 46, line 12, after 
the word “ his,”’ to insert ‘‘right to;’’ and in line 13, after the 
word “ return,’’ to strike out ‘* privilege;’’ so as to make the sec- 
tion read: 


Sec. 43. That two years after the departure from the United States of a 
Chinese laborer to whom has been issued a return certificate hereunder the 
Treasury Department shall cancel all official papers and entries concerning 





him: Provided, That he shall not within said period have exercised his right | 


to return. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 45, page 46, line 20, before 
the words ‘of the,’’ to strike out ‘‘ under direction ’’ and insert 
‘‘ with the approval;’’ and in line 22, after the word ‘‘act,’’ to in- 
sert ‘‘or of any other law of the United States or of any treaty 
relating to Chinese persons or persons of Chinese descent;’’ so as 
to make the paragraph read: 

The said Commissioner-General, with the approval of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, is hereby authorized to make and to enforce any and all rules and 
regulations by him deemed needful to an efficient execution of this act or of 
any other law of the United States or of any treaty relating to Chinese per- 
sons or persons of Chinese descent: Provided, That he shall make no rule or 
regulation inconsistent with this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 47, line 4, before the word 
“or,” to strike out ‘‘is used;’’ in the same line, after the word 
“ equivalent,’’ toinsert ‘‘is used;” in line6, after the word ‘‘and,’’ 
to insert “‘is designated;’’ in line 7, after the word “‘ Immigra- 
tion,”’ to strike out ‘is designated”’ and insert ‘‘ with the ap- 
proval of the Secretary of the ;? in line 11, after the 
word “‘ Immigration,’’ to insert ‘‘ with the approval of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury;” in line 13, after the word “‘ designations,” 
to strike out ‘‘in that regard;” and in line 14, after the word 
“‘act,”’ to insert “and the duty of inspecting and investigating 
all immigrants under this law or under the Be si immigration 
laws of the United States shall be performed whenever practica- 
ble by Chinese or immigrant inspectors under the Bureau of Im- 
migration;’’ so as to make the paragraph read: 


Wherever in this act the term “a 


officer” or its 
equivalent is used, that officer of the Uni 
General of immnlecntion, wt teat Treasury 

ot immigration, the a: val of the of the : 
to perform the aX to exercise the authority menti . Anditis hereb 
made the duty of t © Secretary of the Treasury to make all appoint. 
ments and of the Commissioner-General of fmamigres with the approval 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, to make all tions forthwith 
on the passage of this act; and the duty of inspecting and investigating all 
immigrants under this law or under the general immigration laws of the 
United States shall be performed whenever practicable by Chinese or immi- 
grant inspectors under the Bureau of Immigration. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
4 The next amendment was, on page 47, line 21, after the word 
enter,"’ to strike out “‘to pass through;” and in line 23, after the 
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word “‘thereof,’’ to insert ‘‘or touching the privilege of transit 
through any part thereof;’’ so as to make the paragraph read: 

All officers appointed or designated to enforce the provisions of this act 
are hereby empowered to administer oaths touching the right of any Chinese 
person to enter or to remain in the United States or any territory thereof, or 
touching the privilege of transit through any part thereof. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 46, page 48, line 1, after the 
word ‘‘ port,”’ to strike out “‘ or place;’’ in line 2, after the words 
‘* for the,”’ tostrike out “ privilege”’ and insert ‘‘ right;”’ in line5, 
after the word ‘‘ whether,’’ to strike out ‘‘ the’’ and insert *‘ such 
right or;’’ in line 10, after the words ‘‘ United States,’’ to strike 
out ‘* with eet pipe s0;’’ in line 11, after the word ‘‘ person,” to 
strike out “‘ and also any United States attorney;’’ in line 13, after 
the word “‘ decision,”’ to strike out ‘‘ to” and insert “ through;”’ 
and in line 14, after the word “‘ Immigration,”’ to strike out ‘‘ and 
from any decision of said Commissioner-General;’’ so as to make 
the paragraph read: 

Sxc. 4. That when the appropriate Treasury officer at the port of arrival 
of any Chinese person shall have ad upon the application of such person 
for the right of entry into the United States or any of the territory thereof, 
or for the privilege of transit through the United States or any of the terri- 
tory thereof, whether such right or privilege be sought for the first time, or 
under a return certificate, or under claim of former residence as a merchant, 
or otherwise, then the decision so given shall be final and not subject to re- 
view by the judicial branch of the Government of the United States: Pro- 
vided, That said Chinese person and also any officer of the Treasury Depart- 
ment of the United States, may sages from said decision through the Com- 
missioner-General of Immigration to the Secretary of the Treasury. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, on page 48, line 21, after the word 
“for,” to insert “his claim to privilege;’’ in line 23, after the 
word ‘‘any,’’ to strike out ‘‘ possession ’’ and insert ‘‘ of the ter- 
ritory;’’ on e 49, line 4, after the word “by,” to strike out 
“the” and imsert “‘a;”’ in the same line, after the word “‘ attor- 
ney,”’ to strike out “ of said district;’’ in line 5, before the words 
‘United States,” to strike out ‘‘said’’ and insert ‘‘ the appro- 

riate;’’ in line 9, after the word “‘ cases,’’ to insert ‘‘ and if such 
ecision is adverse to such claimant he shall be returned as pro- 


| vided in section 28;°’ in line 12, after the word ‘‘ enter,’’ to strike 


out ‘‘or to pass through;”’ in line 13, after the word ‘‘ within,”’ 
to insert ‘‘or his claim to the privilege of passing through;”’ in 
line 14, after the word “‘any,”’ to strike out ‘‘particular’’ and 
insert ‘‘ portion of the;’’ in line 15, after the word “‘on,”’ to strike 
out ‘‘alleged citizenship of the United States or any particular 


| possession thereof’’ and insert ‘‘any claim recognized by this 


act or any law of the United States;’’ in line 20, after the word 
‘‘enter,’’ to strike out ‘‘or to pass through;’’ in the same line, 
after the word ‘‘ within,”’ to insert ‘‘ or any claim of privilege to 
pass through; and in line 22, before the word ‘‘territory,”’ to 
strike out ‘‘particular’’ and insert “‘ portion of the;’’ so as to 
make the paragraph read: 


But where the applicant for entry or transit shall base his claim of right 
to enter or his claim to privilege to pass through the United States or any of 
the territory thereof on alleged citizenship of the United States or any of 
the territory thereof, and upon that solely, no administrative officer of the 
Government of the United States shall pass upon his case, but he shall 
forthwith be taken before a United States judge in the district wherein he 
shall have applied for entry or transit, or before the United States com- 
missioner designated by a United Statesattorney, and, the appropriate United 
States attorney attending, a judicial hearing shall be had, as on writ of habeas 
corpus; and pending a final decision on his application he shall be detained 
in the cust of the United States marshal of said district, as in deportation 
cases. Andif such decision isadverse to such claimant he shall be returned 
as provided by section 28. And whenever any Chinese person bases his 
claim of right to enter or to reside within, or his claim to the privilege of 
passing through, the United Statcs, or any portion of the territory thereof, 
on any claim recognized by this act or any law of the United States, and such 
claim is under inquiry or such claim has been decided adversely to him, he 
can not assert alternatively another claim of right to enter or toreside within, 
or any claim of privilege to pass through, the United States or any portion 
of the territory thereof. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in section 48, page 50, line 6, after | 


the word “‘act,’’ to insert “‘ or any other law or any treaty of the 
United States relating to Chinese persons, or persons of Chinese 
descent;’’ and in line 9, before the word ‘‘of,”’ to strike out 
**Suapreme Court ”’ and insert “‘ circuit court of appeals;’’ so as to 
make the paragraph read: 

Sxc. 48. That when any United States district court shall have given 2, de- 
cision, on a; or otherwise, in any case under this act or any other law or 
any treaty of the United States relating to Chinese persons, or persons of 
Chinese descent, an ap 1 therefrom may be taken to the circuit court 6f 
sppesls of the United tes, within five days from the rendering thereof, by 

Chinese person concerned or by the United States. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I offer, on behalf of the committee, an 
amendment to be inserted at the end of line 11 on page 50. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated, 

The Secretary. In section 48, page 50, at the end of line 11, 
it is proposed to insert: 

Provided, however, That in any case which involves the consideration or 
construction of the Constitution of the United States, or the status of the 
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inhabitants of the insular territory of the United States at the time of its 
acquisition by the United States, an appeal may be taken direct from the 
United States district court to the Supreme Court. 


Mr. MITCHELL. Does that amendment include a case where 
the construction of a United States statute is involved? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. No; the construction of constitutional 
questions or the status of the inhabitants of the insular territory. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Did the committee consider the propriety 
or impropriety of providing that in cases involving the construc- 
tion of United States statutes they should go to the Supreme 
Court of the United States? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. It did not. The committee thought that 
it would be sufficient that such cases should go to the circuit 
court of appeals, and not to the Supreme Court. 

Mr. MITCHELL. What struck me at the moment was this: 
That if this bill becomes a law and questions are raised in regard 
to the constitutionality of any statute, or as to whether it is in 
conflict with some other statute, that question ought to be passed 
upon by the Supreme Court of the United States. I shall not, 
however, insist on pressing the matter at this time. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. It was thought by the committee that we 
should not burden the Supreme Court with the consideration of 
appeals, except in the mere particulars of the construction of the 
Constitution of the United States and the status of the inhabitants 
of the insular territory. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I suggest to the Senator from Indiana that 
he let the amendment be printed and go over. 

Mr. PENROSE. It wasthought it would be much more con- 
venient for litigants to allow them to go before the circuit court 
of appeals than to put them to the trouble and expense of coming 
all the way to Washington. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I entirely agree with the provision as far as 
it goes. The only question with me was whether it might not be 
proper, in case a question arose involving a United States statute, 
that it should go to the Supreme Court of the United States. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Thecircuit court of appeals now has juris- 
diction in cases involving the construction of all United States 
statutes, and this does not change the law. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I suggest that the amendment go over. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I hope the Senator will not insist upon 


that, for, if he so desires,a separate vote may be had upon the | 


amendment when the bill shall have been reported to the Senate. 
Mr. PATTERSON. Very well. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill wasresumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Immigration was, in section 48, on page 50, line 


17, after the word ‘appeal,’ to strike out ‘‘ to said Supreme | 


Court; ’’ so as to make the paragraph read: 


But in case of appeal under this section by the United States, a certified 
copy of the testimony taken on the hearing before the district court shall, 


within ten days after said hearing, be transmitted to the Attorney-General | 


of the United States, who may direct the appropriate district attorney to 
move for a dismissal of the appeal. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 50, line 18, after the word 


‘the,’ to strike out “‘ Supreme Court’’ and insert “‘ circuit court | than;” and in line 17, after the word “ not,’ to strike out “ ex- 


of appeals;’’ so as to make the paragraph read: 
In appeals under this section the circuit court of appeals may review all 





facts as well as all questiors of law, and shall have power to make all neces- | 


sary orders, either for discharge of the Chinese persons or for deportation 
thereof. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. After the word “‘ appeals,’’ in the amendment 
just adopted, in section 49, page 51, line 3, it is proposed to in- 
sert ‘‘ or the Supreme Court.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. On behalf of the committee, I move an 
amendment to follow the word ‘ 4 als,”’ in line 7, on page 51. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. e amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. After the word ‘ appeals,” in the amendment 
just adopted, in section 49, on page 51, line 7, it is proposed to in- 
sert ‘‘ or the Supreme Court.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Immigration was, in section 50, page 51, line 9, 
after the word ‘‘in,”’ to strike out ‘‘ cases’’ and insert ‘‘ every 
case;’’ and in line 10, after the word “ person,’’ to insert ‘‘ who is 
the subject of such proceedings;’’ so as to make the section read: 

Sc. 50. That in every case of appeal under the foregoing sections the Chi- 
nese person who is the subject of such proceedings shall remain in the custody 
of the appropriate United States ma: 1 pending final decision, and without 
bail: Provided, That if the appeal be prosecuted from a decision dischargin 
him from custody, he may be admitted to bail pending decision on appeal, 
but in a sum not less than $2,000. And this section shall apply likewise in 
every case arising under this act where a Chinese person sues out a writ of 
habeas corpus; and as well to the time before the first hearing on habeas 
corpus as to appeals from the first or any later decision in the proceeding. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 51, page 51, line 25, after 
the word “‘insular,’’ to strike out ‘‘ possession ’’ and insert ‘‘ ter- 
ritory;’’ in the same line, before the word “‘ used,”’ to strike out 
‘**as;’’ on page 52, line 1, after the word “‘all,’’ to insert “island; ”’ 
and in the same line, after the words ‘‘ United States,” to strike 
out ‘‘and in any way subject to the jurisdiction thereof, not in 
North America; and as well that which may hereafter be ac- 
quired as that which is now possessed ’’ and insert ‘‘ not forming 
a part of any State or of Alaska;’’ so as to make the section read: 


Sxc. 51. That the term ‘ United States,” when used in this act as a geo- 
graphical designation, is meant to include all the lands and waters in any 
way subject to the jurisdiction of the United States, both continental and 
insular. And the term ‘insular territory” used in act is meant to in- 
clude all island territory of the United States not forming a part of any 
State or of Alaska. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 52, page 52, line 7, before 


| the word ‘* used,”’ to strike out ‘‘as;” in line 8, before the word 


‘* persons,”’ toinsert ‘‘ male and female:”’ in line 9, after the word 
**descent,’’ to strike out ‘‘and;’’ and in line 10, after the word 
** blood,”’ to strike out ‘‘ and as well females as males;’’ so as to 
make the section read: 


Sec. 52. That the term “ Chinese” and the term “Chinese person,” used in 
this act, are meant to include all male and female persons who are Chinese 
either by birth or descent, as well those of mixed blood as those of the full 
blood. And wherever herein personal pronouns are used the masculine in- 
cludes the feminine. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 53, page 52, line 15, after 
the word “ not,’’ to strike out ‘‘ exceeding ’’ and insert “less 


ceeding ’’ and insert ‘‘ less than;’’ so as to make the section read: 

Sec, 53. That any violation of any provision of this act wherefor punish- 
ment is not otherwise provided shall be deemed a felony, and shall be pun- 
ishable by fine not less than $1,000, or by imprisonment for a term not less 


than one year, or by both such fine and imprisonment. 


The next amendment was, in section 49, page 50, line 23, after | 
the words “‘to the,”’ to strike out ‘‘Supreme Court’’ and insert | 
‘circuit court of appeals;’’ on page 51, line 2, after the words “‘ or | 
the,”’ to strike out ‘‘Supreme Court ’”’ and insert “‘ circuit court | 


of appeals;’’ and in line 7, after the- word “‘the,”’ to strike out 


‘** Supreme Court’’ and insert “‘ circuit court of appeals; ’’ so as to | 


make the section read: 

Sec. 49. That on appeal to a district court of the United States or to the 
circuit court of appeals of the United States, under this act, a transcript of 
the record and copies of all testimony taken on the beneine before the com- 
missioner or court whose decision is appealed from shall be transmitted to 
the district court or the circuit court of appeals, as the case may be; and 
either court may order sent to it, im addition, or in_lieu, any original docu- 
ment or other evidence used or considered in the lower court or tribunal. 
But no new evidence shall be received in the circuit court of appeals, except 
by order of said court upon motion duly made for that purpose. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. In section 49, on page 50, line 24, after the 
words ‘‘ United States,’’ I move to insert what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. In section 49, page 50, line 24, after the 
words ‘‘ United States,’’ it is proposed to insert ‘‘or to the 
Supreme Court of the United States.’’ 

e amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I wish to offer an amendment following 
the words ‘‘court of appeals,” in line 8, on page 51, which I 
send to the desk. 


The amendment was agreed to. R 

The next amendment was, on page 52, after line 18, to strike 
out section 54, as follows: 

Suc. 54. That no certificate of status required to be procured from a for- 
eign government as a condition precedent to the entry or transit of any 
member of a class mentioned in section 4 shall have any force, effect, or value 
under this act if the ee vernment by which it is issued is at the date 
thereof imposing no restrictions on the free immigration into its dominions 
of Chinese persons and persons of Chinese descent. 

The amendment was agreed to. Y 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 53, line 1, to change 
the number of the section from 55 to 54, 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, on page 53, after line 3, to insert the 
following as a new section: 

Sxc. 55. That wherever by this act or any Treasury rule or regulation 
thereunder a certificate or other paper is required to be issued in duplicate 
or triplicate, the orignal shall be marked “ Original,” the im arn 8 ll be 
marked “ Duplicate,” and the triplicate shail be marked “Triplicate.” 

The amendment was agreed to. . s 

The next amendment was, on page 53, after line 8, to insert the 
following as a new section: 

Src. 56. That the provisions of this act shall not be suspended at any time, 
nor shall any exemption be made in order to permit the admission of Chinese 

rsons to the United States, or any of its territory, for the purpose of par- 

icipating in any fair or exposition. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that section be passed over. i . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri 
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asks that the section which has just been read be 
there objection? The Chair hears none, and that order will be 
made. 

The next amendment was, on page 53, line 14, to change the 
number of the section from ‘‘ 56°’ to ‘* 57,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The ae of the bill was concluded. 


over. Is 


Mr. FAIRBANKS. Im section 20, on page 21, I ask that the 
vote by which the amendment from line 11 to line 16 was adopted 
be reconsidered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection it will be so 
ordered. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. After the word “of,’’ in line 15, I move 
that the word ‘‘section’’ be changed to ‘‘sections,’’ and to in- 
sert, after the word ‘‘section’’ the words ‘‘ six, seven, and,’’ and 
after the word ‘‘ eight,”’ in the same line, to insert ‘‘ under which 
he may be entitled to admission;’’ so that if amended the clause 
will read: 


But it shall be the right of any such person to elect to waive all of the pro- 


visions of the second and third subdivisions of this section, and for readmis- 


sion into the United States or any portion of the territory thereof to depend 
upon the provisions of sections 6, 7, and 8, under which he may be entitled to 
admission, and provisions in pursuance thereof. _ 

The amendment to the amendment was. agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. I ask that there may be a reprint made of the 
pending bill as it has been amended by the Senate, so that it will 
all be printed in roman characters, except those sections which 
have been passed over, which will remain with the amendments 
printed as now in italics. Pos 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, the Senator was specifying as 
to how he desires to have the bill printed; but I do not think he 
went far enough. The “eam ought to show the bill as it was 
and as it has been amended. 

Mr. LODGE. The present print of the bill shows, of course, 
the amendments of the capenihins, I want to get a print which 
will show the bill as it has been amended by the Senate. There 
are some amendments which have not been agreed to, and of 
course those will remain in italics. , 

Mr. PETTUS. Ought not the amendments to be so designated 
as that we should be able to see what amendments have been 
made since that bill was reported to the Senate? 5 

Mr. LODGE. That of course is shown by the present print 
of the bill. 

Mr. PETTUS. Ought not that to be continued in the reprint? 

Mr. LODGE. Then there is no object in reprinting the bill. 
We have plenty of copies of the present bill in print. There are 
a great many verbal amendments in this bill, and I want to get a 
print made showing it all in roman characters as agreed to, so 
that it will read smoothly, and we can see what the condition of 
the bill is. Of course the existing bill will show every amend- 
ment. I thought it would be more convenient to adopt the sug- 
gestion I have made, and it is a mere matter of convenience. 

Mr. PETTUS. Very well; I shall make no objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will suggest that the order forthe reprint 
of the bill be made special, so that we shall have it upon our 
tables to-morrow morning. 

Mr. LODGE. Of course that will be done. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to ask the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts or the Senator from Pennsylvania if this baw re- 
print is to oe as the original text of the bill without italics? 

Mr. LO . What I want to get isa print of the bill that 
will get rid of all these small verbal changes and get rid of the 
confusion which now exists on the face of the bill. I want to 
get a smooth print. It is perfectly easy, if it is desired, to put 
in brackets the adopted amendments, so as to show what amend- 
ments have been adopted. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is what ought to be done, because, 
while some of us have raised no objection to these amendments 
being perfunctorily adopted, we t some of them are very im- 
portant, and they ought to be designated in the print of the bill. 

Mr. LODGE. I think that is 


! Let the bill be printed in 
roman characters as it has been agreed to, with the amendments 


agreed to paoes in brackets, and of course the -over sec- 
tions will rinted as amendments in italics, as now. 
The P ING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Massachusetts? 
Mr. ALLISON. I think there will be some difficulty in print- 
ing within brackets the amendments to. AsIunderstand, 


though I have not been here ly during the considera- 
tion of the bill, in peas great man 
been stricken out and others ne : esate 


. Inthe billas 


ho thie Seater 
In the bill as thus aon 


agreed to in the Senate. 


Mr. FAIRBANKS. Some portions have been stricken out, but 
not very considerable portions. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to see the bill in the form the 
committee and the Senate thus far has agreed to it, and then have 
the entire bill open to amendment. 

Mr. LODGE. That is my precise object, to get a print of the 
bill in convenient form for future treatment and amendment. 
Now, we have the print of the bill as reported from the committee 
with the original amendments—— 

Mr. ALLISON. Has all of the bill been read? 

Mr. LODGE. The bill has all been read. I thought if we 
could have one print that would get rid of this multiplicity of 
verbal amendments, which simply confuse the eye in following 
the bill, it would be a great advantage to have such a reprint as 
I have suggested. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not precisely see how we can get all of 
the amendments inserted in brackets, where we have stricken out 
one provision and inserted another. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think it would be better to print 
the bill now as if it were an original bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think so. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
going to be done. 

Mr. LODGE. That is what I wanted to have done. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. There was some talk about it in 
the Senate, and that then the whole bill should be open to amend- 
ment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is the better way by far. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The old bill shows where the amendments 
are. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The old bill shows where the 
amendments are. 

Mr. LODGE. That was my first proposition. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think that is the better way. 

Mr. LODGE. What I thought was wanted was to havea clean 
print of the bill, with all the Senate amendments adopted in it. 
printed in roman characters, and that the passed-over sections 
should be printed as they stand in the bill as reported from the 
committee. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest that the old bill and the new one be 
stitched together. Then we will have them to refer to. 

Mr. LODGE. Yes. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That will answer the purpose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Massachusetts, coupled with the request 
of the Senator from Iowa? The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. . 

Mr. PATTERSON. What sections have been passed over? 

Mr. LODGE. Section 39. 

Mr. PENROSE. And 56. 

Mr. LODGE. And I think 56. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask unanimous consent to offer an amend- 
ment to the pending bill which I ask may be printed and lie on 
the table. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Perhaps it had better be read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have no objection to its being read. It is 
not very long. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert as a new section the 
following: 

Src. —. That aething in the provisions of this act or any other act shall bo 
construed to prevent, hinder, or restrict any foreign exhibitor, representa- 
tive, or citizen of any foreign nation or the Rate whe is a citizen of any 
fore nation—of 7 or privilege from any fair or exposition, 
authorized by act of Congress, from bringing into the United States under 

mechanics, artisans, nts, or other employees—natives of 
ve foreign countries—as they or any of them may deem neces- 
sary for purpose of making ration for installing or conducting their 
exhibits or of pre ng for install or conducting any business authorized 
itted un or by virtue of or pertaining to any concession or privi- 

Ww: may have been or may be granted by any said fair or exposition, 
in connection with such exposition, under such rules and regulations as the 
Secretary of the may prescribe, both as to admission and return of 
such person or persons. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I suggest that the amendment he printed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes; it is to be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be printed 
and lie on the table. 


GEORGE C, TILLMAN, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 4071) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to George C. Tillman; which was, in 
line 8, before the word “‘dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘ twenty-five ”’ 
and insert ‘‘ sixteen.’’ 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate disagree to the 
amendment of the House of resentatives and ask for a con- 
ference with the House on the bill and amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 


That is what I supposed was 


or 
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By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. GALLIN- 
GER, Mr. Depo, and Mr. CARMACK were appointed. 

Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 32 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, April 8, 
1902, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MonpDaAyY, April 7, 1902. 
The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. 
Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of Saturday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill of 
the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 


H. R. 13360. An act making appropriations to supply additional | 
urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending | 


June 30, 1902, and for other purposes. 
CHINESE EXCLUSION. 


Mr. HITT. Icall up the special order for this day, the Chinese- 
exclusion bill, and move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union to resume the con- 
sideration of that bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole (Mr. Moopy of Massachusetts in the chair) and resumed 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 13031) to prohibit the coming 
into and to regulate the residence within the United States, its 
Territories, and all territory under its jurisdiction, and the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, of Chinese and persons of Chinese descent. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, when the committee rose on Satur- 
day the general debate on the bill had been concluded, and it re- 
mained to proceed with the consideration of the bill by paragraphs. 
I ask that the Clerk now proceed to read the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That from and after the passage of this act the coming, 
except under the conditions hereinafter specified, of Chinese laborers from 
— foreign country to the United States or its possessions shall be prohib- 
ited. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, I move pro forma to amend by 
striking out the last word. I wish to say that after consultation 
between the members of the committee and the gentlemen of the 
California delegation, who are deeply interested in this bill, the 
changes that are desired by the membership from the Pacific coast 
and by members of the committee have been substantially 
agreed upon; and as we proceed with the reading of the para- 
graphs gentlemen having amendments to offer will present 
them, and we will give notice to the House where they are 
agreed upon, so as to abbreviate as far as possible the discussion. 
There is one clause, that in regard to the shipping, which we will 
reserve. I withdraw the formal amendment. 

Mr. KLEBERG. Mr. Chairman, I renew the motion to strike 
out the last word. Much as I would like to vote for this bill and 
to exclude the objectionable Chinese from our territory, I can not 
see my way clear to vote for the bill so long as it contains section 
2, which I will read: 

Sec. 2. That from and after the pasa ct this act the entry into the main- 
land territory of the United States of nese laborers coming from any of 
the insular possessions of the United States shall be rohibited, and the pro- 
hibition shall apply to all Chinese laborers, as well those who were in such 
insular possessions at the time or times of acquisition thereof, respectively, 
by the United States as to those who have come there since, and those who 
have been born there since, and those who may be born there hereafter. And 
the same prohibition shall apply to Chinese laborers coming to one of the in- 


sular possessions of the Uni States from any other insular possession of 


the United States, except from one island to another of the same group. 
But the privileges of transit hereinafter given to other Chinese are hereby 
given to Chinese laborers in all territory of the United States, subject to the 
conditions hereinafter expressed. 

Mr. PERKINS. The gentleman will allow me to say that 
section 2 has not yet been read by the Clerk. 

Mr. KLEBERG. Iam aware of that; but I may as well state 
my objection now, and for that purpose I have moved a merely 
formal amendment. I realize that possibly there will be no 
record vote on this bill, and I may have no opportunity of stating 
my objections to this provision except right here. 

I think that this clause is clearly unconstitutional. I believe 
that our insular possessions are a partof the United States. There 
can be no question of that kind as to the caseof Hawaii and Porto 
Rico. And the Supreme Court having held in the case here cited— 
of Wong Kim Ark v. The United States (169 U. S. Reports)—that a 
person born of alien Chinese parentage in the State of California 
is a citizen of the United States, I can not see how hereafter that 
court can hold a Chinese born in Hawaii, in Porto Rico, or in the 








Philippines since their acquisition or hereafter is not a citizen of 
the United States. I can not, therefore, see my way clear of 
voting for this bill, much as I would like todo so. I acquiesce 
and agree with everything that has been said as to the necessity 
of excluding the Chinese from our ports by a reasonable exclu- 
sion act, but we have also taken an oath to support the Constitu- 
tion, and I can not in the face of the facts and the face of the 
decisions of the highest court of the land, and in the face of my 
own conscience, bring myself to support this bill, and when it 
comes up I shall vote no, unless this section is stricken out. 

I withdraw my pro forma amendment, Mr. Chairman, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Src. 2. That from and after the passage of this act the entry into the main- 
land territory of the United States of Chinese laborers coming from any of 
the insular possessions of the United States shall be prohibited; and the pro- 
hibition shall apply to all Chinese laborers, as well those who were in such 
ae ions at the time or times of acquisition thereof, r tively, 
by the United States, as to those who have come there since, and those who 
have been born there since, and those who may be born there hereafter. 
And the same prohibition shall apply to Chinese laborers coming to one of 
the insular possessions of the United States from any other insular possession 
of the United States, except from one island to another of the same group. 
But the privileges of transit hereinafter given to other Chinese are hereby 
given to Chinese laborers in all territory of the United States, subject to 
the conditions hereinafter expressed. 

Mr. NAPHEN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment, which I will ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 2, line 8, after the word “since,” strike out the words “and those 
=> been born there since, and those who may be born there here- 
a . 

Mr. NAPHEN. Mr. Chairman, I propose to vote for this bill, 
though the majority insists upon retaining this portion of it. 
This part is clearly unconstitutional. Mr. Chairman, I can not as 
a member of this House vote for any measure that will deprive 
any man of his constitutional rights, no matter whom he may be, 
or where he comes from. The question involved in this section 
has been decided by the Supreme Court. 

I am sworn here to support the Constitution as I understand 
it, to support the Constitution as it has been interpreted by the 
Supreme Court of the United States, and this question has been 
decided by the Supreme Court of the United States in the case 
of the United States v. Wong Kim Ark, 169U.8.,649. The court 
decided that under the fourteenth amendment of the Constitution 
every person born in the United States and subject to the jurisdic- 
tion thereof becomes at once a citizen of the United States. The 
court said ‘“‘in the United States and subject to the jurisdiction 
thereof.’’ The first sentence of the fourteenth amendment of 
the Constitution rust be presumed to have been understood and 
intended by Congress, which ae the amendment, and by 
the legislatures, which adopted it, in the same sense as the like 
words had been used by Chief Justice Marshall in the well-known 
case of the Exchange and as equivalent of the words “‘ within the 
limits and under the jurisdiction of the United States’’ and the 
converse of the words ‘‘out of the jurisdiction of the United 
States.”’ It has been urged that the fourteenth amendment was 
not intended to confer rights of citizenship upon the children of 
Chinese parents. An examination of the debate in the Senate 
and House when the fourteenth amendment was under considera- 
tion proves that it was understood that children born of Chinese 
parents in the United States would come under the terms of the 
amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, it has been decided in the recent case of De Linsa 
v. Bidwell (182 United States, 1) that our insular possessions are 
domestic territory. They are as much our territory—our domes- 
tic territory—as our inland Territories are. The question then 
comes as to what right we have to deprive persons who have 
been born there since our acquisition of those oe of their 
constitutional rights. It may be said that we have a right to de- 
fine their civil and their political status; but that referred to those 
who resided in the possessions at the time of the acquisition. It 
could not refer to those who were born there since or who will be 
born there hereafter. 

The Constitution takes care of their rights. Though we may 
suspend their political rights and define what their civil status 
may be, we can not take away their natural right to go to any 
part of the United States. They have the om of the Re- 
public. This personal right is secured to them by the principles 
of constitutional liberty. Therefore I say, Mr. Chairman, that it 
is clearly unconstitutional to deprive those —— of those rights, 
and I hope the majority will consent to have that part of section 
2 of the bill stricken out. ‘ 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, I will only say that the points that 
the gentleman makes, which are in my view toa consi erable ex- 
tent well taken, are answered by the gentleman from Missour, 
who made the points and then swallowed them. This is the way 
to get the case to the Supreme Court. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, the amendment offered by the 












gentleman from Massachusetts is based upon the yrinciple for 
which he contends, that the Philippine Islands are to such an ex- 
tent a portion of the United States that persons thereafter born 
become necessarily of the United States, and as such entitled to 
the rights held by those who were born in this country. 

Mr. NAPHEN. Will the gentleman explain what he means 
by our “insular possessions ’’—what it includes? 

Mr. PERKINS. Ishould say it included the Philippine Islands, 
Porto Rico, and Hawaii. ; 

Mr. NAPHEN. Very well; then this prohibition applies to 
those three possessions, and we have already legislated for Porto 
Rico, and we have reserved the right to have all laws enacted by 
the legislature of Porto Rico ‘‘ reported to the Congress of the 
United States, which has power and authority, if deemed ad- 
visable, to annul the same.’’ The people born within those pos- 
sessions we say they are not citizens of the United States; that 
their “‘ personal rights are unprotected by the provisions of the 
Constitution,’ and ‘‘ that they are subject to the arbitrary con- 
trol of Congress.” This is repugnant to justice and common 


sense. 

Mr. PERKINS. If the gentleman is right in saying that Porto 
Rico and Hawaii will not be held by the Supreme Court to be in- 
cluded within the term ‘“‘ insular possessions,”’ then of course this 
law does not apply to them. Certainly it applies to the Philip- 
pine Islands. I trust that the day will never come when the Su- 
preme Court will decide that the Philippine Islands are so much 

yortions of this country that every man there residing or to be 
ear there hereafter will be entitled to the rights held by the citi- 
zens of this land. Certainly, Mr. Chairman, the Congress of the 
United States, I am confident, does not wish to anticipate any 
such decision. The result of the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts would be that by this act, as a neces- 
sary result, every man born in the Philippine Islands, every Chi- 
nese, every Filipino, would be entitled to all the rights held by a 
citizen of Massachusetts or a citizen of New York or of any other 
State. Certainly, Mr. Chairman, I feel sure it can not be the de- 
sire of this committee or of this Congress that by act of Congress, 
in anticipation of a decision which I believe will never be made, 
such a construction should be put upon the situetion of those 
islands. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, when the Porto Rico bill was be- 
fore the House, one of the strongest of the reasons for we that 
was to make a test case as to the rights of Congress to legislate law 
in regard to those possessions that have fallen to us as a part of the 
fruit of the Spanish war. If by annexing the Philippine Islands 
we simply remove the barrier we had drawn against Chinese 
immigration 9,000 miles farther west so as to include the Phil- 
ippine Islands and make them the ports from which the Chinese 
emigration could start to the United States of America, the 
damage to this country would be incalculable. It becomes nec- 
essary to draw a line in the very start, and the result of the en- 
actment of the Porto Rican law was that we obtained at least 
in part an authoritative construction by the Supreme Court of 
the United States as to our power in this possession. I believe 
the legitimate and logical result of the Porto Rican decision is 
that the Congress has the power that it is now proposed to exer- 
cise in section 2. Weshould not permit those islands to become 
merely the means of peopling this country with the Mongolian 
race. 

Mr. KLEBERG. Does the gentleman think that the island of 
Hawaii is a part of the United States, by virtue of the resolution 
which admitted it? 

Mr. LACEY. So far as the islands of Hawaii are concerned, 
the number of Chinese there is comparatively small. It is not an 
unknown quantity. 

Mr. HITT. That resolution excluded them. 

_ Mr. LACEY. And the resolution in terms excluded them; but 
in the Philippine Islands, adjacent as they are to the shores of 
China, they would become points from which the Chinese could 
be smuggled into this country almost without limit. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I would like to state that the 
gentleman from Jowa [Mr. Lacey] is clearly incorrect in saying 
that the number of Chinese is infinitesimally or comparatively 
small. There are about 10,000 white people in the Hawaiian 
Islands, 26,000 Chinese, and 61,000 Japanese, who are equally a 
menace to American labor, and this is out of a total population in 
the islands of Hawaii of 154,000. 

Mr. LACEY. Very well, then; I will amend my statement and 
say that the entire Popalation, Chinese, white, and everything 
else in Hawaii, is infinitesimally small, hardly worthy of consid- 
eration in connection with a proposition of this kind, for if every 
man, woman, and child in the Hawaiian Islands should get up 
to-morrow and move into the United States of America, we could 
~ them in one small city and hardly notice them; but the prob- 

em as to the Philippines is a t one—and it is a point of 
wisdom in the very outset of this bill to meet that question and 
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to meet it squarely, as has been done by the committee in this 
report. 

ow, Mr. Chairman, as to the general law, my impression 
would have been that, in view of the fact that almost every line 
and sentence of the existing statutes have been construed by the 
courts of the country, it would have been wiser to have reenacted 
those laws, with such amendments as would apply to the situa- 
tion, growing out of our recent acquisitions from the Spanish war; 
but the committee in their wisdom have gone over this question 
and I am prepared to yield my judgment to theirs as to the neces- 
sity of enacting an entirely new law in place of reenacting the old 
ones. At first thought it would have seemed tome perfectly plain 
that laws that have been construed, however imperfect they may 
be, are safer than laws which have yet to be construed,and we 
know the force of the opposition that every feature of this bill will 
meet in the courts, and it might have been safer not to reopen the 
question along the old lines, as we will of necessity do when we 
enact an entirely new law. 

I know when we framed the Alaskan code we left out many 
matters of the utmost importance; I know when we framed a 
code for the District of Columbia we made inadequate provision 
for the grand jury, and the courts of the District of Columbia, 
after the laws had been passed, found themselves in a state of 
of chaos; and we run that same danger as to this law. I shall 
vote, however, for the bill, in the hope that this committee have 
carefully endeavored, and I hope succeeded, in avoiding all of 
those various difficulties. 

The propriety of Chinese exclusion can not be regarded as sub- 
ject to much question at this time. The various laws relating to 
the subject have been upon the statute books for many years, and 
the amendments made have always been in the direction of greater 
stringency. 

The Geary Act will expire in a few weeks, and it is important 
that prompt action should be taken so that we may not have even a 
short period in which the bars mayremain down. The laws now ea 
in force, with the various amendments made from time to time, s 
appear to have operated to accomplish the desired result. Chi- 
nese immigration had been practically suppressed, and under the 
Census of 1900, there are only 93,280 Chinese in the United States, ee 
exclusive of Hawaii, as against 105,465 in 1880 and 107,475 in £4 
1890. In Hawaii there are 25,767, who were there when we an- ; 
nexed those islands. 

The law having been found effective as it now exists, the most 
natural and easy course, as I have said, would have been to ex- 
tend these laws for another term or indefinitely. To enact an en- 
tirely new statute, however stringent and drastic, may again re- 
open all disputed questions to new construction by the courts, 
and the Chinese companies in the past have shown how deter- 
mined they are to contest every inch of the ground. 

I feel some apprehension that, while attempting to close the 
controversy, we may in fact reopen it and leave some unexpected 
loophole for further controversy. 

This, however, is a question not of ultimate ends to be accom- 
plished, but of the means by which they may be attained. 

Confronted as We are with the danger of renewing active im- 
migration from the most populous country on the globe, we may 
well apprehend the danger of a radical change in our population 
if we take no steps to stay the flood. Our country is the most 
desirable in the world in climate, soil, and natural advantages. 
It will be fully populated and in time contain as many inhabitants 
as it can well support. 

The Damascus steel was the product of a combination of the vari- 
ous mines, but all the ore in the combination was the best of metal. 

So the mingling of the blood of the different nations of the same 
race from Europe has produced and is producing a new people in 
our country. 

The European nations furnish an ample supply from which to 
people this continent, and it is for us to choose whether the future 
progress of this young nation shall be clouded by adding the perils 
of a new Asiatic invasion. 

Four hundred million Mongolians are within less than two 
weeks’ distance from our Pacific shores, and the low price of 
transportation and high rate of wages in this country would 
induce an overwhelming tide of cooly labor, which would reverse 
the course of our progress toward the general improvement of 
industrial conditions in the United States. 

Our country is still in a great measure unoccupied and we are 
in a position to choose its future inhabitants. We declared some 
years ago that the Mongolian race was nota desirable addition to 
our =, and, with the world to choose from, we should 
select the best instead of the least desirable of the world’s races. 

ae have racial problemstnough without increasing their com- 
plexity. 

In peopling this Republic labor is a prime necessity. But it is 
of the first importance that our working people should not only 
be citizens by birth or adoption, but worthy in all respects to 
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exercise the duties as well as to enjoy the privileges of such citi- 
zenship. 

A country whose natural attractions annually draw a half a 
million of immigrants may well select its adopted children and 
carefully choose only those who will in the next generation be 
Americans in the full sense of the word. 

Near my home in Iowa is a colony of sturdy Hollanders from 
the shores of the North Sea. They are of that rugged stock who 
were the admiration of the world in their struggle for independ- 
ence against the Spanish rule in the sixteenth century. 

Fifty years ago that little colony at Pella bought its land, and 
so exclusive were they that the only two American-born settlers 
living in the township were bought out regardless of expense, so 
that none but those of Holland blood should occupy the land. 

I visited that town two years ago at the reunion of a regiment 
partly recruited there, and 600 little school children, all carrying 
American flags, came out, singing, to meet us, and they were all 
American born and speaking what they fondly insist upon calling 
the ‘‘American language.’’ They were as thoroughly American 
as if their ancestors had landed at Plymouth Rock or at James- 
town. 

With stock of this sort you can not keep the Americans out, 
for in one generation, from being all foreigners, they become all 
Americans. 

From nations like these we can draw our immigrants freely and 
safely. Their descendants are to the manor born. 

When Prince Henry was with us I think the best thing attrib- 
uted to him was his saying that he did not know any such thing 
as a ‘‘German-American.’’ Americans were Americans to him, 
whether by birth or adoption. It has been to the honor of the 
German, the English, the Scotch, the Welsh, the Scandinavian, 
the Irish. and many other nationalities of Europe that, on arrival 
in America, they at once have set about the acquisition in the 
fullest and completest term the rights of American citizenship. 
The people who assimilate with us and who, in the next genera- 
tion, are welded into the common mass of the great composite 
American race have always been and will ever be a welcome ad- 
dition to our progressive country. 

But the Mongolian comes to America for no such purpose, and 
could not adapt himself to our institutions if he were to try—and 
he has never tried. He comes as a bachelor, houseless and home- 
less. No family ties grow up around him to attach him to the 
soil. When he acquires enough to live upon in China he eagerly 
returns to his native land in that ancient civilization which was 
old when Moses led the children of Israel out of Egypt. Should 
the Chinaman die in America his bones are not permitted to fer- 
tilize our soil, but are carefully carried back to the home of his 
forefathers. When he is among us he is not of us. No man 
should eat anything that he can not digest. No immigrants 
should be taken into the body politic who can not be assimi- 
lated. 


So by common consent, and regardless of party politics, we to- | 


day are discussing the most effective method of preserving America 
for the Americans by admitting into our country only those who 


may be fitted to become an integral part of the citizenship of the | 
| agreed to support is a direct menace to the very best interests of the Philip- 
| pine Islands, and if it should pass would render well-nigh impossible the ex- 
| ploitation of these islands by the Americans, and wo 


American people. To continue our past policy in this regard is 
necessary for self-preservation. Enacting a protective law upon 
this question is a statutory recognition of the law of nature. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, it is interesting 
and gratifying to note that the Republican party, which was re- 
sponsible for the annexation of Hawaii, and which is responsible 


late day, are now engaged with us in an effort to protect labor 
against the scourge of the Asiatics. They sowed the winds, they 
will reap the whirlwinds. 

In the Hawaiian Islands to-day, out of 154,000 population, there 
are only about 10.000 whites. 
26,000 Chinese and 61,000 Japanese, who are an equal menace to 
American labor with the Chinese in the islands. The American 
Chamber of Commerce, of Manila, in the Philippine Islands, is 
petitioning members of Congress, is petitioning the President, to 
permit the admission of Chinese, and say in their petition that it 
is absolutely necessary in order to secure the promotion and ad- 
vancement of the interests of the Philippines. 

The petition sent us reads: 


The American Chamber of Commerce,of Manila. An appeal to Congress for 
the enactment of laws allowing cooly labor to enter the Philippine Islands 
under such restrictions and laws as the Philippine Commission may from 
time to time enact. 


To the Congress of the United States of America: 


The American Chamber of Commerce, of Manila, P. I., respectfully repre- 
sent to your honorable body that by authomity and under instruction of reso- 


lution adopted at a full meeting of this chamber, held on the 3d day of Janu- | 


ary thischamber does petition and earnestly request the enactment of laws 
by Congress allowing cooly labor to enter the Philippine Islands under such 
aes and laws as the Philippine Commission may from time to time 
enact. 

The present restrictive law does not benefit the Filipinos, nor is it of ben- 








7 . ; are ae © | is not to be depended upon. If the business of the archipe 
for the present conditions in the Philippine Islands, even at this | 
| sary. 


Among the population there are | 


| in Washington the following para 


APRIL 7, 


efit to anyone. This labor will not enter into competition with Americen 
labor, and its entry into the Philippine Islands is imperatively needed. 

Tobacco, hemp, and sugar plantations are only partially cultivated by rea- 
son of insufficiency of manual laborers. There are at present people in the 
city of Manila who came here for the purpose of investing in plantations, 
and to cultivate them upon lines in advance of the primitive ideas now in 
vogue. Investors are compelled to either leave these islands or await such 
time as laborers can be secured. This being the situation at present, without 
this legimation the ae Islands can not be properly developed. 

Building in the city of Manila has been retarded for months, and only 
since the quarantine has been raised and those Chinese entitled to land have 
returned to these islands has building actively revived. 

For the development of these islands, the urgent necessity for the imme- 
diate enactment of such laws can not be placed strongly before Congress. 
For which relief this chamber, compc of American citizens, representing 
the commercial interests of the Philippines, does most respectfully pray. 

I. E. GREEN, President. 
ROGER AP C. JONES, Secretary. 


The Hawaiian sugar planters are saying that white labor can 
not work in the Hawaiian Islands, and that the rice industry and 
other industries will be injured, if not entirely destroyed, unless 
Chinese labor is admitted to the islands. This opinion was rather 
forecast by the distinguished Commission that visited the islands 
before the organic law was passed. 

This petition comes to us from Hawaii: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America, greeting: 


We, the undersigned citizens of the United States, do hereby represent— 

First. That the present and future prosperity of this nation depends in a 

reat measure on the maintenance of the present high standard of living of 
its inhabitants. 

Second. That this standard can not be maintained if the sphere of the 
American mechanic is invaded by the hordes of Asia, whose mode of life en- 
ables them to live comfortably on a sum which to an American would be a 
mere pittance. 

Third. That at present fully 75 per cent of all the labor of the Hawaiian 
Islands, both skilled and unskilled, is peng pessormass entirely by Orientals 

Fourth. That practically all the labor, both skilled and unskilled, which 
has been performed on buildings and grounds in this Territory for the Fed- 
eral Government has been and is still being performed entirely by Japanese 
and Chinese, to the entire exclusion of competent American mechanics, who, 
4 reason of these conditions, are at present forced into almost complete 
idleness. 

Fifth. That the population of the Hawaiian Territory is 150,000, of whom 
the Chinese and Japanese number nearly 87,000, the Americans about 5,000, 
and the natives 37,000. 

Sixth. That by rigidly excluding all Orientals from this Territory and 
from the United States conditions would soon become such that American 
citizens would be enabled to earn a living for themselves and families, which 
they are now practically unable to do on account of the deplorable and en- 
tirely un-American conditions now existing here. 

Seventh. That, for the reasons above set forth, your petitioners earnestly 
ask that suitable legislation be framed the results of which would be— 

First. The complete exclusion of both Japanese and Chinese or their de- 
scendants from American territory. 

Second. The requirement that all labor of over description whatsoever 
which is performed for the Federal Government shall be done by, and only 
by, citizens of the United States. 

And your petitioners will ever pray. 


The Manila Critic editorially appeals to Congress in an article 
headed ‘‘ Cooly labor necessary,’’ saying that it is necessary for 
the exploitation of this noncontinental part of the country—that 
the Republicans admitted within our domains—that it is abso- 
lutely necessary to have cooly labor to exploit all the enterprises 
there. This is what it says in its issue of March 3, 1902: 


The Chinese-exclusion bill which the Pacific coast representatives have 


d cause an irretreiv- 
able loss of much capital now in the archipelago. The bill denies the right 
of entry to the Chinese not only into the mainland ports of the United States 
but also into any of the insular possessions, including the Philippines. 

The cumulative evidence of many years proves that the are spoet here 

evelope: 

as it can be and ought to be, the services of the Chino are absolutely neces- 
It is to be hoped that the memorial of the American Chamber of Com 
merce and the recommendation of the Commission will raise up some friends 
for the Philippines in Congress. It is late to contemplate the idea, probably, 
but an authorized delegation of business men in Washington would be very 
valuable just now. 


And again in like manner and in the same issue it says: 
THE SLOPE AND THE CHINOS, 


Ata meeting of the Senators and Representatives of the Pacific slope held 
ph was adopted, to be made a part of 
the Chinese-exclusion bill now pending in Congress: ‘ 
“That from and after the e of this act the entry into the American 
mainland territory of the United States of Chinese laborers coming from any 


| of the insular possessions of the United States shall be absolutely prohibited, 


and the prohibition shall ap; _o all Chinese laborers, as well as to such as 
were in insular possessions at the time or times of acquisition thereof respec- 
tively by the United States, or to those who have come there since and those 
who have been born there since, and those who may come there hereafter 
and those who may hereafter be born there.” : 

It will be noticed that the peragee h contains nothing that will prevent 
the importation of cooly contract labor in the archipe , and Congress 
will doubtless be governed by the recommendations of the Commission in 
that regard; thevelore the recent communications to the American Chamber 
of Commerce becomes of additional importance. 


This Manila newspaper was sent to the members of Congress, 
evidently with the intention of giving us the real conditions in 
reference to labor that prevails there. 

It is clear that an article signed “‘ Observer,’’ which bears the 
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earmarks of one having authority and knowing whereof he 
speaks, in the same issue had a like purpose. It reads: 


COOLY LABOR NECESSARY. 
With the several requests already made on the Philippines for a labor sup- 


ply for other countries, the question as to what this count, ll do for a 
stable and assured labor in the future is brought very distinctly to mind. 
Regarding the new territory of the United States, Hawaii, it must be borne 
in mind that the country now asking for labor is practically without a labor 
supply of its own, and is dependent on other lands for men_to till its fields 
and carry on the necessary work of its different business and plantations. 
The conditions are quite similar in won ware to the state of affairs here 
notwithstan the fact that in these nds there is an a supply of 
men perfectly able physically to — but apparently without the Sisposi- 
tion to exert themselves any more or for a longer time than is necessary to 
accumulate a few pesos for fiesta, or cockfight. In the one instance the 
money investorand producer is unable to secure a home labor for the reason 
that it is very limi and not nearly sufficient for the needs, and in the other 
case, while the supply is — the quality does not seem, from general a 
mo and experience, to trustworthy enough to be depended on in 


ime of real n ty. 
In all agricultural yorenite there are certain seasons of the year in which 
the entire success of the twelve months’ work and expense is dependent on 
must be accomplished, else the complete loss of 


the time in which harvesti 
the crop will follow, Es y at this time is it required that the employer 


should be assured of such labor as can be depended on for the work in hand, 
and in ceder to do this he is necessarily compelled to keep a ter number 


grea’ 
of men under pay through part of the year, in which he derives little benefit 
from their names on his pay roll. 

Now, with ignorant labor under the control of a gang or labor boss, and 
subject to his will and dictation, the boss will possess absolute control of the 

lantation owner's interest and be able to dictate the price of his men at the 
time when it is absolutely required that the employer shall have men or 
suffer the loss of his entire investment for the year. If large capital is ex- 
pected to seek this country as a field for investment in tropical agricultural 
pursuits, it must be borne in mind that the success of a | ne gem is depend- 
ent on labor for its welfare, and until this matter is settled beyond a reason- 
able doubt capital will not be overanxious to locate in a place where it is not 
assured of a reasonable amount of protection by the law. 

Ignorant labor can not be contro nT honeyed phrases or fair treatment 
at all times. The cooly class is not gif with omy unusual amount of judg- 
ment in matters beyond the present, and if left to its own way in wor 
which would be better done at once in place of the future, no o_o depend- 
ent on it would ever see a successful year. Theonly way of settling the ques- 
tion for the general welfare of the country in general would seem to be the 
enactment of a just and fair contract law, under which the laborer would be 

iven every protection of the lawsof the country, yetat the same time would 

»9¢ bound in such a way that he could be compelled to work in times of ne- 
commiy serene of course that his health and general condition were not 
affected. 

This country is naturally an agricultural country, and its wealth in that 
line is equal, at least, to any other country in the world. Its development 
depends entirely on the question of labor, and it is not a question to be passed 
over without the most serious of thought and consideration. OBSERVER 


It is gratifying, Mr. Chairman, to find, even after this one step 
of misfortune, that the Republican party are closing the door 
after the steed is stolen, and are seeking to avoid the evils of their 
former action, and are trying under the whip and spur of the 
minority to protect the great American laboring interests from 
the scourge of the Chinese. But with all these islands admitted, 
with the coasts that need defense and patrol to keep them out, 
with the cupidity of the navigation corporations that have brought 
so many to our shores, how are you going to defend American 
labor in Hawaii, in the Philippine Islands, in Porto Rico, or in 
the Danish West Indies when you admit such territories as these 
into the domain of the United States? 

Rapid transit on land and sea, the swiftness and ease of tele- 
graphic and other communication, and the facilities for com- 
binations of enterprises have of themselves produced in recent 
years an evolution, if not a revolution, in labor. Economic 
changes that come as the result of improvement in human agen- 
cies and affairs, and are not the outgrowth of selfishness, should 
be heralded as benefactions; and though they affect in a measure 
established conditions, ultimately they will show results of uni- 
versal good. It is not to such changes that I shall address my- 
self, but to the process now going on which seems to be bringing 
_ pone of different classes and different climes to a common 

evel. 

If any benefit arises to American labor from the acquisition of 
the insular possession, it must be in profit from labor performed 
on American soil outside of the islands acquired. The distance 
of the islands, the climate, and the labor conditions bring no hope 
for the profitable employment of American labor either in Hawaii, 
in Porto Rico, or iu the Philippine Islands. 

, The Hawaiian Islands, lying 2,100 miles southwest of San Fran- 
cisco, were the first acquisition under the recent policy of e - 
sion. — were annexed we resolution of Congress passed Tal 
7, 1898, e area of the eight islands of the group is 6,740 square 
miles, oqeniing in extent the State of New Jersey, one fifth the 
area of Indiana. Although these islands had treaty relations with 
the United States from the year 1826 and with England and France 
— almost the same od and frequent communication with 
these and other European countries, yet at the time of annexa- 
tion in 1898, out of a total population of 110,000, we find the fol- 
lowing distribution in races and countries: Americans, 3,086; 
_— , 2,250; Germans, 1,432, and French, 101. At that time 

ere were 21,600 Chinese, 24,400 Japanese, 15,200 Portuguese, 





and 39,500 native Hawaiians and mixed Hawaiians. Of the total 
population two-thirds were males. 

e principal industries of the islands in the order of their im- 
portance are sugar, rice, and coffee, the latter but slightly devel- 
oped. The Chinese and the Japanese work in the sugar mills and 
on the plantations. Americans and Europeans can not work in 
the marshy land required for the cultivation of rice, and as the 
Japanese decline to do so, this work is performed almost entirely 
by the Chinese. 

After the islands were annexed in 1898 something like 40,000 
Japanese laborers were brought in undera labor contract similar 
in terms to that under which nearly all the Chinese and Japanese 
theretofore had been bound. The obligation of these contracts 
was dissolved by the act of Congress providing a government for 
Hawaii, passed April 13, 1800; but the laborers remain and work 
at wages ranging from $15 to $17 a month and furnish their own 
board and clothes. 

The resolution of annexation provided that a commission of 
five should investigate and report legislation deemed necessary 
and proper. In its report on the labor conditions we find this 
statement: ‘‘ The question whether white labor can be profitably 
utilized in the sugar plantations is yet a problem.’’ This report 
was made by Senator CuLLOM as chairman of the commission. 
With these labor conditions prevailing, and with the large pro- 

rtion of cheap oriental laborers already there, the problem of 

abor seems to be solved in favor of the oriental elements of the 
population. 

The Japanese show an adaptability and quickness, an alertness 
and ambition that are menacing labor, not only in Hawaii, but 
in the States along the Pacific coast as well. By the annexation 
resolution it was provided that nothing therein contained should 
be construed to permit the Chinese in the islands to enter the 
United States, and by the subsequent organic law for the govern- 
ment of the islands they were expressly prohibited from doing so. 

As the islands were annexed without any restrictions in the act, 
like those imposed on Porto Rico, it is doubtful whether the Chi- 
nese in Hawaii can be excluded from the United States. Be that 
as it may with reference to the Chinese already there, yet there 
is a real menace to American labor in the Japanese immigration 
to the United States. 

The Chinese are prohibited from coming to our country by the 
Chinese-exclusion act; but, stringent as the act is, they hover 
along the northwestern and northeastern boundaries and break 
across; and in this way and through Mexico thousands come into 
the United States every year. This system, encouraged by navi- 
gation and transportation companies engaged in the traffic and in 
collusion with agents, greatly harasses the United States author- 
ities, who so far have been unable successfully to cope with it. 

Japan, with its 40,000,000 of population, is a greater menace to 
this country than is China with her 400,000,000. This is due to 
the difference in the characteristics of the people. 

The Chinese are conservative and religiously attached to their 
country, and always expect to return to it. The Japanese are 
bold, adept, and alert, and when they secure a favorable location 
they hope always to remain. The Japanese are quick to learn 
and adapt themselves to surroundings with great facility. 

The Commissioner-General of Immigration in his last report 
referred to the increase of Japanese immigration and expressed 
the opinion that unless checked it would produce serious trouble 
where aliens are used as cheap laborers to take the place of Amer- 
ican workingmen. 

It may be inquired why legislation similar to the Chinese- 
exclusion act is not enacted against the Japanese. In some sense 
at least the answer can be traced tothe policy of expansion. We 
have in the Japanese treaty of 1894 a saving clause which reserves 
to the United States a right to legislate as it will with reference 
to the immigration of laborers from Japan; but in the late Chi- 
nese troubles the favors shown by Japan in quickly responding 
with troops, and the aid she gave to the allies, gives her a pres- 
tige that seems to cause our Government to hesitate in taking 
any drastic measures against Japanese immigration. It should 
be restricted by a law similar to the Chinese-exclusion act. 

The difficulties now encountered in the enactment of laws and 
their enforcement will only be augmented by the increase of in- 
terests in the opposite direction, by the increase of lines and. bor- 
ders to be guarded, and by the acquisition of islands which must 
perforce furnish bases from which cheap labor can more readily 
enter into the United States. 

The observations I have suggested on the exclusion from prof- 
itable go eer of the American in the Hawaiian Islands ob- 
tain also with reference to the Philippines, where he must come 
into competition with the Chinese, the Japanese, and the Filipinos. 
The Filipino has many of the characteristics of the Japanase, and 
if the same free ingress to this country is accorded them as is given 
to the J eens the like evil will result. The conditions in Porto 
Rico with reference to labor are not dissimilar to those prevailing 
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in the two other insular sions, save that there are no Chi- 
nese and Japanese; and the native Porto Ricans are not a class 
with which Americans can compete in price of wage. 

In addition to this comparison of the Philippines with Hawaii, 
we find in the report of the Philippine Commission, under the 
head of public health, a condition, climatic and otherwise, that 
would make it impossible for American labor to find a field for 
occupation. It says: 

There is a custom prevailing in Manila of keeping within doors from 12 to 
8, which is universally commended. It is doubtful whether the white race 
could work in the sun. 

It is clear from the facts and conditions I have mentioned that 
American laborers have not profited in expansion by securing a 
field for their labor outside of their own country, nor are they 
secure against the influx into the United States of those against 
whom they can not compete abroad. 

It is well known, also, and recognized that American labor is 
not, and will not be, preferred in manning vessels on the sea, if 
profit alone is looked to; for the American can not work for the 
wages on board ship that people of many foreign countries are 
willing to take. 

Therefore the conclusion must be drawn that the American 
laboring man must expect to profit, under the present policy of 
expansion, from labor performed in this country, and not from 
that in fields to which he might go. It is equally clear that he 
must be protected against the incoming flood of labor, cheaper 
than his own, or he will suffer. 

Mr. Chairman, the pathway for the Republican party and for its 
representatives in this House—knowing, as they do, of these evils; 
knowing that these evils are here—is to face the problem and 
stand against the labor conditions in the Philippine Islands and 
in the insular possessions—stand against the Chinese and Japanese 
and the cheap labor scourge in the Philippine Islands—by declar- 
ing upon this floor and in this Congress that it is the purpose of 
the United States to establish a stable form of government in the 
Philippines, and then let that government and its people take care 
of the million or two millions of Chinese and Japanese there them- 
selves. The Democracy in Congress in the meantime is perform- 
ing its duty and promoting the cause of the laboring man of this 
country, who will hold the party in power responsible for the con- 
dition that exists to-day as to the Chinese and the Japanese in our 
insular possessions. ; 

It is a cause of congratulation that the Democratic minority of 
this House has presented a substitute for the bill recommended 
by the Republican majority of the committee. 

The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] has rendered his 
party and his country a signal and valuable service in presenting 
for the Democratic minority its substitute, and in so vigorously 
presenting the principles embodied in it, and such as should in- 
spire every American. 

With the courtesy of the House, I present with my remarks the 
substitute bill of the minority of the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs and the report of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] 
thereon. It reads: 


APPENDIX. 
The question of Chinese exclusion is largely a racial question and largely 
a iabor question. : : : . 
Because our Pacific coast is the chief place of entrance of Chinese into our 
untry, because a vast majority of Chinese immigrants settle on the Pacific 
ust,and because American citizens resident on the Pacific coast have had 
re experience with Chinese than the rest of our people, they understand 


c 
ce 
mm 
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he Chinese character better and are better fitted to know what ———- is 


necessary to solve the numerous and difficult problems connected with Chi- 
nese immigration. 
The substitute 


yt is substantially the bill desired by our Pacific 
coast citizens and by t 


1e laborers of the whole country. 


The substitute is identical with Senate bill 2960, as reported to the Senate | 


unanimously by the Committee on Immigration, except section 56 of said 
Senate bill, for which the minority recommended the following: 

“Sec. 56. That nothing in the provisions of this act shall be construed to 
prevent the admission of Chinese into the United States for the purpose of 
participating in any fair or exposition authorized by act of Congress: Pro- 
vided, That such admission be in accordance with rules and regulations of 
the Commissioner-General of Immigration, prescribed with the approval of 
the Secretary of the Treasury.” 

The minority entertain some doubt as to the constitutionality of the fol- 
lowing words of section 2 of the substitute: “‘And it shall also apply to those 
who have been born there since and to those who may be born there here- 
after; but because it is claimed that under the treaty of Paris Congress is 
charged with the duty of fixing the status of the people of the ee 
Islands, because our citizens of our Pacific coast and the laborers of the land 
are insistent on retaining the aforesaid words in the bill, and because their 
retention in the bill will compel a speedy —— determination of the ques- 
tions involved, the minority recommend that they be retained in the bill. 

For the foregoing reasons the minority report the substitute and recom- 
mend that it be enacted into law. 


Substitute for H. R. 13081. 


A bill to prohibit the coming into and to regulate the residence within the 
United States, its Territories, and all territory under its jurisdiction, and 
the District of Columbia, of Chinese persons and persons of Chinese descent. 
Be it enacted, etc., That from and after the of this act the coming, 

— under the conditions hereinafter specified, of Chinese laborers from 

eny foreign country to the United States, its Territories, or any territory 

umler its jurisdiction, shall be absolutely prohibited. 








| property other 


| 


Sec. 2. That from and after the peacage of this act the entry into the 
American-mainland territory of the United States of Chinese laborers com- 
ing from any of the insular territory of the United States shall be absolutely 
prohibited; and this prohibition shall mm he all Chinese laborers, as well to 
those who were in such insular territory when the same was acquired by the 
United States as to those who have come there since, and it shall also apply 
to those who have been born there since and to those who may be born there 
hereafter. And the same yey of entry shall apply to ese laborers 
coming to one island of the United States from any other insular territory 
of the United States, except territory of a group whereof such island is a 
member. But the privileges of transit hereinafter given to other Chinese 

persons are hereby given to Chinese laborers in all territory of the United 
states, subject to the conditions hereinafter expressed. 

Sec. 3. That the term “laborer,” used in this act, shall be construed to 
mean both skilled and unskilled manual laborers, Chinese persons employed 
in mining, fishing, huckstering, peddling, or laundry work, and those en- 
gaged in ta , drying, or otherwise preserving shellfish or other fish for 

ome consumption or exportation; and every Chinese person shall be deemed 
a laborer. within the meaning of this act, who is not an official, a teacher, a 
aon a merchant, or a traveler for curiosity or pleasure, as hereinafter 
efined. 

Srec.4. That from and after the passage of this act the privilege of Chinese 
persons other than laborers to enter or remain in the United States shall be 
restricted to officials, teachers, students, merchants, and travelers for curi- 
osity or pleasure, as hereinafter defined. 

Sec. 5. That the term “ official,” used in the foregoing section, shall be con- 
strued to mean only one who, being in the service of a foreign government, 
is regularly accredited as such by the home government he represents, or, if 
he be a consul of China, is regularly accredited as such under the usual prac- 
tice of the Imperial Chinese Government; but the attendants and servants of 
any such official shall be similarly privileged to enter, on being identified as 
such attendants or servants, in accordance with the rules and regulations 
prescribed by the Commissioner-General of Immigration, with the approval 
of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Szc. 6. That the term “teacher,” used in this act, shall be construed to 
mean only one who, for not less than two yearsnext preceding his application 
for entry into the United States, has been continuously engaged in giving in- 
struction in the higher branches of education, and who proves to the satis- 
faction of the appropriate Soeaeeey officer that he is qualified to teach such 
higher branches and has completed arrangements to teach in a recognized 
institution of learning in the United States and intends to pursue no other 
occupation than teaching while in the United States. 

Sxc. 7, That the term “student,” used in this act, shall be construed to 
mean only one who intends to pursue some of the higher branches of study, 
or to be fitted for some particular profession or occupation for which adequate 
facilities for study are not afforded in the foreign country or the territory 
of the United States whence he comes, and for whose support while study- 
ing sufficient provision has been made, and who intends to depart from the 
territory of the United States immediately on the completion of his studies. 

Sec. §. That the term “merchant,” used in this act, shall be construed to 
mean only one who is engaged in buying and selling merchandise, at a fixed 
place of business, and who, during the time he claims to be a merchant, does 
not engage in the performance of any manual labor, except such as is neces- 
a in the conduct of his business as such merchant. 

nd where an application is made by a Chinese person for entry into the 
United States as one formerly or at the time engaged in China as a merchant, 
or in some other foreign country as a merchant, or where such application 
calls for entry into one portion of the United States from another portion 
thereof, then, asa prerequisite to entry, the applicant must have been en- 
gaged as a merchant for at least one year next preceding hisapplication; and 
it must appear to the satisfaction of the appropriate Treasury officer at the 
port of entry that he comes to exercise in good faith his calling as a merchant, 
and that calling exclusively, and that he has the means under his immediate 
control for forthwith becoming, and has completed the arrangements for 
forthwith becoming, the owner, in whole or in part, of a good-faith mercan- 
tile business in the United States or any portion of the territory thereof, a 
business strictly within the meaning given by this act to the business of a 
“merchant.” 

And where an application is made by a Chinese person for entry into the 
United States as one formerly engaged inthe United Statesasa merchant, he 
shall, unless he produce the returncertificate hereinafter provided for, estab- 
lish to the satisfaction of the aqeronese* Treasury officer, by the testimony of 
two credible witnesses other than Chinese, that he conduc such business 
as hereinbefore defined for at least one year before his departure from the 
United States, and that during said year he was not engaged in the per- 
formance of any manual labor except such as was necessary in the conduct 
of his business as such merchant; and in default of such proof it shall be held 
that he is not a merchant within the meaning of this act. 

Sec. 9. That the term “traveler” used in this act shall be construed to 
mean only one who shall establish to the satisfaction of the appropriate 
Treasury Officer that he is in present possession of adequate funds for paying 
the costs of the intended travel within the territory of the United States and 
that his purpose in seeking entry is in good faith solely to travel for pleasure 
or curiosity, and who intends to depart from the territory into which he is 
permitted to pass prompey on the conclusion of his itinerary. 

Sxc. 10. That the prohibition of section oneshall not apply to the return to 


| the United States of any registered Chinese laborer who has a lawful wife, 


child, or parent in the United States, or ee therein of the vale of $1,000, 
or debts therein of like amount due him an pending settlement. This ex- 
ception is subject to the following provisions: 

‘irst. “registered Chinese laborer” is: (a) One who, being lawfully a 
resident of Hawaii or the American-mainland territory of the United States 
at the time of the passage of this act, is the rightful holder of a certificate of 
residence issued to him under the acts of Congress in effect at the time of 
the passage of this act affecting exclusion of Chinese persons from the United 
States, such certificate being valid and operative at the time of the passage 
of thisact. And every such certificate of residence valid and rative at 
the time of the passage of this act is hereby continued valid and operative, 
but in accordance with the provisions of this act. (b) One who, being law- 
fully a resident of any of the insular territory of the United States (Hawaii 
excepted) at the time of the passage of this act, rightfully obtains and re- 


| tains a certificate of residence therein under subsequent provisions of this 


act. 

Second. The marriage to the wife referred to by this section must have 
taken place at least one year prior to the application of the laborer for per- 
mission to return, and must have been followed by continuous cohabitation 
of the parties as husband and wife. And it must appear that the applicant 


| had no other wife (under Chinese or other laws or customs) living at the 


time of such ma e. 

Third. If the right to return be claimed on the ground of property or 
debts, it must appear: (a) In the case of property, that the ownership is of 
ty han money and is in good faith; t the requisite minimum 
value is over all incumbrances, liens, and offsets, and that the title was not 


' colorably acquired for the purpose of evading this act. (0) In the case 0 









debts, that the debtor is solvent; that the amount due is not less than the re- 
q sum, clear of offsets and discounts; that the debts do not consist of 

ro notes or similar acknowledgments of ascertained or settled lia- 
Pility, and that the indebtedness was not created with a view to evasion of 


this act. 

Fourth. It must appear, where family, poepess ,or debt qualifications are 
relied on, that the applicant them at the time of return to the 
United States as well as at the of departure therefrom. 

Sxc. 11. That a Chinese laborer c the right to return to the United 
States on any of the grounds stated in the foregoing section shall apply to the 
appropriate weamury cow of the district in which he resides, a t one 
month prior to the of his departure, said application to be accompanied 
by his certificate of residence, and said Chinese laborer shall make under 
oath before the said officer a full statement, in triplicate, descriptive of his 
family, or property, or debts, as the case may be, and shall furnish to said 
officer such proof of the facts entitling him to return as shall be required b 
the rules and regulations prescribed the Commissioner-General of - 

tion, with the approval of the Secretary of the =aeey, one for any 
false swearing in relation thereto he shall incur the penalties imposed by law 

r per J 
fons shall permit the said officer to take a full description of his person, 
which description the said officer shall retain and mark with a number. 

The original and each copy of said statement shall contain the photograph 
of the applicant, made at the time and in the manner required by the es 
and re tions prescribed by the Commissioner-General of Immigration, 
with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

The original of said statement shall be retained by the Treasury officer 
before whom it is made, and the duplicate and triplicate copies thereof shall 
be by him transmitted tothe ap ropriate Treasury officer at the port whence 
the applicant intends to a m the United States. 

And if the last-named officer, after hearing the proofs and investigating 
all the circumstances of the case, shall decide to issue a certificate of return, 
he shall, at such time and place as he may Someuate, and give to the 
said applicant a certificate containing the number of the description last 
aforesaid, which shall be the sole evidence given to such person of his right 
to return. 

If the last-named certificate be transferred it shall become void, and the 
person to whom it was originally issued shall forfeit his right to return to 
the United States. 

The right to return under said certificate shall be limited to two years 
from the date of leaving the United States. * 

And no Chinese laborer shall be permitted to reenter the United States 
without producing to the mpous riate Treasury officer at the place of such 
entry the return certificate herein required. A laborer presenting a certifi- 
cate of return required Ad this section shall be admitted to the United States 
only at the port from which he eee. 

ut no Chinese person, whether laborer or of another class, other than Chi- 
nese diplomatic or consular officersand their suites, shall be permitted to enter 
the United States except at the ports of San Francisco, Portland(Oregon), Port 
Townsend, Boston, New York, New Orleans, Manila, Honolulu, San Juan 
(Porto Rico), or such other ag as may be designated by the Commissioner- 
General of Immigration, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
subject to the restrictions imposed by section 26. _ : 

Sxc. 12. That it shall be the duty of every Chinese laborer rightfully in, 
and entitled to remain in, any of the insular territory of the United States 
(Hawaii excepted), at the time of the of this act, to obtain within 
six months after the passage of this act a certificate of residence in the main- 
land territory or the insular territory wherein he resides, 

To obtain such certificate he shall apply to the mere riate Treasury offi- 
cer, who, if satisfied on inquiry that the applicant htfully within the 
United States and rightfully within the on of the territory of the United 
States where he applies, shall issue to him such certificate without charge. 
The certificate shall contain the name, age, local residence, and occupation 
of the ap licant, his personal signature, and such other matter as may be 
require the rules and tions prescribed by the Commissioner- 
General of fmmigretion, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury. 
It shall further contain the pho’ ph of the applicant, made at the time 
and in the manner requi by said rules and regulations. A duplicate of 
the certificate shall be retained by the officer issuing the original, and the 
duplicate shall contain a duplicate photograph, provided as in the case of the 


original, 

ing person bound under this section to obtain a certificate of residence 
who shall neglect, fail, or refuse to comply with the provisions hereof, or 
who, after the expiration of the said six months, shall found within the 
a of the United States without such certificate of residence, shall 

xe deemed and adjudged to be unlawfully within the United States, and my 
be arrested by any oflicer of the United States and taken before a Uni 
States judge, or before a commissioner of any United States court to be des- 
ignated by a United States attorney; and it shall be the duty of said judge or 
said commissioner to order that he be deported from the United States un- 
less he shall clearly establish to the satisfaction of said judge or commissioner 
that by reason of accident, sickness, or other unavoidable cause he has been 
unable to procure his certificate, and that, the six months time limit aside, he 
is rightfully entitled to such certificate; and if upon awe S shall a: 
that he is thus circumstanced, a certificate of residence shall be gran i 

No person shall be given a certificate of residence under any section of 
this act or be entitled to a reissue of any lost certificate of dence who, 
prior to his application therefor, shall have been convicted of any crime 
within the jermnseon of the United States or any State or Territory or in- 
sular terri thereof. Any such person, being thus without such certifi- 
cate, shall be deported. 

Immediately after the yeaa of this act the Commissioner-General of 
Immigration, with ie spare of the gee he the Treasury, shall pre- 
scribe and enforce all ful rules and regulations for the registration and 
certifications by this section required, and the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall appoint the officers for effecting such registration and certifications, 
authorizing the payment to them of such compensation in the nature of fees, 
in addition to their salaries as now allowed by law, as he shall deem neces- 
sary, not exceeding $1 for every certificate issued. 

kc, 13. That should it appear that any laborer to whom was lawfully is- 
sued a certificate of residence under this act has lost such certificate, or that 
it has been destroyed, he shall be given a new certificate by the appro: te 
Treasury officer, on eotattiahing to the satisfaction of United tates 
judge or commissioner before whom he is brought for deportation that the 
oss or destruction was not in bad faith 


the resdandaston of sag ficlecs Eanes a pe conetanad fo provent 

rer who m tes 
prior to the of this ew mip RY OS 
acts repealed hereby: That on return he comply with the re- 


quirements of thesaid acts here 


Sec. 15, That to entitle such persons as are mentioned in sectio 
to admission into the United States, or into any portion of the ‘aatharees 
the United a, or shall produce a certificate from their Government, 
or the government where they last resided, viséed by thediplomatic or con. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


sular representative of the United States inthe country or port whence they 
depart; or if such personsare residents of the American-mainland territory 
of the United States and seek entry into any insular territory of the United 
Sta or are residents of any i 
entry into other insular territory or into the American-mainland territory 
of the United States, then such certificate shall have been issued by the ap- 


territory of the United States and seek 


officer of the United States. 


propriate 

Sc. 16. That the certificate mentioned in the preceding section shall be in 
the English , Shall be made in triplicate, and shall contain the per- 
sonal ture of the person to whom issued; and it shall state his individ- 
ual, family, and tribal names in full, his title and official rank, if any, his 
age, height, and all physical Je enge o his former and present occupation 
or prof m, and fin detail) when. 
his residence and such other partic 


where, and for how long pursued, and 
as may be required by the rules and 
tions prescribed by the Commissioner-General of Immigration, with 


regula 
the a proved of the Secretary of the Treasury. If the said person be a mer- 
chant, the ——_ shall state, in addition to the aforesaid matter, the 


ted value of the business carried on by him prior to and 


* the time of his application therefor, and the duration of his continuance 
suc. 


h business. If the certificate be sought for the purpose of travel for 


pleasure or curiosity, it shall state, in addition to the matter first aforesaid, 
whether the applicant intends to ) 
tory of the United States, and s) show his financial and class standing in 
the country or insular territory whence he comes. 


through, or travel within, the terri- 


In every case the original and each copy shall contain the photograph of 


the person to whom the certificate is issued, made in the manner and at the 
time —- by the rules and regulations prescribed by the Commissioner- 
General 0 


tion, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury. 
Sec. 17. That before any representative of the United States shall visé any 


certificate of the kind mentioned in the preceding two sections, and before 
any Treas officer of the United States shall issue any such certificate, he 
shall carefully examine into the facts of the particular case; and if he shall 
find, after inquiry that any of the statements of the certificate are false, or 
any of the statements the Chinese applicant seeks to have it contain are false, 


it shall be his duty to refuse to visé or to issue such certificate. 

Sec. 18. That the original certificate issued under the last three sections 
shall be, by the said diplomatic or consular representative of the United States 
viséing, or the said Treasury officer issuing the same, delivered open to the 
Chinese person named therein. 

The duplicate thereof shall be, by the said representative or the said Treas- 
ury officer, delivered, in a sealed envelope, suitably addressed, to the ship- 
master, railway conductor, or other person in charge of the transportation 
of the person to whom the original is given, whose duty it shall be promptly 
to deliver it to the appropriate Treasury officer of the United States at the 
place where entry is sought by said Chinese person. Willful neglect or fail- 
we to _— this last-mentioned duty is hereby made punishable under 
section 53. 

The triplicate thereof shall be, by the said representative or the said Treas- 
ury officer, immediately sent by mail to the appropriate Treasury officer of 
the United States at the port at which said Chinese person seeks entry. 

Sec. 19. That the certificate mentioned in the four sections next preceding 
this section shall be, when duly viséed by the proper diplomatic or consular 
representative of the United States, or when issued ee 2S the appro- 
priate Treasury officer of the United States, as the case may be, prima facie 
evidence of the facts therein set forth, and shall be produced to the appro- 
priate Treasury officer of the United States in the port in the United States 
at which the person named therein seeks entry; and if such entry is permit- 
ted, said certificate, properly indorsed by the appropriate Treasury officer, 
shall be returned to and retained by the person named therein, while he de- 
sires to remain in territory of the United States, as a means of indicating his 
original status, and it shall afterwards be produced to the proper authorities 
of the United States whenever lawfully demanded, and shall be the sole evi- 
dence permissible on the part of the person so producing it to establish a right 
of entry into the United States. But said certificate may be controverted, 
and the recitals thereof disproved, by the authorities of the United States. 
And if any of such recitals be disproved, or if any certificate be fraudulently 
used or in any manner forged or altered, then such certificate shall be null 
and shall be forthwith canceled. 

Src. 20. That in the case of a Chinese person who, being a member of any of 
the classes mentioned in section 4, is lawfully in the United States at the time 
of the e of this act, the following provisions shall govern: 

Fi To enable the United States to identify him he shall be entitled to 
have issued to him by the appropriate Treasury officer a certificate of regis- 
tration setting forth his personal signature, his name, his personal description, 
his residence, his somuuees and p of pursuing it, together with such de- 
tails concerning it and such other matter as may be required by rules and 
regulations prescribed by the Commissioner-General of Immigration, with 
the ap’ nova of the Secretary of the Treasury. This certificate shall be made 
in duplicate, and the copy shall be retained by the officer issuing the certifi- 
cate. The original and the cog sal each contain the photograph of the ap- 
rs made as required by the rules and regulations prescribed by the 

mmissioner-General of Immigration, with the approval of the Secretary 
of the aeeanaey 

Persons entitled to such certificates who fail to obtain them shall be, in any 
proceeding inquiring into their status under this act, presumed to be laborers 
not entitled to remain within territory of the United States, but such pre- 
sumption may be rebutted. 

Second. en any Chinese person who, being a member of any of the 
classes mentioned in section 4, desires to depart from the United States or 
any portion of the territory thereof, intending to return thereto, he may, if 
he so desire, a: to the appropriate Treasury officer in the district wherein 
he resi at one month prior to the time of his departure, such appli- 
cation to be accompanied by his certificate of his registration, and in that 
event shall make under oath before said officer a full statement, in triplicate, 
descriptive of his ae. business, or other position or status, and shall 
furnish to said officer such proot of his status as shall be required by the 
rules and regulations presc by the Commissioner-General of Immigra- 
tion, eee of the Secretary of the Treasury; and for any faise 
swearing in relation thereto he shall incur the penalties imposed by law for 
perjury, and he shall permit the said officer to ea full description of his 
—— which description the suid officer shall retain and mark with a 
number. - 

The o} and each y of said statement shall contain the photograph 
of the a t, made at the time and in the manner required by the rules 
an ep by the Commissioner-General of Immigration, 
with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

The original of said statement shall be retained by the Treasury officer 
before whom it is made, and the copies thereof shall be by him transmitted 


to the riate Foenr officer at the port whence the applicant intends 
to depart from the United States. - ony, 


And if said last-named officer, after hearing the ro and investigating 
all the circumstances of the case, shall decide that the representations of 
status are true, he shall, at such time and place as he may designate, sign 
and give to the said applicant a certificate containing the number of the 
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description last aforesaid, which shall be the sole evidence given to such | port of the United States, the railway conductor or other person so bringing 

person of his right to return. them shall, immediately on arriving there and before canting or permitting 
If the last-named certificate be transferred, it shall become void, and the | any such Chinese person to cross the border into territory of the United 


person to whom it was originally issued shall forfeit his right to reside in, or 
return to, the United States. 

Third. To entitle any such Chinese person as is mentioned in this section 
to readmission to the United States or any portion of the territory thereof, 
he shall produce to the appropriate Treasury officer at the port of entry the 
return certificate in this section provided for; and he shall be permitted to 
reenter only at the port whence hedeparted. Butit shall be the right of any 
such person to elect to waive all of the provisions of the second and third 
subdivisions of this section, and for readmission into the United States or 
any portion of the territory thereof to depend upon the provisions of section 
8 and provirions in pursuance thereof. 

Sec. 21. That nothing in this act shall be construed to prevent the entry 
into the United States, or any portion of the territory thereof, of the lawful 
wife or the minor children of any Chinese person of any of the classes men- 
tioned in section 4 actually domiciled in the United States at the time of 
such foes entry: Provided, That no such wife nor any of such children 
shall be permitted to enter who shall fail to establish to the satisfaction of 
the ——— Treasury officer at the port of entry that the required rela- 
tionship exists and to produce to him a certificate as follows: 

First. If the wife or child come from a foreign country, the certificate shall 
have been issued to such person by the diplomatic or consular representative 
of the United States in the country or port whence such person departed, 
and shall show that after meveaeanee said representative believes it to be 
true that the relationship asserted genuinely exists. 

Second. If the wife or child come from any insular territory of the United 
States and seek entry into American mainland territory of the United States, 
or come from American mainland territory of the United States and seek 
entry into insular territory of the United States, or come from any insular 
territory of the United States and seek aaa Se other insular territory of 
the United States, the certificate shall have m issued by the appropriate 
Treasury officer of the United States at the port whence such person de- 
parted, and shall show that after investigation said officer believes it to be 
true that the relationship asserted genuinely exists. 

Third. It is hereby made the duty of diplomatic and consular representa- 
tives of the United States, and of the appropriate Treasury officers, to make 
—_ investigations of all applications for such certificates, and to issue them 
— the relationship required and claimed is clearly established, but not 
otherwise. 

Fourth. Each of said certificates shall be issued in triplicate and shall con- 
tain the photograph of the person named therein, and in addition to the mat- 
ter already mentioned shall contain whatever may be required by the rules 
and regulations —— by the Commissioner-General of Immigration, 
with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury. The photographs shall 
be made at the time and in the manner required by said rules and regula- 

tions. 

The original certificate shall be, by the representative or officer issuing it, 
delivered open to the person named in it, or, if such person be an infant, to 
the _—— in charge of such infant. 

The duplicate thereof shall be, by said representative or officer, delivered 
in a sealed envelope, duly addr to the shipmaster, railway conductor, or 
other person in charge of the transportation of the person for whom the 
original is available, whose duty it shall be to deliver it promptly to the ap- 
propriate Treasury officer of the United States at the port where entry is 
sought by said Chinese person. Willful neglect or failure to perform this 
last-mentioned duty is hereby made punishable under section 53. 

The triplicate thereof shall be, by the representative or officer issuing the 
certificate, immediately sent by mail to the appropriate Treasury officer at 
the port where said Chinese person seeks entry. 

Provided, That no woman shall be entitled to enter under this section un- 
less she shall establish, by such proof as may be required by the rules and 
regulations prescribed by the Commissioner-General of Immigration, with 
the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, that she is the primary and 
lawful wife of a member of one of the classes enumerated in section 5, under 
a marriage contracted in such manner as to be Jegal and binding in the 
United States. 

Sec. 22. That the preceding sections shall not apply to Chinese diplomatic 
or consular officers or their attendants or servants, who be admitted to 
the United States under special instructions of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, without production of other evidence than that of personal identity. 

Other Chinese officers of China or any other foreign government shall es- 
tablish their identity as such, and the identity of their attendants and serv- 
ants, in accordance with the rules and regulations prescribed by the Com- 








missioner-General of Immigration, with the approval of the Secretary of the | 


Treasury. 

Sec. 2. That before any Chinese person is landed from any vessel on ter- 

ritory of the United States, or, in case of inland immigration, before any 
Chinese brought to any inland border port of the United States shall be per- 
mitted to leave the car or other conveyance in which he was brought thither, 
the appropriate Treasury officer shall examine such Chinese person, com- 
maring his certificate with the lists given under succeeding provisions 
1ereof, and also with such Chinese person; and no Chinese person shall be 
allowed to land or to enter in violation of law. The examination and com- 
parisons herein required shall be made immediately after the arrival at 
port or border. E : 

Sec. 24. That the master of any vessel arriving in the United States from 
any foreign port or place shall, immediately on arriving and before landing or 
permitting to land any Chinese passenger, deliver to the ~ oy img Treas- 
ury officer of the customs districts in which such vessel ll have arrived 
a separate list of all Chinese persons taken on board his vessel at any port or 
place, and all such persons on board the vessel at that time. Such list shall 
show the names of such persons (and in the case of accredited officers of the 
Chinese or other foreign Government traveling on the business of such Gov- 
ernment, or their servants or attendants, a note setting forth such facts), the 
port or place at which each was taken on board, and such particulars as to 
each as are shown by their respective certificates hereinbefore required, and 
such other information as may be required by the rules and regulations we 
scribed by the Commissioner-General of Immigration, with the approval of 
the Secretary of the Treasury; and such list shall be sworn to by the master 
in the manner required by law in cases of manifests of cargo. 

The foregoing requirements shall apply also to the masters of all vessels 
arriving in the American-mainland territory of the United States from any of 
the insular territory of the United States; and tothe masters of all vessels 
arriving at any point in any such insular territory from the American- 
mainland territory of the United States, and to the masters of all vessels ar- 
riving in the Philippine Islands, Hawaii, Porto Rico, or any other insular ter- 
ritory of the United States from any other insular territory of the United 
States. 

Any refusal or willful neglect of any such master to comply with the pro- 
visions of this section shall incur the same penalties and forfeiture provided 
for a refusal to report and deliver a manifest of cargo. 

Sec. 25. That in the case of Chinese persons brought to an inland border 


| be, an 


rr 


| in any case or in all cases where the transit is sought 


States, deliver to the enyronriate Treasury officer a list of all Chinese per- 
sons so brought. Such list shall show the names of all such Chinese persons 
(and in the case of accredited officers of the Chinese or other foreign govern- 
ment, traveling on the business of such government, or their servants and 
attendants, a note — forth such facts), the port or place at which each 
was taken in charge, and such particulars as to each as are shown by their 
respective certificates hereinbefore required, and such other information as 
may be reguared by the rules and regulations prescribed by the Commissioner- 
General of Immigration, with the approval of the eocremar? of the Treasury; 
and such list be sworn to by the person bound to deliver it, the oath to 
be administered by the said Treasury officer. 

Any refusal or willful neglect of any such conductor or other person bound 
to deliver such list to comply with the provisions of this section shall be 
deemed a felony and shall be punishable under section 53. Should the offender 
not be subject to punishment in the United States, then any rule or regula- 
tion which may be made by the Secretary of the Treasury ‘or cases of that 
class shall be enforced; and as well against his employer as against himself, 
if his employer be a person or corporation interested in the transportation 
of the Chinese person as to whom the offense was committed. 

Src. 26. That Chinese laborers shall continue to enjoy the privilege of 
transit across territory of the United States in the course of their journey 
to or from other countries, subject to the following provisions: 

First. ervante of transit shall be denied if the applicant fail to produce to 


the avercesse poasusy officer at the port where entry is sought a through 
ticket entitling said applicant to transportation from such port to the point 
of ultimate destination in the foreign country whither he c to be bound, 


such ticket in good faith requiring transitacross territory of the United States 
and having been fully paid for; or if he fail to produce, additionally, to the 
said officer a certificate as follows: (a) If the applicant come from a foreign 
country, the certificate shall have been issued him by the diplomatic or 
consular representative of the United States in the country or port whence 
he de ton and shall show that after investigation said representative be- 
lieved it to be true that said applicant intended to go directly to, and to reside 
in, the foreign country designated, and did not seek to abuse the privilege of 
transit opp ed for; (b) if the — come from any insular territory of 
the Uni States and seek the privilege of transit across American-mainland 
territory of the United States, or come from American-mainland territory of 
the United States and seek the pasveege & transit across insular territory of 
the United Sta or come from any insular territory of the United States 
and seek the privilege of transit across other insular territory of the United 
States, then the certificate shall have been issued to him by the appropriate 
Treasury officer of the United States at the port or place whence said appli- 
cant departed, and shall show that after investigation said officer believed it 
to be true that said applicant intended to go directly to, and to reside in, the 
Sores gountry designated, and did not seek to abuse the privilege of transit 
app or. 

And it is mepelay mate the duty of the diplomatic and consular represent- 
atives of the United States and of the appropriate Treasury officers of the 
United States to investigate all applications for the said certificates, and to 
issue such certificates where the applications are shown to be in faith, 
but not otherwise, and in such form and carrying such additional informa- 
tion as shall be required by the rules and regulations prescribed by the 
Commissioner-General of Immigration, with the approval of the Secretary 
of the Treasury. 

But the Commissioner-General of Immigration, with the approval of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, may at any time suspend ivilege of transit 


5 2 
: , by laborers coming from 
insular territory of the United States. 

Second. Privilege of transit shall be denied if the applicant refuse or fail 
to submit to such examination of his person and ba ge and to such inves- 
tigation as may be deemed n y the appropriate T officer at 
the port where qatry for the exercise of suc vil is song! t, or if he 
fail to establish to the satisfaction of said officer that he intends to proceed 
directly and immediately to the ultimate destination which is named in his 
certificate, and is not seeking to abuse the said privilege. 

Third. Privilege of transit shall be denied if the applicant shall first have 
sought admission into the United States or some Territory thereof otherwise 
than for the pu of transit and shall have been refused such admission. 

Fourth. Privilege of transit shall be denied if the applicant fail to comply 
with any rule or regulation which the Commissioner-General of Immigra- 
tion, with the approval of the Secretaty of the , may from time to 
time prescribe with a view to prevention of abuse of such privilege. 

Fifth. The master of any vessel, the conductor of any railway train, or the 
manager or director of any other conveyance bringing to any port in the 
United States, or on the border thereof, any courean’ for the privilege of 
transit shall, immediately after arrival there and before landing or permit- 
ting to land, or enabling or permitting to cross the border, as the case may 

such applicant, deliver to the appropriate Treasury officer of the 
United States a separate list of all such applicants so brought, which list 
shall show the name of each applicant, the matter contained in the certificate 
he bears, and such other matter as may be required by the rules and regu- 
lations from time to time prescribed by the Commissioner-General of Immi- 
gration, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury; and this list 
shall be sworn to by the person bound to deliver it, the oath to be adminis- 
tered by the said officer towhom it is delivered. Failure to comply with any 
of the uirements of this subdivision shall be punishable in the case of 
masters of vessels as in violations of section 21, and in the case of others as 
in violations of section 22. 

Sixth. The Commissioner-General of Immigration, with the approval of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, shall designate the ports at which entry into 
the United States or particular territory thereof for the purpose of exercis- 
ing the privilege of transit may be granted to persons entitled to exercise 
said privilege; and said privilege shall be exercisable at no other ports or 
pee. But in the case of entry along the boundary between the United 

states and the Republic of Mexico and the noumsnty betwous the United 
States and the Dominion of Canada said designation be subject to this 
restriction: No place along either of said boundaries shall be so gnated, 
nor shall any port along either of said boundaries be designated as a place 
of entry for any Chinese person whatever, whether in transit or otherwise, 
until there shall have been executed between the said Commissioner-General 
of Immigration, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, on the 
rt of the United States, and the persons or corporations to bring 
Shinese to such port contracts bepry J such persons and corporations to ob- 
serve all the laws and regulations of the United States rela’ to exclusion, 
entry, or transit of Chinese persons, under such money as shall be 
set forth in said contracts; and no such port shall open to entry of 
Chinese persons, in transit or otherwise, ond the life of such contracts in 
the approvel of the Gecreaary of tie Treasury, may Sa shone ay 

© approval o e oO ; may at any 3 
me port totransit privilege id in his judgment such privilege is being abused 
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c. 27. That every Chinese person brought by vessel to any port of the 
saited States shall be detained aboard such vessel until a final decision shall 
have been rendered as to the right of such Chinese person to enter the United 
States, or any portion of the territory thereof, for an perp and every 
Chinese person brought to an inland border port of the United States shall be 
detained at such port until a final decision shall have been rendered as to the 
right of such Chinese person to enter the United States, or any portion of the 
territory thereof, for an perpees: and in the first class of cases the duty of 
such detention shall rest on the master, owner, agent, and co ee of the 
vessel concerned, TT and singly, and = the second om a — 
duty shall rest on the person, persons, corporation, or agent, collectively anc 
oinatr, by whom said Chinese person oun Wrasuported or aided to the inland 
border port: Provided, That ese persons may be otherwise and elsewhere 
detained pending such final Cocmtens, in accordance with such rules and reg- 
ulations as the Commissioner-Gene of Immigration, with the approval of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, may from time to time prescribe: And pro- 
vided, That no right of entry or voullenes and no privilege of transit shall re 
sult to any such Chinese persons by reason of temporary detention and land- 
ing authorized under such rules and tions, and that no release from 
liability or obligation under this act shall be worked by such temporary de- 
tention and landing in favor of any vessel, or the master, owner, consignee, 
or agent of any vessel, or any other person or corporation whatsoever. 

Every person bound under this section to detain a Chinese person who 
shall refuse or willfully neglect promptly to perform such duty shall be 
deemed guilty of a felony, and on conviction thereof shall be punished by a 
fine of not less than $1,000 nor more than $5,000, or by imprisonment fora 
term not less than one year, or by both such fine and imprisonment. 

Src. 28. That every Chinese person finally refused admission to the United 
States must be returned to the country of which he is a citizen or subject 
immediately after such refusal. 

The duty of returning said Chinese person is hereby im on the mas- 
ter, owner, consignee. or agent of the vessel, and on the railway corporation, 
its general officers and agents, and on the owners or general officers and 
agents of other transportation lines or modes of conveyance, collectivel 
and severally, bringing him to the port at which entry is denied him or aid- 
ing him thither. 

ut the Commissioner-General of Immigration, with the approval of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, may elect to effect such return in some other wa 
than as above prescribed, and at the expense of the United States, in whic 
case the vessel, persons, or corporations that would otherwise have been bound 
to effect such return shall be jointly and severally liable to the United States 
for the costs thereof. 

And in every case such vessel, pera, or corporation shall be jointly and 
severally liable to the United States for all costs connected with the amare? 
concerning the right of such Chinese person to enter or pass through the 
United States or 7 os of the territory thereof. 

The provisions 0 is section shall apply likewise in gueey case where a 
Chinese person is brought from any insular territory of the United States to 
the American-mainland territory of the United States, and in every case 
where a Chinese person is brought to any insular territory of the United 
States from said mainland territory. But in any case where a Chinese per- 
son is brought to any insular territory of the United States from other insu- 
lar corey thereof, he shall, when refused admission or transit, be deported 
to China. 

Every person bound under this section to return a Chinese person, who 
shall refuse or willfully neglect promptly to perform such duty, shall be 
deemed guilty of a felony, and on conviction thereof shall be punished by a 
fine of not less than $1,000 nor more than $5,000 for every Chinese person not 
returned as required, or by imprisonment for a term not less than one year, 
or by both such fine and imprisonment: Provided, That any subordinate 
officer, agent, or employee of any such vessel, railway corporation, other 
transportation line, or other mode of conveyance, who is c with the 
duty as such subordinate officer, omant, or employee of returning any Chi- 
nese person, and shall refuse or fully neglect promptly to perform such 
duty, shall be subject to all the pains and penalties imposed by this section 
apm persons bound to return a Chinese person who refuses or willfully neg- 

ects to do so, 

Sec. 29. That every owner, officer, agent, or employee of any transporta- 
tion line, railway corporation line, vessel, vehicle, or other mode of convey- 
ance by sea or Jand who shall aid or abet or Er or through neglect 
permit or connive at the escape of any Chinese person held in detention pend- 
ing final es my ns of his claims, or as provided by sections 27 and 28 of 
this act, shall be deemed guilty ofa felony, and on conviction thereof be pun- 
ished by a fine of not less than $1,000 nor more than — for every Chinese 
person not detained as required, or by imprisonment for a term not less than 
one year, or by both such fine and imprisonment. 

Src. 30. That every vessel whose master, owner, agent, or co! ee shall 
knowingly violate any of the provisions of this act shall be deemed forfeited 
to the United States, and shall be liable to seizure and condemnation in any 
customs district of the United States wherein found. Violations of section 
27 or section 28 are among the offenses to which this ange me 

Sec. 31. That any person who, as principal or accessory, knowingly 
bring into or attempt to bring into or conspire to a the United States 
any Chinese person otherwise than as prescribed by thisact, or who, pending a 
final decision as to the right of an inese poraca to enter or pass through 
territory of the United States, shall knowingly bring into or attempt to bring 
into or conspire to bring into territory of the United States such Chinese per- 
son, or who shall knowingly harbor or attempt to retain within or conspire 
to retain within the United States or any territory thereof any Chinese per- 
son unlawfully therein and subject to deportation therefrom, shall be deemed 

Ity of a felony, and on conviction thereof shall be punished by a fine not 
ess than $2,000 or by imprisonment for a term not less than six months and 
not exc ng five years, or by both such fine and imprisonment. 

Sxc. 82. That any Chinese person found within any portion of the United 
States in violation of any provision of this act shall be arrested by any United 
States officer and shall be forthwith taken before a United States Jaleo in 
the district wherein the arrest is made, or before the United States commis- 
sioner designated by the United States attorney of said district, who shall 
proceed to inquire into the case. Unless upon the hearing the person so ar- 
rested shall establish, by eirmative proc’, to the satisfaction of said judge 
or commissioner, that he has a lawful right to be, or to remain in, the United 
penten, oF in the portion of the territory of the United States wherein found, 
it shall be the duty of said j or commissioner to order that he be de- 
ported. It shall be the duty of the United States ne of said district to 
attend the hea: and the of at least two ble witnesses other 
than Chinese shall be reqeites to establish the right claimed. 

Sec. 33. That if any Chinese shall enter the United States or any 
portion of the territory thereof without having first obtained from the a 
propriate Treasury officer the required permission to enter, he shall be de- 
entit ——— tanding that had he properly applied he would have been 


Src. 34. That wherever herei 
a itis _ v in it isprovided that a Chinese person shall be 


it. In the case of a person who came from a foreign country, that he 





shall be forthwith returned thither or to the country of which he is a subject 
or citizen: Provided, That in any case where a country of which such person 
shall claim to be a subject or citizen shall demand any tax as a condition of 
the removal of such person to that country, he shall be sent to China. 

Second. In the case of a person who came without right from one portion 
of the territory of the United States toanother portion of the territory of 
the United States, that he shall be forthwith sent to the country of which he 
is a citizen or subject. 

And orders of deportation in the foregoing and all other cases shall be exe- 
cuted by the United States marshal of the district wherein the said orders 
are made; and he shall execute the same with all convenient dispatch, and 
es such execution shall detain in his custody the person ordered to be 

eported, who shall not be admitted to bail, save in cases of appeal as set 
forth in the proviso of section 50. 

Sec. 35. That in any insular territory of the United States where the 
United States has not established Federal courts and has not provided Fed- 
eral marshals the judicial functions herein vested in United States judges 
shall be vested in judges of the highest local courts in such territory, and the 
executive functions herein vested in United States attorneys and marshals 
shall be vested in the corresponding local officers in such territory. 

Src. 36. That any Chinese person who violates any of the provisions of this 
act shall be deported. Accusation and hearing in such case shall be before 
a United States = in the district wherein said Chinese person is found, o” 
before a United States commissioner designated by a United States attorney. 

Src. 37. That any person who shall knowingly and falsely alter or substi- . 
tute any name for the name written in any certificate provided for in this 
act or by Treasury rules thereunder, or who shall knowingly utter any such 
certificate, if forged or fraudulent, or who shall forge any such certificate; 
or who shall, whether an officer of the United States or not, issue to any per- 
son a certificate as to the status or right of entry, or right of residence, or 
privilege of transit, or right of return of any Chinese person (other than a 
certificate authorized by law to be by him issued), with intent to defeat any 
provision of this act, or any Treasu rule thereunder, or with intent to de- 
ceive the person to whom or the Chinese person for whom issued, or any 
other person; or who shall falsely personate any person named in any certifi- 
cate autho by this act or Treasury rules or regulations thereunder, shall 
be deemed guilty of a felony, and on conviction thereof shall be fined not less 
than $1,000 nor more than $5,000, or ness for a term not less than one 
year nor peas five years, or shall be both so fined and imprisoned. 

Sec. 38. That the requirements and penalties imposed by this act on 
masters, owners, agents, and consignees of vessels shall not apply in the case 
of any vessel bound to a port not within the United States which shall come 
within the jurisdiction of the United States by reason of being in distress or 
because of stress of weather. But if any Chinese person broughton auy such 
vessel shall be permitted to land in the United States in violetion of law, or 
if every Chinese person so brought, who is bound to do so under this act, 
does not depart with the vessel when it leaves port, then the penalties of 
this act be imposed on said vessel, and the master, owner, agent, and 
consignee thereof, jointly and severally. 

Sec. 39. That the master of any foreign vessel which shall bring to the 
United States in the crew of such vessel, or otherwise in its service, any 
Chinese persons not entitled to entry, shall be required to execute a bond 
satisfactory to the Treasury Department, in the sum of $2,000 for each of 
said Chinese persons, the condition of said bond being that none of such 
Chinese persons shall be permitted to land from said vessel for any purpose 
whatever, with or without the permission of said master, while said vessel 
remains within the United States. The bond shall be canceled upon the cer- 
tificate of the apptegriate Treasury officer that all Chinese persons covered 
by it have departed from the United States on said vessel. 

And it shall be unlawful for any vessel holding an American register to 
have or to employ in its crew any Chinese person not entitled to admission to 
the United States, or into the portion of the territory of the United States 
to which such vessel plies; an a violation of this provision shall be pun- 
ishable by a fine not exceeding $2,000. 

But said penalty shall not accrue in the case of any such vessel which shall 
suffer the loss of ne her crew by reason of distress or stress of weather 
in any foreign jw iction or port and shall be compelled thereby to employ 
Chinese seamen to complete her complement of officers and men: Provided, 
That to relieve from said penalty in such case it shall be shown to the satis- 
faction of the appropriate Treasury officer that in such foreign jurisdiction 
or port no seamen other than Chinese were obtainable, and that every such 
Chinese seaman was discharged from the service of such vessel immediately 
upon the arrival thereof at the first port where seamen other than Chinese 
could be obtained, and that if so discharged at any port under the jurisdic- 
tion of the United States no such Chinese seaman was permitted to depart 
from such vessel, but that each such Chinese seaman was forthwith trans. 
ported as a passenger on such vessel, and at the expense thereof, toa foreign 
port, and that no such Chinese seaman did reenter the service of such vessel 
after such discharge. 

Sec. 40, That any Chinese person who, having been admitted into tho 
United States, or from one portion thereof into another portion thereof, as a 
teacher, student, merchant, or traveler for curiosity or pleasure, ceases to 
be of the status gaining him such admission and becomes a laborer within 
the meaning of this act, shall forfeit the privilege of remaining in the United 
States or the territory thereof, and shall be deported. And in every case 
where a Chinese person, having gained admission by virtue of being a ser- 
vant or an attendant of a Chinese officer, ceases to such servant or xt- 
tendant he shall be deported. 

Sec. 41. That the Commissioner-General of Immigration, with the approval 
of the Secretary of the T , Shall prescribe and enforce rules oud regu. 
lations whereby the Treasury Department shall have a complete record of 
the date, place, and circumstances of birth of every Chinese person hereafter 
born within the jurisdiction of the United States, together with data as to 


SS And a certified copy of the record as to any person whose birth 
= hereunder shall be admissible as evidence in all inquiries under 


Sec. 42. That no certificate issued under this act shall be pawned, sold, or 
transferred. Violation of this vision shall be followed by cancellation of 
the certificate, and, if the offender be a Chinese person not a citi- 
zen in mainland territory of the United States, by deportation of such per- 
son. Ifthe offender be of any other class, then he shall be punished under 
section 53. 

Sxc. 43. That two years after the departure from the United States of a 
Chinese laborer to whom has been issued a return certificate hereunder the 

Department shall cancel a!) official papers and entries concerning 
same J vaoeaem, That he shall not within said period have exercised his right 
return. 

Sc. 44. That hereafter no State court, or court of the United States, shall 
admit any Chinese person to citizenship. 

Sxc. That the administration of this act shall be in charge of the Com- 
missioner-General of Immigration, under direction of the Secretary of the 


The said Commissioner-General, with the approval of the Secretary of the 
, is hereby authorized to make and to enforce any and all rules and 
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regulations by him deemed needful to an efficient execution of this act or of 
any other law of the United States or of any treaty relating to Chinese per- 
sons or persons of Chinese descent: Provided, That he shall make no rule or 
regulation inconsistent with this act. 

Wherever in thisact the term “appropriate Treasury officer" or its equiv- 
alent is used, that officer of the United States is meant who is appointed by 
the Secretary of the Treasury and is designated by the Commissioner-Gen- 
eral of Immigration, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, to 
perform the duty or to exercise the authority mentioned. And it is hereby 
made the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to make all needful appoint- 
ments and of the Commissioner-General of Immigration, with the approval 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, to make all needful designations forthwith 
on the passage of this act; and the duty of inspecting and investigating all 
immigrants under this law or under the general immigration laws of the 
United States shall be performed whenever practicable by Chinese or immi- 
grant inspectors under the Bureau of Immigration. “ 

All officers appointed or designated to enforce the provisions of this act 
are hereby empowered toadminister oaths touching the right of any Chinese 
person to enter or to remain in the United States or any territory thereof, 
or touching the privilege of transit through any part thereof. 

Sxc. 46. ‘That when the appropriate Treasury officer at the port of arrival 
of any Chinese person shall have passed upon the application of such person 
for the right of entry into the United States or any of the territory thereof, 
or for the privilege of transit through the United States or any of the terri- 
tory thereof, whether such right or privilege be sought for the first time, or 
under a return certificate, or under claim of former residence as a merchant, 
or otherwise, then the decision so given shall be final and not subject to re- 
view by the judicial branch of the Government of the United States: Pro- 
vided, That said Chinese person,’and also any officer of the Treasury De- 
partment of the United States, may appeal from said decision through the 
Commissioner-General of Immigration to the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Any appeal hereunder to the said Secretary of the Treasury must be filed 
with the officer making the decision appealed from within five days after the 
making of such decision. 

But where the applicant for entry or transit shall base his claim of right 
to enter or his claim to privilege to pass through the United States or any of 
the territory thereof on alleged citizenship of the United States or any of the 
territory thereof, and upon that solely, no administrative officer of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States shall pass upon his case, but he shall forthwith 





be taken before a United States judge in the district wherein he shall have | 


applied for entry or transit, or before the United States commissioner desig- 
nated by a United States attorney, and, the appropriate United States attor- 
ney attending, a judicial hearing shall be had, as on writ of habeas corpus; 


and pending a final decision on his application he shall be detained in the | 
custody of the United States marshal of said district,as in deportation cases. | 


And if such decision is adverse to such claimant he shall be returned as pro- 


vided by section 28. And whenever any Chinese person bases his claim of | 


right to enter or to reside within, or his claim to the privilege of passing 
through, the United States, or any portion of the territory thereof, on any 
claim recognized by this act or any law of the United States, and such claim 
is under inquiry or such claim has been decided adversely to him, he can not 


assert alternatively another claim of right to enter or to reside within, or | 


any claim of privilege to pass through, the United States or any portion of 
the territory thereof. Soe ; ‘ 
Sec. 47. That when any commissioner of the United States shall have 


given a decision in any case under thisact an appeal therefrom may be taken | 
tt 


» the United States district court, within five days from the rendering 
thereof, by the Chinese person concerned or by the United States. ° 

Sec. 48. That when any United States district court shall have givena 
decision, on appeal or otherwise, in any case under this act, or any other law 
or any treaty of the United States relating to Chinese persons, or persons of 
Chinese descent, an appeal therefrom may be taken to the circuit court of 
appeals of the United States, within five days from the rendering thereof, 
by the Chinese person concerned or by the United States. 

But in case of appeal under this section by the United Statesa certified 
copy of the testimony taken on the hearing before the district court shall, 
within ten days after said hearing, be transmitted to the Attorney-General 
of the United States, who may direct the appropriate district attorney to 
move for a dismissal of the appeal. 

In appeals under this section the circuit court of appeals may review all 
facts as well as all questions of law, and shall have power to make all neces- 
sary orders, either for discharge of the Chinese persons or for deportation 
thereof. 

Sec. 49. That on appeal to a district court of the United States or to the 
circuit court of appeals of the United States, under this act, a transcript of 
the record and copies of all testimony taken on the hearing before the com- 
missioner or court whose decision is appealed from shall transmitted to 
the district court or the circuit court of appeals, as the case may be; and 
either court may order sent to it, in addition, or in lieu, any original docu- 
ment or other evidence used or considered in the lower court or tribunal. 
But no new evidence shall be received in the circuit court of appeals, except 
by order of said court upon motion duly made for that purpose. 

" Sec. 50. That in every case of appeal under the fonepuins sections the Chi- 
nese person who is the subject of such proceedings shall remain in the custody 
of the appropriate United States marshal pending final decision, and without 
bail: Provided, That if the appeal be prosecuted from a decision discharging 
him from custody he may be admitted to bail pending decision on appeal, 
but inasum not less than $2,000. And this section shall apply likewise in 
every case arising under this act where a Chinese person sues out a writ of 
habeas corpus; and as well to the time before the first hearing on habeas 
corpus as to appeals from the first or any later decision in the proceeding. 

Sec. 51. That the term “‘ United States,’ when used in this act as a geo- 
graphical designation, is meant to include all the lands and waters in any 
way subject to the jurisdiction of the United States, both continental and 
insular. And the term “insular territory” used in this act is meant to in- 
clude all island territory of the United States not forming a part of any State 
or of Alaska. ‘ - 

Src. 52. That the term “Chinese” and the term ‘‘Chinese person” used in 
this act are meant to include all male and female persons who are Chinese 
either by birth or descent, as well those of mixed blood as those of the full 
blood. And wherever herein personal pronouns are used the masculine 
includes the f®minine. + ; 

Sec. 53. That any violation of any provision of this act wherefor punish- 
ment is not otherwise provided shall be deemed a felony, and shall be pun- 
ishable by fine not less than $1,000, or by imprisonment for a term not less 
than one year, or by both such fine and imprisonment. E 

Sec. 54. That for every case passed upon by him under this act $5 shall be 
paid to the commissioner of the United States duly bound to act therein. — 

Sec. 55. That wherever by this act or any Treasury rule or regulation 
thereunder a certificate or other paper is required to be issued in duplicate 
or triplicate, the original shall be marked “Original,” the duplicate shail be 
marked ‘** Duplicate,”’ and the triplicate shall be marked “ Triplicate.” 

Sec. 56. That the provisions of this act shall not be construed to prevent 
the admission of Chinese into the United States for the purpose of participat- 


ing in any fair or supeition authorized by act of Congress: Provided, That 
such admission shall be in accordance with rules and regulations of the Com- 
missioner-General of Immigration prescribed with the approval of the Secre- 


tary of the Treasury. 
Sec. 57. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with any provision of 
: Provided, That nothing conta in this act 


this act are hereby re 
shall be construed to affect any prosecution or other proceeding, criminal or 
hereof, but all such 


civil, begun under laws in effect prior to the 
prosecutions and proceedings shall proceed as if this act had not been 


Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chairman, I want to restate some remarks 
I made last Friday, because there may be some here now who 
were not here then. Iam in favor of the retention of this second 
section of the bill. I havea great deal of respect for the legal in- 
formation and perfect integrity of my friend from Massachusetts 
[Mr. NAPHEN]. I never have deceived this House and never will. 

Mr. HITT. That is true. 

Mr. CLARK. This second section flies in the face of a decision 


| of the Supreme Court of the United States, providing the Philip- 


pines are a part of the United States and providing that the citi- 
zens of the Philippine Islands are citizens of the United States. 

Mr. KLEBERG. Will the gentleman from Missouri permit 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. CLARK. Yes; certainly. 

Mr. KLEBERG. Does not this include Hawaii and Porto Rico? 

Mr. CLARK. No; it has nothing to do with Hawaii. 

Mr. KLEBERG. That is excluded from the bill? 

Mr. CLARK. That is excluded, because it has a special pro- 
vision of its own in the act of annexation. 

Mr. KLEBERG. What does the gentlemen comprehend in the 
term “‘ insular possessions? ’’ 

Mr. CLARK. That includes all the insular possessions except 
Hawaii. 

Mr. KLEBERG. Why do you not say that in the bill? 

Mr. CLARK. We do say so in the bill. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say something else, and it is 
this: I do not believe that the decision of the Supreme Court of 
the United States in one hundred and sixty-ninth, in the case of 
Wong Kim Ark against the United States, declaring that Chinese 
born in this country of Chinese parents are subject to our jurisdic- 
tion,is good law. That decision was rendered by a divided court; 
six judges decided in favor of it, two judges dissented from it, 
and one judge did not sit. 

I say, under the circumstances, it will be something appalling if 
by our act we make the Philippines a breeding ground for Chinese 
laborers to come into the United States, Now, gentlemen, I will 
tell you what I believe is another thing that you will find. If 
the United States Supreme Court ever decides that the residents 
of the Philippine Islands are American citizens, and that we have 


| no right to keep out of this country Filipino Chinese, then the 


American people will rise in their might and drive Congress into 
getting rid of the Philippine Islands, and that is just exactly what 
I want to see done—precisely. 

You might as well understand what the issue is and be through 
with it. They must pass upon that question sooner or later, and 
the way to make them pass upon it at once and have done with 


| it is to put this section in the bill and then they must pass upon 





it speedily. Then the American people will be fully informed, 
and can act intelligently, and doas they please. To use a familiar 
phrase, we will then know ‘‘ where we are at.’’ Because, as I 
said on Friday, I do not believe the American people, in their 
sober senses, are ever going to agree that the Philippine Islands 
shall be made a breeding ground for hundreds of thousands of 
Chinese to be brought in here to compete with American labor. 
For these reasons I want this section to stayin the bill. [Ap- 
plause. } 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

The question was taken and the amendment was lost. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
lows: 

Sec. 5. That the term “official,” as used in the foregoing section, shall bo 
construed to mean one who, puns in the service of a foreign government, is 
regularly accredited as such by the home government he represents, or if ho 
be a consular officer of China, is regularly accredited as such under the usual 


practice of the Imperial Chinese Government; and the attendants and serv- 
ants of any such official shall be similarly privileged to enter. 


Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment, which I send to the Clerk’s desk, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out all of section 5 and insert a new section 5, to read as follows: 

“Sec. 5. That the term ‘official’ used in the foregoing section shall be 
construed to mean only one who, being in the service of a foreign govern- 
ment, is regularly accredited as such by the home government he represents, 
or, if he be a consul of China, is regularly accredited as such under the usual 
practice of the Imperial Chinese Government; but the attendants and serv- 
ants of any such official shall be privileged to enter, on being identified as 


| such attendants and servants, in accordance with the rules and regulations 


subscribed by the Commissioner-General of Immigration, with the approval 
of the Secretary of the Treasury.” 
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Mr. HITT. Had not the gentleman better make that ‘‘ consu- 
lar officers?’ 

Mr. COOMBS. The idea is to eliminate consular officers and 
insert in place consul of China, and confine it to the consul and 
not to the officers that might be appointed. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, that amendment is assented to by 
all the members of the committee. 

The question was taken and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment in place 
of section 5 of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The amendment was read. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Chairman, I see that my amendment ap- 
plies to a subsequent section of the bill, and I will withdraw it 
and offer it at the i time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the gentleman’s amend- 
ment will be withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as 
follows: 

Sec. 6. That the term “teacher,” as used in this act, shall be construed to 
mean one who, for not less than two years next preceding his application for 
entry into the United States has been continuousty engaged in teaching and 
who proves to the satisfaction of the appropriate cer that he has com- 

leted arrangements to teach in a institution of learning in the 
— States and intends to pursue no other occupation while in the United 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chairman, to that section I offer two 
amendments. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendments. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page line 9, section 6, after the word “teaching” insert the words 
“the higher branches of education.” 

The amendment was considered and agreed to. 

The Clerk read the second amendment, as follows: 

On page 8, line 10, section 6, after the word ‘‘he” insert ‘is qualified to 
teach such higher branches and.” 

The amendment was considered and agreed to. 

‘ = Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as 
ollows: 

Sec. 7. That the term “student,” as used in this act, shall be construed to 
mean one who intends to pursue some of the higher branches of study, or to 
be fitted for some particuiar profession or occupation, and for whose support 
while studying cient provision has been made. 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Chairman, to that section I offer the fol- 
lowing amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert in line 18, after the word “made,” the foilowing: “and who intend 
to depart from the territory of the United States, to which he comes for such 
study, immediately on the completion of said studies.” 

Mr. PERKINS. I would suggest to the gentleman that he 
strike out the words ‘‘ to which he comes for such study.”’ 

Mr. COOMBS. Has the gentleman an amendment drawn to 
cover this provision? 

Mr. PERKINS. I have the amendment which the gentleman 
from California drew himself. 

Mr. COOMBS. Very well, I will offer that. Mr. Chairman, I 
withdraw my amendment and offer the amendment which I send 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 8, line 18, after the word “ made,” insert ‘and who intends to de- 
part from the territory of the United States immediately on the completion 
of said studies.” 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

: The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
ows: 

Sec. 8. That the term “merchant,” as used in this act, shall be construed 
to mean one who is engaged in buying and selling merchandise at a fixed 
place of business, and who, during the time ho claims to be a merchant, does 
not engage in the performance of any manual labor, except such as is neces- 
sary in the conduct of his business as such merchant. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word for the purpose of asking the chairman of the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs a question with relation to the term ‘‘ mer- 
chant.’’ If I correctly understand the section which has been 
read, in order to gain an entry as a merchant a Chinaman must 
not only establish the fact that he is conducting a place of busi- 
ness In his Own country, but also that he comes here to establish 
a mercantile business in a fixed place in this country, and that he 
has the means with which to carry it on. 

Now, I learned from the chairman, while he was cxplining 
this bill, that we are selling about a million dollars’ worth of cot- 
ton in China a month, and it occurs to me that some merchant or 
some manufacturing corporation may desire to come here, or the 
officer of a corporation or member of the firm be sent, for the pur- 
chase of raw material in this country. I want to ask whether 
it would be possible under this provision for such merchant or 
manufacturing company to come here, either by its officers or a 
member of the firm or agent having the necessary funds to pur- 
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chase our raw materials or manufactured products? Is it possible 
under this provision of the bill for him to enter this country for 
that purpose? Wecertainly should not exclude persons who desire 
to come here with money in their pockets to purchase the prod- 
ucts of American labor, and thus provide additional work for the 
American laborer. The question in my mind was whether some 
provision should not be inserted to cover that matter. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, in answer to the question of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania {Mr. OLMSTED], let me say that 
I do not think there is any provision of this bill wnder which a 

urchasing agent could come into this country unless he should 
ave the ingenuity to come in under either clause 4 or clause 9, 
which allow travelers to come in. Under those clauses he would 
have to show that he was coming to this country for purposes of 


pleasure or er and I think a reasonable Treasury official - 
i 


would say that a Chinese desiring to enter the country to inves- 
tigate the question of cotton goods was coming in on a matter of 
legitimate curiosity which should be gratified. Otherwise, Mr. 
Chairman, he could not come. 

The reason for the provision is this: The evasions of the Chi- 
nese-exclusion laws have been almost entirely under two heads, 
either under the head of transit or under the ‘* merchant clause,”’ 
under which persons re to be merchants, but who really 
were not merchants in any legitimate sense, have entered this 
country as such and have employed themselves in this country as 
cooly laborers. 

There was some talk in the committee of inserting in the bill 
a clause by which purchasing agents, as such, should be allowed 
to come into the country; but it was the opinion of the gentle- 
man from California, in which the committee finally agreed, that 
such a provision inserted in the law would afford very great op- 
portunities for evasion, and that the provision now in the bill 
would provide sufficiently for cases where it might be desirable 
to admit persons intending to purchase. 

Let me say in further — the question of the gentlemen 
from Pennsylvania that we have endeavored to deal with this 
question from a practical standpoint. The committee recog- 
nizes the desirability of facilitating the sale of American goods 
in China; and it also recognizes, on the other hand, the practical 
phases of this question. The American goods that are sold in 
China are sold by the representatives of American houses there. 
The amount of American goods bought by agents sent from 
China to this country is, in my belief, utterly insignificant. 

Mr. KAHN. Will the gentleman permit me a moment? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. KAHN. The Sxvantalie custom in doing business in China 
is that the merchants there make purchases from agents sent 
from the foreign country; and, indeed, our consuls in China now 
advocate that a museum of American products be established in 
Shanghai, so as to stimulate trade. Agents of the Chinese do not 
go into foreign countries to make their purchases. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Is not one reason that they do not come into 
this country the fact that our laws have prohibited them from 
coming? 

Mr. KAHN. That is not the reason. The English consul at 
Niuchwang in reporting to his Government said that he consulted 
merchants of China as to the place of manufacture of goods they 
were selling, and they did not know whether they were made in 
the United States or England. 

{Here the hammer at 

Mr. OLMSTED. I will ask unanimous consent to extend my 
remarks in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Such consent has already been given. 

Mr. CANNON. If I may be allowed, I should like to ask a 
question. This legislation, as I understand, cuts out the purchas- 
ing agent or the commercial traveler who may desire to come to 
the United States for the p of making purchases—cuts him 
out unless the Treasury official elects to say that he comes on a 
mission of curiosity. 

Mr. PERKINS. I would answer the gentleman from [linois 
by — that so far as this provision is concerned the bill here 
presented leaves the law exactly where it finds it. Ever since the 
passage of the Geary law there has been no provision which al- 
a — a@ purchasing agent as such to come to this country from 
na. 


Mr. CANNON. Very well; then such a purchasing agent can 
not come in now. 

Mr. PERKINS. Not unless in the manner I have suggested, 

Mr. CANNON. For curiosity? 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. But that provision, as I understand the gen- 
tleman to state, does not work any hardship, because, as I gather 
from his remarks, our selling agents may go into China. 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. In other words, China has not legislated te 
keep out our selling agents. 
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Mr. PERKINS. 

Mr. CANNON. 
fortably well—— 

Mr. PERKINS. 

Mr. CANNON. 
ing agents? 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KAHN. The gentleman will permit me to say that the 
treaty between the United States and China also specifies the ex- 
empt classes, and it mentions simply merchants, students, teach- 
ers, officials, and persons traveling for curiosity or pleasure. The 
minds of the two Governments met upon that point. 

Mr. CANNON. Iam not criticising that matter. The gentle- 
man says that the treaty regulates this question and that this pro- 
vision cares for the matter. But the state of facts with reference 
to this question is interesting, and I wanted to knowit. I did not 
know that in fact a purchasing agent can not come from China 
to our country for the purpose of buying our goods. The only 
way in which the minds of the two Governments have met in 
this bargain seems to be that we may send our selling agents 
abroad and they are permitted to enter China, so that trade 
goes on. 





No, sir. 
And they go over there and get along com- 


Yes, sir. 
While we shut out their purchasing.and sell- 


think if the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] gives a more 
careful perusal to this section he will ascertain that it is not in- 
tended in any sense—— 
Mr. CANNON. Lam not criticising you atall. 
get at the facts. 
Mr. COOMBS. I think you misapprehend the meaning of this 
particular section. 
Mr. CANNON. 
Mr. COOMBS. 


Possibly so. 
This section permits merchants to come over 


draw a line between merchants who come here honestly repre- 
senting mercantile business in China and those who would come 
here under the pretense of being merchants, but really to engage 
in laboring pursuits in this country. Now, if you will read this 
section—it is as follows: 

Where an application is made by a Chinese for entry into the United States 
as one formerly or at the time engaged in China, or in some other foreign 
country, or in the insular possessions of the United States, as a merchant, as 
a prerequisite to entry, the applicant must have been engaged as a merchant 
for at least one year next preceding his application. 


Mr. HILL. Read the whole of it: 

It must also appear to the satisfaction of the appropriate officer at the port 
of entry that he comes to exercise in good faith his calling asa merchant, and 
that calling exclusively, and that he has the means or has completed arrange- 
ments for forthwith becoming the owner, in whole or in part, of a mercantile 
business in the United States. 

Now, the question I would like to ask is whether if we are per- 
mitted to send a commercial drummer into China, can an honest 
Chinese merchant, who is established in business in China, send 
a commercial drummer here, under the provisions of this bill— 
not to establish a place of business, but to do precisely what we 
want to do there? That is what I would like to know. 

Mr. COOMBS. Now,I apprehend that the essential idea of 
this bill is to prevent laborers from coming to this country and 
competing with our labor. If the merchant goes to China, or if 
the representative of the merchant goes to China, it is not possi- 
ble, not expected in the very nature of affairs, that he will go 
there to engage in labor or in any occupation outside of his call- 
ing, and there is a distinction which must forever be made in 
order for the proper enforcement of the laws of exclusion—a dis- 
tinction between motives and intents of — going from here 
to China and of people coming from China here. That is a dis- 
tinction made in the treaty, a distinction upon which the treaties 
are founded, a distinction upon which all of the laws with refer 
ence to their enforcement must rely. 

Now, if you will notice, he must come here intending to pursue 
a mercantile business. Can it possibly be anticipated that a man 
comes here to pursue a mercantile bnsiness, whether to engage 
in the purchase of cotton or any other goods, who is not equipped 
at that time with funds sufficient to launch him forth into his 
business, or that he is unable at that time to establish in this 
country a mercantile business, is there any possible requirement 
in that which would throw around his endeavors the embarrass- 
ments which are anticipated by the gentlemen? I can see none, 
and if he does come here honestly engaged in mercantile pursuits, 
in order to confine him to them it seems to me necessary that he 
should be connected with some established mercantile business 
in this country, and that, as I understand it, is the idea of this 
section. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, just a word more to explain 
to the committee the practical situation of this amendment. We 
endeavored to draw a bill that should be practical, and that should 
not, so far as it could be avoided, do any injury to the legitimate 
deve'o »ment of American commerce. Now, Mr. Chairman, these 
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Mr. COOMBS. Well, Mr. Chairman, if you will permit me, I | 


I just want to | 


here and engage in mercantile business. All it intends to do is to | 


APRIL 7, 


are the facts: The Chinese can send their purchasing agents into 
England, and the Chinese can send purchasing agents into Ger- 
many or into France or Russia, the four countries that with the 
United States do the volume of business with the Empire of 
China. Now, Mr. Chairman, it is a fact that in those four great 
commercial countries where the Chinese have a perfect right to 
send purchasing agents, if they see fit, not one dollar out of 
$1,000,000 that is bought by the Chinese from England or Germany 
or France or Russia is bought by Chinese purchasing agents. 
It is sold practically without exception by the agents which those 
countries send into China. 

That is the way and the only way in which the United States 
merchants can sell their goods in China. If we made an amend- 
ment allowing the paeens agents to come here it would be a 
mere matter of form. We should sell no more American goods 
through the medium of Chinese purchasing agents than England 
or France or Germany or Russia sell through that medium—in 
other words, none at all. In other words, Mr. Chairman, allow- 
ing the entry of these agents—purchasing agents, so called—into 
this country, in my judgment, would not increase the sale of 
American products a thousand dollars a year. It would be a 
poe that could be used as a means of fraud and that would 

utterly unproductive in increasing the volume of American 
commerce with China. You have got to do business in China as 
other nations do business in China—by sending our men there to 
sell the goods; and unless we send our agents there, if we wait 
here until Chinese agents come to purchase our goods, I say we 
will wait forever without entering the Chinese markets. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. irman, I move to strike out the last 
word. Ionly wanttosayaword. Iam not age ee an amend- 
ment to this bill. Ihave had my own matters of legislation, with 
which I am charged to look after, and I have not rou much of 
attention to the provisions of this bill because I have not had 
time to do it, and even if I had had the time, I am not so well 
equipped as the gentlemen who have made a study of this ques- 
tion. I am quite in harmony, let me say, so that I may not be 
misunders , with the proposition to continue to prohibit Chi- 
nese laborers from coming into our territory, and for the simple 
reason that with their customs and habits and with our customs 
and habits we can not compete. That is, stated in a sentence, 
why I have heretofore supported this kind of legislation and why 
I support it now. 

But I was led to ask a question a moment ago on the statement 
that my friend on my left [Mr. Coomss] made that there was no 

rovision here by which a Chinese purchasing agent could come 
into the United States to make a purchase of goods unless he 
could come in in fraud of the law, and that it is now, and as I 
understand, deemed necessary to _— frauds being perpe- 
trated upon the law that even purchasing agents should be shut 
out. Iam not here to put up my opinion against that of the gen- 
tleman. Of course there is no law that can be made touching the 
Chinese or anybody else but what here and there it will be vio- 
lated. For that reason you have the courts, for that reason they 
are always open, for that reason you have your inspectors and 
officers. Whether it was necessary to have it made so severe I 
am not here to express an opinion about, but as long as we are to 
have trade with China, and we are blowing a good deal about our 
proposed trade with China, I must be permitted to express the 
opinion that it is exceedingly fortunate that our commercial 
agents can go into China along with the Russian and the British 
and German commercialagent. Iam notprepared tosay whether 
there is any legislation that might be enacted by China that would 
| throw our purchasing agents out or not. . 





| Mr. KAHN. She has the power. 
Mr. CANNON. She has the power. 
Mr. KAHN. She has the power under our existing treaty. 
Mr. PERKINS. She has never exercised it. 
Mr. CANNON. My friend says she has never exercised it. 
Mr. PERKINS. And never will. 
Mr. CANNON. And he says she never will. Why? 
Mr. PERKINS. Because it is not to her interest. 
Mr. CANNON. It is not to her interest? Very well. Well, 
| the trade goeson. They can not come from there here to buy, 


but we can go from here there to sell. That seems to be the situa- 
tion, but I am not here to put my opinion up against that of the 
experts you know touching this matter. 

r. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, the gentle- 
man from New York having stated that the committee favored 
this provision, I want to state that as a member of the committec 
I in the committee opposed the exclusion of all except laborers, 


and I am opposed to it now. The gentleman from ifornia did 
not answer the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Hix]; there 
| is no question that this law will prevent a purchasi t from 


China coming into this country. I think it is a shame that we 
should not allow purchasing agents of China to come in here, 
that we should not allow lawyers, ministers, doctors, bankers of 
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China to come into this country, and the statemennt of the oa Mr. OLMSTED. I offer an amendment. 
tleman that up to to-day no Chinese goods are sold by purchas- The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 


ing agents does not prove that it is not going to be done. The Clerk read as follows: 
We are ane we will have a great e in the future, and Amend by inserting on page 4, line 12, by adding at the end of said line the 
China is like 


i imi i ds “or that he intend hasing Ameri oducts for the of 
China is likely, it seemsto me, to imitate us in methods ps trade | Tor, hot haio is Chile oratiere, ad la the meat 8 ale ach 
eases, ~ P . purchases.” 
—_ = er ceeeeer ieaeariienl ihe pone yyy eg a Mr. CLARK. I should like to hear that amendment read over 
committee I have no doubt it will be in the House, and I do not | *83)"- : 
wish to make any ineffocnal aim at something know ean not be | jhe Qmendmment Wa fn tenor a toremea copy of 
ished; but I do wish to state for myself I think we are : ; ‘od , heme + OO 
accomplished; | th lc of China who-come into this coun. | the treaty between the United States and China, but I have no 
wrong in an eer © peopee vd ¢ vele fe ° My fri a fr co i, | doubt that the gentleman from California [Mr. Kany] correctly 
try to merchants, teachers, wid Travelers. My iriend from Vall: | ctates the wording of that treaty, which permits the entry of ‘‘ mer- 
fornia says ee ee ill and other la differ f chants, students, teachers, officials, and persons traveling for curi- 
J differ from te t ‘Glies a naggarsed thot c = oe osity or pleasure.” There is nodoubt that, as he states, ‘‘ the minds 
him. I admit that ae. — wilt tonain Deets iy | Of, the two Governments met upon that point.”” But we have in 
eee ae e _ = the his “ve of doh, ehwone will say thar this section made a definition of the term ‘‘ merchants” which is 
the Sak persons under the treaty we have the right to exclude we pro any fair ee mot — ope oo in the ew : 
are Chinese laborers. Now, we all want to exclude them. To contami pd hort a ee —— ‘ i. pice nt shat 
bs — bea a. OTT think f ls aed notion for thie in order to be considered a merchant a Chinaman must not only 
af baby gies t0-cnme in. T mee that it have a place of business in China, but must come here for the 
shail be enited. a that a one should be able to post in under | PUrPOse and have the means of establishing a mercantile house in 
the guise of either class as a eee, I understand that is all a Sone FE a Sa are oie. pony oF no aun 
pra pir A gre Bg ia pean ves pare p gS come here to buy our products. It seems to me more important 
coming in as a merchant; and I believe we ought to allow the that we sell goods to the Chinese and obtain their money than 
urchasing agents to come in. The treaties and justice and self- that they sell goods to us and obtain our money. What oman 
Cooma all demand that we should exclude noone except laborers is, not to extend our opportunities for buying from the Chinese, 
Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chairman, I would liketo say a word about | PS to extend the markets for the products of American farms 
a) . “6rd : ; an erican r. AsI learn from Mr. Austin, the very effi- 
ee = on en, oe en cient Chief of the Bureau of Statistics in the Treasury Depart- 
man right across his forehead that he 4 a laborer Sas would mens, there were during the calendar year 1901 exported from 
be no trouble about it. You can not do that. You can define the United States into Catan various American products of value 





; ; - | a8 follows: 

the merchant in a fairly accurate way. You have hedged him Whent ne 1.643 | Mi Loll, refined ene. 179 
around with conditions so that you can find out who a merchant | (pest M0Ur ---------------- S70 | Meee pot ww. SR aes 
is. You have defined a teacher so that with some certainty you | Clocks and watches _.....-- CTT TT cn em 14, 305 
know who he is. You have defined a student so that you know | Cotton cloth --..-...-....... I I 6 Sai wniecrescccte sence 20, 963 
who he is Cotton manufactures, Eh litns inctneclnineduanad 6, 563 
“+ a is 4 dei tb iintenycenatoced I rin cnaiincpumasarieus 16,771 
There is a sort of hazy ve which applies to people tray- | Fruits and nuts ------2----. 59,208 | Tobacco manufactures .... 752,606 
eling for pleasure, etc. But as to the commercial travelers or stentine a -=-2* + ar wnnne nnn n nnn ene anne 163, 125 
purchasing agents who are to come over here; if you simply use | Sowing machines...‘ hoéT | Other articles "2,200,195 

those terms and = nothing else, then every Chinese cooly that | Typewriters......---------. 17. 626 , Fr ee eae 
wants to get into the United States will instanter become a pur- | Naval stores-.-............. on Total exports. .......- 18, 886, 475 


> 
chasing aos Turpentine spirits _........ 71 
Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I would not say simply that. | There were also exported by way of Hongkong articles of the 
Mr. CLARK. If you are going to have a provision in there at | value of $8,058,473, making a total of $26,945,548 of American 
all, you should place a definition in it that is comprehensive and | goods sold to China in one year. 
clear. | Now, every pound of American wheat flour, of canned beef, 
Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman allow | bacon, hams, butter, cheese, tobacco, or fruits sold to China, 
me to ask him a question? means just that much money brought into the United States for 
Mr. CLARK. Yes; with pleasure. the American farmer. It means just that much of an extension 
Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Why can not the Treasury | of the foreign market for the products of the American farm. 
Department draw a regulation defining a purchasing ageft as | Every yard of cotton cloth, every car, sewing machine, type- 
they have defined a merchant and teacher? writer, or other article of American manufacture sold to China, 
r. CLARK. It may be that the Treasury officials can do it. | means just that much money coming into the United States for 
But if you put that provision in the bill at all that they shall | the help of American labor. It means that much more money 
come in, then you surely ought to draft your definition yourself | in circulation in the United States. Twenty-six millions added 
or empower the Treasury officials to do it, because if you do not | to our circulation each year is of much importance, but we ought 
you may as well take the whole bill and stick it in the stove and | to have ten times as much from the same source. China affords 
be done with it. Now I will yield to the gentleman from Con- | @ vast field for the exploitation of American goods and wares. 
necticut. My objection to this section of the bill as it now stands is that 
Mr. HILL. Is there a provision in this bill by which a Chinese | it permits a Chinaman to come to this ‘country and establish a 
merchant having sold goods in Shanghai to a merchant of New | place for the sale of Chinese goods, but does not permit a Chinese 
York, and a failure on the part of the New York merchant to pay | corporation or firm or individual to come or send an agent here 
his bill, that it would be possible for the Chinese merchant to | for the purpose of buying our goods. My amendment proposes 
come here and attend to the collection of this debt, or is he shut | that Chinese capitalists may come or send their agents here to 
out? . purchase American goods and American raw material for the 
Mr. CLARK. I think he is shut out. purpose of sale or manufacture at their own places of business in 
Mr. HILL. I think it is an infernal injustice, if that is the | China. This bill provides, in section 9, that a Chinaman may 
case. * - come into this country to travel ‘‘ for pleasure or curiosity,”’ and 
Mr. CLARK. That is all right. You have justas much right | my friend from New York [Mr. Perkins] suggests that if he is 
to Fe opinion as I have to mine. The men that drew this bill, | sufficiently ingenious he can get in under that section, and act as 
and the proponents of this bill, are simply trying to keep Chinese | a traveling a. for a Chinese firm desiring to buy our products. 
coolies out of here, and the reason that they have not succeeded | Why should he have to come in by subterfuge? Why enact a bill 
in doing so before is, as I have explained in my main speech, on | that requires him to cheat? We ought not to put into this bill 
—— of the duplicity of the Chinese character. any provision the terms of which can be evaded by trickery and 
‘ pone of Massachusetts. Has there been any defini- | deception. If we do not wish the Chinese merchants to buy our 
on of merchant or traveler under the law? , then let us say so, but if we do wish it, let us give them 
ae I do not know. that _. squarely and honestly, without requiring them to 
Pa ILLETT of Massachusetts. I can tell the gentleman that | come in by eception, as intending solely to travel ‘‘ for pleasure 
there has not; and as the Treasury Department has made such a | or curiosity.’ 
—— eg effectually define the merchant and traveler, why | To my mind it is more important that they purchase our prod- 
6 the same thing be done as to purchasing agents? | ucts than it is that they gratify their curiosity and pleasure by 
. CLAR Perhaps it can. If so, all right. traveling among us. Let us provide every safeguard, so that 
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none but purchasers, or their authorized agents, with means to 
purchase our goods, shall come in for that purpose. Let us safe- 
guard the provision so that laborers can not come in under the 
guise of merchants, nor, indeed, as those who travel for pleasure 
or curiosity, but let us encourage the purchase of our products 
by China and every other nation. Linsist that it is in accordance 
with the spirit of the treaty which permits Chinese merchants to 
come here, that they may come to purchase as well as to sell. It 
is certainly much more to the advantage of the American farmer, 
the American laborer, and the American people generally, that a 
Chinese capitalist shall be permitted to spend his money here in 
the purchase of our products than it is that he shall come here to 
establish a place of business for the sale of Chinese goods to our 
people. I should prefer to exclude the seller rather than the pur- 
chaser. Let us make the bill as perfect as possible, so that our 
citizens may derive the greatest good from it. 

We are all in favor of the provisions excluding the Chinese 
coolies from thiscountry. It may seem ungracious to select one 
nation from among all the nations of the world and say to her 


** Your citizens shall not be permitted within our borders,”’ but | 


self-preservation demands it. The protection of American labor 
demands it, and the protection of American labor is one of the 
most important objects which the Republican party has in view. 
We desire to continue, and if possible improve, the present pros- 
perous condition of affairs. In order to do that we believe it to 
be necessary to continue to exclude the Chinese, and, indeed, to 
so improve the existing exclusion law as to make evasion of its 
provisions more difficult. 

This bill does not present a dividing line politically. Members 
of all parties favorit. China, with her 400,000,000 inhabitants, 
is as thickly populated as an ant-hill. Throw down the bars and 
the lower classes of her people will swarm in upon us, lowering 
the present high grade of American citizenship, lowering the 
character and dignity of American labor, and lowering the com- 
pensation of labor. Centuries of privation have taught these peo- 
ple to live upon what would starve an American family to death. 
We believe that labor should receive its just reward, that the 
families of our laborers may live respectably and comfortably and 
their children have educational advantages, so that in the race of 
life the child of the humblest citizen may not be handicapped, 
but his chances for political or other preferment may be as good 
as those of the child of the wealthiest parents. 

These lower orders of Chinese do not come here for the purpose 
of becoming American citizens. They come here, frequently un- 
der contract, to make what they can to carry back to their own 
country. They do not assimilate with our people, they are not 
interested in our institutions, and donot breathe their spirit. We 
do not deem it wise to permit them to pour into this country to 
the displacement or disadvantage of intelligent, patriotic Ameri- 
can citizens who now occupy the field of honest labor. 

Mr. PERKINS. One word, Mr. Chairman, about this amend- 
ment, which I hope will not be adopted. As I have already said, 
the Chinese merchant of whom my friend from Pennsylvania 
speaks does not go to any country where he is allowed to go to 
purchase goods. That being so, it must be manifest to members 
that he will not come here to purchase goods. It is not the cus- 
tom of the Chinese to go to England, to Russia, or to Germany for 
the purchase of goods, and therefore they will not come to the 
United States for the purchase of goods. 

Mr. LANDIS. Neither will they come here for the purpose of 
selling their goods. 

Mr. PERKINS. They do not come here or go to other coun- 
tries for either purpose; so that the committee. by adopting this 


clause, for which my frjyend from Pennsylvania has made a plausi- | 


ble argument, would not furnish facilities to purchasing agents, 
because there is no such class. They would furnish an opening, 
not for trade, but for fraud. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to reply by say- 
ing that while the gentleman’s premises are undoubtedly correct, 
that because up to the present time the Chinese do not come here 
largely or send his emissaries here, that is not a good argument. 
for there is a good reason why they do not come. They can not 
come. In trying to keep them out I think you are making a 
mistake. 

Mr. PERKINS. WhatI said was that they did not go to certain 
countries, where they could go. Of course they could not come 
here. But they do not send their agents to England, to Russia, 
or to Germany, where they can go if they desire, and if it was the 
custom of their trade so to do. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. They are now sending them to France and | 


to Germany very largely, and there is no reason why they should 
not send them here. It will do us far more good in the way of 
trade to have them come here and see the industries of the country 
than it will benefit us to force the American merchant to send 
samples there. There is no good reason why these merchants 


should not come in, as they have plenty of money to spend and 
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buy our goods. I think we ought to put aliberal construction on 
this clause. I hope the committee, in giving this due considera- 
tion, will let one of these amendments go through; I do not care 
which amendment it is. If the idea is to keep out pretty much 
everything, all aliens and their goods, and put discriminating 
laws or®our statute books covering those possessions we now pos- 
sess, and shut out nations that have been trading with them here- 
tofore, it is going to react upon us. We will find that we are 
doing ourselves a great amount of injury in the next few years 
if we keep up this procedure. 

To-day the English colonies are agitating the question of put- 
ting on discriminating duties against us simply because we pro- 
pose to exclude English goods from markets where they have 
been trading before this country was known in the world’s trade. 
China is a smart nation, and there is no reason why we should not 
have an enormous amount of trade with them, and I am in favor 
of securing it. Iam in favor of a liberal law which will allow the 
representatives of the Chinese merchants to come here and have 
every access to this country. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to offer the following amendment, 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. CLARK. I would like to inquire what became of the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is pending. . 

Mr. PERKINS. _I will suggest that the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. DovuaG.as] is not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Let the Clerk report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 4, after the words “ United States,” line 12, insert ‘* commercial 


| travelers or purchasing agents sent by any established importing house and 


exporting house in China shall be authorized to free entry into the United 
States or possessions on giving a bond that residence will be for not over one 
year and they will engage in no labor whatever during their stay here. Said 
bond must be signed by two responsible Chines 2 residing in the United States 
or possessions, or by two citizens of the United States, and the penalty to be 
$500 for infringement.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will inquire of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. DovuG.as] whether his amendment is pro- 
posed as a substitute for that of the gentleman from Pennsy]l- 
vania [Mr. ne or as an amendment to that amendment? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania cares to 
accept my amendment as a substitute for his, I shall be very glad. 
I am simply seeking to secure some provision which will give 
proper rights to these men to come in under suitable restric- 
tions. 

Mr. OLMSTED. As the amendment of the gentleman from 
New York seems to have been pretty carefully drawn, I am will- 
ing to accept it in lieu of my own, which I will withdraw. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the amendment of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania will be withdrawn, and the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from New York will be regarded as pend- 
ing. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that very careful 
consideration ought to be given to the amendment of the gentle- 
man from New York, in view of the fact that the business which 
he carries on is coextensive with the world, and that his famil- 
iarity with this whole matter is such as to entitle his opinion to 
be carefully weighed by this House. 

It strikes me that while we in the United States can get along 
without any intercourse whatever with the Chinese merchants, 
and indeed without any commercial relations whatever with that 
country, this bill as it now stands is going to put the people of 
the Philippine Islands in a very embarrassing situation. They 
are absolutely dependent upon the mainland for food to live 
upon, it being a well-known fact that the Philippine Islands are 
not capable of producing, especially under present conditions, 
the food required for the people there. The potatoes, corn, and 
other vegetables eaten at the hotels in Manila come almost en- 
tirely from the Chinese mainland. 

Mr. KAHN. From Australia. 

Mr. HILL. No; from Hongkong, not Australia. I myself saw 
a contract for three and a half millions rubles’ worth of live cat- 
tle to be delivered in one year from China into Vladivostok. The 
Orient is dependent on China for food. . 

Now, we are proposing to say to those people in the Philippine 
Islands, ‘‘ You may go over there and trade with those people, 
but they shall not come into the islands under any conditions 
whatever and trade with you even temporarily.’’ It seems to me 
this Committee of the Whole ought to give fair consideration to 
a proposition of this kind. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Is it not true that under the so-called 
merchant clause of the present law a great many Chinese laborers 
have come into this country in the guise of merchants? 

Mr. HILL. Ihave not a doubt of that, and no man can be 
more opposed to anything of that kind than I am. : 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Then would it not be highly objection- 
able and dangerous to allow so-called Chinese ‘‘drummers”’ to 
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come in here as purchasing agents, when in reality they would 
be coming in for the purpose of taking employment as laborers? 

Mr. HILL. I believe it would be wise to safeguard the provi- 
sions of this bill to the utmost, but I do not believe we have a 
right in international honor to brand a whole nation as sneaks 
and cowards and thieves—as men who will violate their honor. 
As] understand the situation ,the commercial honor of Chinese mer- 
chants is irreproachable, whatever may be the character or actions 
of the cooly. You can not find a bank in the Orient, whether 
English or Japanese or American, that has not as its cashier, 
handling its funds, a Chinese. Thatis the universal rule. Yet 
we propose to say to these people, ‘* Not only your coolies, but your 
merchants—men whose ancestors dressed in silks when ours were 
wearing skins and living in the caves of the bears—shall all be 
placed under one category and shall all be treated alike.” I do 
not think it fair thus to demand from them what we are unwilling 
to grant them in return. 

I say, let the Chinese stay there; we do not want them, but let 
us be honest and say, ‘* This is a matter of self-protection.’’ But 
let us not brand these people in a body as rascals and thieves and 
cowards; let us not say that their word—even the word of their 
honored merchants—is not to be trusted. 

There is another reason why I think we should be fair to them. 
Our State Department is spending every energy to have the Chi- 
nese ports opened tous. That nation is allowed to send its drum- 
mers and commercial agents to England, Germany, and France. 
Now, it strikes me that if we are going to enact any law so strin- 
gent as this bill as it stands in regard to commercial relations, we 
had better withdraw the hands of the State Department from 
bringing Russia and this country into antagonism for the sake of 
Great Britain, Germany, and France, who will have the exclusive 
control of the Chinese ports after the passage of this bill. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The gentleman is familiar, is he not, 
with the condition of affairs in the Philippine Islands? 

Mr. HILL. Not much. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Somewhat? 

Mr. HILL. Yes, somewhat. 

Mr.CRUMPACKER. Now, does the gentleman know whether 
the Chinese have been in the habit of sending their commercial 
agents into those islands for purposes of trade? 

Mr. HILL. Well, I donot know as tothat. I saw that pretty 
much all the trade of Manila was monopolized by the Chinese. I 
do not know whether they were there temporarily or not. I re- 
gretted to see that condition of things. I am in hearty sympathy 
with the gentlemen from California on the general proposition of 
this bill. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I understand this bill is drawn for the 
purpose of restricting Chinese commercial agents from going into 
the og Islands as well as coming here. 

Mr. L. I understand so; and that is where I see one of the 
embarrassing features of this legislation. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I was about to inquire whether any 
embarrassment would be created on account of the proximity of 
the Philippine Islands to China. 

Mr. HILL. Not only would there be embarrassments from a 
commercial point of view on account of the Chinese that might de- 
sire to go into the Philippine Islands—within twenty-four hours of 
their own shores—but the people in the Philippines are, as I have 
said, absolutely dependent upon the Chinese mainland for even 
the food that they eat. Thislegislation would prevent the Chinese 
merchant who in good faith has sold his goods in the Philippine 
Islands or in the United States—no matter how long he may have 
been established in business in his own country or how clearly he 
has proved his honesty and good faith—from going into the Phil- 
ippine Islands or coming here to collect his debts. 

It strikes me, gentlemen, it isnot fair; and we can not afford to 
be unfair in our international relations. Let us say to these peo- 

le that for the protection of American labor we have no room 
1ere for your 400,000,000 people, but in our commercial transac- 
tions we have as much respect for our honor as you have in the 
Orient, and the honor of the Chinese merchant in the Orient is 
unimpeachable. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, it has taken twenty years to bring 
the exclusion laws to their present conditions. e early enact- 
ments upon this question were exceedingly mild, so far as the 
merchant class was concerned, and what was the result? They 
streamed here in violation of the law, and year by year our Gov- 
ernment, in order to do that very — that the gentleman from 
Connecticut [Mr. Ht] says we should do, in order to protect the 
American laborer, year by year has been compelled to formulate 
new regulations, so as to shut out this class who were endeavor- 
ing to come in here in the disguise of merchants. Even while the 
hearings were rt before the Senate committee common 
laborers were arrested here in Washington. They had gained in- 
gress into this country as merchants, and they were brought be- 


XXXV——238 





fore the committee and they were questioned and it was shown 
they had purchased certificates as merchants in Hongkong and 
come here on them. 

Now, I have here a ‘‘ coaching paper,’’ which was sent from 
San Francisco to China in order to teach some laborers in China 
how to answer questions and show that they are bona fide mer- 
chants or bona fide students or bona fide travelers. That is the 
trickery we have to confront all the time, and it is on that ac- 
count that it has been found necessary to make these provisions 
as drastic as they are, if they are drastic. 

Mr. LANDIS. I would like to ask the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia a question. Is it not true there has been an organiza- 
tion for years in San Francisco for the purpose of giving instruc- 
tions to coolies desiring to come into this country, to come in 
under this so-called merchant clause? 

Mr. KAHN. There is no doubt but that the greatest trouble 
we have is on account of the merchant clause. Thatis the one 
clause they are trying to violate constantly, and if you give them 
any additional loopholes to crawl through you may rest assured 
they will take advantage of every opportunity. 

Mr. HILL. Is it not far easier to draw a provision in this law 
by which an honest commercial agent may be identified than itis 
to provide here that a man may come who is traveling for pleas- 
ure or curiosity? I would rather admit the honest merchant than 
the man who is simply traveling for pleasure and curiosity. He 
may spend his mioney, what he brings with him to the United 
States, but the honest merchant who comes here to sell goods or 
to buy goods or to buy raw material helps the whole industry of 
the land. You have drawn such a provision in regard to Chinese 


| gentlemen who will travel for curiosity and pleasure. Why do 


you not strike that out and let in the legitimate merchants? I 
am with you on the exclusion, but it seems to me you have ex- 


| cluded the wrong class. 


Mr. KAHN. Because, Mr. Chairman, before that regulation 


| was adopted they were coming as persons traveling for pleasure 


and curiosity, and we had to hem around that provision in existing 
law with these restrictions. 

Mr. HiLL. Well, keep them out. 

Mr. KAHN. That would be in direct violation of the treaty 
that the gentleman has said so much about. 

Mr. HILL. Ihave not said a word about the treaty. 

Mr. LANDIS. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 
Is it true that there is such a thing as a traveling salesman for a 
Chinese concern? 

Mr. KAHN. No, sir. 

Mr. LANDIS. Is not the representative of a Chinese concern 
who comes to the other nations of the earth to find markets for 
his wares a fiction? 

Mr. KAHN. Itis,absolutely. I wasin China this summer 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Perkins] says he knows there are such people who go 
to — and Germany. And I would like to have that question 
settled. 

Mr. KAHN. If you will take the monographs published by 
our Treasury Department, you will see that the German does 
business in this way. It is set out in full in the monograph on 
**China,”’ and I call it to the attention of the gentleman be- 
cause it is very instructive and shows how the business in done. 
Germany has been building up a trade—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that my 
time be extended five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California asks unani- 
mous consent that his time be extended five minutes. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KAHN. I simply want to say, Mr. Chairman, that that 
monograph points out how business is done there. Before tho 
goods arrive the German calls upon his Chinese customer and 
asks him whether he can not sell him another order of goods, and 
he assures him that if the goods are not right he will make them 
right. Finally, when the goods come, on the very day that they 
arrive, the German is there, and he watches their unpacking; 
and then he tells his Chinese customer that he need not be in a 
hurry about paying for them. He gives a long credit. 

The thing is stated in full in an article published by our Treas- 
ury co and it is held that by reason of these long cred- 
its, and by reason of the care with which the German in China 
nurses his trade, he has been able to build up his commerce. 

The English consuls, as I stated before, say that the Chinese do 
not care where the goods are manufactured. All that they want 
is a certain class of goods, with a certain brand or “‘ chop,”’ as 

call it; something to which they have become accustomed, 
and they will buy the goods they want from any country in the 
world. They can be offered tothem by any country in the world. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. May I interrupt the gentleman for a second? 
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Mr. KAHN. Yes. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. That shows one of the iniquities of the 
law. Although the House may not know it, it is a singular fact 
that, leaving out the tea trade, there is almost as much trade done 
through English merchants with American goods going to China 
as through American merchants. That is because the American 
merchants do not have the opportunity and the Chinamen do not 
have the opportunity of doing that trade themselves. Therefore 
the orders go to London to-day; and the trade of Manila is simi- 
larly situated. We are doing more trade with Manila to-day 
through English merchants than we are through American mer- 
chants. I say that ought to be changed, and there ought to be a 
condition of the law which would enable us to change it. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. KAHN. Certainly. 

Chinaman coming in as a merchant is to make it appear to the 
satisfaction of the appropriate officer at the port of entry that he 
comes as a merchant. 

Mr. KAHN. Oh, no; he must have his certificate viséed by a 
consular officer in the country from which he departs. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I want to ask you if the provision which my 
friend from New York has inserted in the amendment is not just 
as carefully guarded against fraud as this can possibly be? 

Mr. KAHN. I do not think so. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Requiring a bond with two sureties in the 
United States? 

Mr. KAHN. Ido not think so. After my twenty years of ex- 
perience I would say that it is a loophole through which they will 
certainly crawl, and I hope the amendment will not pass. 

Mr. PERKINS. I move that debate on this paragraph and all 
amendments thereto be closed. 

Mr. KAHN. I have an amendment which I desire to offer. 

The CHAIRMAN. That will be in order if this motion is 
agreed to. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from New York [Mr. DouG Las}. 

The question being taken; on a division (demanded by Mr. 
DovuG.as), there were—ayes 15, noes 67. 

Accordingly the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California offers an 
amendment which the Clerk reports. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 4, line 10, after the word “ means,” strike out the word “or” and 
insert *‘ under his immediate control for forthwith becoming.” 

On page 4, in line 11, after the word “a” insert the word “recognized.”’ 

Mr. PERKINS. I only wish to offer a suggestion which I 
think will be concurred in by the gentleman from California. In 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from California, after 
the word ** becoming ’’ add the word “‘ or.”’ 

Mr. KAHN. Thatis correct. I will accept that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the 
amendments offered by the gentleman from California, of which 
there are two. 

Mr. PERKINS. Let them be reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendments will 
be again reported. 

The amendments were again read. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the question will be 
put on the two amendments together. 

There was no objection. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 9. That the term “traveler,” as used in this act, shall be construed to 
mean one who shall establish to the satisfaction of the appropriate officer 
that he has funds to pay the cost of the intended journey within territory of 
the United States and that his purpose in seeking entry is solely travel for 
pleasure or curiosity, and who intends to depart upon the conclusion of his 
traveis 

Mr. KAHN. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out, in line 1, page 5, the word “ has” and insert in place thereof the 
following, “is in persona] possession of adequate.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, in my opinion the highest con- 
siderations of the public welfare require and the urgent necessi- 
ties of labor demand that this Congress pass without further delay 
as stringent a law as can be drawn to restrict Chinese immigra- 
tion. The question affects the very foundation of our civilization. 
It is a duty we owe to posterity and to every citizen in our land. 


If the immigration bars are ever let down in this matter, the | 
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Chinese will come into this country in droves, overrun the land, 
menace our domestic institutions, threaten our tranquillity, im- 
peril the Republic, and destroy American labor. 

This bill is for self-preservation. It is largely a racial question 
of supremacy and essentially for the protection of labor. We 
offer no apologies to the Chinese for this legislation, but we de- 
clare it to be the first duty of Congress to legislate for the rights 
of the American workmen. We are going to pass this bill, not 
for the Mongolian, but for the American—for those who toil, 
who have created all our wealth and have made us great and pros- 
perous. I am a friend of the American workman, and his inter- 
ests demand the enactment of this bill into law. My sympathy is 


now, alway has been, and always will be in favor of the toilers of 


this country. Iam opposed to increasing their burdens or mak- 


| ing their lot harder by the competition of the yellow man from 
J | the Orient. 
Mr. OLMSTED. Under this bill all that is necessary for a | 


This bill, it is said, goes much further than the present law. 
So it does, and I am glad of it. I have recently been on the Pa- 
cific coast and have looked into this Chinese question to some 
extent. To my personal knowledge the present Chinese-exclusion 
law is violated nearly every day. That law was loosely drawn 
and is full of loopholes. This bill remedies those mistakes. The 


| people on the Pacific coast understand the methods and the habits 


of the Chinamen. 
years and know all about them. 


They have come in contact with them for 
They favor this bill. The 


Chinaman is very cunning, very clever, and very shrewd. As 
Bret Harte, one of our own poets, has most truly said: 
For ways that are dark 
And for tricks that are vain, 
The heathen Chinee is peculiar. 
Nothing about John was ever said truer thanthat. The Ameri- 


can workman can not compete with the Chinaman, and if he 
could I would not want him to. I have too much respect for the 
dignity of the American. In this matter we should not quibble, 
we should not split hairs to favor the Chinaman. We should 
take broad ground in behalf of the American. I care not what 
others may do or say, but for myself I will never consent by my 
vote to place Chinese cheap labor in competition with honest, in- 
telligent, progressive American labor. All that we are and all 
that we hope to be we owe to the American workman. I will 
never vote to lower his standard. 

The toilers of the country demand the passage of this bill; and 
in their behalf, for their benefit, and in the best interest of the 
public weal I hope it will speedily pass and becomealaw. [Loud 
applause. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment will be considered as withdrawn. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Src. 10. That the prohibition of section 1 shall not apply to the return of 
any registered Chinese laborer who has, at the time of his departure and at 


| the time of his return, in the United States a lawful wife, child, or 


| dent of the mainland eres 


rent, 
or property of the value of $1,000, or debts of like amount due him Sea pond: 
ing settlement. These exceptions are subject to the following provisions: 

First. A “registered ”’’ Chinese laborer is: One who, being lawfully a resi- 
of the United States at the time of the passave 
of this act, is the rightful holder of a valid certificate of residence issued to 
him under the acts of Congress in force at the time of the passage of this act 
Every such certificate is hereby continued in force in accordance with tlc 
provisions of this act. 

Second. The marriage referred to by this section must have taken place xt 
least one year prior to the application of the laborer for permission to return 
It must also appear that the applicant had no other wife (under Chinese or 
other laws or customs) living at the time of such marriage. 

Third. If the right to return be claimed on the oan of property or 
debts, it must appear: (a) That the ownership is of property other than 
money; that the requisite minimum value is over all incumbrances, liens, 
and offsets: and that the title was not acquired for the purpose of evading 
this act. (b) That the debtor issolvent; that the amount due is not less than 
the required sum, above offsets and discounts; that the debts do not consist 


| of promissory notes and were not created with a view to evade this act 


Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment. | 


For what purpose does the gentleman rise? | 


| certificate of residence, and said Chinese 





Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Chairman, I have three amendments. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 20, page 5, after the word “ married,” insert the following: “to the 
wife.” 

Insert in line 22, page 5, after the word “return,” the following: “‘And the 
yarties must have lived tegether as husband and wife continuously until 
departure of said laborer.’’ Also insert in line 7, page 6, after the word 
“notes,” the following: “or similar acknowledgments of ascertained or sect 
tled liability.” 


The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendments will 
be considered together. 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon agreeing to the 
amendments offered by the gentleman from California. 

The question was taken, and the amendments were agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sxc. 11, That a Chinese laborer claiming the right to return to tlie United 
States on any of the grounds stated in the foregoing section shall app|y = 
the appropriate officer of the district in which he resides at least one mont! 
prior to the time of his departure, said application to be accompanied by }11 

laborer shall make under oath be- 
fore the said officer a full statement, in triplicate, descriptive of his family, 
or property, or debts, as the case may be, and shall furnish to said officer 
such proof of the facts entitling him to return as shall be required by the 
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es and regulations from time to time prescribed by the Commissioner- 
Pend of Immigration with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury; 
and for any false swearing in relation thereto he shall incur the penalties 
im by law for perjury. 

e sha rmit the said officer to take a full description of his person, 
ription the said officer shall retain and mark with a number. 

The original and each copy of said statement shall contain the Eaotogrogh 
of the sppticnms, made at ex and made as required by the rules in 
that regard prescribed by the Commissioner-General of gration with 
the approval of the Secretary of the pees. 

The original of said statement shall be re ed by the officer before whom 
it is made, and the copies thereof shall be by him transmitted to the appro- 
~—_ officer at the port whence the applicant intends to depart from the 

nited States. 

And if the last-named officer, after hearing the proofs and investigating all 
the circumstances of the case, shall decide to issue a certificate of return, he 
shall sign and give to the said applicant a certificate containing the number 
of the descript on last aforesaid. 

If the last-named certificate be transferred, it shall become void, and the 

rson to whom it was issued shall forfeit his right to return to the United 


tates. 

The right to return under said certificate shall be limited to two years 
from the date of leaving the United States. : 

No Chinese laborer ll be permitted to reenter the United States with- 
out producing to the appropriate officer at the — of such entry the return 
certificate herein required. A laborer presenting a certificate of return re- 

uired by this section shall be admitted to the United States only at the port 
irom which he departed. 

No Chinese, other than Chinese diplomatic or consular officers and their 
suites, shall be permitted to enter the United States or any of its insular pos- 
sessions except at the ports of San Francisco, Portland (Oreg.), Port Town- 
send, Boston, New York, New Orleans, Manila, Honolulu, or such other ports 
as may be designated by the Commissioner-General of Immigration with the 
approval of the Secretary of the Treasury. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after the word “‘New Orleans,” in line 7, 8, the following: 
‘Malone, Ogdensburgh, and Rouses Point, N. Y.; Richford and Alburg, Vt.; 
Portal, N. Dak., and Sumas, Wash.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman penpeoes this amend- 
ment, and I take it for granted he is animated by care for local 
traffic and its profits. But that traffic is really, in chief part, 
unlawful. Itis smuggling in Chinese laborers, and is a violation of 
the existing law. The evidence we have is that there are runways 
along the northern borders to bring in these laborers. There are 
not many Chinese travelers coming that way; there are no con- 
siderable number of the exempt classes of Chinese—merchants, 
teachers, etc.—who come to the British Pacific coast and take the 
Canadian Pacific Railway, going thousands of miles through that 
country, in order to enter the United States on the northern ier. 

The men who really come through by that way are Chinese 
laborers whose admission into British Columbia is paid for, and 
is a source of revenue to the British dominions. ey come to 
British Columbia, and then are brought by this railway through 
Canada along the borders of the United States. At some conven- 
ient runway they are smuggled into this country along bypaths 
or through the woods across the border line. They come here to 
work in competition with American labor. Our consuls at some 
of these border places say that 500 Chinamen have been smuggled 
by a single post in this criminal fashion, in violation of the law, 
and unknown to the officers of the Treasury of the United States, 
and unknown to our Government except by indirect evidence that 
great numbers have been brought here not in a legitimate way. 

Mr. KAHN. Will the gentleman allow me an interruption? 

Mr. HITT. Certainly. 

Mr. KAHN. The last part of that section allows the Treasury 
officials to designate any additional port to those mentioned in the 
bill. If there is any necessity for additional ports, the Commis- 
sioner-General of Immigration can designate them. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Illinois, 
I think, does not mean to make his statement quite as broad as I 
understood him to make it—that the intention of the amendment, 
or its effect, was to encourage smuggling. 

Mr. HITT. Oh,no, I disclaim that; 1 impute nothing of the 
kind. I knew the honorable gentleman from New York would 
not introduce an amendment for any such purpose. I was trying 
to point out that while he might be trying to promote the busi- 
ness interests of these localities, a very er thing for a mem- 
ber to do, the committee had investigated the subject and found 
from the evidence, especially of our consuls, that the effect of 
making these ports of entry would be to promote the smuggling 
of Chinese laborers into the country. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, it is not in we mind, and I 
thank the Lord it is not in the mind of a majority of the members 
of this House, to do anything which will promote the smuggling 
of Chinese into this country. I believe it is the desire of the 
House to prevent the Chinese from coming in under the terms of 
this bill, which are proper and very restrictive; but it does seem 
to me that if we can prevent the isons coming in at the differ- 
ent ports named in the bill, it will be possible also to prevent 
their coming in unlawfully at the ports named in the amendment, 


Mr. Chairman, the answer of the gentleman from California 
that we do not provide in the bill for all the ports, that the Com- 
missioner-General can designate other ports, why not apply that 
to all ports? What is sauce for the goose is sauce for the gander. 
If that provision is wide enough, let it apply to all and name no 
ports; but if you are going to name a part of the ports, name 
them all. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that all the ports 
named in the bill are seaports. None named are on our borders. 
Iam sorry the gentleman was not here last Saturday, but I read 
from the testimony of the inspector at Malone, in New York, 
showing that thousands had been brotvight over there unlawfully. 
Now, this is a matter in which any transportation line can go to 
the Commissioner-General of Immigration and have these ports 
designated. That is the custom now, and I understand that 
Plattsburg and Ogdensburg are already designated. If any ad- 
ditional ones are needed, I am satisfied that the Commissioner- 
General of Immigration will designate them; but I hope that this 
amendment will not prevail, because, as the chairman of the com- 
mittee has rightfully said, an investigation will show that an im- 
proper use may be made of the privileges. 

r. FOSTER of Vermont. r. Chairman, it seems to me that 
the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs and the gen- 
tleman from California are laboring under a misapprehension in 
this matter. It seems to me that the gentleman from California 
was laboring under a misapprehension when he read the other day 
what henowrefers to. Itis true,in my judgment, that thousands 
of Chinese come over the Northern borders who ought not to be 
admitted into this country; but these gentlemen ought to under- 
stand that they do not come through any port. The great ma- 
jority of them are not smuggled in, but they notify the United 
States officials that they are coming, and then they come over the 
line—simply walk over the line into this country—are voluntarily 
arrested by the United States officials and taken into custody and 
are then disposed of upon such evidence as is produced on each 
side. 

Now, the entrance of all these people has nothing to do with 
the entrance of Chinese through established ports. The port of 
entrance is an entirely different thing from the place where these 
Chinese persons may walk over. For instance, if Richford were 
a port of entry, persons who might wish to appear and be exain- 
ined by the Treasury Department would be taken into custody 
there by the customs official and would be disposed of. If they 
had not a right to come in and remain here they would be sent 
out. But, in point of fact, the Chinese who come in unlawfully 
do not enter through a port of entry. They simply walk over 
the border and are not taken into custody by the customs offi- 
cials, but by the marshal, the officers of the United States courts, 
who take them into custody and try them in our courts. 

We simply say, as has been stated by the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. SHERMAN], that if it is proper to have a port of entry 
in one i of the country, why not give us a port of entry in cur 
part of the country, so that if a Chinese person should claim the 
right to come in he can make application to the Treasury Depart- 
ment through the custom-house at that point and establish his 
right to do so. 

r. COOMBS. Does the gentleman desire to invite the en- 
trance of Chinese persons at these ports? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. No; and if you want to cut them 
all out I will help vote down the amendment and leave it with 
the Treasury Department to name all the ports. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If you put San Francisco in, it is an invita- 
tion for these people to come in there. 

Mr. COOMBS. We would be willing that you should transfer 
geographically the port of San Francisco if you would take all 
the Chinese coming in there and take care of them. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then let all the ports named in the bill be 
struck out. 

Mr. COOMBS. In answer to that suggestion I would like to 
say a word. The law as it stands to-day, and as it must go into 
operation and be enforced if this bill be passed and approved by 
the President, provides for certain ports. I do not believe that 
the scope of the law with reference to that subject has be n en- 
larged; I do not believe it has been confined or curtailed. We 
are simply reenacting the existing law, but we have gone further 
for convenience, not for our own convenience, but for the conven- 
ience of the Chinese who may desire to be admitted here, those 
rightfully entitled to come in. We have delegated to the proper 
officials the authority to determine under certain circumstances 
and under conditions of justice—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Vermont 
{Mr. Foster] has expired. 

Mr. COO May I have time simply to add that the Com- 


missioner-General may designate other ports in addition to those 
enumerated here? 
Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Mr, Chairman, the suggestion 
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of the gentleman from New York [Mr. SHERMAN] that we 
strike out all the ports named in the bill would, it seems to 
me, lead to very great confusion. In that case you must vest in 
the Commissioner-General of Immigration the power to establish 
ports of entry for Chinese of the accepted classes, for under the 
bill Chinese laborers are prohibited from coming into the United 
States. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Now, if you vest that officer 
with the power to strike out the name of any port he may 
choose, then between the time that a diplomatic officer accredited 
to the United States departs from China and the time of his ar- 
rival here the immigration commissioner.may, if for any reason 
he desires, discontinue the port for which the officer is headed. 
In that way I think great confusion might result. 

It appears to me it is well to have certain prominent ports 
known to the world as the ports at which ple of this character 
may present themselves for admission, where our officers of the 
law can supervise and regulate the matter, and in drafting this 
bill we have named these ports, be.ause we believed that in this 
way proper notice would thus be given to the world. In other 
words, it would be extremely unbecoming if a diplomatic officer 
of China accredited to this country should be obliged to scan the 
whole coast of our country—to travel up one side and down the 
other in order to find a place—a proper port of entry—where he 
might appropriately present himself before the examining official. 
For this reason we have designated the ports named, and the 
fewer the better, in my opinion. 

Now. Mr. Chairman, with reference to the general provisions 
of the bill: We have undertaken by this bill to impose a very 
effective prohibition upon the right of Chinese laborers to enter 
here. We have done this because we believe it to be best for our 
country. It is in accord with the treaty obligations existing be- 
tween China and the United States. We have the undoubted 
right thus to limit immigration calculated to interfere with the 
rights and welfare of American citizens, and it is our duty to do 
it. We have done it in a way which, in my judgment, reflects 
credit upon our own country and no discredit or dishonor upon the 
Chinese Empire, who, according to treaty, have recognized the 
peril attendant upon a large influx of Chinese laborers. We owe 
this protection to our own American labor, whose dignity and 
welfare has been temporarily placed in our hands in this measure. 
We would be recreant to that trust if we failed to make this bill 
strong in every part, and we can well afford to be guided by 
their wisdom. For this reason I should dislike very much to see 
this change adopted simply because the local port of entry of 
some member of Congress is not specially mentioned in the bill. 
I hope the bill will pass. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, one word 
upon the suggestion of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
SHERMAN] as to striking out all of these ports. The Constitution 
provides that— 

No preference shall be given by any regulation of commerce or revenue to 
the ports of one State over those of another. 

Now, the question is whether that provision does not prohibit 
us from selecting or designating any port or ports in preference 
toothers. Under that provision are we not obliged to allow these 
people to enter, if they enter at all, at any port of the United 
States that they may select? 

It has been held by the courts that the bringing of passengers 
into this country is commerce; and therefore if we allow a pas- 
senger to come into the country at San Francisco, we must allow 
him to come in at any other port of entry of the United States. 
Therefore it seems to me that the legal and proper thing would 
be for us to cut out the designation of all these ports, and allow 


| 





. age. SHERMAN. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
esk,. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


At the end of line 5strike out the words “‘ the ports of ” and insert “such,” 
and strike out lines 6and 7, so that the clause will read, “ except at such ports 
as may be designated by the Commissioner-General,” etc. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I hope this amendmeut will 
not be adopted. The ports which have been designated by the 
bill are the ports which have long been used as the established 
places of entry for Chinese persons. It is desirable that some 
ports should be named in the bill; and, Mr. Chairman, in refer- 
ence to the constitutional question suggested by my friend from 
Massachusetts [Mr. GiLuett] I take the liberty of saying that it 
is entirely without weight. The provision of the Constitution 
provides that in reference to general commerce no preference shall 
be given to one port over another port in any other State; but 
when it comes to the entry of the Chinese laboring men that is a 
part of the general police regulations. It can be restricted to cer- 
tain ports, as much as quarantine regulations or the entry of spe- 
cial articles of commerce subject to quarantine regulations can be 
placed at certain ports. There is, I assure the gentlemen of the 
committee, no constitutional trouble with the provision by which 
we have enumerated for the reception of Chinese persons certain 
ports and certain ports only, leaving it to the judgment of the 
Commissioner-General of Immigration under the control of the 
Secretary of the Treasury to designate such other ports as experi- 
ence may show are required. I hope the amendment will not be 
adopted by the committee. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I hope the amendment will 
be adopted. If adopted, it removes any possibility of any con- 
stitutional question being raised. The gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. GILLETT] believes that there is a constitutional question 
involved. The gentleman from New York [Mr. PErxrys] 
believes that there is not. There you have two distinguished 
lawyers differing on this question. Ido not pretend to say which 
one is right, Mr. Chairman, but there is a question, and if this 
amendment is adopted that question isremoved. The gentleman 
from California [Mr. Kaun] suggests that inserting the word 
‘“‘ Ogdensburg ’’ is an invitation to the Chinese to enter at that 
port. Mr. Chairman, if that be true, the insertion of San Fran- 
cisco or Portland or these other ports is an invitation for them to 
enter at these ports. 

Mr. KAHN. The gentleman misstates what I said, not, of 
course, with any desire to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Icertainly did not so intend. 

Mr. KAHN. What I did say was that it would give rise to 
the fraud the chairman of the committee had spoken of. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Neither the gentleman from California nor 
myself desires to have ~ Chinamen enter this country except 
under the provisions of this law. We do not differ as to that, 
and we deprecate the fact, both of us, I am sure, that heretofore 
Chinese have unlawfully come into this country, and those that 
have so come into the country across the border from Canada 
into the State of New York, which the gentleman from Illinois re- 
fers to, have come in unlawfully, and they will not cease to come 
in unlawfully because the ports are not named in this bill. They 
can come in unlawfully just the same afterwards. Those ports 
were open heretofore for the entry of Chinese under the law, yet 
nobelinatantlling that the gentleman says hundreds of Chinese 
were illegally smuggled into this country through that northern 
border. 

Now, what is to prevent their being smuggled in hereafter, 
and smuggled in in greater numbers, if there are no officers up 
there to permit them to come in legally? It seems to me, Mr. 
Chairman, that if we are to permit the Commissioner-General of 


these people who may come in here to come in at any port that | Immigration to have power to name any ports, we ought to let 


they desire to enter, without making any exception. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. The gentleman’s suggestion does 
not meet the position taken by the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. No, sir. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. The gentleman from New York 
was urging that we allow the Commissioner-General of Immi- 
gration to designate the ports or discontinue them at his pleasure. 
Certainly the provision which the gentleman has cited would not 
sustain the gentleman from New York in that proposition. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 
a few designated favorite ports, and therefore,if I am correct, is 
in conflict with the constitutional provision. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. SHERMAN, 
it was rejected. 


Mr. KAHN. I move to amend by inserting, after the word 


‘“‘shall,”’ in line 13, section 11, page 7, the words ‘at such time 
and place as he may designate.”’ 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The law as it stands allows | 


him have power to name them all. 

Mr. COOMBS. Will the gentleman yield to a question? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. COOMBS. If it is unconstitutional to designate any port 
in this bill, particularly as by inclusion of certain ports and ex- 
clusion of others, how could it possibly be constitutional to give 
the Commissioner-General of Immigration that ee 

Mr.SHERMAN. Irefermy distingushed friend from California 
to my colleague from New York [Mr. Perkrxs] and the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. GILLETT] on the constitutional question 
involved. [Laughter.] I distinctly stated I did not care to act 
as referee on that question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to an amend- 


| ment offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. SHERMAN]. 





The question was taken; and on a division called for by Mr. 
SHERMAN, there were—ayes 22, noes 41. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr, CANNON, Mr. Chairman, I submit to the gentleman 
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from New York [Mr N 
ment ought to be — by striking out the word “‘ or”’ and insert- 
‘ord “ce an ” 


. PERKINS] that in line 7 a verbal amend- 


ing the w 
. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Illinois is 
correct. I will offer that amendment. 
The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 
On page 8, in line 7, strike out the word “or” and insert the word “and.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from New York | Mr. PERKINS}. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
3. 12. i uired by | to obtai rtificate of resi- 
pe. Jeane om i ‘within the j fiction of the United States with- 


out such certificate shall be deemed to be unlawfully therein, and may be 
rrested and taken before a United States judge, or before a commissioner 


of any United States court to be designated by a United States attorney, who | 


rted from the United States un he 
establish to the satisfaction of caid judge or commissioner that by rea- 
son of accident, sickness, or other unavoidable cause he has been unable to 
procure his certificate and that he is rightfully entitled to the same, and upon 
such showing a certificate of residence shall be granted him. 


Mr.CLARK. Mr. Chairman, I offer asubstitute for the section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out all of section 12 and substitute the following: 7 

“Szc, 12. That any Chinese required by law to have or to obtain a certifi- 
cate of residence in the United States or any of its possessions, who shall be 
found therein without such certificate, shall be deemed to be unlawfully 
therein, and may be arrested and taken before a United States judge, or be- 
fore a commissioner of any United States court, to be designated by the 
United States attorney of the district, or before the appropriate officer of 
said possession, who may order that said Chiriese be deported from the United 
States or from sai on. If said case arise in any of said possessions of 
the United States where a registration is required to be taken hereafter, and 
said Chinese has not registered within the time required by law, and he shall 
establish to the satisfaction of said officer that, by reason of accident, sick- 
ness, or unavoidable cause, he was unable to procure his certificate and that 
he is rightfully entitled thereto, a certificate of residence shall be given to 
him for said insular possession. , 

“It shall be the duty of every Chinese laborer rightfully within any of the 


may order that said Chinese be de 
shail 


| 


whether the applicant intends to 
States or its possessions, and 
or m whence he comes. 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert in line 4, 10, after the word “ photograph,” the ring: 

wand shall womulie s such other particulars ee be inte the rules 
and regulations ibed by the Commissioner-General of Immigration, 
with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury.” 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, I have sat here and listened to 
these amendments offered one after the other to the bill as re- 
ported out of the committee, and I wish now to enter my protest 
against all of them which tend to make the provisions of this bill 
more restrictive than they now are. The situation is simply this 
in a nutshell: This bill came before the committee and was care- 
fully considered, and on one point we were entirely agreed. That 
was upon the exclusion of Chinese coolies seeking to come into 
this country as laborers. Then we came to the other question, as 
to how far the other classes of the Chinese should be excluded or 
allowed to enter this country. Toa certain extent the sentiments 
of the committee were unanimous on that point that it was for 
the benefit of our country that free access should be given to the 


through, or to travel within, the United 
show his financial standing in the country 


| educated and commercial classes of China, in order to develop 


that trade which we all hope is going to grow out of the changed 
conditions in China and in the East. 

Then came our friends from California, who advanced the ex- 
traordinary theory that it was impossible for the officers of the 
United States Government to draw the limit between an nunedu- 
cated, unenGowed cooly from China and these educated and com- 
mercial classes to which we have referred. They insisted upon 
all these restrictive measures being put into the bill in order, as 


| they said, to safeguard against the wily Chinese getting into this 
| country in spite of the provisions of this bill. 


insular possessions of the United States (Hawaii excepted) at the time of the | 


passage of this act to obtain, within twelve months after its passage, a certifi- 
cate of residence in the insular possession wherein he resides. To obtain 
such certificate he shall apply to the appropriate officer, who, if satisfied on 
inquiry that the applicant is rightfully within the territory of the United 
States where he resides, shall issue to him such certificate without oa. 
The certificate shall contain the name, age, local residence, and occupation 
of the applicant, his atte 
required by the rulesand regulations ree, by the Commissioner-General 
of Immigration, with the approval of the Secretary ofthe Treasury. It shall 
also contain the photograp ] 
manner required by such rules and regulations. A duplicate or the certifi- 
cate, which shall seo contain a duplicate photograph, shall be retained by 
the officer issuing the original. Said original certificate shall entitle said 
Chinese laborer in said insular a to the rights and privileges therein, 
as are provided for registered Chinese laborers in the mainland territory of 
the United States under sections 10 and 11 of this act. 

“Immediately after the passage of this act the Commissioner-General of 
Immigration, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall pre- 
scribe all needful rules and regulations for the registration and certifications 
by this section required other than in the Philippine Islands.” 


There were some in the committee who did not think that these 
stringent measures were necessary. The bill was carefully re- 
vised. Everything that in the judgment of the committee was 
necessary to exclude the cooly laborers was done, and the bill was 


| reported with every safeguard thrown around it which we deemed 


of the applicant, made at the time andin the | 


Mr. PERKINS. I move to strike out from the last line of the 


amendment the words ‘“‘other than’’ and to insert the word 
** except.’’ 


Mr. CLARK. That is all right. 


amendment in the manner suggested by the gentleman from New | 


York. 


Mr. CLARK. Yes; so that the last clause will read: ‘except | Chairman. it is my best judgment 


in the Philippine Islands.”’ 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 14. That nothing contained in this act shall prevent the readmission 
of any Chinese laborer who departed from the United States prior to the 
passage of this act possessing a return certificate valid under the acts re- 
pealed hereby: Provided, That on his return he comply with the require- 
ments of the said acts. 


Mr. COOMBS. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


In lines 9 and 10, page 9, strike out the words “under the acts repealed 
hereby ” and insert “ at the time of the passage of this act.” 


The amendment was agreed to, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 16. That the certificate mentioned in the preceding section shall be 
in the English language, shall be made in triplicate,and shall contain the 
signature of the person to whom issued; and it shall state his individual, 
family, and tribal names in full, his title and official rank, if any, his age. 
height, and all een liarities, his former and present occupation or 


ical 
rofession, and w 
pr 4 shalt be 3 Yo ere, and for how long ee his residence, 


his photograph. - 
chant, the certificate shall also state the na and estima value ‘of the 
business carried on by him prior to and at the time of his tion there- 


for. If the certificate be issued for the purpose of travel it shall also state 


personal signature, and such other matter as may be | NOCOSERTY. 


| evade the law. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri modifies his | sand dollars to evade the law. Why, many merchants of our 


Now they ask that these stringent measures in addi- 
tion be included in the bill. 

I wish to say, in my best judgment, that that will not develop 
our trade with China and the efforts that have been made in this 
country as a result of the Spanish war to build up our trade with 
the 400,000,000 inhabitants of China. The efforts of the State De- 
partment, matching those of Europe, to keep the open door for 
the benefit of our commerce, will be futile if we will still continue 
to exclude her people from our shores who are entitled, in my 
judgment,tocomein. Why, our extremity of views can be shown 
in the guards that are thrown around the class of merchants. 

The gentleman from California stated that under this provision 
a cooly had gottenin. Granted that was true, but it came out 
in the testimony that the man had paid a thousand dollars to 
How many coolies will be able to raise a thou- 


country have not much more capital than a thousand dollars, and 
where a man is able to pay that—there will not many coolies come 
into our country who have to pay a thousand dollars. Why, Mr. 


Mr. KAHN. 
tion? 

Mr. ADAMS. Certainly. 

Mr. KAHN. Do you not think that the Chinese Six Companies 
can pay a good many thousand dollars? 

Mr. ADAMS. I think the Chinese Six Companies will not 
pour out many thousand dollars for ordinary, common labor in 
this country. It has never been paid in any other branch under 
contract or any other way where laborers have been wanted tem- 
porarily, and no business man could pay $1,000 a head for ordi- 
— labor to be brought into this country. 

r. Chairman, the great difficulty with our friends from Cali- 
fornia is that they are treating this as a political question, and 
not as an economic question. They are dealing with it from a 
political standpoint. The gentlemen on the other side of the 
Chamber are doing the same game—for political reasons. I ap- 
peal to those gentlemen who want to look to the general welfare of 
the country, the men who want to reap the benefits of the new con- 
ditions that are coming to our country, and I trust that they 
will rise here and will try to pass a bill that will be for the ben- 
efit of the entire country, and not only for the Pacific coast. 

This bill is said to be brought in for the interest of the laborers 
of this country. I have the greatest regard for labor. I try to 
look a little further. Our laboring men are much interested in 


ill the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
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obtaining markets for the products and the commodities of this 


country. The laboring men want the markets, and we do not 
want Chinese competition with our labor; but they want to have 
more markets in which to sell our overproductions in China and 
other countries. 

I consider that it is really in the interest of the laboring man to 
get the market~ of China, and I know, and every man who listens 
to me knows, that if you will slap a country in the face and say 
that her people are not proper tocome into this country that their 
educated people will not encourage trade with you. Business 
may be energetic and reach out, but we know that the buyer will 
discriminate against those who make such regulations against 
them, and will buy his goods elsewhere. 

Mr. CLARK. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. ADAMS. Certainly. 

Mr. CLARK. Take this bill and make it as stringent as can 


be made, even by the adoption of the minority substitute, and | 


then I say we will not treat the Chinese half as roughly as the 
English and Germans treat them. 

Mr. KAHN. Or the Japanese. 

Mr. CLARK. Or the Japanese. 

Mr. KAHN. Or the Russians. 

Mr. CLARK. Or the Russians. 

Mr. ADAMS. 
other countries. I propose to do so for the benefit of our own, 
and for one I am going to encourage that better spirit which pre- 


vailed in this country to China, and I hope that we will reap the | 


benefit of what we have already done in China in the stimulation 
that will be given to our trade. 

Mr. CLARK. One other question. 

Mr. ADAMS. Certainly. 


Mr. CLARK, Do you not know that the three nations whose | 


trade has increased with China more than others in recent years 
are Japan, Russia, and Germany? That Japan gave China a 
thrashing? Germany has gone over there and has taken a part of 
her territory, and Russia has taken another slice. Now, this bill, 
even as the substitute makes it more stringent than the other, 
would be a great deal more kindly toward China than those three 
nations that have increased their trade in China. 

Mr. ADAMS. The gentleman represents, as his political party 
has always done, conditions that are past. 

Mr. CLARK. lam talking about conditions right now. 


Mr. ADAMS. They never can talk about conditions that are | 


coming to meet us in the future. Here is the condition, and it is 
true it is one that appeals to the common dictates of human 
nature, whether it is of a Chinaman or an American, he is going 
to turn to the nation that treats him best. He will not go to the 
nation that has crushed him, and we have had evidence of that 
lately. Icall the attention of the gentleman from Missouri to the 
spirit which our country has shown in the fair way which it has 


treated China during the war, in which we have shown such a | 


light to the English and to Europe. 

These things, Mr. Chairman, emphasize the position I am tak- 
ing on this question, and I wish the House to understand that 
every one of these amendments offered now are to make this bill 


more stringent, to make it more difficult for merchants, for trav- | 
| of the House to talk about it. 


elers, for teachers, and students, and commercial people, and oth- 
ers, who would develop trade between our country and China; 


every one of these amendments, the most of which were stricken | 

. s > ’ 
out by the committee, are now gradually being put back into the | 
bill, and I now enter my protest against it, and in doing so I doit 


in the interest of the whole country. 

Mr.CLARK. Mr. Chairman, the contention of my friend from 
Pennsylvania will not hold. 
the remote past—the day-that is dead. Iam talking about the 
living present, about what is going on in China right now, and 
what has been going on over there in recent times. The English 
thrashed the Chinese into trading with them. Japan gave China 


trade with China has increased. Germany went over there and 
took a good big slice of China and is constantly reaching out for 
more, and Germany’s trade with China has increased. Russia 
has gone down into Manchuria temporarily, so they say, but there 
is no man in this House with two ideas about a Hottentot who 
does not know that Russia deliberately intends never to give up 
that country she has got hold of. 

Now, if England can thrash China into trade, if the Japanese 
can thrash China into trade, if the Germans can thrash China 
into trade with them, if the Russians can despoil them and in- 
crease their trade, surely we are not going to drive away Chinese 
trade by the provisions in this bill. It is nonsense to talk about 
any such thing. The truth is, as I stated in a quotation from 
Senator BEVERIDGE’s speech the other day, there is only one thing 
that the Chinese have any respect for, and that is a display of 


I am not going to legislate for the benefit of | 





APRIL 7, 





force; and that is exactly what William of Hohenzollern is making 
over there now. 

It is what the Russians are doing and it is what the English 
always have done. It is what the Japanese have done, and, as 
compared with these four great powers, we are treating the Chi 
nese with a great deal of consideration, even in the minority sub- 
stitute of this bill, which is a good deal tougher on them than the 
majority is. I am not advocating making war on China, but I 
am arguing that if England, Russia, Germany, and Japan have 
increased their trade with China by the use of the mailed hand 
surely we will not lose our trade with her by exclusion legislation, 
however vigorous. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I was entirely right when I said that the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. CLARK] referred to past conditions. Japan did fight 
China, and did defeat her; but she was not allowed to reap any of 
the fruitsof her victory. Russia,Germany, and England did come 
in and take away all the advantages which she would have had 
from that war. And what did they demand? What is known as 
spheres of influence over certain portions of Chinese territory. 

To that extent they develo their trade along the coast in 
these limited spheres with China is granted. Butthose conditions 
have passed. In the war with China that has just taken place, 
and in which the United States for the first time took a hand and 
was the first to wipe out the claims of this country and the spheres 
of influence in China, our department has insisted that we should 
have an open door in every port of China, no limit of the trade of 
our country with that Empire. 

The conditions are now changed, and I say it behooves us to do 
nothing to get the ill will of that country. I know whereof I 
speak, whether I have the brains of a Hottentot or not. I be- 
heve if some gentlemen had their brains enlarged so that they 
could look to the new conditions that are going to pervade, they 
would have a new light break upon them, and be able to judge 
these matters, not on the conditions of the past, but out of the 


| conditions that are coming, and look to the future. 





It is this country that is always looking to future development, 
and when we want to trade with another country we want no 
limited sphere of influence gotten by force. We want an open 
door of the entire country for equitable trade, for them to buy 


| from us what they want, and for us to purchase from them what 


| 
| 


nese 1 ia | meanwhile, several amendments exactly like this. 
an awful trouncing in the last four or five years, and Japan's | 





they have to sell. Thatis the breadth our country has gone as 
against the force referred to by the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. Chairman, I again reiterate I think this provision tending 
to make this bill more restrictive and in some cases prohibitive, 
casting almost a slur on the educated classes of China, is not 
just, and will hamper this country in its trade with the Chinese 
Empire. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say a word to quict 
the fears of my colleague on the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
If he was willing to support the bill as reported by the commit- 
tee, I assure him he can without the least trouble or strain of his 
conscience vote for the bill with the amendments that have been 
made. There has not been an amendment made to the bill, nor 
will there be, with the exception, perhaps, of the amendment in 
reference to the shipping clause, that was of sufficient importance 
when offered by the members from California to waste the time 
We have thought that we could 
satisfy them and that we could save the time of the House by 
agreeing to a large number of amendments, almost entirely 
verbal, that were really not essential. I assure my friend that 
if he liked the bill when it came from the committee and was 


| willing to vote for-it then, there is no reason why he should not 
i trom | vote for itafter every amendment has been accepted. 
I was not talking about anything in | 


Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Chairman, after consultation with the 


| gentleman from New York I find it is agreeable to those having 
_ charge of the bill to accept the general clause to be hereafter in- 


troduced, which will cover all these points and avoid, in the 
Therefore, 
under these circumstances, with the permission of the House. I ask 
to withdraw the pending amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California asks to 
withdraw his amendment. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Src. 17. That the original certificate issued under the last two sections 
shall be, by the said diplomatic or consular representative of the United 
States viséing the same, delivered to the Chinese named therein. 

A sealed duplicate shall be suitably addressed and delivered to the ship- 
master, railway conductor, or other person in charge of the transportation 
of the person to whom the original is given, whose duty it shall be promptly 
to deliver it to the appropriate officer of the United States at the place where 
one is sought by said Chinese. : 

The triplicate thereof shall be immediately sent by mail to the appropriate 
officer of the United States at the port at which enid Chinese seeks entry. 


‘ _ COOMBS. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
esk. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


fter the word “that,” in line 12, 10, insert the following: ; 

‘peters any representative of the nited States shall visé any certificate 
of the kind mentioned in the two sections and before any officer of 
the United states shall issue any such ce cate, he shall carefully examine 
into the facts of the particular case, and if he shall find, after inquiry, that 
any of the statements of the certificate are false or any of the statements the 
Chinese applicant seeks to have it contain are false, it shall be his duty to re- 
fuse to visé or to issue such certificate.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. COOMBS. I offer also the amendment I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


After the word “viséing,” in line 14, page 10, insert “or the appropriate 
officer issuing.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


c. 18. That the certificate mentioned in the preceding section shall be, 
whan duly viséed by the proper Saas or consular representative of the 
United States, or other official, facie evidence of the facts therein set 
forth, and shall be exhibited to the me riate officer of the United States 
at the port where the person named therein seeks entry; and it shall be re- 
tained by him while he desires to remain in the United States or its posses- 
sions, and shall be exhibited to the proper authorities of the United States 
whenever lawfully demanded, and shall be the only evidence of the right of 
said Chinese to enter or remain in the United Sta or its ons. If 
any of such recitals be disproved, or if any certificate be fraudulently used, 
forged, or altered, then the same shall be null and shall be forthwith can- 
celed. 


Mr. COOMBS. I offer the amendment which I send to the 


desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


After the word “be,” in line 4, page 11, strike out “exhibited” and insert 
“ produced.” 

Patter the word “and,” in line 6, page 11, strike out “it shall be retained by 
him” and insert “if such entry is permitted, such certificate, property in- 
dorsed by the appropriate officer, shall be returned to and retain 

‘hi 5.* 

’ “After the word “be,” in line 7, page 11, strike out “exhibited” and insert 
* produced.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Src. 19. That a Chinese who, being a member of any of the classes men- 
tioned in section 4, is lawfully in the United States at the time of the passage 
of this act or thereafter, shall be entitled to have issued to him by the appro- 
priate officer a certificate containing his signature, name, personal descrip- 
tion, residence, occupation, and place of pyres it, together with such other 
matter as the Commissioner-General of Immigration, with the approval of 
the Secretary of the Se ee rescribe. This certificate shall be made 
in duplicate, anda copy shall be retained by the officer issuing thesame. The 
original and copy shall contain the photograph of the applicant, made as re- 
quired by rules of the Commissioner-General of Immigration, with the ap- 
proval of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

When any Chinese being a member of any of the classes mentioned in sec- 
tion 4, desires to depart from the United States intending to return thereto, 
he may apply to the cnpromrnye officer in the district wherein he resides, 
and make under oath before said officer a full statement, in triplicate, descri 
tive of his profession, business, or status, and furnish to said officer suc 
proof thereof as shall be required by the rules prescribed by the Commis- 
sioner-General of Immigration, with the approval of the Secretary of the 
Treasury; and for any false swearing in relation thereto he shall incur the 
penalties paquese by law for perjury; and he shall permit the said officer to 
take a full description of his person, which description the said officer shall 
retain and mark with a number. The original and each copy of said state- 
ment shall contain the photograph of the applicant, made as required by the 
rules prescribed by the Commissioner-General of Immigration, with the ap- 
proval of the Secretary of the arene? 

_. The original of said statement shall be retained by the officer before whom 

it is made, and the copies thereof shall be by him transmitted to the appro- 

Prieee oltoee at the port whence the applicant intends to depart from the 
n ates. 

If said last-mentioned officer, after hearing the proof and investigating all 
the circumstances of the case, shall decide that the representations of status 
are true, he shall sign and give to the said applicant a certificate containing 
the number of the description last aforesaid, which shell be the evidence 
given to such person of his right to return. 

If the last-named certificate be transferred it shall become void, and the 
person to whom it was given sha!l forfeit his right to reside in, or return to, 
the United States. 

To entitle ony such Chinese to readmission to the United States or its pos- 
sessions he shall produce to the appropriate officer at the pest of entry the 
return certificate in this section provided for; and he shall be permitted to 
reenter only at the port whence he departed. But it shall be the right of 
any such person to waive the — of this section, and for his readmis- 
sion into the United States todepend upon the prior sections of this act. 


Mr. KAHN. I move the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out, in lines 16 and 17 11, the words “ or thereafter.” 
After the word “resides,” in line 6, page 12, insert “atleast one month 
h app! 


prior to the time of his , 
certificate of o ia coparture, suc on to be accompanied by his 


After the word * shall,” inline 1, page 13, insert “at such time and place as 


by said 


he may d 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 20. That the lawful wife or minor children of any Chinese of th lasses 
ees section eee Sons ciled in the United States, shall be en- 
of entry $s ey 5 as follows: tyes re re 

First. he wife or child come from a foreign country, the certificate 
shall have been issued to such perso’ diploma consular represe 
ative of the United States in the sumeaey oF Sareea such person i 


yereed and shall state that after investigation said representative believes 
hat the ns asserted exists. ‘ eae 

Second. If the wife or child come from an insular possession of the United 
States and seek entry into mainland territory thereof, the certificate shall 
have been issued by the appropriate officer of the United States at the port 
whence such person p relent and shall state that after investigation said 
officer believes that the relationship asserted exists. 

Third. It is made the duty of diplomatic and consular representatives and 
other officers of the United States to make strict investigation as to such 
certificates, and to issue them only when the relationship claimed is clearly 
established. 

Fourth. Said certificates shall be issued in triplicate, and each shall con- 
tain the pho: ph of the person named in it. 

+ The original certificate shall be, by the person issuing it, delivered to the 
person named in it, or, if such person be an infant, to the person in charge of 
suchinfant. 

A sealed duplicate shall be duly addressed and delivered to the shipmaster, 
railway conductor, or other person in charge of the transportation of the 
person named therein, who shall deliver it promptly to the approeriate 
officer of the United States at the port where entry is sought by said Chinese. 

e triplicate shall be immediately sent by mail to the appropriate officer 
at the port where said Chinese seeks rr, 

No woman shall be deemed a wife within the meaning of this act unless 
she would be held to be legally married by the courts of the United States. 


Mr. COOMBS... I offer the amendment which I ask the Clerk 
to read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out in line 19, page 13, the words “exhibiting to” and insert “ proy- 
ing to the satisfaction of.” 

After the word “ — in line 20, page 13, insert ‘‘ That the required re- 
lationship exists and producing for him.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Src. 21. That the peneettne sections shall not apply to Chinese diplomatic 
or consular officers duly accredited to the United States or any foreign gov- 
ernment, or to their attendants or servants. 

Other Chinese officers of China or any other foreign government shall es- 
tablish their identity as such, and the identity of their attendants and serv- 
ants, in accordance with rules ae by the Commissioner-General of 
Immigration, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury. 


Mr. KAHN. I move to amend by inserting after the word 
‘* servants,’’ in line 6, page 15, the words, ‘‘ who shall be admit- 
ted under special instructions of the Secretary of the Treasury.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Suc. 22. That, exceptas herein provided, before any Chinese is landed from 
any vessel on territory of the United States, or before any Chinese brought 
to any inland port shall be permitted to leave the car or other conveyance 
in which he was brought, the +m riate officer shall examine such Chinese, 
comparing his certificate with the lists required by this act, and with such 
Chinese, and no Chinese shall be allowed to land or to enter in violation of 
law. The examination herein required shall be made immediately after the 
arrival at port or border. 


Mr. KAHN. I offer the amendment which I ask the Clerk to 
read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “inland,” line 14, page 15, insert “ border.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Src. 23. That the master of any vessel arriving in the United States from 
any foreign port or from any insular possession of the United States shall, 
immediately on arriving and before landing or permitting to land any Chi- 
nese r, deliver to the appropriate officer at the port in which such 
vessel shall have arrived a list of all Chinese taken on board his vessel at an 
port or place, and of all such persons then on board the vessel. Such list shail 
show the names of such persons (and in the case of accredited officers of the 
Chinese or other foreign government traveling on the business of such govern- 
ment, or their servants or attendants, a note —, forth such facts), the 
port or place at which each was taken on board, and such particulars as to 
each as are shown by their respective certificates hereinbefore required; and 
such list shall be verified by the master in the manner required by law in 
cases of manifest of cargo. 

The foregoing provision shall apply to the masters of all vessels arriving 
at any insular possession of the United States. 

The willful neglect of any such master tocomply with the provisions of this 
section shall be punished by the penaltiesand forfeiture imposed upon a re- 
fusal to report and deliver a manifest of cargo. 


Mr. KAHN. I offer the amendment which I ask the Clerk to 


read, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


After the word “a,” in line 2, page 15, insert the word “separate,” so as 
to read “‘a separate list of all Chinese taken on board.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 25. That Chinese laborers shall enjoy the privilege of transit across 
territory of the United States in the course of their journey to or from other 
countries, subject to the following provisions: : 

First. The applicant shall exhibit to the appropriate officer at the port 
where entry is sought a fully paid through ticket entitling said applicant to 
transportation from such - to his destination in the foreign country, and 
shall also exhibit to said officer a certificate as follows: (a) If the applicant 
come from a foreign country, a certificate issued to him by the diplomatic 
or consular representative of the United States in the country or port whence 
he departed, which shall state that after investigation said representative 
believed that said applicant intended to go directly to, and to reside in, the 
foreign country designated; (b) if the applicant come from an insular pos- 
session of the United States and seek the privilege of transit across mainland 


territory of the United States, or come from the United States or any of its 
possessions and seek the privilege of transit across any insular possession 
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thereof, he shall exhibit a certificate of like effect, issued to him by the a 
propriate officer of the United States at the port or place whence said appli- 
duty of diplomatic and consular representa- 


States to investigate all applications for 
such certificates, and to issue them when the are shown to 
be in good faith, and to furnish such informa’ as may be prescribed 


by the Commissioner-General of Immigration, with the approval of the Sec- 


retary of the Treasury. 

The Commissioner-General of tion, with the a of the Sec- 
retary of the , May at any + the vilege of transit 
where the same is sought by laborers coming from an insular possession of 


the United States. 

Second. Privilege of transit shall be denied if the a t refuse to sub- 
mit to such examination of his person and to such investigation 
as may be deemed necessary Peer officer, or if he fail to estab- 
lish to the satisfaction of said officer that he intends to proceed directly to 
Le oe ination named in his certificate and is not seeking to abuse the said 
privilege. 

Third. Privilege of transit shall be denied if the applicant shall have sought 
otemten into the United States or its possessions and shall have been re- 


‘used. 

Fourth. Privilege of transit shall be denied if the a nt fail to comply 
with any rule or regulation which the Commissioner-General of Immigra- 
tion, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, may from time to 
time prescribe with a view to prevent abuse of such privilege. 

Fifth. The master of any vessel, the conductor of any railway train, or the 
person in charge of any other conveyance, bringing to any port in the United 
States, or on the border thereof, any applicant for privilege of transit, shall, 
immediately after arrival and before a to land, or to cross the 
border, any such applicant, deliver to appro; officer of the United 
States a separate list of all applicants so brought, which shall show the name 
of each applicant, the matter contained in the certificate he bears, and what- 
ever else may be required by the rules prescribed by the Commissioner-Gen- 
eral of Immigration, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury; 
and this list shall be verified by the person bound to deliver it, the oath to be 
administered by the officer to whom it is delivered. 

Sixth. In addition to the ports of entry named in section 11 the Commis- 
sioner-Gencral of Immigration, with the approval of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, may designate other ports or places at which entry into the United 
States or its possessions for the J of transit may be granted. But in 
the case of entry along the boundary between the United States and the Re- 
yublic of Mexico and the boundary between the United States and the 

Jominion of Canada, no place along either of said boundaries shall be desig- 
nated as a place of entry for any Chinese, whether in transit or otherwise, 
until there shall have been executed between the Commissioner-General of 
Immigration, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, on the part 
of the United States, and the persons or corporations proposing to bring Chi- 
nese to such place, contracts binding such persons corporations to ob- 
serve all the laws and regulations of the United States relating to exclusion, 


entry, or transit of Chinese under such penalties as shall be set forth in said | 


contracts; and such pone shall only remain open to entry of Chinese in tran- 
sit or otherwise while such contracts remain in force and unbroken. The 
Commissioner-General of Immigration, with the approval of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, may at any time close any such place to transit privilege if in 
his judgment such privilege is being abused. 

Mr. KAHN. lIask the Clerk to read the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Tn line 20, page 17, strike out “exhibit” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“deliver.” 

In line 7, page 18, strike out “‘exhibit" and insert “deliver.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOOKER. Ioffer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out section 25 and insert: 

* Sec. 26. That Chinese laborers shall continue to enjoy the privilege of 
transit across the territory of the United States in the course of their jour- 
ney to or from other countries, and in pursuance of the provisions of the sec- 
ond paragraph of article 3 of the treaty between the United States and China; 
and the Secretary of the Treasury shall be, and he hereby is, authorized and 
empowered to make and prescribe, and from time to time to change and 
amend, such rules and regulations as he may deem necessary and proper to 
prevent said privileges of transit being abused.” 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Chairman, I think that we ought to allow 
the treaty to be observed as it originally stood, and that the right 
of transit to Chinamen—not of occupancy, not of residence, but 
the right of transit through our country from any other civilized 
country in which he may live—should be granted, according to the 
terms of the paragraph of the treaty to which I have referred, and 
to clothe the Secretary of the Treasury with power to adopt all 
regulations which may be necessary in the estimation of the Com- 
missioner of Immigration and the Secretary of the Treasury, ap- 
proved by him; to adopt any and every regulation to prevent Chi- 
nese from occupying this country in any form whatever,even for 
temporary residence; but I think we ought to observe the treaty 
which gives them the right of transit and which proposes to allow 
our own railways to transport them across the continent instead 
of compelling them to go to the railways of Canada and to get 
across in that way. : ‘ 

It is but an act of justice, of equity, of fair dealing to allow them 
this privilege, and I think therefore that all these minute regula- 
tions embodied and embraced in this bill ought to be taken away 
and that the Secretary of the Treasury and the Commissioner of 
Immigration ought to be allowed to prescribe these regulations, 
to give them the right which the treaty does—not of occupancy 
even temporarily, but of transit across the country, if they wish 
to, and not encumber the bill with numerous regulations, now 
embraced in section 25. I am not able to speak much and do not 
desire to. 





I expressed my views on this bill at length in my speech 











of Saturday last, and on that I stand for this amendmont as well 


as for ar Gee © i as to the bill. 
Mr. P 8. . Chairman, I think I ought to say that the 
committee does not e of the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Mississippi. . 

The question was taken; and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 26. That every Chinese brought by vessel to any port of the United 
States shall So dctuinall on and vena e final decision shall have been 
rendered as to his right to enter the United States, and Chinese brought 
to aninland border port of the United States shall be ed without its 
territory until the decision as to the right of such Chinese to enter, and 
the duty of such detention shall rest, jointly and severally respectively, on 
the master, owner, agent, and consi; of vessel or on the person, cor- 
poration, or agent by whom said Chinese was or aided to such 
port: Provided, That Chinese may be elsewhere ned such final 
d in accordance with such rules as the Commissioner-General of Im- 
migration, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, may prescribe. 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out, in line 4, page 21, the words “‘ without its territory ” and insert 
“at such port.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from California. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sxc. 29. That every vessel whose master, owner, agent, or consignee shall 


| knowingly violate any of the provisions of this act shall be subject to a pen- 


av = 000, and shall be forfeited to the United States unless such penalty 
paid. 
Mr. KAHN. I offer the following amendment. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert in section 29, line 25, page 
ing: “for each offense.” ~ 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from California. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 30. That any person who shall knowingly bring into or attempt to 
bring into or —— to bring into the United States any Chinese otherwise 
than as prescri by this act shall be deemed guilty of a felony, and on con- 
viction thereof shall be punished by a fine not exceeding $2,000, or by im- 
prisonment for a term not less than six months and not exceeding five years, 
or by both such fine and imprisonment. 

Mr. OTJEN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 5, after the words “United States,” insert the words “or its pos- 
sessions.”’ 

Mr. PERKINS. With great respect to my colleague on the 
committee, I hardly think it would be proper to adopt that 
amendment. This is a section imposing a penalty and to make a 
violation of the act a felony. Theamendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin would constitute this act a felony in all 
the insular ions of the United States. We have not as yet 
attempted to legislate for those ions. Ido not think we 
desire at this time to declare these acts shall be felonies within 
the Philippine Islands. I trust my friend will withdraw his 
amendment. 

Mr. OTJEN. With the consent of the committee, Mr. Chair- 
man, I withdraw the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, Without objection the amendment is with- 
drawn. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I shall not discuss the details of 
this bill. I have heretofore presented to the House a number 
of petitions ing the passage of a suitable Chinese-exclusion act. 
The present Chiasee-eutesion law will soon expire by limitation, 
and the whole question of Chinese exclusion is once more before 
us for determination. 

Mr. Chairman, the Republican party is committed to the prin- 
ciple of tariff protection. We maintain thatour manufacturersand 
laborers here ought to be protected against the cheaper labor of 
the old country. I believe in the protective principle of the Re- 
publican party, and for the same reasons f believe in a proper 
Chinese-exclusion act. I am not familiar enough with the civili- 
zation or the pedple of China to express well-formed ideas in re- 
gard to either, but it is very evident that the American laborer 
who has a family can not compete in cheapness of labor with 
the Chinaman. How many Chinese would come to our country 
if there were no exclusion law? Ido not know. No one knows. 
Few might come. Many might come, The only safety for our 
civilization is to exclude the many who might come. 

Mr. Chairman, civilization has girdled the globe. The oldest 
civilization isin China. And as civilization has moved westward 


oO” 
ene 


after the word “dollars,” the follow- 


| from China it has changed in degree, character, and force until 


















now, having encircled the world, the civilization of Europe and 
sae ee ee ae ee into the Chi- 
nese » 

We ma haps find that we are waking a sleeping giant, but 
: is us on to ston. We would not if we could. We 


it is im 
could not if we would. The im forces of are too 
great for our resistance. W: been re- 


a few years Japan 

Vive Sores sun of by ng pe tig = has 7 Ae 
throw morning rays on res, that little pire 

awakened doen tao lem dhton and has suddenly become one of the 
mostactiveand progressive nations in the world. Who can doubt 
that similar results will occur in China? And when China fully 
awakens with her hundreds of millions of people, more econom- 
ical, more imitative, and more willing to work than the le of 


any other nation, it will cause a reaw ing of all nd and 
possibly a readjustment between nations peoples. The con- 
flict has not yet become deadly, but the skirmishes have begun. 


This bill is one of them. The civilization of the West and the 
civilization of China are in conflict. 

I wonder if the hordes of China, when that nation is thoroughly 
awakened, will not attempt, through mere force of numbers, to 
overpower American civilization as the Goths and Huns and Van- 
dals overcame the civilization of Rome. The coming conflict 
with China, however, will be more desperate than the one which 
caused the fall of Rome. The civilization of China will never 
amalgamate with the civilization of America. The people of 
China and the people of America are of two different races, which 
can never coalesce. 

Mr. Chairman, I no not fear for the future, but wise states- 
manship requires us to prepare for its possibilities. It is not only 
our duty to protect the labor of this country from the degrading 
influence and unmeasured competition which would come through 
open Chinese ene but it is also our duty to prepare for 
the inevitable conflict, either of commerce or war, or perhaps 
both, between the mighty Chinese Empire and people on one side | 
and Western civilization on the other. We need not think that 
such conflict will be easy because of the experience of the past. 
In our dealings with China the past can be no guide to the future. 
The activity of a man when he is awake can not be judged by 
examining him in the stillness of sleep. 

Whether such conflict shall be a commercial war or a naval | 
war, it seems to me that it is the duty of this country to hold | 
command of the Pacific Ocean. 

With a shortsightedness which looks to me like blind folly, our | 
Democratic friends on the other side of this House insist that we 
shall not only break down the bars of the protective tariff and | 
thereby let into this country the products of cheap Chinese labor, | 
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Mr. KAHN. I offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“ Provide That es a veneer ei ae Ohines oe 
demand any tax asa condition of the removal of such person to that country, 
he shall be sent to China.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from California. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sc. 34. That the Philippine Commission are authorized and required to 
make all eo =n necessary for the enforcement of this 
act in the ppine Islands. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Chairman,I offer the amendment which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Ry. ~ 24, line 15, after the word “enforcement,” insert “of such sections 
and clauses as they may deem desirable and necessary.” 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Chairman, it does seem that there 
must be some of the provisions of this act which are not justified 
in so far as the Philippine Islands are concerned. Those islands 
are nearly 10,000 miles from our shores. The Chinese have been 
there in force for hundreds of years, and it does seem almost un- 
necessary, so far as the Philippine Islands are concerned, to en- 
force this law as we propose to make it. It seems unnecessary to 
make it absolutely mandatory on the Philippine Commission to 
do so in order to protect the United States. I believe that we 
could with wisdom allow these men to have some say as to the 
provisions of this act and as to the extent to which it shall be 
enforced there. 

This is a new country so far as we are concerned. The best 
government for that country by us is as yet unknown, and its 
requisites and necessities are yet to be studied and considered 
carefully in so far as we individually as a nation are concerned in 
its government, and I believe and hope that the gentlemen who 
are pushing this measure will be sufficiently liberal at least to 
allow the Philippine Commission to use discretion, and not do an 
absolute injustice to the Chinese to the extent of excluding them 
from places where they have been since before this country was 


| practically ever heard of, when Western civilization was unknown 


and Eastern civilization was at its height. 

We are endeavoring absolutely to preclude these people from 
coming into those islands as much as we are from coming into 
this country. I am thoroughly in accord with every provision of 
this act which is not illiberal and illogical; but when it comes 
lown to a simple question of pure persecution, and unnecessary 
persecution at that, I believe we are putting on the statute books 


but that we shall also yield control over the Philippine Islands, | a law which, if extended to the islands that have recently come 


and thereby lose command of the Pacific Ocean. 

But, Mr. Chairman, they will not succeed. We will maintain 
the protective tariff. We will keep control of the Philippine | 
Islands and the Pacific Ocean. We will maintain our own home | 


| into our possession, and which many people think should not be 
| in our possession at all, will be doing something that is not worthy 


of this country, and that will react on us to such an extent that 


| we will be heartily ashamed of ourselves within the next year or 


market for our people. We will keep out the cheap and degrad- | two. I therefore hope that the committee in charge of this bill 
ing labor of the Chinese cooly, and yet, through the inspiring will allow my amendment to become a part of the act. 
genius, the commercial acumen, the handiness of labor, through | Mr. KAH Mr. Chairman, I hope the amendment will not 
the combination of brains and brawn peculiar to our cwn race, | prevail. The committee that has had this bill in charge has given 
and stronger in our own country than elsewhere, we will invade | this matter a great deal of thought and attention. Governor Taft 
the other markets of the world and maintain our supremacy of | himself appeared before that committee. Our present exclusion 
commerce both at home and abroad. [Loud applause. ] | laws and regulations are in force in the islands, as I understand 
The Clerk read as follows: | it, and this provision of this bill will simply continue existing 
Sxo. 81. That any Chinese found within the United States in violation of | COMditions in the islands, only that it will transfer the enforce- 
any provision of this act may be arrested by any United States officer and | ment of the law from the War Department, where it now is, to 
a oe ie vane States judge in the oe wherein | the Philippine Commission. 
est ig made, or before the United States commissioner designated by | ‘The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 


the United States attorney of said district, who shall proceed to inguire into - 
the case. Unless the person so arrested shall establish, by affirmative proof, | ment offered by the gentleman from New York | Mr. DovuGuias]. 
to the satisfaction of said judge or commissioner, that he has a lawful right The amendment was rejected. 


to be in the United States, it shall be the duty of said judge or commissioner 


to order that he be deported. The Clerk read as follows: 
. : Sxc. 35. That any Chinese who violates any of the provisions of this act 
4 COOMBS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- shall be deported. ‘The hearing in such cases shall be before a United States 
ment. judge in the district wherein said Chinese is found, or before a United States 
The Clerk read as follows: commissioner designated by a United States attorney. 


Tn line 20, page 90, after the words “ United States,” insert the followi 
“And by the production of a certificate required De this act.” Ce 


The CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from California, 

The amendment was agreed to. - 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Fire. te he omen rae tee cena he aah be returned thith 
to fe commiry ot which heise eubject or ciimen.  ainland trom te 
tlt pomensions i sal o Fturned thereto. sig 
the district wherein the orders are made with ail a net 
nding such execution he shall ei in his custody the person ordered to 


deported, wh 
hereinafter Leonid — to bail, eave in cases of appeal, as 


Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


enn line 21, page 24, after the word “attorney,” the words “of said 


The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will be 
considered as agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

The Cler* read as follows: 

Sc. 88. That the master of any foreign vessel which shall bring i 
United States any Chinese not entitled to entry shall be So men Be ny She Boe 


a bond satisfactory to the Treasury Department, in the sum of $2.000for eac 
of said Chinese, conditioned that none of such Chinese shall int from aaa 


a 


vessel while said vessel remains within the United States, The bond shall be 
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canceled upon the certificate of the appropriate officer that all Chinese cov- The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri. 

ered by it have departed from the United States on said vessel. Mr. CLARK. Now, my friend’s objection divides itself into 
Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I | two parts. The first one is that the amendment is not covered by 

send to the Clerk’s desk. the title of the bill. By the simplest performance the title could 


The amendment was read, as follows: | be made to conform to the bill after it isamended. If itis neces- 
Line 5, page 26, after the word “ vessel” add the following: sary and the title does not cover it now, we could very easily say, 
“And it shell be unlawful for sz vessel ~~ foreign, — is to say, any | ‘* and also to prevent Chinese sailors being employed on board of 
vessel under the flag of the United States, to ve or to employ in its crew | ° 4 . ; : 
any Chinese person not entitled to admission to the United States or into the | American ships.’’ That would dispose of objection No. 1, 
particular territory of the United States to which such vessel plies, andany | Secondly, the gentleman says it is not germane to this bill, be- 
violation of this provision shall be punishable by a fine not exceeding $2,000." | cause the intention of the bill is to exclude Chinese laborers from 
Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I raise a point. of order. I | the United States. The answer to that, and it is very short and 
object to this amendment on the ground that it is not germane | very simple, is that the deck of every American ship is American 


to the bill, ard I will state my views, if the Chairman desires. | territory, just as much as any foot of ground under the Ameri- 
The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Moopy of Massachusetts). The Chair | can flag. I want to say this, while I am up, and that isall I have 
would be glad to hear the gentleman. | to say about it. Im 1812 the United States went to war with 
Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, this bill, as is shown by its | Great Britain on the cry of ‘“‘ free trade and sailors’ rights.’ It 
title, is a bill— | was really the last half of that cry which created and precipitated 


To prohibit the coming into and to regulate the residence within the the war with Great Britain in 1812—‘“‘ sailors’ rights;”’ and I Say 
United States, its Territories, and all territory under its jurisdiction, and | here to-day, without going into any extensive argument about it, 
the District of Columbia, of Chinese and persons of Chinese descent. | because I argued it on Friday for all it was worth, that American 

That is the object as stated in the caption of the bill, and that laborers on board shipare just as much entitled to this protective 
is the object sought to be secured by all the provisions of the bill | legislation for American laborers as American laborers by land. 
which are intended to prevent the coming into the United States | [Applause.] 
and its insular possessions of Chinese persons, except as allowed | There is no use dodging what this bill is. I have always be- 
by law. Now, what is the amendment offered by the gentleman | lieved in being honest because I believe that honesty in the end 
from Missouri? Does it prohibit the coming of a Chinese person | wins. It is an abnormal condition of affairs that presents itself 
into the United States? It no more prohibits the coming of a | here, and that is that we know that American laborers can not 
Chinese person into the United States than it prohibits the coming | compete with Chinese laborers, and this bill is entirely for the 


of a Chinese person into Great Britain. But it says what? It | protection of American laborers. Now, you have protected every-. 


shall be unlawful for any vessel holding an American registry to | body else, or pretended to, in the United States by the high-tariff 
have or employ in the crew any Chinese person not entitled to | system. 
admission into the United States. | A Memper. Are you in favor of that? 

Now, Mr. Chairman, let me illustrate | Mr. CLARK. No; I am opposed to the whole system. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state—it may not be| Mr. ADAMS. I thought the gentleman wonkel to protect the 
material, but the gentleman has misquoted the language. The | American laborer. 
language is: “‘And it shall be unlawful on a vessel not foreign;”’ Mr. CLARK. Ido; and here is the chance to protect him with- 
that is to say, any vessel under the flag of the United States. | out beating around the bush, and nobody else will get the benefit 

Mr. PERKINS. That isthe same thing. As it was given to | of it. You have protected the merchant, the manufacturers, and 
me it was a vessel ‘‘holding an American register.’’ As the | protected everybody else under the tariff system except the 
amendment is submitted, *‘ carrying the American flag,’’ which is, | laborer, and this bill is intended to protect American labor 
of course, a vessel holding an American register. Let me illus- | against cheap Chinese labor. There is no sense nor justice in 
trate here. This is a bill to prohibit the coming of Chinese into | applying it to laborers by land and not by sea, and that is all I 
the United States. Suppose the gentleman should offer an | have to say about it. 
amendment to it, and, let us say, section 25, ‘‘Be it enacted, That The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to ask whether the 
no American in the city of Paris shall employ a Chinese as his | amendment is confined, or is intended to be confined, to ships 





servant.’’ That would not be germane to this bill. It would not | plying between American ports? 
be cognate to the idea. This is to prevent Chinese coming into Mr. CLARK. Certainly. 
this country. | The CHAIRMAN. And those only? 
Here is a provision which would be perfectly proper in a billin| Mr. CLARK. It is intended to apply to American ships that 


reference to the shipping interests of the United States, and be- | ply between American ports, and territories, in insular posses- 
cause proper there, because it would be cognate in a bill regu- | sions, or provinces, or colonies, or whatever you may call them. 
lating the shipping of the United States, and regulating the | [Langhter]. 

American register of the United States, it necessarily follows that The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman give that construction 
it is not germane to a bill which regulates the coming of Chinese | to the amendment which he offers? 

persons into the United States. Now, this provision says what? Mr. CLARK. Yes. 

Every ship entitled to an American register, or every ship carrying The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to ask whether, in 
the American flag, which is the same thing, shall not employ | the opinion of the gentleman from Missouri, an American vessel 
Chinese. That ship may be sailing anywhere. It may be sailing not plying between American ports—and by American ports the 
from Alexandria to Constantinople; it may be sailing from Mar- | Chair means those not only of the United States, but those be- 
seille to Gibraltar. Of course, I recognize the fact, as every | longing to the United States—whether this prohibition would, 
man knows, that an American ship is subject to the laws of the | under the amendment, exist against the employment of Chinese on 
United States, the same as an American citizen, wherever he may | such vessels—that is, vessels that did not touch at any American 
be. abroad or at home. port? 

But I am confident, Mr. Chairman, that the amendment I have Mr. CLARK. I think it applies to all American vessels. If 
suggested, of an American citizen being in Paris, or anywhere | the Chair pleases, the gentleman from California [Mr. KAHN] has 
else, who happens to have in his employ a Chinese servant, would | a substitute for my amendment. 
not be germane to this bill; and the amendment offered by the Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following substitute 
gentleman, in the same way, is not germane to this bill, which is | for the amendment of the gentleman from Missouri, which I send 
to prevent the coming into the United States of Chinese persons. | to the desk. 

How does that provision apply to this bill? The amendment that The CHAIRMAN. That would not be in order now, but for 
is offered says that no ship, whatever it may be, in the Atlantic | the information of the committee it may be read. 

or the Pacific, if it be making a voyage between two ports not in Mr. KAHN. The gentleman from Missouri is willing to ac- 
the United States at all, shall employ a Chinese laborer. That | cept it as a substitute. 

does not prevent, and it does not seek to prevent, and it does not The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri with- 
purport to prevent, and it can not prevent one single Chinaman | draw his amendment? 

from coming into the United States. It has no more to do with Mr. CLARK. Yes, Mr. Chairman, I am willing for this to be 
that, as I said before, than it has to do with a Chinaman going accepted as a substitute for my amendment. 

into Japan or England. It is as foreign to this bill as itwould be | The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri, without ob- 
if an amendment were offered that ships having American regis- | jection, withdraws his amendment, and the Chair hears no 
ter should be forbidden to employ Japanese or Swedes or any | objection. 





other class of men. It isa subject to be considered in the regu- The Clerk read as follows: 

lation of the American shipping, if that were before the commit- Page 2%, line 5, after the word “vessel,” insert the following: 

tee, but it is thoroughly foreign to the bill we have now under “And it shall be unlawful for any vessel holding an American register to 
consideration. have or to employ in its crew any Chinese rson not entitled to admission 


‘ Ii T ¥ . i tates 
Mr. CLARK. Unless tho Chair is ready to rale my way, | {2 Usted Baten o into th portion fhe territory of te Gaited at 
want to be heard. ishable by a fine not exceeding $2,000. 
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“ But said penalty shall not accrue in the case of any such vessel which | However simple the rule may be, its application to the varying 


shall suffer the loss of a portion of her crew by reason of distress or stress of 
weather in any foreign jurisdiction or port and shall be pupeiee thereby 
to employ Chinese seamen to comenne er complement of officers and men: 
Provided, That to relieve from said penalty in such case it shall be shown to | 
the satisfaction of the appropriate Treasury officer that insuch foreign juris- 
diction or port no seamen other than Chinese were obtainable, and that every 
such Chinese seaman was discharged from the service of such vessel imme- 
diately upon the arrival thereof at the first port where seamen other than | 
Chinese could be obtained, and that if so discharged at any port under the | 
jurisdiction of the United States no such Chinese seaman was permitted to 

epart from such vessel, but that each such Chinese seaman was forthwith | 
transported as a passenger on such vessel, and at the expense thereof, to a | 
foreign port, and that no such Chinese seaman did reenter the service of 
such vessel after such discharge.” 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I raise the same point of order 
as on the amendment offered by the gentleman from Missouri. 
I desire to call the Chairman's attention to the fact, in answer to 
the questions put to the gentleman from Missouri, that whatever | 
may be the intention of any person offering this amendment, 
there can be no question as to what it says. It is general, Mr. 
Chairman; it says it shall be unlawful—that is, unlawful any- 
where—for any vessel with an American register to have or em- | 
ploy or in its care any Chinese person not entitled to admission to 
the United States. It says that and no more, and there is noth- 
ing to modify it. It is unlawful for any vessel plying anywhere 
with an American register. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. In regard to the question 
asked by the chairman of the gentleman from Missouri, allow me 





to remark that if he wishes his amendment to apply simply to 
American vessels in American ports he should modify it, so as to 
have it apply to vessels in the domestic trade. Possibly that is 
what he means. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. Is it not presumable that all 





vessels of American registry touch American ports sooner or later? 
The voyage may be short or may be long, but they are presumed 
to touch at the home port. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. That might not be. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, whatever may 
be the title of this bill, and whatever the nationality to which, as 
drawn, it may specifically apply, is it not true that it is legislation 
upon the general immigration system of the country? If the bill 
now before the House, called ‘‘ the Chinese-exclusion act.’’ is not 
a bill essentially to regulate immigration, what is it? There is 
practically no doubt that the United States has full jurisdiction 
over the question of immigration. It seems to me there can be no 
question that anything bearing directly upon the general system | 
of immigration is in order on a bill dealing with the subject of 
immigration, though only dealing with a branch of it. 

Now, for the purposes of legal regulation, criminal and civil, the 
deck of a vessel carrying a United States license and sailing under 
a United States flag is as much territory of the United States as is 
the District of Columbia. Where can she sail, where can she be, 
that in case of abuse of the crew or the commission of a felony or 
other similar occurrence the court of the United States will not 
hold that the vessel is to be regarded as a part of American 
territory? 

Now, if this be a bill for the regulation of immigration, and if 
a vessel bearing the license and carrying the flag of this country 
is a part of the United States territory, then a provision re t- 
ing immigration—the coming of Chinese or other people on rd 
of a United States vessel anywhere in the world—is germane to 
this bill; and it is equally germane to regulate the employment 
of such persons upon that vessel, wherever she may be, as much 
as though she were a part of the fixed territory of the country. 

The illustration given here in regard to the employment of serv- 
ants in Paris has no application whatever, because that city is 
not and never will be under the jurisdiction or the flag of the 
United States. 

Mr. GROW. Mr. Chairman, just a word on this question. 
Admitting that the deck of an American ship is American terri- 
tory, there is nothing in this bill, if I understand it, regulating 
the employment of Chinese by Americans. This amendment 
proposes to say that a Chinese s not be employed by an Amer- 
ican on the deck of a — That has nothing to do with the ! 
other provisions of the bill. We might just as well undertake to 
prohibit the employment of Frenchmen on a ship. That seems 
to me to be the whole question. The proposition is not to exclude 
ponte from coming wen an American ship—to exclude them 
from coming upon the deck of one of our vessels as immigrants; 
it has nothing to do with the employment by Americans of any- 

y. Therefore it is entirely foreign to this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule with consider- 
able hesitation upon this question. There is no question as to 
the rule which ene the point now raised by the gentle- 
I from New York. The statement of Rule is in these 


No motion or ‘tion 
tion shall be ad La gee ep a mangoct different wens that under considera- 


states of fact which are brought before this body is not easy, 
because it is not always easy to decide what is the subject under 
consideration. In this case it is by the title of the bill said to 
be a proposition ‘‘to prohibit the coming into and to regulate 


| the residence within the United States. its Territories, and all ter- 
| ritory under their jurisdiction, and the District of Columbia of 


Chinese and persons of Chinese descent. 

The title of a bill is unimportant, except so far as it correctly 
describes the bill itself. The Chair has examined this bill with a 
good deal of care, and has caused it to be examined by another 
person with a good deal of care. In point of fact, there is no pro- 
vision in the bill except a provision looking to the exclusion of 
Chinese from our territory. There is no provision regulating the 
employment of Chinese within our territory, as the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Grow] has just now so forcibly pointed 
out. Whatever the motive may be behind the bill, whatever the 
reason for its enactment may be, the actual subject under consid- 
eration is the exclusion of Chinese from American territory. 

It is said that the deck of an American ship is American terri- 
tory. So it is, while that ship is upon the high seas. When it is 
in the port of a foreign country it is not American territory un- 
less the ship be a public ship of war. Such. if the Chair under- 
stands correctly, is the rule of international law. 

But the amendment offered by the gentleman from California is 
not to prohibit Chinese from coming upon the ships sailing under 
the American flag, but is to prohibit their employment under the 
American flag, a subject entirely different from that under con- 
sideration by the committee. Could it be in order, for instance, 
upon an immigration bill excluding certain classes of people from 
coming to these shores, to provide that our ambassadors abroad 
should not employ persons of that same description? It would 
hardly be contended that that would be in order. 

The attention of the Chair has been called to a ruling made by 
Mr. Speaker Reed on the 19th of May, 1896, where a bill te amend 
the immigration laws of the United States was before the House, 
and it was proposed by that bill to exclude all male persons be- 
tween 16 and 60 years of age ‘‘ who can not both read and write 
the English language or some other language.’’ Mr. Cor.iss, of 
Michigan, offered an amendment excluding aliens living in another 
country and while so living there entering into the United States 
to engage in labor within its borders—what the Chair remembers 
the gentleman from Michigan termed “* birds of passage.’’ 

A point of order was made against the amendment, and Mr. 
Speaker Reed sustained the point of order oe m the ground that 
the amendment was not germane, although both the bill and the 
amendment had in view the protection of American labor. The 
Chair will say that if this amendment had proposed to prohibit 
the presence as employees of Chinese persons upon American ships 
touching American ports, where there would be an opportunity 
for escape from the ship from time to time, the Chair would have 
ruled that to be germane to the general purpose of the bill, which 
is to prohibit the entering of Chinese persons into American ter- 
ritory; but for the reasons that were so well stated by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Grow], that this bill is not engaged 
in the regulating of the employment of labor, but in excluding 
persons of Chinese blood and descent from our territories, the 
Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. KAHN. May I ask, Mr. Chairman, that the section be 
passed in order that I may amend my amendment to meet with 
the views of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California asks unan- 
imous consent that the section be passed. Is there objection? 

Mr. HOOKER. In order that he may evade the ruling of the 
Chair? Mr. Chairman, I object, if that is the purpose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 

Mr. KAHN. Then I offer the following amendment: 

The Clerk read as follows: 


And it shall be unlawful for any vessel holding an American register, 
tonnes at an American port, to have or to employ in its crew any Chi 
nese, € 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman,I raise the point of order to 
this amendment, and I submit it in no way changes the character 
of the prior amendment. The gentleman’s amendment endeavors 
to do what? He says it shall be unlawful for any vessel to em- 
ploy in its crew any Chinese person. That is as already ruled by 
the Chair and, as was suggested by the gentleman from Pennsy}- 
vania, a regulation of the employment of labor. He has merely 
added in describing this vessel, a vessel touching at an American 
port. Ofcourse every vessel holding an American registry touches 
at an American port, but it does not in any way, as I submit, 
meet the ruling which has already been made by the Chair. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I ask leave to modify the amend- 
ment so that it shall read “‘ at a voyage terminating at an Ameri- 
can port.’’ 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the modified amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And it shall be unlawful for any vessel holding an American register on a 
voyage terminating at an American port to have or to employ, ete. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I submit it does not change it 
at all. It still regulates the employment of Chinese. 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to add a simple 
suggestion to what has already been said 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will be 
man from California. 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Chairman, anticipating, of course, that 
the Chair is ruling now upon a different proposition, this bill pro- 
vides in section 1 that from and after its passage the coming, ex- 
cept under the conditions hereinafter specified, of Chinese labor- 
ers from any country shall be prohibited. It has been suggested 
in a remark to the cheicmen that when a vessel once pushes into 
port ske loses that character which in fiction of law is attributed 
to her and which brings her exclusively within the jurisdiction 
of the Federal Government by reason of being an American bot- 
tom. 

When she comes into port she comes within the jurisdiction of 
the sovereign State. She comes within the jurisdiction of the 
particular county whose borders describe the waters whereon she 
sails. Hence, essentially and technically, when she plies from 
one port to another of the United States, the moment she comes 
within the waters of a State she is upon American territory. She 
is within the State, she is within the confines of the United States, 
and those upon her come within all of the exclusive clauses of 
this bill. 

The only mistake which we have made heretofore in con- 
sidering this matter is this: Those who have objected to this 
particular amendment have said it was an attempt on the part 
of the Government to regulate the conduct of individuals in the 
employment of individuals. That is too narrow and restricted a 
construction. It is an attempt rather on the part of the Govern- 
ment of the United States to regulate, as this bill proposes to 
regulate, those who can come within the confines of the United 
States and within the confines of the State, and of course within 
the jurisdiction of the law which we here are proposing to enact. 

The CHAIRMAN. As the Chair has stated, this bill is to pro- 
hibit the entrance of Chinese laborers into the United States. 
Seamen are laborers within the distinctions made in this bill, and 
the amendment now before the committee proposes to prohibit 
the coming of such laborers into an American port. It is based 
upon the theory that great safeguards are needed to carry out 
the purpose of the law. The bill is full of provisions which are 
intended to guard against evasions of the law. For instance, 
upon page 10 of the bill it is provided that even the Chinese who 
are entitled under this bill to enter our ports can only come in 
at certain named ports of entry. In other words, the regulation 
of American ships or foreign ships bearing Chinese to our shores 
is prescribed by this bill. The Chair thinks, therefore, that, 
with the modifications which have been made in the amendment, 
it is clearly in order and overrules the point of order. The ques- 
tion is upon agreeing to the amendment. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, will the Clerk read that part of the 
amendment which has been modified, which is the question be- 
fore the committee? 

The CHAIRMAN. 
of the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And it shall be unlawful for any vessel holding an American register, ona 
voyage terminating at an American port, to have or to employ in its crew 
any Chinese person, etc. 

Mr. HITT. Go on and read the penalty. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Not entitled to admission into the United States or into the portion of the 
territory of the United States to which such vessel plies, and any violation of 
this provision shall be punishable by a fine not exceeding $2,000. 

Mr. HITT. Now, Mr. Chairman, that is the essence of the 
amendment. The gentleman who first offered it said it was for 
the protection of American labor on ships, or for the protection 
of American seamen. The Chinese would be employed, if any- 
where, upon vessels sailing the PacificOcean. We had testimony 
before our committee, and it is the abundant knowledge of all 
who are familiar with the subject, that scarce one in twenty of 
the persons employed upon ships sailing the Pacific Ocean is a 
native American. There is very little encouragement in any such 
provision to the noble American boy whom we wish to encourage. 

I am a protectionist, but this protection attempted to be en- 
forced upon the high seas, where men must carry on their busi- 
ness in competition with all the world and without any restric- 
tions upon rivals, is protection gone to such an exaggeration and 
perversion that it almost amounts to insanity. It is not protec- 


glad to hear the gentle- 


The Clerk will report the first paragraph 


| ers upon that ocean now flying the American 


tion to nourish, but to destroy, American shipping. What would 
be the result? Ships sailing that sea have to run in competition 
with others of all nations. I am informed there are three steam- 

flag. There are 
more than fifty steargers in competition with them flying the other 
different flags of the world and employing any labor they please 
orcan. They depend for existence — what they receive for 
freight and passengers—for the work done. 

You propose by this amendment to exclude those who are un- 
der the American flag from purchasing labor in the market on 
the same terms as other ships who are their rivals. Remem- 
ber, they do not now employ American labor. They can not. 
There are no American sailors now in the world in surplus above 
the market demand. There is a minority of American-born sail- 
ors upon ships that run right out of those very New England 
towns which were long the nursery of American seamen. If any- 
one will read the reports of our consuls at the Mediterranean 


| ports it will be plain, from the names of those relieved, that the 


men employed on American ships east of the United States are 
not Americans born, except an inconsiderable part; and when you 
reach the oriental seas, and that torrid zone, an American-born 
sailor becomes still rarer. 

Now, you propose to compel an American merchant whose 


| money is put into a ship and who is trying to press trade forward, 


for his own profit, of course, to enlarge American commerce—you 
compel him in as labor to —_ by Chinese, if that is most 
advantageous, and to hire Malays, Lascars, Portuguese, Japanese, 
and all that miscellany found in the ports of the Eastern world. 
You can. get Americans for clerks and engineers and foremen on 





these boats. Youcan get them for skilled labor. But you do not 
find an American in the sweat and heat and suffocation of those 
parts of the ship where Chinamen are employed. Now, the result 
would be—— 

Mr. METCALF. Do you not find them on the rts? 

Mr. HITT. There are Americans on board, as I have said. 

Mr. METCALF. You find them in the engine room and in the 
stoke room? 

Mr. HITT. The engineers have to be Americans. 

Mr. METCALF. You find firemen also who are? 

Mr. HITT. They were not on those ships I saw there myself. 
Those that operated in the great heat were not Americans. Own- 
ers or agents and representatives of these ships appeared before 
the committee, and they told us they had a plain path before them. 
If they were compelled to hire men at $30 a month to take the 
| place of Chinese getting from $7 to $8 a month, they simply would 
| have to change the flag and sail under a foreign flag. Strangely 
| enough this destructive proposition for our shipping is made to a 
| House that is soon to consider the ship-subsidy bill to encourage 
| shipping. First strike a blow to drive them toa foreign flag, and 

then propose a subsidy. 

Why, it is, Mr. Chairman, simply our duty to at least let them 
alone. If youdonot pass the subsidy bill you should spare them this 
useless restriction. Do not prevent them from doing what they 
can; and when they must hire foreign labor to compete with for- 
eign ships in the carrying trade between Yokohama and Hong- 
kong and over to Manila, why force them to forego the cheaper la- 
bor of the place when this interference is of no benefit to ourpeople? 

Mr. ALEXANDER, Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question? 

Mr. HITT. Certainly. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Illinois if there is any evidence before his committee that the 
Chinamen now employed upon our vessels escape or give us any 
trouble, or if it is found that under the regulations and laws that 
we now have they remain on their vessels when they land until 
the vessel goes out again? 

Mr. HITT. If there was any such danger of escape a provision 
| of this bill would prevent them from coming into our country. 
| All the testimony that we have showed that they were laborious 

and docile. The only complaints that I have heard was that in 
times of great and terrible stress that they had not the courage 
of the Saxon, but they are industrious and obedient. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. But my question is: Is there any evi- 
dence before your committee that the present law or the present 
regulations is not entirely satisfactory to all concerned? 

Mr. None at all. We have no evidence of anybody 
being dissatisfied. Some persons who appeared before the com- 
mittee advocated this upon the ground that it would be extend- 
ing protection. This, of course, at first warmed up the heart of 
a Republican member, who liked to hear of protection to the 
American boy, who was to be employed on the American ship. 
But the slightest examination showed that it was not likely to 
protect American labor, but extinguish American shipping. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chairman, I am perfectly aware that these 
steamship companies, appealing to the American people, say 
that if this section is put into this bill, they will go under the 
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British flag. Ido not believe there is a word of truth in that, 
and I will state my reasons. Our ships sailing under the Amer- 
ican flag have the benefit of the coastwise trade to Hawaii, Porto 
Rico, and all our other ports, and it is very profitable—constantly 
and rapidly growing more so. The American steamship lines are 


never going to give up that trade by going under the British 
flag. 

a reason that they want Chinese sailors is that when ae 
come to our ports the Chinese sailors are not allowed to land. 
They are kept on board the ship. None of the Chinese come off 
and goon aspree. If one of them does get off, the entire police 
system of the Treasury Department is at the service of the - 
to run down their Chinese sailor, collar him, and drag him bac 
on board ship. Now, that is one reason that they give that they 
will go under the British flag. The other one, that American 
sailors can not stand the work in the heat and in the hot climate, 
is proved by all the evidence in this volume of evidence taken be- 
fore the Senate committee not to ‘be tenable. And I repeat the 
statement that I made a while ago, that the American sailor is just 
as much entitled to this protection as the American land laborer. 

I want to make another remark, Mr. Chairman, while I am at 
it. If this legislation is not entirely germane to this bill, there is 
a bill coming over here before long, if it has not already come, 
that it will be germane to, and I serve notice now to all concerned 
that if this section does not go into this bill it will go into the 
ship-subsidy bill, if that bill comes before this House. 

Mr. HITT. That is the proper place. 

Mr. CLARK. Ilmow; but‘ thisis the day of salvation, andnow 
is the accepted time.’”’ [Laughter and applause. | 

Mr. PAYNE. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Moopy of Massachusetts, irman of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported 
that that committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 
13081, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. ParkKINsON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the di ing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10530) 
to repeal war-revenue taxation, and for other purposes. 


REPEAL OF WAR-REVENUE TAXES, 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference report on 
the bill (H. R. 10530) to repeal war-revenue taxation, and for other 
purposes, and I ask that the statement be read instead of the 
report. 

eSPEAKER. The gentleman from New York, chairman of 
the Committee on Ways and Means, calls up the conference re- 
port on the war-revenue tax bill, and asks that the statement be 
read and that the report be not read, Is there objection? [After 
a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

e report is as follows: 

The committee of conference on the diegreen votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10530) to repeal war-rev- 
enue taxation, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free con- 


ference have to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 


That the Senate recede from its amendments 12 and 19. 
That the House recede from its eer ie to the amendments of the 
a numbered 1, 2, 8, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, and 18, and agree 
© the same. 
SERENO E. PAYNE, 
JOHN DALZELL, 
Managers on the part of the House, 
NELSON W. ALDRICH, 
W. B. ALLISON 


G.G. VEST, ° 
Managers on thé part of the Senate. 
The Clerk read the statement, as follows: 


Statement of the managers on the of the House of the committee of 


conference on the otes two Houses 
the Senate to the bill H. 2. NGM, “To repeal wer-revemuc tasation: and foc 


Tr purposes.”’ 
The managers on the part of the House state for the information of the 
House that the Senate receded from its amendments numbered 12and 19. No. 
12 was the only substantial amendment made by the Senate, which sought 


to retain the tax on so-called bucket And has receded from 
its dis ment to the 
* of ean toe amendments of the Senate ene ebanend the phrase- 


bill, th conferen bstan’ 
and is in effect the samme Will anit peed dn House by eee 
O E. PAYNE, 
JOHN D 
on the part of the House. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Does the gentleman from 
New York wish to occupy any time at all?” 

Mr. PAYNE. No. the gentleman from Tennessee want 
any time? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I want a few minutes, 


Mr. PAYNE. Ihopethe gentleman will be brief, as I promised 
the gentleman from Illinois, chairman of the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, that we would not take up much time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. There is no gentleman on 
this side of the House that has asked for time in the matter, and 
I do not propose to occupy but a few moments myself. 

Mr. PAYNE. How many minutes does the gentleman want? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Not over five minutes. 

Mr. PAYNE. I will yield five minutes to the gentleman. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say 
that, representing the minority of the conferees, I declined to sign 
the conferencereport. This is a bill which repeals the last vestige 
of taxes enacted for the purpose of conducting the Spanish-A meri- 
can war, to raise revenue for that purpose. Some weeks ago the 
bill was reported from the Committee on Ways and Means, a 
unanimous report, recommending the passage of the bill and the 
repeal of all of these taxes. In the views of the minority. duly 
submitted at that time, we took the position that as a whole we 
would vote for the bill. 

We did not think it wise to repeal all of the war taxes that had 
been enacted when the Spanish war broke out; we did not think 
it was just to the people to repeal all of the taxes that were pro- 
vided in that revenue bill, some of which were not burdensome, and 
leave other taxes upon the necessariesof life. In other words, we 
thought there should be such a revision of the tax laws as would 
leave the taxes upon some of the articles that were taxed in 
the war-revenue act and which were not taxed before its passage, 
and take the tax off some of the necessaries of life upon which 
they are now left by the Republican tariff. But when the bill 
was presented as a whole we felt constrained to give it our sup- 
port; and so, upon a yea-and-nay vote, this bill passed the House 
unanimously and without debate, as will be remembered. 

When the bill went to the Senate the Senate amended it ina 
number of instances, immaterial the most of them, but they did 
provide that the taxes which the war-revenue act had placed upon 
transactions which took place in what is called ‘‘ bucket shops”’ 
should still remain taxed. With that material amendment they 
passed the bill repealing the taxes. The House refused to agree 
to the Senate amendment, and conferees were appointed. After 
a full and free conference the Senate has receded from that 
amendment. If the conference report is adopted the bill passes, 
and the tax is taken off of bucket shops, as well as all other war 
taxes. 

For myself, I am still of the opinion that there should be such 
a revision of the tax laws as would leave some of the taxes im- 
posed by the war-revenue act upon the articles taxed in that act 
and which should be taken off from articles of prime necessity to 
the people. But it seems that it is impossible to have such legis- 
lation in this Congress. It certainly is impossible to do it by 
defeating this conference report, and thus defeating this bill. 
Therefore, while I could not bring myself to sign the conference 
report, and recommend that this tax be taken off of “ bucket 
shops,’’ yet I can not oppose the adoption of the conference report, 
because to defeat the conference report would mean to leave the 
war-revenue taxes existing upon the country. 

I do not think the members of our party can vote to leave the 
war-revenue taxes on any longer, and if we vote down the report 
it defeats the law. With this explanation and my explanation as 
to why I refused to sign the conference report. I am content that 
the report should be adopted and that the bill should be passed. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, this provision wasagreed upon be- 
cause we did not believe in taxing the small fellows and letting 
the larger ones go scot-free, and because we were anxious to wipe 
out the last vestige of the war-revenue taxes. We promised the 
people that when the necessity had — by we would repeal these 
taxes. That time has come, and by sustaining this report we 
wipe out every vestige of those taxes, and I ask for a vote. 

question was taken; and the conference report was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. PAYNE, a motion to reconsider the vote 
whereby the conference report was agreed to was laid on the tabie. 

CHINESE EXCLUSION. 


Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for further consideration of the Chinese-exclusion bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. Moopy of 


Massachusetts in the chair. 
Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, when the committee rose the 


amendment under consideration was one in relation to the ém- 
ployment of Chinese on ships upon the high seas. The ques- 
tion is so perfectly simple that I will not detain the committee 
further with remarks upon it. I ask for a vote. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to manly a word upon this amend- 
ment. There is no man in this House who, from the inception of 
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Chinese-exclusion legislation, has voted for it more uniformly 
than I have. I am not going into the reasons for such legislation; 
they are patent to everybody. There is now no division of senti- 
ment on this question. In the beginning there was a very decided 
division of sentiment. 

I doubt, however, Mr. Chairman, the wisdom of this amend- 
ment; and very briefly I will state my reasons. Within the 
borders of the United States we are supreme. The Republican 
party, since it came into power, has consistently followed along 
the line of protection of American labor, the development and 
diversification of American industries, until we are now, as we 
are proud to say, the first nation on earth, not only in agriculture 
but in manufactures as well. Within our borders we are su- 


preme; and within our borders it is safe to say labor receives, as | 


compared with the wages paid elsewhere in the world, 1} as com- 
pared with 1. 

Now, when we get outside of our own territory, upon the high 
seas, and engage in commerce with other nations, we are not su- 
preme. We there come into competition with all the balance of 
the world. .If the English ship, or the German ship, or the Jap- 
anese ship will take our products and carry them from our 

orts to the markets of the world for a less sum than we can 
~ our own ships to do it, the transportation goes in foreign 
bottoms. 

Now, what is the fact? It costs something more to build ships 
in the United States than it doeselsewhere. But from our extra- 


ordinary developments in iron and steel that cost has been | 


largely minimized in the United States; and I am under the im- 


pression that in shipbuilding for our coastwise trade and for our | 


foreign trade we can, with our invention and industry, make 
ships very nearly as cheaply as they can be made elsewhere. 

But when one of our vessels hoists the American flag and starts 
upon its journey to Europe or to Asia—when it ships its crew, 
labor being compensated in the United States, as I have stated, at 
a higher rate than labor abroad—the wages of American sailors 
and officers upon our ships, when we can get those sailors, are 50 


to 100 per cent higher than the wages paid upon foreign ships for | 


similar services, the result is that our merchant marine in the for- 
eign trade hardly exists. 

Now, what is the remedy? Many people believe the remedy is 
Government aid—subsidy. I have always doubted whether there 
is any remedy while the present condition remains, because we 
can not protect our labor upon the high seas in competition with 
the labor of other countries that is just as effective, but receives 
only half as much. And I undertake to say that any grant from 
the Treasury of the United States to aid American ships will not 
be efficient unless that grant is permanently enough, first, to 


equal the subsidy that foreign governments pay, and, second, to | 


make up the difference between the wage that the foreign seaman 
gets from a foreign ship and the wage that the seaman gets 
upon the American ship. 

Now, gentlemen upon the other side of the House are in the 
main against Government aid to the domestic shipping. Many of 
us on this side have doubted the wisdom of that policy. The re- 
sult is, however, that with this condition it is said our merchant 
marine is swept from the seas. That is very largely true, so far 
as the merchant marine is concerned. 

We have, however, a few ships on the Atlantic coast and in our 
European trade. 
here to Europe there are less than 20 per cent of American-born 
seamen upon our ships. The balance are foreign born; most of 
them foreign subjects. 

On the Pacific coast, as my colleague [Mr. Hirt], who is better 
informed than I am tells me, the percentage of American seamen 
on American ships is almost nil. Now, what is the proposition? 
We have a few—some very large—steamers lately built in Amer- 
ican shipyards by American labor; others are under contract. 
They can live with great difficulty now and are knocking at our 
door for subsidy grants from the Treasury which, if I should 
enter the domain of prophecy, I should say are not yet in sight. 
But we can discuss that question when we come to it. 

But even crippled and few in number as those American-built 
ships are, the proposition is to go further and say by this amend- 
ment: ‘‘The English ship, the German ship that plies between 
Asiatic ports and the United States, carrying the products of the 
respective countries back and forth, may employ Chineseseamen, 
but the American-built ships shall not employ Chinese seamen.”’ 
The result is that our ships can not compete in the same trade 
with the foreign-built and foreign-manned ships, and the Amer- 
ican ship goes out of business or hoists a foreign flag and then is 
upon all fours with the foreign ship. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CANNON. Only one word in conclusion. So that if this 
amendment be enacted the result in my opinion is that even the 
few ships we now have in the foreign trade on the Pacific go un- 


But if I recollect aright, in our commerce from | 


| der uly flags and no more will be built to gounder the Ameri- 
can flag. 

‘*Ha! ha!’’ cries the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLark], ‘I 
am protecting the American sailor.’’ Are you? No; in the first 
place, because the American sailor is not there to be protected, 
and second, while you profess to be protecting the American sailor 
you say to the American mechanic in our own shipyards, ‘ You 
never shall build another ship to go into the Pacific foreign trade.’ 
[ Applause. ] Y : 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a word on this 
amendment. Its object was expressed in the original bill intro- 
| duced by the gentleman from California {[Mr. Kan] excluding 
| the employment of all Chinese sailors on our vessels in the Orient. 
We considered that matter with great care and with great delib- 
eration. We took the testimony of sailors; we took the testimony 
of the men who built the ships and who run them now. We took 
all the evidence that was offered on the subject, and the deliber- 
ate judgment of the majority of the committee was to strike out 
that provision of the bill which is now sought to be reintroduced 
by the gentleman from California. 

They have appealed to the American Congress in former years 
and now to protect California from the introduction of the Chi- 
| nese a we have always done so. We did it in the last 

treaty. e propose to do it now, completely and entirely. The 
gentlemen from California [Mr. Coomps and Mr. Kann] have in- 
troduced into the bill amendment after amendment whose func- 
tion and object was to make it more stringent or, to use their 
| own emphatic word, more drastic, or, I might say, more inhuman. 
They introduced these amendments for that pu , and they 
| have had them adopted one after another, almost sub silentio, and 
| now they propose to reverse the action of your committee, which, 
| by a large majority, introduced this bill, allowing your ships in 

the Orient to do what other ships do in carrying on the trade be- 
| tween the Orient and the East—to employ Chinese sailors. Why? 
| Not, as my honorable friend from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] says, to 
| protect American seamen, for there are no American seamen. 

Everybody concedes—the gentlemen from California and every- 
where else who are familiar with this subject concede—that the 
| Chinese can be employed so much cheaper, that the Germans em- 
| ploy them, that the English, the Japanese, and all the nations of 
| the world employ them; and now you propose to exclude Chinese 
from American ts, denying to the vessels built by your own 
capital, constructed by your own mechanics, and put into this 
great trade, you propose to deny to them the right which the ves- 
sels of every other nation have. It issaid by my honorable friend 
from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] that there is no danger that they 
— adopt the English flag or the German flag or the Italian 

ag. 

But there is, Mr. Chairman, absolutely an unquestioned danger 
that they will have to go out of the trade, absolutely go out of 
the trade. Do you want to protect American industry, American 
seamen, and American labor by driving your own American ships 
out of the competition? Are the gentlemen from California willing 
to so far jeopardize American labor and jeopardize American ship- 
owning interests as to say that in order to exclude the cooly they 
will deny the right to our vessels to employ the Chineselaborers as 
all other vessels employ them? This is not right; this is not just. 
We should allow the vessels engaged in this trade, carrying the 
American flag and protecting the American deck, to get their 
sailors as cheap as vessels of other countries, or you will drive 
them from the enterprise in which they are engaged. 

Are you willing to do that? Is that patriotic, is that sensible, 
is that according to the true idea of protecting the American la- 
bor? Iam a good deal like my distinguished friend froém Dlinois. 
I do not mean the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
{Mr. Hirt], distinguished as he is, but I mean his distinguished 
colleague from Illinois, who is the chairman of the Appropriations 
Committee [Mr. Cannon]. I want to say to my honorable friend 
from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] that I agree with him that yeu can 
not protect the American sailor, you can not protect the Amer- 
ican labor, by subsidies dragged out of the tax box of the people, 
the Treasury of the United States, and I am in hopes when that 
other measure comes up that we shall have the gentleman from 
Illincis with us in opposition to that nefarious bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, it is now very late, and it is 
important that this bill should be disposed of before the adjourn- 
ment. This question has been fully discussed alike in the gen- 
eral debate and under the five-minute rule. I therefore move 
that debate on this section and amendments be closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from New York, that debate upon the pending amend- 
ment and section be closed. 

The motion was to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion now is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from California. 
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The question was taken; and on a division (called for by Mr. 
Kann) there were—ayes 77, noes 72. 

Mr. HITT. I ask for tellers, Mr. Chairman. 

Tellers were accordingly ordered; and the Chairman appointed 
Mr. Hirr and Mr. Kany. 

Tho er divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 100, 
noes 74, 

Accordingly the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ADAMS. I give notice that I shall demand the yeas and 
nays in the House on that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. That will be in order. Of course the gen- 
tleman has the right. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


os 

Sec. 42. That the Commissioner-General of Immigration, with the approval 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, is hereby authorized to make and to enforce 
- y — and regulations by him deemed needful to an efficient execution of 
this act. ; 

The Secretary of the Treasury shall make all needful appointments and 
the Commissioner-General of Immigration shall make all needful designations 
to secure the execution of this act. 

All officers appointed or designated to enforce the provisions of this act | 
are empowered to administer oaths touching the right of any Chinese to enter, | 
pass through, or remain in the United States. 


. ‘ 
Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Chairman I offer the amendment which 1 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Se from California offers an | 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert in line 22, page 26, after the word “regulations,” the following: 
“providing additional requirements concerning the contents of the several 
characters of certificates mentioned in this act, and shall otherwise make 
and enforce all rules and regulations.” 

Mr. PERKINS. I ask that the Clerk report that amendment 
again. ' 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will be | 
again reported, and the committee will be in order. 

The amendment was again read. ‘ 

Mr. PERKINS. We have no objection to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from California. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 43. That when the app te officer at the port of arrival of any 
Chinese shall pass upon the a tion of such person for the right of entry 
or reentry into or of transit through the United States his decision shall be 
final: Provided, That said Chinese, and also any officer of the Treasury De- 
partment, my appeal from said decision to the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Such appeal must be filed with the officer making the decision a ed 
from within five days after the making of such decision. 

Where the apeSeast for entry or transit shall base his claim solely on al- 
leged citizenship of the United States he shall forthwith be taken before a 
United States judge in the district wherein he shall have applied for entr 
or transit, or before the United States commissioner designated by a Uni 
States attorney, and a hearing shall be had as on a writ of habeas corpus; 
and pending a final decision on his application he shall be detained in the 
custody of the United States marshal of said district as in deportation cases. 


Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California offers an 
amendment which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out, in section 48, in line 9, page 27, the words “the right of.” 

Also, in line 25, 27, after the word “cases,” insert the following: “And 
if the decision be adverse to such claimant, he shail be returned as pro- | 
vided in section 27.” ’ 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the yop te ote 
posed by the gentleman from California will be conside as 
agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. At this point the Chair desires to call the 
attention of the committee to ths fact that the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from California [Mr. Coomss] to line 
12, page 10, inadvertently contained the word “‘ after” instead of | 
the word “ before”’ in the designation of the place where the | 
amendment was intended to be made. Without objection, the | 
error will be corrected. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sro. 48. That the term ‘‘Chinese” as used in this act includes all persons 
who are Chinese either by birth or descent. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I | 
send to the Clerk’s desk. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri offers an | 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “descent,” at the end of line 12, page 29, insert the follow- 
ing words: 


on Ce ee ee ee ee eee males 
emales; wherever herein personal pronouns are used masculine 
includes the feminine.” 
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Mr. PERKINS. I a that amendment will not prevail. 
This section was repo out in the shape which it now is by a 
committee of which my friend from Missouri | Mr. CLARK] was a 
member, and he found no fault with it then. The addition of the 
final words is pure surplusage, and the opinion of the committee 
was, as my friend from Missouri will remember, that the best 
wording was the general wording, to exclude all those who are 
Chinese either by birth or by descent, well-known legal terms; 
whereas the terms used by the gentleman from Missouri, in my 
judgment, will lead only to confusion. I trust the Committee of 
the Whole will be of the same opinion as were the committee that 
revised this section. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chairman, I will confess very frankly that 
at one time I thought the language used by the majority of the 
committee was sufficient; but when you take into consideration 
the fact that if you leave out this phrase abunt the mixed blood 





| every Chinese who wants to get into the United States will claim 


that he has another strain of blood in him, and you will never be 
able to find out the truth. I am in favor of fixing it so there can 
be no doubt about it, and that is what this amendment will do 
exactly. 

The question being taken on the amendment, the Chairman an- 
nounced that the noes appeared to have it. 

On a division (demanded by Mr. CLARK) there were—ayes 74, 
noes 70. 

Accordingly the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sxc. 50. That nothing in the provisions of this act shall be construed so as 
to prevent the admission of nese into the United States for the purpose of 


| participating in any fair or exposition authorized by act of Congress, subject - 


to such tions as may be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury. 
Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, at the beginning of this ses- 


| sion of Congress I introduced a bill for the extension of the Chi- 


nese-exclusion laws. I congratulate the committee on the result 
of its labors in molding from the various bills presented for its 
consideration the measure now presented for the consideration of 
the House. 

It has ever been the pride of the Republic that the immigrant 
seeking here a home and an asylum has found our outer gates 
swinging inward and a hospitable welcome on his arrival. All 
that we have or should require of him is that he shall be honest, 
physically capable of caring for himself, morally and mentally 
healthy, sincerely desirous of becoming, in spirit as well as in 
fact, one of us; that he should be intelligent enough to under- 
stand and appreciate and be heartily in sympathy with our ideas 
of governmentand willing to assume the responsibilities of Ameri- 
can citizenship. 

It is true that many have come to our shores in the past who 
have not fully measured up to this standard of fitness, but the 


| major portion of the millions of immigrants who have come to us 


from Europe have measurably fulfilled these requirements and in 
the course of time have become of our most valuable citizens— 
honest, industrious, intelligent, Americans in spirit as well as in 
name, who have assisted nobly in the upbuilding and development 
of this great nation. 

But, Mr. Chairman, there are races the members of which seem 
to be utterly lacking in those elements which are essential to citi- 
zenship in a country like ours, whose traits and characteristics, 


| fixed by long centuries of isolation and nonintercourse with the 


outer world, have developed a race of men who, whatever their 


_ virtues may be, are certainly lacking in many of those which 


characterize all of the races which have progressed along the lines 
of civil and religious liberty and free government. 

This is peculiarly and especially true of the Chinese, whose 
continued and more complete exclusion from our shores we 


| expect to provide for by the measure now before the House. 


The Chinaman in America is forever and always an alien. For 
the most part he does not attempt to be or to appear to be any- 
thing else, and when he does the veneer of Americanism is so 
thin as to disclose the Tartar at the slightest touch. It is safe 
to say that no Chinaman ever landed on our shores who ful- 
filled the conditions I have suggested as requisite in a useful im- 
migrant. None ever landed, in my opinion, nor would there be 
likely to any land if allowed so todo, withany other purpose than 
to accumulate a competency with which to return to his native 
country to pass the evening of his day. Now, this may be praise- 
worthy in him from a Chinese standpoint, but from an American 
standpoint it stamps him as a class highly undesirable. 

Not only does the Chinaman land on our shores without the 


slightest thought or expectation of adopting our views or of con- 
forming to our methods, but he comes with habits fixed and 
inflexible, with racial characteristics and racial vices which ren- 
der him unfit for American citizenship even if he desired it. His 
extreme frugality and untiring industry, his self-denial of many 
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of those things which we consider necessities, while in the ab- 
stract they might not be considered in the nature of serious 
faults, render him such a dangerous rival of our citizens in the 
lines of industry which he undertakes as to disturb our entire 
industrial system where he is present in any considerable num- 
bers, with an inevitable tendency toward breaking down and 
lowering American standards of living and our ideals of the 
duties, responsibilities, and possibilities of life outside, beyond, 
and above the mere drudgery of existence. 

So it seems to me, whatever view you take of the Chinese as an 
immigrant, his presence must be considered undesirable and a 
menace to our institutions. He does not wish or desire to come 
here to become an American, to adopt our ideas, to learn of our 
institutions, and to assist in upholding and developing them, there- 
fore he should be denied admittance; and if by chance he should 
so desire he should still be excluded, for his racial instincts, ten- 
dencies, and disposition are such that he must of necessity be for- 
ever a disturbing element in our social and industrial economy. 

I congratulate the committee upon the result of its labors, for 
I believe they have drafted a bill which will more effectually ex- 
clude the Chinese than the present law, and this is a consumma- 
tion greatly to be desired. 

Not only should American labor be protected from a general 
inroad of these people, but no additions whatever should be al- 
lowed to their numbers. No American workingman should be 
compelled to seek employment in competition with them, for he 
can not successfully compete with them without adopting their 
methods of life, and God forbid that any American should be 
brought to the low standards of living of the Chinese cooly. 

I am heartily in favor of those provisions of the bill which pro- 
vide for the exclusion of Chinese coolies from the Philippines and 
Hawaii. Hawaii already has a most serious problem in her large 
Asiatic population, and it should not be added to by a single indi- 
vidual by immigration. 

In the Philippines the people of those islands should be left to 
work out their own salvation under our guidance without the 
competition of hordes of Chinese. It is true that their presence 
there in large numbers might assist in the rapid development of 
some classes of projects, but we might better run the risk of less 
rapid development than invite the danger of further complication 
by large Chinese immigration. 

I am thankful, Mr. Chairman, that our portals are to be still 
more safely guarded against the coming of the yellow peril. I 
have no fear that continued exclusion will affect in any way our 


trade with China; but if it should, it were infinitely better that | 


we never sold China a dollar’s worth of merchandise or produce 
than that we should degrade our people by compelling them to 
compete with coolie labor or endanger our institutions by an influx 
of hordes of the heathen Chinee. [Applause.] 

Mr. BOREING. Mr. Chairman, in the very few words that I 
have to speak on the pending measure I can not say that I either 
desire or expect to change the views or the vote of any member 
of the House, because I believe for once we are all practically 
agreed as to the enactment of a very unusual law. The United 
States has always been and is to-day the habitation of a free people 
and the home of reform, whose Government desires to establish 
trade relations with all countries, and whose missionaries seek to 
convert the heathen in all lands. We must therefore have the 
best of reasons for excluding any class of people from the advan- 
tages afforded by American institutions. 

Hence, Mr. Chairman, it may become necessary for the mem- 


bers of this Congress to give to their constituency and to the | 


country their reasons for passing such a bill as is proposed by 
either the majority or the minority report of the committee. As 
for myself, I shall support the majority report with such amend- 
ments as the Committee of the Whole House may recommend. 
In so doing I do not, in my opinion, commit an unfriendly act to- 
ward the Government of China, because I draw the line, not 
upon nationality, but upon character. 

I do not believe that this country has ever been as strict in the 
enactment and enforcement of emigration laws as it ought to 
have been. If I had my way about it we would require of every 
foreign-born person who seeks either residence or citizenship 
among us a certificate of character from the country from which 
he emigrates, disclosing his antecedents. This would not only 
tend to protect society, but would tend to prevent the assassina- 
tion of our Presidents. 

In my estimation this legislation is in the defense of our homes 
and our people. I mean the homes of our farmers, mechanics, and 
wage earners, as well as the homes of our business and professional 
people. In the American home, the school, and the church are 
taught and developed virtue, intelligence, courage, and patriotism. 
These are the elements that make up American character, all of 
which are totally wanting in that class of Chinese who are excluded 
by this bill. This evil is intensified by the fact that this unde- 
sirable class of people are brought here under contracts both 


| 

| mercenary and vicious, to compete with our laboring class of 
people, in whose homes are taught the virtue and courage that 
make up American manhood and womanhood. 

I will never consent, Mr. Chairman, to any legislation in this 
country that lowers the standard of labor or the laborer. It is 
the testimony and the experience of the representatives and peo- 
ple of California and other localities that have been made the 
dumping ground of these harlots and criminals that they as well 
as the merchant class of Chinamen are not attracted by the forms 
| of our Government, have no sympathy with our institutions. no 
intelligent appreciation of the American womanhood; that they 
bring with them to this country a deep-seated moral leprosy 
(worse than the physical leprosy that they leave behind) which 
tarnéshes American society, undermines American civilization, 
and is detrimental to the morality and progress of our people. 
For these and other reasons I favor the proposed legislation and 
in so doing I am quite sure I reflect the sentiments of my constit- 
uents, because we only fix a standard for immigrants that we re- 
quire of our own people, and cast no reflection upon the better 
class of the Chinese population and offer no offense to the Chinese 
Government. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having taken 
the chair, a message from the Senate, by Mr. Parkinson, its 
| reading clerk, announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 11353) making appropriations for the 
current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department and 
| for fulfilling treaty stipulations with the various Indian tribes for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and for other purposes, in 
which the concurrence of the House of Representatives was re- 
quested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
its amendment to the bill (H. R. 8327) to amend an act entitled 
‘‘An act for the protection of the lives of miners in the Territo- 
ries,’’ disagreed to by the House of Representatives, had agreed 
to the conference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. CLARK of Mon- 
tana, Mr. CLARK of Wyoming, and Mr. Kearns as the conferees 
on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed, with 
amendment, bill of the following title; in which the concurrence 
of the House of Representatives was requested: 

H. R. 7018. An act for the relief of Robert J. Spottswood and 
the heirs of William C. McClellan, deceased. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bills of the following titles: 

H.R. 10117. Anact granting a pension to Sarah H. H. Lowe; and 

H. R. 184, An act to establish and provide for a clerk for the 
oe ri district courts of the United States held at Wilming- 
ton, N. C, 





CHINESE EXCLUSION, 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 
following amendment: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “ Treasury,” line 23, page 29, add “‘ which shall provide effect- 
ively for the deportation of such Chinese as soon as their participation in 
such fair or exposition is completed. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish 
to take the time of the committee inf discussing this amendment. 
I desire only to say that it is to prevent scandals occurring again 
as have been found when Chinese came to participate in Chinese 
villages and were sold after the exhibition had closed. There 
does not seem to be any objection to the measure, as it will only 
strengthen the section. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

Mr. CLARK. I move tostrike out the last word. The situa- 
tion about this bill is this: The majority reported the bill; the 
Democratic minority reporteda substitute, making the provisions 
| more drastic. Every single solitary amendment that has been 
| offered or adopted here to-day was contained in that Democratic 
| substitute. Having got into the bill by way of amendment what 
| we started to get into it, we shall not press the substitute, be- 
| cause we have already accomplished our object of making the bill 
| stronger and more effective. [Applause on the Democratic side}. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, in further support of the gentle- 
| man’s motion to strike out the last word, and that I may have 
| the last word, I will add to what he says that I had not heard be- 
| fore that there was such a question—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ilinois of course 
means in opposition? : 

Mr. HITT. I will change the statement. I will oppose his 
motion to strike out the last word, my purpose being to secure 
the last word for myself. (Laughter. ] 

In the preparation of this bill the patient, 


Mr. Chairman, I offer the 











long-continued, and 
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svucere labors of all the members of the committee were earnestly 
given, including those of the gifted and patriotic gentleman from 
Missouri, not then in the state of mind into which he found him- 


self let down by political needs, nor willing ‘* to party give up what | 
We all worked together, and we | 


was meant for mankind.”’ 
wrought out a bill with much consultation and conciliatory yield- 
ing, without a single dissenting vote, without a single vote against 
its conclusions. 

Afterwards the gentleman who had agreed to this bill, and 
helped make it, brought into the House and presented here the 
Senate committee’s revision of the Kahn bill, the same original 
bill on which we had worked, but changed in the committee room 
of the Senate. We had an impression that the House committee 
was expected by this House to do some work and reportit. We did 
not suppose a bill was to be reported to this House by the Senate 
committee. From the first hour we began work on the bill we 
have considered it with the aid of the members of the House from 
the Pacific coast, who were invited in, they having no members 
on our committee. 

These gentlemen, and those representing the various interests 


in the three weeks of hearings given. The result was that we 
were in a very tolerant frame of mind and endeavored to consult 
and learn from all who were interested. I heard nothing about 
Republicans and nothing about Democrats. For myself I must 
say that I have witnessed the work of your Committee on Foreign 
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Affairs for twenty years, and known it when the country was | 


alternately under the administration of Democrats and Repub- | gpeaker. 


licans, but this is the first time in considering foreign affairs that | 


I have heard of a Democratic minority of that committee [ap- 


this House. 

Mr. Blount, long our chairman, was a stanch Democrat, a 
hard pan Democrat, always zealous for his party on party ques- 
tions, and we honored him for it; but if a stranger had been in 
these galleries when matters from the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs were being discussed by Blount in the House, strenuous as 
he was, no one could have told whether that noble American was 
a Democrat or a Republican. [Loud applause]. 

The gentlemen who compose this committee have endeavored 
in this bill, and will always endeavor, to frame legislation in that 
same spirit; and I feel sure that hereafter my amiable friend from 
Missouri will cordially help us. 

Mr. MERCER. Does the gentleman know of any objection to 
this legislation? 

Mr. HITT. There is really no objection among the members of 
the House to this legislation. It has not been possible to find 
pairs for gentlemen who had to be absent from the expected 
vote, because all were for the bill. 


I move that the committee do now rise and report the bill to | 


the House with a favorable recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Moopy of Massachusetts, Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported 
that that committee had had under tonsideration the bill H. R. 
13031 and instructed him to report the same back to the House 


with sundry amendments, with the recommendation that the | Another reason is that if they liquidate great expense will be in- 


amendments be agreed to, and that the bill as amended do pass. 

The SPEAKER. Isa separate vote demanded on any of the 
amendments? 

A separate vote not being demanded, the amendments were 
submitted to the House in gross, and agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
cent and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 

ime, 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the bill. 

_The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
bill had passed. 

Mr. KLEBERG. I call for a division. 

Mr. HITT. I make the point of order that the call came too 
late, that the result had been announced. 
the vote by which the bill was passed, and move that that motion 
be laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The result was announced, and no gentleman 
rose in his seat to demand a division. 

_ The motion of Mr. Hrrr to lay on the table the motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed was then agreed to. 
REPRINT. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for a re- 
print of the bill (H. R. 12765) relating to reciprocity with Cuba, 
and also the report and the views of the minority. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent for a reprint of the bill H. R. 12765, together with 
the report and the views of the minority, Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none, 


XXXV—— 239 


I move to reconsider | 


| pass the bill. 
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INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
nonconcur in all the Senate amendments to the Indian appropria- 
tion bill and ask for a conference thereon by the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent to take from the table the Indian appropriation bill, 
nonconcur in the amendments of the Senate, and to ask for a con- 
ference thereon. Isthereobjection? [Afterapanse.] The Chair 
hears none. The Chair announces the following conferees: Mr. 
SHERMAN, Mr. Curtis, and Mr. LItTLe. 


CHARTERS OF NATIONAL BANKS. 


Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration. of the bill (S. 176) to provide for the exten- 
sion of the charters of national banks. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Comptroller of the Currency is hereby author- 
ized, in the manner artes by, and under the conditions and limitations 
of, the act of July 12, 1882, to extend for a further period of twenty years the 
charter of any national banking association extended under said act which 


shall desire to continue its existence after the expiration of its charter. 
of labor and industry in all forms, appeared before the committee | 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 

It is simply for the extension of the bank charters. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey moves to 

suspend the rules and pass the bill. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I demand a second, Mr. 


Mr. FOWLER. Iask unanimous consent that the second be 


: ; | considered as ordered. 
plause] or have heard it from the committee upon the floor of | 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I would like to ask the 


| gentleman if he was instructed by the committee to make the 
| motion? 











Mr. FOWLER. Yes; I was. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
this is in order to-day, I understand? 

The SPEAKER. This is an individual suspension. The gen- 
tleman from New Jersey asks unanimous consent that a second 
be considered as ordered. Is there objection? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I object, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint the gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. FowLEr] and the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. RIicHARDSON] as tellers. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported 90 ayes and 47 noes; 
so a second was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey has twenty 
minutes and the gentleman from Tennessee twenty minutes. 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Speaker, only one object is covered by 
this bill and that is to extend the charters of national banks. 
There are, according to the report of the Comtroller of the Cur- 
rency, a list of 280 banks, with an aggregate capital of $66,853,300, 
whose corporate existence will reach their termination for the 
second time during the years 1902-1903. 

The date of the first expiration is July 14, 1902. It is evident 
that it is a matter of the highest importance that the charters of 


And the Chair holds that 


| these banks be extended, because the rights and privileges that 


have grown up under these present charters are of great value. 


curred and great loss must be necessarily borne by the stockhold- 
ers of these corporations. I do not know that I care to say any- 
thing further now upon the bill. Iwillreserve the balance of my 
time until the gentlemen on the other side consume theirs. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I yield five minutes to the 


| gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PADGETT]. 


Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Speaker, the only purpose of this bill is 


‘| to allow national banks now existing and whose charters will ex- 


pire during this and the early part of next year to extend their 
charters. Under the law they might liquidate and reincorporate. 
In order to prevent the necessity of the liquidation of so many 
banks, and forcing the collection of the paper and disturbing 
the business conditions, this bill simply allows them to extend 
their corporate existence for twenty years instead of liquidating 
and reincorporating. 


I see no difficulty in the matter. I voted for the bill in the 


| committee. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I do not care 
to occupy any time, but I will yield to the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. BALL]. 

Mr. BALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I only wish to state that as 
a Democrat who subscribes to the platform of the Democratic 
party, which embodies also my individual convictions, I can not 
follow those members of the minority who have signed this re- 
port. I do not believe individually, nor does the party with 
which J stand, approve of national banks as banks of issue. 

If we are to extend with each recurring Congress banks of is- 


' sue for twenty years to come, I am at loss to understand how the 
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time will ever come when we shall restore to the Government of 
the United States the power to control the circulation, issue cur- 
rency, and coin the money of the country, a function that I be- 
lieve should vest exclusively in the National Government and 
never be surrendered to private corporations. It is no answer to 
this objection to say that banks can reorganize and recharter un- 
der existinglaws. Let the Republican party, which is responsible 
for national banks of issue, take the responsibility for all legis- 
lation looking to their continuance and the enlargement of their 
privileges. Personally I do not think Democrats should vote for 
any proposition in line with Republican policies. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules and 
passing the bill. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Smiru of Kentucky) there were—ayes 85, noes 40. 

Mr. BALL of Texas and Mr. KLEBERG. The yeas and nays, 
Mr. Speaker. : ; 

Mr. PIERCE. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The demand for the yeas and nays has not 
been withdrawn and that is the matter before the House. 
three gentlemen rising, not a sufficient number, and the yeas and 
nays are refused. 

Mr. PIERCE. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER (after counting). One hundred and sixty-one 
members present, not a qnorum. 








Twenty- | 
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Mr. BALL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad- 


journ. 


The question was taken on a division demanded by Mr. SmirH 
of Kentucky and Mr. Bau of Texas. 


The SPEAKER. 


103. 


; On this question the ayes are 53 and the noes 
There not being a quorum present, the Chair orders the 


doors closed and the yeas and nays will be called, so that members 


can vote as their names are called or be marked present. 
question is on suspending the rules and passing the bill. 
favor will vote *‘ aye”’ and those opposed will vote ‘‘ no, 


Clerk will call the roll. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 116, 


The 
Those in 
** and the 


nays 48, 


answered *‘ present ’’ 18, not voting 174; as follows: 


Adams, 
Allen, Me. 
Aplin, 
Bingham, 
Bishop, 


Bowersock, 





Butler, Pa 
Calderhead, 
Cannon, 
Conner, 
Coombs, 
Coop r, Wis. 
Corliss, 
Cousins, 
Cromer, 
Currier, 
Curtis, 
Cushman, 
Dahle, 
Dalzell. 
Darragh, 
Dayton 
Douglas, 
Dovener. 
Emerson, 


Esch, 


Ball. Tex. 
Bowik 
Breazeale, 
Burgess, 
Burleson, 
Burnett, 
Candler, 
Clayton, 

De Armond, 
Flood 





Fox 
Glenn, 
Boreing 

‘ rh 
Crow 

} ‘ 
Griggs 

A 

Adan 
Alexander, 
Aller K 
Babcock 
Jall, Del 
Bankhead, 
Barney 


Bartholdt, 
Bartlett 





YEAS—116. 
Evans, “Knapp, 
Fleming, Kyle 
Pordney, Lacey, 
Foss, Lessler, 
Foster, Vt. Lewis, Pa. 
Fowler, Littlefield. 
Gaines, W. Va. Long, 
Gardner, Mich. Loud, 


Gardner, N. J. 
Gibson. 
Gillet, N. Y. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Graff, 
Graham, 
Green, Pa. 
Greene, Mass. 
Grow, 

Hall, 
Hamilton, 
Haugen, 
Hedge, 
Hemenway, 
Hepburn, 
Hill, 

Hitt. 
Hughes. 
Jones, Wash. 
Kahn, 
Ketcham, 


NAY 


Griffith, 
Hooker. 
Howard, 
Jackson, Kans. 
Johnson, 
Jones, Va. 
Kehoe, 
Kleberg. 
Lassiter, 
Latimer, 
Lindsay, 
Little, 
ANSWERED “ 
Irwin. 
Lever, 
Mahon, 
Mann. 
Metcalf, 


NOT VOTING 


fates, 
Beidler, 
Bell 

sellamy, 
Belmont, 
Benton 
Blackburn, 
Blakeney, 
Boutell, 
Brantley, 


McCleary, 
McClellan, 
McDermott, 
Martin, 
Mercer, 
Meyer, La. 
Minor, 
Mondell, 
Moody, Mass. 
Moody, Oreg. 
Morris, 
Needham, 
Nevin, 
Olmsted, 
Otjen, 
Padgett, 
Palmer, 
Parker, 
Patterson, Pa. 
Payne, 
Pearre, 

S—4s. 

Lloyd, 
McLain, 
Maddox, 
Mickey, 
Miers, Ind, 
Moon, 

Pou, 

Randell, Tex. 
Rhea, Va. 
Richardson, Ala. 
Richardson, Tenn 
Robinson, Ind. 
PRESENT *"—18. 
Overstreet, 
Pierce, 
Salmon, 
Shafroth, 
Small, 


174. 
Brick, 
Bristow. 
rom well, 
ir yussard, 
rown, 
Brownlow, 
Brundidge, 
Bull, 
Burk, Pa. 
Burleigh, 


Perkins, 
Prince, 
Pugsley, 

Ray, N. Y. 
Reeves, 
Russell, 

Scott, 
Sherman, 
Sibley, 

Smith, I. 
Smith, Iowa. 
Smith, S. W. 
Smith, Wm. Alden 
Southwick, 
Sperry, 
Stevens, Minn. 
Stewart, N. Y. 
Storm, 
Sutherland, 
Tawney, 
Tayler, Ohio 
Thomas, Iowa 
Tompkins, N. Y. 
Tongue, 
Vreeland, 
Warner, 
Weeks, 
Woods, 

The Speaker. 


Robinson, Nebr. 
Selby, 

Sims, 

Smith, Ky. 
Stark, 

Tate, 
Underwood, 
Vandiver. 
Wiley. 
Williams, Il. 
Williams, Miss. 
Zenor 


Smith, H. C. 
Wanger, 
Watson. 


Butler, Mo. 
Caldwell, 
Capron, 
Cassel, 
Cass@gham, 
Cochran, 
Connell, 
Conry, 
Cooney, 
Cooper, Tex. 
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Cowherd, Henry, Miss, Maynard, Showalter, 

| Creamer, Henry, Tex. Miller, Skiles, 
Crumpacker, Hildebrant, Moody, N.C, Slayden, 
Cummings, Holliday, Morgan, Snodgrasa, 
Davey, La, Hopkins, Morrell, Snook 

| Davidson, Howell, Moss, Southard, 

| Davis, Fla. Hull, Mudd, Sparkman, 

De Graffenreid Jack, Mutchler, Spight, 

| Deemer, Jackson, Md. Naphen, Steele, 
Dick, Jenkins, Neville, Stephens, Tex. 
Dinsmore, Jett, Newlands, Stewart, N. J. 
Dougherty, Joy. Norton, Sulloway, 
Draper, Kern, Otey, Sulzer, 

| Driscoll, Kitchin, Claude Patterson,Tenn. Swanson, 

| Eddy, Kitchin, Wm. W. Powers, Me. Talbert, 

| Edwards, Kluttz, Powers, Mass. Taylor, Ala. 

| Elliott, Knox, Ransdell, La. Thayer, 
Feely, Lamb, Reeder, Thomas, N. C. 
Fitzgerald, Landis, Reid, Thompson, 

Fletcher, Lanham, Rixey, Tirrell, 
Foerderer, Lawrence, Robb, Tompkins, Ohio 

Foster, Ill. Lester, Roberts, Trimble, 

| Gaines, Tenr, Lewis, Ga. Robertson, La. Van Voorhis, 

| Gilbert, Littauer, Rucker, Wachter, 

Gill. Livingston, Rumple, Wadsworth, 
Goldfogle, Loudenslager, Ruppert. Warnock, 
Gooch, Lovering, Ryan, Wheeler, 

Gordon, McAndrews, Starborough, White, 

| Grosveno™, McCall, Schirm, Wilson, 

| Hanbury, McCulloch, Shackleford, Wooten, 

| Haskins, McLachlan, Shallenberger, Wright, 

| Hay, McRae, Shattuc, Young. 

| Heatwole, Mahoney, Shelden, 

| Henry, Conn. Marshal), Sheppard, 

| 


During the roll call the following proceedings took place: 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I rise to a parliamentary 
inquiry. I wish to ask whether the Chair ordered the call of the 
roll on the motion to adjourn or upon the motion to suspend the 
rules and pass the bili? 

The SPEAKER. Upon the motion to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. What became of the de- 
mand of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAL] for the yeas and 
nays on his motion to adjourn? 

The SPEAKER. There was no such demand made. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I understood the gentleman 
from Texas to call the yeas and nays on his motion to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. Hedidnot. The Clerk will proceed with the 
call of the roll. 

The Clerk resumed the call. 

Mr. BALL of Texas (interrupting the roll call). 
I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. Theroll call can not be interrupted; the gen- 
tleman is out of order. 
| Mr. BALL of Texas. 

I not in order? 

The SPEAKER. Not while the roll is being called. 
| Clerk will proceed. 
| The call of the roll was resumed and concluded. 

The SPEAKER (at the close of the roll call) directed that his 
| name be called, and voted *‘ aye.”’ 

Mr. OLMSTED. I desire to present an excuse for the absence 
| of my colleague, Mr. CONNELL. He has been called home by ill- 
ness in his family. If present, he would vote “ aye.” 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I have a general pair with the gentle- 
man from Missouri, Mr. Cownerp. I desire, therefore, to 
withdraw my vote, which was cast in the affirmative, and to an- 
swer ‘‘ present.”’ 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Speaker, I have voted ‘‘no”’ on this ques- 
tion, but as I am paired with the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. 
HILDEBRANT, I desire to withdraw my vote and be marked 
** present.”’ 

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, Iam paired with the gentleman 
from Rhode Island, Mr. BuLL. Having voted “ no,’’ I desire now 
to withdraw my vote and be marked ** present.”’ 

Mr. METCALF. Mr. Speaker, having voted in the affirmative, 
I desire now to withdraw my vote, as I have a general pair with 
the gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. WHEELER. I ask to be re- 
corded ‘* present.’’ 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. Speaker, I have voted “‘ aye;’’ but as I am 
paired with the gentleman from Georgia, Mr. Livinaston, I ask 
to withdraw my vote and to be recorded ‘‘ present.”’ 

Mr. PIERCE. Mr. Speaker, I have learned that my colleague, 
Mr. BROWNLOW, with whom I have a general pair, is out of the 
city. I therefore desire to withdraw my vote and be recorded 
‘‘present.”’ If my colleague were here, I should vote “no.” __ 

The SPEAKER. The last statement of the gentleman is not 1» 
order. 

Mr. CLARK. I have justascertained that the gentleman from 
Indiana, Mr. LAnpis, with whom I am paired, did not vote on 
this question. I therefore desire to withdraw my vote, which was 
cast in the negative, and be marked ‘‘ present.”’ 

The Clerk announced the following pairs: 


Mr. Speaker, 


On a question of personal privilege am 


The 
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Until further notice: 

. STEELE with Mr. Cooper of Texas. 

. GROSVENOR with Mr. SNOOK, 

. BARNEY with Mr. McRae. 

. SaatTruc with Mr. RucCKER,. 

. IRWIN with Mr. Goocu. 

. BOUTELL with Mr. Griaas., 

. LANDIS with Mr. CLARK. 

. Stewart of New Jersey with Mr. SALMON, 
. SHOWALTER with Mr. SLAYDEN. 

. Eppy with Mr. SHEPPARD. 

. Hoi with Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN, 

. McCay with Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 

. Powers of Maine with Mr. Conry. 

. Scurru with Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN, 

. SHELDEN with Mr. SPIGHT. 

. Henry C. SmitH with Mr. Tay or of Alabama, 
. JENKINS with Mr. LANHAM. 

. CAPRON with Mr. JETT. 

. LOUDENSLAGER with Mr. DE GRAFFENREID. 
. OVERSTREET with Mr. COWHERD., 

. BROWNLOW with Mr. PIERCE. 

. VAN VooRHIS with Mr. Gorpon, 

. SKILES with Mr. TALBERT. 

. RuMPLE with Mr. THOMPSON, 

. DEEMER with Mr. MUTCHLER,. 

. WANGER with Mr. ADAMSON. 

the day: 

. WADSWORTH with Mr. McANDREWSsS, 

. HOWELL with Mr. SHACKLEFORD, 

. ACHESON with Mr. DouGHERTY. 

. BEIDLER with Mr. SHALLENBERGER, 

. Bascock with Mr. RUPPERT. 

. BLACKBURN with Mr. K.Lurrz. 

. McLACHLAN with Mr. GOLDFOGLE, 

. HILDEBRANDT with Mr. LEVER. 

. ALEXANDER with Mr. SHAFROTH, 

. FOERDERER with Mr. SULZER. 

. HEATWOLE with Mr. BRANTLEY, 

. JACK with Mr. FINLEY. 

. FOWLER with Mr. BARTLETT. 

. Burk of Pennsylvania with Mr. ELLiorr. 
. Mupp with Mr. Henry of Texas. 

. BARTHOLDT with Mr. KERN. 

. Dick with Mr, BELMONT. 

. SULLOWAY with Mr. SNODGRASS. 

. WRIGHT with Mr. LESTER. 

. WATSON with Mr. LIvINnasToN. 

. LAWRENCE with Mr. BELL. 

. FLETCHER with Mr. BANKHEAD. 

. BATES with Mr. BELLAMY. 

. BALL of Delaware with Mr. ALLEN of Kentucky. 
. WACHTER with Mr. SMALL. 

. BRICK with Mr. BRUNDIDGE. 

. BLAKENEY with Mr. Brovussarp. 

. Bristow with Mr. Butier of Missouri. 

. Brown with Mr. CALDWELL. 

. BURLEIGH with Mr, SPARKMAN, 

. CASSEL with Mr. CocHRAN. 

. CONNELL with Mr. Cooney. 

. CRUMPACKER with Mr. Lams. 

. DAVIDSON with Mr. DinsMorRE. 

. DRAPER with Mr. Davis of Florida. 

. DriscoL. with Mr. FrrzGreravp. 

. GILL with Mr. Foster of Illinois. 

. Henry of Connecticut with Mr. Garves of Tennessee. 
. HANBURY with Mr. Hay. 

. HASKINS with Mr. Henry of Mississippi. 

. HOLLIDAY with Mr. McCuL.ocu. 

. Hopkins with Mr. MAHonrEy. 

. JACKSON of Maryland with Mr. MayNarp. 
. Knox with Mr. NapHen. 

. LITTAVER with Mr. Norton. 

. MARSHALL with Mr. Patrrerson of Tennessee. 
. MILLER with Mr. Ranspexy of Louisiana. 
. Moopy of North Carolina with Mr. Rerp. 
. MORRELL with Mr. Rrxey. 

. MORGAN with Mr. Roger. 

. PowrErsof Massachusetts with Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana 
. REEDER with Mr. Ryan. 

. ROBERTS with Mr. Swanson. 

. TIRRELL with Mr. THavEr. 

. SOUTHARD with Mr. Wiison. 

. Moss with Mr. NewLanps. 

. WARNOCK with Mr. Frery. 


Mr. Tompkins of Ohio with Mr, THomas of North Carolina, 


For the session: 

Mr. Coomss with Mr. Davey of Louisiana. 

Mr. BULL with Mr. CROWLEY. 

Mr. MAHON with Mr. OTEy. 

Mr. METCALF with Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. 
Mr. BROMWELL with Mr. CassINGHAM. 

Mr. BorEING with Mr. TRIMBLE. 

Mr. YounG with Mr. BENTON. 

For this vote: 

Mr. GRAHAM with Mr. SCARBOROUGH. 

Until Wednesday: 

‘Mr. Joy with Mr. CUMMINGS. 

Until the 18th: 

Mr. Loverine with Mr. Lewis of Georgia. 
The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills. re- 
ported that*they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 7990. An act granting an increase of pension to Uriah 
Reams; 

H. R. 10044. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Larzalere; 

H. R. 11381. An act granting an increase of pension to Abra- 
ham N. Bradfield; 

H. R. 101938. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Hollister; 

H. R. 10363. An act to authorize the establishment of a life- 
saving station on Ocracoke Island, on the coast of North Carolina; 

H. R. 9821. An act granting a pension to John W. Moore; 

H. R. 1706. An act granting an increase of pension to John E. 
White; 

H. R. 6466. An act granting a pension to Josephine M. Dustin; 

H. R. 3180. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
S. Dickenson; 

H. R. 6713. An act granting an increase of pension to Freeman 
R. E. Chanaberry; 

H. R. 5413. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred H. 
Van Vliet; 

H. R. 1011. An act granting an increase of pension to John S. 
Raulett; 

H. R. 3418. An act granting a pension to Dennis Dyer; 
oe R. 6029. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 

elly; 

H. R. 11409. An act to authorize the construction of a traffic 
bridge across the Savannah River, etc.; 

H. R. 11375. An act granting a pension to Charles F. Merrill; 

H. R. 10289. An act granting a pension to Eliza Stewart: 

H. R. 9301. An act granting an increase of pension to Barbara 


| McDonald; 


| 


' 
} 


H. R. 3084. An act for the relief of bona fide settlers in forest 
reserves; 

H. R. 2120. An act granting an increase of pension to Horatio 
N. Warren; and 

H. R. 2124. An act granting an increase of pension to Dewit C. 
McCoy. 
ENROLLED BILL PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT OF 

STATES. 

Mr. WACHTER also, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
reported that they had presented this day to the President of the 
United States for his approval bill of the following title: 

H. R. 13360. An act making appropriations to supply additional 
urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1902, and for other purposes. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
FOERDERER, for four days, on account of important business. 

Then, on motion of Mr. Payne (at 5 o'clock and 48 minutes), 
the House adjourned until 12 o’clock to-morrow. 


THE UNITED 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV. the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 


follows: 


A letter from the secretary of the American National Red 
Cress, transmitting the annual report for the year ended Decem- 


| ber 31, 1901—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered 


to be printed, except accompanying pamphlet. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Ella Adamson, administratrix of estate of Frederick Read, against 
the United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed, 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota, from the Committee on Mines 
and Mining, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 156) 
to provide for the payment of unexpended moneys deposited to 
cover costs of platting and office work in connection with min- 
ing claims, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1467); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MONDELL, from the Committee on Irrigation of Arid 
Lands, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3057) ap- 
propriating the receipts from the saleand disposal of public lands 
in certain States and Territories to the construction of irrigation 


BILLS AND 


works for the reclamation of arid lands, reported the same with | 
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1468); which said bill | 


and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 
Mr. BABCOCK, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 


bia, to which was referred the bill of the House H. R. 11173, re- | 


ported in lieu thereof a substitute (H. R. 13405), authorizing the 
Washington Gaslight Company to purchase the Georgetown Gas- 
light Company, and for other purposes, accompanied by a report 


(No. 1469); which said bill and report were referred to the House | 


Calendar. 

Mr. CURTIS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13328) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act for the relief and civilization of the Chippewa 
Indians in the State of Minnesota,”’ approved January 14, 1889, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1473); which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the | 


following titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 


to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, | 


as follows: 


Mr. KLEBERG, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8840) granting 
an increase of pension to J. H. Lauchley, reported the same with 


amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1426); which said bill | 


and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 962) 
granting a pension to Rodney W. Anderson, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1427); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. DARRAGH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8145) granting | 


n increase of pension to Harvey B. Linton, reported the same 


h amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1428); which said | 


iil and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6063) granting 

an increase of pension to John Brill, reported the same with 
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1429); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. 

which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9950) granting 
an increase of pension to Moses Whitcomb, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1430); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


He also. from the same committee, to which was referred the | 


bill of the House (H. R. 7041) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Pleasant, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1431); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KLEBERG., from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2817) granting : 
n to John Beeson, reported the same with amendments, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1432); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD. from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11051) grant- 


pensi 


ing an increase of pension to Henry E. Williams, reported the | 


same with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1433); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. APLIN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7367) granting a pension 
to Ellen D. Campbell, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
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| panied by a report (No. 1434); which said bill and report were 
| referred to the Private Calendar. 
| Mr. KLEBERG, from the Committee on Invalid Pensicns, to 
| which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13146) granting 
| an increase of pension to Charles H. Helmcamp, reported the 
| same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1435); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
| Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
| Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2486) 
| granting an increase of pension to William Matthews, reported 
| the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1436); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 1528) granting an increase of pension to 
| Charles Dalyrmple, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
| companied by a report (No. 1437); which said bill and report 
| were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12148) granting 
an increase of pension to Frederick O. Clark, reported the same 
| with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1438); which 

said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 9544) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Barry, reported the same with amendments, accom- 
panied by a report (No 1439); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2660) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry Runnebaum, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1440); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. APLIN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
| was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10795) granting an in- 
| crease of pension to William A. Campbell, reported the same 
| without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1441); which 
| said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
| Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
| sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13037) 
granting an increase of pension to Frank W. Anderton, reported 
the same with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1442); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. KLEBERG, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11783) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles M. Montgomery, reported the 
| same with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1443); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9819) 
granting an increase of pension to Robert A. Pinn, reported the 
| same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1444); 
| which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 10899) granting an increase of pension to 
William Warner, Company A, Two hundredth Regiment Penn- 
| sylvania Volunteer Infantry, reported the same with amendments, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1445); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred tho 
bill of the House (H. R. 12995) granting an increase of pension 
to John Lilley, reported the same with amendments, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1446); which said bill and report were referred 
| to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KLEBERG, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 

| which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4451) granting an 
increase of pension to George K. Thompson, reported the same 
with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1447); which 

| said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. APLIN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 

| was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3524) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Frederick A. Slocum, reported the same with 
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1448); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
| bill of the House (H. R. 7110) granting an increase of pension to 

Mrs. B. F. Power, reported the same with amendments, accom- 

panied by a report (No. 1449); which said bill and report were re- 
| ferred to the Private Calendar. 
| He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 12977) granting an increase of pension to 
William L. Church, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1450); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. ; 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6897} 
granting an increase of pension to William G, Buchanan, reported 


| 
| 
| 
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the same with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1451); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1238) granting a 
pension to Margaret A. Stuart, —— the same with amend- 


ments, accompanied by a report (No. 1452); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12683) grant- 
ing a pension to Sarah L. Bates, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1453); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DARRAGH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3262) granting 
an increase of pension to David T. Bruck, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1454); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 11170) granting an increase of pension to 
William Kunselman, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1455); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 12770) granting a pension to Carrie M. 
Schofield, reported the same with amendments, accompanied by a 
report (No. 1456); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3323) to 
pension Daniel L. Mallicoat, reported the same with amendments, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1457); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 721) granting an increase of pension to 
Lavalette D. Dickey, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1458); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 12239) granting an increase of pension to 


Agnes Clark, reported the same with amendments, accompanied | 


by a report (No. 1459); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1745) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Marvin Chandler, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1460); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CROWLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7507) granting 
an increase of pension to James M. Ashley, reported the same 
with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1461); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KLEBERG, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12446) granting 
a pension to Mary Shearer, reported the same with amendments, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1462); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
2849) to increase the pension of Charles 8. Ely, reported the same 
with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1463); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3592) for the re- 
lief of Henry Lane, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1464); which Said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. OTEY, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 3385) for the relief of George 
C, Ellison, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1465); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. THOMAS of Iowa, from the Committee on Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8183) to grant 
authority and jurisdiction to the Court of Claims, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1466); 
— said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 

( P. 

Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 363) for the relief of the 
University of Kansas, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1470); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. REID, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 7792) for the relief of John L. 
Young, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
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report (No. 1471); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11007) for the relief of 
Capt. Herman C. Schumm, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1472); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont, from the Committee on Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10775) for the 
relief of Charles E. Sapp, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1478); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Claims, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2441) for the 
relief of William M. Bird, James F. Redding, Henry F. Welch, 
and others, reported the same with amendments, accompanied by 
a report (No. 1479); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar, 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
2909) for the relief of Rev. George W. C. Smith, and the same 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXTI, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 13404) fixing the punishment 
for the larceny of horses, cattle, and other live stock in the In- 
dian Territory, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BABCOCK, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia: A bill (H. R. 13405) authorizing the Washington Gas- 
light Company to purchase the Georgetown Gaslight Company, 
and for other purposes, as a substitute for H. R. 11173—to the 
House Calendar. 

By Mr. MORRIS: A bill (H. R. 13432) to ratify and confirm an 
agreement with the Red Lake and Pembina bands of Indians of 
the Red Lake Reservation, Minn., and making appropriation to 
carry the same into effect—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BULL: A bill (H. R. 13433) providing for the retire- 
ment of petty officers and enlisted men of the Navy—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13434) to provide for an increase in the Pay 
Corps of the Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 13488) to promote the efficiency 
of the clerical service in the Navy of the United States, to organ- 
ize a clerical corps of the Navy of the United States, to define its 
duties, and regulate its pay—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
,- By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 13444) relating to the retire- 
ment of officers of the Army who served previous to April 9, 
1865—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A joint resolution (H. J. 
Res. 173) to authorize the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia to issue certain temporary permits—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. THAYER: Resolution (H. Res. 203) that the Attorney- 
General be requested to inform the House of Representatives 
what steps have been taken toward investigating the beef trust— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By the SPEAKER: Memorial from the legislature of Colorado, 
against retirement of greenbacks—to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

By Mr. BELL: Memorial of the Colorado legislature concern- 
ing the Philippine Islands—to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the Colorado legislature against retirement of 
greenbacks—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALLEN of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 13406) granting 
an increase of pension Edmon H. Short—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COONEY: A bill (H. R. 13407) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of Silas Nicholson—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CROWLEY: A bill (H. R. 13408) granting a pension 


to Andrew Switzer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 13409) to remove the 
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charge of desertion from the military record of Thomas D. Frank- 
lin—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13410) grafting an increase of pension to 
Philip Hawn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13411) granting an increase of pension to 
Clarence D. Hess—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13412) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob L. Etnire—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13413) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 13414) granting a pension to 
Mrs. E. M. Campdoras—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13415) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob F. Denneler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 13416) granting an increase of 


pension to Mrs. Isabella H. Thompson—to the Committee on In- | 


valid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 13417) granting an increase of pension to | 


Zebulon M. Burns—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 13418) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Lilian T. Wood—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

Also, A bill (H. R. 13419) granting a pension to Florence R. 
Russell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 13420) to pay Velvia Tucker 


arrears of pension due her father, William N. Tucker—to the | 


Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. IRWIN: A bill (H. R. 13421) for the relief of William 
5. Hoskins—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. JONES of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 13422) for the relief | 


of Henry Newman—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KEHOE: A bill (H. R. 13423) granting an increase of 
pension to Elizabeth Wall—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. LOVERING: A bill (H. R. 13424) granting an increase 
of pension to Edward F. Hassett—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 13425) granting an in- 


crease of pension to William B. Padgett—to the Committee on | 


Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. MOODY of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 13426) for | 


the relief of H. M. Dickson, William T. Mason, the Dickson- 
Mason Lumber Company, and D. L. Boyd—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. MORRELL: A bill (H. R. 13427) granting an increase 
of pension to Daniel Foley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 13428) for relief of James W. 
Hardin and to remove charge of desertion—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. REID (by request): A bill (H. R. 13429) to remove 


charge of desertion against James H. Tilley—to the Committee on | 


Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 13430) granting an increase 
of pension to Jacob H. Hege—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 13431) granting 
an increase of pension to David W. Reed—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 13435) granting an increase of 
pension to Ira Waldo—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 13436) 
granting an increase of pension to Charles A. Adams—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. WATSON: A bill (H. R. 13487) granting an increase | 
of pension to Samuel W. Overman—to the Committee on Invalid | 


Pensions. 

By Mr. CURRIER: A. bill (H. R. 13439) granting an increase 
of pension to William Blanchard—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

3y Mr. DAHLE: A bill (H. R. 13440) granting an increase of 
pension to John W. Roberts—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

3y Mr. GILLETT of New York: A bill (H. R. 13441) granting 
an increase of pension to W. W. Winegar—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. HEMENWAY: A bill (H. R. 13442) granting a pension | 


to John Eskew—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 13443) 


granting a pension to Sarah G. Williams—to the Committee on | 


Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Resolutions of Holbrook Lodge*’No. 378, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of McKees Rocks, Pa., 
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favoring the passage of the Hoar-Grosvenor anti-injunction bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. APLIN: Resolutions of Michigan State Grange, Patrons 
of Husbandry, against the passage of the ship-subsidy bill—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen No. 562, 
Alpena, Mich., in favor of the extension of the Chinese-exclusion 
law—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BABCOCKE: Petition of citizens of Hillsboro, Wis,, 
urging the passage of House bills 178 and 179, proposing to reduce 
the tax on whisky—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: Resolutions of the mayor and council of 
the city of Valdosta, Ga., favoring House bill 12205, to establish 


|a United States circuit and district court at Valdosta—to the 


Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BELL: Resolutions of the Labor Union of Cripple Creek, 
Colo., favoring an educational qualification for immigrants—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: Petition of citizens of <Al- 
| cester, 8. Dak., in favor of House bills 178 and 179, reducing the 
| tax on distilled spirits—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
| By Mr. BURLESON: Resolutions of Retail Clerks’ Union No. 
| 458, of Taylor, Tex., favoring the exclusion of Chinese laborers— 
to the Committee on Foréign Affairs. 

By Mr. CURRIER: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Colebrook, N. H., for an amendment to the 
Constitution prohibiting polygamy—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: Petition of Polish Society of Mich- 
igan City, Ind., favoring House bill 16, for the erection of an 
equestrian statue of the late General Pulaski at Washington, 
D. C.—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, petition of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 335, of Hammond, 
Ind., against a reciprocity treaty with Cuba—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 
| By Mr. CURTIS: Resolution of Department of Kansas, Grand 
| Army of the Republic, favoring the passage of House bill 5796, to 
| promote the efficiency of the Revenue-Cutter Service—to the Com- 

mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, protest of business men of Corning and Leona, Kans., 
against the enactment of House bill 6578, known as the parcels- 
post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of Division No. 28, Order of Railway Con- 
ductors, Atchison, Kans., favoring the passage of the Hoar- 
Grosvenor anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Aiso, resolutions of Retail Clerks’ Union of Horton, Kans.. and 
“division No. 28, Order of Railway Conductors, of Atchison, Kans., 
| favoring the reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion law—to the 
| Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. DAYTON: Papers to accompany House bill 13417, grant- 
| ing a pension to Zebulon M. Burns—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of the National Association of State 
Dairy and Food departments, for uniform legislation for the con- 
duct of said departments—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: Petition of Bricklayers and Masons’ Union 
No. 1, of Butte, Mont., and of Miners’ Union No. 45, of Bridger, 
Mont., favoring a restriction of the immigration of cheap labor 

from Europe to the United States—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolution of Yellowstone Division, No. 191, Order of Rail- 
| way Conductors, Glendive, Mont., favoring the continued exclu- 
sion of Chinese laborers—to the Committee on Foreign Affaiis. 

Also, resolutions of Typographical Union No. 255, Anaconda, 
and Yellowstone Division, No. 191, Order of Railway Conductors, 
Glendive, Mont., favoring an educational restriction on immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Resolutions of Martin 8. Delaney Circle, 
No. 122, Ladies of Grand Army of the Republic, of Allegheny, 
Pa., favoring a bill providing pensions to certain officers and men 
in the Army and Navy of the United States when 50 years of age 
and over and increasing widows’ pensions to $12 per month—to 
| the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the National Association of State Dairy and 
Food Departments, in favor of uniform legislation for the con- 
duct and operation of said departments—to the Committee on 
| Agriculture. : 

By Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania: Resolutions of Bricklayers 
Union No. 15, of Allentown, Pa., favoring an educational quali- 
fication for immigrants—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Protest of Pomona Grange No. 22, Pa- 
trons of Husbandry, of Jefferson County, Ind., against the pas- 
sage of the ship subsidy bill—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Resolution of United Mine Workers 
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No. 255, of Dugger, Ind., favoring the passage of House bill No. 
6565, known as the Grosvenor pure-fiber bill—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen No. 297, 
Toledo, Ohio, and Order of Railway Conductors No. 270, of 
Youngstown, Ohio, and Trade and Labor Council of Chillicothe, 
Ohio, favoring the passage of the Grosvenor anti-injunction bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Resolutions of C. E. Boynton Lodge, No. 
18, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Eagle Grove, Wright 
County, Iowa, in support of the bill known as “‘the Foraker- 
Corliss safety-appliance bill’’—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: Petition of R. B. Hayes Post, No. 120, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Illinois, for investi- 
gation of administration of Bureau of Pensions—to the Commit- 
tee on Rules. , 

By Mr. KERN: Petition of sundry citizens of Carlyle, Ml., fa- 
voring House bills 178 and 179, for reduction of tax on liquor— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of Central Trades Labor Assembly of Sparta; 
Federal Labor Union No. 8533, of Marissa, Ill., and Arnold Lodge, 
No 44, Locomotive Firemen, East St. Louis, Ill., favoring an edu- 
cational test for restriction of immigration—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of citizens of Ottumwa, Iowa, for the 
appointment of a commission to investigate equal suffrage—to 
the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Resolution of Levi P. Morton Club, of Brook- 


lyn, N. Y., indorsing House bill 6279, to increase the pay of letter | 


carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of the Federation of Labor, favoring the re- 
enactment of the Chinese-exclusion law—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MAHON: Resolution of Colonel P. D. Housum Post, 
No. 309, Grand Army of the Republic, Chambersburg, Pa., in 
relation to the extension of the post-exchange system—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


Also, resolution of Broad Top Division, No. 158, order of Rail- | 
a., for the further restriction of | 


way Conductors, Huntingdon, 


immigration—to the Committee-on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 





By Mr. McRAE: Petition of Adams Division, No. 59, Order of | 
Railway Conductors, of Texarkana, Ark., favoring an educational | 


qualification for immigrants—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts: Resolutions of Cigar Mak- 
ers’ Union No. 324, Riggers, Tarers, and Scrapers’ Union No. 
9599, of Gloucester, Mass., and Local Union No. 247, of Salem, 


Mass., favoring an educational qualification for immigrants—to | 


the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. MOODY of North Carolina: Petition of citizens of the 
State of North Carolina in relation to the claim of Harvey M. 
Dickson, William T. Mason, The Dickson-Mason Lumber Com- 
pany, and David L. Boyd against the United States for damages 
on account of a certain injunction suit brought against said 
parties by the United States—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MOODY of Oregon: Petition of citizens of Malheur 
County, Oreg., relative to the leasing of public lands—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, resolution of Miners’ Union No. 42, of Bourne, Oreg., 
favoring a restrietion of immigration and cheap labor—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. MOON: Papers toaccompany House bill 1269, in behalf 
of William D. Humbard—to the Toeaelbine on Appropriations. 

Also, affidavits of R. H. Howard, H. F. Rogers, H. D. Huffaker, 
T. E. Abernathy, M. D.,8. T. Fowler, Henry R. Jordan, and 
H. J. Springfield, to accompany House bill 8049, for the relief of 
H. J. Springfield—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORRELL: Memorial by the National Association of 
State Dairy and Food Departments, in favor of uniform legisla- 
tion for the conduct and operation of the said departments—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Shirt Waist and Laundry Workers’ Union 
of Philadelphia, Pa., for the further restriction of immigration— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. ROBB: Resolutions of Federal Labor Union No. 9402, 
of Fredericktown, Mo., favoring an educational qualification for 
ee the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 

ion. 

By Mr. RYAN: Resolutions of Branches Nos. 16, 61, 208, and 
344, and St. Valentine Branch, Societies of the Polish National 
Alliance, all of Buffalo, N. Y., favoring the erection of a statue to 
the laie Brigadier-General Count Pulaski at W' —to the 
eee Lf got 

_ By ir. SC : Resolutions of Patapsco Lodge, No. 432; - 
timore, Md., Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, athe tke 


passage of the Hoar-Grosvenor anti-injunction bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SHALLENBERGER: Petition of J. C. Den and other 
citizens of Arapahoe, Nebr., in favor of House bills 170 and 179— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting an increase of 
pension to Samuel L. Brass—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. STEELE: Resolutions of Martha Washington Circle, 
No. 21, Ladies of Grand Army of the Republic, Marion, Ind., 
favoring a bill — pensions to certain officers and men in 
the Army and Navy of the United States when 50 years of age 


| and over, and increasing widows’ pensions to $12 per month—to 


the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of Union No. 227, Painters and Decorators, of 
Hartford City, Ind., for the exclusion of illiterate immigrants— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama: Resolutions of Gulf City Lodge, 
No. 487, Railroad Trainmen, of Mobile, Ala., for the further re- 
striction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. WACHTER: Petitions of citizens of Baltimore, Md.,in 
favor of amendments to the bankruptcy act—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill granting a pension to Mor- 
ris B. Slawson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WANGER: Resolution of Graham Post, No. 106, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Pottstown, Pa., favoring the passage of 
House bill 3067—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: Paper to accompany House bill 
granting an increase of pension to David W. Reed—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. WRIGHT: Resolutions of Watkins Post, No. 68, and 
Captain James Ham Circle, No. 76, Grand Army of the Republic, 


| Department of Pennsylvania, favoring the passage of House bill 


3067—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, April 8, 1902. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Miizvry, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. TELLER, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap- 
proved, if there be no objection. It is approved. 

AMERICAN NATIONAL RED CROSS SOCIETY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a communication from the secretary of the American Na- 
tional Red Cross Society, transmitting, pursuant to law, the an- 
nual report of that society for the year ended December 31, 1901. 
The Chair suggests that the communication and accompanying 
papers be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and 
that only the typewritten part of the report be printed. With- 
out objection, it will be so ordered. 

COLUMBIA HOSPITAL FOR WOMEN. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. McComas a di- 
rector, on the part of the Senate, of the Columbia Hospital for 
Women and Lying-in Asylum, under the provisions of the act of 
June 10, 1872. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 

BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 


| the bill (S. 176) to provide for the extension of the charters of 





national banks. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
10530) to repeal war-revenue taxation, and for other purposes. 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11353) mak- 
ing appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the 
Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and 
for other purposes, asks a conference with the Senate on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 
SHERMAN, Mr. Curtis, and Mr, LitTLE managers at the confer- 
ence on the part of the House. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


_ The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the President pro tempore: 
Pon bill (S. 1025) to promote the efficiency of the Revenue-Cutter 

rvice; 


MT Oe 


cis 


Sameera: 


2, ES 


Gerth ae 








3816 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





APRIL 8, 





e.. —_ (H. R. 1011) granting an increase of pension to John 8. 
aulett; 

A bill (H. R. 1706) granting an increase of pension to John E. 
White: 

A bill (H. R. 2120) 
N. Warren; 

A bill (H. R, 2124) 
McCoy; 

A bill (H. R. 3084) 
‘serves; 

A bill (H. R. 3180) 
S. Dickenson: 

A bill (H. R. 8418) 

A bill (H. R. 5413) 
H,. Van Vliet; 

A bill (H. R. 6029) 
Kelly; 

A bill (H. R. 6466) 

A bill (H. R. 6713) 
R. E. Chanaberry; 

A bill (H. R. 7990) 
Reams; 

A bill (H. R. 9301) 
McDonald; 

A bill (H. R. 9821) granting a pension to John W. Moore: 

A bill (H. R. 10044) granting an increase of pension to William 
Larzalere; 

A bill (H. R. 10193 
Hollister: 

A bill (H. R. 10289) granting a pension to Eliza Stewart; 

A bill (H. R. 10363) to authorize the establishment of a life- 
saving station on Ocracoke Island, on the coast of North Carolina; 
A bill (H. R. 11375) granting a pension to Charles F. Merrill; 

A bill (H. R. 11381) granting an increase of pension to Abraham 
N. Bradfield: and 

A bill (H. R. 11409) to authorize the construction of a traffic 
bridge across the Savannah River, etc. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair presents a remon- 
strance from business men of San Francisco and the Pacific coast 
against the passage of the Chinese-exclusion bill in its present 
lorm, etc. 

Mr. KEAN. lIask that it may be read. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from New Jersey 
asks that the telegram may be read. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, and it will be read. 

The memorial was read, and ordered to lie on the table, as 
follows: 


granting an increase of pension to Horatio 
a granting an increase of pension to Dewit 
. for the relief of bona fide settlers in forest 
granting an increase of pension to Edward 


granting 
granting 


a pension to Dennis Dyer; 
an increase of pension to Alfred 
granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 


granting 
granting 


a pension to Josephine M. Dustin; 
an increase of pension to Freeman 


granting an increase of pension to Uriah 


granting an increase of pension to Barbara 


) granting an increase of pension to John 


[Telegram. ] 
SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 8, 1902. 
P. FRYE, 
sident of 


Hon. W. 


Pre Senate, Washington, D. C. 

f legitimate Chinese merchants that will result from the 

<clusion act now being debated in the Senate is an act of 

j the mercantile and merchant interests of the Pacific coast, 

nd in Francisco in particular, and we hereby respectfully protest against 

ich justice and request that the bill be so amended as to freely and legiti- 
i nt class of Chinese. Any special committee insisting 


‘lusion ¢ 











passing of the e 


TO 


mat n ia 


exclusion of Chinese merchants does not voice the sentiment or de- 


of soldiers to $12 per month; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of American Flint Glass Workers’ 
Union No. 36, American Federation of Labor, of Monaca, Pa., 
praying for the reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion law; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of sundry citizens of Peo- 
ria, of the Cigar Makers’ Local Union of Galesburg, of the 
Plow Workers’ Local Union of Springfield, of the Lathers’ 
Local Union of Springfield, and of sundry citizens of Chicago 
and Galesburg. all in the State of Dlinois, praying for the re- 
enactment of the Chinese-exclusion law; which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of Amalgamated Societies of Engi- 
neers Nos. 594and 595, of Chicago; of Branch No. 2, Amalgamated 
Society of Engineers, of Chicago; of Painters’ Local Union No. 66, 


| of Quincy; of Brushmakers’ Local Union No. 6980, of Chicago; 


th iterested in the mercantile welfare of San Francisco and in | 


the development of the commerce of this port. 


Claus Spreckels, Thomas Brown, J. W. Helman, W. H. Crocker, | 


Chas. Webb Howard, A. H. Payson, P. N. Lilienthal, J 
Donohue, Ant. Borel, H. T. Scott, J. D. Grant, Jno. Parrott, 
G. W. Kline, Levi Strauss, Chas. Holbrook, Warren D. Clark, 
Percy T. Morgan, Leon Sloss, C. E. Green, C. Deguigne, John F. 
Merrill, W. C. Ralston, E. W. Hopkins, John L. Howard, A. F. 
Morrison, W. B. Bowen, H. C. Seestion. Geo. Abbott, 8. C. 
Buckbee, Geo. A. Newhall, Geo. W. McNear, William Babcock, 
Bernard Faymouville, Geo. A. Pope, Alfred 8. Tubbs, F. W. 
Zeile. 


Mr. QUAY presented a memorial of the United Labor League | 


of Western Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the enactment 
of legislation to license electricians and to regulate electrical wir- 
ing in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Wholesale Lumber Dealers’ 
Association, of Pittsburg, Pa., praying for the enactment of legis- 


lation providing for the abolition of the foreign landing charge | 


imposed by steamship companies upon lumber and other export 
products; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


He also presented petitions of G. Tucker Post, No. 52, Depart- | 


ment of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Republic, of Lewis- 
burg; of A. G. Reed Post, No. 105, Department of Pennsylvania, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Butler, and of Cavalry Post, 
No. 35, Department of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, of Philadelphia, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for 
the enactment of legislation providing pensions to certain officers 
and men in the Army and Navy of the United States when 50 
years of age and over, aud to increase the pensions of the widows 


A. | 


| 





of Metropolis Federal Labor Union No. 9280, of Metropolis; of 
Federal Labor Union No. 8997, American Federation of Labor, of 
Salem, and of Lodge No. 499, Brotherhood of Locomotive Fire- 
men, of Chicago, all in the State of Illinois, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation providing an educational test for immigrants 
to this country; which were referred to the Committee on Immi- 
gration. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I present a petition signed by 319 Ameri- 
cen citizens of Honolulu on the subject of Asiaticexclusion. It is 
short, and I should like to have it read and printed as a document. 

There being no objection, the petition was read, as follows: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America, greeting: 

We, the undersigned citizens of the United States, do hereby represent— 

First. That the present and future prosperity of this nation depends ina 
great measure on the maintenance of the present high standard of living of 
its inhabitants. 

Second. That this standard can not be maintained if the sphere of the 
American mechanic is invaded by the hordes of Asia, whose mode of life en- 
ables them to live comfortably on a sum which to an American would be a 
mere pittance. 

Third. That at present fully 75 per cent of all the labor of the Hawaiian 
Islands, both skilled and unskilled,is being performed entirely by Orientals. 

Fourth. That practically all the labor, both skilled and unskilled, which 
has been performed on buildings and grounds in this Territory for the Fed- 
eral Government has been and is still being performed entirely by Japanese 
and Chinese, to the entire exclusion of competent American mechanics, who, 
by reason of these conditions, are at present forced into almost complete 
idleness. 

Fifth. That the population of the Hawaiian Territory is 150,000, of whom 
the Chinese and Japanese number nearly 87,000, the Americans about 5,000, 
and the natives 37,000. ; 

Sixth. That by rigidly excluding all Orientals from this Territory and 
from the United States conditions would soon become such that American 
citizens would be enabled to earn a living for themselves and families, which 
they are now practically unable to do on account of the deplorable and en- 
tirely un-American conditions now existing here. 

Seventh. That, for the reasons above set forth, your potitioners earnestly 
ask that suitable legislation be framed the results of which would be 

First. The complete exclusion of both Japanese and Chinese or their de- 
scendants from American territory. 

Second. The requirement that all labor of every description whatsoever 
which is performed for the Federal Government shall be done by, and only 
by, citizens of the United States. 

And your petitioners will ever pray. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado 
asks that the petition be printed as a document. Is there objec- 
tion? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. j 

Mr. CULLOM. I think it ought to be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico, 

Mr. FORAKER. I suggest that it be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so referred. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of sundry citizens of Byfield, 
Mass., praying for the reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion law; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of Riggers, Tarers, and Scrapers’ 
Local Union No. 9599, of Gloucester; of Textile Workers’ Local 
Union No. 188, of Northampton; of Painters, Decorators, and 
Paperhangers’ Local Union No. 247, of Salem; of Switchers’ 
Local Union No. 44, of Brockton, and of Painters’ Local Union 
No. 419, of Spencer, all in the State of Massachusetts, praying 
for the enactment of legislation providing an educational test for 
immigrants to this country; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Immigration. 

He also presented a memorial of the West Newton Woman's 
Alliance and sundry other citizens of West Newton, Mass., re- 
monstrating against the official regulation of vice in the Philip- 
pines and other island possessions of the United States; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Philippines. i 

Mr. DEPEW _ a petition of the Central Labor Union 
of Auburn, N, Y., praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
viding an educational test for immigrants to this country; which 

vas referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of Maple City Division, No. 25, Or- 
der of Railway Conductors, of Ogdensburg, N. Y., praying for 
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the enactment of legislation to exclude Chinese laborers from the | ham, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, 


United States and their insular possessions; which was ordered to | 
lie on the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of Shirt Waist and 
Laundry Workers’ Local Union No, 103, American Federation of 
Labor, of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the reenactment of the 
Chinese-exclusion law; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Lodge No. 54, Brotherhood of 
Locomotive Firemen, of Moberly, Mo., and a petition of Federal 
Labor Union No. 9402, American Federation of Labor, of Fred- 
ericktown, Mo., praying for the enactment of legislation provid- 
ing an educational test for immigrants to this country; which 
were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Humansville, 
Mo., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called parcels- 
post bill; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Camden, 
Mo., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called Grout bill, 
to regulate the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. | 





233, American Federation of Labor, of Sedalia, Mo., remonstrat- | 
ing against any reduction being made in the import duty on ci- | 
gars; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of Federal Labor Union No. 


9812, American Federation of Labor, of Maine, praying for the | 
enactment of legislation providing an educational test for immi- | 
grants to this country; which was referred to the Committee on | 


Immigration. 
He also presented the memorial of B. Lantry Sons, of Los 
Angeles, Cal., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called 


Grout bill, to regulate the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; | 


which was ordered to lie on the table. 


He also presented the petition of James Selden Cowdon, of 
Washington, D. C., praying that an appropriation be made to re- | 


gild the statue of Freedom on the Dome of the Capitol; which was | 


referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 5695) granting an increase of pension to John M. 
Seydel; 

A bill (H. R. 2981) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Findley; 

A bill (H. R. 8782) granting an increase of pension to Myron C, 
Burnside; and 
A bill (H. R. 2600) granting an increase of pension to Richmond 

L. Booker. 

Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without | 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 1486) granting an increase of pension to Charles | 
A. Perkins; 

A bill (H. R. 5258) granting an increase of pension to William | 
Eastin; and 
a bill (H. R. 11578) granting an increase of pension to John 

taston. 

Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R, 5102) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret Baker, formerly Maggie Ralston, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CARMACK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 6081) granting an increase of pension 
to Frances T. Anderson, reported it with an amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the | 
bill (H. R. 6080) granting an increase of pension to Mariah J, | 
Anderson, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- | 
port thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the | 
bill (H, R. 2113) granting an increase of pension to Mary J. Clark, | 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. | 

Mr. PROCTOR, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to | 
whom was referred the bill (8S. 4973) to place Lieut. Col. and | 

| 


Bvt. Maj. Gen. Alexander Stewart Webb on the retired list of 
the United States Army, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on Public Lands, to | 
whom was referred the bill (S. 4148) to grant certain lands to the 
city of Colorado Springs, Colo., reported it with an amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S, 4938) granting a pension to Rhoda Burn- 


and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 9986) granting an increase of pension to James 
Moore; 

A bill (H. R. 9999) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Guinn; 

A bill (H. R. 11782) granting an increase of pension to Allen 


| Hockenbury: and 


A bill (H. R. 2994) granting an increase of pension to Eliza J. 
Noble. 

Mr. MASON, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11354) making ap- 


| propriations for the service of the Post-Office Department for the 
| fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, reported it with amendments. 


PUBLICATIONS OF THE GEOLOGICAL SURVEY. 
Mr. PLATT of New York. Yesterday I reported from the 
Committee on Printing a joint resolution (S. R. 74) relating to 
publications of the Geological Survey, and it was read, but went 


| over on the objection of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], 
| Lask for its consideration now, the objection having been with- 


drawn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was read to the Senate yes- 
terday in full. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Letit be again read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be again read. 

The Secretary again read the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


| reading, read the third time, and passed. 


| 1902. 


PRINTING OF PENSION MATTERS. 

Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, 
reported the following resolution; which was considered by unan- 
imous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the Senate, That the Public Printer be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to print from stereotype plates 10,000 copies of extract 
relating to pension matters from report of the Secretary of the Interior for 
1901, to be incorporated with copies of report of the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions for 1901, the printing of which has already been authorized,and to de- 
liver the same to the Department of the Interior. 

STATUTES RELATING TO PATENTS, ETC. 

Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred the resolution submitted by Mr. Prircn- 
ARD on the 4th instant, reported it without amendment; and it 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That 600 copies of the report of the commissioners to revise the 
statutes relating to patents, trade-marks, etc., as revised, with index, be 
printed for the use of the said commissioners. 

MASONIC FAIR AND EXPOSITION, 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am directed by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia to report a joint resolution, and, as it is a 
matter of some urgency, I ask that it have present consideration. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 76) to authorize the Commissioners 


| of the District of Columbia to issue certain temporary permits was 
| read the first time by its title and the second time at length, as 


follows: 


Resolved, etc., That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are 
hereby authorized to permit electric-light wires to be laid in existing conduits, 


| and house connections between such conduits and Convention Hall. for the 


a gan of supplying additional light for the Masonic Fair and Exposition of 
902: Provided, That all such wires shall be removed on or before May 19, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the joint resolution? 
There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered as 


| in Committee of the Whole. 


The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas introduced a bill (S. 5048) granting a 
pension to Thomas P. Allmond; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 5049) for the relief of Syl- 
vester 8. Van Sickel; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 5050) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of Nathan Harris: which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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He also introduced a bill (S. 5051) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the military record of David Tyler; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 5052) granting an increase of pension to Gilbert Bar- 
kalow (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 5053) granting a pension to Deborah Edwards (with 
an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 5054) granting an increase of pension to C. Judson 
Craighead (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 5055) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Phillips (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 5056) granting an increase of pension to Henry Justus 
(with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 5057) granting a pension to Joseph Jackson; and 

A bill (S. 5058) granting a pension to Mary J. Shannon. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 5059) granting a pension 
to May D. Liscum; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 5060) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles B. Williams; which was read twice by its 


title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Commit- | 


tee on Pensions. 


Mr. McENERY introduced a bill (S. 5061) granting an increase | 
of pension to Alexander Gall; which was read twice by its title, | 
| struction of an elephant house at the National Zoological Park, 


and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. CLAPP introduced a bill (S. 5062) to authorize the county 
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commissioners of Crow Wing County, in the State of Minnesota, | 
to construct a bridge across the Mississippi River at a point be- | 
tween Pine River and Dean Brook, subject to the approval of the | 


Secretary of War; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 5063) to authorize the appointment | 


of a court crier for the United States circuit and district courts 


for the district of Minnesota; which was read twice by its title, | 


and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 





APRIL 8, 


Mr. HALE submitted an amendment relative to sureties on 
bonds for the performance of contracts for works of river and 
harbor improvement, intended to be proposed by him to the river 
and harbor appropriation bill; which, with the accompanying 
memorandum from the engineer officers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut submitted the following amend- 
thents, intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill; which were referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed: 

An amendment proposing to increase the appropriation for 
the expenses of the system of international exchanges between 
the United States and foreign countries, under the direction of the 
Smithsonian Institution, from $24,000 to $29,800; 

An amendment proposing to increase the appropriation for con- 
tinuing the preservation, exhibition, and increase of the collec- 
tions in the National Museum from the surveying and exploring 
expeditions of the Government from $180,000 to $200,000; 

An amendment proposing to appropriate $5,000 for the prepara- 
tion of preliminary plans for an additional fireproof building to 


| cost not exceeding $2,500,000 for the United States National Mu- 


seum; , 

An amendment proposing to increase the appropriation for the 
National Zoological Park at Washington, D. C., from $80,000 to 
$110,000, and providing that $20,000 of this amount shall be ex- 
pended in the construction of a boundary fence, including entrance 
gates; 

An amendment proposing to appropriate $20,000 for the con- 


Washington, D. C.; and 
An amendment proposing to appropriate $25,000 for the con- 
struction of an aquarium building at the National Zoological 
Park, Washington, D. C. 
AGREEMENT WITH CREEK INDIANS. 


Mr. DUBOIS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (S. 4923) to ratify and confirm a supple- 
mental agreement with the Creek tribe of Indians, and for other 
purposes; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 


| and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced the following bills; which were 


severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 
A bill (S. 5064) granting an increase of pension to Willis F. 
Matthew: 
A bill (S. 
A bill (S. 
A bill (S. 
A bill (S. 
May; and 


5065) granting a pension to Jemima McClure; 
5066) granting a pension to Julia A. F. Bassett; 
5067) granting a pension to William F. Bunger; 


Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs: 


Hanger: 

A bill (S. 5071) to correct the military record of Joseph H. 
Johnson; 

A bill (S. 5072) to correct the military record of Isaac Thomp- 
son; and 

A bill (S. 5073) to correct the military record of Jacob Rine- 
hart. 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S. 5074) for the relief of the 
heirs of Thomas Duty; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. QUAY submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 

$5,000 for grading around and about the Federal building at New 


me for a moment. 


CHINESE EXCLUSION. 
Mr. PENROSE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 


eration of Senate bill 2960, the Chinese-exclusion bill. 
Mr. SIMON. Iask the Senator from Pennsylvania to yield to 


Mr. PENROSE. I will yield to the Senator from Oregon after 


| the bill is taken up. 


5068) granting an increase of pension to Ferdinand | 


A bill (8. 5069) granting a pension to William H. Ellingwood. | ™°™™ing hours, and the Chinese-exclusion bill is sure of its right 


| on the bill. 


. - iol | mi is extr ly anxiou yroceec ith its i ion. 
A bill (S. 5070) to correct the military record of James A. | mae Sarena « A oe, wits, lis _coneiaerstion 


| not believe there will be any discussion of it. 


Mr. HOAR. I hope we may have a little while with the Calen- 
dar. We make very good progress with the Calendar in these 


of way. 
Mr. PENROSE. There are several Senators prepared to speak 
It was delayed nearly all day yesterday, and the com- 


After the bill is before the Senate it is my intention to yield to 
several Senators who I understand have bills which they desire to 
call up. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to have the amendment to the rules 
adopted which was reported from the Committee on Rules. I do 
I think it will 


meet everyone’s approval. I should like to have an opportunity 


| to bring it before the Senate, if the Senator will allow me. 


Mr. PENROSE. If the Senator from Massachusetts will per- 
mit me to get the bill before the Senate I will then yield. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsy]- 


| vania moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of Sen- 


srighton, Pa., intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil | 


appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 


propriations. and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. PLATT of New York submitted an amendment proposing 
to appropriate $90.000 for constructing, equipping, and outfitting, 


complete for service. a steam light vessel with a steam fog signal 
for use on the Cape Lookout Shoals, North Carolina, intended to 
be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 


| Senate voted upon the bill known as the ship-subsid 


ate bill 2960, the Chinese-exclusion bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PROMOTION OF COMMERCE—PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. SIMON. Mr. President, on the 17th day of March the 
bill, upon 
a previous agreement that a vote thereon should be taken on that 
day. At that time I was not in Washington; I was at my heme 
in Oregon. I had intended taking the usual steps and ask that a 


| pair be arranged, as I was not in favor of the passage of that bill. 


My attitude on the subject, I think, was pretty generally known. 
I was anticipated, however, in this matter—that is, arranging for 


a pair, by the receipt of the following telegram, which I will ask 


Mr. QUARLES submitted an amendment proposing to appro- | 
priate $15,000 for the establishment of a light-ship to mark the | 


shoal known as Peshtigo Reef, in Green Bay, Wisconsin, intended 
to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 


the Secretary to read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


WASHINGTON, D. C., March 11, 1902. 
Hon. JosepH Simon, Portland, Oreg.: 


How shall we pair you on shipping bill? Vote to be taken Monday. 
M. A. HANNA. 
H. C. HANSBROUGH. 
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Mr. SIMON. To this telegram I made the following reply: 
The Secretary read as follows: 
PORTLAND, OREG., March 12, 1902. 


~<anna and Hon. H. C. HANSBROUGH, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


Do not approve the scheme involved in subsidy bill, and if present when 


Hon. M. 4 


c lled to vote against. 

vote taken would be compe gainst Somme: exon. 

Mr. SIMON. The Recorp does not disclose that any pair was 
arranged for me. I do not criticise or find fault with either of 
the Senators for not having arranged a pair. Perhaps I was to 
some extent at fault in not having specifically requested that a 
pair be arranged, but I eens from the fact that the question 
was asked me, ‘‘ How shall we pair you?’’ that it would be done. 

All I desire is simply to have the Recorp show that if present 
I would have voted against the bill; and I shall be quite content 
when this shall have been accomplished. I do not criticise 


either of the Senators or any action taken or not taken by either | 


of the Senators mentioned in the telegram. 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President, I desire to make justa 


remark or two in regard to the statement made by the Senator | 


from Oregon. 

When the shipping bill was up for a vote an attempt was made 
to pair all absent Senators, and, having charge of the pairs on this 
side of the Chamber, I endeavored to secure a pair for the absent 
Senator from Oregon. The Senator has not a general pair, and I 
found it impossible to do so, 

I thought this statement ought to be made in connection with 
what has been said. 

Mr. SIMON. The explanation of the Senator from North Da- 
kota is perfectly satisfactory tome. Iwas not aware of this effort 
to secure a pair before. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT BILOXI, MISS. 


Mr. MONEY. I ask the Senator in charge of the Chinese- 
exclusion bill to 
consideration the bill (S. 1984) to provide for the purchase of a 
site and the erection of a public building thereon at Biloxi, in the 
State of ee It will take about a minute to pass it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read. 

The Secretary read the bill, and by unanimous consent the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consider- 
ation. 

Mr. MONEY. In line 12, on page 1, before the word “thou- 
sand,’’ I move to strike out *‘ seventy-five’ and insert ‘‘ one hun- 
dred and fifty.’’ This amendment is accepted by the committee. 
The bill was reported as I originally presented it, but the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury writes that $170,000 is necessary foy the build- 
ing. We have deducted $20,000, and the committee accepts the 
amendment as I have presented it. It was intended, I believe, to 
so report the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Mississippi 
offers an amendment, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. Inline 12, page 1, before the word ‘‘ thousand,”’ 
strike out “ seventy-five ’’ and insert ‘‘ one hundred and fifty;’’ so 
as to read: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a site and 
cause to be erected thereon a suitable building, including fireproof vaults, 
heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, for the use 
and accommodation of the Pnited tates post-office and other Government 
offices in the city of Biloxi and State of Mississippi. the cost of said site and 
building, including said vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, 
and approaches, not to exceed the sum of $150,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 


Mr. HOAR. Iask the Senator from Pennsylvania, according 
to his suggestion, to yield to me that I may ask the Senate to lay 
ait. ny the present order and to take up Senate resolu- 

ion 179. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of a 
resolution, which will be read to the Senate. 

The Secretary read the resolution reported by Mr. Hoar from 
the Committee on Rules March 27, 1902, as follows: 

Resolved, 
oni Fain ng Ban hy amended by inserting at the beginning of 


‘‘ No Senator in debate shall directly or indirectly by any form of words 


impute to another Senator or to ¥v 
worthy ar unbecoming a Sena other Senators any conduct or motive un 


tor. 
“No Senator in debate shall refer offensively to any State of the Union.” 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
present consideration of the resolution? 
The —— was considered by unqnimous consent, and 


ive me an opportunity to call up for present | 





CHINESE EXCLUSION. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2960) to prohibit the coming into and to 
regulate the residence within the United States, its Territories, 
and all possessions and all territory under its jurisdiction, and the 
District of Columbia, of Chinese persons and persons of Chinese 
descent. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I desire to address the Senate 
in relation to the bill under consideration, and, in doing so, I shall 
give a brief history of the action of this Government in its treaty 
relations with China, and also in the enactment of laws by Con- 


| gress in pursuance of those treaties. 


At the conclusion of the war between China and Great Britain, 
in 1842, Great Britain forced China to give her many important 
commercial concessions by treaty. The United States being anx- 
ious also to obtain closer relations with China, sent a commission 
to that country, headed by Caleb Cushing, and on July 3, 1844, a 
treaty was signed between the United States and China, giving 
to the United States similar concessions to those which she had 
given England. 


This was a general treaty of peace, amity, and commerce. Its 


| purpose, as stated therein, was to declare a firm, lasting, and sin- 
| cere friendshi 


between the two nations. It gave to the United 
States the right to frequent five important ports in China, and 


| provided for the protection of American citizens in China; and 


further provided specific rates of duty at which articles coming 
from the United States should be admitted into China. 

Owing to the treatment of British subjects in China, in 1856 
Great Britain and China were again at open warfare, Great 
Britain being determined to wrest further commercial conces- 
sions from China, religious freedom to all foreigners, the suppres- 
sion of piracy, and many other important concessions. The 


| United States declined to take part in the hostilities against 


China, but sent an agent to China to look after the interests of 
this country. 

On the 18th of June, 1858, the agent of the United States signed 
a treaty, on behalf of the United States, which was intended to 
be a substitute for the treaty of 1844 and reiterated many of the 
articles of that treaty. This treaty again declared for a firm and 
universal peace between the two nations and conceded to the 
United States the right to have a representative in China who 
should have free access to members of the privy council and the 
right to visit the capital once a year. It provided for the protec- 
tion of our citizens residing in China, both in their person, prop- 
erty, and religious faith, and that Chinese converts should be 
likewise protected; and it gave to the United States the benefit of 
the most-favored-nation treatment in every respect—commercial, 
navigation, political, or otherwise. 

This treaty is still in force, excepting in so far as it has been 
modified by subsequent treaties and laws. 

On November 8, 1858, two supplemental treaties were signed, 
one pertaining to claims and the other providing specifically the 
rates of duty to be imposed on articles imported into China by 
the United States and containing certain rules pertaining to the 
importation of articles into China from the United States. 

Neither the treaty of 1844 nor the substitute treaty of 1858, 
with its two supplements, referred to the immigration of Chinese 
subjects into the United States, although there were quite a num- 
ber of Chinamen here in 1858, as they commenced to come in con- 
siderable numbers shortly after the discovery of gold in California 
in 1848 and 1849. 

But 1868 marked the beginning of a new epoch in our relations 
with China. In that year adelegation of Chinese officials, headed 
by Anson Burlingame, a prominent American diplomat, who had 
resigned his post as minister of the United Stafes to China to 
accept a mission from China to visit the United States and other 
countries, came to this country. This delegation was received 
with great enthusiasm in all parts of the country; and, as I now 
remember it, they were received on the floor of the House of 
Representatives here in Washington, of which body I then had 
the honor of being a member. We were anxious at that time 
to cultivate a close friendship with China, and we were perfectiy 
willing that the Chinese should immigrate to and settle in the 
United States. 

Shortly after the arrival of the Burlingame commission, on July 
4, 1868, a new treaty was signed, in the form of additional articles 
to the convention of 1858. The Senate ratified the new treaty or 
additional articles, and after much hesitation and urging on the 
part of the United States, under the administration of President 
Grant, China finally signified her adhesion to them and the treaty 
was proclaimed February 5, 1870. 

ile in the former convention between the United States and 
China their provisions had almost entirely related to citizens of 
the United States in China and their treatment therein, the treaty 
of 1868 contained a number of important concessions to Chinese 
subjects residing in the United States. 
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This treaty gave to China the right to appoint consuls at ports 
of the United States, and provided for reciprocal religious free- | 
dom of Chinese subjects residing in the United States and our | 
citizens residing in China. 

Article V and VI, however, are the important articles, and I 
will quote them: 


ARTICLE V. The United States of America and the Emperor of China cor- 
dially recognize the inherent and inalienable right of man to change his home | 
and allegiance, and also the mutual advantage of the free migrationand emi- 
gration of their citizens and subjects, respectively, from the one country to | 
the other for purposes of curiosity, of ede, or as permanent residents. The | 
high contracting parties therefore join in reprobating any other than an en- | 
tirely voluntary emigration for these purposes. They consequently agree to | 
pass laws making it a penal offense for a citizen of the United States or | 
Chinese subjects to take Chinese subjects either to the United States or to | 


any other foreign country, or for a Chinese subject or citizen of the United | 
States to take citizens of the United States to China or to any other foreign | 
country without their free and voluntary consent, respectively. 

ARTICLE VI. Citizens of the United States visiting or residing in China | 
shall enjoy the same privileges, immunities, or exemptions in respect to | 
travel or residence as may there be enjoyed by the citizens or subjects of thé 
most favored nation. And reciprocally Chinese subjects visiting or residing 
in the United States shall enjoy the same privileges, immunities, and exemp- 
tions in respect to travel or residence as may there be enjoyed by the citizens 
or subjects of the most favored nation. But nothing herein contained shall 
be held to confer naturalization upon citizens of the United States in China, 
20r upon the subjects of China in the United States. 


There seems to be nothing else reserved in that treaty except 
that the citizens or the subjects of either country shall not be 
naturalized in the other. 

The treaty further provided that citizens of the United States 
in China and Chinese subjects residing in the United States should 
enjoy all the privileges of the public institutions of each country, 
respectively, and should have the right to establish schools, respec- 
tively,in the United States and China. 


teed those immigrants the same protection as we guaranteed the 
people of other nations coming to the United States. No dis- 


tinction was made between Chinese laborers and other classes of | 


Chinese. We invited them to come, and they accepted our invi- 


tation and came in large numbers and settled principally on our | 


Pacific coast. That they assisted greatly in the development of 
the West and in the construction of railroads can not be doubted. 


While they built railroads and to a limited extent worked in the | 
mines. they were principally engaged in menial work which it was | 


difficult to procure others to perform. In 1860 there were 34,933 
Chinese in the United States, and in 1880 there were 105,465. 


We soon discovered, however, that we had made a mistake in | 


the free admission of Chinese into the United States. The Chi- 
nese are a wonderful people in many respects. They have great 
powers of endurance, great industry, great patience, and they 
can work and live on so much less wages than white men that 
they become formidable competitors in all lines of work. They 
continaed to come into the Pacific States in such large numbers 
hat our people became alarmed, and the people and officials of 
the Pacific cuast appealed to Congress to save them from what 
was termed ‘‘ the yellow invasion.” - In 1879 Congress passed an 


act *‘ to restrict the immigration of Chinese to the United States.”’ | 


The means adopted to secure this object was the limitation of the 
number of Chinese passengers which might be brought to this 
country by any one vessel to15. The bill was passed by both 
Houses and was transmitted to the President for approval. Presi- 
Hayes vetoed it, stating in his veto message that the bill as 
amended by the Senate included provisions which aim at and re- 
i gation of Articles V and VI of the treaty with 

President Hayes’s message concludes by saying: 


7 ‘ 
aent 






ced that whatever urgency might in any quarter or by any in- 
ipposed to require an instant suppression of further immigration 
10 Feasons can require the immediate withdrawal of our treaty 
e Chinese already in this country, and no circumstances can 
an exposure of our citizens in China, merchants or missionaries, to 
For- 
tunately, however, the actual recession in the flow of the emigration from 
China to the Pacific coast, shown by trustworthy statistics, relieves us from 
any apprehension that the treatment of the subject, in the proper course of 








tolerate 
the consequences of so sudden an abrogation of their treaty protection. 





diplomatic negotiations, will introduce any new feature of discontent or dis- | 


turbance among the communities directly affected. Were such delay fraught 
with more inconveniences than have ever been suggested by the interests 
most earnest in promoting this legislation, Ican not but regard the summary 
disturbance of our existing treaties with China as greatly more inconvenient 
to much widerand more permanent interestsof thecountry. I have no occa- 

to insist 1 p m the more general considerations of interest and duty which 





™ a 
sacredlv gvard the faith of the nation. in whatever form of obligation it may 
ha given. These sentimentsanimate the deliberations of Congress and 
pervar he minds of our whole people. Our history gives little occasion for 
any reproach in this regard; and in asking the renewed attention of Congress 
to this bill, lam persuaded that their action will maintain the public duty 


and public honor. 
R. B. HAYES. 
Finding, therefore, that no action could be taken prohibiting the 
immigration of Chinese laborers into the United States unless we 
violated our treaty of 1868,in the consular and diplomatic appro- 
priation bill of 1880 a provision was inserted appropriating $34,000 
for the salary and expenses of commissioners, interpreters, etc., to 


e been 
le 







China in order to obtain modifications of the treaty of 1868, look- ' 


| wealth and influence, 





ing to the prohibition of Chinese laborers. William Henry Tres- 
cot, of South Carolina; James B. Angell, of Michigan, and John 
F. Swift, of California, were named as commissioners plenipo- 
tentiary; and on November 17, 1880, they signed an immigration 
treaty with China modifying the treaty of 1868. 

It was with great reluctance that China consented to this modi- 
fication. The commissioners insisted that the unrestricted immi- 
gration of Chinese laborers into the United States was causing 
great embarrassment and dissatisfaction to our Government and 
among our people. The commissioners first insisted that the 
United States should be given the right to ‘‘limit, suspend, or 
prohibit’? the immigration of Chinese laborers. The Chinese 
Government declined to so amend the treaty of 1868, but finally 


| it signified its willingness to agree to a clause giving the United 


States the discretion ‘‘ to regulate, limit, or suspend’’ the immi- 
gration of Chinese laborers into the United States, but refused to 
give us the right to absolutely prohibit such immigration. At 
the same time, as will be found in Foreign Relations of the United 
States, 1881-82, the commissioners on behalf of the United States 
made certain representations, which were reduced to writing at 
the request of China, virtually saying that the discretionary power 
given to the United States would not be unreasonably or oppress- 
ively exercised. 

The Chinese commissioners asked the United States commis- 
sioners to give them some idea of the laws which would be passed 


| to carry the powers given to the United States on the subject of 


Chinese immigration into execution. To this the United States 
commissioners replied that they could hardly say what laws 
would be passed; but that both nations would act in good faith, 


| and that the United States might never find it necessary to exercise 
, om , : b i | the discretionary powers given to them under the treaty, adding: 
3y this treaty we invited immigration from China and guaran- 


If Chinese immigration»concentrated in cities where it threatened public 
order, or if it confined itself to localities where it was an injury to the inter- 
ests of the American people, the Government of the United States would un- 
doubtedly take steps to prevent such accumulation of Chinese. If, on the 
contrary, there was no large immigration, or if there were sections of the 
country where such immigration was clearly beneficial, then the legislation 
of the United States would be adapted to such circumstances. For example, 
there might bea demand for Chinese labor in the South and asurplus of such 
labor in California, and Congress might legislate accordingly. In general, 

lation would be in view of and 4, eee upon the circumstances of tho 
situation at the moment such legislation became necessary. 


These explanations were accepted by the Chinese Government, 
and, as has been stated, the treaty was concludec on November 





| 17, 1880. 


That treaty provides, first, that it is the desire of the United 
States to negotiaté a modification of the existing treaties ‘‘ which 
shall not be in direct contravention of their spirit.’ It gives to 
the United States the right to regulate, limit, or suspend tho 
coming or residence of Chinese laborers into the United States. 
‘*but may not absolutely prohibit it.’’ It provides that the lim- 
itation or suspension will be reasonable, and that legislation taken 
in regard to Chinese laborers shall be of such a character only as 
is necessary to enforce the regulation, limitation, or suspension of 
immigration. It provides that Chinese subjects proceeding to the 
United States as teachers, students, merchants, or from curiosity, 
and Chinese laborers who were in the United States at the time of 
the making of the treaty shall be allowéd to go and come of their 
own free will, and shall have the same treatment as citizens and 
subjects of the most-favored nation. 

Those are the important provisions of the treaty of 1880. Less 
than a year after this treaty was proclaimed Congress passed an 
act designed to execute the provisions of the treaty. Some of the 
provisions of this act were in violation of the terms of the treaty, 
and President Arthur declined to approve it on that account and 
returned it to the Senate April 4, 1882, with a veto message, in 
which he said: 

A nation is justified in repudiating its treaty obligations only when they 
are in conflict with great paramount interests. Even then all possible rea- 
sonable means for modifying or changing these obligations by mutual agree- 
ment should be exhausted before resorting to the supreme right of refusal 
ic comply with them. 

The message concludes by saying: 

Experience has shown that the trade of the East is the key to national 
The opening of China to the commerce of the whole 
world has benefited no section of it more than the States of our own Pacific 
slope. The State of California, and its great maritime port especially, have 
reaped enormous advantages from this source. Blessed with an exceptional 
climate, enjoying an unrivaled harbor, with the riches of a great agricul- 
turaland mining State in its rear, and the wealth of the whole Union pouring 
into it over its lines of railway, San Francisco has before it an_in culable 
future if its friendly and amicable relations with Asia remain undisturbed. It 
needs no argument to show that the policy which we now propose to adopt 
must have a direct tendency to repel oriental nations and to drive their 
trade and commerce into more friendly hands. It may be that the great and 
paramount interest of protecting our labor from Asiatic competition may 
justify us in a permanent adoption of this policy; but it is wiser in the first 
place to make a shorter experiment, witha view hereafter of maintaining 
permanently only such features as time and experience may commend. 

Mr. President, I make these quotations simply for the purpose 
of reiterating the fact that we ought to adhere toour treaty obli- 
gations under all ordinary conditions at least. When we can nct 















1902. 


prevail upon the other nation tomake such treaty as we think we 
ought to 
a abrogate it by act of Congress, but not before. 

Congress then passed the act of May 6, 1882, which omitted the 
objectionable features of the act which was vetoed. 

The act of May 6, 1882, provided that the coming of Chinese la- 
borers into the United States should be suspended for ten years; 


but provided that this section should not apply to Chinese labor- | 


ers who were in the United States November 17, 1880, and pro- 
vides for the identification of such laborers by means of certifi- 
cates. It also provides that no State court or court of the United 
States shall admit Chinese to citizenship. 

The act of 1882 was soon found to be inadequate. It was found, 
as it is at present, that it is most difficult to obtain truthful testi- 
mony from Chinese laborers seeking to enter or claim a residence 
in the United States because of the utter disregard or perhaps the 
inability of Chinese witnesses to understand the obligations of an 
oath, The act of July 5, 1884, was then passed, which was a 
stronger act than the one passed immediately after the ratification 
of the treaty. This act declared that the certificate which the 
laborer must obtain ‘‘ shall be the only evidence permissible to 
establish his right of reentry into the United States.”’ 


In reference to this act, and also the act of October 1, 1888, Mr. | 


Justice Field, in 130 United States, Chae Chan Ping, stated: 


The act was held by this court not to require the certificate from laborers 
who were in the United States on the lith of November, 1880, who had de- 
parted out of the United States before May 6, 1882, and remained out until 
after July 5, 1884; therefore the same difficulties and embarrassments con- 
tinued with respect to the truth of their former residence. Parties were 
able to pass successfully the required examination as to their residence be- 
fore November 17, 1880, who, it was generally believed, had never visited 
our shores. To prevent the possibility to exclude Chinese laborers being 
evaded, the act of October 1, 1888, was passed. 


Prior to the passage of the act of October 1, 1888, however, ne- 
gotiations were undertaken for a new treaty with China, allowing 
us to place further restrictions on Chinese immigration. <A treaty 
was signed, transmitted to the Senate, and ratified by the Senate, 
with amendments. 


that the treaty would go into effect, on September 13, 1888, an act 
was passed providing, among other things: 

That from and after the date of exchange of ratifications of the pending 
treaty between the United States of America and His Imperial Majesty the 
Emperor of China, signed on the 12th day of March, 1888, it shall be unlawful 
for any Chinese person, whether a subject of China or any other power, to 
enter into the United States, except as hereinafter provided. 

The ratification of this treaty never having been exchanged, 
this portion of the act did not become effective, and it is unneces- 
sary for me to comment upon it. 


On October 1, 1888, as I have stated, and before China had de- | 
clined to accept the treaty as amended, Congress passed an act pro- | 


viding that from and after its passage it shall be unlawful for any 
Chinese laborer who shall at any time heretofore have been, or 
who may now or hereafter be, a resident of the United States, 


and who shall have departed or depart therefrom, and shall have | 


not returned before the passage of this act, to return to or remain 
in the United States. 
fection 2 provided that no certificates of identity provided for 


in the fourth and fifth sections of the act of 1882 shall hereafter | 


be issued, and that all such certificates heretofore issued shall be 
void and the Chinese laborer claiming admission by virtue thereof 
shall not be permitted to enter the United States. 

This act was in direct contravention of the stipulations of the 
treaty of 1868 and the supplemental treaty of 1880, and was so 
declared in the case of Chae Chan Ping, supra, by the Supreme 
Court; but the court held that treaties being of no greater obliga- 
tion than acts of Congress the one last in date would control, and 
upheld the validity of the act. Of course, that will be so in this 
case. 
be in violation of the treaty of 1894, of course the court would 
have to hold that the law, being last passed, should control. 

The act of May 6, 1882, would have expired by its terms in ten 
years after its passage; but on May 5, 1892, the act now in force 
was passed and approved. This act provides that all laws in 
force prohibiting and regulating the coming of Chinese persons 
into this country are continued in force for ten years from the 
passage of the act. This act places the burden of proof on the 
Chinaman when arrested to prove his right to remain in the United 
States; cr it adjudges him guilty until he proves his innocence, 
which is a reversal of the ordinary rule of procedure. It provides 
for the removal of Chinese illegally in the United States; and it 
also provides for the imprisonment of persons adjudged not law- 
fully to be entitled to remain here at hard labor, not to exceed 
one year, and thereafter to be removed. In other words, they 
are to be pe in jail, kept there a year, and then sent home. It 
provides that no bail shall be allowed pending the disposition of 
the application of a Chinaman for a writ of habeas corpus. 

It provides that all Chinese within the United States at the 
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ave, then it will.betime enough to disregard the treaty | 


China refused to agree to the treaty as | 
amended, and it was never proclaimed. Anticipating, however, | 


If this bill should be enacted and should be determined to | 
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| passage of the act must apply to the collector of internal revenue 
| for a certificate of residence, and that all Chinese laborers found 
in the United States within one year after the passage of the act 
| without such certificate shall be deemed to be unlawfully in the 
United States. 

This act also gives to the Secretary of the Treasury the right 
to make all necessary rules and regulations for its execution. 

I may remark here that under this provision the Secretary of 

the Treasury has made some very stringent rules, as will be seen 
| from the report of the Commissioner of Immigration. 
The act of 1892, requiring Chinese laborers, etc., to register one 
| year after its passage, it was contended worked a great hardship 
| on hundreds of Chinese laborers in the United States. They em- 
ployed eminent counsel, Messrs. Carter and Choate, of New York, 
| who declared that the act of 1892 was unconstitutional, and thou- 
sands of Chinese laborers thereupon refused to register, as was 
| provided in the act. The case was taken to the Supreme Court 
| of the United States and the constitutionality of the act of 1892 
was sustained by a divided court, Justice Field, Justice Brewer, 
and Chief Justice Fuller dissenting. 

The decision of the court was made ten days after the expiration 
of the time for registration under the act of 1892; and therefore 
the amendatory act of November 3, 1893, was passed, by the first 
section of which the time for registration of Chinese laborers was 
extended for six months. The purpose of this act of 1893 was only 
| to extend the time, as I have stated, but the House, through the 
influence of Pacific coast members—perhaps I ought not to say 
that—took occasion to add a number of additional restrictions on 
Chinese immigration. Senator Gray and others objected to these 
additional restrictions and stated that they would have preferred 
to have simply extended the time for registration, but they voted 
for the act, because if the act were not passed and the time extended 
several thousand Chinese persons, who had failed to register under 
advice of their counsel, would be subject to arrest and imprison- 
ment for failing to register, as required by the act of 1892, 

The act of 1893 defines ‘*‘ laborers’’ and *‘ merchants: ”’ 








Src. 2. The word “laborer” or “laborers,”’ whenever used in this act, or 
in the act which is an amendment, shall be construed to mean both skilled 
and unskilled manual laborers, including Chinese employed in mining. fish- 
ing, huckstering, peddling, laundrymen, or those engaged in taking, drying, 
| or otherwise preserving shell or other fish for home consumption or exporta- 
| tion. 
| The term “merchant,” as employed herein and in the acts of which this 
| 
| 
! 
| 


is amendatory, shall have the following meaning and none other: A mer- 

chant is a person engaged in buying and selling merchandise, at a fixed place 

of business, which business is conducted in his name, and who during the 
| time he claims to be engaged as a merchant does not engage in the perform- 

ance of any manual labor, except such as is necessary in the conduct of his 
| business as such merchant. 

It further provides that the Chinaman seeking to enter the 
United States on the ground that he was formerly engaged as a 
merchant in this country must establish by the testimony of 
two credible witnesses, other than Chinese, that he conducted 

| such business for at least a year. 

In 1894 a new treaty was negotiated between the United States 
|and China. As stated by the Chinese minister, ‘‘to relieve the 
| Executive from embarrassment,’’ China consented to enter into 
the treaty of March 17, 1894, proclaimed December 8, 1894. 

The treaty absolutely prohibits the coming of Chinese laborers 
| into the United States, except under conditions therein specified, 
| for a period of ten years. It provides that this restriction shall 

not apply to the return to the United States of any registered 
| Chinese laborer who has a lawful wife or a parent in the United 
| States, or property therein to the value of $1,000. The act fur- 
| ther provides that this restriction shall not apply to the rights at 
| present enjoyed of Chinese subjects being officials, teachers, 
| students, merchants, or travelers for curiosity, etc., but not la- 
| borers, of coming into the United States and residing therein; 
and that Chinese laborers shall continue to enjoy the privilege of 
transit across the territory of the United States to or from other 
| countries, subject to regulation by the United States. The 
| treaty also guarantees to Chinese, of whatever class, the same pro- 
| tection as is given by the laws of the United States to citi- 
| zens of the most favored nation, except the right to become 
| naturalized citizens. The convention is to remain in force for 
| ten years, and if six months before the expiration of said ten 
| years neither Government shall have formally given notice of its 
termination to the other, it shall remain in force for another like 
period of ten years. 

This is our last treaty with China. 

By the acts of July 7, 1898, and April 30, 1900, the immigraticn 
of Chinese into the Hawaiian Islands is prohibited; and it is also 
| now prohibited, although not by act of Congress, in the Philip- 
| pine Islands. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
| mission. 

| Mr. CULLOM. 

' by act of Congress. 


By the act of the Philippine Com- 


Yes; by the act of the Commission, and not 
Ex-Secretary Foster has gone over the bill 
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very thoroughly, and has, I think, clearly shown wherein it vio- | 
lates our treaties with China. Whatever may be ex-Secretary 
Fester’s relations with the Chinese Government—I refer to that 
because I think some Senator stated that he was an employee of 
the Chinese Government, and therefore what he said ought not | 
to receive so much consideration in this case—I have great faith 
in his judgment. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I should think, Mr. President, 
that what ex-Secretary Foster says ought to be the more considered 
for the reason stated, if it be true. 

Mr. CULLOM. Whatever his relation to the Chinese Govern- 
ment by employment or otherwise, I have great faith in Mr. Fos- 
ter’s judgment, and when he makes a statement I am inclined to 
think he is right, unless I know to the contrary. 

It appears plain to me that the bill under consideration is a vio- 
lation of our treaty with China. It is not only a violation of the 
spirit and general effect of that treaty, but in some instances it is 
a violation of the letter of the treaty. 

I shall not attempt to go through this long bill of 53 pages in 
detail, but will call attention to only a few instances wherein, I 
contend, it comes in conflict with the treaty of 1894. Nor shall I 
dwell on the fact that we propose to, and are now, under existing 
laws, treating the Chinese as we treat the subjects of no other 
nation in the world, and as no other nation in the world treats 
the Chinese. 

The very first section of the bill is in direct conflict with the 
treaty of 1894, and when the treaty of 1894 shall expire it will be 
in direct conflict with the treaties of 1868 and 1880. 
tion provides that the coming of Chinese laborers from any for- 
ign aeeey to the United States, etc., shall be absolutely pro- 

ibited. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator from Illinois allow me? I 
will not interrupt him unless he is perfectly willing. 
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The first sec- | 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BEVERIDGE in the chair). | 


Will the Senator from Illinois yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Suppose Congress took no action whatever 
until the treaty of December, 1894, actually expired, would it be 
a violation on our part of any treaty or of the provision of any 
treaty, does the Senator think, then to enact a prohibitory law? 

Mr. CULLOM. My opinion is—and I confess I assert it with 
some degree of diffidence—that the treaty having been made sim- 
ply for a period of years and the treaty of 1880 being indeterminate 
as to time, the treaty would be in force the moment this one died. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The treaty of 1894 was in modi- 
fication of the treaty of 1880. 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes; the two are connected together, and I 
think the treaty of 1880 would bein force. If it were, and the 
bill you propose to pass becomes a law, of course it would abro- 
gate that, as well as the treaty of 1894, in whatever respects it 
might conflict. 

The treaty of 1894 provides in Article I thereof that the coming 
of Chinese laborers shall be prohibited for a period of ten years 
(with a possible extension of ten years, if the treaty is not termi- 
nated on notice). The bill under consideration contains no limit 
as to time; and of course it is the purpose of that bill to shut them 
out permanently, regardless of Article I of the treaty of 1894. It 
does not appear to me to be a sufficient answer to this to say that 
it is not necessary to fix any limit of time in this bill, because it 
will only remain in force so long as Congress wills, and may be 
repealed at any time. We certainly thought, in the passage of 
the acts of 1882 and 1892, that it was necessary to fix a definite 
time limit,and we fixed it at ten years. That seems to have been 
the idea of Congress then, because Congress limited the acts of 
Congress to the terms of the treaty, showing that they were trying 
to keep within the purview of the treaty while they were passing 
laws. 

Mr. MITCHELL. There was no question then about the treaty 
of 1880 being in force? 

Mr. CULLOM. No. 

Mr. MITCHELL. And of course Congress aimed to keep within 
the treaty. 

Mr. CULLOM. The point I make now is that they are not 
keeping within either treaty, as a matter of fact. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I understand. 

Mr. CULLOM. To determine whether this bill is a violation 
of our treaty with China we must determine what is the inten- 
tion of Congress in passing the bill. Is it our intention to have 
it remain in force only so long as the treaty of 1894 shall remain 
effective, or is it our intention to have it remain in force perma- 
nently, regardless of our treaty? If we only intend it to remain in 
force until the expiration of our treaty, we had better amend the 
bill by inserting such a provision. If it is our intention to have 


it remain in force permanently, as a reading of the first section 
of the bill would indicate, then we have violated the plain letter 
of our treaty of 1894. 
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Article III of the treaty provides that the provisions of this con- 
vention shall not affect the right, at present enjoyed, of Chinese 
subjects—being officials, teachers, students, merchants, or travel- 
ers for curiosity or pleasure, but not laborers—coming to the United 
States and residing therein. 

Those terms—namely, officials, teachers, students, merchants, or 
travelers—are not defined in the treaty and are intended to be used 
in their ordinary sense. This bill gives to the words ‘‘ teachers,”’ 
‘‘ students,’ and ‘“‘laborers’’ peculiar and unheard of defini- 
tions. 

Section 6 of the bill gives a definition to the word ‘‘ teachers ”’ 
that was never contemplated by the treaty, so far as I can ascer- 
tain. It defines ‘‘ teachers *’ to mean only those who for not less 
than two years next preceding their application for entry into the 
United States have been continuously engaged in giving instruc- 
tion in the higher branches of education, and who prove to the 
satisfaction of the appropriate Treasury officer—a very good exami- 
nation, I should think that would be—that they are qualified to 


| teach such higher branches and have completed arrangements to 


teach in a recognized institution of learning in the United States, 
and intend to pursue no other occupation than teaching while in 
the United States. 

Under this definition, the thousands of persons engaged in 
teaching our graded schools, below the high schools, would not 


| be teachers, and the number of teachers in the United States 


would be very small indeed. The treaty never contemplated 
such a definition of the word ‘‘teacher.’’ Under that section it 
would be necessary to establish boards of competent college pro- 
fessors at every port where Chinese enter the United States in 
order to pass on their qualifications. How many of our Treasury 
officials at the different ports of entry are competent to determine 
whether a Chinese teacher is qualified to give instruction in the 
higher branches of education? By Article VII of the treaty of 
1868 we guaranteed to Chinese residing in the United States the 
right to establish and maintain schools within the United States. 


| We are now proposing to pass a bill which will make it impossi- 


ble for teachers, in the ordinary acceptation of that term, to come 
into the United States at all. 
The present Treasury regulations do not authorize any such 


| definition of ‘‘ teacher,’’ but merely provide, among other things, 


that a Chinese person is not entitled to admission as a teacher 


' unless he can show that he has been actually following that avo- 


cation in China, or if, upon examination in various branches of 
education, it is found that he is not qualified to become a teacher, 
etc. There is nothing there in reference to higher branches of 
education. 

Section 7 gives to the term ‘‘ student’ a definition not at all con- 
templated or authorized by the treaty. It defines a student to be 
only one who intends to pursue some of the higher branches of 
study, or to be fitted for some particular profession or occupation 
for which adequate facilities for study are not afforded in the 
country whence he comes, and for whose support while studying 
sufficient provision has been made, and who intends to depart 
from the territory of the United States immediately on the com- 
pletion of his studies. 

If such a definition is to be given to the word student, the num- 
ber of students in the United States is comparatively small. 
Under this bill students, even after graduating from our highest 
institutions of learning, if they remained in the United States, 
would be subject to arrest and deportation. The treaty of 1894 
never intended such to be the case. 

The bill, as originally presented, made it necessary for a Chinese 
traveler to have arranged beforehand his itinerary in the United 
States; but Iam glad to see that the committee has seen fit to 
strike out that provision. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Doesthe Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. PATTERSON. The Senator from Ilinois has criticised 
the provisions of the bill that define ‘‘ students.’ "Would the Sen- 
ator give the Senate the benefit of his definition of the term and 
the regulations that should be made for the purpose of carrying 
out that provision of the treaty. The Senator can well under- 
stand that unless some plan is suggested that under any one o! 
these terms, ‘‘teachers,’’ ‘‘ students,’’ ‘‘ merchants,’’ or other- 
wise, if they were permitted to remain in this country for an 
unlimited length of time, it might entirely undo the ends that 
are and have been sought to be attained through this legislation 
and through the treaties. For that reason we ought to have the 
Senator’s idea of the limitations, at least, or the regulations by 
which the ends sought may in a measure be attained. 

Mr. CULLOM. I can readily understand that it is somewhat 
difficult perhaps to make regulations which will not seem to be a 
little severe, but there seems to be a studied effort on the part 0! 

‘the committee in charge of this bill to make a measure under 
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which no Chinese can come into this country, even teachers, or 
merchants, or students, or anybody else. 

Mr. PATTERSON. The object of the bill—— 

Mr. CULLOM. What I desire is that the bill shall be so 
framed that the plain intent of the law shall be allowed to have 
its sway. For instance, an honest man wants to come to this 
country to teach. The treaty does not confine him to the higher | 
branches of study. Let us receive him, if we are going to let in | 
any teachers at all, on some fair, reasonable basis of regulations 
and rules and laws, so that an honest man can get in here if we | 
intend to allow them to come at all. If it is not a pretense that 
they shall get in, let us arrange it so that hecan get in if he is an 
honest man and really wants to come here to teach. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I wish to say to the Senator from Illinois, 
on the authority of a Treasury official, Mr. Dunn, a very intelli- | 
gent and a very conscientious man, I believe, from what I saw of 
him, that the provisions in this bill relating to students are simply 
the regulations now in force, not the regulations as contained in 
the pamphlet, but the regulations that are now and have been for 
some little time in force. They found it necessary to adopt those | 
regulations in order to prevent very material abuses of the author- 
ity to come in under the class of teachers. So the Treasury offi- 
cial, _ of the committee will justify me in saying, | 
declared. 

Mr. FORAKER. May I ask the Senator from Colorado a ques- 
tion there? I should like to inquire of the Senator from Colorado 
by what authority such regulations were made? I mean regula- 
tions restricting the natural meaning of the term ‘‘ teacher ’’ and 
the term ‘‘ student.’’ Those are words which have a well-defined 
meaning, which is given in all dictionaries, and that meaning is 
well understood by everybody; and certainly that well under- 
stood, common understanding as to the meaning of those words 
has been restricted by these regulations, and I want to know by | 
what authority. . 

Mr. PATTERSON. I will state to the Senator from Ohio the 
reasons given by the Treasury officials, those who have had to do 
with the enforcement of the Chinese-exclusion law ever since any 
of the provisions have been in force, namely, that in the first place | 
it was not presumable that Chinese were coming here to teach in 
our common schools, but if they came to teach they would come | 
to teach in some of the colleges or institutions of higher learning | 
in this country; that if it was anything short of that, so far as the | 
term ‘‘ teacher’’ is concerned, there would be such an evasion of | 
the law that the law for the exclusion of laborers would be prac- 
tically valueless. | 

When it comes to the matter of students, if you simply include | 
under that term any person who wants to receive an education, | 
you can readily understand that they would all want to receive | 
an education, just as they are all willing to be Christians, if they 
are permitted to come into the United States. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator will allow me, suppose a Chinese | 
boy wants to come here to attend the common schools, can he | 
come in under these definitions? 

Mr. PATTERSON. No. 

Mr. FORAKER. He could come under the treaty, but hecould | 
not come under these definitions. 

_Mr. PATTERSON. He has the facilities for the usual and or- 
dinary education of Chinese in his own land. Presumably there 
is no—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Suppose he wants something better than that? | 

Mr. PATTERSON, Then let him advance until he reaches the | 
point where he desires to be educated in the higher branches of 
learning. 

Mr. CULLOM. 
tor insist? 

_ Mr. PATTERSON. That isthe meaning of the treaty, and that 
_ es which has been placed upon it by the Treasury | 
omciais? 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Solicitor of the Treasury has so held. | 

Mr. PATTERSON. That is the meaning which must be recog- 
nized, or else Chinese exclusion is a farce. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I wish to ask the junior Senator | 
from Colorado a question for information. I understood him to 
say that the definition in this proposed act in regard to ‘‘ teach- 
ers’ or “students,” and I do not remember which, was copied 
from a Treasury regulation, not published in the regulations, but 
which had been made since. Are there any regulations about 
this matter which have not been furnished to us? 

Mr. PATTERSON. The only regulation I have seen is the reg- 
ulation contained in this yellow-covered book—Laws, Treaties, 
and Regulations Relating to the Exclusion of Chinese. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. But I understood the Senator to 
oy — Mr. Dunn had said there were some subsequent regula- 

Mr. PATTERSON. No. In a conversation with Mr. Liver- 
nash last night upon this subject he said that the later regula- 





| 
| 
| 


Is that the meaning of the treaty , does the Sena- 


| Treasury officer may have a different idea. 


| get a chance to go across the continent at all. 


| come here from China. 


tions are not contained in this pamphlet, and that the provisions 
of this bill were taken from the regulations as they existed when 
the bill was prepared. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The reason I ask this: I asked the 
Assistant Secretary of the Treasury who is is in charge of this 
matter if there were any regulations or decisions subsequent to 
those he had furnished me. I had heard that there were, and he, 
by telephone, said there were not. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. Livernash has been very active and 
he is very full of accurate information, as I have found. In the 
light of what the Senator from Connecticut says, of course I wiil 
say nothing further than what I have said until further investi- 
gation is made upon the subject. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I believe I was about to touch 
upon the question of Chinese travelers. A Chinese traveler is 
compelled to satisfy the Treasury officer that he is in possession 
of adequate funds for paying the cost of his intended travel. A 
very wide discretion is given the Treasury officer—one Treasury 
officer may have an idea of what funds are necessary and another 
We will not be both- 
ered with many Chinese travelers in the United States if this bill 
becomes a law, because the officers will so estimate the sum neces- 
sary to go across the country that it will oversize the pile which 
any of the Chinese will have in their pockets, and they will not 
The fault I find 
with this bill is that it seems to be an effort, without positively 
saying so, to keep out of this country everybody who wishes to 
I want the Chinese laborers kept out. 
That is what the treaty requires. But in doing so let us not. 
violate every principle of fairness and right and of the construc- 
tion of treaties to the extent that we will keep out merchants 


| and students and teachers and everybody else whom we pretend 


we want to let in. 

Mr. CLAY. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. CLAY. Could a Chinese physician, under this bill which 
we are now considering, desiring to come to this country, come in? 

Mr.CULLOM. Hecould not atall. He is called a *‘ laborer.” 

Mr. CLAY. One other question. If a banker or a manufac- 
turer or a broker in China desired to come to this country, could 
he do so under this bill? 

Mr. CULLOM. Hecould not. He is a laborer. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. How about a clergyman? 

Mr. CLAY. Suppose a clergyman desired to come, could he 

et in? 
. Mr. CULLOM. As I understand it, he could not. 

Mr. CLAY. As I understand it, there are four classes entitled 
to come in. 

Mr. CULLOM. Officials, teachers, students, and merchants. 

Mr. CLAY. And they are surrounded with certain conditions? 

Mr. CULLOM. And they are surrounded with such conditions 
that they can not get in, either. 

Mr. FORAKER. Let me ask the Senator a question. I am 
not familiar with the hearings before the committee. I have 
read them only in part. Has anybody ever testified, or has it 
been established in any way, that any injury has come to this 
country, or any class of people in this country, or any industry 
in this country from teachers and students and professional China- 
men coming here to reside? 

Mr. TELLER. They do not come. 

Mr. FORAKER. If they do not come, then, perhaps, we have 


_had no experience on the subject; but the fact that they do not 
come, it seems to me, should not lead us to adopt a definition that 


could not have been within the intent of the framers of the treaty 
and which is not a fair definition of the language we have em- 
ployed. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Srwon in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Illinois yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. CULLOM. [yield to the Senator from Colorado to answer 
the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. PATTERSON. The Treasury officials testified that there 
was not a single one of the excepted classes under which any num- 
ber of flagrant frauds had not been attempted and under which 
“7 number had not been successful. 

r. FORAKER. Will the Senator allow me? 


That is not an 
answer to the question I propounded. 


I understand that these 


| definitions have been adopted with a view to preventing people 
| from coming in by false representation. 


{ assumed that some 
teachers and some students had been coming into this country 


under the treaty. I assumed that during all the years it has been 
in force students and teachers had come here to a greater or less 
extent. I only wanted to know whether or not any harm has ever 


| come to anybody of which any testimony has been afforded the 
, committee on account of the coming here of any of these educated 
' classes, 
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I wish to state frankly that while I believe in prohibiting the 
coming of Chinese laborers, while I approve that as the estab- 
lished policy and want to see it continued, I do not believe any 
injury will come to us from the visitation to our country of the 
educated classes of Chinamen. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I recollect this statement by the Treasury 
official who labored with the committee while the bill was being 
perfected, that there was not a single case in which a ruling by 
Treasury officials as applicable to any of these excepted classes 
had been complained of; that the officials had been liberal in their 


fornia has held an actor to be a laborer and not entitled to re- 


main in the United States, while a United States district court in 
Illinois, with a full knowledge of the decision of the court in 
California, held that an actor was not a laborer within the mean- 


| ing of our present treaties and laws, and was therefore entitled 


construction of the rules, and they knew of no case in which in- | 


justice had ever been done, so far as concerned complaint from any 
Chinese governmental officer or from anybody else. 

And, further, I wish to say to the Senator from Ohio that there 
is no effort on the part of the committee nor isit the purpose of this 
bill to exclude from the United States any bona fide members of 
the excepted classes. Therules and regulations have been adopted 
as experience has shown the necessity of adopting them for the 
purpose of preventing frauds, with attempts at which the Treas- 
ury officials are constantly confronted. 

Mr. FORAKER. If Ido notinterrupt the Senator from Dlinois 
unduly—— 

Mr. CULLOM. Oh, no. 

Mr. FORAKER. I wish to say just a word in answer to the 
Senator from Colorado. I understood him to say, or some one to 
remark—perhaps it was the senior Senator from Colorado [ Mr. 
TELLER |—that no students or teachers have come to this country. 

Mr. TELLER. 1 
very few have come. Large numbers who are not students call 
themselves students, and large numbers call themselves teachers 
who are not teachers; but what I mean is, that while occasion- 
ally a teacher comes in I have never seen one in forty years’ expe- 
rience. 

Mr. FORAKER. It is a great wonder that any teacher at all 
would come when such definitions have been insisted upon as 
those given by the regulations of the Treasury Department, for 
it seems to me if you read those definitions as they have been car- 
ried into this bill, they are sufficient to discourage any teacher 
from coming. We all know that students have come. 


to remain in the United States. 

The Senator from Oregon has discussed very ably this provi- 
sion defining the word ‘‘ laborer;*’ but I can not believe that the 
treaty of 1894 contemplated that Chinese physicians, bankers, 
purchasing agents, and others high in business and professional 
life should be included under the word ‘“laborer,’’ and should 
not be entitled to admission into the United States. 

The sections of this bill pertaining to the excepted classes, es- 
pecially to students, teachers, and travelers, will tend to prevent 
any of those classes from coming to the United States; and they 
are therefore violations of the treaty of 1894 and the treaty of 
1880, by which we permitted officials, merchants, teachers, stu- 
dents, and travelers to enter and depart freely from the United 
States. 

Article 2 of the treaty of 1894 provides 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will it disturb the Senator if I interrupt 
him? He has just passed from the point in his argument where 
he discussed the meaning of the treaty, as to what class of per- 
sons were excluded and what class of persons were permitted to 
come in, and he referred to some remarks I made the other day, 
I wish to call the attention of the Senator from Illinois to 





| the final report of our commissioners who made the treaty of 


If I may be allowed to say a word, practically | 


There is | 


not a prominent educational institution in the country, scarcely, | 
| the Senator from Illinois was construed by the commissioners 


which has not had Chinese students in attendance, and they have 
made good records. 

Mr. TELLER. They have had no trouble to get in. 

Mr. FORAKER. The trouble is to get into the country. 

Mr. TELLER. No; thereis no trouble to get into the country. 

Mr. FORAKER. 
plain 
from coming, but I do not want laws to be so restrictive that 
those whom we intend to allow to come in can not get into the 
country. 

Mr. CULLOM. Now, I hope I may be allowed to proceed. 

Mr. FORAKER. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. CULLOM. Section 3, after giving a general and fair defi- 
nition of the word ‘‘laborer,’’ as meaning both skilled and unskilled 
manual laborers, Chinese persons employed in mining, fishing, 


If the Senator will allow me, I do not com- | 
at all of restrictive measures that will prohibit laborers | 


| language in that treaty. 
jected, but mildly, and subsequently acquiesced. 


huckstering, etc., goes on to provide that ‘‘ every Chinese person | 
shall be deemed a laborer, within the meaning of this act,’’ who | 


is not an official, a teacher, a student, a merchant, or a traveler 
for curiosity or pleasure, as thereinafter defined. That answers 
the question of the Senator from Georgia. Thisabsolutely closes 
out physicians, Chinese ministers, lawyers (if any there are), 
bankers, purchasing agents, and many other classes who are cer- 
tainly not laborers, as we understand that term. 

I wish to say here that the Chinese Government has been accus- 
tomed to sending purchasing agents over to this country to buy 
goods. They can not come*under this bill; they are ruled out 
and are called laborers, and the result is that if we have any 
trade it is a marvel, and if we have any at all after this bill 
passes I shall be very much surprised. 

Our only purpose in these treaties and our acts of Congress was 
to shut out Chinese laborers within the ordinary meaning of that 
term who might come in conflict with our own American labor, 
That is the purpose of the treaty, and, so far as concerns a law 
which confines itself to that particular class, it is all right to 
shut them out, and I believe in it. . 

There certainly can be no objection to Chinese physicians and 
other professional men, Chinese bankers, and there are many of 
that class, coming to the United States. In my own State, in the 
city of Chicago, we have a number of excellent Chinese phy- 
sicians, some of whom are patronized by many Americans in 
preference to our own physicians. I am aware that some of our 
Western Federal courts (also the executive authorities) have 
been disposed to hold that Chinese laborers included all Chinamen 
other than those expressly excepted, namely, officials, merchants, 
teachers, ravelers. Some of these decisions are 


conflictiny. For instance. a United States district court in Cali- 


students, and 


| 
| 


1880, submitted to Secretary Evarts November 6, 1880. If it 
would not disturb the Senator, I should like to read just a few 
lines. 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It is as follows: 

We desired, as you will see by the précis of the negotiation, to define with 
more precision exactly what all the negotiators on both sides understood by 
‘Chinese laborers.”” But the Chinese Government was very unwilling to be 
more precise than the absolute necessity called for, and they claimed that in 
Article II they did, by exclusion, provide that nobody should be entitled to 
claim the benefit of the general provisions of the Burlingame treaty but 
those who went to the United States for purposes of teaching, study, mercan- 
tile transactions, travel, or curiosity. 


Thus showing that the identical treaty now being construed by 


who made it, in their final report to the Secretary of State, to 
mean precisely what I claim it means, and the correspondence, 
moreover, between the commissioners of the respective nations 
shows the same thing. I will not interrupt the Senator too long, 
however, but will refer to that later. 

Mr. FORAKER. On what page? 

Mr. MITCHELL. On page 462 is the final report, from which 
Iread. I can not at this moment put my hand on the page which 


| contains the correspondence between the commissioners of the 


respective nations, in which the United States commissioners 
presented to the commissioners from China their meaning, the 
meaning, at least, that they desired to have inserted by proper 
The Chinese commissioners at first ob- 
The result of 
the construction placed by the commissioners of the respective 
nations in the correspondence between the two and in the final 


| report of our commissioners to our Secretary of State was to the 


effect that the treaty meant that only those were entitled to come 
to this country under the provisions of the treaty who were 
named as exempted classes, 

Mr. CULLOM. I have not read the report of the commission- 


'ers who helped to make the treaty, but I read the treaty. I see 
| nothing in the treaty which justifies such a construction. It can 


not be possible that those commissioners themselves will admit 
that they intended to exclude bankers, doctors, preachers, and 
every class of people under the head of laborers, It does not seem 
to me that it can be so. ‘ 

Mr. MITCHELL. I will state to the Senator that that has 
been the practice of the Department in the execution of the treaty 
and in the execution of the law. They do not admit lawyers, 
doctors, and preachers, and they never have done so, because of 
the construction for which I contend. 

Mr. CULLOM. There is nothing in the treaty that keeps them 
out, as far as I can read it. Article II—— 

Mr. PENROSE. I will say—— a 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mlinois 
yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. CULLOM. I should like to get through. 

Mr. PENROSE. I merely wanted to ask the Senator whether 
the treaty did not specifically provide for the classes that were 
not laborers, the exempted classes? 

Mr. CULLOM. The treaty provides that laborers shall not be 
allowed to come in. 

Mr. PENROSE. And it also provides for the classes them- 
selves that may come. 
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Mr. CULLOM. It provides for teachers, students, and mer- | 
chants. There is nothing said about the other classes, it is true, | 
but it does seem to me that the ordinary acceptation of the term | 
would not include in the treaty a prohibition of bankers, physi- | 
cians, and that class of professional men. 

Mr. PENROSE. Does not the Senator from Illinois know that 
the Chinese have no physicians in our sense of the word? 

Mr. CULLOM. Ido not know what the fact is. 

Mr. PENROSE. Their medicines are in the most barbarous 
and in the crudest condition, and it is ridiculous to talk about 
admitting physicians when there are none in the whole Empire. 

Mr. CULLOM. Article 2 of the treaty of 1894, providing for | 
the prohibition of Chinese laborers entering the United States 
for ten years, does not apply to a registered laborer returning to | 
the United States, providing he has a wife, child, or parent here, 
or property in the United States of the value of $1,000, or debts of 
like amount due him and pending settlement. That is the pro- 
vision of the treaty. 

Section 10 of the pending bill practically repeats the above pro- 
vision of the treaty, but provides that it shall be subject toa 
number of conditions. For instance, the marriage to the wife 
must have taken place at least one year prior to the application of 
the laborer for permission to return, and must be followed by 
continuous cohabitation; and in reference to debts it provides 
that the requisite minimum value is over all incumbrances, 
liens, and offsets; the debtor must be solvent; the debts must not 
consist of promissory notes, and it must appear, where family, 
property, or debt qualifications are relied on, that the applicant 
possesses them at the time of return to the United States as well 
as at the time of departure. 

Article II of the treaty contains no authority for the enactment 
of these conditions. That article provides specifically just what 
the procedure shall be, and I do not think we would be warranted 
under the treaty in extending and making additional conditions 
from those contained in the treaty. Under this.bill it would be 
rather risky for a Chinese laborer to leave the United States at 
all, if he ever expected to return, by the guaranty given him in 
the treaty. He might leave a wife or child on his departure from 
the United States, and if his wife died in the meantime he would 
not be permitted to enter (unless he also had a parent or child 
living or debts to the value of $1,000). It seems that the distin- 
guished committee who considered this bill was determined that 
no member of the Chinaman’s family should die during his ab- 
sence, that no debt should be paid, but that everything must re- 
main exactly as he left it; otherwise he will not be allowed to 
return. The treaty does not authorize and never contemplated 
any such conditions. 

Now, Mr. President, I will only refer to one more matter in 
connection with this bill. 

Article II of the treaty of 1880 provides that Chinese subjects, 
whether proceeding to the United States as teachers, students, 
merchants, or from curiosity, together with their body and house- 
hold servants, and Chinese laborers who are now in the United 
States shall be allowed to go and come of their own free will and 
accord, and shall be accorded all the rights of citizens of the most 
favored nation; and Article ITI of the same treaty provides that 
all Chinamen, of whatever class, if meeting with ill treatment, 
that the Government of the United States will exert all its power 
to devise means for their protection and to secure to them the 
same rights, privileges, and immunities and exceptions as may be 
enjoyed by citizens of the most favored nation. Article III of 
the treaty of 1894 reaffirms the right of officials, teachers, stu- 
dents, merchants, or travelers to come to the United States on 
a certificate from their Government viséed by the diplomatic or 
consular representative of the United States in the country from 
whence they depart. 

We have certainly by these treaties guaranteed to Chinese 
officials, merchants, teachers, students, and travelers the treat- 
ment of the subjects of the most favored nation, yet section 20 
of the bill provides a system of registration and certificates of 
registration for those excepted classes, and provides that if they 
fail to obtain such certificates, in any proceedin inquiring into 
their status they are presumed to be laborers. ere are many 
other stringent provisions in the bill pertaining to these exempt 
classes not in harmony with our guaranty to them of the treat- 
ment of the subjects of the most favored nation. 

Now, Mr. President, I have gone over the different treaties with 
China since 1844 and the various laws passed on the subject of 
Chinese immigration. Those treaties and laws speak for them- 
selves. They show very clearly what the general trend of public 
opinion has been in the last thirty years. Until perhaps 1878 
we invited Chinese immigration; since then our auitas ton tenn to 
prohibit it. Many of the laws that we have passed are stringent 
and harsh. In the enactment of the act of 1888 we directly vio- 

lated our treaty with China; and in the enactment of most of our 
laws on the subject we do not seem to have shown much regard 
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for the spirit of our treaties,even if we have generally adhered to 
their letter. Butthe threatened danger of great numbers of these 
laborers coming into the United States was, in the opinion of Con- 
gress, a sufficient excuse for their enactment. 

Personally I am in favor of the absolute exclusion of Chinese 
laborers, in the ordinary meaning of that word, and the proper 
enforcement of the laws now on our statute books, and it seems 
to me that those laws are amply sufficient. I do not think that it 
would be wise for us to pass the bill under consideration, because 
I consider many provisions of that bill to be violations of our 
treaty relations with China. I admit, of course, that we have 
the right undér the Constitution to pass laws in contravention of 
our treaties, and that those laws may supersede or abrogate an 
existing treaty—at least so far as our own municipal law is con- 
cerned—but such a course should be taken only in the most ex- 
ceptional cases; and there is nothing in the present situation that 
makes it either expedient or necessary to pass a law in disregard 
of our treaty with China. 

The question involved in our disposition of this bill is a very 
serious one. It is easy to adopt extreme views and favor extreme 
measures in dealing with China, but our great nation can afford to 
deal with the weak and the strong nations alike and do nothing 
in either case that is not upon a high plane of honor and dignity, 

The statistics show that the Chinese population in this country 
is not increasing, but, on the contrary, is decreasing under the en- 
forcement of the present law. Figures furnished by the Census 
Bureau show that in 1880 there were, in round numbers, 105,000 
Chinese in the United States, in 1890 there were 109,000, while in 
1900 there were 93,283. Gentlemen connected with the Bureau of 
Immigration have denied these figures and claim that there are 
800,000 Chinese in the United States to-day. I assume, however, 
that the figures furnished by the Census Bureau, whose business 
itis to gather such statistics, should be taken as correct. But 
even if there were 300,000, is that a good ground for disregarding 
our treaty obligations when the treaty will expire in two years 
from now? It seems to me not. 

Our trade and commerce with China are worthy of considera- 
tion in dealing with this subject. Under present conditions, if we 
do not close the doors to the commerce of China ourselves, it is as 
sure to come to the United States, and much of our trade go to it, 
as the sun shines upon us. The Hawaiian Territory, over 1,000 
miles out from our California shores in the direction of Japan and 
China in the Pacific Ocean, is a part, in the fullest sense, of the 
United States. The great archipelago—the Philippine Islands— 
over which the sovereignty of the United States is proclaimed 
and very soon, I trust, will be recognized by all the people of those 
fertile islands, is still beyond and comparatively near to China. 
So we have opened the way, by establishing our outposts upon the 
sea, to make it easy for the United States to control the commerce 
of that country. So, Mr. President, from a purely selfish stand- 
point, it is our interest to keep faith with China in all that we do. 

Iam aware, Mr. President, that events have transpired in that 
ancient and weak Government which startled and almost paralyzed 
the civilized world during the last two years, and the nations yet 
look back at the condition which for months prevailed in that 
feeble Government, with its 400,000,000 subjects, with amaze- 
ment and horror. But the Chinese Government apparently did 
the best she could to protect foreigners among them, and has 
agreed to do all that has been demanded of her by the nations in 
reparation for the outrages committed by her subjects upon the 
representatives of foreign governments, their families, and the 
citizens and subjects of the nations in that country. 

Mr. President, I do not mean to be misunderstood in my position. 
My belief is that we ought not to pass any law in disregard of 
our treaty obligations; that we can continue the present law until 
the treaty of 1894 shall expire, if notice shall be given that this 
Government does not desire it to be continued another ten years: 
and in the meantime a new treaty may be agreed to which will 
abrogate any possible treaty stipulations against the absolute ex- 
clusion of Chinese laborers and which will permit us to enact 
such legislation as we may deem necessary for the protection of 
our country from the influx of these Chinese laborers into the 
United States. 

I desire to say right here that if keeping out the Chinese labor- 
ers is not sufficient, let us adhere to our treaty obligations until 
they expire or until we regularly abrogate them and then pass 
such a law as the American people deem their interest todemand, 
and I will vote for it if it keeps every possible Chinaman from 
coming to our shores. 

If China should decline to enter into a new treaty of this char- 
acter, we might then be justified in going ahead and passing any 
law on the subject of Chinese immigration that we might choose. 
I recognize, of course, that in the absence of any treaty on the 
subject every nation possesses the absolute right to restrict im- 
migration in any manner it may desire. 

It is better to pass a law in reference to Chinese immigration 
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hefore our present laws expire next month. Still, if every law on 
our statute books prohibiting the immigration of Chinese laborers 
should expire to-day, the treaty of 1894 would prove a barrier 
against Chinese laborers coming into the United States. That 
treaty by its terms prohibits such immigration, and that treaty 
has all the authority and weight of an act of Congress under our 
Constitution. Itis a part of our supreme municipal law without 
any additional act of Congress, and it would be the duty of the 
executive department to see to it, by such measures as they might 
find it necessary to adopt, that no Chinese laborer should enter 
the United States except as provided in the treaty. 

Mr. PERKINS obtained the floor. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator yield to me for just one 
moment? 

Mr. PERKINS. I yield first to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. BURNHAM]. 

ELEONORA G. GOLDSBOROUGH. 


Mr. BURNHAM. 
relief of Eleonora G. Gdldsborough. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Srmon in the chair). The 
Senator from New Hampshire asks unanimous consent for the 
consideration of a bill which will be read for the information of 
the Senate. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will it not be necessary to temporarily lay 
aside the unfinished business? Can one bill be taken up in this 
way when another is under consideration? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Undoubtedly, by unanimous 
consent, the unfinished business is temporarily laid aside. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It involvesthat, I suppose. I merely wanted 
to know what would be the parliamentary status. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That was the request of the Senator from 
New Hampshire. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
that the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside. 
objection to the present consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an 
amendment, in line 8, after the word ‘‘ death ’’ toinsert ‘‘ with al- 
lowances for two years; ’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby 
is, instructed to pay to Eleonora G. Goldsborough, widow of the late Surg. 
Charles B. Golds 
not otherwise appropriated, two years’ pay at the rate of the salary he was 
receiving as surgeon at the time of his death, with allowances for two years. 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
New Hampshire, what is the theory upon which this appropria- 
tion is supposed to be made? 

Mr. BURNHAM. The bill as stated in the report is a peculiar 
bill. It stands upon an exceptional basis. The surgeon whose 
family are the claimants here was in the Marine-Hospital Serv- 
ice and was engaged there for some twelve years. He contracted 
a disease in the performance of an operation in the line of his duty, 
and died, as it appears by the statement, from the effects of the 
operation. 

In 1898 there was an exact precedent for this bill in the case 
of Surg. John W. Branham. He contracted a disease, yellow 
fever, 1 think, after a service of about five months, which caused 
his death. Dr. Goldsborough had been in the service some twelve 
years. 


It was practically the request 


our report in that way. We think it is exceptional, and the bill 
has the assent of the Senator from Missouri in its present state. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a bill (H. R. 13031) to prohibit the coming into and to regulate 
the residence within the United States, its Territories, and all ter- 
ritory under its jurisdiction, and the District of Columbia, of 
Chinese and persons of Chinese descent; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 


CHINESE EXCLUSION, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2960) to prohibit the coming into and to 
regulate the residence within the United States, its Territories, 
and all possessions and all territory underits jurisdiction, and the 
District of Columbia, of Chinese persons and persons of Chinese 
descent. 
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I desire to call up the bill (S. 3421) for the | 


Is there | 


bom muugh, of the Marine-Hospital Service, out of any moneys | 


The Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] objected to | 
the bill and desired that this should be presented as an exceptional | 
case and not form a general precedent, and so we have put it in | 
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| Mr. PERKINS. Iwill yield tothe junior Senator from Oregon 
| [Mr. MrrcHe.t}. 

| Mr. MITCHELL. By permission of the Senator from Cali- 
| fornia, I wish to call the attention of the Senator from Illinois to 
| one fact. The Senator has very properly stated the law when he 
says that a later treaty repeals a former treaty and a later law re- 
peals a former law, or even a former treaty. That we all agree 
is good law. The Senator has stated that this bill violates, in his 
judgment, certain provisions of the treaty of 1880. I wish to call 
the attention of the Senator to a fact which I think is conclusive. 

Mr. CULLOM. It violates the treaty of 1894. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The treaty of 1880 was abrogated by the 
| treaty of 1894, and the expiration of the treaty of 1894 can not 

bring back to life the treaty of 1880 or any provision of it. Iknow 
| there is a rule of law to the effect that tite repeal of a repealing 
act perhaps revives the act repealed, but that is not this case. 

Mr. SPOONER. That was the old common law. It is not the 
rule here. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It is not the rule, but even if it were it is 
not applicable here. This is a case where a solemn treaty has 
been entered into which absolutely abrogates and repeals a former 
treaty, and there is a limitation in the later treaty; it expires at 
the end of a certain time—in ten years. Under no conceivable 
| circumstances can it be successfully contended that at the expira- 
| tion of the treaty of 1894 life is blown into the treaty of 1880 
| again. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Oregon allow me? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have not given this subject any examina- 
tion, but I find here, and was reading it just before the Senator 
rose, a contention by ex-Secretary Foster, which is very plausibly 
maintained, that at the expiration of this treaty, Articles V and 
VI of the Burlingame treaty—— 

Mr. CULLOM. The treaty of 1868. 

Mr. SPOONER. The treaty of 1868 will again come into oper- 
| ation. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Thatisa different proposition. But while 

I know ex-Secretary Foster is capable of presenting almost any 
case very plausibly, at the same time I doubt the validity of the 
argument. 
Mr. SPOONER. I have formed no opinion on the question. 
Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President—— 
Mr. MITCHELL. But there can be no question, it seems to 
me 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
| yield to the Senator from Dlinois? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Certainly. 

Mr. CULLOM. My view has been that, as the treaty of 1880 
was a permanent treaty, and as the treaty of 1894 was a ten years’ 
| treaty, a sort of suspending treaty, when that treaty had termi- 
nated by the expiration of the time the treaty of 1880 would re- 
main in force. I believe that will be determined to be the law. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It is clearly an abrogation of the treaty of 
1880. 

Mr. PENROSE. It was not maintained for one moment by 
Mr. Foster before the Committee on Immigration that the treaty 
of 1880 could ever be revived. I was somewhat astonished at the 
claim made by the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
| tions that such a theory could be entertained. On page 36 of the 
testimony before the Committee on Immigration Mr. John W. 
Foster said: 

The treaty of 1894 was substituted for that of 1880, and in its Article VI it 
is provided that “ this convention shall remain in force for a period of ten 
years,” with the usual provision for notice of termination. 

Mr. Foster went on to explain with considerable elaboration 
our treaty relations with China, but at no point did he make the 
slightest claim that the treaty of 1880 could ever be revived. He 
did endeavor to set up the claim that Articles V and VI of the 
treaty of 1868 might be revived upon the expiration or abrogation 
of the treaty of 1894. The Senator from Illinois is the first in 
-_ controversy to claim that there is any life left in the treaty 
of 1880. 

Mr. CULLOM. It is my judgment that when the treaty for 
ten years shall expire some portion of the treaty of 1880 and pos- 
sibly of the treaty of 1868 will be in force. 

Mr. PENROSE. The Senator goes far beyond the most ex- 
treme advocates and representatives of the Chinese in this contro- 
versy in that contention. 

Mr. CULLOM. It is just a question of law with me. I do not 
care anything about what is claimed by representatives of the 
Chinese.: 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I think it is well enough 
to understand the attitude of Mr. Foster upon these several 
treaties. I suppose upon questions of treaty law and treaty con- 
struction he is as safe an authority as we can turn to, and when 
he states that upon the expiration of the treaty of 1894 the treaty 





Does the Senator from Oregon 
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of 1880 is not revived, but that certain sections or articles of the 
treaty of 1868 are revived, there is at least some good, solid foun- 
dation for the claim. That is the stand taken by Mr. Foster, and 
upon the theory that he is right (and we may presume that he is 
right until he is shown to be mistaken) we may very well under- 


stand what Articles V and VI of the treaty of 1868 are. 

If, as Mr. Foster claims, these articles of the 1868 treaty are 
to be revived upon the termination of the treaty of 1894, then all 
the barriers which have been raised against Chinese immigration, 
which have been raised against Chinese laborers, and the whole 
horde of Chinese who would seek admission into this country are 
leveled to the ground. 7 

These are the articles of the treaty which Mr. Foster says 
will be revived. His claim was that because in 1894 these articles 
would be revived, we would be guilty of a violation of our soleinn 
treaty with China to continue our exclusive policy in any way; 
in other words, that since Articles V and VI of the treaty of 1868 
are revived, any act of Congress that would exclude laborers, or 
any other class of Chinese people, that would not leave the entire 
population of China upon the plane that the population of other 
countries occupy under the favored-nation clause, would be a 
violation of our treaty obligations, and for that reason he ob- 
jected, not to certain clauses and certain provisions in the bill 
now under discussion, but to the bill in toto, because it would be 
a violation of treaty obligations. This is what he says: 

With this exact parallel before us, I need say no more to convince you that 
when the treaty with China of 1894 is terminated in 1904, Articles V and VI 
of the treaty of 1868 will again come into full force. They are as follows: 

“Art. V. The United States of America and the Emperor of China cor- 
dially recognize the inherent and inalienable right of man to change his 
home and allegiance, and also the mutual advantage of the free immigration 
and emigration of their citizens and subjects, respectively, from the one 
country to the other, for purposes of cu ae of trade, or as permanent 
residents. The high contracting parties, therefore, join in reprobating any 
other than an entirely voluntary emigration for these purposes. They con- 
sequently agree to laws ng it a penal offense for a citizen of the 
United States or inese subjects to take Chinese —_ either to the 
United States or to any other fore country, or for a Chinese subject or 
citizen of the United States to take citizens of the United States to China or 
to oo a foreign country, without their free and voluntary consent, re- 
*P CART. VI. Citizens of the United States visiting or residing in China shall 
enjoy the same privileges, immunities, or exemptions in respect to travel 
or residence as may there be enjoyed by the citizens or subjects of the most 
favored nation. And, reciprocally, Chinese subjects visiting or residing in 
the United States shall enjoy the same privileges, immunities, and exemp- 
tions in respect to travel or residence as may there be enjoyed by the citizens 
or subjects of the most favored nation. But nothing herein contained shall 
be held to confer naturalization upon citizens of the United States in China, 
nor upon the subjects of China in the United States.”’ 

Clearly breaking down all walls, opening the United States to 
as overwhelming an invasion of Chinese 
to come, with the only privilege denied them—and that privilege 
is denied also to the inhabitants of the United States residing in 
China—is the right to become American citizens. 

Then Mr. Foster continues: 

I think I have made it clear that these articles will, in the absence of any 
other treaty agreement, come into force in 1904, and I have therefore estab- 
lished my first proposition that pay law = by the present Congress, 
which continues the exclusion of Chinese laborers beyond 1904 will be not 
cay vee international authority but will be in violation of treaty stipu- 

That was the claim of Mr. Foster. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a 
question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. — 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator has examined this question, and 

he is a member of the committee and an able lawyer. If he will 
pardon me, I should like to ask him what is his opinion as to the 
effect of the expiration of the treaty of 1894 as to Articles V and 
VI of the treaty of 1868? 
_ Mr. PATTERSON. I am frank to say that I have not given it 
independent investigation. I was not present when ex-Secretary 
Foster made his statement, but I find it here in the record. I do 
no more than take his interpretation of the several treaties. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Willthe Senatorallow me tointerrupt him? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The statement has been made that this 
treaty will expire in 1904, but I do not think that is quite the case. 
It is not if we strictly follow its terms. The treaty may be de- 
nounced in 1904 by either party; but if it is not so denounced by 
giving six months’ notice prior to the expiration of the first period 
of ten years, it will continue for another period of ten years; that 
is, until 1914. 

Mr. SPOONER. But if we denounce it do we revive Articles 
V and VI of the treaty of 1868? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. That was not the point of my observation. 
I rose simply to say— 

Mr. SPOONER, I understand, but the Senator is on the com- 


pulation as may see fit | 


(erence 


mittee, and I have not examined the matter at all. 
for information. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. That is a feature of the subjett which I 
have not examined with care; and I would not undertake to say. 
It was not at all necessary to determine that matter in the con- 
sideration of the bill before the Senate. 

Mr. PATTERSON. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. Farr- 
BANKS] states correctly the provisions of the treaty of 1894; but, 
as stated by Mr. Foster, I think it may be accepted that, since 
China is opposed to the exclusion of its subjects by the United 
States, China will, within the six months fixed by the treaty, de- 
nounce the treaty. It is, therefore, of the highest importance 
that we should have affirmative legislation upon the statute books 
in anticipation of that event. 

There is another reason why this bill as reported by the com- 
mittee should be enacted into law, and why neither of, the other 
bills reported, which simply propose to continue existing law in 
effect until 1904, should be permitted to take its place. It is this: 
Since the treaty of 1894 and the act of 1892 this country has ac- 
quired different possessions—Hawaii and the Philippine Islands. 

There is a very large Chinese population in the Hawaiian 
Islands. There are seventy-five or eighty thousand Chinese of 
the pure blood in the Philippine Islands, and there are in the 
neighborhood of 750,000 mestizos—that is, Chinese of the half 
blood. Unless this law is enacted, or a law which covers Hawaii 
and the Philippine Islands, there will be no law which will inter- 
fere with the emigration of Hawaiian Chinese and Filipino Chi- 
nese into the United States. I imagine that the doctrine of 
domestic territory would apply to the population of those islands 
as well as to the matter of tariff duties, and, until Congress shall 
act by affirmative legislation, no rule or regulation can be en- 
forceable that prohibits the incoming of Chinese to this country 
from the Philippine Islands. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Will the Senator permit me? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Does the Senator know of any 
instance in which a Chinaman has attempted to come from the 
Philippine Islands into this country? 

Mr. PATTERSON. I have not been watching for instances of 
that kind. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Does the Senator suppose that 
| under our present law a Chinaman would be admitted if he did 
attempt to come? 

Mr. PATTERSON. I do not see how he could be prohibited 
| under the present law. Underthe decision of the Supreme Court 
| of the United States Iam inclined to think—and I think itisa 
| safe conclusion—that there can be no interdiction of the commu- 
nication of the inhabitants of the Philippine Islands and of the 
| United States to and from either the one country or the other, 

and the fact that Chinese may not have come—or they may have 

come for aught I know—does not in the slightest degree interfere 
| with the imminent danger that will constantly exist if this Con- 
| gress should adjourn without prohibitive legislation being placed 
upon the statute books. 

Mr. BACON. I should like to ask the Senator a question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. Upon whatline of argument did Mr. Foster base 
his opinion that the particular articles of the treaty referred to 
would be revived rather than any other articles of any prior 
treaty? 

Mr. PATTERSON. AsI said in response to the Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. Spoonrer], I have not given the subject inde- 
pendent investigation. 

Mr. BACON. I asked the Senator for information. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. Foster based his view upon the ground 
that the treaty of 1894 suspended the operations of Articles V and 
VI of the treaty of 1868. 

Mr. BACON. But did not abrogate them? 

Mr. SPOONER. Did not abrogate them, but suspended them. 

Mr. PATTERSON. It simply suspended them. As I have 
said, I havs not given that subject independent investigation, and 
therefore do not desire to enter upon an independent argument. 
But, as I have suggested, if the claim that is made by Mr. Foster 
is true—I have not examined the treaty of 1868, but I suppose his 
claim must be true—then surely those two articles were simply 

ded by the treaty of 1894 and the treaty of 1880, and the 
revival of those two articles must follow ex necessitate. 

I want to call the attention of Senators to the situation in the 
Philippine Islands. It is of the highest importance that Treasury 
officials shall be sent to those islands for the purpose of supervis- 
ing any laws that may exist there with reference to the ingress 
of Chinese. The only law there now is one that was issued as a 


I only asked 








general order by one of the commanding generals, and in general | 
terms was declared to be a law by the Philippine Commission. 

But I am inclined to think, Mr. President, that there is not 
likely te be anything like an honest enforcement of that law in 
the Philippine Islands. Unless representatives and officials from 
the Treasury Department are sent to those islands, officials who are 
imbued with a conviction of duty, who believe that it is their duty 
to enforce the law honestly and impartially as it is found upon 
the statute book, we may well expect that with anything like | 
peace in those islands there will be a tremendous trend of Chinese 
toward them. I have not made a calculation, but there must be 
at least 3,000 miles of seacoast in the Philippine Islands. They 
are more than a thousand miles from north to south. 

Mr. BACON. Much more than that. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Whatever they may be, I aim always to | 
be conseryative in my estimates, and that is quite enough. 

The opportunity for access to the Zulu group, and then the mi- 
gration from those islands up to those occupying a more northerly 
situation in the ocean, is without any impediment whatever, ex- 
cept the ordinary impediments of sea and land that interpose. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. : 

Mr. TILLMAN. I would remind the Senator from Colorado 
that the Senator from Indiana [Mr. BEVERIDGE], who, I believe, 
made a visit to the Philippine Archipelago, in an elaborate, 
thoroughly prepared, and digested speech, which he made here on | 
the future of that acquisition, declared that the natives were not 
fit for work or would not work; that they were lazy, and he in- 
dicated in express terms that the Chinese were to be the laborers | 
of that country. His contention, if I recall it, was to the effect | 
that in the development of the archipelago—as he pictured in | 
glowing terms the exploitation of which they were capable, the | 
rich mines and forests, and all that kind of thing, lying there 
waiting the hand of the reaper—the Chinaman was to be the la- 
borer and the American capitalist was to be the person to bring 
him there. I merely wish to remind the Senator of that phase of 
this question. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Whatever may have been said by the 
Senator from Indiana upon that subject is probably true. 

We know from the testimony which has been given up to this | 
time before the Philippine Committee—and it has been confined | 
to Governor Taft and Army officers—that Filipino labor is not 
desirable or dependable from an American, Yankee, go-ahead 
standpoint. 








Chinese upon the ground that Chinese labor was necessary. We 
know that those who make investments over there desire labor 
that will not fail them on account of the debilitating climate, and 
for other reasons which have been given with great clearness; 


and that such labor is necessary to anything like the degree of | 


prosperity which they wish to see in the Philippines. 

There is unrelenting hostility between the native Filipino and 
the Chinese; but upon the part of the Europeans, upon the part 
of the Chinese mestizos, upon the part of the commercial classes 
and of those who claim to be there for the purpose of developing 
the islands there is a concurrence of opinion, as expressed, that 
the islands can only be properly developed by the use of Chinese | 
labor. 
enforcement of any existing law in the Philippines will be lax to 
commence with. On account of the tremendous line of seacoast, 
with the utmost vigilance there can not be an effective barring 
out of the Chinese population. So that the Philippines, unless 
they are embraced within a Federal exclusion law and unless the 
coming of Chinese from the Philippine Islands to the mainland 
is prohibited, will simply be a stepping-stone between China and 
the United States, by means of which an almost unlimited Chinese 
population can reach this country. 

So, Mr. President, I hope that no Senator who is sincerely in 
favor of Chinese exclusion, who is impressed with the necessity 
of protecting the white labor of this country, and especially or 
the Pacific coast and other sections of the United States which 
the Chinese may readily reach, from competition with Chinese 
will commit the grave mistake of resting satisfied with any meas- 
ure that does not include exclusion from the Philippine Islands 
and then exclusion from the United States by way of the Philip- 
pine Islands. To make that at all effective it is necessary that 
there shall be a Federal statute, under which Treasury officials 
ss sent to the Philippine Islands for the purpose of enforcing 
the law. 

I will not occupy any more time now; but, Mr. President, I 
think that it can be demonstrated, and I believe it will be before 
this discussion ends, that the provisions of this bill with reference 
to the excepted classes are in every wise reasonable, in view of 
the object that is to be attained. 

I think we may say that there are a goodly number of Senators 
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| exceptions. 


We know further that the chamber of commerce of | 
Manila, I think it was, petitioned Congress for the admission of | 


Therefore, I think it is safe to say, Mr. President, that the | 
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who really do not want Chinese exclusion and who are expressing 
content with certain weakling measures, because such measures 
are the best that they can hope to obtain through this body; but, 
Mr. President, the Senators who favor Chinese exclusion, who 
are impressed with the enormity of the evil, who know the de- 
moralizing influences of a Chinese group in any community, who 
comprehend what competition between Chinese wages with the 
wage that should be paid to the white laborer, and the depth of 
degredation to which a white laborer must descend whenever the 
price which he receives is to be fixed by the price that is paid to 
the Chinese, will have no hesitation in supporting this measure 
as itis reported from the committee. 

The complaint is made, Mr. President, that under this billa 
Chinese banker can not be admitted, nor a doctor, nor a lawyer, 
and, I suppose, neither would a Chinese astrologer come in; but 


| it should be borne in mind that China, as one of the high con- 
| tracting parties, agreed that all Chinese, except those constituting 
| the five favored classes, should be excluded, not in terms, but so 


clearly and so logically that there is no escape from it. 

In the treaty of 1894 the declaration is made—and let me read 
it, so that we may all have a fair understanding. Article I of 
the treaty of 1894 is an exceedingly short one, but it is very com- 
prehensive. It says: 

ARTICLE I. 

_ The high contracting parties agree that fora period of ten years, begin- 
ning with the date of the exchange of the ratifications of this convention, 
the coming, except under the conditions hereinafter specified, of Chinese 
laborers to the United States shall be absolutely prohibited. 

The conditions that China saw fit to approve are afterwards 
specified, and let me read to the Senate what classes were made 
I read the second article, and will then come to the 
one I have in mind now, for the purpose of showing the terms to 
which China through its plenipotentiary solemnly agreed. 

The preceding article— 

That is the one that absolutely excludes all Chinese except those 
that might be in the treaty thereafter specified. 

ARTICLE II. 

The preceding article shall not apply to the return to the United States of 
any registered Chinese laborer who co a lawful wife, child, or parent in the 
United States— 

The exclusion does not apply to them; and this bill makes full, 
ample, and generous provision for the return of Chinese to the 
United States who, having been here and gone without, desire to 
return because they have here lawful wives, children, or parents— 
| or property therein of the value of $1,000, or debts of like amount due him 
and pending settlement. 

The readmission of those classes is provided for in the present 
bill. Those with lawful wives, children, or parents; those who 
own property in the United States to the extent of $1,000, or to 
whom is due the sum of $1,000. The second article then goes on: 


Nevertheless every such Chinese laborer shall, before leaving the United 
States, deposit, as a condition of his return, with the collector of customs of 
the district from which he departs, a full description in writing of his family, 
or property, or debts, as aforesaid, and shall be furnished by said collector 
with such certificate of his right to return under this treaty as the laws of 
the United States may now or hereafter prescribe and not inconsistent with 
the provisions of this treaty. 

All of which is recognized and provided for in the bill now be- 
fore the Senate. Then Article III provides: 


The provisions of this cénvention shall not affect the right at present en- 
joyed of Chinese subjects, being officials, teachers, students, merchants, or 
| travelers for curiosity or pleasure, but not laborers, of coming to the United 
States and residing therein. To entitle such Chinese subjects as are above 
described to admission into the United States, they may produce a certificate 
from their Government or the Government where theylast resided viséed by 
the diplomatic or consular representative of the United States in the country 
or port whence they depart. 

Then, it provides for the transit of Chinese laborers across the 
United States. If they leave China and happen to be in Canada 
and desire to go to Mexico, Chinese laborers may traverse the 
United States for the purpose of going from the one country to 
the other, or if they desire to go by way of the United States from 
China to any European country, they have the right of transit, 
and the right of transit is provided for in this bill. 

When a treaty excludes all Chinese except certain excepted 
classes, and names those that are excepted, then, under every rule 
of construction, all are excluded except those expressly mentioned; 
and when it is complained that under this bill a banker or a phy- 
sician or others can not come in, we have a right to say it is the 
fault of China, for China consented to a treaty which excludes 
them. 

Now, without occupying more time on that subject and with 
| reference to the regulations found in the bill, they were found 
| necessary by the officers of the United States whose duty it is to 
enforce this measure. They discovered that there never was 4 
truer statement made about any people than that of Bret Harte 
referring to the Chinese: 

For ways that are dark 


And for tricks that are vain 
The heathen Chinee is peculiar. 


The Chinese have certain peculiarities that make them desirable 
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for certain people. They are obedient. They are servile. They | past to act the part of an honest arbiter, recognizing the right of 
may be used without resentment as slaves and peons have been | the Chinese Government to exist and the benefits of the integrity 
used. Kicks and cuffs and hard words have no particular terror | of the Chinese Empire; wherever it may, intervening its strong 
to them. For some people a class of this character possesses | arm to prevent its disruption and the heaping of odium and in- 
peculiar charms, and the further we get away from the mass of | dignity upon its ruling classes, and I take it that our commerce 
the people the more we see in people of that character to please us. | will not suffer, our trade will not be diminished, but that, on the 

There is a clamor in various localities and from certain classes | contrary, they will advance and expand, while those who are seek- 
for the a ae of Chinese, ae - —— ing to a a prey of oA Empire will suffer by the diminution 

»ssess those traits which make men mean ever. ere, but afford | if not the destruction of their commerce. 

e uliar satisfaction to those who delight to thestiahin over their| Mr. President, there is no violation of treaty rights in this bill. 
Sollow-man. oe placed = = ee | I was -_ that in another Chamber it was adopted with such 
books China an inese and the Six Companies have been found | unanimity. 

prolific in schemes to evade the law. And why? Because they| Mr.PERKINS. Mr. President, as I have the honor to represent 
come here under a peculiar contract system that makes it ex- | in part a State on the Pacific slope, and live in a great commercial 
tremely profitable to those interested in Chinese immigration. | city, the entrep6t for perhaps 75 per cent of the Chinese who 
And then there are great steamship lines and great railroad lines | have come into the United States, a city which is the headquarters 
to and in ee —— — see in the aes = of the = the “we enone eee, a - ony 
barriers incalculable profits in the carrying o inese, first across | those that bring the inese to this country, which make the 
the ocean and then aca the land, first in the steamer and then | laws for them while they are here, which direct the Chinese 
in railway car. throughout our State, and one of which companies is usually the 

It has been said that capital is without conscience. We know, | contractor for the Chinese employed in irrigation on railroads, 
Mr. President, that when great dividends are in sight for great in great mining camps, and in the forests, it seems to me that 
corporations, railroad, steamship, and other corporations, the | perhaps it is not improper that I should relate to the Senate ina 
moral law and the welfare of the human race get little sympathy | conversational way my own observations and experience during 
from corporations when they can fill their coffers and reap im- | the forty years or more that I have been brought in contact with 
mense — ~~ we = in this ae ee of | this undesirable class of immigrants who have come into the 
great steamship lines, the representatives of great railway lines, | country. 
the representatives of great industrial factories, those who want Mr. President, I think there can be no doubt that nine out of 
cheap labor. As the honorable Senator from North Carolina | every ten men and women in the United States believe that there 
[Mr. Smmons] said yesterday, he has received from his State a | should be placed restrictions more or less rigorous on Chinese im- 
petition from cotton factories urging him to vote against this | migration tothiscountry. The better the opportunities for learn- 
measure. ing what the Chinese are and what effect their presence in large 

Organizations of this character, wherever they may be found, , numbers would have in this country the greater is the proportion 
whether upon the Pacific coast or the interior of the country, or | of Americans who believe in restrictive measures a the more 
on the Gulf or the Lake shores, are willing to disregard the wel- | rigorous they believe those restrictions should be. Whereas in 
fare of the masses of the people—not only their physical, but | the far Eastern States, whose people have been able to see little or 
their moral and their spiritual welfare. They stand ready to over- | nothing of Chinese life, customs, and habits, and where is found 
ride every consideration which should control an American citizen | a morbid sentiment based on the assertion of the Declaration of 
imbued with a proper appreciation of American manhood in order | Independence that “all men are equal,”’ there may be found a 
to get the benefit of cheap labor, although in getting it they de- | considerable number of Americans who are willing to welcome 
grade men of their own race and blood and fill their country with | among them such numbers of Chinese as are willing to come—on 
moral lepers, who would contaminate its manhood from ocean to | the other side of the continent, which has borne the brunt of the 
ocean if there were enough of them here. | Chinese invasion, the voice of the people is practically unanimous 

The honest, genuine, bona fide opposer of Chinese exclusion | in favor of exclusion. The State of California at a general elec- 
will find nothing in this bill to offend him. Why this great solic- | tion once voted on this question, and the result was 154,638 against 
itude for the Chinese? I take it we are doing no injustice to the | immigration and 883 in favor. And even among the strongest 
Chinese when we keep him at home. If you think of his own | pro-Chinese advocates there will ever be found, I think—as there 
pleasure and happiness, there is every reason to believe that they | must be among intelligent Americans who give any consideration 
will be more enhanced at home among friends, with his own ith to the question—an intimation that what they so earnestly demand 
and kin and those of his own caste, than here in the United States, might under some circumstances be improper to grant. In fact, 
in the midst of a hostile population, a population in which he is | there isa weakness in their position of which they are so conscious 
held as a degraded being and looked upon as an outcast and an that they can not help revealing it. 
interloper. So, if you have in mind the welfare of the Chinaman, 
— is no reason why you should seek to bring him tothe United 

states. 

I am not prepared to say that if we were to open our doors to 
= eng but that we would find per more favor - the — 
of the Chinese governing masses. Perhaps some people would | \-; : dt onal g TG eater, fa ERE 
make more money; perhaps some enterprises might be able to sell | ern mg rs i ee. aoe — os ~y ) 
more of their products; but is that all there is in life? I take it | Jo, = e084 that “even while this policy (of im artiali oe : . 
the Chinese Empire by this time is absolutely reconciled to the | treatment) does not always seem tone a snecial oes nor rs 
policy of exclusion which has been in force in the United States | uieur et scmte tem wine ennetilenndions a ‘wa talie ee in ¢t Se 
now since 1880, and no law that has for its object the honest en- | so o it j . 7 M> Ni esau eee thet while the ° ee a 
forcement of provisions adopted by a solemn treaty with China | 208,722 1+ 1s true. r. Nickerson said that while the peopl of 
is aaiatiied oftend the Ea Scope aan tt Seat eal i ded. It | his State have “‘ always been a little theoretical for right’ they 
is Senanetan eae Ce Sete aneee Wee. aes =a. | have “‘ also been practical for trade,” yet the Arkwright ( ‘ab, of 
* aot Ar, President, thatthe attitude of the United States | Boston, which, rpresnting texto manufactures of Now Big 
ane se Cee = ee wf = far oe communication to the committee states that it recognizes the fact 
Janes op wiciel : y pe that “‘ the laws against the admission into this country of that 
os or provision that may be placed in our exclusion law, and class of Chinese (laborers) can not be too stringent.” 
the, United Stats continnes the policy it bas maintained up {0 | “Thee th atadent of th political bearings of the quosticn, the 
schemes of European governments with which they would dis- advocates of the moral obligations of the United States toward 





SIGNIFICANT ADMISSIONS. 

Hon. John W. Foster, who appeared Lvfore the Senate Com- 
mittee on Immigration in opposition to this bill, when pressed for 
an answer, said that he thought it ‘‘ a wise thing to havea reason- 
able exclusion’’ of Chinese laborers, and Mr. Stephen W. 


: : 2 : : Chinese immigrants, and the representatives of those American 
mien _ Se cdl wien saan the pr ne . — industries which are most interested in trade with ( ‘hina, give evi- 
be a — 7 an the score of trade and commerce between China cadena ke a ae a ; . ee oe ee aa 
and the United States. ; vu. 1 DAs aliZatio s E 

Shina, i 7 i ; : one, I think, whether, in considering the question, a “little theo- 
snacadinnchie hein —— At aaae eon ae ee retical for right,’’ anxious to extend his trade, or fearful of polit- 
or at least a very large part of ike American spmuiiiae to the | ical complications. The consideration of the problems by those 
people of its Empire. In solemn treaty it has agreed that such is | wt oe eae had occasion to deal with them, has 
the case. In solemn treaty it has agreed that they shall be ex- | ape Seen COMCHREOES. ; ees 
cluded. Therefore there is no danger of offending either the | : OPINIONS OF OUR PRESIDENTS. — 

Chinese Government or its commercial classes by adopting a rigid President Grant, in a message to Congress, said: 
and honest policy of enforcing what has been deliberately agreed I call the attention of Congress to a generally conceded fact that the great 
upon between it and the United States. | proportion of Chinese immigrants who come to our shores do not come vol- 


Ini : : : . untarily to make their homes with us, and their labor productive of general 
Let the United States continue in the future as it has in the prosperity, but come under contracts with headmen, who own them almost 
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absolutely. In a worse form does this apply to Chinese women. Hardly a 
srceptible percentage of them perform any honorable labor, but they are 

brought for shameful purposes, to the disgrace of the communities where 

settled, and to the great demoralization of the youth of those localities. 


President Harrison said in a message to Congress: 
While our supreme interests demand the exclusion of a laboring element 





which experience has shown to be incompatible with our social life, all steps | 
»% accompanied with a recognition | 


to compass this imperative need should 
of the claim of those strangers now lawfully among us to humane and just 
treatment. 


President Cleveland, in messages to Congress, said: 


_ That the exclusion of Chinese labor is demanded in other countries where 
like conditions prevail is strongly evidenced in the Dominion of Canada, 


where Chinese immigration is now regulated by laws more exclusive than | 


our own. 

Chinese merchants have trading operations of magnitude throughout the 
world. They do not become citizens or subjects of the country where they 
may temporarily reside and trade; they continue to be subjects of China 

Much of this violence (against Chinese) cin be traced to race prejudice and 
competition in labor. * * * 
the purpose of our lawgivers was to invite assimilation and not to provide 
an arena for endless antagonism. The paramount duty of maintaining pub- 
lic order and defending the interests of our own people may require the adop- 
tion of measures of restriction. 

The experiment of blending the social habits and mutual race idiosyncra- 
sies of the Chinese laboring classes with those of the great body of the people 
of the United States has been proved by the experience of twenty years, and 
even since the Burlingame treaty of 1868, to be in every sense unwise, im- 
politic, and injurious to both nations. * * * Theadmitted and paramount 
right and duty of every government to exclude from its borders all elements 
of foreign population which for any reason retard its prosperity or are detri- 
mental to the moral and physical health of its people must be regarded as a 
recognized canon of international law and intercourse. 


PUBLIC OPINION ADVERSE TO CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 


It must, I think, be conceded that intelligent public opinion is 
opposed to Chinese immigration. The reasons are not far to seek. 
They are fundamental—racial—and are bound to make themselves 
felt in spite of theories as to moral obligations or the assumed 
needs of foreign trade. 


less truth of the survival of the fittest. In the question of life or 


death which is involved the moral theories of the pro-Chinese ad- | 
vocates can scarcely have that weight which would be theirs were | 


the future of our institutions and our race on this continent in no 
danger. When two races so radically different as Chinese and 
Americans freely intermingle in large numbers, there must either 
be assimilation or the subjection of one to the other. 

The experience of the United States for fifty years, and of other 
countries for far longer periods. proves conclusively that the 
Chinese are not assimilative. Witness the Chinese colonies in 
San Francisco, Hongkong, Manila, Singapore, Penang, and Ma- 
lakka. Their racial tendency is more strongly opposed to amal- 
gamation with other races than that of the Hindoo or the Parsee. 
Far into future history they will be what they now are, in 
racial tendencies stronger than will or desire, and will remain 
aloof from all other peoples. If they are not assimilative they 
can be only a foreign body within our borders, and must, in the 
nature of things, either suppress or be suppressed. That alterna- 
tive would surely come with unrestricted influx from China. in 
isolated communities at first, the struggle extending as the dis- 
parity in numbers decreased. Put 500,000 Chinese in and around 
Boston and there would be no more pro-Chinese mass meetings 


at which the bill of rights of Massachusetts could be invoked. | 


Rather would their be raised the well-remembered slogan of Denis 
Kearney; and if the men of Massachusetts were not degenerate 
from colonial times, Boston Harbor would be filled with other 
products of the Flowery Kingdom than tea. 

A STRUGGLE FOR SURVIVAL. 

In the contest for survival between the American and the Chi- 
nese the latter has an overpowering advantage. Centuries before 
there was an Anglo-Saxon the Chinese had gained their present 
characteristics. Thousands of years of exclusion of all other 
peoples had made them unassimilative. Their country, walled 
against the external world, which they regarded with contempt, 


became crowded to the limit of support, and universal poverty | 
For thousands of years the people of China have | 
been compelled to live on the scantiest of means, and the result is | L F ] 
ago by Hon. David H. Bailey, United States consul-general at 


was the result. 


a race—the fittest only surviving—which is probably capable of 
sustaining more hardships, of living on cheaper food, of needing 
less clothing and shelter, of having fewer wants, and the lowest 
estimate of life, as a whole, of any civilized people. They are, 
therefore, capable of entering into competition with any race on 
earth with the chances in favor of their ultimate supremacy. 


To attempt to meet the Chinese on their own ground would mean | 


decimation at once. No other civilized people could endure were 


it to adopt the Chinese standard, and that standard they would 
have to adopt were they to compete at all. 

Such are the Chinese whom we seek to exclude from our shores— 
the Chinese belonging to that vast body of China's inhabitants 
which are ground between the exactions of the few officials and 
men of wealth and the limitations in the productiveness of the | 
soil. 


They form the class from which come to us the Chinese 
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who underbid our own workmen in every calling in which they 
see fit to engage. They are fitted to successfully enter into com- 
Here they 
find conditions which, at their worst, are far better than any they 
could find in China. 

CHINESE AS INDUSTRIAL COMPETITORS. 


The late Consul-General Wildman, in a report to the State De- 


| partment December 27, 1900, says: 


As long as labor has almost no value and flesh and blood is the cheapest 
on the market, I can not recommend American manufacturers to waste 
printing matter and postage stamps on so impossiblea field. * * * 


00) 
The majority of the peasantry live at the rate of from 2 to 5 cents a day. 


Two salient characteristics of the Chinese which alone would 
render them unfitted to become residents of this country are 
»ointed out by United States Consul Henry B. Miller, of Chung- 

iang. He states that— 


The main thought in Chinese economy seems to be to find a place for a 
man to get wages, however small, regardless of whether he earns them or 
not. The idea that a man should be employed on the basis of his earning 
power and capacity is unknown. 


Williams R. Wheeler, representing the Pacific Coast Jobbers’ 
Association, in his testimony before the Industrial Commission, 
May 20, 1901, after stating emphatically that the reenactment of 
the exclusion law is desirable, said: 


They (the Chinese) used to enter all lines of employment when immigra- 
tion was unrestricted. There was scarcely a vocation that they did not take 
up. * * * The disfavor with which we regard the Chinese is altogether 
a commercial one, for the reason that the Chinaman is conservative and con- 
tinues to wear Chinese clothes and eat Chinese food, all of which enables him 
to live in Chinese fashion, herded together like so many cattle. This mode 
of life enables him to undersell and accept lower wages than the American 
workman. Furthermore, his earnings are sent back religiously to China, 


| taking that much money out of the country, and the merchandise of most of 
| his wants and requirements is brought from China toa large extent. He is 
: - ... | not commercially a contributor to the upbuilding of this country. 

They bring to the front again that piti- | 


HOW CHINESE CROWD OUT AMERICAN WORKMEN. 


One of the most significant facts in relation to the effect of 
Chinese competition was placed before the Industrial Commission 
by Prof. W. A. Wyckoff, assistant professor of political economy 
It will be remembered that Professor 
Wyckoff has made a study of the condition of labor in the 
United States at first hand, living as a workingman for two years, 


| traveling from the Atlantic to the Pacific and securing work 
| wherever he could at the wages offered. 


Those who have read 
his very interesting articles in one of the popular magazines will 
recollect that until he reached the Pacific coast he had no difficulty 
in procuring work. In fact, the demand for labor was greater than 
the supply outside of the large cities. Noman willing to work need 
go without employment. To the Industrial Commission he said 
that in his tramp from Los Angeles to San Francisco he came in 
contact with Chinese labor, ‘‘ which effectually cut off the possi- 
bility of my finding employment on the railways. I could not 
have got work there as I did in Nebraska, for example.’’ There 
were no mixed gangs at all. The workmen were Chinese, em- 
ployed on the contract or padrone system. 


ACTUAL SLAVERY A FEATURE OF CHINESE CIVILIZATION. 


This contract or padrone system is rendered not only possible, but 
is the rule in the case of Chinese labor in this country, especially 
among those newly arrived. It can safely be said that not one out 


| of ten coolies entering the United States comes here a free man. 
| They are virtually slaves. 
| and as slaves they labor here for a longer or shorter term. 
| this slavery is but the extension to this country of the system 
| which is universal in China. 


As slaves they are shipped to meee, 
An 


There the practice of buying and 
selling men and women is nearly as common as the buying and 
selling of cattle among us. There are found slaves—men and 
women bought for cash—in domestic service, in stores, in manu- 
facturing establishments, and in the fields. It is a system that is 
recognized by Chinese law, and has been in vogue for thousands 
of years. It isa feature of the Chinese civilization which is more 
firmly rooted than the principle of individual liberty is with us. 
The subject was given special study nearly a quarter of a century 


Shanghai, who, in a report to the State Department, described 


| the system under which men and women were bound to service 


in almost every capacity. Under date of December 2, 1879, Fo 
says: 
What I have since— 


His last letter— 


| seen and learned only tends to make my convictions stronger that this is real 


slavery, and that it prevails in every part of the Empire and amon Chinese 

i repeat that Chinese slavery is an ou wth of the fam- 

ily organization, which, so far as we know, is as old as Chinese society itself. 

I see no hope for its abolition here but in the remodeling of the whole family 
nese statesmen of this generation. 

It is significant to note that the colony of Hongkong, where it is now set- 

missions in solemn 


memorial of all the leading native residents that Chinese slavery exists and 
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ever has existed as an essential feature of the Chinese political and social sys- | 
tem, is the entrep6t for all Chinese emigration to the United States. Ahd | 


perhaps it is worth while to query whether that emigration is not thus shown 
to have in its every lineament the taint of human slavery, 


THE TRAFFIC IN HUMAN BEINGS. 


The principal Chinese residents of Hongkong prepared a petition 
to the Government, in which they protested against the stringent 
enforcement of the laws against slavery. Among the arguments 
used were the following: 


In consequence of the propinquity of this colony of Hongkong to Canton, 
the custom of which province is to a the people of the various places in 
the province to en sell their daughters and barter their sons that they 
may be preserved from death by starvation, the ane Soe become engrafted 
on this colony also. * * * The purchase of boysis because the buyers have 
no descendants. * * * The purchase of girls is because of the multitudi- 
nous duties of a household. * * * Among the Chinese there has hitherto 
been the custom of drowning their daughters. If a stop is put to the sale of 
girls the custom spoken of will be yet more observed. 


Regarding the custom of buying and selling human beings, 


Consul-General Bailey states that there are four classes of slaves | 


recognized by law: (1) Slaves of the imperial household; (2) 
concubines; (3) slaves held for labor; (4) slaves held for the pur- 
poses of prostitution. Of the second class, he says that it is a 
numerous one: 

Every man who is able to buy and maintain has one or more concubines. 
These are invariably the subject of bargain and sale. * * * The buyingof 
young girls of poor people and rearing and educating them to be sold as con- 
cubines is an extensive business. * * A concubine is always a subject 
for sale or hire. * * * There are nolimits to the supply of female children 
for this purpose. 


The third class, general slaves, is also numerous: 


| 








gaged in agricultural pursuits, the cost of living has been reduced to the 
minimum and the wages paid are much less than any white laborer can live 
upon. The Chinese cooly and common laborer seems from instinct to be able 
to adapt himself to conditions under which no white laborer can live. In 


| ee instances, especially in agricultural pursuits, cooly labor has absolutely 


displaced white labor in the Pacific coast States. 

undreds of factories and workshops in the city of San Francisco are in 
full operation, employing thousands of Chinese operatives, who are manu- 
facturing boots and shoes, brooms, men’s clothing, shirts, shirt waists, ladies’ 
skirts, and, indeed, garments of all kinds, that find their way not only into 
Western, but Eastern markets as well, displacing in many instances the 
products of our Eastern workshops and factories. So that, as stated, this 
question is not one which interests the Pacific States alone, but which is of 
vital concern to the laboring interests of the entire nation. 


An attempt was made by the special agent of the Commission 
to secure a census of Chinese manufactures in San Francisco, but 
it was soon found that complete statistics could not be obtained. 

One of the chief characteristics of the Chinese race— 

Says the agent— 


is secretiveness in all affairs pertaining to their business. All inquiries at 
their stores, manufactories, and places of business were met with the ever- 
ready response, ** Me no sabee.”’ 


SOME OF THE TRADES INVADED BY THE CHINESE. 
Yet a vigorous effort was made and some data, though very in- 
complete, were obtained. In Chinatown alone, which embraces 


| only eight or ten city blocks, there were found by actual count, 


Wherever in the Empire there is poverty and wealth these children are | 


bought and sold. * * Male and female slaves labor in the fields. * * * 
Others are used in the manufacture of various goods. Large numbers of all 
ages may be seen in the citiesinalltrades. Many are expert mechanics. Some 
bound till certain debts are discharged; others for life. 


The penal code of China recognizes specifically these slaves and | 


prescribes the punishment for their offenses. Consul-General 
Bailey recites these laws, which specifically discriminate between 


the free and the slave, awarding different punishments for the | 


same offenses according as it is committed by a member of one or 
the other classes. 


THE SYSTEM OF SLAVERY FOLLOWS THE CHINESE TO AMERICA. 


And this is the system which is imported into the United States 
with cooly labor and which would supplant free labor in field and 
workshop were the opportunity given. The Industrial Commis- 
sion made, through a special agent, a careful study of the results 
of Chinese immigration in California, the only locality where the 
number of Chinese is large enough to enable such immigration 
to give sign of its ultimate effect were it unrestricted. The re- 
port says—— 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator at this point in 
his interesting remarks whether that system of slavery continues 
after they are here? 

Mr. PERKINS. It virtually continues. 

Mr. HOAR. Whose slaves are they? 

Mr. PERKINS. They come here under a contract to one of 
the Consolidated Six Chinese Companies. The companies ad- 
vance the money for their passage here and they virtually con- 
trol them while they are in this country, agreeing to care for 
them under certain conditions when they are sick, and when they 
die, after they have paid a certain amount of money into the 
fund, their bones are sent back to China. 

Mr. HOAR. Do their wages go to them or to the companies? 

Mr. PERKINS. A certain percentage of their wages goes to 
the companies. They pay a tribute, and it is estimated that from 
25 to 50 per cent of their wages is paid into one of the Six Com- 
panies, 

Mr. HOAR. Who pays it? 

Mr. PERKINS. The person who is earning it. 

Mr. HOAR. So it is paid by the Chinaman when he is here 
and has an employer. ow, what is the security of the owner of 
the slave for getting that part of his wage? 

Mr. PERKINS. The security is, first, a superstition. Another 
reason is that their families in China are held as hostages for 
their safe return. Another reason is that of the highbinder. If 
they do not pay their debts; if they do not contribute the money 
that they have agreed to contribute under their contract, they 
are punished in a manner ranging from severe personal chastise- 
ment to the taking of their lives in some cases. 


WHAT A CHINESE COLONY IS LIKE. 


I was about to read from testimony before the Industrial Com- 
mission, a Commission with which the Senator is familiar, as he 
helped to create it. They sent a part of the Commission to San 
Francisco, who took this testimony: 

The Chinese colony in the city of San Francisco is a perfect beehive of 


busy industry. The problem of cheap living has been solved by this u- 
liar race. Among the lower and commen laboring classes, wach, as ode om. 


in such places as access could be secured, 2,579 Chinese engaged 
in six callings, in which they competed directly with white labor, 
as follows: 








. a Pr ae 
Number of| .4Verage | Average 


Industry. ad ., | hours per| daily 

workme * day. | wages. 
I oo os. ks ee ncamenens sbacnsce 251 11 to 12 $1.00 
oc tcacindininniukessose 195 11 to 12 | 1.00 
NEES AED a 5) ltol| 1.00 
a aie Aa nk shine aadinawcewcevwous | 430} Illtol2| 1.00 
Ladies underoiothing........................ 168 11 to 12 | 1.00 
Manufacture of cigars...............---..---- | 1, 200 MeO Be tatwtiiaccas 


Yet this is only a very imperfect record of even these indus- 
tries in Chinatown alone, and does not include the number of 
workers within the ten blocks in the business of shoemaking, 
tailoring, jewelry manufacturing, and scores of other callings 
competing directly with white labor. No effort was made to give 
data of Chinese industries outside of Chinatown. Regarding 
cigar making, the report says: 

The scale of prices varies, of course, with the different grades of cigars, 
and averages from 50 per cent to 33 per cent less than the union prices on the 
different grades of cigars. White labor in the cigar manufacturing industry 
has been driven from the field, and San Francisco, instead of supporting 
from 2,000 to 3,000 white cigar makers, as formerly, has to-day less than 200 
union cigar makers, who have remained to struggle against this hopeless 
competition. What has been true of the cigar industry has been and will be 
true of every industry in which American labor is met with Asiatic compe- 
tition. It isin every instance a bloodless struggle, in which the white man 
must surrender and go down in humiliating defeat. 


THE KEARNEY RIOTS A WARNING. 
Yet, were immigration of these yellow competitors of white 


| labor permitted, the Kearney riots in 1877-78 gave warning that 


the struggle would not be bloodless. 

The figures given above relate to a very small part of the city 
of San Francisco. They would be surprisingly large were an 
accurate census of the whole city possible. It would then be 
seen what inroads have been made in the field of white labor. 
But an accurate enumeration is impossible for it is prevented by 


| the natural secretiveness of the Chinese, rendered more effective 


by reason of the knowledge that it is for their interest to prevent 
the extent of their competition from becoming known. In min- 
ing, however, there is less chance for concealment, and it is 
found that in California alone there are 8,000 Chinese miners to 
16,000 whites. 

And these Chinese come among us not as free men bringing 
their families, desirous of taking up their residence here and be- 
coming good Americans, as do our immigrants from Europe, but 
they come in consequence of a bill of sale of their bodies for a 
term of years, to work for any wage that can be obtained, to live 
on the poorest and the least food, in the hope that some day they 
will be able to purchase their freedom and return to their home 
in China. 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. SCOTT. Can the Senator give me an idea of the propor- 
tion of Chinese who are brought before the police courts and 
other courts for the commission of crime as compared with the 
number of ulation in the city of San Francisco? 

Mr. PER S. Ihave the data, which I will come to later. 

Mr. SCOTT. Oh, excuse me. 

Mr. PERKINS. I took it from the State prison statistics, not 
from those of the halls of justice and the jails. With the Sena- 
tor’s permission, I will wait until I reach that point. 

Mr. SCOTT. Certainly. 
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CRIMINAL COURTS FILLED WITH CHINESE OFFENDERS. 

Mr. PERKINS. I have obtained the percentage of the higher 
crimes. I may say, however, in passing, that our police courts 
are filled with Chinese offenders. Perhaps the policemen may be 
more vigilant in arresting Chinese than others, yet the criminal 
class of Chinese is very large. I have obtained the data from our 
prisons. I wrote to the wardens of our different prisons and also 
to the superintendents of our asylums for the insane and other 
State institutions. I will give the Senator the percentage later. 

Mr. SCOTT. I am much obliged to the Senator. I merely 
wanted to know what the pro rata was as compared with the en- 
tire population. 

Mr. PERKINS. It does not interrupt me in the least to have 
any Senator ask me a question. I have been among the Chinese 
there. I merchandised for a great many years. I know their 
virtues if they have any. Their many vicious habits and their 
many faults are matters of public notoriety. 

Mr. President, I wish to say here, and I want to reiterate it 
again and again, we want in this country men and women who 
believe in republican institutions, who believe in public schools, 
and raise their children up to be, if not statesmen, good citizens, 
Every man is a sovereign in this land, and we want no class of 
people, I care not from what country they may come, who do not 
assimilate with our people. We want only those to come here 
who come because they believe in our institutions and worship at 
the shrine of freedom. When a foreigner comes with that spirit 
Iam ready towelcomehim. The Chinese have no sympathy with 
and no affection for our people or our institutions. For that 
reason I am opposed to their coming into this country. They 
come like locusts to sweep its substance from our land to carry it 
back to their own native heath. 

CHINA HOLDS THE EMIGRANT’S FAMILY AS HOSTAGES. 


Not one of them has a desire or intention to remain here. One 
reason why his great wish is to return will be found in this ex- 
tract from the report of Consul-General Bailey, above referred to: 

When a Chinese subject goes out to any other country, all the other mem- 
bers of his family remaining in China are so many hostages that he will re- 
turn end that he will maintain his allegiance to his country. The horrible 
punishment which may lawfully be inflicted on these hostages is sufficient to 
account for the rarity of instances of naturalization which have occurred in 
the history of Chinese emigration to the United States. 

But Chinese coolies come to us in spite of exclusion acts, sent 
over from China in answer to the demand of the Chinese in Amer- 
ica who have found a rich field for profit in buying and selling 
human labor. There is one organization of Chinamen in San 
Francisco known as the ‘‘ Bahn Gar,’’ which means ‘‘a China- 
man or Chinese who are in the business of importing Chinese 
coolies or slaves.’’ Regarding the labor thus imported the spe- 
cial agent of the Industrial Commission says: 

The hundreds of cooly laborers whom they succeed in bringing into the 
country are‘hired out in “gangs,” under the direction of a “* boss,”’ who col- 
lects their wages, the principal part of which is paid over to some company 
of the highbinders. The condition of this class of laborers is little better than 
that ofslaves. They have little or no personal freedom; they are compelled 
to work cn year after year and receive but a small portion of the fruits of 
their toil. If any one of them revolts against his masters or seeks to assert 
his personal liberty he is promptly assassinated. 

Or he is otherwise harshly dealt with. It may be thought by 
the pro-Chinese advocates that the agent has drawn on his im- 
agination in regard to this punishment, but he is strictly within 
the truth. Not only is the cooly slave assassinated, but the inde- 
pendent and wealthy merchant who may protest against any of 
the doings of the slave-dealing organizations is exposed to death, 
and more than one has been killed for purposes of punishment 
and intimidation of others, as the criminal records of San Fran- 
cisco abundantly prove. 

THE TRADE IN CHINESE WOMEN. 


But this slavery of mere laborers is not the worst kind that is 
imported with the Chinese immigrant. The trade in women for 
the vilest of purposes is as well established in this country as itis 
in China, where it is so thoroughly rooted that it may be called 
one of the national institutions. Consul-General Bailey, in the 
report above referred to, states that the fourth class of Chinese 
slaves are prostitutes. This class is very large, and is, he says, to 
be found in every city and village of China. Every member of 
the class is a slave—is bought and sold for so much money. In 
his report he says: 

The law, or custom older than any existing law, permits such traffic. 


° * In the crowded streets of cities and in the more thinly settled coun- 
try regions fine-looking female children are kidnaped and carried to distant 
places, and sold to be raised for these vile purposes. 


Women are bought or kidnaped in Chinese towns and villages 
and sent to San Francisco, there to be sold at prices ranging from 
$1,500 to $3,000. The rescue homes established by missionary 
societies are filled with girls who have escaped from the dens to 
which they were consigned by their purchasers, running the risk 
of death at the hands of the slave-dealing organizations rather 
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than longer endure the life they were compelled to lead. Notall 
are fortunate enough to avoid the highbinder pistol or knife, as 
the many murders of the rescued evidence. From the inmates of 
these mission homes are obtained details of the sale of girls in 
China by their parents. Some of these accounts will be found in 
the report of the Industrial Commission. 


THE SYSTEM OF DOMESTIC SLAVERY, 


This slave class is to a great extent recruited from the class of 
domestic slaves which, as before pointed out, is one of the insti- 
tutions of China. On this point Consul-General Railey forwarded 
to the State Department a copy of a declaration by the chief jus- 
tice of the court at Hongkong, in passing sentence on Chinese 
guilty of trafficking in children, in which the court says: 

It is, I believe, an admitted duty that when the young girl (in domestic 
service) grows upand becomes Ser she is married, but then it is the 
custom that the husband buys her, and her master receives the price always 
paid for a wife while he has received the girl’s services for simple mainte- 
nance, so that according to the marriageable excess in the price of the bride 
over the price he paid for the girl he is a gainer, and the purchase of the child 
produces a good return. But the picture has another aspect; what—if the 
master is brutal and the mistress jealous—becomes of the poor girl? Certain 
recent cases show that she is sold to become a pee here or at Singapore 
or in California, a fate often worse than death to the girl, ata highly remu- 
nerative price to the brute, the master. 


THE TRUE FAMILY LIFE IMPOSSIBLE. 


Nothing is more distinctive of the Chinese than the way in 
| which they treat their women, of which illustration has been 
given. Actual or virtual slavery is their lot. The wife only has 
a semblance of freedom, and she is surrounded by actual slaves— 
girls bought for so much cash—serving as concubines for her 
husband or as domestics about the house. But these wives, ex- 
cept in a few isolated instances, do not accompany their husbands 
abroad. They are left at home as hostages, and it is to see them 
and to conform to the requirements of their religious belief and 
| superstition as to duty to ancestors that the Chinaman makes his 
periodical visits home. Such women as are generally found in 
domestic establishments among our Chinese population may 
safely be classed among those slaves known to the Chinese law as 
concubines. The true family life of the Chinaman is not found 
here; but if it were the conditions would not be changed—they 
would simply be intensified. 
THE DANGER FROM LEPROSY. 

These are not all of the objections which might be offered to 
immigration from China. There also comes with it the danger 
of physical contamination. Dr. Albert S. Ashmead, of New 
York, late foreign medical director of the Tokyo hospital, Japan, 
gives some interesting facts regarding leprosy among the Chinese, 
whick have an important bearing upon the question of Chinese 
exclusion. He quotes Dr. Canttie as saying: 

Leprosy in the East centers in southeastern China. The cooly emigrants 
come chiefly from Kwangtung and Fokien. Three-fourths of cooly emi- 
a are from these provinces, and the spread of leprosy in the Malay 

eninsula, in the Dutch, Spanish, and Portuguese East Indies and in Oceania 
has been in all cases coincident and concurrent with the immigration and 
residence of coolies from those provinces. In no instance over this vastarea 
has any native acquired leprosy except where Chinese coolies have settled. 
One leprous Chinaman inoculated Hawaii. Chinese immigrants brought 
leprosy to Japan. 

According to the Jiji Shimpo (Daily News) of Tokyo, the most 
influential newspaper in the Empire of Japan, the number of 
known lepers in that country is 23,647. In the opinion of Dr. 
Ashmead, the actual number is in excess of 100,000. Not one 
province of the Empire is free from the disease. Such is the re- 
sult in Japan of the contagion brought from China, yet, as has 
been pointed out, nearly all our Chinese immigrants come from 
two leprosy-infected provinces. To what extent the disease exists 
in the two provinces from which come the Chinese immigrants 
to this country is apparent from the following from a letter of 
Dr. Ashmead: 


In the province of Fukien it (leprosy) isa veritable epidemic. Kwantung 
Province (Canton) is called the cradle of leprosy. In one leper asylum there 
are 800 lepers, and in the other over 1,000. Ina leper village just outside of 
Canton there are 650 lepers. Several hundred lepers live on the boats near 
Canton. In Swatow, near the mouth of the Han River, which serves as the 
place of embarkation for the enormous cooly trade to America, leprosy pre- 
vails extensively. Here there are villages called leper settlements, but there 
is no segregation, and the lepers are allowed to move about oer » a diling 

In Hongkong, too, leprosy is prevalent. In two and one-half years 1% 
lepers presented themselves at the Alice Memorial Hospital. In seven years, 
from 1880 to 1886, there developed on the island of Hongkong, unknown tothe 
British Government even, from 600 to 700 lepers. 

That leprosy exists among the Chinese in California is well 
known, for cases have often been found. But how widely spread 
it is can not be ascertained, for the Chinaman afflicted conceals 
his disease from others as long as possible, and when discovered 
it is concealed from the American officials by the victim’s friends. 
There is thus a constant menace to the health of the community 
in which is gathered a large number of Chinamen. The sources 
from which the disease may be imported are many and fertile 
enough to excite alarm even with the most rigorous of exclusion 
laws. 
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THE DANGER FROM CHINESE GUILDS. 

Still another danger would be brought among us were the pro- 
Chinese advocates to have their way. Chinese — which 
had become intrenched, as it would after a time e, in Amer- 
ican productive industry would introduce a trades-union system 
com with which the American system is child’s play. China 
is a nation in which the guild principle is a necessary Ye of the 
industrial system. It exists among the mercantile as well 
as among the members of the handicrafts. John Fowler, United 
States consul at Ningpo, China, has this to say about working- 
men’s guilds, in a report to the State Department: 

They are very similar in functions and institutions to the trade unions of 
England. * * * In such there is always a sum held in reserve to 
support members on a strike, for are an institution not wholly be- 
longing to the European or American continents. 

In addition to the mercantile and handicraft guilds, there are 
the guilds which are formed by the people from the same town or 
province when living in other than place of their birth. Such 
guilds follow the Chinaman everywhere, and when a considerable 
number of Chinese from the same district are gathered together 
there is founded a guild which binds them in a homogeneous 
whole for self-protection and aggressive action against those by 
whom they are surrounded, if such action can in any way _ 
mote their own interests. Consul Fowler says that in dealing 
with such guilds in China “consuls and diplomats have a very 
grave matter on their hands.’’ So would the United States Gov- 
ernment also have a grave matter on its hands were there per- 
mitted among us a large Chinese population, which would surely 
come were the bars of restriction lowered. 


WHY THE CHINESE MENACE OUR INSTITUTIONS. 


What has been said will give some idea of the character of the 
immigrants that we desire to exclude from our shores. It is easy 
to infer, from the facts given, something of the nature of the com- 
munities that would be formed were our pro-Chinese friends’ de- 
sire complied with. The 25,000 Chinese in San Francisco offer an 
opposer for learning how well fitted they are to enter upon 
the course of life that ericans have laid out for themselves. 
Bringing with them slavery, concubinage, prostitution, the opium 
vice, the disease of leprosy, the offensive and defensive organiza- 
tion of clans and guilds, the lowest standard of living known, and 
a detestation of the people among whom they live and with whom 
they will not even leave their bones when dead, they form a com- 
munity within a community, and there live the Chinese life. 

They have their terrorists’ societies, their laws and customs, en- 
forced with the barbarity which characterizes such enforcement 
in China, and they yield only outward obedience to the law of 
the land. They make use of our courts, by means of false wit- 
nesses, to reach with punishment some offender against them- 
selves, and by the same means prevent justice from being done in 
cases in which they are a party. They are rigidly organized to 
evade all laws bearing hard upon them, and the organization is 
so perfect that evasion is not difficult. They herd together by 
thousands in small space, caring nothing for shelter beyond the 
four walls and roof, and creating a district of dirt and filth where 
once were cleanliness and beauty. Within the dark and smoky 
rookeries where they dwell they open dens for the demoraliza- 
tion of the white youths who surround them. They neither build 
nor repair, beautify nor cleanse, and their quarter reverts to the 
conditions found in the densely crowded cities of China. In such 
a sink, is it to be wondered at that nothing American can find a 
place; that no idea born of our civilization can find a lodgment; 
that the most prominent result is crime? Although the Chinese 
are only 8 per cent of the population of the State, they furnish 4 
ow cent of the criminals under sentence in the prisons of the 

ate. 

CRIM= AMONG THE CHINESE. 


_ These figures were furnished me by the wardens of our respec- 
tive prisons, taken from the records of the prisons, and they can 
not truthfully be gainsaid. Although the Chinese form only 4 
per cent of the inmates of the prisons, those charged with mur- 
der form 15 o cent of those under sentence on this charge. 
Whereas in the prisons there are 781 white prisoners under sen- 
tence for crimes, less than burglary, there are only 3 Chinese; all 
the rest, 84 in number, being under sentence for crimes rang- 
ing from murder to attempted burglary. The Chinese criminal, 
therefore, is seen to be one who commits the greatest of the 
crimes punishable by law, murder standing at the head of the 
list, which shows what little regard they have for human life. 
Attacks on life number 46 out of a total of 87 convictions. 
Fifty-three per cent of the Chinese in our State prisons are con- 
victed either of murder or of attempts to kill. Robbery and 
burglary furnish the remainder of the crimes for which Chinese 
are convicted. From this showing it is easy to judge of the state 
of society in a Chinese community in this country. Life is held 
cheap, and is taken without compunction and for the slightest 


cause. It is as valueless among the Chinese in America as it is 
in China. 


CHINESE SHOULD BE EXCLUDED FROM THE PHILIPPINES. 


Mr. HOAR. 7 I ask the honorable Senator a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Ciapr in the chair). Does 
ee from California yield to the Senator from Massachu- 
se 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask the Senator from California 
whether he is willing to impose the evils which he has so graphic- 
ally described on thy Philippine Islands? 

Mr. PERKINS. ‘Most certainly not; and for that reason I 
shall be glad to join with my honorable and learned friend the 
distin ed statesman from Massachusetts in urging the Philip- 
pine Commission to pass the most stringent l.—s keeping out this 
class of Chinese loa from the Philippine Islands. 

Mr. LODGE. If the Sezator will allow me, this bill absolutely 
excludes the coming of Chinese from the Philippine Islands. 
Pe ae I was asking the Senator from California what he 

vised. 

Mr. PERKINS. Iam full of good advice, Mr. President, and 
certainly we need no such characters as the highbinders. I have 
not much respect for the Malays as a class—I have been shipmate 
with them in my younger days—but still I think they are an im- 
provement on the Chinese. 


INSANITY AMONG CHINESE CAUSED BY OPIUM. 


The report of the general superintendent of State hospitals in 
California shows that there are nearly 200 insane Chinamen in the 
State institutions, and here is to be found one of the results of the 
Chinaman’s predominant vice—opium smoking. I am told the 
Chinese acquired that habit from the British or Anglo-Saxons, 
who taught them how to smoke and use opium. As the Good 
Book tells us that the iniquity of the fathers shall be visited upon 
the children unto the third and fourth generation, I do not know 
but the British are receiving some punishment for it now in 
South Africa. 

The superintendent says that the use of opium cuts a consider- 
able figure in these cases. The proportion of Chinese insane is 43 
per 10,000 Chinese inhabitants, while white insane patients are at 
the rate of only 37 per 10,000 0f white population. That is a large 
percentage for the whites; but it will not appear so large when 
you in mind the cosmopolitan character of the people in the 
city of San Francisco, where 70 different dialects are spoken. and 
that every country and nation in the world is represented in Cali- 
fornia—many who have been disappointed elsewhere coming there 
in pursuit of wealth, and becoming broken down in health have 
become insane—with that large percentage of insane white peo- 
yet the Chinese outnumber them by some 10 or 15 per cent. 

he increased proportion of insane among Chinese is due to the 
use of opium. The Chinese criminals and insane Chinese are sup- 
ported by the yers of California, as in not a single instance 
has it been possible to collect from their relatives or friends any- 
thing for their maintenance in the State institutions. 

OUR CIVILIZATION AT STAKE, 


Such is the character of the communities that are formed in 
this country by immigrants from China. They are subversive 
of every idea on which our own civilization is based, and are a 
menace of which notice must be taken in time and effectual 
safeguards erected and constantly maintained. 

The little Republic of Nicaragua was wise in time, for it early 
saw the danger impending and took measures to avert it. In 
October, 1897, the Nicaraguan Government issued a decree which 
absolutely prohibits Chinese going into Nicaragua. The reascns 
for this action are set forth by United States Consul Thomas 
O’Hara, who wrote to the State Department in 1899 on this sub- 
ject. There were no Chinese on that coast previous to 1886, but 


those who arrived in the next ten years made it clearly apparent 
that they would, if their numbers increased, be a serious injury 
to the country. 

It is true— 

Wrote Consul O’Hara— 


that the working of the mines by the Chinese does not add materially to the 
wealth and prosperity of the country. They construct neither buildings, 
highways, nor railways. They are satisfied with bare roofs. They are will- 
ing to work years for a few pounds of gold, and they have no use for modern 
machinery or improvements. Their wants are simple and do not increase 
when their earnings increase. They patronize Chinese stores exclusively, 
and the gold found by Chinese miners, whether exchanged for supplies or 
retained by themselves, eventually goes to China. 
HOW OUR CANADIAN NEIGHBORS DEAL WITH CHINESE. 


Canada and British Columbia, our neighbors bordering en the 
north, several years ago enacted much more stringent laws re- 
lating to the immigration of Chinese than our present restriction 
law. No vessel is permitted to bring into that country more 
than 1 Chinese for every 100 tons register of the vessel; and, in 
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addition, the vessel must pay the Government $100 head tax for 
every Chinese that is permitted to land. Itis now proposed to 
raise this tax to $500, as appears from the following telegram 
from Ottawa: 


Mongols menace industrial peace, oy Se immigration commissioners— 
Canadian officials report in favor of Chinese exclusion by raising the per 
capita tax to $500.—Ottawa, Ontario, February 27. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It has not been done, so far as the 
Senator knows, has it? 

Mr. PERKINS. Well, I will give you the benefit of what a 
statesman says ought to be done. If for any reason one of the 
houses of the Canadian parliament has not passed such an act, 
then they have an opportunity of redeeming themselves. The 
telegram continues: 


The Chinese report presented to parliament to-day covers over 800 pages 
of typewriting. he conclusion which the commissioners arrive at is that 
Chinese retard white immigrants, who would make good citizens and settlers. 
It is said that the presence of Chinese is dangerous to the industrial peace of 
the community where they reside. They carry away to their own country 
all their earnings, and spend little or nothing in Canada. In the opinion of 
the commissioners it is impoasible for the province of British Columbia to 
take its place and part in the Dominion unless its population is free from any 
taint of servile labor and is imbued with a sense of duties and responsibilities 
appertaining to citizenship. 

I know that is the sentiment of my friend from Connecticut. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, I simply asked the 
Senator a question for the purpose of information. I wanted to 
know whether or not such an act as that had been passed by the 
Dominion parliament. I am very anxious to know. 

Mr. PERKINS. I am unable to answer that question. I un- 
derstood the Senator to say that such an act had not been passed. 
I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

The telegram further says: 

The commissioners approve of the views of the legislature of British Co- 
— as to the grave injury that would follow an influx of Chinese la- 

porers. 

Then follows the findings of the commission. Messrs. Clute and Foley fa- 
vered an immediate raising of the per capita tax to $500, and Mr. Munn 
woe a trial for two years at $300 at first would be best, then raising it to 

500. 

I will say to the Senator from Connecticut that I know the 
present law providing for a head tax of $100 on every Chinaman 
brought into Canada is in force. Whether or not this measure is 
in force or not, I am unable to say. 

NO BENEFIT TO THE COUNTRY FROM CHINESE CAPITAL. 


That none of the earnings of the Chinese in this country are 
invested here is well known. All the savings of these shrewd 
money-makers go eventually toChina. No benefit accrues to our 
own country from the capital amassed by our Chinese residents. 
That the business to which they give rise is great is made mani- 
fest by the records of the port of San Francisco alone. In a 
communication to the Industrial Commission’s special agent, the 
late Hon. John P. Jackson, collector of customs of San Fran- 
cisco, stated that of $603,644 collected in customs duties at that 
port in October, 1899, Chinese paid $175,836, considerably more 
than one-fourth of the whole. In November, out of $508,560 
collected, Chinese paid $156,787. 

These two months— 

He said— 
are not at all peculiar, but are noted as the latest evidences of the business. 
I have before mea long list of Chinese merchants who pay annually cus- 
toms duties running from $10,000 to $200,000 each, four of them paying over 


$100,000 annually, and two firms contributing yearly between $150,000 and 
$200,000 to the Government coffers. 


Mr. QUARLES. Where was that? 

Mr. PERKINS. It was in San Francisco, and relates to the 
duties which are paid by Chinese in that city. Yet you will seek 
in vain in San Francisco for material evidences in the shape of 
buildings or improvements of any kind which would be conspic- 
uous were such a large import business carried on by men of our 
own civilization. San Francisco, the State of California, and no 
State in the Union gain anything from this very large Chinese 
trade. Its profits and the other great profits that it represents 
find their way to China, and by so much is our city the loser. 

CHINESE MERCHANTS AND THE EXCLUSION LAW. 


This brings prominently forward the bearing of the proposed 
law on the class of Chinese merchants. Objection is made that 
the definition of merchant, set forth in the bill, is too stringent. 
But upon consideration I do not think it will be found to be so. 
It is perfectly clear that the great business transacted by the 
Chinese firms in San Francisco precludes the possibility of a con- 
siderable portion of the Chinese population being engaged in 
trade. In other words, a very small proportion of our Chinese 
can be merchants, for their business necessitates customers, who 
must be earners of wages, and as they do business with Chinese 
exclusively these wage-earners must be Chinese. It is therefore 
evident that the bulk of our Chinese population—probably 90 

r cent—are wage-earners engaged in industrial pursuits. 

When, therefore, we find more than 10 or 15 per cent of those 


applying for admission to the United States claiming that they 
are merchants we may know that something is radically wrong. 
And that something is radically wrong is evidenced by the re- 
turns of the Chinese bureau at San Francisco giving the number 
of Chinese applying for admission to the United States. These 
returns show that from July 1, 1897, to July 1, 1898, of 3,806 ap- 
plying for admission, 1,193 claimed to be merchants or other ex- 
empts, or nearly one-third of the whole number, which includes 
children and women. This will be found to be about the propor- 
tion from year to year. Now, it will be recognized as true that 
it does not require 1,200 merchants to supply 2,600 laborers. The 
proportion of 26 merchants to 3,800 laborers would be nearer the 
true proportion, and the inference is clear that, with very few ex- 
ceptions, the Chinese applying for admission are not and will not 
become merchants, but will join that great army of wage-earners 
on whom the merchants live. The merchants themselves are in- 
terested in keeping the ranks of this army full, and there is 
ground for belief that they assist coolies in entering the United 
States as business men for the sake of maintaining the demand 
for the wares in which they deal. 


HOW THE EXCLUSION LAW IS EVADED. 


On this point Mr. J. D. Putnam, Chinese inspector at Los An- 
geles, in a communication to the Industrial Commission, says: 

They usually come as one of two classes. Of the first class, I believe the 
greater number claim to be native-born Americans. Second, those present- 
—Sae with merchants’ papers (which papers they seem to have no 
difficulty in procuring white men to certify toas Chinese well known to them 
as merchants). There is not one white man in ten who has made the exclu- 
sion act a special study or who knows what constitutes a Chinese merchant. 
When they wish to procure a signer, merchants will introduce to such per- 
son a Chinese whom they state is a partner and a member of their company 
and who they claim is the party for whom such signer is to waif fter 
the signer of a certificate sees his name upon said certificate, upon its being 
returned for investigation, the result universally is that he is ready to make 
a statement to the inspector to the effect that the photograph represents some 
party well known tohim. Should he state the contrary a Chinese lawyer 
will prepare an affidavit and present it tohim, which he usually signs. Then 
the attorney presents the sworn evidence as rebuttal to the inspector's re- 
pees. The inspector not being authorized to administer an oath (which I 

lieve is an error), he is without power. 

There is not one out of ten Chinese styling themselves as merchants, and 
so registered, who are genuine merchants except in name, as many a store or 
firm claims to have from $10,000 to $15,000 capital, and as having a list filed 
in the custom-house of from 5 to 15 partners, whose stock could removed 
at one time in a single express wagon, and usually one or two men found 
about the store, the balance cooking or gardening or running gambling rooms 
until just before they wish to visit China, and still they have no trouble in 
procuring signers to their papers as being bona fide merchants. An example 
sbould be made of signers of such certificates by bringing them before the 
grand jury. 

DEFINITION OF MERCHANT CAN NOT BE TOO STRICT. 

I think it plain, therefore, that the law should leave no possible 
loophole through which coolies can enter the United States as 
merchants. The definition of a merchant can not be too strict or 
too rigorously applied. Doubtless many will remember the scan- 
dal that was occasioned in San Francisco several years ago through 
the laxity in this respect. It was noticed that there was a very 
large immigration of Chinese, and investigation showed that they 
were landed as merchants. As time passed, it was also noticed 
that the number of merchants coming by each steamer constantly 
increased, It began to look as though there would soon be as 
large an immigration of Chinamen as before the sage of the 
exclusion law. An investigation was made. The landing papers 
were found to be apparently correct. They were made ont ac- 
cording to requirements and vouched for ‘‘1e mercantile charac- 
ter of the bearers. But a visit to the dock where the next 
steamer from China came in gave evidence of widespread fraud. 
The so-called merchants were seen, even by the least experienced, 
to be only coolies. They came herded between decks like cattle, 
bearing with them their baggage in the well-known basket, with 
bamboo pole, used by street peddlers and carriers. They came 
dirty and ill clothed, with faces of the type seen only among the 
coolies, and were of that class of intelligence found only among 
them. Yet they were landed as merchants, students, or travel- 
ers, and no genuine Chinese merchant protested. : 

An investigation followed, and corruption of the worst kind was 
unearthed. By collusion between officials in California and agents 
in China the needed certificates were procured and issued by thou- 
sands to cooly laborers, who found easy access to the United 
States. Money for bribes and to carry out the plans of the con- 
spiracy was found in abundance, and a rich harvest was reaped 
for a very long time. But the exposure came and the guilty ones 
were punished, and since then there has not been put in operation 
such a bold and barefaced attempt to evade the law. But that it 
is evaded in a similar way, but without collusion on the part of 
Government officials, is as certain now as it was then, and it is 
this evasion that the definition of ‘‘merchant”’ in the present bill 
is designed to prevent. 

THE TRUE MERCHANT NOT INCONVENIENCED. 


No one is more willing than I to discriminate between the true 
Chinese scholar and merchant and the cooly laborer. Between 
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them is a vast gulf, broad and deep, which the cooly can never 


s. But the educated and cultivated Chinamen in America are 
ew in number. When he appears at the gang plank of a China 
steamer he can be readily recogni He is a man keen and in- 
telligent, with more or less knowledge of affairs, and, when he 
can escape somewhat from his habitual distrust of Americans, 
pleasant to meet. The definition of *‘ merchant”’ in this bill can 
not affect him. He can easily fulfill all the requirements of the 
law. So, too, can the student or traveler. It isnot against these 
classes that the definitions oe eg of are aimed, but against 
the cooly who masquerades under those designations and fraudu- 
lently enters this country to take his place among the Asiatic | 
competitors of the American workman. 
The field for competition which the Chinese find in this country | 
is vast—so vast and so profitable that without restrictions it | 
would be filled to overflowing with Asiatic labor. The profits are | 
so large as not only to tempt voluntary emigration, but has given | 
rise to an immense business in importing cooly or slave labor, | 
through which individuals and organizations make fortunes easily | 
and quickly. The Chinese in America possess numerous well- | 
organized associations, some of the mercantile and some of the 
criminal classes, which are interested in the importation of cooly 
labor, and it is the plans laid and executed by them that make the 
enforcement of an #xclusion law a matter of the greatest diffi- | 
culty. The interests of the organizations, of the merchants, and 
of all the influential classes lie in the entrance of large numbers 
of the servile class, for they bargain for their employment, collect | 
the wages, pay the laborer what they choose, and keep the balance | 
for profit. 


EVEN THE BONES OF DEAD CHINAMEN SENT HOME. 

The organizations, like the well-known Six Chinese Companies, 
have general oversight of the coolies, much after the manner of 
the owner of slaves, being interested in their health and physical 
well-being that their utility as wage-earners may not be lessened. 
And when the cooly dies in this country they see to it, as a part 
of the agreement entered into, that his bones are sent back to 
China to be placed beside those of his ancestors. Scarcely a 
steamer leaves a Pacific port for China that does not have on 
board hundreds of boxes containing the carefully-cleaned bones | 
of deceased Chinamen. Through the laws and regulations of the | 
Six Chinese Companies, and the terrorism of the highbinder so- 
cieties, the Chinese in America are under a strict government, 
but one based on Asiatic and not American ideas. And the 
coolies, subject to a slavery which is real and not imaginary, are 
brought over here to compete with American labor, bringing 
with them standards of life and morals which can only tend to 
drag the American workman from the high level he has attained. 

CONTRAST BETWEEN TWO CIVILIZATIONS, 

Personal freedom, the home, education, Christian ideals, respect 
for law and order are found on one side, and on the other the 
traffic in human flesh, domestic life which renders a home impos- 
sible, a desire for only that knowledge which may be at once 
coined into dollars, a contempt for our religion as new, novel, and 
without substantial basis, and no idea of the meaning of law 
other than a regulation to be evaded by cunning or by bribery. 
The attack of the cooly laborer is not alone on wages, but on the 
very foundation of the American workman’s prosperity and well- 
being. The contest is between two social systems utterly opposed 
to each other. Customs and ideas that are the growth of three 
or four thousand years, which have made the Chinese a people of 
the strongest vitality, of fewest wants, and least aspiration for 
improvement, will inevitably conquer, as they have always con- 
quered, in a strife with a civilization of a high plane. A scale of 
wages like that given by Consul-General Jernigan at Shanghai— 
blacksmith, 18 cents a day; brass worker, 16 cents; barber, 3 
cents; bootmaker, 10 cents; bricklayer, 10 cents: cabinetmaker, 
11 cents; tailor, 10 cents; cotton-mill machinist, 11 to 22 cents, 
and cotton-factory hands, 18 cents—shows the margin which the 
cooly laborer has in a competition with American labor, 

CHINA COULD OVERWHELM US. 

With such a margin and such a heredity as he has, there can 
be no doubt as to his ability to overwhelm the laborer of any 
nation having modern civilization. Unrestricted immigration 
would open this country to 400,000,000 or 450,000,000 people of 
the character described. With more extended knowledge of the 
opportunities offered here, is it to be imagined that thousands 
would not come to our shores where single individuals now come? 
Is there a belief that we could prevent them from attaining the 
commanding position occupied by them in the Philippines, in 
Singapore, and wherever they exist in large numbers? The 
Chinaman fully realizes all of his advantages, including that of 
numbers. A Chinese student during the Boxer troubles, in reply 
to my assertion that if the members of the legations were mur- 
dered we should punish China severely, said: 


You can do nothing. Suppose you kill 50,000,000 Chinamen; we will 
left more than five times the whole Sopaletion of the United States. _— 








| men. 


| those ships. t ted | 
| lieving it would build up and resuscitate and again give to us the 


Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President-—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Cali- 
fornia yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I do not wish to interrupt the Senator. 

Mr. PERKINS. It is no interruption at all. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Something has been said as to the inability 
to secure American seamen for the trans-Pacific service. I should 
like to have the Senator, if he can, give us some information 
upon that subject. 

CHINESE IN THE MERCANTILE MARINE. 

Mr. PERKINS. The best answer I think I can make to the 
question is that there are a number of steamship companies run- 
ning vessels out of San Francisco employing a large number of 
sailors, firemen, and coal passers which do not. employ Chinese. 
I have myself for thirty years been connected with a steamship 
company employing from 1,500 to 3,000 men most of the time, 
and we never have employed, to my knowledge, a Chinaman 
during that period. 

As to vessels running into the Tropics, all of the United States 


| transports now engaged in the service, plying between San Fran- 


cisco and the Orient, the Philippine Islands and Japan, have white 
coal passers, white stokers, and white firemen. Their whole crews 
are Caucasian. 

The ships plying to Central America from San Francisco and to 
the coast of Central Americaand Mexico, and German ships run- 
ning down the coast of Central America to South America, all 


| employ white firemen and white coal passers and white deck- 


hands (sailors). The ships of the Oceanic Steamship Company, 


| one of which runs every two weeks to New Zealand and Australia, 
| run to Honolulu, across the equator, and go down through the 


Tropics. They allemploy white men. The steamers running from 
San Francisco to Samoa, to the Fiji Islands, also employ all white 
It is the same way with vessels of our Navy. 

WHY THERE SHOULD BE NO CHINESE ON OUR MERCHANT VESSELS. 


In this connection I will state that when there was under con- 
sideration the bill to promote American shipping interests I voted 
for the amendment proposed by the junior Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. Patrerson] prohibiting the employment of Chinese upon 
I did it for the reason that I supported the bill, be- 


carrying of our own trade under the Stars and Stripes as we for- 
merly hadit. I believe the correct way to do that is to encourage 
and make honorable and elevate the dignity of the life of a sailor. 
and it requires some courage to be a good sailor man. It requires 
a good deal of courage to be a fireman or a coal passer, to go 
down into the hold of one of these ships and there toil for four, 
six, or eight hours during the twenty-four, or longer. 

I have always had quite as much admiration for the stoker who 
went down into the hold of the Merrimac and went into that 
famous blockade at Santiago as I did for the man who stood upon 
the bridge, and it was on my motion that Congress kindly recog- 
nized their bravery by giving each one of them a medal. 

Mr. PENROSE. I should like to interrogate the Senator from 
California. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Cali- 
fornia yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. PENROSE. I should like to ask the Senator from Cali- 
fornia whether it is true or not that there is a sufficient supply of 
white sailors upon the Pacific slope and whether white sailors can 
stand the Chinese climate in pursuit of their occupation? 

Mr. PERKINS. Thesame question has been asked by the senior 
Senator from Indiana, and I have been answering it in part. 

PLENTY OF WHITE MEN TO MAN OUR SHIPS. 

Mr. PENROSE. I beg pardon. I was not in the Chamber at 
the time. 

Mr. PERKINS. I have been credibly informed by the Fire- 
men’s Union of San Francisco that there are plenty of men to fill 
those positions. The question is one of wages. I believe it is 
worth something to be an American citizen. It is worth a great 
deal. It is worth a great deal to have the right to fly the Stars 
and Stripes at the peak, and our ships plying out of San Francisco 
or New York to any foreign port have certain rights and privileges 
which foreign ships do not have. An American ship sailing from 
San Francisco may carry freight and passengers to Honolulu, to 
the Philippine Islands, and then continue on her voyage to Japan 
and China. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Cali- 
fornia yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator says it is worth something to 
be an American citizen. “Will the Senator kindly inform the Sen- 
ate what proportion of the sailors whom he savs are of Cancasian 
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blood on the ships that sail from San Francisco are American | tensely American, like my friend the Senator from New Hamp- 


citizens? 

Mr. PERKINS. In the coasting trade it amounts to about 60 
per cent. 

Mr. GALLINGER. How about the foreign trade? 

Mr. PERKINS. In the foreign trade it is less than 50 per cent— 
some forty-odd per cent. 

_ Mr. GALLINGER. So that half of these men are not Amer- 
ican citizens? 
CHARACTER OF CAUCASIAN SAILORS. 

Mr. PERKINS. They are all capable of becoming American 
citizens. Many of them come here who are not citizens. They 
have their families in San Francisco or at Oakland, across the 
bay. They have their little cottages, many of them building 
them perhaps on the installment plan, and when they come back 
after a voyage to Australia or to the Orient they are greeted by 
their children and their wives. 
that they pay their taxes to build, and there they see the little 
church where their wives and children worship. Those people 
become good American citizens in time. 


and honor that attach to it. 

I took a deep interest when I first came to Congress in ascer- 
taining the percentage of foreigners in our Navy. I found there 
was some 65 per cent of foreigners in the Navy. I had several in- 
terviews with the Secretary of the Navy and the Chief of the Bu- 
reau of Navigation, and with their assistance we have established 
several naval training stations. We now have a number of ves- 
sels shipping landsmen, who go off on training voyages. The re- 
sult is that we have reduced the percentage of foreigners in the 
Navy from 65 to 41 or 42 per cent. We have been making splen- 
did progress in the last five or ten years, and I hope and expect to 
live to see the American flag flying on ships as I once saw it, when 
a sailor boy sailing out of your own native State, Mr. President 
{Mr. FRYE in the chair], which we all honor andlove. Then the 
boy in the forecastle looked forward to the time when he would 
walk the deck and command the ship, and was just as sure of 
reaching it as daylight follows darkness, if competent. 

THE AMERICAN SAILOR SHOULD BE ENCOURAGED. 

So I believe in building up the American merchant marine. 
believe the best way is to encourage the American sailor. I 
would make his an honorable vocation, as it is, and when it is 
only a question of dollars and cents, I would give the preference 
all the time to the American citizen, or the one who is capable of 
becoming an American citizen, sooner than I would toa Chinaman, 
who would work for a pittance and take that pittance to China. 
When we employ Americans their wages are left here in our own 
home, and what is better than all, then you have a man who is 
protected as an American citizen, and who has a pride in Amer- 
ican citizenship, and if he is not an American citizen his children 
will be citizens after him. 

I believe I shall vote for this clause in the pending bill. While 
there are not the same reasons for it perhaps that existed as to 
the ship-subsidy bill, yet I would rather err on the side of right 
than to go off on the side of wrong. Therefore I shall vote that 
Chinese shall not be employed. Of course if ship owners prefer 
Lascars and Javanese and Malays and Japs or people from the 
South Sea Islands and other islands instead of American citizens 
or those capable of becoming American citizens, they can hire 
them probably much cheaper. 

NONE LIKE THE AMERICAN SAILOR. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I may suggest in this connection that in a 
communication from the War Department it is declared that the 
Filipinos constitute the best sailors of all the Asiatic people. 

Mr. PERKINS. Ihave been shipmates with them. I would 
rather have one Yankee than seventeen Malays. 

Mr. SPOONER. They may have improved. 

Mr. PERKINS. Probably, since they have come in under our 
protection. There is a chance for them to doit. The Japs make 
pretty good sailors. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Juston this point, if the Senator will per- 
mit me, if he will examine the testimony of Governor Taft he 
will observe that Governor Taft says the Chinese as laborers are 


very much superior to the inhabitants of the Philippine Islands. | 


All | 


I know nothing about their qualities as seamen. 

Mr. PERKINS. I think there is no doubt about that. 
that the Chinese laborers are good for is to work, and they do 
work and work faithfully. I believe in dignifying and elevat- 
ing labor in this country. My friend from New Hampshire, as 
well as I, never had a house to live in, because our ancestors 
did not leave it to us, until we worked to earn it. I believe in 
giving everyone in this country an opportunity to work. I be- 
lieve in dignifying and elevating labor, whether it be by muscle 
or brain. I want everyone to have that opportunity. Iam in- 


There they see the schoolhouse | 


If they are not Ameri- | 
can citizens their children surely are, and they have the pride | 


I | 


shire 
| Mr. GALLINGER. Of course no utterance of mine would 
suggest that I am not equally a friend of the laboring man—— 

Mr. PERKINS. I know. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Although we may differ as to the pro- 
visions and details of this bill, as I think we do. 

Mr. PERKINS. My friend and I are in perfect accord. We 
belong to that y which struck down slavery, for one reason 
because it was lowering and pulling down labor. We believed 

| we should honor and dignify and elevate labor in this country. 

A few minutes more, and I will not trespass further. I should 
like to dwell upon the religious phase of this question for a few 

| moments. 
| Mr. GALLINGER. Before the Senator reaches that point, I 
should like to propound one inquiry. 
Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. If I can not answer it I will do as 
the judges do sometimes—I will take it under advisement. 
MR. GALLINGER ASKS A QUESTION. 


Mr. GALLINGER. That is right. It will be a wise answer 
when the Senator gets around to it, if he does that, because he is 
a Wise man. 

I have listened with great interest to the Senator’s speech. He 
is a faithful representative of his own people and an able repre- 
sentative of his State. He believes every word he says, and yet 
some of us in the far East, concerning whom it has been sug- 
gested in this debate that we are governed by impulse, benevo- 
lence, and that sort of thing, are considerably puzzled to know 
why this intense desire to make the laws relating to Chinese ex- 
clusion so much more stringent than they are now, when the 
Twelfth Census shows that in the Senator’s own State the Chinese 
inhabitants have decreased about 40 per cent in the last ten years. 
It does not. seem to us, looking at it over the distance that we 
have to lonk to discover the Pacific slope, as though there is any 
real imperative necessity for further exclusive laws: when the 
Chinese population is decreasing in the country at a rapid rate 
and when it decreased in the Senator’s own State 40 per cent dur- 

| ing the last ten years. Perhaps the Senator can give me some 
light on that point. 

Mr. PERKINS. I think perhaps I may answer it offhand by 
stating that many of the Chinese who land in San Francisco, as I 
stated in my preliminary remarks, find their way to Massachu- 
setts and to some of the other New England States, and I notice 
that the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE] is now 
more earnest and more zealous in his advocacy of this bill than 
those of us from the Pacific coast. A few years since he said, 
“Tt will not do. It is contrary to the spirit of our institutions.”’ 
And so I tnink perhaps they are feeling the baleful influence un- 
d-r which we have been suffering for so many years. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator does not answer my question 
atall. If the Chinese have drifted from California to Massachu- 
setts, and if possibly a few of them have managed to creep into 
New Hampshire, the further fact still remains that the Chinese 
population in the country, the entire country, including Massa- 
chusetts and New Hampshire and California, has decreased—I 
think somewhere in the vicinity of 28 or 30 per cent in the last 
decade—according to the census reports. 

Mr. PERKINS. They have left leprosy with us, and we are 
trying to eradicate the evil of that. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, when the 
leprosy question comes up for discussion I shall want to say a 

| few words about it. We have recently had an investigation re- 
garding leprosy in this country which throws a flood of light on 
that proposition, and I think will not bear out all of the Senator’s 
statements which have been made to-day concerning that matter. 

Mr. PERKINS. I referred to the conversation with the Chi- 

| nese student, who, when it was suggested that we would certainly 
| punish our friends in China if they did harm to our legation, 
shrugged his shoulders and said, ‘*‘ Ugh! You can do nothing. 
Suppose you kill 50,000,000 Chinamen. We yet have left five 
times more than the population of the United States.’’ They have 
400,000,000 or 450,000,000 people. They are somewhere, and many 
of them, we think, have been smuggled into the United States 
and, like cases of leprosy, have been concealed. 

HOPELESSNESS OF IMBUING CHINESE WITH CHRISTIAN CIVILIZATION. 

The “‘ Boxer’’ uprising is an evidence of the hopelessness of the 
effort to Christianize the Chinese. That recent event was undoubt- 
| edly, as has been claimed, due in a great measure to the efforts of 
missionaries to imbue the Chinese with Christian ideas. The ulti- 
mate result was murder, violence, and a blow to Christian teach- 
ing in China which it will take long to recover from. But what 
has such teaching accomplished? Christianity has not been taught 


| in China for the prs re mpd few years of which we have a rec- 


‘ord. Yet (and It this item will surprise my honorable friend 








1902. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





the historian from Massachusetts, because I have never heard 
him speak of it, and I have heard him make many scholarly dis- 
sertations) Christianity is known to have been introduced in China 
as far back as A. D. 781. 

Mr. HOAR. Dol understand that the Senator from California 
disapproves of the attempt to Christianize the Chinese? 

Mr. PERKINS. It has not been a success. 

Mr. HOAR. That is unquestionable. Does the Senator disap- 
prove of the attempt to introduce Christianity into China or not? 

Mr. PERKINS. No, Mr. President; I would carry it to them. 

Mr. HOAR. Then I do not think the Senator would want to 
pursue that line much further. 

Mr. PERKINS. But if the Senator will permit me, I am going 
to give you the authority of a Presbyterian. 

Christianity is known to have been introduced as far back as 
A. D. 781, the date of a monument in Northwestern China com- 
memorating the event. It was taught one thousand three hun- 
dred years ago, and there is reason to believe very extensively, 
yet not a vestige of those teachings remains. It was taught by 
Roman Catholics in the seventeenth century and since that day, 
but with what results? Rev. Joseph Edkins, a missionary, and 
thoroughly familiar with China and the Chinese, published in 
1859 a book on the “‘ Religious Condition of the Chinese.’’ 
reading is not very extensive, but I incidentally came across this 
book. He says: 


The Protestant converts are still not many more than 1,000. They are the 
remaining fruits of sixteen years’ labor by about 100 missionaries at the five 
treaty ports. 


Mr. QUAY. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt him? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. QUAY. Looking at the population statistics as to the 
Protestant Christians in China, I find that the number is some- 
thing over 100,000. 

Mr. PERKINS. There must have been many of them Boxers. 

Mr. QUAY. No; they were fighting the Boxers. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand from the Senator that the whole at- 
tempt to introduce Christianity into China from the eighth cen- 
tury has been a miserable failure, and the effect of the recent at- 
tempt has been the Boxer rising. Then what reason has the Sen- 
ator for saying that he still approves of the attempt to introduce 
Christianity into China? 

Mr. PERKINS. Because all the teachings of Christianity are 
right: and if Christians would live up to their teachings, if they 
would only practice what they preach-— 

Mr. HOAR. My friend says, as I understand him, that it has 
been an utter failure and has produced the Boxer insurrection. 
The reason why the Senator approves the attempt to Christianize 
them is, I understand, because we do not live up to our teachings. 

Mr. PERKINS. The Chinese fail to live up to our teachings, 
and yet they do claim to live up to some of the teachings of Con- 
fucius. Confucius was in a measure a second Moses. 

Mr. HOAR,. I did not ask my friend about the teachings of 
Confucius. 

THE FRUITS OF SIXTEEN YEARS’ LABOR. 

Mr. PERKINS. Dr. Joseph Edkins was a missionary and thor- 
oughly familiar with Chinaand the Chinese. I am giving you the 
historical view. Iam not the historian, but it is Dr. Edkins, the 
author of the ‘‘ Religious Conditions of the Chinese,’’ published in 
1859, who says: 

The Protestant converts are still not many more than 1,000. They are the 
remaining fruits of sixteen years’ labor by about a hundred missionaries at 
the five treaty ports. 

Dr. Edkins believed in missions and had hope of the future, 
yet that was his estimate of the results of sixteen years’ work. 
These figures would undoubtedly be cut down 99 per cent if he 
could have read the hearts of his so-called converts. He acknowl- 
edges that the Chinese came to the schools for the purpose of 
picking up scientific and other knowledge that they could make 
use of, but evidently had faith that they also imbibed Christianity. 


customs-—the worship of ancestors. It is safe to say that the idea 
on which this worship is based is as ineradicable as are the phys- 
ical characteristics of the race. In the face of that, to suppose 
that Chinese will accept Christianity and give up the most vital 
of their ethical ideas is to suppose the impossible. 

The Chinese have been in ts country for half a century, sur- 
rounded on all sides by Christian influences, attending Sabbath 
schools in shoals, and most earnestly attentive to the teachings of 
the good-looking young ladies having charge of the classes: but 
the most ardent pro-Chinese American can not say that Chris- 
tianity has made much progress. 

PROFESSING CHRISTIANITY FOR BUSINESS REASONS. 


Rev. Dr. Condit, who represents the Presbyterian missions, 
states that, out of the total Chinese population of the United 


| States, estimated by those having to do with Chinese at 300,000, 





but | Treaty, and Regulations relating to the Exclusion of Chinese.”’ 
And this in face of the fact, as he records, that Christianity com- | : e r aad ae 


pels them to give up the strongest of all their strong religious | 





there are only 1,600 Christian Chinese of all denominations, and 


| only 4,000 Christianized from the beginning of their immigration, 


which would represent that number of conversions among two or 
three millions of individuals. Remembering that of the number 
given above a very considerable proportion make pretense of 
being Christians for purely business reasons and that the sin- 
cerity of the rest may be questioned on the safe assumption that 
the Chinaman’s hereditary religious convictions can not be dis- 
carded with the ease which sanguine Christians seem to think 
possible, it may be well to quote the remark of Dr. Edkins, who 
wrote: 

It must be long before Christianity can become well understood by them. 
Missionary efforts must be greatly increased and the agency of the press 
must be well worked before they will be freed from many wild misconceptions. 


* * * But we shall have to continue our efforts for many years yet without 
seeing our religion victorious unless God should interfere in unexpected 
providential occurrences to answer the prayer of His servants. 

This is the language of an eminent divine, who consecrated his 


| life in trying to elevate those people. 


Such is the Chinaman whom unrestricted immigration would 


| place side by side with the American laborer in nearly every 
| branch of industry. His cheap labor might at first benefit indi- 
My | 


vidual employers or corporations, but to make it a part of our 
industrial system would be detrimental to the public interests, 
subversive of our civilization, and stop absolutely the wheels of 
progress. It is therefore our duty—l look upon it almost asa 
religious duty—to so legislate that the greatest good to the greatest 
number will result, and that the institutions of our country, of 
which we are so boastful and on which our safety is based, may 
be preserved unchanged for those who come after us. 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 13031) to prohibit the coming into and to regu- 
late the residence within the United States, its Territories, and 
all territory under its jurisdiction, and the District of Columbia, 
of Chinese and persons of Chinese descent, was read twice by its 
title. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. PENROSE. To the Committee on Immigration. The 
pending bill came from that committee, and I suppose the same 
reference should be made of this bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania move the same reference? The Chair is of the opinion 
that both bills should have gone to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. PENROSE. I move that the bill be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration. 

Mr. FORAKER and Mr. HOAR. What is the motion? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The House Chinese-exclusion 
bill has been laid before the Senate and the motion is that it be 
referred to the Committee on Immigration. The Chair referred 
it to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. PENROSE. It would be a very extraordinary proceeding, 
after the Committee on Immigration had the bill as it was intro- 
duced in the Senate and spent months taking testimony aggre- 
gating several hundred pages, then to have the House bill referred 
to another committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is for the Senate to decide. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It would give the subject a much wider 
scope of inquiry. 

Mr. TELLER. The bill clearly should go to the Committee on 


| Immigration; not to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison the motion 
to refer the bill to the Committee on Immigration. 

The motion was agreed to. 

COMPILATION ON CHINESE EXCLUSION. 

Mr. FORAKER. Ihave hereacompilation entitled ‘‘ The Laws, 
[ 
understand that the print of it is exhausted, and I move that it 
be printed as a document, so that we may have it to-morrow 
morning. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CONSIDERATION OF PENSION BILLS. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, the hour is somewhat late. 
There are a few pension bills on the Calendar. It would take 
about fifteen minutes to clear the Calendar, and at least ten Sena- 
tors have been to me in the last few days asking that I request 
unanimous consent to have those bills considered. I now make 
that request. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire asks unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of unobjected pension cases. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none. The first pension bill on the Calendar wll be 
proceeded with. 
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DAVID M. M’KNIGHT. 


The bill (S. 3992) granting an increase of pension to David M. 
McKnight was considered as in‘Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 6, after the word “‘late,’’ to strike out 
‘‘of’’ and insert ‘‘ second lieutenant; ’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of David M. McKnight, late 
second lieutenant Company B, One hundred and thirty-eighth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE F. BOWERS. 


The bill (S. 899) granting an increase of pension to George F. 
Bowers was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions, with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “‘ lieutenant,’’ to strike out 
‘of;’? in line 7, after the word ‘‘ Regiment,’’ to insert ‘‘ Pro- 
visional;’’ and in line 8, before the word ‘“‘ dollars,’’ to strike out 
“thirty ’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-four;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George F. Bowers, late first 
lieutenant Company C, Seventh Regiment Provisional Enrolled Missouri 
Militia, and pay hima pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
JAMES W. HANKINS, 


The bill (S. 2738) granting an increase of pension to James W. 
Hankins was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions, with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,’’ to strike ont 
‘“‘twenty-five’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-four;’’ so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James W. Hankins, late of | 
Company H, Forty-ninth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. | 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JANE CATON. 


The bill (S. 694) granting a pension to Jane Caton was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and | 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Jane Caton, widow of Mathew Caton, late 
of Company F, First Regiment United States Lancers, Michigan Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $8 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM H. NORTON, 


The bill (S. 4042) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Norton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘‘ dollars,”’ to strike out 
‘* fifty’ and insert “‘ thirty;*’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws. the name of William H. Norton, late of 
Company K, Thirteenth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

LEVI HATCHETT. 

The bill (S. 2975) granting an increase of 

Hatchett was considered as in Committee of the 





ole. 


sion to Levi | R. Chaney was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “‘ dollars,’’ to strike out 
** thirty’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-four; ’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to pase on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Levi Hatchett, late of Com- 
pany B, Sixty-fifth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
LYDIA M. GRANGER. 


The bill (S. 4535) granting an increase of pension to Lydia M. 
Granger was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions, with 
amendments, in line, 6, after the words ‘‘ widow of,’’ to strike 
out the letter ‘‘ W ’’ and insert ‘‘ William;’’ in line 8, before the 
word ‘‘dollars,”’ to strike out ‘“ twenty’’ and insert ‘‘ twelve;”’ 
and in line 9, after the word ‘‘ receiving,’’ to insert ‘‘ and two 
dollars per month additional on account of each of the minor 
children of the said William M. Granger until they reach the age 
of 16 years;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lydia M. Granger, widow of 
William M. Granger, late of the United States Marine Corps, and nt her 
a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving, and 
ee month additional on account of each of the minor children of the said 

illi M. Granger until they reach the age of 16 years. 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in, 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
NATHAN W. SNEE. 


The bill (H. R. 4176) ) ee an increase of pension to Nathan 
W. Snee was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 

to place on the pension roll the name of Nathan W. Snee, 
ate of Company I, Seventy-sixth Regiment Dlinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 


| that he is now receiving. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 

dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM BERRY. 

The bill (H. R. 4116) granting an increase of pension to William 
Berry was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of William Berry, late of 
Company H, Twelfth Regiment Missouri State Militia Volunteer 
Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $16 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordere¢ 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EVALINE WILSON, 


The bill (H. R. 7613) granting an increase of pension to Evaline 
Wilson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Evaline Wilson, widow 
of Adam Wilson, late of Company K, First Regiment Indiana 
Volunteers, war with Mexico, and to pay her a pension of $16 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARGARET M. BOYD. 

The bill (H. R. 3352) granting an increase of pension to Mar- 
garet M. Boyd was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Margaret M. 
Boyd, widow of Sempronius H. Boyd, late colonel Twenty-fourth 
Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension 
of $24 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JACOB GOLDEN. 


The bill (H. R. 3260) granting a pension to Jacob Golden was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It pee a, to place on 
the pension roll the name of Jacob Golden, late of Company K, 
Fifteenth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him 
a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE R. CHANEY. 

The bill (H. R. 4172) granting an increase of pension to enee 

pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of George R. Chaney, 
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late of Company I. Third Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and | The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

THOMPSON B. MOORE. 

The bill (H. R. 1485) granting an increase of pension to Thomp- 
son B. Moore was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Thompson B. 
Moore, late private in Captain Barbee’s company, Second Regi- 
ment Missouri Mounted Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, 


and to pay him a pension of $16 per month in lieu of that he is | 


now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
CHRISTINA HEITZ. 


The bill (H. R. 291) granting a pension to Christina Heitz was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Christina Heitz, widow of Charles 
Heitz, late of Company I, Third Regiment United States Reserve 
Corps Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of 
$8 per month. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | 


to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MARY A. CARLILE. 


The bill (H. R. 11025) granting a pension to Mary A. Carlile 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
place on the pension roll the name of Mary A. Carlile, widow of 
Henry C. Carlile, late of Company I, Twenty-fifth Regiment 
Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $12 per 
month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed 

SARAH E. ALLEN. 


The bill (H. R. 8427) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
E. Allen was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Sarah E. Allen, 
widow of Silas F. Allen, late captain Nem end C, Twenty-ninth 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension 
of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HENRY F. BENSON. 

The bill (H. R. 1476) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
F. Benson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
pane to place on the pension roll the name of Henry F. Benson, 

ate of Company B, Twenty-third Regiment Missouri Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lien of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS YOUNG. 


The bill (H. R. 3354) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Young was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Thomas Young, late of 
Company B, Thirty-eighth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, 
and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


AMELIA A. RUSSELL. 


The bill (H. R. 12275) granting a pension to Amelia A. Russell 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Amelia A. Russell, widow 
of Michael Russell, late first lieutenant Company I, One hundred 
and sixty-ninth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and to 
pay her a pension of $17 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. ; 


THOMAS E. JAMES, 


The bill (S. 3334) granting an increase of pension to Thomas E. 
James was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 
That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of 
the pengice: laws, the name of Thomas E. James, late of Company H, One 
oe oe and epee mant ane bg oe — , and | Company 
; “secon: na Infan , r 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in Mou of that he ts sow recefving. er 
The amendment was to. . 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
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the third time, and passed. 
JOHN A. ROTAN, 

The bill (S. 2409) granting a pension to John A. Rotan was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 

| an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
| insert: 
That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
| directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of John A. Rotan, late of Company H, Forty- 
fourth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was ag, 2ed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to John A. Rotan.”’ 

THOMAS H. H. GIBBS. 

The bill (H. R. 2613) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
H. H. Gibbs was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
| proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Thomas H. H. 
| Gibbs, late of Company I, Second Regiment California Volunteer 
Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHARLES S. WILSON. 

| The bill (H.R. 7847) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
|S. Wilson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
| poses to place on the pension roll the name of Charles 8. Wilson, late 
| of Company K, Forty-second Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infan- 





try, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

| to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
LIZZIE B. GREEN. 
| The bill (H. R. 7290) granting an increase of pension to Lizzie 
|B. Green was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 

poses to place on the pension roll the name of Lizzie B. Green, 
| widow of John E. Green, late captain Company C, Ninety-sixth 
| Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension 
| of $20 per month in lien of that she is now receiving. 
| The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
| to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
| JOSEPH CULBREATH. 
| The bill (H. R. 12490) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Culbreath was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
—_ to place on the pension roll the name of Joseph Cuibreath, 
| late second lieutenant Company L, Palmetto Regiment South 
| Carolina Volunteers, war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension 
| of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
| ‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES FREY. 

The bill (S. 234) granting a pension to James Frey was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, after the word ‘‘ month,’’ to insert ‘*in lieu 
of that he is now receiving;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the a roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James Frey, late of Com- 
pany G, Second Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to James Frey.”’ 


ROBERT L. ACKRIDGE. 


The bill (H. R. 6023) granting an increase of pension to Robert L. 
Ackridge was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
— to place on the pension roll the name of Robert L. Ackridge, 

te o 


f Company D, Thirty-third Regiment Kentucky Volunteer 
Infantry, and or K, Twenty-sixth Regiment Kentucky 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in 


lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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RUTH BARTLETT. 

The bill (H. R. 12395) granting a pension to Ruth Bartlett was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Ruth Bartlett, the dependent and 
helpless daughter of Sylvanus Bartlett, late first lientenant Com- 
pany H, Eighteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to 
pay her a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EDWIN J. GODFREY. 

The bill (H. R. 1709) granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
J. Godfrey was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Edwin J. God- 
frey, late of Company B, Second Regiment New Hampshire Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

AUGUSTUS E. HODGES. 

The bill (H. R. 1685) granting an increase of pension to Augus- 
tus E. Hodges was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Augustus E. 
Hodges, late of Company F, Fourth Regiment New Hampshire 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANDREW B. SPURLING, 

The bill (H. R. 11916) granting on increase of pension to An- 

drew B. Spurling was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

t proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Andrew B. 
Spurling, late lieutenant-colonel Second Regiment Maine Volun- 
teer Cavalry and brevet brigadier-general of volunteers, and to 
pay him a pension of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN S. JAMES. 


The bill (H. R. 9654) granting a pension to JohnS. James was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of John 8. James, late captain Com- 
pany D, Third Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, 
and to pay him a pension of $20 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FRANCES E. SCOTT. 


The bill (H. R. 10710) granting an increase of pension to 
Frances E. Scott was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Frances E. 
Scott, widow of Charles H. Scott, late of Company H, Thirteenth 
Regiment United States Infantry, war with Mexico, and to pay 
her a pension of $16 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CLARA B, TOWNSEND. 


The bill (H. R. 9378) granting a pension to Clara B. Townsend 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Clara B. Townsend, widow 
of Justus Townsend, late acting assistant surgeon, United States 
Army, and to pay her a pension of $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ERASTUS C, MODERWELL. 

The bill (H. R. 3884) granting an increase of pension to Erastus 
C. Moderwell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Erastus C. 
Moderwell, late major, Twelfth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cay- 
alry, and to pay him a pension of $72 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THEOPHILE A, DAUPHIN. 


The bill (H. R. 3876) granting an increase of pension to Theo- 
phile A. Dauphin was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Theophile A. 
Dauphin, late of Company K, Eighty-sixth Regiment New York 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 





MARION BARNES. 
The bill (H. R. 7525) granting a pension to Marion Barnes was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Marion Barnes, widow of Warren 


| P. Barnes, late musician, Twenty-second Regiment Massachusetts 
| Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $8 per month. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
HENRY E. DE MARSE. 

The bill (H. R. 4053) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
E. De Marse was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Henry E. De 
Marse, late of Company L, Eighteenth Regiment New York Vol- 
unteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY E. STOCKINGS. 


The bill (H. R. 10957) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
E. Stockings was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Mary E. Stockings, 
widow of Robert Q. Stockings, late of Company K, Forty-seventh 
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension 
of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 7 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, April 
9, 1902, at 12 o’clock meridian, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, Apri 8, 1902. 
The House met at 12 0’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. 
Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read, corrected, 
and approved. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr, 
HoweELL, indefinitely, on account of illness. 


TEMPORARY ELECTRIC PERMITS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I ask unini- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the joint resoiution 
which I have sent to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of a joint resolution 
which the Clerk will report. 

The joint resolution (H. J. Res. 173) to authorize the Comniis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia to issue certain temporary 
permits was read, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the Commissionersof the District of Columbiaare hereby 
authorized to permit electric-light wires to be laid in existing conduits and 
house connections between such conduits and Convention Hall, to bo made 
for the purpose of supplying additional light for the Masonic Fair and Rx- 
position of 192: Provided, That all such wires shall be removed on or hefore 
May 10, 1902. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the joint resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and pussed. 

On motion of. Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, a motion to 
reconsider the last vote was laid on the table. 


PROTECTION OF GAME IN ALASKA, 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 11535) for the protection 
of game in Alaska, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of a bill which the Clerk 
will report. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That from and after the passage of this act the wanton 
destruction of wild game animals or wild birds, the destruction of pests and 
eggs of such birds, or the killing of any wild bird other than a game bird, or 
wild game animal, for the purposes of shipment from the district of Alaska, 
is hereby prohibited. The term “game animals” shall include deer, moose, 
caribou, sheep, mountain goats, rs, sea lions, and walrus. The term 
‘game birds” shall include water fowl, commonly known as ducks, geese, 
brant, and swans; shore birds, commony known as plover, snip, and cur- 
lew, and the seveeral species of grouse and ptarmigan. Nothing in this act 
shall effect any law now in force in the Territory relating to the fur seal, sea 
otter, or any fur-bearing animal other than bears and sea lions, or prevent 
the killing of any game animal or bird for food or clothing by native Indians 
— pateane; but the game animals or birds so killed s not be shipped or 
sold. 

Sec. 2. That it shali be un awful for any person in Alaska to kill any wild 
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ame animals or wild birds except during the seasons hereinafter provided: 
Farge brown bears, from April 15 to June 30, both inclusive; moose, caribou, 
walrus, and sea lions, from September 1 to October 31, both inclusive; deer, 
sheep, and mountain goats, from September 1 to December 15, both inclusive; 
rrouse, ptarmigan, shore birds, and water fowl, from September 1 to Decem- 
er 15, both inclusive: 


animals or birds to make and ; 
modify the close seasons hereinbefore established, or place further restric- 


Provided, 28 by | 
oe iend weamater ene Semanes ial eaieniaced ome | sult was that last season, after the repeal of the Oregon code, the 


ublish rules and regulations which shal) | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| 


tions and limitations on the killing of such animals or birds in any given | 


locality, or - prohibit killing entirely for a period not exceeding five years 
in such locality. 

; " SEC. 3. That it shall be unlawful for any person at any time to kill any 
females or yearlings of moose, caribou, deer, or sheep, or for any one person 
to kill inany one year more than the number specified of each of the follow- 
ing game animals: Two moose, walrus, or sea lions; four caribou, sheep, 
goats, or large brown bears; eight deer; or to kill or have in possession in 
any one day more than 10 grouse or ptarmigan, or 25 shore birds or water- 
fowl. 

: That it shall be unlawful for any person at any time to hunt with hounds, 


| 


to use a shotgun larger than No. 10 gauge, or any gun other than that | 


which can be fired from the shoulder, or to use steam launches or any boats 
or birds. And the Secretary of Agriculture is authorized to make and pub- 
lish such further restrictions as he a 
destruction of wild game animals or wild birds. 

Sec. 4. That it shall be unlawful for any person or persons at any time to 
sell or offer for sale any hides, skins, or heads of any game animals in the 
Territory of Alaska, or to sell, or offer for sale therein, any game animals or 
birds, or parts thereof, during the time when the killing of said animals or 
birds is prohibited: Provided, That it shall be lawful for dealers having in 
possession any game animals or birds legally killed during the open season to 
dispe »se of the same within fifteen days after the close of said season. 

Sec. 5. That it shall be unlawful for any person, firm, or corporation or 
their officers or agents to deliver to any common carrier, or for the owner, 
agent, or master of any vessel, or for any other person to receive for shipment 
out of the said district, any hides or carcasses of caribou, deer, or parts thereof, 
or any wild birds or parts thereof: Provided, That nothing in this act shall be 
construed to prevent the collection of specimens for scientific purposes, the 
capture or shipment of live animals and birds for exhibition or propagation, 
or the export from the said district of specimens and trophies, under such 
reureciens and limitations as the Secretary of Agriculture may prescribe 
and publish. 

Sec. 6. That any person violating any of the provisions of this act or any 
of the regulations promulgated by the Secretary of Agriculture shall be 
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor,and upon conviction thereof shall forfeit to 
the United Statesall game or birds in his possession, and all guns, traps, nets, 
or boats used in killing or capturing said game or birds, and shall be pun- 
ished by a fine of not more than $200 or imprisonment not more than three 
months, or by both such fine and imprisonment, in the discretion of the court: 
Provided, That upon conviction for the second or any subsequent offense 
there may be imposed in addition a fine of $50 for any violation of sections 1 
and 3, and a fine of $100 for a violation of section 2. It is hereby made the 
duty of all marshals and deputy marshals, collectors or deputy collectors of 
customs appointed for the Territory of Alaska, and all officers of revenue 
cutters to assist in the enforcement of this act. Any marshal or deputy 
marshal may arrest without warrant any person found violating any of the 
provisions of this act or any of the regulations herein provided, and may 
seize any game, birds, or hides, and any traps, nets, guns, boats, or other 
paraphernalia used in the capture of such game or birds and found in the 
possession of said person, and any collector or deputy collector of customs, or 
any person authorized in writing by a marshal, shall have the power above 
provided to arrest persons found violating this act or said regulations and 
seize said property without warrant, to keep and deliver the same to a mar- 
shalor a deputy marshal. It shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, upon request of the Secretary of Agriculture, to aid in carrying out the 
provisions of this act. 


The following amendments, recommended by the Committee 
on the Territories, were read: 

First. Amend the title of the bill by striking out the words “the district 
of,” so that the title of the bill will read as follows: ‘A bill for the protec- 
tion of game in Alaska, and for other purposes.” 

_ Second. In line 14, page 1, strike out the words ‘the Territory ” and insert 
in lieu thereof the word “Alaska.” 

Third. On page 2, line 3, after the word “Eskimo,” insert the words “ or 
by_miners, explorers, or travelers on a journey when in need of food.” 

Fourth. On page 2, in line 18, after the word “established,” insert the 
words “or provide different close seasons for different parts of Alaska.” 

Fifth. On page 3, in line 16, after the word “animals,” insert the words “or 
game birds,” and in said line 16 strike out the words ‘the Territory of,” so 
that the same will read ‘of any game animals or game birds in Alaska;”’ also, 
on page 3, line 17, insert the word “ game” before the word “ birds;”’ also, on 
page 3, in line 20, insert the word “game” before the word “ birds.” 

Sixth. On page 4, in line 1, after the word “shipment,” insert the words 
“or have in possession with intent to ship; also, on 4, in lines land 2, 
strike out the words “the said district’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“Alaska; also, on page 4, in line 2, after the word “deer,” insert the words 
‘moose, mountain sheep, or mountain goat,” so that that portion of said sec- 
tion will read as follows: ‘For any other person to receive for shipment, or 
have in possession with intent to ship out of Alaska, any hides or carcasses 
of caribou, deer, moose, mountain sheep, or mountain goat;” also, on page 4, 
line 7, strike out the words “ the said district ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “Alaska.” 

Seventh. On page 4, in line 16, after the word “punished,” insert the 
words “for each offense; also, on page 4, in lines 24 and 25, strike out the 
words “the Territory of.” 


_ The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. MADDOX. Reserving the right to object, I should like to 
hear the gentleman’s explanation of the bill. I tried to hear it 
read, but although I did my best I could not hear it, and I have 
no idea that anybody else heard it. I want to know what is in 
the bill. If it 1s all right I shall have no objection to it. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, if I can have the attention of the 
House I think there will be no opposition to this bill. It is a bill 
that has attracted considerable attention, owing to the peculiar 
situation in When we enacted the code of Alaska in the 
last session, either by accident or oversight the laws then in ex- 
istence there, which were the laws of Oregon, extended there by 
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act of Congvess, were all repealed, including the game laws. 
The game laws of Oregon were up to that time the game laws of 
Alaska. 


The Alaska code contained nothing on the subject, and the re- 





slaughter of the game, the subsistence of the Indians in Alaska, 
went on in an unparalleled manner. It has been reported to me 
that one Englishman upon an island along the coast killed 150 
walruses in one day, leaving them to rot, not even carrying off 
the tusks, killing them simply for the delight of slaughter. It 
appears that at some points in Alaska 6,000 and 8,000 and even 
10,000 deer skins have been shipped from a single port. The In- 
dians have been induced by the offer of 30 or 40 cents a skin 
to kill the deer merely for the hides, thus destroying their own 
future subsistence. This situation calls upon Congress for early 
relief. Legislation earlier in the session would not have been 


vther than those propelled by oars or paddles in the pursuit of gameanimals | &Vailing, because if the law were enacted it could not, on account 


| of theice, get to Alaska until about the latter part of May or prob- 
deem necessary to prevent undue | 


ably the early part of June, in the Nome region, the uppermost 
part of Alaska; but it is important that this bill should go through 
in time to be the law of the land during the coming season. 

The bill has been drawn with considerable care. It was gone 
over by the Territorial Committee and parties interested in the 
subject from the Department of Agriculture, and it is the unani- 
mous report of the committee with the amendments which have 
been read to the House. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. May I interrupt the gentleman? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield to the 
gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr. LACEY. Yes; I yield to the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I will say tothe gentleman from 
Georgia a Mappox] that I concur in the statements made by 
the gentleman from Iowa. The Committee on the Territories 
gave the most careful attention to this bill. We found no objec- 
tion to it. On the contrary, we found a very great necessity for 
the enactment of this legislation, which was concurred in unani- 
mously by the members of the Committee on the Territories. 

Mr. LACEY. It is a question of the starvation of the Indians, 
Mr. Speaker, unless some relief is granted there, and the dark 
chapter of the destruction of our large and small game in other 
parts of the United States is now being repeated in Alaska. This 
step, if taken now, will be timely, and it ought,to be taken at an 
early date. 

Mr. KLEBERG rose. 

Mr. LACEY. I yield to my friend from Texas. 

Mr. KLEBERG. I just wish to say that this bill has the full 
support of the entire committee, Democrats and Republicans. 
There is no division uponit. I think it is a necessary measure to 
protect the game of Alaska, and I indorse everything my friend 
from Iowa has said about it. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MADDOX. Just one word 

Mr. LACEY. I would like to yield to the gentleman from 
Washington a moment before I yield to the gentleman from Geor- 
gia. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Mr. Speaker, the bill at present before this 
House for consideration is a bill to provide a game law for Alaska. 
This bill was introduced by the distinguished gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. Lacey], whose name is associated with other legisla- 
tion on the subject of game which has heretofore passed the 
American Congress. The name of that gentleman at the mast- 
head of this bill is one of the very best indorsements it could 
possibly have. 

I regard this pending bill as one of the very best bills that have 
come before this House for its consideration since I have been a 
member of this body. Within the very short time allotted to us 
for the presentation of this matter to the House to-day it will be 
meneantiie for me to discuss this bill and its provisions at length. 
I will say to you, however, that this bill has been as carefully 
prepared as any bill that ever came forth from any committee of 
this House. e bill when introduced was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Territories. The bill in its present form has the unani- 
mous indorsement of every member of that committee. The 
committee having this bill in charge called before them gentle- 
men who had been in Alaska and who were reasonably familiar 
with the conditions prevailing there with especial reference to 
wild game. 

Thus we have had before us testimony showing the actual con- 
ditions existing in that region, and this bill has not been framed 
to cover any theoretical condition, but to meet the actual situa- 
tion that exists in Alaska to-day. 

In the first place, as was stated by the gentleman from Iowa, 
before the Alaska Code (which we enacted two years ago) went 
into force in Alaska—before that time, the general laws of the 
State of Oregon were in force in Alaska. That portion of the laws 
of Oregon relating to game was therefore in force in Alaska. 
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When we came to prepare the code for Alaska it was stated that | 
the conditions in Alaska were so vastly different from those in | 
Oregon that a game law for Alaska based on the Oregon law | 


would not come anywhere near fitting the situation in Alaska. 


tion of game were inserted in the Alaska Code. So that the 
situation, in a nutshell, is briefly this: Alaska lost the old game 
law which she formerly had and got nothing in its place. 

I state here and now—and I wish to give all the emphasis to it 


that this occasion will permit—that Alaska constitutes the only | 


strip of land on this continent over which the American flag 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





floats that does not have any law for the protection of game birds | 


and game animals. 


Grande and the North Pole that has been so neglected by the law- | 


making power that they have not even a game law. 

This fact in itself shows the necessity for some-kind of legisla- 
tion on this subject. 

As is well known to all of you, I live in the State of Washing- 


say the State that is closest to Alaska I mean it not only in a geo- 


It is the only bit of territory between the Rio | 


| 


| 
| 


graphical sense, but commercially and industrially and finan- | 
cially, and in every other sense there exists a bond of sympathy | 


between Alaska and the State of Washington. They have no rep- 


resentative on this floor, and they expect the representatives of the | 


State of Washington to speak for them and todemand protection 
for their interests. This I am both proud and happy to do. 

Two years and a half ago I took a trip from the State of Wash- 
ington throughout southeastern Alaska. 
of the game conditions there then. At every place our boat 
stopped—at Wrangell, at Juneau, at Skagway—some one would 
call my attention to the wanton slaughter of the wild game that 
was going onin that region. Among other game in that region 
the deer are found in abundance. 
cents for a deer skin. and with the characteristic improvidence 
of his race he will kill a large number of deer whenever the op- 


| amount of power and discretion in the Secretary of Agriculture. 
I found out something | 


The Indians can get 50 or 60 | 


i opel to Alaska. 
t 


| than to draw such a bill for any single State or Territory of the Union. 


APRIL 8, 


Pyepeites the shipment out of Alaska of skins or carcasses of game animals 
or birds. 
Provides that miners, campers, or travelers on a journey, in need of food, 
may at any time kill such game birds or animals as are necessary for food. 
»vides that the Indians and Eskimo may at all times kill game animals 


The committee in charge of the tevision therefore omitted these | °" birds for their food or clothing. 


laws altogether, and no provisions for the protection or preserva- | 


Provides for punishment for the violation of its provisions by fine or im- 
prisonment or both. : 

This bill has for its chiens the protection and preservation of the game 
birds and animals of Alaska. When the code for Alaska was enac two 
years ago it embraced much of the precnieing Dare. and also included many 
new features. Congress had formerly made the laws of the State of Oregon 

tied pag laws of Oregon were therefore in force, and 

ough not entirely adapted to the situation in Alaska, were found very use- 

ful. The committee in charge of the revision found the —— of game pro- 

tection quite complicated owing to the great variety of conditions to be met, 

and therefore omitted these laws altogether, and left Alaska wholly without 
any statutory protection for the game within her borders. 

As Alaska is the greatest wild game region now remaining in America, the 
a of such a condition strongly appeals to Congress for a prompt 
remedy. 

It is hardly possible that the bill should be perfect in all respects or meet 
all the requirementsin Alaska. It must be remembered that to draw a game 
bill for so large a country is a vastly different and far more difficult 7 

n 


ton, the State of this Union that is closest to Alaska, and when I | S2Y Qne of the States of the Union (even tne eT ee oe Re ot 


territory embraced is comparatively small, and the game conditions in all 
parts of the State are substantially similar. The drawing of a game bill for 
Alaska is equivalent to attempting in a single law to cover the New England, 
Atlantic, and Middle States, or like trying to make a os me bill broad 
enough in its provisions to cover allthecountry west of the Mississippi River 
to the summit of the Rocky Mountains. 

Alaska comprises a vast stretch of territory, and in the different parts 
thereof are widely different seasons and varying conditions. It is manifestly 
very difficult, therefore, in the provisions of one bill to meetall these difficul- 
ties satisfactorily. We have attempted to meet them by vestin ie argo 

e latter 
part of section 2 of the bill provides: 

“That the Secretary of Agriculture is perdi authorized, whenever he 
shall deem it necessary for the preservation o me animals or birds, to 
make and publish rules and regulations which shall modify the close season 
for different parts of Alaska,or place further restrictions and limitations on 
the killing of such animals or birds in any given locality, or to prohibit kill- 
ing entirely for a period not exceeding five years in such locality.” 

In any new mining country travelers and miners will kill game in season 
and out of it for the supply of their immediate wants; and they should be so 


| authorized by law, so as not to be forced to violate the law. The amendment 
| suggested by the committee to meet this necessity is substantially the same 


portunity occurs, take the skins and sell them, and leave the car- | 


casses rotting on the ground. He is thereby destroying the food 
supply that in afew years he will need. 

Now, this bill, among other provisions, absolutely prohibits the 
sale or offering for sale at any time the skins of game animals, 
and also makes it unlawful to ship hides out of Alaska. You 
will observe that when we take away from the white trader the 
right to traffic in these skins the Indian will lose his market for 
them. Whenthe Indian loses his incentive to kill the deer he will 
cease the slaughter. 
game bill. I have not time to discuss them all. I shall put into 
the RECORD as a part of my remarks the report on this bill, which 
I assisted in preparing. 

I trust we have no opposition to the passage of this much- 
needed and worthy measure. 

The report above referred to is as follows: 


[House Report No. 951, Fifty-seventh Congress, first session. ] 
GAME LAW IN ALASKA. 
The Committee on the Territories, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 


This is only one of the many points of this | 


as that in force in the Northwest Territory of the Dominion of Canada, and 
which your committee are informed has operated successfully therein. 

In this enlightened day, with the experience of the recent it before us, 
it needs no argument to show that the wanton and indiscriminate slaughter 
of game birds and fish should be curbed by law. The desolate woods and 
barren streams in other parts of the United States serve asa solemn warn- 
ing oe to the fate of these creatures in Alaska unless immediately protected 
by law. 

“It was indeed unfortunate that at this critical time, when Alaska is becom- 
ing settled, that a period of nearly two years should occur in which there 
should be no law whatever upon this subject, and the necessity of speedy re- 
lief is obvious. 

The reports from that country are uniform that Congressional action 
should not be delayed. 

The prohibition of game shipments from Alaska and the suppression of 
commerce in hides will do more to stop the indiscriminate destruction of ani- 


| mal life than any other enactment that can be devised. 


Indians will wholly er their food supply for the trifling compensation 
that they receive for the skins of the victims. The slaughter of deer and 
other animals for the purpose of shipping the hides should be wholly sup- 


| pressed. 


11535) for the protection of game in the district of Alaska, and for other pur- | 
p ses, having had said bill under consideration, report the same with the fol- 


owing amendments: 

First. Amend the title of the bill by striking out the words “the district 
of.’ so that the title of the bill will read as follows: “A bill for the protection 
of game in Alaska, and for other purposes.” 


¢ 
I 
of 


| slaughter of deer will be as 


Second. In line 14, page 1, strike out the words “ the Territory” and insert | 


in lieu thereof the word “Alaska.” 
Third. On page 2, line 3, after the word “ Eskimo,” insert the words 
by miners, explorers, or travelers on a journey when in need of food.” 
Fourth. On page 2, in line 18, after the word “established,” insert the 
words “or provide different close seasons for different parts of Alaska.” 
Fifth. On page 3,in line 16, after the word “animals,” insert the words 
“or game birds,” and in said line 16 strike out the words “the Territory of,” 
so that the same will read “of any game animals or game birds in Alaska;” 
also, on page 3, line 17, insert the word “game” before the word “ birds;” 
also, on page 3, in line 20, insert the word ** game” before the word “ birds.” 
Sixth. On page 4, in line 1, after the word “shipment,” insert the words 
“or have in possession with intent to ship;*’ also, on page 4, in lines 1 and 2, 
strike out the words “the said district’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
‘‘Alaska;”’ also, on page 4, in line 2, after the word ‘‘ deer,” insert the words 


“or 


| price they obtain 


| ported w 


| end to this indiscriminate slaughter of game. A 


* moose, mountain sheep, or mountain goat,”’ so that that portion of said sec- | 


tion will read as follows: “ For any other person to receive for shipment, or 


have in possession with intent to ship out of Alaska, any hides or carcasses | 
of caribou, deer, moose, mountain sheep, or mountain goat;” also, on page 4, | 


line 7, strike out the words “the said district’ and insert in lieu thereof the | 


word “Alaska.” 


Seventh. On page 4, in line 16, after the word “ punished,” insert the words | 


“for each offense;” also, on page 4, in lines 24 and 25, strike out the words 
“the Territory of.” 

And as above amended the committee recommend that the bill do pass. 

Some of the salient features of this bill are as follows: 

Prohibits wanton destruction of game animals, game birds, nests, and eggs. 

Prohibits killing of any game animal or game bird except in specified 
seasons. 

Prohibits the killing of certain of the female game species at any time. 

Prohibits the sale or offering for sale at any time of the skins and heads of 
game animals or birds. ; 

Prohibits the sale of game animals or birds at any time save during the 
season when it is lawful to kill the same. ~s 


Judge Melville C. Brown, judge of the United States district court of 
Alaska for the Juneau Division, writes the following letter on this subject 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, UNITED States District Court, 
First Division, DistTRICT OF ALASKA, 
Juneau, Alaska, January 2%, 1902. 
My DEAR Breckons: The slaughter of game in this country is becoming 
monstrous. It is said that no less than 15,000 deer hides were shipped out of 
southeast Alaska during last season. It is altogether probable that the 
eat this winter. The result is self-evident; that 
within two or three years the game supply will be wholly exhausted and the 
natives left without food supply, and in order to live at all they will have to 
be subsisted by the Government. 
The natives ia— this game, not for food purposes, but to secure the 
or the hides, which is a very trifling sum—some 40 cents 
on the average. Of course they use such portions of the animal for food as 
their immediate necessities demand, but it is safe to say that nine-tenths of 
the deer slaughtered are left — the ground to rot. Iam not personally 
cognizant of all these matters, but the whole question was before the grand 
jury a year ago this winter, and after diligent inquiry the grand jury re 
m the matter. 
w should be passed by Congress at this session that will put an 
me law not as stringent 
in terms as ours in Wyoming in many respects will answer every purpose 
here. And the one thing that will stop the indiscriminate slaughter is the 
prevention of the hides being —— rom the country or sold, and making 
it an offense against the law, with a severe penalty, for any vessel or other 
medium of transportation to receive such hides for shipment or to have them 
in their ion for such purpose, and ——_ any transportation or 
shipment of hides either from the mainland or any of the islands of Alaska. 
This will tend to save the game, and eventually to save the Indians from 
starvation. Of course this law should apply to moose, elk, mountain goat, 


Some 


| mountain sheep, etc., as well as to deer. 


_ The mountains in this country rise out of the sea, as it were, from the 
islands as well as on the shore of the mainland, and run up to great heights. 
When the snow falls in winter the deer are driven down to the shores of the 


| sea for subsistence, and the Indians are said to gather in a bunch of deer 45 


high as 500 in number, and these are driven into the deep snow in some canyon 


| and then the Indians kill them with clubs and wipe out the bunch of deer 


| extin 


gathered in that way. It is easy to understand how rapidly they may be 
ished entirely by such methods. 
M. C. BROWN, 


Very sincerely, yours, Z 
Judge United States District Gourt, 
First Division, District of Alaska. 
J. A. Breckons, Esq., 
Washington, D. C. 











The grand jury of the United States district court of Alaska, assembled at 


Juneau, in resolutions adopted by them January 3, 1901, ask for the enact- 
ment of a game law for ka, and in their resolutions use the following 


e: 
a it is within the knowl of the grand jury duly impaneled for 
the December, 1900, term of the United States district court of Alaska, in 
and for division No. 1 thereof, and assembled from all 
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rts of said division | 


and beigg thovougsly conversant with existing conditions, that there has | 


a wanton and willful destruction of game in this district; that it 
is an acknowledged fact that thousands of deer are killed annually for their 
hide, which sells for the err of 40 cents, while their carcasses are left 
to decompose or be devoured by wild beasts. Congress has sadly neglected 
to make any provision for the protection of our game, the natural meat sup- 
ply of the natives and of the miners and ——— who are hundreds of 
Then from the markets of the district, prospecting and developing our great 
mineral resources: Therefore 

* Resolved, That Congress 
Alaska criminal code the following game law: : 

“*That any person or persons, corporation or corporations, offering for 
sale in, or any person or persons, corporation or corporations, or common 
carrier receiving for super tates from the district of Alaska the flesh of the 
deer, moose, caribou, elk, mountain sheep or goat, goose, brant, duck, grouse 
or ptarmigan, or the hides or horns of the deer, moose, caribou, elk, moun- 
tain sheep or goat, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and punished 
by a fine of not more than $500 or imprisonment in the county jail not more 
than one year, or both. : 

*** Each and every deputy United States marshal within said district shall 
be ex officio game warden for their respective districts, and shall receive as 
compensation for said service one-half of all fines collected by due process of 
aN Unani na ae ted by th d jury J 8, 1901 

* Unanimously ado e grand jury January 3, , 

. 7 . “WM. M. EBNER, Foreman. 
“C.D. GARFIELD, Secretary.” 


The following letter from A. 8. Dautrick, of Juneau, Alaska, is self-explan- 
atory, not only of the situation, but also as to the feeling of the people of 
Alaska regarding this much-desired legislation: 

JUNEAU, ALASKA, February 18, 1902. 

My DEAR CUSHMAN: You will remember that at various times we have 
talked about some sort of a game law for Alaska, and the last time you told 
me that you would look into the matter. I imagine, however, that a multi- 
tude of other things have prevented you. The slaughter of deer in the dis- 
trict is so cutmageems that unless some law is passed the last territory for the 
sportsman will be played out. I think that you will agree with me that it 
should have some protection in the way of a game law. Please let me know 
whether you care to prepare such a bill or if you would prefer to have some 
one —— to do it and forward to you to have it introduced. 


ours, truly, 
A. 8. DAUTRICK. 
Hon. Francis W. CusHMAN, M. C., 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


The following documents from the Department of the Interior, the At- 
torneg Geneums of the United States, and letter from Mr. Dall De Weese 
will also throw a great deal of light upon the situation in Alaska: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, February 1, 1902. 


Sir: Ihave the honor to transmit herewith a copy of a letter from Mr. 
Dall De Weese, of Canon City, Colo., received by reference from the Presi- 
dent, calling attention to the necessity for legislation ———- to the protec- 
tion of large game in Alaska, together with copy of a letter from the honor- 
able the Attorney-General, to whose attention the matter was directed and 
at whose instance this communication is written. 

Copies of Mr. De Weese’s letter were transmitted to the Senate and House 

Committees on Territories, respectively, on the 15th ultimo. 
_ In this connection attention is directed to the recommendation contained 
in the Report of the Secretary of the Interior for the fiscal year ended June 
30, 1899, a Copy, of which is herewith transmitted, submitting an amendment 
to the act of March 3, 1899, ‘‘To define and punish crimes in the district of 
Alaska,” looking to the protection of deer in that Territory. 


Very respectfully, 
E. A. HITCHCOCK, Secretary. 
Hon. Jonn F. Lacey, 
Chairman Committee on Public Lands, House of Representatives. 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
Washington, D. C., January 21, 1902. 

Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your note of January 
16, 1902, inclosing a copy of a letter from Dall De Weese, of Canon City, Colo., 
to the President, dated December 1, 101, and a copy of the Annual Report of 
the Secretary of the Interior for the year ending June 30, 1899, all of which 
has reference to the protection of game ia the Territory of Alaska. 

I note with approval the suggestion in your report above referred to of an 
amendment of the criminal e of Alaska witha view to game preservation 
there, as also the suggestion of Mr. De Weese in the same direction. But I 
am not sufficiently familiar with the situation in Alaska to be able to express 
an opinion whether these are just those best suited to the conditions of that 
Territory, nor as to how far the natives there, who are to some extent de- 
pendent upon game for subsistence, should be included in the prohibition, 
nor whether other kinds of game than those mentioned in either suggestion 
should not be included. 

At the request of Hon. Jonn F. Lacey, chairman of the House Committee 
on Public Lands, I recently gave him a statement of my views as to the 
power of Congress in this matter. And while that referred chiefly to the 
question of such power as to the public lands within the limits of a State 
yet it also refe to the same question in the Territories. Perhaps it would 

e well to refer the communication of Mr. De Weese with this and a refer- 
ence to the suggestions in peed report to him, as I think he is much inter- 
ested in the su t. And I suppose that many useful ons would be 
obtained from Governor Brady, of that Territory, not only as to how far the 
natives should be included in the prohibition, but also as to the kinds of 
game that should be protected, in what seasons of the year the prohibition 
should be qperative, either as to all or some kinds of fone. and whether it 
—, not rative the year round as to some kin 

espec y, 


The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 
PROTECT ALASKA GAME, 
CANon City, CoLo., December 1, 1901. 
This is a subject that appeals to “ true- 
of eae life, andall ose whosee beauty in ee eens 
ont eae eae ‘ut our entire country, and 


P. C. KNOX, Attorney-General. 


The PRESIDENT: 


" every lover 
orests, plains, 
hile the 

urally beautiful, we all agree Gas hapa more 


be it 
be, and it is hereby, petitioned to insert in the 
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grand and lifelike when the wild animals and birds are present. There are 
now several etn doing work toward the preservation of wild ani- 
mal and birdlfe. There is much yet for ustodo. Resolve is to act; let us 
be up and at it. 

For twenty years of my life I have taken my fall outing, embracing the 
greater partof North America. I have made trips in recent years to various 

rts of our mountains, where I hunted eighteen to twenty years ago, and it 
is appalling to note how rapidly the wild animals are disappearing. While 
Iam but 43 years of age, I haveseenin this short period the extermination of 
our buffalo. At the time of my first trip West there were millions. The 
antelope at that time were thousands—they are now reduced to dozens, here 
and there. There were also elk yet upon the plains—now there are none. 
There were bison in our mountains within 25 miles of the place in which I 
am writing. 

I doubt if there are 20 wild bison now in the United States. I have seen 
thousands of deer in Montana, Idaho, Utah, Mexico, and Colorado, where 
these numbers are now, Ss: reduced to one, three, five, and 
twenties. The big horn” mountain sheep (Ovis montana) that were then 
hundreds are now reduced with comparative ratio to the rest. 

When I was hunting in New Brunswick in 1896, I was told by good au- 
thority that these conditions were not quite so bad there and that the en- 
forcement of their laws was the safeguard there as well as in Maine. 

During my four seasons’ hunting in Alaska, my observations from past 
experience foreshadows that without stringent laws and their rigid enforce- 
ment the big game of Alaska is doomed to as an extermination as it 
was upon the plains and mountains of Colorado. I will narrate one instance: 
When in the Kenai Mountains, Alaska, on the 23d day of August, 1897 (from 
my diary), Mr. Berg and myself, while sitting together on the mountain side, 
with the aid of a field glass, counted 500 wild white sheep (Ovis dall:), all 
within a radius of 6 to 8 miles, 10 here, 6 there, then 20 and 390 in another 
locality. 

Can a true hunter or a lover of nature imagine a more beautiful sight? 
Look! Here and there were grand old towering mountains, all snow-capped, 
some furrowed with gaping canyons, some separated with a mighty glacier, 
others with a ual slope carpeted with nutritious grass, upon which these 
beautiful de ms of the snowy mountains of the north loitered about in 
groups, either feeding or resting. é 

I was in these same mountains in in 1898, my wife accompanying me 
there in 1899. I wanted her to see what had at that time never before been 
a woman's pleasure. I was in these same mountains again this season (11), 
and there § no question about the Ovis dalli decreasing in numbers; it is 
perceptible. : 7 

If mineral should be discovered in these mountains, and with no laws to 

rotect this animal, they would be exterminated ina very short time. In 

899 when ng through a section where a so-called ‘‘sportsman”™ had been 
hunting, four carcasses were lying on one small hill, nothing having been 
touched, the heads of horns being too small and the work of skinning and 
presetving 2 great to suit his—I was going to say his “sport’’-ship, but will 
make it his “‘devil’’-ship. 5 

In 1899 myself, wife, and party killed four sheep, two of which were killed 
by my wife. Wecould have killeda hundred. This season (1901) we killed 
but one, as we needed it for meat; also one bull caribou. 

The natives are very destructive to sheep. I have seen them in parties of 
thei? own shoot sheep, and if it ran off wounded or fell over a low cliff they 
never went after it; ‘‘too much work; shoot more.” When in my party I 
never allow a native tocarrya gun. The conditions I have meptioned re- 
garding sheep extermination the same will apply to moose and caribou. 

Now, then, dear reader, if all I have said about this transformation of game 
from plenty to almost extermination is so perceptible in one man's short life, 
we all can see its finish in the course of a very few years, unless we act quick 
while there is yet time. 


Alaska is a new country, and a good portion of it is uninhabitable for man, 


and in this it is thus more suitable for game; and there is less excuse 
for its being ughtered on account of the country not being desirable for 
the use of ** home seekers.” I am sorry to say it, although it is true, that, 


where the climatic conditions are favorable for the advancement of civiliza- 
tion and the “‘tiller’’ of the soil, just so sure is the doom of game in that 
land—remote and inaccessible localities and garae preserves that extend .to 
the winter feeding grounds excepted. 

It AS necessary that big game be slaughtered to furnish the “meat 
stuff’ in Alaska, for where man can go a pack train can go also; then it is 
made ible for the wagons, then railroads. Neither is it necessary that 
game be slaughtered for the native food supply, yet let them kill what they 
will actually use; and if our Government would thoroughly instruct the mis- 
sionaries and priests of Alaska to intercede with the natives on behalf of the 
game, much good could be done. Teach them the wrong in killing the fe- 
male and the young of any and allanimals. I have talked this with natives 
in my camp and noticed that it was hard for them to conceive it, yet by con- 
stant teaching it will have its effect. I believe that some such game laws as 
I hereafter mention would be effective in Alaska if enforced. 

My twenty-seven years of experience in hunting has convinced me that 
the *‘ market-meat hunter” is the most destructive to the big game. Where 
mining localities are remote from railroads or steamship transportation, 
“meat stuff’ is correspondingly expensive; hence if game abound the “‘ meat 
hunter” finds a profitable business and he is always on hand. 

Make the law and enforce it whereby it is a penal offense coupled with a 
fine of $100 for each offense where a party or parties offer for sale or barter 
the flesh of ay ame animal or bird at any spot or place in Alaskan territory, 
the same law to apply to any and every company and individual attempting 
to ship or transport game flesh of any kind out of the Territory. 

Make a nonresident license law, requiring every sportsman going to hunt 
and hunting in to pay 3) for that privilege, and that this sum allows 
him to take out of the Territory only one specimen of each species killed by 

. The same law to provide a license fee of $100, which would give the 
rtsman or hunter taking out that license the right to kill and transport 
two imens of each species of animal] killed ty him, and that he is not al 
lowed to take out more than this quota. The money thus paid to the district 
commissioners, who might be the nearest postmaster where the hunting is 
done, and this money to be used, first, for the prosecution of a person or 


persons violating this law, and any surplus that might accumulate in one 
year over gm. t surplus to go to the native school fund of that district. 
Make a law that gives an open season only on game from August 15 to No- 


vember 1, with a fine of $100 for its violation. This law should apply to 
natives also as well as nonresidents except where the animal is shot abso- 
lutely for immediate food focuamiy. 

Make a law that prohibits sportsmen or other persons from employing 
natives or other men for killing big game animals or birds, for in doirig so 
most of the meat is wasted and the heads shipged and sold. 

Make a law prohibiting the killing of the big brown bear (Ursus midden- 
dorffi) on Kadiak Island for a period of five years. This would in no way be 
an injustice to the natives, as this island now contains s» few of these animals 
that hunting them is no longer profitable, and neither do the natives depend 
on this for support. 

Negotiations should be commenced with Great Britain to implore them to 
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pass some such laws that would coincide with ours that would govern that 
part of the Yukon or British territory (Columbia) that joins Alaska. 

I know full well what objections will be made to such laws by “fur 
traders,”’ hide and head hunters, but is it right that the grand old bull moose 
and bull caribou or the great old ram, “‘ Ovis dalli,”’ be shot down by the na- 
tive, paid for so doing by the so-called sportsmen, and only the head taken 
from the carcassand that shipped outand sold? Isay,isitright that thisshould 
be permitted for the gain of a few individuals at the expense of the lives of 
all the big game of that country, as well as the lovers of nature and the 
true-blue sportsmen not yet born, all to whom we are responsible? 

Let us all act now and use our influence to have some measures appertain- 
ing hereto properly brought before the coming session of Congress with the 
earnest appeal for their enactment. 

I have talked several times with Hon. J. G. Brady, governor of Alaska, re- 
garding thissubject, and he urged me to formulate some practical measure 
and he would give it his support. 

Yours, fraternally, DALL DE WEESE, 
Canon City, Colo, 

The following extract is taken from the last annual report of Governor 
John Brady, of Alaska, to the honorable Secretary of the Interior. 

No language could state more clearly or forcibly than the report of the 
governor, not only that a game law is needed for Alaska, but that said game 
law should contain the provisions which are contained in this bill. 

[Report of Governor Brady, of Alaska, on game. ] 
GAME LAW. 

Congress should enact a game law for this district. The large game, like 
the moose, caribou, and common deer, need protection. The wanton slaughter 
of deer has been carried on to a great extent in southeast Alaska by the 
natives. In the winter and spring, when the snow is heavy upon the moun- 
tains and even to the beach, these animals seek the shores of the island. They 
become weak, and when run into a snowdrift can be killed with a club. 

A single native has been known to bring in as many as 150 skinsof animals 
which he has killed in this fashion. He makes no attempt to use the meat. 
All he wants is the skin to sellat the store. This does not bring him very 
much, for it is a winter skin, and therefore not desirable by the dealer. This 
all can be corrected by prohibiting the exportation of deer hides from Alaska. 
The native will have no incentive to kill deer simply for their hides. The 
hides of those which he kills for himself or to sell he can make use of for his 
own moccasins and other articles of clothing which he uses. 

Mr. LACEY. Iyield to the gentleman from New York, and 
then I will yield to the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, the purpose of this bill is to pro- 
tect and to some extent preserve the game birds and wild animals 
in the district of Alaska. It is a most commendable measure, 
and should pass without opposition. I am enthusiastically in 
favor of the passage of this bill, and request the indulgence of 
this House for a few moments to plead its urgent necessity. I 
have carefully examined the provisions of this proposed game 

law, and in my opinion they meet the immediate requirements 
of the case and will prevent the ruthless extermination of twild 
animals in Alaska. It is high time we acted in this matter. The 
cruel and unnecessary slaughter of wild game animals in Alaska 
at the present time, and for the past few years, has been as wanton 
as it has been enormous; and if the wholesale slaughter is not 
stopped by a drastic game law the birds and wild animals will 
soon be exterminated. Nearly all of them are killed for their 
skins. I hold in my hand and will read a letter just received, 
dated March 14, 1902, from a gentleman I know well—a shipping 
agent at Wrangell, Alaska. This letter is as follows: 
McEINNOoN WHARF AND FORWARDING COMPANY, 
Wrangell, Alaska, March 14, 1902. 

DEAR Str: As it has been some time since I last wrote you, I will now pen 
you a few lines pertaining to this og of the country. 

Our weather has been very mild this winter and snow very scarce, as it 
has snowed only three times from November 29, 1901, to the Ist of the present 

} 


nth, and the snow then being about 2 inches deep. At the present time 
fa : 








the iargest 


we have all of snow of the season, it being 5 inches deep, but it 
has started to rain and I suppose within the next forty-eight hours it will 


last fall of snow on the ground at present brings up the usual 
mur deer, and knowing you to be a true sportsman (from hunt- 

in you in the past three seasons) I know you will certainly help to give 

us Alaskan people a game law that will protect the deer of our district. 

fou know from 

slaughtered in this district simply for their hides. I myself have shipped 

about 4,000 deer skins within the last six months, and I honestly think that 

at least 3.500 of the deer killed were simply killed for the hides, the carcasses 

being left on the ground to rot or eaten by wolves. 

The amount of deer I refer to is simply a few that come to Wrangell for 
shipment, all killed within a radius of 5) miles of our town. Just think how 
many there must be slaughtered in the thousands of square miles of our 
northern country of Alaska. 

Now. if you can help get us a game law, you will have the eternal friend- 
ship of all good law-abiding citizens of this far-away Alaska. 

If you can drop me a line and suggest any way in which I can promote this 
game law, I wish you would kindly do so, as I would willingly give up any 
reasonable amount of time and money to get the law that we need so badly 
in order to protect the deer of our country. 

Hoping to hear from you in regard to the law to protect the deer, 

j remain, sincerely, yours, 
J. F. COLLINS. 








Hon. WILLIAM SULZER, Washington, D.C. 

Mr. Speaker, that letter is true. It speaks for itself, and the 
story it tells justifies the immediate passage of this bill. 
spent some time in Alaska, and I know whereof I speak when I 
say that much additional testimony of a like character could be 
adduced if necessary. In fact, the citizens generally in Alaska 
are anxious that the wild game there should be protected by a 
stringent law immediately enacted by Congress. Judge M. C. 
Brown, of the United States district court for Alaska, tersely 
sums up the situation at the present time in a recent letter toa 
friend, from which I now quote. The learned judge says: 


Some law should be passed by Congress at this session that will put an end 
to this indiscriminate slaughter of game. And the one thing that will stop 
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I have | 
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from the country or sold, and making it an offense against the law, wi 
severe penalty, for any vessel or other medium of transportation to receive 


| the indiscriminate slaughter is the prevention of the hides being Rigged 
| th a 
' 

| such hides for shipment or to have them in their possession for such 


urpose, 


and punishing any transportation or shipment of hides either from the main- 
land or a..7 of the islands of Alaska. This will tend to save the game, and 
eventuah, to save the Indians from starvation. Of course this law should 
apply to moose, elk, mountain goat, mountain sheep, etc., as well as to deer, 
| The mountains in this country rise out of the sea, as it were, from the 
islands as well as on the shore of the mainland, and run up to great heights, 
| When the snow falls in winter the deer are driven down to the shores of the 
sea for subsistence, and the Indians are said to gather in a bunch of deer as 
high as 500 in number, and these are driven into the deep snow in some can- 
yon and then the Indians kill them with clubs and wipe out the bunch of 
deer gathered in that way. It is easy to understand how rapidly they may 
be extinguished entirely by such methods. 

When the code for Alaska was enacted two years ago, it em- 
braced much of the preexisting laws, and also included many new 
features. Congress had formerly made the laws of the State of 
Oregon applicable to Alaska. The game laws of Oregon were 
therefore in force, and though not entirely adapted to the situa- 
tion in Alaska were found very useful. The committee in charge 
of the revision found the subject of game protection quite com- 
plicated, owing to the great variety of conditions to be met, and 
therefore omitted these laws altogether and left Alaska wholly 
without any statutory protection. As Alaska is the greatest wild- 
game region now remaining in America the misfortune of such 
a condition strongly appeals to Congress for prompt action. 

The indiscriminate slaughter of wild game birds and animals 
in Alaska is monstrous and most deplorable. The wanton slaugh- 
ter of this game by the natives—not for food purposes, but for the 
small sum they can get for the skins—is a crying shame. Last 
| summer I was told in Alaska that nine-tenths of the large game, 
like moose, elk, caribou, sheep, goats, and deer, when slaughtered 
by the vandal natives, are stripped of their skins and the carcasses 
left on the ground to rot. It is said, and I haveno reason to doubt 
it, that more than 20,000 of these skins were shipped from south- 
eastern Alaska last year. Whata cruel shame it allis. If Con- 
gress does not stop it now, these animals in Alaska will soon be as 
scarce as the buffalo. Year in and year out this frightful slaugh- 
ter goes on, but I believe it has been carried on to a greater ex- 

tent in southeastern Alaska by the natives than in any other part 
| of the district. In the winter and spring, when the snow is heavy 

on the mountains and even to the beach, these animals seek the 
shores of the islands. They become weak, and when run into a 
snowdrift can be killed with a club. A single native has been 
known to bring in as many as 150 skins of animals which he has 
killed in this fashion. He makes no attempt to use the meat. 
All he wants is the skin to sell at the store. This does not bring 
him very much, for it is a winter skin and therefore not very de- 
| sirable by the dealer. This all can be corrected by prohibiting 

the exportation of deer hides from Alaska. The native will have 
| no incentive then to kill deer simply for their hides. The hides 

of those which he kills for himself he can make use of for his own 
| moccasins and other articles of clothing. 

In this connection, Mr. Speaker, I wish to call the attention of 
the House to the following, which I deem very important. The 
grand jury of the United States district court of Alaska, assembled 
at Juneau January 3, 190i, ask for the enactment of a game law 
for Alaska, and in their resolutions use the following language: 

Whereas it is within the knowledge of the grand jury impaneled for the 

| December, 1900, term of the United States district court of Alaska, in and for 
division No. 1 thereof, and assembled from all ts of said division and be- 
ing thoroughly conversant with existing conditions, that there has been and 
is a wanton and willful destruction of game in this district; that it is an 
acknowledged fact that thousands of deer are killed annually for their hide, 
which sells for the paltry sum of 40 cents, while their carcasses are left to 


| 

decompose or be devoured by wild beasts. Congress has sadly neglected to 
| make any provision for the protection of our game, the natural meat supply 
| 





of the natives and of the miners and prospectors who are hundreds of miles 
from the markets of the district, prospecting and developing our great 
mineral resources: Therefore be it 
Resolved, That Congress be, and it is hereby, petitioned to insert in the 
Alaska criminal code the following game law: 
“That any person or persons, corporation or corpoitations, offering for 
sale in, or any person or persons, corporation or corporations, or common 
| carrier receiving for exportation from the district of Alaska the flesh of the 
deer, moose, caribou, elk, mountain sheep or goat, goose, brant, duck, grouse 
or ptarmigan, or the hides or horns of the deer, moose, caribou, elk, mountain 
sheep or goat, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and punished by a 
| fine of not more than $0 or imprisonment in the county jail not more than 
| one year, or both. 
| “ach and every deputy United States marshal within said district shall 
be ex officio game warden for their respective districts, and shall receive as 
compensation for said service one-half of all fines collected by due process of 
law under this act.” 
Unanimously adopted by the grand jury January 3, 1901. 
i WM. M. EBNER, Foreman. 
| C. D. GARFIELD, Secretary. 
' 
| 


Mr. Ebner, the foreman of that grand jury, is a distinguished 
citizen of Juneau, whom I have had the pleasure of meeting and 
talking with regarding this subject. 

This bill amply protects the Indian natives and allows them at 
all times to kill wild birds and animals for food and clothing. It 
also provides that miners, campers, and travelers on a journey 
in need of food may at any time kill such game birds and ani- 
mals as may be necessary for food. No true sportsman can take 
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exception to the provisions of this bill, and every lover of wild 
animals will, I feel confident, commend its enactment into law. 
The highest consideration for the natives, whose chief food sup- 
ply will be exhausted when the game is exterminated, and the 
imperative duty of each member of this House charged with the 
responsibility of protecting our wild animals and game birds de- 
and, in my judgment, the immediate and unanimous passage 
of this wise, farseeing, and commendable measure. [Applause. | 

Mr. LACEY. NowI will yield to the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. MADDOX, I just want to say, Mr. Speaker, that when 
this bill was being read I discovered that it was a very long bill, 
and tried my best to hear what was in it, but could not. I 
noticed that it provided for fines and forfeitures and one thing and 
another, and so far as I was concerned I was satisfied after the 
gentleman from Iowa had made his statement, and I have no 
objection. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say in connection with 

the bill that the committee to which it was referred has carefully 
investigated the matter. I simply ask the privilege of inserting 
in my remarks the report of the judge of the district where the 
yame is—— 
: The SPEAKER. Unanimous consent has not yet been given. 
After that matter is settled, the Chair will recognize the gentle- 
man. Is there objection to the present consideration of the bill? 
| After a pause.]| The Chair hears none. Now the Chair recog- 
nizes the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. LACEY. Isk to be recognized, and I will yield to the 
gentleman from Missouri. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa yields to the gen- 
tleman from Missouri. 

Mr. LLOYD. I simply want to ask unanimous consent that I 
may insert as a part of my remarks the statement of the judge of 
the judicial district in Alaska, and also the report of the grand 
jury of that district, which took this matter into consideration 
and reported the fact that there were vast hordes of animals there 
that were being destroyed, and that it was necessary that Con- 
gress take immediate action in order to protect the game of that 
district. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent to include in his remarks the matters just referred 
to by him. Without objection, this privilege will be granted. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LLOYD. The statement of the judge was as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, UNITED States District Covurr, 
First Division, DIstRICT OF ALASKA, 
Juneau, Alaska, January 26, 1902. 

My Dear BRECKONS: The slaughter of game in this country is becoming 
monstrous. It is said that no less than 15,000 deer hides were shipped out of 
southeast Alaska during last season. It is altogether, probable that the 
slaughter of deer will be as great this winter. The result is self-evident—that 
within two or three years the game supply will be wholly exhausted and the 
natives left without food eupety, and in order to live at all they will have to 
be subsisted by the Government. 

The natives slaughter this game, not for food purposes, but to secure the 
price they obtain for the hides, which is a very trifling sum—some 40 cents on 
the average. Of course they use such portions of the animal for food as their 
immediate necessities demand, but it is safe to say that nine-tenths of the deer 
slaughtered are left upon the und torot. Iam not posmnase cognizant 
of all these matters, but the whole question was before the grand jury a year 
ag : : his winter, and after diligent inquiry the grand jury reported upon the 
matter. 

Some law should be passed by Congress at this session that will put an end 
to this indiscriminate slaughter of game. A game law not as stringent in 
terms as ours in Wyoming in man ts will answer arene pepens here. 
And the one thing that will stop the indiscriminate slaughter is the preven- 
tion of the hides being —— from the country or sold, and making it an 
offense against the law, with a severe penalty, for any vessel or other me- 
dium of transportation to receive such hides for shipment or to have them 
in their possession for such purpose, and ss any transportation or 
shipment of hides either from the mainland or any of the islands of Alaska. 
This will tend to save the game, and eventually to save the Indians from star- 
vation. Of course this law should apply to moose, elk, mountain goat, moun- 
tain sheep, etc., as well as to deer. 

The mountains in this country rise out of the sea, as it were, from the is- 
lands as well as on the shore of the mainland, and run up to great heights. 
When the snow falls in winter the deer are driven down to the shores of the 
sea for subsistence, and the Indians are said to gather in a bunch of deer as 
high as 500 in number, and these are driven into the deep snow in some 
canyon and then the Indians kill them with clubs and wipe out the bunch of 
deer gathered in that way. It is easy to understand how rapidly they may 
b> extinguished entirely by such methods. 

M. C. BROWN, 


Very sincerely, yours, " 
Judge United States District Court, 
First Division, District of Alaska. 
J. A. Breckons, Esq., Washington, D. C. 


The grand jury report referred to is as follows: 


The grand jury of the United States district court of Alaska, assembled at 
Juneau, in resolutions adopted by them January 3, 1901, ask for the enactment 
of a game law for A and in their resolutions use the following la : 

‘Whereas it is within the knowledge of the d jury dul impanciod oad 
the December, 1900, term of the United States district court o in and 
for division No.1 thereof, and assembled from all ts of said division 
and being thoroughly conversant with existing conditions, that there has 
been and is a wanton and willful destruction of game in this district; that it 
is an acknowledged fact that thousands of deer are killed annually for their 
hide, which sells for the paltry sum of 40 cents, while their carcasses are left 
to decompose or be devoured by wild beasts. Congress had lected 
to make any provision for the protection of our game, the natural meat 
supply of the natives and of the miners and prospectors who are hundreds of 


miles from the markets of the district, prospecting and developing our great 
mineral resources: Therefore, be it 
“ Resolved, That Congress be, andit is hereby, petitioned to insert in the 
Alaska criminal code the following game law: ; 
“*That any person or persons, corporation or corporations, offering for 
sale in, or any person or persons, corporation or corporations, or corfimon 
carrier, receiving for exportation from, the district of Alaska the flesh of the 
deer, moose, ca u, elk, mountain sheep or goat, goose, brant, duck, grouse 
or ptarmigan, or the hides or horns of the deer, moose, caribou, elk, moun- 
tain sheep or goat, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and punished 
by a fine of not more than $500 or imprisonment in the county jail not more 
than one year, or both. 
“*Each and every deputy United States marshal within said district shall 
be ex officio game warden for their respective districts, and shall receive as 
compensation for said service one-half of all fines collected by due process of 
law under this act.’ { 
“Unanimously adopted by the grand jury January 3, 191. 
“WM. M. EBNER, Foreman. 
“Cc. D. 


Mr. LACEY. Iask to insert with my 
the committee. The report is exhausted, 
than to have a reprint. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent to insert in the REcorpD the report of the committee upon 
the bill now before the House. Without objection, this authority 
will be given. 

There was no objection. 

The report is as follows: 


The Committee on the Territories, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
11535) for the protection of game in the district of Alaska, and for other pur- 

yses, having had said bill under consideration, report the same with the fol- 

owing amendments: 

First. Amend the title of the bill by striking out the words “the district 
of,”’ so that the title of the bill will read as follows: “A bill for the protection 
of game in Alaska, and for other purposes.” ; ; 

Second. In line 14, page 1, strike out the words “the Territory ” and insert 
in lieu thereof the word" Alaska.” 

Third. On page 2, line 3, after the word “Eskimo,” insert the words *< 
by miners, explorers, or travelers on a journey when in need of food.” ; 

Fourth. On page 2, in line 18, after the wond “established,” insert the 
words “or provide different close seasons for different parts of Alaska.” 

Fifth. On page 3, in line 16, after the word ‘‘animals,” insert the words 
“or game birds,” and in said line 16 strike out the words ‘“‘the Territory of.” 
so that the same will read “of any game animals or game birds in Aicska;” 
also, on page 3, line 17, insert the word “game” before the word “birds: 
also, on page 3, in line 20, insert the word “ game” before the word “birds.” 

Sixth. On page 4, in line 1, after the word “shipment,” insert the words 
“or have in possession with intent to ship; also, on page 4, in lines l and 2, 
strike out the words “the said district’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
*“Alaska;” also, on page 4, in line 2, after the word “deer,” insert the words 
“moose, mountain sheep, or mountain goat,” so that that portion of said sec- 
tion will read as follows: ‘“‘For any other person to receive for shipment, or 
have in possession with intent to ship out of Alaska, any hides or carcasses 
of caribou, deer, moose, mountain sheep, or mountain goat;” also, on page 4, 
line 7, strike out the words “the said district * and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “Alaska.” 

Seventh. On page 4, in line 16,after the word “ punished,” insert the words 
“for each offense: also, on page 4, in lines 24 and 25, strike out the words 
“the Territory of.” 

And as above amended the committee recommend that the bill do 

Some of the salient features of this bill are as follows: 


GARFIELD, Secretary.” 
remarks the report of 
and this will be better 


rT 





DAS 


Prohibits wanton destruction of game animals, game birds, nests, and 
eges. tee : . ; . 
Prohibits killing of any game animal or game bird except in specified sea- 


sons. 

Prohibits the killing of certain of the female game species at any time 

Prohibits the sale or offering for sale at any time of the skins and heads 
of game animals or birds. 

rohibits the sale of game animals or birds at any time save during the 
season when it is lawful to kill the same. 

Prohibits the shipment out of Alaska of skins or carcasses of game animals 
or birds. 

Provides that miners, campers, or travelers on a journey, in need of food, 
may at any time kill such game birds or animals as are necessary for food. 

Provides that the Indians and Eskimo may at all time kill game animal! 
or birds for their food or clothing. 

Provides for punishment for the violation of its provisions by fine or im- 
prisonment, or both. 

This bill has for its object the protection and preservation of the game 
birds and animals of Alaska. When the code for Alaska was enacted two 
years ago it embraced much of the preexisting laws, and also included many 
new features. Congress had formerly made the laws of the State of Oregon 
applicable to Alaska. The game laws of Oregon were therefore in force, and 
though not entirely adapted to the situation in Alaska, were found very use 
ful. he committee in charge of the revision found the subject of game pro- 
tection quite complicated owing to the great variety of comliiiens to be met, 
and therefore omitted these laws altogether, and left Alaska wholly without 
any statutory protection for the game within her borders. : 

As Alaska is the greatest wild-game region now remaining in America. 
the misfortune of such a condition strongly appeals to Congress for a prompt 


remedy. 

It is hardly possible that the bill should be perfect in all respects or meet 
all the requirementsin Alaska. It must be remembered that to draw a game 
bill for so large a country is a vastly different and far more difficult matter 
than to draw such a bill for any single State or Territory of the Union. In 
any one of the States of the Union (even the largest of them) the scope of 
territory embraced is comparatively small, and the game conditions in all 
parts of the State are substantially similar. The drawing of a game bill for 
Alaska is equivalent toattempting in a single law to cover the New England, 
Atlantic, and Middle States, or like trying to make a single game bill broad 
enough in its provisions to cover all the country west of the Mississippi River 
to the summit of the Rocky Mountains. : 

Alaska comprises a vast stretch of territory, and in the different parts 
thereof are widely different seasons and varying conditions. It is manifestly 
very difficult, therefore, in the provisions of one bill to meet all these diffi- 
culties satisfactorily. We have attempted to meet them by vesting a large 
amount of power and discretion in the retary of Agriculture. The latter 
part of section 2 of the bill provides: 

“That the Secretary of Agriomeere is hereby authorized, whenever he 
shall deem it n for eodaiies one of game animals or birds, to 
make and publish rules and tions which shall modify the close season 
for different parts of Alaska, or place further restrictions and limitations on 
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the killing of such animals or birds in any given locality, or to prohibit kill- 
ing entirely for a period not exceeding five years in such locality.” 

n any new mining country travelers and miners will kill game in season 
and out of it for the supply of their immediate wants; and they should be so 
authorized by law, so as not to be forced to violate the law. The amend- | 
ment yy by the committee to meet this necessity is substantially the 
same as that in force in the Northwest Territory of the Dominion of Canada, 
and which your committee are informed has operated successfully therein. 

In this enlightened day, with the experience of the recent past before us, 
it needs no argument to show that the wanton and indiscriminate slaughter 
of game birds and fish should be curbed by law. The desolate woods and 
barren streams in other parts of the United States serve asa solemn warning 
= - the fate of these creatures in Alaska unless immediately eeotented 

y law. 
_ It wasindeed unfortunate that at this critical time, when Alaska is becom- 
ing settled, that a period of nearly two years should occur in which there 
should be no law whatever upon this subject, and the necessity of speedy 
relief is obvious. 

The reports from that country are uniform that Congressional action 
should not be delayed. 


The prohibition of game shipments from Alaska and the suppression of | 


commerce in hides will do more to stop the indiscriminate destruction of 
animal life than any other enactment that can be devised. 

Indians will wholly destroy their food supply for the trifling compensation 
that they receive for the skins of their victims. The slaughter of deer and 
a for the purpose of shipping the hides should be wholly sup- 
pressed. 

Judge Melville C. Brown, judge of the United States district court of 
Alaska for the Juneau division, writes the following letter on this subject: 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, UNITED STatTes DistRICcT COURT, 
First Division, DISTRICT OF ALASKA, 
Juneau, Alaska, January 26, 1902. 

My DEAR Breckons: The slaughter of game in this country is becoming 
monstrous. It is said that no less than 15,000 deer hides were aol yped out of 
southeast Alaska during last season. It is altogether prouabie that the 
slaughter of deer will be as great this winter. The result is self-evident: 
that within two or three years the game supply will be wholly exhausted 


and the natives left without food supply, and in order to live at ali they will | 


have to be subsisted by the Government. 

The natives slaughter this game, not for food pur Ss, but to secure the | 
price they obtain for the hides, which is a very trifling sum—some 40 cents 
on the avera 
their immediate necessities demand, but it is safe to say that nine-tentis of 
the deer slaughtered are left upon the ground torot. I am not personally 
cognizant of all these matters, but the whole question was before the grand 
jury a year ago this winter, and after diligent inquiry the grand jury re- 
ported —- the matter. 

Some law should be passed by Congress at this session that will put an end 
to this indiscriminate slaughter of game. A game law, not as stringent in 
terms as ours in Wyoming in many respects, will answer every purpose here. 
And the one thing that will stop the indiscriminate slaughter is the prevention 
of the hides being shipped from the country or sold,and making it an offense 
against the law, with a s2vere penalty, for any vessel or other medium of 
transportation to receive such fides for shipment or to have them in their 
possession for such purpose, and ———— any transportation or shipment 
of hides, either from the mainland or any of the islands of Alaska. This will 


tend to save the game, and eventually to save the Indians from starvation. | 


Of course this law should apply to moose, elk, mountain goat, mountain 
sheep, etc., as well as to deer. : ‘ 
The mountains in this country rise out of the sea, as it were, from the 


| sportsman will be gree out. Ithink that you will 


Of course they use such portions of the animal for food as | 





islands as well ason the shore of the mainland, and run up to great heights. 
When the snow falls in winter the deer are driven down to the shores of the 
sea for subsistence, and the Indians are said to gather in a bunch of deer as 
high as 500 in number, and these are driven into the deepsnow in some canyon 
and then the Indians kill them with clubs and wipe out the bunch of deer 
gathered in that way. It is easy to understand how rapidly they may be ex- 
tinguished entirely by such methods. 
M. C. BROWN, 


Very sincerely, yours, 
Judge, United States District Court, 
First Division, District of Alaska. 
J. A. BRecKons, Esq., Washington, D. C. 


The grand jury of the United States district court of Alaska, assembied at 
Juneau, in resolutions adopted by them January 3, 1901, ask for the enact- 
ment of a game law for Alaska, and in their resolutions use the following 
language: 

“Whereas it is within the knowledge of the grand jury duly impaneled 
for the December, 1900, term of the United States district court of Alaska, in 
and for division No. 1 thereof, and assembled from all parts of said division 
and being thoroughly conversant with existing conditions, that there has 
been and is a wanton and willful destruction of game in this district; that it 
is an acknowledged fact that thousands of deer are killed annually for their 
hide, which sells for the paltry sum of 40 cents, while their carcasses are left 
to decompose or be devoured by wild beasts. Congress has sadly neglected 
to make any provision for the protection of our game, the natural meat sup- 
ply of the natives and of the miners and prospectors who are hundreds of 
miles from the markets of the district, prospecting and developing our great 
mineral resources: Therefore, be it 

“ Resolved, That Congress be, and it is hereby, petitioned to insert in the 
Alaska criminal code the following game law: 

“*That any person or persons, corporation or corporations, offering for 
sale in, or any person or persons, corporation or corporations, or common 
carrier receiving for eee from, the district of Alaska the flesh of the 
deer, moose, caribou, elk, mountain sheep or goat, goose, brant, duck, grouse 
or ptarmigan, or the hides or horns of the deer, moose, caribou, elk, mountain 
sheep or goat, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and punished by a 
fine of not more than $500 or imprisonment in the county jail not more than 
one year, or both. 

*** Each and every deputy United States marshal within said district shall 
be ex officio game warden for their respective districts, and shall receive as 
compensation for said service one-half of all fines collected by due process of 
law under this act.’”’ 

‘**Unanimously adopted by the grand jury January 3. 1901. 

“WM. M. EBNER, Foreman. 
“C.D. GARFIELD, Secretary.” 


The following letter from A. 8S. Dautrick, of Juneau, Alaska, is self-explan- 
atory, not only of the situation, but also as to the feeling of the people of 
Alaska regarding this much-desired legislation: 

JUNEAU, ALASKA, February 18, 1902. 
My Dear CusHMAN: You will remember that at various times we have 
talked about some sort of a game law for Alaska, and the last time you told 
me that you would look into the matter. I imagine, however, that a multi- 
tude of other things have prevented you. The slaughter of deer in the dis- 
trict is so outrageous that unless some law is passed the last territory for the 


with me thatitshould 
have some protection in the way of a game law. Please jet me know whether 
— care to prepare such a bill or if you would prefer to have some one up 
ere do it and forward to you to have it introduced. 
Yours, truly, 
A. 8. DAUTRICK. 
Hon. FRANCIS W. CUSHMAN, M. C., 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


The following documents from the Department of the Interior, the Attor- 
ney-General of the United States, and letter from Mr. Dall De Weese will 
also throw a great deal of light upon the situation in Alaska: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, February 1, 1902. 


Srr: I have the honor to transmit herewith a copy of a letter from Mr 


| Dall De Weese, of Canon City, Colo., received by reference from the President, 
| calling attention to the necessity for legislation looking to the protection of 
| large game in Alaska, together with copy of a letter from the honorable the 
| Attorney-General, to whose attention the matter was directed and at whos» 


instance this communication is written. 

Copies of Mr. De Weese’s letter were transmitted to the Senate and House 
Committees on Territories, respectively, on the 15th ultimo. 

In this connection attention is directed to the recommendation contained 


in the Report of the Secretary of the Interior for the fiscal year ended June 
| 30, 1899, a copy of which is herewith transmitted, submitting an amendment 


to the act of March 3, 1899, *‘To define and punish crimes in the District of 
Alaska,” looking to the protection of deer in that Territory. 


Very respectfully, 
E. A. HITCHCOCK, Secretary. 
Hon. Joun F. LAcry, 


Chairman Committee on Public Lands, House of Representatives. 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
Washington, D. C., January 21, 1902. 

Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt ef your note of January 
16, 1902, inclosing a copy of a letter from Dall De Weese, of Canon City, Colo.. 
to the President, dated December 1, 1901, and a copy of the Annual Report of 
the Secretary of the Interior for the year ending June 30, 1899, all of which 
has reference to the protection of game in the Territory of Alaska. 

I note with approval the suggestion in your report above referred to of an 
amendment of the criminal eof Alaska with a view to game preservation 
there, as also the suggestion of Mr. De Weese in the same direction. But | 


| am not sufficiently familiar with the situation in Alaska to be able to express 


an opinion whether these are just those best suited to the conditions of that 
Territory, nor as to how far the natives there, who are tosome extent de- 
pendent upon game for subsistence, should be included in the prohibition, 
nor whether other kinds of game than those mentioned in either suggestion 
should not be included. 

At the request of Hon. J. F. LAcry, chairman of the House Committee on 
Public Lands, I recently gave him a statement of my views as to the power 
of Congress in this matter. And while that referred chiefly to the question 
of ee as to the public lands within the limits of a State, yet it also 
referred to the same question in the Territories. Perhaps it would be well 
to refer the communication of Mr. De Weese with this and a reference to the 
suggestions in your report to him, as I think he is much interested in the sub- 
ject. And Isuppose that many useful suggestions would be obtained from 
Governor Brady, of that Territory, not only as to how far the natives should 
be included in the prohibition, but also as ‘to the kinds of game that should 
be protected, in what seasons of the year the prohibition should be operative, 
either as to all or some kinds of game, and whether it should not be operative 
the year round as to some kinds. 

P. C. KNOX, 


Respectfully, 
Attorney-General, 
The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR, 


PROTECT’ ALASKA GAME, 


CANON City, CoLo., December 1, 1901. 
The PRESIDENT: 

This is a subject that appeals to every “‘true-blue sportsman,” every lover 
of animal life, and all those who see uty in nature, embracing forests, 
plains, and mountains throughout our entire country, and while the woods, 
plains, and mountains are naturally beautiful, we all agree that they are 
much more grand and lifelike when the wild animals and birds are present 
There are now several organizations doing work toward the preservation of 
wild animal and bird life. There is much yet for us to do—resolve is to act; 
let us be up and at it. 

For twenty years of my life I have taken my fall outing, embracing the 
greater part of North America. I have made trips in recent years to various 
parts of our mountains, where I hunted eighteen to twenty years ago, and it 
is appalling to note how rapidly the wild animals are disa ring. While! 
am but 43 years of age, I have seen in this short period the extermination of 
our buffalo; at the time of my first trip west there were millions. The ante- 
lope at that time were thousands—they are now reduced to dozens, here and 
there. There were also elk yet upon the plains—now there are none. There 
were bison in our mountains within 25 miles of the place in which I am writ 
ing. I doubt if there are 20 wild bison now in the United States. I have seen 
thousands of deer in Montana, Idaho, Utah, Mexico, and Colorado, where 
these numbers are now, comparatively, reduced to one, three, five, and 
twenties. The “big horn” mountain sheep (Ovis montana) that were sien 
hundreds are now reduced with comparative ratio to the rest. 

When I was hunting in New Brunswick in 1896 I was told by good author- 
ity that these conditions were not quite so bad there, and that the enforce- 
ment of their laws was the safeguard there as well as in Maine. 

During my four seasons’ hunting in Alaska, my observations from past 
experience foreshadows that without stringent laws and their rigid enforce- 
ment the big game of Alaska is doomed to as rapid an extermination as it 
was upon the plains and mountains of Colorado. I will narrate one instance: 
When in the Kenai Mountains, Alaska, on the 23d day of August, 1897 (from 
my diary), Mr. Berg and myself, while sitting together on the mountain side. 
with the aid of a field glass, counted 500 wild white sheep (Ovis dalli), all within 
a radius of 6 to 8 miles, 10 here, 6 there, then 20 and 30 in another locality. 
Can a true hunter ora lover of nature imagine a more beautiful sight? Look 
here and there were grand old towering mountains, all snow capped, some 
furrowed with gaping canyons, some separated with a mighty glacier, others 
with a gradual slope, carpeted with nutritious grass, m which these beau- 
tiful denizens of the snowy mountains of the north loitered about in groups, 
either feeding or resting. : 

I was in these same mountains in in 1898, my wife accompanying me 
there in 1899. I wanted her to see what had at that time never before been 
a woman's pleasure. I was in these same mountains again this season (1901), 
and there is no question about the Ovis dalli decreasing in numbers; it is pet 
ceptible. If mineral should be discovered in these mountains, and with no 
laws to protect this animal, they would be exterminated in a very short 
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time. In 1899 when passing through a section where a “so-called rtsman’” 
had been hunting, four carcasses were lying on one small hill, nothing having 
been touched, the heads of horns being too small and the work of skinning 
and preserving too great to suit his—I was going to say his “sport’’-ship, 
but will make it his ‘‘devil’’-ship. : 

In 1899 myself, wife, and pert, killed four sheep, two of which were killed | 
by my wife. We could have ed a hundred. ‘This season (1901) we killed 
but one, as we needed it for meat, also one bull caribou. 

The natives are very destructive to sheep. I have seen them in parties of | 
their own shoot sheep, and if it ran off wounded or fell over a low cliff they | 
never went after it; ‘‘too much work; shoot more.” When in my party 
never allow a native to carrya gun. The conditions I have mentioned re- | 
garding sheep extermination the same will apply to moose and caribou. 

Now, then, dear reader, if all I have said about this transformation of 
game from plenty to almost extermination is so perceptible in one man's 
short life, we all can see its finish in the course of a very few years unless we 
act quick while there is yet time. | 

Alaska is a new country and a good portion of it is uninhabitable for man, 
and in this ct it is thus more suitable for game; and there is less excuse 
for its bei ughtered on account of the country not being desirable for 
the use of “‘home seekers.”’ I am sorry to say it, although it is true, that 
where the climatic conditions are favorable for the advancement of civiliza- | 
tion and the “ tiller” of the soil, just sosure is the doom of game in that land, 
remote and inaccessible localities and game preserves that extend to the win- 
ter feeding grounds excepted. ; 

It is not necessary that big game be slaughtered to furnish the “ meat 
stuff” in Alaska, for where man can goa pack train can go also; then it is 
made possible for the wagers, then railroads. Neither is it necessary that 
game be slaughtered for the native food supply, ae let them kill what they 
will actually use; and if our Government would thoroughly instruct the mis- 
sionaries and pripsts of Alaska to intercede with the natives on behalf of the 
game, much gooi| could be done. Teach them the wrong in killing the female | 
and the young of any and allanimals. I have talked this with natives in my 
camp and noticed that it was hard for them to conceive it, yet by constant 
teaching it will have its effect. I believe that some such game laws as I here- 
after mention would be effective in Alaska if enforced. 

My twenty-seven years of experience in hunting has convinced me that 
the market meat hunter” is the most destructive to the big game. Where 
mining localities are remote from railroads or steamshi a, 
‘meat stuff’ is correspondingly expensive; hence if game abound the “* meat 
hunter” finds a profitable business and he is always on hand. 

Make the law and enforce it whereby it is a penal offense coupled with a 
fine of $100 for each offense where a party or parties offer for sale or barter 
the flesh of any game animal or bird at any spot or place in Alaskan terri- 
tory, the same law to apply to any and every Commas or individualattempt- 
ing to ship or transport game fi of any d out of the Territory. 

ke a nonresident license law a every sportsman going to hunt 
and hunting in Alaska to pay $50 for t privilege, and that this sum allows 
him to take out of the Territory only one imen of each species killed by 
him. The same law to provide a license fee of $100, which would give the 
sportsman or hunter taking out that license the right to kill and transport 
two specimens of each es of animal killed by him, and that he is not al- 
lowed to take out more than this quota. The apinay thus paid to the district 
commissioners, who might be the nearest t r where the hunting is 
done, and this money to be used, first, for the prosecution of a person or per- 
sons Violating this law, and ony surpees that ht accumulate in one year 
over $300, that surplus to go to the native school fund of that district. 

Make a law that gives an open season only on game from August 15 to No- 
vember 1, with a fine of $100 for its violation. This law should apply to 
natives also, as well as nonresidents, except where the animal is shot a 
lutely for immediate food necessity. 

Make a law that prohibits sportsmen or other persons from employing 
natives or other men for killing big game animals or birds, for in doing so 
most of the meat is wasted and the heads aeret and sold. 

& 





Make a law cos the killing of the rown bear (Ursus midden- 
dorfi) on Kadiak Island for a period of five years. This would in no way be 
an Injustice to the natives, as island now containsso few of these animals 


that hunting them is no longer profitable, and neither do the natives depend 
on this for support. 

Negotiations should be commenced with Great Britain to implore them to 
pass some such laws that would coincide with ours that would govern that 
part of the Yukon or British territory (Columbia) that joins Alaska. 

I know full well what objections will be made to such laws by “fur trad- 
ers,”’ hide and head hunters, but is it right that the nd old bull moose and 
bull caribou or the great old ram ‘‘Ovis Dalli’’ be shot down by the native, 
paid for so doing by the “so-called rtsmen,’’ and only the head taken from 
the carcass and that shi out and sold? I say, is it right that this should 
be permitted for the gain of a few individuals at the expense of the lives of 
all the big game of that country, as well as the lovers of nature and the 
“true-blue sportsmen” not yet born, to all whom we are responsible? 

_ Let us all act now and use our influence to have some measures appertain- 
ing hereto properly brought before the coming session of Congress with the 
earnest appeal for their enactment. 

I have talked several times with Hon. J. G. Brady, governor of Alaska, re- 
garding this subject, and he urged me to formulate some practical measure 


and he would give it his support. 
Yours, fraternally, DALL DE WEESE, 
Canon City, Colo, 


The following extract is taken from the last annual report of Governor 
John Brady, of Alaska, to the honorable Secretary of the Interior. 

No language could state more clearly or forcibly than the report of the 
governor, not only that a game law is needed for Alaska, but that said game 

Ww should contain the provisions which are contained in this bill. 
[Report of Governor Brady, of Alaska, on game.] 
GAME LAW. 

Congress should enact a game law for this district. The large game, like 
the moose, caribou, and common deer, ni rotection. The wanton slaugh- 
ter of deer has been carried on toa great extent in southeast Alaska by the 
natives. Inthe winter and spring, when the snow is heavy upon the moun- 
tains and even to the beach, these animals seek the shores of the island. 
They become weak, and when run into a snowdrift can be killed with a club. 
A single native has been known to bring in as many as 150 skins of animals 
which he has killed in this fashion. He makes no attempt to use the meat. 
All he wants is the skin to sell at the store. oes not being him very 
much, for it is a winter skin and therefore not very desirable by the dealer. 
This all can be corrected by prohibi the exportation of deer hides from 
plesk, The native will have noincentive to deer simply for their hides. 
in hides of those which he kills for himself or to sell he can make use of for 

own moccasins and other articles of clothing which he uses. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ments recommended by the committee. 
The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The amendment to the title recommended by the committee was 
agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. LACEY, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—JAMES A, WALKER AGAINST WILLIAM 

F. RHEA, OF VIRGINIA. 

Mr. WEEKS, from Committee on Elections No. 3, made a 
leged report of the contested-election case of James A. Walker 
against William F. Rhea, of Virginia; which was ordered printed, 
and referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

CUBAN RECIPROCITY, 


Mr.PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Ways and Means 


rivi- 


| had printed 500 copies of the hearing upon reciprocity. These 


volumes have all been exhausted, and there is a great demand for 
additional copies. I therefore ask that 1,000 copies be printed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York, chairman of 
the Committee on Ways and Means, asks unanimous consent that 
1,000 copies of the hearings on the Cuban bill be printed for the 
use of the House. Does the gentleman from New York indicate 
to what room it shall go—to the document room or the folding 
room? 

Mr. PAYNE. To the document room. 

The SPEAKER. The copies to go to the document room. 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. PAYNE. r. Speaker. I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 12765) to provide 
for reciprocal trade relations with Cuba. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Under what rule of the House does the chair- 
man of the Ways and Means Committee call up this bill and move 
that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for its consideration? 

Mr. PAYNE. It isa bill affecting the revenue. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The title of the bill is ‘‘ to provide for recip- 
rocal trade relations.’”’ I simply want to know whether it is con- 
sidered as a revenue bill—that is, whether it was called up on 
that ground or some other ground? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York, chairman 
of the Committee on Ways and Means, called it up as a privileged 
report. 

r. TAWNEY. On what grounds? 

The SPEAKER. The bill has not been read to the House and 
the Chair can not stateits provisions. The chairmanof the Ways 
and Means Committee called it up as a privileged report. 

Mr. PAYNE. The ground is that it is a bill affecting the 
revenue. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will call the attention of the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota to Rule XI, clause 59, which provides that 
the Committee on Ways and Means may report at any time on 
bills raising revenue; and it has been repeatedly held that that 
included bills affecting the revenue. So that under the decisions 
under that rule, the Chair is clearly of the opinion that the gen- 
tleman has a right to call up the bill. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I only wanted to know under what particular 
rule or under what provision it is called up, and whether or not it 
is because it is a revenue bill? 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Mr. Speaker, I make the 
point of order that that bill does not come under the provisions 
of the rule referred to by the Chair, and in making that state- 
ment I desire to know where, and at what time, and by whom 
this question is to be determined. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, 
that—— 

The SPEAKER. What is the understanding of the Chair? 
Will the gentleman restate his point of order? 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. The point of order is that 
the purpose of the bill is not to raise revenue or reduce revenue. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s point is that it is not a 
privil report? 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. It is not a privileged ques- 
tion and therefore must be brought in by rule or in some other 
way got into the House, and not in the manner in which the gen- 


Is 


tleman isattempting todoit. The bill proposes to provide recipro- 
cal trade relations with Cuba. The main purpose of the bill seexs 


to be, from discussions that have been had heretofore, that the - 
bill can not be amended in any way, shape, or form, and under 
that ruling, it seems to me, the question of reciprocity would be 


consi the main on that it is not a bill to raise revenue, 
which the rule ifically refers to in matters of that kind. 
The SP’ . The Chair has already decided this question 


on the point raised by the gentleman from Minnesota. 
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Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. I did not understand that 
the gentleman from Minnesota made the point of order. 

The SPEAKER. He made a parliamentary inquiry, and upon 
that the question was decided. The Chair will call the attention 
of the gentleman from Louisiana to a line of decisions where it 
has been held again and again that matters affecting the revenue 
are privileged under Rule XI. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask a ques- 
tion. When this bill was under consideration in the Ways and 
Means Committee, amendments to the general revenue were of- 
fered and declared by the chairman not to be germane to the bill. 
Now, I ask if this bill is privileged—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the House has 
nothing to do with what occurred in committee. What is the 
question the gentleman wishes to ask? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I will ask the Chair whether it will be in 
order to offer an amendment to this bill affecting the revenue? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not decide questions until they 
come before the Chair, and this is a matter that will come before 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
The question is on the motion of the gentleman from New York, 
that the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. One more inquiry, Mr. 
Speaker, in regard to the time of debate and consideration of 
this question. I would be glad if the Chair would inform me 
whether this is the time to consider that matter—whether it 
should be done in the House. 

The SPEAKER, It can only be done now by unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. 
of the Whole, can it not? 

The SPEAKER. By unanimous consent. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. And at what time can it be 
aone; 

The SPEAKER. It can be done in the House upon motion, 
and in Committee of the Whole by consent. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. 
like to move 

The SPEAKER, 
eral debate. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. 
sider the question, I ask unanimous consent that the general de- 


It can be done in Corhmittee 


that at that time the House continue its discussion under the five- 
minute rule until its consideration is finished, and then that the 
time be fixed for a vote upon the question. 

Mr. PAYNE. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. The ques- 


( 
c 

tion is on the motion that the House resolve itself into Commit- | a 

| Cooney, 
{ 
( 
( 


tee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. 
sent 


The SPEAKER. 


Chair to submit the request for unanimous consent. 

The question was put on the motion to go into Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The noes appear to have it. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Division. 

The House divided: and there were—ayes 107, noes 102. 

Mr. FORDNEY. I call for tellers. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the yeas and 
nays. Those in favor of ordering the yeas and nays will rise. 
[A pause.] Evidently a sufficient number; and the yeas and nays 
are ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 177, nays 80, 


Then, Mr. Speaker, I would | 


| Boreing, 


It can not be done by motion until after gen- | 
; £ 


Then, if this isthe time to con- | 


I asked for unanimous con- | 


The gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] | 
has demanded the regular order, which cuts off the power of the | 


| eaia 


Landir, 
Lassiter, 
Latimer, 
Lawrence, 
Lessler, 
Lever, 
Lewis, Pa, 
Lindsay, 
Littauer, 
i a 
uivingston, 
tire 
Long, 
Lou 


McClellan, 
McLain, 
Maddox, 
Mann, 
Martin, 
Mercer, 
Mickey, 
Miller, 


Allen, Ky. 
Aplin, 
Ball, Tex. 
Bankhead, 
Bartlett, 
Bell, 
Bishop, 
Bowersock, 
Breazeale, 
Broussard, 
Brown, 
Burgess, 
Burleson, 
Butler, Mo, 
Clayton, 
Conry, 
Coombe, 
Corliss, 
Cushman, 
Darragh, 


Benton, 


Bromwell, 
Capron, 


Barney, 


| Beidler, 
bate on this bill continue until Wednesday next, to-morrow week; | 


Bellamy, 
Belmont, 
Blackburn, 
Blakeney, 
Bristow, 


Brundidge. 


‘alderhead, 
‘assel, 
‘assingham, 


‘owherd, 

creamer, 

‘ummings, 
Dakle, 


De Graffenreid, 


Deemer, 


Dick, 


| Dougherty, 
| Eddy, 
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Mondell, 
Moody, Mass. 
Moody, N.C. 
Moody, Oreg. 
Moon, 
Morgan, 
Morrell, 
Moss, 

Mudd, 
Olmsted, 
Otjen, 
Padgett, 
Palmer, 
Parker, 
Patterson, Pa. 


Patterson, Tenn. 


Payne, 
Pearre, 
Perkins, 
Pierce, 

Pou, 

Powers, Me. 
Powers, Mass. 
Pugsley, 


Ray, N. Y. 
Reeder, 
Reeves, 
Reid, 

Rhea, Va. 
Richardson, Tenn. 
Rixey, 
Robb, 
Roberts, 
Robinson, Ind, 
Ruppert. 
Russell, 
Ryan, 
Salmon, 
Scott, 

Selby, 
Sherman, 
Sibley, 
Sims. 

Small, 
Smith, Iowa. 
Snodgrass, 
Southwick, 
Sperry, 


NAYS—80. 


Davey, La. 
Davis, Fla, 
Dayton, 
Esch, 
Feely, 
Fletcher, 
Fordney, 


Gaines, W. Va, 
Gardner, Mich. 


Gilbert, 
Glenn, 
Griffith, 
Griggs, 
Hamilton, 
Hepburn, 
Hooker, 
Hughes, 
Jenkins, 
Jones, Wash. 
Kahn, 


Kehoe, 
Kern, 
Kleberg, 
Littlefield, 
Loud, 
McCleary, 
McCulloch, 
Marshall, 
Metcalf, 
Meyer, La, 
Miers, Ind, 
Minor, 
Morris, 
Naphen, 
Needham, 
Newlands, 
Norton, 
Otey, 
Prince, 
Randell, Tex. 


ANSWERED “PRESENT”—16. 


Cooper, Tex. 
Hull, 


Jackson, Kans. 


Lewis, Ga. 


McRae, 
Mahon, 
Mutchler, 
Overstreet, 


NOT VOTING—2£2. 


Edwards, 
Elliott, 
Flood, 
Foerderer, 
Foster, Tl. 
Fowler, 
Gaines, Tenn, 
Gordon, 
Grosvenor, 
Hall, 
Haskins, 
Heatwole, 
Henry, Tex. 
Hildebrant, 
Holliday, 
Hopkins, 
Howell, 
Jackson, Md. 
Jett, 

Joy. 


Kitchin, Claude 


Kitchin, Wm. W. 
Lamb, 
Lanham, 
Lester, 
Lovering, 
McAndrews, 
McDermott, 
McLachlan, 
Mahoney, 
Maynard, 
Neville, 
Nevin, 
Ransdell, La. 
Robinson, Nebr. 
Rumple, 
Scarborough, 
Schirm, 
Shackleford, 
Shattuc, 
Shelden, 
Sheppard, 
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Stewart, N. Y. 
Storm, 
Sulloway, 
Sulzer, 
Swanson, 
Taylor, Ala. 
hayer, 
Thomas, Iowa 
Tirrell, 
Tompkins, N. Y. 
Tongue, 
Underwood, 
Vandiver, 
Vreeland, 
Wachter, 
Wadsworth, 
Wanger, 
Watson, 
Williams, Ml. 
Williams, Miss. 
Wilson. 


Richardson, Ala. 
Robertson, La, 
Shafroth, 
Shallenberger 
Smith, Il. 
Smith, Ky. 
Smith, H. C. 
Smith, 8. W. 
Smith, Wm. Alden 
Sparkman, 
Stark, 

Stevens, Minn, 
Sutherland, 
Tawney, 
Tayler, Ohio 
Weeks, 
Wheeler, 
White, 

Woods, 

Zenor,. 


Rucker, 
Showalter, 
Skiles, 
Tate. 


Slayden, 
Snook, 
Southard, 
Spight, 

Steele, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Stewart, N. J. 
Talbert, 
Thomas, N.C. 
Thompson, 
Tompkins, Ohio 
Trimble, 

Van Voorhis, 
Warner, 
Warnock, 
Wiley, 
Wooten, 
Wright, 
Young. 


So the motion of Mr. Payne to go into Committee of the Whole 


was adopted. 


Mr. DRISCOLL. Mr. Speaker, when the name of the gentle- 


| sion, mistook it for my own name and answered “aye.” 


answered ** present ’’ 16, not voting 82; as follows: 


Acheson, 
Adams, 
Adamsopr, 
Alexander, 
Allen, Me. 
Bab -ock, 
Ball, Del 
Bartholdt, 
Sates 
Bingh: m, 
soutel’, 
Bow 
Brantley, 
Brick, 
Brownlow, 
Bull, 
Burk, Pa. 


Burke, S. Dak. 


Burkett, 
Burleigh, 
Burnett, 


Burton, 
Butler, Pa. 
Caldwell, 
Candler, 
Cannon, 
Clark, 
Cochran, 
Connell, 
Conner, 
Coop r. Wis. 
Cousins, 
Cromer, 
Crowley. 
Crumpacker, 
Currier, 
Curtis, 
Daizell, 
Davidson, 
De Armond, 
Dinsmore, 
Douglas, 
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Dovener, 
Draper, 
Driscoll, 
Emerson, 
Evans, 
Finley, 
Fitzgerald, 
Fleming, 
Foss, 
Foster, Vt. 
Fox, 


Gardner, N. J. 


Gibson, 

Gill, 

Gillet, N. Y. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Goldfogle, 
Gooch, 
Graff, 
Graham, 
Green, Pa. 


Greene, Mass. 
Grow, 
Hanbury, 
Haugen, 
Hay, 
Hedge.” 
Hemenway, 
Henry, Conn, 
Henry, Miss. 
Hill, 

Hitt, 
Howard, 
Irwin, 

Jack, 
Johnson, 
Jones, Va. 
Ketcham, 
Kluttz, 
Knapp, 
Knox, 

Kyle, 


man from New York [Mr. Bristow] was called, I, in the confu- 
Subse- 
quently, when my own name was called, having discovered my 
mistake, I voted. I wish now to have the error corrected by 
which Mr. Bristow is recorded as voting. I understand he is 


| not present, 


The SPEAKER. Upon thestatement of fact just made by the 


| gentleman from New York [Mr. Drisco.1], it seems clear that 
| the vote of Mr. Bristow, as recorded, should be stricken out, as 
| he seems not to have been present, but by mistake his name was 


answered to by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Drisco.]. 
In the absence of objection, the vote standing in the name of Mr. 
BRISTOW will be stricken out. 

There was no objection. ; 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, as I find I am paired 
with the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Stee.e}, I desire to with- 
draw my vote, which was cast in the negative, and be recorded 
** present.”’ 

Mr, GREEN of Pennsylvania, Mr. Speaker, at the time I 
voted I understood that my colleague [Mr. MorrELL], with whom 
I have been paired, was not here; therefore I answered “‘ present. 
I understand now that my colleague voted; therefore I desire to 
have my vote recorded in the affirmative. 

The name of Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania was called, and he 
voted “‘ aye,” 





ase 
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The Clerk announced the following pairs: 

For the session: 

Mr. Youne with Mr. Benton. 

Mr. BROMWELL with Mr. CassINGHAM, 

Mr. BorEING with Mr. TRIMBLE, 

Mr. Wrieut with Mr. Hat. 

Mr. DEEMER with Mr. MuTCHLER, 

Mr. HEATWOLE with Mr. TATE. 

Until further notice: 

Mr. MAHON with Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana, 

Mr. STEELE with Mr. Cooper of Texas. 

Mr. Huu with Mr. WILLIAM W. KiTcurn, 

Mr. BARNEY with Mr. McRae. 

Mr. SHOWALTER with Mr. SLAYDEN, 

Mr. Eppy with Mr. SHEPPARD. 

Mr. RuMPLE with Mr. THompson of Alabama. 

Mr. SKILES with Mr. TALBERT. 

Mr. VAN VoOoRHIS with Mr. Gorpon. 

Mr. OVERSTREET with Mr. CowHERD. 

Mr. CAPRON with Mr. JETT. 

Mr. SHELDEN with Mr. SpPiGur. 

Mr. ScuirM with Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN, 

Mr. SHaATTUC with Mr. RuCKER. 

Until the 18th: 

Mr. LOVERING with Mr, Lewis of Georgia, 

Until otherwise agreed: 

Mr. GROSVENOR with Mr. SNOOK, 

Until Wednesday: 

Mr, Joy with Mr. CUMMINGS, 

For the day: 

Mr. Bristow with Mr. McDERMoTT, 

Mr. WARNOCK with Mr. Lams. 

Mr. Tompkins of Ohio with Mr. CREAMER. 

Mr. NEVIN with Mr. Gangs of Tennessee. 

Mr. McLACHLAN with Mr. THomas of North Carolina, 

Mr. HoLuipay with Mr. SHACKLEFORD. 

Mr. HowE.u with Mr. SCARBOROUGH. 

Mr. HILDEBRANDT with Mr. MCANDREWS. 

Mr. Haskins with Mr. Foster of Illinois. 

Mr. FOWLER with Mr. BRUNDIDGE. 

Mr. ForrRDERER with Mr. Roprnson of Nebraska, 

Mr. DAHLE with Mr. DE GRAFFENREID, 

Mr. Dick with Mr. BELMONT. 

Mr. WARNER with Mr. MAHONEY. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD with Mr. Henry of Texas, 

Mr. BEIDLER with Mr. MAYNARD. 

Mr. BLAKENEY with Mr, NEVILLE. 

Mr. CasseL with Mr. BELLAMY, 

For this vote: 

Mr. SoUTHARD with Mr. DouGHERTY. 

Mr. BLACKBURN with Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 

Mr. Hopxins with Mr. LANHAM. 

Mr. STEwart of New Jersey with Mr. FLoop, 

Mr. Jackson of Maryland with Mr. Jackson of Kansas, 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 12755) to provide for reciprocal trade relations 
with Cuba, with Mr. SHERMAN in the chair. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to dis- 
pense with the first reading of the bill. 
_ The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from New York asks unan- 
imous consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 


-Is there objection? 


There was no objection. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana, Mr. Chairman, will the gen- 
tleman from New York yield for one moment? 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. I would like to ask the gen- 


tleman if there has been any agreement or determination as to 
the time or order of debate? 

Mr. PAYNE. None whatever. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. May I ask the gentleman if 
we could not now agree and come to some conclusion as to the 
length of time and the manner of the control of the time in the 
committee? 

Mr. PAYNE. I will state that I endeavored to do so yesterday 
and was unable to do so. I think after we proceed to debate for 
—— we may make some arrangement, but we can not do it 


_ Pavun oe Will ~ gentleman permit a question? 
Mr. TAWNEY. Do I understand that the time is to be divided 


as usual and to be in the control of the Chair, in the absence of an 
agreement? 


Mr. PAYNE. Certainly, 
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Mr. TAWNEY. Alternating one with the other? 

Mr. PAYNE. The Chair will control that 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. I understand that, but is it 
not unusual to proceed with a matter of this importance without 
some sort of determination as to the disposition of the time? 

Mr. PAYNE. I will again say tothe gentleman that I spent 
some time yesterday trying to make an arrangement. I was un- 
able to make an arrangement with the various elements opposed 
to the bill, and I do not think it can be done at this moment. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the time be controlled by the gentleman from New York 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield 
to the gentleman from Colorado? 

Mr. PAYNE. I will yield for that. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Chairman, 
that the time be controlled by the gentleman from New York in 
favor of this bill and against the bill by the gentleman from Loui- 
siana |[Mr. ROBERTSON }. 

Mr. PIERCE and others objected. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. The committee will 
please be in order, and the gentleman from New York is recog- 
nized. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, our relations with the island of 
Cuba are peculiar. As we all know, they grow out of the Spanish 
war, a war for which I for one was by no means responsible, 
and which I opposed to the last moment, and only yielded to 
what seemed to be the almost unanimous sentiment of the House; 
but that war is over, and it has left us with these peculiar con- 
ditions. We undertook when we engaged in that war, and we 
have professed on every occasion since, that our main object was 
to give a stable, independent, and free government to Cuba. 
During the years that elapsed since Spain evacuated Cuba and 
surrendered the possession and sovereignty of those islands it 
has been the endeavor of the Administration, as it has been the 
constant endeavor of the Congress of the United States, to ar- 
range a free and independent government for Cuba. To that end 
has been every line of legislation that we have passed upon the 
subject; to that end were the Platt amendments, which were 
passed, and which have been incorporated as a part of the con- 
stitution of Cuba. 

Cuba has had an election; Cuba is about to have her officers in- 
augurated, and on the 20th of next month the United States isto 
retire from Cuba with the army that has occupied it, surrender- 
ing the civil and military government that we have had there 
into the hands of the officers chosen by the full and free vote of 
the people of the island of Cuba. We have spent millions of 
money and sacrificed thousands of lives to bring about this con- 
dition of affairs. We have done as much for Cuba as any nation 
ever did for those of alien blood. Still, in sight of the world, we 
are pledged to see to it that Cuba starts out with the best of aus- 
pices under the government which she has formed. 

Ido not say, Mr. Chairman, that we have not up to this present 
moment done our full duty and more to Cuba. I do not present 
here any sentimental claims on the part of Cuba for the action 
of the Congress of the United States. Weare in the position of a 
guardian who has settled with his ward, paid over every dollar 
of the principal and the interest, and yet every guardian. be he a 
right-minded man, is interested when that ward goes out into the 
world to use every endeavor that he consistently can to make 
the career of that ward successful. And in this experiment, in 
establishing a new government for Cuba, it is the duty of the 
United States to do what we can to make the experiment suc- 
cessful, 

When the war was over, after years of civil strife, the planters 
in Cuba had become involved in debt. WhenSpainleft the island 
they saw their plantgtions devastated. Fire and sword had swept 
over the island. Many of the sugarhouses had been destroyed, 
many plantations had grown wild with weeds, and the production 
of sugar had dwindled down to some 200,000 tons per annum. 
The people went to work and tried to recuperate and to restore 
the old order of things so far as their commercial and industrial 
prosperity was concerned. They had to borrow money to build 





| new sugarhouses; they had to borrow money to plant new sugar 


cane; they had to borrow money to care for those crops and bring 
them on to maturity. 

They went to work with a will, and they need not be ashamed 
of the record they have made in the last three years—300,000 tons 
of sugar the first year after the war, about 600,000 tons the second 
year, and nearly 900,000 tons this year, the product of their work, 
their endeavors, and their struggles. They have done well in 
doing this, and yet they have not been able to lift the load of in- 
debtedness that they had to incur to bring about this result. 

And now, just as we are about to launch them forth in self- 
government, just as they are about to try this experiment, a new 
calamity comes to Cuba. It is one that is common to the people 
of the world. We consume in round numbers 10,000,000 tons of 
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sugar in the world, and through bounties in European countries 
and the stimulation and increase of sugar in those countries and 
in our own we find that there are 11,000,000 tons and over pro- 
duced this year, a surplus of 1,000,000 tons of sugar. 

The consequence is, the supply being so greatly in excess of the 
demand, the price of sugar has been forced down to a point lower 
than it has been in years; to a point about a cent lower a pound 
than it has averaged for the past few years. When it comes to 


Cuba, the price is down below the point where they can produce | 


sugar at cost, let alone producing it at a profit. According to the 


evidence before the committee it costs 2 cents a pound to produce | 


sugar in Cuba. I know there were two or three gentlemen who 


testified that they went there three years ago and examined | 


among the planters and found out that they were producing sugar 
at from a cent and a half toa cent and three-quarters a pound, and 
yet it was uncontradicted in the evidence before the committee that 


wages in Cuba had increased in the last few years from 50 to 75 = 
oO - 


cent, and as the cost of sugar is principally the cost of wages, it 
lows that the cost of producing sugar has increased in the last 
three years; and this only corroborates the statement of the gen- 
tlemen engaged in the production of sugar in the island when 
they say it can not be produced at less than 2 cents a pound. 

On the ist of January last the price of sugar in Cuba, free on 
board at Habana—and, by the way, this cost is free on board at 
Habana—was 1.5 cents per pound. Hence at that rate there was 
a loss of a half cent a pound on every pound of sugar produced in 
Cuba. This was what was staring them in the face when the 
appeal was made by General Wood in December last for aid for 
Cuba in this emergency. 
what advanced since that time, and it reached a point as high as 
$1.81 per hundred free on board in Cuba. That is the highest 
point it has reached since the ist of January, fluctuating to a little 
below that point and back to $1.81. That meant a net loss of 
nineteen one-hundredths of a cent per pound on every pound of 
sugar of the present crop. 


These planters in Cuba are obliged to go to the bankers and to | 


the merchants for money and supplies to raise and harvest their 
crops. There are 196 centrals in the island of Cuba, great grind- 
ing establishments where the cane is brought from their planta- 
tions and from the smaller plantations called the colonos, and 
there groud up and boiled into sugar and shipped to the ports for 
the market. These 196 centrals are surrounded by hundreds of 
the colonos, nearly 16,000 of them in the island of Cuba, little 
planters having 5, 10, or 20 acres, who raise their sugar, carry the 


cane to the railroad or to the central, where it is finally accumu- | 


lated and, as I say, ground and boiled into sugar. The usual ar- 
rangement between the colono and the central is that the colono 
produces the cane and receives for it half the sugar which the 
cane produces. To raise this cane costs about 50 per cent of the 
entire cost of producing the sugar free on board in Habana; so 
that it is a fair divide for the colono to have half the sugar his 
cane produces. They commence grinding the crop about the ist 
of December, and the grinding season continues until about the 
ist of May. They are still grinding cane in Cuba at this time, al- 
though they have ground the greater portion of the crop. 

Now, the planters, large and small, are forced, in view of what 
occurred during the war, to borrow the money to care for the 
crop and to harvest it. This is the almost universal rule. The 
planter finds that he has invested a larger per cent of money in 
labor upon the crop than the crop of sugar he is raising will pay. 
Labor is employed in Cuba; labor is employed to-day, and at fair 
wages. They are building a railroad there that takes the surplus 
of labor. It is not a question of what has been done up to the 
present time for the laborers, although it may be a question as to 
how much these sugar planters arein debt to their laborers. Hav- 
ing to borrow money for the crop, and not having sufficient value 
in the crop to pledge for the money they borrow, the question is 
as to the future of those laborers. When the grinding is done, 
then comes the planting season. Fortunately in Cuba that is not 
so great an expense as it is in some other places, like Louisiana, 
for a planting there will last from five to ten and sometimes fifteen 
years without replanting, sothat not more than 10 percent, perhaps, 
of the whole area has to be replanted every year on an average. 

The next thing in order is to keep down the weeds which grow 
with such terrific prolificness in the island of Cuba. They go 
through the plantations four or five times cutting down the 
weeds, and after that is done and the cane is high enough it shades 
the ground and prevents the growth of the weeds, and then they 
have no further labor until harvest; but so great is the labor in 
caring for the crop that it is worth one-half of the value of the 
sugar. And now, when this labor is just about to commence, 
the farmers and planters and colonos are anxiously looking for- 
ward to see where they can get the money to — and care for 
the next year’s crop. If they are obliged to sell the sugar at less 
than 2 cents a pound, they can not pay their debts, and where 
will they get their money for the next year’s crop? Asa writer 


To be sure the price of sugar has some- | 
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said, who has been through the island of Cuba at a recent date, 
the 20th of March: 

While the masses of Cuba are not actually suffering from lack of food, the 
planters and business men are on the verge of colla and bankruptcy, and 
are anxiously hoping for concessions in the United States tariff in order that 
they may receive new life and hope. The merchants have large sums of 
money trusted out and are not paying each other. They are simply holding 
each other up in the hope of obtaining relief, and if failures once begin they 
will run like wildfire. 

rt TAWNEY. Will the gentleman state who the author of 
| that is? 

Mr. PAYNE. I can not state now; I will tell the gentleman 
| afterwards. 

| Mr. TAWNEY. I wanted to know if it was Mr. Pepper, who 
| has been writing articles to the Star, of this city. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Was it in the hearings before the com- 

| mittee? 
| Mr. PAYNE. It was in a letter written by a man, whose name 
| I have not at present, toa member of the House. I would give 
| the gentleman the name, but I have not it with me. I included 
| the statement in my report. 
| Now, Mr. Chairman, I would not add to the distress of Cuba. 
| [know that some gentlemen are anxious to have Cuba annexed 
| at once. Iam not one of those gentlemen. The time will come 
| when Cuba will be annexed to the United States, and when it 
| does come I believe I shall have to do as I had to do in the Cuban 
war, bow to the inevitable, and Cuba will be annexed. You want 
| it annexed at once—some of you do. The interest in the United 
| States who are opposing this bill want it annexed at once, and 
free trade in every item of commerce that comes from Cuba to 
| the United States. We have been professing that it was our en- 
deavor and our solemn duty to give Cuba a chance for a free and 
| independent government; and now, when we are about to estab- 
| lish a government, with ruin staring Cuba in the face, shall we 
| sit idly by, supinely by, and do nothing to try to help Cuba in its 
effort for a government. 
Mr. Chairman, I confess for one when I entered into this subject, 
and since I entered into it down to the present moment, I have 
| looked to another question. That question was whether we could 
aid Cuba without injuring any industry of our own. I have had 
that steadily in view. Mr. Chairman, I have been a protectionist 
since I learned protection at my father’s knee and read while 
a youth in Horace Greeley’s Tribune his articles on protection. I 
studied protection at the committee table by the side of William 
McKinley and Nelson Dingley, when we together framed the Mc- 
Kinley bill; I studied protection in 1897, sitting at the right of 
| Nelson Dingley, when we framed the Dingley bill, and if there is 
| any saiaciale of political economy that I have ever studied and 
learned to believe in, it is the principle of protection to American 
industries. I have seen the wonderful growth of this country 

| under the protection of American industries. I would be the last 
man to strike down an American industry, fostered and prosper- 
ing under the protection given it by the Republican party. 

Mr. FORDNEY. And you are the first at this time to strike 
that very thing. 

_ Mr. PAYNE. If the gentleman will ask me a question in an 
orderly manner, I will listen to him. 

Mr. FORDNEY. I beg your pardon. Iasked you if you were 

_ not the very first now to advocate striking at that very thing? 

Mr. PAYNE. Not by any means, sir. I am standing by pro- 
tection, and you are taking a course that would strike down the 
industry that you are assuming to protect. [Loud applause on 
the Republican side.] Why, gentlemen seem to think that there 
is something so sacred in every line of the Dingley bill that you 
can not alter a word in it without becoming a free trader. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. PAYNE. I think I will not be interrupted. There are 
several gentlemen who want to interrupt me, but I do not know 
how much time I will take. After I get through, if the House 
wants to ask questions and will listen to me, I will submit my- 
self to cross-examination. [Laughter.] I had something to do. 
Mr. Chairman. with framing the sugar schedule in the Dingley 
bill, both in committee and in conference. That sugar schedule 
as presented to the House did not present exactly the same appear- 
ance that it presents now since it has become a law. It was 
altered in the Senate and changed in the committee of conference. 
As the bill left the House it provided a duty of 1.63 on 96° sugar, 
and as it appears to-day it presents a duty of 1.68}. That is not 
the whole story. 

One object in framing the schedule was to produce revenue. 
Sugar isa good revenue producer. It strikes everybody, that uses 
sugar, and it is aprolific producer. We knew we got up past 
the limit of protection of the beet-sugar industry when we framed 
that schedule. When it left the House there was not a beet- 
sugar man in the United States that objected to the protection that 

| Was given in that schedule, and yet what was it? One and sixty- 
' three hundredths subject to contingency. Why, the Republican 
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party started out on the idea of ey in 1890, and section 3 | a cent per pound on their sugar, added to $1.81 making a net 


was ingrafted into the McKinley 
trade relations; and when the committee and Chairman Dingley 
were making the su, 
tion 3 that provided that the President might make reciprocal 
trade relations with other nations, and when he did and pro- 
claimed them a good deal after the manner as stated in this pres- 
ent bill, then that certain duties should be decreased, and one of 
the duties to be decreased was the duty on sugar, a reduction of 
8 per cent, bringing the duty of $1.63 down to $1.50, providing 
reciprocal trade relations were made. 

Now, every man in the House understood section 3 and under- 
stood the sugar duty. Every beet-sugar man in the United States 
understood section 3 and understood the duty of 1.63. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. There were mighty few of them 
then compared with the present time. 


Mr. PAYNE. We will come to that later. Mr. Oxnard was 


one of them. Mr. Oxnard was here and he knew what was in | 


the bill, and he did not protest, and no one protested, because 
they knew that the protection was ample, and more than ample, 
and that we made it high — to get revenue as well as protection 
out of that item. You voted for it. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Yes; I voted for it. 

Mr. PAYNE. You gentlemen all voted for it. It was a good 
Republican doctrine then, it was protection doctrine, it was Ding- 
ley protection, it was McKinley protection, and I stand for the 
same kind of protection here to-day. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Capron). Does the gentleman from 
New York yield to the gentleman from Michigan? 


Mr. PAYNE. I can not _ now. 
Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I would like to ask a question 
right there. 


Mr. PAYNE. I shall have to decline. I do not know how 
much time I may get. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. There will be no disposition on 
our part to check it. 

Mr. PAYNE. I decline to yield at present. Mr. Chairman, 
what does this bill propose to do? The tariff on sugar at 96 is 
1.68}, and the bill pro to take off 20 per cent. When we 
take off 20 per cent, it leaves 1.85—15 points less than the Dingley 
bill under reciprocal trade relations, fifteen one-hundredths of 
a cent less than that of the Dingley bill. 

Now, they did not complain a 
dread about that. They did not complain, because they knew it 
was more than sufficient protection. They had had experience 
under the Wilson bill; even with the 40 per cent ad valorem duty 
protection the first year under the Wilson bill the beet-sugar pro- 
duction in the United States was 20,000 tons, and the second year it 
was 30,000 tons, and the third year it was 40,000 tons, They knew 


something about protection. Of course, the price of sugar was | 


higher, but the equivalent specific duty was not as high as we pro- 
pose to leave it to-day on this sugar. 


three years. 
Who says it is going to injure any American industry? Why, 


sir, they said, ‘‘ You may reduce the duty 20 or 25 or 30 per cent, | 


and it will not make any difference in the price of sugar in the 


United States until you have fostered the industry in Cuba to the | 


point where the Cuban sugar growers will be able to produce all 
the sugar we import—2,000,000 tons or more annually—and then, 
of course, the importation will reduce the price in the United 
States; and not until then.’’ How are they going to increase the 


importation next year under this bill to 2,000,000 tons? The labor | 


in Cuba is all employed: they can not get labor enough to pro- 
duce anything like 2,000,000 tons. It takes all their labor to pro- 
duce the present crop—900,000 tons. 


But the suggestion has been made ‘‘if you make this reduction | 


of 20 per cent the sugar growers in Cuba will bring over Asiatic 
labor, and so increase the production of sugar by a resort to this 
lower rate of wages.’’ But, gentlemen, we have guarded you on 
that point. We have been looking out for the protection of 
American industry all the time. And so we have incorporated 
in the bill as a condition precedent that the Cubans must pass and 
enforce contract-labor, exclusion, and immigration laws as exclu- 
sive as those of the United States. Sothatthey can not introduce 
any Asiatic labor, and can not in that way increase the ae 
tion of sugar. It can be increased in only a very small degree— 
so small as not to reduce the price of sugar in the United States. 
But what they may do in that direction can not take off a scin- 
tilla of protection which the sugar people now have. 

Now, as to tobacco. No one pretends to claim that tobacco 
will not be amply protected, even if the 20 oe cent should go off. 
So we say we are injuring no American industry if we make this 
20 per cent reduction. 

ill this aid the Cubans? It means thirty-four hundredths of 


r schedule of the Dingley bill we had a sec- | 
| a profit of 1.15 cents on their sugar. 


| the sugar trust is the only customer for this sugar.”’ 
| is disputed. There is no doubt that the Arbuckles are running 
| independently of the sugar trust and are buying raw sugar to 


providing for reciprocal | price of $2.15, beyond the cost of production,and fifteen hundredths 


of a cent profit for this year. If sigar should return to the nor- 
mal price next year and advance a cent a pound, there would be 
Will this help them? 

We are told that the sugar trust is going to get the advantage 
of all that we take off of sugar. When those who make this 
claim are asked why, they say, ‘‘ Because they will; because 
Well, this 


meet them in the market. As to whether the National is doing 
the same thing depends upon the word of Mr. Post, who appeared 
| before the committee, and to whose evidence there was very little 
contradiction. 

But, gentlemen, let us go back a little way. How has it been 





ut the Dingley bill; they had no | 


Under that bill and under | 
the workings of the ad valorem they doubled their production in | 


about fixing the price of sugar by the sugar trust or anybody 
else in the United States in years that are past? The sugar mar- 
ket of the world is in Hamburg. The price of sugar is fixed in 
Hamburg for the port of New York. When sugar comes from 
Hamburg to New York the price is adjusted on the cost of trans- 
| portation and the cost of our duty, Add these to the price of 
sugar in Hamburg and you have the price of duty-paid sugar in 
New York. Then the price of sugar coming from the Hawaiian 
Islands, or from Porto Rico, or from Cuba, or any other place in 
the world, is fixed according to that standard. Deduct from the 
price of the duty-paid sugar in New York the duty and the cost 
of transportation and you have the price of sugar in Habana 
Harbor. 

Gentlemen, we have had experience in respect to this matter. 

We need not abandon ourselves to speculation or attempted 
srophecy. We have had experience along this line. We have 
had Hawaiian sugar free for years; and though the committee 
hunted diligently for the facts they could not find any proof to 
| show that the Hawaiians had not received the full price for their 
sugar, duty free, coming into the nt of New York, although the 
sugar trust during a portion of these years was omnipotent and 
had no rival refiners of any kind in the United States. 

Mr. PIERCE, Will the gentleman allow me a simple question? 

Mr. PAYNE. I would rather not. 

Mr. PIERCE. I simply wanted to ask who pays the duty 
under the gentleman’s statement—the foreigner or the Ameriean 
consumer? 
| Mr. PAYNE. On sugar? That is a very easy question, my 
| friend. I think the American consumer pays it. 

Mr. PIERCE. That is what you have been denying all the 
| time. You have been insisting that the foreigner paid it. 

Mr. PAYNE. Every protectionist knows that when we put a 
tariff duty on an article not produced here in sufficient quantity 
| to satisfy our markets, so as to create competition among our- 
selves, the duty is added to the price. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. If the volume is large enough. 

Mr. PAYNE. If the volume is large enough to affect the price 
here in the United States by way of competition. Yet that is not 
| always true. We put a duty of 10 cents a pound upon tea. We 
did not produce any tea; still, it was proved conclusively that the 
Japanese paid half of that duty in order to get into our market. 

How much of that comes out of the foreigner on sugar, of 
course, I do not know; but my own opinion is that in the case of 
sugar the most, if not all, is paid by the consumer in the United 
States. 

Now, to get back to what I was talking about. We madea re- 
| duction of 85 per cent in the tariff on sugar produced in Porto 
Rico. Some of us were afraid that we would have trouble, that 
the sugar trust would get the benefit of that reduction or a part 
of it. We passed the bill, and we have now a record of results. 
What does the record show? Why, sir, the people in Porto Rico 
are getting the benefit of that reduction. When their sugar 
comes into the New York market it sells there at the market price 
of sugar—the world’s market price—deducting only the cost of 
transportation from Porto Rico to New York. 

Some gentlemen have raised a quibble as between the price of 
Porto Rican sugar and Cuban sugar and German sugar, but when 
examination was made it appeared conclusively that the only dif- 
| ference in price arose from the difference in grades of sugar, one 
sugar being graded higher than another according to the produc- 
tions of the different countries. ; 

So in the t the planter has got the benefit of the reduction 
we have oun on the sugar tariff. I would rather go to history 
than eer for facts, especially when the prophet is a zealous 
man bent on having his own way about a particular proposition. 
Why, Mr. Chairman, we made this reduction so light that the 
Cuban planter has got to have it in order to get out even and 
have a few dollars to spare. We did not put a reduction of 50 per 
cent on, or 100 per cent, because we did not wish to injure any- 
body in the first place, and we knew when we made it only 20 per 
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cent the planter would have a right to demand and receive the 
full benefit. . 

Now, such was the testimony before the committee, Mr. Chair- 
man, and still I see that some of these numerous gentlemen, each 
one of whom publishes a pamphlet and distributes it around to 
the members for their information on this subject, refers to the 
testimony of Colonel Bliss, at page 392, and furnishes what Col- 
onel Bliss says at that point, which I will read: 

Mr. NEWLANDS. If that entire duty were taken off the Cuban sugar it 
would sell in our markets just as the Louisiana sugar and beet sugar does, 
would it not? Would there not be anincrease?. _ 5 

Colonel Buiss. Iam not an expert on that question and I do not like to an- 
swer. It appears to me that the es relates to the price that the Cuban 
producer would get, and I do not know what proportion of increase would go 
to him; I believe not more than 30 per cent. 

Well, now, Colonel Bliss recurs to that question again at page 
395, and I will read it: 

Mr. Metca.r. Colonel. coming back to an answer given by you a short 
time ago, if Congress remits the present duty on sugar, will it not.tend to 
continue the large estates? 

Colonel Butss. So far as the question relates to sugar alone, undoubtedly 
it will. I want to qualify that statement, however. The tendency in Cuba 
now is, and has been ever since I have been there (how long before that I do 
not know), to increase largely the number of the colonos, the men with a few 
acres of land who grow cane, or the men who have land which they devote 
to other purposes, with here and there a patch of it which grows cane to ad- 
vantage. 

The tendency is more and more toward the establishment of centrals, buy- 
ing cane at the best price they can get itfrom thesmall planter. I think the 
first effect of any reciprocity that would affect Cuba at all is going to be 
shown in the improved condition of the colono and the laborer. So soon as 
the mill owner finds that it is more profitable to make sugar he will imme- 
diately reach out and bid for this man’s cane and that man’s cane, in compe- 
tition with other mill owners doing the same thing, and they will bid it up 
to the limit, beyond which they can not go without losing whatever profit 
the concession gives them. 

In the same way, as there is certainly no waste labor in Cuba at this time, 
and probably will not be for the next season of cultivation, the colono will 
reach out and bid for this man’s labor and that man’s labor in order to make 
as much cane as he can. In short, the mill owner will compete for the cane 
in order to make all the sugar that he can, and the colono will compete for 
labor in order to grow al! the cane that he can. 

I think, and most of the Cubans to whom I have talked agree with me, that 
if you were to give 50 per cent off, or 33} per cent, or whatever you give, prob- 
ably not more than 30 per cent at the very most would go to the a: and 
the rest of it, whatever did not stay in the United States, would go to the 
laborer and the colono, the man who cultivates small fields of cane. 

Now, that is the opinion of Colonel Bliss, based on his observa- 
tion in Cuba as to the division that would be made between the 
planter and the colono in Cuba. He did not know what would 
be retained in the United States. He was nota prophet. He had 
not studied the history of what had been done with Porto Rico 
and Hawaii. He says, ‘‘I am not an expert on this subject and I 
do not like to express an opinion;’’ and the gentlemen are wel- 
come to what they get out of Colonel Bliss’s statement in view of 
the whole, the unanimous evidence of every other witness upon 
this subject. 

So I say, gentlemen, I have no fear that this money will go to 
the sugar trust in case we make this reduction. Why, Mr. Chair- 
man, who holds the sugar now? Who holds it to-day, or yester- 
day, because I have returns up tothe 7thday of April? Im March 
I made a request of the Department to find out from Governor 
Wood where the crop was. One paper, claiming to be respect- 
able, had pubiished a telegram from another paper, generally 
known as one of the ‘“‘ yellow journal’’ stripe, saying that the 
sugar trust had bought up the entire crop in Cuba. It was imme- 
diately denied, but I wanted to get at the facts, and Governor 
Wood sent out letters of inquiry to every planter in Cuba—194 of 
them, sugar centrals—and he received up to the 2d day of April 
126 answers. He also telegraphed to 36 Cuban banking firms, and 
he has received replies from the 36. He found that up to that 
date there had been ground 584,259 tonsof sugar. He found that 
there were held at the option of the American Sugar Refining 
Company 3,285 tons; held at the option of other American pur- 
chasers, 2,285 tons; exported to the United States, 25,646 tons. 
He says: 

All sugar above mentioned, except that at the option of the American 
Sugar Refining Company and other American purchasers, is in the hands of 
Cuban planters and Cuban and Spanish commission houses doing business in 
the island of Cuba, and is not at the option of anyone. Where held as se- 
curity for loans advanced to planters, the planters will get the advantage of 
any rise in the price under conditions of deposit, as is the custom in the 
island. Thisstatement shows conclusively the absolute falsity of the declara- 
tion that the sugar trust has control of a considerable portion of Cuban 
sugar. I expect other statements will be sent as soon as possible. 

That is signed by Governor Wood. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Will the gentleman not concede that by the time this bill passes 
the Senate, if it takes the usual course—— 

Mr. PAYNE. I will come to that a little later. Do not ask 
such questions as will lead me off the subject I am discussing. 
You know one man can make a speech better than half a dozen, 
even though the half dozen are sharper than the one. 

Mr.SHAFROTH. But the question is, in whose hands it would 


| 





be at the time of the passage of the bill. 
Mr. PAYNE. We will get to that by and by. 
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Now, Mr. Chairman, I have an additional statement, bringing 
it down to the 7th of April, the reports from 10 more centrals, 
In this statement it appears that 24,755 tons have been ground in 
these establishments. General Wood says: 

The increase above mentioned is in the hands of planters and Cuban and 
Spanish commission houses doing business in the island, with the exception 
of 3,368 long tons exported to the United States; none at option of the Amer- 
ican Sugar Refining Company nor other American purchasers. When held 
as security for loans, planters to get advantage of rise in price, as stated in 
telegram of 2d instant. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, that shows that up to the present date 


| about 30,000 tons of sugar have been shipped to the United States. 


Last year at the corresponding date there had been shipped 200,000 
tons to the United States. The total production of sugar last 
year sent to the United States was 490,800 tons, so that more than 
two-fifths of it had been shipped to the United States up to the 
corresponding date last year, and this year only 30,000 tons. 
What is the reason of that? Why, simply because these men are 
looking to Congress for a reduction of the duty, and like men 
everywhere, seeing a dollar in sight, they are doing their best to 
be in a position to get hold of it when the time comes. 

Now, I am asked, Mr. Chairman, if, when this bill goes through 
the Senate, that will still be the situation. Now is the time for 
them to have sent two-fifths of their crop, or 350,000 tons. They 
have actually sent 30,000 tons. They have held on until now be- 
cause everybody interested in that sugar is concerned in holding 
on to it until the last moment. The men who loaned the money 
are interested in holding on toit. They want these sugar people 
to go on and have their crop next year. They know they will 
come to them to borrow money. They want to keep them in con- 
dition so they can raise a crop next year. Every interest in the 


| island is concerned in holding on to that sugar. 


Now, gentlemen want to know when the Senate will pass this 
bill. I give it up. Ido not know when the Senate will pass this 
bill. We will get it through the House as soon as we can. If 
we do not have too many roll calls on the question of going into 
the Committee of the Whole and delays of that kind, and if we 
can get along without too much debate, we will get it over to the 
Senate in ample time. I understand it is the disposition there to 
take it up at once. There is no reason why it should not be a law 
before the 20th day of May, when this Cuban government goes 
into operation. Having held on to all but 30,000 tons of it until 
now, it does not require a prophet or the son of a prophet to fore- 
see that they will still hold on to that sugar until the time comes 
that this reciprocal agreement shall go into effect. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Will the gentleman yield for a 
question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield 
to the gentleman from Michigan? 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I desire to ask whether when you 
make the statement that all the parties interested in Cuban sugar 
are holding it awaiting the action of Congress you also include 
their principal customer in this country, the sugar trust? 

Mr. PAYNE. Why, Mr. Chairman, I have not any doubt but 
what the sugar trust is guided by business men as eminent in 
their profession and business as my friend who interrupts me with 
this question. I have not any doubt as to their grasping propen- 
sities. Ishall not institute any comparison with my friend on 
that point, because that would be impolite and odious. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I have examined—— 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, I have examined their testimony, too. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I have examined their annual re- 
port just filed. 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, I have examined their annual report. I 
think I know as much about the sugar trust as the gentleman does. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I hope you know a great deal 
more. 

Mr. PAYNE. I think I have fought them as long as the gen- 
tleman has, and I shall continue to fight them as long as I am 
able to fight. I want the gentleman to understand that. But 
when I see a chance to confer a great benefit without injuring 
anybody, I am not going to be driven from giving the share on 
850,000 tons to the people in Cuba because I fear the sugar trust 
may get some of it on the 30,000 tons that have come to the United 
States. Iam not such a fool in fighting trusts as to come to any 

such proposition as that. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I do not believe the gentleman 
would aid the sugar trust intentionally, but their last annual re- 
port, if you will permit me to say, discloses strange facts—— 

Mr. PAYNE. No; I will not permit you to say anything of 
that kind in my time now. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Will you let me finish that sen- 
tence? 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not care what their annual report does. I 
know what it is. 


Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Perhaps the Houss wants to know. 
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Mr. PAYNE. Oh, in your own time you may state all that The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
Mr. Havemeyer has ever said, or talk about something else that | unanimous consent that the gentleman from New York may con- 
is not relevant to this question. You may discuss that as much | tinue and conclude his remarks. Is there objection? 
as you please. I propose to discuss the question before the House. Mr. BALL of Texas. I do not intend to object, but I hope that 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. You are avoiding that clearly. the gentleman who is at the head of this great committee will 

Mr. PAYNE. That question is not here. answer a question or two before he concludes. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. It ought to be here. Mr. PAYNE. If my time is to be extended, and if'I can get 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, there is a difference of opinion, and I am | through one sentence without interruption, I shall have no ob- 
making the speech. jection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York refuses to The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
yield. Chair hears none. 

“ Mr. PAYNE. Now, Mr. Chairman, how much will this cost| Mr.BARTLETT. Will the gentleman, before he proceeds, per- 
the Treasury of the United States. Last year, ending June 30, mit me an interruption upon the line upon which he has just 
1901, we collected $27,000,000 in duty on goods coming from Cuba, | concluded? 





$18,000,000 on sugar and $9,000,000 on other products, largely to- Mr. PAYNE: Yes. 
bacco. This year on the a crop the full duty would be Mr. BARTLETT. The matter I am interested in more than 
about $41,000,000. We take off 20 per cent, that would make | anything else is what effect this bill will have upon the price of 
$8,200,000 of loss of revenue, and that loss of revenue goes to the | sugar to the American consumer. 
people of the island of Cuba, to the people we have been trying to Mr. PAYNE. The universal testimony before the committee 
set up in government, a people whom we are trying now to save | was that it would not reduce the price unless it was continued 
from certain bankruptcy. for such a length of time as to enable Cuba to supply the prin- 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. You say it is $8,000,000 on sugar alone? | cipal part of the imported sugar. 
Mr. PAYNE. The total is $8,000,000. Mr. BARTLETT. This bill contains a provision that the re- 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. On sugar $8,000,000? duction under it shall cease in December, 1903, and, as I under- 
Mr. PAYNE. About $7,000,000 on sugar. The rest was on | stand the gentleman, that would not reduce the price of sugar to 
tobacco and other products; but allcoming from theisland of Cuba. | the consumer? 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The whole reduction aggregating about Mr. PAYNE. Ithink it would not. There is a production in 
$8,000,000? the United States and in the islands of about 900,000 tons and in 
Mr. PAYNE. Yes. The calculation was made on the esti- | Cuba of about 900,000 tons, making 1,800,000 tons altogether; and 
mated crop, and this report of General Woods confirms the esti- | the probable consumption of sugar in the United States will be 
mate, but in my judgment it looks more like 900,000 tons instead | during the next year 2,500,000 tons, so there will be about 700,000 
of an 850,000-ton crop. Of course we may be getting the large- | tons that must be imported under full duties. 
sized centrals, so many have reported and others have not. Mr. BARTLETT. May I ask the gentleman another question? 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to show to those gentlemen how | Referring to the sugar trust, is it not a fact that the evidence be- 
much the Republican party have been engaged in changing the | fore the Ways and Means Committee showed that the American 
sugar schedule. In 1861 we made it 5 cents; in 1862, 4 cents; in | Sugar Refining Company bought and refined and sold 90 per cent 
1864, 5 cents; in 1870, 4 cents; in 1874, 5 cents; in 1883, 2} cents | of the sugar that is used in this country? 
and 84 on refined, and in 1890 one-half cent on refined and a Mr. PAYNE. That was not the evidence before the committee, 
bounty of 2 cents on raw sugar, so that we have not always re- | but it was in evidence that Mr. Havemeyer had claimed before 
garded it as sacred. the Industrial Commission that that was the fact. This fact was 
Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. We did not have any beet-sugar | disputed by Mr. Post before the committee. 
industry then. Mr. BARTLETT. At the hearings before the Industrial Com- 
Mr. PAYNE. Oh, we had a beet-sugar industry away back in | mission it is stated that Mr. Havemeyer said that his company 


the eighties, and we had cane sugar after the war was over. refined and sold 90 per cent of the sugar. 
Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Oh, I know that. Mr. PAYNE. I want to say to the gentleman that this is the 
Mr. PAYNE. Ionly wanted to call itto mind. Of course you | precise fact: He was examined several years ago before a com- 
know it. | mittee of the New York legislature, and he testified that he dis- 


So, Mr. Chairman, the committee found a way to help Cuba, | tributed and refined 90 per cent of all the sugar. Before the 
injuring no American industry and strictly in the line of Repub- | Industrial Commission he was asked that question and admitted 
lican doctrine and the Republican platform. We have been | that he had said so, but said he did not know how much they did 
preaching reciprocity since 1890. We put the same in the plat- | refine, but he thought about 90 per cent now. Mr. Post, who is 
form of 1896, and we put in these other things written there. | the president of the National Refinery, said that Mr. Havemeyer 
Now, I am not so hidebound upon the subject of platforms as | did not refine more than five-eighths of it. I leave it to those two 
some of my friends. I know how they are made. They are writ- | gentlemen to determine which was right. 
ten in one night, on the judgment of a half dozen men. Mr. RANDELL of Texas. Will the gentleman permit an in- 

Legislation like the Dingley bill is written out after three, four, | terruption? 
or five months of hard labor by men who have investigated every | Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 
phase of the subject, and when they get through with it they are Mr. RANDELL of Texas, The gentleman says that the price 
experts on the subject. That is the difference between a platform | of sugar will not be reduced to the consumer. I would like to ask, 
and a bill. What is of more significance to me is that the Ways | for information, how much the revenue will be reduced? 
and Means Committee should report a bill here for a reduction Mr. PAYNE. On sugar? 
almost like the one we are making, to hold out not only to Cuba, Mr. RANDELL of Texas. How much will be the reduction of 
but to every country, reducing the whole tariff on sugar to recip- | the revenue by the reduction in this bill? 
rocal countries, that would give us all the sugar that we po Mr. PAYNE. Between six and seven million dollars on sugar. 
consume. It is more to me that a committee, on mature judg- Mr. RANDELL of Texas. Who gets the benefit of that reduc- 
ment, should put such a clause in the bill, when it is a Republican | tion? 

House, by Republicans, than that some man should putitinaplat-| Mr. PAYNE. Ihave been trying to demonstrate that the peo- 
form. But reciprocity is in the platform. ple in Cuba get it. pases: 

Reciprocity is a Republican argument, and this is reciprocity Mr. RANDELL of Texas. Another question on that line. If 
on a basis that hurts no American industry. What do some of | there is no competition in this country in reference to the pur- 
these gentlemen propose? We do not make reduction enough to | chase of raw sugar, how does the Cuban hope to get the increase 
suit them. They want a reduction of the duty on refined sugar | of this price? Why can not the purchaser put it in his pocket? 
in the interest of the beet-sugarindustry. The beet-sugar product Mr. PAYNE. The same conditions exist now that existed in 
at the factory is refined sugar, and every pound of refined sugar | reference to Hawaii and Porto Rico, except there is more com- 
that comes into the United States at a lower rate of duty goes | petition now than there was in relation to Hawaii, as there was 
into direct competition with beet sugar in the United States, | none then. There is competition by the Arbuckles and the Na- 
Ther want that. We propose reciprocity, on the one hand, with- | tional, Mr. Post claims that he is a competitor, but that is dis- 
out lowering the price of sugar in the United States. They are | puted; whether he is a competitor or not | do not know. 
not satisfied with that. They want to include in the billa lower | Now, if the gentleman will pay attention he will not have to 
rate of duty on refined sugar from all countries on the earth and | ask the question again. In these cases the planters did get the 
reduced prices of sugar as much as you lower the duties, That is | full amount of it, and I believe they willinthis. The sugar trust 
the answer that is made to this bill. has got to have the sugar as much as the planter has got to sell 

Mr. Chairman, the bill is limited to the present sugar crop. it. If they do not buy it of them they must go to Germany, and 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. if they go to Germany they must pay more for it, or they must 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that | take this sugar. Each one is independent of the other. 
the gentleman may continue and conclude his remarks, Now, Mr. Chairman, I was speaking about taking the differential 
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off from the refined sugar. 
follows: 


Yesterday I received a telegram, as 


BINGHAMTON, April 7. 
Use all honorable means to oppose tariff reduction on refined — + 
J. E. ROGERS, 
President Beet Sugar Company. 
There is a man that understands his business, and he is not 
afraid to say so. I know there are others that have said the same 
thing, and I know why they have not made more fuss about it. 


I know the influences that have been at work upon them and the | 


petitions and appeals that have been made to them. 


Mr. Chairman, Cubans do not come to us in the attitude of beg- | 
They do not come to us asking concessions | 


gars or mendicants. 
without offering concessions in return. They are willing to give 
us their market and to buy their supplies of us in exchange for 
this reciprocity. Last year they bought some $28,000,000 worth 
of us. 

About thirty-eight millions were purchased from foreign coun- 
tries. Itis believed by General Wood, by Colonel Bliss, and other 
Americans there, and it is believed by leading Cuban merchants, 
that with a fair reciprocal agreement we can get the first year 
thirty millions of that balance which we do not get to-day. Gen- 
eral Wood believes that their importations will speedily rise from 
sixty-seven millions to one hundred millions; and that if the 


thing could run on they could soon buy of us $200,000,000 worth | 


of goods—a chance for our farmers, for our merchants, for our 
manufacturers, for our mechanics, because the Cubans are will- 
ing to accept these little concessions which do not hurt us, and 
give us in exchange their trade. 
these restrictions on immigration because they see that it is best 
for them and their country todo so. They are willing to make 


these reciprocal trade relations because they believe it will be to | 


the mutual advantage of both countries. 
Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Whom is the gentleman quoting 
on this subject? 


Mr. PAYNE. Oh,I am quoting a numberof people; I can not | 


name them all. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Youare not quoting the officers 
of the Government there, are you? 

Mr. PAYNE. No, sir. 

Mr. BALL of Texas. Is there anyone authorized to speak for 
the Cubans now? 


Mr. PAYNE. I do not think there is. 


Mr. BALL of Texas. The gentleman said that the Cubans are | 


offering these things. He has pictured the distress in Cuba in 
case they refuse to accept this differential rate. 
they should make a tariff and decline to give the steel trust and 
the beef trust (saying nothing about the trusts in other articles) 
the benefit of that tariff, then the people there could not get the 
benefit of ‘‘ reciprocal trade,’ and their country would become 
bankrupt, would it not? 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not exactly understand the gentleman’s 
question. Of course, if they do not accept the reciprocity which 
we offer them they will not get it. 

Mr. BALL of Texas. I understood the gentleman to say that 
this measure was being passed in order to prevent bankruptcy in 
Cuba. 

Mr. PAYNE. I say that if they no not accept it they will 
have to go their course. We are doing the best we can for them. 

Mr. BALL of Texas. Then if they will not let the steel trust 
and the beef trust in they will have to starve? 

Mr. PAYNE. I suppose the gentleman is satisfied now, and 
will sit down. 

Mr. BALL of Texas. The gentleman seems to be satisfied, as 
head of the Ways and Means Committee, to decline to answer 
questions that gentlemen are entitled to ask. 

Mr. PAYNE. I did answer the gentleman’s question. I am 
sorry I could not address the understanding of the gentleman so 
that he could understand the answer. I answered the question 
as I understood it. If I did not understand it, I am the loser. 

Now. Mr. Chairman, we have limited the operations of this 
bill, as I said half an hour ago, to the present crop and the next 
crop. One of the reasons for this limitation is the action of the 
recent conference at Brussels. That matter involves the ques- 
tion of the bounty to beet sugar. I shall not go extensively into 
the bounty question. Gentlemen all understand it—a high tariff 
and a high price for consumption in Germany, exportation under 
a direct bounty, and then a concealed or indirect bounty through 
the cartel system. England has complained of this because it has 
destroyed her refineries. Finally, a conference of the several 
governments interested was held at Brussels, and it was agreed 
that after the ist day of September, 1903, all bounties on beet 
sugar should cease. This agreement will have to be ratified by 
the several governments before it will become binding upon them. 

In view of the action of this conference we have limited the 
operation of this bill to the 1st bey of December, 1903, giving an 
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| 
| opportunity to get all of the next year’s crop, which is finally 


| ground about the ist of May, to market under the limitations 
| and provisions of this bill. Whether that provision was a wise 
one or not, lam not here to say, but the reason for it will be 
found in that Brussels conference, and I sincerely hope that the 
| agreement reached in that conference may be ratified, because I 
think it will make a difference in the price of Cuban sugar, as 
well as other sugar, in the hands of the producer, thus doing 
| away with this government bounty. 

As to whether the next year’s crop will be sold at the normal 
price it is difficult tosay. That being the last _— of the bounty, 
the producers of beet sugar may be stimulated to get in as large 
a crop as possible while the bounty is in operation. But for that 
agreement I have no doubt that sugar would have returned to its 
normal price in the next year and would have increased nearly a 

cent a pound over the price of to-day. 

| Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. What per cent of the Cuban 
| planters are among the poor people you speak of who need this 
| 20 per cent help? 

| Mr. PAYNE. Well, there are 196 centrals, and there are be- 
tween 16,000 and 17,000 planters, so it would seem that nearly all of 
them were the small planters. But it is not for the small planters 
alone; itisforthelaborer. Cut off the supply, cut off the money to 

y the laborer, and you create discontent, and down there in that 
hot climate among those people who are passionate always how 

easy it is to kindle a fire of insurrection and insubordination to 
| overthrow the government set up and to compel us to intervene 
for good order in Cuba. 

Gentlemen, it is a thing that I do not wish to contemplate. I 
| want to do all I can, and I have labored to do what I could to 
bring relief to the situation in Cuba and relief to these Cubans 
in this hour of their greatest trial in setting up a government, in 
| this hour of their greatest emergency; and it is a broader ques- 
| tion than the question of reciprocity and the question of trade. 

We have become so linked to the Cuban _ that our destiny 
can not well be separated from theirs. e have taken Porto 
| Rico; we have given them a good government; we brought pros- 
| perity to that island such as was never dreamed of before in all 

its history. It isa near neighbor of Cuba. The Cubans are look- 
| ing upon our experiment there. The most intelligent of them are 
looking toward annexation with the United States. They may 
| come in a year; they may come in five years. When they come 
| I pray God they will be in no worse condition than they are to- 
|day. If wecan keep out this horde of immigrants, if we can keep 
| out this cheap labor from the East, if we can keep out undesir- 
able labor as we are keeping it out in our own country, and enable 
| them to build up their industries, diversified industries in that 
island, finding their principal market in the United States, it is a 
| consummation devoutly to be wished. 
Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentleman 
|a question. The gentleman spokea moment ago of the conditions 
| in Porto Rico being so favorable now that they were more pros- 
rous than ever in the history of the past. I want to know why 
| it would not be well to treat Cuba as you treat them and give 
| them a free-trade relation? 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, the gentleman does not seem to know that 

Porto Rico belongs to us and Cuba does not. That is the only 


reason. 
| Mr. LLOYD. I appreciate the fact that Porto Rico is now a 
| part of us, and I see very clearly that the disposition here is not 
to treat Cuba as if it ought to be a part of us. 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, that is a question for the gentleman, of 
course. Cuba is not a partof us. I am not anxious that she 
should be a part of us, but I think without question she will be; 
| and, preparing for that day, I want to do the best I can for Cuba, 

with due regard for our own people. 
| Why, Mr. Chairman, we hear a great deal about the cost of the 
| sugar beet and the cost of producing beet s I was talking 
only a few days ago with one of the most intelligent producers of 
sugar beets in the United States. I said to him: ‘‘ From what ! 
know of the industry, from what I know of your being able to 
take care in the near future of the by-products, which ought to 
bring you three-quarters of a cent a pound on every pound of 
| sugar you produce, I expect you to produce sugar in the United 
States, granulated sugar ready for the market, at 2 cents a pound. 
He replied: ‘‘ Well, Mr. Payne, you are a little more sanguine 
| than I am, but if you had said 2} cents a pound I would say you 
were clearly within bounds.”’ : 

Now, Mr. Chairman, my idea was to give rest and quiet to the 
beet-sugar industry. It is threatened by what? By the results 
of the Spanish war—by the threatened annexation of Cuba. It 
threatens free sugar from Cuba, and if any country on earth can 
compete with American beet sugar, it is Cuba. It is threatening 
to come upon you at once. I seek to put it off. Iseek to put the 
question to sleep and at rest for a few years, and with this 20 per 
cent reduction let the beet-sugar industry march on to its final 
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triumph. But instead, you say ‘‘ No, let the agitation go on; put | Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Will the gentleman indulge me 


it off till next December; send a commission down there and let 
the agitation goon.”’ And it is agitation that is threatening your 
industry. Is it not much better to have the 20 
and have it understood, as it would be, that that is the only re- 
duction to Cuba until Cuba comes in? Then the sugar industry 
would go on in rapid strides, as it has in the last two or three 
years. 
, Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. Will the gentleman permit a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. PAYNE. On ye. 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. Was there any disturbance of the 
beet-sugar interest until this agitation was proposed? 


Mr. PAYNE. Oh, certainly; it has been disturbed ever since | 


we had the war with Spain. Why, how they hollered when we 

wroposed to put 15 per cent on Porto Rico instead of the full 
Di ngley rate. The beet-sugar men were frightened to death for 
fear of their industry, and yet that country only produced 120,000 
tons of sugarinayear. Frightened! Yes, ever since the Spanish 
war closed and those countries were annexed to the United States. 
I would save your beet- — industry. I am a better friend of 
it than you are, because I dare to say to them as I say to you, and 
as they admit, that this 20 per cent reduction does not hurt their 
industry. By that reduction I would save them from the danger 
of a a reduction and full free trade with Cuba. 

Mr. 
the gentleman think the beet-sugar industry could endure? 
[Laughter. 

Mr. PA Oh, well, the gentleman is new here. I have 
fought for the beet-sugar industry before I ever heard of the 
gentleman or knew anything about him. 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. I will survive if the gentleman does 
not think of me at all. 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman woke up about the time that a 
beet-sugar factory was established in his district, or in an adjoin- 
ing district, and then he thought everything revolved around 


r cent reduction | 


ENRY C. SMITH. How many more such friends does | 


| do something toward demolishing the trust. You will accomplis 


another question? 
| Mr. PAYNE. Oh, yes; but I must wind this thing up. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I have known the gentleman 
longer than my colleague from Michigan {[Mr. Henry C. Smira]. 
I was here and hel to pass the Dingley law. I was here when 
| the gentleman helped to frame it. I ask the gentleman from 
| New York if he did not say at that time on this floor that if we 
would build a beet-sugar factory in every Congressional district 
of the United States you would not disturb the tariff for a quar- 
ter of a century? : 

Mr. PAYNE. I did not. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I quote you, sir. 

Mr. PAYNE. Let me take what you have got there, and I will 
you what I did say, unless this is also a garbled extract. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Allright. I heard you make the 
statement and I have my own recollection about it, as well as the 
| official record. 

Mr. PAYNE. Where do you get it from? 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I get it from the report of your 
speech in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Mr. PAYNE. Iam not ashamed of this speech. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Neither am I; let us hear it. 

Mr. PAYNE. I stand by every word of it. It was delivered 
before the Spanish war: 

What shall be done with the sugar trust? Well, I will tell you what, in my 
opinion, is the best way of dealing with it. Establish a beet-sugar factory ip 
every oF Ghee trict in the United States. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side.| Give competition, and lots of it,everywhere. Put the farmers 
over inst the trust by passing this bill, and reduce the price of sugar so 
| that rman raw sugar can not be brought in to be refined here. Gentle- 

men on the other side, come over and help us, while we help the farmers out. 
{Laughter and applause. | 
You Grangers over there, come and help us. You Populists that go up 
and down the streets day after day proclaiming your devotion to the inter- 
ests of the farmers, help us out now when we are trying to help the farmers 
| in this industry that we can establish so successfully. In this way you will 
more in 
by mere invective—by running windmills and all that 





this way than 


beet sugar. I have a beet-sugar factory in my own district. | (Laughter and applause.) 


Every ton of beets used in that facto 
There is a factory in the adjoining district, where one of the 
counties in my district sends the beets that it raises. It is a 
question with my constituents about beet sugar. 


they feel about it. They are on their second year. Their sugar 


cost them 44 cents a pound, and that is all they got for it the | 


second year. They are hopeful. They know what the people 
have done in Michigan on the third year. They are looking for 


6 and 12 per cent dividends, and they know about this 20 per cent | 


reduction, and they accept that, because they do not want the 
full free trade that you are trying to force on them. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. May I ask the gentleman a 
question? 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes; certainly. ‘ 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. You stated a few moments ago 
that your arguments were in line with Republican doctrine and 
Republican precedent, if I remember rightly. I should like to 
ask if it has been the practice of the Hepubiican party in this 
House to reduce the revenue on competing goods when an indus- 
try was seeking to establish itself? 


Mr. PAYNE. Well, I will refer the gentleman to the Dingley 
| Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. How about that? 


bill as it passed the House, and let him read it through. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Oh, no; I have not time to read 
that now. 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, it was so provided in the Dingley bill. 
the gentleman had been here he would have voted for it as every 
other Republican did. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Did you seek to reduce the duty 
on tin plate, on steel, on hides, on leather, on wool, on any of the 


things where we were competing *to establish a successful in- | 


dustry? 


Mr. PAYNE. If the gentleman will study the Dingley bill he 
will find that we did reduce the duty on a great many of the items 
- — mentioned and on a great many others that he did not 
nention, 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. But we have had tariff bills 
before the Dingley bill. 

_Mr. PAYNE. e gentleman does not seem to appreciate the 
situation. Weare not reducing the duty on sugar 20 per cent to 
all the world, and thereby reducing the price and starting up com- 
petition. We are reducing it on what we receive from Cuba, 
which your friends say will not reduce the price, and hence will 
not start iene 
m GARDNER of Michigan. That is not the point Ihave in 

nd, 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, that is the point I have in mind. 
Cee ethno f - e 

r. of Mic . The gentleman will 
point later. — 3 mee 


is raised in my district. | 


T know how | 


If | 


‘Then I go into the next paragraph. I do not say that you 


| will—— 
| Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I leave it to the House what you 
said. 
Mr. PAYNE. ‘‘ Why should we not produce all of our sugar?’’ 


Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. On his word Michigan men put 
| $10,000,000 into this industry. 
| Mr. PAYNE (continuing): 


Why should we not produce all of our sugar in this country? Why, it 
costs us, Mr. Speaker, about one hundred millions. We were looking around 
for proper subjects for taxation. We knew that sugar would produce an 
enormous revenue; and besides all that, we knew that an adequate protec- 
| tive tariff would build up the industry in this country, and as it was gradu- 
ally built up the revenue from that source will be reduced; by and by the 
|} revenue will come in more largely from other sources—— 


| Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. All right. 


| Mr. PAYNE. Any beet-sugar factory in that? 


Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Geright along. 
Mr. PAYNE. Oh, I know what is here— 
and when this industry is fully established and revenue from sugar ceases, 


the reduction will keep pace with the increase. The thing will regalate 
itself; we will not disturb our tariff in the next quarter of a century 





Mr. PAYNE. We have not disturbed it. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. We took you at your word. 

Mr. PAYNE. Holdon. I decline to have the gentleman shakes 

| his fist at me while I am making a speech. 
| Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I beg your pardon. Wetook you 
| at your word and our citizens put $10,000,000 into the beet-sugar 
| industry in Michigan. 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I decline to have the gentleman 
| make a speech. Now, that remark referred to the reduction of 
| the revenue and the replenishing of it from other sources. That 
_is what that remark referred to, that we would have no change 
| in the tariff in that respect for twenty-five years, and the pre- 
| diction is justified, because the revenue has not only come in 
| and taken care of the country, but it has gone far to pay the ex- 
| penses of our Spanish war; and the prediction justifies itself. 
| But I did not think then that gentlemen would be howling—I 
beg pardon, talking—up and down this Hall, bloodthirsty for war 
with Spain, or that something would blow up the Maine and 
force war upon the people of this country. Idid not think that 
| we would have Porto Rico and the Philippines and Cuba upon 
our hands in any degree within the space of five years when I 
made that speech. I stand by every word of it, 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. So do we. 

Mr. PAYNE. And still, imthe light of current events, protect 
the beet-sugar industry. I was for protecting it then, as I am 
to-day. I bring in this bill, Mr, Chairman, making a reduction 
of about 20 per cent, leaving that industry fully protected. Let 
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us pass it and stop this agitation to remove the whole duty by the 
annexation of Cuba to the United States. 

Gentlemen, this question is before us. We ought to meet it as 
patriots. We ought to meet it with due regard to our own con- 
stituents, but in such a way that we may appeal to them, as I do 
to mine, as reasonable men. We ought to do it to aid Cuba at the 
present time. We ought to doit to bring prosperity and insure 
peace to the government we are establishing. 

We are held in the eyes of the nations of the earth to use our 
utmost endeavor to give good government to Cuba; and finally, 
when she comes in by annexation, let us have Cuba without 
Asiatic hordes forcing themselves in with her; let us have Cuba 


prospered with diversified industries; let us have a Cuba that will | 


not misrepresent what our Government has done for them; let us 
have a Cuba that stands for cleanliness, that stands for health, 
stands for good order, and stands for the very life. honor, and 
glory of the people of the United States. [Loud applause on the 
Republican side. ] 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. Manon having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 
Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the Senate had 
passed bills of the following titles; in which the concurrence of 
the House of Representatives was requested: 

S. 4284. An act to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act for the relief 
of and civilization of the Chippewa Indians in the State of Min- 
nesota,’’ approved January 14, 1889; 

8. 5046. An act for the promotion of anatomical science and to 
prevent the desecration of graves in the District of Columbia; 

S. 1556. An act to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Sterling, in the State of 
Illinois; 


S. 642. An act to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act for the relief | 


of certain settlers on the public lands, and to provide for the re- 
payment of certain fees, purchase money, and commissions paid 
on void entries of public lands;’’ and 


S. 150. An act for the establishment of an assay office at Provo | 


City, Utah. 


The message also announced that the Senate had disagreed to | 


the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 4071) 
granting an increase of pension to George C. Tillman, asked a 
conference with the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. GALLINGER, Mr. DEBOE, 
and Mr. CARMACK as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 


RECIPROCITY WITH CUBA, 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to any con- 
cessions to Cuba unless they are accompanied by a cordial invi- 
tation to Cuba to become a part of the United States; first, as a 
Territory under the Constitution and laws of the country, includ- 
ing the tariff laws, and later as a sovereign State of the Union. 
I am against the pending measure, first, because, according to 


the statement of the gentleman from New York, it inaugurates | 


a policy of reciprocity, that reciprocity which has been termed 
the handmaiden of protection. 
it does not reduce the price of sugar to the domestic consumer. 
I am opposed to it because it is an extension of the imperialistic 
legislation inaugurated by the Republican party, for it seeks to 
add to the restraints already imposed by the Platt amendment 
upon the autonomy of Cuba or the independence of Cuba. Our 
own laws relating to immigration and contract labor, which, 
while good in themselves, are entirely unjustified when applied 
by pressure by this country to a so-called independent power. 

I believe that we should take ground now against this measure, 
because it is a continuation of the imperialistic legislation, and 
the opportunity is now offered us of presenting to the American 
people a policy of the extension of the —— as opposed to an 
extension of the empire. For there can be no question but that 
the deliberate purpose of the Republican party, as expressed in 
the Platt amendment and expressed in the restraints upon the 
independence of Cuba imposed by this country, is, when Cuba, 
induced by her desire to secure access without restriction to the 
markets of this country, applies for annexation to accept her, 
but to reduce her to the abject position of a colony or military 
dependency. 

Now the question is, What position shall the members of this 
side of the House asstime to this bill? I insist that it violates 
every principle which should be pursued and maintained by the 
party to which we belong. In the first place it inaugurates a 
pelicy of reciprocity. What does that mean? Does it mean a 
tariff for revenue? Does it mean reduction to our consumers? 
Does it mean the withdrawal of protection from the trusts, which 
now manufacture and sell in a protected market at a high price 
and outside of our boundary sell at a low price? Oh, no! Reci- 
procity is an extension of the protective system by enlarging its 
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| area, and no better illustration or exemplification of it can be se- 
cured than this bill. 
| This bill does not make a reduction in the price of sugar to the 
| American consumers. It discriminates against the agricultural 
| interests and promotes the manufacturing interests—these manu- 
| facturing interests now largely dominated and controlled by the 
| trusts. It threatens by alarm and fear the sugar production in 
| thiscountry. It promotes the production of the trusts. We thus 
trade off one interest, the interest less protected, for another in- 
terest, the interest most protected. We extend the area of their 
| protection, practically extend our protective laws to Cuba, so far 
| as the trust products are concerned. 
Now, I insist upon it that reciprocity is no part of the Demo- 
| cratic doctrine. It is absolutely inconsistent with tariff reform 
| and tariff revision. It does not mean reduction in the price to 
| domestic consumers; it does mean discrimination against one 
| domestic interest and the promotion of other domestic interests, 
and that will always be the case. Therefore, such a policy is 
likely to produce and increase envy, jealousy, and distrust within 
| the Republic, and is always likely to secure international enmity 
outside of the Republic. 
| How does it operate outside? We seek a single nation and en- 
deavor to make a reciprocal arrangement with her by which cer- 
| tain of her products will come into this country with a less duty. 
| The result is that such a country is favored in the introduction of 
her products to this country. And how will the less-favored 
nations regard such favoritism? They will look upon it with 
| envy, suspicion, distrust, and upon us with enmity. They will ° 
immediately seek to secure a position where they can negotiate 
successfully with us. And how will they get the vantage ground 
/except by raising a tariff wall against our products, and thus 
| making it to our advantage or interest to treat with them? 

To-day Germany is raising higher and higher her tariff walls 
against our products in retaliation for the high duties of the Ding- 
ley Act and with a view to restraining our exports to that coun- 
| try. The very first country with which it would be for our inter- 
est to make a reciprocal arrangement would be Germany, because 
| she has placed the most restraints upon our trade. So, to make 
a reciprocal arrangement with her, we should have to allow her 
| products to come into this country at a less rate than those of 
| other countries. I ask in what position England, at present 
imposing no duties on our products, would then be placed? Why, 
she would be forced to retaliate by raising a tariff wall against 
our products and entering upon a protective policy. She would 
then be in a position where she could insist that in consideration 
of certain concessions made by us in our tariff she would make 
similar concessions to us. 

I insist that the effect of reciprocity will be not only to create 
ill feeling and distrust, suspicion and a sense of favoritism at 
home, but it will either drive the nations of the world into the 
protective system, drive them intoraising their tariff walls against 
our products, or it will secure their enmity as the result of 
favoritism to some States as against other States. 

Now, a great many of my Democratic friends are deceived by 
| the suggestion of reciprocity. They think it means larger trade, 
freer trade, and they say if they can not get tariff reduction as to 
| the products of all nations, they are inclined to make an arrange- 

ment that secures it from each nation singly. Ideny it; it enlarges 
| the protective system; it practically extends our protective system 
| to other countries. Our policy should be the revision of the 
tariff, the reduction of the tariff, now universally unequal, and 
particularly to reform legislation regarding the trusts which, 
within the field of their monopoly in this country, charge such 
exorbitant prices and outside in the field of competition abroad 
much more moderate prices. 

Now, this bill purports to be a reciprocal arrangement, a recip- 
rocal treaty. The agricultural productions of Cuba are to come 
| in with a 20 per cent reduction, and all her products are agri- 

cultural. Our manufacturing products are to in there with 
reduced duty, so that you can see that it is to the advantage of 
one interest and the disadvantage to another in this country, and 
to the disadvantage of that interest which thus far has received 
the least of the protection of our fiscal policy. : 

There is another reason why reciprocity is false in principle, 
and that is it subjects our fiscal system to the changing seuti- 
ment and caprice of our treaty-making power. 

All our fiscal arrangements should be clear, certain, and stable. 
Our taxes should not be varied from time to time according to 
the judgment of the treaty-making power. They should remain 
certain, the same to all the peoples of the world and to all like 
produtts throughout the world; they should not be varied from 
year to year by the treaty-making power, thus varying our reve- 
nue itself, aahing that a matter of uncertainty and our govern- 
mental operations a matter of uncertainty or diminishing our 
revenue from customs, and thus forcing time to time re 
prisals upon the people of this country through our internal- 
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revenue system in order to maintain the revenue essential for the 
operations of the Government. 

The motto of this country should be ‘‘ one boundary for the Re- 
public, including its possessions, free trade within that boundary, 
and absolutely impartial trade with all the nations of the ae 
outside of it.’ That is the only kind of a policy that will promote 
friendliness at home and will prevent enmity and suspicion and 
distrust abroad. 

Now, this bill is open to another objection, and that is that it is 

ractically an extension of the imperialistic policy inaugurated 
by the Penne FAT We all remember the resolutions by 
which we promi Cuba her independence. By those resolu- 
tions, properly and justly construed, we could have meant but 
one thing—the independence of sovereignty, the autonomy of 
sovereignty, the unrestricted power of Cuba to govern itself. 
How did we restrain that power in the Platt amendment? Why, 
in the first place we declared that we would turn Cuba over to a 
government of her own people upon certain conditions. One of 
those conditions was that she should turn over to us her military 
posts and her naval stations, that being demanded for the avowed 
but hypocritical purpose of protecting the independence of Cuba. 
The right of an independent country is to protect her own inde- 
pendence; and Cuba sacrificed her own autonomy when she sur- 
rendered control of those military and naval stations. 

Wealso restrained her debt-contracting power. Now, theright 
of an independent nation is to contract whatever debts she pleases, 
and not to submit to another nation the control of her judgment 
as to the wisdom of such debt making. We also imposed limita- 
tions upon her sanitation, practically throwing the sanitary con- 
ditions of the island under the control of the United States. 

Now, we have gone that far in our imperialistic pee regard- 
ing Cuba—almost relegating her to the position of a military de- 
pendency. In this bill we go farther, and we impose upon her 
our immigration laws and our contract-labor laws. Those immi- 
gration laws are good laws and those contract-labor laws are 
good laws. We have all participated in their enactment. But 
what I protest is that this country, an independent government, 
has no right to impose upon Cuba, an independent government, 
our own laws, laws which may ultimately restrain and control the 
line of growth which she may desire to pursue. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I should like toask the gentleman 
from Nevada whether he thinks the sugar industry of Cuba could 
be carried on successfully and profitably by American labor? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I think so. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Does the gentleman think that 
the rice, tobacco, and sugar industries of the Hawaiian Islands 
could be carried on with American labor? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I do. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. That is not done now in Hawaii. 
The gentleman from Nevada was closely connected with the an- 
nexation of those islands, the resolution for their annexation that 
pas having been nies by him. I hope, therefore, that 

efore he gets through he will be able to tell us about the possi- 
bility of American labor carrying on the industries of Cuba. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Let me state that the climate of both Cuba 
and Hawaii is temperate. Col. Tasker Bliss, the military col- 
lector of the port of Habana, who has lived in Cuba for three 
years, says that the climate of Cuba is unsurpassed; that it is 
warmer in winter and cooler in summer than any part of the 
United States. And that makes the very perfection of climate. 

Now, as to the ability of our people to work there. It is in evi- 
dence that men from America have gone down there and estab- 
lished market gardens and are working in them themselves. 
Cclonel Bliss states that it is a climate in which the American 
race will not degenerate. So, too, with the Hawaiian Islands. 
It is true that the labor conditions of Hawaii are unfortunate, 
because before annexation Hawaii had reached out for her labor 
to the countries nearest to her—had reached out to China and 
Japan. Because those people were employed there we assumed 
that they were the only people that could be employed there. 
But such is not the fact. On the contrary, the climate is ad- 
mirably adapted to the white man. It is a temperate climate. 
After annexation our immigration laws and contract-labor laws 
were, of course, a? to her, and as these restricted the Mon- 


golian supply of labor the price of labor went up, and the Cuban 
planters have been clamo for the modification of the Chinese- 


exclusion act, but as that will not be modified they will gradu- 
ally seek for white labor, and they will secure it among the Porto 
Ricans, the Italians, and the Portuguese. 

The conditions of the laborer in Hawaii are improving every 
day. The wealth of the landowner is diminishing every day just 
as the condition of the laboring man advances, and that is what 
I claim would be the result of annexation of Cuba by this coun- 
try. With the application of our immigration and contract-labor 
laws we will restrict her labor markets, and that increase of pro- 
duction will draw simply upon a fixed population there or upon 
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our labor population, and every additional acre put under culti- 
vation will create an additional demand for that labor and will 
| increase its value. The very best evidence of it is that the Cuban 
| production of sugar has increased within the past three years 
from 300,000 tons to 850,000 tons. They have been increasing their 
production notwithstanding the low price of sugar. 

While you speak of the distress of Cuba, it is not an existing 
distress; it is anticipated distress. During the past year the price 
of labor in Cuba has gone up 50 per cent, and the evidence was 
that the wages of the laborers employed upon the sugar planta- 
tions of Cuba equaled, if it did not surpass, the average wages 

id to the farm laborers of this country during the past year. 

he very effect of the increase will be to increase the production 
of Cuba and to increase the demand upon their labor, and that 
increase of demand under and upon a restricted labor market will 
increase the value of every unit of that labor in the day’s wage. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The gentleman has admitted 
there is a similarity between Cuba and the Hawaiian Islands, but 
he seems to lose sight of the fact that the commission we sent to 
the Hawaiian Islands said in their _ in 1898 that white labor 
could not successfully be employed there in their judgment. He 
overlooks that colonies of Americans who have been sent to 
Hawaii, as is said by the plantation owners, are unable to suc- 
cessfully compete. He seems to lose sight of the fact that in the 
Philippine Islands a like condition prevails, and in Hawaii and 
the Philippine Islands the chambers of commerce and the people 
who are exploiting the islands say they can not work them with 
white and American labor. Now, would not the same conditions 
prevail in Cuba? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Ihave nothing to say regarding the Philip- 
pine Islands. My hope and expectation is they will be lopped off 
and will no longer be a part of us. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Omitting that, then, does not 
the gentleman know that the same condition will prevail in Cuba 
unless these immigration laws are extended at this time? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I am not objecting to immigration and 
contract-labor law. I am objecting to the imposition of them by 
one sovereignty upon another. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. In that I agree with the gentle- 

man. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Iam opposed to the bill because it is right 
in the line of imperialism. I believe that the application of our 
immigration and contract-labor laws to Cuba, when annexed, wil! 
be entirely legitimate. She will then be a part of the Union. and 
we will then be legislating for our own people, and she will be 
subject to our equal laws; but what I object to in this bill is that 
we are legislating for another people, a people whom we have 
declared independent. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. And when she is annexed the 
gentleman will find the same conditions as prevail in Hawaii 
to-day. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Ah, not at all. 

Mr. HOOKER. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly. 

Mr. HOOKER. Iwant to know and I have often thought why 
it was that after the result of the Spanish war, in which we 
spent so much money and lost so many soldiers, we should take 
hold of Cuba, and our Government should take hold of the archi- 
pelago on the other side of the globe, but relinquish the only 
island belonging to Spain that was worth anything to America? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I quite agree with the gentleman as to the 
importance of Cuba as a part of the United States. I differ with 
him as to Hawaii. I think that the proper expansion of this Re- 
— involves not only the expansion over contiguous territory, . 

ut the acquisition of islands essential to our coast defense; and 
I have always regarded Hawaii, halfway as it is toward the 
Orient, as a most valuable place as a military and naval station, 
and as also constituting a defense to our coast line from Alaska to 
San Diego. 
Mr. HOOKER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him . 


another question? 
Mr. WLANDS. Thus diminishing both our military and 
naval expense. If the gentleman will hear me, I have always felt 


that if those islands were in the hands of a hostile power, that if 
such power had a naval station there, it could be made a point 
from which a radiating attack could be made upon our entire 
merchant marine upon the Pacific coast, and you must recollect 
the coast line of the Pacific is longer than that of the Atlantic. 
Take a radial line of only 2,500 miles from Hawaii and it would 
touch every part of our coast from Alaska to San Diego, and if an 
attack were aimed upon us from the Asiatic coast. the ships would 
be derelicts in the ocean before they would reach our shores un- 
less they could take on coal at Hawaii; and the very possession 
of the islands has in itself been a matter not only of diminishing 
the military and naval expense, but a matter of legitimate expan- 
sion to the commerce of the Republic, 
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Mr. HOOKER. In the line of the gentleman’s argument, I 
would like to ask him another question. Why should the Gov- 
ernment of the United States pass over Cuba, the most fertile 
country on earth, which we have always desired to have, and 





seize upon Porto Rico, beyond Cuba, no less fertile, but a less | 


favorable possession than Cuba? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. The reason was that we promised Cuba 
independence, and there has been a hypocritical effort upon the 
part of the Republican party to keep that promise. They have 
been seeking all the time to fasten upon her the control of mili- 
tary power and to reduce her to the position of a military de- 
pendency, whilst they have been preaching the doctrine of benev- 
olence and disinterestedness. 

Now, I propose, so far as we are concerned, that we should in- 
sist upon it that if any concessions as a matter of sentiment are 
made to Cuba we should accompany those concessions with a 
cordial invitation to Cuba to become a part of the United States. 
That is not the application of force. We could makea temporary 
reduction to those islands, and give Cuba to understand that she 
was to have abundant time for deliberation and consideration. 
The force that would bring her into this country would be the 
force of her own reason and of her own necessity, which ought 
always to guide and control a people. Now, with reference to 
this proposed bill, I have already stated that it would not reduce 
the price to the American consumers. That is very easily dem- 
onstrated. The production of sugar in the world is about 10,000.- 
000 tons. 
or about 2,500,000 tons. 
a market the United States is. 


You can understand, then, how desirable 


Hawaii, Louisiana, and our beet-sugar farms. Another third 
comes from Cuba. The other third comes from the rest of the 
world. 

With a view to protecting the production of sugar in this coun- 
try, as well as collecting revenues, a tax of a ton was imposed 
by the Dingley Act upon sugar coming to this country, thus prac- 


tically doubling the world’s price of raw sugar as it stands to-day. | 


Now, admit Cuban sugar free, or admit it with a reduced duty, 
and what is the result? Will the price of our domestic sugar be 
reduced? 
the world’s price of sugar plus our duty, plus the freight to this 
country, and that will be the case until the United States pro- 
duces its entire consumption. 


sugar in this country will be the world’s price, plus the duty, 
which means that in America to-day the American people pay 
double the world’s price for their sugar. 

Now, suppose we let in Cuban sugar free or with a reduced 
duty. 
production comes in with a reduced duty. Westill import 750,000 
or 800.000 tons, and the price of that will be the world’s price, 
plus the duty, so that the domestic price to consumers will be 
maintained at the same rate. The very purpose of the Dingley 
Act was to accomplish this, and the very purpose of this bill, as 
alleged by its author, is not to reduce the price to the American 
consumer, but to transfer $6,000,000 of the duty now paid on 
Cuban sugar to the pockets of the Cuban planters. That is the 
proposition, $6,000,000—20 per cent. 

Now, you say, that is only fair, that the Cubans pay the duty 
upon the sugar, and we return to them 20 per cent of what they 
pay. But the Cubans do not pay the duty upon her sugar. The 
duty upon her sugar is paid by our consumers, by our refiners, 
and their customers. Our refiners pay the duty and impose 
it as an additional price upon the consumer. So that we have 
here a reciprocity arrangement which involves no reduction in 
price to the American consumer, but a transfer of one-fifth of the 


tax paid by American producers upon Cuban sugar, and not by | 


the Cubans upon Cuban sugar; a transfer to the Cuban planters 
of that one-fifth. 

What is the reason this is urged? Why, it is urged simply be- 
cause the Cuban planters are in distress. Well, I am sure that 
distress always has my sympathy. I sympathize with the Cuban 

jlanters if they are in distress. I sympathize with the Cuban la- 
Seca if they are in distress. I sympathize with our American 
farmers and our American laborers if they are in distress. But 
distress should not be the occasion of national legislation. 

When the farmers of this country were in distress in 1893, re- 
ceiving the world’s price for farm products, recollect, just as Cuba 
is receiving it to-day, we did not seek by legislation to increase 
the price which they should receive. And yet, with reference to 
foreigners, we propose to increase the price which the foreign 
planters shall receive for their product, simply because they are 
not satisfied with the world’s price. 

And why is the world’s price so low? Simply because Cuba has 
produced so much. Prior to the Cuban war the production of 
Cuba was 1,000,000 tons per annum. During the Cuban war that 
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The United States consumes about one quarter of that, | 


Now. of this 2,500,000 tons con- | 
sumed in America about one-third is produced by Porto Rico, 


Not at all, for the price of our domestic sugar to-day is | 


As long as 100,000 tons are im- | 
ported from abroad and this duty lasts the domestic price of | 


It means that only one-third of the two-thirds of foreign | 
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production fell to 100,000 tons perannum. That was the oppor- 
tunity of the protected and bounty-fed sugar producers of Eu- 
rope, and they entered the markets of the world that Cuba had 
controlled, and monopolized them. and the result was that when 
the Cuban war was at an end she found the places in which she 
| had been accustomed to sell her crops monopolized by other pro- 
| ducers. Notwithstanding that she started in to produce, and she 
has increased her production from 100,000 tons, the lowest pro- 
duction during the Cuban war, to 850,000 tons, nearly one-tenth 
| of the world’s product; and the surplus of 1,000,000 tons in the 
| world to-day consists almost entirely of the Cuban products. 
The price which Cuban planters receive responds to the law of 
| supply and demand. The supply has been increased beyond the 

demand, and the price has fallen, She is unwilling to accept the 
world’s price of sugar, which is below 2 cents a pound, and she 
—- that she can not produce it for less. Therefore, she asks 
relief. 

Judged as a mere reciprocal arrangement, judged by business 
considerations, there is no reason for this legislation. it is legis- 
lation unparalleled in the history of our country. It is a kind of 
| legislation that we have never brought to the relief of our own 
producers. It is a kind of relief that we ought not, asa matter 
of business, to extend to the producers of other countries. But 
sentimental legislation—— 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Will the gentleman yield for a 
| question? 
| Mr. NEWLANDS. Sentimental considerations have been— 
| yes, I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. SAMUEL W.SMITH. Does the gentleman hold under 
the Platt amendment that Cuba is not allowed to enter into a 
commercial treaty with any other power? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Cubais absolutely free to make a commer- 
| cial treaty with any other country she sees fit, and this legislation 
can not be justified on the ground that the Platt amendment 
limits her treaty-making power. It does not inany way limit her 
| power to make commercial treaties. 
| Well, my friends, I think we have all indulged in sentimental 
| considerations; but the American people are becoming tired of 
sentimental legislation. We have spent $300,000,000 to free Cuba 
as a matter of sentiment. We have spent over $500,000,000 in en- 
deavoring to carry civilization to the Philippine Islands. Now 
it is proposed that we should carry this sentimental legislation 
further, and that when Cuba is about to inaugurate her own gov- 
ernment we make her planters a gift of the taxes imposed, not 
| upon her people, but upon our people; and the only justification 
for that is that Cuba needs help. The proposition is to transfer 
| these taxes to a foreign producer, because if you admit that Cuba 
is an independent government her people must be foreigners. 

Now, so far as I am concerned, I am willing to extend this sen- 
| timental legislation. I realize the fact that Cuba is about to in- 
| augurate her own government. I realize the fact that the low 
| price of sugar is likely to have a 7s effect upon her indus- 
| tries. I will be glad when Cuba omes a part of the United 
States. I am willing to add to the generosity which we have 
already extended to her, but I would add in connection with the 
extension of this liberality an invitation to become a part of the 
United States, and I would extend the invitation for this reason: 
The United States during the past three or four years, for the 
first time in its history, has entered upon a policy of imperial ex- 
pansion. It has for the first time in its history asserted its right 
to hold a country subject to its domination and a ple subject 
to its domination. Cuba may weil feel that if she applies for 
annexation to this country she will be accepted, but will be re- 
duced to a condition of a colonial possession or military depend- 
ency. 

I would give her heart and courage now and insure her of the 
enduring sympathy of the Republic. That it is the purpose of this 
country, at least so far as she is concerned, to recognize that is- 
| land as a part of the legitimate expansion of the Republic, and not 

as a part of the expansion of the empire. I would accompany 
this by a temporary reduction extending over one crop, or, if nec- 
| essary, two, extending an invitation, giving her the benefit of the 
| proposed arrangement, not as a part of a general reciprocity policy 
_of the country, so that it should not be conside an indorse- 
ment of reciprocity, but simply as an extension of sentimental leg- 
islation already enacted, and giving her time for deliberation and 
consideration, without the pressure of economic distress. I would 
not give anyone the opportunity of saying that we forced Cuba 
| into the Union through her distress, but I would give her to 
| understand that after this temporary reduction for a single o 





or two crops, tiding over such distress, reciprocal rlations woul 
exist no longer, and that after that commercial union could only 
be accomplished by political union. I would put an end to senti- 
mental legislation in this way. 

I believe that annexation will be a ee thing for Cuba. I be- 
lieve it will be a good thing for the United States. There never 
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has been a time in the history of the Republic that Cuba has not 


been regarded as a desirable part of the United States. If we are 
to annex a country, let us annex a rich country, and Cuba is the 
richest country upon the globe. If we are to annex a country, 
let us annex a country with a good climate, and Cuba has one of 
the best climates in the world, a temperate climate, one that is 
suitable for exertion, and one that maintains a strong and vigor- 
ous race. Cuba is a country that is capable of sustaining a popu- 
lation ‘of 12,000.000 to 15,000,000 people. If she is to be annexed 
I would rather have her annexed shortly after the withdrawal of 
military control, when the transfer will be easy, and not after 
years of strife, civil war, and confusion, such as are sure to be 
inaugurated, as in every Spanish-American republic. 

I believe it wanld be a good thing for Cuba to give her the free 
access to our markets; give her this double price of sugar which 
is now paid by our domestic consumers and the price of her sugar 
will rise from $34 per ton, the price in the world’s market, to $68 
a ton in our market. Assuming that the present tariff is main- 
tained, it will mean a clean gift annually to Cuba of $30,000,000. 
Of course, the result of that annexation will be that immediately 
the labor values of Cuba will increase. It will mean, with our 
immigration laws and with our contract-labor laws extended to 
that island as a part of the Republic, restriction of the labor there 
and an increase of t’.. production equal to the point of the lim- 
ited labor supply and would increase the value of every unit of 
labor, just as it in the Hawaiian Islands, and thus gradually 
the labor cost of production in the beet-sugar farms and the 
cane-sugar plantations of Louisiana, Hawaii, and Cuba would be 
equalized. 

In the Hawaiian Isiands, unfortunately, when we took them we 
had the very worst form of sugar production. The production of 
sugar was upon great plantations, where the laborers occupied 
the relation of serfs attached to the soil. We could not change 
that condition in a day. We could not restore the Chinese and 
Japanese who were there to their own lands, but the very result 
of the extension of our immigration laws and contract-labor laws 
was to so increase the price of labor and the independence of 
labor that the planters have been clamoring for a relaxation of 
these laws. The very clamor of the planters indicates that the 
condition of the laboring classes has been improving. If we had 
been true to our duty and provided a system of dividing 
up these great plantations into small farms, there is no reason 
wae the production of sugar could not be made an industry that 
will sustain as good a class of producers as any other farming in- 
dustry. The trouble is that ee gece has monopolized the business 
and controls great areas of land and obtained the chea labor. 
A wise legislation applied to Cuba will promote small land hold- 
ings in that island, will break > these great plantations, and will 
promote the welfare and the well-being of the individual laborers, 
and thus tend to advance Cuba’s population to a condition of 
self-respecting citizenship in this great Republic. 

Mr. SPARKMAN, Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman allow 
an interruption? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Yes. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. I was quite interested in the reasons the 
gentleman gave for the annexation of Cuba to the United States. 
One of the reasons was, of course, that it would be beneficial to 
Cuba; and I can well understand that. The only reason why the 
gentleman gave for its being beneficial to the United States was 
that Cuba isa rich country. Has the gentleman any other reason? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I think our people would settle in that 
country. I believe we would atly improve and build up the 
country and it would be a benefit to us to have our population set- 
tle there. I believe that in time Cuba will be as beautiful as the 
Riviera of Italy and France. 

Mr. SPARKMAN,. How would that benefit the United States? 

_Mr. NEWLANDS. You might as well ask me how the exten- 
sion of the Republic across the Alleghenies or the extension of 
the Republic to the Pacific coast has been of advantage to the 
Republic. It has increased the population, it has increased the 
wealth, it has increased the power, it has increased the prestige 
of the coun In addition to that, these islands stand right at 
the mouth of the Gulf. You may regard Cuba almost as a for- 
tress at the mouth of the Mississippi. This island stands in the 
line of our isthmian canal. There is every reason why we should 
have this island as a part of the United States. It seems to have 
been lopped off by a convulsion of nature. I think it quite rea- 
sonable to believe that Cuba was at one time a part of Florida, 
which ay were represents. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. One question more. Iunderstand the gen- 
tleman to say that this concession to Cuba will interfere to some 
extent with the beet-sugar industry in this country. 
meee a a will to oe cere, It bo not affect 

ce of sugar country, but the prospect of reciprocity, 
and the of annexation, I admit, will have some cadaecs. 


able effect upon the future extension of beet-sugar production. | was communicated 





| 


But I claim that it will rest largely in the imagination. I asked 
the sugar producers who appeared before the Ways and Means 
Committee which they preferred, reciprocity or annexation, and 
they replied annexation, because they knew that our immigration 
and contract-labor laws would apply. This bill applies to them 
also, but who is to enforce them? A proper enforcement of the 
law depends upon annexation. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. If the prospect of this bill has that effect, 
what will the actual realization be? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I think the realization will be less than 
the anticipation. I believe that sugar is almost altogether a — 
uct of labor. Su is produced cheaper in Cuba because labor 
is cheaper there than in the United States. But when our immi- 
gration laws and contract-labor laws are applied to that island, 
when she becomes a part of the United States, when we can en- 
force them, and not leave them to be enforced by the people there, 
the immediate effect will be an increase in the price of labor, just 
as in the case of Hawaii. - Hawaiian planters thought they were 
entering upon an era of ee prosperity after annexation, 
but it has not been realized. ow there is an absolute depression 
in the sugar stocks there, arising from the fact that the price of 
labor has advanced as the result of annexation. The laboring 
classes have been benefited there by annexation more than the 
planting class. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Let me ask the gentleman how 
much the price of labor has advanced in the Hawaiian Islands 
since annexation? 

_ Mr. NEWLANDS. I can not tell the gentleman mathemat- 


ically. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The present price is about $17 
per month, and board and clothe themselves. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. What was it before? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. About $15 or $16 a month. 

Mr.NEWLANDS. It hasadvanced a great deal more than that. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Before annexation they had the 
contract-labor system, under which the large body of laborers 
were practically slaves, as the gentleman himself has told us. 
But the present price is about $17 permonth. I mean, of course, 
sponte and Chinese labor, practically the only kind utilized 
there. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. The price of labor there has steadily ad- 
vanced; and so far as Cuba is concerned the advance in wages is 
best illustrated by the fact that within the last year, as the result 
of the increased production of sugar in Cuba and the increased 
demand upon a limited laboring population, the prices of labor 
have advanced nearly 50 per cent and have equaled the wages of 
farm laborers in this country. 

Mr. BALL of Texas. Is it not the fact also that under the 
labor laws in operation there before annexation, while the wages 
were nominally a certain amount, the penalties of one kind or an- 
other absorbed half of those wages? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Iam not familiar with the facts in regard 
to that. All I know is that the price of labor has materially ad- 
vanced. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have stated my objections to this bill, 
and I have also stated the concessions which I think can be judi- 
ciously made to Cuba as an extension of our sentimental legisla- 
tion. I believe in the expansion of the Republic over contiguous 
continental territory and adjacent islands that are essential to our 
coast defense. I believe that Cuba is a part of that desirable 


|expansion. I believe that it is incumbent upon us to give the 


invitation to Cuba, rather than wait for her application, simply 


| because she will hesitate to reply, knowing the experience of Porto 


Rico and the Philippine Islands; simply because it is our duty to 
express to her in clear and unequivocal terms our purpose in 
regard to her should she seek annexation—that we intend to make 
her a part of the Republic, not a part of the empire. 

I am against reciprocity treaties in every shape and form as an 
expansion of the system of high protection, as involving no re- 
duction of price to consumers al involving domestic ill feeling 


_and jealousy from the favoring of certain domestic interests and 


the discrimination against other domestic interests, and also in- 
volving in the end international dislike, envy, and hatred. And 
so I am against this bill unless it be so amended as to be accom- 
panied by the invitation to which I have referred, and which, if 
accepted by Cuba, will open to her such a future of freedom, 
promeety and happiness as she can never secure through in- 
ependence. What greater boon of liberty can she enjoy than 
that secured by the Constitution and equal laws of the Republic, 
and what greater future can await her than that of ultimately 
becoming a sovereign State of this Union? [Loud applause. ] 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Capron having taken 
the chair as ker pro tempore, a message from the President 
to the House of Representatives by Mr. 
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PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, who announced that the President 
had approved and signed a bill of the following title: 

On April 7, 1902: 

H. R. 13360. An act making appropriations to supply additional 
urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1902, and for other purposes. 

RECIPROCITY WITH CUBA. 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. Chairman, after three months of the 
hardest kind of work—after concessions offered and concessions 
made—after rebellion sternly repressed—after semiofficial utter- 
ances printed in the semiofficial press to the effect that the Ad- 
ministration would die in a certain “‘last ditch’’ that has been 
moved forward and forward and forward until it has disappeared 
over the horizon—the much desired, the much prayed for bill for 
the relief of Cuba is at last before the House. 

When I look across the center aisle and see the somewhat be- 
draggled and wearied appearance of the white dove of harmony 
that perches upon the Sense of the Republican party, a little 
incident recalls itself to my memory—an incident that occurred 
atthe beginning of the present session. There was a matter of 
importance before the House; and we Democrats were opposing 
it in the usual united and brotherly way in which we oppose 
everything [laughter], when suddenly out of the night of the 
Republican side came my committee colleague, the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. GRosVENOR], walking with stately tread across 
the well. He leaned upon one of the desks in the front row and 
recited to us a little poem that has since brought him well-de- 
served fame as a poet and has unquestionably resulted in his 
renomination to Congress. [Laughter.] Itseemsto me that the 
time is now opportune to return it to him—I only wish that he 
were here so that he might hear me recite it—to return it to him 
with the grateful acknowledgment of an appreciative minority: 

When birdies in their nests agree, 
It is a rare deiight ; 
But, oh, it is so sad to see 


Those little birdies fight. 
—GROSVENOR, 


{Laughter. ] 

I had feared that the majority party would be hopelessly | 
divided upon this bill. We had heard of insurgents who would | 
never, never die, and seldom surrender; but— 


These were the gods of yesterday; 
The wind hath blown them all away. | 


[Laughter. } | 

When the grand army began its retreat from Russia, Marshal | 
Ney commanded the rear guard, 30,000 strong. As the remains 
of that army reached imperial territory, the Emperor sent for 
Ney. The ‘‘ Bravest of the brave’’ rode up, a mere wreck of his 
former self, and saluted. ‘‘ Ney,’’ said the Emperor, *‘ where is 
the rear guard?” 
guard.”’ 

Tam no prophet, Mr. Chairman, but I venture to predict that 
when the roll is called upon the final passage of this bill, if any- | 
one asks where are the ‘‘ insurgents,’’ the gentleman from Minne- | 
sota [Mr. Tawney], my colleague on the committee, will rise | 
sorrowfully in his place and, respectfully addressing himself to 
the Chair, reply, ‘‘ Mr. Speaker, I am the insurgents.”’ 
and laughter. ] 

Self-examination is sometimes the most excellent self-discipline. | 
For four years we have been trying to deceive ourselves that we | 
fought the war with Spain simply as an incident of chivalrous | 


It is true that sentimentality did influence us, and greatly influ- 


ence us, but there was another cause that brought on the war with | 


Spain. 


Cuba lies at our door, the key to the Caribbean Sea; the key to | 


the Nicaraguan Canal, if that is ever constructed. A condition 


of anarchy had existed in Cuba for nearly thirty years. Cuba, | 
owing to misgovernment, was a breeding spot for mete we that 
itions became | 


ravaged the cities of the United States. The conc 
intolerable. Then came the tragedy of the Maine and war fol- 
lowed. If we freed Cuba, at least we were repaid for that act of 
generosity. Cuba was freed and the Cuban people profited, but 
we profited quite as much. In the resolutions which virtually 
brought on the war we recognized the independence of Cuba. 
We proclaimed in the so-called Teller resolution— 
United States hereby disclaims any disposition or intention to 
£0ver ty, jurisdiction, or control over said island except for the 
if, and asserts its determination when that is accomplished 
vernment and control of the island to its people. 
That was in 1898. Werecognized the republic, for that was vir- 
tually what it meant—the independence of the Republic of Cuba. 


That 
exerc iss 


the 
> £4 


In 1901 we restricted that independence by the so-called Platt | 


amendment. It is true the gentlemen on this side of the House, 
I think without exception. voted against the Platt amendment. 
Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman pardon me? 
Mr. McCLELLAN. Certainly. 
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| 
** Sire,”’ replied the marshal, ‘‘I am the rear | 


[Applause | 


knight errantry, without any selfish motive. What are the facts? | he is to have seven hours later [laughter]—-if 
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Mr. TAWNEY. You have said that by the adoption of the 
Platt amendment we have restricted the independence of Cuba. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Most certainly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will you explain to the committee in what 
particular we have restricted the independence of the island by 
the adoption of that amendment? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Iam about to do so, if my colleague will 
bear with me for one moment. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I thought the gentleman was about to leave 
the subject. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Ishall not, perhaps, be able to enlighten 
the gentleman, but I shall at least be able to solve his doubts. 
By the adoption of the Platt amendment we restricted, I repeat, 
the independence and sovereignty of Cuba. Ip paragraph 3 of 
the amendment we stated ‘‘that the Governmént of Cuba con- 
sents that the United States may exercise the right to intervene 
for the preservation of Cuban independence, the maintenance of 
a government adequate for the protection of life, property, and 
individual liberty, and for discharging the obligations with respect 
to Cuba,”’ and so on, in reference to the treaty of Paris. We fur- 
ther reserved the right to take such coaling stations and naval 
stations as might be hereafter determined by treaty. any- 
one suppose that if Cuba declined to make such a treaty in the 
interests of good government we would not interfere and do ex- 
actly what we pleased? By the Platt amendment— 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Certainly; Iam always glad to hear the 
gentleman. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Is there any evidence of a purpose on the part 
of our Government, in the event that Cuba refuses to enter intoa 
treaty, such as is provided in the amendment, that we will inter- 
ae for the purpose of compelling transfer or anything of that 

ind? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. Chairman, the only argument on 
which the Platt amendment stands or can be defended is that it 
is the ultimate outcome of the Monroe doctrine, and as the ulti- 
mate outcome of the Monroe doctrine it is necessary, according 
to the friends of the amendment, that we shall control the key of 
the Caribbean Sea. There is nothing specific in this, there was 
nothing specific in the Teller resolution, to suggest that we would 
take back part that we had granted. Nothing. In fact, there 


| was everything to lead the average individual to suppose that 
| we would never limit the sovereignty of Cuba, and yet we have 


done it. 
Mr. PALMER. Just ask him how, 
Mr. McCLELLAN. It is a mere question of splitting hairs—a 


| mere question of splitting words—go on. 


Mr. TAWNEY. A great many gentlemen around me are, to- 
gether with myself, anxious to know how you interpret or how 
you conclude that we have limited the sovereignty of Cuba by 
the Platt amendment, when they are entirely free under that 


| amendment to enter into reciprocal trade agreements with any 
| country in the world, and when we do nothing more than to pre- 


vent them from entering into a treaty for the purpose of trans- 
ferring that sovereignty to some other power. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I have sat at the feet of the gentleman 
from Minnesota so often and absorbed from him sweetness and 
light that Iam giad he comes to me for information, [Laugh- 


ter. | 
Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; but I am not getting it very rapidly. 
Mr. McCLELLAN. If the gentleman will wa have patience— 
e will only bear 
with me tntil I can speak for five minutes I will explain to him. 

The gentleman asks how have we limited the independence of 
Cuba when we have “‘ generously ’’ permitted her to make trade 
agreements or commercial treaties with any other country— 

Mr. TAWNEY. Or any other treaty—— 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Let me finish my sentence. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Or any other treaty, except a transfer of her 
independence. * 

Mr. McCLELLAN, Pardon me, the only ible treaty under 
the terms of the Platt amendment into which Cuba can enter is 
a treaty of commerce, for the reason that we have guaranteed 
her independence. She can not agree to reduce that independ- 
ence; she can not agree, even if she would, to become a part of 
any other country. She can not permit a foreign garrison to 
come on the island of Cuba if she wants to. She can not have 
any foreign relations except with the United States. 

Mr. COCHRAN. She can not make an offensive and defensive 
alliance with any other country. ‘ 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Certainly she can not; and the permission 
that we have given her to make a trade agreement amounts to 
nothing, for what country would make a commercial treaty with 
Cuba knowing that if Cuba were to violate its terms, like some 
Latin-American republics, that she would be powerless either 
directly or indirectly even to request her to live up to the terms 
of that treaty without having to answer to the United States? 
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During the pendency of the Cuban constitutional convention 
the delegates of that convention sent to Washington certain re 
coke 


resentatives. Those representatives asked the President to 

some arrangement of reciprocity for the benefit of Cuba. Con- 
gress was not in session and the President could make no pledge. 
It has been testified before the committee, it is a matter of com- 
mon rumor, that while the President declined to make any such 
agreement because he had not the power, that he dismissed the 
delegates with one of those happy phrases for which he will 
always be remembered. ‘‘Go,” said he; “trust the United 
States.”” We can not pay his memory a more respectful or a 
greater tribute than by showing that in his estimate of his coun- 
trymen he was not mistaken. [Loud neers} 

All witnesses who appeared before the Committee on Ways 
and Means, Cuban sugar growers, Government officials, even gen- 
tlemen from the central western part of the United States, repre- 
senting beet sugar, conceded that economic conditions in Cuba 
were, if not to-day, at least would be in the immediate future, 
desperate. 

Mr. TAWNEY rose. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Does the gentleman desire to ask me a | 
question? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not wish to interrupt the gentleman. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Excuseme. Ihave me so accustomed | 
to answering questions from the gentleman that I thought he de- | 
sired to ask me another. | 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman will allow me to suggest, 
those statements before the Ways and Means Committee were in 
January last and this is the month of April, and we have not yet | 
seen the evidences of that distress. 

Mr. McCLELLAN,. AcaseofChristmasin April. [Laughter.] | 
The census of 1899, as I remember the figures, shows that 58 per 
cent of the rural real estate in Cuba has been mortgaged and 79 | 
per cent of the urban real estate. Three-fourths of the people of 
Cuba depend directly or indirectly for a livelihood upon the rais- | 
ing and the manufacture of raw sugar. Upon the success or the 
failure of the sugar crop depends the very life of Cuba. 

The world market for sugar is overstocked. It has been esti- 
mated that on October 1, 1901, the world’s supply exceeded the | 
world’s demand by 1,812,355tons. The stock on hand waiting a 
possible rise in price, or waiting an increase of the demand, is 
growing greater every day. This extraordinary condition of 
affairs has been brought about by the bounty and kartel systems 
of Europe. 

When the production of beet sugar assumed serious propor- 
tions on the Continent, governments at once began to impose ex- | 
cises for revenue purposes, as they had on almost every taxable 
commoditity produced. For the purpose of encouraging the beet- 
sugar industry both Germany and France, as well as Austria, in- 
augurated, nearly twenty years ago, a system of export drawbacks. 
On sugar leaving the country the excise tax was returned; but 
as the amount of the excise was intentionally computed upon a 
lower yield of sugar per ton of beets than what was actually pro- | 
duced, the drawback operated as an indirect bounty on exporta- 
ti ™ 

Under this stimulus the production of beet sugar largely in- 
creased and an overproduction soon resulted; that is, more was 
produced than the world was willing to absorb at a profitable 
price. Accordingly, in some countries the indirect bounty was 
abolished and a direct bounty paid on exports, while in other 
countries a direct bounty was paid in addition to the indirect | 
bounty. Production continued to increase and overproduction 
again resulted. In Germany and Austria the situation was re- 
lieved by the organization of what is called the Zuker-Kartel, 
which is a combination or trust composed practically of all the 
beet manufacturers and sugar refiners in Germany and in Austria. 

Thanks toa prohibitive tariff, foreign sugar can not be marketed. 
Taking advantage of tinis fact, the cartel buys from its members 
all the beet sugar they can raise. It then apportions among the 
refineries a sufficient amount of sugar to meet the home demand, 
fixing the — at somewhat less than that at which foreign sugar 
can be sold, plus the prohibitive duty. In this way the sugar 
manufacturer of Germany and Austria receives not only the di- 
rect bounty of the Government for the sugar that he exports, but 
also an extraordinary and artificial profit from the sale of sugar 
at home. While it costs 1.8 cents to make a pound of sugar in 
Germany, it is sold at Hamburg for export at 1.47 cents a pound, 
one-third of a cent less than the cost of production. 

In the United States our beet-sugar growers are protected not 
only by the countervailing duty against bounty-fed sugars, 
amounting virtually to the amount of the bounty paid, but also 
by a direct B eg ever duty amounting to about 94 per cent ad 
valorem. The United States consumed about 2,400,000 tons of | 
sugar during the ced 1901, of which amount she imported | 
1,600,000. Of this suba supplied 580,000 tons, the East Indies 
300,000 tons, the British West Indies 110,000 tons, South Africa 
100,000 tons, Germany 225,000 tons, and the remaining 285,000 








| possibl 


tons were imported from various sources. The United States is 
therefore not a very wide field for European sugar, owing to the 
countervailing duty. 

England is the market for which all Europe has been competing 
ever since the existence of the bounty system. Sugar is sold in 
London at 2 cents a pound, ata aes to the continental producer, 
while the same grade is sold in Germany for 8 cents and in France 
for 10 cents. 

The result of this artificial condition has been the constant re- 
duction of the price of bounty-fed sugar. This constant fall in 
price caused by a further overproduction brought continental 
economists toa realization of the gravity of the situation. Eleven 
unavailing efforts had been made in international conferences to 
come to some general understanding — the subject of bounties. 

Conditions last year were so serious that another conference was 
held at Brussels, which has at last reached an agreement. The 
only alternative to a still further increase of Government boun- 
ties was the entire abolition of the bounty system, and this is the 
radical step that has been taken in the Brussels convention. 
After the ist of September, 1903, the contracting parties, includ- 
ing every European power but Russia, are to abolish all direct and 
indirect bounties, while the surtax on imported sugar is limited 
toa maximum of 5.50 francs on a hundred kilograms of raw sugar, 
being an equivalent of 0.481 cent per pound avoirdupois, and 6 
francs per hundred kilograms of oleae sugar, being an equiva- 
lent of 0.525 cent per pound avoirdupois. This means that the 
margin between the excise tax levied on domestic sugar and the 
customs tariff imposed on foreign sugar shall never exceed a 
maximum of 5.50 francs in the one case and 6 francs in the other 
per hundred kilograms. 

The effect of the abolition of bounties and of a reduction of the 


| surtax to a minimum will immediately result in the disruption of 


the cartel in Germany and in Austria, for the cartel can only ex- 


| ist because of the bounties and of the enormous margin between 


the domestic excise and the customs duty. As sugar costs the 
German producer something like 1.8 cents per pound, and as it is 
selling for export at the world price of 1.47 cents per pound, the 
abolition of bounties and the disruption of the cartel must 
increase the world price of sugar to the cost of manufacture plus a 
profit. Professor Wiley, of the Agricultural Department, has 
estimated this increase of price at four-tenths of a cent per pound. 

The first effect of the Brussels agreement was the fall in the 
price of sugar to the equivalent of 3 cents in New York for raws 
96° polarization. It is probable that this price may still further 


| fall during the Coming year, because as there are only two crops 


which will receive the benefit of bounties and the cartel, pro- 
ducers will strain every effort to make those crops as large as 
e. 

In other words, the supply will more than ever exceed the de- 


| mand, and consequently the world price will certainly not go 


above its present figure. When the Brussels agreement goes into 


| effect-in 1903, there will be enormous quantities of sugar in stor- 


age that have not been consumed, estimated at at least 1,000,000 
tons. This surplus sugar must be absorbed and production must 
be reduced to balance the supply under the new and natural con- 
ditions before the price of sugar will advance. When the effects 


| of the artificial stimulation to production have passed away, then 


the world price of sugar will advance and be controlled by the 
economic law of supply and demand, 

As Germany is the largest producer of sugar in the world, the 
world price of sugar is fixed at her principal port of export, Ham- 
burg. The price of sugar in New York at any time will, there- 
fore, be the Hamburg price plus freight and shipping charges, 
duty,and countervailing duty. The following statement will ex- 
plain my meaning: 

Parity of 88° analysis beet sugar and 96° polarization cane sugar, per 100 pounds, 
Beet sugar, at 6/9 f. o. b. Hamburg, per 112 pounds --.-_................-.. $1.47 
I anneone O83 
Insurance, bank commission, loss of weight, } per cent 
Duty (88° analysis outturns #4° polarization) 
Countervailing duty (German sugar) 
SEER SR ag a 
aa in value to refiners between 88° analysis and 96° polariza 

eo 8 i canne Gamebe Ccapeucee 


Parity of 96° polarization cane centrifugal _..............-....-.-- 

The price of sugar at Habana free on board ship at any time 
will be the price at New Your less duty, freight, and shipping 
charges. 

There are two standard grades of raw sugar produced in Cuba— 
centrifugal, polarizing at 96°, and molasses sugar, polarizing at 
89°. -The price of centrifugal sugar 96° test in New York yester- 
day was 3} cents, while the price of molasses sugar is 2% cents. 
These prices will scarcely increase permanently until the Brussels 
convention is in full force and operation. It is even probable 
that they will fall. 

The Dingley duty on a pound of 96° centrifugal is 1.685 cents, 
making the bond price at New York 1.815 cents. To ascer- 
tain the shipping charges, freight and commission, I have drawn 
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from the testimony of witnesses appearing before the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. For freight, I have taken the figure 
given by the witness Leavitt, 0.11 cent per pound, which is below 
that given by witnesses not appearing in the interest of beet 
sugar. Insurance is 1 per cent, weighing 0.01 cent, brokerage and 
charges 0.01, loss in weight and test 0.02, commission 24 per cent, 
making the total freight and shipping charges for a pound of 
sugar at the present price 0.252 cent. This deducted from the 
New York bond price makes the Habana price, f. o. b., 1.563 
cents per pound. 

To ascertain the average cost. of a pound of sugar f. o. b. at 
Habana I have averaged the figures submitted by eight witnesses 
who appeared before the Committee on Ways and Means— 
namely, Col. Bliss, United States collector of customs at Habana, 
Messrs. Atkins, Hawley, Machado, and. Fowler. for reciprocity, 
and Messrs. De Castro, Oxnard and Saylor against reciprocity. 
As those appearing in the interests of the beet-sugar trust made 
ridiculously low estimates, and some of those appearing in the 
interests of reciprocity rather higher estimates, the average of 
their figures would appear to be a fair statement of the cost. It 
is exactly 2 cents a pound. As the price f. o. b. at Habana is 
1.563 cents, and as the average cost of producing and placing on 
shipboard a pound of sugar is 2 cents, the loss to the Cuban plan- 
ter is 0.437 cent. 

The price of molasses sugar is so low and the cost so compara- 
tively high that very little is now exported to the United States. 
The amount is so small that it may be left entirely out of consid- 
eration, and the total crop exported may be considered as con- 
sisting entirely of 96° centrifugal sugar. It has been estimated 
that the total crop of Cuban sugar that will be ready for the mar- 
ket after May 1 will amount to about 850,000 tons or 1,904,000,000 
pounds. As the loss per pound to the Cuban planter at the pres- 
ent. market price is 0.437 cent, the total loss on this year’s crop 
will amount to $8,320,000, or 21.8 per cent of the cost of produc- 
tion. This estimate is more than conservative. 

Some authorities have estimated the loss upon the present crop 
as high as $23,000,000, but assuming that it will only be $8,320,000, 
it is none the less appalling. The average total cost of the gov- 
ernment of Cuba under three years of American rule has been 
about $17.000,000. In other words, if no relief is given there will 
be a loss of nearly one-half the total costof government. The pres- 
ent crop will necessarily be marketed, even at this enormous loss, 
for the alternative is the sacrifice of the entire crop of 850,000 tons, 
costing an average of $44.80 per ton, or a total of $38,080,000. 


Next vear, however, with credit gone, with no hope of making | 


a profit, it is perfectly evident that the Cuban planter must close 
his mills, let his fields go to waste, discharge his workmen, and 
face bankruptcy. As three-fourths of the people of Cuba are 
employed directly or indirectly in the production of sugar, and as 


the entire population depends for prosperity on the prosperity of | 
the leading industry. the bankruptcy of that industry must neces- | 


sarily mean ruin to Cuba, to be followed by the inevitable conse- 
quences—starvation, riot, bloodshed, and revolution. 

This loss of eight million and odd dollars is the emergency that 
confronts Congress to-day. It must be prevented if we are to per- 
mit Cuba to become prosperous, if we are to permit Cuba to sell 
her stock of sugar without loss. 

Among the various arguments that have been used against this 
bill one stands out before all others. It has been urged that no 
reduction of the Dingley rate on sugar can be made that will not 
inure solely to the benefit of the American Sugar Refining Com- 
pany, otherwise known as the sugar trust. The gentlemen who 
have urged this argument have shifted their ground repeatedly. 
They first said: ‘‘Of course, the sugar trust will derive the sole 


benefit from any reduction on Cuban sugar, because the sugar | 


trust is the sole purchaser that Cuba has, and can therefore fix 
the price of sugar.” 

The sugar trust has a total capacity of 40,000 barrels a day. 
Independent refiners, of whom there are ten, three being con- 
trolied by the same parties, have a total capacity of 20,000 barrels 
aday. The custom to-day in Cuba is for the planter to sell di- 
rectly to the agent of the refiner. There is nothing to prevent 
him selling upon the New York market. Sugar is sold upon the 
New York market as sugar, according to its saccharine strength. 
There is no particular brand of sugar as there is of cigars. Sugar 
is sold as sugar and it is impossible to distinguish as to the origin 
of the different kinds of cane sugar of the same polarization and 
color, If it is possible for the American Sugar Refining Company 
to derive the full benefit of this revenue, or any benefit by fixing 
the price of Cuban sugar, it must necessarily follow that there 
can be two prices for the same article at the same place and at the 
same time, and if the price of sugar is fixed at Hamburg, as it is, 
this is impossible. 

The next contention of these gentlemen who believe that the 
sugar trust would derive the full benefit of the » eduction of the 
Dingley rate was that, as in the case of Porto Rico, the reduction 


would be solely for the benefit of the sugar trust, because Porto 


Rican sugar failed to reach the price of Cuban sugar by 0.18 of a 
cent. 

My distinguished colleague on the committee, the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. Lone], to whom so much is owing in bringing 
this bill before the House, never did a better day’s work in his 
life, of the many good day’s work that he has done, than when 


he proved the absurdity of this position. Gentlemen who have 
maintained it were so ignorant that they compared an inferior 
grade of Porto Rico sugar with a superior grade of Cuban sugar, 
but when Mr. Lone brought these two grades to a parity in sac- 
charine strength, the price was practically identical. 

The last contention was that the entire crop of Cuban sugar 
has been sold, or that options on it have heen sold, to the Amer- 
ican Sugar Refining Company. 

Mr. THAYER. Has the gentleman any means of knowing, or 
can he ascertain to a certainty, what portion of the vast crop of 
sugar from Cuba has already been pledged or sold to the sugar 
trust of this country? 

Mr. MoCLELLAN, You mean the present crop? 

Mr. THAYER. The crop now ready for sale. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Itis notall ready for sale; but I have seen 
a statement, made on the 2d of April, which was not reduced to 
tons, and I did not have time to reduce it—I think my colleague 
on the committee, the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne], 
stated it in his speech—I am told that he did—showing the exact 
amount in tons. 

Mr. LACEY. Ican give my friend from New York the state- 
ment showing the figures. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I thank the gentleman very much. 

Mr. THAYER. From what source were the figures derived? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Let me read these letters signed ‘‘ Wood, 
military governor.”’ 

Copy of cablegram received at War Department April 2, 1902. 
HABANA, 





EDWARDS, War Department, Washington: 

Telegrams sent to 194 sugar centrals, to which 126 answers have been re- 
ceived to date; also telegrams sent to 36 Cuban banking firms, to which 31 
replies have been received. 

‘igures, according to replies received, as follows: 





Long tons 

Oubpet Bor She vont? $0 BEaGG DB. 6 oon c.n icine oo cvcc cose ccecéecssnccbbausdss 584, 259 
Amount actually in hands of planters.-.-...................--...------..- 217,551 
Sold and delivered to island firms ...........-..............------------- 194,913 

| Contracted for in the island and not yet delivered ----.........-.-....- 43,578 
| Pledged as security for loans in the island, but not sold__.._-.......... 285,22 
| Held at the option of the American Sugar Refining Company-.-.....-.. 8,285 
| Held at option of other American purchasers .................-.---..-. 2, 28h 


ESOC EG SP GD CIO COND aon an isc de ere ctnicnbecs< cece natedies 25, 646 
All sugar above mentioned, except that at the option of American Sugar 
Refining Company and other American purchasers, is in the hands of Cuban 
planters and Cuban and Spanish commission houses doing business in the 
island of Cuba and is not at the optionof anyone. Where held as securty for 
loans advanced to planters, the planters will get the advantage of any raise 
in price under conditionsof deposit, as isthe customintheisland. Thisstate- 
ment shows conclusively the absolute falsity of the declarations that the 
sugar trusts have control of considerable portion of Cubansugarcrop. Other 
| statements will be furnished as soon as possible. 
WOOD, Military Governor. 


Received at War Department April 7, 1902. 
HABANA, April 7, 1902. 


Captain EDWARDs, 
War Department, Washington: 
Reference your telegram to-day, telegrams sent to 194 sugar centrals, as 
previously reported in my telegram 2d instant. Ten additional replies re- 

ceived since, which report as follows: 

Long tons 
Cenk TiS BO ia an atiiccks co ndtcécntltidbatncaddanticintiitotiigan.. 24,738 
Amount in hands of planters......................... 
ee dah asmanad 
Contracted for with island firms, but not delivered 
Pledged as security for loans in island, but not sold 


All sugar above mentioned is in hands of planters and Cuban and Spanish 
commission houses doing business in the islands with the exception of 2,355 
| long tons exported to United States. None at option of American Sugar Re 
fining Company nor other American purc rs. Where held as security for 
loans, planters will get advant of rise in price, as stated in telegram 2d 
instant. Two remaining banking firms replied: ‘Do not make loans on 
sugar.” Above amounts should be added to my cable of April 3. Nochange 


in situation. 
WOOD, Military Governor. 
In other words, the sugar trust will not benefit from any re- 
| duction. The sole beneficiary of any reduction will be the Cuban 
lanter. 
: Mr. FINLEY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. McCLELLAN. Certainly. 
__ Mr. FINLEY. I would like to ask the gentleman from New 
| York whether it is not a fact that as to all the sugar which has 
| been sold or contracted for at a given price the provisions of this 
| bill will not benefit in any wise the planters of Cuba. That !s 
true, is it not? 
Mr. McCLELLAN. Certainly; but the amount isinfinitesimal. 
Mr. FINLEY. One question more. Will the gentleman agre¢ 
'to an amendment to except from the provisions of the bill this 
| class of sugar—sugar which has been sold or contracted for at 4 
| given price? : 
|” Mr. McCLELLAN, I have vo objection to that; as will be 














developed in my remarks a little later, I am ready to go still fur- 
ther to join the gentleman in far more radical methods of con- 
trolling the -— trust, if I have the opportunity. 

Mr. PIN LEY. Iam not alluding to the sugar trust; Iam al- 
luding to the sugar which has been sold or contracted to be sold 


ata oe. 
Mr. M LLAN. You mean for delivery in this country. 
Mr. FINLEY. Yes; for delivery in this country. 


Mr. McCLELLAN. I think it would scarcely be fair to except 
sugar contracted for to be delivered in Cuba, because a great 
many of the Cuban local refiners contract with the small cane 
growers in advance, not necessarily as to price; but the ordinary 
custom is that they contract for a certain amount of sugar at 
what shall be the market price when the sugar has been ground 
and produced. 

Mr. FINLEY. I think I understand the gentleman. I have 
studied this bill somewhat, and read the various reports con- 
nected with it, and listened to the arguments on it. From the 
information that I have thus far derived I am convinced that 
the only argument in favor of the bill is that it is calculated to 
benefit the Cuban people, the sugar producers. Now, when you 
take away or when you give to others than the Cuban planters 
the benefit which will accrue under this bill, does not that de- 
stroy the argument which has been made up to this time in favor 
of the bill? In other words, is it not right and consistent to con- 
fine the benefits arising out of this bill to the Cuban planters and 
producers of sugar? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. If it can be done practically, I agree with 
you, 

Mr. FINLEY. Does the gentleman not think that this bill can 
be so shaped and framed? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I should be —e glad to join the gentle- 
man in an effort in that direction, but I think it would be only 
right to apply the same provision to all other Cuban products, al- 
though sugar is the great product, and on the same principle it 
might be wise-—— ‘ 

Mr. FINLEY. If the seme will permit me, I will say that 
I am willing to apply the same principle to all other products. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I am willing to join the gentleman in the 
effort at any time. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Is there any refined sugar in Cuba 
sold in the United States? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. No. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Is not all the Cuban sugar, or nearly 
all of the Cuban sugar, brought here and handled by the sugar- 
trust refineries? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. No; but I should say, roughly, it is han- 
dled by the sugar trust in the proportion of about 4 to 2 or 2 to 1. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. It goes through the sugar trusts. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Not all of it. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. They purchase that which they sell 
to the American consumer. 
; Mr. McCLELLAN. Certainly, they do not getit free. [Laugh- 

er. 


| 
4 _ COOPER of Texas. They do notcharge a toll for refining, 

0 they? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Oh, yes, they do; about a cent. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. But the great quantity of Cuban raw 
sugar comes to the American refineries, and is refined and sold to 
the American consumer. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I should say that two-thirds was refined 
by the sugar trust and about one-third by independent refiners. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Certainly. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. About what proportion of the sugar pro- 
duction of Cuba is used in the United States? 

7 Mr. McCLELLAN. Oh, virtually all, except a small amount. 
Cuba is poor and hard up, and she can not now afford the luxury 
of sugar for home consumption. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Dol understand that the gentleman 
— that the entire benefit of this reduction is to go to the Cuban 

anters? 

_Mr. McCLELLAN. If the gentleman will permit me, I would 
like at this point to enlarge a little on that subject. The beet- 
sugar people have made their opposition to this bill on the ground 
that reduction in the Dingley rates will so stimulate the pros- 
perity of Cuba, and so stimulate the production of 


( cane sugar, 
that we will become an exporting instead of an im ing coun- 
try in sugar. If the production of s in Cuba es suffi- 


ciently large—were that much desi 


about—th ket price will be fixed be ~ a i vm we 
uw en our mar i 
and demand. Son et ee 


To-day the market price is fixed in Hamburg, and as long as 


we import ~~ large amount or any appreciable amount of Ham- 
burg sugar, the price in New York will be fixed in Hamburg. 
Just as soon as we 


to export the price will be fixed in New 
demand 


York by the law of supply and , and then must neces- 
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sarily fall to the consumer. Of course the result of that would 
be that while the sugar trust might be driven out of business, 
the excellent Mr. Oxnard would probably be driven out of busi- 
ness at the same time, and that is what the beet-sugar industry 
fears. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I want to simply ask you if you 
agree with the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I have no doubt that at present a 20 per 
cent reduction—— 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Would have no effect on the sugar 
consumed. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. No; I am afraid not. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Has not the Cuban producer of sugar 
already a protection that no other producer has? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Oh,no. Mr. Oxnard to-day has conceded 
himself that he has an ad valorem protection of 94 per cent on his 
product. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. I say no foreign producer of sugar. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Inasmuch as there is no countervailing 
duty the Cuban producer has; but the gentleman forgets there is 
no bounty paid on Cuban sugar. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. But there is a countervailing duty 
charged here against all sugar grown elsewhere. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Certainly, certainly, certainly. 

can COOPER of Texas. Then does he not get the advantage 
of that? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. As far as it goes; but the gentleman for- 
gets the fact that the German sugar raiser can sell his sugar at 
the port of Hamburg for 1.47 cents a pound, which cost him 1.80 
cents a pound to raise, thanka to the bounty and the cartel. If 
the gentleman listened to the hearings, according to Professor 
Wiley, who takes the same position that the gentleman does, and 
who made little stump s hes every quarter of an hour against 
reciprocity—Professor Wiley says that the countervailing duty 
only countervails direct bounty and does not in any way reach 
the operation of the cartel. [Applause.] In other words, Cuba 
is not as well off as any country of Europe. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. If the gentleman will allow 
me— 

Mr. McCLELLAN. If the gentleman will excuse me, I should 
like to have a chance to say something myself. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield for a question? : 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield 
to the gentleman from Michigan? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Tomyesteemed friend, certainly. [Laugh- 
ter. ] 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I should like to ask the gentleman 
if it is not a fact that the Indian Government has countervailed 
against the cartel? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Yes. We have not: but we ought to. 

a Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Does not that establish a prece- 
ent? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. 





It establishes a precedent which we ought 


| to follow, but we have not followed it. 


| entirely mistaken. 


Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. 
not follow it. 
Mr. McCLELLAN. Nothing of the kind. 


I understood you to say we could 


The gentleman is 
I said we have not followed it. I have not 
said that we ought not to followit. I have said that our coun- 
tervailing duty is absolutely insufficient to meet the countervail- 
ing duty which results from the cartel. The gentleman would 
have understood that if he had only listened to me, but I can not 
expect that of him. [Laughter.] 

his bill consists of one section divided into four parts: First,a 
declaration of the purposes of the bill; second, certain conditions 


| precedent upon the accomplishment of which by Cuba a hori- 


j 





zontal reduction of 20 per cent on the part of the United States 
will come into effect, limited to a period of one year and eight 
months, which is the fourth part of the bill. 

If the friends of the bill are accused of trying to make the least 
possible concession, of trying to save their faces, of trying to pro- 


| tect beet-sugar, and of trying, by refusing to consider the re- 


moval of the differential, to protect the American Sugar Refin- 
ing we pe they have nobody but themselves to blame. 

The bill has been attacked by my colleague the gentleman from 
Nevada [Mr. NEWLANDS] on the ground that it is sentimental! 
legislation. That kindly, gentle soul tries to pose as being filled 
with the wormwood and the gall of cynicism, wishing to be paid for 
fulfilling an obligation cent per cent at market value. [Laughter. | 
The gentleman from Nevada sees fit to insist that Cuba must be 
annexed before she will be permitted to be prosperous. If the 
courteous highwayman, placing a revolver at my chest, asks me 
to give him my watch and ketbook, I have the option to re- 

, of course. The gentleman from Nevada offers Cuba the 
choice of starvation or annexation. Of course she can decline to 
be annexed, 
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For the benefit of the gentleman from Nevada let me suggest 
to him that there is a business side to this proposition which 


will even satisfy his dark and piratical soul. [Langhter.] The 
alleged purpose of the bill is to acquire reciprocal trade rela- 
tions with Cuba. For the past three years our trade with Cuba 
has been steadily falling—that is, the imports into Cuba from 
the United States have been steadily decreasing. In 1899 the 
total imports from the United States to Cuba, excepting coin, 
were $29,580,657, as against $36,728,028 from other countries. In 
1900 the imports from the United States had fallen to $29,225,123, 
as against $37,239,344 from other countries, while in 1901 the im- 
ports from the United States had fallen to $28,017,820 and from 
other countries had risen to $38,554,982. 

The avowed pu of this bill is to acquire for the United 
States the $38,554,982 of trade now furnished by foreign countries. 
During the past year there have been bought by Cuba from the 
United States of beef and meats other than fresh, $64,732, as against 
$1,917,016 from other countries; of rice—and this is a product be- 
longing to the district and the State of my colleague, the gentle- 
man from Louisiana [Mr. RoBERTSON]—of rice, $3,481, as against 
$3,332,019. Oh, whatan opportunity for Louisiana! [Laughter.] 
Of garden vegetables, $868,223 from the United States, as against 
$1,255,902 from other countries; of wine, $6,493, as against nearly 
$1,846,989 from other countries; and so on, and so on. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. McCLELLAN, Certainly, my piratical friend. [Laughter.] 

Mr. NEWLANDS. The gentleman proposes to secure trade 
with Cuba which now goes to other countries? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Yes. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. By this reciprocal arrangement? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Yes. 

Mr.NEWLANDS. Will the gentleman be good enough to state 
how it is to be accomplished? Is it to be accomplished by the re- 
duction of 20 per cent upon the present Cuban tariff to American 
products, or is it to be cmemniinall by maintaining the present 
tariff so far as American products are concerned, and increasing 
the tariff 20 per cent as toall foreign products outside of America? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. If the gentleman had not shown some- 
thing of undue impatience, I was about to make a statement 
which would have obviated the necessity for the question. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I wished to ask the gentleman whether 
that is not the way in which they propose to do it. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I was going to answer the gentleman’s 
question with another—([laughter]—a case of teacher and scholar. 
Is the 20 per cent reduction on the present Cuban tariff, which 
is, after all, a revenue tariff, of the kind the gentleman approves? 
Is that 20 per cent reduction sufficient to give us a monopoly 
of the Cuban market? If it is not, it will be necessary for Cuba 
to increase her tariff as against the world. My idea is that the 
simplest way. and there is a way certainly of making a monop- 
oly of the Cuban market, will be for the gentleman to join with 
me in my efforts later on, when this bill is read under the five- 
minute rule, to increase the reduction to 50 per cent or 40 per 
cent or 334 per cent, which will most certainly give the United 
States a monopoly of the Cuban market. [Loud applause. ] 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Will the gentleman ansver me this ques- 
tion: Does he not understand that the Cubans propose to make 
this effective in giving America control of the Cuban markets by 
letting the present revenue tariff remain, so far as American 
products are concerned, and increasing the tariff on other foreign 
products? And I wish to ask the gentleman whether, so far as it 
is developed, the representatives of Cuba do not in that way pro- 
pose to turn Cuba from a tariff for a revenue system to a pro- 
tective-tariff system, and thus secure protection to American in- 
terests? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. If the gentleman fears that unrighteous 
result let him join me in reducing it 50 per cent. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I desire to ask the gentleman if 
he limits his ambition to a reduction of 50 per cent? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I have limited my ambition to a reduction 
of 50 per cent for this reason: In view of the fact that Cuba is a 
new Latin republic it is probable that she will have to depend 
upon her customs revenue for the purposes of government until 
we permit her to become prosperous, and therefore a greater re- 
duction than 50 per cent would probably so far curtail her revenue 
as to disorganize her financial system. I would cheerfully vote 
for free trade with Cuba, if that is any satisfaction to the gentle- 
man. - 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I thought that was what the gen- 
tleman would come to. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Certainly. But she can not get on with- 
out a customs revenue. 

Some of the opponents of this bill have professed to see a grave 
objection in the reciprocal feature of the bill. I know that two 
of my committee colleagues have in their reports suggested, one 
directly, the other by implication, that my Democracy is not 
sound, because I believe in reciprocity, 


I know that some gentlemen on this side are inclined to look on 
reciprocity with grave doubt, fearing lest it will prevent the ulti- 
mate triumph of the great and sacred doctrine of free trade. 
They believe in free trade, and failing in that they do not want 
any reduction in the tariff. [Laughter.] Now, I may be right, 
and I may be wrong, and I should like to read to them certain 
quotations from the fathers, who until recently have never been 
suspected of being other than Democrats. 

I may call to their attention the fact that the first treaty of reci- 
pooeey was negotiated by Franklin Pierce, a Democratic Presi- 

ent. The Hawaiian treaty of soigeating 00s renewed by a 
Democratic President, Grover Cleveland. e platform of 1892 
proclaimed the doctrine, but what I want to their attention 
to isthe ‘‘ report on the privileges and restrictions on the commerce 
of the United States in foreign countries,”’ sent tothe House of Rep- 
resentatives (this same House) on December 16, 1793, some years 
before | two committee colleagues became members. It was 
submitted by the then Secretary of State, Thomas Jefferson. In 
it he says: 

Such being the restrictions on the commerce and navigation of the United 
States, Se quernan is, in what way they may best be removed, modified, or 

As to commerce, two methods occur: First, by friendly arrangements with 
the several nations with whom these restrictions exist, or, second, by the 
separate act of our own legislatures for countervai their effects. 

here can be no doubt but that of these two, friendly arrangements is the 
most eligible. Instead of embarrassing commerce under of tin, 


laws, duties, and prohibitions, could it be relieved from all its shackles in a 
parts of the world, could every country be coneegen in producing that which 
r 


nature has best fitted it to produce, and each ee to exchange with others 
mutual surpluses for mutual wants, the test mass ble would then 
be produced of those things which contribute to human life and human hap- 


»iness; the numbers of mankind would be increased and their condition 


bettered. 
Would even a single nation begin with the United States this s m of 


free commerce it would be advisable to begin it with that nation, since it is 
one by one only that it can be extended to all. Where the circ ances of 
either party render it expedient to ry a reyenue by way of impost on com- 
merce its freedom might be modified in that — lar by mutual and 
equivalent measures, preserving it entire in all others. 

Some nations, not yet ripe for free commerce imall its extent, might still 
be willing to mollify its restrictions and regulations for us in pro jon to 
the advantages which an intercourse with us might offer. ic ly they 
may concur with us in reciprocating the duties to be levied on each side, or 
in compensating any excess of duty by equivalent advan of another na- 
ture. Our commerce is certainly of a character to entitle it to favor in most 
countries. The commodities we offer are either necessaries of life or mate- 
rials for manufacture or convenient subjects of revenue, and we take in ex- 
change either manufactures—when they have received the last finish of art 
and industry—or mere luxuries. 

Such customers may reasonably expect welcome and friendly treatment 
at our market. Customers, too, whose demands, increasing with their wealth 
and population, must very shortly give full employment to the whole indus- 
try of any nation whatsoever, in any line of supply they may get into the habit 
of calling for from it. 

But should any nation, contrary to our wishes, suppose it may better find 
its advantage by continuing its system of prohibitions, duties, and regula- 
tions it behooves us to protect our citizens, their commerce and navigation, 
by counter prohibitions, duties, and regulations also, Free commerce and 
navigation are not to be given in exchange for restrictions and vexations, nor 
are they likely to produce a relaxation of them. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. McCLELLAN,. I ask unanimous consent that I may con- 
clude myremarks. I have been interrupted so much. I will not 
take long. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
that his time may be extended. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

I know that some earnest protectionists object to this recipro- 
cal feature of the bill; they brush aside the cheap sophistry that 
reciprocity is ‘‘ the handmaiden of protection,’ and know that 
this is the first step in the direction of a revision of the tariff and 
the reduction of the preposterous Dingley rates, This argument 
may have terrors for Republicans, but it should have no terrors 
whatever for Democrats. 

The bill before us provides for a reduction of all Cuban prod- 
ucts—but in considering it we should consider sugar chiefly—of 
20 per cent. The present loss to Cuba under the Dingley rates, 
assuming that the present crop will amount to 850,000 tons, and 
that Cuba can market it at yesterday’s price of 3} are und, 
will amount to $8,320,000. A 20 per cent reduction will still show 
a loss of $1,904,000 on this year’s crop, or 5 per cent of the total 
cost. 

A reduction of 25 per cent will still show a loss of $305,000, or 
eight-tenths of 1 per cent on the cost. It is not until we reach a 
reduction of 33} per cent at the present price that we find a profit 
of $2,380,000, or 6.2 per cent profit on the cost of the present crop. 
In other words, this bill in its 20 per cent feature must be de- 
fended on the ground not that it permits Cuba to market her 
crop at a profit, but on the ground that it does er reduce 
the loss. It is not a complete fulfillment of our pledge; it is only 
a step toward that fulfillment. 


It has been further said by the distinguished chairman of our 
committee that the time has been limited to the 1st of December, 
1903, because the Brussels convention will be in force then and 
sugar will go up a cent a pound, and Cuba will make a profit of 








1902. 





50 or 60 per cent on the cost of the crop. Professor Wiley, the 
most hidebound of all the representatives of the beet-sugar in- 
dustry who appeared before us, only claimed, when ing to 
make out the best possible case for beet sugar, that the 1s 
conference would increase the price of sugar four-tenths of a cent 
a pound. Assuming that it does, assuming that it goes up one- 
half a cent, and that would be 4 cents a pound, under the Dingley 
rate that would represent a profit of less than a million dollars on 
the total crop of 850,000 tons, or the magnificent profit of 24 per 
cent and not 50 or 60 per cent. 

Assuming that the result of the Brussels conference only brings 
sugar up to 3} cents per pound, there will be no 50 or 60 per cent 
profit, but a loss of $1,371,000, or 3.6 per cent on the cost of pro- 
duction. 

Mr.NEWLANDS. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Certainly. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Does the gentleman regard it as the duty 
of the United States from year to year to save Cuba from loss on 
sugar production? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I regard it as the sacred duty of the United 
States, having taken willingly and cheerfully an obligation, hav- 
ing contracted a debt, to pay it back in full. [Applause.] 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Very well. The gentleman proposes to 
make a reduction of 50 per cent, which will give the Cuban planter 
$15,000,000 more than they would receive under the present rates 
and at the present price of sugar. 

Mr. McCLELLAN,. Oh, no. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. How much, then? 

ro McCLELLAN. Twenty per cent shows a loss of $2,000,000 
and over. 

Mr.NEWLANDS. What I contend is that the gentleman pro- 
poses a reduction of 50 per cent, which will give them $15,000,000 
more than they would receive if they accepted the world’s price 
of sugar to-day. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Hardly that. I grant the gentleman it 
would give them a profit. It would give them 15 per cent profit 
on the present crop. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Cuba has 850,000 tons. Our present duty 
is $34 a ton, which would make it about $30,000,000. Now,if the 
gentleman proposes to reduce that 50 per cent, does it not mean 
that the Cuban planter will receive $15,000,000 more than they 
would receive by accepting the world’s price? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. No. The gentleman forgets the shipping 
charges and the costs. The gentleman forgets that the total re- 
duction is not going back to Cuba in a lump sum to the planter; 
you have got to figure it out from the start down. If the gentle- 
man figures it out that way, I have not the figures showing what 
— be at 50 per cent. At 40 per cent it shows a profit of 
$4,512,000. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I ask the gentleman from New York if the 
Cuban planters would not receive under a 50 per cent reduction 
$15,000,000? 

Mr. McCLELLAN, He would receive the difference of 50 per 
cent of 1.685. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I would like the gentleman to answer how 
much they will receive in addition to the world’s price of sugar. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. The Cuban planter receives to-day the 
price at Habana, which is the New York price less the duty 
and the shipping charges. But the gentleman must understand 
that the cost is greater by 0.315 per cent than the New York 
price. Now, if we give the Cuban planter 40 per cent reduction— 
I speak of 40 per cent only because I have the figures on that 
basis—I am trying to deal fairly and openly with the gentleman, 
and not to dodge any question that might arise upon a basis of 50 
or 60 or 75 per cent reduction—if you give him a 40 per cent re- 
duction on the present price he would receive a profit on every 
puss of sugar of 0.237 of a cent. Now, under the Dingley rate 

e will be receiving at Habana a — of less than 2} cents, 
while the price at New York would be 34 cents. He would be 
getting a cent less than the New York price. 

Mr. NEWLANDS, These figures are entirely confusing to 


Dvn 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Well, I can not guarantee that I will 
print my speech to-night, but when it is printed, if the gentleman 
will sit down and study it, or if he will read my report, which is 
short, I think this question will be perfectly clear to him. I do 
not want to keep the House here much longer—— 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I want the gentleman to state in gross the 
amount which the Cuban planter would receive if this 50 per cent 
reduction should take place in addition to what he receives to-day, 

Mr. McCLELLAN. As I have already tried to explain to the 
gentleman, he would receive-— 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Can the gentleman state the specific 
amount? 

_Mr. McCLELLAN. If the gentleman would take his very ac- 
tive pen in hand—a pen that never grows i multiply 
the difference between a loss of 0.315 0f a cent anda profit of 0,237 


m 
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of a cent and multiply that by 1,904,000,000, he will get his answer. 
[Laughter. 

Mr. SCOTT. Allow me to ask the gentleman one question. 
The gentleman’s colleague [Mr. Paral stated to the House in 
his opening address that if this reduction were made the Cuban 
product could be sold at a reasonable profit. The gentleman on 
the floor now tells us, in contradiction of his colleague, the chair- 
man of the committee, that if this reduction be made the crop will 
be sold at a loss. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Yes. 

Mr. SCOTT. Now, both of these gentlemen being members of 
the Committee on Ways and Means, and having given this matter 
thorough study, are entitled to be called experts. It seems to me, 
then, that this ought to be with them not a matter of conjecture, 
but of positive demonstration. I should therefore like the gen- 
tleman on the floor to tell, if he can, briefly how it happens that 
he has arrived at one conclusion and his colleague on the com- 
mittee at another conclusion, while they are presumably figuring 
upon the same basis of facts. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I may suggest to the gentleman that my 
colleague on the committee, as well as my colleague in the dele- 
gation [Mr. a . possesses a bright and cheerful nature. He 
has not exaggerated, but he has taken the rosy view of everything 
that he has come in contact with. He has assumed, for instance, 
that the Brussels convention will raise the price of sugar 1 cent 
a pound, when, to be perfectly frank, there was no evidence be- 
fore the committee that such would be the case. [ do not mean 
to imply that the gentleman has undertaken to mislead the House; 
I think he is wrong, that is all. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, to continue where I left off—— 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Will the gentleman permit me to make a 
little calculation? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Most cheerfully, only I would rather not, 
because I do not want to detain the House. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I do not wish to interrupt the gentle- 


man—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
McCLELLAN] declines to yield. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. o, I do not decline; the gentleman is al- 
ways so charming and so persistent that I can not. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. As I understand it, the present duty on 
sugar is about $1.70 a hundred pounds 
Mr. McCLELLAN. How much? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. One dollar and seventy cents. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Oh, no; $1.68} per 100 pounds of centrifu- 
gal 96° polarization. [Laughter.]} 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Which is about $34aton. Now, it is pro- 
posed that Cuba shall import into this country 850,000 tons. Mul- 
tiplying that by $34 a ton—— 








Mr. McCLELLAN. Yes. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. You make very nearly $30,000,000. 
Mr. McCLELLAN, Yes. 


Mr. NEWLANDS. 
a duty on that sugar. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Granted. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. If the gentleman proposes to reduce that 
50 per cent, it necessarily means that the Treasury of the United 
States loses $15,000,000 and that the Cuban planters gain $15,- 
000,000. Now, I want to ask the gentleman whether he thinks 
it is the duty of this country to forever save the Cuban planters 
from loss year after year; if the property remains in the present 
condition, to give them out of the taxes of the Treasury, imposed 
upon our people as an additional price for sugar, $15,000,000? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I will answer that by asking the genial 
though somewhat cynical gentleman from Nevada another ques- 
tion. The gentleman proposes, as I have suggested, to seize 
Cuba, to lay violent hands on Cuba and forcibly annex her, giv- 
ing her the choice of starvation. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Not at all. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. That being the case, the Treasury, which 
the gentleman desires to protect with all the industry and energy 
that are in him—and both are great—the Treasury will not lose 
$15,000,000, but the people of the United States will lose the 
whole thirty-three millions under annexation. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. That is true, and the Cuban planters will 
get $30,000,000 more than under existing conditions, but they will 
then be Americans—not foreigners—and as American citizens will 
have the benefit of the laws that apply to the entire country.: 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Yes;and the gentleman wants to doit. I 
have no objection to the reduction of rates, but I have to the 
method i 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Provided the duty remainsthe same. Let 
me ask another question. The gentleman says there is a com- 
pensating 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Oh, Mr. Chairman, Mr. Chairman! 

Mr. NEWLANDS. The gentleman says there is a compensat- 
ing loss in the imports into Cuba of the manufactured products 


Which the Government would receive as 
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of this country, the products manufactured by the trusts. Now, 
then, does he say that they will get an additional profit of $15,- 
000,000? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Oh, the trust; no. I settled that question 
before. Mr. Chairman, I must really go on. 

Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYNE. I would like to ask if the gentleman will yield 
now to a motion to rise and then take the floor in the morning? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. It will take me only a few minutes to fin- 
ish, and I would rather go on now. There is one other point 
that has worried the gentlemen on this side of the House, and 
that is this: Gentlemen who are strict construers of the last party 

latform have sought in vain in the Kansas City platform for 
ight and leading on this subject. They have sought in vain, for 

there is a higher principle involved than is contained in any mere 
iteration of words, and that is, that the good faith of the United 
States should be as good as the bond of any other nation. [Ap- 
plause.| The great expounder of the Kansas City platform has 
expressed himself on this question. Let me read from the Com- 
moner, William Jennings Bryan, editor and proprietor, Lincoln, 
Nebr., March 14, 1902, and I submit this most respectfully to the 
gentleman from Nevada [Mr. NeEwLanps]: 

The beet-sugar business of this country amounts to about $5,000,000 annu- 
ally. To protect this, Congress is willing to perpetrate injustice—tax millions 
of consumers and ignore populardemand. Of course it isa Republican Con- 


gress. 

In his message to Con Mr. Roosevelt said: 

“T must earnestly as our attention to the wisdom—indeed, the vital 
need—of providing for substantial reduction in the tariff duties on Cuban 
< rts into the United States.” 

The Republicans in the House pro; to make a 20 per cent reduction, 
which, according to General Wood, is a no means sufficient, and there are 
indications that on this point some Republicans in the House are determined 
that justice shall be done the Cubans somewhere reasonably in line with the 
suggestions made by General Wood. This will be another opportunity for 
mee Roosevelt to test himself and for the American people to test Mr. 
Roosevelt. 

The Chicago Record-Herald, a Republican 
“American honor is at stake.” The Record-Herald says that the Republican 
majority “‘has made a sorry exhibition of itself in its anti-Cuban caucuses.” 
It remains to be seen whether Mr. Roosevelt will compromise upon this 
‘vital need’ and accept whatever sop to Cuba the trust magnates are will- 
ing for the Republican leaders in the House to bestow. 

[April 4, 1902.] 

American consumers are taxed on 2,000,000 tons of sugar in order to benefit 
the premneurs of 190,000 tons of beet sugar. The beet-sugar syndicate is in 
the saddle. 

Of course the men who arbitrarily fix the price of sugar beets are weepin 
most copiously at the thought that the beet raiser may be ruined by tari 
concessions to Cuba. 


per, says that on this question 


Mr. COOPER of Texas. For what purpose does the gentleman | 


read that? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. 
and leading to Democrats upon this side of 
the gentleman from Texas. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. There is nobody who questions Mr. | 


Bryan, is there? 
Mr. PIERCE. Will the gentleman accept him on all proposi- 
tions? 
Mr. McCLELLAN. 


of ten. [Applause on the Democratic side. } 
The effect of the enactment of this bill in its present form will 
be that Cuba will market this year’s crop, with good luck, with 


comparatively small loss; butas no hope is held out for the future, | 
and as planters are not going to continue in business without a | 
| Illinois—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


reasonable prospect of profit, next year’s crop will be reduced to 


almost nothing, and the threatened bankruptcy of the new Repub- | 


lic will sooner or later occur. 


A 33} per cent reduction, or even a 25 per cent reduction, would | 
give the planters of Cuba a slight profit for the present, a slight | 


profit for next year’s crop, and a certainty of considerable divi- 
dends as soon as the Brussels convention is in full operation. 


tion, but as individuals, by our several votes for the Teller reso- 


lutions and the Platt amendment, and so if the majority sees fit | 


to limit the payment of that obligation in the interests of a selfish, 
greedy, beet-sugar trust, we are perforce compelled to follow them 
in that part payment. 

We are under an obligation to Cuba of our own seeking, an ob- 
ligation that should not be fulfilled in part, but entire. 


nation. This bill does not completely fulfill our obligation; it is 
not all that it ought to be, but at least it is a step in the right di- 
rection. 
minimize the loss on the present crop of sugar. 
but by no means certain, that a 20 per cent reduction of the Cuban 
rates will be sufficient to give us the monopoly of the Cuban 
market. 

The bill is an enunciation of the Democratic doctrine of reci- 
procity; it is a breach in the wall of protection, and lowers in part, 


at least, the preposterous Dingley rates. If I am afforded an op- ' 


I read it for the Ae 2a of giving light | 
the House, includ:ug 


I think the Democracy preached by Wil- | 
liam Jennings Bryan is pretty sound Democracy, nine cases out |, 
| of certain settlers on the public lands, and to provide for the re- 


But | 
we are under obligations to the new Republic, not only as a na- | 


The word | 
of the United States should be as good as the bond of any other | 


It does not afford sufficient relief to Cuba, but it does | 
It is possible, | 


APRIL 8, 


portunity I shall try to amend by increasing the rates of reduc- 
tion so as to make certain not only the control of the Cuban 
market by us, but also the prosperity of Cuba. I shall also try to 
amend by striking out the time limit. Failing in these amend- 
ments, I shall be constrained to vote for the bill; I can not see 
how I can do otherwise as a Democrat and as an American. I 
can not see how the Democratic party can take any other position. 

Mr. Chairman, it has been suggested to those of us who take 
the position that this bill does not accomplish all it should, that 
it is only a partial fulfillment of our obligation, but that none 
the less we should vote for it, failing to amend—it has been sug- 
gested to us that we are making a mistake, that we are failing to 
take political advantage of the opportunity afforded to us by our 
opponents. It has been cuneanted ¢ to us that we ought to let the 
Republican party shoulder the responsibility of failing to give 
any concession to Cuba. 

It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that there are questions that 
rise above petty politics; that there are questions involving the 
dignity and the honor of the United States, on which there should 
be no division. If I have erred in my position, if I am mistaken 
in the way in which I intend to vote, I am willing to take the 
responsibility, conscious of the fact that I have done my duty to 
the best of my ability, according to the light God gave me. [Loud 
——_ 

r. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. SHERMAN, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 12765) 
to provide for reciprocal trade relations with Cuba, and had come 
to no resolution thereon. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R.10117. Anact granting a pension to Sarah H. H. Lowe; and 

H. R. 10530. An act to repeal war-revenue taxation, and for 
other pu : 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of the 
following titles: 

S. 1025. An act to promote the efficiency of the Revenue- 
| Cutter Service; 

S. 3513. An act authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River at or near Parkville, Mo.; 

S. 2442. An act confirming title to the State of Nebraska of 
certain selected indemnity school lands. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXTV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their appro- 
priate committees as indicated below: 

S. 150. An act for the establishment of an assay office at Provo 
City, Utah—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

S. 642. An act to amend an act entitled ‘“‘An act for the relief 


payment of certain fees, purchase money, and commissions paid on 
void entries of public lands—to the Committee on Public Lands. 

S. 1556. An act to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Sterling, in the State of 





S. 5046. An act for the promotion of anatomical science and to 
| prevent the desecration of graves in the District of Columbia—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

S. 4284. An act to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act for the relief 
and civilization of the Chippewa Indians in the State of Minne- 
sota,’’ approved January 14, 1889—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. JOHNSON, for one day, on account of important business. 

To Mr. ELLiot7, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

LOWELL M. MAXHAM. 

By unanimous consent, on motion of Mr. McCatu., leave was 
granted to withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving 
copies, papers in the case of Lowell M. Maxham, Fifty-sixth 
| Congress, no adverse report having been made thereon. 

And then, on motion of Mr. PAYNE (at 5 o’clock and 6 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
meehatene were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
| follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
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of a communication from the Secretary of the Navy submitting | an increase of pension to John Ludwig, reported the same with 
an estimate of appropriation for quarters for marines at Culebra, | amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1488); which said bill 
P. R.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be | and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


printed. | Mr. DARRAGH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with accom- | which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12458) granting an 
nying documents, a response to the inquiry of the House in re- | increase of pension to William M. Barstow, reported the same with 
ation to the transport service between San Francisco and the amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1489); which said bill 

Philippine Islands—to the Committee on Military Affairs, and | and report were referred to the Private Calendar. _ ; 
ordered to be printed. Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid pensions, to 
—_—— which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13019) granting 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND an increase of pension to Marietta Elizabeth Stanton, reported 


the same with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1490); 
RESOLUTIONS. which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 


ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to bill of the House (H. R. 13371) granting an increase of pension to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, | Charles D. Palmer, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
as follows: panied by a report (No. 1491); which said bill and report were 
Mr. HAY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which | referred to the Private Calendar. _ ; 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 97) to authorize the Sec-| Mr. CROWLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
retary of War to furnish duplicate certificates of discharge, re- | which was referred the bill of che House (H. R. 2289) granting 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report | an increase of pension to Pistar Ingram, reported the same with 
(No. 1510); which said bill and report were referred tothe House | amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1492); which said bill 
Calendar. ; | and report were referred to the Private Calendar. E 
Mr. FLETCHER, from the Committee on Interstate and For-| Mr. NORTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. | which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9833) granting an 
2782) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Colum- | increase of pension to Margaret McCuen, widow of Alexander 
bia River by the Washington and Oregon Railway Company, re- | McCuen, reported the same with amendments, accompanied by a 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. | report (No. 1493); which said bill.and report were referred to the 
1512); which said bill and report were refe to the House | Private Calendar. 
Calendar. | Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
Mr. ROBERTS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which | sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4404) grant- 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10144) to donate to the | ing an increase of pension to Otto H. Hasselman, reported the 
State of Alabama the spars of the captured battle ships Don | same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1494); 
Juan d’ Austria and Almirante Oquendo, reported the same with | which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1513); which said bill Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House | Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
on the state of the Union. 8429) granting a pension to Dollie M. Cronkite, reported the same 
we without smendment, or by a = (N « a which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
REPORTS OF eae BILLS AND | He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
q bill of the House (H. R. 8466) granting a pension to Lucinda A. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of | Sirwell, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, | report (No. 1496); which said bill and report were referred tothe 
delivered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the | Private Calendar. 
Whole House, as follows: Mr. DARRAGH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, | which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5951) granting 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9776) granting | an increase of pension to Ole Thompson, reported the same with 
an increase of pension to Alice A. Fitch, reported the same with | amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1497); which said 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1480); which said | bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. Mr. NORTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
Mr. DARRAGH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5219) granting 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10321) granting | an increase of pension to Daniel Donne, reported the same with 
a pension to Susan A. Phelps, reported the same with amendments, | amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1498); which said 
accompanied by a ~eee (No. 1481); which said bill and report | bill and report weve referred to the Private Calendar. 
were referred to the Private Calendar. Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Mr. KLEBERG, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11665) granting | 6006) granting a pension to John Canty, reported the same with 
an increase of pension to Caleb C. Briggs, reported the same with | amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1499); which said 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1482); which said | bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- | bill of the House (H. R. 7491) granting an increase of pension to 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 181) grant- | William H. Chapman, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
ing an increase of pension to William C. David, a the | companied by a report (No. 1500); which said bill and report 
same without amendment, ae by a report (No. 1483); | were referred to the Private Calendar. 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, | sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7815) 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12299) grant- | granting a pension to Nancy A. Killough, reported the same with 
ing a pension to William C. Roberts, reported the same with | amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1501); which said 
amendment, accompanied by a — (No. 1484); which said | bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. | Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
_He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the | sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7334) 
bill of the House (H. R. 13323) granting an increase of pension | granting an increase of pension to Ira L. Evans, reported the same 
to Mary E. Barger, reported the same with amendments, accom- | with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1502); which said 
panied by a report (No. 1485); which said bill and report were | bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
referred to the Private Calendar. Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
. Mr. APLIN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which | sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3263) 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13321) granting an in- | granting an increase of pension to John Revley, reported the same 
crease of pension to John 8. Bonham, ro age the same with | without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1503); which 
amendments, accompanied by a — (No. 1486); which said | said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
bill and rt were referred to the Private Calendar. Mr. OTEY, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
Mr. CROWLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 2974) for the relief of J. V. 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12724) granting | Worley, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
an increase of a to Richard M. Kellough, re the same | a rt (No. 1505); which said bill and report were referred to 
without amendment, a by a report (No. 1487); which | the Private Calendar. 
said bill and per were referred to the Private Calendar. Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, | sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5020) 








to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1981) granting ' granting an increase of pension to Courtland C. Matson, reported 
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the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1506); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12489) granting 
an increase of pension to Ebenezer Wilson, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1507); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11812) 
granting an increase of pension to Martin Boice, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1508); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4643) granting an 
increase of pension to Pheobe L. Peyton, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1509); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Claims, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10457) for the 
relief of Abram G. Hoyt, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1511); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 0f Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of the following bills; which were referred as 
follows: 

A bill (H. R. 12659) granting an increase of pension to Eveline 
V. Ferguson—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill(H. R. 11358) for the relief of Thomas T. Dunn and others— 
Committee on Private Land Claims discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced, and severally referred as 


follows: 
By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 13445) tempo- 


rarily to provide for the administration of civil affairs in the | 


Philippine Islands, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
Insular Affairs. 


By Mr. DAYTON (by request): A bill (H. R. 13446) allowing | 


three months’ extra pay to United States Navy enlisted men who 
served outside the United States, and one month’s extra pay to 
such as served within the United States during the Spanish-Amer- 
ican war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 13447) to prohibit the sale or 
manufacture of distilled spirits, fermented liquors, or wines un- 


der the authority of the United States in States where the same | 
is prohibited by the laws of said States—to the Committee on the | 


Judiciary. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 13448) to provide for terms of the United | 


States district courts at Greenville, N. C.—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WEEKS, from the Committee on Elections No. 3: A 
resolution (H. Res. 204) in the contested-election case of James 


A. Walker v. William F. Rhea, Ninth district of Virginia—to the 


House Calendar. 


By Mr. TAWNEY: Memorial of the legislature of Minnesota | 


favoring the passage of Senate bill 3575, to increase the powers of 


the Interstate-Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Inter- | 


state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial of the legislature of Minnesota, respecting the 5 
per cent of the minimum price of the lands that have been appro- 
priated as compensation for military services rendered the United 
States since the admission of Minnesota into the Union—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles | 


were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 13449) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary A. E. Scott—to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. CAPRON: A bill (H. R. 13450) granting an increase 


of pension to Henry F, Hunt—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 


sions, 

By Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. 13451) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Abraham Laurence, deceased—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McCALL: A bill (H. R. 13452) granting a pension to 
Rose Murphy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MUTCHLER: A bill (H. R. 13453) for the relief of 
Charles Mohn—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 13454) for the relief of Caroline 
H. Goben—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 13455) granting anincrease 
of pension to Delos W. Hare—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. JACKSON of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 13456) granting an 
increase of pension to Thomas Louderback—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 13457) granting an increase of 
pension to John 8. Crosser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13458) granting an increase of pension to 
Enos Paullin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13459) granting a pension to Mary Ellen 
White—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LASSITER: A bill (H. R. 13460) for the relief of the 
— of Peter McEnery, deceased—to the Committee on War 

‘laims. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 13461) granting a pension to 
Walter S. Buchanan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: A bill (H. R. 13462) authorizing the Presi- 
dent of the United States to nominate Lieut. Commander W. P. 
Randall, now on the retired list, to be a commander on the retired 

| list—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 13468) granting 
an increase of pension to Hiram A. Hober—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SKILES: A bill (H. R. 13464) granting a pension to 
| Mary Aby—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13465) granting an increase of pension to 
| William 8. Foster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 13466) for the relief of Joseph 
A. Farrow—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CONNER: A bill (H. R. 13467) granting a pension to 
Joseph H. Woodniff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CONRY: A bill (H. R. 13468) granting a pension to 
| Joseph 8. Hess—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13469) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel R. Hanwell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 13470) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to George W. G. Russell—to the Com- 
| mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 13471) for the relief of Sarah 
E. Cady—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 13472) granting an increase 
of pension to Lewis E. Wilcox—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
s10ns., 

By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 13473) granting an 
| increase of pension to Mary A. Aldrich—to the Committee on In- 
| valid Pensions. , 








PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
| were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Paper to accompany House bill 11357, for 
the relief of W. P. Fryer—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
s810NS. 

Also, resolution of Typographical Union No. 2, of Philadelphia, 
Pa., in opposition to House bill 5777, amending the copyright 
law—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Resolutions of Tar and Gravel Roofers’ 
| Union No. 8450, of Buffalo, N. Y., for the exclusion of illiterate 
immigrants—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 

By Mr. APLIN; Resolutions of Ship Carpenters’ Union No. 8511, 
| West Bay City, Mich., against immigration from south and east 
of Europe—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of St. Stanislaus Benevolent Society, of Alpena, 
Mich., favoring the erection of a statue to the late Brigadier- 
General Count Pulaski at Washington—to the Committee on the 
| Library. 

Also, resolutions of Merchants and Manufacturers’ Exchange 
| of Detroit, Mich., favoring a reorganization of the consular serv- 
ice—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the same, favoring House bill 8337, to amend 
an act to regulate commerce—to the Committee on Interstate and 
| Foreign Commerce. 
| By Mr. BATES: Petition of Marine Engineers’ Beneficial As- 
sociation, relating to licensing marine engineers—to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. BULL: Protest of Hugh P. Mulholland, of North 
Tiverton, R. I., against provision for a representative of the 
United States at the coronation of the King of England—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petitions of Polish societies of Pittsburg 
and Braddock, Pa., favoring House bill 16, for the erection of an 
| equestrian statue of the late General Pulaski at Washington, 
D. C.—to the Committee on the Library. ; 

Also, resolutions of Brotherhood of Railroad Trainzzen of 
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Sharpsville, Pa.; Order of Railway Conductors of Sunbury, 
Pa.; Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers of Lebanon and 
Greensburg, Pa., and Locomotive Firemen of Harrisburg, Pa., 
favoring the passage of the Grosvenor anti-injunction bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen of 
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By Mr. LINDSAY: Resolution of New York Produce Ex- 





| change, favoring House bill 8337 and Senate bill 3575, amending 


Easton, Pa., for the enactment of the Foraker-Corliss bill, amend- 
ing the law relating to safety appliances—to the Committee on 


Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


urging the Gefeat of House bill 5777 and Senate bill 2894, amend- 
ing the copyright law—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, petition of Bricklayers’ Union No. 2, of Pittsburg, Pa., 
in favor of the extension of the Chinese-exclusion law-—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. DAYTON: Petition of United States Naval Volunteers 
of the Spanish-American war for two months’ extra pay—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. DOVENER: Petition of Burley Clemens and 22 other 
citizens of Marshall County, W. Va., in favor of House bills 178 
and 179, reducing the tax on distilled spirits—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Memorial of the New York Produce Ex- 
change, favoring House bill 8337, to amend an act to regulate 


the interstate-commerce act—to the Committee on Interstate und 
Foreign Commerce. 
By Mr. MANN: Papers toaccompany House bill 9437, granting a 
pension to Elias A. Calkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. MARTIN: Resolution of Typographical Union No. 218, 
of Sioux Falls, 8. Dak., in opposition to House bill 5777, amend- 


| ing the copyright law—to the Committee on Patents. 
Also, petition of Typographical Union of Philadelphia, Pa., 


commerce—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- | 


merce. 

By Mr. ESCH: Resolutions of the Wisconsin Closing Farmers’ 
Institute, Oconomowoc, Wis., relative to the coloring of oleo- 
margarine—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of the same institution, in favor of the rural 
free-delivery system—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 


By Mr. McCALL: Petition of Central Labor Union of Cam- 


bridge, Mass., favoring a restriction of the immigration of cheap 
laber from Europe to the United States—to the Committee on 


Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: Paper to accompany House bill 
6171, for the relief of James L. East—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. MORRELL: Resolution of Typographical Union No. 2, 
of Philadelphia, Pa., in opposition to House bill 5777, amending 
the copyright law—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. MUTCHLER: Paper to accompany House bill 13326, to 
amend the military record of Samuel Snyder—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, paper accompanying House bill 13149, to remove charge 
of desertion from the military record of James Heiney—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 13373, granting an increase 
of pension to A. W. Marsh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PARKER: Resolutions of Masons’ Union No. i6, of 


| Newark, N. J., favoring the reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion 


Also, resolutions of the same, favoring a bill for the establish- | 


ment and maintenance of schools of mines and mining—to the 
Committee on Mines and Mining. 


law—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of Essex Trades Council and Feeders and 
Pressmen’s Union No. 19, of Newark, N. J., favoring an educa- 
tional test for restriction of immigration—to the Committee on 


| Immigration and Naturalization. 


By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolution of Levi P. Morton Club, of | 
Brooklyn, N. Y., and Coopers’ Union No. 2, of New York, in- | 


dorsing House bill 627¢ 


the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
Also, petition of the National Association of State Dairy and 
Food Departments, for uniform legislation for the conduct of said 


), to increase the pay of letter carriers—to | 


departments—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- | 


merce, 

Also, memorial of New York Produce Exchange, in relation to 
amendment of the interstate-commerce acts—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of American Federation of Labor, Brother- 


hood of Locomotive Engineers, and other labor organizations, in | 


favor of the extension of the Chinese-exclusion law—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Resolution of Typographical Union No. 2, 
of ee Pa., in opposition to House bill 5777, amending 
the copyright law—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: Resolution of Polish So- 
ciety No. 36, of New Bedford, Mass.. favoring the erection of a 
statue to the late Brigadier-General Count Pulaski at Washing- 
ton—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania: Resolutions of Honest Work- 


9 


ers’ Lodge, No. 25, Reading, Pa., for the further restriction of im- | 


migration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolutions of Stove Mounters’ Union No. 42, Reading, 
Pa., favoring the construction of war vessels in the United States 
navy-yards—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


Also, petition of citizens of Robesonia and vicinity, in the State | 
of Pennsylvania, favoring an amendment to the Constitution | 


making polygamy a crime—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


No. 9310, of Petersburg, Ind., favoring an educational qualifica- 


tion for immigrants—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 


By Mr. JONES of Washington: Petition of J. W. Jackson and | 
other citizens of Centerville, Wash., in relation to rebates on pre- 


emptions on public lands—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
_ Also, petition of steamboat owners, pilots, and others, in rela- 
tion to rules and regulations for gasoline launches—to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
By Mr. LACEY: Papers to accompany House bill 18457, grant- 


ing a pension to John S. Crosser—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 


By Mr. LASSITER: Paper to accompany bill for the relief of | 


= estate of Peter McEnery, deceased—to the Committee on War 
‘laims. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: Petitions o 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Enginee 
of Railroad Tele 
— favo 


f 639 lodges and divisions of 
rs, Rai Trainmen, Order 
elegraphers, and Railway Conductors from various 
‘oring an educational qualification for immigrants—to 
e Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 











By Mr. RIXEY: Paper to accompany House bill for the relief 
of Lebanon Union Church, Lincolnia, Fairfax County, Va.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Nebraska: Papers to accompany House 


| bill 13463, granting an increase of pension to Hiram A. Hober— 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUPPERT: Memorial by the National Association of 
State Dairy and Food Departments, in favor of uniform legisla- 
tion for the conduct and operation of the said departments—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Coopers’ International Union No. 2, of New 
York City, in favor of the proposed increase of pay of letter car- 
riers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, memorial of the New York Produce Exchange, favoring 
House bill 8337 and Senate bill 3575, amending the interstate- 
commerce act—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. RYAN: Resolutions of Polish Roman Catholic Union, 
No. 202, of Buffalo, N. Y.. favoring the erection of a statue to the 
late Brigadier-General Count Pulaski at Washington—to the 
Committee on the Library. 

Also, petition of the National Association of State Dairy and 
Food Departments, in favor of uniform legislation for the con- 
duct and operation of said departments—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial of New York Produce Exchange, concerning 
proposed amendments to the interstate-commerce law—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SALMON: Petitions of citizens of Belvidere, N. J., and 
Warren County, N. J., for an amendment to the Constitution pre- 
venting polygamous marriages—to the Committee on the Judi- 


| ciary. 
By Mr. HEMENWAY: Resolutions of Federal Labor Union | 


Also, resolutions of Typographical Union No. 483, of Dover, 
N. J., in favor of the extension of the Chinese-exclusion law—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: Resolutions of the Labor Union No. 
8203, of Duquoin, and No. 9280, of Metropolis, Ill., and Labor 
Union of Anna, IIl., favoring an educational qualification for im- 
migrants—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Resolution of Bricklayers’ Union No. 215, 


| New Haven, Conn., for more rigid restriction of immigration— 


to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization, 

By Mr. STARK: Resolution of McKinney Post, No. 102, Grand 
Army ofthe Republic, of Shelby, Nebr., favoring the construc- 
tion of war vessels in the United States navy-yards—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. STEELE: Petition of C. Allman and others of Hunt- 


| ington, Ind., urging the passage of House bills 178 and 179. pro- 


posing to reduce the tax on whisky—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. TIRRELL: Resolutions of Central Labor Union of 
Fitchburg, Mass., favoring an educational qualification for immi- 
grants—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization, 
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_By Mr. TOMPKINS: Petition of Painters and Paper Hangers’ 
Union No. 122, of Newburgh. N. Y., against immigration from 
south and east of Europe—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 


Also, resolutions of Millard Division, No. 104, Railway Con- | 


ductors, Middletown, N. Y,, favoring a further restriction of Chi- 
nese Immigration—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, April 9, 1902. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Miuzurn, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. Harris, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap- 
proved, if there be no objection. 

O. H. P. WAYNE. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 


munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a certified copy of the findings filed by the court in the 
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ternational Seamen’s Union of America, and the Chinese-Exclu- 
sion Commission of California, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to exclude Chinese laborers from the United States and 
their insular possessions; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of Paper Hangers’ Local Union No. 
83, of Barbers’ Local Union No. 79, of the Nashville a - 
ical Union, and of Plasterers’ Local Union No. 91, of achville. 
of Beer Bottlers’ Local Union No. 195, of the Marine Engineers’ 
Beneficial Association No. 20, of Switchmen’s Local Union No. 
127, and of Bricklayers’ Local Union No. 1, of Memphis; of Knox- 
ville Typographical Union, No. 111, and of Paper Hangers’ Local 
Union No. 14, of Knoxville; of Painters, Decorators, and Paper 
Hangers’ Local Union No. 226, and of Iron Molders’ Local Union 
No. 53, of Chattanooga; of Tobacco Workers’ Local Union No. 52, 
and of Iron Molders’ Local Union No. 355, of Bristol; of Clarks- 


| ville Typographical Union, No. 436, of Clarksville, and of Iron 


Molders’ Union No. 165, of South Pittsburg, all in the State 
of Tennessee, praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
an educational test for immigrants to this country; which were 
referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Woman’s Chris- 


| tian Temperance Union of Antrim, N. H., praying for the adop- 


cause of O. H. P. Wayne v. The United States; which, with the | 


accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 
JOSIAH J. BRYAN. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 


mitting a certified copy of the findings filed by the court in the | 


cause of John Bryan, administrator of Josiah J. Bryan, deceased, 

v. The United States; which, with the acounemnens paper, was 

referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. J. W. 
BRownInG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bill and joint resolution; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 11535) for the protection of game in Alaska, and 
for other purposes; and 

A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 173) to authorize the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia to issue certain temporary 
permits. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bili (S. 2442) confirming title to the State of Nebraska; 

A bill (H. R. 10117) granting a pension to Sarah H. H. Lowe; and 

A bill (H.R. 10530) to repeal war-revenue taxation, and for 
other purposes. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented a petition of Stone 

Masons’ Local Union No. 5, of Seattle, Wash., praying for the 


tion of an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DOLLIVER presented a petition of the Business Men’s As- 
sociation of Davenport, Iowa, praying for the adoption of certain 
amendments to the interstate-commerce law; which was referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Bankers’ Association of 
Cedar Rapids, Iowa, praying for the repeal of the present bank- 
ruptcy law; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of the Business Men’s Association 
of Pella, Iowa, remonstrating against the ——— of the so-called 
parcels-post bill; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 


| Offices and Post-Roads. 


He also presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (S. 1261) 


| granting a pension to Nathan L. Faulkner; which were referred 


to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of Local Division No. 938, of Fort 
Dodge; of Soles No. 130, of Eagle Grove; of Lodge No. 86, of 
Perry; of Lodge No. 520, of Council Bluffs; of Lodge No. 430, of 
Lake City; of Lodge No. 133, of Clinton; of Lodge No. 515, of 
Fort Madison; of Lodge No. 352, of Estherville, and of Lodge No. 
56, of Twin City, all of the Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, in 
the State of Iowa, praying for the passage of the so-called Fora- 
ker-Corliss safety-appliance bill; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented sty xe of Coopers’ Union No. 426, of Ot- 
tumwa; of Local Union No. 162, of Ottumwa; of Painters’ Local 
Union No. 136,of Ottumwa, and of Local Union No. 813; of Ot- 
tumwa, all of the American Federation of Labor; of Local Union 


| No. 869, United Mine Workers of America, of Boonsboro, and of 
| Lodge No. 188, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Eagle 


Grove, all in the State of Iowa, praying for the passage of the 


| so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill, to limit the meaning of the 


enactment of legislation providing an educational test for immi- | 


grants to this country; which was referred to the Committee on 
Immigration. 

He also presented petitions of Stonemasons’ Local Union No. 
5, of Seattle, and of Carpenters’ Local Union No. 98, of Spokane, 
in the State of Washington, praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to exclude Chinese laborers from the United States and 
their insular possessions; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CLARK of Montana presented a petition of the Montana 
State Agricultural Association, praying for the enactment of leg- 
* islation providing for the irrigation of the arid lands of the West; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Local Division No. 191, Order 
of Railway Conductors, of Glendive, Mont., praying for the re- 
enactment of the Chinese-exclusion law; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Mill and Smelters’ Local Union 
No. 117, American Federation of Labor, of Anaconda, Mont., 
praying for the enactment of legislation providing an educational 
test for immigrants to this country; which was referred to the 
Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a memorial of Typographical Union No. 126, 
American Federation of Labor, of Butte, Mont., remonstrating 
against the adoption of certain amendments to the present copy- 
right law; which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. CARMACK presented petitions of Bricklayers’ Local 
Union No. 1, of Memphis; of Retail Clerks’ Local Union No. 151, 
of Memphis, in the State of Tennessee; of the American Federa- 
tion of Labor, the Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, the 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, the Order of Railway Con- 
ductors, the Brotherhood of Railway Trainmen, the Order of 
Railway Telegraphers, the Sailors’ Union of the Pacific, the In- 





word ** conspiracy’’ and the use of *‘ restraining orders and in- 
junctions ’’ in certain cases; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of Painters, Decorators, and Paper 
Hangers’ Local Union No. 548, American Federation of Labor, 
of Fairfield, and of Lodge No. 29, Brotherhood of Locomotive Fire- 
men, of Mason City, all in the State of Iowa, praying for the re- 
enactment of the Chinese-exclusion law; which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of Lodge No. 515, Brotherhood of 
Railroad Trainmen, of Fort Madison; of Local Union No. 548, 
American Federation of Labor, of Fairfield, and of the Painters, 
Decorators, and Paper Hangers’ Local Union No. 83, American 
Federation of Labor, of Keokuk, all in the State of Iowa, praying 
for the enactment of legislation providing an educational test for 
immigrants to this country; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of Lodge No. 515, Brotherhood of 
Railroad Trainmen, of Fort Madison, Iowa, praying for the 
enactment of legislation providing for the exclusion of all alicn 
labor coming into this country; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a petition of Federal Labor Union, 
No. 9370, American Federation of Labor, of Petersburg, Ind.. 
praying for the enactment of legislation providing an educational 
test for immigrants to this country; which was referred to the 
Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of the Central Labor Union of 
Fitchburg, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
viding an educational test for immigrants to this country; which 
was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. QUAY presented a petition of Onoke Lodge, No. 211, Broth- 


‘erhood of Locomotive Firemen, of Easton, Pa., praying for the 
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enactment of legislation providing for the irrigation of the arid 
lands of the West; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of Typographical Union No. 2, 
of Philadelphia Pa., remonstrating against the adoption of cer- | 
tain amendments to the present copyright law; which was referred 
to the Committee on Patents. 

He also a petitions of the Central Labor Union of Mead- 
ville, of the Central Labor Union of Lancaster, of the Central 
Labor Union of Shamokin, and of the Central Labor Union of 
Ashland, all of the American Federation of Labor, in the State of 
Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
an educational test for immigrants to this country; which were | 
referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented petitions of Captain Philip R. Schuyler Post, 
No. 51, of Philadelphia; of George Cook Post, No. 315, of Wells- 
boro; of Post No. 408, of Live 1; of Robert Oldham Post, No. 
528, of South Bethlehem; of N.I. Pennington Post, No. 283, of | 
Fairmount Springs; of Lieutenant William H. Childs Post, No. 
286, of Marietta; of Post No. 45, of Phoenixville: of Dr. G. L. 
Potter Post, No. 261, of Milesburg; of George W. Moyer Post, 
No. 379, of Loganton, all of the Department of Pennsylvania, 
Grand Army of the Republic; of Colonel Elisworth Circle, No. 
420, Ladies of the Grand Army of the Republic, of Pittsburg, all | 
in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation authorizing the granting of pensions to certain officers and 
men in the Army and Navy of the United States when 50 years 
of age and increasing the pensions of widows of soldiers to $12 | 
per month; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of 15 citizens of Euclid, 
and of 67 citizens of West Liberty, in the State of Pennsylvania, | 
praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to | 
prohibit polygamy; which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Caroline Scott Harrison Circle, 
No. 78, Ladies of the Grand Army of the Republic, Department 
of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of legislation author- | 
izing the granting of pensions to certain officers and men in the | 
Army and Navy of the United States when 50 years of age, and | 
to increase pensions of widows of soldiers to $12 per month; which | 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of 36 citizens of Meadville, of 102 | 
citizens of Deodate, and of 35 citizens of Corry, all in the State | 
of Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of the so-called Grout | 
bill to regulate the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; | 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of Glass Bottle Blowers’ Local Union 
No. 83, of Kane, and of Journeymen Plumbers’ Local Union No. 

147, of Wilkesbarre, of the American Federation of Labor, in the | 
State of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of legislation 
authorizing the construction of war vessels in the navy-yards of the 
country; which were referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. | 

He also presented petitions of Holbrook Local Union, No. 378, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Fireman, of McKees Rocks, Pa., and 
of the Honolulu Branch of the Sailors’ Union, of Honolulu, Ha- | 
waiian Islands, praying for the enactment of legislation to exclude 
Chingse laborers from the United States and their insular pos- 
sessions; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. KITTREDGE presented a memorial of Typographical 
Union No. 218, of Sioux Falls, S. Dak., remonstratir ¢ against the 
adoption of certain amendments to the present copyright law; 
which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

_ He also presented the petition of Leon Stefflre and 94 other cit- | 
izens of Bowdle, 8. Dak., praying for the adoption of the metric 
system of weights and measures; which was referred to the Select 
Committee on Standards, Weights, and Measures. 

Mr. QUARLES presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union, of Green County, Wis., praying for the adop- | 
tion of an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Wisconsin Grand Lodge, | 
Independent Order of Good Templars, praying for the enactment | 
of legislation providing for the improvement of the post ex- | 
changes; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. | 

He also presented a petition of the Wisconsin State Game Pro- | 
tective Association, praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
viding for the protection of game; which was referred to the 
Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game. | 

Mr. BLACKBURN presented a petition of Wellington Harlan 
Post, No, 76, Department of Kentucky, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, of Danville, Ky., praying for the enactment of legislation | 
authorizing the construction of war vessels in the navy-yards of | 
= country; which was referred to the Committee on Naval Af- | 

airs, 

Mr. FRYE presented a memorial of Jersey Shore Division, No. 
98, of the Order of Railroad Telegraphers, of Castanea, Pa., re- | 
moustrating against the adoption of the enacting clause in the | 
bill (S. 4558) to limit the meaning of the word ‘‘ conspiracy ” and 
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the use of “‘ restraining orders and injunctions”’ in certain cases; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Maine State Board of Trade, 
of Portland, Me., praying for the adoption of certain amend- 
ments to the present bankruptcy law; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

MEDICAL INSPECTION OF PUBLIC SCHOOLS. 


Mr.GALLINGER. Ihavean interesting communication from 
the Medical Society of the District of Columbia relative to the 
establishment of a system of medical inspection of the public 
schools of the District. I move that the communication be 

rinted as a document, and referred to the Committee on the 

istrict of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. LODGE, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, re- 

ported an amendment providing for the appointment by the 


| Spanish Claims Commission of not exceeding two commissioners 


to take testimony in the island of Cuba, and providing for their 
compensation; and also authorizing the said commission, in place 


| of the two clerks now in service, to employ an assistant clerk at 


the rate of $2,400, and one clerk at the rate of $1.600 per annum, 
intended to be pro to the sundry civil appropriation bill; 
and moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and printed; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 4762) to prevent any consular officer of the United States 
from accepting any appointment from any foreign State as ad- 
ministrator, guardian, or to any other office of trust, without 
first executing a bond, with security, to be approved by the Sec- 


| retary of State, reported it without amendment. 


Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally with amend- 
ments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 4776) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Emory River, in the State of Tennessee, by the Tennessee 
Central Railway or its successors; and 

A bill (S. 4777) to authorize the Nashville Terminal Company 
to construct a bridge across the Cumberland River in Davidson 
County, Tenn. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS, from the Committee on Immigration, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 13031) to prohibit the coming 
into and to regulate the residence within the United States, its 
Territories, and all territory under its jurisdiction, and the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, of Chinese and persons of Chinese descent, re- 


| ported it without amendment. 


Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 52) authorizing 
the President of the United States to invite the Government of 
Great Britain to join in the formation of an international com- 


| mission to examine and report upon the diversion of the waters 


that are the boundaries of the two countries, reported it with 
amendments. 
Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 


| was referred the bill (H. R. 10091) granting a pension to Blanche 
| Duffy, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 


thereon. 

Mr. DEBOE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 


A bill (H. R. 6805) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
E. Stephens; 
A bill (H. R, 2241) granting an increase of pension to Dorothy 


8S. White; 

A bill (H. R. 
Austin; 

A bill (H. R. 7369) granting an increase of pension to Perry H. 


1636) granting an increase of pension to James 


| Alexander; and 


A bill (H. R. 9847) granting an increase of pension to Zachariah 
R. Saunders. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4861) to regulate the as- 
sessment and collection of personal taxes in the District of Co- 
lumbia, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. CULLOM, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, re- 
ported an amendment proposing to appropriate $5,000 for inspec- 
tion and repair of the monuments marking the boundary line 
between the United States and Mexico, intended to be proposed 
to the sundry civil appropriation bill, and moved that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and printed; which 


| was agreed to. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S. 5075) granting a pension to 
Eliza A. Brownlow; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 5076) granting 
an increase of pension to Katharine W. Clarke; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5077) to reappoint Warren C. 
Beach a captain in the Army,and to place him on the retired 
list, in addition to the number now authorized; which was read 
oe by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 5078) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of John Esseltine; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DOLLIVER introduced a bill (S, 5079) for the relief of 
George P. White; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5080) granting a pension to Hester 
A. Farnsworth; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5081) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to John D. Pickard; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. , 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (8S. 5082) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Harvey; 

A bill (S. 

A bill (S. 

A bill (S. 

A bill (S. 
Cockrum; 

A bill (S. 
Carter: 

A bill (S. 

A bill (S. 
King; and 

A bill (S. 
Harleman. 

Mr. McCUMBER introduced a bill (S. 5091) to grant land war- 
rants to the Delaware Indians residing in the Cherokee Nation; 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. McCUMBER. To accompany the bill, I present a memo- 
rial of the Delaware Indians, which I move be printed as a docu- 
ment and referred, together with the bill, to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CARMACK introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 


5083) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Fell: 


5085) granting a pension to Abigail Campbell: 
5086) granting an increase of pension to William M. 


5087) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin F. 


5088) granting a pension to Maggie E. Knight; 
5089) granting an increase of pension to James H. 


5090) granting an increase of pension to Edwin W. 


A bill (S. 5092) for the relief of the estate of Henry Sewell, de- | 


ceased (with accompanying papers): 
A bill (S. 5093) for the relief of W. W. Fussell; and 


A bill (8. 5094) for the relief of the estate of John Henley, de- | 


ceased (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. CARMACK introduced a bill (S. 5095) for the relief of 
William M. Henry; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (8. 5096) granting an increase of 


pension to Charles W. May; which was read twice by its title, | 


and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5097) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Albert E. Osborne; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 5098) for the relief of the 
county of Flathead, State of Montana; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on “iaims. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 5099) granting a pension to Spencer Woods (with ac- 
companying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5100) granting an increase of pension to William P. 
Marshall (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 5101) granting an increase of pension to Thaddeus K, 
Miller (with an accompanying paper); and 


A bill (S. 5102) granting an increase of pension to John B. | 


Glover (with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bit (8S. 5103) to promote the effi 
ciency of the clerical service in the Navy of the United States, 
to organize a clerical corps of the Navy of the United States, to 


define its duties. 22d to regulate its pay; which was read twice | 
by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 


Committee on Naval Affairs. 


5084) granting an increase of pension to James Devor; | 


Mr. SIMON introduced a bill (S. 5104) granting a pension to 

Reuben F. Canterbury; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 
Mr. KITTREDGE introduced a bill (S. 5105) fixing the terms 
| of the circuit and district courts in and for the district of South 
Dakota, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BURNHAM introduced a bill (S. 5106) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Horace L. Richardson; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 5107) for the relief of Man- 
rice Langhorne; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5108) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Leonard F. Otey; which was read twice by its title, and, 

| with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. MASON introduced a bill (S. 5109) granting an increase of 
| pension to Lewis M. Gillaspie; which was read twice by its title, 
| and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 

Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5110) for the relief of Stephen Bird, 
| executor of John Bird, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 5111) for the erection of a 
public building at Richmond, Va.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5112) for the relief of the estate of 
R. J. H. Hatchett; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
| to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced a bill (S. 5113) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon to 

| be used for a hall of records; which was read twice by its title, and 
| referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. BURTON introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 

| Pensions: 

A bill (S. 


5114) granting an increase of pension to Joel E. Cox; 
A bill (S. 5115) granting a pension to Ann Wilburn; and 
A bill (S. 5116) granting an increase of pension to John Clay. 
Mr. BURTON introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
| papers. referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

i bill (8S. 5117) granting an increase of pension to John U, 

| Allen; 

A bill (S. 5118) granting an increase of pension to Adam 
Stuber; . 

| A bill (S. 5119) granting an increase of pension to Samuel S. 
| Walch: 
A bill (S. 5120) granting an increase of pension to James W. 
| Evans; 
| <A bill (S. 5121) granting an increase of pension to Winfield §. 
Maxwell; 

A bill (8S. 5122) granting an increase of pension to William S. 
Burch; and 

A bill (S. 5123) granting an increase of pension to James 
| McMorrow. ° 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5124) for the relief of James A. 
Carroll; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a joint resolution (8S. R. 77) providing 
for printing the general index to published volumes of the Diplo- 
matic correspondence and foreign relations of the United States; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Printing. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Tr 


Mr. McMILLAN submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
| propriate $5,000 for the purchase of land belonging to heirs of 
| M. H. Schneider, adjoining the present Garfield Memorial Hos- 
pital land on the west, in the District of Columbia, and for level- 
| ingand improving the same, intended to be proposed by him to 
the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
| Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
| $206.02 for burial expenses of Elmer B. Gavett, late lieutenant, 
Thirty-ninth Infantry, United States Volunteers, intended to be 
| proposed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; 
which was ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying 
papers. referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. . 
Mr. HANSBROUGH submitted an amendment proposing to in- 
‘crease the appropriation for military posts from $1,500,000 to 
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$1,700,000, and providing for the expenditure of $200,000 of said 
amount in the erection of additional buildings at Fort Lincoln, 
N. Dak., intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil ap- 
propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McENERY submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $4,785.55 to pay E. A. McIihenny for rescuing, housing, 
feeding, clothing, and caring for shipwrecked sailors in the Arctic 
Ocean in the years 1897 and 1898, intended to be proposed by him 
to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was ordered to be 
printed, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BACON submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$1,000 each to pay the rental for suitable rooms and accommoda- 
tions for the 
northern district of Georgia at Athens, Ga., and at Rome, Ga., 
intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MALLORY submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $29,000 for continuing the improvement of the Indian 
River, Florida, between Goat Creek and Jupiter Inlet, intended 
to be proposed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

BENJAMIN FRANKLIN HANDFORTH. 


Mr. DEBOE. A few days ago I introduced a bill (S. 4641) for 
the relief of Benjamin Franklin Handforth, and it was referred 
to the Committee on Claims by mistake. I move that that com- 
mittee be discharged from the further consideration of the bill 
and that it be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MICHAEL HAYES, 


Mr. MARTIN. On the 13th ultimo the bill (H. R. 6847) to cor- 
rect the military record of Michael Hayes was adversely reported 
from the Committee on Military Affairs and indefinitely postponed. 
I was not present when that order was made. I should like to 
have the bill go on the Calendar with the adverse report. I ask 
that the order indefinitely postponing the bill may be set aside, 


Mr. PATTERSON. Immediately following the title-page you 


| will find a letter from T. V. Powderly, Commissioner-General, 


olding of the circuit and district courts in the | 


and that the bill be placed on the Calendar with the adverse re- | 


port of the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the vote 
by which the bill referred to by the Senator from Virginia was 
indefinitely postponed will be reconsidered, and the bill will be 
placed on the Calendar with the adverse report of the committee. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 

On motion of Mr. PENROSE, it was 


Ordered, That leave be granted Benjamin F’. Hasson to withdraw from the 
files of the Senate the papers in his case, copies of the same having been left 
in the files, as provided by clause 2 of Rule XXX. 


REGULATIONS FOR EXCLUSION OF CHINESE. 
Mr. PATTERSON. Isubmita resolution for immediate action. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to supply the 
Senate the regulations promulgated December 8, 1900, relating to Chinese 
exclusion, or regulations of any date subsequent to October 1, 1900. 


Mr. PATTERSON. I wish to state that there was some dis- 
pute yesterday as to whether the regulations contained in the 


| present consideration. 


pamphlet which was issued on the ist of October were all the | 


regulations concerning Chinese exclusion. I am informed that 
regulations subsequent to October 1 have been issued and are not 
contained in the pamphlet which was printed last night under 
the order of the Senate. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
ment. 


Mr. FORAKER. Let the resolution be again read. 


unanimous consent, proceeded to its consideration. 
Mr. LODGE. 


this morning? 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I should like to inquire whether 
the pamphlet on our tables includes all the regulations or not. 
Mr. PATTERSON. No; it does not. The pamphlet contains 
the regulations up to October 1, but regulations were issued, as 
I am informed, December 8, after the promulgation of the 
regulations that are on our tables. 
Mr. HOAR. I suggest to the Senator from Colorado to insert 
the words ‘send to the Senate’ instead of the word “ supply.” 
“Supply” is not our usual phrase in such a direction. 
Mr. PATTERSON. Very well; let the resolution be so modified. 
_Mr. FORAKER. Before the resolution is voted upon, I should 
like to ask the Senator from Colorado, who is more familiar with 
this publication than I am, whether it contains the dates at which 


the regulations that are here published were adopted by the 
Treasury Department? 


XXXV—243 





I did not hear the Senator’s state- | 


Is not that the pamphlet which is on our tables | 


| 


| 


| exclusion, and regulations of any date subsequent to October 1, 





under date of October 1, 1900. 

Mr. FORAKER. I understand, but I have not yet been able to 
find anything in the publication showing at what time the regu- 
lations were adopted, whether they were in force, for instance, at 
the time of the enactment of the law of 1892, or whether they 
were adopted subsequently thereto. I supposed when I sent the 


| compilation to the desk yesterday, and asked that it might be 


printed as a Senate document, that it contained all the Treasury 
regulations which had been adopted and are in force, and that it 
gave the dates when they had been adopted. I got the publication 
from the Senator from Colorado, and I supposed from what he 
told me about it that it had all that information init. What I 
call attention to now is the apparent lack of the dates, and I re- 
quest that the resolution may be so amended as to call for that 
information also. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Any amendment that will make the infor- 
mation we get more definite will be very gratifying tome. The 
letter of Mr. Powderly shows that the compilation is made up to 
date, and the date is October 1, 1900. What I desire to have for 
the information of the Senate are the regulations which, I under- 
stand, have been promulgated since that time, and which are not 
now before the Senate. 

Mr. FORAKER. Ido not suppose any Senator has an objec- 
tion to that, but we are furnished with certain regulations of the 
Treasury Department which the publication shows were at some 
time in the past adopted, but what I want is the dates when the 
regulations were adopted. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Then I suggest that there be incorporated 
in the resolution a request that the Secretary of the Treasury will 
also inform the Senate when the several regulations that are con- 
tained in Document No. 291 of the Senate were adopted or pro- 
mulgated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado 
modifies his resolution. The Secretary will read it as modified. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to send to the 
Senate the regulations promulgated December 8, 1900, relating to Chinese 
exclusion, or regulations of any date subsequent to October 1, 1900, and 
also that—— 

Mr. BLACKBURN. You use the word “or.”’ 
** and.”’ 

Mr. PATTERSON. Where the word “or” is used insert 
‘‘and.’’ Now let the Secretary read it entire as modified. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to send to the 
Senate the regulations promulgated December 8, 1900, relating to Chinese 


1M); and 
also that he will inform the Senate when the several regulations in Docu- 


It should be 


| ment No. 291 of the Senate were adopted or promulgated. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the resolution as modified. 
The resolution as modified was agreed to. 


SALARIES OF POSTMASTERS IN COLORADO. 
Mr. TELLER. I send tothe desk a resolution, and ask for its 


The question is on agreeing to 


The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate, That the Postmaster-General be, and hereby is, 
directed to report to the Senate the amount of salary required to be paid to 
each of the postmasters in the Stats of Colorado named on the memorandum 


| schedule hereto attached, or to their heirs, for service as postmasters in each 


| fective sections 473, 474, and 475 of the postal regulatic 





biennial term specified on such memorandum schedule, in order to make ef- 
ns of 1866, and the act 


of June 12, 1866, section 8, and the act of March 3, 1883, construed by Post- 





master-General Gresham in an order dated June 9, 1883, addressed to Hon. 
Frank Hatton, First Assistant Postmaster-General, and in a declaration as 
to the intent, meaning, and requirement of said statutes furnished for pub- 


| lication to the press through Chief Clerk Walker on February 16, 1884, and 
m | printed as Exhibit A, Senate Executive Document No. 146, Forty-ninth Con- 
Che Secretary again read the resolution, and the Senate, by | 


gress, first session. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. ALLISON. As near as I can ascertain from the reading 
of the resolution, it has reference to a very old controversy, and 
I hope the Senator from Colorado will allow it to go to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. TELLER. It does not have reference to a very old con- 
troversy. 

Mr. ALLISON. Well, a controversy since 1883. 

Mr. TELLER. Yes. That is not very old. I have no objec- 
tion to the reference of the resolution if the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads will ever report it. If they do not I shall 
endeaver to have it brought before the Senate in some shape. 
We have attempted for some time to get from the Government 
archives a report as to what the books of the Government show. 
There is a considerable number of claims in Colorado. and the 
aggregate amounts to about $15,000. The claims run all the way 
from $50 up to $500 and $600, 


Is there objection to the pres- 
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Mr. ALLISON. The amount is not large asapplied to Colorado. 

Mr. TELLER. The resolution applies only to Colorado. 

Mr. ALLISON. It applies only to Colorado, but of course 
whatever is done with Colorado will be done with other States, 
and it involves several million dollars in the aggregate. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not know about that; but if the money is 
due from the Government of the United States to these people 
the Government ought to be able to pay it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, they ought. I agree to that. 

Mr. TELLER. And the Government ought to be bound by its 
own books. If the books show that this money is due to these 
claimants, the Government ought to pay it. If the committee 
do not report the resolution, I intend to press this matter for 
action in some shape until we do get the information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. ALLISON. I understood the Senator from Colorado to 
agree that it shall be referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator from Iowa objects to its consid- 
eration, of course I will agree to the reference. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do object to its adoption without a reference. 

Mr. TELLER. I understood that the Senator objected. I 
should not myself desire a reference to the committee. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Iowa moves 
that the resolution be referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CHINESE EXCLUSION, 





Mr. PENROSE. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of Senate bill 2960—the Chinese-exclusion bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 2960) to pro- 
hibit the coming into and to regulate the residence within the 
United States, its Territories, and all possessions and all territory 
under its jurisdiction, and the District of Columbia, of Chinese 
persons and persons of Chinese descent. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, to my mind this bill is 
uncalled for, unnecessary, unwise, and un-American. Itis harsh 
in its provisions, unjust in its definitions, and clearly violative of 
solemn treaty stipulations. It is the kind of legislation that 
prejudice engenders and unthinking agitation produces. It is a 
measure aimed at a weak people, and which would never be 
dreamed of in connection with any nation able to defend itself. 
It is narrow, bigoted, intolerant, and indefensible legislation. It 
assumes conditions that do not exist, and aims to correct evils 
that are purely imaginary. 
vent undesirable Chinese immigration into this country, when 
the fact is that existing laws are entirely adequate to accom- 
plish that purpose. 

The bill comes to the Senate bearing the indorsement of the 
Pacific coast Senators. It is called a Pacific coast bill, and we are 
asked to support it because of certain alleged evils that exist on 
the Pacific coast in connection with Chinese immigration. The 
authorship of the bill has been somewhat in doubt, and had not 
the junior Senator from Massachusetts assured the Senate that 
it is a well-digested measure, one might well have attributed it to 
the fertile brain of some sand-lot agitator. 
all the authorship of the bill has come to light, as will be seen by 
this extract from the statements made before the Committee on 
Immigration of the Senate when they had this bill under con- 
sideration. 

A Mr. Livernash was before the committee, and he was asked 
by the chairman: 

Wili you please state whom you represent? 

Mr. LivERNASH. I particularly represent the State of California as a State, 
under a commission issued by the governor of California, the commission 
extending to the duty of pleading for California with members of the Con- 
gress, with a view to bringing about the enactment of a thoroughly satisfac- 
tory law for the exclusion of Chinese immigrants other than those permitted 
by the convention of 1894 between the United States and China to enter our 

2 ory. 
” alee ypear as the commissioned representative of a popular convention 
held in California in the closing days of November, a convention made up of 
1,000 delegates, representing civic, industrial, and other organizations of that 
State. 

Tf urther appear as the friend and associate of the American Federation 


of Labor, as a result of conferences concerning the bill I purpose, with the 
indulgence of this committee, to discuss. That bill I feel particularly inter- 


ested in in that it was drafted by me and has been indorsed and approved | 


first by the California commission, of which Iam a member, afterwards by 
the American Federation of Labor, and subsequently by the Pacific coast 
Senators and Representatives in Congress. 

So this bill was born in the brain of Mr. Livernash, and came 
into the possession of the Pacific coast Senators after it had been 
christened and received the blessing of this distinguished advo- 
cate of anti-Chinese legislation. 

Mr. President, the purpose of the bill is ostensibly the exclu- 
sion of Chinese laborers from the United States, but it goes much 
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further than that. A laborer is understood, according to the 
definition given in the existing law, to mean both skilled and 
unskilled laborers, including Chinese employed in mining, fish- 
ing, huckstering, peddling, as well as laundrymen and those en- 
gaged in taking, drying, or ctherwise preserving shell or other 
fish for home consumption or exportation. (Act November 3, 
1893, section 2.) 

There is no serious difference of opinion as to the wisdom of 
excluding this class of Chinese from the United States. It has 
become almost an established policy of this country. Both parties 
are in favor of maintaining it. The healthy growth of American 
institutions demands it; the protection of American labor de- 
mands it. Weare nearly all in favor of the exclusion of Chinese 
laborers, but I wish to point out that the present bill goes very 
much further than the necessities of the situation demand. This 
is evident from a cursory examination of the bill. Take the last 
clause of section 3, for example: 

Every Chinese person shall be deemed a laborer, within the meaning of 
thisact, who is not an official, a teacher, a student, a merchant, or a traveler 
for curiosity or pleasure, as hereinafter defined. 

This is the drag-net provision which will catch every Chinaman 
who attempts to enter this country. -The ostensible openings in 
this drag net are in the shape of the five exempt classes, and are 
more illusory than real. Let me first call attention to the defini- 
tion of *‘ teacher ’’ as given in the bill: 

The term “teacher,” used in this act, shall be construed to mean only one 
who, for not less than two years next preceding his application for entry into 
the United States, has been continuously engaged in g as in the 
higher branches of education, and who proves to the satisfaction of the ap 
propriate Treasury officer that he is qualified to teach such higher branches 
and has completed arrangements to teach ina ee institution of learn- 
ing in the United States and intends to pursue no other occupation than teach- 
ing while in the United States. : 

This provision means, if it means anything, that only such Chi- 
nese as may have been invited to become professors in our col- 
leges and universities can come to thiscountry. The only Ameri- 
can university that is looking for a Chinese scholar, so far as I 
know, to fill the professorship of Chinese language and literature 
is Columbia University. There is a possibility that Yale and 
Harvard may also be thinking of doing the same thing. In any 
case the number of Chinese which the bill allows to come to this 
country under this head is practically restricted to three or four. 
Let me ask, did the Chinese Government have only three or four 
persons in mind when it inserted the word ‘‘teacher”’ in the 
treaties? No reasonable man will think so. 

Now, let us take the definition of ‘‘ student ’’ as given in sec- 
tion 7 of the bill. 

The term “student,” used in this act, shall be construed to mean only one 
| who intends to pursue some of the higher branches of study, or to be fitted 
for some particular profession or occupation for which facilities of study are 
not afforded in the foreign country or the territory of the United States 
whence he comes, and for whose support while studying adequate provision 
has been made, and who intends to return whence he came immediately on 
the completion of his studies. 

I read the text as it was originally in the bill as reported from 
the committee. It has not been materially modified. This is a 
definition not to be found in any dictionary and utterly unwar- 
ranted. Surely China did not have it in mind when the treaty 
was negotiated. One of the conditions for the admission of a 
student to this country is that adequate facilities for study are 
not afforded in the foreign country whence he comes. This clause 
practically excludes all who may wish to come to the United 
States as students, for there are advanced schools and established 
| colleges in China. There is an imperial university in Pekin, an- 
other university in Tientsin, and another in Canton. Now. if 
| young men are not allowed to enter this country unless ** no ade- 
| quate facilities for study ’’ are afforded in China, this absolutely 
| restricts the number of admissible students to a very small num- 
ber. Now, why do American students go to Europe for study? 
Not because facilities for study in Europe are greater than those 
afforded in America. We know that students often go to this or 
that college because of a wish to study under this or that profes- 
sor. Professor Dwight used to attract students to the Columbia 
Law School. The same may be said of Professor Dana, of Yale, 
and Professor Cope, of the University of Pennsylvania. This pro- 

vision of the bill leaves out entirely the personal element that 
often governs a student’s choice of acollege. Itis impossible that 
the Chinese Government should have understood the word ** stu- 
dent’’ in the very narrow and restricted sense of post-graduate 
study given to it by this bill. 

It has been said that the restriction of the exempt classes of 
Chinese to officials, teachers, students, merchants, and travelers 
| has been acquiesced in by the Chinese Government, but I have 
_ documentary evidence to the contrary. In the treaty of 1880 it 
| is expressly provided that only laborers come within its purview, 
‘* other classes not being included in the limitations.”’ e treaty 
of 1894 modifies the treaty of 1880 only so far as to give the 
| United States the right of absolute exclusion of laborers, which 

it did not have under the treaty of 1880. The rights of other 


' 
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classes than laborers are not affected in any way by the treaties. 

They are to enjoy the rights, immunities, and exemptions ac- 

corded to the most favored nation. For sixteen years—that is, 

from 1882 to 1898—the executive branch of the Government recog- 

nized only two classes of Chinese in the administration of the 

Chinese-exclusion laws, namely, Chinese laborers and Chinese 

other than laborers. This distinction is clearly made in the act 

of May 5, 1892, and the act of November 3, 1893. In section 6 of 

the act of May 5, 1892, it is made obligatory upon Chinese labor- 

ers to register and take out certificates of residence, while it is | 
optional with Chinese persons other than laborers to do so. And | 
the same distinction appears in the act of November 3, 1893. 

In 1898, four years after the ratification of the treaty of 1894, 
the last treaty made between the United States and China, with- 
out a moment’s notice, the uniform practice of two Republican 
and two Democratic Administrations was completely reversed by 
an opinion of Attorney-General Griggs. He held that only five 
classes of Chinese, mentioned in the treaty of 1894, could be ad- 
mitted,and Treasury regulations were issued in pursuance of that 
opinion refusing admission to capitalists, bankers, physicians, law- 
yers, bookkeepers, salesmen, traders, clerks, keepers of restau- 
rants, etc. It is idle to say, as has been contended, that it has 
been the uniform practice of our Government to restrict the right 
of admission to officials, merchants, teachers, students, and travel- 
ers. Now, has the Chinese Government acquiesced in the new in- 
terpretation put upon the treaties and laws by Attorney-General 
Griggs? Irefer you to ‘‘ Foreign Relations of the United States 
for 1889” for an answer, and I beg to call attention to a note of the 
Chinese minister at this capital to the Secretary of State upon this 
subject, dated November 7, 1898 (Foreign Relations, 1899, pages 
189 to 194), especially the last part of the note. Also Minister 
Wu's note to the State Department of December 10, 1901. 

These documents show clearly that the Chinese Government 
did protest at the time against the narrow interpretation of the 
treaties and statutes by the Attorney-General of the United 
States. I am informed that the Chinese Government, through its 
minister at Washington, has continued to protest against this 
narrow and forced interpretation, as is evitenced by the note ad- 
dressed by the Chinese minister to Secretary Hay on this subject, 


Congress and printed. 

Now, as long as there is a difference in interpretation of a vital 
point of the treaty, it seems hardly courteous to the Chinese Gov- 
ernment to embody the disputed points in legislation in defiance 
of the views and opinions of that Government. We do not do 
that in our intercourse with England and France. 


Clayton-Bulwer treaty, for example. Our Government has held 


that it is no longer in force, but as there was doubt about it, a | 


treaty was recently concluded with Great Britain with a view to 
its formal abrogation. 

The same may be said with respect to the Alaskan boundary 
dispute. If we were to act toward Great Britain in the same way 
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| 


as we propose to do toward China, we should occupy all the dis- | 


puted territory in Alaska withorg any more ado and abide by the 
consequences. If we were to act in this way, we would probably 
have a war on our hands in short order. Then why should we 
act in this way toward China? This is a matter for diplomatic 
negotiation and not for Congressional action. 
ence of opinion in the interpretation of the existing treaty pro- 
visions between the two Governments. If we insist that our 
interpretation is right, and act accordingly, China has good rea- 
son to complain of our arbitrary proceedings. She may be too 
weak to retaliate, but she is sure to cherish ill feeling against us, 
which will take a long time to remove. 

_ I wish to call attention to the provision in the bill which makes 
it necessary for all Chinese in the United States, merchants, 
students, and other members of the exempt classes, to take out a 
certificate of registration with a photograph attached; and per- 


| remonstrated against the first registration that was proposed under 


There is a differ- | 


sons who fail to obtain such certificates are presumed to be labor- | 


ers and not entitled to remain within the territory of the United 


States, and are liable to arrest at any moment. This will give | 


the Chinese in this country no end of annoyance, and subjects 
them to arrest at the caprice of the customs and immigration 
officers. If this bill becomes a law, few if any self-respecting 
Chinamen will come to this country. I am sup 


sertion by the statement contained in a letter which was printed 


in the Washington Times of last Sunday, from the pen of a. 


learned and distinguished Chinaman. 


rted in this as- | 


Again, the Chinese minister has recently written a letter to the | 


State Department, dated March 22,1902, drawing attention to the 
objectionable clauses of the bill, pointing out that if this bill is 
passed it will prevent all ble Chinese from — to the 
United States, in consequence of which the present friendly rela- 
tions between the United States and China will be endangered. 
This letter, at the request of the Chinese minister, has been trans- 
mitted by the Secretary of State to the Senate and has been re- 





| travelers, in 


bearing date December 10, 1891, which has been transmitted to | 


| men, and a! 


Take the | 
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ferred to the Committee on Immigration. I have alsoread in the 
papers that the Chinese Government in Pekin, through Mr. Con- 
ger, our minister, has requested our Government to be reasona- 
ble and not violate treaty obligations in our new legislation with 
respect to the Chinese. Thus great concern is manifested by the 
Chinese Government and her people, and we should exercise great 
caution in all legislation which affects the interests of foreigners. 

The recent communication from Minister Wu Ting-fang to 
Hon. John Hay, Secretary of State, is so important that I think I 
may well beg the indulgence of the Senate to read it. It will be 
remembered that this letter was written only two or three weeks 
ago. 


No. 240.] CHINESE LEGATION, Washington, March 22, 1902. 


Srr: When the Chinese Government consented in 1880 to a modification of 
the treaty of 1868, whereby the free immigration of Chinese laborers into 
the United States was restricted, it was provided in the treaty that where 
the legislation of Congress authorized by that convention was likely to work 
hardship on the Chinese subjects the minister in Washington would be per- 
mitted to communicate with the Secretary of State, to the end that mutual 
and unqualified benefit might result. 

In making use at this time of the privilege granted in the cited treaty pro- 
vision, I desire not to be understood as antagonizing the just provisions of 
pending legislation or influencing Congressional action, but to bring to your 
attention, and through you to Congress, some of the hardships which will 
inevitably result to the subjects of China in case some of the proposed legis- 
lation should become a law. Sould I remain silent until the bills now before 
Congress be enacted into a law, it will then be too late to remedy the evil. I 
trust, therefore, that what I say to you may aid the honorable Congress in 
making a right conclusion on the subject. 

I desire especially to direct attention to the bill S. 2960, which has been 
reported tothe Senate from the Committee on Immigration. In the conclud- 
ing paragraph of the report which accompanies the bill it is said: 

“There can be no doubt that under a wise, humane, and fearless enforce- 
mei:t of this act the importation of Chinese laborers will be prevented and 
the ingress of Chinese merchants and others of the exempt classes facili- 
tated, and that the present relations between the United States and China 
will be strengthened thereby.” 

I feel it my duty to say to you, and through you to the Congress which 
will soon be called to act upon this bill, that if it becomes a law it will have 
just the contrary effect from that stated by the committee. It can not fail 
to seriously disturb the friendly relations which have up to the present ex- 
isted between the two Governments and peoples. 

I do not wish to go into the different provisions of the bill in detail, but I 
should like to call your attention in a general way to its effects. It restricts 
the privileged Chinese persons, other than laborers, tocome to the United 
States to only five classes, viz, officials, teachers, students, merchants, and 
irect contravention to the treaty of 1880, in Article I, where it 
states that the limitation or suspension of immigration shall apply only to 
laborers, ‘‘other classes not — included in the limitation.” So also the 
history of the negotiation shows that it was the intention of the two Govern- 
ments that laborers alone were to be excluded. Under the bill there would 
be excluded bankers, capitalists, commercial agents or brokers, and even 
merchants who come only to make purchases; also scholars and professors, of 
which there are many in China of high attainments; also physicians, clergy- 

other classes which do not fall under the five classes exempt 
by the bill. The provisions of the bill as to the five exempt classes are so re- 
strictive as to peer nullify the treaty in regard to them. The defini 
tions as to teachers, students, and merchants are so contrary to the spirit of 
the treaty as to make them almost impossible of observance. 

A woman married according to the Chinese custom toa person of the ex 
empt classes would be prohibited from entering the country, because accord 
ing to the provision of the bill it is necessary that the marriage shall be legal 
and binding by the laws of the United States. 

The bill requires that all Chinese laborers now in the United States shall 
undergo a new registration. It will be remembered that my Government 
the 
Geary law, and only consented to it at the earnest request of the Secretary 
of State at the time. All the Chinese laborers submitted to that requirement 
and were registered, and now it is proposed to nullify all that and subject 
them to the annoyance and trouble of a new registration. It is an unneces- 
sary hardship and should not be required. 

he bill also contemplates the registration of all merchants and of others 
of the exempt class. This can not be required under the treaty, but the bill 
attempts to obviate that obstacle by making the failure to register a serious 
prejudice of their rights. 

I have heretofore complained to you of the great hardships to which 
laborers, merchants, and othersare subjected after they have been admitted 
to the United States and are lawfully domiciled in this country. Past ex- 
2erience shows that Chinese have been arrested by the wholesale, placed in 
Soparay, and subjected to molestation and insult. When found innocent, 
no redress is obtained for such illegal arrest. Persons charged with being 
unlawfully in the country and taken before a court are denied the privilege 
of bail, but must remain in jail until their case is decided. The bill, in place 
of providing some relief for these hardships, rather adds restrictions thereto. 

‘he provisions with regard to transit across the United States imposed by 
this bill are almost impossible to be complied with, because people who are 


| passing through the United States en route to other countries do not know 


the laws of the country, and they can not understand the intricate rules and 
regulations made by the Commissioner-General of Immigration 

he report of the committee says that “the greatest degree of fairness 
and justice to the exempt classes will be insured by the provisions of the bill, 
which provides better means for the investigation and disposition of their 
claims.” And again it says: ‘The features of the bill * * * will tend to 
protect the worthy immigrant in his treaty rights and priviléges.”’ 

I have referred to the fact that the provisions as to the admission of the 
exempt classes are in direct violation of the treat ; and ih addition to this 
the bill provides that the exempt classes must su mit their right to admis- 
sion to the adjudication of the Immigration Bureau, which, as I showed in 
my note to you of December 10, last, was a purely ex parte investigation, 
where the claimant was not permitted to confront the witnesses, was de- 
prived of the privilege of counsel, and was excluded from an appeal to the 
courts. I can not understand how the committee can style this ‘the great- 
est de of fairness and justice,’ or how the “ worthy immigrant is pro- 
tected in his treaty rights and privileges.’ It seems to me, on the contrary, 
that his treat rights are taken away-from him. 

The rovisioas of the bill aboveeferred to, and others which might be 
cited, place so many restrictions w Chinese persons and require ther to 
comply with such strict provisions no Chinese having the least respect 
for himself would submit to such ties and come to this country. I 
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fear the effect of the bill, if it becomes a law, will be that Chinese merchants 
will not come here to buy goods nor students come for educational purposes. 

Another feature of the bill must be alluded to. The new possessions of 
the United States, such as Porto Rico, the Hawaiian Islands, the Philippines, 
and others which may hereafter be acquired, are subjected to its provisions. 
It can not be claimed that they were considered when the treaty was nego- 
tiated, and it is hardly just or in accordance with international comity that 
the treaty should be extended to them without the consent of China. 

I have received repeated instructions from the Imperial Government, in 
view of the reenactment of the exclusion laws, to exert myself to see that 
treaty rights are observed and that no unnecessary hardshipsare placed upon 
Chinese subjects, and I feel that on account of the pendency of the legislation 
referred to 1 could not refrain from asking you to lay before the honorable 
Congress the views above set forth. You know that in regard to the exclu- 
sion of laborers my Government and myself have stood ready to cooperate 
with your Government in making the treaty prohibition effective. But with 
regard to the exempt classes who seek to come here for trading, educational, 
and other legitimate purpose, I must earnestly protest against the unwar- 
ranted and unjust provisions of the bill. In place of ‘‘insuring the greatest 
degree of fairness and justice,” as stated by the Immigration Committee, it 
would impose such indignities and hardships upon these classes that few, if 
any, would come here. And notwithstanding the sincere wish of my Govern- 
ment and myself to maintain and cement closer the friendly relations be- 
tweeen the two countries, I greatly fear that those friendly relations would 
be endangered by the enforcement of the act. 

Accept, sir, the renewed assurance of my highest consideration. 
WU TING-FANG. 

Hon. Jonn Hay, 

Secretary of State. 


Mr. MITCHELL. May I ask to whom that communication 
was addressed, Mr. President? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It was addressed to the Secretary of 
State. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I ask the Senator what he thinks of the 
propriety of a minister of a foreign government sending a com- 
munication here and trying to influence legislation? 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Secretary of State evidently thought 
it was proper. If anybody is to blame, it is not the minister who 
represents the Imperial Government of China, but it is an officer 
of the United States Government; and my impression is that the 
Chinese minister has the undoubted right to do this, and that 
there is a propriety in his communicating respectfully through 
the Secretary of State his views on this subject. 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator from New Hampshire will 
allow me, I will call his attention to the fact that the letter which 
he has just read was written by the Chinese minister in accord- 
ance with a provision of the treaty-—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. Which reserved to him the right to com- 


municate to this Government at any time in regard to the opera- | 


tion of our laws enacted under the treaty, with a view to securing 
exemption from hardships to which the subjects of China might 
otherwise be subjected. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is precisely as I understand the 
matter. 


Mr. FORAKER. I suggest, therefore, that there was no im- 


propriety in the Chinese minister addressing such a communica- | 


tion to the Secretary of State. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have already called attention to that 
fact. 

Mr. President, a large number of commercial bodies have pe- 
titioned the present Congress for the appointment of a commis- 
sion to study industrial conditions in the Orient, and two bills 
are now before the Committee on Commerce looking to the ap- 
pointment of sucha commission, which was recommended in two 
messages by the late lamented President McKinley. 
that fact, among others, my feeling is that we ought to reject 
the bill now under consideration and reenact the existing law. 
There we stand on firm ground, without running the risk of giv- 
ing offense to the Chinese Government or doing violence to our- 
selves by abrogating solemn treaty obligations. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Will the Senator permit me a moment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Hampshire yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Does the Senator know whether the 
Chinese Government has protested against the restrictions of the 
existing law? 


Mr. GALLINGER. I know, Mr. President, that the Chinese 


In view of | 


Does the Senator from New | 


| 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New 
Hampshire yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. — 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator from New Hampshire perha 
is not aware that there are cases—more than one—pending in the 
Supreme Court of the United States, in which a question is raised 
to the effect that the treaty of December 8, 1894, abrogates and 
repeals the sixth section of the act of 1882 as amended by the act 
of 1884 and as extended ten years by the act of 1892? Now, suppose 
the Supreme Court of the United States should hold that that con- 
tention is good, and you pass a bill here simply extending the ex- 
isting law, in what kind of a ition would this country be left 
under such a decision? We should simply have no law at all on 
the subject of exclusion, nothing relating to the exclusion of 
Chinese except the treaty of 1894. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I am not going to discuss 
legal questions with these distinguished lawyers. 

Mr. MITCHELL. This is a very important question, bearing 
right on the subject. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I understand that, and I will answer the 
Senator in my own way. 

Mr. MITCHELL. All right. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will answer just as a aneeae doctor 
would naturally answer a learned member of the legal profes- 
sion, by saying that I am not aware of any duty that rests upon 
us to determine in advance what the Supreme Court of the United 
States is likely to decide in a pending case. I think we had bet- 
ter wait, and not cross the bridge until we come to it. 

I will say, furthermore, to the Senator from Oregon that, if I 
have correctly read the existing treaty with China, we have a good 
deal of protection under the treaty in the very matters which are 
in controversy here. I donot know what the Supreme Court may 
do in the pending cases, but I have no doubt that the Supreme 
Court will do justice and will decide them according to law. 
What the decision of the Supreme Court will be of course is at 
best problematical. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. I merely want to ask the Senator from Oregon 
[Mr. MircHELL]} what is the precise question involved in the cases 
now before the Supreme Court? 

Mr. MITCHELL. The precise question, as I understand it—I 
know it is the precise question in one case, because I have just 
filed my brief in that case this morning and expect to argue it 
next week—the precise question in-that case is whether the third 
article, I think it is, of the treaty of 1894 abrogates and repeals 
the sixth section of the act of 1882 as amended by the act of 1884, 
which was extended by the Geary Act of 1892 for a period of ten 
years. 

“ Mr. SPOONER. That is the question for the court to decide? 

Mr. MITCHELL. That is the question in that case. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have called attention to the fact, Mr. 
President, that before the Committee on Commerce at the present 
time are two bills and a mass of memorials from the commercial 
bodies of this country, praying us to have a commission appointed 
to study the commercial and industrial conditions in the Orient, 
and I take it for granted it is the desire of every Senator to culti- 
vate more intimate commercial relations with China, so that we 
may obtain our proper share of the Chinese trade. 

Again, common sense would seem to dictate that we should 
treat Chinese of the merchant class with special consideration. 
Are we doing this by enacting this bill? This is the definition of 
‘*merchant’’ given in the bill: 

Src. 8. That the term “merchant,” used in this act, shall be construed to 
mean only one who is engaged in buying and selling merchandise, at a fixed 
place of business, and who, during the time he claims to be a merchant, does 
not engage in the performance of any manual labor, except such as is neces- 
sary in the conduct of his business as such merchant. 

And where an application is made by a Chinese person for entry into the 


| United States as one formerly or at the time engaged in China asa merchant, 
| or in some other foreign country as a merchant, or where such application 


Government, through its minister, has protested against the inter- | 


pretations placed upon existing law. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Then, would the Senator think it advisable 
to reenact the existing law in the face of those protests? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes, Mr. President, I would think it ad- 
visable. I choose always the lesser of two evils, and as we have 
got along comfortably well under the existing law I can see no 
earthly reason why we should now enact a law that is so much 


very objections which have been raised by the Imperial Govern- 
ment of China. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a 
question? 


ealls for entry into one portion of the United States from another portion 
thereof, then, as a prerequisite to entry, the applicant must have been en- 
gaged as a merchant for at least one year next preceding his application; and 
it must appear to the satisfaction of the appropriate Treasury officer at the 
port of entry that he comes to exercise in good faith his calling asa merchant, 
and that calling exclusively, and that he has the means under his immediate 
control for forthwith becoming, and has completed the arrangements for 
forthwith becoming. the owner, in whole or in part, of a good-faith mercan- 
tile business in the United States, or any portion of the territory thereof, a 
business strictly within the meaning given by this act to the business of a 
**mercSant.” 


I need not here point out the tedious process that a Chinese 
merchant who desires to come to this country must go through 


reas rv j | with to obtain a proper certificate—a certificate. it must be re- 
harsher in its provisions and that emphasizes to such a degree the | 


| 
| 


membered, in the English language, which he does not under- 
stand. Now, if I were a merchant and had to comply with 


all the requirements prescribed in this section in order to be able 
to land in China, I would think twice before I should take the 
trip. But after all the certificate is only prima facie evidence. 
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After obtaining it, a merchant may be refused a landing on the | These figures show that the trade between Japan and China is in- 


least technicality. Even after landing, his trouble does not end | creasing at a tremendous rate. 


Manifestly, we must be up and 


there. While in this country he is hable at any time, if I read | doing if we want tohave our proportionate share of China’s trade. 
this bill correctly, to be arrested and put in jail, just tosatisfy the | With all the advantages, both natural and geographical, in our 


whims of a Treasury or an immigration officer. 


This is certainly | favor, we ought to make a better showing. 


Having now trans- 


a strange way of liberalizing the existing laws, as is asserted by | formed the Pacific Ocean into an American sea, we ought not to 


some Senators this bill proposes. 

Suppose the conditions were reversed. Would citizens of this 
country be willing to submit to the indignities and _ restrictions 
heaped upon Chinese merchants by this section? I think not. 
Such being the case, why should we annoy and molest Chinese 
merchants in this way? I wish to call particular attention to the 


i 
| 
| 


| 
| 


provision of the bill which says that a Chinese merchant, in order | 


to be able to come here, must have ‘‘ completed the arrangements 
for forthwith becoming the owner in whole or in part of a good- 
faith mercantile business in the United States or any portion of 
the territory thereof, a business strictly within the meaning given 
by this act to the business of a merchant.’’ Now, this will neces- 
sarily exclude a large class of persons rightly belonging to the 
merchant class. How about capitalists, bankers, commercial 
agents, and others who wish to come to this country to look over 
the field? All these are excluded. 

The animosity of those who drew up this bill against the Chi- 
nese and the extreme harshness of many of its provisions are most 
apparent. As an instance let me refer to section 56, which 
would not permit any Chinese coming to this country for the 
purpose of participating in any fair or exposition. Just think of 
our Government Loving requested China to take part in the ex- 
position to be held in St. Louis and then telling her she can not 
send any of her people to this country to participate init. I am 
glad to find that even the Senator who is in charge of the bill is 
willing to have that unreasonable clause stricken out, but it 
shows the extreme severity and harshness of the bill as it was 
when reported by the committee. 

Mr. President, I will not attempt to trace the connection be- 
tween the exclusion policy of this country and the increase or 
decrease of American trade in China. For detailed information 
I will refer to Minister Wu's note to the State Department of 
December 10, 1901, pages 15 and 16. 

[am of opinion that the exclusion policy of the United States 
does affect the trade between the two countries, but the connec- 
tion between the two is such as to be incapable of measurement 
by exact statistics. It is an economic law that people will buy 
cheap and sell dear. If there is a difference in the prices of arti- 
cles of the same quality offered by different parties, the buyer will 
take the cheapest every time, irrespective of sentiment; but when 
the prices are the sameevery where, here is where sentiment comes 
in asa deciding factor. Other things being equal, a man will buy 
from one who has treated him kindly rather than from one who 
has given him a kick. This is human nature the world over. I 
am of opinion that the Chinese are like other people in this re- 
spect. 

Now, we all want our share of the trade with China. There is 
no difference of opinion in this regard. All the resources of 
American diplomacy have been directed to securing an open door 


| products. 


impair our chances by unwise action on our part. 

The industrial development of our country renders it impera- 
tive that we should look to China for a market for our surplus 
Take the cotton industry, for example. China is now 
our best customer. In 1899 China took $9,823,253 worth of cotton 
goods from us. This was just before the Boxer trouble. The 
total value of exports of cotton by the United States in that year 


| was $23,566,914. This shows that China consumed that year 


| ica, $2,513,957. 


about 40 per cent of the total exports of cotton goods of the 
United States. All Europe took only $1,484,363; British North 
America took $2,759,164; all Africa took $516,193; all South Amer- 
Now, this shows that the demand of China for 
our goods is instrumental in building up our cotton industry, 
especially in the South. 

I was surprised the other day to hear a Senator from a Southern 
State, a State that is having a magnificent development in cotton 
manufacturing, speak in favor of this bill, although he did say he 
should support it with greatreluctance. I should think he would. 
On accountof the disturbed condition of China at the time of 
the Boxer trouble the demand for cotton goods suddenly fell to 
$4,620,998 in 1901, and many cotton mills in the South had to shut 
down in consequence. I will let Mr. John Fowler, American 
consul at Chefoo, tell the story. 


|.» Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to have inserted as a 


in China for American products forthe past few years, and every | 
stump in the last campaign resounded with eloquence as Repub- | 


lican orators pictured the great advantages that were coming to 
this country because of the open door that had been secured ih 
China. Are we now to neutralize the advantages thus gained 
with so much difficulty by hostile legislation? If we had no com- 


petitors in the field, it might not hurt us to treat our pr tive 
customers with discourtesy, not to say insult; but we know 
that competition in the Chinese market is keen. The English, the 


French, the Germans, the Russians, and the Japanese are trying 
to get all they can. It will not do for us to give our competitors 
any advantage which they may use against us. 

Now, what is our share of the Chimese trade? According to 
the latest statistics, the total value of exports from the United 
States to China for 1900 was $15,213,285, but last year, 1901, this 
total was reduced to $10,287,302. Now, what is the proportion of 
this trade to the whole trade of China? The total value of all the 
articles imported into China in 1900 was $148,383,000, and I have 
not the figures for 1901, but there is no doubt that there is an 
increase. Judging from those figures, in 1900 our share was less 
than 10 per cent of the total trade of China, and last year our 
share was very much less than that, even if we take the same 
figures of total imports for 1901 as we do for 1900. 

Now, are we satisfied with this — On the other hand, 
We find the value of merchandise imported from Germany to China 
increased from 35,412,000 marks im 1885 to 50,647,000 marks in 
1899, and this increase was steady, with the exception of the year 
1897. And the increase of trade between Japan and China is even 
more remarkable. Japan in 1896 sold 13,828,844 yens to China of 
merchandise; in 1897, 21,325,065 yens; in 1898, 29,193,175 yens; in 
1899, 40,257,084 yens, and in 1900, the Boxer year, 31,871,576 yens. 


part of my remarks Advance Sheets of Consular Reports, dated 
March 19, 1901, which discuss this question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. LopaGe in the chair). 
out objection, it will be so ordered. 

The reports referred to are as follows: 


With- 


[Advance Sheets of Consular Reports, March 19, 1901.] 
EFFECT OF BOXER TROUBLE ON UNITED STATES TRADE. 


The uprising in North China broke out, as is well known, in the month of 
June, 1900; the press of the entire world has sinee that time been full of ac- 
counts of the events that transpired in this section. They have treated 
nearly every phase of this subject, and, while we know how our countrymen 
suffered in North China, I have not seen any statistics published showing the 
loss involved to merchants in the United States; and believing that such 
statistics, taken from the Chinese customs returns, will prove of interest I 
submit the following as showing— 

WHAT THE BOXERS COST THE AMERICAN EXPORTER. 

To do this fairly it will be necessary to adhere to the Chinese values, where 
given, instead of the gold values, which are not the same for the periods under 
review, and I am compelled to include the months of April and May (which 
were unusually prosperous), as the returns are published by quarters and do 
not show the trade by months. 

CHEFOO. 


Imports of merchandise specially termed American for the quarter ended June 
30, 1900, and same period of 189°. 


Articles. 1899. 1900. Increase. 

I ili tit ibd iain Gedetiteemgalohiitiee legis .--pieces -. BO, 474 | 33, 098 2. 624 
Nid ha can atte amie pamairabale Cans 3, 440 3, 800 360 
el ala do....| 140,305 178, 230 37, 925 
NN en ae aeneen haikwan taels 86, 650 198, 994 107, 344 
ING co oi conta adtecieiindont gallons..| 904,040 | 2,214,980 | 1,220,890 





| governor, Yuan Shi 


The above shows enormous increases in the classes termed American, and 
Iam aware that all other lines of imports from the United States showed the 
same prosperity. These figures are all the more remarkable when it is borne 
in mind that While covering a full quarter they actually represent the impor- 
tations for two months and ten days—i.e.,toJune 10. Afterthe lth of June 
the imports ceased, all commercial transactions being absolutely nil. Fora 
clearer understanding the returns for the following full quarter are given: 





Imports of merchandise specified as American for the quarter ended September 
30, 1900, and the same period of 1599 








Sn | , ¢ De- 
Articles. | 1899. 1900. omenae: 
Drills ...... Poth Cie a aa AR RO pieces 46,810 8,714 | 43, 096 
de meew mine’ do 2,760 200 | 2,560 
I i an ion a bndencen nes pias wows do....| 134,580 | 22.515} 112,015 
SS Se _haikwan taels 158,275 | 19,225 | 138,050 
Ee a .gallons 857,100 5,000} 882,100 


Of course, all other lines fell off likewise, and yet Chefoo and the interior 
saw no armed hordes, no military movements, and, as compared with the 
immediate northern ports, was peaceful. As a matter of fact, Chefoo was 
the base for communication with the aliies and the world, while Shantung 
was comparatively quiet, owing entirely to the friendly stand taken by the 
ai; yet there were more riots and tumultsin my district 
than ever known before, and the various American mission losses will prob- 
ably total $150,000 gold. But the idea of this summary is not to show wLat 


America lost in China, but what Americans lost in America through the 
Boxers in China. 








3878 


TIENTSIN. 


Imports of merchandise specified as American for the quarter ended June 30, 
1900, and the same period of 1899. 

















Articles. 1899. 1900. (Increase. crease. 
RI asachacitslininiinn tc pinta glee pieces..| 239,869 BED dictnbnmanan 166, 549 
Jeans os iilinigildiesas dian oattealcacaiaainaae do....| 22,445 SGD A cctubitcnadil 11,975 
IOUT on cdienivwwmiesicibnn niall do....| 957,115 | 475,065 |.......... 482, 050 
Sa gallons 585,000 | 713,600 | 128,600 _......-.. 


| 








It will be seen by the above that the effects of the Boxer movement were 
felt much earlier and more seriously in Tientsin thanin Chefoo. Durin 
month of June Tientsin was practically closed to the world; yet it is odd to 
notice that oil showed a gain, especially when it is known that the Boxers 
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| Probably no count 


the | 


boycotted that commodity first of all things foreign. I know of ships loaded | 


with Oregon lumber that reached Taku and were unable to land their car- 


goes, thus entailing an enormous loss upon the American lumber trade. One | 


American firm paid through this office over $5,000 gold on demurrages alone 
on this account, besides losing the sale of the lumber destined for Tientsin. 


Imports of merchandise specified as American for the quarter ended September 


30, 1900, and the same period of 1899. 


| De. 








Articles. | 1899. 1900. crensn. 
REF ga RLS ER Be 
| ' 
eee eet eee pieces__| 176,240 | 16,875 150, 485 | 
Jeans a tee Oo a oe Coe oe do....| 20,170! 3,140 7,080 | 
DENI od. tins. sspeciekaeve tat eaesaion -do...-| 398,285 | 58,655 | 330,630 
OIE iii siti tcc ckis eel gallons..| 588, 000 | 20,000 | 568,000 


This is almost annihilation, and at what is usually the busiest time of the 
year for our trade. Tientsin is the port for Pekin, all Chihli, etc., and it is not 
necessary in this summary to remind our people of the strife enacted therein 
during this period. , 

NIUCHWANG. 
Imports of merchandise specially termed American for the quarter ended June 
30, 1900, and the same period of 1899. 








a De- 
Articles. 1800. | 1900. | vcase. 
—— age Cee oe Doe ee La: 7 — m | 
NE i ee ke pieces... .234,235 112,980 | 121,255 
NINDS... ... ic ninn'cmaaiasbciume wienenedinaaaieniie do....| 554,385 | 390,340 155.045 
POND ...-ocnc kc bo ee gallons..| 760,000 | 616,000 | 144,000 


aE It is to be noted that Chefoo has five classes specified as American, of which 
all show gains. Tientsin has four classes, of which only one shows a 
while Niuchwang has only three, and all show a heavy loss for the 
quarter. 


in, 
une 


Imports specified as American for the quarter ended September 30, 1900, and | 


the same period of 1899. 


Articles. 1899. 1900. De- 

crease. 
a a omnes - — _ — |— aN SSE 
ID idinisccsints ttn wrcsty cohen cape pieces..| 148,022 |.......... 148,922 | 
IN inn neni edicd meiaead eee do....| 306,665 620 306,045 | 
Ce, BED boon ona niesckes cael galions._| 658,000, 25,000 633, 000 

| | 

This is annihilation pure and simple, and yet Niuchwang saw less fi yhting 
than Tientsin; and the only foreign power that interfered there was as 


That Government seized the port as early as August 4, and on the 12th had 
control of the custom-house. 
KYAO-CHAU. 


The custom-house at Tsintau, German colony in Shantung—or, as the cus- | 


toms term it, Kyao-chau—was opened for business July 1, 1899; therefore, no 
comparison can be made for the June quarter of 1899, and the imports for 1900 
are too insignificant to mention. 


RESUME—NORTH CHINA. 


Imports specified as American into the three northern ports of Chefoo, Tientsin, | 


and Niuchwang for the quarter ended June 30, 1900, and same period of 





1899. 
ethos itetithaintn De- 
Articles. 1899. 1900. Increase. anene. 

Ne ee 54 578 219, 308 225. 180 
Jeans -- bua wil ...do 25, BRS 14.270 11.615 
Sheetings --..-.- otal do 161.565 1,092.66 59,170 
Flour * haikwan taels 56, 650 195, G4 197. 244 z 

Oil, keroseme............. gallons._| 2,339,040 3,544.59) °1,2%.490 


*Chefoo only; not specified elsewhere. » Due to gains at Chefoo 
Thus in this quarter, in spite of the large gains credited to Chefoo, the 
northern imports declined more than half from those of the same period of 
1899. 

Merchandise specified as American imported into the ports of Chefoo, Tientsin, 
and Niuchwang during the quarter ended September 39, 1900, and the same 

period of 1899. 


: | De- 
Articles. 1899. 1900. epense. 
NS 2 65h soem anh to caecinds sulk tee pieces 871,172 | 20,589 850, 583 
ON See re I st i 22,930 3,340 19, 590 
NN cea wastmeccbdines seein GO ccne 839,480 | 81,790 757,690 | 
i ice wemewisennn -haikwan taels.... 158,275 19,225 | 139,050 
SND ois wic cine cbsuakekensauel gallons...' 2,053,100 | 50,000 | 2,053,100 


J oe 





| 
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The above fives a good idea of whata mob in China can do in interfering 
with trade. The test loss is, of course, in cotton piece goods, and this 
cessation of imports must have been most keenly felt in the Southern States. 
in the world suffered as much as did the United States, 
e. 


for the scene of strife covered practically our field of 
They only serve to 


These tables do not by any means show our losses. 
show the losses in a few specified lines. 


Imports of merchandise into the ports of Chefoo, Tientsin, and Niuchwang 
during the quarter ended September 30, 1900, and same period of 1899. 



























ieee ie 
Articles. 18¢9. | 1900. (Increase.! on : 
A... vetodiomdnss charts piculs*__| 1,000 fp 843 
GED, « ccak ctdedos capes sabia pieces. 690,304 | 72,007 |.......... 557, 607 
OF CE incest nnanilte dein aut a a do....| 138,178 EEE Ennanadinnell 129, 860 
DRG tc orecthcidene onakabad do.. as Ga ae Gia al nm aad 500 
eS SEE SO. «=6R, Cease Rec ckae oa 21, 368 
Drills: 
i ei do....| 5,415 ED Dini iaeed 4,355 
RI na ee do... 4, 20 Sr ho atheh eet 4,120 
pn NE SR do.. 871,172 | 20,660 |.......... 850, 583 
Jeans: | 
at nial cae do 5,590 I ices tcsinieene 4, 380 
NI os oe a. .  a she aaa do....| 6.000 1 Dee lecee.d ace 4.310 
EE cabcociangskakt cad ..i2 22,900} 38,340 |.......... 19, 590 
Sheeti $ | | 
RE a A? do.. 12,466 | 3,517 |.-.......- 11,949 
ne ee do.. GUE lin ane aha tletteotakenn 4, 950) 
ie. kci so absent washes do.. 839,480 | 81,790 |.......... 757,690 
NW od ae eee do.. 62,240 | 21,340 |.......... 41,909 
lel do.. 1,695 | 1,162 |.........- 533 
TI ME cdbenesnknansebeeenrte do.. 30, 608 OE Boaesbates dal 28, 804 
Cotton lastings -..........-.----- do.. 102,749 | 13,534 |.......... 89, 215 
Velvets and velveteens.._-.-....-. ao... 1,296 1, 296 
Muslin and lawn...........-....-- do.. . . 12% 
Handkerchiefs - ...............- dozen 
ES 01 td. tu. sida Segage vacdee .do.. 
SI. vind coodocesobnn pieces 
IN hive nina ewaine minion do.. 
Cotton: 
Spanish stripes --.......-.--- ok 4, 738 Os cca ees 4,330 
Ean co aipeanb an Gun do.... 5, 450 GB 4 ccadhivce 4,572 
Yarn— 
an a Sania sbibie do. 2,198 Bt 2 1, 838 
NEG ai raranccssneccad ons tee ee Sdeaewah ch ao 
Japanese .......-...-...-- 0. 22, DE Baden ovcane 6,580 
SE sic oninnagenved ated do.. 10, 323 PE Tint. aide diaace 7,331 
Native cotton goods: 
Eade thékess de cpakalyais do... 150 450 800 < 
Ran i camctes mows cies do... RE redcmitcasbadined 21, 800 
Woolen 4 | 
Camsinte, Dic ct nwcare do... 980 DOR Ess i ocas 860) 
TRUE, 2a 3b Sud’ o'pne ..do.. 5, 260 sk iese adc 5, 220 
RAG EE ng 0 6000s occs sancenes do... 2, 820 BP loscmenana 2, 0 
Spanish stripes ---.-.....--..-- do-...| 1,122 TD Dein newediee 1,014 
I ti. kn wcopnactnahe do.. SE Sad Cosh aineshapeee 246 
ae do.. gg AER AAR SSS. 180 
ONS 6. 8. auld conie hs woeel do.. RAE hi ctcderdinisaltnineirieted 1, 681 
- | Metals: | 
| ron— 
Muiivelie iciFc6csesel piculs*..| 17,334) 2,206 |........-. 15, 129 
BN nas danthine eae pate ofl Go.... 8,108 | TO ha tial doen 7, 667 
TTD niin cadet tencidsteatemonie ssa Ok iar Aelia thas 466 
Cee Soa akeas toceen ene do 117,680 | 9,208 |.......... 108, 450 
eo. or diss acbaee agaeee =. cad - a aalledaaic 4 17 
Ret Te MIO .. c nan ctinecdcnget ics ot Cae 4 MRE ecckas. 6, 84 
Cop > iene ir abaintone taint do.... 979 SO aidan 978 
SD Cot ao end mation neaeee do. 5, 801 BE Rawbcceceae 8, OR 
NOES, cio Caccdabece .-do. DM Bivins stare bs eedkel 34 
White metal do. OU tite cad eden 83 
Sundries: 
Buttons, brass -.--...........g7oss.. 38,145 Oe te ss 29,145 
Cae ce thc cds ac detaesans tons-. 5,983 | 13,847 Payee 4.....-- 
Cotton, raw .-..-.---------- ieces..| 15,718 iii 8 15, 644 
Dyes, aniline ......haikwan taels-. 166, 663 I ieniid meinen 59, S64 
Flour, American............- do....| 158,275 | 19,295 |.-....72- | 130/059 
Glass, window ..........-.-- boxes. .| 7,021 SED ii iveeds 6,581 
Nn os iii wneby due iain gross..| 1,063,999 | 245,303 |.......... 818, 606 
Winn. itt aniline one eiinewil mille 436,325 ! 18,000 |.......--- | 418, 325 
Oil, kerosene: 
DEI 6 ain cic conus teil gallons..| 2,053,100 | 50,000 |.......... | 2,053, 100 
a ere ete do....| 1,581,000 | 15,000 j.......... | 1, 566, 000 


_...| 1,581,000 | 15,000 | 


®1 picul=133} pounds. 
> All at Chefoo for war ships, transports, etc. 


From the above list I have excluded native sundries; for instance, Kaiping 
coal all comes from Tientsin and rice from Canton and Chinkiang; and, 
although I have set forth the figures in strict accordance with the customs 
returns, nevertheless they do not give an accurate idea of the trade. 


SHIPPING. 


The number of ships that entered the northern ports for the quarter ended 
September 30, 1899, was: 





De- 
Port. 1899. | 1900. | crease. 
ne oii. ican citcnbinaabamicanthaniimena kd 196 % 121 
RII oncxae eee ncosmananien seeetaek ake (*) “ 
GRIGOD. ...ns'n500 Kiskinan Buxneebebaor buses sacs . . 282 449 





*No record. 
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REVENUE. 
Revenue for September quarter (total collection). 








Port. | 1899. 1900. | Decrease. 

Hk. taels. | Hk. taels. | Hk. taels. 
WIN Bivinddn ds weed bc ctcacosnenctwecien 278, 912 90, 259 188, 653 
SORGEEER c dtighliih tah ebedss dcceid a tasheonsece | 345, 209 60, 081 285, 128 
CR oblast idaetccistces diteocmesiies | 185, 187 88, 166 97,021 
eh tia ite il til 809, 308 ase, 008 | 570, 802 





The total collection of duties for all China during the quarter ended Sep- 
tember 30, 1900; was 5,163,795 haikwan taels, while for the same quarter of 
1899 it was 7,623,386 haikwan taels, a loss of 2,459,591 haikwan taels. This loss 
is for only one quarter. 

The foregoing statistics are compiled from the returns for the quarters 
ended June 30 and September 30, 1900, issued by the foreign customs of China. 


UNITED STATES STATISTICS. 
An examination of the returns issued by the United States Treasury De- 
partment reveals the following: 
Value of exports from United States to Chinese Empire for first ten months of 
1899 and 1900. 








LOD .. nn cscaidnbdetinbcad auiesccd hb Vebgmaghedenae ep bghinindiicindaakcouee $12, 628, 955 
WODD ccasinticegndatidsbd nh evecatddwentnde cttgth entudileaasemeiasdtédtan diet 10, 442, 811 
LOGON ccc idta adie hija dadiesesice cheb oiidintentiuamiigdininscen 2,186,144 


This does not show what we really lost, for there are immense quantities 
of merchandise in the ports to be worked off before importations can recom- 
mence. The year 190 began with the eevetest increase in our trade ever 
known and ended with the most serious losses. 

The losses to the cotton trade alone I estimate at over $3,000,000. 

* * * a * * * 


For the five months of 1900 before the outbreak our trade had increased 
(net) $684,216 over that for the five months of 1899. 

For the five months from June to October there was a net loss of $2,865,043. 

The Treasury statistics, it should be remembered, do not embrace all of 
our trade with China, as la: quantities of merchandise are sent into China 
from the United States via Japan, Hongkong, London, etc. 

As nearly all the cotton piece goods from the United States are for the 
northern trade, I extract the following from the Treasury statistics to show 
how this trade was affected: 


Value, by months, of the exports to China of cotton piece goods. 











Month 1899, 1900, {I De- 
onth. . .  |Increase. 
ie sibimaiee. 
JORUROT és viiaeaicinides ccicicncn a ick 528 | $820,217 Pere $35, 311 
FOUSUEED, céicicniite sss. deli eacdbescceiel 1, 047,275 702, 406 |.......... B44, 865 
Magen =... sides i Rc 982, 1,172, 152 | $189,430 |...... 2... 
DTN iiss pi eR Se ans 564, 487 SET Lip Bdiuagtl 166, 229 
BORO on hcnicigd ee pecans cada a 626, MG ons. <0 208, 841 
SUNS cantisudindneh ieeiecy se boca 1, 568, 725 TE Ficintes canea 1,014, 587 
SUEY. dcccncacaiiaie cates edicee 728, 721 859,500 | 130,779 |...... cae 
AUG, 02 ai Gi She eta Coe 598, 380 NG as mais anid 494, 860 
SepROR staid ecw invcdckabaciepncedts AM UMinniadlores cashed 669, 013 
QORREIT vten beni Canad: acieddk mimes 772, UA E> one adibbion 747, 459 
Petts Mek wie 8, 414, 649 | 6,058, 748 |--_. ...| 8,360, 906 


The following statement may also be found of interest: 


Deliveries of cotton and woolen piece goods from Shanghai to Ningpo and 
Vladivostok in 1900 and 1899. 














Ningpo. Vladivostok, 
Goods. ee ae te 
1900. | 1899. | 1900. 1899. 
| 
Gray dhtetinn oF i ee. pieces..| 413,330 | 477,281 | 114,755 89, 7: 
T cloths: 
OB Sethi satchel diatdceen BOisineh SR GRO | GRRE be cscdencohce~scnise 
SRR rs do....| 24,061 NOUR A Seuiitali tie wei be oni te 
Wy SNe NE os nnn dace DMinccloovarcsas la obtiteins 15, 995 26, 731 
_ Indian, #2 and 36 inches........-. do....| 2,729} 1,430 100 80 
wae CU ie ve scnncined do....| 114,829 | 110,662 | 92,335 68, 553 
rills: | 
English GE BPN oe indcc J oaeeess do....| 4,080; 6,945) 79,656 74, 564 
Amat ctr diackicddereens do....| 26,500 ) 19,245 | 16,840 
Sheetings: 
AGI cncakinntgndetinssnicaiiane ts do... 8,368 | 9,680 | 57,787 65, 117 
Inc Tiss na aacouk alte buciwteetieninel do..: 60 | BP ikiens 2455 | 1,000 
ROOT bs bids rinse scc wisn do. 49,785 | 50,960 | 7,120) 22,355 
Primbed Gee oi do....| 13,668 20,830 7,049 4,7 
Cotton yarn: 
IRGREE ci snadtgbiinndigs apiece piculs 2,684 | 2,501 15 | 93 
TON a She ie ee a sea 309 276 Dilvwssciiee 
CRO oi ei nniinitie retailed ae do... 8, 427 Ti binctiowteel secdenes 
ee ae oe cute gy a eomnceat tenet 
Spanien stripes, woolen ........... pieces..| 1,880 Ss 6 
Medium and broad cloths. .........- do.... 690 1,008 170 199 
OnenhOOO 6 iin Sila nr en 0....| 8,000 2, 800 30 140 
LORS GIB x cnuattivesuiie cs aconceniecsod do... 730 910 495 790 
AN se a a ar do....| 1,280 1,440 780 543 
Ttaltem GWG cviniesathecbtndice wuenuneses do....| 8,280} 5,011 822 8, 153 
Cotton lastings and Italians_....__.. do....| 47,842 630 | 19,819 28, 859 





—. 





JOHN FOWLER, Consul. 
CHEFOO, February 9, 1901. 


EXPORT TRADE FROM TIENTSIN. 


The export returns herewith submitted give mae evidences of how 
Tientsin and north China have suffered in uence of the uprising. The 


enormous discrepancies between the figures for the present and for last year 





tell a tale of loss to the producer as well as to the merchant that is startling. 
In the item of dogskins, it will be noticed that 1,284 were exported this year 


against 18,837 last year, while in bristles, shee 
articles the falling off is equally noticeable. 
1901 favorable for large shipments. The country north of Tientsin, where the 
es articles of export are produced. is now overrun with ex-Boxers and 
exsoldiers who have turned bandits, and it will be exceedingly difficult for 
merchants to get goods out of or into the interior. 


Principal articles of export for the years 1899 and 1900. 


kin clothing, and many other 
or is the outlook for the year 











Articles. 1899) 1900. 
Piculs. 2ounds. | Piculs. Pounds. 
Tn cinta cnnteutat tneineiiate 13, 809 1, 853, 200 | 8,077 | 1,076,933 
Feathers, @uck ................. 1,516 202, 138 1,006 | 134, 133 
nee imae madibin 8,461 | 1,128,133 | 2, 504 | 333, 866 
I ies 19, 678 2, 623, 733 | 2,200 | 301, 333 
to ate ttc 25,160 | 3,354,666 | 20,122 | 2,682,933 
ook | j 
ae, ee cima 40,923 | 5,456, 400 | 16, 988 2, 265, 066 
| Skediiie alana ale ete 4, 832 644, 266 | 2,510 | 334, 666 
SI seen deeb hanmet 217,871 | 20,049, 466 108,965 | 14,528, 666 
Pieces Pieces. 
PN, CL. nnn ndedaannenes Tite aR ke 
a IE rested Sait 
a &  @ eMedia 
Dogskin clothing -.............- 6, 700 . 
Kid-skin clothing. -.............- EN an enlace 
Lambskin clothing. -- DN i adie ded 
Sheepskin clothing. -. ad oY velit SARE Se 
Untanned goatskins. - --| 2,627,870 i le 
Untanned lam bskins. -_....._.. 606, 2 Se oo ca 








Exports to the United States for the years 1898, 1899, and 1900. 








Articles 1898. 1899. | 1900. 
| | 
Taels.* | | Taels.* | Taels.* 
Petes: ee 129, 080.28) $85,289 184,508.23) $126, 569/180, 082. 49:$123, 537 
PE 2,736.77 1,809 94,918.57) 3,874) 1,255.65 861 
Curios, embroider- 
ies, porcelains. -..- 3,555.21; 2,550!) 939,571.95) 27,146) 869. 65 593 
Hides, cow.....-....- 5,614.13) 3,711) 1, 472. 06 1,010; 6,906.48) 4,800 
Intestines, sheep... 18,367.95) 12,141) 9, 755. 41 6,602) 5,140.24 3,526 
Miscellaneous -.-..-.- 6,712.78) 4,437 2, 046. 92) 1,404 2,496.66, 1,713 
Personal effects ....'.......-..--. it ore. 1,611. 38 | 1,105 881. 80! 605 
Skins: | | 
Sheep pee | 7,226.51) 4,777, 42,079.60) 28,867 4,383.21) 3,007 
oat— | | i 
Untanned __| 35,757.21) 23,636 253,497.19 173,890 42,096. re 28, 837 
Re | 46,882.85 30,990 271,368.16 186,159) 7,880.01 5, 406 
Tiger and leop- | ; i 
Ss es Wn etbeieal Mnalee aoe 2, 857. 66 ,*; Sa ee 
Straw braid-_....... 283, 782.52) 187,580 225,926.20) 154,985 189,846.86) 130,235 
Wool, sheep........- 1, 148, 595. 26 755, 916 1, 845, 623. 33 1, 266,008 856,441.98) 587,519 


*The Tientsin tael in 1898 was valued at 66.1 cents; in 1899, 68.62 cents; in 
1900, 68.67 cents. 


IMPORTS. 


Iam unable to give any reliable import statistics. Outside of supplies im- 
ported for the armies (not accounted for in the customs records), the same 
ratio of loss appears as given in the export returns. The cotton and woolen 
industries have suffe heavily. : 

The supplies furnished the United States troops have attracted the notice 
and envy of all other nationalities, including the merchant as well as the sol- 
dier—an advertisement that could not well have been procured in any other 


manner. 
JAMES W. RAGSDALE, Consul. 

TIENTSIN, January 3, 1901. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, on account of the contrac- 
tion of the foreign market for the products of Southern mills the 
goods were thrown on the domestic market with disastrous con- 
sequence. The cotton mills of New England, which up to that 
time had supplied the domestic market, also suffered severely. 
Although we have wrested the cotton market from England, 
Japan and Germany are ready to take it away from us. Ought 
we not to do everything in our power to retain it, and refrain from 
offering a gratuitous insult to our best customer by enacting this 
hostile legislation? The question of possible retaliation by China 
and her people should also be remembered. There are already 
rumors to that effect, the Chinese merchants and others in this 
country, it is understood, having recently urged the Chinese Gov- 
ernment to take measures to retaliate in case of unduly severe and 
harsh laws in violation of treaty provisions. Although we need 
not pay undue heed to such rumors, and we should do what we 
think is our duty to our own people, yet we should not give un- 
necessary offense to a friendly nation with whom we wish to con- 
tinue to trade. 

As I have before said, the reenactment of the present law an- 
swers what is required, and this bill, for the reasons that I have 
given, ought not to be passed. 

Since the Senator from Oregon in his speech on this subject—- 
and it was a very able and exhaustive one—referred to Minister 
Wu’s address, delivered at the International Commercial Cor-’' 
gress in Philadelphia in 1899, concerning our trade with China, 
it is but fair to give the whole address, instead of cutting out two 
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or three paragraphs in it, and, by the courtesy of the Senate, I 

will append the minister's address herewith as a part of my 

speech. It will show that he apprehends that our trade with 

China may be retarded by unwise methods and hostile legislation. 
The address referred to is as follows: 


Mr. CHAIRMAN, LADIES, AND GENTLEMEN: We are assembled here to-da 
to discuss matters affecting international commerce—to enter into a genera: 
discussion respecting the world’s trade—with a view to its development for 
the benefit of all nations. China gladly takes part in this congress, and she 
has accordingly sent two delegates to represent her in this body. It is a well- 
known fact that China’s trade and commerce with foreign nations has been 
and is increasing every year. This is especially the case with the United 
States. Since the opening of my country to foreign commerce, fifty years 
ago, her trade with the United States has been steadily increasing. o go 
no further back than the year 1891, I find in the trade returnsof the imperial 
maritime customs for that year the exports of the United States to China 
amounted, in round numbers, to 7,700,000 taels, and the imports from China 
to 9,000,000 taels. 

The volume of trade has increased rapidly every year, and it reached the 
following figureslast year: Exports from the United States to China, 17,163,312 
taels, and imports from China, 11,986,771 taels, with a total of 20,150,083 taels. 
It is a significant fact that for many years the value of your exports to China 
was less than your imports, but last year it was the other way. Your ex- 
ports exceeded your imports by over 5,000,000 taels. Thus it indicates clearly 
that your export trade has been and is increasing immensely. I have taken 
these figures,as I say, from the customs returns; but, according to the 
United States consul at Chefoo, Mr. Fowler, who seems to have taken great 
pains in going over the figures, the United States trade with China is under- 
estimated by one-third, because the customs method of reckoning is to credit 
the ship with the merchandise she carries; so a steamer, say, flying the Brit- 
ish flag and carrying a large quantity of American goods, the goods so im- 
ported will be put down as British and not American. 

Thus, according to Mr. Fowler, your trade with China last year was 
40,000,009 taels. Gratifying as these figures are, they will not stop there, but 
will continue to advance every year. 
tically become our neighbor by its recent acquisition of the Philippine 
Islands, the prospect is brighter than ever, and I should not be surprised if, 
under favorable conditions and not retarded by unwise methods, the trade 
will be doubled or trebledin a few years. I say, if not retarded by unwise 
methods. Let me give you an illustration. Mr. Wildman, the United States 
consul-general at Hongkong, used these significant sentences in his report of 
November 22, 1898, after having studied the question thoroughly: ‘‘ Broadly 
speaking, there is not an industry in the islands (Philippines) that will not 
be ruined if Chinese labor is not permitted.” And again, in his report of 
July 1 last, speaking of the establishment of cotton mills in Hongkong, which 
is looked upon as a remunerative undertaking, hesays: ‘“‘ The only thing that 
the promoters of this English industry fear is that mills will be established 
= —— which would only be possible if Chinese labor were admitted 

reely.” 

This opinion of your consul, who has been many years in the East, and 
whose business is to protect the interests of his countrymen, is universally 
confirmed by all other competent judges in the matter. It is therefore 


manifestly to your interest that Chinese immigration to the Philippines | 


should be as free as possible. In settling upon a policy of such vital impor- 
tance, affecting the welfare and prosperity of your newly-acquired posses- 
sions, it is well to study the course pursued by another great power in its 
colonies adjacent, whose conditions are very much similar. Take the case 
of Hongkong. It was but a barren rock on the Chinese coast. But since 
its occupation by Great Britain, every inducement has been given to the 
Chinese to come and settle there. Now it has become a great center of 
trade, as fair a city as can be found under the tropical sun, a genuine pear! 
of great price, and the pride of the British Empire. 

It is the Chinese that have contributed so largely to the prosperity of that 
British colony. Then again, consider the Straits Settlements, which are not 
so near to Chima as the Philippines. There the Chinese form a large propor- 
tion of the population. Thejr presence has been deemed desirable, and no 
restriction is placed upon their admission. The English people are well 
known to be shrewd and good colonizers, and if Chinese immigration were 
objectionable, they would have stopped it long ago. But instead of doing 
that, they have held out every inducement to Chinese to come to their colo- 
nies, because they know by experience that Chinese are usefulto them. It 
is not for me to say what policy should be adopted by the American Govern- 
ment for the Philippine Islands, but apart from other considerations, and 
looking solely to the interests of the archipelago, it would seem to be a sui- 
cidal policy, from @ statesman’s point of view, to prohibit the entranco of 
Chinese labor into those islands. 

While upon this subject I feel compelled to refer to the status of my coun- 
trymen in this country. Although from fear of undue competition with 
American labor, it was thought ex ient seventeen years ago to enact a law 
to prohibit the coming of Chinese laborers to this country, subsequent legis- 
lation on this subject has gone so far as to interfere with the coming of other 


classes of Chinese as well. It has been held by the highest legal authority in | 


this country “ that the result of the whole body of these laws and decisions 
thereon is to determine that the true theory is not that all Chinese persons 
may enter this country who are not forbidden, but that only those who are 
entitled to enter are expressly allowed.” In consequence of this opinion, all 
collectors of customs and inspectors in this country and in the Hawaiian Is- 
lands have been instructed to refuse admission to persons described as sales- 
men, clerks, buyers, cashiers, physicians, proprietors of restaurants, etc. 
My attention was called the other day to the case of three Chinese clergy- 
men who were not allowed to land. The legal functionary stated his de- 
cision thus: “I am of the opinion that ministers, preachers, and missionaries, 
as well as doctors, lawyers, etc., are not of the exempt class.” 

Therefore should His Excellency Li Hung Chang come to New York asa 
private individual he would not be allowed to land. 
this country before this opinion was rendered, otherwise I should have been 
excluded, and I must abandon any intention I may have of coming to the 
United States in the future as a Confucian missionary because I shall be 
turned back. It must not be inferred that in this matter I throw any blame 
on the officials charged with the carrying out of the Chinese-exclusion laws. 
They are simply doing their duty. ‘And here I would acknowledge the uni- 
form courtesy and kindly feellng shown me by all the officials, high and low, 
with whom I have come in contact. I simply point out that under the exist- 
ing laws and regulations, my countrymen are singled out as the only people 


who are not permitted (except a very few under certain strict conditions) | 


to come to the United States and its colonial possessions, while the sub- 
_ and citizens of all other nations, of whatever color or race, including 
Japancse, Malays, Siamese, 2nd other Asiatics, and Afri and even sav- 
ages, areat liberty to enterfreely. Persons are generally disliked on account 
of their indolence, immorality, and other bad qualities, but I believe this is 


the first instance in the history of the world that a le are considered as 


undesirable and excluded from a country because of their industry, perse- 





Now that the United States has prac- | 


Fortunately, I came to | 


| verance, honesty, and other good qualities. China does not make such in- 
| vidious distinctions. 

hat is open to one nation is open to all nations. All are equally welcome. 
So far from taking any retaliatory measure, she is still holding the most 
friendly and cordial relations with the United States, and I hope and trust 
these relations will long continue. And referring to the discussions to-day 
about open door, China is for open door; she opens her doors; her doors are 
wide open to you all without distinction of race and color and of any nation 
atall; allare welcome equally. In view of the certain increase of this vast 
trade and commercebetween China and the United States, and in view of the 
unrivaled opportunities China offers to American capital and enterprise, the 
question naturally arises whether it is worth while to keep in your statute 
book a discriminating law against a people with whom it is to your interest 
to keep and maintain relations of the most friendly nature. This is a ques- 
tion for the merchants, manufacturers, capitalists, and laborers of this coun- 
try to decide, and I am sure they will decide rightly and fairly when the facts 
are laid before them. I do not fear that even American laborers will offer 
any opposition, because being intelligent men and menof commonsense they 
will understand that increase of trade means, of necessity, increase of em- 
a and work, hence prosperity for them. 

ith the view of expanding the trade between China and the United 
States, it has occurred to me that the establishment of an institution on lines 
somewhat similar to those laid down for the Philadelphia Commercial Mu- 
seum, at some Chinese seaport, say Shanghai, would be an excellent thing. 
Manufacturers could then send samples of their goods there on exhibition, 
so that the natives could see what America has to sell in the way of manu- 
factures and agricultural products. On the other hand, the products of 
Chinese factory and soil might also be placed on exhibition in the same build- 
| ing. A permanent ex ition of this kind would certainly result in lasting 
| benefit to both sides. I notice that a similar scheme has been proposed by 
the United States consul-general at Shanghai and ponghong, and I take 
great pleasure in recommending such a scheme to the fayora ie considera- 
tion of the manufacturers and merchants of this country. 

Iam exceedingly glad that I have been able to be present at some of the 
sessions of this congress. This is an era of conferences and international 
conferences. We have seen the Social Congress, the Medical Congress, the 
Women’s Congress, the Mothers’ Congress, the Congress of pemograns and 
Hygiene, the Disarmament Congress, etc., that have been held in different 
countries. Now we have this International Commercial Con Great 
| credit is due to Dr. Wilson and his associates for getting up this congress, 
and I am sure I am expressing the sentiment of all of us that we are grateful 
to them for inviting us to take partin it. This congress, in a opinion, can 
not fail to do good to the world at large. It has brought together the repre- 
sentative men from different countries andafforded them an opportunity to 
propose and express their views from the standpoint of their respective 
| countries, and at the same time ascertain the views of other nations and 
States. 

lanticipate that the results of this congress will be far-reaching. When 
| the representatives of the different nations report to their respective gov- 
| ernments and chambers of commerce the things they have seen, the people 
they have met and talked with, and the impressions they have formed from 
personal contact and investigation, a better understanding will naturally be 
established between nations and peoples, leading to closer friendship and to 
| the increase of trade and commerce. My earnest hope is that in our delib- 
erations here we shall rise to that higher plane which enables us to see our 
way to contribute as much as possible to the common good of the world, 
while not giving up the national! interests of each. I pray that the efforts of 
these good men in getting up this congress will be crowned with great success, 
and its beneficial results will be permanent. [Prolonged applause. ]} 


Mr. GALLINGER. Is there any necessity for our arousing the 
ill feeling of the Chinese in the United States and the Chinese Gov- 
ernment? If there were an absolute necessity for it, I should not 
much care what legislation was passed here, for Iam for America 
against the world. Yet I should then hope that the Congress of 
the United States would not, even under stress of circumstances 
so far as our own people are concerned, waive lightly aside obli- 
gations that we are under to other nations because of solemn 
treaties into which we have entered with them. 

Admitting, Mr. President, that there are now and then frauds 
committed by laborers who personate themselves as merchants, 
students, or others of the exempt classes, as has been charged in 
this debate, is that a sufficient ground for enacting unduly harsh 
measures, which not only interfere with the coming to this coun- 
try of the respectable classes of Chinese, but encroach on the 
privileges guaranteed to these classes by treaty. Shall we be jus- 
tified, under the cloak of preventing frauds by a few laborers, in 
practically stopping all respectable classes of Chinese from coming 
here? Would we be justified in stopping all people from going 
out at night because thefts are committed under the cover of 
darkness? There is as much argument in this as there is for en- 
acting some of the provisions of this bill. The present law seems 
to be adequate, and has proved effective, as the census reports 
show. 

I find that the Chinese population of the United States, accord- 
ing to the census reports of 1890, were 107,488. and in 1900 the 
number had been reduced to 89,863. , 

Mr. President, as I have listened to some of the speeches in this 
| Chamber on the pending bill, I have wondered if it could be pos- 
sible that the Senators were so frightened because 89,000 Chinese 
have habitation in a nation of 80,000,000 people. There are 89,863 
Chinese in the United States, according to the census reports of 
1900. So there has been a decrease of 17,625 in this country dur- 
ing the last decade, which shows that the existing law is effective 
in keeping out the Chinese from our territory. In 1890 there were 
72,472 Chinese in California, while in 1900 there were only 45,753, 
a decrease of nearly 40 per cent in a single decade. 

They are being blotted out rapidly, and if the decrease con- 
tinues for twenty-five years a Chinaman will be as scarce in Cal- 
ifornia as an angel’s visit is, and yet the Senators from the Pacific 
coast lift up their hands in holy horror and declare that the best 
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interests of this Government demand that we shall enact this 
harsh and unnecessarily restrictive legislation. 

What necessity is there for it, I will ask, and I ask it with more 
emphasis than I otherwise would from the fact that I believe it 
will arouse alarm among the Chinese who are properly in this 
country and create ill-feeling against us in the Chinese Empire. 

Mr. President, while I sympathize with every well-directed ef- 
fort to protect labor from foreign competition, I do not see that 
there is any real necessity for this rigid legislation. The danger 
has been greatly magnified. If we are really sincere in our pro- 
fessions of friendship and good will to China and do not wish to 
violate our treaty provisions, why should we proceed to enact such 
drastic measures in defiance of the protest of China? Of course 
we have a perfect right to legislate as we think proper, but while 
we are professing sincere friendship for China and want her to 
keep her doors open to us and give us a share of her trade, is it 
proper to place obstacles in the way of her merchants, buyers, 
and other respectable Chinese from coming here for the purpose 
of trade, or education, or travel? In these days of international 
intercourse a strong and powerful nation should not doanything, 
either by legislation or otherwise, to annoy a people of a friendly | 
nation who may be weak and unable to retaliate. 

I want now to briefly advert to some of the so-called ‘“‘testi- 
mony” that was taken by the committee, none of which was, | 
properly speaking, testimony, but rather unsworn statements by | 
gentlemen representing both sides of the controversy. 

The Senator from Indiana quoted at length from the statement | 
of James R. Dunn, chief of the Chinese bureau in San Francisco. 
That gentleman made an attack on the Pacific Mail Steamship 
Company, saying that he had information that that company had 
systematically violated the Chinese-exclusion law. He did not 
give the name of his informant, so that Mr. Dunn’s unsupported 
statement is all we have on that point. On the other hand, the 
officers of the Pacific Mail Steamship Company absolutely and 
unqualifiedly deny the truth of the charge, and yet Mr. Dunn’s 
statement has been made to do service in this debate as though | 
it were a matter of the greatest possible consequence. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS, May I interrupt the Senator from New 
Hampshire? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. In order to get accurate information, I | 
will ask the Senator if he will indicate where in the record the 
denial is to be found, if it is to be found there. 

Mr. GALLINGER. What denial? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The denial of the steamship company. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say to the Senator that I have it 
personally from some of the officers of the steamship company, 
and I give it on my own personal responsibility. 

Mr, FAIRBANKS, I did not know but that there was a denial 
somewhere else. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The junior Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
DILLINGHAM] made the denial very pointedly the other day in 
this Chamber. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
Hampshire yield to the Senator from Vermont? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. I have in my hand the affidavit of Mr. 
Schwerin, vice president and general manager of the Pacific Mail 
Cee Company, in which he denies the truth of the state- 
ment, 

Mr. GALLINGER. Is the Senator willing to have it inserted 
as a part of my remarks? 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. Certainly. 

_ Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent that it may be 
inserted as a part of my remarks. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. It was handed to me. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I wish the Senator would permit me to in- 
terrupt him a little further. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I simply desire to state that the statement 
of Mr. Dunn was made some weeks ago, and it was printed and 
published in the published hearings of the Committee on Immi- 
gration, and until the junior Senator from Vermont challenged 
the statement a day or so ago it has gone unquestioned. The 
steamship company was represented before the committee by 
counsel, very able and eminent counsel, and the statement made 
there by Mr. Dunn was not challenged by him or any officer of 
the company. 

Mr. GALLIN GER. That may beso. Mr. Dunn did not swear 
to what he said. Mr. Schwerin, who is a very reputable man, 
Says, under oath: 

City oF WASHINGTON, District of Columbia, ss: 
R. P. Schwerin, being duly sworn, deposes and says: 
° Mai 


Tam now and have ht years last past vice-president and gen- 
it dtoasnehtp Company, snd my office has toon 


ee manager of the Pacific 
San Francisco, Cal, Prior to the vice-president and general 





manager of the Pacific Mail Steamship Company I was lieutenant in the Navy 
of the United States, and had been in the naval service from 1874 until i892. 

I have had called to my attention a statement made by James R. Dunn, on 

316 of the testimony before the Senate Committee on Immigration, as 

ollows: 

‘Tam informed upon absolutely credible authority (here I willstate that I 
will give to the chairman of this committee, if desired, the name of my in- 
formant, which, however, I will not divulge in this public meeting), that a 
prominent San Franciscan, personally favorable to the admission of Chi- 
nese, called the attention of the general manager of the Pacific Mail Steam- 
ship Company to the possibility of ‘ bringing over’ large numbers of Chinese 
laborers in the of merchants, students, teachers, and travelers. It 7 

ars that until then this generous provision of the law had been virtually 
ignored by the promoters of Chinese immigratidn. After very careful con-: 
sideration by the representatives of the steamship company the scheme was 
put in operation, and agents were sent to China for the purpose of working 
up the business. Chinese laborers were provided with certificates as mer- 
chants, students, etc., and the Chinese passenger traffic grew to immense 

roportions. For some two or three years the business thrived. The col- 
footers of customs looked upon these certificates as absolute evidence of the 
right of the applicants to admission, and they were admitted after little or 
no investigation.” 

I deny absolutely and without any qualification whatever the foregoing 
statement of Mr. Dunn as to the whole and each and every part thereof. 

I deny that any “prominent San Franciscan,” or any one else, ever called 
to my attention “the possibility of ‘bringing over’ large numbers of Chinese 
laborers in the guise of merchants, students, teachers, and travelers.” 

I further deny that “after very careful consideration by the representa- 
tives of the steamship company the scheme was put in operation and agents 
were sent to China for the purpose of working up the business.” 

I further deny that ‘Chinese laborers were provided with certificates as 
merchants, students, etc., and the Chinese passenger traffic grew to immense 
proportions.” 

I further aver that neither I nor any other officer or employee of the Pa- 
cific Mail Steamship Company has ever been engaged in any wrongful orim- 

yroper attempt to increase the Chinese traffic on the ships of the Pacific Mail 
Bteamship Company by any unlawful or improper means, or by the practice 
of any fraud whatever in the matter of furnishing certificates to Chinese 
laborers or in any other way since the time that I have been vice-president 
and general manager of the said company. 
R. P. SCHWERIN, 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 7th day of April, 192. 

E. L. CORNELIUS, 
Notary Public, District of Columbia, 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. May I interrupt my friend? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I desire to add just one word; that as 
against this affidavit we have the unsupported and unsworn state- 
ment of Mr. Dunn. In that statement Mr. Dunn said he would 
give the name of his informant to the chairman of the committee, 
which I understand he has not yet given, unless the Senator has 


| it in his possession this morning. 


Mr. PENROSE. I will state for the information of the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire that I asked Mr. Dunn yesterday to 
furnish me with the name of his informant. He has addressed a 
letter to me giving all the particulars. I will send for the letter, 
which I loaned to a Senator to examine, and as soon as it arrives, 
which will be in a few minutes, I will produce it and have it 
read, 

Mr. GALLINGER. 
swear to it. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. May Inow interrupt the Senator from New 
Hampshire? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. It willbeforjustamoment. By reference 
to the testimony before the Committee on Immigration,page 285, 
it will be found that the date of the hearing at which Mr. Dunn 
made his statement was Monday, February 10, which was prac- 
tically two months ago. For full two months the positive state- 
ment of Mr. Dunn has gone unquestioned, until challenged by this 
affidavit. I ask the Senator the date of it? 

Mr. GALLINGER. This affidavit is dated the 7th day of 
April, only a day or so ago. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. It is very recent. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is very recent. 

Mr. PENROSE. We have a letter, dated April 8, and if it 
will not interfere with the remarks of the Senator from New 
Hampshire, and as it is brief and this is the proper place, I will 
ask the Secretary to read it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I should like very much to have it read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF IMMIGRATION, 
Washington, April 8, 1902. 


Sr: In reply to your inquiry as to the name of the person who gave me 
the information regarding the manner in which the business was developed 
of importing Chinese laborers in the guise of members of the exempt classee, 
which was related in my statement before your honorable committee and 
printed on e 316 of the document entitled *‘ Chinese Exclusion, Testimony 
taken before the Committee on Immigration,” I have the honor to inform 

you that Mr. Robert H. Swayne, of San Francisco, the senior partner of the 

rm of Swayne, Hoyt & Co., prominent customs and shipping brokers, in- 
formed me about one year ago in the office of the Corinado Hotel, Califor- 
nia, that he had personally suggested the plan to the general manager of the 
Pacific Mail Steamship Company; that said plan was adopted, after careful 
investigation of the possibilities, and that prior to that time but few, if any, 
Chinese had ever sought admission to the United States under this right and 


rivilege. 
7 Mr. Swayne described this undertaking with considerable detailed infor- 
mation, which it is unnecessary here to repeat, but which may be made known 
if there is any challenge of my veracity or of Mr. Swayne’s statements. As 


T wish the Senator would get Mr. Dunn to 











Mr. Swayne's prominence and wide knowledge of Chinese matters rendered 
it impossible to discredit his statements, and as said statements but served to 
amplify information already by the authorities, I made an official 
report to the Treasury Department covering the c tances of our con- 
versation soon after it occurred. : 

As I stated in my address to your committee, I was poegavet to give its 
chairman the name of my informant, which, however, I wo not divulge in 
the op2n meeting of the committee. I have never been asked for the name 
of my informant until now, and it is wenpey iven you for the information 
of your committee and others interested, but of course with the understand- 
ing that it will not be made use of in such public manner as to injure Mr. 
Swayne, who, a actively =r in business with the Chinese, is a 
fran ee and prominent citizen of San Francisco. 

pectfully, yours, 
JAMES R. DUNN. 














Hon. Bores PENROSE, 

United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I do not wonder that Mr. 
Dunn suggested that he hoped this matter would not be made 
public in a way to injure Mr. Swayne. According to the state- 
ment made by Mr. nn, this Mr. Swayne is a criminal and 
nothing else. He isa criminal by his own confession, and his 
unsworn statement is placed here as against the sworn statement 
of the vice-president of the Pacific Mail Steamship Company. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. This Mr. Swayne admits that, under- 
standing what the laws of the United States were in regard to 
this matter, he deliberately and in cold blood went to an officer 
of the Pacific Mail Steamship Company and suggested to hii a 
way in which he could violate the laws of the United States, and 
then he comes in here and poses, I suppose, as a modern reformer 
who wants to save us from the iniquities that are prevalent in 
this wicked world of ours. 

Mr. PENROSE. I desire to state for the information of the 
Senator from New Hampshire that if he is hunting trouble on 
this subject I can furnish him with the details and the affidavits 
necessary in this matter. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have no objection to the details or the 
affidavits, only I do not want a criminal to be brought in here as 
a witness against an honorable gentleman, who, under oath, de- 
nies the unsupported charge against him. I do not know why 
the officers of the company allowed this matter to rest a month 
or so. I have myself rested quietly under slanders and falsehoods 
for more than two months, and in some instances I never took the 
tronble to refute them. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. I think perhaps I should make a state- 
ment, as I furnished the affidavit of Mr. Schwerin. I was pres- 
ent when this testimony was given in the committee, but the 
matter passed out of my mind largely until it was brought for- 
ward by the Senator from Indiana the other day. I then inter- 
rogated him in open Senate as to the person who had furnished 
this information, and he, like myself, had never been put in pos- 
session of that fact. I then interrogated the chairman of-the 
committee, not in the Senate, and found that he had not at that 
time asked for the name of the gentleman referred to by Mr. 
Dunn. , But while the discussion was on I was called from the 
Chamber, and there Mr. Schwerin, the vice-president and general 
manager of this company, denied the truthfulzfess of it, and since 
that time he has furnished me this affidavit, which he asked me 
to use if it became necessary. That is the way it happened to be 
produced here to-day. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. May I impose upon the Senator’s kindness 
for one moment more? 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator is always welcome. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I dislike to interrupt the Senator. He is 
always courteous and kind. I wish simply to make a suggestion 
at this point. It seems to me the Senators were entirely justified 
in accepting Mr. Dunn’s unchallenged statement made two 
months ago as being founded in fact. If that statement was un- 
true, it was the proper thing for the officers of the steamship 
company to challenge it before the committee made its report to 
the Senate, in order that we, having jurisdiction on the subject, 
might investigate further into its absolute authenticity. 
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of this affidavit of the vice-president of the Pacific Mail Steamship | 


Company? 


Mr. FAIRBANKS. I doubt the propriety of its being pre- | 


sented to the Senate two months after the charge was made. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The matter of propriety does not cut any 
figure in a question of fact. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I have simply this to say. We have the 
conflicting statements of two men, one an officer of the Govern- 
ment and one who is not—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. No; I beg the Senator’s pardon— 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The statement of the officer of the Govern- 
ment was spread upon the public records two months ago, and I 








| himself that the 
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do say, with all regard to my good friend, that it was proper and 
incumbent — the challenged officers of the steamship ey 
to make the denial before the committee and not to wait until the 
report was in the Senate before challenging it. That is what I 
have to 5 

Mr. GALLINGER. I beg the Senator’s pardon. The contro- 
versy is not between an officer of the Government and Mr. 
Schwerin, vice-president of the Pacific Mail Steamship Company. 
Itis between Mr. Swayne, a confessed criminal, and Mr. Schwerin, 
the vice-president of the Pacific Mail “teamship Company. That 
is where the matter comes now, ana yaiving aside the question 
of propriety as to the matter of the time when the denial ought 
to have been made, I prefer to accept the sworn testimony of a 
reputable gentleman to the unsworn testimony of a confessed 
violator of law. With this I pass from that phase of the contro- 


versy. 

Mr. President, I notice also that Mr. Andrew Furuseth, the 
walking, talking delegate, who says he represents the seamen of 
the country, and who sails the briny deep in the city of Washing- 
ton on a good salary, made the charge that only six of our fighting 
vessels attached to the Atlantic fleet were fairly well manned: 
but when asked to give the name of his informant replied, ‘‘ I 
would not care about doing that.’’ That is the kind of “ testi- 
mony ’”’ we are invited to accept. 

One witness said that the United States consuls neglect their 
duties and visé almost every certificate presented to them without 
proper investigation. 

I wonder that the committee, some members of whom are very 
deeply interested in arya a 1 alleged defects in our consular 
— did not find out just who these consuls were and report 
them to the State Department. Possibly it has been done. I 
hope so. 

is witness says that the consular officers in China habitually 
neglect to take proper precautions to find out whether the China- 
men coming here are entitled to admission or not. But Mr. 
Dunn, wanting to show his diligence at San Francisco; and the 
report of it is found on page 320 of the testimony, said: 

The vigilance of the officers having discovered and prevented these and 
other fraudulent practices, the influx of such applicants has been dimin- 
ished about 75 per cent within the past eighteen months, and the number of 
vere for admission of all classes is reduced almost to the legitimate 
traffic. 

So, notwithstanding our consular officers are neglecting their 
duties, according to the testimony of one witness, Mr. Dunn, this 
swift witness against the Pacific Mail Steamship Company says 
that by his diligence and the diligence of other officers of the 
Government the Chinese traffic has been reduced to its legitimate 
dimensions. If this be so, and the census reports fully bear out 
that statement, what earthly need is there of doing anything ex- 
cept to extend the existing law during the life of the treaty with 
China now in force? 

Mr. President, I am satisfied that under existing law the Chi- 
nese in this country are subjected to great indignities in this 
country, and it is proposed to so legislate that the indignities 
will be multiplied. 

I have here a newspaper published in the city of San Francisco. 
I do not know anything about it. It came to my attention inad- 
vertently. The proprietor is Frederick Marriott. It seems to be 
a semiliterary paper. It is edited with a good deal of ability, 
and here is what this San Francisco paper says about the exami- 
nation of Chinese in San Francisco and their treatment there: 

Now that the matter of Chinese exclusion is prominently before Congress 
it might be well to look into some of the methods emplo: od against the Chi- 
nes> landing here, and to exploit a few of the abuses that exist in connection 
with the examinations they must go through before it has been decided 
whether or not they are to become residents of the United States. 

Every Chinaman coming to San Francisco must satisfy the collector of the 
port that he is qualified to land—that he isa merchant or that he is a bona 
tide resident of the United States returning from China. If the collector is 
not satisfied with his representations, the Chinaman is taken before the 
United States court, there to give reasons why he should not be sent back to 
China. The manner in which he is deprived of his rights will bea surprise 
to those unacquainted with the star-chamber methods employed. 

When a boat lands on which there are Chinese, it ‘s at once boarded by 4 
deputy of the collect r, accompanied by an interpreter. They see the Chi 
nese in advance of anyone else. They qeoca to pump each of them, and 

please to land. If a dispute arises over the right of one of 
residence here, he is taken before the United court 
There his evidence either is not taken or if it is receives no attention. The 


them to take 


inspector who had the first interview with him on board ship tells, or pre- 
tends to tell, just as he pl what the Chinaman told him. On this testi: 
mony alone the case is decided. The whole executive power of exclusion 0‘ 


Chinese is practically in the hands of a few of those interpreters, for the others 
do not comprehend the Chinese . 
Suppose a Chinaman says that he is a merchant in Sacramento. That 
means @ ian See for the inspector, who goes to Sacramento to satisfy 
‘hinaman is a merchant there. Perhaps he finds his store. 
small and in squalid surroundings. His lo makes up his mind that the 
Chinaman is not h of a merchant to count, comes back and makes 4 re- 
paid tomebonrlchians, Hiciiedpaeiendichamnaiine inepect OF 
world to eany defense. te entire Ww A 
tells the court. It is easy to see how an might benefit himse , and 
the chances offered for wholesale fraud bribery. 
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Our exclusion law is foolish enough, unjust enough, and injurious enough 
to the State— 


That is California— 


without having abuses connected with it. If it will only be let die it will be 
well for California. The efforts now being made to pass a new law, stronger 
than the old, seem to be coming to grief. Our representatives have become 
overzealous, and have made so much noise over their bill as to attract 
good, healthy tion. There isa general tang on, Ba to this Chinese- 
exclusion foo) a general realization that we have been laboring under 
a delusion; and thinking le are eaeine at some of the utter absurdities 
of the exclusion law now in force. By. ts terms only Chin 

allowed to come to this country. In China are some of the most learned men, 
some of the most — scholars in the world. But they are not mer- 
chants; ay can not receive them. 

With all our erudition on the subject we know very little of the 
real Chinese. Our experience has been with coolies. We have no knowledge 
of the respectable c as far removed from the cooly class as a thorough- 
bred racer is removed froma mule. The law is soabsurd that doctors, book- 
keepers, proprietors of hotels, clerks, ministers, journalists, authors, and 
professionals are all excluded as wild beasts. 

These classes can be used to advantage, and as they rsemnenape the brains 
= intelligence of a nation they are our best missio ies of religion and 
trade. 

Such Chinese should be welcomed here. They are desirable citizens. The 
coolies are not welcome as citizens, but as laborers. They do not 


ese merchants are 


| author of which is Gen. Ba 


to be | 


citizens. They want to work, and we need their services. They do not cut | 


wages, but they do faithful work and can always be depended u If the 


same could be said of the white men who do waahitled labor. who seek em- | 


ployment on the ranches and in the orchards, there would be no need of the 
" ies. 

; "tn conclusion. an investigation should be made of the star-chamber methods 

referred to in the matter of examining Chinese. They are at utter variance 

with the principles of right and justice. 


I have another San Francisco paper, Mr. President, in my com- 
mittee room, which is bitterly outspoken against the anti-Chinese 
propaganda pro din the pending bill. 

The Senator from California [Mr. PERKINS] yesterday called 
attention to the small number of Chinese converts to Christianity. 
He quoted Dr. Edkins as saying that there were not over 1,000 
converts as the result of sixteen years’ missionary effort. I will 
just pause to say, as the Senator from California would say, 
‘*‘parenthetically,’’ that I have never yet found anybody who 
could estimate, either in effort, time, or money, the value of a hu- 
man soul, and I am not going to take the scales and weigh the 
advantages or disadvantages of the ig. some in China by 
American missionaries. But surely the statement just quoted 
is not so, and the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay] pointed 
out that statistics show there have been 100,000 Chinese con- 
verted to er in that Empire. 

Mr. QUAY. Will the Senator from New Hampshire permit 
me? I referred to the Protestants. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes; the Protestants. 


self pretty strongly in some observations he had made or some- 
thing he had written against the Chinese. Rev. Jee Gam says: 


Mr. Rader says that Chinatown furnishes the best argument against Chi- 
nese immigration from the moral standpoint. 


I took occasion to make an observation the other day regarding 
that matter, suggesting that possibly we could match China or 
Chinatown in the matter of immorality in every city of this coun- 
try, if we only knew the facts, and I have no doubt that we can. 


Why not have courage enough to denounce the wickedness that is found 
everywhere you turn in San ncisco—its saloons, its dives, its gambling 
ae and its houses of prostitution. Look at Tar Flat, its filth, its dives, and 

ts vices! 

of about New York City, its Italian town, its filth, its vices, and its 
morals? 

I have seen these places with my own eyes, and they are a hundred times 
worse than Chinatown in San Francisco. Read ‘‘Darkest New York,” the 
lington Booth; it will 7 my statements, and 
will not only tell yom of the Italian town, but of the Polish town, the Irish, 
the Port , the Hungarian, and the Italian and Jewish town combined. 
All these settlers came from Europe and other countries, as I have said, at 


the rate of 1,000 per day. They are pauper laborers. They have lowered 
your they have lowered your morals, and disgraced your city. Is it 
not se le and just that you uld exclude them? To simply attack the 


few poor Chinese is against all reason and against the teachings of Jesus 
Christ. This [Se law will greatly injure your commeree. Let 
me quote what dent Jordan says: “As to Chinese exclusion, it is all one 
sid Iam not in sympathy with the sentiment that would exclude all the 
Chinese from the country. e should bear in mind that if China is opened 
to the trade of America, we can not afford to antagonize that great nation 
by a rigid law of exclusion. We can not expect that the ports of China wil! 
be wide open to us if we close all our ports to China.”’ 

Again, this unjust exclusion act is against treaty obligations. Dr. John 
wine professor of oriental ngunane and literature in the University of 
California, is pronounced in the declaration that the exclusion act is a gross 
breach of the treaty o tions to China. 

Su that in some future day China should become a powerful nation— 
and ve not the least doubt that she will—and then she should make a law 
admitting every le under the sun but the Americans. China may be 
despised now, but I have a steadfast hope that she will soon become one of 
the t nations on earth; yes, a Christian nation, too. The Land of Sinim 
“Chinn ha al eady begun f Christianity is di 

alr or progress; Christianity is spreading more 
rapidly than ever before; the nation is now all astir for reform and progress. 
The viceroys are overwhelming the throne with repeated memorials advo- 
cating the same. They are paaies toopen institutions of Western learning 
throughout the length and breadth of the Empire, and they are fast sending 
students abroad toacquire the best of the great nations. ese viceroys also 
advocate the opening of mines which, according to all indications, are the 
richest in the world. They will have more commerce, more railways, more 
telegraph lines, and improvements of every description to make her the 
equal of her sister nations. 

Meanwhile commerce will be most extensively carried on, and if America 
does not look out and does not keep up the friendly relations she has gained 


| with China since the late war, other nations will undoubtedly take advantage 


| of the exclusion law and use it as the best weapon to 


Mr. QUAY. In addition there are three or four hundred thon- | 


sand Catholics. 

Mr. GALLINGER. So, according to the statement just made 
by the Senator from Pennsylvania, who is an authority on matters 
of this kind, as we all know, there are about half a million con- 
verts to Christianity in the Chinese Empire, and yet the Senator 
from California glibly says there are only a thousand of them, 
and it has cost too much per capita to convert them, or something 
of that kind, 

The Senator from California said there are only 1,600 Christian 
Chinese in this country, and that only 4,000 had adopted the 
Christian faith from the beginning of their immigration to our 
shores, some of whom, he said, had become Christians for busi- 
ness purposes, 


Well, Mr. President, if that be so we can match | 


the Chinaman on that score with American church members, and | 


possibly some American deacons. 


vent America from 

sharing in the trade with China. So I say that for the sake of commerce 

alone America —* be fair with China, for she can not afford to have the 
resent relations pered and strained b 


an unjust exclusion law The 
Shinese are a great commercial people. 


They have a great taste for Amer- 


| ican goods. Whata great market she will be for this country! 


| to sustain the relatio: 


These are my views upon the subject of Chinese exclusion; and I ho 


pe, my 
friends, that you will 


with me and do all you can as American citizens 
ip between the peoples of the two countries, and not 


| only to sustain the relationship, but toevangelize China and ultimately bring 


At best it is problematical what the final result of missionary | 


efforts in China will be. Ommniscience alone knows that, and we 
must patiently wait for its fruition.. Turkey, Persia, and other 
nations are equally slow to accept our religious teachings, but so 
long as the great command remains on the Statute Book of God 
= prea ge church has a duty to perform from which it will 
not shrink. 


A distinguished Senator said to me at my desk a few days ago 


church fellowship in this city. They looked intelligent and happy, 
and I have confidence that they have accepted Christianity in good 
— and there are numerous such instances throughout the 
country. 

A good woman in Boston sent me, a few weeks ago, 
the American Missionary for February, 1902, which I have on m 
desk. It must have been sent because of mental telepathy, oat 
had not _the least notion of saying a word on this subject at that 
time. This magazine contains a remarkable article from the pen 
of Rev. Jee Gam, entitled ‘‘Chinese exclusion, from the stand- 
point of a Christian Chinese.” I will ask permission to insert the 
entire article as a part of my remarks, but will read the conclud- 


"yeni 
It seems that Dr. Rader, an American clergyman, had put him- 


a copy of | 





| denunciatio 


that he had never met a genuine Chinese Christian. Well, Mr. | 
President, on Sunday last I saw three Chinese youths taken into 


her to Christ. 
The entire article referred to is as follows: 


CHINESE EXCLUSION, FROM THE STANDPOINT OF A CHRISTIAN CHINESE. 
[By Rev. Jee Gam.] 

DEAR FRIEND: The subject you have assigned me isa vast and difficult 
one. However, I will try to do my best. I thank “Aloha” and the other 
friends most heartily for the Christian spirit which actuated them in writing 
the excellent articles which have appeared in the Pacific setting forth the 
other side of this question. I tell you, they rejoice my heart most greatly. 

Youare aware of the title of my paper, *‘Chinese exclusion, from the 
standpoint of a Christian Chinese;*’ so, in the course of this article, if you 
should f find that my views differ from yours, you will please remember that 
they are the ideas of one who looks on the subject from a different point of 
view. During the last three months the subject ‘‘ Chinese exclusion” has 
been the chief topic of discussion everywhere. The daily papers of San 
Francisco were filled with reports and resolutions from anti-Chinese conven- 
tions. Every politician, the San Francisco supervisors, the Congressmen, 
and even a minister of the gospel, were loud against the poor, despised, and 
helpless Chinese. 

a Christian I can bear all the abuses from any class of people excepting 
those from the clergy. Whena minister of the gospel joined the cry of an 
anti-Chinese convention and poured out such unwarranted and unca)led-for 
it is sufficient to say that it hurts the Christian Chinese very 
much; it h the Chinese in general more, and it hurts the cause of Christ 
most. It isone of the greatest stumbling blocks retarding the advance of 
Christianity. Years ago similar stumbling blocks were used by the Rev. 
Mr. Kellogg, a — minister of San Francisco, and it hurt the cause of 

a grea 


Christ then deal, but it hurt Mr. Kellogg more; for the result showed 
lainly that did not approve of his seeking the glory of men; and now 
bo have this agitation renewed by another minister of the meek and lowly 


Jesus issad beyond measure. Sad, because no man, especially a minister 
can afford to impede the progress of Christianity. It is like Christian Eng- 
land forcing opium into China at the cannon’s mouth on the one hand and 
sending missionaries on the other, ‘Consistency, thou art a ate 
Now, as to excluding the Chinese from this country. say the true 
Americans, that is, those who are Americans, have a a ey right to make a 
law of exclusion, i. e., to enact a law that can be applied to every person on 
*searth. SoIsay, America, befairand impartial. Give equal justice to 
all men alike. You can not afford to do otherwise. 
admit that some of the Chinese ought to be excluded, namely, the high- 
binders, keepers of opium and gambling dens, those who run houses of pros- 
titution, and those who commit felony. As to the total exclusion of Chinese 
laborers, I do not think it is necessary nor a wise thing for America to do. 
Just stopand considera moment, The Chinese have been coming to America 













during the last fifty years.and how many of them are in the country to-day? 
Only about 100,000, an average of 2,000 per year. Does America need to be 
alarmed in the least? Is not this problem easily solved? On the contrary, 
America needs to be alarmed on the other side of the continent, where pau- 
er laborers enter from Europe and other countries at the rate of 1,000 per 
day. Now,as to the Chinese. Iam sure it would be a great relief and also 
profitable to hundreds of thousands of people here if a certain limited num- 
or were allowed to come, say 5,000annuaily. The San Francisco News-Letter 
says this State alone needs 70,000 more. 

‘But the anti-Chinese agitesors would have the people believe that the Chi- 
nese are detrimental to the Americans, for they would take the bread out of 
the mouths of the working people. is is only an excuse. There is plenty 
of work in California; but the trouble is that thousands of the so-called work- 
ingmen would not accept work when offered to them. They prefer to be 
tramps rather than true workingmen. And you will find what I say is true 
by going to the police courts any morning. There the prison dockets are 
full of this class of men, who cry so loud to have the industrious Chinese ex- 
cluded from the country. Ask the farmers, the orchardists, the owners of 
canneries, and the housewives, and they will tell you that they absolutely 
can not do without the Chinese laborers. And why? use they are in- 
dustrious, they are faithful, patient, honest, and steady, and they can be 
depended upon. When you hire them as cooks, you are not bothered by the 
nightly visitation of numerous beaus, as girl servants have. 

wonder why the employers of Chinese have not met together and pre- 
pared a petition to Congress for their relief. Let them use their infiuence 
against the passage of the exclusion act. 

A lady was asked whether her cook, Jee Lee, was a true Christian. She 
replied, “If he is not, I know of no other.” This is very strong testimony in 
favor of the Chinese. But let me give another and still stronger example. 
Jee Lock, one of our Christian young men, has worked more than thirty years 
in one family. Oftentimes he has been left the sole keeper of the house. At 
one time his employer and the whole family went off and madea trip around 
the world. They were gone abouta year. When they returned they found 
everything safe and in perfect order. They said, “‘It is safe for us to take a 
trip to Mexico,” and they did. They came home and found things all right 
again. I know of hundreds of such Chinese. Think of their honesty and 
faithfulness! Think of the mighty and great moral influence they exert! 

As farm hands, fruit pickers, and packers the Chinese have proved ten 
times more profitable to their employers than other hired men. \ yhen they 
are paid off Saturday evening they can be depended upon to be at their posts 
on Monday morning. On the contrary, the laborers from Europe when paid 
off speedily go on a spree at the cheap wineries or saloons until every cent 
they have possessed isspent. Do you 
where they have worked the Saturday before? 

































No. You usually find them 
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|; Americans. 
~ | as they live. 
nd them in their places in the fields | 


all in jail fordrunks. And whatthen? Why,every taxpayer in the country | 


has to pay their board from one to ten daysor more. If at any time they 
should become tramps and be arrested, you and every taxpayer would have 
to support them from one tesix months in your city or county jail. 

And so they have filled your jails, your almhouses, your hospitals, and 
other similar ‘institutions. You would be surprised to find, if you should 
look into this host of people, how many are indigent and how much you have 
to give toward their and their families’ support. You would cry out: 
“These people ought to be excluded and not the Chinese.” 

Then, again, just think of the 1,000 pauper laborers that are being landed 
at Castle Garden every day in the year from across the Atlantic. And who 
are they’ Are they not the lowest and meanest people from Europe’ Are 
they not of the same class as the socialists, the mafia, the nihilists, and the 
anarchist who assassinated your beloved President, William McKinley? If 
youare going to exclude the Chinese, ought not these pauper laborers, the 


scum from Europe, to be excluded, too? Why should they be allowed to | 


come any more than the Chinese? Why do not your politicians, your Con- 
gressmen, your Senators, and your people advocate a law that will exclude 
them’ Even the Japanese, who of late have been coming in in great num- 
bers, work for much cheaper wages than the Chinese; yet not one word 
against them do we hear. Yhat is the reason’ Is it because they have war 
ships? If so, America ought to goat them all the more; for what is a hero? 
Not the man who attacks a sickly, disabled, agéd person, but one who dares 
to attack an opponent who is his own equal. That isthe kind of a man we 
love to nd will praise for his bravery. For what is the use of shutting 
out the Chinese and not the others? 

Let me give this illustration: A rich man livesin his mansion. One day 
he ascends his tower and, happening to look around, discovers a hundred 
tramps of all nationalities coming toward his magnificent residence. One of 
those tramps isa Chinese. This rich man hurries down the stairs and closes 
and bars the door through which the Chinaman intended to enter, and, not 
content in doing this, he sends out half a dozen guards to drive the Chinese 
whence he came; but he leaves the other doors open and unguarded and al- 
lows the 99 tramps from Europe and Japan to enter and take possession of 
his home. Willwe not say i 
is itto shut out the one and not the other 99? Yet thisis just what Ameri- 
cansare doing to-day. Is this the patriotism which they so often talk about? 
If it is, it must be of a very poor quality. 

But we have learned that America is the land of the free and a home for 
all the oppressed. Furthermore, the people of other nations, including the 
Chinese, were invited to this country; and the Chinese are here by treaty 
rights, just as much as any other people, and therefore no rightful discrim- 
ination can be put upon them without seriously hurting the good name of 
America. 

Again we have learned. as “‘Aloha”™ of the Pacific has said, that “the earth 
is of the Lord.” All people havea righttolive upon it. If America is owned 
by any human beings at all, it is owned by the Indians. If ple of all na- 
tions are allowed to come to America, why is the Chinese alone denied the 
same privilege? } 
lieve that all other immigrants make good citizens except the Chinamen. 
The following is a list of the charges they invariably use to back their argu- 
ments: 

. The Chinese will not became citizens. 
They do not assimilate with our people. 
. They eat their own food. 

. They do not adopt our dress. 

5. They cheapen our wages. 

6. They send their money to China. 

7. They affect our morals. 

In answer to the first charge, viz: “The Chinese will not become citizens.” 
Now, this shows that people simply speak without investigation. Years ago— 
in the early seventies—a test case was brought in one of the Federal co=rts 
in San Francisco, and what do you think the decision was’ It was that 
United States citizenship is only for the white man and the black man, and 
not for the yellow man. Whata ridiculous decision that was! Again, the 
very exclusion act says that no court is allowed to extend citizenship to the 
Chinese. In the face of all these prohibitions the Chinese are criticised for 
not beeoming citizens. 

In answer to the second charge 
people.” At thesame time the Chinese are not allowed to assimilate with 


see i 
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| tian faith is about 1,600.” 


Some people, especially the politicians, would have you be- | 


the American people. The Chinese children were not-allowed to attend the 
— schools until very recently. The Chinese had to go to law to obtain 

his privilege; but, after all, legislators of California ordered just one sepa- 
rate school for the Chinese children in the entire State. 

The third charge is that the Chinese eat theirown food. Suppose they do; 
but they pay heavy duty on the rice they import. 

As to the fourth charge, viz, “They do not ad 
Upon the Chinese clothing which they import the inese pay a heavy 
duty. They buy a great desi of American cloth for the manufacture of 
clothing, this cloth be made up generally into clothes of Chinese cut, and 
because they happen to be made in Chinese style the comes abuse them for 
wearing Chimese clothing. It isaltogether wrong to blame them for their 
actioninthismatter. Itamounts tothismuch: If youand I gointoastoreand 
we both purchase a bolt of cloth each, you take yours home and make a coat 
in American style; I take mine home and make a coat in Chinese style. And 
where is the ground for ent? 

Fifth. The Chinese are c. ~ with cheapening wages. In the first place, 
who cheapened the wages in New York? Did not the pauper laborers from 
Europe? Certainly they did. 

Sixth. The Chinese are aneee with sending their money toChina. Have 
they not the right to do with their money a: they please? What right has 
anyone to dictate as to how and where another man should spend his money? 
The Rev. R. B. Tobey, of Boston, who has had more than twenty years’ ac- 
quaintance with the Chinese, says that carefully prepared statistics show 
that proportionately the Chinese send home less money than immigrants 
from countries other than China. t 

Seventh. The Chinese are charged with affecting your morals. Is the 
character of the American people so weak as all that? Are they really in 
danger? In my estimation you need not fear the least. On the other hand, I 
think all can acquire some d characteristics from ev kind of people, 
and you perhaps may be able to learn something from the Chinese. 

Commenting on Chinese morals, the Rev. William Rader says that the 
Chinese have conte failed to become a moral American force. I claim that 
as regards honesty, filial piety, and giving, the Chinaman may serve as an 
example to a great many Americans. In speaking of Chinese characteristics, 
President Jordan, of Stanford University, recently said: “A Chinese mer- 
chant is one of the most honorable men in the world in business dealings; if 
he once gives his word he may be depended upon. A Chinese never fails in 
carrying out contracts.” 

The practice of filial duty by the Chinese is also a great moral force to 
They honor and take the greatest care of their poneee as long 
It has often been said by hundreds of people that the Chinese 
keep the fifth commandment more ny than any other people on the face 
of the globe, and that God is blessing them with the promise of the command- 
ment. 

Chinese as Christians have exerted a great moral force upon the Americans 
in giving. Ask the secretary of the Christian Endeavor Union, and she will 
tell you that a Chinese Christian Endeavor Society in San _ Francisco has re- 
peatedly outshone every Christian Endeavor Society in California in giving. 
Ask Mr. John Willis Baer, the general secretary of the United Society of 
Christian Endeavor, and he will very quickly tell you that the Chinese Con- 
gregational Christian Endeavor Society in San Francisco ranked third in the 
world in giving to missions in 1897, and the same society ranked second in 
1898, ranked fifth in 1899, ranked third in 1900, and ranked second in 1901. Does 
not this fact itself exert a mighty moral force upon the Americans? If not, 
why? 

“Americans ought to look under the hats of immigrants,” says Mr. Rader. 
You have a perfect right to do so; but are you doing your duty and showing 
your bravery and patriotism by advocating the examination of one and not 
the others? As tothe number of Christian Chinese in America, Mr. Rader 
says: ‘It is estimated that the whole number of Chinese professing the Chris- 
Why, the idea! We have more than that in our 


t our style of dress.” 


own denomination. 

Mr. Rader was only a little better informed than Lieutenant Wood, who 
says that he has yet tosee the first Chinese Christian in China. The 40,000 
Chinese Christians who gave their livesas martyrs during the Boxer outbreak 
last year will be the best answer to such an unfounded declaration. 

» money spent in converting a Chinaman is less than half of what the 
average church spends in converting an American. Again, Christianizing 
the Chinese in America is really Christianizing the Chinese in China. Our 
Chinese converts have been sending the gospel home for more than twenty- 
five years. Through their efforts missions have been established in the 
Kwang Tung Province. Thousands of Chinamen are to-day leaving China 
with the uplifting truths inculcated by Christian people here in the United 
States. Said the Rev. Dr. Noyas some ae ago, one who was for thirty 
years a missionary in China: “ Nearly all the Chinese in the United States 


come from the districts in the Canton Province. Twenty-five years ago 


; | there was not a Christian chapel or school in all that region. Now there are 
he is a most foolish man; for of what benefit | 


few places in these districts where there is not a mission chapel within a 
distance the Chinese can easily walk.’ Giving the number of chapels in 
which work was carried on by the denominations with which he was con- 
nected, Dr. Noyes said: “Every one of these sites was obtained by the help of 
Christians who have returned from California. Of the 13 native assistants 
who have labored at these stations, 6 were converted in California, 1 in Aus- 
tralia, and 1 received bis first serious impression from a member of the Con- 
gregational Chinese Church in California on the steamer crossing the Pacific.” 

Mr. Rader says: “It is the opinion of Christian workers among the Chinese 
that the proper place to Christianize the Chinese is not in America, but in 
their own country.” 

I would like to know who these workers are. Why doesn’t Mr. Rader 
give us their names? Does this information come from Dr. Pond, superin- 
tendent of the Congregational Chinese Mission, or from Dr. Condit, of _the 
Presbyterian Mission, or from Dr. Hammond, of the Methodist Chinese Mis- 


| sion? Iam certain that it does not come from them, for our Congregational 
| missions in California alone have had more than 1,800 reported Christianized. 


i : | Scandinavians industry. 
. viz, “They do not assimilate with our | 


I rs to Dr. Pond's report for 1901. 

Mr. er says we have failed to Christianize the Chinese. Did Mr. Rader 
ever try to Christianize the Chinese? If he has not, he is not speaking from 
experience. Mr. Rader says that other immigrants have brought hither 
their wives and children, but that the Chinese immigrants have no homes. 
Right here Mr. Rader forgets that the exclusion act itself denies such wives 
and children a right to land. The only women who are allowed to enter the 
country are the wives of merchants, and only their minor children can come 
with them. Ifthe oe given to other immigrants were extended to the 
Chinese, they would have brought their wives and children long ago. And I 
can say this much, that the Chinese enjoy, cherish, and love omes just 
as much as the Americans; in many respects their love for homes is even 
greater, because they do not believe in divorces and don’t have them. 

Again, Mr. Rader es that the imm ts of other nationalities have 
become pillars of the Republic. The Scotch have given us conscience, the 
Italians artistic taste, the Frenchmen wit, the Englishmen piety, and the 

This may be true, but Mr. Rader only mentioned 
four classes of le out of a hundred nationalities from Europe. But is 1t 
not showing partiality to mention only the good of the four nationalities and 
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not the bad of the same? But when he comes to the Chinese he rakes up all 
the bad and omits the good. 

Give the Chinese the same rights and privileges which you extend to other 
foreigners and see if they are not the equals of all those le who come 
from Europeand other countries. And if our friend Mr. r cares to make 
further inquiries concerning this matter let him take a glance at the records 
of Yale and other noted colleges, for he will find in them that the Chinese 
students who have attended these famous institutions ranked among the 
highest students of those universities and oftentimes they stood at the head 

their classes. 

« Time will not permit us just now to mention more than one noted student. 
Mr. Yong Wing took several prizes for English composition at Yale, and upon 
his graduation many people traveled a thousand miles just to see and hear 
him. Mr. Rader says that a few years ago the board of supervisors of San 
Francisco made an investigation when it was shown that 30,000 Chinese lived 
within a space com of 8 blocks, 57 women and 59 children living as fam- 
ilies; 761 women and 576 children herded together with apparent Sotiourion’- 
nate parental relations and no family classification as far as could be ascer- 
tained; 576 prostitutes, 87 children—professional prostitutes and children 
living together. I want to say that this report is entirely untrue. It is of 
the same character as the fake plague reports given out by the board of 
health last year. . 

Mr. Rader says that Chinatown furnishes the best argument against Chi- 
nese immigration from the moral standpoint. 

Why not have courage enough to denounce the wickedness that is found 
everywhere you turn in San Francisco—its saloons, its dives, its gambling 
dens, and its houses of prostitution? Look at Tar Flat, its filth, its dives, and 
its vices. 

How about New York City, its Italian town, its filth, its vices, and its 
morals? 

I have seen these places with my own eyes, and they are a hundred times 
worse than Chinatown in San Francisco. Head Darkest New York,” the au- 
thor of which is Gen. Ballington Booth; it will waaay my statements, and 
will not only tell you of the Italian town, but of the Polish town, the Irish, 
the Portuguese, the Hungarian, and the Italian and Jewish town combined. 
All these settlers came from Europe and other countries, as I have said, at 
the rate of 1,000 a day. They are pauper laborers. They have lowered 
your wages, Ge. ave lowered your morals, and disgraced your cities. Is it 
not sensible and just that you should exclude them? To simply attack the 
few, poor Chinese is against all reason and against the teachings of Jesus 
Christ. This unjust exclusion law will greatly injure your commerce. Let 
me quote what President Jordan says: ‘‘As to Chinese exclusion, it is all one- 
sided. I am notin sympathy with the sentiment that would exclude all the 
Chinese from the country. e should bear in mind that if China is soomes 
to the trade of America we can not afford to antagonize that great nation by 
a rigid law of exclusion. We can not expect that the ports of China will be 
wide open to us if we close all our pss to China.” 

Again, this unjust exclusion act is against treaty obligations. Dr. John 
Fryer, professor of oriental ae and literature in the University of 
California, is pronounced in the declaration that the exclusion act is a gross 
breach of the treaty obligations to China. 

Suppose that in some future day China should become a powerful nation— 
and Tiewe not the least doubt that she will—and then she should make a law 

admitting every people under the sun but the Americans. China may be 
despised now, but I have a steadfast hope that she will soon become one of 
the great nations on earth—yes, a Christian nation, too. The ‘‘Land of 
Sinim” will be won for Christ. or ‘ 

China has already begun for progress. Gunes is qpreetion more 
rapidly than ever before. The nation is now all astir for reform and prog- 
ress. The viceroys are overwhelming the throne with repeated memorials 
advocating the same. They are planning to open institutions of western 
learning throughout the length and breadth of the Empire, and they are fast 
sending students abroad to acquire the best of the great nations. These 
viceroys also advocate the opening of the mines which, according to all indi- 
cations, are the richest in the world. They will have more commerce, more 
railways, more telegraph lines, and improvements of every description to 
make her the equal of her sister nations. 

Meanwhile commerce will be most extensively carried on, and if America 
does not look out and does not keep up the friendly relations she has gained 
with China since the late war other nations will undoubtedly take advantage 
of the exclusion law and use it as the best weapon to prevent America from 
sharing in the trade with China. So, I say, that for the sake of commerce 
alone America ought to be fair with China, for she can not afford to have the 
present relations hampered and strained by an unjust exclusion law. The 
Chinese are a great commercial people; they have a great taste for Ameri- 
can goods. What a great market she will be for this country! 


riends, that you will agree with me and do all you can as American citizens 
to sustain the re'ationship between the peoples of the two countries, and not 
only to sustain the relationship, but to evangelize China and ultimately bring 
I er to Christ. (The American Missionary, February, 1902, -Vol. LVI, No. 2, 
p. 99.) 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, the immigration to this 


country from 1880 to 1800 was considerably in excess of 3,000,000 
They | 


people. Last year 487,918 came from foreign countries. 
were literally of all classes and conditions. The Senator from 
indiana |Mr. FarRBANKs] said that for the most part they were 
desirable. Surely the Senator has not visited Ellis Island or wit- 
nessed the motley crowd at Castle Garden. Many of them are 
ignorant, vicious, and undesirable in every respect, but we admit 
them, and I say that we ought to have infinitely more stringent 
laws on the subject of immigration. 

it was a great regret to me that the bill on the question of im- 
migration, which you, Mr. President [Mr. LopeE in the chair] 
introduced, and which was passed through the Senate, failed in an- 
other body; and it is equally regrettable to me that having refused 
to enact that bill into law a certain other bill came to the Senate 
yesterday from the same body on the subject of Chinese exclu- 
sion. And while we allow nearly half a million of emigrants to 
come Into our ports in a single year, we hold up our hands in 
- — at the 89,000 Chinese now in this country, and while we 
1s proposed to this harsh, unnecessary,andcruelstatute. Well 
dida distinguished gentleman in another place say a few daysago-: 


China was civilized for centuries while we were wandering Huns and Goths 
in the forests of Europe and wild men on the heather of Scotland and Ireland. 





‘These are my views upon the subject of Chinese exclusion, and I hope, my | 


of Christianizing them and extending our trade among them it | 


China can teach us much out of her past history and much of her great sci- 

ences that were known to her before we were ever heard of. I want inter- 

course between the two countries. I want that development between the 

Orient and the saueey growing West which will tend to the advancement of 
e 


the world and to mefit of mankind at large. 
Some le, Mr. President, look upon China as a nation of bar- 
barians. ey would apply to them the little stanza that has 


done service in other directions: 


The poor benighted Hindoo, 

He does the best he kindo; 

He sticks to caste from first to last 
And for clothes he makes his skindo. 


[Laughter. ] 

But they are not barbarians. They are a great people. The 
Empire is a sleeping giant, that will some time rouse from her 
slumbers, and it will be well for the United States to then be her 
friend. Let us be justin this matter. Our present laws are strict 
and adequate, and it seems to me that equity and wisdom both 
demand that Congress shall refuse to enact legislation that is 
clearly unnecessary, if not absolutely pernicious. The laboring 
men of this country are fully protected by the existing statute, 
and their interests will be safeguarded without the passage of a 
law that seems to me to be unwise in the highest degree. 

Mr. President, there were some other matters connected with 
this question that I thought I might touch upon, but I have al- 
ready trespassed upon the good nature of the Senate, and will 
content myself with what has already been said. Possibly later 
in the debate I may address myself to other phases of the ques- 
tion. 

Mr. TURNER. Mr. President, there is a disposition abroad in 
the land which is not without its echoin Congress to object to legis- 
lation of the character of that embraced in this bill, on the ground 
that it is illiberal, uncharitable, and unchristian to deny to the 
Chinaman the same rights, privileges, and advantages in our land 
and under our institutions that are freely accorded to men of 
every other nationality. This disposition springs from a false 
and mistaken sentimentality founded on ignorance of Asiatic 
characteristics, and a failure to consider the duty which every 
Government owes to its own people. 

The Chinaman is a man and brother, it is true, but with a 
physical and mental and moral organization so different from ours 
that he might have come from another planet. His physical or- 
ganization is the resultof four thousand years of struggle for ex- 
istence under conditions of toil and starvation without a parellel 
in the world’s history. That struggle has made him an animal 
without nerves. He is capable of enduring the most tremendous 
exertion, with a minimum of food and rest, under any climatic 
condition which the world presents. His mental and moral or- 
ganization is what might be expected from such an environment. 
His conceptions all relate to his own wants and necessities. His 
affections embrace only his own immediate family. He is lacking 
absolutely in patrotism and in conceptions of civic duty. He ob- 
serves his contracts fairly well because he has learned that he can 
not escape them, but in business matters generally his chief char- 
acteristic is duplicity and deceit, and this characteristic obtains 
among all classes from the highest to the lowest. He is absolutely 
devoid of morals as we understand morals. He isa gambler by 
instinct; cheats and lies as a matter of education; injures and 
slays his adversary without compunction and without loss of 
caste among his fellows, and considers female prostitution a vir- 
tue. I speak, of course, of the great mass of the lower class in 
China, and upon the authority of intelligent observers in that 
country, confirmed by what I myself have seen of that race on 
the Pacific coast. His only virtues are temperance and sobriety; 
his highest intellectual faculty, imitation; ard his greatest value 
to the world, an unexcelled capacity for hard manual labor. 

There are 450,000,000 of him in China, crowded and cramped, 
dragging out a cheerless existence under the same hard conditions 
that have prevailed there from the beginning. He is being pushed 
out into the world—those parts of it that are accessible to him— 
by overpopulation, and as its advantages become known to him 
he is coming out by choice; but wherever he goes and however 
long he stays, he never becomes anything but a Chinaman. 
Where his presence is sporadic, he stands out as a singular and 
unique but no unpleasing unit in the population, but he is never 
lost in it. Where he congregates in numbers, he transplants 
China bodily, its habits and customs, its vices and crimes, its 
outward signs and symbols, its ineradicable racial tendencies. It 
is possible for him to assimilate others, but for others he is non- 
assimilable. He is a Chinaman first, last, and all the time. 
| The Pacific coast lies opposite that of China on the Pacific Ocean. 
| The demand for labor there and the rewards which it obtains 
make our country an Eldorado forthe Chinaman. In afew years 
the most humble can by manual labor amass what is considered 
a competency in his own country. At the time the policy of Chi- 
| nese exclusion was entered on in this country the immigration 
| from there was so large and steady and continuous that but for 
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bered the whites on the Pacific coast. 
that policy and the most rigorous enforcement of stringent laws 
intended to carry it out, our Chinese population has continued to 
increase. The Treasury Department estimates that there are 
300,000 Chinese laborers in the United States to-day, although 
there are only about 97,000 registered under existing laws. 

Such is their craft and deceit that no law except one of absolute 
exclusion of all classes will prove effective in entirely excluding 
the prohibited classes. Throw down the bars and permit the 
Chinese laborers to come in at will and they will come to our 
country in a steady and in a steadily augmenting stream. It is 
not necessary to take the extreme view which some careful and 
philosophic observers have taken and look upon such an irruption 
as the beginning of the Asiatic march for the dominion of the 
world. There is much to cause alarm in the thought of what 
such an enormous horde, so inured to toil and hardship, might do if 
trained in arms and lead bya new Attila or Tamerlane. The Chris- 
tian world may at some time, and at no distant day, be compelled 
to put forth all the energies of which it is capable to preserve its 
civilization against the yellow hordes of paganism; but the strug- 


gle will not be on this continent in the first instance, nor as the | 


result, primarily, of Chinese immigration to our shores. But the 
result which would certainly follow unrestricted Chinese immi- 
gration to our country are baleful enough to make us pause and 
hesitate without considering the ultimate struggle between pa- 
ganism and Christianity. 

The labor of our land would be reduced by competition to the 
Chinese level of reward, to the Chinese level of subsistence and 


existence, to the Chinese level of faith and morals. The only al- | 


ternative, and it is one that would certainly be adopted, would be 
that the intelligent. oe labor of this country would 
rise in its might and drive the Chinaman into the sea, and if any 
government undertook to prevent, it would go down in the throes 
of insurrection and revolution. However much capital may 
need cheap and docile labor, however much it may chafe under 
conditions which our civilization and our free institutions and 
our universal education have built up in the matter of our labor 
supply and the demands which it makes for a fair share of the 
joint returns of capital and labor, it can not afford to look in the 
direction of China for relief. The American laborer will not be 
pauperized and paganized, and those who try the experiment 
will suffer equally with those upon whom the experiment is tried. 

Moreover, the experiment is as needless as it would be heartless 
and wicked. The American laborer is the best in the world. He 


gives in increased efficiency a full return for the larger reward | 


which he demands. The results obtained by him are the wonder 
of the world, and are being studied by the world. It is to be 
hoped that this will not be interfered with, that it may go on to 
its full fruition, so that the world may be brought to realize, not 
only the dignity of labor, but the material advantages which 
accrue from elevating and uplifting it. 

Mr. President, it is this race, as I have described it, with its 
minimum of virtues and its maximum of vices, and with its vir- 
tues of a character to lower and debase to its own level of vice 
our free, intelligent, self-respecting citizenship, that our senti- 
mentalists insist on inviting to membership in the great American 
family. Wecan not afford to do that, and there is no rule of law, 
human or divine, no principle of comity or charity or benevolence, 
which requires us to do so. 

Nations, like individuals, have their own lives to lead, and since 
their lives, like those of individuals, are molded by their environ- 


ment, they have the unquestioned right of seeking and creating | 


the most favorable environment which their situation renders 
possible. They are not exempt, so far as they are necessarily 
brought into contact with other peoples, from the binding force 
of justice, morality, benevolence, and the application of the re- 
ligious principles which find acceptance among them, but those 
principles have only a minor and secondary application to for- 
eigners when nations come to regulate their own domestic life 
and determine the direction which their national development 
shall take. As to such matters they are still in a state of nature 


and need but to follow nature’s law. and if that be some times | 


cold and harsh, or appears to be so, it is the law given by the 
Almighty to all animate life for its advancement and perfection. 

In regulating its internal economy a nation has the right and 
it is its unquestioned duty to proceed on the lines of the homely 
proverb that ‘‘ charity begins at home.’’ It does not end there, of 
course, but there is no room for its exercise abroad so long as it 
is imperatively required at home. The true sentiment, then, that 
which is not only true to nature, but to educated morality and 
benevolence and Christian charity, requires us to legislate now, 
not for the Chinaman, but for the American, and if in the process 
the former must go to the wall, then the God ofmature, as well as 
the God of the Bible, give us their sanction anédbapproval and say 
‘“‘amen’”’ to our work. The Chinaman is a man.and a brother, it 


the adoption of that policy the Asiatics would soon have outnum- | 
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is true, but if his advancement means our retrogression, if in or- 


Even since the adoption of | der that he shall rise it be necessary that we shall sink, then let 


him rise and advance by his own effort and in the environments 
in which the Almighty left him, and it will be sufficient that we 
have placed no obstacle in his pathway. No law, either human or 
divine, natural or revealed, requires us at such a cost to extend to 
him a helping hand. 

This I conceive to be the morality which governs nations in 
dealing with such questions as this one. It has been oar by 
us more or less toward the people of all the nations of the earth. 
The pauper, the cripple, the sick and infirm, even the criminal, 
are men and brothers, but we do not permit them to land on our 
shores to become charges on our bounty or to scatter physical 
and moral infection among our people. Perchance the pauper 
might prosper, the weak and infirm be healed, the criminal be 
reformed, but we take no chances in that direction. The Ameri- 
can people, in their onward march to a greatness and perfection 
which no other po has ever attained, are entitled to move 
forward on a highway as broad and smooth and as free from ob- 
structions as enlightened statesmanship can make it. This is 
national morality. This is the morality of true and enlightened 
a I hope that it will always be exhibited and fol- 
lowed in the legislation of Congress. I hope and pray especially 
that it may be followed here to-day in dealing with this Chinese 
question, which presents a grave peril to the American people. 
Who is there that would pauperize the intelligent and self- 
respecting labor of this nation tothe Asiatic level? Whois there 
that would invite the mental, moral, and physical miscegenation 
which unrestricted Chinese immigration would bring on our 
people? The degeneracy which would follow is unthinkable to 
those unfamiliar with the Asiatic races, but is only too apparent 
to those who have been brought into contact with them. 

I remember vividly an excursion which I made through China- 
town in San Francisco a number of years ago. There was gath- 
ered there within limits not to exceed a quarter of a mile square, 
in business buildings given over to the Chinese inhabitants, prob- 
ably 30,000 Chinamen and a few Chinawomen. They burrowed 
in the ground like rats. They roosted in the air like crows. They 
were packed in every available space like sardines. Even at mid- 
night the entire quarter presented a scene of the greatest activity. 
There was light and noise and confusion everywhere, as if the 
people never rested. Of course, this was only seeming. I was 
taken through one five-story building devoted to rest and recu- 
peration. The entry was through an areaway into acellar, In 
this areaway and in all the passageways of the cellar, which were 
never closed against the weather, we stumbled over poor wretches 
huddled up, sleeping on the ground, while on the sides others were 
stretched in slumber on bare benches. Each of the five floors of 
the building was fitted up with tiers of wooden bunks, one on top 
of the other, reaching from the floor to the ceiling, about 2 feet 
wide by 6 feet long; and these tiers were packed so close together 
that there was barely room for locomotion between, and in each 
one of these bunks wasa Chinaman. I should say that there were 
500 Chinamen in this one building. The stench was something 
never to be forgotten. 

In the buildings given over to vice, such as gambling, prostitu- 
tion, opium smoking, and the highbinder societies, there were 
tunnels in the ground, perforations in the partitions, secret pas- 
sageways, some leading to the roof, others to the underground 
tunnels, and others still into adjoining buildings. Entering one 
geways, 
climbing sometimes up to the roof and then descending down into 
the cellar, meeting all sorts of obstructions and barriers and over- 
coming them with cabalistic signs and words, seeing vice and 
debauchery and immorality in its ugliest and most repulsive 
forms,all the time accompanied with a powerful and all-prevading 
effluvia of dirt and filth and opium smoke, one is turned out into 
the pure air of heaven with a realization never before experienced 
of God's goodness in providing that bounty for the use of his 
creatures. 

On looking around, however, to take bearings one is surprised 
to find everything strange and unfamiliar, and is then informed 
that he has emerged on another street from that on which he en- 
tered and several hundred feet away from the point of entrance. 
I was told that all the buildings in Chinatown were honeycombed 
in this way for protection against the officers of the law. I shall 
not describe all that I saw on thisexcursion: The sights, sounds, 
and smells nauseate me to this day when I recall them, The gen- 
eral impression left on one’s mind is that of a seething, reeking, 
heaving mass of vermin, intermixed and intertwined, each striv- 
ing with all its might to satisfy some animal need or craving, and 
having nothing in the world in common with anything human 
except an ugly, debased, and stunted human form. 

A similar condition prevails in the city of Portland, Oreg.. 
although, possibly, not so exaggerated, and a similar condition of 
affairs is growing up in the city of Seattle, in my own State. We 
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will have these seething, swarming sink holes of iniquity in every 
city in the Union within twenty years if our present system of 
Chinese exclusion be broken down or materially weakened. If 
our good women who, annoyed by the servant-girl question, are 
petitioning us to break down our present laws and let the China- 
men in could see these dens from which their domestic force is 
recruited as they actually exist, they would as soon think of tak- 
ing vipers into their bosoms as to admit these moral lepers into 
their households to contaminate and destroy their pure atmos- 
phere. , , : : 

Let me refer, in this connection, to some of the testimony from 
California presented to the Senate Committee on Immigration 
while that committee was considering the bill now under consid- 
eration. This testimony is found on pages 86, 87, and 88 of Sen- 
ate Report 776, part 2. 

Mr. Livernash said: 

I have herea table, compiled from the public recordsof the city and county 
of San Francisco, for the twenty-one years beginning with 1880. 

It shows 1,311 arrests of Chinese persons within that period in San Fran- 
cisco on charges of felony, and the list of crimes includes arson, abduction, 
assault with deadly weapon, assault to murder, assault to rob, attempt to 
bribe, burgla: 

rand larceny, 
ing counterfeit money  aaide rape, robbery, receiving stolen goods, smug- 
gling, and threat to kill. 

The table further shows that there were 31,161 arrests in the same period 
of Chinese persons cha: with misdemeanors, including petit larceny. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is that in San Francisco? 

Mr. LIVERNASH. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. How many Chinese are there? 

Mr. LIVERNASH. We have, according to the last census, under 20,000. 
According to the estimate of the Treasury Department we have between 
50,000 and 60,000, 

+ * * a * * a 

Returning to the matter I was discussing, I shall read from a letter ad- 
dressed by the chief of police of Sacramento, a place of about 30,000 inhabit- 
ants, to Mr. Woods, now a Representative in Congress from California. The 
chief of police says: 

“The total number of Chinese arrested in this city (not including Sacra- 
mento County) from January 1, 1891, to January 1, 1901, was 852, as follows: 


‘Seventy-three for felonies. Of this number 57 were held to answer; 16 | 


were discharged. These 73 arrests were for murder, murderous assaults, 

burglary, an nd larceny. 

“Seven hundred and seventy-nine for misdemeanors—petit larceny, opium 

a aming, and violating city ordinances; 624 were convicted; 155 were 
ischarged. 

“In thiscommunity, as well as in every other place where Chinese abound, 
the ruin of a great many of our American youths is traceable to a habit pe- 
culiarly common among the Chinese, namely, opium smoking. This habit 
was almost unknown in this State until the Chinese came. A review of the 
1,370 convicts at San Quentin prison and of the 771 quartered at Folsom will, 
I think, bear out ay eee that 40 per cent of the convicts are now such 
through the opium habit, contracted directly or indirectly through associat- 
ing with the Chinese.” 

I quote as follows from a letter received last October by Congressman 
Woops from the city marshal of Santa Rosa, a California community of 
about 8,000 inhabitants, in the heart of an exclusively agricultural and horti- 
cultural district: 

‘The number of Chinese arrested in the last ten years in Santa Rosa is 30, 
which seems ridiculously small. But the Chinese do not offend in a way that 
you can locate and arrest. They are rather a festering sore, or a rotten 
apple in a box of good ones. Two-thirds of the young girls who have gone 
wrong since I have held office have been led astray by Chinese at an age— 
viz, 9, 10, 11, 12—when no white man would pay any attention to them. The 
Chinese start in by giving money and candy to them. I do not mean by this 
all the girls who have gone wrong, but all who are notorious and pubticty 
rect ae as unchaste. 

“Then, too, it is im ible to estimate the far-reaching effects of opium 
smoking. The public does not realize what a curse it is becoming. The very 
highest have fallen victims.” 


I quote also in this connection some statements from travelers 
and sojourners in China, who have observed its people and have 
spoken concerning their mental and moral characteristics: 


Lord George Curzon, in his Problems of the Far East: ‘“‘ The board (tsungli 
yamen) is in reality a board of delay. Its object is to palaver, and gloze,and 
promise, and do nothing.” (P. 263.) 

Henry Norman, in his Peoples and Politics of the Far East: “Every Chi- 
nese official, with the possible exception of one in a thousand, is a liar, a thief, 
and a tyrant.” (P. 282.) 

‘Dirt, falsehood, corruption, and cruelty are some of the least objection- 
able of Chinese vices.” ip 287.) 

_ Chinese literature inculcates all the virtues; Chinese life exhibits all the 
vices, Chinese professions—and this is the _ where foreign diplomatists 
have so often gone astray—are everything that is desirable; Chinese practices 
are everything thatis mostconvenient. ‘The life andstate papers of a Chinese 
statesman,’ wrote Mr. George Wingrove Cooke, ‘like the Confessions of 
Rousseau, abound in the finest sentiments and the foulest deeds. He cuts off 
10.000 heads, and cites a e from Mencius about the sanctity of human 
life. He pockets the money elves him to repair an embankment, and thus 
inundates a roves: and he deplores the land loss to the cultivator of the 
soil. He makes a treaty which he secretly declares to be only a deception for 
the moment, and he exclaims against the crime of jury.’ (Pp. 294,295.) 

P rofessor Robert K. rng, in his Society in : 

. There is no country in the world Lad ahd ng ro and profession are more 
widely separated than in China. The Empire is preeminently one of make- 

velieve. From the mperar to the meanest of his ects a system of high- 
sounding pretension to lofty principles of morality holds sway; while the life 
of the nation is in direct contradiction to these assumptions. No imperial 
edict is complete and no official proclamation finds currency without 4 ro- 
testations in favor of all the virtues. And yet few courts are more devoid of 
Colony = Enis ae ~ no magistracy is more corrupt than those of the 
Foussore 4 Widmen, ae bie ¢ Catan’ Door 
not a crime na, as it is taken for nted that every man 
will lie as long as it will benefit him.” (P. 264, or 
Ch plans to cheat or fool some particular god 
a rival firm.” (P, 235.) 


. 
. 


lay as clever 


as to blind the eyes of 
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Dr. Williams, who spent forty-three yearsin China, in his 
Middle Kingdom, on pages 834, 835, and 836, speaks of the 
Chinese people thus: 


With a general regard for outward decency they are vile and polluted in 
a shocking degree; their conversation is full of filthy expressions and their 
lives of impure acts. They are somewhat restrained in the latter by fences 

ut around the family circle, so that seduction and adultery are compara- 
ively infrequent; the former may even be said to be rare; but brothels and 
their inmates occur everywhere on land and on water. One danger attending 
oung girls going abroad alone is that they will be stolen for incarceration in 
ese gates of hell. By pictures, songs, and aphrodisiacs they excite their 
sensuality, and, as the apostle says, ‘‘receive in themselves that recompense 
of their error that is meet.” 

More ineradicable than the sins of flesh is the falsity of the Chinese and 
its attendant sin of base ingratitude; their disregard for truth has perhaps 
done more to lower their character than any other fault. They feel no shame 
at a ees in a lie ( — they have not gone quite so far as not to 
know when they have lied) nor do they fear any punishment from their gods 


for it. 
* + * * * * * 


A Chinese requires but little motive to falsity, and he is constantly sharp- 
ening his wits to cozen his customer—wheedle him by promise and cheat him 
in goods or work. There is nothing which tries one so much when living 
among them as their disregard of truth, and renders him so indifferent as to 
what calamities may befall so mendaciousa race; an abiding impression of sus- 

»xicion toward everybody rests upon the mind which chilis the warmest wish 
or their welfare and thwarts many a plan to benefit them. Their better 
traits diminish in the distance, and patience is exhausted in its daily prox- 
imity and friction with this ancestor of all sins. 
* cg co * 4 x os 


Thieving is common, and the illegal exaction of the rulers, as has already 
been sufficiently pointed out, are most burdensome. * * Female infan- 
ticide in some parts openly confessed, and divested of all disgrace and penal- 
ties everywhere; the dreadful prevalence of all the vices charged by the 
Apostle Paul upon theancient heathen world; the alarming extent of the use 
of opium—furnished, too, under the patronage and supplied in purity by the 
power and skill of Great Britain from India—destroying the production and 


| natural resources of the people; the universal practice of lying and dishonest 


dealing, the unblushing lewdness of old and young; harsh cruelty toward 
prisoners by officers and tyranny over slaves by masters—all form a full, un- 
checked torrent of human depravity, and prove the existence of a kind and 
degree of moral degradation of which an excessive statement can scarcely be 
made or an adequate conception hardly be formed. 


Mr. Livernash, of the California Chinese commission, in his 
admirable address before the Senate Committee on Immigration, 


| which I wish every Senator would read, has collected from the 


authorities on the question of the tremendous capabilities of- the 
Chinese, their latent power, and the effect on the occidental in- 
dustry of their competition. I can not improve on his industry 
in collating, nor upon the eloquent force with which he drives 
home his conclusions, and shall content myself on that branch of 
the discussion with quoting from his address: 


There is no people on the earth ——— of surviving free competition 
with the Chinese. is Excellency Wu Ting-fang was not exaggerating when 
he wrote that his countrymen can outwork other peoples, whether in polar 
cold or torrid heat, subsisting the while on a rice diet. He but confirmed the 
observations of all expert inquirers. 

“'The truth is,” says England’s agent, Mr. Bourne, after extensive inquiry 
in China, “that a man of good physical and intellectual qualities, regarded 
merely as an economic factor, is turned out cheaper by the Chinese than by 
any other race. He is deficient in the higher moral qualities, individual 


| trustworthiness, public spirit, sense of duty, and active courage, a group of 


qualities, perhaps, best represented in our language by the word manliness; 
but in the humbler moral qualities of patience, mental and physical, and 
perseverance in labor he is unrivaled.” 

**No occidental,” says Wildman, “can comprehend the full measure of 
Chinese economy. It is an art and ascience that has been perfected through 
the centuries. * * Two cents a day is a fair estimate per head of what 
it costs to feed 390,000,000 of China’s 400,000,000, * * * iiwaee of nerves 
and ability to suffer is a God-given gift, and makes the Chinese equal to an 
existence that would blot out European civilization in two generations. One 


| ean not but wonder if, in the struggle for the possession of the earth that is 


now taking place, the white man of ‘nerves’ may not in the end go down be- 
fore the yellow man without ‘nerves.’ 

To the same effect is the testimony of Reinsch and Hearn; and as for Kip 
ling, well, in his singularly terse way of summarizing clear observations, be 
says of the men of China: “A people without nerves as without digestion, 
and, if report speaks truly, without morals.” And again: “There are three 
races who can work, but there is only one that can swarm. These people 
work and spread. They pack close and eat everything, and they can live on 
nothing.”’ And yet again: “They will overwhelm the world.” 

Not even in the Far East, where standards of life are primitive and hered- 
ity has not made strikingly for nervous nen and sensitiveness, can 
the Chinese people be overcome when they determine to hold ground in 
a 

“ Better artists and stronger workmen, man for man,” says Kipling, speak- 
ing of the Chinese in comparison with the Hindu and the Japanese. 

And, writing of Singapore, he tells us: ‘India ended so long ago that I can 
not even talk about the natives of the place. They are all Chinese, except 
where they are French, or Dutch, or German. England is, by the unin- 
formed, sup to own the island, The rest belongs to China and the Con- 
tinent, but chiefly China.” cave 

Forty centuries of privation, of fierce competition within China for the 
most wretched subsistence, have left ineffaceable impressions on the yellow 
race; have given that race a minimum of nerves, power to work hard with 
little food and with little sleep, and to rest under the most uncomfortabie 
conditions; have given that race qualities of self-control, servility, fatalism, 
perseverance, which no Caucasian nation can or ever should approximate 
and which no Caucasian nation can afford to ignore. 

I think I can understand Kipling’s point of view when he spoke of Canton 
as reminding him of those “horrible sponges, full of worms, that grow in 
warm seas,” and, again, as “‘a big blue sink of a city full of tunnels, all dark, 
and inhabited by yellow devils, a city that Doré ought to have seen;"’ and I 
think he was not —peeeeeees in drawing back with fear on contemplating 
China’s 400,000,000 subjects—fear lest the day should dawn when there would 
creep out of Asia a yellow tide that would overwhelm the Occident. 

I tremble myself when I think what possibilities lie in stirring this terrible 

ple—one-third the population of the globe—into industrial effectiveness, 
Inte political greatness, into—well, that is the terrifying problem: Into what? 
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Who shall say? We may be loosing the whirlwind. 
a flood gate now holding back a pent torrent irresistible i 
the land of the dragon may sweep some modern Kublai Khan, some new 
Tamerlane—not, perhaps, with fire and sword, but with industry and rice— 
to destroy our Christian civilization. 

The Chinese possess the qualities out of which may come great skill in 
almost every agneyantee of life; and where they lack, just now, in skill, 
they throw into the equation their terrible numbers, their dreadful persever- 
ance, their amazing endurance; and when the American workman 


We may be tearing down 
set free. Out of 


has 


reached in competition a level below which he can not go without less of | 
neration to follow hin}, less of | 


sunshine, less of beef, less of care for the 
concern for.the institutions of his race an 
reached only the beginning of his capability to sink, for inch by inch he can 
go down with his white competitor, until that competitor falls fainting and 
surrenders, leaving him with the employment for his own and his powers of 
sinking scarcely touched. In stru ~ dor place the yellow man needs only 
as equipment a little rice and a little opium. He is not encumbered by the 
refinements of Christian civility, by sense of civic duty, by family ties. 
Why, Senators, it stirs the Yhooa in protest—the thought of hesitation 


his country, the Chinaman has 


among white men when it is 
of horrid competition with t 
takes! 

On the question of the right, power, and duty of every nation to 
protect itself against such horrid and debasing conditions as those 
which unrestricted Chinese immigration would bring on our 
people, I shall content myself with two quotations. 

In 1892 Mr. Wharton, then Assistant Secretary of State, re- 


e tragic product of China’s ages of black mis- 


sponding to numerous complaints made by the Chinese minister | 


on the subject of our exclusion laws, addressed a letter to that 


functionary in which our policy and the grounds on which that | 


policy is defensible were so clearly and conclusively stated and 
maintained that it is only necessary to read it to answer every 


possible criticism that has been made of the general principle of | 


the present bill. 
I read from Mr. Wharton's letter: 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, December 10, 1892. 
Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the reception of your two notes of 


the reapers dates of November 7 and November 11, 1892, concerning the } 


recent legislation of the Congress of the United States “‘in respect to Chi- 
nese subjects” in this country. 

In the former of these two notes you refer to certain unanswered notes of 
your predecessor and of yourself as containing a full discussion of the pro- 
vision of the act of Congress approved October 1, 1888. That statute was 


brought about by the regrettable failure to complete the treaty signed at | 


Washington March 12, 188. It does not seem necessary at this late date to 
discuss the circumstances under which the treaty of 1888 failed, or to conjec- 


ture whether, had it been duly perfected, it would have served to avert the | 


difficulties or meet the issues which have since arisen. That the failure of 
that treaty, through the withholdment of the Imperial ratification, exerted 
a sueepeeenat influence upon American sentiment thereafter is hardly open 
to doubt. 

Neither does it seem necessary to the present object to enter into a full 
historical and analytical review of the variant conditions which have existed 
in the United States and China since the first treaties were signed in regard 
to the treatment of aliens. It would not be difficult to show that from the 
outset the position of the foreigner in China has been one of violation and 
exclusion, his riguts being limited under treaties to certain specified objects 
within the narrow limits of the treaty ports, and extended only at the will 
of the Chinese Government to residence and travel in the interior. The 
foreign States, by their compacts with China, have impliedly recognized the 
inherent right of that Empire to regulate the domicile and business of aliens 
within its borders by soliciting and obtaining from China the limited privi- 
leges expressed by the formal treaties and the expanded privileges growing 
out of 7 anton Nor would it be difficult to argue with convincing force that 
the application of this right by China is governed in its manifestations by 
the inherent immiscibility of the Mongolian and Caucasian races. As are all 


Europeans to the native Chinese communities, so are the Chinese to the | 


communities of European blood—a people apart, not willing to be engrafted 
upon the national life,and dwelling under the special license of an artificially 
created necessity. 


Reserving, therefore, all considerations of these aspects of the general ques- 


tion I confine this communication to the precise points you make touching | 


the recent legislation of Congress renewing the acts passed for the execution 
of the treaty of 1880. Those acts being limited in their effects toa fixed term 
of years, which, in the judgment of Congress came to an end in May last, it 
became necessary to reenact them for a further term, with such safeguards 
as experience should have shown to be needful. While more precisely pro- 
viding for the exclusion of new-coming Chinese laborers from our shores, in 
pursuance of a policy in regard to which the negotiations of immediately pre- 
ceding years had shown the two Governments to be in substantial accord, 
the new legislation aimed to meet the case of the Chinese subjects actually 
residing and laboring in the United States by providing the means whereby 
their right to remain and enjoy the privileges of residence stipulated in the 
existing treaties should be confirmed to them by an orderly scheme of indi- 
vidual identification and certification. Thestatute as completely aims to pro- 
tect the persons and rights of all Chinese persons entitled to residential priv- 
ileges as it does to prevent their fraudulent enjoyment by those not entitled 
thereto. 

You are pleased to state that the proceedings which led to this legislation 
itself were not required by any existing emergency that had arisen between 
the two nations, but in this you overlook the circumstance that the thereto- 
fore existing temporary legislation under the old treaties was about to termi- 
nate by its own time limitation, as also the fact thatthe abrupt failure of the 
negotiations for a fuller international accord on the general subject had not 
only devolved upor the Congress of the United States the necessity for deal- 
ing with the matter by the municipal resorts pertaining to sovereignty, but 


had moreover aroused an unfortunate belief that the attitude of China was | 
obstructive and the claims of China unreasonable. That this belief is with- | 


out solid foundation Iam happy to assume; that it did exist, and under the 
circumstances with good show of reason, must be frankly admitted. 

Much of the argument in the preceding notes of your legation, to which 
you refer and which you incorporate in your present notes, rests upon the 
assumed claim that the status of Chinese subjects with *t to the body 
politic of the United States is on the same footing as that of all other aliens 
of whatever nationality. Neither in the light of international reciprocity 
nor in that of municipal sovereignty can these assumptions hold good. The 
restrictions upon foreigners in China are special and onerous as to vocation, 
residence, and travel, and are based on the natural barriers which seem to 
forbid the assimilation of the foreign element with the native Chinese race. 


—— that we guard our own from the touch | 


This condition of immiscibility is likewise as forcibly present in the case of 
Chinese in the United States as it is generally absent in regard to aliens of 
the same race and blood as our own. It isthe inherent prerogative of sover- 
eignty to take cognizance of such incompatibilities and to apy bog special 
conditions for the toleration of the unassimilable element in the national 
COMNEERT China's treatment of foreigners can only be justified on such 
= oreover, this sovereign right is freely exercised by the United 

tates in the adoption of restrictive or discriminatory legislation in regard 
| to any classes of alien immigration whenever the exigencies of the public in- 
terests demand and to whatever extent may be requisite, 


The Supreme Court of the United States has spoken to the same 
| effect and with equal force. In the Chinese-exclusion case, re- 
ported in 130 United States, at page 581, Mr. Justice Field, deliy- 
ering the opinion of the court, uses this language: 


To preserve its independence and give security against foreign aggression 
and encroachment is the highest duty of every nation, and to attain these 
| ends nearly all other considerations are to be subordinated. It matters not 
in what form such aggression and encroachment come, whether from the 
foreign nation acting in its national character or from vast hordes of its peo- 

ole crowding in upon us. The Government, sing the powers which are 

o be exercised for protection and security, is clothed with authority to de- 
termine the occasion on which the power shall be called forth; and its deter- 
mination, so far as the subjects affected are concerned, are necessarily con- 
clusive upon all its departments and officers. If, therefore, the Government 
of the United States, through its legislative department, considers the pres- 
ence of foreigners of a different race in this country, who will not assimilate 
with us, to be dangerous to its peace and security, their exclusion is not to be 
| stayed because at the time there are no actual hostilities with the nation of 
which the foreigners are subjects. The existence of war would render the 
| necessity of the proceeding only more obvious and pressing. The same ne- 
cessity in a less pressing degree may arise when war does not exist, and the 
same¢ authority which adjudges the necessity in one case must also determine 
itinthe other. * * * ‘ 

The power of the Government to exclude foreigners from the country 
whenever, in its judgment, the public interest requires such exclusion has 
been asserted in repeated instances, and never denied by the executive or 
legislative departments. 

In a communication made in December, 1852,to Mr. A. Dudley Mann, atone 
time a special agent of the Department of State in Europe, Mr. Everett, then 
Secretary of State under President Fillmore, writes: 

“This Government could never give » the right of panting foreigners 
whose presence it might deem a source of danger to the United States. Nor 
| will this Government consider such exclusion of American citizens from 
| Russia necessarily a matter of diplomatic complaint to that country.” 

In a dispatch to Mr. Fay, our minister to Switzerland, in March, 1856, Mr. 
Marcy, Secretary of State under President Pierce, writes: 

“Every society possesses the undoubted right to determine who shall com- 
pose its members, and it is exercised by all nations both in peace and war.” 

“It may always be questionable whether a resort to this power is war- 
ranted by the circumstances, or what department of the Government is em- 
| powered to exert it; but there can be no doubt that it is possessed by all 
nations, and that each may decide for itself when the occasion arises demand- 
ing its exercise.” 

Ina communication in September, 1869, to Mr. Washburne, our minister 
to France, Mr. Fish, Secretary of State under President Grant, uses this lan- 


e: 
“The control of the people within its limits and the right to expel from its 
| territory persons who are dangerous to the peace of the state are too clear] 
within the essential attributes of sovereignty to be seriously contested. 
| Strangers visiting or sojourning in a foreign country voluntarily submit 
themselves to the laws and customs, and the municipal laws of France au- 





| thorizing the expulsion of strangers are not of such recent date, nor has the 
exercise of the power by the Government of France been so infrequent, that 
oupee within her territory can claim surprise when the power is put in 
Mr. President, I do not think the policy of this bill can be suc- 
cessfully questioned, either from the standpoint of the interests 
of our own people, or from the standpoint of that comity which 
we owe to the Government and the people of China. We have 
a perfect right, without offending against any just demand of 
| China, to enact the bill into law, and we would be recreant to 
our own people and to the high civilization which has made them 
| what they are if we did not enact it into law. Believing that 
| these facts are generally recognized in both branches of Congress, 
I pass now to a consideration of some of the features of the bill. 
| Generally speaking, the bill is a compilation and revision of ex- 
| isting laws, and of Treasury regulations made pursuant to law 
| and having the force and effect of law, with some liberalization 
| concerning the excepted classes that may come into our country. 
| In confirmation of this statement I invite Senators to examine 
| the provisions of this bill and the corresponding provisions of ex- 
isting laws and regulations, printed in parallel columns, and found 
| in Senate Report No. 776, pages 150 to 214, both inclusive. 
I have the book here; it is easily accessible to all Senators, and 
I am satisfied that if they will procure it and examine the parallel 
columns, showing the present law and the proposed legislation, 
they will see that there is nothing in the claim that the present 
| bill is any more harsh in its provisions than those under which 
| our country has been proceeding for the last twenty years or ever 
| since the policy of Chinese,exclusion was entered upon. 

For instance, as the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Gat- 
LINGER] was proceeding this morning with his several complaints 
| as to the peculiar hardships of the bill, I turned to the part of the 
_ report to which I have referred and readily saw in the reprint of 
the present laws or of the present Treasury regulations therein 
'set forth provisions in every respect identical with the’ things 
| which he complains of as being in the pro’ law. 
| Mr. CLAY. Will the Senator from Washington allow me to 
| ask him a question? 
| “Mr. TURNER. Certainly. 
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Mr. CLAY. Has the Senator carefully examined the provisions 
of the treaty of 1894 and compared them with the present bill, and 
does he think there is any conflict between the terms of the treaty 
of 1894 and this bill? That is the only question about which I 


worry. 

Mz. TURNER. I have examined them with some particularity. 
I do not find that there is any conflict at all. For instance, the 
Senator from New Hampshire complained that the bill restricted 
the right to come to our country to five classes other than laborers, 
to wit: Officials, teachers, students, merchants, travelers for curi- 
osity or pleasure, and said this was contrary to the letter and 
spirit of the treaty of 1894, and limited the rights of all others to 
come who would have the right to come under the treaty, to wit: 


Merchants, bankers, and others of thatclass. By turning to page | 


155 of this report it will be seen that by section 4 of the present 
bill the right of the excepted classes is confined to officials, teach- 
ers, students, merchants, and travelers for curiosity or pleasure. 
Now, in the parallel columns I find printed article 3 of the conven- 
tion of 1894 with China, from which I read: 

The provisions of this convention shall not affect the right at present en- 
joyed of Chinese subjects, being officials, teachers, students, merchants, or 
travelers for curiosity or pleasure. 

Exactly the language of this bill. 

There was some controversy between our commissioners and 
the diplomatic functionaries of China as to the eee word- 
ing of this section of the treaty, but it was finally boiled down into 
this shape, and the express mention in the treaty of those classes 
who are to be permitted to come here, limiting it to officials, 
travelers for curiosity or pleasure, merchants, students, and 
teachers, is a treaty recognition of the fact that those only are the 
classes who are to be permitted to come here. 

The principle of construction, expressio unius est exclusio alte- 
rius, applies to the construction of treaties as to laws, and when 
China expressly undertook to provide the particular class of per- 
sons who might come here she impliedly acquiesced in the ex- 
clusion of all others. And that has been the construction of the 
courts, the construction of the executive officers of the Govern- 
ment, and the construction which China herself has put upon the 
treaty. 

Mr. CLAY. I should like to ask the Senator a question. I 
believe the bill provides that a child born of Chinese parents in 
our insular possessions after the passage of this act shall not 
come into the United States. I should like to ask the Senator’s 
views in regard to that point. 

Mr. TURNER. If the Senator will excuse me at this point, I 
will get to that a little further on. 

Mr. CLAY. Very well. 

Mr. TURNER. ere is the language of the act of 1888. The 
Senator from New Hampshire claims that this is a stringent 
a going much beyond other laws, but the law of 1888 
provided: 


That Chinese officials, teachers, students, merchants, or travelers for 
pleasure or curiosity shall be permitted to enter the United States, but in 
order to entitle themselves to do so they shall first obtain the permission of 
the Chinese Government or other government of which they may at the 
time be citizens or subjects. 

Here are the opinions of the Attorney-General of the United 
States on the subject: : 

The policy of the Government being against the admission of Chinese la- 
borers, treaty provisi tions should not be extended by con- 


; ons making ex 
struction to cases not falling within the plain scope of the language used. 
October 14, 1896; 21-424.) 


(Opinion of Attorney-General 
he true theory of tho Federal law is not that all Chinese persons may 
enter this country who are not forbidden, but that only those may enter who 
are expressly allowed. (Opinion of Athovney-General, July 15, 1898; 22-130.) 
So it will be seen that this particular provision, against which 
the Senator from New Hampshire declaimed as being illiberal, 
and as going much beyond what was ever provided for by exist- 
ing law, is identically what was intended by the treaty of 1894, 
is identically what was provided by the act of 1888; and both the 
treaty and the former law have been construed by the Treasury 
Department and by the Attorney-General to mean exactly that 
which it is made to mean in the present bill. 

The same thing may be said as to the criticisms of that Senator 
as to the definition of ‘‘ merchants”’ and “ students ”’ and others, 
and as to the regulations thrown around their entry and their 
stayin thiscountry. The present bill isnothing buta reenactment 
of former laws or former regulations relating to said classes, ex- 
cept that it is liberalized as to merchants. 

With the ex eptions which I shall presently notice, it is a literal 
fact that this bill is a reenactment of existing law, and the prime 
ae for its reenactment is found in the fact that existing 
law will expire by its own limitation on the 4th day of next May, 
and it must be reenacted if we are to have Chinese exclusion after 
that date. The bill is not the work alone of the California Chi- 
nese commission, or of the Pacific coast Senators and —_. 

of 


sentatives, but the officials of the Treasury Department 
the Department of Justice assisted in framing it. Those provi- 
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sions, which seem most harsh, are taken from the regulations 
framed by those officials and administered by them for the last 
ten years, and their testimony is strong and emphatic that those 
provisions are necessary if we are to have any efficient exclusion 
of Chinese laborers. 

The craft and guile of the Chinese and their contempt for the 
treaty obligations of their own country have made the fullest and 
most minute and specific provisions designed to carry into effect 
existing treaty obligations indispensably necessary. 

No rogue e’er felt the halter draw 
With good opinion of the law. 

And probably no Chinaman, in his attempt to evade our exclu- 
sion law, ever run up against these full and specific provisions and 
regulations, or ever will do so, with good opinion of them. But 
it is a fact that they have all been of force and have been applied 
for many years without interrupting our friendly relations with 
China, and there is no good reason to suppose that their contin- 
ued application and enforcement in the future will have any 
other or different result. But however that may be, they are 
essential to the policy of Chinese exclusion, and since that policy 
is based on consideration relating to our own internal economy, 
I apprehend that any unfounded views which China might take 
of our policy and of our just laws designed to enforce it would 
not be forceful in governing the action of Senators and Members 
of the House of Representatives. 

There is no disposition on the part of the friends of this bill to 
offend the Chinese by harsh and unnecessary legislation, or to vio- 
late any treaty obligation we have with them. Every single pro- 
vision of the bill is in affirmation of present treaty provisions or 
designed to secure their faithful observance. It is impossible to 
read the present existing treaty and say that, either as to the ex- 
cluded classes or as to the privileged classes or as to the Chinese 
already in this country, the bill goes beyond the treaty in any sin- 
gle feature prejudicial to the rights of the Chinese. The friends 
of the bill challenge the most rigid scrutiny in that respect. In 
this connection it is — to say that the present treaty with 
China, which this bill is in aid of, does not expire until the year 
1914. Itisassumed by many that it expires in 1904, but this is an 
error. Thetreaty may be denounced by either China or the United 
States at the end of ten years from its promulgation, and in that 
event it will expire in 1904, but in the absence of such action it 
continues in force for twenty years, or until 1914. 

If the present policy of exclusion be continued by the passage of 
this bill, it is certain that China will not denounce the present 
treaty, but will permit it to continue in force until it expires by 
its own limitation. The sure and certain way to invite a denun- 
ciation of that treaty in 1904, and thus bring about a condition of 
affairs which will compel us to choose between a failure to safe- 
guard our own interests or the necessity of violating treaty obli- 
gations which would be revived by the denunciation of the pres- 
ent treaty, will be to defeat this measure and adopt a halfway 
measure indicating to China that we are disposed to conform our 
exclusion policy to her views and wishes. If this bill be rightly 
unders , and it is very easy to misconstrue it unless it be care- 
fully studied, I feel assured that only those will vote against it 
who are, in truth, opposed to any exclusion of the Chinese with- 
out the consent of China, and who would a little rather that 
China would not, than that she would, consent to exclusion. 

One of the new features of this bill is found in its second sec- 
tion, which reads as follows: 

Sxc. 2. That from and after the passage of this act the entry into the 


American-mainland territory of the United States of Chinese laborers com- 
ing from any of the insular territory of the United States shall be absolutely 


| prohibited; and this prohibition shall apply to all Chinese laborers, as well 


to those who were in such insular territory when the same was acquired by 
the United States as to those who have come there since, and it shall also ap- 
ply to those who have been born there since, and to those who may be born 
there hereafter. And the same probibition of entry shall apply to Chinese 
laborers coming to one island of the United States from any other insular 
territory of the United States, except territory of a group whereof such island 
isa member. But the privileges of transit hereinafter given to other Chi- 
nese persons are hereby given to Chinese laborers in all territory of the 
United States, subject to the conditions hereinafter expressed. 

Some of the friends of this bill are reluctant to support it, deem- 
ing the section just read, or, at least, some parts of it, to be un- 
constitutional, but the only provision in the section which presents 
any constitutional difficulties to my mind is the one forbidding 
Chinese born in any of our insular possessions since their acquisi- 
tion by us to come into what is called ‘‘American mainland 
territory ’’ or to go from one insular territory to another. Chil- 
dren of Chinese parentage born in the Philippines since the acqui- 
sition of the latter by us would be citizens of the United States 
under the decisions of our Supreme Court, that is, provided we 
have, in fact, acquired the islands and extended our sovereignty 
over them in the sense that our sovereignty is extended over our 
other Territorial possessions. _ 

As to all other classes prohibited by section 2, there is no con- 
stitutional difficulty in my judgment. They have none of them 





yet become citizens of the United States, and they may never be- 
come so, and until they do become citizens, if they ever do, Con- 
gress may constitutionally limit their right to be or remain in 
any part of the Territories of the United States. We have seen 
this proposition declared and the reasons for it stated in the 
Chinese-exclusion case reported in 130 U. S., from which I have 
heretofore read. No person in the Philippine Islands, I appre- 
hend, has become a citizen of the United States by reason of the 
mere fact of the cession of thoseislands to us. Under the prin- 
ciples of international law, natives of the islands would have be- 
come citizens by the mere cession of the islands but for the fact 
that the treaty »f cession provided a different rule, as it was com- 
petent for it to do. That treaty left the status of the inhabit- 
ants to be fixed by the Congress of the United States, and citi- 
zenship or no citizenship is a part of the political status of that 
people, and a part of it which yet remains to be fixed and de- 
termined. It would be barbarous, however, to hold those islands 
and deny to the inhabitants of native blood the rights of citizen- 
ship, and I do not apprehend that that will ever be done. 

But we are under no obligations, either legal or moral, to take 
in the Chinese who are there, and I do not apprehend that that 
will ever be done. So that none of the classes prohibited by sec- 
tion 2 of the bill, unless it be children born in the Philippines 
since the acquisition of the islands by us, are either now citizens 
or are likely to become such by the action of Congress. It fol- 


locomotion as the interest or safety of our country may seem to 
require. This does not involve the question, so much discussed, 
whether the Constitution of the United States extended to the new 
Territories immediately on their acquisition by us. The positions 
that I have taken are not affected by that question. They are 
correct, if correct at all, even with that instrument in full force 
in the Philippines, because the Constitution does not undertake 
to define the political status of the inhabitants wlo come to us 
along with newly acquired territory. This status is fixed by in- 
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ternational law, with the qualification that the treaty of cession | 


may override the international law, and that the action of Con- 
gress, after the acquisition, may override both. Some distin- 
guished lawyers, in discussing this question, have assumed that 
the application of the Constitution to our new possessions de- 
pended on the question of the citizenship of the inhabitants. I 
do not think there is anything in that position. In a speech de- 
livered in this Chamber on March 13-14, 1900, I said, in discuss- 
ing that question: 

But are the principles of constitutional government which were laid down 


by our fathers dependent on the citizenship of all or any part of the people | 


of territory covered by our flag? If so, how many native or naturalized 


Americans must go to such territory before it is covered with the protecting | 


mantle of the Constitution? Would not one be as effective for that purpose 
asa million? I respectfully submit that the Constitution does not depend for 
its effect on the peripatetic tendencies of the American people. While it was 
made primarily bor the American people and their 

covers and protectsall psople without regard to na 


not refer to the cases establishing it. The Senator from Kentucky, like 
every body else who maintains his side of this question, persistently confuses 
= oa : C= 
political rights, which belong to the citizen alone, with those constitutional 
safeguards for personal right and equa! governmental burdens, which be- 
long, under our Constitution, to everybody within the territorial dominion 
of the United States. What political rights, if any, the inhabitants of Terri 
tories shall enjoy, and what the form of government through which they 
shall be enjoyed, whether it shall be simple and arbitrary, like that devised 
originally for Louisiana, ér complex and liberal, like that lately adopted for 
Hawaii, is absolutely within the discretion of Congress. 
The decisions on the subject are too many and too positive to permit the 
sroposition to be doubted; and it is in this sense that the Supreme Court has 
Seen speaking in every case where it has declared the —= Congress over 
the Territories to bs plenary and unlimited. But on the subject of those gov 
ernmental burdens which the genius of our institutions require to be equal 
everywhere, and the withholding of which led to the establishment of our 
Republic, and on the subject of life, liberty, and property and the full and 
perfect enjoyment thereof, Congress, in legislating for the Territories, is sub 
ject to all the limitations of the Constitution. The decisions on this subject 
are likewise too many and too positive to permit the proposition to be doubted, 
save by those who, “‘having eyes, see not, and having ears, hear not.” 


Mr. President, I have heard nothing in the full and ample dis- 
cussion of the subject which we have had in Congress and have 
seen nothing in the opinions of the court rendered in the insular 
cases which has induced me to modify the views ues in the 
speech from which I have quoted. On the other hand, further 
consideration and reflection has only tended to confirm my con- 
viction that they are sound and correct. 

If I am right thus far, then the only provision of section 2 
which can be questioned from a constitutional standpoint is that 
one limiting the rights of children of Chinese parentage born in 
our insular possessions since we acquired these possessions. But 


as to such inhabitants, since their parents can not come here, and 
they are not likely to come of their own accord until they reach 
the age of puberty, it will be in the neighborhood of twenty years 
before the question of their rights can ever become practical and | 
concrete. Before any of them can ever have any interest which 
will be affected by this section the questions upon which their 


We will certainly do this if it shall ever be adjudicated 1 
lows, therefore, that we may constitutionally limit their right of | x : * 
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right wil] depend will have been determined and settled by our 
courts, and nothing in this bill will affect them one way or the 
other. The question to-day is abstract and speculative. 

In view of the character of the legislation being put on our 
statute books every day concerning our insular possessions, to 
object to this most wholesome and necessary measure because of 
one abstract feature, small and insignificant in itself, is some- 
thing like swallowing a camel and straining at a gnat. Besides 
all this, howéver clear any of us may be in our views of consti- 
tutional law applicable to our new possessions, it must be ad- 
mitted, in view of the expressions in the decisions of our court 
of last resort, that the ultimate determination of all these con- 
stitutional questions is involved in doubt and obscurity. Let us 
not, then, foreclose the just interests of our own countrymen in 
deference to supposed rights of alien blood, which may be found 
ultimately to have had no existence, and which, if they do exist, 
will be fully established by our courts long before the rights can 
ever be asserted. And, finally, I have an abiding faith that no 
long time is destined to elapse before justice and expediency will 
be found running in parallel lines in the cor to be pursued by 
this country toward the Philippine Islands. F 

When that day comes we will freely accord to the Philippines 
that liberty and independence which they fairly won from Spain, 
and which we have thus far so unjustly withheld from them. 
our 
court of last resort that they are a conduit through which the 
population of China may filter into the United States; and for 
this reason I do not think the question of the rights of the Chi- 
nese children, of tender years, born in the Philippines, is of any 
great moment, or at least of sufficient moment to justify legislat- 
ors in voting against any feature of this most necessary and well- 
considered bill. In conclusion upon this point I beg leave to read 
to the Senate from the powerful presentation before the Senate 
Immigration Committee, made by Mr. Livernash, of the Cali- 
fornia Chinese commission. I confess that this presentation 
overcame any scruples I had entertained concerning the features 
of the bill which I have been discussing, and I hope and believe 
it will be equally effective with others entertaining the same 
scruples. 

I read from Senate Report No. 776, part 2, pages 80, 81, and 82: 

We are not unmindful of the difficulties of the proposal that freedgm of 
locomotion be limited. 


We are aware that some gentlemen very sincerely differ with the propo 
nents of the theory that the Congress can mages my ny say to Chinese ner 
ut 





ee it embraces and | 
ionality who are residing | 
temporarily or permanently under the shadow of the American flag. This | 
proposition has been determined so lately and so authoritatively that I need | 





sons lawfully in the Philippines, ‘‘ You may remain in the archipelago, 
| you may not enter the continental dominion of the United States.” 
" Weare aware also that some who feel that the Congress can lawfully say 
this to a Chinese person who has entered the Philippines since the cession of 
islands to our Government think that the National Legislature can not law- 
| fully say it to a Chinese person who was an inhabitant of the Philippines at 
| the time of the cession, though not a native. 

We are yet further aware that some believe the Congress can say this law 
fully to Chinese persons who, not being natives of the islands, were therein 
at the time of the cession or have properly come there since, but can not con 
stitutionall po it to a native of the archipelago. 

These difficulties are some of the number arising from the very nature of 
the ——— to hold the Philippines domestic for some purposes and foreign 
for others. 

However, we are assuming that the majority, at least, in this Congress is 
proceeding on the marey that the Congress has the full right to fix the status 
of even the natives of the ey ce and that, independently of Congres 
sional action, the people of the Philippines have not been incorporated into 
the body of American citizens; and we are assuming that the minority, while 
holding that the Constitution in its full vigor follows the flag, and that the 
Congress, itself a creature of the Constitution, has not the power to withhold 
from or to legislate into any territory whatsoever under our flag the Federal 
organic law. or tostrainor modify in ony particular whatever the basic theory 
of our Republic as expressed in the Declaration of Independence, nevertheless 
does not desire to prevent the endangered Pacific States from taking the theory 
of the majority in its fullness and having it passed upon not by the legisla 
tors. but by the judges, of the Republic. 

We represent, in pursuant to this line of argument, that it is the duty of 
Congress—forever pledged, we feel. to a policy of excluding Chinese laborers 
from competition with our own Caucasians—that it is the duty of the Con 
gress to retain for us all of the de%atable ground upon the difficult constitu- 
tional questions proposed, questions which are doubtless in the minds of every 
member of this Congress who has given the subject any thought. 

It is not for the Congress of our country to take away from us the chance 
of having our day in court, and fighting for the protection of the States along 

| the Pacific senboard. Those States are no more responsible than any other 
States of this Union for the unhappy conditions out of which came the ces- 
sion of the Philippine nds toour country. But those States, more than 
any other States in all the Union, are entitled, by virtue of their long suffer- 
ing under Chinese immigration and by their proximity to the Asiatic main- 
land, to come to the Congress and insistently to demand, with hopefulness, 
that the Congress shall strain every point within its power in favor of the 
doing of those things that must be done under the unfortunate conditions in 
order to give to the people of such States, and in a secondary sense to the 
people of all the other States, sufficient protection against the evil the exclu- 
sion policy was designed to terminate. . 

Those gentlemen who can dispute with us the constitutional points in- 

volved, and who put the subjunctive mood into all their discussion—as, for 
| example, ‘If the courts hold thus,” and “If the courts hold so"’—have, as fair 
Americans, foreclosed themselves from denying to us that which we are 
here insisting we have a right to be given. Their very subjunctive, propos 
ing that there is doubt as to the constitutional powers of this Government to 
do the thing needful, is the argument we base ourselves upon when we s@y 
| to you, Give us all the doubtful ground and let us hold it forever, if may 

be, but at least until the judicial arm of the Government deprives us of some 
| orall of it.” And if we hear from the judges that we can not, under our 
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system of government, gain that protection constitutionally which ourciviliza- 
on requires, then we will address ourselves as sovereign States and citizens 
of sovereign States to the large and momentous business of persuading the 


American people that when the nation brought a quasi Chinese colony under | 


our flag, t which the Congress was powerless to protect our mainland 
and our Caucasians, then that nation did a thing which must be reconsidered, 
and the relations of our mainland to the en 
must be c s 

It is beyond question the duty of the Congress, and certainly of its Senatorial 
branch with its vote on the Hawaiian annexation question and its ratification 
of the treaty of Paris and its adoption of the joint resolution I have read, to 
hold for us every inch of debatable ground. 


Another new feature of this bill is that found in the last two | 


clauses of section 39: 


And it shall be unlawful for any vessel holding an American rezister to 
have or to employ in its crew any Chinese person not entitled to admission 
to the United 
to which such vessel plies; and any violation of this provision shall be punish- 
able by a fine not exceeding $2,000. 


But said penalt 


suffer the loss of a portion of her crew by reason of distress or stress of | 
i lied thereby 

er complement of officers and men: | 
malty in such case it shall be shown to | 


weather in any foreign jurisdiction or 
toemploy Chinese seamen to complete 
Provided, That to relieve from said 
the satisfaction of the appropriate Treasury officer that in such foreign juris- 
diction or port no seamen other than Chinese were obtainable, and that every 
such Chinese seaman was discharged from the service of such vessel imme- 
diately upon the arrival thereof at the first 
Chinese could be obtained, and that if so discharged at any port under the 
jurisdiction of the United States no such Chinese seaman was permitted to 
depart from such vessel, but that each such Chinese seaman was forthwith 
transported as a weg ap on such vessel, and at the expense thereof, toa 
forei rt, and that no such Chinese seaman did reenter the service of such 
vessel after such discharge. 

These provisions of the bill have been severely assailed on the 
ground that they put our American vessels plying on the Pacific 
Ocean at a disadvantage with the vessels of other nations. For 
mercy sake let us preserve a reasonable consistency. This Cham- 
ber has hardly ceased to resound with the demands of ship-sub- 
sidy advocates for an American merchant marine manned by 
Americans who could fight the country’s battles, and to get such 
a marine and to stimulate the employment of native Americans 
therein, at living American wages, the ship-subsidy bill was 
passed. That bill is pending in the other House, and will most 
likely be passed there, as it is an Administration measure, and the 
Administration has a majority in that House. 

It does not seem unfair, in view of the enormous bounties we 
are about to pay, that the steamship companies be deprived of the 
right to employ cheap Asiatic labor. It does not seem out of 
place, if the principle of Chinese exclusion be a sound one, to ex- 
tend it to the decks of our ships, which in law are as much a part 
of our territory as any part of our soil. To do so serves the two- 
fold purpose of protecting our sailors from cheap Asiatic compe- 
tition and of building up for the defense of our country in time 
of need a loyal, patriotic American naval reserve. No one can 


sy and shall be com 


question the desirability of doing both of these things, nor can | 


anyone question the absolute necessity of doing the last one, if 
we are to maintain our naval supremacy in time of war. 
some of us in this Chamber were opposed to the ship-subsidy bill, 


it was not on the ground that a merchant marine manned by | 
Americans was not necessary, but on the ground that the object | 


coukl better be accomplished in another way. But having under- 
taken to accomplish it by subsidies, it does seem remarkable that 
the very men who have been clamoring for subsidies in order 
that they might pay living American wages to American seamen 
should now come here and clamor for the right to employ Chi- 
nese seamen at Chinese wages. They should either give up their 
subsidy or give up their Chinamen. 

Mr. Evarts, speaking for the Pacific Mail Pesteneie Spanene 
before the Senate Committee on Immigration, complained that 
this provision would cost his company $200,000 a year. The sub- 
sidy which his rer will receive under the terms of the sub- 
sidy bill that passed this body will amount to double that sum. 
But if his ccenpany did not receive a cent it would have no right 
to complain. No vessel should be permitted to run under the 
American flag which is not manned with efficient seamen, and 
the Chinese are not and never will become efficient and trust- 
worthy in times of stress and ; 

Let me read on this subject from the testimony of Mr. Andrew 
Furuseth, one of the representatives of the fornia Chinese 
Commission, himself a practical sailor and the representative of 
the Pacific Coast Sailors’ Union (Senate Hearing, pp. 247,248): 
a As ye, om potas to the Se. unreliability of the Chinese and 
: This characteristic has been demonstra on numerous occasions—in fact, 
n every case of wreck or other serious accident. By way of illustration we 
would cite the case of the collision between the steamers City of Chester and 
Oceanic in the Golden Gate some years ago. The former ¥ manned by 
Ao Rich Man gmmnpeemee tca a dasaged coatcate? 
tically no vessel, for reason that her Chinese 

were una to launch the boats. The 
erican seamen and firemen of the City of Chester had act 
Chinese-manned vessel and launch the latter's boa‘ 


to make 
and by 
to save many li that would otherwise have been lost 
ciency and cowardice of the Ohinese. The City of Chester 


ring Asiatic archipelago 


tates or into the portion of the territory of the United States | 


| 
shall not accrue in the case of any such vessel which shall | 


where seamen other than | 


While | 


| belonged to what we called the good old Perkins boats; that is, the Pacific 
Coast Steamship Company's line coast wise boats. 

Coming down to the recent loss of the Pacific Mail Steamship Company's 
steamer City of Rio de Janeiro in the harbor of San Francisco, it will be re- 
membered that that vessel remained above water for fifteen or twenty min- 
utes after striking, thus affording ample time to get the boats overboard and 
secure the lives of the ngers. In this case, too, a panic occurred among 
| the Chinese crew, with the result that 127 lives were lost, including the 

eater number of passengers, many of whom were women and children. 

Only one boat was launched, and that was captured by the Chinese, in utter 
| disregard of the lives intrusted to their care. 

As another instance of the inefficiency of the Chinese, we may refer to the 
experience of the transport Lenox, which was disabled off the Pacific coast 
in the last days of July of last year. She was a United States transport,and 
| yet, with all t she carried a Chinese crew. Her Chinese crew refused to 

go in the boat to the coast to bring assistance. 

A volunteer boat's crew consisting of Caucasian seamen, just discharged 
| from the Navy, and other passengers performed the duty which the Chinese 
crew refused to perform. Asreasons for carrying Chinese and other Asiatics 
it is claimed that “they are cheaper,” “give less trouble," and that “they 
are more amenable to discipline *'—under ordinary conditions. 


I conclude, then, Mr. President, that the complaint against this 
section is without just foundation. Justice to our native sailors 
demands it. The interests of the Government demand it. The 
rights of passengers on American vessels, whose lives are de- 
| pendent on the efficiency of the seamen employed, demand it. 
| And, finally, the bounty of our Government to our American 


| 


| vessels justify us in requiring and compelling it. 
| Mr. President, I shall not spend much time in discussing the 

commercial aspect of Chinese exclusion. Representatives from 
| some of the commercial bodies of the country appeared before the 
| Senate committee and urged care and prudence in the framing of 

this bill, on the ground that our commerce with China was in- 
| creasing, and that it might be injured by injudicious legislation. 
| The committee was not unmindful of this great interest, and did 
_ exercise all the care and prudence ible to avoid unnecessarily 
| harsh measures against which China would have a right to pro- 
test. But the committee felt it to be a duty to our own people 
| and.to our own civilization to make the bill one which would be 
| effective in carrying out the policy of Chinese exclusion. 
| Since the substantive features of the bill were all in harmony 

with existing treaty provisions, and the other features were all 
in aid of the substantive provisions, and all had been enforced 
for twenty years without material friction between the two 
| countries, it was felt that their reenactment at this time offered 
no menace to our good relations with China, or to the continued 
expansion of our trade there. This was felt all the more strongly 
because statistics established that from 1882, when the policy of 
Chinese exclusion was entered on, down to the present time, our 
exports to China had grown from 3,277,000 haikwan taels in 1888 
to 22,289,000 haikwan taels in 1899. The exports fell off to 
| 16,724,000 haikwan taels in 1900, owing to the Boxer disturbance 
| in China that year. The growth of both exports and imports 
was from 11,697,000 haikwan taels in 1888 to 48,975,000 haikwan 
taels in 1899. 

The tael is not a coin, but is a weight of silver, averaging 1} 
| ounces, and is worth in American gold the value of 14 ounces of 
silver. 72 cents in 1897. Transforming the tael into 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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American gold, our exports to China increased from $2,359,440 in 
1888 to $16,048,080 in 1899. Exports and imports aggregated in- 
creased from $8,421,840 in 1888 to $31,662,000 in 1899. Results 
speak more loudly than theories, and judging by these results the 
apprehensions which our commercial interests have felt and ex- 
pressed growing out of the present proposed legislation are with- 
out substantial foundation. But if it were otherwise, what con- 
scientious, patriotic citizen is there in this land who would have 
us falter in the prosecution of our national policy at this time? 
Dollars and cents are well enough in their way, but a citizenship 
with morals unperverted and hope unimpaired, happy, healthy, 
content, and patriotic under the provident care of wise, just, and 
liberal government so far outweighs the dross of gold and silver 
that the two considerations ought not to be mentioned in the 
same breath. 
It appears to be thought by some that a short biil, providing for 
the continuance of present restriction laws during the life of the 
ge treaty with China, is all that is required at this time. 
he bill framed by the Senator from Connecticut {| Mr. PLatr] 
and offered by him as a substitute for the present bill proceeds 
undoubtedly on that theory. But there are a number of reasons 
why such legislation is inefficient, and, without regard to its ef- 
ficieney, impolitic. 
First. The present laws are scattered throngh half a dozen dif- 
ferent enactments, are difficult for the ordinary practitioner to 
find, and when found it is sometimes difficult to reconcile all their 
rovisions. The Treasury regulations are still more difficult to 

nd. They are not contained in any general publication. All the 
provisions of law, and the Treasury regulations having the force 
and effect of law, ought to be revised, codified, and combined in 
a single enactment. That is what the present bill does, and the 
advantages of it are so obvious that I need not undertake to en- 
force them on the Senate. 
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Second. The act of 1888, known as the Scott Act, which con- 
tains important and necessary provisions, is now being attacked 
in the Supreme Court of the United States on the ground that it 
was enacted in contemplation of the ratification of the Chinese 
treaty of 1888, and since that treaty failed by reason of the fail- 
ure of China to ratify and proclaim it, it is claimed that the act of 
Congress based on it and intended to carry out its provisions 
must fail and be declared of no force. There is much reason to 
believe that the contention is well founded. Some of our own 
officials have so maintained. It is manifest, then, that the provi- 
sions of the act of 1888, if that act be declared of no force, would 
not be continued in operation by a mere declaration continuing in 
force all the provisions of existing law. 

Third. The Treasury regulations are likewise being attacked in 
the Supreme Court, and the ground urged is that there is no spe- 
cific provision of existing laws authorizing the making of such 
regulations. While the treaty of China contemplates the making 
of such regulations, it is urged that the laws have not reposed 
the power to make and declare them in any particular officer, and 
hence, in enforcing Chinese exclusion, we can not look for means 
and methods beyond the terms of the law and the treaty. This 
contention, if sustained, would have the effect, practically, to 
break down Chinese exclusion, and it is being urged in a number 
of cases by Chinamen at the instance and with the assistance of 
the steamship companies and the transcontinental railway com- 
panies. This offers an additional and.most conclusive reason 
for incorporating these Treasury regulations into the body of our 
statutes. 

Fourth. The present exclusion treaty with China does not ex- 
pire until 1914, but it may be denounced by either Government in 
1904, and it is then and thereby terminated. The passage of any 
law at this time running with the life of the treaty and termi- 
nating when it does is an invitation to the Government of China 
to denounce and thereby terminate the present treaty. 

Fifth. The passage of such a law is equivalent to the adoption 
of a policy unfavorable to Chinese exclusion except by permission 
of China. It will beso regarded by China and will beso regarded, 
and justly so, by our own people. It would give rise to agitation 
and unrest on the Pacific coast. It would disturb the present 
harmonious relations between capital and labor under which that 
coast is making such giant strides of progress. It ought not to be 
adopted, and unless it be the policy of the dominant political party 
to break down Chinese exclusion it will not be adopted. 

Mr. President, this measure is not in the interest of the Pacific 
coast alone. It is in the interest of the health and the moralsand 
the civilization of the entirecountry. I include civilization with 
health and morals because a high civilization in any country 
is dependent on a high state of health and morals. I include it, 
moreover, because our civilization, the most splendid in the 
world and offering most of hope to the world, is built up and 
maintained and will be continued on the dignity which attaches 
to and belongs to human labor. 

The yellow hordes of China, pressed from within and dazzled 
by the unexampled re which the rapid development of 
our virgin resources offer, will in time invade and take possession 
of every part of our land if given the opportunity. The first 
wave will break on the Pacific coast, but wave will succeed wave 
until the entire continent is inundated and overwhelmed. We 
have had a sufficient experience of the evil on the Pacific coast to 


make us keenly alive to the multiplied evil which will certainly | 


follow the breaking down of our present exclusion policy. And 
since we have suffered, and will be the first to suffer further, we 
feel that we have a claim now and here in this matter to the 
broad, generous, and humane consideration of our countrymen 
throughout the entire land, and to that of their Representatives 
in Congress. 

We appeal confidently, then, to the representatives of all sec- 
tions of the country and of all political parties to stand with us 
in the enactment of this wise and just and most necessary legis- 
lation. We appeal with especial confidence to our friends from 
the South, who have in their body politic a growing cancer sec- 
ond only in virulence to that which would be fastened on the 
Pacific coast by a further propulsion to their shoresof the pagan 
hordes of China. The Caucasian and the Mongolian are as far 
apart as the Caucasian andthe Ethiopian. We have had the race 
problem with us from the beginning as the result of the presence 
of the Ethiopian. It kept us in turmoil for half a century and 
came near destroying the integrity of the Republic. It is with 
us still and is taking new and added and deplorable forms, bringing 
misgivings and forebodings to the minds of thoughtful men every- 
where. How it will end no man can foresee, but one thing is cer- 
tain, since the black man is nonassimilable and can not reach up 
to the standard of the Caucasian, nor pull the latter down to the 
level of the Ethiopian. he will remain a disturbing factor in our 
nationality so long as he remains one of its constituent elements. 
In the name of American progress and American civilization 
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let us avoid adding another such plague spot to the body politic. 

We may feel kindly toward the Government and the people of 

China, and may manifest our feeling in many ways besides that 
of absorbing her toiling millions to the hurt and injury of our 
own Governmentand our own people. We have lately manifested 
our friendly disposition toward China in a most substantial man- 
ner, and, if reports be true, she entertains a lively sense of grati- 
tude toward us for our conduct. I hope we will always continue 
to manifest such a disposition, but it must be on broad lines, 
There must be no lowering of the American standard out of com- 
plaisance to that country or any country. Our standard must be 
raised rather than lowered. It is high now, but it can be raised 
still higher. With wisdom to see and courage to act, the height 
to which we may grow as a nation in affluence and power, in cul- 
ture and refinement, and the influence for good which we may 
diffuse as the result of our splendid example is beyond anything 
that the mind of man hasever conceived. Let us have the wisdom 
to see and the courage to act now, that this glorious consumma- 
tion be not hindered or impaired. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11353) making appropriations for 
the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department 
and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and for other purposes, 
and asking for a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. STEWART. I move that the Senate insist on its amend- 
ments di to by the House of Representatives, and agree to 
the conference asked for by the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. 
STEWART, Mr. PLatr of Connecticut, and Mr. Raw Lins were 
appointed. 








HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 11535) for the protection of game in Alaska, 
and for other purposes, was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of 
Game. 

MASONIC FAIR AND EXPOSITION. 


The joint resolution (H. J. Res. 173) to authorize the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia to issue certain temporary 
permits was read twice by its title. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair calls the attention 
of the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HansprouGH] to the 
joint resolution. The Senate yesterday passed a joint resolution 
of precisely this nature, which has not yet gone to the House of 
Representatives. 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. Iam not familiar with the subject, and 
| I think perhaps the joint resolution had better be referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 
Mr. SPOONER. I suggest that it had better lie on the table 
for the present. 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. Or, as is suggested by the Senator from 
Wisconsin, perhaps the joint resolution had better lie upon the 
table. 
Mr. SPOONER. In connection with it, I will suggest that the 
| joint resolution which was passed yesterday, and which has not 
| yet been sent to the other House, be retained by the Senate. 
|__The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be withheld from the 
| House of Representatives until some member of the Committee 
| on the District of Columbia is present who is familiar with the 
subject. 

| Mr. McMILLAN subsequently said: I ask the Chair to lay be- 
fore the Senate the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 173) to authorize the 
Comunissioners of the District of Columbia to issue certain tempo- 
rary permits, and that it be put upon its passage. 

| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate goee a joint 
resolution yesterday of exactly the same nature, which is now on 
the table. If there is no objection the joint resolution is before 
the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HOAR. Let it be read for information. 

Mr. McMILLAN. We passed the same joint resolution yester- 


day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the 
joint resolution is in Committee of the Whole, and will be read. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask that it be read for information before unani- 
mous consent is given. 

The PRESID pro tempore. The joint resolution will be 
read for information. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Resol etc.,, That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are 
hereby au to permit electric-light wires to be laid in existing con- 
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duits and house connections between such conduits and Convention Hall, to 


ing additional light for the Masonic fair 
‘hat all such wires shall be removed on or 


be made sition of 8M Provided. 
before May 10, 1902. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
sideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I move that the votes by which the joint 
resolution (S. R. 76) to authorize the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to issue certain temporary permits was ordered 
to a third reading and passed be reconsidered. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I move that the joint resolution be indefi- 
nitsly postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORT ON FRAUDULENT ENTRY OF CHINESE LABORERS. 


Mr. PATTERSON submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to trans- 
mit to the Senate a copy of an official report made to the Treasury Depart- 
ment by James R. Dunn, covering the development of importing into the 
United States Chinese laborers in the guise of members of the exempt Chinese 
classes, the same being a report referred to in the letter of said James R. 
Dunn to Hon. Boies Penrose, United States Senate, under date of April 8, 1902. 


CHINESE EXCLUSION. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2960) to prohibit the coming into and to 
regulate the residence within the United States, its Territories, 


Is there objection to the con- 
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and all possessions and all territory under its jurisdiction, and the | 


District of Columbia, of Chinese persons and persons of Chinese 
descent. 


Mr. ELKINS. I wish to offer an amendment to the pending» opened nobody desired anything better as a law than that then 


The Senator from West Vir- | UP°2.°° statute book. The only reason that has been given in 


bill. I ask that it be printed and lie on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ginia offers an amendment to the pending bill, which will be 
printed and lie on the table. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. Mr. President, some days ago, soon after 
this bill was made the unfinished business, I presented quite a 
large number of proposed amendments, which were ordered to be 
printed. I did it at that time for the purpose of bringing to the 


attention of the Senate sundry provisions of this bill which to me | 


seemed objectionable. 

I am heartily in favor of a law which will exclude Chinese la- 
borers as provided in the treaty of 1894 between the United States 
and China. I shall gladly vote for any substitute bill that may 
be presented which, in effect, continues in force or reenacts what 
is known as the Geary law. I shall vote for it because I believe 
that law has been effective, its purpose has been accomplished, 
and because it is without objectionable features; and if there 
have been objectionable features in its administration, they can 
be easily remedied. 


with the purpose of inquiring why it becomes necessary to adopt 
a measure 50 pages in length, and to enact into law so many pro- 
visions which are now merely the regulations of one of the depart- 
ments of Government, a department fully able, when a law is de- 
clared, to make and remake regulations as circumstances may 
require. 

When the present session of Congress opened, I think it was the 

general impression among thinking men that the Geary law should 
simply be reenacted. I notice, in looking over the files, that bills 
substantially for that purpose were offered by a large number of 
Senators; for instance, by the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
PENROSE], the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopes], the Sen- 
ator from Indiana [Mr. FarrBanKs], the Senator from Nevada 
[Mr. Stewart], the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor], 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MircHELL], and by the Senator 
from Utah [Mr. Raw ys], and, so far as I now remember, all of 
those bills were in effect to reenact the Geary law. 
_ Ido not find, on examination of the record which has been sent 
in by the Committee on Immigration, that anyone who is now 
urging the adoption of the present bill urged it at that time. If 
I may be permitted to refer to the record, I will call attention to 
the statement made by one of the commissioners from California, 
Mr. Livernash, who, it has been said in debate to-day, was the 
— of this bill; indeed, he testified that such is the fact. He 
said: 


When the California commissioners arrived in Washington we were in fa- 
vor of a renewal of existing laws in some such way as under the Lod 
bill, but th a few amendments shown by experience since 1898 to be desir- 
able, and with provisions giving grotectign against the Philippine Chinese. 
But we did not then know of the five pending cases to which I have referred; 
and knowledge as to those cases has mad 


codiihendhon, tednne thane ae aenie : oe of as, of 
. r than of simple renewal, and has made us rega: re- 
statement or codification as vital. we 


| 1888, known as the Scott law. 
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Therefore it appears that in its operation, ever since its passage 
down to the time when these commissioners cam: to Washington, 
the law had been absolutely satisfactory to them. 

I call attention also to the testimony of another—or the state- 
ment, rather, because no testimony, in the strict sense of the 
word, was taken before our committee—the statement of ex-Mayor 
James D. Phelan, of San Francisco. He says: 


I suppose the Chinese of California have not returned to their native land, 
but they have scattered themselves throughout the United States. How- 
ever, so far as California is concerned it is satisfied with the operation of the 
exclusion law. The Chinese population has fallen off materially. 

Referring to the convention from which he and Mr. Livernash 
took their credentials, or under whose action they were appointed, 
he says: 

This convention unanimously, without a dissenting voice, memorialized 
Congress, requesting not the reenactment of a particular law, but the reen- 
actment of the exclusion laws whose operation had been so beneficent and 
satisfactory. 

Printed on the same page and subsequent pages of the record is 
the memorial that was sent to Congress by the convention I have 
already referred to, in which it is said: 

Pursuant toa call officially issued by the city of San Francisco, there as- 
sembled in that city on the 2lst day of November, 1901, for the purpose of 
expressing the sentiments of the State of California on the reenactment of 
Chinese-exclusion laws, a convention composed of State officers, representa- 
tives of county supervisors, city councils, trade, labor, commercial, and civic 
organizations to the number of 3,000, and without dissent it was resolved to 
memorialize the President and the Congress of the United States as follows, 
ete. 

In stating what the operation of those laws had been the me- 
morial uses this language: 

The effects of Chinese exclusion have been most advantageous to the State. 
The 75,000 Chinese residents of California in 1880 have been reduced, accord- 
ing to the last census, to 45,600; and whereas the white settlement of Cali- 
fornia by Caucasians had been arrested prior to the adoption of these laws, a 
healthy growth of the State in population has marked the progress of recent 
years. 


It appears, therefore, Mr. President, that when this session 


debate or in evidence that Iam aware of for any amendment to 
the existing law is that mentioned by Mr. Livernash in the rec- 
ord which I have just read, in which he says that when the com- 
missioners came here he did not know of the five cases pending in 
the Supreme Court. 

It seems to me, therefore, that the Geary law, with one or two 
slight amendments, would answer every purpose desired to be 
attained by the most ardent advocates of the exclusion of the 
Chinese. One of those cases in the Supreme Court involves the 
validity of the regulations governing the privilege of transit of 
laborers through this country. It has been claimed that such 
regulations are invalid, because when made by the Secretary of 
the Treasury they were based upon a section of the statute of 
e Scott law was adopted when 


| there was a treaty pending which it was supposed China would 


- : : ; SE | of America in Congress assembled, 
In discussing this bill I propose to do it in a general way, and | ‘ \ 
| America and His Im 
| day of March, A. D.1 


very soon ratify. That law in its enacting clause reads: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
t from and after the date of the ex- 
change of ratifications of the pending treaty between the United States of 
rial Majesty the Emperor of China, signed on the 12th 

it shall be unlawful for any Chinese person, whether 
a subject of China or of any other power, to enter the United States, except 
as hereinafter provided. 

It is claimed that act has never been in force and that any reg- 
ulation made under its authority is an invalid regulation; and 
that is the one question, as I understand it, upon which that case 
may turn. For myself, 1 think the law never went into effect. 
I do not see how any regulation made under it could have the 
force of law. Admit, for the sake of the argument, that such is 
the fact; admit, for the sake of the argument, that the decision 
of the Supreme Court will be to that effect, then the only thing 
that is necessary to be done by Congress in reenacting the Geary 
law is to merely add a clause by way of amendment providing 
that the Secretary of the Treasury shall have power to make 
proper regulations governing the admission of those who seek 
transit through our country. With such an amendment the dif- 
ficulty is solved. 

Then there are certain other cases pending in the Supreme 
Court, in which, as I understand, it is asserted that the treaty of 
1894 contains in itself a plan of procedure, providing how and 
under what circumstances the Chinese may come into this coun- 
try, and that such provisions of the treaty are superior in authority 
to any statute adopted before the ratification of the treaty. If 
that be true, and if the Supreme Court shall hold that the regu- 
lations made under acts which were in force before the ratifica- 
tion of the treaty of 1894 are illegal and without binding authority, 
it will be because the treaty of 1894 was the last expression of 
national opinion and authority, and for that reason governs any 
statute preceding it indate. If, therefore, at this time we reenact 
the Geary law, such reenactment, coming subsequent to the rati- 
fication of the treaty, will be the higher authority, being the last 
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expression of legislative authority. If in any way its provisions 
differ from those of the treaty, we have taken the responsibility 
of adopting them, atid the law becomes superior in authority to 
the terms of the treaty. 

During the hearing, to which I have already referred, this ques- 
tion arose indirectly. Objection was made by some who appeared 
before the committee to what was known as the Proctor bill, be- 
cause it provided for the continuance of the Geary act—I regret 
that I have not the bill before me, and am unable therefore to 
give its exact language—in accordance with the existing treaty 
obligations. One of them, having his attention called to the blll, 
made this statement: 

The Proctor bill would carry forward only so much of the living law and 
practice as is strictly consistent with the text of the treaty of 1/4, whereas 
as things stand it is assumed that the treaty text may be hel d out by the 


text of the living law and regulations in force at the ratification of the 
convention. 


In other words, it was claimed because we had the law of 1892 
upon the statute books when the treaty of 1894 between the 
United States and China was ratified—and the same was claimed 
in the debate here the other day—that the provisions of the law 
of 1892 were in some way read into the treaty of 1894. By what 
authority Ido not know. The objection to the original Proctor 
bill was that it continued in force the existing laws in accordance 
with the terms of the treaty, and therefore it would not carry 
forward the provisions of preexisting law, and for that reason 
was objectionable. 

Therefore, Mr. President, it seems to me that every reason that 
has been suggested for rewriting the laws has been done away 
with, because, by a simple amendment, the provision of the Scott 
law giving the Secretary of the Treasury the right to make regu- 
lations concerning those who seek transit through our country 
can be added as an amendment. If the Geary law is reenacted at 
this time. in so far as it differs from the provisions of the conven- 
tion of 1894, it will be paramount in authority to them; and if it 
becomes necessary to give effect to the Geary law in the Philip- 
pines a simple amendment to that effect can also be adopted. 

I do not know precisely why a provision should be attached, 
however, in respect of the Philippines. If a resident of the Phil- 
ippines is a Chinese subject he clearly can not enter this country 
under the provisions of existing law. If a Chinaman in the 
Philippines has become a citizen of the United States, either 
under the treaty with Spain or under any act of Congress, then, 
of course, he has the right to enter the country regardless of the 
law. I do not think I am mistaken about the operation of the 
Geary law. It is clear that no legislation to prevent Chinese 
coming from the Philippines to the mainland is necessary. 

The real question presented to this body for consideration is 
this: How can we best protect American labor, a thing we are all 
anxious to do, and at the same time best protect American com- 
merce? In other words, how can we most successfully protect 
American citizenship in all of its branches, in all of its conditions, 
and how best protect American progress and American prosperity? 

I have listened with a good deal of interest to what has been 
said in debate concerning the character of Chinese immigrants. 
I heard it all in committee. I have nocriticism to offer upon any- 
body who objects to the introduction of that class of people into 
this nation. Very much of what has been said is true. I do not 
know but that all of itis true. I knownothing about it. I have 
not come in contact with this class of people. But admit for the 
sake of the argument that it is all true. If there is any member 
of the Senate who opposes either this measure or any other upon 
the ground that he objects to the policy of Chinese exclusion I do 
not know who heis. For myself, Istand.asI said before, in favor 
of excluding the Chinese laborer and making the law strong and 
effective to thatend. Therefore, if a majority of the Senate are 
of the same opinion, I do not see how the discussion of the moral 
character of the Chinese can help very much toward the solution 
of the main question as already stated. If it relates to prostitutes, 
who have been so much referred to, we have a general law appli- 
cable to them, whether they be European or Asiatic. 

I do think, however, Mr. President, that the fear which has been 
expressed of a large influx into this country of Chinese of the pro- 
hibited class is greater than the facts warrant. It is but natural 
that those who have been most troubled by the coming of Chinese 
laborers should be anxious and should magnify the dangers that 
confront them. It-is perfectly evident that those who have the 
execution of this law committed to them have become unduly ex- 
cited, and in the expression of their opinions they oftentimes resort 
to extravagance of statement in an effort to impress upon their 
hearers the danger that impends unless the laws are made more 
stringent than at present. 

A fair illustration of this was offered during the proceedings 
before the Committee on Immigration. The committee room was 
crowded. A large proportion of the committee were present. The 


heads of different departments of the Federation of Labor were | 
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| sitting along the border of the room. There appeared before us the 
Commissioner-General of Immigration; the law officer of that Bu- 
reau, Mr. Campbell; Mr. Dunn, the inspector of Chinese immigra- 
| tion at San Francisco; a United States deputy marshal; a Govern- 
| ment interpreter; and with this body of men there were brought in 
| two miserable, downcast-looking Chinamen. I hardly know how 
| to describe their appearance. They stood modestly at one side of 
| the room with their heads drop They were interrogated by 
| pretty much everybody, through the interpreter, and the impres- 
| sion left upon the minds of the committee when we were through 
with the hearing was that they were fair examples of those who 
were coming into America on every side. They came into Amer- 
ica, as I understood, with certificates as merchants, fraudulently 
obtained in China through a certain house which has been en- 
gaged in obtaining fraudulent certificates for Chinese emigrants. 
These two Chinamen were entirely without counsel. They 
never had been inquired of whether they wished counsel, but they 
were brought into the Capitol of the nation. They were brought 
into the committee room. They were put upon the rack. They 
were inquired of in every ible way, through the interpreter, 
and it went, as a matter of course, in the minds of all of us that 
everything stated about them was true. 

It now appears that one of those men has been in the city of 
Washington for four years. How long the other one has been 
here I donot know. Iam informed that one has not yet received 
his trial. His case is awaiting evidence, but the other was 
brought before the Commissioner, and, on appeal, before Judge 
Hagner, and on a full hearing before the latter has been dis- 
charged upon the ground that his certificate was valid. 

If an American citizen had been picked up in that way and not 
taken before a magistrate, but hauled through the streets of 
Washington and into the Capitol of the nation and before a pro- 
miscuous crowd, and compelled to answer as those men were com- 
pelled to answer, I think somebody would have brought a suit for 
false imprisonment. But no matter about that. I mention the 
circumstance simply to show how every incident connected with 
the administration of this law by those who are appointed to ad- 
minister it is magnified. 

I do not know of any evidence that was brought before the 
committee which tended to show any organized effort on the part 
of anyone in power to evade or override this law, except that 
which was mentioned by Mr. Dunn and which has been the sub- 
ject of a colloquy between the Senator from New Hampshire and 
the Senator from Indiana. I had intended to say something 
about the statement, but it has been so fully gone into that it is 
not necessary for me to do so. 

I wish, however, to say by way of explanation that Mr. 
Schwerin, the general manager of the Pacific Mail Steamship 
Company, was not in Washington. and consequently not in at- 
tendance before the committee at the time the statement was 
made by Mr. Dunn. When the statement was quoted in the Senate 
two or three days ago he called me from the Chamber and, deny- 
ing its correctness, stated that it was the first time that his atten- 
tion had been called to the matter. In view of the inquiry by the 
Senator from Indiana, why he had not sooner made denial of the 
fact, I think it is only justice to Mr. Schwerin that I make this 
statement. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ver- 
mont yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. DILLINGHAM, Certainly. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The Senator agrees with me that the coun- 
sel for the steamship company was present during the statement. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. e was. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I ask the Senator’s permission to say one 
word more. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. In what I said I do not wish to be under- 
stood as casting any criticism whatever upon the general manager 
of the company or the company itself. + sbenael to the state- 
ment which is in the record and submitted the statement for what 
it was worth. I felt that I had a right to accept the statement as 
true at the time, for up to that time it had stood unchallenged. 
But as to whether the general manager or Mr. Dunn is right, of 
course I have no more information or any better opinion than the 
Senator himself. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. I hope the Senator from Indiana did not 
think I was offering any criticism of his action. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Oh, not at all. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. That was farthest from my mind. 

But, Mr. President, the question comes back, after this inter- 
| ruption, to the proposition—what is best for the nation in view of 
the circumstances disclosed at the hearings before the Committee 
on Immigration? Under the Geary Act the Chinese in California 
have been reduced in number from 72,472 in 1890 to 45,753 in the 
year 1900. In other words, under the operation of this act within 
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ten years the number of Chinese in California has been reduced 
40 per cent. What better result can be hoped for under any law 
that may be enacted? This fact is the basis for the statements 
made by Mr. Livernash and Mayor Phelan. In it is found the 
reason of the language used in the memorial from the California 
Convention to this body, expressing their great satisfaction with 
the operation of the law. In our effort to exclude Chinese labor- 
ers from our country the Chinese Government isin full accord 
with us. The preamble of the treaty of 1894, as has already been 
stated. gives expression to China’s desire to prohibit the emigra- 
tion of such laborers. 

The operation of existing law has been most satisfactory. I 
find that during the last seven years there has not only been a 
decrease in the number of Chinese in California, but there have 
not been brought into this country such vast numbers of them as 
the discussion in this case would seem to indicate. Take, for in- 
stance, the Chinese laborers in this country holding certificates 


who have the right to go to China and have the right under the | 


treaty and under the law to return. I find that in the last seven 
years the number going out from this country has been as 
follows: 


In 1895, 110; in 1896, 986; in 1897, 1,651; in 1898, 2,200; in 1899, | 


2,554; in 1900, 2,452, and in 1901, 2,735. 

During those seven years there have gone out from this coun- 
try of Chinese laborers, voluntarily, with the right to return, 
12,638. 


During 1896 only 106 returned; in 1897, 1,039; in 1898, 1,497; in | 


1899, 1,798; in 1900, 1,977; in 1901, 2,280. In other words, there 
have returned during the same period only 8,712, or about two- 
thirds as many as have left our shores. 

It has been said in argument that we stand in great danger be- 
cause of the immense numbers who attempt to go through our 
country from China to other countries. It is alleged that they 
pass through into Mexico, and after remaining there a brief pe- 


riod recross the border and come again into the States; that they | 


go into Canada and work their way into the States over the Ca- 
nadian border. After hearing the statements of the inspectors 
one would really believe that the Chinese are liable to become as 
numerous as the frogs were in Egypt at the time of the plague. 

I find, however, that the number of those who passed in transit 


through the United States to other countries in 1894 were 1,169; | 


in 1895, 1,168; in 1896, 1,521; in 1897, 1,819; in 1898, 865; in 1899, 
1,012; in 1900, 2,602; in 1901, 1,807. Durin 


was only 1,495. 
How many of these worked their way back into this country 


and therefore were here illegally? That can only be shown by | 
the number whom we deported, because if there is an active set | 


of officers in all our nation it is the corps of inspectors who have 
under their charge the enforcement of these laws. I live on the 
border, and I know their diligence there, and certainly we can 


not a that the officer in San Francisco is not vigilant and | 
1. They have raked and scraped this nation of ours in | 


thoroug 
each of these years to find and deport Chinese illegally here; 
those who did not hold certificates. How many have they found 
and deported? in 1895they found 82; in 1896, 120; in 1897, 227; in 


1898, 220; in 1899, 192; in 1900, 288, and in 1901, 328, oran average | 


during each year of that time of about 208, who have worked in 
illegally and were therefore subject to the laws requiring their 
deportation. 

It seems to me, Mr. President, that the figures do not indicate 
a very great danger to this nation under the operation of the 
Geary law. 

Under the Geary Act, as has been suggested by others, we 
know what we can do. We know the certainty of its operation. 
Everybody understands it. Under it justice will be speedy. If 
we adopt the pending measure, delays will occur, the expense 
will be great, the whole service will be tied up, and a manifest 
injustice will be pe 
ing entrance into this country, 


coast States are those more interested in this legislation than any 
of the others, and every one of the gentlemen representing the 
Pacific coast before our committee expressed his satisfaction with 
the operation of the present law. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. May I ask the Senator from Ver- 
mont a question? 
Mr. DILLINGHAM. Certainly. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I sup that among those de- 
ported are all who have lost their certificates or can not produce 
satisfactory certificates? : 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. I ce It must be so, because the 
prety 3 Mt placed upon the to prove that he has the 

Xe 


tr. President, we came here the first of December. The vari- 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


the eight years the | 
average number coming in and going out of the country annually | 


rpetrated upon large numbers of those seek- | 
: rhaps legally. If California is | 
satisfied with the operation of the Geary law, as she certainly is, | 
why should we make any change? California and the Pacific | 


power to make other regulations? 
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ous bills that I have mentioned for the extension of the Geary Act 
were introduced. It was considerably later in the session that 
the bill we are now considering made its appearance. The Cham- 
ber of Commerce of San Francisco subsequently, on the 13th day 
of February, took action which I will read. I apprehend that 
the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco is like the chamber 
of commerce of other great cities—made up of men who have 
brains, who have sound judgment, who have great experience in 
affairs, who have a reasonable judgment of what will be best for 
the prosperity of our country and of all classes which constitute 
our nation. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. From what page does the Senator read? 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. Page 345. Their action was as follows: 

Whereas there are now pending in the National Congress of the United 
States at Washington certain bills which we believe may be construed to so 
restrict the entrance of the mercantile class of China into the United States 
as to be harmful to our mercantile interests; and 

Whereas the trade of the port of San Francisco with the Chinese Empire 
is of pes and increasing importance, its value for the year 1890, including 
Boas ong, being $15,689,458, and for the year 1900, $26,685,433; and 

ereas for the proper conserving and promoting of this exchange of 

commodities we believe it isof the utmost importance that all facilities of com- 
merce and the courtesies due to a friendly nation be extended particular] 
to that class of the Chinese Empire which operates, controls, and has in itself 


| the means and power of furthering this trade, which, under favorable condi- 
tions and by the assistance of a broad Government policy, is destined to as- 
| 
} 
| 


sume vast proportions in the future: Therefore 
Resolved; That we do hereby most respectfully and earnestly petition 
| the President of the United States and our Representatives in Congress to use 
| their utmost endeavors to induce Congress to enact legislation so as to grant 
unrestricted entrance into the United States to all merchants and members 
of the mercantile class of Chinese, such as salesmen, clerks, buyers, book- 
keepers, accountants, managers, storekeepers, bankers, and cashiers. 


I find also that the Merchants’ Exchange of San Francisco held 
a meeting February 12 and adopted a memorial which is sub- 
stantially the same, if not in terms. It begins: 

Whereas there are now pending in the National Congress of the United 
States at Washington certain bills which we believe may be construed to so 
| restrict the entrance of the mercantile class of China into the United States 
as to be harmful to our mercantile interests— 

And then it goes on to state the extent of the trade that the 
Pacific coast is enjoying with the Empire of China and to express 
the fear that harm may come if this legislation is adopted, and 
asks Congress to broaden its legislation so as to allow to come in 
from China those commercial classes which we very much need 
to come in contact with if we would dispose of the great surplus 
of our manufactures and secure our share of the foreign trade. 

It is claimed that the pending bill is the existing law, but into 
this measure there has been written as law the regulations which 
have been adopted from time to time since 1882 by the Treasury 
| Department for the guidance of their officers and inspectors. It 
seems to me it is pretty poor policy for Congress to doubt either 
the ability or the purpose of any one of the great Executive De- 
partments of this Government to execute any law that is com- 
mitted to any such department to be administered. 

I understand that to the Treasury Department is committed 
substantially the whole duty and responsibility of administering 
the immigration laws and imposing regulations to carry such 
| laws into effect. If we are to take these regulations, which may 
| perhaps need to be amended to-morrow by new conditions as 
they present themselves, and make them matters of statutory 
| law, we have, as it seems to me, insulted the head of that Depart- 
/ment. We certainly have expressed a distrust of the ability of 
the Treasury Department to make regulations that will effectively 
carry into operation the provisions of the law which we may 
| adopt. 

But over and beyond that is the further objection to an act in 
which such regulations are adopted as a part of its provisions 
| that every day may present a new condition regarding the incom- 
| ing or the outgoing of some member of a class governed by this 
| bill which requires the exercise of the discretionary power vested 
| in the Department, thus calling for changes in existing regula- 
| tions and the adoption of new ones. As a matter of policy it 
seems to me to be all wrong. 
‘Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ver- 
mont yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the bill, in addition to adopting the reg- 
ulations referred to, confer upon the Secretary of the Treasury 


Mr. DILLINGHAM. It does in several instances. 

Mr. SPOONER. A general power? 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. I do not recall whether it gives him the 
general power, but it does in several instances give that power to 
the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Now, there is another fundamental objection to the pending 
measure, as it seems to me. I may be wrong about it, as the 
Senator from Wisconsin sometimes says. This bill attempts to 
take up the Philippine situation and to deal with it in connection 
with the mainland situation. If that was to have been done, it 
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seems to me the bill should have gone to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations instead of the Committee on Immigration. It is 


a great question with which we have to deal in the Philippines, and | 


yet this bill, presented under the circumstances I have indicated, 
professes to deal-— 

Mr. LODGE. May I ask the Senator from Vermont a question? 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. Why should it not have gone to the Committee 
on the Philippines, which is the committee in charge of affairs 
relating to the Philippine Islands? 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. I have shown my ignorance of the differ- 
ent committees here. It should have gone to the Committee on 
the Philippines. The Senator is entirely right about it. 

The Philippines are in close proximity to China. The Chinese 
have been coming into the Philippines for ages. The commerce 
between the Philippines and China is very large. I am told that 


very much of the provisions consumed by the Philippines comes | 


out from China. The conditions in the Philippines are such that 
it seems to me entirely unwise that we should in this measure at- 
tempt to meet them. In this view of this question I am amply 
sustained by the testimony of Governor Taft given before the 
Committee on Immigration: 


When we went to the Philippines we found in force the exclusion act now 
in force extended to those islands by a proclamation of General Otis, with 
the approval of the President. I am not sure whether it was an Executive 
order or whether it was an order by General Otis. 

The chairman inquired: 

v Is be exclusion there similar to that which applies to the mainland of the 
Jnited States? 

Governor TAFT. Yes, sir. There are some exceptions, I believe, which the 
military governor allowed, but they are so small that it is practically the 
same as that applying in the United States. We never have disturbed them. 

The CHAIRMAN. How long has that act been in operation? 

Governor TAFT. I think it is three years. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the existing law? 

Governor TAFT. Yes, sir. 

That being the case, the Chinese are not able at the present 
time to come into the Philippine Islands any more than they are 
to come into the United States. 

The question arose later about the people of mixed bloods, of 
whom there are large numbers in the islands. By one of the 
provisions of,this bill they are excluded from coming to the 


United States, because the term Chinese is defined to include | 


persons who are Chinese by birth or descent, also those of mixed 


blood. 
by the Chairman: 

Are there many half-breeds—Filipino and Chinese? 

Governor TAFT. Yes, sir; there are a great number of those. If you do 
not limit it to half-breeds, but extend it to those who have Chinese blood in 
them, there are a great number. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is what I mean. 

Governor TAFT. There are provinces, like the province of Pampamga, in 
_— _— is a visible admixture of Chinese blood, coming down for hun- 
dreds of years. 
sae CHAIRMAN. Are the people of those mixed races classed as Chinese or 
Filipinos? ae : 

Governor TAFT. They are all classed as Filipinos, except the men with the 
pigtail, who were born in China. 


The CHAIRMAN. Would it be your thought that those people should be | 


kept out of the United States as well as the full-blooded Chinese? 

Governor TAFT. No, sir. They are Filipinos, pure and simple. They are 
just as strong in their prejudices against the Chinese as are the Filipinos. 

As bearing upon the question whether there should be any let- 
ting down of the bars so as to permit further entry of the Chinese 
into the Philippines, the chairman asked the following question: 

In your opinion will there be a sufficient supply of effective labor for the 
development of the Philippine Islands without admitting the Chinese? 

Governor TAFT. That is rather a hard question toanswer. Ido not think 
there will be a sufficient supply of skilled labor, because the extent has been 
tested already, and the amount of it is so small that development in manu- 
facturing, in construction, and among maghinists is almost impossible with- 
out allowing skilled labor to come in under restrictions which will enable us 
to cause their removal from the islands after we have secured a gufficient 
supply of skilled labor from the Filipinos by manual-training schools and by 
the very presence of the Chinamen. q 

The governor introduced a memorial to the Congress of the 
United States from the Chamber of Commerce of Manila, which 
I shall not stop toread. It will be found on page 492 of the record. 
In the memorial the following passage occurs: 


The present restrictive law does not benefit the Filipinos, nor is it of bene- | 


fit to anyone. This labor will not enter into competition with American 
labor, and its entry into the Philippine Islands is imperatively needed. 

The governor also quoted from a letter written to him by his 
fellow-commissioner, General Wright, in which he says: 

I take it for granted that among the important topics of discussion between 
you and the authorities at Washington will be the insular policy as to the 
exclusion or admission of Chinese. It isa subject which we have discussed 
frequently and upon which, I believe, we are agreed. I think it well to say, 
however, in view of the mee gg subjects upon which you have to 
deal, that you may not overlook it, that in m 
portant that shouid it be the policy of the Executive and Congress to con- 
tinue the exclusion of Chinese from the United States by treaty and leg- 
islation as heretofore, it is very important that these laws should not be 
enforced in their entirety here. The Filipino laborer as he is can not be re- 
lied on at this time for steady work. I think it very pees that under 
American administration, as his horizon broadens and his wants increase, 
his disposition to work in order to gratify those wants and better his condi- 





The following question was addressed to Governor Taft | 


judgment it is extremely im- | 


tion will increase 


i oportionately. But thatis a work of time and education. 
It is very doubtful if to-day any large public work could be successfull 


| carried to completion without great orl and inc expenses with Fili- 
ino laborers alone. The number of Filipino mechanics and other skilled 
borers are extremely few and confined to a small number of trades. 


I am sorry to take so much time in reading, but the authority 
from which I read is so good that I can not resist the temptation 
to make further extracts from General Wright’s letter. € says, 
speaking of the Chinese: 

I do mean, however, to assert that our portshere should not be hermetic- 
ally sealed against them, and that either Congress should itself provide, or, 
what would be better, give the government established here the authority 
to provide, for their admission under proper limitations. These limitations 
may be made stringent enough to require their removal whenever the ne- 
cessity for their importation ceases to exist. Persons or corporations re- 
quiring the use of either skilled or unskilled laborers might be required to 
= bond and security for their return to China after a specified time or on 

emand of the government here. 

Governor Taft also introduced before the committee a letter 
addressed to General Wright from Cameron & McLaughlin, 
| manufacturers’ agents, in which they — of their inability 

to obtain skilled labor and ask for relief. The governor resumes, 
and this is his recommendation, and because it is his recommenda- 
tion I bring it before the Senate: 


Now, it seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that the best way for Congress to 
meet this problem is to establish its policy with respect to the United States, 


so far as concerns the introduction 





and then to treat the Philippine Islands, s 
of Chinese into the Uni States, as if it were a foreign country, and that 
then the Commission or the legislative body of the islands be given some 

,ower and authority in its discretion to admit skilled labor, with provision 
for its return within such time as the Commission may determine. 
|  Ishouldlikealso to have extended to the Commission the power to allow un- 
| skilled labor to come in. Personally, in the Commission, I shall always op- 
| pose the admission of unskilled labor until time has elapsed sufficient to ena- 

Pic us to know that the Filipino unskilled labor can not be used for the 

purposes of labor in those islands. Ithinkitcan be. I believe it is a ques- 

tion only of tact and organization. 

I want to say here that the Governor seemed extremely anxious 

| to do nothing that would serve to arouse to any greater degree 

than it now exists the dislike of the Filipinos for the Chinese. 

He says that dislike does not arise from labor competition. He 
| says it arises from the fact that the Chinese are g traders, and 
| the prejudice against them comes because of that fact.. In various 
| ways he advances the thought that we should do nothing to con- 
| vey to the Filipino mind the idea that the American Government 

intended to impose upon them great numbers of Chinese. 
| He says: 

Nevertheless, it seems to me that we owe our first duty to the Filipinos to 
do nothing which shall arouse the enmity of the people and induce a belief 
that we are exploiting the islands or intend to sacrifice them to exploitation 
by admitting generally Chinese labor. I think if we are trusted with mak- 
ing exceptions to an exclusion law it will be found that we shall be much 
more conservative than a good many people in the islands desire us to be. 

The testimony of Governor Taft is really a brief upon the sub- 
ject of this proposed legislation, and the tenor of it is to the effect 
that the provisions regarding Chinese in the Philippines should 
not remain in this bill, but that the matter should be determined 
either by an independent act of Congress relating to the Philip- 
pines, or that it should be referred tc the Commission, as he had 
already suggested, with authority to exercise a wise discretion in 
meeting conditions as they may arise. He says: 

I do not think the admission of Chinese skilled labor under proper restric- 
tions, so that it can be taken out of the islands when skilled labor is devel- 
oped among the Filipinos, is going to produce a political effect, such as cer- 
tainly would be produced by the unlimi odmlodon of cooly labor there 
| and their development into tradesmen. 

I should like very much if we could have the authority to experiment 
somewhat, if nothing else, in the introduction of skilled labor, for its need in 
the islands is very great. There isno doubt about that. The truth is that 
the few Chinamen in the islands now, who are skilled labor get two or 
three times the wages which were paid during Spanish times; I do not know 
but four or five times. The price is going right up, because the pressure for 
| building and all sortsof work which involves skilled labor is growing greater 

and greater. 


Now, Mr. President, it seems to me that the extracts I have 
' read from an interesting chapter in this book serve to indicate 
that the objection to having Philippine legislation incorporated 
into this bili is fundamental in its character and that we ought 
| not to insist upon it, but that a more intelligent administration 
| of the Chinese question in the Philippines can be given under the 
| power of the Commission than it is possible for the American 
| Congress to devise. 
Mr. President, I do not know how long the Senate will care to 
hear me to-night. I am not nearly through. ; 
Mr. HOAR. Would the Senator from Vermont like to yield 
| for a motion to go into executive session? : 
Mr. DILLINGHAM. If that is the desire, I will stop at this 
int. 
"ae HOAR. Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ver- 
| mont yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 
Mr. DILLINGHAM. I do. : 
Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business, 
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Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, before the motion is put, I 
should like to give notice to the Senate that I shall to-morrow ask 
for unanimous consent to fix some date for a final vote upon the 
Chinese-exclusion bill. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After eight minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 
3 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thurs- 
day, April 10, 1902, at 12 o’clock meridian. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate April 9, 1902, 
CONSUL. 

Charles V. Herdliska, of the District of Columbia, to be consul 
of the United States at Callao, Peru, vice William B. Dickey, 
removed, 

RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Frank E. Densmore, of California, to be receiver of public 
moneys at Independence, Cal., his term having expired. (Reap- 
pointment. ) 

Willis H. Cofield, of Alva, Okla., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Alva, Okla., vice William J. French, removed. 

REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICES. 

Stafford W. Austin, of California, to be register of the land 
office at Independence, Cal., his term having expired. (Reap- 
pointment. ) 

John D. Maxey, of California, to be register of the land office 
at Stockton, Cal., his term having expired. (Reappointment. ) 

COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 

Frank D. Roberts, of Missouri, to be collector of internal reve- 
nue for the sixth district of Missouri, to succeed F. E. Kellogg, 
resigned. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 

Asst. Surg. Claude H. Lavinder, of Virginia, to be a — 

nited 


assistant surgeon in the Marine-Hospital Service of the 
States. 

Asst. Surg. Taliaferro Clark, of Virginia, to be a sed as- 
sistant surgeon in the Marine-Hospital Service of the United 
States, 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Exectttive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 9, 1902, 


SECRETARY OF LEGATION, 


Edward Winslow Ames, of Massachusetts, to be secretary of the 
legation of the United States at Buenos Ayres, Argentine Re- 
public, 

POSTMASTER, 


Edwin Fore, to be postmaster at Pittsburg, in the county of | 


Camp and State of Texas. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
‘WEDNESDAY, April 9, 1902. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved, 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a personal 
explanation, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to a personal explanation 
by the gentleman from Georgia? 

here was no objection. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, on Monday, the 7th instant, I 
was necessarily absent from the House. On that ed pe to 
the calling up of the bill to extend the charters of national banks, 
and in fact during this Congress, I have been paired with my 
friend from New Jersey, Mr. Fow.er. I was paired with him 
on that day, and the Recorp so shows. Upon the call of the roll 
on the passage of that bill I find by the Recorp that Mr. Fow.Ler 
voted ** yea.”’ Of course I did not vote. Ihad been unable to see 
the gentleman from New Jersey, although I have endeavored to 
do so, and I desire to make the statement that had I not known 
that we were paired I should have been present and should have 
voted against the bill. Iam constrained to believe that my friend 
from New Jersey [Mr. FowLEr] either did not vote or voted by 
inadvertence, forgetting that he was paired. 








CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—FOWLER AGAINST THOMAS, THIRD 
DISTRICT NORTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. OLMSTED, from Committee on Elections No. 2, presented 
the report of that committee in the contested-election case of 
John E. Fowler v. Charles R. Thomas, from the Third Congres- 
sional district of North Carolina; which was ordered to be printed 
and referred to the House Calendar. 


OLEOMARGARINE AND OTHER IMITATION DAIRY PRODUCTS. 


Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to take from the Speaker’s table the bill H. R. 9206. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut asks unani- 
mous consent to take from the Speaker’s table the following bill, 
which the Clerk will report by its title. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 9206) to make oleomargarine and other imitation dairy products 
subject to the laws of any State or Territory or the District of Columbia into 
which they are transported, and to change the tax on oleomargarine, and to 
amend an act entitled “An act defining butter, also imposing a tax upon and 
regulating the manufacture, sale, importation, and exportation of oleomar- 
garine,”’ approved August 2, 1886. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee and Mr. BURLESON. I ob- 


ject. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the bill will he re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture. 


CUBAN RECIPROCITY. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve it- 
self into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 12765) to provide 
for reciprocal trade relations with Cuba. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York moves that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union on the bill H. R. 12765. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
ae House on the state of the Union, Mr. SHERMAN in the 
chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of 
the bill H. R. 12765, the title of which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 12765) to provide for reciprocal trade relations with Cuba. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. VAN Vooruis having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Sen- 


| ate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the 


Senate had passed bills of the following titles; to which the con- 
currence of the House of Representatives was requested: 

S. 1934. An act to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Biloxi, in the State of 
Mississippi; 

S. 3421. An act for the relief of Eleonora G. Goldsborough; 

S. 3992. An act granting an increase of pension to David M. 
McKnight; 

S. 899. An act granting an increase of pension to George F, 
Bowers; 

S. 2738. An act granting an increase of pension to James W, 
Hankins; 

S. 694. An act granting a pension to Jane Caton; 

S. 4042. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Norton; 

S. 2975. An act granting an increase of pension to Levi Hatchett; 

5.4535. An act granting an increase of pension to Lydia M, 
Granger; 

S. 3334. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas E, 
James; 

8. 2409. An act granting a pension to John A. Rotan; 

S. 234. An act granting a pension to James Frey; and 

S. R. 74. Joint resolution relating to publications of the Geo- 
logical Survey. 

ihe message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
its amendments to the bill (H. R. 11353) making appropriations 
for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department 
and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and for other purposes, 
disagreed to by the House of Representatives, had agreed to the 
conference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Stewart, Mr. Piatt 
of Connecticut, and Mr. RawLwvs as the conferees on the part of 
the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 7290. An act granting an increase of pension to Lizzie B, 
Green; 
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H. R. 7847. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
S. Wilson; 


} 


This is the place where many men of many minds mingle to- 
gether for the common weal. Those from the East come laden 


H. R. 2613. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas | with the responsibility of large and multiplied industrial de- 


H. H. Gibbs; 
H. R. 12275. An act granting a pension to Amelia A. Russell; 
i R. 3354. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
oung; 
me H. R. 1476. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry F. 
enson; 
ae . R. 3427. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah E. 
Alen; 
. a 11025. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
arlile; 
a R. 291. An act granting an increase of pension to Christina 
e1tz: 
H. R. 1485. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomp- 
son B. Moore; 
H. R. 4172. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
R. Chaney; 
H. R. 3260. An act granting a pension to Jacob Golden: 
H. R. 10957. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Stockings; 
H. R. 4053. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry E. 
De Marse: 
H. R. 7525. An act granting a pension to Marion Barnes; 
H. R. 3876. An act granting an increase of pension to Theophile 
A. Dauphin: 
H. R. 3884. An act granting an increase of pension to Erastus 
C. Moderweil; 
H. R. 9378. An act granting a pension to Clara B. Townsend: 
- H. R. 10710. An act granting an increase of pension to Frances 
. Scott; 
H. R. 9654. An act granting a pension to John S. James; 
H. R. 11916. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
B. Spurling: 
“ 7 R. 1685. An act granting an increase of pension to Augustus 
° oages; 
H. R. 1709. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin J. 
Godfrey; 
H. R. 12395. An act granting a pension to Ruth Bartlett; 
H. R. 6023. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
L. .Ackridge: 
H. R. 12490. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Culbreath; 


H. R. 3352. An act granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
M. Boyd: 

H. R. 7613. An act granting an increase of pension to Evaline 
Wilson: 

H. R. 4116. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Berry; and 

H. R. 4176. An act granting an increase of pension to Nathan 
W. Snee. 


RECIPROCITY WITH CUBA. 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Mr. Chairman, at length the dis- 
cussion of the proposed measure has been precipitated into the 
House. I listened yesterday with a great deal of interest to the 
remarks of the distinguished chairman of the Committee on Ways 
and Means, who opened the debate, and was impressed by his 
comparison of the present relationship of the island of Cuba to 
the United States. He characterized it as that of a guardian for 
a ward. I do not think the illustration very apt. Indeed, I do 
not think the remedy offered is such as a prudent guardian ought 
to tender toa ward. I have known guardians to indulge their 
wards far beyond the rule of appropriate conduct. I have known 
guardians to do for a ward what they refused to do for their own 
offspring; and while I honora guardian for performing his duty, 
nevertheless I assert that our first duty is to our own child—the 
offspring of our established policy. The first duty of the Ameri- 
can Congress is to the American people. 

Much as I dislike to disagree with the Committee on Ways and 


Means upon the question of our fiscal policy, sharp and pointed | 


and unmistakable as have been the differences between us in this 
matter, still I desire to record my sincere belief that the commit- 
tee and its honored chairman have been animated by the highest 
motives and the utmost sincerity in the course upon which they 
have finally resolved. ; 

This is the people’s forum. Here is constituted the court of 
public opinion. This is the only place in the national councils 
where the people may be directly heard without passing through 
the circuitous pathway prescribed by the Constitution for other 
governmental agencies. 

Every Representative upon this floor bears his commission 
directly from the people, and he must soon return to give an 
account of his stewardship. 


| velopment. 


From the West is gathered together the compos- 
ite energy of all the failures and of all the successes, all the trials 
and all the hardships of the past, representing the most marvel- 
ous development ever seen in any age of the world’s progress. 
From the North we bring rare industrial trophies and illimitable 
energy which has made for us a proud place in the national econ- 
omy. From the South you upon the other side bring to us the 
sweet perfume of peace restored, industry rehabilitated, and hap- 


| piness returned. 


Are we not indeed fortunate in the period and the hour of our 


| public service, and should we not with solemn devotion consecrate 
| ourselves to the public good? 


| sustained her in her struggle for independence. 


I would not for anything have you believe that we who for two 
months have been battling for what we believe to be right were 
animated by any hostility or unfriendliness toward the island of 
Cuba. Such is far from the truth. We have always aided and 
We glory in her 
rae sovereignty, and we hope that her Congress may 
always be loyal tothe Cuban people, emphasizing their devotion to 
the new Republic by stainless private life and honorable public 
conduct; and while they may bear their share of the world’s re- 
sponsibility for public order and do their part to insure its stabil- 
ity and progress, yet they must not forget that they represent 
Cuba, and that her future development will be critically watched 
by all the world. 

So, Mr. Chairman, we must not forget that while we may sympa- 
thize with Cuba, and are indeed akin to all the world, our first 
duty*is toward our own people, and everything that tends to 
strengthen and develop our multiplied resources at home and add 
tothe measure of our national strength and independence should 
be the object of our profoundest solicitude. 

I am opposed to this measure because I believe it is calculated 
to breed strife and dissatisfaction with the other sugar countries 
of the world, which are thus discriminated against. 

I believe it will have a tendency to provoke commercial hostil- 
ity among the other West India islands and our neighbors in 
South America. 

I am opposed to this measure because, in order to give it effect, 
it becomes necessary to violate a solemn promise of the Republican 
party deliberately made in national convention to the American 
people. 

I am opposed to this measure because I believe it will be harm- 
ful tothe agricultural and industrial classes of the United States, 
whose great interests have been confided to our care, and because 
I believe it will be harmful in the extreme to the island wf Cuba. 

I am opposed to this policy because I believe that the principal 
beneficiary will be the American Sugar Refining Company, which 
does not need our sympathy. 

I am opposed to this measure because I believe that the people 
of the island of Cuba will receive no benefit therefrom. 

And now that the shackles of surfdom have been lifted from 
this patient island people, after so many years of turmoil and dis- 
aster, I wish for her a greater destiny than to become merely the 


| producer of a single product, and that dependent upon the 


' 


caprice of a single corporation. 

The rugged pathway over which our nation has trudged to great- 
ness and power had many natural impediments which were readily 
overcome by her as the necessities arose; but the flight to indus- 
trial supremacy has been made through storm and trial, frequently 
with pinioned wings, and always and ever with doubt and hesita- 
tion carping in our wake. 

There was little doubt as to the wisdom of our early tariff pol- 
icy. Indeed, there was rarely any doubt about it until manufac- 
tures were stimulated to such an extent that the South saw in 
the invasion of skilled and free labor a condition inimical to the 
permanent institutionof slavery. At that time the attitade of the 
South changed, and they gradually taught themselves to believe 
that it was better to produce raw material and send it to Europe 
to be manufactured for the world. 

The South never aimed at industrial independence, and has 
with singular unanimity until within very recent years urged 
that our tariff laws were both burdensome and unconstitutional. 
They believed that the duties exacted were added to the cost of 
the article protected, and it will be strange indeed if it is not 
reasserted as this debate progresses. 

On the other hand, we believe that the tariff operates to enlarge 
the area of production and ultimately to decrease the cost to the 
consumer. Who can doubt that the tremendous development of 
the sugar industry, stimulated as it has been by tariff, bounties, 
and cartels, multiplying the volume a million fold, has had the 
effect to give to the consumers of sugar the world over this arti- 
cle of necessity at the minimum of cost? 

No development of the world’s production of foodstuffs has 
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been more rapid or striking than that of beet sugar. In 1854 the | end to believe.”’ [Laughter.] So, Mr. Chairman, when gentle- 


total ‘crop of the world was 182,000 tons. Ten years later it had | men lar 


reached 536,000 tons, and ten years later, 1,219,000 tons, multi- 
plying each decade until, in 1900, it had reached the enormous 
amount of 5,510,000 tons. 

When my distinguished friend from Pennsylvania, sitting 


upon my right, first entered the House of Representatives, sugar | 


made from beets grown upon the farm formed but 13 per cent of 


the world’s total sugar crop, whereas last year it constituted 67 per | 
cent of the total world’s sugar. While my distinguished friend | 


{Mr. Grow] has been serving the people of his State with great 
wisdom and constancy, the sugar-producing area of the world has 
shifted from the Tropics northward until the farmer of the tem- 
perate zone is fast growing to be the captain of this industry. 

Our friends — the other side of the Chamber can not argue 
that the tariff has been added to the cost, for the average price 
per pound has been lessened from 5,37 cents in 1871 to 2.49 cents 
in 1900. I can remember distinctly paying 15 cents a pound for 
sugar; to-day you get 20 pounds for $1. 


have reape 
more than doubled in sixty years, its consumption of sugar to-day 
is more than eight times as much as in 1840. And while but a 


single factory in all the Unitéd Kingdom now refines cane sugar, | 


all the others are exclusively occupied in preparing for the mar- 
ket the raw 
Austria, and Russia. 

The American Sugar Refining Company refines the cane sugar 
sold in this market, and controls 90 per cent of the product. The 
beet-sugar manufacturer takes the beet from the farmer's hands, 
and when it leaves his factory is refined and ready for the table. 

This is a struggle for supremacy between a gigantic and cold- 


blooded monopoly upon the one hand and the American farmer | 


and sugar manufacturer upon the other. And I make the pre- 


diction that the struggle will be long and relentless and costly; | 
and if we will give to the American sugar industry the same | 
measure of protection accorded in all other fields of American | 


enterprise, this suyar trust will lower its haughty head and deal 
fairly with the people upon whom it must depend. 

Withdraw protection from this new and promising industry, 
discourage and weaken it by encouraging its rival, and when the 
epitaph is written upon its dismantled ruins, be very sure that 
your name does not appear among its principal offenders. 

We bring you a rebate plan which has in it no threat to Ameri- 
can industries. We bring to you a proposition which, if carried 
to its conclusion, will give a wider and better and far more reach- 
ing relief to the Cuban people than the proposition of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne} in 
his speech upon this floor yesterday said he would do nothing that 
would affect unfavorably any American industry. He said this 
bill was not calculated to do the beet-sugar industry of our coun- 
try any harm, But the testimony before his committee, of Mr. 
Atkins, of Boston, largely interested in the cane-sugar industry in 
the island of Cuba, is in conflict with the statement of the gentle- 
man from New York. 

Indeed, my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL], who sits 


here on my left, said in one of the conferences—and I violate | 


no secret—that if he thought this would harm an American in- 
dustry it could not receive his support; and I do him the honor 
to say that I do not believe he would willingly harm a single 
American indus But I ask him to reconcile the testimony of 
Mr. Atkins with the statement he made in conference. 

Mr. Atkins says in answer to a question: 

** Do you t it desirable for the Government to do anything 
to encourage the domestic production of sugar ?’’ 

** No; I do not.” 

Reconcile that with your protection —— if youcan. One 
of the men whose testimony you are guided by as to the necessity 
for this legislation does not favor American independence of for- 


eign sugar supply. The gentleman from Pennsylvania and the : 
e 


gentleman from New York say that this concession will do the 


industry no harm. I ask you, gentlemen, my colleagues upon | 


this floor, whom are we to believe? Are we to believe the man 
who does not believe in the domestic production of sugar, and 
therefore favors the pending bill, or are we to believe the mem- 
bers of the committee, who say that this action will do no harm? 
The situation is complex. 

It reminds me of a story of two tramps who went to a house to 
beg something to eat. As they neared the premises a dog came 
fiercely out of the back door and up toward the two tramps, and 
one said to the other: ‘‘ The dog won’t hurt you, Jim; to the 
door and ask for something to eat. The dog won't hurt you; 


don’t you see he is his tail.” ‘ Yes,” said Jim, more 
discerning than his , * I see he is wa. his tail, but I also 
notice he’s showing his teeth and snarling; I do not know which 


ely interested in the production of cane sugar in Cuba, 
our rival in the sugar markets of the world, tell us that they do 
not believe in any protection at all, and when the gentleman from 
New York yesterday admitted that 50 per cent reduction would 
not be too much to give to the island as a trade basis, and when 
I pressed the question upon him, admitted that free trade in raw 
sugar would be even more satisfactory than the present bill, may 
I hope to be pardoned if we look upon the whole plan with sus- 
picion? 

Mr. PAYNE. I think the gentleman from Michigan ought to 
distinguish which gentleman from New York. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I donot mean the gentleman who 
is now addressing me, but your colleague, Mr. MCCLELLAN. 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, that’s it. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Now, Mr. Chairman, I said a 
moment ago that we were not hostile to the island of Cuba. We 


| believe in helping that island. We glory in its approaching 


roduct of the beet farms of Germany, France, | 


EEE 


| independence. Our sympathy for Cuba takes a practical turn. 
Artificially stimulated as it has been, the masses of mankind | 


the benefit. While the world’s population has no | 


Under your policy you simply afford a reduction of tariff to the 
few owners and exporters of sugar, while our policy would turn 
back to the government of the island of Cuba 20 or 25 per cent of 
the full revenue collected, relieve all the people of that island 
from the burdens of taxation, and assist it in its initial movement 
agan independent government. Our confidence in Cuba is greater 
than yours. The gentleman from New York yesterday in debate, 
turning upon me, asserted that when he made the speech in 1897 
to which I called the attention of the House, he did it before the 
| Spanish-American war. But every time there is a war must our 
| fiscal policy be readjusted? The gentleman again turned upon 
| me seemingly and charged myself and others here with the respon- 
| sibility for bringing on that war. 
Well, now, Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to avoid any respon- 
| sibility for my action either preceding or during the Spanish war. 
But I say to the gentleman from New York that you may search 
my record in the Fifty-fourth and each succeeding Congress up 
to the present time in vain to find a single suggestion from me 
| which warrants you in making sucha statement. I never uttered 
a sentence upon this floor in favor of war with Spain; I never 
uttered a sentence upon this floor in the whole Cuban controversy 
except to advocate according belligerent rights to Cuba and to 
Spain, as we had the right to do under international law. So 
that my record upon that snbject is as clear as the gentleman's. 
I went to the White House as one of a committee of this House, 
| informally chosen, to see the President, and there are men about 
me to-day who know what I said to President McKinley when he 
asked how I stood on that matter. I said to the President 
that while Michigan believed an end should be put to that war, 
while we believed in carrying out the principles laid down in the 
St. Louis platform in giving independence to the island of Cuba, 
vet I was one who wanted him to know that I would not urge 
1im to go one inch farther or one minute faster than he thought 
| it wise and prudent to go. Gentlemen sitting about me will bear 
out that statement. While others went further, I was conserva- 
tive. 
But, be that as it may, I have no desire to evade the responsi- 
bilities of the Spanish-American war. I believe that we have rid 
this hemisphere of a most disturbing affliction. I have no apology 
to make for it here or any place else. We believe in the future 
of the island of Cuba. e believe that it possesses unrivaled 
_ possibilities. We are willing and anxious to do something for it, 
but I ask you, sir, if it is wise for us to change our policy merely 
to meet a temporary exigency of a foreign state? If you start out 
on @ proposition of that kind, you willinstantly involve your coun- 
| tryin jealousy with other West India islands and South American 

republics; you will instantly involve yourself with other great 
| European sugar-producing countries, and possibly violate the 
| most-favored-nation clause of treaties by favoring this one sugar- 
| producing country of the baler pee Hemisphere. For one, I do not 
| pro to engage in any such undertaking. [Applause. 

Mr. Chairman, much was said yesterday saat the as 
of President McKinley at Buffalo. I defy the gentleman from 
New York or any member of the Ways and Means Committee to 
point ont a single sentence of William McKinley in his Buffalo 
speech which gives you any warrant whatever for the measure 
now before the House of Representatives. I will tell you what 
he said in that memorable and God-inspired utterance, which 
will live forever as his parting message to the American people. 

By sensible trade arrangements which will not interrupt our home produc- 


tion we should take from our customers such of their products as we can 
use without harm to our industries and labor. 


Will this “‘interrupt our home production?’’ Every sugar 
interest in the State of Michigan says it will. Will this interfere 
with industry and labor here? Ask the farmers and laborers in 
the sugar fields of Michigan and California. 

I contend, sir, that reciprocity treaties should be so framed as 
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not to interfere with American industry, and I stand on the | And Mr. GRosvENoR replied: 


speech of President McKinley; I stand upon the national plat- | 
form of the Republican party; and that platform in 1900 said: 

We favor the associated policy of reciprocity, so directed as to open our | 
markets on favorable terms for what we do not ourselves produce. 

We produce sugar; we will produce more sugar if you will 
5 give us the encouragement you promised [turning to Mr. 

AYNE]. 

The Republican party has always kept and redeemed its prom- 
ises. Our greatest statesmen saw a few years ago that upward 
of a hundred million dollars was being annually sent out of our 
country to purchase sugar. They had confidence and faith in 
American capacity to produce this article. The Agricultural 
Department of the Government sent experts all over the world 
to study the secret chemistry of the soil. Seed was distributed 
to whomsoever would experiment with it. Our national faith 
was pledged to give it a fair and honest trial. The Republican 
platform of 1896 boldly said: 


We condemn the present Administration for not keeping faith with the 
sugar producers of this country. The Republican party favors such protec- 
tion as will lead to the production on American soil of all the sugar which 
the American — use, and for which they pay other countries more than 
$100,000,000 annually. 


In the Republican campaign text-book of 1900, issued by the 
national committee, quoted from by every speaker in the land, 
there appears the following: . 


No subject interests the farmers of the United States more than that of 
the possibility of their being able tosupply the hundred million dollars’ worth 
of sugar which our people consume annually, and some facts which have 


recently been presented show that they are fully justified in their ambition. | 


The farmers of the country have been encouraged by the Republican party 


in their ambition to produce the ne of the country. It was a distinct 
promise to the farmer that he n not fear that the Republican party 
would permit the cheap labor and cheap sugar of any tropical territory to be 
brought in ina manner which would destroy the infant industry of beet-sugar 
production which the farmers of the United States have, under the fostering 
care of the Republican party, been building up during the last few years. 

The lamented Mr. Dingley, with whom we had the honor to 
serve, said with his unerring wisdom in the discussion of the 
tariff act which bears his name: 


Nothing can be done to so qpocemtaiy 
to develop our beet-sugar industry, an 
benefit on our farmers and all our people. 


While the distinguished chairman of the Committee upon Ways 
and Means in the present Congress, while that bill was under 
discussion, advocated establishing a beet-sugar factory in every 
Congressional district in the United States, assuring us in his 
own well-chosen language: 

We will not disturb our tariff in the next quarter of a century. 

And the distinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GRosVENOR] 


clip the wings of the sugar trust as 
at the same time confer immense 


| the call for a further and a larger cut. 
| tain, securities have been impaired, danger lurks in the principle 





in the same debate said: 

There is not a rate of duty, not a principle of tariff taxation, that has not 
been pene _—- by the —— trust and fought to the bitter end before 
the Ways and Means Committee. We propose that instead of sending 
$125,000,000 a year to the foreign countries of the world, most of which goes | 
to pay labor in the production of sugar, we will make it possible for every 
pound of sugar that we want to be produced in the United States of 
America. The Republican party comes and offers to the agriculturist of 
this country this magnificent boon. We will protect the industries of the 
country in all directions from further demoralization; and we ask you to 
turn aside hundreds of thousands of acres of the splendid lands of all these 
States from the production of corn and oats and wheat and potatoes and 
cotton to be put into an already overstocked market, to the production of 
sugar, and give to the farmers = the farming lands of this country a better 
market with less competition than they now have. 

Mr. Chairman, the great States of Michigan and Wisconsin, 
California and New York, Colorado, Utah, Oregon and Mon- 
tana took these distinguished statesmen at their word; had 
faith in the promise of our party declaration. Upward of 
twelve and a half million dollars has been invested in the sugar 
industries of Michigan. i 
bugle blast of the gentleman from Ohio, and are to-day under con- 
tract cultivating the sugar beet. spok 
was not a sugar factory in the whole State of Michigan. Now 
there are ten in successful operation. And if you will but recall 
this measure and give the assistance to Cuba which we all desire 
to give in another and simpler way, not involving a change of 


Nobody could help knowing that who knew enough to put two and two 


together. 


[Applause. ] 

I ask the gentleman from Ohio whether he has suddenly changed 
from his attitude of hostility, which that remark disclosed, to one 
of general approval of the subject under consideration? 

The fact that it will do harm must be admitted when you 
realize that it will benefit our rivals. Men who have engaged in 
this industry are frightened and alarmed. Banks and financial 
institutions are disturbed by the agitation of a reduction and by 
Loans are difficult to ob- 


you would have us adopt to-day. 

Is it not the height of political wisdom to make our country in- 
dependent of foreign sugar supply? Fifty years ago the consump- 
tion of sugar per capita was but 22 pounds. Last year it was 68 
pounds per capita. The groWth of our country, the increase and 
multiplied uses to which sugar will be put will some day, and not 
far distant, equal an annual expenditure of $200,000,000. Whata 
tremendous drain that will be upon the resources of the country. 
How absolutely inexcusable if our policy should result in the de- 
struction or the permanent impairment of this industry. 

If we were in ignorance of what could be accomplished by a 
consistent and American course, there might be some excuse for 
doubt and hesitation and even a change of policy. But within 
the lifetime of every man upon tlris floor domestic industry has 
been stimulated and our country made independent of a European 
supply. 

4s recently the late President, then Congressman, McKinley 


| was jeered upon this floor because he dared to advance the theory 


that a tariff of 2.2 cents a pound upon tin plate would stimulate 
its manufacture here. At the time he e the statement there 
was not a pound of tin plate being produced in the United States, 
although there was and had been for years a revenue tariff on tin 
plate of acent a pound. What a din of incomprehensible noises 
filled the air after the enactment of thismeasure! Misrepresenta- 
tion seemed to be the principal avocation in every community. 
Housewives laid in a supply of tin dishes in order to take advan- 
tage of the price before the bill went into effect. 

We were expending in Wales $20,000,000 every year for tin. 
There are men upon the other side of this Chamber to-day who 
did not believe that tin plate would ever be manufactured in the 
United States as the result of the McKinley law. 

Prior to its enactment we imported 650,000,000 pounds annually 
from Europe. The first year of the law we made in America 
13,000,000 pounds of tin plate, the third year 139,000,000 pounds, 
the fifth year 304,000,000 pounds, and in 1900 there was manu- 
factured in the United States 1,000,000,000 pounds of tin plate. 
[Applause. ] 

We no longer send our money abroad for the employment of 
the laborers of Wales. Twenty-three thousand American citizens 
now labor daily in the tin mills of our own country, while up- 
wards of $15,000,000 is annually paid to them in wages. 

Are you proud of your prediction? Do you enjoy the distinc- 
tion which you have attained as a political prophet? This vast 
army of laborers in the tin mills of America are the patrons 
of the carpenter and the bricklayer and the mechanic and the 
farmer of our own country, stimulating every community in 


| which they labor. 


My distinguished friend from Maine [Mr. a aor and 
myself had the pleasure, in the last campaign, to personally in- 


spect a modern tin-plate mill near my own home, and I can not 


More than 20,000 farmers heard the | 


At the time you spoke, sir, there | 


the policy of our Government, ten néw factories will be com- | 


pleted this year. 
I know it is claimed that this cut of 20 per cent will do our 


present factories no harm; but, Mr. Chairman, when the Dingley | 


law was passed and you invited us to engage in this business you 
did not say that you would even agitate a change in the tariff, 
much less reduce it by 20 per cent. 

But I do not need to refresh the gentleman’s recollection by 
turning to the utterances of anyone but himself. In the testi- 
mony before the Committee on Ways and Means Mr. Carey, an 
expert sugar man, was asked by General GROSVENOR: 

Is it possible, in your judgment, to makea concession to Cuban sugar that 
will benefit the Cuban people and still not injure the production in the 
United States of cane onl beet sugar? : 

And the answer of Mr. Carey was: 

I do not think anything about it; I know that it is not. 


| sugar we will do her inmeliely inore harm than good. 


tell you the joy I felt when I realized for the first time how effect- 
ive had been the policy of the noble and lamented McKinley. 
[ Applause. | 

You will be as proud, my protectionist friends, over the sugar 
industry of the United States, and the benefits will bea thousand 
times more far-reaching if you will but give it the same full 
measure of protection as was given to the tin industry of our 
country. 

I a sane to this policy urged by the committee, because I 
deem it the height of unwisdom to change the comes ey of 
our country, where a large and growing industry isaffected. Cuba 
does not need oursympathy. She may well profit by our wisdom 
and our example. She needs to be encouraged in the principles 
of Government best calculated to her largest development. 

I think if we encourage her to become merely the producer of 
You may 
ask what I would recommend. Possibly there is no wisdom in 
the suggestion, but, Mr. Chairman, if I had my way I would 
propose to the first congress of Cuba that she follow the wisdom 
of the early fathers of the American Republic and put about her 
rich possessions a protective tariff which would develop the mul- 
tiplied resources of the territory and stimulate the people into 
the diversified avenues of commerce and industry. [Applause.] 
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Let her drink from the fountain of political wisdom, where we 
found our most cooling and refreshing drafts. 

Cuba is rich in resources, specially favored by climate, with 
harbors unsurpassed. I think too much-of her to consign her to 
the permanent fate of cane-sugar production, which makes her 
labor semislave, and will keep the standard of her citizenship 
very low. 

She has virgin forests with a rich and rare variety of woods. She 
has iron and copper undeveloped and unexplored. The moun- 
tainous end of eastern Cuba is most highly favored and will pro- 
duce lemons equal tothe Mediterranean shore between Marseilles 
and Genoa, and is one of the finest regions for coffee culture in 
the world, particularly between Santiago and Guantanamo and 
from Cape Maysi to Baracoa, on the northern side. 

I long to see Cuba rich and prosperous. I paid my first visit to 
the island when the reciprocity of Mr. Blaine was at its height. 
I know the condition of her people then and never shall forget 
as long as I live the thrill of satisfaction I felt when I saw 
American flour piled upon the wharves at Habana, Matanzas, 
and other ports. I thought then that reciprocity with Cuba was 
most desirable, and I think so now; whenever it can be accom- 
plished without wr ged to the domestic industry of the United 
States, but I do not believe that any exigency exists in the affairs 
of Cuba which warrant this radical departure from the policy of 
our Government, so long established, and Ido not believe that the 
late President McKinley in his last utterance, so full of wisdom, 
ever intended that the reciprocity which he approved was to be 
other than in perfect harmony with our protective policy. He 
always stood solidly upon the Republican platform, which in 
1900 declared: 

We favor the associated policy of reciprocity so directed as to open our 
markets on favorable terms for what we do not ourselves produce, in return 
for free foreign markets. 

I have said that I did not believe the condition of Cuba was 
such as to call for this sacrifice of domestic industry. According 
to the evidence before the Committee upon Ways and Means, all 
the labor of Cuba is employed at higher wages than are paid the 
farm hands of Michigan and Minnesota. According to the report 
of the War Department just made, the export trade of Cuba, 
which in 1899 amounted to $37,435,296, in nine months of 1901 
amounted to $52,861,672, an increase of over 40 per cent. 

While Cuban exports have increased, her imports have de- 
creased, indicating a very healthy condition of affairs, and in 
nine months of the last year she shows a net balance of exports 
over imports of $4,244,858. 

Truly there is no indication of distress in these figures. The 
agitation must have found its origin away from the island of 
Cuba. What kind of distress think you would cause the sugar 
product of Cuba to increase from 300,000 tons in 1899 to 615,000 
tons in 1900, and to over 800,000 tons in 1901, without any modifi- 
caton of our tariff laws? 

It is said the Cuban people would be benefited by a reduced 
tariff duty upon sugar. I can not bring myself to believe this isa 
true statement. Governor Wood says that 450,000 tons of raw 
sugar are now stored in the warehouses of Cuba. At $70 a ton 
the value of this sugar would be $31,500,000. 

Whom do you suppose owns it? 

Take 20 per cent off the duty and in my opinion the sugar trust 
will pocket $2,916,000 in the twinkling of an eye. Reduce the 
duty 50 per cent, as some tariff reformers, like the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. McCLEe..an], urge us to do, and the owners of this 
sugar would pocket $7,290,000. ‘Take the duty all off, as the free 
traders of our country would have us do, and the owners of this 
stored sugar would ket $14,580.000. 

Much sympathy been worked up for what is styled the 
“poor Cuban,” but, Mr. Chairman, the “poor Cuban” is em- 
ployed at as high wages as he will receive if the tariff is lowered. 

Who is it that has the greatest motive for advocating this re- 
duction of duty? 

_I do not consult the possible prejudices of men for my conclu- 
sions, but I turn to the last annual statement of Mr. Havemeyer’s 
benevolent eggregation, known as the sugar trust, and I find on 
December 81 last they reported their assets at $122,551,777, an 
increase of $12,380,198 over the assets of the preceding year; and 
turning to the details of the account I find that this increase grows 
out of the following situation: 

In 1900 the American Sugar Refining Company had on hand 
$22,488,790 worth of raw sugar unmanufactured, while on De- 
cember 1 just passed they had on hand $12,248,640 worth of raw 
sugar unmanufactured, a decrease of $10,240,150. Does this not 
account for the failure to sell on the part of the Cuban planter 
described by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne]? 

The New York Journal of Commerce, eager as it is for Cuban 
relief, is frank enough to say that the item of sugar which shows 
the decrease as above stated, would seem to indicate that the 
sugar trust’has been ‘‘carrying a smaller amount of raw sugar 





ce 





than usual at this season—a move that finds explanation in the 
anticipated reduction of duties on Cuban sugar by Congress.”’ 
No wonder that Mr. Pepper, in his letter to the Evening Star, 
under date of March 13, says the shipments of sugar from the 
port of Habana amounted in the week then closed to but 6 sacks 


| (1,920 pounds), not enough to keep the sugar refiner busy for 


one minute. 

Are you so blind that you can not see why this gigantic corpo- 
ration is carrying so little raw sugar and the purpose it has in 
view? Are you unwilling to believe that the chief beneficiaries 
of this reduction will be the sugar trust, which the gentleman from 
Ohio says opposed the sugar tariff to the bitter end when the 
present schedule of rates was adopted? 

Cuba can produce sugar cheaper than any other country in the 
world. The French Journal of Commerce says the island has a 
capacity of upward of 5,000,000 tons, more than twice the capac- 
ity of the people of the United States to consume. 

When competition has been stifled, when the production of beet 
sugar has received its final deathblow, who, let me ask you, is 
the master of the trade in this great article of necessary use? The 
company organized for the purpose of refining the raw cane sugar 
of the Tropics. Think you they will not recoup the loss which 
competition and expensive development have made necessary in 
order to dispose of a promising rival? 

The pathway of the sugar trust is strewn with the wrecks of 
its competitors, and, oh! what a monopoly this company will enjoy 
when a false public sentiment, besed upon a false foundation, 
enforces further reduction and gives this company the greatest 
sugar market in all the world for its domination. 

I commend to the chairman of the Committee on Ways and 
Means [Mr. PAYNE]. who honors me by his presence, the attitude 
of Con m McKenna, now a justice of the Supreme Court 
of the United States, who took the same view then that Mr. Taw- 
NEY and Mr. METCALF, of the committee, take in the present Con- 
gress. Mr. McKenna, then dissenting from the sugar schedule 
of the McKinley law, said: 

Protection as understood politically is the clear right of all industries or 
none. The bill (McKinley) in its schedule makes an arbitrary and invidious 
distinction between the sugar industry and other industries. The Repub- 
lican House of Representatives should not set thisexample. Whocan say 
where the contagion will stop? The beet-sugar industry is not only suitable 
to the circumstances of the country, but of all the range of protected indus- 
tries not one offers such a brilliant en for good. Must an industry be 
able to supply the home consumption before it is entitled to protection? 
tection must be universal, it must be national, or not at all. 

Justice McKenna, dissenting from the Committee on Ways and 
Means, thus stated our position, at a time when there was not 
a single beet-sugar factory in the entire State of Michigan, if 
indeed there was one in the United States. We have brought this 
industry into life by republican doctrine. Do you propose to crip- 
ple it at the very threshold of its development ? 

I do not blame the Democratic party for its hostility to the tariff 
in the past. You then had reasons for being hostile. You valued 
slavery then more than manufacturing industry with well-paid 
free labor. From your view that position was necessary before 
the war, when much of your wealth was in slaves and free white 
labor would have caused you trouble; therefore you opposed the 
imposition of a tariff, calculated to diversify the products of the 
country and make it all that God intended it to be. 

But the South is changing somewhat upon that question, to 
which I am glad to testify. Still, there are nota sufficient number 
who can get away from the old prejudices to come out squarely 
for protection, and we are obliged to force prosperity upon them. 
We always believed that our country should be independent of 
the world, that the protective principle would diversify our prod- 
ucts, and it has succeeded admirably in so doing. Mr. Chairman, 
we look for little help from the Democracy. For my part, no 
alliance has ever been made or attempted with the Democratic 
party to defeat this measure or to help the position of the minor- 
ity upon this side. We are protectionists. We believe in the 
doctrine of protection. In that respect you, my friends, are 20 
S cent nearer the Deniocratic party than we are. [Applause.] 

e believe in the doctrine of protection. I wish you and your 
associates would help us repel this assault. 

This morning while coming to the Capitol with a distinguished 
hold-over Democrat of the Cleveland Administration, who occu- 
pies one of the most prominent positions in the Government 
service, he said to me, ‘‘ How are you coming out in your sugar 
fight?”’ I said to him, ‘“‘Ihope we will win. Are you with us?’’ 
He said} ‘“‘ No, I am not with you.’ I said, ‘‘ Why?’ He said, 
“*T am a free trader, and this bill tends in my direction.’’ 

We are protectionists. We are not reconcentrados; we are not 
insurgents; we stand for Republican doctrines; we follow the 
leadership of that arch protectiqnist, the lamented McKinley. 
We take this occasion to say that it is a poor time for you to 
compromise with the tariff reformers of our country. They 
have been battering at the walls of protection since hard times 
have disappeared. They ridiculed off the statute books the 
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great measure of protection advocated by William McKinley. 
They drove him from his seat in Congress by misrepresentations. 
Now do not adopt their policy; do not compromise witherror. If 
you do, you will have a public sentiment in the country in favor 
of tariff revision which you can not stem or stay until agitation 
has worked havoc with our industries. 
We would stay it with your help; but we would stay it, if we can, 
without your help. [Applause. } 

Mr. Chairman, I said a moment ago that you were throttling 
this industry at the very threshold. I repeat it. Is there a man 
on this floor to-day who will not admit that a reduction in the 
tariff will encourage our rival in the sugar industry? Is there a 
man on this floor who does not know that to pass this law will 
stimulate Cuba in sugar production? If it will not stimulate that 
island why are you passingit? And right here I propose to dis- 
sent from the statement of the gentleman from nN ew York [Mr. 
PAYNE] yesterday that the consumer pays the tax. If the con- 
sumer pays the tax, why in heaven’s name has not the exporter in 
Cuba sent his product over here to be consumed? He is holding 
it because he knows he will be obliged to pay more to get through 
our custom-house .than he will have to pay if your proposition 
goes into effect. 

And I deny the general principle that the consumer pays the 
tax. Thatisan old Democraticdogma. It has been worn thread- 
bare in the campaigns of the past. Let me ask you if we to-day 
put a tariff of a thousand dollars a ton upon steel rails, would the 
price of steel rails to-morrow be a thousand dollars a ton? Non- 
sense! Such a price would increase production almost without 
limit until the price of rails would fall far below the tariff. I 
deny the proposition that the tariff is added to the cost and has to 
be paid by the consumer. Why, Mr. Chairman, protection is 
based upon the principle that it will enlarge the area of produc- 
tion. If we enlarge the area of production and multiply the 
product the price falls and the consumer is benefited. 

Take the article of sugar, for instance. When bounties were 
placed upon sugarin Europe there was very little sugar produced. 
In 1840 there was only 1,150,000 tons. In 1900, 8,800,000 tons 
was producedin the world. Iask you whether the price is higher 
to-day than it was when we began to protect sugar? Gradually 
the cost has been reduced. We have increased the volume and we 
have thereby decreased the price, as we did with tin plate. If 
somebody in the Fifty-sixth Congress had proposed to take the 
tariff off tin plate, is there a man on this side of the Chamber who 
would have voted for it? No; because you have stimulated the 


tin-plate industry of America to a point where to-day we are sup- | 


plying all that we consume. [Applause. 

But the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] said yester- 
day that there was 450,000 tons of raw sugar now stored in the 
warehouses of Cuba waiting to be exported to this country, and 
I rose for the purpose of asking him who owned the sugar. 
evaded the question. Who does own the sugar? 
him again of the annual report of the American Sugar Refining 


Company, just made public, which shows the amount of raw sugar | 


on hand to be much less than last year at this time. 


Now, tell me, gentlemen of the Ways and Means Committee— | 
I will give you the opportunity if you will rise—tell me whether | 
the American Sugar Refining Company have not purposely | 


avoided buying raw sugar in Cuba to inflame public sentiment in 
that island and public sentiment in America in favor of a reduc- 
tion of duty? If that is the case, who will be the beneficiary of 
their course? Clearly that company. Are you prepared to do 
this? Are you prepared to thus demonstrate your benevolent in- 
terest in the sugar trust, whose principal owner says he knows 
nothing about ethics, and if it costs money to destroy competi- 
tion he will make it up later by increasing the price? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question? 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman says that he is opposed 
to this bill, because the benefit would go to the sugar trust. I 
will ask the gentleman if he will stand with us and reduce the 
differential duty that the trust gets? 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Does the gentleman favor taking 
the duty off refined sugar of the world? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I willsay that if an amendment is offered 
that I think is germane—— 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. The gentleman is a member of the 
Committee on Rules and an able parliamentarian. Do you be- 
lieve that would be germane? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I believe that one can be prepared that 
will be germane, 

And now I ask the gentleman to answer my question. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I will answer the gentleman by 


asking him this question: Do you believe that an amendment is , 


germane to take the duty off refined sugar of the world? 


We would stay it now. | 


e | 
Let me remind | 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I believe that an amendment proposing 
| to take off the duty on refined sugar coming from Cuba, or other 
parts of the world through Cuba, is germane. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. There is not an ounce of refined 
[Applause on the Republican 


ae that comes from Cuba. 
side. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If you want to raise the question you can 
do it in that way. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. 
get to it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the gentleman wants to strike at the 
differential duty, it could be accomplished in that way. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I will not say to the consumer of 
sugar in America that we are going to do him any good by tak- 
ing the duty off refined sugar from Cuba when there is no sugar 
refined on that island. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Will the gentleman stand on the propo- 
sition that he will not strike at the duty that the trust gets, when 
he pretends here that we are legislating for the trust? I will ask 
the gentleman to answer that question. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Not if I believe it to be germane. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have just stated that a motion to strike 
the differential off the duty on refined sugar that comes from 
Cuba, no matter where it is imported from into Cuba, coming 
from Cuban ports, would be in order. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I do not know a single agent of 
the American Sugar Refining Company in the San I do not 
know whether there is one in the galleries of this House now or 
not; but if he were in the gallery and heard the proposition of 
the gentleman from Alabama, he must have an expansive smile 
upon his face equal to that of the gentleman from Alabama, in 
his pleasantest mood [laughter and applause on the Republican 
side], because the gentleman knows that that would not affect 
the sugar trust at all, and would not avail us anything. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think you can reach the trust in that 


way. 
Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Will you give your indorsement 
to that proposition? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. If itcomes from CubaI certainly should. 
Will the gentleman vote for that? 
Mr. COOPER of Texas. I will state to the gentleman from 
Michigan that there are some Democrats who will vote for it. 
| Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. If I believed it parliamentary, I 
| might do so. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think you will have that opportunity. 
| Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I shall watch the gentleman's 
| vote with a great deal of interest. 
| Mr. UNDERWOOD. And I will do the same by the gentleman 
| from Michigan. [Laughter. 
| Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Mr. Chairman, my friends of the 
Ways and Means Committee are exceedingly solicitous about the 
| conditions of the island of Cuba. I know something about the 
conditions of the island from personal observation. I was there 
during reciprocity ten years ago. I was upon the great sugar 
plantations of Cuba when prosperity was at its height. 

When I returned I had the proud pleasure of an hour’s inter- 
view with Mr. Blaine, the author of our Peay: anne. treaties. I 
believe in meas mg | to-day, but I believe in the reciprocity that 
does not involve the surrender of the principle of protection. 

I again visited Cuba just after the Maine went down. I know 
something of the suffering of those people. I saw the recon- 
centrado in his camp. Isaw the farmers herded upon the Los 
Focos in Habana and fed like animals. I saw in one ward of the 
city of Habana more than 8,000 orphan children, many with the 
marks of the machete upon their heads; and I saw people starving 
to death by the thousands. Fifteen people died in one day in the 
doorway of the governor of Matanzas. I saw little children in 
the last stages of starvation, swollen to such proportion that they 
looked more like animals than human beings. I sympathized 
with Cuba then, and Iam interested in her to-day. I would do 
- 7” ree sanee than the gentleman from New York offers to do by 
this bill. 

Let us see about her condition. Cuba is in a transition period. 
She is passing from military rule to independence, and yet she 
shows an increase in her export trade of 40 per cent this year. 
Why does she need our sympathy? The balance of trade is in 
her favor over $4,000,000. She is in healthful condition; there is 
no distress in the island. Labor is all employed at wages better 
than are paid to the farm hands of our own country. Their sugar 
output is at its highest point. Would they have increased this 
output had they not been in a prosperous condition? What caused 
the increase? Why, the American planters who have gone in and 
made their investments, the Havemeyers, the Atkinses, men of 
enterprise and intelligence who have gone down there fer that 


' purpose. 


I will cross that bridge when I 
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I ask you whether this is inimical to our sugar producer? I ask 

ou if it does not threaten his existence? Cuba is the richest spot 
in the world. It can produce more sugar than any similar area. 
She has a capacity so great that the sugar producer of America 
must give up the moment you strike down the barrier. Only 
one-tenth of the land of Cuba is under cultivation. 

I know it will be urged thatthe American sugar manufacturer 
might better take this small cut, which will not affect the price 
of sugar one way or the other, rather than run the chances of 
annexation. 

But in answer to that argument I desire to say that the question 
of the annexation of Cuba has no terror for the American sugar 
manufacturer. You throw around that island the strong arm of 
our Government, make it a part of our territory, guarantee to it 
the same stability that is guaranteed to every State in the Union, 
and the island of Cuba will soon be populated by ten million 
people. Industry will be diversified and resources developed, in- 
stead of being merely the producers of sugar the island will be 
a hive of en industry, the land that now produces sugar 
cane at a small profit will at that time produce garden stuffs, 


creased population. 
While Cuba may become a competitor in other fields of indus- 
try, the standard of her citizenship would be immediately raised; 
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her ambition, hopes, and expectations would be confined only to 
the limitations of the National Union. [Applause.] 

Her people would go into the forests, virgin and illimitable. 
The labor that annexation would drive to Cuba would force the 
owners of land to cut it up into small farms, to be used in the pro- 
duction of cereals, vegetables, and fruits, profitable at their own 
doors. 

So. my friends, we are not terrorized by annexation. But we 
want responsibility to precede bounty. 

If you will but encourage the farmers of the West to go on 
growing beets for the manufacture of sugar, you will do for 
future generations incalculable good; you will diversify the prod- 
ucts of the farm in such a way as to bring the price of agricul- 
tural lands to the maximum value. 

Mr. Chairman, in the State of Michigan we have 20,000 farmers 
raising sugar beets. They are under contract; they are getting 
a fair price. Curtail sugar production in America, put a pre- 
mium upon the business of their rivals, and you instantly cast a 
gloom over the beet producers. Michigan has a great interest in 
this question. Michigan believes in the policy of the Repub- 
lican party. Michigan was the birthplace of the Republican 
party and has never withheld her electoral vote from our candi- 
dates, and our delegation refuses to stand by the grave of a single 
unredeemed promise of that party. [Applause.] We believe in 


keeping promises inviolate. 
who put their money into the 


There are men in this galle 
sugar industry of Michigan pleading for protection. There is not 


a drop of water in the capitalization of the sugar-beet industry of | great and truly independent. 
Do not drive them | 
| pendent. 
We can at least do | 

| you confine her development to a single industry, you make Cuba 
gentleman from Michigan | 


Michigan. Every dollar invested is bona fide. 
from this industry by inadequate protection. 
We can at least keep our party pledges. 
what we promised the country to do. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the 
has expired. 

Mr. BISHOP. I ask unanimous consent 
have thirty minutes more. 

Mr. L 
allowed to conclude his remarks. 
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If I am wrong, I ask some member of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee to rise and tell me wherein I err. There is not a line of 
that law which deprives Cuba of a single market she ever enjoyed 
before the amendment was passed. Indeed, she is privileged to 
go into the markets of the world. She is there now. Spain is 
one of her patrons. What we did say in the Platt amendment 
was that she should make no treaties which should involve her 
sovereignty—a vastly different proposition. 

Cuba will be free soon, as free as the laws of our country and 
the Monroe doctrine will permit her to be. But, Mr. Chairman, 
it is false to say that we are depriving her of any great advantage 
in the world’s market. Idenyit. I hurl it back as an untruth. 
It will not stand the test of verity here nor in any legal forum of 
our country. Itis not true. Our Government has done nothing 
to limit her rights abroad. But the gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. 
Lon@] and others will say our national honor is involved. When 
did we guarantee the prosperity of Cuba? When will our responsi- 
bility end? National honor! Read the platform of our party. 
Read the text-book issued by the Republican campaign commit- 


| tee of 1900 where they distinctly say to the farmer of America 
cereals, and fruit to supply the tremendous demand of her in- 


that he need not fear that the Republican party would permit the 
cheap labor and the cheap sugar of any tropical territory to be 
brought in in a manner which would destroy the infant industry 
of beet-sugar production in the United States which the farmers 
of the United States have, under the fostering care of the Repub- 
lican party, protected and brought into life. [Applause. ] 

Here your national honor is involved. Guard it well. 

We are not insurgents; we are the regular protectionists of 
our party. We stand upon our platform; we stand upon our 
principles; wé are consistent; we are guided by the past, and look 
forward to the future with bright hopes and anticipations; we 
adhere to the party policy. 

You are departing from it to give her a little boon for sixteen 
months, chaining her hand and foot while you feed her gruel 
from a spoon for a brief period of infancy. Why do you not give 
her better advice? Suppose that advice had been given to our 
country in its early history. What think you Washington, Jef- 
ferson, and Hamilton would have said? They would have said, 
‘Our possibilities are greater than that.’’ They would have said, 
as they did say, ‘* Protection will develop and —e the indus- 
tries and resources of America.’’ Protection would develop and 
multiply the industries and resources of Cuba. Do you want her 
independent? Give her a fair policy. Do you want her to pros- 

r? Do not chain her hands. Do you want her to be truly 
independent, or are you preparing her for statehood in the Union? 

Mr. Chairman, the greatest political wisdom that our country 
has ever received was gathered from the West India Islands, the 
birthplace of Alexander Hamilton, who first gave effect and form 
to the policy of protection; whose wisdom should still rule us, 
and should be ever present in our deliberations. Give them the 
advice which Hamilton gave to us and you will make Cuba truly 


I long to see Cuba rich and prosperous; I long to see her inde- 


I want her proud company in the family of nations. 
But if you make her a carrier of water and a hewer of wood; if 


a ee 
But, Mr. irman, I can not bring my argument to a close un- 


that the gentleman | til I emphasize my entire dissent from the growing tendency of 
| the people, now in the very height of their prosperity, to again at- 
DIS. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman be | tempt the reformation of the tariff. 


Our factories are now humming with the rattle of busy looms, 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. | Our forges glow with furnace fires. The ports of our commerce 


BisHoP] asks that his colleague be permitted 
minutes. The gentleman from Indiana amends by asking that 
the gentleman from Michigan may be permitted to conclude his 


to proceed for thirty | 


stir with the pulses of enlarged trade, and improvements in city, 
town, and hamlet are adding to the beauty and utility of the land. 
Is it not strange indeed that so short a time has elapsed between 


remarks. Is there objection to the latter request? | the abject poverty of our people and the unrivaled prosperity of 
There was no objection. . | the present? And yet there are people and journals urging 
Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Mr. Chairman, if we will keep | that the time is now ripe fora general revision of the tariff. They 

this protection on, if we will not disturb the sugar industry, it | hold that the organization of trusts is the natural outgrowth of 

will soon require 3,788,540 acres of farm land to produce the beets | protected industry. There never was a more fallacious and false 

which are required for su making. It will give to the farmer | statement made by men of wisdom and discernment. 

$98,000,000 a year for the crop, and the invested capital will | Mr. Havemeyer said before the Industrial Commission that the 


aggregate, if it does not exceed, $745,000,000. The consumer will ! tariff was the mother of trusts. If that be so, tell me how it hap- 
very soon get the benefit of it. | pens that free-trade England has more trusts within her Empire 
Give the same measure of protection to the sugar industry of | than America with all its protection. [Applause on Republican 
our country that you did to tin, and you will have a product here | side. } 
so large that we can supply the American market for future gen-| I do not believe that the gigantic corporations now massing 
erations and keep at home the vast sums of money which we have | their wealth into single industries need protection for their stock- 
formerly sent abroad. holders. Indeed, I am almost of the opinion that they possibly 
But I hear people say that the Platt amendment is in the way | might be better off without it. 
of Cuban development. I wo I have examined the Platt | 1 do not stand in this honored place as the representative of any 


amendment with great care. ere is not a line of it which pre- | of these corporations. I stand here to plead for the preservation 
vents Cuba from making e ents with any country | of the American wage scale in the interest of the happy home of 
in the world with whom she ever did a dollar’s worth of business. ' the toiling millions of our laborers, 
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You strike down the tariff upon iron and steel and the inter- 
national trust, with headquarters in London, will supply the 
product of steel and iron to the world. 
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Which scale of wages think you will be the measure of remun- | 
|a member of this body I find myself opposed to a large number 


eration given to the labor of that trust?—the American scale or 
the European scale ? 

For the preservation of the American scale I stand here to 
defend the tariff against its false friends. The laborer is the 
principal beneficiary of our policy. He has no capital except the 
willingness to labor; that he may use his capital to the best 
possible advantage, that he may patronize his fellows in other 
walks of life, that he may educate his children, acquire his own 
home, humble though it may be, that he may enjoy the comforts, 
and, indeed, some of the luxuries of life, is the only apology I 
make for holding unflinchingly to our great protection policy. 
[ Applause. ] 


| perplexing, and I am read 


I have heard it stated that the leaders in this House and in the | 


Senate desire to enter the coming Congressional campaign with 
g & palg 

a united party. SodolI. You can unite your party for Repub- 

lican principles; you can unite it for a sound currency; you can 


unite it for a protective tariff; you can strike it in twain by half- | 


hearted devotion to either principle. [Applause. ] 

Ihave no patience with the desire upon the part of the false 
friends of protection who are constantly parading the volume of 
our foreign commerce. 
out the surrender of our domestic market, still it is as a drop of 


water in the great ocean when compared to the fabulous market | 


at our own door. 

The grand total of our industrial output amounts to over $20,- 
600,000,000 in the year just closed. What proportion of this vast 
volume of our annual vitalized energy finds expression in the 
export trade of the United States? Barely $1,400,000,000 worth 
of the products of agriculture, mining, and manufactures. 


While it is well to have foreign trade, we must never neglect | 


for one moment the cultivation and maintenance of our larger 
and greater and more important domestic market. [Applause. ] 

The prosperity of all the people of our own country must 
be the object of our undivided solicitude. It is for this that 
our battle in this instance has been waged. 
that we temporarily part company upon the wisdom of this 
measure. 

Keep the tariff on in the interest not of capital alone, but of 
labor. I plead for the interest of the laboring man. His capital 
is the muscle of his strong right arm. 
the instant or never use it at all. 


tomer for his wares can store them upon his shelves. The manu- 


facturer may carry his products for a month or for a year, but | 


the laborer can not store his wares. He must sell his time upon 
the instant or never sell itat all. All things else in nature, except 
time, are yielding to the genius of man. Death can no longer 
silence the voice, for the living tones may be preserved in the 
phonograph. 

The old saying that ‘‘ the mill will never grind with the water 
that has passed ’’ must be dropped from the list of aphorisms, for the 
wonderful progress of electrical science has enabled us to stand by 
the side of the cataract, gather the power of the falling water, 


store that power, send it across the ocean, and a year later turn | 


a wheel with the force thus appropriated and preserved. But 
neither God nor man can stay the course of time. 
by the dial of the universe, and as the minutes are ticked off he 


gives them to those who grasp them; but left unclaimed they pass 


unused, unfruitful, unyielding into the night of the unreturning | 
Because labor is thus helpless it is the first to feel the effect | 


past. ‘ ; 
of a reduction of values and the last to get the benefit of an in- 
flation. 
and down will go the price of labor as falls the mercury on a 
winter morning. 


Mr. Chairman, I protest against arevision of the tariff. I pro- 


test against the demoralization of our present business prosperity. | 


I protest against the return to a period of certain depression. 
Prosperity is now upon every hand. Labor is happy with his 
task to perform; capital is unrestrained in its quest for new 
ventures. 


Gentlemen upon this side the chamber, you would unite us; we | 


would giadly join you. But Iask you to goto thesacred archives 
of the Republican party, take out the banner of protection so 
often carried to sticcess on fields of political controversy, wave it 
proudly above your heads as the signal to fall in; lead on; lead on; 
and we will follow you. [Applause.] 


The leaders of the ancients used to be so solicitous about their | 


followers that they carried urns upon their shoulders burning 
with perpetual fire. By day the smoke could be seen and they 
knew where the leaders were. 


Much as I value it when it comes with- | 


It is for this | 


He must use his capital on | 
The merchant who has no cus- | 


Time stands | 


Lower tariffs will flood this market with imported goods, | 
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Your destiny shall 


we upon this side will follow you. Lead on! 
[Prolonged 


be our destiny, and united we go to certain victory. 
and long-continued applause. | 
Mr. MORRIS. Mr. Chairman, for the first time since I became 


of Republican Representatives, and to sor.e of the leading mem- 
bers of that party, ona measure of general public concern. Under 
these circumstances it is proper that I should give to the House 
the grounds of that opposition. 

I know that our situation in relation to Cuba is difficult and 
to admit, and admit freely, that as to 
the measures by which that situation should be met men may 
differ widely and differ honestly and honorably. 

It is well to review briefly the history of this measure as it has 
developed and is now presented. All of us know the literary 
campaign which has been made with great vigor and persistence 
from the beginning of this session. In the month of December 
and January there was scarcely a day when members did not find 
in their mail pamphlets and other formsof printed matter setting 
forth the conditions of distress which it was claimed existed in 
Cuba, contending that we were under obligations of duty and 


| honor and also of self-interest to do something to relieve these 


conditions, and pointing out a method by which those obligations 
could and should be discharged. 

There was such a uniformity in the method proposed, namely, 
| by an agreement between our Government and that of Cuba about 
to be organized and put into operation, of which the principal 
| factor was a reduction in duties on the products of Cuba, of which 
| sugar and tobacco and cigars are the principal ones, coming into 
the United States and a corresponding reduction by Cuba on our 
products going there, as to arouse a suspicion in some that there 
was something more beside humanity and philanthropy and 
patriotism behind this literary propaganda, and that perhaps it 
was being carried on by certain selfish and sordid interests; and 
| we did not have far to go to guess which was the chief and fore- 
| most of such interests. 

This constant and widespread agitation was arousing in the 
country a sentiment that something must be done forCuba. The 
cry was, Do something for Cuba. And there appeared here in 
Washington representatives of those interests which might be af- 
fected by the proposed legislation, some advocating it, others op- 
posing any action. 

Recognizing this growing sentiment, and also prompted by cer- 
tain suggestions contained in the message of the President, and 
the report of the Secretary of War, the great committee of the 
| House—the Committee on Ways and Means—very properly, as I 
think, determined to hear from the various conflicting interests, 
| and to gather, as far as possible, from all available and reliable 
| sources the existing facts, so that they might intelligently deal 
| with the questions presented. The result of those hearings is be- 
| fore us in a printed volume of more than 700 pages, which I — 
| by this time is more or less familiar to the members of the 
| House. 
| From the facts developed by that investigation these questions 
| arise: First, are the conditions in Cuba such that any concession 
from us, or agreement between us and them, if gentlemen prefer 
to put it that way. is needed; second, if such concession or agree- 
ment is needed, shall it be made, and third, how shall it be 
made? 

Those claiming that such concession or agreement should be 
made do so on the ground, first, that it is absolutely necessary; 
that unless it is made universal bankruptcy and anarchy will be- 
fore long prevail in Cuba; second, that we are bound in honor 
| and good faith to make it by reason of the relations between us 
and Cuba which have grown out of the war, and particularly the 
| Platt amendment, and third, that it should be done because of 
| the advantages which will come to the United States by reason 
| of the increased trade and consequent commercial benefit which 
will result. 
| I shall not allude to the tobacco industry in Cuba. It seems to 
| be conceded on all hands that this is in a flourishing and prosper- 
| ous condition and likely to remain so. I shall speak only of the 
| sugar situation, for I look upon this as a sugar question only. 
For my part I am not at all satisfied that such an agreement or 
| concession is necessary for the welfare of Cuba. The evidence 
| shows that there is no distress now in Cuba. Everybody is em- 
ployed, and at higher wages than are paid in the same industry 
in Louisiana. Note what Colonel Bliss says: 


I have not ken of distress except to deny that an 
know. Itisalong time since I have seen anyone begging on the streets or 
| anyone who wanted work who was not at work at g wages. 


| We were told that relief must come by the 1st of February, and 


y existed, so far as I 
n 





By night they could see the flame | certainly by the end of that month, or else universal ruin and 


and were kept in the true course. Gentlemen upon this side; | bankruptcy would prevail and anarchy would reign; and yet the 


leaders, if you please; light up the urn of political wisdom. Illu- 
minate the principles of Hamilton, of Lincoln, and McKinley, and 


ist of April has come and gone and still Cuba is prosperous and 
her industries are going on; no distress, no bankruptcy, no ruin, 
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And all of us have read from the correspondent of the Washing- 

ton Star, an ardent advocate of concession or agreement, that— 
been ex: rated, that nobody is starving to-da 

asnl aie cer ancedttaly ahireeuams pier. = or 

The chief distress from which they seem to be suffering is the 
exaction by the Spanish usurers of from 10 to 25 per cent interest 
on the money they borrow upon which to do business, and if any 
benefit sho , ioe 
ure it would in all probability be principally to these Spanish shy- 
locks. The whole argument of the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. PayNE] was based on the assumption that it costs 2 cents a 
pound to produce sugar in Cuba, and yet the most reliable testi- 
mony, as I think—that of Mr. Saylor—was to the effect that it 
could be produced at a cost of acent and a half per pound. This 
gentleman investigated the conditions there in 1898-9, and he is 
a man in every way qualified to speak, and his conclusion was that 
it could be produced at that cost. He was asked if the increased 
cost of labor since then would not make it more now, and he said 
he thought not; that while their labor had advanced in wages the 
improved conditions in the country and their better organization 
and machinery would make up for that, and that he thought one 
would about offset the other. The gentleman from New York 
stated that sugar was to-day worth about 1.81 in Cuba and had 
been for some time. If that is true, and sugar can be produced 
there for a cent and a half, the Cuban would now make a profit of 
31 cents a hundred pounds—a pretty fair profit. I have no doubt 
any newly organized beet factory one or two years old would be 
satisfied with pred ger 

Nor am I satisfied that we are bound by any moral obligation 
growing out of the war or the Platt amendment to make this 
agreement. We have given to Cuba that for which her people 
made a heroic struggle and endured untold misery and hardship— 
liberty and freedom from the Spanish yoke. For this we have 
spent hundreds of millions and have given thousands of noble 
lives. We have relieved her of millions of dollars annually in 
taxes to Spain and froma bonded indebtedness of hundreds of 
millions which Spain would have put upon her. We have re- 
stored order where chaos reigned. We have established govern- 
ment and administered it with an honesty and efficiency which 
will serve as an example and model and cue to the new repub- 
lic. We found her the home of disease and death. We will leave 
her the abiding place of health and pleasure and beauty. 

But they say we have deprived her of her markets, destroyed her 
industries, and, by the Platt amendment, tied her hands so that 
she can not negotiate and establish favorable commercial agree- 
ments. We have done no such thing. We have always n 
Cuba’s best market—practically her only market for sugar—and 
we are to-day her best market, and her only sugar market. There 
is scarcely to be found a parallel for her industrial, especially her 
agricultural, revival since the war. Let anyone examine her 
sugar producticn-—in 1897 something more than 200,000 tons, this 
year 850,6v0 tons. Peace and plenty are on every hand. Let 
anyone examine the Platt amendment. The benefit is theirs, the 
barden isours. Thereis no control whatever over her commercial 
treaties and agreements. There is no control over her at all, save 
that she shall not endanger her independence or contract debts 
she can not discharge. 

It is also claimed that we have promised to establish and main- 
tain a stable government, and that without commercial pros- 
perity this can not be done, and that therefore we must establish 
and maintain commercial prosperity. We undertook to pacify 
the island and pledged ourselves when that was completed to 
leave Cuba and its government to the people of Cuba. By the 
Platt amendment we reserved the right to intervene to preserve 
her independence. Nowhere have we agreed to guarantee com- 
mercial prosperity or a stable government. We donot make any 
such guaranty to any State in the Union, and ought not to. 
Surely we could make none such to a foreign country. 

It is also claimed that the relationship of guardian and ward 
has existed between us, and from that has sprung this moral 
obligation. As guardians we were bound to a fai , honest, 
and diligent administration of the estate. This we have given. 
As I have shown, we found that estate heavily encumbe and 
in a condition of utter wreck. We have put it in order and 
cleared off every incumbrance and are to turn it over to 
the ward a magnificent inheritance. With this we are ready to 
send him on his way rejoicing. 

It would seem, then, that we have in the fullest measure dis- 
charged every obligation to Cuba, and that when next month 


we turn the island over to a we will exhibit to the world 
an example of faithfulness generosity which finds no parallel 


in reco . 

But be all this as it may, I for one am willing, if there is any 
question about it, todo more. Let us admit, for the sake of the 
argument, that we are in honor bound to relieve her from pres- 
ent embarrassments, if any such exist, and let us admit, for the 


XXXV—245 


go to anybody save the sugar trust from this meas- | 





sake of the argument, that such embarrassments do exist. Let 
us also admit that we can and will secure advantages in trade 
which will be of value to the United States. I am not willing to 
extend that relief and secure these advantages in such a way as to 
injure or destroy one of our own industries, or to violate the 
promises we have made to our own people. And this brings me 
to the — tion now under consideration. 

The 7 gee members of the Ways and Means Committee 
after the hearings asked for a conference of Republican members 
of the House and sought advice upon a measure which they kad 
not all agreed upon, but which was the proposition commending 
itself under all the circumstances to more of the members of the 
committee than any other proposition. In the fewest words it 
was this, that we should enter into an agreement with Cuba by 
which we should grant to Cuba a reduction of 20 per cent in our 
tariff rates on articles coming from Cuba in consideration of equal 
concessions to us on articles going from the United States to Cuba, 
and also upon the condition that they should enact our immigra- 
tion and exclusion laws. After repeated conferences and long 
discussion this position was found to be unsatisfactory to a 
majority of the aeiien, and so it has been modified and has 
taken the shape in which it is now presented. The modification 
is that the agreement and its operation shall extend only to the 
ist of December, 1903. 


I was opposed to the original proposition. I am opposed to the 
modified proposition, and I think I shall be able to show before I 
conclude that it is worse than the original one. 

Let us first consider the original proposition. I was opposed 
to the proposition. First, because I do not believe it would ac- 
complish the object sought to be accomplished. 

If the evidence before the committee on behalf of those favor- 
ing tariff reduction is worth anything the amount of reduction 
proposed is entirely insufficient, and if I understood the gentie- 
man from New York [Mr. McCLELLAN] correctly on yesterday 
that was the burden of his argument. ith one accord the wit- 
nesses testified that nothing less than 50 per cent would doat all, 
and some of them thought that free sugar alone would be satis- 
factory. In this view, as to the 50 per cent, General Wood, in his 
letters and interviews, has concurred, and Mr. Palma, the presi- 
dent-elect of Cuba, in an interview, which has probably been sent 
to every member of this House, used these words: 

It isimpossible to improve the bad condition of our principal staple—sugar— 
by reducing the American duty only one-third. In that way the problem 
will not be solved at all. The clamor for further reduction will continue. 
* * * Therefore it is absolutely necessary that the concessions should 
reach 50 per cent of the actual duties, so as to give the producer a reasonable 
gain. 

Now, if this be true, not only will this reduction fail to re- 
lieve Cuba, but it will only serve to continue the agitation and 
will thus, as I shall show further on, discourage and retard, if it 
does not entirely arrest, the farther development of an important 
American industry. 

But a reduction of duties, whether great or small, will fail of 
its object, because it will not inure to the benefit of the Cuban 
planter, but will in all reasonable probability be absorbed in 
whole or in part by the American sugar refiners, or what is com- 
monly known as the “‘ sugar trust.” 

Whenever any legislation involving the sugar schedule of our 
tariff laws is proposed, at once the forbidding and overshadowing 
form of this colossal combination appears. And it is no mere 
specter or creature of the imagination conjured up by those who 
know its power and fear its evil influence, but is a real, substan- 
tial, and potential presence. And it must be considered and 
reckoned with. That the American refiners are practically one 
body crops out everywhere in the testimony. I call attention to 
the testimony of Mr. Armstrong, a sugar broker of New York, 


and who is therefore certainly acquainted with the facts as to 
this. On page 78 of the hearings he testifies as follows: 

The CHAIRMAN. Is it not a fact that during the past three years the mar- 

in between the raw sugar and refined sugar has been much smaller than 

uring the two or three years preceding? For instance, before 1897 was it 
not a cent and a quarter, and since 1897 has it not been reduced to fifty-one 
one-hundredths, say last summer? 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. That is owing to conditions, which I will have to explain 
to you. Before 1897 there were times when it was lj, and there were times 
when it was even more, but probably it averaged about acent. Something 
over & year or two years ago there were one or two independent refineries 


built, and war broke out between the sugar trust and the independent refin- 
eries and the trust broke down rates to a very low point for the sake of 


out those one or two refineries, and when that was accomplished 
pric meed again, and when you take the average of all that time you 
get the fifty-one one-hundredths. 


The CHAIRMAN. They have knocked out the independent factories in the 
last two or three years? 

Mr. ArmsTRroNG. Yes, sir; they bought them ont. 

The CHAIRMAN. They bought them all out except Arbuckle? 

Mr. AnMsrronG. There is the National Refining Company, which suffered 
with the others. I believe now they operate together. 

The CHAIRMAN. They all operate together now, so the only regulator of . 

ned sugar is the beet sugar interests? 
. ARMSTRONG. Yes, sir. 


But if anyone still doubts this, I also invite his attention to the 
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statement of Mr. Havemeyer before the Industrial Commission in 
the testimony before the committee. 

Again, I call the attention of members to a table on page 578 of 
the hearings. By this table it is shown that in the year 1901 Cuba 
sold in the American market 500,409 tons of sugar and in the 
markets of all other countries but 73 tons. Besides, the testimony 
shows that by reason of export bounties and the cartels which 
prevail in the sugar-producing countries of Europe the European 
sugar producer is able to sell his surplus; that is, what he has left 
after supplying his own country—and he has his own market pre- 
served to him by absolutely prohibitive duties—below the cost of 
production, and therefore the Cuban has nowhere to go with his 
sugar except to America. 

Again, I call attention to the testimony of Mr. Atkins at the 
bottom of page 1 and the top of page 2 of the hearings. He there 
states that there is in the world to-day more than 1,500,000 tons of 
sugar over and above the world’s consumption. In other words, 
a supply in excess of the demand of more than 1,500,000 tons. 

Now, what do these facts prove? The Cuban has an article to 
sell of which the world’s supply is largely, enormously in excess 
of the demand. Hehas but one market—the American market— 
in which to sell that article. Suppose in that one market there 
were a dozen buyers, is it necessary to make any argument to 
show that, within wide limits, those buyers would be able to dic- 
tate prices. Could not those buyers say to the Cubans, we will 
pay so much for your sugar, and if you will not take that, why we 
can and will go to Germany or France and buy what we need? 
It surely can need no argument to show that this would be the 
situation. 

But when we goa step further and suppose that in that one 
market there is practically one buyer, and that one buyer the 
sugar trust, will members ask themselves the question what the 
result would be then? Will not this buyer be able to absorb this 
reduction in duty, and if he can absorb it will he doit? Is this 
great combination actuated by considerations of benevolence, or 
morality, or humanity, or philanthropy? If there is any member 


who is so—I was about to say foolish, but I will say credulous | showing that the raw sugar imported from Germany during that 


and charitable as to believe that, I again invite his attention to 
the statement of the head of that combination before the Indus- 
trial Commission. 
tions, what consideration is left? 
profit and gain. 
ing to itself the whole or a part of this reduction? 

But aside from these general considerations we have the highest 


There can be but one—its own 


authority in this House—none other than the Ways and Means | 


Committee—for stating that the sugar trust will absorb and ap- 
propriate to its own profit the reduction in duties. AndI have no 
doubt if the tables were turned and these gentlemen stood with 
me on this proposition they would be making the same argument 
I am making. Here is a report made from that committee, a 
unanimous report of the majority, a Republican majority, com- 
posed largely, almost entirely, of the same members who compose 
itnow. This report was made on the 26th of May, 1900, by the 
distinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR], but he is 
no more to be held responsible for it than are the other members 
for whom he spoke. It was made upon a resolution offered by the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RicHARDSON], providing for the 
admission free of duty of sugar from Porto Rico and Cuba. fF 
read from that report: 

Following that abortive effort comes this resolution, and if this resolution 


should pass it would place upon the free list the molassesand sugar hereafter | 


to be imported into the United States from Cuba and Porto Rico. The pres- 
ent product of Porto Rico amounts to something like 60,000 tons for this year, 
and would not be a very considerable sum of money, but when there is in- 
cluded in this proposed addition to the free list of the country the product 
of Cuba the item becomes an enormous one. 

Following isa table of the imports of molasses and sugar dutiable from 
those two places, and the entire importations from all countries classified in 
proper order: 

Imports of molasses and sugar, dutiable, year ended June 30, 1899. 





Total, United States. Cuba and Porto Rico. 











Articles. aeereraetnieess 
Quantities. Value. Quantities.| Value. 
Molasses ...........- gallons 5,806,256 | $789,084 5,077,706 | $990,399 
Sugar, not above No 16 Dutch | a . 
standard: | 
REAR rise pounds..| 723,386,352 | 15,260,307 |............. I ensehatiasneaieh 
CED. nocintecietionnil OO ata 2, 731, 868,574 | 60,714,089 | 770,346,000 | 18,907,773 
Sugar, above No. 16 Dutch 
standard .......... pounds. 62,745,763 | 1,692,951 | 5,427 | 
I a sicthittcissecss Ge,..«2 


3,517,950, 689 | 77,676,437 | 770,351,427 
: 





Cuba and Porto Rico furnished 24.5 per cent of the total importations of 
cane sugar imported in quantity, and 31.1 per cent in value. 
The average rate of duty on cane sugars not above No. 16 Dutch standard 
was equivalent to 74.31 per cent ad valorem, and the amount of duties 
collected on such sugar imported from Cuba and Porto Rico in the year 


ended June 3), 1899, was $14.010,366.11. The average rate of duty on sugar 





18, 907, 982 


| 
i 


| the current year beginning J 


above No. 16 Dutch standard was equivalent to 75.7 per cent ad valorem, and 


the total amount of duty on such sugar imported from Cuba and Porto Rico 
in that year was $120.36. $14,010,366.11 +$120.36-$14,010,486.47, the value of Mr. 
Richa n’s reopened early gift to the sugar trust, calculated on the im- 
portations of 1899, which, of course, will s ily increase from year to year. 
By this it will seen that ‘Cuba and Porto Rico furnished 24.5 per cent 
of the total importations of cane sugar imported, and 31.1 per cent in value,” 
and that to now place these commodities upon the free list of the country 
would, if the same amount of sugar and molasses should be imported during 
y 1, 1900, and running forward, give to the 
importers of suvar and molasses something like $14,000,000. This would be a 
—— from the people of the country, and measures the value of the PA 
posed yearly gift to the ~~ trust, calculated on the importations of 1899, 
which, of course, will steadily increase from a to year. 
ion or trust with a more thor- 
ty than is the American 


There is probably no commercial organiza 
oughly well-organized and self-defending ca 
Sugar Refining Company,and it must be borne in mind that there is nosugar 
refined in Cuba, or, if any, only the merest trace or small quantity, and t 
all cane sugar unrefined that comes from that country, or su ntially all 
of it, is received and refined by the American Sugar Refining Company or, 
perhaps, one of the kindred organizations, which were sta by the great 
manager of that company to be “under the same umbrella" with the sugar 
trust. 

In other words, if sugar were allowed to come in free from 
Cuba, the sugar trust would absorb the whole reduction. Now, 
if with free sugar from Cuba the sugar trust could take to itself 
the whole benefit, is it possible to escape the conclusion that they 


| could absorb a 20 per cent reduction? 


But there is other evidence of absorption by this combination of 
at least a part of the benefits which were intended for others. 

Here is a table on page 578 of the anna, repared by the 
statistician of the Agricultural Department, which gives the aver- 
age wholesale prices per pound during the year ending June 30, 
1901, the last fiscal year, of sugar free on board at the port of 


| shipment in Germany, Porto Rico, Cuba, and the Hawaiian 


And how will it reap that profit except by tak- | 
| average price, as above, 3.4 cents per pound. 





| average, a little above 95°. 


Islands. These prices are as follows: 
Sugar not above No. 16 Dutch standard (raw sugar). 
Cents 
From Germany (beet sugar)... .. ~~... -.--0 +000 «20.00 noe enen een enneeeeeeee 2.2 
PORE POCO eee CORRS GUGRE) «<0 tein cnace cinco ccccesecinecssewescccecinpese 8.4 
From Cuba oe SED + ence pmieiie Snug an deuntninn aiseen ered Sachahoamiahpecsus 2.4 
ND ee CSL, os nad adén denise descnedcebboeonabuphesne 8.9 


I have also here a statement from the Treasury Department 
year was practically all 88° rendement, or 944° by the polariscope. 


And if it is not actuated by these considera- | I have also a statement from the same source showing all the 


sugar imported from Porto Rico during that year, the different 
degrees, and the number of pounds of each degree, and the 
prices. A calculation shows that the average was 92}°, and the 
I have not been 
able to get a similar statement as to Cuba, but I have been able 
to get statements which go to show that Cuban sugar has a higher 
The s ‘+h of the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. Lona] before the Republican conference shows that 
it averaged in the month of January, 1902, more than 24° higher 
than Porto Rican sugar. 

I have also a statement from the same source that the average 
polariscopic test of the sugar imported from Hawaii to San Fran- 
cisco was 96.7°. This is perhaps too high a general average for 
Hawaiian sugar, although I am informed that Hawaiian sugar is 
of very high grade. It is safe to say that it is 96° and a little over. 
I have also a statement from the same source of the freight rates 
per hundred pounds, as follows: 


From Hamburg to New York 
From Porto Rico to New York 
From Cuba to New York - 
From Hawaii to San Francisco ...............---.------+-..--- cet dtbiewewes~ 


The hearings show that cane sugar is more valuable to the re- 
finer than beet sugar, and I have made inquiry of the most reliable 
expert and scientific source in the Government departments as to 
the difference in that value, so that I may give it fairly and con- 
servatively in the figures I am about to make. I learn there that 
cane sugar is worth about 10 cents per hundred pounds more to the 


Cents. 


| refiner than beet sugar, degree for degree. 


The hearings show conclusively, and nobody here can or will 
deny it, that the German or Hamburg price fixes the price the 
world over and that all an grees should be made on that basis. 

Sugar from Germany to pay here a countervailing duty to 
offset the export bounties. Sugars from Porto Rico, Cuba, and 
the Hawaiian Islands had to pay no countervailing duty. Sugar 

| from Hawaii paid no duty. Sugar from Porto Rico paid in 1%! 
15 per cent of the Dingley rate. Sugar from Germany and Cuba 
paid the full Dingley rate. 

Now, with these facts before us, let us see what was being done 


159 | in the year 1901 by the American buyer—the sugar trust—as to 


| sugar coming from these countries. If the trust was paying all 


| it ought to have paid to the sugar producers of Porto Rico, Ha- 


_ waii, and Cuba to put them on a parity with the Hamburg prices, 
| the equations for the different countries ought to have been 45 


| follows: 
| For Porto Rico.—Price at San Juan + poten to New York 
| value to refiner = price at Hamburg + freig 

' duty + duty, 


+ duty + greater 
t to New York + countervailing 
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For Hawaii.—Price at Honolulu + freight to San Francisco = price at Ham- 


burg + freight to New York + counte ling duty + duty + greater value to 
refiner. 


For Cuba.—Price at Habana + freight to New York + duty = price at Ham- 
burg + freight to New York + countervailing duty + duty + greater value to 
refiner. 

Putting in the figures per hundred pounds, we have the follow- 
ing: 


to show that growth and development which we all hoped and 
predicted for it in 1897 when we passed the Dingley tariff law. 


I have here a statement from the Agricultural Department 
showing that up to the year 1897 there had been established and 


— in operation only 6 beet-sugar factories. Since then the num- 


r has increased to 42, and 8 are in process of construction, mak- 


|ing 50in all. The product has increased from about 40,000 tons 


For Porto Beico.—@8.40-+90.18 + 90.28-+ $0.06; total, $3.80—$2.20+$0.08+$0.27+ | to 185,000 tons the year just closed, and if a sufficient quantity of 


$1.68; total 


total, $4.33. 

Thus we see that in no case do the two sides of the equation bal- 
ance as they ought to do when we putin the figures. The difference 
for Porto Rico is 38 cents per 100 pounds, for Hawaii is 88 cents 
per 100 pounds, and for Cuba is 20 cents per100 pounds. In other 
words, we see that the American buyer, the sugar trust, was pay- 
ing to the Porto Rican 38 cents per 100 pounds less than he ought to 
have paid on all of the sugars brought from that island to New 
York during the fiscal year 1901, to the Hawaiian 38 cents less 
per 100 pounds on all the sugar brought from those islands to San 
Francisco during the fiscal year 1901, and to the Cuban 20 cents 
less per 100 pounds on all the sugar brought from that island to 
New York during the fiscal year 1901. 

Again I call the attention of members to the statement of Mr. 
Leavitt, on 250. The German has to pay a countervailing 
duty to get his sugar in; the Cuban has to pay no countervailing 
duty. The Cuban sugar should, therefore, have a margin of 27 
cents per hundred pounds over German sugar delivered in New 
York. That statement shows that on that day, January 21, 1902, 
somebody was taking that margin which ought to have gone to the 
Cubans and 4 cents besides. 


Now, will some member — who was ene himself these | 


amounts which ought to have gone to the Porto Rican, the 
Hawaiian, and the Cuban? Can there be but one answer? If 
some member will make the calculation he will see that it runs 
into the millions of dollars. 

Thus it will be seen that I have demonstrated, with the exact- 
ness of a theorem in Euclid, as far as such a thing is capable of 


demonstration, that the sugar trust could absorb or take to itself | 


this reduction, and that it has in other cases been doing that very 
thing, in part at least. I think it entirely probable that the 
figures do not make it as bad as it actually has been. 

But there are other circumstances which it might be well to 
consider. Why are the representatives of the sugar trust here, 
and why have they been here from the beginning of the session, 
if the Cuban is to get the whole benefit of this reduction? In that 
event, what interest have they in it? And why should they be 
here? That they are here urging this reduction we are all satis- 
fied. We have the highest authority for believing so, none other 
than the most distinguished and prominent member of this House. 
Hero is his letter to one of his constituents. He says: 

Those contending for Cuba want a reduction of 50 per cent or a clean swee 
of duties between us and that country. Contending for this doctrine is, first, 
the American sugar trust, which is here in the person of its ablest managers. 

Again, here is a statement from the last report of the sugar 
trust, showing that they had on hand on the 3ist of December, 


For Hatvaii.—$3.90+4$0.15; total, $4.05=$2.20-+$0.08 4-90.27 +$1.63+-$0.25; total, | 
43. | 
ior Cuba.—$2.40+-30.08-+$1.65; total, $4.13 = $2.20+-90.08+-$0.27 +$1.63+.90.15; | 





| Rico, and the 


beets could have been obtained and the factories could have been 
operated to their full capacity that product would have been 
very much greater. 

Besides, there were during the last year 83 projects for the es- 
tablishment of beet-sugar factories in various stages of organiza- 
tion and capitalization. 

I will put in here a statement, compiled principally from the 
hearings, pages 571 to 574, giving the figures in reference to this 
industry. 

Beet-sugar factories established and put in operation up to the 
year 1897, 6. These, together with those established since, make 
a total of 42. 

As to these factories we have the following statement: 


Invested capital in factories, equipment, and grounds ‘ $30, 000, 000 
Annual amount of beets purchased. __........................toms.. 1,875,000 
Annual cash paid for beets purchased -...................... ------ $7,500,000 
Annual coal consumed. .............. OS AEE CESS tons... 262,500 
EES ETE an Mi $787,500 
Annual lime rock purchased -.................................tons.. 150, 000 
Annual cash paid for lime rock...... ..............-.--.20.---------- _ $900,000 
Annual operating capital employed (per annum) -...--. . $5,000,000 


Beet-sugar factories in process of construction, 8. Beet-sugar 
projects in various stages of organization and capitalization, 83. 
REQUIREMENTS. 

These 83 factories would require: 


tn lca elninahs cpldtinined mdocdindneses sienaens $49,000, 000 
a ee cemebanse 9,000, 600 
Beets purchased from farmers -....... . . 14,700,000 


REQUIREMENTS FOR HOME CONSUMPTION. 
It would require 500 factories having a daily capacity of 500 tons 
of beets to produce by the time they could be put in operation all 
the sugar we would consume outside of what we get from the 
State of Louisiana, the Hawaiian Islands, and Porto Rico. 
REQUIREMENTS OF THESE FACTORIES. 


Invested capital.................... .----- $250,000, 000 
CT ene dale mensegeacsec aces tons 18, 750, 000 
Annual cash paid farmers for beets -.................-.-..-. . $75,000,000 
ne.  suiles Knnnadecces tons 2, 625, 000 
ye OS SS eee thelial ; $7,875,000 
Annual lime rock purchased .......... BE OE SEE Ee tons... 1,500,000 
Annual cash paid Tor lime rook... ..... .... 02.22.22 e ec eee en eee $3, 000, 000 
Annual operating capital employed ...._........................... $45, 000, 000 


In addition to this vast sums for coke, mill supplies, labor, 
transportation, etc. 

From all this it can be seen that if the beet-sugar industry should 
continue to grow and develop as it has done in the past three or 
four years, since eens of the Dingley bill, it would in a very 
few years supply, along with the sugar from Louisiana, Porto 
awaiian Islands, all American territory, the entire 


| demand of the American people. 


1901—last December—more than $10,000,000 worth of raw sugar | 


less than they had on hand the 3ist of December, 1900. Why 
should they thus run down their stock of raw sugar unless it was 
that they were waiting for this reduction to go into operation? 
And why should they wait for this reduction unless they expected 
to profit by it? Surely the trust knows its business. The New 
York Journal of Commerce, a paper that is strongly advocating 
reduction, has this to say about it: 

The item of , raw, unmanufactured, etc., is given at $12, 248, 640, a de- 
crease of $10,240,150. From this it would seem that the company has been 
carrying a smaller amount of raw sugar than usual at this season, a move 
ry, = s explanation in the anticipated reduction in duties on Cuban sugar 
_ How innocently and strangely they deny their own doctrine, if 
it is the relief of the Cuban only that they are concerned about. 

Let members scan the witnesses who appeared for reduction. 

Almost without exception the Americans amongst them have some 
connection, more or con close, with the sugar trust, or some of its 
members or officers. Is this mere chance? Let any member an- 
swer that to himself sincerely and frankly. Ah, gentlemen, the 
great-hearted, generous American people want to help Cuba, not 
this combination. 
_ And yet from the foregoing considerations it would seem to be 
impossible to escape the conclusion that this combination will be 
the principal beneficiary of reduction. And they knowit, whether 
others do or not. 

Now, if this be true, I am ready to state a second ground on 
whick I am opposed to this reduction, and it is a good Republican 
ground. It is because it will injure and prevent the further de- 
velopment of an American industry—an industry just i 





Now, the product of the American beet-sugar factory is white 
granulated sugar—that is, sugar of a grade equal to the refined 
sugar of the trust. It is, therefore, a competitor and rival cf the 
trust, whose business it is to refine raw sugar, and is its only com- 
petitor and rival in this country. 

If this industry should grow sufficiently to supply the Ameri- 
can demand, and the Louisianans, and Porto Ricans, and Ha- 
waiians should refine their own sugar, as they would do but for 
the overshadowing power of the trust, the sugar trust would 
have to go out of business. The sugar trust has just begun to 
realize that the beet-sugar industry, if allowed to continue to 
progress as it has done in the past two or three years, will put an 
end to its career of greed and extortion, and is therefore anxious 
to do, or to see done, anything that will injure it. 

The result is that the trust is engaged in an unceasing and re- 
lentless warfare against this industry. We can well understand 
what that warfare means at the present stage of development in 
the beet-sugar industry when we recollect the almost complete 
monopoly which the trust has of the American market and the 
enormous profit it is and has been making. What these profits 
are anyone can calculate who will remember that we consume 
about 2,400,000 tons each year and that the trust refines it all 
with the ‘exception of about 230,000 tons and makes a profit of 
about one-half a centa pound. He will find that those profits 
amount each year to nearly as many million dollars as it would 
cost to build new the entire plant of the trust. It is these profits 
which has enabled the trust to water the stock of plants which 
could all probably be reproduced for $25,000,000 to $90,000,000 
and pay each year enormous dividends thereon. 

It is these profits which have enabled the sugar trust to go into 
the territory where the beet-sugar producer finds his market and 


> 
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sell sugar for 3} cents per pound—that is, at a price which would | But how can they reconcile their position with this legislation? 
cause a loss to the trust and also to the beet-sugar man—while at | How can they single out this little, weak, struggling, not half, 


the same time it was selling in other parts of the country for 54 
cents per pound. 

It is the unceasing and relentless warfare of the trust that the 
beet-sugar producer fears and ought to fear. It is in this that 
his chief danger lies. If, therefore, a reduction in duties on sugar 
coming from Cuba would add to the already enormous profits of 
the trust, as I have shown it would, we would by granting that 
reduction be adding strength to the arm, and placing an addi- 
tional weapon in the hand, of the trust with which to strike and 
cripple and crush the beet-sugar factory. Let gentlemen here 
make a calculation. If the importations from Cuba should be 
800,000 tons of 2,000 pounds each, and the evidence seems to indi- 
cate that it might reach 850,000, and if the trust should take to 
itself only one-half of the reduction, we would by this legislation 
be making them an annual present of $2,696,000. 

From what I have said it is impossible to escape the conclusion 
that the sugar trust can, if it will, absorb the whole of a 20 per 
cent reduction made to Cuba, and that it will, as it has done in 
the cases I have stated before, absorb a of it at least. If it 
should take to itself one-half of it, we will be making an annual 
present to that combination of more than two and a half millions. 
When we take this out, and also that part which might go to ab- 
sentee Spanish landlords, and to the Spanish usurer, and to those 
Americans, most of whom are more or less intimately associated 
with the sugar trust or its officers, and who, instead of investing 
their money at home in America, are now exploiting Cuba for 
their own selfish purposes and crying out to the American people 
in the name of God and humanity, what will be left for the Cu- 
ban planter and laborer proper? 

Now, if this legislation shall have the effect to stimulate Cuban 
production by these American commercial soldiers of fortune, 
these American syndicates which have gone to Cuba to invest 
their money instead of investing it at home, or if it shall put ad- 
ditional millions into the already bulging pockets of that commer- 
cial buccaneer, Mr. Havemeyer, and his trust, or if it shall have 
both of these effects, what must be the inevitable result to our 
domestic sugar industry, especially the beet-sugar industry? 
There can be but one answer. 

Will not the power of the trust to go into the territory of the 
beet-sugar people, and put prices down to a ruinous figure, while 
they are entirely maintained elsewhere, which they have done 
with full duty-paid sugar from Cuba, be augmented by many 
millions? And if this is true, will not those beet-sugar factories 
already established, in the face of such tremendous difficulties, 
have those difficulties greatly increased? And will not the chances 
of profits to them be greatly diminished? Indeed, would not 
their profits be put practically at the mercy of the sugar trust? 
It seems to me there can be but one answer to these questions. 

But there is a still more important consideration. What will 
be the effect on the further development of the beet-sugar indus- 
try now so promising? Would another company be organized or 
another factory built? With this reduction already granted, and 
agitation for still further reduction, would any prudent man put 
his money into such an enterprise? Would he not be little less 
than’'a madman to do so? Would not any man thinking of so in- 
vesting his money say to himself, “‘ This is but the beginning; 
I think I will put my money into something else.’’ It seems to 
me there can be but one answer to these questions. The further 
development of the industry would be at an end. 

Now, if these things be true, I am opposed, in the third place, 
to this legislation, because it is a clear violation of Republican 
platforms and principles and of a specific Republican pledge. I 
do not believe we as Republicans can, in good faith, in honor, 
support this legislation. Hereisan industry—an infant industry, 
if we have one—not yet upon its feet, just struggling to its knees, 
just beginning to show signs of a healthy and vigorous growth, 
just at the period of its development when it needs all the protec- 
tion and encouragement we have given it, not only as other in- 
dustries have needed it, but also because of its life-and-death 
struggle with this great combination—an absolutely domestic in- 
dustry from the planting of the seed to the marketing of the 
product—an industry in which farmers as well as manufacturers 
are interested, and which will be a great boon to the farmers. 
Gentlemen on this floor who favor this measure say this is no 
time for tampering with tariff schedules; that at this time of the 
most phenomenal and unexampled commercial and industrial 
prosperity that this or any other nation has ever known we can not 
afford to do that which may even by any possibility tend to weaken 
or destroy confidence; that even though some of our industries, like 
steel and glass and many others, have reached astrong and robust 

manhood, have come to that point when they defy competition 
with all the world, we must not touch their tariff schedules at 
this time. 

With these gentlemen I agree, and with them I expect to vote. 


not a quarter developed, just beginning to develop industry at 
which to strike a blow. I can not believe we can in honor take 
this step. Here is the platform on which we came back into 
power. Here are the pledges we gave to the people. I read 
from the tariff plank of our platform: 

The ruling and uncompromising principle is the protection— 

But this is not all; not only the protection of that part of an 
eens already existing. Ah, gentlemen, not that alone, but 
this— 
and development of American labor and industry. 

Mark the word ‘‘development.’’ And this: 


We condemn the neat Administration (the Democratic Administration) 
for not keeping faith with the sugar producers of this country. . The Repub- 
lican party favors such protection as will lead to the production on American 
soil of all the sugar which the American le use, and for which they pay 
other countries more than $100,000,000 annually. 


Must we not in good faith, in common honesty, in honor, keep 
these pledges? "Will we be keeping these pledges if we now strike 
at this industry—at this time, of all times? Look at the indus- 
try—beginning with 6 factories in 1897, and now 50 factories al- 
ready built or in process of construction; more than 80 more in 
sight; a development just beginning to give evidence of a suc- 
cessful and enduring and complete establishment. Leaving out 
the question of those already established, should we arrest this 
development? Ah, gentlemen, there can be but one answer. 
How well I remember the great debate on the Dingley bill in the 
spring of 1897. That was my first session. Let me read from 
some of the great men: 

Mr. THAYER. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts? 

Mr. MORRIS. Well, I would prefer not, but I yield to him. 

Mr. THAYER. I notice that the gentleman repeats with a 
good deal of pride the platforms of the party by which he was 
nominated and elected. I want to ask him if he is now repudiat- 
ing the doctrine and policy of the great, peerless leader of the Re- 
publican party when he recommended to Congress and proposed 
a policy toward Cuba in these words: 


In the case of Cuba, however, there are weary tenes of morality and 
of national interest why the policy should be he have a peculiar applica- 
tion, and I most earnest] your attention to the wisdom, indeed, to the 
vital need, of providing for a substantial reduction in the tariff duties on 
Cuban imports into the United States. Cuba hasin her constitution affirmed 
what we desired, that she should stand in international matters in closer 
and more friendly relations with us than with any other power; and we are 
bound by every consideration of honor and ex ency to pass commercial 
measures in the interest of her material well-being. 

Mr. MORRIS. I will come to that, my dear friend, before I 
get through. : 

I was about to read what the great debaters in 1897, members of 
the Ways and Means Committee then and members now, said. 
I read: 

(Mr. Paynz, July 19, 1897; Recorp, p. 2749, first session Fifty-fifth Congress. | 

What shall be done with the sugar trust? Well,I will tell you what, in 
my opinion, is the best way of dealing with it. Establish a beet-sugar factory 
in every Congressional district in the United States. [Applause on the Re- 
publican oem) Give competition, and lotsvf it,everywhere. Put the farmers 
over against the trust by pees as bill, and reduce the price of —~ 80 
that German raw sugar can not be brought in to be refined here. Gentlemen 
on the other side, come over and help us, while we help the farmers out. 

Laughter and applause.] You grangers over there, come and help us. You 

opulists that go up and down the streets day after day promeeing your 
devotion to the interests of the farmers, help us out now when weare trying 
to help the farmers in this industry that we can establish so successfully. In 
this way you will do something toward demolishing the trust. You will 
accomplish more in this way than by mere invective—by running windmills 
and allthat. {Laughter and apse. B 

Why should we not produce all of our sugar in this country? Why, it 
costs us, Mr. Speaker,about one hundred millions. We were looking around 
for proper subjects for taxation. We knew that sugar would produce an 
enormous revenue; and besides all that, we knew that an adequate protec- 
tive tariff would build up the industry in this country, and as it was gradu- 
ally built up the revenue from that source will be reduced; by and by the 
revenue will come in more largely from other sources, and when this indus- 
try is fully established and revenue from sngar ceases, the reduction will 
keep pace with the increase. The thing will regulate itself; we will not dis- 
turb our tariff in the next quarter of a century. And then—— 

[Mr. Dingley, March 22, 1897, Reconp, p. 121.] 

The duty on sugar hasalso been increased, both for purposes of revenue and 
also to encourage the production of sugar in the Un States, and thereby 
give to our farmers a new and much-needed crop. We now pay foreign 
countries about $84,000,000 for im sugar, notwithstandi e abnor- 
mally low price, and this sum will soon be increased to ie .. The suc- 
cess which has attended the growing of sugar beets and production of 
beet sugar in California and Nebraska in the past five years, not to mention 
the progress in the production of cane sugar in Lo: has made the prob- 
lem of producing our own rno longer doubtful; and now that we must 
have the increased revenue m sugar for the t, a favorable oppor- 
tunity presents itself to give this boon to our equiednane. 

[Mr. GRosVENOR, March 24, 1897, Recorp, p. 240.] 


Weare going to force —- Louisiana that which she dare notask for herself. 
Suppliant at the hands of Congress, with _pecaee represen not the — 
and the clamorsof her own people, we will force upon her the ficence : 
dares not hope for or ask for herself. We will give to the sugar producet © 

Louisiana an opportunity to enlarge his products and turn over some of the 
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splendid lands of that beautiful State to the production of 


sugar, instead of 
corn, cotton, and other ucts of the soil; and so, Mr. Chairman, through 
out Nebraska, through Kansas, and all of the States of the Union we propose 
to offer the same beneficent opportunities. : 

The Republican party comes and offers to the culturists of this coun- 
try this ificent boon. We will ect the ustries of the country 
in all directions from further demoralization; and we ask you to turn aside 
hundreds of thousands of acres of the splendid lands of all of these States 
from the production of corn, oats, wheat, potatoes, and cotton, to be put 
into an already overstocked market, to the production of sugar, and give to 
the farmers upon the farming lands of the country a better market, with 
less competition than they now have. 

(Mr. STEELE, speech on March 25, 1897, Appendix of Recorp, p. 123, first ses- 
sion Fifty-fifth Congress. ] 

With regard to sugar, I predict that if the tariff fixed by this bill is un- 
changed for a period of ten years we will at the end of that time be producing 
not only enough for our home consumption, but as much as we care to ex- 

vort, and at very little additional cost to the consumer. The farmers in the 

*) States where the sugar beet can successfully be raised will reap a double 
benefit from the development of the sugar industry—first, because the sugar 
beet is a more profitable crop than wheat or corn, and, second, because the 
land devoted to raising beets will no longer be producing wheat and corn, 
and the lessened production will increase the price of these products. 


This is what these gentlemen said then, and yet five years have 
not yet gone by, and they propose to begin to make charges. 
And they propose to begin on the very industry they promised to 
foster and protect, when relying on their promises and profes- 
sions it has just got fairly started. 

Gentlemen may answer by saying they do not believe these ef- 
fects will follow. Can you afford, in the light of what I have 
said, to even take a chance of such effects? 

Gentlemen may say this is reciprocity, and to that the Repub- 
lican party is also pledged. 

But this is not Republican reciprocity. Here is the Republican 
platform: 

We favor the associated policy of poctganatias so directed as to open our 
markets on favorable terms for what we do not ourselves produce, in return 
for free foreign markets. 

This is not McKinley reciprocity. Here is what he said: 

By sensible trade arrangements which will not interrupt our home pro- 
duction we shall extend the outlets for our increasing surplus. 

This is not Roosevelt reciprocity—may his Administration’ be 
crowned with success. Here is what he said, and I cal: the atten- 
tion of the gentleman from Massachusetts who interrupted me a 
moment ago to it: 


_ And that reciprocity be sought for so far as it can safely be done without 
injury to our home industries. 


Ah, gentlemen, this is not the kind of reciprocity for which | 


Blaine and McKinley and the Republican party have stood. 
The measure as modified is worse than the original one. 


It 
will satisfy nobody. 


It will not satisfy the Cubans, if those who 


have assumed to appear in their behalf before the Ways and | 
Means Committee are to be believed. They have everywhere in | 
the hearings contended that nothing less than 50 per cent would | 


be sufficient. Already Mr. Palma, the President-elect of the 
Cuban Republic, has repudiated it. You have all seen his inter- 
view; I have it here. General Wood says it is entirely inade- 
quate. Does anybody suppose it will satisfy the sugar trust? 
Instead of making them an annual present of millions for an in- 


definite period, as was at first proposed, it only makes that pres- | 


ent for one year. 

The distinguished gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Lone], in a 
speech before the Republican conference, to which I allude be- 
cause it was published in full in the Washington Post of the next 


morning, based his argument in favor of concessions to Cuba on | 


the ground that reciprocity with that island would be of great 
and lasting benefit to the United States. He knows, as does every- 
body here know, that before this agreement can go into effect 
certain things must be done. 


usual formalities and the n 
government and transferring the island. * 


Then the Cuban congress must act. They must reform and re- | 


enact their entire system of revenue and tariff laws so as to be 
able to make any concessions to us. They must enact our immi- 
gration, our exclusion laws, and our contract-labor laws. The 
Government must then proceed to negotiate the agreement pro- 
vided for in this measure. And there are those who are now con- 
tending that they must also, before eae shall take effect, 
embody the Platt amendment in a formal treaty with the United 
States. That treaty will have to be ratified by our Senate, and 
—— will have to be exchanged between the two Govern- 
ments. 

The gentleman from Kansas knows, we all know, that all these 
things will take time. We all know that it will probably be away 
along into next fall before all these things can be completed, and 
if the treaty referred to is to be made and ratified, it will be de- 
layed until after the beginning of the next session of Congress, in 
December And yet his committee brings in this bill ree ing 
that this agreement shall terminate on the ist of December, 1903. 


The Cuban government does not | 
take charge until after the middle of May. There will be the | 
delays of organizing the new | 


What kind of reciprocity will this be? Barely a year to run. 


- | Before our merchants and manufacturers could learn the trade of 


Cuba and begin to gain any advantage from the reciprocal con- 
cessions the agreement would be at anend. It is evident to those 
who are most concerned about reciprocal trade that for that pur- 
pose this measure will be wholly inadequate and ineffective. 
Already they are beginning to ridicule it, as well they may. Al- 
ready those newspapers which have been almost as wild about 
this as they were about Porto Rico are beginning to say that the 
reduction must be increased and the time of its operation ex- 
tended. ny : 

All this but goes to show that the agitation for reduction, in- 
stead of being put at rest, will only be increased and intensified. 
| And itis this agitation which hurts. Itis this agitation which 
has arrested and will continue to arrest the development of the 
beet-sugar industry. Already those who were about to let con- 
tracts for the construction of factories have called a halt, and it 
is safe to say that not another enterprise will be inaugurated until 
it is seen that this question has been satisfactorily and finally 
settled. I have here a letter from a gentleman in Michigan, Mr. 
Watts S. Humphrey, from which I will read an extract: 

HuMPHREY & GRANT, 
ATTORNEYS AND COUNSELORS AT LAW, 
Eddy Building, Saginaw, Mich., February 17, 1908. 
Hon. PAGE Morris, 
Representative Chamber, Washinglon, D. C.: 
oe * Ba * * cg * 

I have what Ican earn from my business. I have subscribed for $15,000 
worth of stock ina sugar factory that is now being constructed. The con- 
tract was let, prior to the time of this agitation in Congress. We are com- 
pelled to carry out our agreement. We have contracted for over 60,000 tons 
of beets at the old Michigan prices. We will pay for these beets delivered at 
the factory 2} cents per pound for all of the sugar that will come out of them. 
At 4} cents for granulated sugar only leaves 2 cents for the cost of production 
= Bm sugar by the factory out of the beets and as dividend to the stock- 

olders. 

Others who had formed their companies, but were fortunate enough not 
to have let their contracts when Congress convened, entirely stopped their 
operations, and before putting their money in will await the actions of Con- 
gress on this sugar question. You can see that we are caught, and are com- 
pelled to goon. I shall consider that I have been buncoed out of $15,000 by 
the Republican party if they destroy this investment, and I knowif you were 
placed in my situation you would feel as I do, that there is no excuse upon 
the part of the Republicans for any such treatment of the people who have 
| invested their money in reliance upon the pledges and promises of this party. 
| Ah, gentlemen, would not any of us feel that way? Everybody 
| will feel that this is a mere makeshift, a mere pretense of concession 
| and relief, and that the agitation must go on. But for the assur- 

ance of the honorable gentlemen who compose this committee 
| that they will not consent to any greater reduction I would be 
| forced to the conclusion that they expected the reduction would 
| 


ee 


be increased and the time extended at the other end of the Capi- 
tol, and that it was their hope and intention that it should be. 

Under all these circumstances, is it not evident that this meas- 
ure is un-Republican, unwise, and unpatriotic? And is not that 
conclusion strengthened when we consider that there is another 
| method by which all that is sought to be accomplished by this 
| measure can be accomplished, and accomplished much more com- 
pletely and effectively, and without the danger of the evil conse- 
quences to which I have referred? 
| That method was proposed in the Republican conference. In 

the fewest possible words it is this: That we shall not reduce du- 
| ties at all; that we shall continue to collect the full rate, and shall 
then for such length of time as may be necessary pay over to the 
Cuban government such portion of the amount collected as may 
be necessary to accomplish the ends sought; and that in considera- 
tion thereof we shall receive from Cuba such reciprocal conces- 
| sions as she may be able to grant. By the method of the bill now 
| before the House we give up a portion of our revenue by a reduc- 
— of duties; by this last method we collect the revenue and pay 
it over. 

By this method we are not limited to 20 per cent. We may give 
whatever per cent may be necessary. We need not stop at the 
end of one year, but let it remain in operation for three years. 
During that period reciprocity can have time for effective opera- 
tion. At the end of that time its value will have been demon- 
strated and we will be in position to act wisely for the future. 

Let me here read the reasons assigned for that method which 
were given in the conference and published the following day: 

1, It will afford relief both to the government and to the people of Cuba. 

2. It makes certain that Cuba and her people, and no one else, will be the 
beneficiaries of our action. 

3. By its adoption we keep faith with the people of this country and with 
the people of Cuba. 

4. It does not violate our national party platforms of 

6. It does not disturb existing conditions in this country. 

6. It does not alter or modify any schedule of the present tariff law. 


7. It does not injure or discourage any domestic industry or prevent its 
further development. . 
8. It avoids an a peerane agitation of questions affecting industrial con- 
ditions soa prosperity. 

9. It secure reciprocal trade concessions from Cuba and give time to 
ascertain the value of such trade relations between the two republics under 
existing conditions. 
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10. Its reciprocal feature furnishes a consideration which makes the pro- 
posed measure of undoubted constitutionality. It isas competent for Sen. 
gress to purchase trade concessions from foreign countries as to purchase 
naval or coaling stations. 


ment, and eae by the meer refunding duties collected on the 
products of Porto Rico and the Philippine Islands. 

12. It affords the means and opportunity for successfully inaugurating and 
geracon’y establishing the new government of Cuba during a time which 

he experience o* all nations has shown will be its most critical period. 

13. 1t affords relief until the present adverse trade conditions affecting the 
price of sugar shall have been improved by the abolishment of European 
sugar bounties. 

14. It discharges every obligation assumed by us under the provisions of 
the treaty of Paris, the Platt amendment, and by our intervention to secure 
the independence of Cuba. 

At the proper time I shall propose this method by way of an 
amendment to this bill. 

But if the House is determined that there must be a reduction 


something else that we ought to do. 


sugar we import from abroad, and that amount will probably in- 
crease from year to year. If we are going to give this advantage 
to the refiners, the sugar trust, then why should we not also re- 
duce the duty on refined sugar? 

Why should we not reduce the protection they now enjoy un- 
der the sugar schedule of our tariff law? Why should we not 
reduce or entirely abolish their differential? Indeed, why should 
we not, for the time at least, reform and remodel the whole sugar 
schedule? It is this differential behind which they operate free 
from foreign interference or competition. This is their intrench- 
ment. Again I call attention to Mr. Havemeyer’s statement be- 
fore the Industrial Commission. I judge from his hysterics at 
the suggestion that it might affect his trust to some extent. 

It is this differential which enables them to control the Ameri- 
can market and put prices up or down between wide limits. It 
is this differential which enables them to carry on their war of 
extermination against all rivals. The highest experts assert that 
they have reached that degree of perfection in their organization 
and machinery that, if ~ would be satisfied with a reasonable 
return on the capital actually invested, they would not need this 
a at all. Then why should it not be reduced or abol- 
ished? 

What would its reduction orabolishment accomplish? It would 
bring them that much nearer to foreign competition. They are 
anxious for others to have such competition. Why not let them 
have a little experience of it themselves? It would curtail their 
power to control prices and slide them up or down at their will. 
It would in a measure destroy their power to make war upon 
their rivals and competitors. This alone would be an incalcu- 
lable advantage to the beet-sugar industry, an advantage which 
would more than offset the reduction in price of an eighth of a 
cent a pound on the product of the beet-sugar factory. 

It would, as we all know, diminish the cost of refined sugar to 
the American consumer, or at least prevent its being made exor- 
bitantly high. Nobody contends that the reduction proposed in 
this bill on Cuban raw sugar will do any such thing. Surely, 
gentlemen, while we are so much concerned about the people of 
Cuba we might at least have some regard for our own people. 

I have sat here now for going on six years and listened jaleee 
tations from the other side, which would have put to shame the 
immortal Jeremiah, about the exactions to which the American 
people are subjected. I have heard from both sides Philipics 
against these unholy combinations called trusts. I think gentle- 
men will bear me out when I say that I have joined in none of 
these. I have known that great combinations were the result of 
a natural evolution in business, and that great business meant 
great capital and greatcombination. And some of these combina- 
tions have certainly not been an injury, but a benefit to our trade 
and our national greatness and power. 

But here is a combination whose avowed purpose has been to 
throttle and crush. Here is one which has levied the most exor- 
bitant exactions. Here is one which would stop healthy develop- 
ment. Here is one which has grown rich and strong under our 
protection. Here is one not satisfied with that protection, not 
willing to live and let live. Here it is unblushingly asking for 





more, and hypocritically calling for it in the name of humanity | 


and philanthropy. Here it is right before us. 

Here is your opportunity to strike it, not in anger or in a mere 
spirit of hostility and reprisal or in blind and undiscriminating 
rage, but in justice and equity. What are you going todo? It 
will not do to offer general and sweeping amendments which you 
know will have no chance to be adopted and ought not to be 
adopted. It will not do to talk about removal of duties from all 
trust-made goods or from all those sold abroad cheaper than they 
are sold at home. It will not do to attempt a general crusade 
upon all tariff schedules. That is not involved here and has no 
place here. Such amendments are only offered oo effect. 
They are not sincere. They are not meant to be adopted 


ef duties on Cuban sugar, and nothing else, then surely there is | 
Let gentlemen remember | 
that this means a reduction of duties on more than half the raw | 
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| not believe in tampering with tariff schedules to-day. 


| interest of 
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Do not scatter. Do not bring in such amendments, but strike 
for that which can be accomplished. Strike at that which is be- 


' ‘ | fore you. 
ll. It is sustained by precedent since the establishment of our Govern- | 


Mr. CANDLER. Will the gentleman stand and not scatter? 
Mr. MORRIS. I will not vote for any such ee — 

t this 
time of unexampled prosperity I would do nothing which might 
even tend to destroy confidence. 

Mr. CANDLER. Will you stand against the differential? 

Mr. MORRIS. Indeed I will; I will offer the amendment and 
don’t you bother about that [applause], because they do not need 
protection. The best experts say that they are now able to com- 
pete with all the world if they would be satisfied with a fair re- 
turn on what their plantis worth. I do not want them to be 
able to pay interest on ninety millions of capital when they should 
be satisfied with the interest on $25,000,000 of capital. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Does the gentleman think that the steel 
trust needs protection? 

Mr. MORRIS. I do not know whether it does or not. The 
proposition here is a sugar proposition, pure and simple. Every- 
body here knows that, and you may be sure that the people of the 
United States understand it. You need not think they can be or 
will be deceived. Here is the sugar trust right before you. Here 
is your opportunity at least to do justice, to smite what ought to 
be smitten. Here is a plain and simple proposition that will ac- 
complish that object and benefit our own people. What are you 
going to do about it? I propose to see, for I offer the neces- 
sary amendment atthe proper time. [Applause.] And I shall 
call on all those who wish sincerely to accomplish something to 
show their sincerity now that they have the opportunity. 

In conclusion, let me say that I have spoken, as I believe, in the 

justice to our own people and liberality and good faith 
to Cuba. i am as willing as any man here to fulfill every obliga- 
tion to Cuba, and I am willing, as every other American citizen 
ought to be, to bear my part of the burden. I am not willing by 
my vote to cast that burden on one interest. The great, gener- 
ons-hearted American pa can not afford to do that, and would 
not knowingly do it. I have spoken as a Republican, believing in 
the doctrines of that party, and determined to keep its pledges and 
preserve its honor. have spoken as an American, standing for 
my own country, its labor and its industries, against all the world. 
[Loud applause. ] 

Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. Chairman, this, in my opinion, is one 
of the most vicious measures that have been considered by Con- 
gress since we embarked on the fateful policy of expansion, more 
than three years ago. Indeed, it is the natural outgrowth of that 
policy, but for which we would not to-day be confronted with this 
and other grave problems imperatively demanding solution at our 
hands. 

The forcible annexation of Porto Rico and the compulsory sale 
of the Philippines to us were followed by enactments of the law- 
making power which occasioned fierce and bitter controversies 
among the people and litigation before the courts, resulting in a 
line of iatcel Gocialane new to the legal profession and unsatis- 
factory to many laymen throughout the country. 

But if those acts provoked controversy and wrought confusion 
they were as nothing when compared with the dissensions which 
this bill will breed and the mischief it will do. The avowed pur- 

of its advocates is to assist the Cubans and benefit the Amer- 
icans at one and the same time, but I maintain that it will do 
neither. 

In the first place, the Cubans are in need of no such help at our 
hands, nor are we under any such obligations to give aid if they 
did need it. Much testimony has been taken by the Ways and 
Means Committee on the subject since the beginning of this Con- 
gress. Men engaged in the sugar, to , and cigar industries, 
both in Cuba and the United States, were here, and gave their 
opinions for and against the propositions involved. So that no 
shee of this question was left untouched or unconsidered, and it 
was clearly shown that the Cubans were and are in a fairly pros- 
perous condition; much better off, indeed, than people in many 
sections of this country. 

The sugar planters and manufacturers, as well as the tobacco 
growers, were shown to be making money on their investments; 
at the same time among the laboring classes all those who de- 
sire work can find employment at remunerative wages. From 
$24 to $30 per month are the prices now being paid laborers in 
the cane fields and the sugar factories on the island of Cuba, 
while liberal wages are paid to those in other branches of em- 
ployment. Laborers are scarce, according to the testimony, snd 
the labor problem is one of the greatest, as it is one of the first, 
with which the Cuban people will have to deal. 

So great is the demand for labor and so difficult to ema it 
there, that the question of the importation of cheaper foreig:. la 
bor is now being considered by the Cubans, and the fear here 1s 
that Chinese labor will be imported into that island to such a2 











CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


3911 





extent as to menace the industrial and labor conditions in our own 
country. 

This fear is recognized by the framers of this bill, for one of its 
provisions has for its object the exclusion of foreign labor and 
Chinese immigration, just as the same are excluded from this coun- 
try, and that, too, in face of the fact that Cuba is just starting 
where we started more than a century ago, and needs labor to 
till her soil, to work her factories, and to develop her wonderful 
resources. I am not criticising the measure, however, on that 

ound. 
eT am only calling attention tothe fact, as I pass on, for the pur- 

of showing some of the inconsistencies in the position assumed 
by the advocates of the bill. 

Cuba, since the Spanish war, has marketed at fair prices all her 
chief productions—sugar, tobacco, and cigars—and is doing so 
now, with the exception of sugar, the price of which has recently 
fallen so low that the larger eeoreees are holding for better prices. 
Overproduction—common, however, in other branches of busi- 
ness—is the cause here. But this will soon be remedied by the 
law of supply and demand, and the price of sugar will again rise 
to a paying margin. : 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if all this is true, if labor is fully em- 
ployed on the island and at remunerative wages, if the products 
of this labor are all practically being sold at fair prices, then I 
submit to the House that there is no need of this gift of more 
than $6,000,000 in the shape of lost revenue to our Government, 
and the many millions more to the sugar, tobacco, and other in- 
dustries of the country affected by the measure. 

Mr. Chairman, what is the complaint? Why, that all the peo- 

yle in the island are not making money; that they have lost 

beavily by the ravages of war; that all the tobacco of last year’s 
crop has not been sold, and that the price of sugar has recently 
fallen below the point where it can be profitably marketed. 

But suppose all these thingsaretrue. Dothey furnish a reason 
for donations on our part such as this bill seeks to give? There 
has scarcely been an industry in this country, whether of the 
farm, the factory, or the mine, the prices of whose products have 
not for one cause or another been at times depressed, and yet not 
all of these have come here for help. A few years ago the price 
of cotton dropped even below the cost of production in many 
places in the South, but no one thought of asking Congress for 
aid. Overproduction was the chief cause, but it did not last 
long. The supply soon adjusted itself to the demand, and prices 
went up again. 

Then, too, disasters from fire and frosts, floods and storms have 
fallen upon the different sections of the country at one time or 
another, but seldom have the sufferers asked help of the Gen- 
eral Government. A few years ago a disaster as blighting as the 
ravages of war have been to Cuba befell the people of my State. 
In a single night more than $25,000,000 of property was destroyed 
by the frosts of winter, but no aid was asked by the unfortunate 
sufferers and none was given by the National Government. To 
themselves alone our people looked for relief; upon their own en- 
ergies they relied for aid, and from this source alone it came, 
and to-day Florida is richer than ever before in material wealth 
and in the self-reliance of her people. So it will be with the 
Cubans if left to themselves. 

But assuming, for the sake of argument, that the Cubans need 
relief, will this measure secure it tothem? I maintain not. The 

rincipal benefits, according to the advocates of the bill, are 

argely to come through the sugar industry. Now, a if not 
the entire — of that industry in Cuba, is controlled by the 
sugar trust, which can to a large extent control the prices which 
the producers will obtain. The production of sugar in that island 
this year will, it is said, reach about 1,000,000 tons, the surplus of 
which will be purchased mainly by this trust, and while up to the 
present time Germany, by reason of being the largest sugar- 
producing country in the world, has fixed and controlled to a 
considerable extent the price of that article, the moment this bill 


becomes a law and the treaty for which it provides has been | 


negotiated conditions will begin to change and the surplus of 
Cuban sugar will largely re te prices everywhere. 

True, German sugar will continue to exert an influence over 
prices, but the duty here on European sugar will militate against 
that article, giving the Cuban sugar a clear field in our markets. 
The output may and doubtless will increase from year to year, but 
will never get from under the control of the sugar trust, which 
will continue to regulate the price there. We know something 
of the power of these trusts. They are organized for the purpose 
of securing the greatest profit at the minimum of cost. To that 
end, of course, all their energies and means are directed, and by 
the simple means of refraining from purchasing for a time the 
trust can depress prices, or by buying can raise them. But in 
any event the sugar trust will me the beneficiary of our gen- 
erous policy, and not the Cuban people. 

Nor is the cigar industry in any better shape. Two large syndi- 


cates, one of them English, control 90 per cent of all the cigar 
manufacturing business in Cuba. This English syndicate, a for- 
eign institution, controls 60 per cent of the entire Cuban output. 

And these are the people, Mr. Chairman, for whom we are to 
legislate, in so far as the main productions of the island are con- 
cerned. To trusts and syndicates who are abundantly able to take 
care of themselves, we reduce our revennes upward of six millions 
of dollars and impoverish our own —_ many tens of millions 
more without lowering the price to the consumers of imported 
goods a particle. 

But, sir, we are told that the Cuban people are demanding these 
concessions. That I deny. The masses of the Cubans—those who 
maintained the struggle against Spain from 1895 to 1898, who 
faced fire and sword that they might be free, and for whom we 
declared and waged war against their oppressors—care nothing 
about reciprocity. Indeed, they are scarcely willing to accept 
anything at the hands of this Government. They did not want 
us to go to war for them, because they feared the consequences of 
American domination. They have chafed under our occupation 
of the island. They believe we have given them a stone instead 
of bread, only an exchange of masters instead of liberty, and their 
feeling against us has to some extent become embittered by these 
considerations. 

As tending to prove what I say, I will read an extract from a 
letter which I received a few months ago from a person residing 
in Cuba, who speaks and understands thoroughly the Spanish lan- 
guage, is well acquainted with the Cuban people, and in a posi- 
tion to know what he is talking about, together with a clipping 
from La Lucha of December 9 last, a newspaper published in 
Habana, and one which for a long time maintained a kindly feel- 
ing for this Government. 

After the address and some other matters not necessary to read, 
the writer proceeds as follows: 


I inclose an editorial translated from La Lucha of the 9th instant. The 
cavalry forces referred to therein are rural guard. This paper last week 
ad Maso’s supporters to string up a few people to lamp-posts if they 
were not given representation on the electoral board. 

* * & * * * 7 


This article is a fair sample of the sentiment that is often expressed in the 
es with respect to our Government. La Lucha is the only paper 
that ever expressed any gratitude for what the United States has done 
for this island, except the ae supporting Palma, which, during the last 
few days, have had words of kindness for us, and it is easilyseen that they 
are prom by the efforts of the Administration to secure tariff conces- 
sions for the island. . 


Now follows the clipping from the newspaper, which I ask the 
indulgence of the committee to read: 


(Clipped from La Lucha of December 9.]} 
QUESTIONS OF THE DAY. 
La Nacién publishes the following under the title, “Revolutionary 


u g 

“The illicit combination between the intervening authorities, the inter- 
vened authorities, and the bureaucrats depending on the one and on the 
other is now begeaaing to bear its evil fruit among the Cuban people. In- 
deed, yy, Aa = have happened, as the insolence of these people united 
together to bring about the triumph of the candidature of Sefior Estrada 
Palma borders on the most insulting provocation which any country was 
ever called upon to suffer. 

“Tt seems as if the idea were to cause a protest, born of dignity, to burst 
forth with implacable ferocity, or that those who have the right on their side 
and are now the victims of the insults and frauds and other forms of the 
electoral pillage should bend the knee, like vile cowards, to the will of the 
Yankee governors and their Cuban lackeys.” * * * 

The puppets of the American policy are dreaming when they think such 
things. Sooner will we all play the t card, whatever may be the result 
which our action a to this unhappy land, lowered by the depravit 
of some of its miserable sons; sooner will we undertake a civil war with all 
its tremendous consequences; sooner will we renounce the ridiculous repub- 
lic which is offered to us; sooner will we appeal to the means which despair 
has to offer than tolerate being delivered, tied hand and foot, at the feet of 
the foreign despot by a handful of traitors who should have been hanged 


long ago. 

This time that the comedy ceased. It is necessary to tear the mask from 
the face of the general of the revolution, who has sold himself to the inter- 
ventores. It is necessary that we stand up and resist the storm in which an 
attempt is being made to involve us. In short, it is necessary that we rebel 
against the scoundrels who have made their country a storehouse for plunder 
and its flag an infected rag. Happen what may, anything is preferable to 
resi: y consenting to the crime which is being carried out in the palace 
of the Plaza de Armas and in the palaces of the civil governors and in which 
the Judases are buckling on their swords to plunge the country in an abyss 
without the least pang of remorse. 

And if what issought is that the battle should commence, we who have 
not provoked it accept the challenge extended to us, and there will be plenty 
of time to commence the fight. 

The die is cast. Either with the traitors who are supporting Estrada 
Palma by meansof the power they enjoy, or with the loyalists whoare around 
Sefior Masé. Enough has been had of miserable farces. 

We have had an atmosphere of hate thrust uponus. And we are ready. 


The intervention was able to hold us back to avoid compromising the des- 
tinies of the laughable republic about to be set up, but neither the interven- 
tion nor anything else can prevent us from saving the little honor left us. 


The shame of Cuba is a small matter to those who live by Cuba, as they 
t her to public auction: but it mattersa great deal to those who will die 
‘or Cuba if there is no other way open. 
What scene will be beheld shortly in our country? 
A thousand times cursed are those who contemplate them protected by 
the arm of the Yankee. 
Blessed those who resist them. 
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I have read these extracts, Mr. Chairman, for no other purpose 
than to show that the Cuban people are not likely to be asking 
gifts at our hands. No doubt the sugar and cigar factories there, 
as well as a few other interests, would like to see this bill passed. 
But as before stated, the masses of the people in my judgment 
are not demanding reciprocity between this country and Cuba, 
and certainly not the brand that is provided for in this measure. 

I have said and I repeat that this measure will not benefit the 
American people nor profit those in Cuba to any great extent; 
nor is it a desirable piece of legislation looked at from any stand- 
point from which you may choose to view it. If we look at it 
from the point of view of the tobacco grower, the cigar manu- 
facturer, the sugar producer, or the grower of citrus and other 
semitropical fruits, we will see injury to some and ultimate de- 
struction to others of these great industries. 

If we examine it from the standpoint of commerce—of business 
to be done with the Cubans—there is little to commend it to our 
favorable consideration. While if we observe it from the stand- 
point of tariff reform, it is a delusion and a snare. 
Democratic principles; nor is it wholly in accord with Republican 
doctrines as I have read and heard them expounded. It is un- 
sound in theory, unwise in policy, and will be found pernicious 
in practice. 

Of course I do not suppose that a 20 per cent reduction will de- 


stroy all the industries I have just mentioned, but it will injure | 
them all, and if carried further, as is intended by many, will | 


eventually wipe the sugar, cigar, and tobacco industries of this 


country out of existence. At least that is the opinion and the | 


testimony of those best competent to judge. 


But it is said by the advocates of the bill, when they lose sight 


for the moment, as they do occasionally, of the sentimental side 


It violates | 





of this matter of Cuban reciprocity, that it will increase our trade | 


with Cuba. 
insignificant as compared with the mischief that will be done to 
the industries which come within the range of its influence, to say 
nothing of the loss of six or seven millions of revenue. 

The majority report, as well as the so-called minority report 


But admitting this to be true, the increase will be | 


made by the gentleman from New York [Mr. McC.Le.uan], | 
takes rather a roseate view of the advantages that will accrue to | 


us by the passage of this bill. 
with him. 
results as he predicts will follow, and I shall not be surprised 


But many do not share these views | 
I, for one, do not, as it is my opinion that no such | 


when the first of December of next year rolls around to find that | 
no good has come to trade between this country and Cuba from 


the measure now under consideration. 

Of the $66,572,802 in value which Cuba imported during the 
year 1901, the United States furnished her with only $28,017,820 
worth, and it is though, by passing the bill we are now consider- 
ing that this amount can be increased very largely. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this expectation is based upon the idea that 


| doctrine of tariff taxation even for revenue. 
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pean countries—with France and Germany, for instance? Our 
exports to Europe for 1901 amounted to $1,136,504,605, of which 
$191,780,427 went to Germany and $78,714,935 to France. These 
countries present an opportunity for the exploitation of the reci- 
procity idea not to be found in Cuba or, as to that matter, in any 
of the tropical countries. 

The combined population of these two countries—France and 
Germany—is about 90,000,000, as against 1,500,000 in Cuba. The 
soil is not as productive as that of Cuba and their ee le con- 
sume more per capita of the products we have to sell than the 
native Cuban population. The soil of Cuba is perhaps the most 
fertile in the world. Everything produced in tropical countries 
can be grown there in great abundance, and, as a rule, at a mini- 
mum of cost. hatever is necessary to sustain life can be grown 
except breadstuffs, and this the Cubans will buy of us whether 
they have reciprocity with the United States or not. 

But, Mr. Chairman, this bill not _. provides for a 20 per cent 
reduction on imports from Cuba into this country, but also a sim- 
ilar reduction upon goods carried by this country into that. Now, 
the Cuban government when established will depend for its sup- 
port largely upon import duties; and if we should furnish all the 
imports, as the majority report suggests we will do, where will 
the Cubans get sufficient revenue to support their government? 
They will necessarily be compelled to levy either a direct tax upon 
property or excise duties of some kind, something no country as 
weak as Cubacan stand. Soit would appear, Mr. Chairman, that 
while we would give to them with one hand we rob them with 
the other. 

Then, sir, why should there be any need for reciprocal trade ar- 
rangements between this country and the island of Cuba? Enu- 
rope, with her hundreds and millions of population which must be 
fed and clothed presents, in my opinion, a much more inviting 

ield for reciprocity. Let us try it there, where something may 
be done for and not against the farmer. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I regret to see some of my friends on this 
side of the House take the position they are assuming on this ques- 
tion. I, of course, know that their motives are of the best, but I 
think their judgmentis at fault. The gentleman from New York 
{Mr. McCLELLAN}, in his report, which he styles ‘‘ the views of 
the minority ’’ (and in this, I think, he is right, because very few, 
I imagine, share all his views), says, in substance, that the provi- 
sions of the bill are in direct line with Democratic doctrine, and 
seems to think it his duty to strike at the tariff tax wherever and 
whenever opportunity offers. 

This idea, carried to its ultimate result, would overthrow the 
Since when has 


| this proposition been a tenet of Democratic faith? Certainly, no 


| of that 


by reducing the Cuban tariff upon certain articles which may go | 
from this country into that these importations will be increased. | 
But the duty on imports into Cuba from our country has not been | 
sufficiently high to prevent these $28,000,000 worth of our prod- | 


ucts going into Cuba, embracing nearly every article transported 
by us to the most favored countries of the world, thus showing 


that the present tariff stands but little in the way of our trade | 


with the Cuban people. 
The truth of the matter is that the inhabitants of tropical coun- 


tries are not heavy importers of the products of more northerly | 


climes; hence we can not expect to ever do any great amount of 


business with our colonial possessions situated in the Tropics, or | 


with Cuba, even under the most favorable trade regulations. 


I know that some of the advocates of this measure point with | 
sorrow to the supposed decadence of our trade with Cuba, while | 


others more optimistic look with exultant pride at the large ship- 
mentof our productions into that island during the past three years, 
and prophesy great things for the future. But, Mr. Chairman, these 


such doctrine has ever found a place in a Democratic national 
platform. In fact, it has ever been one of the cardinal principles 
that the raising of revenue should be the prime 
object of tariff taxation, and that this tax should be so levied as 
to fall, if possible, more heavily upon the luxuries than upon the 
necessaries of life. 

Then, too, the Democratic party has claimed to guard and has 


| sought to guard the interests of the agricultural classes wherever 
| it has been 


ossible todo so. Yetthe chief burdens created by 
this bill fall most heavily upon the agricultural classes. True, 
the cigar industry bears a part of the burden, and tobacco, sugar, 
and semitropical fruits are also hurt. All these products, except 
raw sugar, are luxuries and can well afford the high rate of tax- 


| ation. 


While sugar being a product of the farm should, to say the 


| least, not be discriminated against in favor of the refined sugar— 


a product of the trust which still retains a part of its differential 
in spite of efforts to remove this discriminating tax. And now 
the spectacle is presented of an effort to reduce the taxes on farm 
products and luxuries, while those of the steel, sugar, and other 


| trusts are left untouched. Certainly this can not be in accord 


importations were not the result of normal conditions, but rather | 
the consequence of necessities created by the ravages of war and | 


the sudden increase of business stimulated by the presence of a 


large number of our soldiers there, and it is but natural that when | 


the necessities created by these abnormal conditions have been 
met and the conditions themselves have changed, that our trade 
with Cuba should fall off and assume its normal state whether 
the tariff be high or low. 

But suppose, sir, that our exports to that island should be 
doubled, the aggregate then would hardly be a drop in the bucket 
as compared with the vast amount of our exports to the larger 
countries of the world. Last year we exported $1,487,764,991 
worth of the products of this country—nearly thirty times more 
than would be our commerce with Cuba if the wildest dreams of 
the most radical of the reciprocity advocates are realized, a com- 
merce hardly sufticient to justify us in inflicting the loss upon the 
sugar and tobacco growers which this bill would entail upon them. 

Mr. Chairman, why not try reciprocity with some of the Euro- 


| 
| 


} 


| 


with the principles or teachings of that party which has always 
boasted, and justly so, too, of its friendlinesy to labor in all its 
branches. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, we are approaching in this bill the great 
question of reciprocity from the wrong standpoint. Before we 
can deal with it properly and so as to do the greatest good to the 
greatest number, with as little harm as possible, we should have 
a general revision of the tariff, so that all rates and schedules may 
be readjusted and reciprocal trade relations arranged with refer- 
ence to these readjusted schedules. Then, the prime object of 
raising revenue being attained, the burden of taxes may be regu- 
lated so that no discrimination against American farmers and 
American labor will be created, and so that luxuries and not the 
necessaries shall bear the greatest burden in the support of the 
Government. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, no one would go further than I to help 
the Cubans if they needed help and desired it at our hands. We 
have made sacrifices for them in the past, and I would be willing 
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to do it in the future; but what they desire and need most is to be 
left alone to govern themselves as they may think best. The 
strong arm of our Government will ever be over them to protect, 
if need be, but never, I hope, to govern or oppress. They are, in 
my judgment, capable of self-government. Let them try the 
experiment. 





| 


We helped them to drive the Spaniard away at the cost of | 


many hundreds of millions of treasure and thousands of precious 
lives. We have assisted them for the past several years in main- 
taining order on the island. We have given them a lesson in 
sanitation which, if utilized, will root out and finally destroy the 
yellow-fever scourge there. Then, if our occupation of that 
island has been helpful and we have placed them in a condition 
to set up a stable form of government, which may in time even 
be satisfactory to them, and if from now on we carry out our 
promises to Cuba and her people, we will have done well by them 
indeed. 

But, after all, is it not about time that we were beginning to look 
after the interests and the necessities of our own people at home 
and less after those beyond the seas? Let us, then, begin to look 
more to our own homes, to our own ple and their interests, 
than to those of foreign lands and di t climes. Our conti- 
nental domain is vast, our people progressive, enterprising, and 
homogeneous; our resources boundless and varied, the develop- 
ment of which has scarcely yet begun; our Government the best 
the world has ever seen; our destiny the grandest and our future 
the brightest of all the nations of the earth if we but curb our 
greed for territorial aggrandizement. So, let us then, as repre- 
sentatives of the people, withdraw our gaze from across the seas 
and direct our attention and energies to the upbuilding of our own 
country, to the end that her people may be prosperous and their 
condition improved. [Applause. | 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, the measure under consider- 
ation proposes a reciprocal agreement with Cuba to continue in 
force until the ist day of December, 1903, whereby the products 
of Cuba, principally sugar and tobacco, are to enter our markets 
upon the payment of 20 per cent less than the duties imposed on 
like articles from other countries, and our products and manufac- 
tures are to enter Cuba with at least a like reduction of duty. 

The consideration of this measure involves a recognition of the 
relations we sustain toward Cuba; as were the question presented 
simply one of a reciprocal agreement with a foreign country for 
the purpose of securing trade advantages, the situation would be 
greatly simplified. We shall stand before the world when the 
Cuban Government shall have been fully organized as her 
sponser and protector, and the Cuban people are justified in main- 
taining that the Platt amendment, qualifying,as it does, their 
complete independence, places us under at least a moral obliga- 
tion to give their interests some consideration. 

I do not think there can be any question in the mind of any 
honest investigator relative to the critical industrial condition 
impending in Cuba as a result of the present low price of 
sugar—her principal product. It seems to me that the testimony 
is conclusive that sugar can not be produced there on the average 
for less than 2 cents per pound, and one does not need to be much 
of a mathematician to appreciate the fact that with sugar selling 
at from two to three tenths of a cent per pound dess than that 
sum, the planter and sugar raiser is suffering a very considerable 
loss, and that therefore whatever present conditions are it will be 
but a short time until the planters and producers of sugar are in 
sore financial straits, and the labor of the islands either out of 
employment or forced to accept a considerably reduced wage. 

Some gentlemen dismiss the consideration of this phase of the 
situation with the flippant suggestion that we are not responsible 
for the present depression of the sugar market, nor for the results 
which may follow in Cuba as the effect of that depression. But 
I submit that, having assumed the réle of the liberator, guardian, 
and godfather to Cuba, we can not within a day or a week or a 
month after her government is established throw off all responsi- 
bility with regard to her, either in fairness to Cuba or in justice 
to ourselves, particularly in view of the fact that in turning her 
loose to walk alone among the nations of the earth we are keeping 
a very substantial leading string upon her in the Platt amend- 
ment. But our obligations to Cuba by reason of the peculiar re- 
lation we sustain to her is but one and in my mind not the control- 
ling factor in this situation. Free Cuba, to be successful, must 
be prosperous. Depressed industrial conditions, low wages, lack 
of employment, means trouble for the new government, possibly 
serious trouble. Serious trouble means intervention, and inter- 
vention, in my opinion, would necessitate annexation, 

I have attempted to approach this subject from the broad stand- 
ss of sound public policy as I understand it. Whatever bias 

have in the matter comes from a lively interest in the growing 
beet-sugar industry of the nation—an industry which has made 
wonderful —— in the last few years, and which, in my opin- 
ion, is destined to have a still more remarkable development in 


tt 





the years to come. Asa friend of the beet-sugar industry. as a 
wellwisher of the cane-sugar industry of the country, as one de- 
sirous of putting off as long as possible the inevitable day of Cuban 
annexation, with its fatal competition under free-trade relations 
with a number of American industries, I feel it my duty to sup- 
port any reasonable measure calculated, as I believe the measure 
now before us is, to aid in maintaining at least a reasonable degree 
of prosperity in Cuba, in order that the new government may be 
inaugurated and established without the immediate embarrass- 
ment of depressed industrial conditions, which would inevitably 
create discontent, disorder, and either a demand for annexation 
on the part of the Cuban people or the necessity of it as the result 
of an enforced intervention by us. 

The necessity or the advisability of some action on our part to 
relieve the threatened industrial crisis in Cuba, owing to the low 
price of sugar, being admitted, the question arises, can we pro- 
vide an adequate remedy without injury to any American indus- 
try or hardship to any class of American citizens? If we cannot, 
then whatever our obligation to Cuba may be. our first duty is to 
our own citizens and their interests are entitled to our first con- 
sideration. But, Mr. Chairman, it is fortunate both for the United 
States and her people. and for Cuba as well, that the proposed 
legislation, while affording reasonable relief, can by no possibility 
disastrously affect the industries or the welfare of our own 
citizens. 

Even were the proposed reduction of 20 per cent in favor of 
Cuba on our sugar tariff to affect the market price of sugar to the 
American consumer by that amount, and thus to that extent re- 
duce the protection now offered to the beet-sugar producers, I be- 
lieve the legislation would be justifiable in view of the benefits 
we would derive from it, and the fact that in my opinion the beet- 
sugar producer would still have adequate protection. But no 
one believes that the agreement proposed will in any wise affect 
the protection afforded the beet-sugar producer by our sugar 
tariff, for the price of sugar to the consumer will be fixed then as 
now by the cost of that portion of our imports of sugar which is 
bought in the open markets of the world and which pays our full 
tariff duties. . 

It seems to me that the argument which has been advanced 
that the reduction of duty on Cuban sugar will not go to the 
Cuban planter is scarcely worthy of serious consideration. Surely 
the Cuban planter will not be simple enough to accept a lower 
price for his product than is paid at the same time and place for 
a similar article. It is the first time that I ever heard of the possi- 
bility of there being two prices for the same article at the same 
time and in the same market. 

The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Morris] in his remarks a 
few moments ago quoted from quite a startling array of figures 
in the attempt to prove that the planters of Hawaii have not been 
receiving a price for their sugar to which they are entitled by 
reason of free entry into our markets. I do not pretend to ques- 
tion the accuracy of the gentleman’s figures, but I spent a month 
in Hawaii three years ago, during which time I made some study 
of the sugar industry there, largely because, being interested in 
the growth of the beet-sugar industry in this country, I was anx- 
ious to learn whether that industry could survive in free compe- 
tition with cane sugar grown under as favorable conditions as 
existed in Hawaii. 

Among other inquiries I made of the Hawaiian planters was in 
regard to the price they received for their product. I had heard 
a good deal of the all-powerful sugar trust, and was anxious to 
know whether that organization had been able to rob the Ameri- 
can planter of any of the benefits derived from free access to our 
markets. 

The planters with whom I talked informed me that they had 
an agreement whereby they sold their sugar to the agents of the 
American refineries at a price equivalent to the New York price 
of sugar on the day their sugar landed in San Francisco, less the 
difference in freight rates. I ask the attention of my friend from 
Minnesota [Mr. Morris] to this as the testimony of Hawaiian 
planters themselves three years ago. The gentleman has con- 
tended that the Hawaiian planter is not getting the full benefit of 


the relief from the payment of the American duty, whereas © 


Hawaiian planters said to me—and a number of them made the 
same statement—that they had an agreement whereby they were 
paid for their sugar, on the day it landed in San Francisco, the 
price of the same quality of sugar, duty paid, on the same day in 
the markets of New York, less an agreed adjustment of freights. 
So they received absolutely all that their sugar was worth and all 
of the benefit of the remission of tariff duty. 

But, Mr. Chairman, there is another side to this question. 
This is by no means a one-sided arrangement which we are enter- 
ing into, but a reciprocal agreement under which, in my vpinion, 
we will eventually be large gainers in the matter of trade. Cuba, 
even in her present undeveloped condition, just emerging from a 
long continued and devastating war, with but a small proportion 
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of her land under cultivation, has a trade of $38,000,000 per an- | The measure before us is in complete harmony with the Repub- 


num which now goes to other countries than ours. We can not | 
hope or expect to get all of this trade under the reciprocity agree- | 
ment proposed, but I believe we are assured of securing a large | try. 


portion of it, and as Cuba increases in population, and the 
chasing power of her citizens increases, as it will rapidly, there 
can be no doubt but what our trade with her will very largely in- 
crease in consequence of the trade advantages we are to gain 
under the provisions of this measure. 

It is inevitable, in my opinion, that Cuba should some time be- 
come a part of the United States. As I have stated before, my 
hope is that this union will be long delayed. I believe it is best 
for the yple of the United States and for the people of Cuba 
that it should be. We are neither prepared for free competition 
with her sugar, tobacco, and other products, nor would it be well 
to invite at this time the settlement of the numerous political and 
social questions the annexation of Cuba would bring. 

My eloquent friend who addressed the committee a short time 
ago, the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH], said 
that from the standpoint of the beet-sugar producer he had no 
fear of the effect of Cuban annexation. Whatever the probabil- 
ities of that event may be, there is no doubt whatever in my mind 
that the annexation of Cuba, with Cuban sugar free, means the 
death of the beet-sugar industry of the United States. 

It has been said that the cost of the production of sugar in 
Cuba is 2 cents a pound. I believe that is about the cost in all 
tropical countries. It has been contended by the gentlemen who 
say they represent the beet-sugar people on this floor that sugar 
can be produced in Cuba for less than 2 cents a pound. That 
may be possible. The testimony before the Committee on Ways 
and Means was thatit cost 4 cents a pound to produce beet sugar. 
One gentleman alone of all those before the committee, I believe, 
said that beet sugar might ultimately be produced in the United 
States for 34 cents a pound. 

Let us say that in the future, by improved processes—by the 
reduction of the wages of American labor, if you will, which 


heaven forbid—the cost of beet sugar in the United States may | 


be brought to 3 cents a pound, or 4 cent lower than the lowest 
estimate. Then, supposing the cost of the production of cane 
sugar shall not go below 2 cents a pound, there is still an advan- 
tage to the cane-sugar producers of Cuba of a cent a pound. 
This would be $20 a ton, and allowing four tons to the acre, it 
would be an advantage of $80 anacre. As the average production 
in Cuba is considerably above that the advantage is greater. 
In Hawaii they produce as high as 12 tons of sugar on one acre 
of land; and if they had the advantage of only 1 cent a pound 
over the beet-sugar producer, it would be 12 times $20 an acre or 
$240 an acre of clear profit to the Hawaiian sugar planter, above 
the cust of producing sugar from beets in the United States. 

Is there any possibility or probability that an acre will ever be 
sown to sugar beets anywhere in America after the day when 
Cuba shall become a part of this Union? In my opinion such a 
union means inevitably the destruction of the beet-sugar industry 
in this country and of the cane-sugar industry as well, unless in 
that day we provide for those industries by high bounty. 

Remember that Cuba has never produced sugar under the most 
improved methods; that Hawaii produces more sugar to the acre 
and produces it more cheaply, except where she irrigates, than 
Cuba has ever done; that when they shall give up the slovenly 


methods of perennial crops in Cuba, which is not a cheap method | 


of raising sugar, but an expensive one; when they shall come to 
the Hawaiian system of planting every other crop they will pro- 
duce sugar even more cheaply than they do now, and when that 
time comes does anyone imagine that the beet-sugar industry of 
America shall survive unless protected by a bounty? 

So, as a friend of the beet-sugar industry, Iam anxious to put 
off as long as possible the day when Cuba shall ask to become part 
of the Union, or when we shall be compelled to take her in order 
to prevent continual uprisings there. 

1 believe the surest way to postpone annexation is to insure 


Cuba industrial tranquillity, which, I believe, this measure will | 


tend to do. It is best both forus and for the Cubans, in my opin- 
ion, that for a time they address themselves as an independent 
people to the task of working out the problems of self-govern- 
ment. 

Inasmuch, however, as Cuban annexation is one of the certain- 
ties of the future, it is of vast importance to us that when Cuba 
shall come ir.to the Union she shall present no more serious social 


and racial problems than those presented by her present popula- | 
tion; that there shall not be added to these the difficulties and com- | 


plications of dealing with a large population of cooly laborers, and 
therefore that feature of this legislation which provides for her 
adoption of our Chinese exclusion and immigration laws is of vast 
importance—of such importance that, in my opinion, we would 
be largely justified in this legislation by the promise it holds out 
of excluding from Cuba undesirable classes of immigrants, if 
there were no other considerations involved. 








lican policy of reciprocity in that it promises us large returns in 
increased trade without menace or danger to any American indus- 
It keeps faith with the Cubans, who have reason to expect 


ur- | from us advantageous trade relations in exchange for like bene- 


fits in our trade with them. In brief, it might properly be called 
a bill for the purpose of keeping faith with Cuba; of insuring 
industrial prosperity and political tranquillity there, with a view 
of postponing annexation and free ule with her in sugar and 
tobacco; of adding largely to the trade and commerce of the 
United States, and for the exclusion from a contiguous territory, 
which some day will become a part of the United States, of per- 
sons who would be harmful and unfair competitors with our peo- 
ple while Cuba remains an independent republic and undesirable 
citizens when she becomes a part of the American Union. 

I believe the legislation is wise, that it will be beneficial to 
Cuba and her people, and to the Government and people of the 
United States as well. No class of men should more heartily sup- 

»ort it than those especially interested in the beet and cane sugar 
industries of the United States, for it disposes, in my opinion, for 
a long time to come, of the most serious menace with which they 
have or will be threatened—that of Cuban annexation. Above 
all else, itis in keeping with the high aims and purposes of the 
American people in all their dealings with Cuba, oan completes 
and rounds out undertakings and legislation in her behalf which 
will ever reflect credit and glory on the Republic and, in the full- 
ness of time, work to our material advantage aswell. [Applause. | 

Mr. BALL of Texas. Mr. Chairman, addressing myself to the 
pending measure, I desire to call the attention of the House to 
one peculiar fact connected with this bill, and that is that the 
Ways and Means Committee have reported a bill for our con- 
sideration that meets with the unqualified approval of no person 
in all these United States; a bill that is not the embodiment of 
the wishes and desires or convictions of any member of the Ways 
and Means Committee, which is not the embodiment of the views 
of any Democrat upon this side of the Chamber, of any Repub- 
lican on the other side, and is not in response to the decimals of 
those who speak for Cuba and ask at the hands of Congress relief 
for the Cuban people. So that in voting upon this measure upon 
its final passage, if it be unamended, as I prophesy that it will 
be, every man will be called upon either to swallow a bill which 
is not in accordance with his judgment or to reject it because in 
his judgment it is unwise and indefensible. 

Now, it is not for me to say to the Democratic members of this 
House that no Democrat can vote for this measure. It would ill 
become any proponent of this bill to say that all Democrats must 
vote for this bill if they are Democrats. I trust the time will 
never come in this country when Democrats are bound as Demo- 
crats to support a bill as a Democratic proposition which after 
weeks of deliberation, dissension, and divisions among the Repub- 
lican members of this House is reported as a Republican measure. 
To do so, many Republicans had to surrender their judgment, 
compromise their differences, and yield to party discipline that 
the bill might be reported to the House without the aid of Demo- 
cratic votes. 

Therefore if it is charged, as it has been unjustly charged, that 
those of us upon this side of the Chamber who oppose the bill 
are following the lead of members who are interested in beet sugar 
or in cane sugar and that we desire protection for those indus- 
tries, I will not retort by saying that you are trying to — 
the protected monopolies of this country, which by this bill ob- 
tain 20 per cent protection in Cuba in addition to the protection 
which they enjoy at home. If I had to make choice, however, 
between the Democracy of Louisiana and the Republicanism of 
Pennsylvania, arrayed upon opposite sides on this bill, I would 
have no cause to hesitate. The Louisiana Democrats simply in- 
sist that Cuban competition will destroy the value of Louisiana 
sugar plantations; that this bill will not benefit Cuban producers 


| or American consumers, but will enrich the ‘‘ sugar trust.”’ 


Iam willing, for my part, to cast my vote with the Democrats 
of Louisiana and members representing the agricultural interests 
of this country [applause] in the West engaged in raising beets 
and attempting to compete with the ‘sugar trust’’ in refining 
sugar, and say to my brother Democrats, without reflecting upon 
them, if you prefer the Democracy of Mr. Payne of New York, 


/and of Mr. Dauze.t, of Pennsylvania, ‘the high priest of pro- 


tection’’ [laughter], and to follow the Republican majority re- 
porting this bill, you are at liberty to make your choice and I 
will make mine. 

Now, let me ask, why is this bill here? In my judgment it is 
here because the American Sugar Refining Cx mpany, commonly 
called the ‘‘ sugar trust,’’ has found west of the Mississippi River 
a competitor in the beet-sugar producers, who are also the beet- 
sugar refiners. : 

In the testimony given before the Ways and Means Committee 
it was shown that Willet and Grey in October, 1901, before the 
present agitation had begun, said that the cause of the trouble 








Company and the beet re- 


arsuit of the plan to control the sugar markets of the United 

es sugar trust went out West and into the Missouri 
‘alley and made a reduction of 2 cents a pound on refined sugar 
after the beet-sugar men had made contracts for future delivery 
based upon the market price. 

The beet sugar refineries instead of meeting that price and 
sacrificing their property simply offered t» fill their orders with 
Amevican Sugar Refining sugar at the ‘narket price, and the 


American Refining Company hrd to raise the price and 
leave that fiel iencounial, as it could not afford to the loss 
which it had to inflict upon the beet-sugar refineries 


and thus force its only competitor to the wall. 

Now, the next thing, Mr. Havemeyer, the head of the great 

‘sugar trust,’’ gave out an interview in which he declared—and 
I have that also from the testimony before the Ways and Means 
Committee—* that Congress ought to put raw — upon the 
free list." Notice, he wants raw sugar, not re to come in 
free. Why? Because if the “sugar trust,”’ which is practically 
the sole buyer of raw sugar in this country and refiner of cane 
sugar, can get raw sugar upon the free list from Cuba, or raw 
sugar at a reduced price inom Cuba and leave the duty or differ- 
ential upon refined sugar, it will not be compelled to reduce its 

exactions upon the American consumer, but it can take the ac- 

tion of Congress as a club to compel the Louisiana cane-sugar 
producers and the beet-sugar producers of this country to sell 
their products at a reduced price and force the beet-sugar men to 
stop refining sugar. 

Then the “sugar trust "" would be in undisputed control of this 
market and the Cuban market. Thus a cam to man- 
ufacture a belief that Cuba urgently relief. By enlisting 
all the ——— they could, sending out circulars through 
their agents, Willet and Grey, and other devices, they sought to 
impose upon the people of this country the idea that there was 
great distress in Cuba that must be relieved, trusting to our gen- 
erosity and humanity to go to the rescue at any cost. 

Next, the Secretary of War, who is not only a great soldier, 
ranking the Lieutenant-General of the Army, but is also a great 
lawyer, submits a very scholarly report to Congress in which he 
tells us our duty and describes conditions in Cuba. And yet, 
when the Ways and Means Committee meet to discuss what shall 
be done, it develops that that gentleman and soldier knows noth- 
ing about it himself except such reports as have been given to 
him ex from other sources. 

And t comes another gentleman, who is a most admirable 
soldier and, I understand, a doctor, General Wood, who 
sends out a circular letter for our consideration about economic 
conditions in Cuba, attempting to show that it costs at least 2 


cents per pound to make raw in Cuba and. that at present 
prices must come. Yet, when confronted by some of 
General W $ statements, one of the main witnesses before the 


Ways and an Committee, Mr. Atkins, of Boston, merchant, 
sugar ter, trust refining magnate, and the owner of large 
plantations in Cuba, said: 

While General Wood is a most estimable gentleman, and I would take his 
opinion on all ey matters without question and as pertaining to the 

government of Cuba, should prefer my own opinion in regard to the pro- 

Thus General Wood was repudiated as an expert in such mat- 
ters by the very gentlemen who i here in the interest of 
this measure. It was shown also that General Wood had made 
merry aD nes 5 a th gg Aten rice of raw sugar, esti- 
mating it that mach too low. ood did not appear him- 
f, bat sent Colonel Bliss, ciliedan nae the port of Havana, as his 
representative before the committee. Colonel Bliss, when asked 
about the cost of production of sugar, said in substance: 
ong nee nen tak Seek Gat ot for yourselves. Iam notan 

Thus, when you come to the agencies that have created this 
sentiment, it resolves itself down to the American “‘ sugar trust,” 

) mist newspapers, to the Secretary of War, who had 

» information on the subject except that communicated to him 

y General Wood; to General Wood, who had no information on 
t pe as an expert; to the President, who relied upon Gen- 
eral Wood, and American speculators owning plantations in 
Cuba and also allied with the “sugar trust.” 

Now, that was still insufficient to secure favorable action, and 
the “sugar trust’ joined forces with the manufacturing and 
industrial trusts of this country. with the understanding that 
Cuba should have forced upon her a preferential duty of 20 per 
cent in favor of American industries seeking a market there. 
Then the indusfrial trusts of this country got behind the move- 
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ment, and with this combination of philanthropists, with this 
aggregation of unselfish talent behind it, we have the re- 


great 
_markable spectacle c+the chairman of the Ways and Means Com- 


mittee presenting this bill, which he himself originally opposed, 
and—a Night to make angels weep—almost shedding tears over the 
distresses of the poor Cuban. 

Now, Mr. Chairman and fellow-members, you may convince me 
some day that the moon is made of green cheese, that a black 
crow can become white, but you will never convince me that a 

blican majority in Congress or elsewhere will advocate a 
om and alone upon the ground of sympathy for some 
country in which they have no interest other than that of hu- 
manity. 

If we are going to pass this bill from the standpoint of distress 
in Cuba, before we give up $8,000,000 of our revenne without any 
reduction to the American consumer, there ought to be a snffi- 
cient showing. first, that distress exists there and. second, that 
the measure will relieve it. 

Now, as to the question of the distress in Cuba. I admit that 
they have a condition down there such as confronted the people 
of the South after the civil war. They have their plantations 
mortgaged for perhaps twice—that is the testimony—of their 
value. These plantations are owned not by Cubans but by 
Spaniards and by American speculators who have gone there since 
the war with Spain to exploit that country. 

I know that there is one gentleman, a ‘Republican, a personal 
friend of mine, Mr. Hawiey, then a member of Congress. who 
told me when this era of om set in that the acquisition of 
the Philippine Islands and annexation of Cuba would destroy 
the value of every plantation im the State of Louisiana, where he 
then had farms, and destroy the value of every plantation en- 
gaged in the business of raising beets. Then he was radically 
against such a policy. Now, since the war with Spaim he has 
gone down to Cubaand, with Mr. Havemeryer and other American 
sagar-refining magnates, he is at the head of a syndicate that has 
a 75,000-acre farm or plantation or hacienda. or whatever you 
call it, and has either sold cut in Louisiana or else his plantations 
are thrown upon the market. 

Now we want to relieve him. and we want to relieve those gen- 
tlemen who own plantations; and yet Mr. Hawley stated in his 
testimony, and he ought to know, that Louisiana sugar can not 
be produced for less than 3} cents, and that any price less than 
that would make the Louisiana a of no value, and he 


was a witness a ee 

Now, this redaction tna 4 on raw sugar will make the 

tariff 1.34 cents a pound. If, as the experts from the Agricultural 

t say, sugar can be produced in Cuba from 1.35 cents 
to 1.75 cents or 1.50 cents per pound on an average. or as the Aus- 
trian or French experts say. for 14 cents to 1; cents, then, accord- 
ing to Mr. Hawley’s own statement, this bill will let im Taw sugar 
at a price that will give relief to Spanish owners of sugar planta- 
tions, that will give relief to Mr. Havemeyer and associates. but 
it will be a that will make every plantation in Louisiana an 
undesirable investment. 

Now, my friends, I am ready to put the Democracy of Lonuisi- 
ana to any Democratic test: I am ready to put the beet-sugar 
raisers of this country to any Democratic test. When you are 
ready to take off from the “ Dingley tariff” some part or ali of 
its exactions upon the American consumer, I will go to the Demo- 
cTats in Louisiana, I will go to the Democrats from the West. and 


say, ~* You must stand your pro rata of the reduction upon tariff 
duties until it is reduced to a revenue basis; and if you do not 
submit to it, you had best join the Republican party:”’ but I will 


never go to the Democrats of Louisiana, or the Democrats from 
the beet-sugar raising States, and say to them. ** There is ome thing 
only upon the whole tariff list—sugar—that by reason of the dif- 
ferential in favor of refined sugar, reducing the tariff on raw 
sugar will give no benefit to the comsumer, and yet, not for the 
purpose of reducing taxation to consumers here. not to relieve 
Cuba, but to satisfy the rapacity of the ‘sugar trust ‘and the 
overprotected industries of this country desiring to a prefer- 
ential rate of duty in Cuba, without abating any of . their exac- 
tions upon the American people; you must surrender - and sabmit 
to sucha ition for fear it might appear we had voted against 
a reduction of the tariff.” 

We ought never to make such a demand upon our fellow-Demo- 
crats who represent the farmers of Louisiana and the beet sugar 
raisersof the West. Now, then. as tothe distress. Every witmess 
before the committee—if I misstate the proposition I invite cor- 
rection—every witness stated that there is mo distress in Cuba ai 
present. Colonel Bliss. the collector of the port of Habana. who 
was sent here as the Government representative, testified tha 
there was no suffering in Cuba, ana that all labor was empk red: 
that the wages for agricultural labor was from $21 to $3); 
month. 

Every witness testified that every man that wants to work in 








3916 CONGRESSIONAL 





RECORD—HOUSE. APRIL 9, 


Cuba can get work at wages not less than $21 to $30 per month. | of everything else; he was investigating that and applying his 


All the witnesses testified that the price for labor in Cuba ex- 
ceeds the wages paid in the South for agricultural labor, and 
every gentleman here who comes from that section knows that is 
true. But they say thatit is not the distress now, but it is the dis- 
tress that will come for which we must provide relief. Why, 
they are paying from 12 to 18 per cent in Cuba for money, and 
yet they are holding on to their whole crop of sugar. Down in 
my country, when cotton got to 44 cents a pound, and they can 
not raise it for less than 6 cents, the Federal Government did not 
come to our aid. 

Out in Kansas, when they burned corn for fuel and they were 
mortgaged up to their eyes, the Federal Government never came 
to their relief. What did we do? Simply passed a national 
bankruptcy law, that people who had their property mortgaged 
for twice what it was worth might liquidate and start out even 
again. Yet they say we must pass this bill in order to relieve 
Cuba. It will not help Cuban laborers nor the little farmer that 
has already sold his crop, because he worked on the shares. It 
can only help, if anyone, those people who have piled up the 
sugar down there, able to hold it and pay 12 to 18 per cent to for- 
eign banks and carry on farms that are mortgaged to twice their 
value—and the gentlemen who have gone down there in Cuba 
expecting to make more money than the present price of sugar 
will permit. 


Now, it is a significant fact that in almost every instance the | 


men who have bought sugar plantations in Cuba since the Span- 
ish war are also connected directly or indirectly with the Ameri- 
can sugar trust. It is also worthy of mention that since this bill 
has been agitated the price of ‘‘ sugar trust’’ stock advances as 
the prospect brightens for its passage. Now, then, suppose dis- 
tress does or will exist there because of the very low price of sugar 
everywhere; are we under any such obligations to the Cubans as 
requires us to make good to them the loss upon a crop which 


everybody concedes is over produced in the world to the extent of | 


a million or more tons? The witnesses all tell us that the present 
low price of sugar is due to the fact that there is a million or 
more tons on the market more than the world can consume; that 


all Cuban sugar comes here, and the “‘ sugar trust”’ is practically | 


the only purchaser for it. 

The gentleman from New York (Mr. Payne] yesterday, when 
my colleague from Texas [Mr. RANDELL] asked him: 

As you state that the price of sugar will not be reduced to the consumer 
here, and the reduction in our revenue will be between $6,000,000 and $7,000,000 
on sugar, if there is no competition in this country in reference to the pur- 
chaser of raw sugar, how does the Cuban hope to get an increase in price? 
Why can not the purchaser put it in his pocket?— 
made this answer: 

The sugar trust has got to have the sugar as much as the planter has got 
tosellit. If they donot buy it of them, they must go toGermany—and if they 
ro to Germany they must pay more for it—or they must take this sugar. 
cach one is independent of the other. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the explanation of the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Payne] does not explain. The trust can go to 
Hamburg or to Cuba as it chooses. The Cuban planter can not 
go to Hamburg, because over there, after paying half his sugar 
is worth to get it there, he will find a surplus of more than a 
million tons in excess of the world’s demand for sugar. That he 
can not go there is evidenced by the fact that he can not go there 


now, but must come here and sell to the trust the entire Cuban | 


product and pay the present tariff rates. On the other hand, if 
we reduce the tariff on the Cuban sugar coming here 20 per cent, 
and the trust does not care to give the Cubans the benefit of it, 
it will simply say, ** I do not care to buy your sugar.” 

The gentleman from New York says that ** the trust has got to 
have it,’’ when the proof shows that the product of sugar in Cuba 
is about 800,000 tons, while the world’s surplus is more than a 
million tons. The trust can thus refuse to buy from the Cubans 
and fill from this surplus supply all its demands for American con- 
sumption until the Cuban gets ready to sell to the trust at the 
price the trust is willingto pay. If the Cuban is able to hold out 


against the trust, he is certainly not in such a distressed condi- | 


tion as to need relief from us. So, Mr. Chairman, while his an- 
swer might have been satisfactory to the gentleman from New 
York, I do not think my colleague was very much enlightened 
thereby. [Laughter. 

Now, me Cheicunia, they say there is distress in Cuba and it 
is our duty to relievé it. I have attempted to show that distress 
does not exist there. and if it did, I deny that it is our duty to re- 
lieve it. It was well said by the gentleman from Minnesota [ Mr. 
Morris! that ** we have expended $250,000,000 in giving the Cu- 
bans their liberty."’ We relieved them of about $300,000,000 in- 
debtedness to Spain. We have also established splendid sanitary 
conditions in Habana. I know that to be the fact because I have 
visited that city since General Wood began his splendidly inaugu- 
rated system. It occurred to me while I was there that General 
Wood was putting sanitation, like any other good doctor, ahead 


ability thereto as his first consideration. He had the penitentiary 
there cleaner than this hall. He had all the old Spanish barracks 
cleaned out and had converted them into schools. He has done a 
splendid work, and I have no criticism to make of him. 

But, say some, we are under obligations to give Cuba trade con- 
cessions because we forced the Platt amendment upon her, and 
she can not thereby make commercial treaties with any country 
other than this. That claim is not worthy attention. The only 
provision in regard to treaties in the ‘ Platt amendment”’ is 
**that Cuba shall not enter into any treaty with any foreign power 
which will impair her independence.’’ One need not be a lawyer 
to understand that this provision has no application to commer- 
cial treaties. No Democrat will contend that a commercial treaty, 
which is always made to further freer trade relations, is in any 
sense the impairment of the independence of either contracting 

party. 
: But, Mr. Chairman, if there was distress in Cuba, and we were 
| under obligations to relieve it, in my judgment the pending bill 
| would not relieve the distress or discharge the obligations. All 
the witnesses testified before the Committee on Ways and Means 
that the reduction provided in this bill from the tariff on Cuban 
sugar would not save the sugar planters. President Roosevelt is 
on record as saying so; Governor-General Wood says so; Colonel 
| Bliss says so; president-elect of the Cuban. Republic, Mr. Palma, 
says so. Theyare the friends of reciprocity with Cuba. Wewho 
oppose the bill deny that it will benefit the Cuban planters, but 
claim that the “‘ sugar trust’’ will pocket the reduction. Colonel 
Bliss, the friend of reduction, only estimated that 30 per cent of 
the reduction would go to Cuban planters. 

What will become of the other $5,000,000 of our revenues which 
we are asked to vote away, even if the trust does not pocket the 
entire concession, as we claim? There is no gentleman on this 
side of the Chamber who will deny that it is in the power of the 
‘* sugar trust’ to put all this concession into their pockets. They 
say if the trust does so that we will throw the responsibility on 
the trust; we will go before the American people and denounce 
the trust. I would like to know whom you would get to trust 
you if your legislation in Congress is such as to enable the trust 
| to pocket $6,000,000 to $8,000,000 unless generously inclined to 
| divide with the Cubans? It is not necessary to do this to con- 

vince the American people that the trust is a public enemy—some- 
thing that everybody who is not in a trust now admits. 

Besides, Mr. Chairman, this bill is unfair to Cuba at this time. 
If we want to be honest with the Cubans, if we think it right to 

| give them some concessions and that concessions are necessary to 
relieve distress, we should simply reduce the tariff upon Cuban 
| goods coming in here. Their tariff now upon our goods is less 
| than one-third of the rates we charge them. We havea military 
government down there under General Wood. We had him fix 
these low rates of duty upon our goods going there. We have a 
Congress here. Why not simply lower our rates upon her goods 
coming here, without driving a conscienceless bargain, such as 
this? There is nobody authorized to represent the Cubans. I 
asked the gentleman from New York yesterday who was author- 
ized to represent the Cubans or to agree forthem. He said no 
one, so far as he knew. Now,in May the Cubans will have a gov- 
ernment of their own choosing; that is, speaking theoretically—— 

Mr. CLARK. Ironically. 

Mr. BALL of Texas. Yes; ironically, as the gentleman from 
Missouri says, because it so happens that the American author- 
ities in Cuba, no doubt under instructions from the Republican 

| Administration here, forced Cuba to elect a man for president of 
the new republic that had not set his foot upon her soil for twenty- 
five years. He is said to be with the trust himself. Still Cuba 
will have her own governmentin May. If we were not absolutely 
hypocritical in our professions, if relief for Cuba was our object, 
we would at this time lower our duties upon Cuban products 
temporarily, and wait until authorized representatives of Cuba 
could treat with us as to future trade relations. But that would 
not satisfy the ‘‘ steel trust,’’ the ‘* beef trust,’’ and all the other 
‘* trusts.”’ 

The “‘ steel trust’’ and the “beef trust,’’ the latter of which 

has within the last few days fixed the price of beef atsuch a figure 
| as will cost the American consumers $100,000,000 per annum, have 

said, **‘ Before you shall relieve Cuba you must make them give 
| us the trade that we may be able to get there, not at the 20 per 
| cent reduction, but with a tariff of 20 per cent in our favor as 
| against all the nations of the earth.’’ The tariff in Cuba against 
| them is only 5 per cent now. They want 20 per cent preferential 
there, and are willing to trade off the sugar interests here to get 
it, although the gentleman from Pennsylvania {Mr. DaLzeLL] is 
| reported to have said “ he would die in the last ditch” before he 
| would consent to a reduction of our duty on steel. 

I yesterday questioned the gentleman from New York [Mr. 

' PAYNE] as to whether it was not the fact thatif the Cabans were 
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unable to grant or did not grant all the concessions that the bill 
asks—that if they refused to exempt a single article out of the 
thousands which we send them from the demanded reduction, or 
to our immigration laws, whether then this bill would not 
fall to the ground, and relief be refused Cuba. And the gentle- 
man answered, ‘* Yes.”’ 

I say, then, that it is unfair and hypocritical for gentlemen to 
come here and under the guise of humanity make a plea for “ dis- 
tressed Cuba,”’ and at the same time say, ‘‘ We have put amilitary 
government over you; we have elected a president for you who 
has not been in your country for a quarter of a century; you are 
on the verge of ruin, yet if you do not consent to this hard bar- 
gain, if you do not agree to it, you can starve and go into bank- 
ruptcy, or go to a warmer place than Cuba. 

Mr. KLEBERG. And it is also proposed to require them to 
keep out the immigrants that we do not want there. 

Mr. BALL of Texas. Yes. As suggested by my colleague 
[Mr. KLEBERG], we propose to force upon them our immigration 
laws without regard to whether it is to their interest to have such 
laws or not. We propose to put into the hands of the President 
of the United States legislative, judicial, and executive powers 
that he may present to the Cuban peru a bill that is more oner- 
ous in its conditions than was the Platt amendment, against 
which every gentleman on this side of the Chamber voted. 

Ican not favor such cant and hypocrisy. If the Republican 
majority in this House desire to pass this bill, let them be honest 
with themselves and the country. Let them say Ser and un- 
blushingly that before they turn Cuba loose they will take advan- 
tage of her di condition to impose upon her a further 
renunciation of her rights of sovereignty, in order that the trusts 
of this country that have fattened upon the American people may 
grow richer and more powerful by devouring the substance of 
the Cubans, whose friends you pretend to be. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The gentleman from Texas speaks 
of our enforcing this obligation upon the Cuban people as if it 
were in line with the Platt proposition. Is it not true that it is 
proposed only to authorize an agreement to be made which the 
Cubans may, if they choose, assent to, in case they deem it bene- 
ficial to their interest to do so? 

Mr. BALL of Texas. That is true; but I will ask the gentle- 
man from Indiana whether he believes that the condition of dis- 
tress which has here been spoken of exists to-day in Cuba? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I think it does not at this time. 

Mr. BALL of Texas. All right. Now, if there is no distress 
down there at this time, if the Cubans are not _ in the possession 
of the right of self-government, if nobody authorized to for 
them has asked for the e of this bill, the American Congress 
has no right, in order that these American trusts may rob those 
people, to demand at the hands of the Cubans at this time assent 
to this proposition. On the other hand, if it is true that there is 
distress in that country at the present time, it is hypocritical and 
cowardly for us to demand that in their distressed condition they 
shall make these concessions for the benefit of *:merican indus- 
tries which need no protection there. 

Mr. Chairman, with Republican dissensions and differences I 

have no concern. Iam glad to see gentlemen on -the other side 
showing a lack of harmony upon this matter. I trust thatin the 
providence of an all-wise Creator the result will be the wiping of 
a sufficient number of them out of the successful lists at the com- 
ing elections to give us a chance to look at the books and to put 
a check upon unrestrained Republican legislation. 
_ It makes no difference to me that the Republican party, in look- 
ing over the field of American industry, when they framed their 
last national platform found only one industry to be made the 
subject of a specific promise—only one which it thought required 
special weretie tee that was the beet and cane sugar interests 
of this country, an industry that admittedly can not compete with 
the favorable climatic and other conditions in Cuba. 

So the Republican convention solemnly promised those people 
that when they invested their money in this industry the Repub- 
lican policy would not take any part of their protection away. 
It matters not to me that the gentleman from New York said that 
this protection would not be disturbed for twenty-five years. I 
think it is perfectly consistent for the Republican majority at its 
own pleasure—I do not criticise them for it—to break any promise 
on earth that they have made in case a different action will re- 
dound to their advantage. 

The Republican party would be inconsistent to be consistent. 
[Laughter.] I care not what Republican protectionists may do 
in this matter. Gentlemen upon this side of the Chamber who 
vote for a Republican Administration measure should not charge 
the Ceietsoes of the bill with protection proclivities. Certainly, 
my objections to the bill are not from a desire to ** protect *’ any- 
body. Iam against this bill as a Democrat, and shall point ont 
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Government. It is not my purpose to assail Democrats who in- 
sist upon voting for this bill. 

I know that it does not commend itself to any Democrat here, 
and yet many Democrats will vote for it. No doubt the objec- 
tions which are so potent with me are not so vital with them. 
Perhaps this is due to inability to agree either with my premises 
or conclusions. If they could see it as I do, they would conclude 
that there is not a line of Democratic thought in the bill from 
caption to finish. It is Republican in essence and substance and 
notin form only. It will bring no reduction in taxation to con- 
sumers here. It will result in a loss of revenue of from six to 
eight millions of dollars. 

The “‘ sugar trust’’ will be the chief if not the only beneficiary 
of the revenue we surrender. Under it we begin a system by 
which the taxing power of the Government, under the guise of 
reciprocity, is converted inte an instrument of barter and trade 
with other countries, which followed up would prevent any such 
thing as tariff reform and engage us in a war of reprisals and re- 
taliation with other countries. It gives double protection to the 
great trusts of the country. It forces Cuba to abandon a revenue- 
tariff system and adopt a protective-tariff system for the benefit 
of protected industries here. 

CONSUMERS WILL NOT BE BENEFITED. 

Now, as to the first proposition. All the witnesses before the 
Ways and Means Committee, for and against the bill, as well as 
the ‘‘ sugar trust,’’ which is urging it, concedes that this measure 
will not reduce the price to our consumers, and with this every 
Democratic member of the Ways and Means Committee and 
every Republican member of that committee is agreed. As a 
Democrat, I undertake to say that there can be no reduction of 
tariff in a Democratic sense that does not take off a part of the 
tax upon consumers. This proposition is therefore a mere jug- 
gling with tariff schedules and not a reduction of taxation. 

I have endeavored in the course of my remarks to demonstrate 
that this condition is brought about by maintaining a differen- 
tial or higher duty upon refined sugar than upon raw sugar com- 
ing here, this differential in favor of the ‘‘ sugar trust ’’ prohibit- 
ing the importaticn of refined sugar here and giving the trust 
control of our market. 

I object to it, for the second reason, because it takes away, with- 
out reducing the price to the consumer, six to eight millions of 
dollars of revenue from the Federal Treasury and, in my judg- 
ment, puts it into the pockets of the sugar trust. I do not think 
that any Democrat desires to do that. 

Now, this is why I say it will go to the sugar trusts: In the first 
place there is, as 1 understand it, 10,000,000 tons of sugar raised 
in the world. We constitute one-fifteenth of the population and 
we consume about one-quarter of the sugar raised in the world, 
or about two and a half million tons,I believe. Weraise of that, 
from cane and from beets in this country, not counting Hawaii 
and Porto Rico, about 300,000 tons. Taking in the production of 
Hawaii and Porto Rico it makes about a third of our consump- 
tion. The balance is derived equally from Cuba and from foreign 
markets, as I understand it. 

Now, there is a million tons of sugar on the market in the world 
more than there is demand for consumption. When this bill be- 
comes a law it reduces the duty upon raw sugar 20 per cent and 
retains the differential in favor of the ‘‘sugar trust.’’ That dif- 
ferential is also reduced 20 per cent, but it will still be one-tenth 
of a cent a pound, which means upon the Cuban sugar $1,600,000 
per annum at present rates. Now, no one can refine sugar in 
Cuba when he can ship the raw material over here at the same 
price and get $1,600,000 more for it. 

Consequently there can be no reduction to the consumer except 
by grace of the trust, and if gentlemen on this side of the Cham- 
ber are willing to give away $8,000,000 on a bare chance that it 
will reach distressed Cubans in case distress should occur, which 
does not now exist, and trust the American Sugar Refining Com- 
pany to distribute it, they certainly have faith to beat the band and 
faith sufficient to warrant them in being very hopeful for the here- 
after. [Laughter.] So far as I am concerned, I decline to take 
$8,000,000 of revenue out of the Federal Treasury and start it on 
its way to anticipate distress in Cuba and trust the American 
sugar trust to distribute it. [Applause.] : 

Now, as to the policy of reciprocity. Once this so-called reci- 
procity is entered upon, what becomes of your tariff schedules ad- 
justed from the American standpoint for revenue only? Why, 
they tell me that Thomas Jefferson believed in reciprocity. There 
have been more crimes committed in the name of Thomas Jeffer- 
son than there have been in the name of liberty. Men whonever 


| yote a Democratic ticket quote Thomas Jefferson. Men who do 


| 


not subscribe to anything that Jefferson ever taught or believed 
quote Thomas Jefferson in order to sustain their arguments. 
I undertake to say that Mr. Jefferson thresch his whole life 


some of the many reasons why. in my judgment, it contravenes | believed in and looked forward to and hoped for a happy and pros- 
Democratic theories, touching the use of the taxing power of the | yerous agricultural and pastoral people. Mr. Jefferson taught 
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that commerce should be the handmaiden of agriculture. He | When we once enter upon this programme and mode of adjust- 
never taught that agriculture should be the slave and handmaiden | ing tariff schedules, the result will be that you will start a compe- 
of commerce. If any gentleman will show me where Thomas | tition in this country of the great and powerful interests seeking 
Jefferson ever proposed by reciprocal duties to swap off the | to gain entree into foreign markets by making a sacrifice of the 
American agricultural interests at any time in order to give great | weaker vessels. What does that mean? Who are always the 


corporations and trusts that are robbing our people here and want 
to rob the Cubans abroad entry into foreign markets, then I will 
agree to resign my seat in Congress, and I have no present 
desire to do that. [Laughter.] 

The distinguished gentleman from New York [Mr. McCLELLAN] 
— Mr. Jefferson to show that he favored reciprocity. The gen- 
tleman from New York calls upon Mr. Jefferson when it suits his 
purpose. If he werecalled upon to follow Jefferson in advocating 
the free coinage of gold and silver, even at the commercial ratio, 
he would say that conditions had changed since Mr. Jefferson’s 
time. 
tariff system. We had no Dingley tariff then. e sought only 
to get a market for agricultural products under a policy of free 
trade, or the freest possible trade. If Mr. Jefferson had views as 
to reciprocity then, conditions were utterly different from those 
now existing. They differed certainly as night from day from 
the reciprocity ideas in this bill. 


In Mr. Jefferson’s day our tariff duties were not restrictive of | 


free commerce with all nations, while foreign restrictions upon 
our trade and upon our vessels were numerous and vexatious. 
His only idea was by friendly arrangements with the nations, 
where such restriction aed to secure, by friendly arrange- 
ments, their repeal, and as a last resort, in case of failure, by 
countervailing duties here, which he greatly deprecated, to com- 
pel other governments to treat us with the same liberality we 
treated them. Mr. Jefferson said: 

Free commerce and navigation are not to be givenin exchange for restric- 
tions and vexations. 

In the report from which the gentleman from New York 
quoted on yesterday, sent to the House of Representatives on 
December 16, 1793, Mr. Jefferson, then Secretary of State, advo- 
cated free trade with all nations or with any nation that would 
accede thereto. Let me read therefrom: 


Would even a single nation begin with the United States this system of 
free commerce, it would be advisable to begin it with that nation, since it is 
one by one only that it can be extended to all. 


Further on, from the same document quoted by the gentleman | 


from New York, I read: 


Our commerce is certainly of a character to entitie it to favor in most | 


countries. The commodities we offer are either necessaries of life or mate- 
rials for manufacture or convenient subjects of revenue, and we take in ex- 
change either manufactures, when they have received the last finish of art 
and industry, or mere luxuries. 


How different the application of Mr. Jefferson’s views from the | 


views of the gentleman from New York [Mr. McCLELLAN] em- 
bodied in this bill. Our tariff laws here were not then restrictive. 
Mr. Jefferson sought a market for agricultural products going 
abroad by giving free trade to finished products coming here. 


Thus he sought to confer a benefit upon the producers and con- | 
This bill proposes leaving the high- | 


sumers of this country alike. 
protective tariff, by which consumers and taxpayers are subjected 
to monopoly and trust robbery at home, untouched and give these 
monopolies and trusts additional advantages by bringing the 

roducts of Cuba. agricultural and horticultural, in competition 
on with our agricultural interests in such a way as to inflict a 
loss upon our producers without reduction of taxation to con- 
sumers and to further enrich the ‘“‘sugar trust.’’ Think of 
Thomas Jefferson standing for such a policy! 

Why, Mr. Jefferson was trying to open a market for the farmers 
of this country, not for the trusts. No man ought to call upon 
the name of Thomas Jefferson and intimate that he would have 
gone down to a helpless country, tied hand and foot, with our 


military governor still there, and say to them, ** You are starving; | 


you are distressed; you have nothing but sugar; we will give you 
20 per cent reduction that will not help our consumers, but go to 
the trusts, but unless you give 20 per cent preferential duty on 
everything manufactured in this country. which the trusts are 


selling abroad for less than they are selling at home, you may | 


starve and your distress go unrelieved.’’ Think of Thomas Jef- 
ferson proposing a thing like that! 


Now, reciprocity treaties, when entered upon, mean the surren- 


der of the constitutional prerogative of this House to originate | 


revenue bills. They mean treaties negotiated by the Senate fix- 
ing all tariff schedules. Over in the Senate, at the other end of 
the Capitol, they have already brought in a report saying that 
they have authority—and I believe they have—to negotiate tariff 
treaties without reference to the wishes or convictions of the 
House of Representatives. Once done, just as in the oleomarga- 
rine and the butter fight, upon which my friends from Minnesota 
and myself are so wide apart, it is a question of the most power- 
ful industry getting the most votes to cripple another. 


Since Mr. Jefferson’s time we have utterly changed our | 


| most powerful? Will organized capital, in the shape of consolida- 
| tion along modern lines, led by those the President of the United 
| States calls ‘‘ captains of industry,’’ be the ones that will go to 
the wall; or will it be the agricultural and horticultural inter- 
| ests of this country that will be sacrificed for trade concession for 


| overprotected monopolies? 
What do you think about it? Other countries will have their 
own peculiar interests to consult. There will be certain classes 
| of goods that they wish to get in here without regard to our in- 
terests, and there will be a conflict of interests at home and abroad. 
Instead of adhering to the true doctrine of Mr. Jefferson, ‘‘ Peace, 
| amity, and commerce with all nations, entangling alliances with 
none,”’ making tariffs here that all could afford to come and do 
| business under upon equal terms, treating them fairly and hon- 
estly and giving them the same —— es, we will have retaliatory 
measures, reprisals, conflicts o y and selfish interests, that 
| will make it impossible to form a scientific, properly adjusted 
schedule for revenue for *‘ the support of the Government hon- 
| estly and economically administered.”’ 
| ow much time have I remaining, Mr. Chairman? 
| The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has four minutes remaining. 
| Mr. BALL of Texas. Now, another thing, Mr. Chairman. 
While I do not believe in the formation of tariff schedules by re- 
ciprocity treaties, Iam not alone in my opinions. The doctrine 
of reciprocity was inaugurated once before in this country and 
| failed, and we are not without Democratic declaration upon that 
| point. After Mr. Blaine had negotiated his celebrated reciprocity 
| treaties the Democratic party met in convention. in 1892, and made 
| the best tariff plank, in my judgment, ever written in the history 
_of the Democratic party. It was short, simple, and easily under- 
| stood. It declared what I believe then and now indorse, ‘that 
| the Government is without constitutional power to lay and col- 
lect taxes except for the support of the Government, honestly and 
seereeenn administered.’’ That was and is good Democracy; 
but they did not stop there. The Blaine treaties had then been 
| negotiated, and here is what they said about that kind of treaties: 


Trade interchange on the basis of reciprocal advantages to the countries 
| participating is a time-honored doctrine of the Democratic faith, but we de- 
nounce the sham reciprocity which juggles with the people’s desire for 
enla: foreign markets and freeer exchange by pretending to estab- 
| lish closer trade relations for a country whose articles of export are almost 
| exclusively agricultural products with other countries that are also agricul 
| tural, while erecting a custom-house barrier of prohibitive tariff taxes against 

the richest, and the countries of the world that stand ready to take our en- 

tire surplus of products, and to exchange therefor commodities which are 
| necessaries and comforts of life among our own people. 


What does this bill propose? Precisely the same character of 
treaty that Mr. Blaine negotiated in the behalf of those same in- 
| terests. Thatis, the concessions we give are purely toagricultural 
products, a menace to the agricultural interests here, while the 
concessions they give us are to the overprotected interests of this 
| country, who, not content with robbing us, desire to go down to 
| Cuba and rob-them to the tune of 20 per cent more than they are 
| now robbing them. So that, as was so tersely and well stated by 
the distinguished gentleman from Ohio, General Dick, whose 
astuteness as @ campaign manager is well known, ‘“‘If you adopt 
| this policy it méans free trade for the farmers and protection for 
the trusts.”’ 
| [Tam sure that no Democrat desires to enter upon such a policy. 
There is another objection. The bill gives double protection. 
| Can that be Democratic? I can prove this proposition absolutely 
beyond question. It is not contended that the present prohibitive 
rates of the Dingley bill, which prevent competition with Ameri- 
can industrial interests here, will be affected so far as our pro- 
ducers and consumers are concerned. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. CLARK. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
| may be allowed to conclude his remarks. 
Mr. PAYNE. I would like to know something about that, for 
| it is about time to adjourn. 
| Mr. BALL of Texas. I do not care to go on to-morrow, and I 
will conclude my remarks in about fifteen minutes. 
Mr. PAYNE. I will not object to fifteen minutes. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
| mous consent that the gentleman from Texas may continue for 
fifteen minutes. Is there objection? [Aftera pause.] The Chair 
| hears none. 

Mr. BALL of Texas. The American consumer will not be 
| benefited by this bill. How about the trusts? I have already 
| shown that the “sugar trust”’ is protected here by a differential 
in their favor which gives them the control of our market by 

naming thé price of raw sugar to the producer and refined sugar 
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to the consumer, and that under this bill the differential is still 
retained enabling the ‘‘ sugar trust’ to buy its raw sugar cheaper 
without the necessity of ray me the price of refined sugar to the 


consumer. It can not be denied also that the — high tariff 
rates effectually prevent foreign competition from forcing a re- 
duction of the price of articles manufactured by the trusts, which 
control the industrial interests of this country. They are there- 
fore left unrestrained to garner enormous profits at the expense 
of our people. That is protection number one. 

Now for the double protection. By this bill we do not demand 
of Cuba that she shall reduce her tariffs upon our goods seeking 
a market there. We simply exact at her hands that she must 
charge all other countries with which she deals 20 per cent higher 
duties than she charges us. Therefore American manufacturers 
who are now getting into Cuba upon equal terms with all the 
world will, when this bill becomes a law, be able to tax Cuba 20 
per cent more than her consumers are now paying. In other 
words, we protect them here against foreign competition and 
force Cuba to protect them there against all competition. 

Now, does not this give the ‘‘ trusts’’ double protection? 

But, Mr. Chairman and fellow-members, there is one proposi- 
tion, which is the last I shall make, which ought to condemn 
this measure in Democratic hearts and Democratic minds—a 
proposition that makes the bill absolutely indefensible from a 
Democratic standpoint. ‘This measure forces Cuba to abandon 
her system of tariff for revenue only and adopt a protective- 
tariff system. What Democrat will defend such a proposition? 
Nay, more; it forces Cuba to adopt a protective system against 
her own interests and not for her protection, but for the protec- 
tion of our industries seeking a market there. We do not say to 
Cuba, ‘‘ Reduce your duties upon our goods and let your con- 
sumers get the benefit thereof,’’ but ‘‘ Make your duties as you 
will, provided they be 20 per cent greater upon the goods of 
other countries than upon our goods.”’ 

Let me demonstrate that Cuba is now upon a revenue basis. 
In the first place, her tariffs have been fixed by our own agents. 
and adjusted for no other purpose than to supply revenues to run 
our military government there. All concessions that could be 
made in our favor have already been made. According to 
Colonel Bliss, our collector at Habana, Cuba’s tariff rates now 
average an advalorem duty of 214 per cent. We furnish Cuba 
all her flour, 75 per cent of her mules, 95 per cent of her hogs, 99 
per cent of. her corn, 89 per cent of her bran and fodder, 98 per 
cent of her oats, 90 per cent of her hay, all her canned, fresh, 
salt, and pickled beef, nearly all her bacon, ham, pork, lard, oleo- 
margarine, condensed milk, wood, lumber, shingles, and furni- 
ture. 

In addition to these products we also send to Cuba, of her total 

imports, brick, 90 per cent; railway and street cars, 99} per cent; 
coal, 99 per cent; steel and steel rails, 88 per cent; agricultural 
machinery, 98 per cent; sewing machines, 90 per cent; engines, 
locomotives, and boilers, 62 per cent; sugar machinery, 93 per 
cent; all other machinery, 88 per cent. Weare therefore not suf- 
fering to get the products of our mines, farms, forests, and pas- 
tures into Cuba. It is true she takes by far the larger part of her 
cotton goods from foreign lands, but that is not due to our inabil- 
ity to get into her market. Cuban rates upon cotton goods is but 
23+ per cent. We get into China in competition with the world 
without a discriminating duty in our favor and without the ad- 
vantage of near-by transportation. The reason we do not get into 
Cuba our cotton goods is that our patterns and styles are not 
adapted to their tastes and our merchants do not give long-time 
accommodations. Other countries have studied their wants; we 
must do the same. 
_ But I have digressed somewhat from the proposition that Cuba 
1s now upon a revenue basis so far as her tariff rates are concerned. 
I will say in passing that our agricultural products, sugar ma- 
chinery, and structural iron are now practically upon the free 
list, the rate upon the latter being only 5 per cent ad valorem 
duty. It developed before the Ways and Means Committee that 
the revenues derived from the present tariff were hardly sufficient 
to support the government, and that the Cubans were disinclined 
to resort to other forms of taxation. Under the Platt amendment 
Cuba can not contract debts in excess of her revenues. There- 
fore, to give us the  pretencntial duty of 20 per cent demanded by 
this bill, she must do it not by lowering her duty upon our goods, 
but by raising her duties upon foreign goods, thereby necessarily 
“t M pedir bedicnnp bye in compl 

n proof of m: ent t wo necessary, in comply- 

ing with this bill, to have Cuba change her revenue i. 
protects , I quote from the testimony of Colonel Bliss 
fore the Ways and Means Committee: 


In order to secure this trade it would be to inaugurate a new 


cent higher. In some cases it need not be that high, while in others it would 
have to be higher. 

Commenting upon this statement, the chairman of the commit- 
tee [Mr. Payne] said: 
. Semaaty advanced, in other words, to give the trade to the United 


To which Colonel Bliss replied: 
Yes, sir. 


Some gentlemen insist that Cuba might reduce her tariffs upon 

our coals and not raise them upon other foreign goods and still 
have revenues sufficient for her purposes. This upon the theory 
that a reduction of duty might increase importations and cause 
a corresponding increase of revenue. While this might be true, 
and would be true if Cuba had a protective system now, it is not 
true that you can increase revenues by lowering duties upon im- 
portations already admitted upon a revenue basis. 

But, Mr. Chairman, even if we concede that the Cubans would 
reduce their tariff upon our goods going there under this bill and 
not raise her duties upon importations from other countries, my 
sar empates is still true; because if Cuba can afford to lower her 

uties upon our products and increase her revenues, it is also true 
that she could lower her duties upon other foreign importations 
and increase her revenue thereby and give her consumers the 
benefit of competition. Gentlemen who contend otherwise are 
begging the — and standing out against a common-sense 
proposition. e whole nner of the bill is tosay to Cuba, “‘ You 
must give American industries protection to the extent of 20 per 
cent against foreign competition.”’ 

Now, where is the Democrat who can consistently say that pro- 
tection is all wrong for American industries at our expense and 
all right in Cuba at her expense for the benefit of interests not 
her own? It is high handed and indefensible for us to go to help- 
less Cubans, under the pretense of giving them relief and giving 
them liberty, and say to them, you must make a perpetual treaty 
that you will at all times give the industrial interests of this 
country the advantage of 20 per cent, and 20 per cent protection, 
regardless of what your interests may be and regardless of what 
the cost to the consumers in Cuba may be. 

If there is a Democrat that will get up here and announce that 
that proposition is not absolutely indefensible, that it is not 
orale immoral, outrageously unjust, undemocratic in substance, 
in form, and in everything that goes to make up Democratic 
faith and Democratic doctrine, I want to hear him. It makes no 
difference what gentlemen’s views may be as to whether this re- 
lief will go to Cuba or whether relief ought to go to Cuba, they 
ought not to violate Democratic doctrine in order to advance self- 
ish special interests. 

Members are here condemning Louisiana sugar men and beet- 
sugar men for voting in their interest, as they say, regardless of 
Democracy, and yet they pro to vote for a bill that forces 
Cubans to protect American industries for all time to come to 
the extent of 20 per cent against all foreign competition. How 
dare they criticise Louisiana Democrats and beet-sugar men for 
saying it is wrong to make an exception against them in a manner 
that does not inure to the benefit of the American consumer un- 
_ the pretense of tariff reduction or getting reciprocal trade re- 
ations? 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it is not my purpose to attempt to influ- 
ence any Democrat on this floor. Icare not how the Republicans 
vote, but, when Democrats tell me that in order to prevent criti- 
cism at home, for fear somebody will say that I voted against 
tariff reduction, and to avoid the necessity of an explanation, I 
should vote for this un-Republican and un-Democratic measure. 
this hybrid which comes here under the tongue of disrepute, repu- 
diated by the Cubans themselves (because their absentee President 
says that less than 33} per cent will do Cuba no good, and General 

eod tells you that 20 per cent reduction will do Cuba no good), 

I answer that I will not accept such advice. 

So far as I am concerned, when I get home they will not ask me 
for an explanation. The only explanation that was ever asked of 

| a Democrat down in the Democratic stronghold of Texas is, How 
comes so many Democrats to vote with the Republicans? [Laugh- 
ter.] We always have to explain that when we do. [Laughter.] 
No Democrat was ever asked, when the Populist party was about 
to take Texas away from the Democracy, why Democrats voted 
against Republican measures. The question was always, Why 
do so many Democrats vote with Republicans in Congress and 
help them get through their measures? [Laughter. | 

is an Administration measure; this is a tcust measure; 

this is an un-Democratic measure. I do not care about its viola- 
tion of Republican-platform pledges—it does not come here un- 
der the banner of Democracy. There is no Domocratic stand- 
point from which you can defend it, and if I have to make an 
explanation when I go home, I am going to cast a vote here that 
I can explain when I reach there 
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I will not cast a vote that the only explanation I could give 
would be that I was afraid that somebody might think I voted 
against tariff reduction, when, if any man asked me if it was for | 
tariff reduction, I would be obliged to tell him no. 


I expect to vote, as I have in the past, according to my convic- | 


tions, with sincerity and perfect fidelity to my serse of duty and 
allegiance to Democracy, conceding to every gentleman here on 
this side of the Chamber, if he sees fit to differ with me, the right 
to do so. 


to the ground to hear the rumbling of popular opinion. 


I intend to so vote that I cam go home and say to my people: | 
This bill was not approved by anybody; that it came in here as a | 
compromise Republican Administration measure as the handi- | 


work of Republicans whipped into line by patronage and prom- 
ises of various kinds and under pressure from improper influences. 
I do not want to be obliged to admit that we got into the Repub- 
lican band wagon for fear somebody would think we were all 
gone wrong on tariff reform. 

I will tell them I believed the measure was brought in to help 
out the Republican Administration, to help out the Republican 
leaders from an unpleasant dilemma; that it was Democratic in 
no degree or in any respect; that it gave double protection to the 
trusts; that it put $8,000,000 into the pockets of the sugar trust 
and took it out of the Federal Treasury without any benefit to the 
American consumer; that it is sham reciprocity; that we were 
holding up the Cubans while they were helpless and forcing them 
to accept conditions more onerous than the Platt amendment. 

I will tell them these were my honest, conscientious convictions, 
and they will say to me what they have always said heretofore— 
that ‘“‘ We want you to vote your convictions, even if you make a 
mistake sometimes, because we don’t want a Representative that 


is afraid to vote against Republican principles for fear he will | 


incur criticism at home.”’ [Prolonged applause. ] 

Mr. PAYNE. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. DaLzEL.L having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SHzRMAN reported 
that the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 12765) to provide for 


reciprocal trade relations with Cuba, and had come to no resolu- | 


tion thereon. 
SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their appro- 
priate committees, as indicated below: 

S. R. 74. Joint resolution relating to publications of the Geo- 
logical Survey—to the Committee of Printing. 

S. 234. An act granting an increase of pension to James Frey— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 694. An act granting a pension to Jane Caton—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions; 

S. 899. An act granting an increase of pension to George F. 
Bowers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions; 

S. 1934. An act to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Biloxi, im the State of 


Mississippi—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds; 
S. 2409. An act granting an increase of pension to John A. 


Rotan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 2738. An act granting an increase of pension to James W. 
Hankins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


S. 2975. An act granting an imcrease of pension to Levi 
Hatchett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3334. An act granting an imcrease of pension to Thomas E. 
James—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


S. 3421. An act for the relief of Eleonora G. Goldsborough—to 
» Ce ‘ pmimit te e on Claims. 
3992. An act granting an increase of pension to David M. 
Mc Knight —t » the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4042. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Norton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

And then, on motion of Mr. Paywe (at 5 o'clock and 12 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


er clanse 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
utions were taken from the ‘Speaker’ s table and referred as 
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tter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of Her- 
man Graef against the United States—to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War. transmitting a letter from 
the > Surgeon-Gene ral of the Army and recommending the retire- 
ment of that officer with the rank of major-general—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
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I intend always to cast my vote regardless of what | 
somebody at home may be thinking, and without keeping my ear | 
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A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response 
to the inquiry of the House, a report in relation to improvements 
| in the Missouri River near St. Joseph—to the Committee on Riv- 
| ers and Harbors, and ordered to be —— 

A letter from the Secretary of , recommending certain 
_ amendments in the fortifications sanuaniation bill—to the Com- 
| mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. MOODY of Oregon, from the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2632) to 
amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act granting to the Clearwater Valley 
_ Railway Company a right of way through the Nez Perces Indian 
_land in Idaho,” reported the same without amendment, accom- 

panied by a report (No. 1515); which said bili and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH, from the Committee on Pacific 
Railroads, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
10299) authorizing the Santa Fe Pacific Railway Company to sell 
or lease its railroad property and franchises, and for other pur- 
poses, reported the same with amendments, accompanied by a re- 

| port (No. 1518); which said bill and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. GRIFFITH. from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3800) to grant cer- 
tain lands to the State of Idaho, re —— same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report ( 1519); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Cecmmiies of the Whole House on 
| the state of the Union. 
| Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
| to which was referred the joint resolution of the Senate (8S. R 56) 
| providing for a modification in the adopted project for the im- 
provement of Everett Harbor, Washington, reported the same 
with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1520); which 
said joint resolution and report were referred to the House Cal- 
| endar. 
| REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 20f Rule XII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 945) 
granting an increase of pension to William W. Richardson, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
1516); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12468) 
for the relief of Phineas Curran, reported the same with amend- 
ments, accompanied by a report (No. 1517); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SALMON, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
refe rw the bill of the House (H. R. 4969) for the Telief of Madi- 
son County, Ky., reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1521); which said bill and report were 
re ferred to the Private Calendar. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of the following bills; which were referred as 
follows: 

A bill (H. R. 3243) granting a pension to William Cromie— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 13148) for the relief of the personal representa 
tives of John McCabe and Patrick McCabe, deceased —Commit- 
tee on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on War 
Claims. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 
By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 13474) provi for the 
construction of 30 submarine torpedo boats—to the tee 
on Naval Affairs. 














1902. 





By Mr. YOUNG: A bill (H. R. 18475) to provide for the im- 
provement in breeding of horses for general-purpose uses, and to 
enable the United States to procure better remounts for the cav- 
alry and artillery service—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R. 18500) for the establish- 
ment of a light-house and fog signal at Isle au Haut, Me.—tothe 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. OLMSTED, from the Committee on Elections No. 2: 
A resolution (H. Res. 205) on the contested-election case of John 
E. Fowler v. Charles R. Thomas—to the House Calendar. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 13476) granting a pension 
to James Hawkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 18477) granting an increase of 
pension to Jason Stevens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOUGLAS: A bill (H. R. 18478) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles La Forest—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 
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By Mr. GILLET of New York: A bill (H. R. 13479) granting 
a pension to Ira P. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HANBURY: A bill (H. R. 18480) to provide an Ameri- 
can register for the steamer Brooklyn—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. JACKSON of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 13481) to correct 
the military record of William Martinson—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KEHOE: A bill (H. R. 13482) granting an increase of 
— to Benjamin B. Morris—to the Committee on Invalid 

-ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18483) for the relief of Robert Ross—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LESSLER: A bill (H. R. 13484) granting a pension to 
Hermann Cantor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 13485) granting a pen- 
sion to Louisa Josephine Stanwood—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18486) granting an increase of pension to 
Elvira P. Gill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. METCALF: A bill (H. R. 13487) granting a pension to 
Cornelia A. Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

sy Mr. BURK of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 13488) granting 


a pension to George A. Cooper—to the Committee on Invalid | 


Pensions. 


By Mr. POWERS of Maine: A bill (H. R. 13489) to remove | 7 ive Stock World, requesting the enactment of the Wadsworth 


the charge of desertion from the military record of Ephraim W. 
Reynolds—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18490) granting a pension to Wilson M. 
Mayo—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13491) granting a pension to Franklin 
Palmer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

_ By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 13492) granting an 
increase of pension to John W. Simpson—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18498) for the relief of Lewis Anderson—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

_ By Mr. STORM: A bill (H. R. 13494) to provide for the exten- 
sion of letters patent for an ‘‘ Improvement in insulating sub- 
marine cables’’—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 13495) for 
the relief of R. N. White—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18496) for the relief of the heirs of C. H. 
Foy—to the Committee on War Claims. 





By Mr. YOUNG: A bill (H. R. 13497) for the relief of the heirs of 
Dr. Samuel E. Hall, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13498) for the relief of John T. Brewster— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 18499) granting 
a pension to Adam Young—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

4 By Mr. ADAMS: Resolution of Typographical Union No. 2, of 
T hiladelphia, Pa., in opposition to House bill 5777, amending the 
copyright law—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. BROWN: Resolutions of the Wisconsin Farmers’ In- 
stitute, Oconomowoc, Wis., relative to the coloring of oleomarga- 
rine—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of the same institution, in favor of the rural 
free-delivery system—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 





Post- 5 
Also, resolutions of the same, favoring a bill for the establish- 
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ment and maintenance of schools of mines and mining—to the 
Committee on Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. BURK of Pennsylvania: Resolution of Typographical 
Union No. 2, of Philadelphia, Pa., in opposition to House bill 
5777, amending the copyright law—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, petition of Naval Command No. 1, Camp 91, Spanish- 
American War Veterans, Philadelphia, Pa., in support of House 
bill 3097, to reimburse them for money spent in clothing, etc.—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petitions of mariners and citizens of 
Gloucester, Me., and vicinity, for a light-house at the southwest 
entrance of Isle au Haut Thoroughfare, State of Maine—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CANNON: Papers to accompany House bill 13472, grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Lewis E. Wilcox—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. , 

By Mr. CASSEL: Resolutions of Lieutenant William N. Child 
Post, No, 226, Marietta, Pa., and John M. Good Post, No. 502, 
Elizabethtown, Pa., Grand Army of the Republic, approving of 
House bill 3067—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOMBS: Petition of R. Wylie and others, of Napa, 
Cal., asking for an amendment to the Constitution defining legal 
marriage—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of Retail Clerks’ Union No. 506, of Petaluma, 
Cal., favoring the reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion law—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the same, favoring the Chinese-exclusion 
act—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CONRY: Petition of Charles McManus and others, urg- 
ing the passage of House bills 178 and 179, proposing to reduce 
the tax on whisky—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COONEY: Protest of business men of Humansville, Mo., 
against the enactment of House bill 6578, known as the parcels- 





| post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


By Mr. CROMER: Petition of A. McCormick and others, urging 
the passage of House bills 178 and 179, proposing to reduce the tax 
on whisky—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of Typographical Union No. 284, of Anderson, 
Ind., relating to House bill 5777—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, resolution of Bolt and Nut Makers’ Union, of Muncie, 
Ind., favoring an educational qualification for immigrants—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. FEELY: Petitions of sundry Polish societies of Chi- 
cago, [l., favoring House bill 16, for the erection of an equestrian 
statue to the late General Pulaski at Washington, D. C.—to the 
Committee on the Library. 

Also, petitions of the Chicago Daily Drovers’ Journal and the 


substitute in lieu of House bill 9206—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. HANBURY: Papers to accompany House bill 13216, for 
the relief of Simon W. Larkin—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 7775, granting an increase 
of pension to David Parker—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


| sions. 


Also, memorial of the New York Produce Exchange, favoring 
House bill 8837, to amend an act to regulate commerce—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of Levi P. Morton Club, Ocean Hill Repub- 
lican Club, of Brooklyn, and Coopers’ International Union No. 2, 
of New York City, in favor of the proposed increase of pay of 
letter carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


8. 

Also, letters of New York and Cuba Mail Steamship Company, 
of New York, Holland-American Line, of New York, Hamburg- 
American Line, of New York, and John C. Seager Company, of 
New York, protesting against the passage of House bill No. 9059, 
known as the Tawney bill—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Resolutions of Federal Labor Union of 
Centerville, Iowa, favoring an educational qualification for im- 
migrants—-to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 

By Mr. JACK: Petition of J. M. Guffey Division, No. 579, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Greensburg, Pa. , favor- 
ing the passage of the Hoar-Grosvenor anti-injunction bill—to the 
Committee.on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Transfiguration Society, of Mount Pleas- 
ant, Pa., favoring the erection of a statue to the late Brigadier- 
— Count Pulaski at Washington—to the Committee on the 

ibrary. 

Also, petition of G. W. M. Henry and others of Latrobe, Pa., 
urging the passage of House bills 178 and 179, proposing to reduce 
the tax on whisky—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of Finley Patch Post, No. 137, Blairsville, Pa., 
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and E. R. Brady Post, No. 242, Brookville, Pa., Grand Army of 


the Republic, favoring a bill providing pensions to certain officers | 
and men in the Army and Navy of the United States when 50 | 
years of age and over, and increasing widows’ pensions to $12 | 
| House bill for the relief of the heirs of C. H. Foy—to the 


per month—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KERN: Resolutions of the Labor Union No. 8060, of 
New Athens, and Labor Union No. 8997, of Salem, II1., favoring 
an educational qualification for immigrants—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolutions of Lodge No. 545, Brotherhood of Railroad 
Trainmen, of East St. Louis, Ill., in support of the bill known as 
‘*the Foraker-Corliss safety-appliance bill’’—to .the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of Ellsworth Post, No. 669, Grand Army of 
the Republic, Columbia, Il., favoring the construction of war 
vesse!s in the United States navy-yards—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. LANHAM: Resolutions of Lodge No. 491, Brotherhood 
of Locomotive Firemen, Austin, Tex., favoring an educational 
restriction on immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

Also, resolutions of the same lodge, in favor of the exclusion of 
the Chinese—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: Petition of citizens of Thomaston, 
Me., for an appropriation for a monument to the memory of 
Maj. Gen. Henry Knox—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, resolutions of Pine Tree Lodge, No. 366, Brotherhood of 
Railroad Trainmen, for the further restriction of immigration— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 


By Mr. LLOYD: Protest of 54 merchants of Clarence, Mo., | 


against the enactment of a parcels-post law—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Canton, Mo., asking for the passage 
of House bills 178 and 179—to the Committee on Waysand Means. 

By Mr. MAHON: Resolutions of Surgeon Charles Bower Post, 
No. 457, Newton, Pa., and A. G. Tucker Post, No. 52, Lewisburg, 
Pa., Grand Army of the Republic, favoring the passage of House 
bill 3067—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MUTCHLER: Paper to accompany House bill 13451, to 
correct the military record of Charles Mohn—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also. papers to accompany House bill 12382, granting a pension 
to William Sands—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. resolutions of Robert Oldham Post, No. 527, and L. F. 
Chapman Post, No. 61,Grand Army of the Republic, Department 
of Pennsylvania, favoring the passage of House bill 3067—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. resolutions of Street Railway Employees, Division No. 
169, of Easton, Pa.. favoring restriction of immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolution of Typographical Union No. 2, of Philadelphia, 
Pa.. in opposition to House bill 5777, amending the copyright 
law—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, resolution of Onoka Lodge, No. 211, Brotherhood of Loco- 
motive Firemen, Easton, Pa., asking that the desert-land laws be 
repealed, etc.—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also. resolutions of Onoka Lodge. Brotherhood of Locomotive 
Firemen, and Electrical Workers’ Union No. 91, of Easton, Pa., 
favoring the exclusion of Chinese laborers—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

3y Mr. OTJEN: Petition of J. E. Rivers and other citizens of 
Wisconsin in favor of House bills 178 and 179, reducing the tax 
on distilled spirits—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Resolution of Milkmen’s Protective Union 
No. 8744, Rochester, N. Y., favoring the construction of war ves- 
sels at the Government navy-yards—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. POWERS of Maine: Paper to accompany House bill 
for the relief of Franklin Palmer—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: Paper to accompany 
House bill for the relief of Carter B. Harrison—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill for the relief of B. C. 
Knapp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBENSON of Indiana: Petition of Federal Labor Union 


No. 6620, of Fort Wayne, Ind., favoring the restriction of the | 
| Union No. 284, of Anderson, Ind., remonstrating against the 


| adoption of certain amendments to the copyright law; which was 


immigration of cheap labor from the south and east of Europe— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 


By Mr. RYAN: Petition of Buffalo Branch of International | 


Musical Union, asking for amendment of section 5 of the immi- | 
| of Bass and Woodworth, and of the Western Furniture Company 


gration law to protect American musicians—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. ; 
By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: Papers to accompany House bill 


granting an increase of pension to John W. Simpson—to the Com- 


mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
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House bill 13320, grant- 


By Mr. STARK: Papers to may 
. Simmons—to the Com- 


ing an increase of pension to Charles 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: Paper to accompany 
‘om.- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill for the relief of R. N. 
White—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: ay to accompany House 
bill 13499, granting a pension to Adam Young—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON: Resolutions of Levi P. Morton Club, of 
Brooklyn, N. Y., indorsing House bill 6279, to increase the pay of 
on carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

oads. 

Also, resolutions of the Sam Smith Protective Union, No. 9099, 
of Brooklyn, favoring restriction of immigration—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. YOUNG: Petition of Miriam Hibbs and other citizens 
of Philadelphia, Pa., for an amendment to the Constitution pre- 
Mw polygamous marriages—to the Committee on the Ju- 

iciary. 

Also, petition of John Kilinski Society, of Philadelphia, Pa.., 
fovoring the passage of House bill 16—to the Committee on the 
Library. . 

Also, petition of Typographical Union of Philadelphia, Pa., 
urging the defeat of House bill 5777 and Senate bill 2894, amend- 
ing the copyright law—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, petition of the Woman Suffrage Society of the county of 
Philadelphia, Pa., asking for the oars of a commission 
to investigate woman suffrage in Western States—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ZENOR: Resolutions of Clark Lodge, No. 297, Brother- 
hood of Locomotive Firemen, Jeffersonville, Ind., favoring an 
educational qualification for immigrants—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, April 10, 1902, 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mitsurn, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. GALLINGER, onl by unanimons 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap- 
proved, without objection. It is approved. 

SURG. GEN. GEORGE M. STERNBERG. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from 
the Surgeon-General of the Army, giving his reasons why Con- 
gress should retire him with the rank of major-general in the 
Army of the United States on the 8th of June next; which, with 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

THE TRANSPORT SERVICE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of January 21, 1902, a letter from the Commissary 
General, inclosing a revised exhibit showing the cost to the Sub- 
sistence Department of the United States transports plying be- 
tween the United States and the Philippine Islands during the 
year ended December 31, 1901, etc.; which, with the accompany- 
ing papers, was ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 

SPANISH TREATY CLAIMS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Attorney-General, transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of the 24th ultimo, a list of the claims which he is 
nish Treaty Claims Commission, 
together with the number, the names and residences of all the 
claimants, the citizenship, etc.; which, with the accompanying 
papers, was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and 


| ordered to be printed. 


c PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a memorial of Typographical 


referred to the Committee on Patents. 
He also presented petitions of the Puritan Bed Spring Company 


all of the city of Indianapolis, in the State of Indiana, praying ‘oT 
the adoption of certain amendments to the interstate-commerc* 


' law; which were referred to the Committee on Interstate (om~- 


merce, 
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He also presented a petition of Joseph C. Miller Post, No. 498, 
Department of Indiana, Grand Army of the Republic, of Avon, 
oe praying for the enactment of legislation authorizing the 
construction of war vessels in the navy-yards of the country; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of Textile Workers’ Local Union 
No. 155, of Fort Wayne, and of Machinists’ Local Union, of In- 
dianapolis, in the State of Indiana, a for the enactment of | 
legislation providing an educational test for immigrants to this 
country; which were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. GAMBLE oss a memorial of Typographical Union 
No. 218, of Sionx Falls, 8S. Dak., remonstrating against the adop- 
tion of certain amendments to the present copyright law; which 
was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. McCOMAS presented memorials of sundry citizens of 
Showell and Berlin, in the State of Maryland, remonstrating 
against the repeal of the present canteen law; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Twenty-sixth Encampment 
of the Department of Maryland, Grand Army of the Republic, 
of Baltimore, Md., praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
viding for such military instruction in the public schools as will 
be largely directed to improvement in marksmanship with the 
rifle; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Twenty-sixth Annual En- 
campment of the Department of Maryland, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Baltimore, Md., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to remove the objections to and secure a commission in the 
Army of the United States to George L. Fisher; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Baltimore, 
Md., praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion to prohibit polygamy; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of the Granite Cutters’ Union, | 
American Federation of Labor, of Baltimore; of Blacksmiths’ 
Local Union No. 121, American Federation of Labor, of Balti- | 
more, and of Reno Post, No. 4, Department of Maryland, Grand | 
Army of the Republic, of Hagerstown, all in the State of Mary- 
land, praying for the enactment of legislation authorizing the con- | 
struction of war vessels in the navy-yards of thecountry; which | 
were referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Baltimore, 
Md., remonstrating against the adoption of the London landing 
clause to steamship bills of lading; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of Chesapeake Council, No. 16, 
Daughters of Liberty, of Havre de Grace; of Independent Trades 
Council, American Dolention of Labor, of Cumberland, and of 
the Granite Cutters’ Union, American Federation of Labor, of 
Baltimore, all in the State of Maryland, praying for the reenact- | 
a . the Chinese-exclusion law; which were ordered to lie on 

16 Table, 

He also aera a petition of sundry members of the Junior | 
Order of United American Mechanics of the State of Maryland, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to suppress anarchy; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Maryland, 
praying for the adoption of certain amendments to the internal- 
revenue laws relative to the tax on distilled spirits; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Stockton, Cal., praying that an appropriation be made for the | 
construction of a diverting canal to carry the flood waters of 
Mormon Channel into the Calaveras River; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented memorials of Typographical Union No. 198, 
American Federation of Labor, of Port orth, Tex.; of Typo- 
graphical Union No. 182, American Federation of Labor, of Akron, 
Ohio, and of Typographical Union No. 87, American Federation 
of Labor, of Houston, Tex., remonstrating against the adoption 
of cortain amendments to the copyright law; which were referred 
to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of the Boston Fruit and Pro- | 
duce Exchange, of Boston, Mass., praying for the adoption of 
certain amendments to the interstate-commerce law enlarging the 
powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. : 

Mr. ELKINS presented a petition of Lodge No. 286, Brother- | 
hood of Locomotive Engineers, of Hinton, W. Va., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to exclude the Chinese; which was | 
ordered to lie on the table. : 

He also presented a petition of sundry telegraph operators of : 
the ne and Ohio Railroad, praying for the passage of the | 
so-called Hoar anti-injunction bili, to limit the meaning of the | 
word “ conspiracy ’’ and the use of ‘restraining orders and in- 





yomeeene ” in certain cases; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented a petition of Lodge No. 236, Brotherhood of 
Locomotive Engineers, of Hinto, W. Va., praying for the passage 
of the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill, to limit the meaning of 
the word “‘ conspiracy’’ and the use of “ restraining orders and 
injunctions”’’ in certain cases, and for the passage of the so-called 
Foraker-Corliss safety appliance bill; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of West Vir- 
ginia, praying for the adoption of certain amendments to the 
internal-revenue laws relative to the tax on distilled spirits; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Lodge No. 1, Knights of Fidelity, 
of Wheeling, W. Va., praying for a reduction of the internal-rev- 
enue tax on whisky; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. CULLOM presented the petition of John Buell and 48 other 
citizens of Geneseo, Ill., praying for the adoption of an amend- 
ment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; whith was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BATE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Unitia, 
Tenn., praying for the reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion law; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 2062) to authorize the Western Bridge 
Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the Ohio 
River, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Commerce, reported 
an amendment proposing to appropriate, not exceeding $45,000, 
for constructing a modern steel auxiliary steamship, with a fog 
signal, for Southeast Shoal, Point au Pelee Passage, Lake Erie, 
intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill, and 
moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 


| and printed; which was agreed to. 


He also, from the same committee, reported an amendment 
proposing to appropriate $4,000 for the maintenance of a light- 
ship on Southeast Shoal, Point au Pelee Passage, Lake Erie, in- 
tended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill, and 
moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. WETMORE, from the Committee on the Library, reported 
an amendment proposing to appropriate $3,000 for the purchase 
of marble busts of the late Justin S. Morrill, a Senator from Ver- 


| mont, and the late Daniel W. Voorhees, a Senator from Indiana, 


to be placed in the Congressional Library building, intended to 
be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill, and moved 


| that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 


printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS, from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 5113) to provide 
for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building 
thereon to be used for a Hall of Records, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. QUARLES on the 
8th instant, proposing to appropriate $15,000 for the establish- 
ment of a light-ship to mar« the shoal known as Peshtigo Reef, 
in Green Bay. Wisconsin, reported favorably thereon, and moved 
that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 6699) granting a pension to Esther A. C. Hardee; 

A bill (H. R. 10090) granting a pension to James F. P. John- 


| ston: 


A bill (H. R. 11924) granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
H. Delony; 

A bill (H. R. 12697) granting a pension to M. C. Rogers; and 

A bill (H. R. 12136) granting an increase of pension to Stephen 


| May. 


Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 


| was referred the bill (S. 3321) granting a pension to Patrick J. 


Murphy, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 


| thereon. 


Mr. TURNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 5910) granting an increase of pension to Reuben 
Wellman; and 

A bill (H. R. 2919) granting a pension to Christiana Steiger. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. Mircue.. Febra- 
ary 17, 1902, proposing to appropriate $20,000 for additions and 
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improvements to the Columbia River Quarantine Station, near 
Astoria, Oreg., reported it with an amendment, and moved that 
it be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 4992) to provide an American register for the bark Home- 
ward Bound, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9018) granting a pension to 
Ida D. Greene, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 3264) granting an increase of pension to 
William B. Matney, reported it without amendment, and submit- 
ted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (8. 2461) granting an increase of pension to George W. Mc- 
Dowell, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon. ° 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 4288) granting an increase of pension to 
Philo F. Englesby, reported it without amendment, anid submitted 
a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them each with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon: 

A bill (S. 3279) granting a pension to John Coolen; 

A bill (H. R. 9290) granting a pension to Frances L. Ackley; and 

A bill (H. R. 611) granting an increase of pension to Theodore 
F. Collins. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the following bills, reported them each with an amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 4893) granting an increase of pension to William M. 
Hodge; and 

A bill (H. R. 8415) granting a pension to Mary L. Dibert. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 6895) granting an increase of pension to Richard 
P. Nichuals; and 

A bill (H. R. 9415) granting an increase of pension to James 
Matthews. 

PROTECTION OF NATIVE RACES AGAINST INTOXICANTS. 
Mr. PLATT of New York. From the Committee on Printing 


I report a resolution, and I ask for its present consideration. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate, That there be printed, in pamphlet form, 10,000 ad- | 


ditional copies of Senate Document No. 200, entitled ** Protection of native 
races against intoxicants,’ being a compilation of treaties and laws for the 
protection of native races against intoxicants, with extracts from messages 
of Presidents and ex-Presidents and justices of the Supreme Court, for dis- 
tribution by the Senate. 


Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire what are the native races. 


Are we foreign races, and are we not to be protected against in- | 


toxicants? 


Mr. PLATT of New York. We are not included in this publi- | 
cation, and the resolution does not apply to the Philippines, | 


either. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not object to the Senator’s resolution, of 
course; but it strikes me that the title is a little curiously worded. 
I have great respect for the movement for protection against in- 
toxicants. However. as I understand the title, we are not native 
races. but some classes of foreigners are. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. We leave that for the Senator to 
decide after he reads the document. There are only $85 involved 
in the printing. 

Mr. HOAR. If we can be protected against intoxicants for $85, 
I will not object. [Laughter.] 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the resolution? 


Is there objection to the pres- 


The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and | 


agreed to. 
ABBIE GEORGE. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, about three weeks ago a 


bill granting an increase of pension to Abbie George passed the | 


Senats i likewise passed the House of Representatives. It 
t there was a mistake in the service of the soldier. It 


: as Company F, Twenty-sixth New York Infantry, in- 


seems t! 


Was £ive 


stead of Company F, Twenty-sixth New York Volunteer Cavalry. | 


It was one of those little mistakes that will occur sometimes. 
The President was requested by a concurrent resolution to return 
the bill to the Senate, and it was returned. I now report a new 
bill. which was introduced on the 5th instant by the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. DiLLinGHam], with the soldier’s service corrected, 
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and I ask unanimous consent that it be put upon its passage. It 
is Senate bill 4969. 

There being no objection, the bill (S. 4969) granting an increase 
of pension to Abbie George was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Abbie George, widow of Rufus L. George, late of Company F, 
Twenty-sixth Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry, and to 
pay her a pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 
Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 5125) granting an increase of 


| pension to William H. Cummings; which was read twice by its 


title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 5126) for the relief of William O. Saville (with an 
acca paper); 

A bill (S. 5127) for the relief of William A. Wroe (with an ac- 
companying paper); 

A bill (S. 5128) for the relief of Sarah E. Cady; 

A bill (S. 5129) for the relief of the heirs of Michael Carling, 
assignee of Joseph R. Shannon, deceased; 

A bill (S. 5180) for the relief of the estate of Richard Lawson 
(with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (8S. 5181) to refund to the city of Ses State of 
Maryland, money expended in said city in paving College avenue 
and North West street in front of United States Government 


»sroperty. 
| Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (S. 5132) to place Henry 
Biederbick, Julius R. Frederick, Francis Long, and Maurice 
Connell on the retired list of enlisted men of the Army; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5133) granting an increase of pen- 


| sion to Augusta Neville Leary; which was read twice by its title, 





| and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S. 5134) for the relief of R. A. 
Myrick; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5135) for the relief of the estate of 
Samuel D. Kelley, deceased; which was read twice by its title, 

| and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

| Mr. ELKINS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 5136) for the 
| relief of Emmert, Dunbar & Co.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5137) for the relief of Elizabeth M. 
| Earle, administratrix of the estate of ,J-_B. Earle, deceased; 

which was read twice by its title. and, with the accompanying 
paper. referred to the Committee on Claims. 
| He also introduced a bill (S. 5138) granting a pension to Eli B. 
| Riggs; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. KITTREDGE introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers. referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 5139) granting an increase of pension to Henry C. 
Hyde; 

A bill (S. 
and 

A bill (8. 
rett. 

Mr. SIMON introduced a bill (8. 5142) granting a pension to 
Daniel J. Cooney; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced a bill (S. 5143) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William P. Rhodes; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5144) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to James 8. Cox; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. MILLARD introduced a bill (S. 5145) granting an increase 
of pension to John Harris; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 
| He also introduced a bill (S. 5146) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to John G. Snook; which was read twice by its title, and, 

abe accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
ensions. 

Mr. DEBOE introduced a bill (S. 5147) granting an increase of 
pension to Madison Sullivan; which was read twice by its title, 


5140) granting an increase of pension to Dudley Cary; 


5141) granting an increase of pension to Charles Bar- 
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and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5148) granting a pension to John 
W. Kinney; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5149) for the relief of William R. 
Ballard; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 5150) granting an increase 
of pension to Joseph Taylor; which was read twice by its title, 

and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. GAMBLE introducod a bill (S. 5151) to extend the benefits 
of the act of June 27, 1890, to the members of the company of 
Indian scouts under command of Brig. Gen. Alfred Sully in 1864 
and 1865; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. GAMBLE. To accompany the bill, I present a memoran- 
dum to it, which I move be printed as a document and referred, 
together with the bill, to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. . 

Mr. DUBOIS introduced a bill (S. 5152) granting an increase 
of pension to Marcellus M. M. Martin; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 5153) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Eri W. Pinkham; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 5154) for the relief of 
William H. Crook; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced a bill (8S. 5155) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John VY. Lambertson; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 5156) granting a pension 
to Effie Cochnower; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 5157) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Elizabeth M. Muller; which was read twice by its title, 
—_ with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (8S. 5158) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a buil thereon at Kirks- 
ville, in the State of Missouri; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. DANIEL (by uest) introduced the following bills; 
which were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to 
the Committee on ims: 

A = (8. 5159) for the relief of the heirs of John H. Rixey, de- 
ceased; 

A bill (8S. 5160) for the relief of the estate of Sina Hughlett, 
deceased; 

A bill (8. 5161) for the relief of James K. Skinker; 

A bill (S. 5162) for the relief of the heirs of John B. Almond, 
deceased; 

A a (S. 5168) for the relief of the estate of W. H. Harrison, 

eceased; 

‘ A 7 5164) for the relief of the estate of John B. Crenshaw, 
eceased; 

A bill (S. 5165) for the relief of Pickrell & Brooks; 

A bill (8. 5166) for the relief of William Mason; 

A bill (8. 5167) for the relief of John N. Bell; 

_A. bill (8. 5168) for the relief of the estate of Richard M. Har- 
rison, deceased; 

‘ A ee 5169) for the relief of the estate of William Fletcher, 
eceased; 

‘ A en 5170) forthe relief of the estate of William A. Bowen, 
eceased; 

A bill (S. 5171) for the relief of Benjamin M. Yancey; 

: A — 5172) for the relief of the estate of Henry S. Williams, 
eceased: 

A rng (S. 5178) for the relief of the estate of Robert Barr, de- 
Ceased; 

s A —— 5174) for the relief of the estate of William Shreve, 
eceased: 

A bill (8.5175) for the relief of the estate of W. A. Stringfellow, 
deceased; 

A bill (8. 5176) for the relief of Charles A. Newlon; 

A _ (S. 5177) for the relief of the heirs of Henry Sinon, de- 
ceased; 


‘= (S. 5178) for the relief of the estate of Peter Sheets, de- 
cea: . 


A bill (S. 5179) for the relief of R. A. Young: 
A bill (S. 5180) for the relief of Luther and Walton; 
‘ A bill (8S. 5181) for the relief of the estate of David B. Tennant, 
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bill (S. 5182) for the relief of J. A. Shackleton; 
bill (S. 5188) for the relief of the heirs of John Poland, de- 
iil ( 


bill (S. 5184) for the relief of Napoleon B. Watkins; 

A bill (S. 5185) for the relief of the estate of Robert Brockett, 
deceased; 

A bill (S. 5186) for the relief of Emma C. Franner, George W. 
Seaton, Hiram K. Seaton, Howard Seaton, Mary Seaton, Blanche 
Seaton, George W. Taylor, Edward Taylor, and Catharine Pome- 


A 
A 
A 


roy; 
A bill (S. 5187) for the relief of Richard K. Hughlett; and 
A bill (S. 5188) for the relief of James W. Nickens. 


ELECTION OF UNITED STATES SENATORS, 


Mr. DEPEW. I submit an amendment to the joint resolution 
proposing an amendment to the Constitution providing for the 
election of Senators of the United States by popular vote instead 
of by the legislatures, and I ask that the amendment be read. 

‘ The PRESIDENT protempore. The proposed amendment will 

e read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. Depew to the joint resolution 
(H. J. Res. 41) proposing an amendment to the Constitution providing for 
the election of Senators of the United States, namely: 

The qualifications of citizens entitled to vote for United States Senators 
and Representatives in Congress shall be uniform in all the States, and Con- 
gress shall have power to enforce this article by appropriate legislation and 
to provide for the registration of citizens entitled to vote, the conduct of 
such elections, and the certification of the result. 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President, I will briefly’state my reasons for 
proposing this amendment to the pending resolution amending 
the Constitution of the United States by providing for the election 
of United States Senators by popular vote instead of by the legis- 
latures of the several States. The adoption of thisamendment to 
the Constitution revolutionizes our scheme of government as it 
was devised by the framers of the Constitution and as it has existed 
| and worked admirably for one hundred and fifteen years. The 

idea of the founders of the Republic was a popular assemblage 
elected by the le and then a Senate in which all the States, 
large and anelea ould have equal representation. The Senaie 
was to be a body in which the sovereignty of each State had its 
representation in the nature of an independent republic, and the 
sovereignty of the State necessarily must be represented in its 
corporate capacity. It was not because of distrust of the people 
that this provision was adopted, but to create a chamber of 
independence and dignity in which the States, without consider- 
ation of size or population, should have an equal voice in their 
sovereign character. 

The amendment under consideration, to which I offer an addi- 
tion, proposes to make the Senate a popular body and reverse the 
principle upon which the Government has existed down to the 
present time. With the adoption of such an amendment to the 
Constitution, if it is adopted, this addition which I offer to it is 
the clear and logical sequence. 

A number of States have by various devices prevented a third, 
or a half, or more, of citizens, recognized as such by the Consti- 
tution of the United States, from exercising the right of suffrage. 
The local reasons which have led to the adoption of these measures 
are not pertinent to this discussion. The adoption of these new 
constitutions in several States, however, containing ‘‘ grand- 
father’’ and other clauses and devices to take away the privilege 
of voting from those who are made citizens by the Gonstita- 
tion of the United States, has led to a movement in the House 
of Representatives and in the legislatures of some of the States 
to change the representation in the House of Representatives 
from population to votes. That will reduce very largely the 
number of Congressmen which those States are entitled to. That 

| measure does not receive the attention it would because, the 

| House of Representatives being elected by the people, the vast 
| majority of populations vote by manhood suffrage, and, there- 
| fore, the States in which they so vote have such a large majority 
| in the House over States which restrict the suffrage that they do not 
feel acutely the discrimination which these measures bring about. 

But if in the election of United States Senators a small oligarchy 
in any State can send here a representation equal to that of great 
States like New York which have manhood suffrage; if States in 
which half of the votes are disfranchised are to have an equal voice 
in this body with States like Pennsylvania, of five or ten times their 

pulation and with manhood suffrage; if New York, which casts, 

Chenene of its manhood suffrage, 1.547.912 votes, is to be neutral- 

ized in legislation affecting her vast interests by Mississippi, cast- 

ing 55,000 votes, because the majority of her citizens are disfran- 
chised—then the situation becomes intolerable. 

I am not, under ordinary circumstances and normal conditions, 
in favor of the proposed reduction of Representatives in the South- 
ern States; I am not in favor of any legislation by the General 
Government which interferes with the local affairs of those Com- 
monwealths; but if the door is opened by the adoption of thig 
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amendment to the Constitution for the changing of the character 
and constitution of the Senate of the United States, then that 
measure must necessarily be accompanied by power to insure a 
full and honest vote of the citizens of the Republic, and protect 
this body in the election of those who may be designated here as 
Senators. 

There are nineteen States which have in the aggregate less popu- 
lation and smaller industrial, commercial and financial interests 
than the State of New York, which are represented here by 38 
votes, while New York hasonly two. Twenty-three States, with 
a population of thirteen million seven hundred and fifty-five 
thousand three hundred and sixty-four (13,755,364) and casting 
two million three hundred and sixty-three thousand two hun- 
dred and eighty-five (2,363,285) votes, have a majority in the Sen- 
ate, while 22 States, with a population of sixty million eight 
hundred and fifty-one thousand eight hundred and fifty-seven 
(60,851,857) and casting eleven million six hundred and nine 
thousand one hundred and seventy (11,609,170) votes, are in the 
minority. 

I have the profoundest reverence for the Constitution. Every 
scheme of government in every other nation of the world has 
failed and been changed during the last century. Our Constitu- 
tior. alone has stood the test of time, experiment and expansion, 
and has proved the most perfect system of government ever de- 
vised for a self-governing people. Revolutions never go back- 
ward. With the proposed change in the constitution of the Sen- 
ate the people will and ought to be fairly and equitably repre- 
sented here. 
people and not the States control this body. Now the Senate 
can not go behind the legislatures of the States and investigate 
the election of their members, but with election by the people it 
can go into the regularity and returns of every election precinct 
and contests of Senatorial seats will be the leading work of every 
session. 

It is a serious question if Congress submitted an amendment 
like that offered by the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROsE] 
and three-fourths of the larger States should decide to have a 
representation in the Senate based upon population, the same as 
in the House of Representatives, whether the Senate, being the 
sole judge of the qualification of its members, could not admit 
this enlarged membership and thus end the power of the smaller 
States. If that did happen, the equality of the States would be 
destroyed and the revolution which changes the character of our 
Government would be complete. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections, and printed. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, what is pending before the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The introduction of bills and 
joint resolutions is still in order. 

CHINESE EXCLUSION, 


Mr. ELKINS submitted two amendments intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (S. 2960) to prohibit the coming into and 
to regulate the residence within the United States, its Territories, 
and all possessions and all territory under its jurisdiction, and 
the District of Columbia, of Chinese persons and persons of 
Chinese descent; which were ordered to lie on the table, and be 
printed. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. McCOMAS submitted an amendment proposing to increase 
the salary of the chief clerk of the United States Geological 
Survey from $2,250 to $2,500 and the salary of the chief disbursing 


clerk in the same office from $2,400 to $2,500, intended to be pro- | 


posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. TURNER submitted the following amendments, intended 
to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which 
were ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations: 

An amendment proposing to appropriate $3,200 for completing 
light-house and fog signal at Browns Point, State of Washington; 

An amendment proposing to appropriate $6,000 for the construc- 
tion of a fog signal at Battery Point, Puget Sound, opposite the 
city of Seattle, State of Washington; 

An amendmett 
structing of light-house and fog signal at Mukilteo Point, near 
Everett Harbor, State of Washington; and 

An amendment proposing to appropriate $15,000 for construct- 
ing a light-house and fog signal on Burrows Island, Rosario Strait, 
State of Washington. 

Mr. TURNER submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $840 to pay the heirs or legal representatives of Charles P. 
Culver, husband of the late Mrs. Catherine P. Culver, for the 
translation from German of House Miscellaneous Document No. 
8, Forty-fifth Congress, third session, intended to be proposed by 


The next and inevitable step will be to have the | 


roposing to appropriate $22,000 for the con- | 


APRIL 10, 


him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was ordered to 
be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
| Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MITCHELL submitted an amendment to ratify and con- 
firm an agreement made and entered into on the 17th of June, 
1901, by and between James McLaughlin, United States Indian 
inspector, on the part of the United States, and the Klamath and 
Modoc tribes and Yahooskin batid of Snake Indians, belonging to 
the Klamath Agency, in the State of Oregon, and proposing an ap- 
propriation of $537,007.20 to carry the same into effect, intended 
to proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. PENROSE submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $50,000 for improving the Allegheny River near Natrona, 
Pa., and also proposing to appropriate $268,584 to enable the 
Secretary of War to enter into contracts for such material and 
work as may be necessary for the completion of said project, in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the river and harbor appropria- 
tion bill: which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

TESTIMONY BEFORE COMMITTEE ON THE PHILIPPINES. 


Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That in addition to the copies of the testimony taken before the 
Committee on the Philippine Islands, printed for the use of the committee 
from day to day, 1,682 copies be printed for the use of the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE subsequently said: At the instance of my colleague 
this morning a resolution was gr authorizing the printing of 
1,682 copies of the hearings before the Committee on the Philip- 
pines for the use of the document room in addition to those which 
the committee has had printed for itself. The resolution was 
passed, but it was so cae that the Printing Office construe it 
as covering only the hearings from the time of its . LTun- 
derstand what my colleague desired was that all the hearings from 
the beginning should be printed, and I therefore send to the desk 
the hearings from the beginning and ask that a similar number 
of copies of those may be printed for the use of the document 
room so as to make a complete file in the document room. 

There being no objection, the order was reduced to writing 
and agreed to, as follows: 


Ordered, That 1,682 additional copies of the testimony already taken be- 
fore the Committee on the a Islands, and also the testimony taken 
from day to day, be printed for the use of the Senate. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMITTEE. 
Mr. ELKINS submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Interstate Commerce Committee be authorized to 
print such hearings upon bills and resolutions referred to it as may be neces- 
sary. 








ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were 
thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 176) to provide for the extension of the charters of 
national banks; and 

A bill (H. R. 184) to establish and provide for a clerk for the 
circuit and district courts of the United States held at Wilming- 
ton, N. C. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT FLINT, MICH. 


Mr. McMILLAN. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(S. 3898) providing for the erection of a public building at Flint. 
Mich. It is a local matter and will take but a moment. 

Mr. HALE. Unless the Senator from Illinois, in charge of the 
Post-Office ieee bill, is ready to go on—— 

Mr. MASON. I am ready, I will state to the Senator from 
Maine, as soon as I can obtain the floor. If the Senator from 
Michigan will yield to me I will be very much obliged to him, as 
I should like to go on with the Post-Office appropriation bill. _ 

Mr. HALE. I was going to give notice that after this bill is 
disposed of I would insist either upon the Calendar in order or 
the appropriation bill. ! 
" Re McMILLAN. It will take but a moment to dispose of this 
| bill. 

The Secretary read the bill, and, by unanimous consent, the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds with an amendment, to strike out all after the en- 
acting clause and insert: 


_ That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to pee by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a site and cause 
to be erected thereon a suitable building, including fireproof vaults, heating 
and ventilating apparatus, and approaches, for the use and accommoda tio? 
of the United States post-office and other governmental offices in the city ‘d 
Flint and State of Mic igan the cost of said site and building, including 5% 
=a pocee and ven lating apparatus, and approaches, not to exceed the 
sum 0! . 
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for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by pub- 
of said city of largest 


Preposals 
lic advertisement in one or more of the newspa 
circulation for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said adver- 
tisement for the opening of said ‘ 
made in mse to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
of 


mailed tothe Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause the said proposed 
sites, and such others as he may think r to designate, to be examined 
in person by an agent of the Treasury Department, who shall make written 
report to said Secretary of the results of said examination and of his recom- 
mendation thereon and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by 
the original proposals and all maps, plats, and statements which shall have 
come into his possession relating to the said proposed sites. 

If, upon consideration of said report and Sooceneany ee papers, the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury shall deem further investigation necessary, he may ap- 
point a commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an 
officer of the Department, which commission shall also examine 
the said proposed sites, and such others as the oer oe the Treasury may 
designate, and grant such h gs in relation thereto as they shall deem 
necessary; and said commission shall within thirty days after such examina- 
tion make to the Secretary of the written report of their conclusion 
in the premises, accompanied by all statements, maps, _. or documents 
taken by or submitted to them, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in 
regard % the ngs of said agent of the Sage Degeraet: and the 
Secretary of the shall thereupon finally determine the location of 
the building to be erected. 

The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $6 per day and actual travelin 
expenses: Provided, however, That the member of said commission appoin 
from the Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling ex- 


penses. 
e shall be unex danger from fire by an open space of at 

aa a tat ona ue. nee eiee as alleys. . —— 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Flint, in the State of Michigan.”’ 


CHINESE EXCLUSION. 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I should like to give notice that 
on Saturday, immediately after the routine morning business, I 
shall ask the indulgence of the Senate to speak briefly upon the 
pending Chinese-exclusion bill. 


POST-OFFSCE APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. MASON. I movethat the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 11354) making appropriations for the serv- 
ice of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1903. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been re- 
ported from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads with 
amendments. 

Mr. MASON. Iask unanimous consent that the formal reading 
of the bill be dispensed with and that the amendments of the com- 
mittee be acted upon as they are reached in the reading of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois asks 
unanimous consent that the formal reading of the bill be dis- 
pensed with, that it be read for amendment, and that the com- 
mittee amendments shall first receive consideration. Is there ob- 
jection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. The bill 
will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. The first amendment 
of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads was, under the 
subhead “‘ Office of the Postmaster-General,” on page 1, after 
line 10, to insert: 

For printing, binding, and wrapping 10,000 copies of the revised edition of 
the Postal Laws and tions, in dition to e 100,000 copies provided for 
by the act of June 13, 1898, 5,000 of which shall be retained by the Public 
Printer for sale to individuals at the cost thereof and 10 per cent added, the 
processs of such sales to be deposited in the Treasury, as provided for by 

aw; and for printing, binding, and soars 1,000 copies of the digest of de- 
cisions prepared in connection therewith; for which entire edition so much 
of the zmounts senereusintes therefor by the actsof June 13, 1898, June 2, 1900, 


and March 8, 1 as shall be sey is hereby made available: Provided, 
That the aggregate expenditure for said publications shall not exceed $55,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 15, line 4, to increase the 
number of special agents in charge of divisions of the rural free- 
delivery service from seven to ten; in line 5, to increase the ap- 
propriation for the salary of the agents from $2,400 to $2,500 
each; and in the same line, to increase the appropriation for com- 
pensation of special oom in charge of the divisions of the rural 

ree-delivery service from $16,800 to $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
_, Zhe next amendment was, on page 15, line 7, after the word 

headquarters,” to strike out ‘“Six’’ and insert ‘‘ Three clerks, 
at $1,400 each; 10;”’ in line 9, after the word “each,” to strike 
out **6 clerks, at $1,100 each; 6,’ and insert ‘‘10;’’ and in line 11, 
before the word ‘‘clerks,” to strike ‘‘6’’ and insert “13;” so as 
to make the clause read: 

For compensation to clerks at divisio clerks, at 


$1,400 each; 10-clerks, at $1,200 each: 10 clerks, at $1,000 each; 13 clerks, at § 
and 3 laborers, at $700 each, 27,300. — ee 





Mr. MASON. In order to have the total amount of the appro- 
priation in that paragraph correspond with the amendment just 
adopted, on e 15, in line 12,1 move to strike out ‘‘ $27,300”’ 
and insert ‘* $40,000.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads was, on page 15, 
line 14, before the word “‘ special,’ to strike out ‘‘ fifteen ’’ and 
insert “‘ thirty;’’ in line 16, before the word “‘ special,’’ to strike 
out ‘15 special agents, at $1,500 each; 15” and insert ‘ thirty,”’ 
and in line 19, before the word “‘ thousand,”’ to strike out ‘‘ and 
15 special agents, at $1,300 each, 87,’’ and insert *‘ ninety; ’’ so as 
to make the clause read: 

For compensation to 30 special agents, at $1,600 each; 30 special agents, at 
$1,400 each, $90,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 16, line 1, before the word 
‘* route,”’ to strike out ‘‘ seventy-one”’ and insert ‘‘ seventy-five;”’ 
in line 8, before the word “‘ route,’’ to strike out ‘‘ four’’ and in- 
sert ‘‘ten;’’ in line 4, before the word “ thousand,’’ to strike out 
‘“eighty-eight’’ and insert ‘‘ ninety-nine,’’ and in the same line, 
before the word “‘ dollars,’”’ to strike out ‘ eight hundred;’’ so as 
to make the clause read: 

For compensation to 75 route inspectors, at $1,200 each, and ten route in- 
spectors, at $900 each, $99,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 16, line 5, before the word 
‘‘route,’’ to strike out ‘‘ seventy-five’’ and insert ‘‘ eighty-five;’’ 
and in line 10, before the word *‘ thousand,”’ to strike out *‘ sixty- 
seven’’ and insert ‘‘ seventy-six;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For per diem allowance for 85 route inspectors of the’ rural free- 
delivery service, when actually traveling on business of the Pdst-Office 
Department, at a rate to be fixed by the Postmaster-General, not to exceed 
$3 per day, and for other necessary official expenses, $76,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 16, line 19, to increase the 
total appropriation for rural free-delivery service from $7,529,400 
to $7,572,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 17, line 2, before the word 
‘*hundred,’’ to strike out ‘‘four’’ and insert “‘five;’’ so as to 
make the clause read: 

Special agents in charge of divisions at not exceeding $2,500 per annum. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 17, line 3, before the word 
** classes,’’ to strike out ‘‘ four’’ and insert ‘‘two;’’ in the same 
line, after the word “‘ graded,”’ to strike out ‘‘in even hundreds 
of dollars’’ and insert ‘‘as follows;’’ in line 4, after the word 
‘‘at,’’ to strike out ‘‘ one thousand three hundred,”’ and in line 5, 
after the word ‘“‘ hundred,’’ to strike out ‘‘ one thousand five hun- 
dred;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Special agents, two classes, graded as follows, at $1,400 and not exceeding 
$1,600 per annum. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 17, line 11, after the word 
** graded,’’ to strike out ‘‘in even hundreds of dollars,’’ and in- 
sert ‘‘as follows;’’ in line 13, before the word ‘‘ hundred,” to 
strike out ‘‘one’’ and insert ‘‘two;’’ and in thesame line, before 
the word ‘‘ hundred,’’ to strike out ‘‘two’’ and insert ‘ four;’’ 
so as to make the clause read: 

Clerks, four classes, graded as follows, at $900, $1,000, $1,200, and not exceed- 
ing $1,400 per annum. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 18, after line 2, to insert: 

Whoever shall hereafter willfully or maliciously injure, tear down, or de- 
~_—S letter box or other receptacle established by order of the Post- 
master-General or approved or designated by him for the receipt or delivery 
of mail matter on any rural free-delivery route, or shall break open the same, 
or willfully or maliciously injure, deface, or destroy any mail matter de- 
posited therein, or shall willfully take or steal such matter from or out of 
such letter box or other receptacle, or shall willfully aid ov assist in any of 
the aforementioned offenses, shall tor every such offense be punished by a 
fine of not less $100 nor more than $1,000, or by imprisonment for not 
more than three years. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 18, after line 15, to insert: 

route i ors, and examining inspecto 
in eters meek. sent be authorized and anoben = — 


minister oaths to carriers and other persons employed in said service or in 
connection with any business relating to the same. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 18, after line 20, to insert: 


That hereafter, in addition to the officers now authorized to administer 
oaths in such cases, rural letter carriers of the United States are hereby re- 
quired, empowered, ard authorized to administer any and all oaths required 
to be made by yompeere and their witnesses in the execution of pension 
vouchers with like effect and force as officers having a seal; and such carriers 
shall affix their respective post or cancellation stamps to their signatures to 
such vouchers in authentication thereof; and are authorized to charge and 
receive in compensation for administering such oaths not exceeding 25 cents 
for each voucher, to be paid by the pensioner. 
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Mr. PROCTOR. I inquire of the Chair if we are acting on the 
committee amendments as they are read? — 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I am a member of the committee, but, un- 
fortunately, was not present when the amendment which has 
just been stated was considered by the committee, and I should 
like to hear from the chairman some explanation as to the neces- 
sity of authorizing letter carriers to administer oaths in pension 
cases. Are not the present facilities for that purpose sufficient? 

Mr. MASON. The amendment was suggested by the Post- 
Office Department, as was the amendment to protect the rural 
free-delivery letter boxes, so as to surround them with the same 
protection of law that now surrounds other letter boxes. So also 
the amendment to permit rural free-delivery carriers to administer 
oaths in pension cases has been recommended by the Department. 

The fourth-class postmasters have heretofore taken affidavits 
and certified to the application papers of soldiers seeking pensions. 
There has been complaint to the Department that the abolishment 
of the fourth-class offices destroys the right of the postmaster to 
take acknowledgments of affidavits, and therefore the Depart- 
ment recommends the adoption of this amendment, which will 
allow rural free-delivery carriers to have the same powers of ad- 
ministering oaths in pension cases as the fourth-class postmasters 
formerly had. 

We have deprived the rural neighborhoods of fourth-class post- 
masters, and the pensioner will be obliged, therefore, in many 
cases to go to the county seat and travel some distance, when 
heretofore he took his affidavit before the postmaster. The propo- 
sition now is to simply allow the carrier to take the place of the 
postmaster. There can be no objection to the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question ison agreeing to 
the amendment reported by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads was, on page 19, 
line 25, before the word “‘ service’’ to insert “and registry;”’ so 
as to make the clause read: 

For printing facing slips and cutting same, card slide labels, blanks and 
books of an urgent nature, and manifold books for the postal and registry 
service, $50,000. P 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 21, to insert: 

For the payment to James Graham, for corrying Gaity mail from Alta- 
mont to Aspen, on the old line of the Union Pacific Railroad, $49.60. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 21, after line 3, to insert: 

For the payment of post-office order No. 11106, issued at Lander, Wyo., 
drawn upon the post-office at Evanston, Wyo., August 13, 1889, and which has 
never been paid, and which under ruling of the Auditor, can not be paid 
through the Post-Office Department, $9. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Office of the 
Second Assistant Postmaster-General,”’ on page 21, after line 24, 
to insert: 

For the transmission of mail by pneumatic tubes or other similar devices, 
$500,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary; and the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral is hereby authorized to enter into contracts for a period not exceeding 
four years, after public advertisement once a week for a pee of six con- 
secutive weeks in not less than five newspapers, one of which shall be pub- 
lished in each city where the service is to be performed. That the contracts 
for this service Il be subject to the provisions of the postal laws and regu- 
lations relating to the letting of mail contracts, except as herein otherwise 
provided, and that no advertisement shall issue until after a careful investi- 
gation shall have been made as to the needsand practicability of such service 
and until a favorable report, in writing, shall have been submitted to the 
Postmaster-General by a commission of not less than three expert postal offi- 
cials, to be named by him; nor shall such advertisement issue until in the 
judgment of the Postmaster-General the needs of the postal service are such 
as to justify the expenditureinvolved. Advertisements shall state in general 
terms only the requirements of the service and in form best calculated to in- 
vite competitive bidding. 

That the Postmaster-General shall have the right to reject any and all bids; 
that no contract shail be awarded except to the lowest responsible bidder, 
tendering full and sufficient guaranties, to the satisfaction of the Postmaster- 
General, of his ability to perform satisfactory service, and such guaranties 
shall include an approval bond in double the amount of the bid. 

That no contract shall be entered into in any city for the character of 
mail service herein provided which will create an aggregate annual rate of 
expenditure, including necessary power and labor to operate the tubes, and 
all other expenses of such service in excess of 4 per cent of the gross postal 
revenue of said city for the last ing year. 

That no contract shall be made in any city providing for 3 miles or more 

of double lines of tube which shall involve an expenditure in excess of $17,000 
per mile per annum, and said compensation shall cover power, labor, and all 
operating expenses. 
* That the Postmaster-General shall not, prior to June 30, 1904, enter into 
eontracts under the provisions of this act involving an annual expenditure 
in the aggregate in excess of $800,000; and thereafter only such contracts 
shall be made as may from time to time be provided for in the annual appro- 
»riation act for the postal service; and all provisions of law contrary to those 
forein contained are repealed. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 25, line 23, after the word 
**duty,”’ to insert: 

And to enable the Postmaster-General to pay the sum of $1,000 to the legal 
representatives of any railway postal clerk who shall be killed while on duty 


or who, being injured while on duty, shall die within thirty days thereafter 
as the result of such injury. 


So as to make the clause read: 


For acting clerks, in place of clerks injured while on duty, and to enable 
the Postmaster-General to pay the sum o ,000 to the 1] representatives 
of any railway postal clerk who shall be killed while on duty or who, bein: 


| injured while on duty, shall die within thirty days thereafter as the result 





such injury, $45,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 27, line 8, before the word 
‘* New Orleans,” to strike out ‘‘and;’’ and in the same line, after 
the word ‘‘ New Orleans,’ to insert ‘“‘and from Washington to 
Jacksonville, Fla.;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For n ; ae 7 
lante, New Orleans, and from Washington to Jackuomville, Fin. $iaz,198 16: 
Provided, That no part of the appropriation made by this paragraph shall 
be expended unless the Postmaster-General shall deem such expenditure nec- 
essary in order to promote the interest of the postal service. 

Mr. MASON. On behalf of the committee, I move to amend 
the amendment which has just been stated, by restoring the word 
‘*and,”’ in line 8, after the name ‘‘ Atlanta; ’’ so as to read: 


For necessary and special facilities on trunk lines from Washington to 
Atlanta and New Orleans, and from Washington to Jacksonville, Fla. 


Mr. CLAY. Iask that the amendment may be read from the 
desk as it will stand if amended. 
The SecRETARY. As proposed to be amended the clause will 


read: 

For necessary and special facilities on trunk lines from Washington to 
Atlanta and New Orleans, and from Washington to Jacksonville, Fla., $142,- 
728.75. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads was, under the 
subhead ‘‘ Office of the Third Assistant Postmaster-General,’’ on 
page 29, line 5, after the word “ dollars,’’ to insert the following 
proviso: 

Provided, That hereafter, when in the opinion of the Postmaster-General 
the interests of the Post-Office De ment require it, the manufacturing of 
special-delivery and adhesive pos stamps may be done by the Treasury 
Department (Bureau of ee, and Printing),in conformity with an 
agreement satisfactory to both the Postmaster-General and the Secretary of 
the Treasury. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “‘ Office of the 
Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General,’’ on page 31, line 4, before 
the word “‘ thousand,’’ to insert **and seven;’’ and inline 15, after 
the word “‘ criminals,’’ to insert: 

And the further sum of $7,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to 
enable the Postmaster-General to employ two inspectors, to be selected and 
appointed by himself, for service as expert accountants and actuaries in the 


office of the Assistant Attorney-General in the investigation and examination 
of bond-investment, tontine, and other companies of a similar character offer- 


ing for sale bonds, tes, or other securities on mt payments, 
and for the performance of such other duties pertaining to that office as may 
be assigned m. 


So as to make the clause read: 


For mail depredations and post-office inspectors, including salaries of 15 
inspectors in c “ge of divisions at $2,500 rs annum without per diem, and 
6 inspectors at $2,400 without per diem, and 15 inspectors ae per annum 
without per diem, and 15 inspectors at $2,000 per annum without per diem, 
and for salaries of post-office i tors and clerks; and for per diem allow- 
ance of inspectors in the field while actually traveling on business for the De- 
partment, ,000: Provided, That the Postmaster-General may, in his discre- 
tion, allow — inspectors per diem while temporarily Coated at any 
place on duty away from home, or their designated domicile, for a period not 
exceeding twenty consecutive days at any one place, and may make rules and 
regulations governing the foregoing provisions relating to = diem: And 
provided further, That of the amount herein appropria not toexceed $2,000 
may be expended, in the discretion of the Postmaster. for the pur- 
pose of securing information concerning violations of the postal laws, and for 
services and information looking toward the apprehension of ls; and 
the further sum of $7,000, or so much thereof as a poctenery, to enable 
the Postmaster-General to employ two inspectors, to be selected and appointed 
by himself, for service as expert accountants and actuaries in the office of 
the Assistant Attorney-General in the investigation and examination of bond- 
investment, tontine, and other companies of a similar character offering for 
sale bonds, certificates, or other securities on installment payments, and for 
the ae of such other duties pertaining to that office as may be as- 
signed them. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. MASON. 1 desire, on page 26, line 2, to strike out the words 
“thirty days” and insert the words “‘one year.” This is an 
amendment which we have put into the bill allowing the pay- 
ment of $1,000 in case a mail messenger is killed, and it ——. 
that it shall be paid if he die within thirty days. I desire to 
amend it so as to make it read if he die within one year as the 


result of the injury. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 
2, it is proposed to strike 


The SECRETARY. On page 26, line 2, 
out the words “ thirty days’’ and insert ‘‘ one year:”’ so as to read: 

For acting clerks, in place of clerks injured while on duty, and to enable 
the Postmaster-General to pay the sum of $1,000 to the 1 ntatives 
of any railway clerk who shall be while on duty or who, a 
injured while on duty, shall die within one year thereafter as the result 
such injury, $45,000. 
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The amendment was 

Mr. STEWART. I 
send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro Meme ope 


to. 
leave to offer the amendment which I 


The Senator from Nevada 
offers an amendment which will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. On page 21, after line 10, it is proposed to in- 


sert: 

That the Seoretery of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to 
state an account with Morgan’s Lo and Texas Railroad and Steamship 
Company for tra rting the United States mails over 1 routes Nos. 


30008 and 149008 during the period between July 1, 1878, and February 21, 1892, 
both inclusive, in which he shall credit said company with nonland-grant 
rates over that portion of its route between New Orleans and Morgan City, 
La., in aocercenee. _— Se See — ne e me ne! ee: Soe 
one ae such cam = shall romain d0e upon such odjustment. Fe 

Mr. es Mr. President, let me explain the amendment 
in a word. 

The facts are that by the act of June 3, 1856 (11 Stat., 18), cer- 
tain lands were p to be granted to the State for the pur- 
pose of aiding in the construction of such a road, provided that 
the road was built within ten years. The road was not built 
within the time, and Congress, by the act of July 14, 1870 (16 
Stat., 277), forfeited the grant, and no lands were ever received 
by the company. 

The company brought suit in the Court of Claims for the differ- 
ence, and upon a hearing the court held that the company 
was not a land- t road and was entitled to the statutory rates 
for transportation of the mail, and rendered judgment in favor 
of the company for the period within six years prior to bringing 
the suit, but was without jurisdiction to render judgment for any 
period prior thereto. 

The amendment authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury to 
audit the account for the period of time that the company was 
paid land-grant rates that the court decided it was entitled to the 
full statutory rates, and which was barred from its jurisdiction. 

The amendment is in the form recommended by the Second 
Assistant Postmaster-General under date of February 2, 1899. 

Mr. LODGE. I think very probably this is a meritorious claim, 
but it is an amendment obnoxious to the point of order, and I 
make the point of order that it is a private kan 5 

y STEWART. Is there no way to get a claim of this kind 

ai 
. Mr. LODGE. The regular way, I should think, would be 
through aclaim bill. Itis certainly not in order on an appropria- 
tion bill if the point of order is aa against it. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts make the poimt of order? 

Mr. LODGE. I make the point of order. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I send to the desk an amendment which I wish 
to have — on page 18, between lines 2 and 3, as a separate 


paragraph. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from South Carolina will be stated. 

The Secretary. After line 2, on page 18, it is proposed to insert: 

That the Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, directed to buy, after 
due advertisement, metal lock boxes of uniform size for the use of the pe 
trons of the rural free-delivery service, at a cost not exceeding 50 cents for 
each box, and to furnish said boxes to the patrons of the service at cost. 

Mr. LODGE. My attention was withdrawn for a moment while 
the amendment was being read. I would be obliged if it could be 


again. 
The Secretary again read the amendment. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. Without objection, the amend- 


ment is to. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I should like to explain it a little in order to 
get something in the Recorp that will assist the conferees on the 
part of the te in convincing the House conferees that this 
matter ought to be left in the bill, because a similar amendment 
was offered in the other House and voted down, and there cer- 
tainly will be a fight on it. Butif the chairman of the commit- 
tee, with the material which I have here, will agree to make the 
best fight he knows how—and he, I know, can put up a good 
one—and will let the matter come to the Senate for final adjudi- 
cation before a conference re is rushed in here and pushed 
through, I will not obtrude myself on the Senate. I have a very 
strong statement to make; but I do not wish to obtrude myself 
on the Senate if the Senate is willing to let the amendment go in 
and the conferees will do the best they can to retain it. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, the amendment meets my most 
hearty approval. There is no doubt that under the present plan 
there is very great complaint among the farmers that they are 
limited to the purchase of certain boxes. I think the Department 
has limited the farmers to 14 different boxes. I think there ought 
to be uniformity, and I think there ought to be a metal box, and 
I believe the amendment is in the interest of the service, and I 
make no objection to it. 
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Mr. TILLMAN. In addition to that, if the Senator will par- 
don me, I wish to call attention to the fact that in the cities and 
in every town where rural free delivery obtains, or even where it 
does not, metal boxes are furnished for the convenience of the 
patrons of the post-office where the mail is deposited, collected, 
and carried to certain distributing points, whereas the farmers 
out in the country under the present regulations are debarred. 

Mr. MASON. No; the Senator is wrong about that. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I mean the Government pays for the boxes 
in the cities, whereas this amendment simply asks that the Gov- 
ernment shall furnish the boxes to the farmers at cost. 

Mr, MASON. The Senator is about 50 per cent right, as usual. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I am very glad the Senator from Illinois 
agrees to that much. I appear to have not been 99 per cent right 
lately, in the opinion of some Senators. 

Mr. MASON. The Senator means to be right always. In the 
cities the Department does not furnish boxes for the recipients of 
the mail in which to receive their mail. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I am not speaking about the individual. I 
am speaking about the boxes all over the city, on every lamp-post, 
so that you can step out and mail a letter anywhere, and the Post- 
Office Department buys them and furnishes them for the con- 
venience of the patrons. 

Mr. MASON. They do not put boxes in front of every man’s 


oor. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iam not speaking of that. The carrier car- 
ries the mail to the door and delivers it into the hand of the re- 
cipient. 

Mr. MASON. There really is no objection to this amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has been agreed to. 

Mr. MASON. I want to say that I do not, however, undertake 
to guarantee what the conferees will do. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I donot ask the Senator to guarantee that he 
will bulldoze the House. I know he can not do that—— 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I rise to a point of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Georgia will 


| state his point of order. 


Mr. BACON. I think the Senators are each violating the rule 
of the Senate which requires that the Chair shall be addressed and 
that the permission of the Chair shall be had before proceeding. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair sometimes thinks 
he ought to call to the presiding officer’s place the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. Pettus]. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If I may be permitted to put in a little obser- 
vation on the rules of order, if the Chair or the Senator from 
Georgia or other Senators here will see that the rule is never 
broken I have no objection to its being applied to me, but I give 
him and you and every other man notice that I shall have no spe- 
cial Tillman rule here. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator has no right to assume that there 
is any such purpose, but we have rules, and I think they ought to 
be observed. I would not have made the point of order, but at 
that particular time there was a very wide departure from the 
tule. I think we ought to proceed in order, and I do not think 
the Senator from South Carolina needs any assurance from me, so 
far as I personally am concerned, that there is no disposition on 
my part to apply any rule to him that is not applied to every 
other Senator. But I do think that every Senator will recognize 
the fact that at the time I made the point of order it was proper 
to call the attention of the Senate to the fact not simply that there 
was a slight departure from the rule, but that there was a very 


wide departure from it; and I think the Senator from South Caro- 
lina will recognize the fact. 
Mr. TILL The Senator from South Carolina is ready to 


make all proper acknowledgment of his shortcoming, and if the 
Senator from Georgia will constitute himself a censor to call 
every Senator to order who breaks the rule which was just 
broken by the Senator from Illinois and myself I shall not object. 
I shall be glad to have the Senate screw up its rules a little 
tighter than they are. What I doobject to is having the appear- 
ance of selecting me to bear the burden of this dereliction alone, 
and I will not do it. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I did not call anybody to order. 
I made the point of order to the Chair, and I included the Senator 
from South Carolina and the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Did the Senator from Georgia, if I may be 
permitted to say a word, include the Chair in his point of order, 
that the Chair himself was not carrying out the rules of the 
Senate? 

Mr. BACON. I think the Senator is now violating the rule. 
I was addressing the Chair, and I was simply replying to tho 
Senator. I did not call him to order, nor did I call the Senator 
from Illinois to order. I simply made the point that the Senators 
were not proceeding in order. I addressed myself to the Chair, 
as it was proper that I should do, and I did not call anybody to 
order, 
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Mr. MASON. I call for the regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Are there further amend- 
ments? 

Mr. TILLMAN. In order that my friend the chairman of the 
Post-Office Committee may have the documents I have here, 
which may be of some assistance in convincing the members of 
the House of the necessity for this amendment as well as to let 
Senators see the foundation for this amendment, I ask to have 
printed in the Recorp certain correspondence which I have had 
with the Post-Office Department and certain private letters to me 
from a gentleman in New York, and an extract from a Lockport 
(N. Y.) paper calling attention tothe burdens and wrongs of which 


a citizen of that State complains in regard to the rural free de- | 
livery and the regulations of the Post-Office Department in regard | 


to the rural free-delivery service. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from South Carolina? 
and the papers will be inserted in the Recorp. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The first isa letter from Mr. James L. Barnes, 
making complaint against the present system. The second is a 
letter from the same gentleman, inclosing an official notice, which 
sets forth the practice of the Department and the cause of his 
grievance. Then there is a newspaper clipping from the Daily 
Review, of Lockport, N. Y., setting forth fully the case of Mr. 
Barnes, which is only one of a type. Then there are three letters 
to me from the Post-Office Department in regard to this matter 
in answer to letters I wrote, which are given for the purpose of 
making everything clearly understood. 

The papers referred to are as follows: 

RANSOMVILLE, N. Y., January 27, 1902. 
Senator TILLMAN. 

DEAR Sir: The inclosed 
you. 

_ Our post-offices have been discontinued and mail is left at the post-office 
in Lockport, 10 miles distant, although the rural carrier goes by daily and 
convenient boxes for the reception of said mail have been provided, boxes 
which comply in every re t with the inclosed order except that they were 
not bought of the 14 manufacturers who seem to have b2en taken under the 
especial patronage of the Post-Office Department. Will you kindly give this 
matter your attention, and in the meantime please send to me the act of 
Congress and the so-called postal laws or rulings in relationto the same. My 
contention is that the Post-Office Department is exercising legislative pow- 
ers which even the law-making power has no control over under the Con- 
stitution. You are at liberty to make this public, and sworn statements in 
substantiation can be furnished. Please act. 

Yours, truly, 


card will inform you of my object in addressing 


JAMES L. BARNES. 
(Care of C. Sanger, Ransomville, Niagara County, N.Y.) 





RANSOMVILLE, N. Y., January 27, 1902. 
Senator TILLMAN: 

I wrote you to-day and intended to inclose a copy of a card which has been 
served on people here by an inspector, so called, of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment, The card, which I omitted to inclose, will be found herewith. Men 
who had storm-proof boxes erected have been obliged, under threats of with 
drawal! of their muil service, to put up one of the boxes advertised on the 
reverse side of this card, which have been at times quite full of snow. You 
observe the weather-proof clause 

Yours, truly. 
JAMES L. BARNES. 
’. Sanger, Ransomville, Niagara County, N. Y.) 


(Care of ¢ 


(Post-Office Department. Official card. Rural free-delivery service. ] 


Mr. — “; 
Route No. ——. 
post-office, ——— State. 

Srr: Patrons of rural free-delivery routes are required to provide letter 
boxes approved by the Post-Office Department, so located near the highway 
that the carrier can reach them to deposit and collect mail without dismount 
ing from his conveyance. 

Rural carriers are not required to deliver mail to houses not immediately 
on their routes, except in case of registered mail, pension letters, and special! 
delivery letter i 

The mail box put up by you is not secure, not weatherproof. 

Within thirty days from this date you must supply one of the approved 
boxes enumerated on the reverse side of this card or your service will be 
withdrawn. 

By order of the First Assistant Postmaster-General: 

Date, — 





Route Inspector. 

Report delinquencies of carriers to General Superintendent Free-Delivery 
System. Post-Office Department, Washington, D. C. af 

“The commission appointed by the Postmaster-General in February, 1901, 
for the purpose of examining rural free-delivery boxes, recommended 14, 
enumerated hereon: * ; 

(1) Postal Improvement Company box, of Norristown, Pa. (Enlarged 
size with side opening.) Delivered at post-offices in bulk, freight paid, $1.80. 
Steel post additional, 60 cents. r : * 

(2) Bates Hawley postal signal mail box, of Joliet, Ill, and San Jose, Cal. 
Scale of prices graduated according to size and material, from $2.25 up to $3.50 
retail: $1.% to $3 wholesale. Posts, extra, 75 cents retail; 60 cents wholesale. 
(Size enlarged, and with side o ning.) : 

(3) A. L. Henry, American Meta Company, Indianapolis, Ind. Double 
compartment box with receiving and delivery apparatus complete, $3. i 
out receiving and delivery apparatus, $2.35. Single compartment box with 
receiving apparatus, $1.00. Without receiving er. $1. 

(4) Century Post Company, Adrian, Mich. ith brackets to fasten to 
post, $1.75; with post complete, $2.50. ; 

(5) Bond Steel Post Company, Adrian,Mich. With lock and without post, 
$2.50; with post, $3. 


The Chair hears none, | 


With- | 


(6) The Century Rural Mail-Box Company, Detroit, Mich. With quick- 
; galvanized-iron post and cap, additional, 25 cents. 


operating lock, i. 
@) se Cabinet Lock Company, New Britain, Conn. To patrons di- 
rect, $2. 


_ (8) C. G. Folsom box, South Bend, Ind. (New style, enlarged to regula- 
tion size and with side opening) about $1; lock extra. 
(9) P. B. Englar box, Taneytown, Md. Without lock, $1; lock extra. 
(10) The John H. Forney (Enterprise) box, Burlington, Iowa, $1.25. 


(il) arty Voanary Machine Compan box, Goshen, Ind., $1.25. 
| (122) W. W. Sweigart, Yorkroad, Md x without lock, $1; lock to be added 
at cost. 


(13) Beaver Manufacturing Company, Beaver, Pa. Box, $2; posts and 
| bolts, additional, 50 cents. 


(14) George E. Wirt box, Greensburg, Ind., $2.50. 


THE HISTORY OF A CRIME. 


| | Perhaps the writer may be accused of egotism for placing at ‘ae head of 
this article the title which Victor Hugo immortalized in his description of 
the events which took place during the overthrow of popular government in 
France, but a careful reading of what is taking place in so-called “Free 
America,” as set forth below, will not only excuse the writer, but justify 
| him, although this writing were entitled the “Crime of a Century.” 
On the 15th of November, 1901, the so-called “ rural free delivery’ was, by 
| the aid of 14 inspectors, instituted throughout Niagara County, thereby doing 
away with three post-offices between Lockport and Ransomville. The North 
Ridge office, one of those discontinued, was situated nearly 10 miles from 
Lockport and about 4 miles from Ransomville. This was my office of address. 
On the 14th of November, 1901, I erected a box for the reception of mail, 
and received mail in such box till January 24,1902. Both carriers, regular 
and alternate, have stated that the box provided is convenient and satisfac- 
| tory tothem. In the meantime, to determine whether the box which satis- 
fied the parties in interest would be acceptable to the postal authorities, the 
Department was appealed to, and a curt reply was received, saying that 
unless some other safe and weatherproof box was erected or contracted for 
prior to May 1, 1901—the patrons of the rural free delivery were required to 
| erect a box from a list of 14 on an inclosed card—or after thirty days’ notice, 
their mail service would be withdrawn. 





Believing such action arbitrary, unlawful, and unjust, I sent an article to 
the Niagara Sun, of Lockport, asking that the law in relation to the matter 
be published. The reply to this request (see Niagara Sun of January 7, 1902) 
was in effect that it was “by direction of the Postmaster-General,” and no 
law on which such “ direction * was founded was quoted, although the power 

| to prescribe regulations is distinctly limited by law. (See Postal Laws and 

| Regulations, 10.) 

I received notice December 23, 1901, to pee one of the 14 boxes, or my 
service would be withdrawn. Firmly believing that through some mistake 
the people's rights being invaded, I wrote to the Postmaster-General asking 
for the act of Congress and the departmental regulations in regard to the sub- 
ject. The ey contained rules and regulations concerning the institution 
of rural free-delivery routes, and also a blank petition, to be signed by heads 
of families who desired the service, by which the signers agree “to erect for 
the reception of our mail boxes which have been approved by the Depart- 
ment.” In the Ohio Farmer of January 16, 1902, may be found a statement of 

Mr. Machen, the superintendent of free delivery, which says, “ Rural deliv- 

ery is in every case established upon petition of the people.’ Please remem- 

ber this point. 

On the 24th of January, 1902, I received no mail; on the following day I 
served a notice on the carrier directing him to receive my mail from the post- 
master and deposit it in the box erected by me, and releasing him from all 
further liability after such deposit, except in regard to registered matter. 
On the same day I caused a notice to be served on the postmaster in Lockport 
directing him to deliver mail addressed to me to the proper carrier, and ex- 
cusing him from all further liability after such action. 

No attention was paid to my request for delivery, and I went to Lockport 
on February 11, 1902, and after presenting my information to the proper 
United States authority, was told that time would be required in such a seri- 
ous case, for consultation with higher authority, but that the postmaster 
would be seen, and that I should receive a letter in regard to the matter on 
the following Tuesday. On Monday, February 10, 1902, a letter addressed to 
me was advertised (see Niagara County Journal of February 14), and on 
Saturday, February 15, I received a special delivery letter by the mail car- 
rier. 

On Tuesday, the day specified, I did not receive the promised letter, and 
on the following day, February 19, I went to Lockport, and was told that the 
authorities, on my sworn information, would nt me no redress. 

Under the advice of the best legal talent in kport I consulted eminent 
authority in Buffalo, and was informed, practically, that “on the oppress- 
or’s side was power,” although the ruling under which the Department is 
acting was made on August 1, 1901, to take effect May 1, 1901, and Congress, 
which has the lawmaking power, has no right to enact an ex post facto law. 
The term “anarchist,” it would seem from this, does not invariably attach 
to an ignorant, misguided individual of low foreign birth. 

Let me recapitulate and refer the reader to the Postal Laws and Regula- 
tions, which before have been considered authority, but which have, alas, no 
bearing at present, when a new ruling, under no law, is put forth, which holds 
the people while monopoly plunders them. 

First, in regard to discontinued offices, page 223, ‘* Matter addressed to a 
discontinued office may be delivered from the nearest office thereto.” 

There are three offices nearer to me than the Lockport office, where my 
mail is detained, the Ransomville office being nearest. 

Directions for delivering, page 233, ‘‘ The delivery in each case should be to 
the person addressed, or according to his order.”’ The order for the delivery 
of my mail was in the postmaster’s hands. 

What to be advertised, page 232, “All unclaimed matter of the first class.” 
Was my mail matter unclaimed? 

Dead matter, page 235, ‘*‘ Unclaimed; that which is not called for and can 
not be delivered.” The carrier is supposed to pass my house every day. 

What rights have special-delivery letters over ordinary prepaid letters ex- 
cept that effort must be made to deliver them speedily? ‘In other words, if a 
letter is nondeliverable, will a special stamp cause its delivery? 

If a postmaster sends mail by an unauthorized individual, he may be pun- 
ished. Should he not be held to a stricter account for refusing mail to a per- 
son armed with the proper spe | to receive such mail? , 

The Department, in forcing peop e to deal with certain manufacturers, is 
exercising a power never delegated to the General Government by the State 
of New York or the poor, 

Diligent inquiry establishes the fact that no petition was ever signed or 
circulated to establish rural free delivery on route No.1 in the county of 
Niagara, and there seems to be an utter lack of system and judgment in the 
matter. For instance, mail is delivered to one person who has no box and 
| withheld from another in like case. One homemade box erected last fall is 
| “all right,’ while another equally good is rejected. 

The mail of a minister of the gospel, who has a perfectly weather-proof 
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box, is withheld, and yet mail is delivered at the country hotel, where there 
is no box, and an interesting question presents itself, if a person “who had 
been forced to buy one of the re tion boxes should have mail destroyed 
in said box because of the lack of the qualities supposed to be guaranteed, 
who would be ————— 

The vital principle at stake is this: Had the Department engaged in the 
manufacture of boxes and sold them at a certain fixed price, the same as 
postage stamps are sold, the Government receiving the increment, no par- 
ticular objection could have been made; but when the Department enters 
into active partnership with private concerns the people can hardly fail to 
believe that they are being exploited for private benefit. The appearance of 
evil should be avoided, and a semblance of equal rights be e to appear 
by compenene the poo of the different cities to purchase and erect boxes 
manufactu by the beloved 14 firms. 

There is no doubt that after the nts have been subdued the con- 
quest of the burghers will be attempted; but pevneee the Department is wise 
not to create too much discontent even in this monopoly-ridden but long- 
suffering land. To those who believe in the ultimate triumph of truth and 
justice, there is h even in defeat, and there are sometimes victories which 
end in shame and humiliation. Let us remember that— 


“Tis better to have fought and lost 
Than never to have fought at all.” 


“For freedom’s battle, once begun, 
Though baffled oft, is ever won.” 
JAMES L. BARNES, North Ridge. 


And also— 


UNITED STATES SENATE, 
Washington, D. C., January 29, 1902. 
Srr: Complaint has come to mein regard to the action of the postal author- 
ities in requiring farmers and others along rural free-delivery routes to buy 
a certain type or style of box in which mail will be deposited. Thisisa very 
heavy expense, involving millions of dollars, and if the Post-Office Depart- 
ment has authority to make the requirement, I would be glad for you to point 


there isany such regulation in force, because those who have boxes to sell 
may be acting of their own volition. : 
prompt oa with fall information will very much oblige me, as I do 
not care to do the Department an injustice or to agitate the matter in the 
Senate without full information. 
Please return the card I sent you. 
Yours, truly, 


B.R TILLMAN. 

Hon. WM. M. JOHNSON, 

First Assistant Postmaster-General, Washington, D. C. 
Post-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
FrIrst ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, February 5, 1902. 

My Dear Sir: Owing to absence from the city for a few days I have not 
had an earlier opportunity of answering your letter of January 29 relative to 
rural free-delivery boxes. : 

In reply thereto I beg leave to say that the regulation requiring persons 
who desire to have their mail delivered to use one of the boxes specified by 
the Department was found to be necessary in order to secure the most effi- 
cient service. One of the questions which received serious consideration in 
the preliminary stages of rural free delivery was the character of the boxes 
which should be required to be = 4 the patrons of the service. Previ- 
ous to any requirement, all kinds of boxes, some of them of the crudest and 
most flimsy character, were used for the pera. in which the mail deposited 
was utterly insecure and which were subject to wanton or malicious moles- 
tation. In order to throw some kind of protection over these boxes, the De- 
partment held that rural boxes could be included under the provisions 0° 
section 5463, United States Revised Statutes, which provides penalties for 
“any person who shall willfully or maliciously injure, deface, or destroy 
any mail matter deposited in any letter box, pillar box, or other receptacle 
established by authority cf the Postmaster-General.” 

In order to insure this protection the Postmaster-General authorized the 
use of certain boxes which it was deemed would have the protection of the 
law. In m«king this selection notice was published avers inventors and 
makers of boxes to submit the same for the consideration of the Department, 
and a special committee was organized for the pu of g on the 


qualities of the boxes submitted. Some 63 boxes in all were submitted. This | 
committee rejected all such as did not seem to have the uisite qualities of | 


security, stability, and simplicity, and selected 14 box ing all of those 
which had these qualities. hese are the boxes specified on the list which 


you sent me (which is herewith returned), and were approved by order of | 


the Postmaster-General something like a year ago. In order to have a cer- 
tain degree of uniformity and to secure protection to the mail, it was ruled 
that those desiring to have the benefit of the rural delivery must secure one 
of those boxes, which must be placed along the road so that it can be reached 
by the carrier without dismounting. Of course any person who does not feel 


and may call for it as heretofore, but to enjoy the benefits of the rural serv- 
ice he is compelled to a. with this requirement. 

_ As to the ae of the Postmaster-General to make the order in ques- 
tion, in addition to the law quoted above, I think it may be fully sustained 
by the act of Congress appropriating money for the rural service by which 
the Postmaster-General was intrusted with all the details of building up and 
managing the system, Congress confided tothe discretion of the Depart- 
ment the determination of the means by which this delivery should be inau- 
gurated and carried on. ae n which the a. was made 
was construed to evince the of Congress that the Postmaster-General 
should use the widest discretion in the choice of agents and methods in test- 
ing the practicability of rural deliveries. As the conditions were entirely 
novel, the difficulties unknown, and the methods of administration without 
precedent, definite legislation was ey impossible. The renewal of 
the experimental appropriations for this service from year to year, without 
any limitation upon or direction to the Department, indicated that the De- 
periment had correctly interpreted the intent of Congress, which was to af- 

ord the widest scope for testing the feasibility and value of the service and 
develop the best methods for initiation and management. The actual 
legislation on the subject is very meager, but through departmental rules 
and re tions we have built up an administrative system by which the 
rural-delivery service has been successfully established. 

The Department has no wish to impose any undue burden w the people 
= * s the opinion that nothing unreasonable has been in the way of 
equir ng 


boxes. 
Trusting that this explanation will be satisfactory, I remain, with very 


greai respect, 
Yo W. M. JOHNSON, 
First Assistant Postmaster-General, 
Hon. B. R. TILLMAN, United States Senate. 


UNITED STATES SENATE, 
Washington, D. C., February 6, 1902. 

DEAR Srp: I have your letter of February 5. There is one point I beg to 
suggest for your consideration and answer, to wit: You say in order to have 
a certain de of uniformity and to secure protection to the mail it was 
ruled that those desiring to have the benefit of the rural delivery must se- 
eure one of these boxes which must be placed along the road so it can be 
reached by the carrier without dismounting. Of course any person who 
does not feel that he ought to procure a box may have his mail retained at 
the post-office, and may call for it as heretofore, but to enjoy the benefits of 
the rural service he is compelled to comply with this requirement. 

Now, then, where posted s have been discontinued, asthey have in many 
instances, rural free delivery being considered a sufficient substitute, how 
can persons unable or unwilling to supply these boxes obtain their mail? 
Must they go to the office where the rural free-delivery route starts, possibly 
10 miles away? ‘ 

Your answer to this as promptly as you have the other will oblige. 

Yours, respectfully, 
B. R. TILLMAN. 


Hon. WILLIAM M. JonNsOoN, : 
First Assistant Postmaster-General, Washington, D. C. 


Post-Orrice DEPARTMENT, 
First ASSISTANT PosTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, February 10, 1902. 

My DEAR Str: I have your letter of February 6; also, in reference to the 
rural-delivery boxes. 

It is true, as you say, that where a local post-office has been discontinued 
there may be instances where a person not availing himself of the rural free- 
delivery service would have to go toa more distant post-office than that to 
which he was accustomed to go before the rural service was established. 
This would seem to be one of the unavoidable incidents of the service anda 
case where the general welfare must be considered in preference to individ- 


. 1 5 , | ual cases. If, however, you have in mind a specific instance of a person un- 
me to the section in the law which authorizesit. Also inform me whether | 


able to procure one of the designated boxes and you think an exception should 
be made, I should be glad to consider it and would thank you to give me par- 
ticulars with a view to having the requirement waived in his case. 
Very respectfully, 
W. M. JOHNSON, 


First Assistant Postmaster-General. 
Hon. B. R. TILLMAN, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


UNITED STATES SENATE, 
Washington, D. C., February 18, 1902. 

My DEAR Sir: Your letter of February 10 received. You seem to miscon- 
ceive my purpose in beginning this correspondence. Familiar as [am with 
farm life and with rural conditions, even in the North, and the complaint 
having come to me from a New York farmer, I have written for the purpose 
of directing your attention to an abuse, and a very great abuse. That is, the 
requirement of the Post-Office Department that some one of a selected list of 
letter boxes must be bought in order for a man to get his mail along a rural 
free-delivery route. 

If an individual sees fit to risk his letters and papers in an ordinary, secure 
“box, whose business is it? Certainly not yours, and under the requirements 
which you have promulgated hundreds of thousands of p or men are forced 
to pay tribute to some of the somere who have secured the privilege of the 
Post-Office Department for their letter boxes. This isa much greater wrong 


| than youat first might deem possible, and I would be glad that such regulation 


| 





might be promulgated as would make it unnecessary for me to attack the 
system in the Senate, and secure legislation. if possible, to prevent it. 

I am not interested in any individual, but I am opposed to the whole 
scheme or ruling in regard to the matter. 

Yours, etc., 
B. R. TILLMAN. 
Hon. WILLIAM M,. JOHNSON, 
Washington, D. C. 


Post-OFFICcE DEPARTMENT, 
First ASSISTANT PosTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, February 21, 1902. 

DraR Sir: I regret that my letter of the 10th instant should not have made 
clear to you the position of the Department on the question of providing 
secure and appropriate roadside boxes for the collection and delivery of 
United States mails by the rural free-delivery system. I regret still more 
that you should think the Post-Office Department has permitted a great 
wrong to be inflicted upon the farmers of the country in connection with the 
rural free-delivery service. 

This is not a new question. It has been carefully considered by the De- 
partment for several years with a desire to protect the interests of the Gov- 


ernment and at the same time to inflict no hardship on the patrons of rural 
that he ought to procure a box may have his mail retained at the post-office I § : af . ; 


free delivery. The primary question which the Department had to consider 
was the safe delivery and collection of the United States mails and their pro- 
tection, while being handled on rural routes, from mischievous or malicious 
molestation. In the earlier days of the service it was frequently reported to 
the United States authorities that rural free-delivery boxes were shot into, 
torn down, and otherwise disturbed. and their contents destroyed. and though 
the instigators of these outrages could sometimes be traced, the United States 
district attorneys were unable to bring them to prosecution and punishment. 

In the annual report of the First Assistant Postmaster-General for the 
fiscal year ended June 30, 1899, it was stated that the question of the inviola- 
bility of the mail boxes placed upon the rural free-delivery routes was one 
that had commanded the earnest attention of the Department. It was sug- 
gested that it would be good policy for the Government to adopt, after ad- 
pen ng, oy proposals, some uniform style of box for the rural free-delivery 
service, to be rented to the patrons of the delivery at some moderate price 
which would yield the Government reasonable interest on its investment 
and provide a fund for the proper care and maintenance of the boxes. It 
was pointed out that the Government now supplied furniture to post-offices 
in towns and cities and charged rental for the use of boxes, ranging from 15 
cents to 59 cents a quarter for call boxes, and from 25 cents to $4 a quarter 
for lock boxes, and that a similar plan could well be adopted in the rural 
service. 

In support of this proposition it was urged that grave questions had been 
raised whether mails placed in the ordinary rural letter boxes for collection 
or delivery fell within the provisions of sections 1423 and 1424 of Postal Laws 
and tions, providing La for malicious injuries to letter boxes or 
destruction of mail matter deposited therein. It was urged that all uncer- 
tainty on these points would be removed if the boxes were provided by the 
Government. ch would then be a miniature post-office, and persons guilty 
of malicious molestation or theft would clearly be amenable to the penalties 
prescribed by the laws of the United States. 
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No action being taken by the Congress on the recommendation at that | 
session, it was specifically renewed and emphasized in the report of the First | 
Assistant Postmaster-General for the fiscal year ended June 30,1900. Stress 
was laid upon the embarrassment which the tion of boxes suitable | 
for rural free delivery imposed upon the officers of the rural free-delivery | 
service in the absence of any distinct and controlling provision of law, and, 
in view of the rapid development of the rural-delivery system, Congress was 
again asked to give authority for the selection of a rural box te be purchased 
and maintained by the United States,and to be leased to the patronsof rural 
free delivery at a trifling annual charge. This recommendation also failed 
to receive action. 

In the meantime the complaints of the insecurity and unsuitability of rural 
boxes increased, and with over 4,000 routes in operation and more than 6,000 

petitions pending and unacted upon for the extension of the service, the | 
partment felt impelled to take action. On the 12th of January, 1901 (see | 
report of First Assistant Postmaster-General for that fiscal year, p. 44etseq.), | 
the Postmaster-General appointed a commission composed of five Post-Oflice 
officials, selected from the different branches of the service, in whose judg- 
ment, discretion, and integrity the Department had full confidence, toexamine 
all designsof rural boxessubmitted tothem, and to recommendsuch asseemed 
best suited for the service. Thirty days’ notice of the pe of this com- 
mission was given in the official bulletin and through the public press. All 
persons having designs for rural free-delivery boxes were asked to submit 
them for examination on or before February 15,1901. The commission met 
in Washington City oa the 18th of February, 1901, and remained in open ses- 
sion until the 5th of March, 1901, examining all models of boxes submitted, 
and giving public hearings to all inventors and promoters who desired to 
point out the merits of their respective devices. 

Although the order of the Pos iter-General named the 15th of February, 
1901, as the last <-> receive models for examination, the commission rightly 
determined that it was the purpose of the Department to give the widest pos- 
sible scope to the investigation, and examined all boxes submitted to them 
up to the day of their adjournment. Certain requirements as to material of 
construction, size, shape, and accessibility were determined upon, and 14 of 
the 63 models submitted were reported upon as being suitable for adoption 
in the rural free-delivery service. The manufacturers of these boxes resided 
in different a S e oes. and —_ ——— —_ a 
agreeing to furn Xes 0 6 approved model a ices, rangin 
from $1 up to $3.50 each, according to quality and worlumunahie. ° 

On the 28th of March last the report of the commission, with the list of ap- 
proved boxes, was approved by the Postmaster-General in an official order | 
which declared that before any rural service should be hereafter estab- 
lished it would be necessary for the patrons to make selection from this list 
cf approved boxes and to equip the route with them. To this order was 


added this significant statement: 

“When a rural free-delivery route has been equipped with boxes of the 
above-named description, the I rtment will consider these boxes as fall- 
ing under the protection of section 5406 of the United States Statutes, 
which provides severe penalties for any person who shall willfully or mali- 
ciously injure, deface, or destroy any mail matter deposited in any letter 
box, ig box, or other receptacle established by authority of the Postmaster- 
General.” 

The Department thus endeavored to meet the difficulty of throwing the 
protection of the United States statutes round the boxes used in the rural 
free-delivery service. Iam glad to say that this plan has proved successful 
in operation. Since the 28th of March, when this order went into effect, 4,305, 
new rural routes have been established, serving, at the lowest computation, 
430,500 farmers’ families, each of these routes equipped with one or more of 
the boxes designated by the Department. The as received by the 
Department of hardship or wrong inflicted on the farmers themselves by 
this order have been exceedingly few in number, and, on investigation, have 
been generally found lacking in justice. On the other hand, innumerable 
letters have been received from beneficiaries of the service, stating that the 
would be willing to pay almost any amount rather than have it discontinued. 
There has been a marked decrease in reported cases of malicious destruction 
of mail boxes on rural routes thus equipped, and in some instances, where the 
perpetrators of such outrages have been discovered, the United States dis- 
trict attorneys have had no difficulty in bringing them to conviction and 
punishment. se : 

By the vast majority of the patrons of rural free-delivery it has been 
deemed far less of an abuse and wrong to be compelled to pay one or two 
dollars for an approved metallic box, which becomes his own property and 
insures the protection of his mail and its delivery and collection near his door- 
yard, than to be obliged to drive perhaps 5 miles to the country post-office 
and to pay 15 or 25 cents a quarter for a call box to secure his mail. 

Having said this much in regard to the action of the Department in the 
past, I will add, for your information, that it isthe intention of the Post- 
master-General to order another commission to take up the rural box ques- 
tion again and fully consider it in all its relations to the public and the De- 
partment, with a view of recommending a method of removing all just cause 
of complaint, if any such exist. 

W.M. JOHNSON, 


Very respectfully, 
7 ” v First Assistant Postmaster-General. 
Hon. B. R. TILLMAN, 
United States Senate. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 
The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 





LIGHT-KEEPER S DWELLING AT CALUMET HARBOR, MICHIGAN, 
Mr. McMILLAN submitted the following report: 
The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 


on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7675) “to construct a light- 
house keeper's dwelling at Calumet Harbor,” having met, after full and free 
conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 5 ; 
That the Senate recede from its amendment. 
JAMES McMILLAN, 
KNUTE NELSON, 
A. 8. CLAY, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


R. C. DAVEY, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was agreed to. 
CHINESE EXCLUSION, 
Mr. PENROSE. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2960) “‘ to prohibit the coming into and to 
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regulate the residence within the United States, its Territories, 
and all possessions and all territory under its jurisdiction, and the 
District of Columbia, of Chinese persons and persons of Chinese 
descent.”’ 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PENROSE. I yield to the Senator from Washington. 


CLALLAM COUNTY, WASH. 


Mr. FOSTER of Washington. I ask unanimous consent for 
the immediate consideration of the bill (S. 4355) authorizing the 
issuance of a patent to the county of Clallam, State of Wash- 
ington. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Public Lands with an amendment, in 
line 10, after the word “ county,”’ to insert ‘subject to all other 
valid adverse rights;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the poonae of the Interior shall cause a patent 
to issue conveying to the county of Clallam, in the State of Washington, for 
county purposes, to be expressed in patent, all the right, title,and interest 
of the United States in and to a parcel of land 220 feet in width off the east 
side of suburban block No. 26, as shown on official pee of the town site of 
Port Angeles, in said county, subject to all other valid adverse rights. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 7 : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MONUMENT AT CHARLOTTE, N. C. 


Mr. SIMMONS. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the jointresolution (H. J. Res. 155) granting permis- 
sion for the erection of a monument in Charlotte, N. C., for the 
ornamentation of the public grounds in that city. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution; and by unanimous con- 
sent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its 
consideration. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered toa third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
CHINESE EXCLUSION. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2960) to prohibit the coming into and to 
regulate the residence within the United States, its Territories, 
and all possessions and all territory under its jurisdiction, and 
the District of Columbia, of Chinese persons and persons of Chi- 
nese descent. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I submit an amendment intended to be 
ene to the pending bill, and ask that it be printed and lie on 
the table. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be printed 
and lie on the table. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. Mr. President, in addition to the reasons 
which I have already urged why Congress ought not to legislate 
in this bill upon the conditions existing in the Philippines, there 
is a further reason which has been urged before the committee. 
It is that this bill, in some of its provisions, is unconstitutional. 
I notice that when the bill was introduced by the Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. MircHELL] he reserved the right to offer amend- 
ments if he became satisfied that any of the provisions were un- 
constitutional. I do not know to which particular provision he 
referred, but it seems to me that that portion of the bill which 
applies to those who have been born in the Philippines since the 
treaty of Paris was ratified, and those who may be born there 
hereafter, is clearly unconstitutional, for the reason that if a 
child has been born in the Philippines since that time, such child 
becomes an American citizen. 

In support of this panpettion, I beg to refer to the case of the 
United States v. Wong Kim Ark, in which the Supreme Court of 
the United States held that— 

A child born in the United Sta 
the time of his birth, are subjects of the Em 
manent domicile and residence in the United States and are there carrying 
on b and are not employed in any diplomatic or official capacity un- 
der the Em: of becomes at the time of his birth a citizen of the 
United States by virtue of the first clause of the fourteenth amendment of 
the Constitution. 

The clause of the fourteenth amendment quoted by the court 
reads as follows: 


All persons born or naturalized in the United States, and subject to the 
jurisdiction thereof, are citizens of the United States and of the State 
wherein they reside. 

The opinion of the court in this case is very long, but after de- 
voting a good many pages to the reasons governing its action, the 
court says: : 

Passing by questions once earnestly controverted, but asf t at res 
by the fonrtoeeth amendment of the Constitution, it is beyon Foubt that 
before the enactment of the civil-rights act of 1866 or the tion of the 
constitutional amendment all white persons at least, born within the sover- 
eignty of the United States, whether children of citizens or of foreigners, 
excepting only children of ambassadors or public ministers of a foreign gov- 
ernment, were native-born citizens of the United States. 


of parents of Chinese descent, who, at 
ror of China, but have a per- 
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Note the strong expression, ‘‘ born within the sovereignty of 


the United States.”’ ter on in the opinion the court say: 

The foregoing considerations and authorities irresistibly lead us to these 
conclusions: The fourteenth amendment affirms the ancient and funda- 
mental rule of citizenship yd birth within the territory, in the olen 
and under the protection of the country, including all children here born of 
resident aliens, with the exceptions or Geeeientions (as old as the rule itself) 
of children of foreign sovereigns or their ministers, or born on foreign ships, 
or of enemies within and during a hostile een of part of our territory, 
and with the single additional exception of children of members of the In- 
dian tribes owing direct allegiance to their several tribes. The amendment, 
in clear words and in manifest intent, includes the children born within the 
territory of the United States of all other persons, of whatever race or color, 
domiciled within the United States. 

It is evident that the word “‘ territory ’’ was used in its broad 
sense. I refer also to the case of Loughborough v. Blake, in 5 
Wheaton, where, in discussing the question as to whether Con- 
gress has authority to impose a direct tax on the District of Co- 
lumbia, etc., the court says: 

The power, then, tolay and collect duties, imposts, and excises may be ex- 
ercised and must be exercised throughout the United States. 

It then uses this language: 

Does this term designate the whole or any portion of the American em- 
pire? Certainly this question can admit of but one answer. Itis the name 

riven to our great Republic, which is composed of States and Territories. 
he District of Columbia or the territory west of the Missouri is not less 
within the United States than Maryland or Pennsylvania. ; 

If that be so, it seems to follow that the recently acquired terri- 
tory stands in precisely the same relation to the mainland that 
any other territory stands which was acquired by the United 
States by treaty with a foreign nation. 

I wish also briefly to refer to the case of Downs v. Bidwell, a 
recent case in which this question has been indirectly discussed. 
and in which the court, after quoting the fourteenth amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States, uses the following lan- 
guage: 

And thiscourt aoterely held, in the slaughter house cases (16 Wail., 36), that 

the United Statesincluded the District and the Territories. Mr. Justice Miller 
observed: “It had been said by eminent judges that no man was a citizen of 
the United States except as he was a citizen of one of the States composing 
the Union. Those, therefore, who had been born and resided always in the 
District of Columbia or in the Territories, though within the United States, 
were not citizens. Whether this proposition was sound or not had never been 
judicially decided.” And he the question was put at rest by the amend- 
ment, and the distinction between ci nship of the United States and citi- 
zenship of a State was clearly ized and established. “Not only maya 
man be a citizen of the United States without being a citizen of a State, but 
an important element is necessary to convert the former into the latter. He 
must reside within the State to make him a citizen of it, but it is only neces- 
anny es he should be born or naturalized in the United States to bea citizen 
of the Union.” 
_ It seems clear to me, therefore, every child who has been born 
in the Philippines since the ratification of the treaty of Paris be- 
comes a citizen of the United States, and in so far as this meas- 
ure attempts to affect his rights it is in conflict with the Consti- 
tution. 

But there are other classes affected by this yt legislation 
who are now residents in the Philippines. e treaty of Paris 
provides that: 

Spanish subjects, natives of the aed, residing in the territory over 
which Spain by the present treaty relinqul es or codes her sove ty, 
may remain in such territory or may remove therefrom, retaining in either 
event all their rights of property, including the ~— to sell or dispose of 
such property or of its proceeds; and the all also have the right to carry 
on their industry, commerce, and professions, being subject in respect 
thereof to such laws as are applicable to other foreigners. case they re- 
main in the territory they may preserve their allegiance to the Crown of 
Spain by making, before a court of record, within a year from the date of 
the exchange of ratifications of this treaty, a declaration of their decision to 
preserve such ce. In default of which declaration they shall be held 
to have reno it and to have adopted the nationality of the territory in 
which they may reside. 

There can be no difficulty in determining the status of that 
class of citizens. It is perfectly plain that unless within a year 
they announce their intention of retaining their Spanish citizen- 
ship they become citizens of the United States. — E 

But there are other classes living in the Philippines whose rights 
have yet to be determined. The treaty, referring to one of them, 
says: 


The civil rights and political status of the native inhabitants of the terri- 
tories hereby ceded to the United States shall be determined by the Con- 


gress, 

_ lL assume that the second class mentioned in the treaty, the na- 
tive classes, includes all those in whose veins runs Chinese blood. 
This number, we are told, is very large, and it may become a 
very important element in determining what shall be done under 
our policy of exclusion. They are not only large in number, but 
they are important in their station. Governor Taft in describing 
them says that among them are found the most highly educated, 
the wealthiest, the most intelligent citizens of the island, and we 
know pretty well what he thinks as a matter of policy of the 

roposition contained in this bill to exclude them from the main- 

and of the United States. I beg to refer briefly to what he said 
upon this subject. When he was before the ittee on Im- 
migration, I took the liberty to ask him the following question: 


There is a ‘practical question which suggests itself to me about which 
should like to inquire. Under the second section of this bill— 


Governor Tart. I have never read the bill. 

Senator DILLINGHAM. I will call your attention to the thought I have in 
mind. The second section provides: 

“That from and after the yong of this act the entry into the American- 
mainland territory of the United States of Chinese laborerscoming from any 
of the insular ons of the United States shall be absolutely prohibited; 
and this prohibition shall apply te all Chinese laborers, as well to those who 
were in such insular pos ions at the time or times of acquisition thereof, 
respectively, by the United States as tothose who have come there since, and 
it shall also apply to those who have been born there since and to those who 
may be born there hereafter.” 

ut going to another section, I think it is section 52, there is this provision: 

“That the term ‘Chinese’ and the term ‘Chinese person,’ as used in this 
act, are meant to include all persons who are Chinese either by birth or de- 
scent, and as well those of mixed blood as those of the full blood, and as 
well females as males. And wherever herein personal pronouns are used 
the masculine includes the feminine.” 

Governor Tarr. Ido not think that section ought to be passed in that 


hape. 
, ‘The CHAIRMAN. What section is it? 
The reply being given, the governor proceeds: 


Governor TAFT. It would apply toa great many people in the islands who 
ore just as pure Filipinos in their looks and characteristics as a full-blooded 
ndian is. 
The CHATRMAN. How would you amend that provision? 
Governor Tarr. I would say— 
“Provided, That the provision as to mixed bloods shall not apply to the 
natives of the Philippine Islands.” 


Further in his testimony, speaking of this classs, in answer to 
a question as to whether many of those who were about Agui- 
naldo were Chinese mestizos, the Governor says: 

Yes, sir. Both the Spanish and the Chinese mestizos are among the ablest 
men in the islands. They are among the wealthiest and best educated. 

Therefore, Mr. President, it appears that under this bill that 
very class of intelligent citizens of the Philippines, those who are 
doing the business of the islands, because they happen to have a 
taint of Chinese blood in their veins, can not, under thé provi- 
sions of this bill, seek entrance to the United States. 

Mr. HOAR. They could not be elected commissioners. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. As is very well suggested by the Senator 
from Massachusetts, they might not be elected delegates or com- 
missioners. 

Mr. PENROSE. May I interrogate the Senator from Vermont 
on that point? 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. PENROSE. I ask the Senator whether that is not the law 
at present. There is nothing new in this bill on that point. 
These half-breeds can not come into the United States now, under 
the Geary law. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. Ido not remember what the provision 
is upon that subject, but if that is true it should be done away 
with, in my judgment. 

Mr. PENROSE. That is the law as it is administered at pres- 
ent under the Treasury regulation. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. I repeat what I said yesterday; I believe 
this whole subject, as advised by Governor Taft in his testimony, 
should be relegated to the government existing in those islands, 
to be by it worked out in the light of the circumstances which 
they find existing there. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HanssrovuGua in the chair), 
Does the Senator from Vermont yield to the Senator from South 
Carolina? 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I should like to have the Senator from Ver- 
mont tell me, as he is keeping tab on the decisions of the Supreme 
Court, what is the status of the mixed Chinese now in the Philip- 
pines, our fellow-citizens, or subjects, or colonists, or whatever 
they are. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. I will take that subject up in a few mo- 
ments, if the Senator will permit me. 

Mr. TILLMAN. i: the Senator is going to touch upon that 


int—— 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. I think I will come to it very soon. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I just wanted to know whether they have 
any rights in regard to coming to this country, to the mother 
country, or to the conquering country, or to the owning country, 
or whatever you call it. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. Iam frank to say that I not only think 
they have the right, but I believe they should have it. However, 
under the pending measure, if it becomes a law, they can not 
have it. : 

In this connection, as bearing upon the question of their status, 
I would refer to the recent case known as the “diamond rings 
case,’? where the court, in speaking about the ratification of the 
treaty of Paris, uses this language: 

The treaty was ratified; Congress appropriated the money; the ratification 
was proclaimed. The cee ees power, the Executive power, the legis- 
lative er concurred in the completion of the transaction. 

The Philippines thereby ceased, in the language of the treaty, ‘‘ to be Span- 
ish.” to be Spanish, they ceased to be foreign country. They came un- 
der the complete and absolute sovereignty and dominion of the United States, 
and so became territory of the United States over which civil government 
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could be established. The result was the same, although there was no stipu- 
lation that the native inhabitants should be incorporated into the ee 
eir 


itic, and none securing to them the right to choose their nationality. 
allegiance became due to the United States, and they became entitled to its 
protection. 

Ido not know, Mr. President, of any definition of citizenship 
that could be made more perfect than the phrase to which I have 
last called your attention. It is true—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Vermont 
yield? 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. In this connection, then, I should like to ask 
the Senator whether the provision in the bill which is pending 
which would seek to bar out those people would not be set aside 
by our Supreme Court, if it stands by the decision which he is 
just quoting? 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. I should expect so; I should hope so. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Would not the court stultify itself if it did 
not? 

_Mr. DILLINGHAM. Well, I do not care to answer that ques- 
tion. I can only give my opinion, and that is a modest one. I 
do aot claim to be a very profound constitutional lawyer. 

It is true that after the time when that treaty was ratified there 
was a joint resolution sone this body and the House of Repre- 
sentatives which provided as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That by the ratification of the treaty of peace 
with Spain it is not intended to am | tea the inhabitants of the Philippine 
Islands into citizenship of the United States, nor is it intended to permanently 
annex said islands as an integral part of the territory of the United States; 
but it is the intention of the United States to establish on said islands a gov- 
ernment suitable to the wants and conditions of the inhabitants of said is- 
lands to prepare them for local self-government, and in due time to make 
such disposition of said islands as will best promote the interests of the United 
States and the inhabitants of saidislands. (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, Fifty- 
fifth Congress, third session, vol. 32, p. 1847.) 

But in the case from which I have been reading, the ‘‘ Diamond- 
Rings case,’’ the court refers to that resolution in this language: 

But it is said that the case of the Philippines is to be distinguished from 
that of Porto Rico because on February 14, 1899, after the ratification of the 
treaty, the Senate resolved, as given in the margin— 

Which I have just read— 
that it was not intended to incorporate the inhabitants of the Philippines 
into citizenship of the United States nor to permanently annex those islands. 

We need not consider the force and effect of a resolution of this sort if 
adopted by ongrees, not like that of April 20, 1898, in respect of Cuba, pre- 
liminary to the declaration of war, but after title had passed by ratified ces- 
sion. It is enough that this was a joint resolution; that it was adopted by 
the Senate by a vote of 26 to 22, not two-thirds of a quorum, and that it is ab- 
solutely without legal significance on the question before us. The meaning 
of the treaty can not be controlled by subsequent explanations of some of 
those who may have voted to ratify it. 

And more, which it is not necessary that I should read. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Vermont 
yield to the Senator from Missouri? ; 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. I understood the Senator to state—and of course 
if he did so it was done inadvertently—that the McEnery resolu- 
tion passed the House of Representatives. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. I understood it so. 

Mr. VEST. No; it never passed the House. 
the Senate, and it was never heard of afterwards. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. Iwas led into that error, if the Senator 
from Missouri will allow me to explain, from the fact that it took 
the form of a joint resolutiow. I am very glad to be corrected. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I was just looking. I was surprised that the 
Senator should make theassertion. I recalled the fact the Senator 
from Missouri mentions. I did not recollect that it had ever 
passed the House, and I was looking into the statutes to find it. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. I was led into the error in making that 


It only passed | 
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it not — the protection that is guaranteed by the Constitution 
and the laws, that they shall be protected in their liberty, in all 
of their personal rights, in the right of travel and of entry into 
this country? And yet, if this bill becomes a law, I do not see 
how one of that class coming to the port of San Francisco can, 
under this measure, be admitted. I sincerely hope that if the 
bill is to be enacted, its friends will take this matter under calm 
consideration and see to it that it is so amended as to do no wrong 
to this very important class of citizens. 

Mr. PA IN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Vermont 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I would ask the Senator whether it is his 
contention that the inhabitants of the Philippine Islands are citi- 
zens of the United States? 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. Iam very strongly of the impression that 
certain classes of them will be so declared. I am aware that the 
question has not been determined. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Iwas asking the Senator for his individual 
view. Does he believe that they are citizens of the United States? 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. I think some of them are. 

Mr. PATTERSON. That is indefinite. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. Well, I have just discussed one class. I 
will discuss another class, if the Senator will allow me. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Letmecall yourattention to the fact that in 
the bill reported from the Committee on the Philippines, known 
as the ‘* government bill,’’ reported by the majority, it is declared 
that all the inhabitants of the 5 ae Islands who were there 
at a certain time are citizens of the Philippines, and not a word 
is said about being citizens of the United States. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. I have not examined that bill, Mr. Presi- 
dent. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The Senator refers to the bill 
which has been reported from the committee? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yes, sir; it is the bill which has been re- 


rted. 
peur. DILLINGHAM. I have not yet examined that bill. Iam 
discussing this question at the present time in view of what may 
be held by the court re ing the different classes of inhabitants 
of the Philippine Islands with the thought that in the enactment 
of this bill into a law we should do no injury to the rights of any 
one of those classes, and with the purpose in my mind, if there 
are others who think as I do, to cause this provision of the bill to 


| be stricken out. 


Mr. HOAR. Ido not like to interrupt the Senator’s very in- 
teresting argument, but in connection with the point raised by 
the Senator from Colorado, may I call his attention to the con- 


| sideration that however the existing Filipino may be dealt with, 


persons hereafter born in the Philippine nds will be likely to 
become citizens under the operation of the fourteenth amendment? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Will the Senator from Vermont permit 
me to ask the Senator from Massachusetts a question? 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Does the Senator from Massachusetts 
claim that the Philippine Islands are a part of the United States? 

Mr. HOAR. Ido. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I believe that he and I concur in that 


| view, but he is sustained in that view by only four of the judges 


of the Supreme Court. 

Mr. HOAR. The other judges, as I understand it, do not re- 
ject that particular view. The declaration which has already 
been read by the Senator from Vermont of Chief Justice Mar- 


| shall would seem to be as absolute a declaration on that subject 
as you can put into words, and the declaration in the ‘‘ Diamond 


statement from the fact it began ‘‘ Resolved by the Senate and | 


House of Representatives.’’ Iam very glad to be corrected. 
But in that case, Mr. President, there is a definition of citizen- 


ship which has two strong elements in it, that of allegiance on the | 
| the decision of Chief Justice Marshall. 


part of the inhabitants to the United States and the corresponding 
element of protection on the part of the Government toward the 


person owing such allegiance. Can a better definition be found? | 
| they have the quality which we usually consider to be a complete 
_ and perfect de 


It is not necessary in order to constitute citizenship that there 
shall be the right to vote. It is not given to women, but they 


have been held to be citizens; nor to minors, nor to illiterates, to | 


paupers, and certain other classes. 

But if it should finally be held that this class of persons are not 
citizens, even then the same duty rests upon the Government of 
the United States in respect of them that would rest upon the 
United States if they were held technically to be citizens, because 
they are a class of persons, adopting the language of the court, 
whose allegiance became due to the United States, and what else? 
They became entitled to the protection of the United States. 

What kind of protection does that imply, Mr. President? Does 





Rings case”’ also states, as the Senator from Vermont has very 
well said, as good a definition of citizenship as could be put into 
words. But they do not call them citizens. We have the decla- 


ration of Chief Justice Marshall that territory of the United 


rt of the United States. ; 
ERSON. I know, but the Supreme Court set aside 


States is a 
Mr. PA 


Mr. HOAR. I do not think they have done so in that particu- 
lar. We have the declaration of the present Supreme Court that 


ition of citizenship. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I will sa¥ this—— 

Mr. HOAR. Now, then—— 

Mr. PATTERSON. Just one moment—— ; 

Mr. HOAR. Then you have the fourteenth amendment in a4- 
dition, that ‘‘ all persons born or naturalized in the United States, 
and subject to the jurisdiction thereof, are citizens of the United 
States.” 

Mr. PATTERSON. If the majority-—— é 

oi PLATT of Connecticut. wand of the State wherein they 
reside,”’ 
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Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Connecticut I dare say may 
think it does not apply = persons born in the Territories. 


Mr. PATTERSO wish to suggest that the Senator from 
Massachusetts stands almost alone among the Senators upon the 
other side of the Chamber in favor of the proposition that the 
Constitution of the United States has anything to do with the 
Philippine Islands. He stands almost alone. If the other side of 
the Caansber will put itself upon record in favor of the proposi- 
tion that the Constitution extends to the Philippine Islands, it will 
remove 7 a controversy. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will pardon me. The point is not 
whether the Constitution of the United States extends to the Phil- 
ippine Islands. The 
of a particular individual or a thousand individuals when in the 
United States or when seeking to come in, and whether the per- 
son is a citizen or not. 

I do not suppose the Constitution of the United States secures 
me trial by jury in Calcutta, and I might be tried by a United 
States consul and sentenced to death for an offense, or certainly in 
Egypt, or until very recently. But when I am here or when I 
present myself at the door to come home, the question whether I 
am a citizen of the United States isa United States domestic ques- 
tion. Therefore if he isa man born in the United States, he has 
a right to have the Constitution over him when he gets here. 

The question whether he is born in the United States depends 
on whether Chief Justice Marshall was right when he said the 
Constitution includes Territories. If the Constitution does not 
include Territories, then there is certainly one member of this 
body who was born in a Territory who is not a citizen now. I do 
not remember who it is, but there is a Senator here who was born 
in one of the Territories. I have forgotten which Senator it is. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I take it, Mr. President, that when a per- 
son is within the United States, and lawfully within the United 
States, his relation to the United States is wholly different from 
that of one who is without the United States and seeks to enter 
the United States. If he is a foreigner, he may be excluded. So 
far as the Filipinos are concerned, no matter what Chief Justice 


Marshall may have decided in the past, a judge of the highest | 


int is what are the constitutional rights | 


United States by any intimation which has been given by the 
Supreme Court of the United States. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ver- 
mont yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. Gladly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It is really not fair to the Senator 
from Vermont to ask him to yield, and yet I want to say that I 
do not think the Supreme Court has yet decided that, under the 
fourteenth amendment to the Constitution, a child born in the 
Philippine Islands becomes thereby a citizen of the United States. 
That question was certainly not before the court. 

Mr. PATTERSON. No; it was not asa distinct question. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Vermont does not claim that it 
was. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. I do not claim that. 

Mr. PATTERSON. If the Senator from Vermont will permit 
me, I wish to say that the friends of this measure are not going 
to stickle for that provision in the present bill, which relates to 
children born in the Philippine Islands since the date mentioned 
in the bill. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. But there is still another class of resi- 
| dents in the Philippine Islands to whom the provisions of this bill 
may apply. If a native of China, we will say, who had become 
a Spanish subject was in the Philippines at the time when the 
treaty of Paris was ratified, what is his present status? We know 
that the Spaniards who were born on the Peninsula have the right 
to retain their citizenship of Spain; we know that those who 
choose to do otherwise, under the terms of the treaty of Paris, be- 
come citizens of the United States; but here is this other class 
covered by this bill who may have become citizens of Spain under 
the Spanish law, and the question presents itself for solution at 
some time whether they have not come to us with the territory 
that Spain ceded and whether under the general rule of interna- 
tional law they have not become citizens of the United States. 
I simply throw that out as a suggestion without again referring 
to the language of the court which I have already cited. 

Mr. President, I did notintend to inject adiscussion of the ques- 





court of this land whom all who have knowledge of the law have | tion of citizenship into this debate, but simply to call attention to 
held in great reverence up to this time, Chief Justice Marshall | the fact that there are several different classes in the Philippines 
has not stood in the way of the Supreme Court of the United | upon whom one rule might operate differently, or to protect whom 


States in reaching the decision it has reached with reference to | different rules might be 


uired, and to suggest a reason why 


req 
the Philippine Islands. No man can tell in the present condition | in this particular legislation the Philippine situation should not 
of the Supreme Court decision what the ultimate decision of that | be disturbed, but that the whole question should be taken up by 


court may be with reference to the inhabitants of those islands. 
The probabilities are that the Supreme Court will hold that they 
are not citizens of the United States. 

_ Mr. HOAR. I do not see how the Senatorcansay that. There 
is nothing to be extracted from the recent opinions of the Supreme 
Court except the judgment. There is no doctrine or principle to 
be established except so far asa majority of the court have spoken 
through the mouth ofsome judge in his opinion. In the Diamond 
Rings case that has happened. The majority of the court have 
spoken through a judge delivering the opinion, and no member of 
the minority has put in a doubt, if I remember aright, in regard 
to that doctrine. So we may take that as not only a judgment, 


but as a statement of the principle on which it proceeds. When | 


you come to the other cases, the Senator is more fortunate than I 
am if he has discovered anything beyond the judgment as a mat- 
ter on which the judges have agreed in the way of principle. 

Mr. PATTERSON. If the Senator from Vermont will bear 
with me for one moment, I will not interrupt him further. 

Mr. HOAR. They dissented in the Diamond Rings case, Lagree, 
from the judgment; but there was no dissent on the part of any 
judge from the particular statement of doctrine which they 
made, 

Mr. PATTERSON. I imagine no one will claim the Supreme 
Court did not distinguish between the Territories of the United 
States and a simple territory appurtenant to the United States. 
It was for that reason that a majority of the court held that we 
could have one set of revenue laws for the United States, includ- 
ing the organized Territories of the United States, and another 
set of laws for the Philippine Islands; that while the islands con- 
stituted domestic territory, they were yet so foreign to the United 
States that they did not receive the protection of the Constitution 


i 


some other committee and such action taken as will be just to all 
| classes. 

It seems to me that it is unfair to the government which will 
| probably be established in the Philippines to inject into this bill 
provisions governing those questions which it alone should con- 
sider, and which may prove an embarrassment in establishing such 
government and putting it in operation. 

It appeared before the committee that the Government is al- 
ready troubled, as well it may be, by the condition in which we 
find ourselvesthere. Representative Hitt was present when Gov- 
ernor Taft was testifying, and, after asking some questions, he 
made this statement: 

Representative Hirr. The opinion of the Attorney-General is that in grant- 
ing passports we can describe persons in the Philippines and Porto Rico, if 
we amend the law, as persons owing allegiance to the United States, and 
commend them, therefore, to the protection of all our officers, etc., throughk- 





| out the world. That would be equivalent to the present passport, which un- 


der the law must be issued only to citizens of the United States. 


It struck me curiously, when I heard that statement, that the 
Government should contemplate issuing something in the nature 


| of a passport to the people of the archipelago because they owe 
| allegiance to the United States and because the United States 


owes to them the protection which is their due, to afford them 
protection in foreign countries, and at the same time enact a law 
that those same persons, when they approach the port of San 


| Francisco, shall not have the right to enter and come to the capi- 


of the United States, at least in so far as our Federal tax lawsare | 


concerned, 


To-day we have in the Philippine Islands an internal-revenne 
law entirely and wholly distinct from the internal-revenue law 


tal of their nation. 
sion in this bill. 

There is another suggestion made by Governor Taft which is 
worthy of consideration; a question which has presented itself to 
the Philippine Commission, a question they have been obliged to 
consider, and one that we shall be obliged to consider here in the 
United States. Governor Taft says: 

Governor Tart. There is one question which I suppose you have taken into 


I do not think there should be such a provi- 


| consideration. That is the international question of excluding Chinese sub- 


we have here. The whole mass of law we are making for the | 


Philippine Islands is upon the theory that those islands are out- 
side the protection of the Constitution, except, as hinted in one of 
the decisions, that the provisions of the Constitution which re- 
late directly to what may be termed inherent rights of the indi- 
vidual may in the end be held to extend over them; but when you 
come to matter of citizenship, they are not citizens of the 





jects of European governments from United States soil. That has been pre- 
sented to us by consuls and others interested for other governments. 

Senator DILLINGHAM. Senator Fairbanks, that isthe question I suggested 
the other morning. 

Senator LopGe. You mean the French? 

Governor TAFT. Take the Chinamen who live in Hongkong, who have their 
homes there. and are subjects of the Britich King. They are British subjects. 
Then I sup those in Tonquin are Chinamenandare French citizens. We 
had a question in relation to certain inhabitants of one of those countries over 
which France has jurisdiction, but who are not Chinamen. They do not weer 
the pigtail. They were admitted. 
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The question that has been presented there will undoubtedly 
be presented here, and this fact should be recognized. 

But leaving that subject, I desire to call the attention of the 
Senate to some of the specific provisions of the bill, and, first, to 
a provision found at the bottom of page 27. It reads as follows: 

But the Commissioner-General of Immigration, with the approval of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, may at any time suspend the privilege of transit 
in any case or in all cases where the transit is sought by laborers coming 
from any insular territory of the United States. 

When we look at another section in this bill for a definition, 
we find that the term “‘laborers’’ covers every person who is not 
an Official, a teacher, a student, a merchant, a traveler for curi- 
osity or pleasure. 

The treaty of 1894 contains this clause: 

It is also agreed that Chinese laborers shall continue to enjoy the privilege 
of transit across the territory of the United States in the course of their 
journey to or from other countries, subject to such regulations by the Gov- 
ernment of the United States as may be necessary to prevent said privilege 
of transit from being abused. 

It seems to me, therefore, that the provision of the pending 
measure which gives to the officers of our Government the un- 
qualified right whenever, in their judgment, they see fit to sus- 
pend the right of transit is clearly in conflict with the provision 
of the treaty between the United States and the Empire of China, 
which only gives our Government the right to adopt regula- 
tions, etc. 

It can not be said that we have the right to do this because the 
subjects of China may happen to be residents of territory that 
belongs to the United States. That makes no difference. It ap- 
plies, it is true, in terms to those coming from insular territory, 
but if they are subjects of China, resident there, they are as much 
entitled to the privilege of transit through this country as though 
they came from Hongkong or any port of China. If, on the other 
hand, the man who is Chinese by birth happens to have become a 
citizen of the United States through seillahe in the islands, he 
may come into the United States regardless of any law which we 
may pass, because it would be his constitutional right to do so. 

But, regardless of the question of legal construction, it seems 
to me that it is entirely against the policy of our Government to 
adopt legislation of this character. Itis not only a wrong which 
we are perpetrating upon that class of people to whom I have 
before called attention, who are among the best educated, the 
wealthiest, and the most influential in the islands, but, as I have 
said, it is a direct violation of the treaty obligation existing be- 
tween the respective countries. 

Mr. MITCHELL. To what provision of the bill is it that the 
Senator has referred? 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. The provision at the bottom of page 27, 
which gives the Commissioner-General of Immigration, with the 
approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, full power to suspend 
the privilege of transit, when, under the treaty, we have only 
the right to regulate it. Why should we do this? 

Earlier in my remarks I called attention to the very small num- 
ber of those who have been deported from our country because 
of being here illegally. I find by examining the brief of the As- 
sistant Attorney-General, filed in one of the pending cases in the 
Supreme Court of the United States, that he makes the statement 
that between 1883 and 1901, a period of eighteen years, there were 
only 37,688 applications for the privilege of transit, or an average 
of about 2,100 annually, and that during that time none of those 
were refused. In examining the figures for the last eight years 
I find the number applying for that privilege has decreased so 
that it has amounted upon an average to only about 1,490 annu- 
ally. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The power of suspension only applies to 
laborers coming from the insular possessions. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. Iunderstandthat; butif the Senator from 
Oregon will permit me, what difference does it make whether a 
subject of the Chinese Empire comes from China or from the 
Philippines? 

Mr. MITCHELL. That is a question for argument. 
wished to call attention to the fact. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. I understood that, if the Senator please, 
but my argument was that that fact made no difference. 

There is another clause of this bill which seems to be against 
public policy and against national prosperity. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I will say to the Senator in relation to the 
point to which he has just been referring—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Vermont 
yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I can readily see a very wide difference be- 
tween the power on the part of the Commissioner-General of Im- 
migration to suspend the privilege of transit of persons coming 
from insular territory and the power to suspend the privilege of 
transit of persons coming from the Chinese Empire. We have 
the right under the treaty of Paris to legislate in regard to our 


I simply 
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own people, and it seems to me that the treaty with China does 
not affect this case at all. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. We have the power, I admit, under the 
treaty of Paris to legislate in relation to natives of the Philippines 
and to determine their civil and political rights; but I do not see 
the distinction, which the Senator suggests, if the person coming 
from the Philippines is a subject of the Chinese Empire. 

The provision to which I wish to call attention is that known 
as the shipping clause, which will be found on page 40 of the re- 
printed bill. It provides: 

And it shall be unlawful for any vessel holding an American register to 
have or to employ in its crew any Chinese person not entitled to admission 
to the United States, or into the portion of the territory of the United States 
to which such vessel plies; and ar vanes of this provision shall be pun- 
ishable by a fine not exceeding $2,000. 

Other provisions follow which it is not necessary that I should 
read. 

From the facts which have been placed before us it appears 
that the Pacific Mail Steamship Company, which is the only 
American line plying between San Francisco and Hongkong, as I 
now remember, not only operates that foreign line, but also a line 
between San Francisco and Panama, using in that service seven 
vessels, and that upon no one of the vessels of that line is a 
Chinese crewemployed. It appears also, both from the testimony 
and from the statement of the Senator from California [Mr. 
PERKINS], that Chinese crews are not employed on the line in 
which he is interested, which by some has been called the ‘‘ good 
old Perkins line,” operating from San Francisco to ports north 
of there, if Iam correctly informed. That there is another line of 
steamships from San Francisco to Australia, and that no Chinese 
are employed upon that line; and I understand the reason for it is 
that there are no Chinese seamen who can be employed upon 
those lines. If they obtain them at all it must be in California, 
and the number of the Chinese in California has become so much 
reduced that those remaining there at the present time have other 
employment and are not looking for employment upon ships. 
Therefore those who employ Chinese crews are the foreign lines 
of steamships. 

If this bill becomes a law it will operate, as the evidence tends 
to disclose. simply upon the three vessels that are now running 
between San Francisco and Hongkong, and belonging to the Pa- 


| cific Mail Steamship Company, and to any other vessels which 


they may subsequently attach to their lines. 

It further appears in evidence that engaged in this foreign 
trade there are 60 ships between Hongkong and the Pacific coast 
ports; that 90 per cent of them fly the flag either of Great Brit- 
ain or of Japan; that this 90 per cent employ Chinese crews in 
whole or in part; many of them also are benefited by subsidies 
granted by their governments. Therefore the operation of this 
bill will be to require the three American vessels which I have 
mentioned to enter into competition with all of this vast number 
of ships sailing under foreign flags which are permitted to carry 
Chinese crews, and the legitimate result of such legislation will 
be that these vessels will be driven either to go out of business or 
to sail under a foreign flag. 

It appears that of the crews of these three vessels there are 105 
white men employed and 311 Chinese; in other words, more than 
one-third of these crews are white men. If commen to ship 
entire white crews the increase in wages alone would be $144,000 
annually. In addition to these ships, there are now building at 
Newport News for that company two of the largest and finest 
ships that have been produced in this country, and I am informed 
that if they go into commission under the provisions of this bill 
it will increase the annual expense of operating each one of them 
by the sum of $75,000. This being so, if this line continues in 
operation, the bill would result naturally in laying upon this 
company an increased burden of $300,000 annually in the opera- 
tion of these lines. This fact has been recognized very fairly and 
frankly by some of the advocates of the bill. Mr. Livernash, 
the author of this bill, had his attention called to this increased 
cost of operation when he was before the committee, and, refer- 
ring to representations made to the committee by counsel for the 
company, he said: 

It is because I know that representation to be true that I agree with the 
suggestion of the Senator from Indiana—that is, that if the provision under 
discussion were to be made law, it would be advisable, and perhaps neces- 


sary, to do something by way of subsidy or otherwise to enable American 
ships to meet on something like a common basis of expense those coreg 


| competitors not obliged to employ white seamen, but left free to employ t 


cheaper Chinese labor. 

However, the ible, or even probable, need of subsidy does not relieve 

the Con of its duty toward the American seamen, nor absolve it from 

concern lest the progress of the world toward a great commercial expansion 

= a ll operate to give the Pacific Ocean to yellow sailors rather 
n to white. 


He had before that time used this language: 


Speaking tentatively, for again I must remind the Senators that my inter. 
mation on this subject is comparatively vague, I will say that it seems to m 
probable something would have to be done for shipowners, by subsidization 
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or open the Congress should determine to drive Asiatics from Ameri- | right to come into our country or not. It ought not to be so. It 
oe Ha wail a _ | does not accord with our way of dealing with other nations. 

lan ciel relly x tcetignee abttacnertaer meat | etecemnenan, mae my, I rostvad my mai hie more 
a subsidy they will inevitably be pell efi to yessout ? ane ae . letter a clergyman of my acquaintance, in which he 


I know personally, they being my parishioners for six months, a Chi- 


the American flag. = 
It further a in evidence that no danger attaches to the | nese preacher, who for years has spent himself in the Chinese quarter of New 
York City, whose wife was kept from him for more than two years under the 


United States, use these crews are all shipped in Hongkong. 

Their contract calls for a voyage to San Francisco and return to | Present laws— tl aie al 

Hongkong, and they do not receive their pay untilthey reachthat | He means under the present administration of the law— 
port. They are not allowed to land in the United States. Again, | and even though, finally, passports from our State Department were gotten 
suppose this provision is adopted, and this steamship company or | ™*? het hands— 

any other American company sees fit to establish a line between 
the Philippines and China, where they would be unable to pro- 
cure other seamen than those of Chinese birth, it would be a 
double burden upon such a corporation and a direct prohibition, 
if I may use that word, upon the employment of American capital 
in the establishment of such an enterprise. 

But the promoters of this bill go a step furtherin this direction 
and provide— 

Sxc. 39. That the master of any foreign vessel which shall bring to the 
United States in the crew of such vessel, or otherwise in its service, any Chi- 
nese persons not entitled to entry, shall be required to execute a bond satis. under the treaty and by the provisions of this bill. The defini- 
factory to the Treasury Department, in the sum of $2,000 for each of said | tion of ‘‘ merchant” has often been quoted in this debate. I d 
Chinese persons, the condition of said bond being that none of such Chinese s,s = Soe ~ 
persons shall be permitted to land from said vessel for any purpose what- | not know that it is necessary that I should quote it again, but I 


ever, with or without the permission of said master, while said vessel re- | will do so simply to call attention to it: 

a SS tay: trae | eee a It must appear to the satisfaction of the appropriate Treasury officer at 

it have de rom the Uni States on said vessel pe . Y | the port of entry that he comes to exercise in good faith his calling as a mer- 
- ins - chant, and that calling exclusively, and that he has the means under his im- 

What would be the operation of that section? Ninety per cent | mediate control for forthwith becoming, and has completed the arrange- 


i ; e or forthwith becoming, the owner, i hole or ir » ‘ood- 

saul eileen a Sate ane faith mercantile business in the United at nae eertiel he tonite o 
enough to ~~ their pon sapere take sane others; and yetif |  1¢ is perfectly plain that under such a provision no person of 
van ihe kt oan ° a o ee a ey veS- | the mercantile class can seek our shores unless he has already 
ae — 4 00k GFOUn ay CaeeRs® 6 See = a © leat, of $200,000 | completed his arrangements for entering into trade at some defi- 
a an eo © ae — le a h to last only so long | nite place within our territory. Now, think of it! In this age of 
oS were ae e ae tl NE BT cargo. . | progress, when China is the only unexplored field for our com- 
I do not know, I am not sufficiently acquainted with the cir- | merce, when we are seeking to thrust our manufactures upon 
cumstances to know, what the effect of such a provision would be | ¢h¢ merchants of China, a person engaged in trade in China can 
upon lines that are doing business on our Pacific coast; but it | not so much as send to the territory of the United States a pur- 
ae to me as if it a es Robey ng, oy Pala, ae chasing agent! I offered the other day an amendment which 

ring any corresponding advantage e Uni 3 " ther : ; s+: a Stithinet semen’ 7 3 
legislations oan a ade just as effective without being made bur- | provides that in addition to the privileged classes mentioned in 
| 





He evidently means, by passports, the certificates required by 
the treaty— 
and the husband went to the coast for her, she was confined with the riffraff 
of the steerage for fully a month before one department of the Administra- 
| tion would recognize the papers of the other. 

In other words, the Treasury Department, in the administra- 
tion of the law, would not recognize papers provided for by the 
treaty which were issued by the agents of another department of 
the Government. 

I wish to call attention to the merchant class provided for both 











de to th et en titan’ as tenet section 4 there may be permitted to come to the United States not 
oo ae ose companies that are Dringing so Much business | to exceed five good-faith representatives of each regularly estab- 
I want also to say a word in relation to the proposal in this | lished wholesale commercial house in China. 


pill which gi ffi Etdees tm Sen, @ h The history of that amendment is this: The matter was dis- 
ah ae a ae ee ae rancisco the | cussed in committee. The draftsman of this bill signified his de- 
ng sit in judgment upon the certificates that are issued to | sire_a generous and fair desire—that such purchasing agents 


the privileged classes by the Chinese Government and are viséed | .),5u1d4 be permitted to come into this country if it c “ 
2 ; : : ‘ y if it could be done 
by American diplomatic and consular agentsabroad. Article III | without al owing a misuse of the statute to be made. After some 


of the treaty of 1894 reads as follows: sonal ; i , ittee ¢ 
Tho weehdinn abieieceeiaiendat aekedinn behind sh gineumben consideration the author of the bill presented to the committee an 


joyed of Chinese subjects, being officials, teachers, students, merchants, or | amendment, of which this paper is an exact copy, or supposed to 
travelers for curiosity or pleasure, but not laborers, of coming to the United | be an exact copy. It was incorporated in one of the prints of the 


pre oe eee at — —_ _— ap ao as aeapere | bill, of which there were several. The discussion relating to the 
from their Government or the | government where they last resided viséed by matter, if anybody is interested in reading it, will be found = 
the diplomatic or consular representative of the United States in the country | pages 132 and 133 of the record. If they will refer to page 156 
or port whence they depart. they will find in the parallel column provided by the author of the 
That is the provision contained in that treaty. The treaty was | bill that this very provision was incorporated and explained, and 
adopted subsequent to the enactment of every law bearing upon | at the bottom of the page they will find a note which gives the 
that question. It is evident that the treaty is superior toany ow reason why the amendment was withdrawn. The second note 
adopted previous to its ratification when the provisions of the | says: 
treaty and the law conflict; and yet the practice of our Govern- a <i ok the Caitceae cameninen ant whe Smesizan Foderats eg 
; ; j + 5 orseme oO Ss section. 
ment has been to subject those coming from China to Cxamina- reflection it is felt that thoexpertenent woulll reualt dinnsteounke to Aimovienn, 
tion, and the right has been claimed and exercised to reject the | labor without compensating benefit to American commerce. Both the com- 
certificates which have been granted by the Chinese Government | mission and the Federation have become convinced that the section should 
and viséed by our diplomatic or consular representatives as suf- | ®°t be made law, even in an amended form. 
ficient evidence of the right to land. The point is right here. Everybody interested with this legis- 
I wish to speak a little upon the equities of the case. Thiscon- | lation believes that we should allow China to send purchasing 
duct on our part has been justified, as the evidence tends to show, | agents into this country; that if we would do so it would favor 
by the fact, asserted to be true, that our diplomatic agents abroad | American commerce. This amendment was taken out of the bill 
are careless in the exercise of their duty and do not make a proper | because it was believed that enough might come in fraudulently 
examination of those who receive the Chinese certificates, and | under its provisions to compete with American labor. That is 
that for that reason it is necessary that this should be done. the only reason which can be urged against it. Mr. Dunn, the 
I stand here to assert that if we have a State Department, that | very efficient agent of the Government in San Francisco, stated 
Department should take those officers in hand and see to it that if | to the committee that he had always been in favor of some pro- 
a person who, under the treaty, has a right to come to America, | vision of this kind; that he had consulted with the merchants of 
being one of the privileged classes, receives from his Government | San Francisco regarding it, and that he had advised them that 
a certificate to that effect, such agents of the State De ent | one ought.to be adopted. He apparently was in full accord with 
should give such an examination to the matter as enable | the amendment when it was offered to the bill in committee, but 
them to speak with authority on that subject, and that when a | after it had been withdrawn by its author Mr. Dunn also with- 
person belonging to either privileged class steps upon the steam- | drew his approval of it, giving as his reason that given by the 
ship at Hongkong or any Chinese port bearing such a certificate | others—that too many laborers might be smuggled in through its 
so viséed he shall do so with the consciousness that he has a docu- | provisions, and as a consequence the country might be filled with 
ment which will give him entrance into the United States. It is | the yellow hordes. I am not using his language. 
a wrong, it is a hardship to a subject of China, entitled under the Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator would not claim, I presume, 
treaty to come here, to be obl to go to San Francisco to have | that the word ‘‘ merchant” as used in the treaty would include 
his case tried and then have it determined whether he has the ' what he designates as a purchasing agent? 


XXXV. 
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P. v ‘ the United States shall enjoy the same privile immunities, and exemptions 
Mr. DILLINGHAM. Had I been called upon to construe the in respect to travel or ee as may there be enjoyed by the citizons or 


treaty, I should have construed it to mean that any person en- 
gaged in the mercantile trade in China should have the right to 
come to this country whether he made arrangements to go into 
business here or not. But that is not the question the Senator 
asked me. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Not exactly. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. I do not think under the treaty a pur- 
chasing agent would be called a merchant, but I think it is a tre- 
mendous mistake for us as a nation not to put into either a treaty 
or a statute law the right of a Chinese merchant to send a pur- 
chasing agent here. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The point I wish to accentuate is simply 
this: The Senator does not claim that by our failure to provide 
for the admission of purchasing agents we are transgressing any 
provision of the treaty? 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. Oh, no. Ido claim, however, that asa 
matter of national policy it is a tremendous mistake if we do not 
adopt an amendment, either the one I have offered or something 
equivalent to it; and as an evidence of that fact I wish to call the 
attention of the Senate to a telegram that was sent by the busi- 
ness men of San Francisco to the President pro tempore of this 
body, which appeared in yesterday’s REcorp. It escaped my at- 
tention when it was read in the morning, but it appears that the 
people of the Pacific coast have already become alarmed upon this 
subject. This telegram reads as follows: 

(Telegram. ] 
SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 8, 1902. 


Hon. W. P. Frye, 
President of Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


The exclusion of legitimate Chinese merchants that will result from the 
passing of the exclusion act now being debated in the Senate is an act of 


gross injustice to the mercantile and merchant interests of the Pacific coast, | 


and of San Francisco in particular,and we hereby respectfully protest oquinet 
such injustice and request that the bill be so amended as to freely and legiti- 
mately admit merchant class of Chinese. Any special committee insisting 
upon the exclusion of Chinese merchants does not voice the sentiment or de- 
sires of those interested in the mercantile welfare of San Francisco and in 
the development of the commerce of this port. 
Claus Spreckels, Thomas Brown, J. W. Helman, W. H. Crocker, 
Chas. Webb Howard, A. H. Payson, P. N. Lilienthal, J. A. 
Donohue, Ant. Borel, H. T. Scott, J. D. Grant, Jno. Parrott, 
G. W. Kline, Levi Strauss, Chas. Holbrook, Warren D. Clark, 
Percy T. Morgan, Leon Sloss, C. E. Green, C. Deguigne, John F. 
Merrill, W. C. Ralston, E. W. Hopkins, John L. Howard, A. F. 
Morrison, W. B. Bowen, H. C. Breedon, Geo. Abbott, 8. C. 
Buckbee, Geo. A. Newhall, Geo. W. McNear, William Babcock, 
Bernard Faymonuville, Geo. A. Pope, Alfred 8. Tubbs, F. W. 
Zeile. 

It seems to me, sir, that the laws enacted by Congress which 
affect trade, commerce, manufactures, and every branch of in- 
dustry in our country should be broad, that they should be sane. 
that they should be equitable; laws that will protect capital in 
all of its rights, laws that will protect labor in all of its rights. 
laws that will protect manufactures and protect commerce, and 
give general prosperity to our nation. 

It seems to me there is danger lurking in this billif it is adopted 
in the form in which it has been presented. All admit that it is 
within the power of the Chinese Government to terminate the ex- 
isting treaty on the 8th day of December, 1904, and if the Chinese 
Government sees fit to terminate the treaty at that time, in what 
position are we left? 

It is not my purpose to enter into a lengthy discussion of the 
interpretation of these treaties. The Hon. John W. Foster, for- 


merly Secretary of State, was before the committee, and when he | 


was quoted by somebody upon the floor of the Senate recently the 
statement was made that he was the attorney of the Chinese Gov- 
ernment. I donot know whether that be trueor not. Admit, for 
the sake of the argument, thatit betrue. Ido know that General 


Foster is a man of honor, a man of rare experience, of rare intelli- | 
gence, and better fitted, perhaps, to speak with authority upon the | 
interpretation of the various compacts between the United States | 


Government and China than any man who appeared before the 
committee; and I stand here, sir, to say that I believe he has made 
a statement based upon honor, whether he be right in his conclu- 
sions or not. After examining these treaties, he says: 

With this exact parallel before us, I need say no more toconvince you that 


when the treaty with China of 1894 is terminated in 1904, Articles V and VI 


of the treaty of 1868 will again come into full force. They are as follows: 
“ArTicLE V. The United States of America and the Emperor of China 
cordially recognize the inherent and inalienable right of man to change his 
home and allegiance, and also the mutual advantage of the free immigration 
and emigration of their citizens and subjects, respectively, from the one 
country to the other, for pur of curiosity, of trade, or as permanent 
residents. The high contracting parties, therefore, join in reprobating any 
other than an entirely voluntary emigration for these purposes. They con- 
sequently agree to pass laws making it a penal offense fora citizen of the 
United States or Chinese subjects to take Chinese subjects either to the United 
States or to any other foreign country, or for a Chinese subject or citizen of 
the United States to take citizens of the United States to China or toany other 
foreign country, without their free and voluntary consent, ctively. 
“ARTICLE VI. Citizens of the United States visiting or residing in China 
shall enjoy the same privileges, immunities, or exemptions in respect to travel 
or residence as may there be enjoyed by the citizens or subjects of the most 
favored nation. And, reciprocally, Chinese subjects visiting or residing in 


subjects of the most favored nation. But nothing herein contained 


held to confer naturalization upon citizens of the United States in China, nor 
upon the subjects of China in the United States.” 

The provisions of those sections would in no wise satisfy the 
demands of the public mind in America to-day. What would be 
the result? The Government of the United States must either 
| negotiate a new treaty with China or she must exercise the power 
of adopting legislation which will be without authority of treaty 
stipulations and opposed to the existing treaty obligations. That 
the Government has that power I do not doubt. But has it the 
right? Whether the Government would exercise its power to do 
it Ivery much doubt; but whether the Government would do 
that or not, is it policy to adopt such legislation? With a treaty 
that may be abolished in two years, do we want to adopt legis- 
lation that will anger China, that will impress her as being 
oppressive, —_ because we have the power to override treaty 
stipulations by legislative enactments? Is it good business policy? 
Ought we to take that risk? To use a homely phrase, will the 
game pay for the powder? 
| Thereare two methods of thought that have been presented to the 
/ committee. Oneof them is that China is always most friendly with 

those who approach her with shot and with shell, and the thought 
has been advanced to the committee that Japan’s trade has in- 
creased because Japan approached China with shot and shell and 
because she wrenched one of her island possessions from her. | 
| am free to admit that I have no nme A with an argument of 
| that kind, because I believe it is beneath the dignity and the 
| character of a great government like the Government of the 
United States to adopt any such method toward a nation as de- 
| fenseless as China. Not only that, but because it is manifestly 
wrong in morals for the nation to adopt such policy as that. 
| Might is not synonymous with right. 
There came before the committee Mr. John Foord, who repre- 
sented the American Asiatic Association, the American Associa- 
| tion of China, and the American Asiatic Association of Japan, 
‘*three organizations comprising a membership which I pre- 
sume,”’ he says, ‘‘ conducts three-fourths of all the commerce be- 
| tween the United States and the Far East.’’ His opinion is as 
| follows: 


You are aware that the commercial treaties are now being negotiated. 
You are also aware, of course, that this immigration treaty is not a commer- 
cial treaty, as some have hastily assumed. The commercial clauses of the 
treaty of Tientsin are now under negotiation, and we assume that we shall 
have the benefit of the most-favored-nation clause. We certainly ought to 





_ it. We certainly ought to get as good terms as England, Germany, or 
rance. 
But, gentlemen, is it fair to assume that we can command these if we treat 


China in the thost insulting and humiliating way in which one nation can 

| treat another; if we are going to deal with China as if she were a nation of 
barbarians and, generally speaking, a weak »ple whom we could cuff and 
kick whenever we desired or cared to? Is it fair to assume that a nation 
which has entered upon a new phase of progress, with a new sense, I think, 
of national dignity, a new sense of national responsibility, will always bend 
its cheek to the smiter? I think if you assume that, you are assuming alto- 
gether too much. As business men we think it would be a most dangerous 
assumption for the future of our trade. 


That man speaks upon the authority of knowledge, of resi- 
| dence, of experience. 

I beg to call your attention also to certain other testimony that 
was brought before the committee. I refer first to the testimony 
of Mr. Ellison A. Smythe, who says: 

irepresent a delegation of South Carolina manufacturers, consisting of 
| five, who wish to make a few statements to you. South Carolina, perhapsas 
| you know, has over 2,000,000 spindles, and ranks second to Massachusetts in 
| its cotton-mill industry and its importance. 

I should like also to speak in behalf of penne of those Southern 
cotton mills. In South Carolina, according to the figures of the present cen- 
sus, there are over 48,000 persons employed in the cotton mills. rgely the 
mill interest in the South is dependent upon the export trade, and this is pe- 
culiarly so with the trade to China. ; 

This was very acutely felt during the depression incident to the war in 
China, and which lasted about twelve months, in its effect on the Southern 
millers. I doubt if there was one Southern mill or at least there were very 
few Southern mills that during the fiscal year ending last July were able to 
the preceding twelve months, 


| show any profit at all on their business Casing 
| and most of them showed very considerable losses, owing to the stagnation 
in trade, the piling up of their goods, and their inability to sell their prod- 
ucts. And the efforts to get into other trades and to make other goods that 
were used in this country led to very fierce competition with the mills of the 
country that were built and that are devoted to the home trade. 

| It will be noted that in a single experience of a short disturb- 
| ance in their trade with China the manufacturing State of South 
_ Carolina was thrown into a condition of despair. Their goods 
had been manufactured with reference to the foreign trade, and 
| the moment that was interrupted they came into competition 
| with the older mills in this country and immediately the depres- 
| sion was felt by all. 7 at 

| Mr. MITCHELL. Is it not a fact according to the statistics 
| that the increase of cotton imports into China has gone right 
| along—— 

| Mr. DILLINGHAM. In the last six months very largely. 


Mr. MITCHELL. Ever since—— 
Mr. DILLINGHAM. Ever since peace came. 
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Mr. MITCHELL. Ever since the Chinese-exclusion acts were 
put in operation there has been a gradual increase of cotton im- 
ports into China. : . 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. Ever since the exclusion acts were put 
into operation there has been a gradual increase of our trade with 
China. Iam glad to admit it, but it has not been anywhere near 
so great as it ought to be, as I will show before I complete my 
remarks, - . 

I wish also to refer briefly to the testimony of Mr. Clarence 
Cary, and I deem this very important. He is a member of the 
American China Development Company, and he says: 

I merely wish to say that I have the honor to represent the American 
China Development Company, which is a large American company about to 
build perhaps 950 miles of railway in China, the main line extending from 
Hankow, on the Yangste River, to Canton. I have had the fortune to be in 
China twice, and to stay there a considerable time, nearly a year the second 
time, and so I have acquired some little knowledge of the officials and their 
ways of looking at things and of this business. 

Again: 

The American China Development Company is about to embark upon the 
expenditure of a very large sum of money for the building of that railroad, 
for which all the supplies must practically come from the United States. 


The pine for the —~ the timbers, and so on must come from Oregon 
and the coast; the rails from everywhere convenient in the United States, 


and, in short, all the material must come from here. It is of very great con- | 


sequence, therefore, to American merchants, mechanics, etc., that the way 
of that railway should be unimpeded by any careless or unkindly legislation. 

The people whom I represent desire to be recorded here as being in favor 
of just what Mr. Foord and these other gentlemen have asked. e wish to 
be regarded as mong BO opposition whatever to the exclusion of Chinese 
labor, but as desiring that all existing treaty rights be carried on unimpeded 

Later on he takes up in his testimony the question of students 
and the importance of having them come to this country, and he 
says: 

I might mention incidentally, as an illustration of the unnecessary restric- 
tions, as I think, upon students and people of that sort, nonlabor people, a 
statement made to me the other day by Mr. Ferguson, who isa man in charge 
of a Chinese college at Shanghai. He said that they had found much ditti- 
culty about placing their students over here, and their students, please bear 
in mind, are picked young men, weeded out by a process of selection from 
the Chinese attendance upon the college, and sent here or elsewhere for final 
education. They are the young men, some of whom, at least, are to be the 
eople of light and leading in after life in China, who will regulate their re- 
{ations with foreign countries. This last year a number had just uated 
at the college, and Mr. Ferguson thought of sending them to the United 
States. He wanted to do so, but concluded that the restrictions threatened 
and impending and existing were such that he would not encounter them. 
So they sent them to England, where there is, wisely, no restriction upon 
students. As a consequence, those young men will grow up full of English 
prejudices and notions, and at all events they will be entirely lacking in the 
American predilection which they would have otherwise obtained. 


Again, Mr. Silas D. Webb, who speaks as a merchant and as a 
resident of China for many years, says: 

But I have no hesitation in saying that if the merchants and students and 
ptt are treated as though they were the scum of the earth it will be 
resen ™ 

I may say— 

And here he speaks about the guilds of China— 


I may say that all business in China is done under a system of guilds, based 
very much on the lines of the Federation of Labor in the Uni States; and 
as that order follows the Chinese in that respect, I eagpose the Chinese ought 


to regard it as a great compliment that their system is considered as the sys- 
tem to follow. 


No person can go into business in China without being a member of the 
guild; that is, 1 mean business of any importance. I do not mean that he 
must be a member to be a huckster, or anything of that kind. The guild is 
governed in such a a that if the merchants should take a notion that the 
Americans were insulting them, they would have a meeting quietly and state 
that they did not want to do any business with Americans or handle Ameri- 
can goods, and it would be utterly impossible for any business to be done. I 
speak of that in a general way, as far as merchants are concerned. 

_ As to students, I wish to say that we have had an object lesson in that line 
in Japan. Students have been sent to different countries to be educated, and 
it has been an almost invariable rule that it is impossible for Americans to do 
business in those places in Japan where students have been educated either 
in Germany, England, or France, 

_ In passing, I should say that no one of these gentlemen appear- 
ing before the committee expressed any objection to the exclusion 
policy of the United States, so far as it applies to Chinese labor- 
ers, but every one of them came here to protest against the adop- 
tion of any stringent provisions which should operate to keep 
from coming to our shores those of the privileged classes. 

In — also, I may say that you will understand with a 
moment’s thought how important it is to us that the young of 
China, especially the picked young men coming from the Chinese 
colleges, who hereafter, in the of one of these witnesses, 
are to be the light and leaders of the Chinese people, should be 
educated in our midst and imbibe our principles, and so be able 
to carry ee with them to China those thoughts and those pur- 
poses that will operate for our national good. 

Mr. President, we are becoming a great manufacturing nation. 
Prosperity reigns throughout our borders. Capital is employed. 
Labor meets a ready demand and good reward. home mar- 
kets have been fully supplied by the manufacturers of this country, 
but as our mills have increased in number and in their output we 
have more than oy ae these markets, and the whole nation to- 
day is looking out into the world to see where markets for Ameri- 
can products can be found, 





The development in China in the last three years has been most 
remarkable. China to-day is the great unexplored commercial 
field into which America can enter with her goods. Railroads 
are in oo construction. Grants have been made for 
further rai Telegraphs connect China with her provinces 
and with the world. Steamboats are plying upon all the Chinese 
rivers as far as they are navigable, and travelers from America 
and the merchants of America freely enter the Empire both for 
pleasure and for gain. 

I find in a Government publication, in a report upon the trade 
of China for 1896, that Mr. Grosvener, of the British legation at 
Pekin, warns his countrymen as follows: 


Englishmen should watch carefully the development of events, remember- 
nF the great rewards of enterprise will be to those who are first in the 
eid. 


I commend that advice to the statesmen of America in shaping 
their legislation so that the American manufactures and Ameri- 
can commerce shall have the opportunity not inferior to that of 
other nations. We should have a first entrance into that great 
Empire if we would obtain and hold our share of its trade. 

We have a good illustration of the importance of prompt action 
in the development of Japan. The railroads in operation there 
have been built by Englishmen and by Belgians. The result is 
that the materials for the construction of those railroads are 
brought from the country from which the builders came. They 
were equi from the countries from which the builders came. 
The result been that all of the supplies necessary for operat- 
ing those railroads, from locomotives down to car seats, have 
been to a very large extent brought from England and from 
Belgium. 

Mr. Cary, whom I have quoted, comes here pleading with this 
body. He is about to enter upon a great enterprise—the building 
of that great railroad in China. He asks that there shall be no 
legislation that shall be injurious to his interests. Suppose that 
the road is constructed. He comes to America for his locomo- 
tives and to buy his steel rails and to secure all of the supplies 
that enter into the equipment of a road almost a thousand miles 
in length, and just so long as the road runs and remains under 
American management naturally all its supplies will be sought 
in this country. Other nations are already in the field. They 
ae taken advantage of its market. They have built up their 
trade. 

Mr. John Barrett, who has made a study of the Chinese market, 
says that the present trade of China is about two thousand million 
dollars annually. Our share of that trade is only one-tenth, and 

vet Mr. Barrett, after a patient examination, says that we ought 

y right to have one-third of the whole. Suppose, he says, that 
China imports one thousand million dollars’ worth of goods an- 
nually, and America should control one-third of that trade, it 
would give us a volume of exports amounting to $300,000,000 an- 
nually against the $12,000,000 that go into the Chinese ports at 
this time and another $12,000,000 probably that go into the port of 
Hongkong. It would increase our trade with the Chinese ports 
substantially 25 times in amount. Is not thisan opportunity which 
we should consider when we are adopting legislation that so fully 
affects our relations with China? 

The Senator from Oregon asked me the question a few moments 
ago if it was not true that our trade with China has increased 
since the exclusion laws were adopted. I answered frankly that 
it has. In 1880 we had less than a million dollars’ worth of trade 
with China. In 1890 it had increased to $2,700,000. But we have 
not increased in ratio with the increase of other nations, and 
especially that of Great Britain. In 1880 Great Britain in round 
numbers had a trade with China of $54,000,000, and in 1890 of 
$81,000,000. In other words, at the end of ten years she had in- 
creased her annual trade $27,000,000. The United States in the 
same ten years had increased her trade only $1,800,000. 

China the last ten years has anothercomparison. In 1890 Great 
Britain’s trade with China was $81,000,000. In 1900 it had reached 
the enormous amount of $120,000,000. In other words, in those 
ten years Great Britain had increased her annual trade $39,000,000. 
In the same ten years the United States had increased her annual 
trade in the pitifal amount of $9,000,000. 

Now, that tells the story. The United States of America is 
great to-day in her manufacturing interests and her commercial 
power and is fully prepared to compete with Great Britain in 
this great market. She ought to doit. She ought to have the 
opportunity to do it. 

e sum and substance of this whole question, Mr. President, 
is that we should pass just and equitable laws for the protection 
of all classes. I would make the laws just as perfect for the pro- 
tection of the wage-earner as they can be made. I would make 
them perfect for the protection of the manufacturer and the 
merchant. I would have the laws perfect for the nation as a 
nation. 

To this end I suggest that we call upon our State Department 
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to make every foreign representative of this Government, wher- 
ever he may be situated, but particularly in China, alive to a 
sense of his duty. Let us make the law so perfect that every one 
of our consular agents will make a thorough examination of every 
Chinaman who receives a certificate from his Government, so that 
any person may feel when he steps upon the deck of the vessel 
with his face toward America that when he reaches this continent 
he will be received gladly and by a friendly nation. To this end 
let us get rid of the burdensome features of this bill and, having 
done that, make it just as strong and just as perfect for the pro- 
tection of American labor against Chinese labor as human inge- 
nuity can do. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, the question of Chinese im- 
migration and their residence in this country is more than fifty 
years old. Soon after the discovery of gold in California the Six 
Companies of Chinese were organized. They were merchant com- 
panies, and they did business in this country. They imported 
Chinese as their principal business. The Chinese coolies were 
brought here under contracts in vast numbers. Those contracts 
provided for years of labor, and also stipulated that the Chinese 
at the end of that term should be returned to their native country, 
whether alive or dead. Every ship that went from the port of 
San Francisco to China took more or less dead Chinamen home. 
For the performance of these contracts the cooly was required 
to deliver his family as a hostage. They would not take him 
unless he could give some person as a hostage, to be substituted 
as a cooly in that country if he did not comply with his contract 
to labor in this country. 

The Chinese came and first followed the California miners by 
gleaning in the sand and following up the worked-out ravines. 
They gathered large volumes of gold dust by their economical 
mode of mining. 

In 1851 or 1852—I do not remember which—the legislature of 
California passed a very oppressive foreign-miners’ tax, as it was 
called, taxing a very large sum annually every foreigner who 
mined. The tax was collected from the Chinese, and from no one 
else. It was collected in a very cruel manner. The Chinese had 
no friends. The collectors were boys. They went with their 
pistols and their bulldogs, and beat and maltreated the Chinese. 
I felt very much outraged at the inhumanity that was practiced 
against the Chinese. 

In November, 1852, I was appointed district attorney of Nevada 
County, Cal., a very large and populous mining county. I at- 
tempted to stop the cruelty in that county and had some of the 


perpetrators fined before justices of the peace; but I could do | 


nothing before a jury. 

At the time I was appointed district attorney a murder of a 
Chinaman was committed by one George Hall. There were no 
witnesses but the Chinese present. We were at a loss how to ad- 
minister oaths to the Chinese and whether any oaths would bind 
them. I called a meeting of a board of supervisors and requested 
them to come and consider what we would do in this murder case. 
It was suggested that an appropriation be made by the county of 
$5,000 to get experts to interpret and inform us how to administer 
oaths. 

I sent to San Francisco and employed Rev. Dr. Spear, an Epis- 
copal minister, who had been in China over twenty years. He 
was a man of high character, from Philadelphia, and was de- 
voted to the Chinese. He had been all over the Chinese Empire, 
knew all their secrets, and felt a great interest in them. 

I had the Chinamen put in different rooms, because they always 
told the same story. When they came before the jury, each one 
told the same story. There was no doubt that they told the truth 
substantially, but inasmuch as it is impossible for six men to see 
any transaction in the same light it was evident that they were 
manufacturing details and making them correspond. I asked 
Dr. Spear, as he was varying the language a little, if all their 
testimony was not substantially the same. He said it was. 

There was no exception taken to the testimony. Hall was con- 
victed. After his conviction I asked Dr. Spear to explain to me 
how it was that all those Chinamen told the same story, and 
whether any oath was binding upon them. With some reluctance 
he told me that he had been permitted to travel throughout China; 
that he had visited many of their courts of justice, or injustice; 
that they did not rely upon a Chinaman’s word ordinarily, and 
that they did not rely upon his oath in the administration of jus- 
tice; but they had instruments of torture at every one of the 
courts of justice which the outside world was not allowed to 
visit, and they would apply those to the witness before asking 
him any questions. 

If he did not testify to suit them, they would torture him ina 
greater or less degree; and all the people were terrified with re- 
gard to the courts and with regard to the administration of jus- 
tice, so that upon the commission of an offense they would meet 
together instantly and agree upon a story and all stand by the 
same story, and no torture could make them differ from it, and 
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that exempted the majority from the punishment which would be 
otherwise inflicted. 

The case of Hall was appealed to the supreme court of the State 
of California. I went there and supposed there would be no dif- 
ficulty in having the judgment affirmed, inasmuch as there were 
no exceptions taken, and I made but a slight effort, stating the 
fact,as I would in any case, that, no exceptions having been taken, 
the judgment would have to be affirmed. Gen. John R. McCon- 
nell was on the other side. He made an elaborate argument to 
show that the Chinese were es from testifying against 
white men under the statute that prohibited an Indian from testi- 
fying against a white man. The supreme court of California 
decided the case according to his argument. The syllabus of the 
decision of the court is as follows: 

The people, respondent, v. George W. Hall, appellant. 
petneney Pe incompetent.—Section 394 of the civil-practice act pro- 
, “* No Indian or negro shall be allowed to testify as a witness in any action 
in which a white person is a party.” 

Item.—Section 14 of the criminal act provides: 

‘*No black, or mulatto person, or Indian shall be allowed to give evidence 
in favor of or against a white man.” . 

Heid, that the words Indian, negro, black, and white are generic terms 
designating race; that, therefore, Chinese and all other peopase not white 
are included in the prohibition from being witnesses against whites. (See 
California Reports (Hepburn), vol. 4, p. 399.) 

In his opinion Judge Murray goes extensively into the subject 
of the identity of the Indians and Chinese, and satisfies himself 
that they are of the same origin and that the statute applies to 
both alike. 

Then the Chinaman was in California without afriend. He 
could not testify in court and he could not defend himself. I did 
not like that situation, and I pledged myself, whenever I could do 
so, to relieve it; so when an enforcement bill was pending in the 
Senate I secured an amendment, the latter part of which was 
drawn by me, the first part having been considered by the com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and putin. It is section 16 of ‘‘An act 
to enforce the rights of citizens of the United States to vote in the 
several States of this Union, and for other pur 8,’’ which is 
found in volume 16, page 144, of the Statutes at Large, and is as 
follows: 

SEc. 16. And be it further enacted, That all persons within the jurisdiction 
of the United States shall have the same right in every State and Territory 


| in the United States, to make and enforce contracts, to a Seas give 
in, 


evidence, and to the full and equal benefit of all laws and for the 
security of person and property as is enjoyed by white citizens, and shall be 
subject to like ———_ pains, penalties, taxes, licenses, and exactions of 
every kind, and none other, any law, statute, ordinance, regulation, or cus- 
tom to the contrary notwithstanding. 

This applies to Chinamen. 


No tax or charge shall be imposed or enforced by any State upon any per- 
son immigrating thereto from a foreign country which is fot equally imposed 
and enforced upon every person immigrating to such State from any other 
foreign country; and any law of any State in conflict with this provision is 
hereby declared null and void. 

That did away with this odious tax, which was not so odious 
as the manner of its collection. This was in May, 1870. It was 
known at an early day that the Chinese were brought here under 
labor contracts. The laooring men in California in their first 
protest were against thcse contracts, as they are against labor 
contracts now. They were odious contracts, and there was great 
feeling against them. 

In 1866 Mr. Burlingame went to China and created quite a 
sensation by his advocacy of more friendly relations with that 
Empire. He came here as a Chinese ambassador in 1868 with a 
large delegation of Chinese. The Senate repaired to the hall of 
the House of Representatives, where both Houses assembled to 
receive the delegation and to do them honor. There were cere- 
monies and dinners in Washington, in New York, and in San 
Francisco to do honor to those Chinese magnates. 

A treaty was negotiated for free immigration of Chinese to 
this country. 

Mr. HOAR. What treaty was that? 

Mr. STEWART. The treaty of 1868. 

Mr. HOAR. The Burlingame treaty? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes; the Burlingame treaty. 

The immigration rapidly increased. On the 2d of July, 1870, 
the Senate had under consideration a House bill ‘‘ to amend the 
naturalization laws and to punish crimes against the same. 
| An agreement having been entered into to vote on the bill and 
| its amendments at 4 o’clock p. m. on that day, about ten minutes 

before the vote was taken Senator Sumner, of Massachusetts, 
| offered the following amendment to the amendment proposed 
by the Judiciary Committee to the House bill: 

And be it further enacted, That all acts of Congress relating to naturaliza- 
tion be, and the same are hereby, amended by s or the word “ white 
wherever it occurs, so that in naturalization there shall be no distinction of 
race or color. 

I refused to be bound by the agreement if that amendment 
were voted on to the bill. I contended that it was another sub- 
ject, and that we had not agreed to vote upon it. In fact, it had 
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been reported by the Judiciary Committee as a separate bill, and 
if the two bills were put together, I contended I was not bound 
by the agreement. ly statement created considerable excite- 
ment. My friends advised me not to break an ent of that 
kind. I told them that they did not understand the magnitude 
of the question which was presented. There was a struggle for 
some time over the question whether I should oem, and I 
yielded, but protested against the rine 7 tem of such a proposi- 
tion at such atime. Finally a vote was en on it, and it was 
beaten by a few votes. 

Mr. HOAR. Without debate, or did the debate go on? 

_Mr. STEWART. There was some irregular debate, but the 
Congressional Globe shows that there was no regular debate. I 
protested against the proposed course of procedure, but there was 
no regular discussion. A vote was taken, and the proposition 
was rejected as an amendment to the Senate amendment to the 
House bill. The Senate amendment was offered as a substitute, 
and was voted down. Mr. Conkling then offered a section of the 
Senate amendment to be added to the House bill. Then Mr. 
Sumner again offered his proposition as an amendment to the 
House bill. The proceedings were as follows: 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts moves an 
amendment, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the fepooet amendment, as follows: 

‘And be it further enacted, That all acts of Congress relating to naturaliza- 
tion be, and the same are hereby, amended by striking out the word ‘ white’ 
wherever is occurs; so that in naturalization there shall be no distinction of 
race or color.” 

Mr. SuMNER. Now, I have to say that that is worth all the rest of the bill 
put together. That is a section that is pare gold. It will do more for the 
character, and honor, and name of this Republic than all the rest of the 
bill. Iam for the rest of the bill, but this is better than all the rest. Now I 
ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. STEWART. That is a guipeiiion to extend naturalization, not to those 
who desire to become citizens, but to those who are being imported as slaves. 
I propose first to abolish slavery. I propose to liberate these persons before 
: hey shall be naturalized by their masters for the purpose of carrying elec- 

1008. 

Mr. EpMunDs. May la i to my friend? I appeal to him to let us vote, 
because if this qmsndinent is atiopoet Mh 
agreement, and he may then talk as long as he likes; but, inasmuch as I vote 
against this amendment solely upon the ground that in honor I can not 
for it here when his mouth and the mouths of others are closed, I hope he 


will let us vote. If we are to have a full debate I shall vote for the amend- 
ment. 


The vote was taken after that speech, and the provision was 


incorporated in the bill by a vote of 27 to 22. The yeas and nays | 


| tions. The proposition that we agreed to vote upon was simply a proposition 


were as follows: 


Yeas—Messrs. Anthony, Carpenter, Conkling, Fenton, Fowler, Gilbert, 
Hamlin, Harris, Howe, Kellogg, Lewis, McDonald, Morrill of Vermont, Pat- 
terson, eames Pratt, Ramsey, Rice, Robertson, Ross, Sawyer, Schurz, 
Scott, Sprague, Sumner, Thayer, and Trumbull. 

_ Nays—Messrs. Bayard, Boreman, Casserly, Corbett, Cragin, Davis, Drake, 
Edmunds, Harlan, Howell, Johnston, McCreary, Morton, Stewart, Stockton, 
Thurman, Tipton, Vickers, Warner, Willey, Williams, and Wilson. 


The debate continued very actively until 7 o’clock on Saturday, 
the 2d of July, when the Senate adjourned, of course being un- 
able to make any arrangement to adjourn over the 4th of July. 


So on Monday, the 4th of July, the question was again debated | 


with great earnestness during all of that day. As a specimen of 
the character of that debate, I will insert some extracts in my 


speech, but I wish now to call attention to the way the matter | 


was treated by the then Senator from Massachusetts, Mr. Sum- 
ner, and myself, In the course of his speech Mr. Sumner said: 


‘Why introduce the topic into debate? Is there a Senator on this floor who 
will say that from anything done or said by Chinese at this moment there is 
any reason to fear peril to this Republic? Sir, the greatest peril to this Re- 
public is from disloyalty to its i 

.et us surrender ourselves freely end fearlessly to the principles originally de- 
clared, Such is the way of safety. How grand, how beautiful, how sublime 
is that road to travel! How mean, how dark, how muddy is that other road 
which has found counselors to-day! Listening to the s h of the Senator 
from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] more than once, nay, thrice over denying the 
Declaration of Independence, I was reminded of an incident in the Gospels. 
Ihave the book from the desk 
paseage: it is in Matthew, c er xxvi: 

Now Peter sat without in — and a damsel came unto him, saying, 
Thou also wast with Jesus of ee. 

‘But he denied before them all, saying, I know not what thou sayest. 

And when he was o out into the porch, another maid saw him, and said 
unto them that were This fellow was also with Jesus of Nazareth. 

“And agein he denied with an oath, I do not know the man. 
~ And after a while came unto him they that stood by, and said to Peter, 
§ ach thou also art one of them; for thy speech bewrayeth thee. 

en began he to curse and to swear, saying, I know not the man. And 
immediately the cock crew. 

‘And Peter remembered the word of Jesus, which said unto him, Before 
~ oun crow, thou shalt deny me thrice. And he went out, and wept bit- 

Sir, thrice has a Senator on this floor denied these great principles of the 
Declaration of Independence. The time may come when he will weep bit- 
Mr, WiLrAMs, Mr. President — 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator give way to me for one moment? I want 
to reply to that. 
ur. ital aMs. Very well. ies . » 

. ART. Because I am mperialists, Chinese who 
do not understand the obligation of a Christian oath. being incorporated in 
bee politi¢, the Se from Massachusetts reads a Christian 

k, from the Bible, to prove that I have denied my faith. He, desiring to 
place the destinies of the country, as he certainly would those of the Pacific 


tideas. Only in this way can peril come. | 


of the Secretary and now read the pertinent | Cole, Ferry, Flanagan, Fowler, Hamilton of Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, 


I shall certainly absolve him from any | 


coast, in the hands of pagan imperialists, will say that my opposition to that 
policy is deny the faith. 

nm he wants to place the destinies of the country in their hands, when 
he proposes to trust to their oaths as to whether they renounce their old allegi- 
ance or not when they can not take a Christian oath, he has denied the prin- 
ey which he professes; he has denied the Declaration of Independence 
when he would place the guardianship of our institutions in such hands and 
under the con of such mercenary wretches as deal in coolies who swear 
to labor for them. That isa denial of the faith. He that would trust our 
institutions to such hands has verily denied the faith. 

When I seek to ve our institutions in the hands of a Christian peo- 
le; when I desire to retain those institutions in the hands of those who un- 
erstand the obligations of an oath when they renounce their allegiance to 

foreign potentates and powres and join their lot with us; when I refuse to 

let Koopmanschap and the Chinese merchants to import coolies to be natu- 

ralized at their dictation to participate in preserving our free institutions, I 

have the Christian Bible read to me, and I am compared to him who would 

deny the faith! Isay that any Christian gentleman, any Christian man who 

— trust our institutions to the hands of pagans has denied the faith of his 
athers. 


Subsequently I said: 


Mr. STEWART. Now, before the vote is taken, I wish to state that if that 
question, which is another question altogether, is introduced now to be voted 
upon, without giving a word of explanation, I shall not be bound by any 
agreement, because this is another proposition; it does not relate to the sub- 
ject of the original bill. Itisa separate proposition. If that is to be put on 
this bill, then we are not bound by any arrangement, because it is necessary 
that the Senate shall know what they are voting for and how they are voting 
before this is voted upon. desire to be heard, and must be heard, on a 

roposition of that character, which we of the Pacific coast have more 

owledge of than others here. Ishall not be bound by any agreementif it 

is to be acted upon now and put upon this bill. I shall desire to be heard 
upon it before it is voted on. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has no power to enforce the agree- 
ment. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I h the Senator from Nevada will set no such example 
as that by insisting that he will not be bound by an understanding. Every- 

knows what this means. 
r. THURMAN. It has been printed on our tables for months. 

Mr. STEWART. If the Senator from Massachusetts offers it now, does he 
not see the effect? : 

Mr. SuMNER. The pene has been here four years. 

a TRUMBULL. The Senator from Nevada can not afford to set this ex- 
ample. 

Mr. STEWART. But this is bringing in another bill. I want to submit this 
proposition to the Senate: Here are two distinct bills pending, involving alto- 
gether different principles; does an agreement to vote a certain time upon 
one bill bind the Senate to take up another bill and put it upon that bill with- 


| out a chance to say a word? I undertake tosay that it isnot germane, and 


upon that point I have a right to be heard. he proposition was that we 


| should vote on a bill to regulate naturalization as to persons now entitled to 





| nnderstand that Massac 


receive it. 

Mr. Parrrerson. I should like to ask my friend a question. He says that 
this in principle is different; will he state how? 

Mr. STEWART. I say itis not germane. There are two different proposi- 


to regulate naturalization among the persons now entitled to naturalization. 
The proposition introduced by the Senator from Massachusetts is to extend 
naturalization to a different class involving a different subject, and it is well 
known here that it will be discussed, and discussed thoroughly. It is a sepa- 
rate bill, one that has. been kept separate by the Judiciary Committee, and 
we are not bound by the agreement when that is sought to be attached —— 

Mr. WiLson. Let us vote. 

Mr. STEWART. Do not put it on this bill. 

Mr. WiLson. Let us vote. 

Mr. WILLIAMS (to Mr. WILSON). This is a matter that you will find of 
more consequence than pe imagine. I want the people of Massachusetts to 

usetts Senators are here trying to—— 

Mr. WILSON. Iam not going to vote for it. 

Mr. Davis. I move to lay the whole bill on the table. 

Mr. THURMAN. I call for the yeas and nays on that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. Fow.eEr. I am paired with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
Abbott]. If he were here he would vote “nay” on this proposition, and I 
should vote “yea.” 

Mr. VICKERS. My colleague [Mr. Hamilton] and Mr. Osborn have paired 


| off on this question. The latter would vote against and the former for this 


motion. 

The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 30; as follows: 

Yeas—Messrs. Bayard, Casser:y, Corbett, Davis, Howe, Howell, Johnston, 
McCreery, McDonald, Morton, Robertson, Ross, Sprague, Stockton, Thur- 
man, Vickers, and Williams—17. 

Nays—Messrs. Anthony, Boreman, Carpenter, Chandler, Conkling, Cragin, 


| Drake, Edmunds, Fenton, Gilbert, Hamlin, Harlan, Harris, Kellogg, Lewis, 


Morrill of Vermont, Patterson, Pomeroy, Ramsey, Revels, Rice, Schurz, 
Scott, Stewart, Sumner, Thayer, Tipton, Trumbull, Warner, and Wilson—20. 
Absent—Messrs. Abbott, Ames, Brownlow, Buckingham, Cameron. Cattell, 


Howard, Morrill of Maine, Norton, Nye, Osborn, Pool, Pratt, Saulsbury, 
Sawyer, Sherman, Spencer, Willey, and Yates—25. : 

So the motion to lay on the table was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment of the 
Senator from Oregon (Mr. Williams] to the amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Sumner’. 

Mr. Morton. One word. This amendment involves the whole Chinese 
problem. Are you prepared to settle it to-night? 

Mr. STEWART. Without discussion. 

Mr. Morton. And without discussion? Thecountry has just awakened to 
the question, and to the enormous magnitude of the question, involving a 
possible immigration of many miliions, involving another civilization, ieeaky- 
ing labor problems that no intellect can solve without study and without 
time. Are you now prepared to settle the Chinese problem, thus in advance 
inviting that immigration? Iam not prepared todoit. (Congressional Globe, 
part 6, second session Forty-first Congress, p. 5122.) 


That was the style of the debate that went on here. 

Mr. HOAR. ho came out ahead? 

Mr. STEWART. I will tell you who came out ahead. We 
went on with this debate ‘until about 1 or 2 o’clock on the morn- 
ing of the 5th. By that time I was largely reenforced. We then 
took a vote, and amendment of Mr. Sumner, which had been 
theretofore adopted, was beaten by 14 to 30. 
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The vote was as follows: 


Yeas—Messrs. Fenton, Fowler, Harris, Howe, McDonald, Morrill of Ver- 
mont, Eemeeey, Rice, Robertson, Ross, Spencer, Sprague, Sumner, and | 

Nays—Messrs. Bayard, Boreman, Chandler, Gonbting, Corbett, C | 

Davis, Drake, Edmunds, Gilbert, Hamilton of Maryland, Hamlin, Harlan, | 
McCreery, Morton, Nye, Osborn, Ramsey, Saulsb , Scott, Stewart, Stock- 
a we, Thurman, Tipton, Vickers, Warner, Willey, Williams, and Wil- 

Before the debate the amendment had carried by 27 yeas to 22 | 
nays; but after the debate it was beaten by 14 to 30. 

If we had failed in that contest, of course there would have been 
a great many Chinese citizens, and there would have been no ex- | 
clusion bills pending now. That would have ended the matter; | 
but knowing the Chinese as I did, and knowing very well that | 
they would be brought here by the millions under the control of | 
these Chinese merchants, I resisted it. Koopmanschap, the great | 
Chinese importer, at that time proposed to take the Chinamen to | 
the South to labor there. They were brought here by the thou- | 
sand, and most of them were brought under labor contracts. 

If no Chinaman had ever come here except those who had 
come voluntarily and of their own accord, we should never have 
had any large Chinese immigration. The coolies can not come; 
they have no money with which to come; the great mass of them | 
are too poor to come, and the laborjng people of China could not | 
come unless they were brought here by labor masters, and most 
of them have been brought here by labor masters. A few who 
are here have saved up a little by some arrangement with the 
Chinese merchants who brought them here, and they can go back | 
to China and return, but I do not suppose that 20,000 Chinese 
have ame to this country with their own money and of their own 
accord. 

The contracts made with them are most horrible, and the mode 
of securing them is most disgusting. They have to pledge their 
families as hostages, and if they can not get their families to do 
that, they get some friend to act as a hostage, to be a peon and 
slave, if those who come to this country fail to comply with their 
contracts. I have examined those contracts with care, and I 
spoke of them in the debate to which I have referred at consider- 
able length. I have had them read and exposed them to the Sen- 
ate a great many times. AsI have said, they were horrible con- 
tracts, under which the Chinamen were brought here, and if the 
door were open to their admission that is the way they would be 
brought here again. 

I have assisted in the passage of the various laws relating to the 
Chinese in 1878, in 1888, and in 1890. I have assisted in the pas- 
sage of all the laws which have been enacted—the Geary Act and 
the Scott Act; and those acts have been effective. There has been 
no inflow of Chinese worth mentioning during the existence of 
those acts. 

There is now, as there was not then, a universal conviction that 
Chinese laborers are not desirable and must not come here; but 
the question is now understood in all parts of the country. The 
Chinamen who have remained in the country have scattered into 
different portions of it. Many undoubtedly have got into this 
country improperly; and the object now is to keep more of them 
from coming here. 

We want to preserve our labor against the competition of cooly 
labor. American labor and Anglo-Saxon labor can not compete 
with the labor of Chinamen. It never has and never can, for the 
Chinese can live on less; they can work more hours, and they 
have economies that look to us as the essence of cruelty,and they 
endure them; but our people can not do so, and we must not bring 
them down to the level of the Chinese. 

It has now become the settled judgment of the American peo- 
ple that the Chinese must be kept out. Let us do that by effec- 
tive laws, which will keep them out. Suppose we should reenact 
the Geary law, which was predicated upon the treaty; suppose we 
should reenact the Scott law, which was to go into effect at the 
ratification of a treaty, but which treaty was never ratified; sup- 
pose we reenact those laws in positive terms. 

The Department would continue the regulations for their en- 
forcement and make additional ones for that purpose when neces- 
sary, and we should then have the law expressed in a few words. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt 
him? , 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I do not know that I fully canght what 
the: honorable Senator said a moment ago; but, if I heard him 
aright, it was to the effect that the adoption of a brief law extend- 
ing existing laws would have the same effect as the proposed law. 
Did I understand the Senator correctly? 

Mr. STEWART. I said that a brief law would have an equally 
good effect. ae 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Then, such a law would be as far-reaching 
as the bill which is now pending, if I understand the Senator cor- 


rectly? 


| been found to 


APRIL 10, 


Mr. STEWART. No; I did not say that. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I put it in the interrogative. 

Mr. STEWART. No; I did not say that. I said the regula- 
tions made for the enforcement of existing law could continue 
until they were changed by competent authority. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Then, by those regulations, you would 
have in effect the same restrictive measures that you have in the 
pending bill, the difference being that the Treasury Department 
might modify those regulations, while it could not modify the 
terms of this law. 

Mr.STEWART. The Treasury Department ee 
ity to alter its own regulations if it is found that they are ineffi- 
cient or working unjustly. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Hansprovueu in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Nevada yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. PATTERSON. The bill is as voluminous as it is because 
there are incorporated in it the rules and regulations which have 

S reasonable and effective. The suggestion made 
by the Senator from Nevada is met by the proposition that it is 


not desired that there should be flexibility along a line that would 


result in the Secretary of the Treasury, who might happen to be 
favorably inclined to the admission of Chinese, modifying it so 
as to break down the barriers. The Senator from Nevada will 
see, when Senators speak about flexibility, that it means power 
to change, to modify, to suspend, or even to make more severe. 

These rules and regulations are those which have been in force 
and have been found to be effective and are believed by the offi- 
cers of the Treasury Department to be in accord with the real 
spirit of the treaties and statutes, and therefore they do not de- 
sire to leave them in a position where one who does not live upon 
the Pacific coast and who has not the same reason for opposition 
to the Chinese may break down the barriers. 

Mr. STEWART. I find that the anxiety to exclude Chinese in 
the East is now quite as strong as it is in the West. 

Sentiment against Chinese immigration is too strong for any 
Government officer to disregard, and the regulations will be as 
strict and comprehensive as the people of the United States desire. 

While impcrters of Chinese coolies were free to bring all the 
labor they desired to this country, the baneful effects of Chinese 
on the Pacific coast were acknowledged by all. Labor was de- 
moralized. Theyinvadod every point—the household, the kitchen. 
the factory, on the farm, and everywhere else—with rates of wages 
with which white men could not compete. 

Our Eastern friends could not realize what competition with 
Asiatic labor meant, but now they understand the question and 
are as much opposed to the coming of Chinese in Pennsylvania as 
they are in California. China herself recognized, in the Burlin- 
game treaty, the evil of the importation of Chinese to this coun- 
try and agreed in that treaty to pass laws to prevent the cooly 
traffic. But she was unable to accomplish what she promised in 
that treaty. She undertook to prevent Chinese coming under 
contract. All her efforts were ineffective in that regard. 

After the United States refused naturalization to Chinese, in 
1870, the traffic in coolies still continued. Finally, in 1880, Con- 
gress was compelled to act to prevent the importation of Chinese, 
because China was unable tokeep them at home. The few that are 
now here illustrate how difficult it would be for American labor- 
ers to live and prosper if the doors were opened to Chinese immi- 
gration. 

I have nodoubt the present bill will be put in such shape as to 
be agreeable to all. I think that it would be better to reenact 
the Geary and the Scott laws, make them operative wherever the 
jurisdiction of the United States extends, and then trust to their 
enforcement under regulations made by the Department. But 
when the bill under consideration is so modified as to meet the 
views cf the Senate I shall give it my support. I have no fear 
that a law will not be passed within a few days which will ex- 
clude Chinese. The sentiment of the whole country demands it, 
the safety of labor demands it,and Congress will comply with 
such demands. The situation is not now as it was in 1870, when 
the struggle lasted over the 4th of July to prevent the extension 
of the right of naturalization to the millions of Asiatic coolies 
who were being imported into the country. The sentiment is 
universal, or nearly so, that Chinese laborers shall not be permit- 
ted to come here. The earnest discussion of this bill shows too 
plainly the determination of the people which is behind it. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not mean to debate this bill, 
because I have had other occupations and engagements of a pub- 
lic character, both in the Senate and elsewhere, since it has been 
pending, which have prevented me from giving the attention to 


| its detail that its importance demands and certainly would require 


if I were to undertake to say anything which would be of value 
to the Senate. SoIwish merely to state the general principle 
which will govern my vote. 
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I am not indifferent and never have been and never shall be 
indifferent to anything which threatens the lofty quality of Amer- 


ican citizenship; and I regard this question, as do the Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. Stewart] and other Senators who have spoken, 
while other considerations affect it also, as mainly a question of 
the quality of American citizenship. That is what warrants all 
our immigration laws, whether directed to immigration from 
Europe or immigration from Asia. It was expected by our fore- 
fathers, who laid down and declared the great doctrines which 
they supposed would govern the life of this country, and espe- 
cially the doctrine of the absolute equality of all human beings in 
political rights, that the process of becoming American citizens, 
and therefore exercising a share jointly with others in the regal 
function—a function loftier than that of any emperor or king, as 
they a it—of governing this country, would be a very seri- 
ous thing. 


In the time of Washington and his immediate successors nat- | 


uralizations were very rare, and when they took place the judge 
of the court of the United States in my part of the country, and 
I sup elsewhere, used to address the new citizen with a little 
speech, pointing out to him the great advantage and dignity to 


which he had acceded, and welcoming him into the lofty brother- | 
hood of American citizenship, and that was preceded by an inquiry, 


which meant business, into the character and quality of the new 
citizen. 

There was no perfunctory admission. There was no taking a 
thousand oaths in a thousand seconds. There was no band of 


political agents hurrying into citizenship men for the purposes | 
of any party. There was no such thing as the same two witnesses | 


swearing to the same facts about a hundred men at once, and 
there was no such thing, as happened in New York not many 
years ago, of issuing naturalization papers in blank by the court, 
so that the inquiry showed that the judge who held that court 
must, if the —— had been genuine, have naturalized 60,000 
persons in a single day. 

That is the kind of administration which the men who made 
and believed in the doctrines of the Declaration of Independence, 
and who our early naturalization laws meant to have prac- 
ne order to insure the dignity and purity of American citi- 
zenship. 

Now, I was in the other House, and later in this Chamber, when 
this great change of public opinion took place. When I came to 
Congress the Burlingame treaty had just been adopted, and we 
were making our boast that here was a nation, to use Mr. Lowell’s 
famous lines— 

Whose free latchstring was never drawed in 
Against the poorest child of Adam’s kin. 

And the whole American people believed that doctrine. Cali- 
fornia herself believed it quite as religiously as did Massachusetts. 

The great evil came up which the Senator from Nevada has so 
well stated and without any exaggeration, and the evil in regard 
to some classes of European immigration which my colleague 
had occasion to state, in advocating a bill under consideration a 
year or two ago, with equal force and precision of statement, be- 
cause, Mr. President, these things are not matters of race. The 
Senator from California [Mr. PERKINS], who is now outof his seat, 
described the condition of things in the Chinese quarter in San 
Francisco. It happened that when this debate came up some 
time ago I asked a very eminent citizen of that coast, one of the 
champions of this class of legislation, if he had not gone through 
the like place in London at a recent visit, as the newspapers said, 
and he said he had; and I asked him if everything which he de- 
scribed of the vile places in San Francisco was not paralleled and 
surpassed by similar infamy and squalor and human degradation 
in places in London, where he found nobody but men of the En- 
glish race. He admitted that that was true. It is not race. It 
is degradation that we ought to strike at and keep out if we can. 

_Mr. President, the objection to the whole theory on which our 
Chinese legislation proceeds is that you strike at labor, the dig- 
nity and glory of ene. because it is labor, and you strike at 
men not because of any individual degradation, but solely because 
of race. You say that the Chinese laborer shall be kept out though 
he possesses every virtue under heaven, and the Syrian laborer or 
the laborer from any other Asiatic ee shall come in though 
he possesses every vice under heaven, and then you say that a mah 
shall stay out if he is alaborer, although he may come in if he is a 
scholar or a gentleman or an artist. this _ Republic puts 
itself on record that men differ essentially in the matter of human 
rights because of race and not because of the quality of the indi- 
vidual, and that the laborer is a degraded being in comparison 
with the scholar or the gentleman or the idler. Now, that isa 
stab at the essential ae on which this Republic rests, and 
peg I _ not mer the close of =y life, as my are about 

’ ue) or an 
or fanaa joining in such an act in consequence y alleged 


necessity. 
When this subject first came up, and when the uneasiness under 





the Burlingame treaty was just beginning to show itself on the 
Pacific coast and had not reached the rest of the country, I sought 
out Mr. Sargent, then an eminent member of the House of Rep- 
resentatives from California (that was, I suppose, about 1871 or 
1872; I can not give the date), who was afterwards an eminent 
member of this body and, as is well known, minister to Germany, 
and called his attention to it. 

I told him I would gladly unite in measures which should be as 
effective and stringent as licen wit could contrive to keep out 
everything of the evil of which his people were beginning to com- 

lain; that I would ae to station at one port or two ports or 

ve ports in Asia public agents—public agents who should ex- 
amine man by man, witness by witness—agents who could not be 
imposed upon and who could not be flattered and who could not 
be bribed, and provide that no immigrant should come to this 
country from China except such as came from that limited num- 
ber of ports and such as had passed this scrutiny of our public 
agencies. If the time for such an examination would not allow 
examining thoroughly and faithfully every man who wanted to 
come, that was the misfortune of the situation, and it was neces- 
sary for the protection and security and quality of American citi- 
zenship. But it was no violation of our principles. 

I was willing, then, that no man should come as an immigrant 
who could not read or write the English language, if that were 
desirable; that no man should come as an immigrant who did not, 
bring his wife with him, if he were married, and his children 
with him, if he were a father; that no man should come as an 
immigrant whose moral qualities and capacity to earn his living 
in some respectable employment were not ascertained; that no 
man should come as an immigrant who did not mean to stay here 
and die here and be buried here and renounce all his allegiance to 
every other country whatever, and that no man should come as 


| an immigrant who was not permeated with the spirit of American 


citizenship. 

But some of our friends on the Pacific coast did not care much 
about ideals, though I have no doubt they were as thoroughly 
attached in principle to the doctrines on which this Republic was 
founded as tea, but in their anxiety and alarm they could not 
wait patiently to get at this evil. 

So, in the first place, they broke a treaty, and in the next place 
they contradicted the doctrines which the fathers had declared; 
and although I suppose my friend the Senator from Nevada, as 
I do, considers Mr. Sumner’s impassioned denunciation of him as 
rather a jest—I do not mean Mr. Sumner meant it as a jest, for 
he never jested, but my friend, I have no doubt, took it as a jest, 
just as I did—— 

Mr. STEWART. It did not hurt my feelings any. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not suppose it did the least in the world. 
did not hurt his feelings or stop the growth of his hair. 

Mr. STEWART. That is true. 

Mr. HOAR. Butstill, for all that, the thing happened, and so it 
is that we are going on from steptostep. Wecould not wash out 
this spot with water, and so we took vinegar; and we could not 
wash it out with vinegar, and so we tried a solution of cayenne 
pepper, and now our friends on the Pacific coast are asking us for 
a preparation of vitriol, which they hope will work. 

For one, Mr. President, I am not going into the details of this 
measure. I will not bow the knee to Baal—either in dealing with 
the Philippine Islands or with the Chinese. I will not vote that 
labor as labor shall not stand on an equality with other conditions 
of men. I will not vote that it is a falsehood that any nation has 
the right to establish its own government after its own fashion. 
I will not worship this god that you have set up. My opposition 
to this policy has nothing to de with the details of the measure. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I desire to submit a very few 
ow upon the pending bill. I do not care about doing so to- 
night. 

Mr. STEWART. It is too late to speak to-night. 

Mr. PETTUS. If the Senator will allow me, I will move 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to take the floor and go on in the 
morning. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. If it is understood that the Sena- 
tor from Colorado has the floor—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HansprovuGu in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Colorado yield to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Will the Senator from Alabama 
allow me to propose an amendment? 

Mr. PETTUS. I was going to make a motion. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Is there any amendment pending 


Tt 





to the bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Two committee amendments 
were over. 

Mr. PENROSE. I have a committee amendment which I de- 


sire to offer at the proper time before we adjourn. I merely 
make the statement so that the Senate may not pass on the motion 
to adjourn until I have had that opportunity. 
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Mr. TELLER. Offer it now, 

Mr. PENROSE. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be received. 

Mr. PENROSE. I ask the Senate to consider how a committee 
amendment which I think meets with the approval of everyone, 
and to which there will be no objection. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I suggest to the Senator, as section 56 was 
ee that that amendment be disagreed to and this one 
adopted. 

Mr. PENROSE. Very well. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PENROSE. I understand that I have the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The floor was yielded by the 
Senator from Colorado to the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. PENROSE. Excuse me, Mr. President; I did not under- 
stand that. May I proceed? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Alabama 
yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, I do not yield for the purpose of 
bringing up new business, but I thought the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania wanted to offer some formal morning business. 

Mr. PENROSE. No; I desire on behalf of the Committee on 
Immigration, having the bill in charge, to offer an amendment 
which I think should be placed immediately before the Senate, 
and to which there will be no objection, so that the bill as recom- 
mended by the committee may be printed and considered by the 
Senate. 

Mr. PETTUS. I yield to the Senator for that purpose. 

Mr. PENROSE. I desire to offer itnow. It will take but a 
minute. I merely desire to have it read and passed on. There 
will be no objection to it. 

Mr. CULLOM. Let it be read and lie over. 


Mr. PENROSE. I ask to have the amendment read, and then | 


I shall ask to have it considered. 

On page 53 of the bill there is an amendment of the committee 
which was passed over when the bill was read, and which I ask 
be not agreed to. Then I shall offer as a substitute for the sec- 
tion the amendment which the Secretary has in his hand. I ask 
that section 56 be disagreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The committee amendment? 

Mr. PENROSE. 
it be disagreed to. 
Chinese in connection with expositions. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Pennsylvania | 


asks that the amendment reported by the committee as section 56 
be disagreed to. The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr, PENROSE. Now I move as a substitute for section 56 
what I ask the Secretary to read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Pennsylvania 
proposes an amendment as a substitute, which will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Sec. 56. That nothing in the provisions of this act or any other act shall 


be construed to prevent, hinder, or restrict any foreign exhibitor, represent- | 


ative, or citizen of any foreign nation, or the holder, who isa citizen of any 
foreign nation, of any concession or privilege from any fair or exposition au- 


thorized by act of Congress, from bringing into the United States, under | 


contract, such mechanics, artisans, agents, or other employees, natives of 
their respective foreign countries, as they or any of them may deem neces- 
sary, not exceeding such maximum number in each case to be authorized by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, for the purpose of making preparation for 
installing, or conducting their exhibits or of preparing for installin 


taining to any concession or privilege which may have been or may be, 
granted by any such fair or exposition in connection with such exposition, 
under such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may pre- 
scribe, both as to the number, admission, and return of such person or persons. 


Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator who has offered that | 


amendment a question? I do not know whether I heard it cor- 


rectly, but I understand it is an authority to bring in any num- | 


ber of cooly laborers for that purpose. 
Mr. PENROSE. It only allows a number not exceeding a 


maximum number to be fixed by the Secretary of the Treasury | 


in each particular case. 

Mr. HOAR. They may be cooly laborers owned by the man 
who brings them in, as I understand it. 

Mr. PENROSE. It refers to Chinese persons regardless of the 
fact whether they are laborers or whether they belong to the ex- 
cepted classes. 

Mr. HOAR. As I understood the argument of the Senator 
from Nevada, and it has been stated also by others, the object is 
to prevent the bringing into this country of cooly laborers, and 
this policy is justified on the ground that cooly laborers were to 
be brought in by persons who own them. 

Mr. PENROSE. All these people are to be returned. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand. 

Mr. PENROSE. They are all to go back. 

Mr. HOAR. Then the Senator and Iagree. I understand he 
does not question it. But he proposes to put in an amendment 


It is a committee amendment, and I ask that | 
It is the section prohibiting the admission of 


or con- | 
ducting any business authorized, or permitted under or by virtue of, or per- | 
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that for some particular purpose, for a specially important na- 
tional exposition, a lot of cooly laborers may be brought in by 
their owners. That is the purpose. 

Mr. PENROSE. The purpose is that Chinese persons having a 
concession for an exposition may bring in such persons as are nec- 
essary for the purposes of that particular concession without in- 
quiry on our as to their relations with the various individuals 
holding that concession. They are all to be returned when the 
exposition is over, 

Mr. HOAR. So that if the Sultan of Sulu, if there be such a 
person, has slaves, as it is said by some hot-headed, wrong-minded 
men in this world, and chooses to bring in a lot of slaves and take 
them back in, we authorize him to do it. 

Mr. STEWART. I do not wish to be understood as saying 
that the contractors are the owners of these laborers in the literal 
sense of the term. They enter intoa contract providing for their 
| services, and in case they should break the contract their rela- 
tives, who are pledged to it, would be their slaves. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from California [Mr. PERKINS] sup- 
plemented that by saying that these persons were in a condition 
of practical slavery; that they not — pledged their wives and 
| children, body and soul, at home, but their relatives, to carry out 
| their contracts, and if they break them there were contrivances 

by which the man who breaks them might be punished by assas- 
sinating him, and that was done, according to the statement of 
the Senator from California. 
Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator let me add to that state- 
| ment right here that they have employed what they call high- 
binders, and if a man breaks a contract the highbinders go to 
| him and he is frequently put out of the way? That is in addition 
| to the pledge of their relatives that they would perform the con- 





I understand that, in a bill proposing to strike at 
| that wickedness, the committee, or the agent of the committee, 
| proposes to insert a clause saying that that precise thing may be 
done for the purposes of a public exposition. 

| Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, I have an amendment which 
| I should like to offer. 

| Mr. MITCHELL. Was the amendment offered by the chair- 
| man of the committee agreed to? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Florida 
propose an amendment to the pending amendment? 

Mr. MALLORY. No, sir; to the pending bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Pennsylvania | Mr. 
PENROSE] on behalf of the committee. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. PENROSE. Now, let the amendment of the Senator from 
Florida be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The SecrRETARY. In line 6, page 2, strike out all after the word 
‘*since’’ down to and including the word “‘ hereafter ”’ in line 8. 

Mr. MALLORY. The amendment strikes out the following 
language: 

And it shall also apply to those who have been born there since, and to 
those who may be born there hereafter. 


Mr. PENROSE. I desire to state that Iam authorized on _ 
las 





half of the committee to accept the amendment as offered. 
for the present consideration of it by the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Without objection, the amend- 
ment is agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to have the amendment stated. 
What is it? 

Mr. MITCHELL. It is a motion to strike out. 

Mr. MALLORY. The object of it is simply to leave open the 
question of the right of people born in the Philippine Islands 
since the acquisition of that territory to come to this country. 

Mr. FORAKER. I should like to have the amendment read 
again. I want to take advantage of this opportunity to give 
notice that, with the consent of the Senate, I shall make some re- 
|marks upon this bill on Monday next immediately after the 

morning hour. 
oe — Let the amendment of the Senator from Florida 
read. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. On page 2, line 6, after the word *‘since,” 
| strike out the words “‘and it shall also apply to those who have 
— born there since, and to those who may be born there here- 
| after.’’ 
Mr. FORAKER. That is an exceedingly important amend- 
ment. It may be that it is exactly right. 1 assume that it is. 
Mr. ENROSE. I ask that it be acted u 
Mr. FORAKER. It doubtless accom the the 
Senator from Florida has in view in it, and that the com- 
mittee have in view in accepting it, but I would be glad to have 
it printed and go over before the Senate acts on it. 
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Mr. PENROSE. As I understand it, the action will not be 
final. I ask to have it inserted in the bill—— 

Mr. FORAKER. Very well; I do not object to that. 

Mr. PENROSE. So that the committee bill may be before the 
Senate in its perfected shape. 

Mr. FO. R. Thatisallright. Ihave noobjection tothat. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment is agreed to 
without objection. 

Mr. FORAKER. That clause of the bill is one that I should 
like to have the right to look at more carefully before it is finally 
disposed of. 

Mr. PENROSE. Now I ask for a unanimous-consent agree- 
ment that we may vote on this bill on Monday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Fix an hour. 

Mr. PENROSE. At 4 o’clock. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Commencing at 4 o’clock? 

Mr. PENROSE. Commencing at 4 o’clock. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Tocommence voting on amendments at that 
hour? 


Mr. PENROSE. To commence voting on amendments at 4 | ; ats 
substitute are in order. Thai; does not come within the rule that 


o'clock, with five-minute debate on the different amendments. 
Mr. FRYE. The debate to be under the limitation of Rule VIII? 
Mr. PENROSE. Yes. 
Mr. LODGE. Then we ought to begin earlier. 
Mr. PENROSE. I will make the hour 3 o’clock. 
Mr. TELLER. We ought to know, before we agree to this ar- 
rangement, whether we will have two more days this week or 
whether we will have but one. 


Mr. LODGE. I hope the Senate is going to sit on Saturday, | 


because I gave notice that I would speak on that day immediately 
after the routine morning business. 


Mr. TELLER. If we are to have a session on Saturday the | . Y J 
| ing clause of the bill and to insert: 


question is somewhat different from what it would be if we were 
not going to have a session on that day. 


Mr. LODGE. And I should be glad to have the President of | 


| residence of such persons therein, be, and the same are hereby, extended and 
| continued in full force and effect until the 7thday of December, 1904, and so 


the Senate here at that time. 

Mr. TELLER. I think the time is rather short. 

Mr. PENROSE. Then I will make it Tuesday. 

Mr. TELLER. That is better. 

Mr. PENROSE. I ask that the bill be voted on Tuesday, sub- 
ject to the five-minute rule after 3 o’clock. 

Mr. CLAY. I desire to ask the Senator from Pennsylvania 


whether he expects to insist on the passage of the Senate bill that | 


came from the Committee on Immigration, or does he expect to 
substitute the House bill for the Senate bill? 


the same. 
Mr. CLAY. They are not exactly the same. 
Mr. PENROSE. No; they are not exactly the same. 


we ought to have more time than would be given by an agreement 
to vote on Monda 


Mr. LODGE. if I may be allowed, I take it that the parlia- | 
mentary situation and manner of dealing with it would be that | 


after the Senate has amended and perfected its bill, whether it 
passes the bill with amendments as it came from the committee 
or whether it substitutes the bill of the Senator from Connecticut, 
it would then strike out all after the enacting clause of the House 


bill and put in its own bill as an amendment so as to bring both | 


into conference. 


Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I understand that several Sen- | 


ators who expect to take part in this debateare not here. There- 
fore I suggest that we wait until to-morrow morning and settle 
this question when there are more Senators present. 

Mr. PENROSE. All right, Mr. President. 

Mr. TELLER. That will do just as well. 

Mr. PENROSE. I notified the Senate yesterday that I would 
make the request to-day. However, I will 
and renew it then. 

Mr. TELLER. There is rather a thin Senate now. I under- 
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ment of which I gave notice, but I will wait until the amend- 
ments of the committee are disposed of. 

Mr. CULLOM. You had better submit it now. 

Mr. LODGE: Theamendment of the Senator from Connecticut 
is in the nature of a substitute? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It is. 

Mr. LODGE. It can not be offered until the original bill is 
perfected. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I was willing to wait until the 


| committee amendments are disposed of. 


Mr. LODGE. I beg pardon; there are a great many other 
amendments to be disposed of. The Senator from Vermont [| Mr. 
na has nearly a dozen amendments that he intends to 
propose to the bill, some of which are very important amend- 
ments. I speak with deference to the superior knowledge of the 
Senator from Connecticut, but we must complete or perfect the bill 
before the substitute will be in order. 

Mr. HOAR. “i. President, I understand the parliamentary 
rule to be thai a substiinte for a bill may be offered whenever a 


| member of the Senate desires, and it may be pending, and that still 


amendments perfecting the bill or amendments perfecting the 


there can be but one amendment pending atonce. If the Senator 
from Connecticut offers his amendment at this moment, all 
amendments to the pending ill will be considered first or all 
amendments to his substitute will be considered before the vote 
is taken on that. 

Mr. LODGE. Undoubtedly. That is what I said. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Then I will offer my amendment, 
if I may have the opportunity to do so, at the present time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut 
offers an amendment, which will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all after the enact- 


That all laws now in force prohibiting and regulating the coming of Chi- 
nese persons and persons of inese descent into the United States, and the 


long as the treaty between China and the United States concluded on the 
17th day of March, 1894, and proclaimed by the President on the 8th day of 
December, 1894, may be continued in force by virtue of the extension thereof 
in accordance with the provisions for such extension therein contained. 
That the Secretary of the Treasury shall be, and he hereby is, authorized and 


| empowered to make and prescribe and from time to time to change and 


amend such rules and regulations as he may deem necessary and proper to 
execute the provisions contained in the second paragraph of article 3 of said 
treaty of December 8, 1894. 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I should like to suggest to the Sen- 


| ator from Connecticut, if I may, whether it would not be well to 
Mr. PENROSE. I understand that both billsare substantially | 


have the time a little later than the 7th of December, 1904. That 
will be the very beginning of a session, so that if anything should 


| happen, as a termination of the treaty, in the summer there might 
| have to be an extra session of Congress called or we might have 

Mr. CLAY. If we are expected to takethe House bill, many of | 
us have not gone through it to ascertain all of its contents, and | 


to deal very hastily with a condition of things. Would it not be 
as well to say the 7th of January or the 7th of February, 1905? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The idea of my amendment is to 
continue existing laws just as they are until the expiration of the 
treaty, whether it shall expire on the 7th day of December by 
having been denounced or whether it shall continue longer by not 
having been denounced. 

Mr. HOAR. are the denunciation will come just six 
months before the 7th of December, 1904, which would be the 7th 
day of June, Congress might not be in session. In that case you 
would be left with your treaty gone and your statute gone, and 
there would have to be an extra session of Congress. You would 
have to do something within a day or two of the beginning of the 
session. It would seem to me that these laws should at least con- 
tinue in force long enough to give Congress time to draw its 
breath by putting it a little later. I donot know whether I make 


| my point clear to the Senator without restating it. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Yes, I think I understand it. I 


: t do not wish to provide that our present laws shall be continued 
wait until to-morrow | 


beyond the life of that treaty, because those laws have been 
i with reference to the treaty. 
Mr. HOAR. Suppose China denounces—to use the phrase that 


stand that some Senators who are opposed to the bill have ex- | is used—this treaty on the 7th day of June, 1904, where are you? 


pressed a desire to be here when an agreement to vote is made. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I understand that no amendment 


is ponding. 
he PRESIDING OFFICER. There is one committee amend- 
ment pending. 

Mr. PENROSE. I understand that the committee amend- 
ments have been adopted. 
<a PRESIDING OFFICER. There were amendments passed 

er, 

Mr. LODGE. The passed-over amendments are still pending. 
One of the most important clauses of the bill to be discussed is 
involved in‘such an amendment. 

Mr, PLATT of Connecticut, I did wish to propose the amend- 


You have not got any treaty, which, perhaps, you do not care so 
much about, but you have not got any law on the 7th of Decem- 
ber, 1904. So if this passes you must have an extra session in 
midsummer to get a law, or you have got to have the Chinese 
coming in until you get one after Congress assembles in Decem- 
ber, 1904. It seems to me that the slight objection to having the 
law go over for two weeks after that time does not warrant tak- 
ing that ri 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator allow me to stale that 
what has taken place in the last five minutes is the best poesible 
illustration that could be presented of the inadvisability of pass- 
ing any such amendment as is proposed by the Senator from 
Connecticut? 
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Mr. HOAR. Iam for the Senator's amendment. 
Mr. MITCHELL. I understand. 
Mr. HOAR. Ido not make my criticism in hostility to it, but 


in aid of it, if Iam right; if I am wrong, that is another thing. 

Mr. PENROSE. If I may be permitted an inquiry, how could 
the amendment extend the time beyond the existence of the 
treaty without grave international complication and a violation 
of international comity and good faith? 

Mr. HOAR. The extension for three or four weeks—— 

Mr. PENROSE. It seems to me it would be a grave offense. 

Mr. HOAR. When we are in doubt whether China will termi- 
nate the treaty or not would not be a violation of international 
comity. 

Mr. TELLER. She will terminate it soon enough if the amend- 
ment is adopted. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 


Mr. TELLER. I will venture to say that she does not. 

Mr. HOAR. Senators can think of it over night. 

Mr.FORAKER. Evidently whether she will denounce it or not 
is a matter of speculation in view of what the Senator from Connect- 


icut on one hand and the Senator from Colorado on the other says, | 


but whether the one or the other be right it seems to me that the 


She will terminate it, I think, if | 
the measure which has been proposed by the committee is adopted. | 
| Clarke and State of Iowa. 


Col. Michael V. Sheridan, assistant ane ers to rank 


from the date of acceptance as major-general o: ier-Gen- 
eral Hughes. 


RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


William R. Akers, of Nebraska, to be receiver of public moneys 
at Alliance, Nebr. 
POSTMASTERS. 


Millard F. Campbell, to be postmaster at Wilburton, in the 
Choctaw Nation, Ind. T. 

James R. Young, to be postmaster at Ada, in the Chickasaw 
Nation, Ind. T. 

Thomas A. Sawhill, to be postmaster at Concordia, in the county 


| of Cloud and State of Kansas. 


Cornelius Van Zandt, to be postmaster at Wilton Junction, in 
the county of Muscatine and State of Iowa. 
Melville Sheridan, to be postmaster at Osceola, in the county of 


Warner 8. Carr, to be postmaster at Lake Nebagamon, late 


| Lake Nebagemain, in the county of Douglas and State of Wis- 





extension of the law ought to be for the life of the treaty. We | 


will know six months before December 7, 1904, whether the 
treaty has been denounced by either party to it,and we will 
know, therefore, six months before whether it is to end in De- 
cember. 1904, or to continue until December, 1914. 
Mr. HOAR. The Senator will know that at his home in Ohio, 
“= likely, and nowhere else. 
r. LODGE. Before that time comes I hope it will also have 


been found out that not a single law now on the statute book in | 


regard to the Chinese was p with reference to the treaty. 
The treaty was made with reference to the law. 

Mr. FORAKER. It will be manifest to everybody who exam- 
ines the laws now on the statute book that the treaty was entirely 
disregarded when some provisions were incorporated in them. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator misunderstands me. I say that no 
law on the statute book was passed with reference to the treaty, 
and it could not have been done, because they were all made before 
the treaty. 

Mr. TELLER. They were made before the treaty. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Nota single law on the statute book was 
passed after the treaty of 1894. 


Mr. LODGE. Not a law on the statute book was passed with 


reference to the treaty of 1894. 

Mr. FORAKER. That is what I am quite familiar with and 
what I make reference to. There has been no legislation by Con- 
gress under the treaty that was entered into ten years ago. 


consin. 

Harvey G. Lowrance, to be postmaster at Thayer, in the county 
of Neosho and State of Kansas. 

Joseph L. Crupper, to be postmaster at Alexandria, in the 
county of Alexandria and State of Virginia. 

George L. Wilkinson, to be postmaster at Neola, in the county 
of Pottawattamie and State of Iowa. 
| Wallace M. Moore, to be tmaster at Mount Vernon, in the 

county of Linn and State of [owa. 

| James C. Harwood, to be postmaster at Clarion, in the county 
| of Wright and State of Iowa. 

John L. Waite, to be postmaster at Burlington, in the county 
of Des Moines and State of Iowa. 

Charles H. Anderson, to be postmaster at Anamosa, in the 
county of Jones and State of Iowa. 

Samuel L. Gatrell, to be postmaster at Midway, in the county 
of Woodford and State of Kentucky. 

Daniel J. Adlum, to be postmaster at Missouri Valley, in the 
county of Harrison and State of Iowa. 

Isaac Stauffer, to be postmaster at Gladbrook, in the county of 
Tama and State of Iowa. 

Russel W. Branson, to be postmaster at Cherokee, in the 
county of Crawford and State of Kansas. 

Willis S. Gardner, to be postmaster at Clinton, in the county 
of Clinton and State of Iowa. 

Ira D. Hurlbut, to be postmaster at Prairle du Chien, in the 
county of Crawford and State of Wisconsin. 

John W. Keenan, to be postmaster at Lyndon, in the county of 


| Osage and State of Kansas. 


Mr. LODGE. Not at all; but the phrase was used that the | 


laws referring to the treaty should remain. 

Mr. PETTUS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator withhold that motion for 
a moment? 

Mr. PETTUS. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. It should be borne in anind that in the treaty 


of 1894 reference is made to some legislation that had been en- | 


acted; and some legislation, which it is claimed is in force, was 


| county of Westmoreland and 


enacted with reference to a treaty that was pending which was | 


ratified by the Senate, but with amendments which were not con- 
curred in by the Chinese Government, and the treaty, therefore, 
failed. 

On motion of Mr. PENROSE, it was 


Ordered, That 200 copies of the bill (S. 2960) to 
and to regulate the residence within the United 


rohibit the coming into 
tates, its Territories, and 


all possessions and all territory under its jurisdiction, and the District of | 


Columbia, of Chinese persons and persons of Chinese descent, as amended, be 
printed tor the use of the Senate. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. PETTUS. I renew my motion that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After eight minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 
15 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
April 11, 1902, at 12 o’clock meridian. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 10, 1902. 
APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY—GENERAL OFFICERS. 
To be major-general. 
Brig. Gen. Robert P. Hughes, United States Army, April 1, 1902. 
To be brigadier-generals. 


Col. Isaac D. De Russy, Eleventh Infantry, April 1, 1902. 
Col. Andrew 8. Burt, Twenty-fifth Infantry, April 1, 1902. 


Mathew J. Orr, to be postmaster at Osceola, in the county of 
St. Clair and State of Missouri. — 

William T. McElroy, to be postmaster at Humboldt, in the 
county of Allen and State of Kansas. 

R. A. Fulton Lyon, to be tmaster at Greensburg, in the 

State of Pennsylvania. 

Daniel D. Groves. to be postmaster at Brockwayville, in the 
county of Jefferson and State of Pennsylvania. 

Theron E. Sedgwick, to be postmaster at York, in the county 
of York and State of Nebraska. 

Charles B. Mersereau, to be postmaster at Manistique, in the 
county of Schoolcraft and State of Michigan. 

Arthur A. Porter, to be postmaster at Portage, in the county of 
Columbia and State of Wisconsin. 

David M. McQuown, to be postmaster at Punxsutawney, in the 
| county of Jefferson and State of Pennsylvania. 

Samuel J. Kleinschmidt, to be postmaster at Higginsville, in 
the county of Lafayette and State of Missouri. 

Oscar J. R. Hanna, to be postmaster at Jackson, in the county 
of Jackson and State of Michigan. 

A. B. Clark, to be postmaster at Hastings, in the county of 
Cambria and State of Pennsylvania. 

Henry Grass, to be eee at Hermann, in the county of 
Gasconade and State of Missouri. 

Archibald H. Cashion, to be postmaster at Perryville, in the 
county of ae 4 and State of Missouri. 

Horace M. Wells, to be postmaster at Crete, in the county of 


Saline and State of Nebraska. 
tmaster at Galeton, in the county 


William F. Hamilton, to be 

of Potter and State of Pennsylvania. 
| Frank E. Baldwin, to be postmaster at Austin, in the county of 
ag __ State of [ee vania. 

. D. Cramer, to 

| Scotland and State of Missouri. 
| James H. Porter, to be postmaster at New Wilmington, in the 
| county of Lawrence and State of Pennsylvania. ; 
| Truman C. Manzer, to be postmaster at Forest City, in the 

county of Susquehanna and State of Pennsylvania. 


at Memphis, in the county of 
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Charles Sutter, to be postmaster at McKees Rocks, in the county 
of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania. 

James Bickerton, to be —— at Duquesne, in the county 
of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania. 


William L. Hunter, to be postmaster at Turtle Creek, in the 
county of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania. 

Reuben J. Mott, to be postmaster at Port Allegany, in the 
county of McKean and State of Pennsylvania. 

George E. Washburn, to be postmaster at Wyncote, in the 
county of Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania. 

Frank R. Cyphers, to be postmaster at t Pittsburg, in the 
county of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania. 

George H. Moore, to be postmaster at Verona, in the county 
of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania. 

John Bercher, to be postmaster at Mount Oliver, in the county 
of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania. 

Jonathan C. Gallup, to be postmaster at Smethport, in the 
county of McKean and State of Pennsylvania. 

John W. Jones, to be postmaster at Bangor, in the county of 
Northampton and State of Pennsylvania. 

Tom C. Hill, to be postmaster at Shickshinny, in the county of 
Luzerne and State of Pennsylvania. 

Thomas A. Hunter, to be postmaster at Oakmont, in the county 
of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania. 

Rudolph Neiman, to be postmaster at Red Lion, in the county 
of York and State of Pennsylvania. 

Charles Seger. to be postmaster at Emporium, in the county of 
Cameron and State of Pennsylvania. 

William J. Peck, to be postmaster at Pittston, in the county of 
Luzerne and State of Pennsylvania. 

Gilson A. Jackson, to be postmaster at Youngsville, in the county 
of Warren and State of Pennsylvania. 

George W. Schmeltzer, to be postmaster at Pine Grove, in the 
county of Schuylkill and State of Pennsylvania. 


Frederick H. Bartleson, to be postmaster at Sharpsville, in the | 


county of Mercer and State of Pennsylvania. 
Benjamin F. Davis, to be postmaster at Freeland, in the county 
of Luzerne and State of Pennsylvania. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, April 10, 1902. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
ELECTION CONTEST—LENTZ AGAINST TOMPKINS. 
Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a privileged 
report of the Elections Committee No. 2 on the election case of 


a v. Tompkins, from the Tenth Congressional district of 
io. 


The SPEAKER. The report will be printed and referred to | 


the House Calendar. 
ORDER OF PROCEEDING ON CUBAN RECIPROCITY BILL. 


Mr. PAYNE. Iask unanimous consent that Saturday of this 
week be set aside for pension business, instead of Friday, under 
the rules, so that the debate on the Cuban reciprocity bill may 
ne continued to-morrow without being broken into by pension 
usINess. 

Mr. SIMS. Does this refer to the pension business of to- 
morrow? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. As I understand, the re- 
quest is simply that Saturday be substituted for Friday as the 
day for pension business under the rule. There is no limitation 
in the request upon the debate on the pending bill, is there? 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, no; not any. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the debate on this bill should run be- 
yond to-morrow, this request will not interfere with its going on 
on Saturday. 

Mr. PAYNE. My request was simply to substitute Saturday 
for Friday, so that if the debate on this bill should not be ended 
to-morrow it will go over until next week. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the oe of the gen- 
tleman from New York? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none; and it is so ordered. 


PENSIONS TO CHILDREN UNDER 16 YEARS OF AGE. 
_Mr. SULLOWAY. I am directed by the Committee on Inva- 


lid Pensions to submit a report upon the bill which I send to 
the desk. 


The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 


A bill (H, R. 9824) construing the provisions of the wot mee March 3, 
1879, cas from the limitations named therein the claims to pension by 
or in behalf of children under 16 years of age. 


The SPEAKER. The bill will be referred to the Committee 


of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the re- 
port, ordered to be om . 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. May I ask what this busi- 
ness is? 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will again report the bill by its 
title. 

The title of the bill was again read. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. What is the object of 
bringing the bill before the House? What is the request in con- 
nection with it? 

The SPEAKER. It is being reported from the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. That is the only object. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Can it not be reported 
under the rule? Why report it in open House? 

The SPEAKER. This is done under the rules. The Chair 
thinks the committee is privileged for this purpose under the 
rules. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It is unusual, I think, to 
report bills of this kind in open House. I do not understand why 
this bill should not have been reported at the desk. through the box. 

The SPEAKER. This bill is in the same category as appro- 
priation bills and river and harbor bills. The committee, under 
the rule, is entitled to report these general bills in open House. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. No action upon the bill is 
asked at this time? 

The SPEAKER. Simply reference to the Calendar and print- 


ing. 
Nr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I reserve points of order 


upon the bill. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee reserves all 
points of order upon the bill just reported. e 


PENSIONS TO REMARRIED WIDOWS. 


Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 12141) to 
amend an act entitled ‘‘An act amending section 4708 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States in relation to pensions to re- 
married widows,’’ approved March 3, 1901; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I do not know 
what - in this bill. I desire to reserve all points of order against 
the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee reserves all 
points of order against the bill. 

ALASKAN BOUNDARY. 
Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I submit a privileged report by the 
ivec‘ion of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, which I will send 
to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of State be, and he is hereby, requested to 
inform the House of Representatives whether the State Department has re- 
ceived from official or other sources information as to the reliability of re- 
ports which have recently eee in public prints to the effect that in 
American territory, near the border of Alaska, British and Canadian officials 


| (exercising authority by an agreement entered into oe Government of 
1 


the United States and the British Government) are making surveys and en- 
croachments upon territory not ineluded in said agreement, and are remov- 
ing and destroying ancient landmarks and monuments long ago erected by 
the Russian Government to mark the Alaskan boundary, and that the Secre- 
tary of State be also requested to inform the House of Representatives what 
steps, if any, the State Department has taken to ascertain the facts as to the 
alieged fresh encroachments upon American territory and the alleged re- 
moval and destrection of landmarks and monuments, and to prevent the 
same. 

The Clerk read the committee amendment, as follows: 

Amend by striking out all after the word “ boundary,” in line 13. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I did not hear, and I would like 
to ask if this is simply a resolution of inquiry? 

Mr. HITT. Itisa resolution calling upon the Secretary of State 
to inform the House as to the reliability of a report published in 
the newspapers about the removal of landmarks on the Alaskan 
boundary. The committee has stricken from the resolution the 
latter part, which was a direction to the Secretary of State to 
advise the House what steps he has taken to prevent this. It 
was deemed by the committee, with the assent of the gentleman 
who introduced the resolution, better not to ask such a question 
of the Secretary, but to let our Government unquestioned pursue 
those steps that prudence suggested to secure the interests of our 
country. I move the previous question. 

Mr. “RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I would like to ask a ques- 
tion, Mr. Speaker. Is this a unanimous report? 

Mr. H It is a unanimous report and also has the assent of 
the gentleman who introduced it. | 
s Mr. FITZGERALD. I understand that my colleague intro- 

uced it. 

Mr. HITT. It wasintroduced by Mr. Cocuran, of Missouri. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 
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The amendment was a ‘ 
: The SPEAKER. The question now is on agreeing to the reso- 
ution. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


greed to 


SHIPMENT OF HORSES, MULES, AND OTHER SUPPLIES TO SEAT OF 


WAR IN SOUTH AFRICA. 


Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, I herewith submit a resolution which I will send 
to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: ~ 


Whereas the governor of Louisiana has reported to the State Department 
the existence and operation in the State of Louisiana of a British base of 
supplies, conducted and controlled by British military officers, whereby 
horses and mules and other supplies, contraband of war, are shipped on 
British military and naval transports to the seat of war in South Africa for 
the augmentation of the British mili forces in South Africa operating 
against the South African Republics of the Orange Free State and the 
Transvaal; and 

Whereas the governor of Louisiana further reports, and sustains his re- 

rt by affidavits of American citizens, that the said British base of supplies 

as been and is being used to procure by solicitation, fraudulent representa- 
tion, and unlawful means the enlistment of said American citizens in the 
British army operating in South Africa: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the retary of State be, and he hereby is, respectfully 
requested, if not incompatible with public interest, to transmit to the House 
of ‘Representatives the said report and communication of the governor of 
Louisiana, together with all accompanying affidavits, documents, and com- 
munications. 

The Clerk read the following committee amendments: 

Strike out the pecan. 

In line 3, page 1, strike out the words ‘the said” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “‘any;” and by adding after the word “‘communications,” in line 3, 

mage 2, the words “concerning shipments of horses, mules, and other es 
rom Louisiana to the seat of war in South Africa; so that it will read: 

“ Resolved, That the Secretary of State be, and he hereby is, penpowpally 
requested, if not incompatible with public interest, to transmit to the House 
of Representatives any report and communication of the governor of Loui- 
siana, together with ail aneomngnages affidavits, documents, and communi- 
cations concerning shipments of horses, mules, and other supplies from Loui- 
siana to the seat of war in South Africa.” 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, the resolution is reported by the 
committee almost exactly as introduced. 

The preamble and the recital therein are omitted. The whole 
purpose is covered by the resolution. The committee were unani- 
mous in directing its recommendation, and the gentleman who 
introduced it assented to it. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, as the introducer of this resoln- 
tion, I submit 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from I[linois yield to the 
gentleman from New York? 





Mr. HITT. Ican not yield. Is it a question? 
Mr. SULZER. I just desire to say a word. 
Mr. HITT. I will yield to a question. 


Mr. SULZER. I only want to say—— 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois declines to yield. 
Mr. SULZER. This is a question. 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from I[linois yield? 
Mr. HITT. I do not, unless it be for a question. 
Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker,I desire to ask a question. What 
change does the amendment make—— 


Mr. HITT. I have stated that. I can not yield further. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ments. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on agreeing to the reso- 
lution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


CUBAN RECIPROCITY. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve it- 
self into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 12765) to provide 
for reciprocal trade relations with Cuba, and pending that, I 
would like to see if some arrangement could not be made about 
the closing of general debate. Of course we have two days more 
this week for general debate, and I would like to ask the gentle- 
men who represent the opposition if we can not close general de- 
bate on Monday, so as to take up the bill under the five-minute 
rule on Tuesday of next week, thus leaving three days, including 
to-day, for general debate. I therefore ask unanimous consent 
that general debate close on Monday. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that general debate close on Monday. Is there ob- 
jection? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I demand a regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota demands a 
regular order. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from New York to go into Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. SHERMAN in the chair. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, the contribution that I 
shall make to the debate upon the pending measure will not be 
ublished as a campaign document by the Democratic party, 
Laughter.] It will not be used to produce a Democratic ma- 
jority in the next House of Representatives. It will not be avail- 
able to aid in securing a repetition of the evil results that have 
grown tothe United States by Democratic successes in past Presi- 
dential elections. It will not be used in any of the several Con- 
gressional districts of the United States to strike at the merits 
and standing of Republican members of the House. It will not 
be available to gratify petty jealousies nor the enviousness of 
small-sized men in their attacks upon their fellows. My speech 
will be an attempt, at least, to make plainer to the public of 
| this country the real controversy which we have here; and I shall 
| in my present condition of health deal carefully with my physical 
strength and try to follow a line of argument that will show how 
| it is and by what road we have traveled to get to the anomalous 

| position in which we find ourselves. 
| Wefind ourselves, Mr. Chairman, acting in perfect harmony with 
| the President of the United States and his Cabinet, who are acting 
/asa unit in advocating this measure or some measure of much 
| greater liberality to the people of the island of Cuba. The action 
of the Ways and Means Committee in bringing this measure into 
the House and supporting it now with voice and vote is acting in 
party loyalty and party cooperation. The defeat of this measure 
will be accepted as a defeat of the Administration and a rebuke 
to the President. Aye, more than that, as it will be shown, such 
a defeat would react back to the Administration of McKinley and 
| be accepted everywhere as a repudiation of the diplomacy of our 
Government under the Administration of the dead leader. Later 
on I shall refer to facts known to all our people, which it will be 
seen leaves an inevitable inference that this measure is an effort 
to — good in asmall degree the just expectations of the Cuban 

| people. 

We find that the President of the United States, the recognized 
head of the Republican party, after all the appeals that have been 
made to him and all the discussions which we have had, adheres 
firmly and pertinaciously to the proposition laid down and guar- 
anteed to the people of Cuba by the authorities of the United 
States many months ago. And we find the caucus of the Repub- 
lican party, or a majority at least of the members of the Re- 
publican party of this House, upon a question of pure policy, as I 
shall show—a matter involving no possible political principle 
whatever—undertaking to follow the leadership of the President 
and his Cabinet, and yet antagonized, not upon the Democratic 
side of this House, but — the Republican side of the House. 
The hour is pregnant with momentous results to the future of 
politics and policies, and I shall, while speaking with the utmost 
frankness, try to deal justly while recognizing the duty I owe to 
country first and to party second. 

I shall have no criticism of gentlemen who find themselves 
compelled to break from their party organization and organize a 
hostile force against the Administration. If gentlemen feel they 
are bound by conscience or impelled by local self-interest to that 
course, I shall not complain. I shail attack the motives of no 
member of this House, and I shall make it none the less easy for 
any member’s reelection by reason of anything.that I shall say. 
Men have the right to choose between their party organization 
and their conscientious obligation as they understand it, and 
men have the right to sever their connections with the great 
onward march of the political party to which they belong and 
join, if they see fit, a party of mere expediency, based upon some 
local or special interest. It does not lie in my mouth to assail 
the motives of gentlemen thus actuated. I will attempt to show 
that the position occupied by the Ways and Means Committee and 
the vast majority of this House of Representatives, upon the 
Republican side,is no deviation nor deflection from the beaten 
peer ore r which we have trodden in our advocacy of protec- 
tive tariff. 

I do not yield to any living man in my devotion to the doctrine 
of protection, both for revenue and for protection; and I will not 
permit myself to be disturbed when gentlemen of modern intro- 
duction into politics, of doubtful record upon the subject as shown 
by their own State platforms in other years, come and assail me 
and attempt to make it appear to the constituents of my district, 
to the people of the State of Ohio, and to the great Republican 
protective tariff sentiment of the United States, that I have in 
some way abandoned the faith of the fathers and am following 
new lights, borne in the ‘‘urns*’ upon the shoulders of modern 
reformers who are marching through the wilderness, lighted by 
the ‘‘urns”’ of self-interest and personal obligations, attempting 
to overthrow the political history of men who were fighting Re- 
publican battles when they were young men, scarcely active in 
the battles of the great past. [Langhter.] They quote from = 
written documents and written speeches, and they include wit 
‘me a number of gentlemen whom I think can afford to stand the 
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criticism—PaynNne, of New York; DALZELL, of Pennsylvania; 


SreEe.Le, of Indiana; Lone, of 
setts; GROSVENOR, of Ohio. 

Well, Mr. Chairman, in all kindness, I may say that it would 
be a great thing if in the flight of years some time shall come 
when somebody somewhere shall be interested to read what some 
of these gentlemen have said who have been in public life and 
who thus criticise their associates. It will be a condition compli- 
mentary to these critics if what they say shall be remembered by 
anybody. 

liar some personal record on this tariff issue, Mr. Chairman, 
and I do not know but what it might be well, in the light of the 


; McCa.., of Massachu- 


fact that my district has been flooded with assaults upon me 


growing out of this unfortunate disagreement in the House of 
Representatives, that I refer very briefly and modestly to my his- 
tory so far as the protective system and a generation, in point of 
time, of earnest support I have given it is concerned. 
Immediately following my election to Congress and while some 
of these gentlemen who now criticise me and my associates were 
starting out in politics and considering on which side of the pro- 
tective problem they would align themselves, I found myself 
under the education of a lifetime arrayed in opposition to the 
Morrison tariff bill. That was a bill to produce a horizontal cut 
of the rates of duties upon all articles imported into the United 


States. Now, it may be well for me to stop here to say that the 


Republican party has never yet bound itself to stand once, for- 
ever, and unalterably in favor of any schedule of any tariff bill. 
If it had it would certainly be fatal to the consistency of the 
present poe of the gentlemen of the Republican party on the 
other side of this question. 

Let us see what the history of the past upon the tariff question 
will demonstrate. The Morrill tariff bill was passed before the 
Republican y came into power as a national organization. It 
was signed by a Democratic President, and yet in principle it 
was a Republican measure, Republican in its essence and Repub- 
lican in its purposes. First, however, to raise revenue, and sec- 
ondly, to protect the industries of the United States. That bill 
was changed in 1862 and 1863, and a step forward was made. 
The Republican party then coming into power when the war was 
over, the provisions of the Morrill tariff bill were deemed wholly 
unsatisfactory. First, because some of the schedules were too 
high, and other schedules were too low. So it was that a tariff 
commission of Republicans in the majority to revise the tariff 
was chosen. And out of that came the tariff of 1883, which was 
a Republican tariff. How would that bill and its schedules look 
to us to-day? 

Would it be very wise to go back along the pathway we have 
traveled and shoot down as deserters from the Republican party 
men who yoted to revise and reorganize and change the tariff of 
1883? We did it under a political commission. We did it because 
of our own judgment and wisdom, and changed almost every 
schedule of the then existing tariff. Within my own experience 
here, when I was a new member, we defeated the Morrison tariff 
bill. We defeated it in a Democratic House and defeated it by 
Democratic votes; in part defeated it by the votes, among others, 
of two Democrats from the State of Ohio. Then came the Mc- 
Kinley tariff bill. On that bill was first placed, so far as Repub- 
lican action was concerned, this vexed suggestion of reciprocity 
bers og seems to be the signal of danger and fear to some of our 

riends, 

I remember the discussion growing out of that bill. For ten 
long days we sat here in the Committee of the Whole and the bill 
was discussed. A great question arose; and, strangely enough, it 
was, among other ines, the sugar tariff which caused the great 
interest therein. It was the purpose of the Republicans in that 
body to — sugar on the free list, and we had a sort of battle 
cry—I always thought it was more or less unworthy—of ‘‘a free 
breakfast table;’’ and we shook our fists in the faces of the Dem- 
ocrats on the other side and demanded a “‘ free breakfast table.”’ 
So it was, however, that we placed sugar on the free list abso- 
lutely, making no tariff upon the raw-sugar product of Cuba, but 
placing a bounty of 2 cents a pound upon the American product 
of sugar, At that time we were looking forward to the question 
of the production of beet sugar. We also provided for the free 
introduction into the United States of ante for the manu- 
facture of beet sugar. We had made arrangements for the free 
introduction into the United States of sugar-beet seed. 

I cite this fact to show that the sugar-beet industry was then in 
esse, if not in an assured condition of success. The great ques- 
tion as to the sugar schedule of that day grew out of the differ- 
ence of opinion between Mr, Blaine, who had been for a long time 
an advocate of reciprocity, and William McKinley, who was at 
that early day also a Giaciple of Blaine reciprocity. but not com- 
mitted to all the details of Blaine’s position. It so happened that 
I myself heard in the State Department an almost acrimonious 
discussion bétween Mr. McKinley and Mr. Blaine upon this ques- 
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tion, one side favoring a tariff on sugar, hides, etc., all put into 
the schedule, and then left competent for the President of the 
United States, in case of reciprocity, to take the tax off sugar. 
This was a question of law and administration, and both the great 
leaders to whom I have referred favored the use of sugar asa 
basis of reciprocal negotiation. Sugar was then an ‘‘ infant in- 
dustry,’’ and yet these two great champions of protection favored 
reciprocity in this article. 

There has never been an attempt to establish reciprocal trade 

with any great sugar-raising country that did not involve nego- 
tiation looking to the use of sugar as one of the articles to be 
| affected. 
The other great leaders of the party at the time took exactly 
| the other view of it, and argued in favor of leaving the duty off 
| or prescribing the amount that should be proclaimed by the Pres- 
| ident in case reciprocity should fail. And so it was that we ulti- 
mately placed sugar on the free list, providing that there was no 
adequate or sufficient or satisfactory reciprocity granted by the 
foreign States; then the President of United States might put 
sugar coming from such country onto the tariff schedule at a rate 
of duty which we prescribed in the law. 

Then we went forward, and reciprocity for the first time found 
an enduring place upon the statute books of the United States. 
And reciprocity at that early period of time numbered within the 
articles that were to be taken possession of and dealt with for re- 
ciprocal trade with foreign countries this same vexed article of 
sugar. Then came the Democratic tariff of 1894, the so-called 
Wilson bill, which grew out of the defeat of our party in 1890 and 
1892, and in that law the Democratic party placed itself in utter 
hostility to the reciprocity conditions or propositions of the 
McKinley law and put the tariff on sugar, and we went forward 
| through the disastrous period with which we are all familiar and 

about which I do not propose now to talk. 

Then came the Dingley bill. Now, let me tell gentlemen who 
| undertake to assault members of this House for lack of fidelity to 
| the Dingley law that it would be well for them, before they at- 
| tempt to sow the seeds of discord in the Republican ranks in this 
| country, before they attempt to aid the Democratic party of this 
| country to secure a majority in the next House, it would be well 

for some politicians and statesmen to know something about what 
they are talking about. [Laughter.] 

Everybody who had anything to do with making the McKinley 
| law—and there are present in this House no less than seven or 
| eight of the members who all that winter long following the elec- 
| tion of McKinley in November sat down day and night and Sun- 

days in the Cochran Hotel and worked on the bill which was to be 

offered in the spring, and they will all remember that Mr. Dingley 

and the weight of opinion in that conference was against the high 
| rate of duty that afterwards appeared in the law on raw and re- 
| finedsugar. Butatlast,after along contest, lasting all winter, and 

after the sugar trust had been heard, and after the beet-sugar 

men had come here in full force—intelligent men, far-sighted 
| gentlemen—the Dingley bill was passed in the House, providing 
| fora certain reduction upon raw sugar from Cuba and every other 
| country that would enter into reciprocal relations with the people 
of the United States. 

No man who ever lived had a higher regard for his integrity, 
his wisdom, and his devotion to Republican principles than | had 
for Nelson Dingley. Iesteem it an honor to have been a member 
of the committee over which he — and to have been in the 
| councils of the party when that bili was produced and carried to 
triumphant results; and I do not know a member here who was 
cognigant of what was going on but that knows that the enor- 
mously high rate of duty placed on sugar, which stands in the law 
of the United States to-day, was put there for the purpose of 
reciprocity, and probably with the Island of Cuba. 

What happened? The bill went over to the Senate, and our 
reciprocity provision was mutilated and destroyed in that body, 
Then came the committee of conference. It iscustomary in some 
cases nowadays to refer to private conversations with dead men; 
it is the most comfortable way to swear oneself occasionally out 
of a dilemma that I know of. [Laughter.] If you can only find 
the other person dead, and tell what you said to him and what 
he said to you, you have got a sure thing that you will never be 
contradicted. |Laughter.] Sometimes the act is called brave 
and sometimes it is denominated by a word standing at the other 
end of the line in the matter of its descriptive meaning. But it 
is known to the gentlemen who served upon the conference com- 
mittee on the Dingley bill that Nelson Dingiey understood per- 
fectly that the rate of duty upon raw sugar was too high, was 
unreasonably high, and he voted and steadily voted for its reduc- 
tion. 

But at last came this troublesome question which I will make 
| plain to you in a nutshell. If the duty was to be reduced on raw 
| sugar, then the American Sugar Refining Company, which at 
‘that time refined about 90 per cent of the sugar of the United 
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States, would get the benefit of the reduction upon the general 
tariff line of imports from all the countries of the world. There- 
fore, while Mr. Dingley felt that the rate of duty was too high— 
unreasonably high—he was unwilling that it should be reduced 
unless the differential between the raw and the refined sugar was 
also reduced. Then came the beet-sugar men—then, I admit, 
somewhat in their infancy, because they are still an undeveloped 
industry in this country—and they arrayed themselves against 
the reduction of the differential. 

If we should cut down the duty upon refined sugar it would 
harm the beet-sugar interest, and if we should cut down the duty 
on raw sugar, then we should benefit, it was said, the sugar trust, 
as it was called. So at last, finding ourselves led by Dingley, so 
far as the House members of the conference were concerned, we 
voted to retain those provisions—to retain the high duty upon 
sugar—with the distinct expectation which every member of Con- 
gress had at that time that sugar would be one of the prime arti- 
cles that would be used in the interest of reciprocity. 

We now hear talk about a repeal of the differential which ex- 
ists between the article of raw sugar and the article of refined 
sugar, and one of the gentlemen who has made himself quite vig- 
orous in his support of the opposition to the plan of the Ways and 
Means Committee has given notice, as I understand it, that he 
will distinctly offer a proposal to repeal the rates of duty on re- 
fined sugar while maintaining the present high rates of duty on 
raw sugar. This is to come, as I understand it, from the friends 
of the beet-sugar industry. The effect would be of course to open 
our markets to the tremendous product of beet sugar now being 
produced in Germany, France, and other European countries 
and assail the present protection that beet sugar has. This is to 
be done, as I understand it, for the pu of an attack on the 
American Sugar Refining Company, and it doubtless would af- 
fect that company injuriously to.some extent, but while it was 
doing that it would force the American beet producer into direct 
and open competition, unaided by Government protection, with 
all the beet sugar of Europe. If ever there was an industry in 
the United States that ought to cry out by day and by night 
‘save us from our friends,” it is the beet industry of the United 
States to-day. 

Now. go to the debates in that Congress that enacted the bill, 
and there are many members here who recollect all about it. 
You will there see that there was a clear understanding that the 
tariff on sugar was an unnecessarily high tariff, as we now ad- 
mit that the tariff on a great many other articles is an unneces- 
sarily high tariff. 

And right here I deflect from the line of my remarks to say 
that. devoted as I am to a protective tariff system, long and earn- 
estly and faithfully as I have followed the flag of protection, fully 
as I have imbibed the teachings of the great fathersof the Amer- 
ican principle, and earnestly as I have followed in the footsteps 


of the men who have been leaders in this House—McKinley and | 
Dingley, and Harrison in the White House, and all the great | 


leaders of the protective-tariff system—I have never yet permitted 
myself to become the worshiper of the schedules of a protective- 


tariff system asa fetich that could not be examined, criticised, and | 


revised. Andif there is in this House any young Republican 
who supposes that the shibboleth of his future political career is 
to be an unswerving demand that the hand of revision shall never 
touch a schedule of the Dingley tariff bill, that man might just 





as well go into retirement, for his services to his country will be 


absolutely valueless in the future. 

I quote an extract from a speech which I had the honor to make 
on the day before yesterday at the convention in my own district 
in Ohio, which did me the honor to nominate me for Congress for 
the ninth time. 
port of the convention: 

TRUE TO POLICY OF PROTECTION. 


It may be said in this connection that noone in the Eleventh Congressional 
district of Ohio nor any man in the State acting intelligently has the slight- 
est doubt of the stalwartness of General GROSVENOR'ssupport of the true prin- 
ciples and practices of protective tariff. He made use to-day of the following 
language. which may be somewhat significant: 


** Earnestly as I support the doctrine of protection, cordially as I stand by | 


the platform of the party, enthusiastically as I defend the operation and effect 
of the Dingley tariff bill, I would not be classed among those who worship a 
statute as a fetichist. A protective-tariff law is subject to the fluctuation of 
conditions, and it must be wisely considered and fearlessly made to adjust 
itself to the new conditions that are paramount to old prejudices; but when 
the time comes, and that time has not come oe there ought to be 
modification of the tariff law, the suggestion of wisdom is that the changes 
shall be made by the friends of protection, and I modestly suggest that no 
men are better capable of saying when changes shall be made and how they 
shall be made than are the men who observed the country suffering under 
the pangs of poverty and industrial depression under the only Democratic 
Administration since the war, and whoemerged with the triumphant column 
of McKinleyism under the new leader, the venerated and ever to be admired 
Dingley, out over the Jordan of despair and into the promised land of pros- 
perity and peace and hope in which we are now living.” 


Commenting upon this speech the following appeared in the | ings of the Chair and precipitate this coun 
Star of this city and reflects a the sentiment which I hold | strom of tariff agitation and 


in regard to the attitude both of McKinley and Roosevelt: 


| other? 


I quote the paragraph from the newspaper re- | 


GENERAL GROSVENOR ON PROTECTION. 


The Republicans of the Eleventh Ohio district have renominated General 
GROSVENOR for Co: . Heisan able man, and one of the leaders of his 
party in the House. His people have been well served by him, and they are 
wise in d to moe him in commission. In ad the convention 
which had thus hono: him General GROSVENOR said with other things: 

oe + co ~ * + 


cd 

The paragraph reproduced in the paper was the same as ap- 
pears p ing this article. 

This is the position that many Republicanstake. They will assist in revis- 
ing the tariff when the proper time comes; but that time, they assert, is not 
now. Business is boo: . Confidence is widespread and well established. 
If the tariff, even in the slightest degree, is disturbed, conditions will be un- 
settled and disaster as pronounced as prosperity now is will follow. And so 
we arrive at that well-known adjuration, ** Let well enough alone.” - 

If we follow this reasoning, we must conclude that revision must 
await dull times, or maybe hard times. But will anybody insist upon that’ 
Would a revision of the tariff, with the schedules already high, and with our 
years of plenty ascribed to them, besuggested as a remedy for a tight money 
market and a colla trade? It certainly would not be by the friends of 
ne pocpeeee. They would take any other ground than that. 

ut what was the position of Mr. McKinley? He thought eight months ago 
that the time had already arrived for a revision of the tariff. He wasa very 
sagacious man, and particularly where the tariff wasconcerned. In hisopin- 
ion, expressed at Buffalo, our enormous industrial growth and phenomenal 
prosperity had laid an obligation upon us to adjust our tariff ne yg by 
reciprocity and a removal of duties no longer needed for protection, to the 
demands of an apenas trade. He had no fear of an ev ee busi- 
ness. On the contrary, he thought that business would be prom: by such 
a course, and had he lived he would have emp his Buffalo argument 
both by additional words of mouth and by State veers. 

But, for that matter, Mr. Roosevelt is of alike opinion. He also holds that 
reciprocity is necessary to our continued prosperity now, and probably that 
there are some industries which have prospered beyond the longer need of 
legitimate protection. Are there better names to conjure with in Republican 
circles than McKinley and Roosevelt? 


From 1862 down to the great contest of 1883, and down through 
all the days of battle on this floor against the Mills bill, the Mor- 
rison bill, and in favor of the McKinley bill—against the Wilson 
bill and in favor of the Dingley bill—there has been a distinct 
recognition upon the part of distinguished Republicans that it 
was proper and competent always and under all circumstances to 
adjust and readjust the schedules of the tariff to the conditions 
of the country at the particular time. And he who stands rivet- 
ted—chained—to a schedule is not the true friend of the protect- 


| ive system. 


Why, sir, we did not dare to put into the platform of the Re- 
publican party following the defeat of 1890 and 1892 and follow- 
ing the success of Mr. Cleveland—we did not dare to put into our 
platform that we would reenact the exact schedules of the Mc- 
Kinley law. There is not a gentleman who reads platforms, who 
participates significantly in any debates upon the hustings of the 
United States, who will not remember that we distinctly told the 
people in 1896 that we were not wedded to the schedules of the 
McKinley law. No man made haste more energetically or more 
patriotically than did McKinley to tell the people of the United 
States that it was not a — of schedules, but it was a ques- 
tion of protective principles. 

Now, when you are that sort of a man you are an intelligent 
and valuable Republican protectionist. When you believe that 
you must adhere to every word, to every dotting of an ‘‘i,’’ to 
every punctuation mark in some bill that was passed under con- 
ditions which existed at the time, but may su uently have 
changed, and when you say ‘‘I will never deviate from one line 


| or one word of that great measure of protective tariff,’ you have 
| written yourself down a useless member of the House of Repre- 


sentatives and a poor representative of the people at home. 

What is it that agitates this country from one end of it to the 
The demand upon us that certain tariff schedules shall be 
_changed. What is my position on that question? I will tell you 
what itis. I see no special reason why to-day the principles that 
underlaid the Dingley bill and which were carried into execution 
in its enactment should be changed or modified in any respect 
whatever. 

I do think that I see the coming time, not far in the future, 
when there will be an unanswerable demand for changes in some 
| schedules; and I call attention to the fact that the gentlemen who 
have assailed members of this House, who have attempted in 
their way to drive other members out of the Republican party, 
have made haste to point out in printed documents that have 
been circulated far and wide in this country the reason why there 
ought to be changes in the schedules of the Dingley tariff law. 
When the time comes the American people, if they are wise, will 
remit the question of the revision of the tariff to the Republican 
party, who will revise it intelligently and along lines based upon 
| the fundamental principles of tariff protection. And there is 
| nothing to-day that threatens the industries of the country °° 
| much—there is nothing to-day that is so greatly shaking the 

foundations of business—as the fact, known throughout the United 
| States, that there is an organization in the House of Representa- 
| tives red, by revolutionary measures, to overthrow the rul- 
into a great mael- 
remature tariff revision, Tia: 
what is to-day checking the tide of business. 











1902. 





It is not the Ways and Means Committee that is threatening 
tariff revision at this time. It is not the majority on the floor of 
this House that is menacing the couutry with tariff revision. 
We are eeiodne no tariff revision. No fair-minded man will 


say 80. No fair-minded newspaper will say to the people of the 
country the Ways and Means Committee of the House of Repre- 
sentatives are threatening to enter “e a revision of the Dingley 
tariff. Times are not ripe for it. en a member of Congress 
deliberately introduces into Congress a bill to strike at certain 
specific industries because they are being produced at cheaper 
rates in this country than they can be produced abroad, he is not 
acting intelligently and will not stand by his own position, in my 
judgment. And when a member of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee deliberately votes to put on the free list the articles of 
American manufacture of steel and iron, while leaving the raw 
material of those products upon the dutiable list, paying high rates 
of duties, as under the Dingley law, he can not aoe his gory 
locks at me and say that I am violating the principles of protec- 
tive tariff. 

They tell us—and this isa deflection from the line of my argu- 
ment—they tell us about the farmer of the country. They echo 
the cry of the gentleman from South Carolina, who struck the 
tuning fork of the how] that went up from a certain organization 
in the House of Representatives. He said that we had done noth- 
ing for the farmer; that the farmer of the country was being 
struck at; that that was the only industry the farmer had in his 
country, and we were striking at it. y, Mr. Chairman, the 
fondest dreams that all the farmers of the United States ever 
had, the most enthusiastic prediction that was ever made by or 
for the farmers of the United States never pictured or predicted 
a condition such as they are enjoying to-day at the hands of the 
Republican legislation of the Congress of the United States. 
[Applause. } 

Exports of a billion dollars last year—a billion dollars! They 
sometimes talk about a billion-dollar Congress, and a billion-dol- 
lar country, but we have got a country that exported of the agri- 
cultural products of this country last year a billion dollars into 
the markets of other countries, and gentlemen stand up here on 
the floor of the House and say, ‘‘ Oh, you will destroy all that if 
you do not hold up the high protection to beet sugar.’’ The cry 
that Patrick Henry so gloriously described when he defended the 
American soldier for the misplacing of the beef sinks into utter 
insignificance as compared with the cry of gentlemen who will 
stand up on the Republican side of the House of Representatives 
with full knowledge that the farmers of this country are growing 
more prosperous and are prosperous beyond all the parallels and 
dreams that they ever had, and, scanning the figures of an expor- 
tation of a billion dollars in a year, then say that we are strik- 
ing down the only interests that saves the agriculture of the 
— God help the agriculture if it is narrowed down to 

iat! 

Now, I have shown conclusively, and I challenge contradiction, 
that sugar has been in Republican estimation, and in Republican 
enactment, and in Republican discussion understood to be a fit sub- 
ject of reciprocity. Now, let us see how we came up to this question, 
and where we are now. I am not one of those who join in the 
shout in favor of the doctrine that the American people are un- 
der some kind of legal or moral obligation to do something that 
would be unwise or unpatriotic and injurious to any of our inter- 
ests for the benefit of the people of the islandof Cuba. Had I had 
my way about it from the very beginning I would have prayed that 
this cup might pass from us. I hesitated, and when the proposi- 
tion was 50 per cent, declared with some considerable vigor that 
I would never vote for it. When it sank to the 40 percent of the 
gentleman from Kansas, I still refused, and when I understood 
thatthe Administration ultimatum was 25 per cent, I said I would 
not do that if I could do better. Why? I had been a friend of 
the establishment of this industry of beet sugar. The gentleman 
need not read that th of mine any more, unless he is satis- 
fied, as I am, that it would be an improvement upon his own 
declaration to embody the greater part of it in his utter- 
ances. [Laughter. He need not come to me and say that I have 
changed front, for there is not one word I ever wrote or spoke. that 
these gentlemen have been so industriously searching for, that I 
would not repeat to-day; and that is the real issue that we are 
contending for on this floor and in this Congress. 

I want to refer for a moment to the utter unfairness that has 
been manifested in the assaults made upon myself, and incident- 
ally but less directly upon the members of the Ways and Means 
Committee which in the Fifty-sixth Congress made the report 
which has been constantly read and reread here. The attempt 
was made to make it appear that the report which I wrote, and 
which has been so often referred to, was upon a proposition to re- 
duce the tariff on Cuban and Porto Rican sugar. No greater in- 
Justice was ever done. No more palpable scheme of deception 
was ever attempted. The bill or resolution of the gentleman 
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from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON], upon which that unfavorable 
report was written, was a bill to put all the products of sugar, all 
the ingredients entering into the manufacture of sugar, including 
molasses and all its ramifications, absolutely upon the free list, 
and to bring the production of Cuban cane and Porto Rican cane 
into the United States without any tax whatever, against which 
I inveighed in that report. 

If I were rewriting that report I would not omit one word or 
syllable from it. It was a report defending the propriety of pro- 
tection of sugar of the United States and against the building up 
of the substantial monopoly of the American Sugar Refining 
Company. What bearing has that upon the question involved 
here, which is simply and solely the question of whether there is 
left to the American sugar industry an ample and sufficient pro- 
tection? I am not going to testify to any of the utterances of 
dead men, however it came. I will not go beyond the possibility 
of the vindication of any man by his own declaration of what I 
may say, but I accept the situation to be about this: We went 
to war with Spain for the liberation of Cuba. We did not treat 
Cuba as we have treated any other country on earth. It is not 
worth while for gentlemen to tell me now at this stage in the 
proceedings that this is a question of what we will do for a 
foreign country and that we are under no obligation simply 
because Cuba is a foreign country. The rule of estoppel applies 
here. The rule of estoppel, which applies in the business trans- 
actions of men’s lives, applies as thoroughly and as strongly in the 
condition now at bar as though it were a lawsuit between two 
men. Cuba may or may not have invited us to interfere for her 
liberation. I donot know whether shedid or did not. Itis a mat- 
ter of total nonimportance. We did go to war and we went to war 
because Spain would not surrender her sovereignty over the 
island of Cuba, and I do not care who produced the war. 

There is somewhere in one of the comic operas of the country 
what purports to be a condition that happens at a battle, or 
about the time of a battle, between the Russians and the French, 
and there was a hotel keeper in the neighborhood whose hostelry 
stood on the disputed ground between the two armies. He had 
a splendid picture of a French soldier and another one of a Rus- 
sian Cossack, life size, upon a peculiar sort of signboard which 
could be turned either way in a moment. As the news comes 
first from the battlefield that the Russian is gaining ground and 
is coming the landlord rushes out and turns the crank, and the 
Cossack makes his appearance. Directly the tide of battle seems 
tending in the other direction, the exhibition of the Cossack is 
at,once put an end to and the splendid French soldier makes his 
appearance. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Napoleon. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It does not make any difference who it 
was; he wasaFrenchman. Sometimes as I listen to these speeches 
and remember the history of 1898 I am reminded of the comic 
opera of the Black Hussar. 

Mr. HENRYC.SMITH. And the sugar trust set up the drinks. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The sugar trust was not in that, my 
friend. I tell you, if the gentleman ever sees a spook at night. if 
he is ever out traveling in the nighttime and sees a spook, the 
gentleman always says, ‘‘ That is the sugar trust.’’ [Prolonged 
laughter.|] Donot always feelthat way. It may not be the sugar 
trust and may not be harmful. I hope the gentleman will trust 
to Providence that there are some ghosts beside the ghost of the 
sugar trust. [Laughter.] 

Looking back to the spring of 1898 Iam always reminded of 
the Cossack and the Frenchman. The only difference is that the 
two signs are a little wider apart; as I remember them, they 
were not susceptible of being immediately thrown into view. 
The Cossack would make his appearance in the White House and 
harangue the President and get kindly words from him and give 
kindly assurances, and the Frenchman would come down into the 
committee of the ‘‘ reconcentrados’’ and discuss the question of 
overriding the Speaker of the House and turning topsy-turvy the 
whole organization of the party and going to war helter-skelter, 
and the devil take the hindmost—|laughter|—organization to 
overthrow the action of the House. The President was de- 
nounced, and all that sort of thing. 

The only difference between the Cossack and the Frenchman of 
the opera we have with us is that the Cossack and the Frenchman 
of the opera lasted only through that battle. while our Cossack and 
Frenchman, the reconcentrado and the Presidential supporter, 
still live and flourish. Weare up tothe question; how did we get 
there and what is the question? While we were still in session 
here in the Fifty-sixth Congress, all of us hoping that Cuba 
would so act in the matter of her constitutional convention as to 
justify the good work that we had done for her, we learned that 
she finally reached a result that was totally unsatisfactory to the 
people of the United States, and the Administration refused to 
consider as a step in the direction of the ultimate relief of Cuba 
the constitution which she had tormed. And a delegation of the 
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constitutional convention came up here, and they were told in un- 
qualified terms that the so-called Platt amendment, which had 
been agreed to by the House and the Senate, was an ultimatum, 
and that unless they agreed to that the statu quo would be main- 
tained and they would be held to be a conquered province and 
not even on the road to independence. 

Now, what else happened? I do not know; but I know this, 
and I will go to the verge of what any gentleman ought to go. 
I know that after a full conference with the President, with the 
Secretary of War, and with the Secretary of State and other dis- 
tinguished gentlemen, both in the legislative and the executive 
branches of the Government, that delegation went back from their 
conference with the President to Habana and told the people of 
Cuba officially and publicly that it was understood and promised 
by the Administration that in the event they would adopt as a part 
of their constitution the Platt amendment concessions in the 
form of reciprocity should be guaranteed to Cuba. This is a part 
of the written history of those days. 

That is what they stated. I am not here to say whether it was 
true or false, but asa lawyer and as a man of some intelligence, 
and in view of the fact that that declaration was made— ibly 
not made while Congress was in session, but made publicls , in 
the full light of day, and no dissent made to it by the President 
or by anybody speaking for him—lI say that it is fair to presume 
that that promise was made. In addition to that our representa- 
tives in Cuba have undoubtedly given assurance to the same ef- 
fect. I think that sometimes they have not happened to be as 
fully intelligent representatives as they might have been, but I 
think we have reached the point that was fairly stated by the 
President of the United States yesterday. I wonder, lam amazed, 
after the tremendous assaults which have been made upon the 
Administration, that the President yesterday at Charleston 
should have dared to utter the language that he did last night in 
the best s h that he ever made in his life. I am glad that 
when the President believes he is right he stands by it. 

Mr. Chairman, I will not stop to read, but I ask unanimous 
consent that I may publish as — of my remarks certain extracts. 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. It may embellish your speech. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ihave a great deal of my own that I could 
safely commend to the gentleman from Michigan in the same 
direction, in my opinion. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire that the request 
should be submitted at this time. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I ask unanimous consent to print certain 
extracts. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
consent to insert certain extracts asa part of his remarks. 
there objection? [After apause.] The Chair hears none. 

The following are the extracts referred to: 

WEST INDIES TO THE FRONT. 


You have made a particular effort in your exhibition to get into touch 
with the West Indies. Thisis wise. The events of the last four years have 


Is 


shown us that the West Indies and the Isthmus must in the future occupy a | 


far larger place in our national policy than in the past. This is prove 
the negotiations for the purchase of the Danish islands, the acquisition of 
Porto Rico, the preparation for building an isthmian canal, and, finally, by 
the changed relations which these years have produced between us and Cuba. 
As a nation we have an especial right to take honest pride in what we have 
done for Cuba. Our critics abroad end at home have insisted that we never 
intended to leave the island. But on the 20th of next month Cuba becomesa 
free republic, and we turn over to the islanders the control of their own 
government. It would be very difficult to find a parallel in the conduct of 
any other great State that has occupied such a position as ours. We have 
kept our word and done our duty, just as an honest individual in private life 
keeps his word and does his duty. 

Be it remembered, moreover, that after our three years’ occupation of the 
island we turn it over to the Cubans in a better condition than it ever has 
been in all the centuries of Spanish rule. This has a direct bearing upon our 
own welfare. 
government and disaster within its limits. The mere fact that our adminis- 
tration in the island has minimized the danger from the dreadful scourge of 
yellow fever, alike to Cuba and to ourselves, is sufficient to emphasize the 
community of interest between us. But there are other interests which bind 
us together. Cuba's position makes it necessary that her political relations 
with us should differ from her political relations with other powers. This 
fact has been formulated by us and accepted by the Cubans in the Platt 
amendments. It follows as a corollary that where the Cubans have thus 
assumed a position of peculiar relationship to our political system they must 
similarly stand in a peculiar relationship S our economic system. 

RELATIONS WITH CUBA. 


We have rightfully insisted upon Cuba adopting toward us an attitude 
differing politically from that she adopts toward any other power; and in re- 
turn, asa matter of right, we must give to Cuba a different—that is, a bet- 
ter—position economically in her relations with us than we give to other 
powers. This is the course dictated by sound policy, by a wise and far-sighted 
view of our own interest, and by the position we have taken Curing the past 
four years. We are a wealthy and powerful country dealing with a much 
weaker one; and the contrast in wealth and strength spake it all the more 
our duty to deal with Cuba, as we have already dealt with her, in a spirit of 
large generosity. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. 


acute form to us. It is a question, gentlemen, of a duty that you 


can not shirk from, and your vote upon the passage of this bill | 


will be a vote of approval of the attitude of the Administration— 
aye, of the two AGministrations—or it will be a vote of open and 





The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous | 


by | 


Cuba is so near to us that we can never be indifferent to mis- | 


Now, that has brought the question in an | 


defiant condemnation. ‘‘ Choose ye this day whom you will serve. 
If the Lord be God, serve him; if Baal, serve him.”’ 

Now, gentlemen, this question was in just as acute form before 
the Ways and Means Committee as it is before you gentlemen 
here. And just exactly what the President deemed to be 2 true 
and patriotic policy of the country on this question came up over 
there as you understand it now; and so the question is this under 
all circumstances, whether it is just or unjust; and the attitude 
of the President being thus clearly defined, will we reject the 
suggestion of the Ways and Means Committee and turn ourselves 
around to open and aboveboard hostility to the action of the Ad- 
ministration, and thereby start the work of disintegration in 
every Congressional district in the United States? ntlemen 
think, because some of you represent the dominant sentiment, 
that there is not an underlying sentiment in every Congressional 
district in this country that the Administration of Roosevelt has 
been faithful, upright in his purpose of carrying into execution 
and practice the promises made at Buffalo, and do not get your- 
selves mixed up with the question that the people of the United 
States do not take broader views than some personal obligation 
of a EES in a Congressional district may have to a local in- 
terest. 

Now, I said a long time ago that I would not cast any vote in 
this House that would, in my judgment, injure any American in- 
dustry. Nobody need come to me to tell me that the doctrine of 
the Republican party is that nobody shall lose a day’s work. 
That is exactly what I have been fighting for during all these 
years. Let us see now if there is any danger. I am going to 
make my statement in round numbers, for there will be full 

| demonstration made in this debate before it is done with that will 
substantiate all I say upon that question. I say, first, the tariff 
on raw sugar, as fixed in the Dingley bill, with the right of recipro- 
cal reduction, is out of all reason, is out of all necessity, away 
above any demand that is justly made in behalf of that industry. 
As against the Cuban sugar the tariff is to-day 94 percent. What 
| do you think of that? Let me tell you. Agitate this question. I 
know that some of you are filling some of the Congressional dis- 
tricts with statements on thissubject. Thereare 77,000,000 Ameri- 
can people, and there are 76,500,000 of them that buy sugar, and 
| there are less than 500,000 of them personally interested in the 
| growth and prosperity of sugar production. And so, if you will 
make a careful consideration, you will find you have got yourselves 
allied in interest with a very small minority on the one side and 
| an overwhelming majority on the other side. [Applause.] 

Mr. VANDIVER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question for information? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr. VANDIVER. In the interest of the 76,500,000, do you 
mean to imply that they would get their sugar cheaper? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. We did get it cheaper under Republican 
policy when we took the tariff all off. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Well, I am just asking for information for 
the benefit of the 76,500,000. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Thatis a matter very easily stated. I have 
sat around here and been hammered over the head for the last six 
weeks, and I have got some opinion upon this matter myself. I 
do not believe that the reduction of 20 per cent on sugar produc- 
tion in Cuba will make the smallest possible reduction in the value 
of the sugar of the United States. 

Mr. VANDIVER. I only wanted the gentleman to explain that 
in the interest of the 76,500,000. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But I do believe the gentlemen that are 
arguing to the people of the country that we are about to reduce 
the protection on sugar so as to precipitate 800,000 tons of sugar 
onto the American market, and thereby destroy the beet-sugar 
industry, which means, in other words, to lower the price of 

sugar, I say that those gentlemen are dealing with edged tools 
that may come home to cut on theother side. Thatis what Isay. 
It was an unwise act to start this panic. Mr. Oxnard, the great- 
est promoter of beet-sugar production in the United States, stated 
frankly and fairly that the beet-sugar industry could stand a re- 
duction of 25 percent. Had this bill been allowed to pass without 
opposition or contention, without reconcentrado opposition, and 
the cry that has gone up to the country, it is ~~ judgment that 
the beet-sugar industry would never have felt the effects of this 
reciprocity. As it is, there may be a panic, stockholders may 
abandon their property, but you will see that there will be a 
Havemeyer or an Eastern capitalist for every share of stock that 
doubting stockholders are willing to sacrifice. It is just exactly 
as bad for their position if it does reduce the price of sugar as 
| though it did not. ages 

Mr. CANDLER. Will the gentleman tell us why it will not 
reduce the price of sugar? ; 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Let me make my own speech, my friend. 
| {[Laughter.] I will give notice now that there will be nobody's 
' speech published in the bowels of my speech. [Laughter.] 
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Mr. CANDLER. ‘I asked simply for information. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I may be able to give it to the gentleman. 
I have said that the great question of figures, the statistics, and 
the arguments growing out of the 20 per cent reduction I will 
waive, because my colleague on the committee [Mr. Lone] will 
be more fully prepared for that emergency than I am myself. I 
hope that is satisfactory to the gentleman from Mississippi, for 
I mean no unfairness to the gentleman. 

Mr. CANDLER. I was smarty asking for information. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I think the gentleman will get it. 

Ninety-four per cent tariff on an agricultural product the 
growth of which is being promoted by improvements and addi- 
tional and improved facilities every day of our lives. Are we 
violating any a of protection by reducing the tariff on 
sugar 20 per cent? o. And itis then 5 per cent, as I have shown, 
higher than it was ever intended by the framers of the Dingley 
law. Why isit not? There has not been a gentlemanon the floor 
of this House—not one—who has been able to demonstrate to his 
own satisfaction that the reduction of 20 per cent will injure 
actually—now, I will use the word ‘‘actually ’’—the beet-sugar 
industry. Noman has come here and said that to reduce the sugar 
tariff on the competitor of beet sugar from 1.70 or thereabouts 
down to 1.40 or thereabouts did not leave overwhelming pro- 
tection on that sugar. 

I may be allowed, I imagine, to refer to an incident that was a 
very striking one in the course of the debate here in the confer- 
ence. A gentleman sitting right up there behind me from one of 
these beet-sugar States interrupted me to inquire whether this 
reduction would lower the tariff on sugar so as to make it too 
low in point of fact or whether sufficient protection would re- 
main, And then he said that which has never been answered by 
a single advocate of the — on this floor of the opposition to 
this bill—he frankly said that was the whole question. Railing 
at members of the House of Representatives because at some 
time they voted for 1.70 on sugar and now want to cut it down 
to 1.40—I am using round numbers—and yet refusing absolutely 
to even say that, in their judgment, the 1.40 a hundred on sugar 
is not sufficient protection against all the world. I challenge 
gentlemen to prove it. If you een os an industry that can not 
stand a protection of that sort of ad valorem or that degree of 
specific duty, you have an industry that is weaker than, in my 
judgment, the beet-sugar industry stands to-day. I do not be- 
lieve that any intelligent man, conversant with the sugar indus- 
try, believes that 20 per cent reduction does not leave ay, ee 
generous, and sufficient protection. Tell me, somebody who 
got the equal of that, what agricultural product has got the equal 
of 1.38 on a hundred pounds of sugar? here is it? 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Will the gentleman allow me a ques- 
tion? 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Does the gentleman think that the 
only question involved in this case, as related to the beet-sugar 
people, is whether or not a reduction of 20 per cent will injure 
that industry because of a lewer tariff affecting the price of 
sugar? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I recognize that as one of the questions 
involved, because that has been discussed here. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I remember the incident to which the 
gentleman refers, when he was interrupted by the member from 
Wisconsin, and I understood him to say in reply tothat interrup- 
tion that that was the only question—can the beet-sugar industry 
stand a reduction of 20 per cent? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. t is the only question when gentle- 
men announce that the reduction is an abandonment of the prin- 
ciples of protection; there is nothing left but that one great ques- 
tion in the case. And my colleague, when he has denounced men 
here who have grown gray in the service which he has more re- 
cently entered as having abandoned the faith of their party, that 
question may be called up to show that the protection that we 
leave upon all sugar is not only high but ample and sufficient. 
Protection does not mean speculative conditions. Protection 
means a money difference between the cost value in this country 
of the commodity in competition and the cost value of the com- 
modity imported from a foreign country; and when that protec- 
tion is adequate and sufficient no man has a right to go to talking 
about speculative prices and higher protection than is absolutely 
nec for the : 

Mr. HENRY © SMITH. Now, if the gentleman will pardon 
me, I have not seen any ghost and I don’t want to make any as- 
sault upon the gentleman, but I ask the gentleman if, in his 
opinion, the beet-su interests would not suffer, why it is that 
the State of New York, which the chairman, Mr. Payne, repre- 
— pays a bounty for the production of sugar of one-half acent 

und? 


he CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio has 
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Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. I ask that the gentleman’s time be 
extended to finish his remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the gen- 
tleman’s time be extended to finish his remarks. Is there objec- 
tion? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman from Michigan, in the in- 
terest of fair enlightenment of myself or himself, asks me why it 
is, if there is abundant protection left on beet sugar, that the 
State of New York gives a bounty of half a cent a pound upon all 
the beet sugar produced in that State. Now, in the first place, to 
make that a pertinent inquiry pending a proposed reduction of 
the tariff here, it would be wise to know whether in the passage 
of that bill they have been actuated by this threat of reduction 
or whether it is a bill that was passed a good many years ago. I 
am unable to answer that question. 

Mr. PAYNE. It was passed some time ago and amended this 


year. 
. Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, then, the next answer—— 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. It was passed within two weeks, I 
am told. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, no; itisanoldlaw. I know enough 
about the subject to know that. Nobody who is intelligent is 
scared on that question; Ican tell you that. Before I get through 
Ishould like to hear the gentleman from New York [Mr. Perkins] 
on that matter. 

Mr. PERKINS. If the gentleman will allow me now, I will say 
that the law of the State of New York which gave a bounty of 
one-half a cent per pound on beet sugar was passed several years 
ago; and I would like to inform my friend from Michigan [ Mr. 
Henry C. Sirs], as bearing on this question, that at this very 
session of the legislature of the State of New York, notwithstand- 
ing the pendency of the bill now before Congress, a Republican 
committee, headed by Senator Raines, reported to the Republican 
Senate a measure which I doubt not will be adopted, the purpose 
of which is to reduce the bounty from one-half a cent a pound to 
one-quarter of a cent. And the committee of which Senator 
Raines, a Republican is chairman, said that in their judgment 
the entire bounty was wholly unnecessary. So there you have 
Republican doctrine on this subject. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, my friend from Michigan has got 
the answer, and Icommend it tohim. But I want to give him 
another question. Let him tell me why—— 

Mr. PAYNE. Allow me to say right here that Senator Raines 
represents the two counties in ey | district that produce the most 
beets and in which a beet-sugar factory is located. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, the truth is coming out. People are 
getting awake to this situation. Why does Germany, with a 
prosperous condition of her beet industry, pay a great bounty for 
the production of the sugar-beet product? And why do a number 
of other countries in Europe do the same? I can tell the gentle- 

i the industry profitable to the beet- 
sugar producer, but for the avowed purpose of producing sugar 
so cheaply as to overwhelm the product in this country and to 
force their product upon our market at a lower price than we can 
produce sugar. And that outrage has been abrogated by the 
action of the Brussels convention. 

There you have twoanswers. In the one case the State of New 
York does not feel that the bounty is required, and in the other 
case the foreign country pays the bounty, not to promote a fair 
profit to the producer, but to place it in the power of the German 
exporter te overwhelm the American producer. 

ow, let me aay Somebody was discussing here the other 
day about whether the tariff was paid by the consumer, and he 
wanted to know what we had to say about that old stale dogma 
of the free-trade Democracy. Well, I will tell him what we have 
to say about it. So far as it may concern 150,000,000 pounds, or 
whatever the amount may be, of sugar-beet product, and so far 
as it may concern all of the Porto Rico and Hawaiian and Louisi- 
ana product, we do not pay that duty. The importer who brings 
the sugar here pays that duty; but when it comes to the million 
and a half tons of sugar that we have to import from other 
countries, the consumer pays the tax. Why, sir, that is the sim- 
plest thing in the world. The consumer pays the tax on every 
pound of tea that has a tax on it, and the consumer pays the tax 
on every pound of sugar that he is compelled to buy from the 
foreign country. The gentleman from Michigan made this whole 
subject absolutely clear in a h which he made on this floor. 

So, then, we say to the American people, ‘‘ We will tax you $1.38 
on every hundred pounds of ;’ and the people of this country 
will say to the gentleman, “ t is a sufficient and generous pro- 
tection.”’ There is not a man here, from those who advocated 
this question before the Ways and Means Committee and whose 
testimony is in print down to the point where these gentlemen so 
daqeently argued in favor of their own local interests yesterday; 
not one of them has pretended to say that $1.38 a hundred pounds 
is not ample protection. 
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Now, what do they say? What they say has truth in it; what | I believe that this bill will pass. I believe that the Ameri- 


they say has force in it; and if it can not be met by some just re- | 


“ly, ‘+ ought to have weight with the House of Representatives. 
hey say, ‘‘ That is all very true; but you promised in your plat- 
form, and GROSVENOR made a promise in a report he made to the 


Ways and Means Committee, and GRosVENOR made a speech in | 
the House of Representatives, and Mr. Payne, of New York, and | 
Mr. DALZELL and everybody else made promises; and now what | 
we are afraid of is, not that this $1.38 a hundred pounds is not | 
| and common sense. 
‘recognize what the President said at Charleston last night. 


sufficient protection, but that somebody will be afraid and will 
not invest his money in this branch of industry.” 

Well, gentlemen, it is a new argument, it is a new line of oper- 
ations for the Congress of the United States to be indulging in, 


that because somebody somewhere wants to go into a nonprotected | 
industry, Congress must in the first place put an unreasonable duty | 


upon the product in order to stimulate the introduction of these 


gentlemen into the production of this new commodity, but must | 


afterwards see to it that nochange of condition shall ever frighten 
the timid souls who are engaged in the beet industry. I venture 


ever intended to invest his money ina beet-sugar factory who has 
been staggered one jot or tittle by the probabilities of the passage 
or nonpassage of this bill. 

Undoubtedly some men will drive hard bargains. Undoubtedly 
some promoters will strike somebody in New York who will say, 
“* We are going to hesitate; we will not do it until you raise the 
terms and do better by us.’’ But when there is some beet-sugar 
factory controlled by an intelhgent corporation or individual that 
has undertaken actually to make preparations to close its busi- 


ness for the year 1902, lest this 20 per cent reduction shall take | 
place, then I will consider the subject. and not until then, and | 


I will be compelled to say that protection 


then what shall I say? 
If you have an 


is asked for to an extent that is unjustifiable. 


industry that must have such a tremendous protection as that, | 


then your industry is not justifiable, and Congress has no right 


under the conditions that surround us to refuse to do what is the | 


plain duty of the Congress of the United States. But such is not 


the case. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I have left unsaid a great many things | 


that I had intended to refer to. We stand upon the brink, as it 
were, of a proposition franght with political consequences, none 
other. Why, I will stop here to say that a few days ago I met 
a young lady not over 17 years of age, the daughter of a former 
neighbor of mine, a resident of one of the cities of Michigan, 
where the beet-sugar industry is largely in operation. 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. If she was the product of a beet- 
sugar country she was a sweet girl. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, sheisa sweet girl, let her come from 
any country. 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. I inferred that, or you would not 
have been interested in her. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. She was the daughter of an old neighbor 
of mine, and as soon as she met me she attacked me. They have 
them all organized up there. She said I was an enemy of the 
sugar-beet industry, and she went for me nearly as hard as some 
of these Republicans have been going for me in this House, with 
a little more good sense and judgment than they have manifested. 
[Laughter.] Well, I said, ‘‘ What sort of an industry is that 
which you have got up there?’’ Her father is a man of substance, 
and I found that he probably had an investment in the stock of 
one of the companies. ‘“‘ Why,’’ she said, ‘*‘ there never was any- 
thing like it in the history of Michigan.”’ She said, ‘* They broke 
up our salt industry, comparatively; the lumber industry failed; 
but we started this beet industry three or four years ago in the 
neighborhood where I live, and there is not a mortgage on any 
farm in thatcounty. Everybodyis gettingrich. You never saw 
the like. They are building splendid houses and driving splendid 
carriages, and now you are trying to take that all away from us.’’ 


I said, *‘ My dear, sweet little friend, go back to Michigan and | 
tell your people for me, for I seem to have been marked out for | 


execution, that the whole trouble in this case comes of a stampede 
that may be a damage to that industry that never would have 
been thought of if your Representatives in Congress had quietly 
passed the 20 per cent and said nothing about it. 
you would never have heard that it was passed.’’ I do not know 
what she will say. I shall steer clear of that locality until I get 
a more favorable report than I could have gotten from her on 
that particular occasion to which I have referred. 

Now. this question must be decided. I predict that it will 


strengthen the doctrine and the principle and the immutability | 
of the position of the Republican party in favor of a protective | 


tariff. Idonot believe that thisis a break in the doctrine of protec- 


tion: and until somebody can show me that this high protective | 
duty is not a protection to American industry, I will not stand | 


silently by and be charged with bad faith to the principles of my 
party. 


| gentleman. 


In that case | 





can people stand to-day, 95 per cent of them, in favor of this 
much concession to the people of the island of Cuba. I do not 
believe that the people of the United States desire that we 
shall deal so harshly with Cuba as to force her into the Union of 
the United States, and I do believe that to adopt an amendment 
that proposed to demand practically of Cuba that she permit her- 
self to be annexed to the United States is a repudiation of all the 
promises we ever made to Cuba, and a stultification of patriotism 
When Cuba gets ready to come, we will 
We 
will recognize that she stands in a different relation to us from 
any other foreign country, and we will deal with her to the best 
interests of the people of that country and to the honor and in- 
telligence of the American people and the glory of the American 
flag. Baer) 

Mr. EKS. Mr. Chairman, I know there are those in the 
House to-day who will think it exceedingly presumptuous for me 


2 . : ire | to attempt to reply to the distinguished gentleman from Ohio 
to say that there is not one man with money who in good faith | 


[Mr. GROSVENOR], and I wish to say at the outset that I am not 
trying to play the réle of replying in full to the argument of the 
However, the gentleman gave me the cue to some 
preliminary observations which I desire to recall for a moment 
before I proceed. 

It is now conceded that the question pending before the House 
is no longer a party political question. The distinguished gentle- 
man who just criticised some of the younger members of the 
House in language not altogether sweet and tasteful, acknowl- 
edged here that no man was to be criticised for the opinions he 
might see fit to advance in this debate. And I wish to call the 
attention of the House to the fact that that policy has been clearly 
and emphatically adopted by the Republican and also by the 
Democratic side of the House. There is no party line drawn in 
this discussion. Every man has the right, according to his light 
and his own conscience, to give expression to his views upon the 
great question which this House is trying to settle. 

I want to say to the distinguished gentleman, and also to the 
House, that I donot belong to that class of youthful Republicans 
to whom the gentleman refers. I do not belong to that class of 
younger statesmen who believe that the schedules of a tariff law 
are written, like the laws of the Medes and Persians, never to be 
changed. I believe, too, with the distinguished gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. GRosvENOR], that tariff schedules are to be altered to 
suit the exigencies of the times, so that there is no dispute upon 
that question between the gentleman and myself. 

Now, when the gentleman first began his address, he took many 
of us newcomers in the House far back in Republican political 
history and legislation. I thought at one time that he was about 
to give us a history of the coon-skin political campaign in Ohio 
of 1840, but he got this side of that after a while and began with 
the early history of tariff legislation by Congress and the tariff 
policy of the Republican party. Now, it was exceedingly inter- 
esting as history; but, Mr. Chairman, it lacks interest just at this 
time. The ancient history of tariff legislation in this House may 
be curious to the man who has time to sit down and read it over, 
as a matter of literature merely, but we are dealing with the 
questions of to-day and of this year, not of ten or twenty years 
ago. Now, in order that we may not get very far away from our 
moorings, I wish to read from the Republican platform of 1596 
upon this question which we are now talking about. I want to 
ask you how this resolution would sound if we should go to our 
next national convention and incorporate it in our platform. 


We condemn the present Administration for not keeping faith with the 
sugar growers of this country. The Republican party favors such prote 
tion as will lead to the production on American soil of all the sugar which 


the American pope use, and for which they pay other countries more tau 
$100,000,000 annually. 


Now, that isa very clear statement of political faith on the 


side of the tariff for the protection of sugar. As the Good Book 
says, ‘‘ The wayfaring man though a fool can read,” and under- 
stand exactly what was said and what was intended by thie na- 
tional convention of the Republican party at St. Louis in June, 
1896. 

Four years passed, and in 1900 this same great party met again 
in convention, and again it spoke upon this question; and | will 
not stop to read the section of the platform in full, but on the 
question of protection it was enough for the party to say this: 

We renew our faith in the policy of protection to American labor, Int hat 
policy our industries have been established, diversified, and maintained. 

There were other things said in regard to the protection of la- 
bor and industries, but ending up of that section or paragraph of 
the platform was this: 


We favor the associated 
markets on favorable terms 


‘ocity so directed as to open our 
not ourselves produce in retur 
for free foreign markets. 


There is no misunderstanding that. When the framers of the 
platform wrote that sentence the Spanish war had been fought 
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and ended. ‘‘ Conditions,’’ some of my friends in the House as- 
sert, ‘have changed.”” They had changed. At the time that 
platform was written these conditions which have so changed 
things had come upon us and the Republican party met the new 
situation which had been thrust upon the country. 

That, Mr. Chairman, may not be enough, standing alone. Let 
us see how the Republican party officially interpreted these two 
platforms in 1900, and how my good friend who sits before me, 
the eloquent orator from Indiana [Mr. Lanpis], and other good 
friends, many of whom I see before me, who went upon the plat- 
form and upon the stump in their Congressional districts—let 
us see how they read to their Republican constituents. I read 
from the Republican text-book of 1900. Now, what did we say 
at that time, and what did our party say on this particular sub- 
ject? Let us see who is getting away from our anchorage. I 
read from the text-book: 

The farmers of the country have been encouraged by the Republican party 
in their ambition to produce the sugar of the country. 


We had ended the Spanish war and were in possession of Cuba. 


There was just as much likelihood then that some day Cuba | 


would apply for annexation to this country as there is now. It 
had been talked of for seventy-five years as not only a possibility 
but a probability, and we were “up against it’’ then just as 
much as we are to-day; and yet what did we say: 


The experience of other nations and other parts of the temperate zone 
has shown that sugar can be produced from beets in great quantities and at 
very small cost, and can successfully compete with cane s r under the 
most favorable circumstances. Under the stimulus given to the beet-sugar 
production by Republican legislation beet-sugar factories sprang up all over 
the United States, and the uction of beet sugar has already reached large 
proportions and is inc ng with wonderful rapidity. 


Now, what did I say about the a party giving the 
farmers protection?’ When I got on the stump and read that, I 
called their attention to the declaration of the Sap es party. 
I went further, and read in this official text-book of the party. 
I do not know who got it up, whether it was Colonel GROSVENOR, 
Mr. DALZELL, or Mr. PAYNE, or who it was, but somebody, some 
leader in the Republican party, got up this text-book and put it 
in my innocent Cand flanghtor] 

The first thought that came to the minds of the farmers when the events 
following the war for the liberation of Cuba brought under our control cer- 
tain tropical areas was whether or not the on or control of tropical 
territory by the United States would injure, or perhaps destroy, the oppor- 
tunities which they believed they had almost within their grasp for supply- 
ing the $100,000; worth of sugar which the people of the United States 
annually consume. 

That is what we have been talking about here—that hundred 
million dollars’ worth of sugar. Now we proceed to relieve the 
distressed feelings of our agricultural friends by telling them 
that having taken that into consideration as our “‘ first thought’’— 

In other words, it was a distinct promise to the farmer that he need not 
fear that the Republican party would permit the cheap labor and cheap 


sug:.r of any tropical territory to be brought in in a manner which would de- 
stroy the infant industry of beet-sugar production, which the farmers of the 


United States have, under the fostering care of the Republican party, been | 


building up during the last few years. 


I want some gentleman on the other side of this question to tell | 


me how I am going to explain myself to the Republican farmers 
of my district, having preached this doctrine, put into my hands 
by great leaders of the Republican party, upon the stump and 
upon the platform. [Laughter. } 

Now, Mr. Chairman, upon these pledges—and I will read some 
more of them, because they are exceedingly interesting litera- 
ture—have we been misled. Last night some kind friend sent to 
my house a card, upon which a lot of statistics were printed, and 
; — he out some of them, conceiving that they might be use- 

ul to-day. 
_ We have heard about the great leader on the floor of this House— 
Nelson Dingley. In 1897 he is reported to have said: 

I believe that the time has come when the production of our own sugar 
from the beet ought to be and can be successfully entered upon. 

There is another encouragement from a man that the Republic- 
ans of my State venerate, whose memory is sweet to the R 


and led me astray. I read on: | 





is a “‘ fetich to be hugged forever to our bosoms.’’ I do not be- 
lieve that, but I do believe in standing consistently by such a 
proposition as that long enough at least for it to get seasoned. 
hat did the farmers do when these splendid promises were 
given us in platform, through our leaders in this House, and by 
the enactment of the Dingley tariff law? Why, availing them- 
selves of the splendid soil and the splendid opportunity, we all 
ut our money into beet-sugar factories. What did we do up in 
Michigan? 

I want to show you something right here about the growth of 
the beet-sugar industry. In 1890, when the McKinley law was 
passed, we only manufactured about 2,800 tons of beet sugar in 
the whole United States. In 1896, when we put forth that first 
splendid pledge, which I read to you some time ago, the total 
product of the beet sugar in this country was only 40,000 tons. 

Why, it was a dewdrop in the morning when compared with 
the gross amount of sugar consumed in the country. When we 
adopted that platform, 40,000 tons of sugar was the total product 
of the Uni States. The next year; in 1897, when the Dingley 
tariff law was enacted, we only produced 41,000 tons, or there- 
abouts. When these promises were fairly before the people, they 
began to invest; they built factories all over the United States, 
and’ so the splendid progress, as indicated by the red lines on 
this chart which I show you, in the development of that mag- 
nificent industry was made. From 1897, when the Dingley law 
was passed, when we only produced 40,399 tons as a total product 
of the country, because of these tempting promises made by the 
Republican party we went on until, in 1900, we had increased the 
output of sugar in the United States to about 76,859 tons. 

ot only that, but the thing went on. This agitation had not 
yet arisen, and in 1901 statistics show that we had increased the 
product of sugar in the United States to 185,000 tons. There is 
the result of the Republican promises and pledges to the farmers 
and the capitalists in my State and in California and a few other 
sections of thiscountry. I hold in my hand a table showing that 
since the Dingley tariff law went into operation there has been 
invested in the beet-sugar manufacturing industry in buildings or 
lants to manufacture sugar $31,977,550. What invited that 
immense amount of capital into that investment? What induced 
people to invest their money in that enterprise? It was their 
confidence in the declarations of the Republican party, which up 
to this hour I have always declared never broke its promises to 
the people. 

Now that may be used against me, as the distinguished gentle- 

man from Ohio has said, in my district. But I would that he or 


| any other man would go there and attempt to use it. Go into 


my district; tell the people that I stood up here and opposed the 


| Ways and Means Committee—aye, the President of the United 


States—in an attempt to change these provisions of a wholesome 
tariff law, as affecting this industry in my State, in my district, 
in my city; tell it to them, and I will thank you forit. I have 
no fears on that score. [Applause. ] 

Mr. Chairman, I want now to call attention to another thing. 
Those who have spoken for the other side of this proposition are 
constantly saying, ‘‘ Show us that this beet-sugar industry is going 
to be injured by this reduction of 20 per cent of the Dingley tar- 
a ere is a table showing that $49,000,000 of capital, waiting 
investment in this same business, is now held up by the action on 
the floor of this House. 

Is that an injury or is it not? There [pointing to the paper] is 
the name of the State. There is the name of the city or town 
where it is proposed to build, by capital now organized and ready 
for investment, factories to go into the business of manufacturing 


| beet sugar with an investment of $49,000,000. In excuse for my 


earnestness and the earnestness of my Republican colleagues from 


| Michigan, I want to ask you to look at that table. There is what 
| is waiting in Michigan. More than a third of all that $49,000,000 


is waiting in my State. 
We have progressed in Michigan in such a marvelous way that 


epub- | it may seem like boasting to stop here and tell you of it. This is 


licans of Michigan—Nelson Dingley—and they took him at his | why the members from that State are interested in this subject. 


word, 

Then again in 1897 (that is not so very long ago) Congressman 
Payne, who has been quoted before on the floor of the House, said: 

We p to 1 hin this 
supply all of our 78,0000) people. We will not disturb our tariff in the next 
quarter of a century. 

What on earth did he say that for? Why did he put that lan- 
guage into my mouth when I went out before my constituents 
and said, ‘‘ The leader of the Republican party on floor of the 
Howes says this = schedule s re are in ogo 

a century; invest your money; devo our acres sugar 
beets. When the great Li Marte leader, dames PAYNE, says, 

We will not disturb that industry by altering the tariff sched- 
ule in a quarter of a century,’ you at cota upon it.”’ 

No; I am not one of those men who believe that tariff schedule 


people are interested. Weare manufacturing to-day 75 per 
cent of all the sugar consumed in Michigan. We are manufac- 
turing a third of all the beet sugar produced in the United States. 
I wun I had here the pictures that I brought to the Republican 
conference—not caucus—and put on exhibition one night here— 
the pictures of a dozen great plants that averaged in their invest- 
ment $600,000 each. There are the reasons for our earnestness. 
There are thirteen such reasons within 80 miles of my house— 
sugar plantsin active operation, and, I was going to say, successful 
operation. I hope I may say so hereafter. One or two of them 
have paid a dividend up to the present time. We have just ar- 
rived at the point where all these sugar factories might have been 
a@ paying and successful investment. But now, with this disas- 
trous measure held over them, it is a very grave question whether 
any of them will pay dividends. 
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Now, with these reasons surrounding me and these other reasons 
which it is proposed to put up in the State of Michigan, I think 
the man who, representing a district in Michigan, would come 
here and falter for one instant as to his duty in this matter should 
never show his face within these four walls again. So much for 
the sugar interest as I see it and know it. 

I have some observations to make now of a general character in 
regard to this movement—how it came into this House, etc. We 
all know that during this entire session there has been an in- 
tense interest, not only here but everywhere throughout the 
country, in this question of the reduction of the tariff on Cuban 
raw sugar. The question came before Congress upon the sugges- 
tion of the President in his first message to this body. At once, 
on the appearance of this message, the people of the whole coun- 
try took it up and began to discuss it among themselves. The 
idea among the people seemed to be that this was a question which 
demanded the consideration of everybody. What did it involve? 
How did it look tothe Republicans, we will say, of my district, who 
may be considered as representing the average people of the coun- 
try? How did it look as a question involving an abandonment of 
the principles of protection to American industry and the opening 
up of the question of tariff revision. 

Now, does anybody think that Iam misstating that? It involves 
an abandonment, in some degree, at least, of the doctrine of pro- 
tection to an infant American industry. There is no question 
about that. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] and 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] insisted that it was 
not an abandonment of the doctrine of protection. Well, it was 
not az entire abandonment. I believe it is claimed by the chair- 
man of the Committee on Ways and Means that it leaves about 
57 per cent protection upon the industry after the 20 per cent is 
taken off. 

Let it be conceded that ordinarily a 57 per cent protection is a 
very large degree of protection, but when you come to apply that 
to the actual state of facts which exists in my State and in other 
States in regard to the beet-sugar industry, any man who rides 
over the roads of my district or State can see at a glance that it is 
the fear of that reduction, as much as anything else, which par- 
alyzes the prosperity that that business possessed. 

You may take any industry in this country that is well pro- 
tected, and let Congress take up and seriously discuss the ques- 
tion of taking off some of the protection of that industry, is there 
not a panic there at once? Does not the man whose capital is 
invested in that industry feel sorry that his money is there? Can 
you get men to pay their assessments upon stock as readily in an 
institution well protected which to-morrow is to lose part of that 
protection? That is the way our people look at it. 


The second proposition the people thought they were up against | 
was this: That it is a violation of pledges and platforms of the | 


Republican party of 1896 and 1900. Now, my distinguished and 
eloquent friend, General GROSVENOR, for whom I entertain great 
respect always, says his present attitude is not at all inconsistent 
with those platforms. Well, now, I remember reading in Hudi- 
bras, one of the old English classics, of a man who could “ by 
force of argument prove that a man was no horse,’ and I say 
that my distinguished and venerable friend makes an idle argu- 
ment when he attempts to show that we are not, by removing 


part of the protection upon the beet-sugar industry, violating the | 


pledges which we made to those who followed our advice and in- 
vested their money in that industry. 

The people also thought that it was a new interpretation of the 
principle of reciprocity—and I will touch upon that in a moment— 
but the one thing they thought of as nearest to their interests 
was that it was an unfair discrimination against a great and 
growing industry in many States of this Union. 


of reciprocity. 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] would have it) it looks 
as though it scarcely admits of an argument. Reciprocity has 
been defined so many times and by such distinguished gentlemen 
that it seems idle to spend time upon the floor of this House in 
attempting to give another definition. 

McKinley in his last speech at Buffalo defined reciprocity, and 
what did he say it was? ‘“‘A sensible trade arrangement between 
two nations which will not impede our domestic industries.”’ 
Charles Emory Smith, Postmaster-General at the time, I believe 
sat by his side. and he later made as h in which he alluded 
to this same doctrine of reciprocity. He defined it exactly as the 
President did—‘‘a sensible commercial ent for the ex- 
change of commodities, which would not in any way impede or 
injure our domestic industries.’’ He instanced like this: ‘‘ Brazil 
raises coffee and we raise no coffee. We make machinery and 
Brazil makes no machinery. They want our machinery; we 
want their coffee. We agree to exc . That is reciprocity.’ 

So said Charles Emory Smith, I think, in the presence of the 
President when he made his speech, Afterwards Mr. Smith 


Now, take the | 
question of whether this was a new interpretation of the doctrine | 
To me (a young statesman, as the distinguished | 
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made another speech along the same line before the Boston Mer- 
chants’ Association on December 10, in which he said: ‘‘Reci- 
srocity does not mean the sacrifice of one industry in order to 

elp another; it does not mean the loss of the greater domestic 
market in the hope of gaining the less foreign market. President 
McKinley safeguarded it when at Buffalo he advocated sensible 
trade arrangements which will not interfere with our home pro- 
ductions. This is the touchstone. With this qualification reci- 
procity 4s wise; nay, more, it is practicable; nay, more, it is 
essential, looking both to progressive public sentiment and to 
trade requirements of the future.”’ 

Now, the “‘ reconcentrado’’ and the “‘ insurrecto”’ and the “‘ in- 
surgent”’ in this House subscribes to that. I am one of the 
‘*insurrectos;’’ Isubscribe to that. I alsosubscribe to what Pres- 
ident Roosevelt said very recently in his message to Congress 
when he gave his idea of what is meant by reciprocity. Here is 
what he said: ‘‘ Reciprocity must be treated as the handmaiden of 
protection.”” Ah, howoften that sweet sentence has been turned 
over under the tongues of our distinguished leaders in their debate 
on this question—‘“* reciprocity is the handmaiden of protection.”’ 
Well, we think so, too, and so did the President, and here is the 
way he said it: : 

Our first duty is to see that the protection granted by the tariff in every 
case where it is needed is maintained, and that reciprocity be sought for so 
far as it can safely be done without injury to our home industries. Just how 
far this is must be determined according to the individual case, remember- 
ing always that every application of our tariff policy to meet our shifting 
needs must be conditioned upon the cardinal fact that the duty must never 
be reduced below the point that will cover the difference between the labor 
cost here andabroad. The well-being of the e-worker is the prime con- 
sideration of our entire policy of economic 1 tion. 

Subject to this proviso of the proper protection necessary to our indus- 
trial well-being at home, the principle of reciprocity must command our 


| hearty support. 
Now the “reconcentrado” says “‘Amen.’’ We subscribe to 


that doctrine. So we are not “ outside the breastworks”’ on that 
question. I read a very interesting article a few nights ago in 
one of the leading magazines of the country on this subject of 
| reciprocity, which I think ought to meet the approbation of us 
all. This article is from Gunton’s Magazine, recognized by all 
as a leading magazine on economic questions: 


RECIPROCITY AGITATION. 


Reciprocity, like protection, should be ad only in the interest of 
national welfare. It is not in the interest of national prompt to adopt a 
policy that shall merely promote the interest of one industry by sacrificing 
| that of another. So far as public policy is used at all, it should be used for 
the development of all domestic industry, both manufacturing and agricul- 
tural. Foreign trade, if it ey apy should be acquired by the development 
of perfection and superiority in our domestic industries, so as to overcome 
—- competitors by my Ameen but never by a special bargain that shall 
sacrifice or injure another domestic industry. 

Before the manufacturers of this country give themselves over tothe reci- 
| procity movement they had better and count the cost, er the influ- 
ence, not wu the stove factories or the plow factories, but its influence upon 
the domestic industries of the whole country. They must remember that if 
favors are —— to one they must be granted to another and another and 
| another. fact, one concern has just as much right as another to ask the 
| Government to buy its right of free entry into some foreign market by add- 
| ing its neighbor to the list. The only logical outcome, in fairness to 
them all, would be to put them all on the free list, which would, of course, 

accomplish the highest ideal of those who are most ardently promoting the 
reciprocity movement. 

Before the people of this country commit themselves to a business- 
disturbing agitation on this question, in the name of reciprocity, it would be 
well for Congressmen to pay some attention to our experience in this direc- 
tion. If the subject were frankly presented asa movement to revise our tariff 
and pare down our protective policy, there would be little danger from it, 
because the people would promptly relegate it to the rear. The American 
people to-day would refuse to consider any such business-threatening propo- 
sition as a free-trade or tariff-for-revenue experiment. Theterm reciprocity, 
however, isa taking phrase. When itis presented in the interest of Amer- 
| ican industries to promote our foreign trade, “ by reciprocal relations bene- 

ficial to both,” the subject assumes a plausible seeming. In the hands of the 
| enemies of protection such a propaganda may poe: made a cover fora 

dangerous innovation into our protective policy, and before we are aware of 
it deal a mortal blow to our national prosperity. 


This article illustrates the fact that the best writers on the sub- 
| ject agree with the ‘‘ reconcentrado’’ on this floor that reciproc- 
| ity is an exchange of commodities differing one from the other, 
not of the same commodity raised in the two countries to come 
clashing in competition together. ; 
I desire to make a few remarks upon the question, as I view it, 
of our moral and legal obligations in this matter. I never be- 
— roe a people of the United States were indebted to the 
people o: a. : 
I always have maintained and still maintain that all the obli- 
gation is on the other side. We owe them nothing. They owe 
their national existence and their hope of prosperity in the 





future. If we had not inte at that critical time in her his- 
tory and stricken the shackles from her limbs which pen i 
vy ’ 
merous and whole-souled e did that at 
ons of dollars and hundreds of lives, ergo, 84Y 
ished leaders, we ran ourselves into a load of 
when an act of that kind was done the indebt- 
e other way, and that the obligation was upon the 
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pacts that had received the benefit and not the party that con- 
ferred it. 

So that I repudiate the idea that we are under any obligations. 
Why, I have a mind to refer to the fact that by and by there is 
going to come before this House a bill to provide for the irriga- 
tion of the arid lands of the West. That bill is going to be 
pressed by gentlemen upon the floor of this House who tell us 
that our great moral obligation to Cuba demands of us that we 
shall put this legislation upon our statute books. 

Suppose we should turn upon those advocating that bill and 
say, ‘Our great moral and legal obligation to the Piutes, the 
Navahos, and the tarantulas, and the rest of them out on those 
desert lands is so great that we can not fail to recognize the fact 


them an education and did all those things for them we owe them 
something. and we can not take from them their beloved desert 
of rock and sand but leave them to enjoy their happy homes just 
as (tod gave it to them.’’ Suppose we s 

tion of that bill with an argument of that kind. We are under 
just about as deep obligation to Cuba in respect to what we have 


Cuba.’’ Now, do you not remember reading it, that ‘‘ we must 
make laws for the benefit of Cuba?’’ And right here I want to 
say that I deny the power of this Congress to make laws for the 
benefit of any people except the American people. We are not 
sent here to make laws for the benefit of the people of Timbuktu, 
or Cuba, or any other people, except our own possessions, our own 
people, and our own countrymen. 
. THAYER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 

question? 

Mr. WEEKS. Certainly. 

Mr. THAYER. Do you think that the Republicans were sent 
here to make laws in direct opposition to the wishes of the Presi- 


| dent of the United States? 
that when we civilized those people, when we attempted to give 


Mr. WEEKS. The President has no more right to tell this 
Congress what laws shall pass than I would have to go down and 


| tell him who he is to make a member of his Cabinet. That isa 
| straight answer. 
ould meet the presenta- | 


Now, I consider the most lamentable part of what I have read 
to be this: That while the President and Secretary of War and 
Governor Wood and the president of the Cuban Republic—who 


done in her behalf as we are to the Navahos and the tarantulas | has not been on the island for twenty-five years and who has not 


(big spiders) out there in the arid lands. 

Now, I want to speak of another thing just for a moment. 
Where, under the broad canopy of the sky, arises our moral and 
legal obligation to Cuba? ‘Oh,’ said the very distinguished 
gentleman from Ohio | Mr. Grosvenor], ‘I will go as far as any 
gentleman can in telling what a dead man has said,’ or some- 
thing of that kind, and proceeded to tell us about that impecu- 
nious delegation that came up here from Cuba, and went to the 
White House to ask the President to give Cuba six or eight mil- 
lion dollars by way of reduction of the tariff. 

President McKinley was one of those happy dispositioned men 


who never let a visitor go out of his presence without feeling that | 


he had grown an inch taller while he was talking with him; and 
these impecunious Cubans, who came with outstretched hand of 


beggary, nothing else, caught the idea because the President was | 


so gracious and kind that they had obtained his promise. They 
went back and they nee and misrepresented the matter 
and told the Cuban people that President McKinley had promised 
them that he would do so and so. 

Now, thinkof thatforonemoment. President McKin/ey could 
make no promise. He could not arrogate to himself the powers 
of this Congress and say to those Cu emissaries, ‘‘ I will do 
so and so, or I will see it done for you.’’ He had no authority to 
make such a promise, and if those Cubans had known anything 
about the structure of our Government and the powers of the 
different departanents—the executive, the legislative, and the 
judicial departments of the Government—they would have known 
that President McKinley not only did not but could not make 
any such promise to them. 

Now, upon such a light foundation as that this whole structure 
of moral and legal obligation is built up and advocated by digni- 
fied, learned, and great statesmen on floor of this House. I 
may be young in the House, but I have had some years in the 
business of the law, and other places. I think I know better than 


that; and he must be a statesman ‘‘ yet moist behind his ears,”’ | 


to quote my distinguished friend from Ohio, who will accept such 
a foundation as that for a contract of this great nation to do what 
they are urged to do to-day for Cuba. 

_ One other point that I desire, Mr. Chairman to call to the atten- 

tion of this House, and that is this: The exceedingly weak foun- 
dation on which is built the demand upon this House. Upon 
what does the President place his policy. Why, his recommen- 
dation reads, it is based upon— 
“weighty reasons of morality, of national interest’ why the policy should be 
held to have a peculiar application, and I most earnestly ask your attention 
to the wisdom, indeed to the vital need of providing for a substantial re- 
duction in the tariff duties on Cuban imports into the United States. 

Then the Secr of War, for whom I entertain as great re- 
spect as any man in this House; what is the foundation he places 
it upon? He makes his recommendation upon the proposition 
that ‘‘ the chief hopes of future prosperity of Cuba are to be found 
in its commercial relations with the United States, and the pros- 
perity of Cuba depends upon her finding a market for her prod- 
ucts—sugar and tobacco—at a reasonable profit in this country.”’ 

The military governor of Cuba bases his suggestion on the state- 
ment that it was ‘‘ the great desire of Cuba to obtain such a re- 
duction on her imports into this country.” They are all the time 
talking about the Cubans. The President-elect of Cuba put for- 
ward his recommendations on the ground that ‘‘ the prosperity of 
Cuba depends upon the attitude of the United States toward the 
ee and the moral obligation of this country toward 


Thereupon a great clamor was heard, the beating of tom-toms 
and Chinese drums in the newspaper centers. The newspapers 
began to demand that we should ‘“ make laws for the benefit of 





started for the island yet—all place the obligation of the United 
States solely upon what the Cubans desire and the Cubans wish, 


| and what is necessary for the Cuban people and their prosperity, 


but not one word as to what the people of my State aa the peo- 
le in California and Washington and Illinois want im the prem- 

ises. They seem to have forgotten, one and all, that there is 

somebody else interested in this thing besides the Cubans. 

I spoke a moment ago about the clamor set up by the newspa- 
pers. There is nothing new in that sort of thing in the history 
of American politics. You remember the clamor that we had at 
the time the Porto Rican tariff bill was before us. 
| There has been an immense deluge of pamphlets showered 
upon Congress and upon the people of this country, demanding 
of us to “do our duty toward Cuba.”’ 

Back on the quiet farms of Michigan and Illinois, Minnesota, 
Wisconsin, and far-off Washington and California, the plain 
| American farmer was reading this literature, these campaign 
| pamphlets that has showered and deluged us, and that were being 

hurled and rained upon us, and he was asking, ‘‘ Who puts.up the 
money to pay for this expensive business?’’ for it must have cost 
hundreds of thousands of dollars. Did the poor Cuban pay it? 
Where did the money come from? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman may be permitted to conclude his remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent that the gentlemun may be permitted to pro- 
ceed until he concludes his remarks. Is there objection? [After 
a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

| Mr. WEEKS. I will only occupy a moment ortwomore. I 
have got much to say, but I do not wish to exceed my time toany 
-great extent. I was asking whom do you think put up the money 
| to pay for that expensive phleteering and pictorial campaign? 
I had the curiosity to send up to New York to get quotations of 
the sugar stock in the New York Exchange, and I found that 
from the 2d day of January to the 3d day of April the stock of 
the sugar trust had been gradually rising in that market from 
117 to 132}, and is higher than that within the last few days. 

Every day that there ap ed to be a prospect in this House 
that the opponents to this bill might succeed the stock went down 
a point or two, and the next day it went up again, and has been 
going up; and an expert has made the calculation upon the stock 
for me and tells me that there has been over $600,000 profit made 
upon speculation in that stock because of the agitation in this 
House and because of the expectation that the sugar trust is going 
to be the beneficiary of this whole business. 

Before I forget it, and in closing, I want to suggest another 
thing, that the difference of opinion which exists among Republi- 
cans on the floor of this House is not such a difference of opinion 
as will separate us from our leaders hereafter. This is not a po- 
litical question. Itis not a party question. The conference left 
all of us Republicans to our own consciences, whether we would 
support this bill or not. The Democrats have done the same, and 
we stand here each man on his own responsibility to his conscience 
and his constituents, and no one else. 

Now, this difference is due to the fact that some of us claim 
that this measure will injure the beet-sugar industry, while others 
claim that it will not. That isall there istoit. Ihave attempted 
to show you that the beet-sugar industry is suffering to-day, and 
I could give you individual instances. I could tell you that in 
my own city one of these great factories is attempting to negoti- 
ate a loan upon its bonds for a working capital, having completed 
a plant costing $600,000, and that the capitalists who stood ready 
to furnish the money before this agitation began have withdrawn 
from the negotiation and refuse to advance the money. Does 
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that injure the town? Does that injure the factory? Does that 
not embarrass my constitutents? If it does not, I don’t know 
anything about that kind of business. 

The Ways and Means Committee contend that 20 per cent re- 
duction affords ample protection to the beet-sugar industry. 
They claim there is 57 per cent protection with the 20 per cent 
taken off. Suppose it is so, you can not reduce a tariff which 
protects an industry which is just in the act of completing its 
factories, as the industry in my town is—just putting the cap, 
as you might say, on the smokestack and not do it injury. 

This Congress says: ‘‘ Youare too much protected; you put your 
$600,000 into this factory on the faith of what we had placed upon 
the statute book; you put this great pile of stone nal frames of 


iron up, and this immense and beautiful chimney, an ornament | 


to the city; you built that on the faith of what we had placed on 
the statute book, but we are going to knock it down.’’ And you 
gentlemen tell me that this does not injure an industry in my 
town. No matter what my friends in this House may think or 


say on this subject, it is my firm belief that any reduction of the | 
tariff on sugar will operate to the disadvantage of the beet-sugar | 
industry, and, so believing, I am constrained to vote against this | 


measure. 

Now, I ask any man on the floor of this House, whatever his at- 
titude may be on this question, Do you believe that this legisla- 
tion is going to help the beet-sugar industry? It is not a neutral 
thing; it injures or helps—one or the other. 
violent change in existing law affecting a new industry. It will 
either hurt it or it will help it. Which do you think it will do? 
I think it will hurt it. You may talk about the “ differentials,”’ 
and the ‘‘kaleidoscope,’’ and the “‘polariscope,”’ and all these 
other scientific instruments and things, and the “ percentage,”’ 
and the “‘ Dutch standard,’’ but you never can make me believe 
that this legislation will simply allow everything to remain in 
statu quo. 


It is going to hurt it or it is going to do it good. Which do you | 


think it will do? Iam not able to weigh or measure the amount 
or degree of injury it will do; Ido not seek to. I do not reduce 
that injury to a question of ounces or dollars, but I know it is go- 
ing to be an injury. 
because it is an unjust discrimination against one industry. I 
said a while ago that I was not one of those who believed that the 
tariff schedule was to endure forever. I do not believe the sugar 
schedule will endure forever. Some day there willcome a change, 
but not now. You never could make an attack upon the beet- 
sugar industry at so critical an hour in its existence as right now, 
and now is the time you propose this legislation. 

Those who oppose this legislation are willing and anxious to have 
their attitude fully published and made known. With that end 
in view, I take the liberty here to state the principle laid down in 
the Republican conference as a basis of our action, which was as 
follows: 


We oppose the proposition to reduce the tariff on Cuban products coming 
into this country because it involves a relaxation of the protective principle. 

The Republican platform of 1896 condemned the Democratic party for not 
keeping faith with the American sugar growers; we seek not to merit for 
ourselves the same condemnation. 

The proposition to reduce the sugar tariff is unwise and unjust, because— 

1. It constitutes, in essence, an abandonment of the protective principle, 
even though it removes only one-fifth of the duty imposed by the Dingley 
law. And this abandonment is most unhappy because applied to the pursuit 
of agriculture in the most conspicuous instance in which specific and mani- 
fest protection is given to the farmer, and at the moment when the beet in- 
dustry is not only in its infancy, but in an infancy so lusty and promising as 
to demonstrate the certainty of a rapid and prodigious growth. The beet- 
sugar industry exhibits in the most perfect form we have yet known the 
most approved principles of protection. 

Heretofore the farmer has been compelled to find his justification of pro- 
tection, from the standpoint of personal interest, in the prosperity reflected 
from the industrial artisan, and in the main he has, through good report and 
evil, been bravely loyal. 

Since our platform of 1896 gave a party’s guaranty of permanence the peo- 
ple took us at our word, and we haye demonstrated that in the beet-sugar 
industry we could more vividly than in any other enterprise illustrate to the 
American farmer on his own broad acres the beneficence of the American 
system of protection. 

The American market for over $100,000,000 worth of sugar annually is right- 
fully his. We shail encourage no policy which delays the time when he shall 
come into his own. 

2. As to the fancied duty to Cuba because of a distress which is only appar- 
ent in the admitted fact that every man on the island has all the work he can 
do at higher wages than he ever before received, we have only to say that the 
low price of sugar is a mere business condition of temporary character, and 
that to compromise with it on the terms pro is, in its interference with 
the policy of protection, to pay too high a price for all the good that can pos- 
sibly come to those whom it is intended to benefit. ’ : 

The proposition is to undertake to insure commercial and industrial pros- 
perity in Cuba, a foreign coun and a foreign government. If we under- 
take it, when and where are we to stop? : 

It is a startling proposition entirely outside of our governmental functions 
and our constitutional power. : 

Whenever we have undertaken to insure commercial and industrial pros- 
perity in the United States, our own country, by means of a protective tariff, 
we have been bitterly assailed on the ground of paternalism. 

Now, at the expense of our own labor, our own capital, and our own indus- 
try, and largely at the expense of a single industry, without reducing the cost 
of sugar to the American consumer, we are asked to extend the paternal hand 
toe foveign people on the ground that, having given them rty, we are 
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morally ant to secure them commercial and industrial prosperity, even 
at the sacrifice of our own interests. 

— aay deny that we are under any such obligation, morally or 
otherwise. 

We insist that such an undertaking subjects the Con of the United 
States to the charge of being false to its constitutional obligations, untrue to 
the ple it represents, and, from a political standpoint, false to the pledges 

e by the party to the ple when it asked and received their support. 

3. Entirely independent of its effect on the beet-sugar industry as a pres- 
ent fact in established concerns, it would smother the further development 
of the industry through the scores of plants now in various stages of active 
advancement. 

_ An industry which has grown fivefold in the last four years, and doubled 
since 1900, has in it the ce me of a future development so stupendous as to 
beggar prophecy and appeal with cogent force to our national pride. 

4. In so far as the pro tion professes to be in the line of Republican reci- 
prey. we assert that it is essentially a denial of that great policy. Wedeny 

hat reciprocity is desirable except as a corollary to the greater policy of 
| protection. Republican reciprocity, wise reciprocity, does not cook an ex- 
change of products at the expense of any American industry; it does not 
| seek to give, it does not give, commercial advantage to any foreign product 
| which comes into competition with our own products; it does not seek an 
| exchange of products which deprives any American artisan of his work or 
any American farmer of an prey nA to profitably till the soil. 

his was explicitly declared by McKinley in his Buffalo speech in the fol- 
lowing words: 

“By sensible trade arrangements which will not interrupt our home pro- 
duction we shall extend the outlets for our increasing surplus.” 

And by President Roosevelt in his annual message in these words: 

** And that reciprocity be sought for so far as it can safely be done without 
injury to our home industries.” 

5. To say that the duty on sugar is to be lowered on the plea that it helps 





It is a more or less | 


But, Mr. Chairman, I object to it largely | 


Cuba is to say that it must always be lowered when Cuba needs help; and a 
reduction of one-fifth by the Houseof Representatives means that elsewhere, 
both in and out of Congress, the extent of that reduction shall be measured 
by the varying views ¢f those who consider it. 

It must, therefore, follow that the protective principle is to be subordi- 
| nated to the question as to what amount of help Cuba may need. 

With sucha policy declared by a Republican majority, what wise business 
man can bs induced to invest his money in the beet-sugar industry? What 

| promise will there be of its future development? 

And if that Republican majority is once constrained to such a policy, what 
license have we to believe that the citadel of protection will not be further 

| assaulted in the house of its friends? When that time comes the days of Re- 
| publican supremacy will be numbered. 

Never more earnestly than at this hour have we been summoned to our 
duty; never has the cause of protection—to which we owe our party success and 
our national prosperity—more needed our undivided and unflinching support. 

We pledged our faith in 1896 to the sugar growers of the cmaeT and they 
took us at our word; in 1897 we kept the faith and passed the Dingley law, 
| and the people, relying on that law and our party pride and traditions, pro 
ceeded to develop in amazing proportions the industry which we specifically 
| encouraged them to enter. 

We are told that the pending proposition will not hurt the beet-sugar pro- 
ducers; but surely no one anywhere has asserted that it would help them. 

A tariff measure which has the unanimous indorsement of free traders is 
not above suspicion, and a search warrant will not be needed to find all the 
protection that is hidden away in it. 

I submit tothe country that the foregoing is a candid and force- 
ful statement of sound Republican principles. Upon it we of the 
opposition go to our constituents, confident that no flaw can be 
found in our armor. ; 

I will not occupy further time. I simply want to brush aside 
for a moment the curtain that time has let fall between the past 

| and the present, in order to call your attention to a scene that took 
place during the civil war. It was atthe battle of Chickamauga. 
There had been anawful conflict. The thunders of war had raged 
there for three days. ; 

Rosecrans, the leader, with the bulk of his army, had sought 
shelter behind the rifle pits and the earthworks of Chattanooga. 
All was disorder, disaster, and defeat. At length, out of the 
smoke and dust—away out in front—there came a message, signed 
‘‘ George H. Thomas,”’ saying, “‘I am here as firm as a rock.” 
The instant that message was read order came out of chaos; vic- 
tory came out of defeat. The Union Army was saved from de- 
struction and the flag saved from disgrace. 

Now, I want to say to my exceedingly good friend from Ohio 
{[Mr. GrRosvVENOR], and my other exceedingly good friend and 
leader from New York [Mr. Payne], here we stand as firm as a 
rock, with the flag of protection floating over us, ready to do bat- 
tle with you in the causeof Republican principles. In that cause 
we will gladly follow you in the future as we have in the past; 
but when you ask us to repudiate a principle of the great Repub- 
lican party and turn against the industries of our own people, 
there we refuse to follow. [Loud applause. ] a 

Mr. LAWRENCE. Mr. Chairman, in view of the convincing 
arguments already made in favor of the bill ‘‘ to provide for re- 
ciprocal trade relations with Cuba,” I do not propose to speak at 
length; I am, however, desirous of expressing briefly my approval 
of the pending measure. I shall give it my support for the reason, 
above all others, that we are under a moral obligation to the peo- 
ple of Cuba to grant the relief proposed by this legislation. 

We declared war with ~ $y for the =. of banishing in- 
human rule from the island of Cuba. e have claimed that no 
war was ever entered upon with purer purpose, and I believe his- 
tory will justify the claim. The sacrifices we have made in be- 
half of Cuba have not been small. Brave men risked their lives 

| that Cuba might be free. We owe it to them to see to it that 
| Cuba starts out as a free and independent state with well-founded 
hope of success. 
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In declaring war we disclaimed ‘‘ any intention to exercise sov- 


ereignty or control over the island of Cuba except for the ifi- 
cation thereof,’”’ and we promised when that was accomplished 
‘‘to leave the government and control of the island to its people.”’ 
Since the close of that war we have been endeavoring to estab- 
lish a stable and independent government. Leonard Wood was 
appointed military governor of the island. No better appoint- 
ment could have been made. His administration has been satis- 
factory to the people of this country andof Cuba. In the conduct 
of his high office he has reflected honor upon his Government and 
has done very much to make the establishment of a stable gov- 
ernment ble. His patriotic service has furnished proof to 
the world that our efforts have not been based upon a selfish 
motive. 

Now that he has practically finished his work and our pledge 
to leave the government and control of the island to its people is 
about to be fulfilled, his statements are entitled to receive from 
his countrymen and from us as their representatives full and fa- 
yorable consideration. What is it that he has to say about the 
need of Cuba and our duty with reference to it? 

He tells us that while we have expelled Spain, have cleaned up 
the island and laid the foundation for good government, that our 
work will be largely useless unless Cuba has the means to con- 
tinue the work; that Cuba, hardly out of the ruin caused by the 
war, is obliged to compete with the bounty-fed sugars of Europe 
and the highly protected sugars of the United States, and that if 
we leave her under the present tariff conditions we do so knowing 
that it is highly probable she will not be able to maintain such a 
government as we have declared she shall establish and maintain. 
He puts the matter very eloquently and very forcibly before the 
American people in these words: 

Her people have exhausted their resources in a heroic struggle to build up 
their industries, but they can not go on spending more than they receive any 
longer. This year’s sugar crop, which will be over 800,000 tons, represents 
their supreme effort, and unless relief comes—and comes quickly—-we must 
expect a crisis which will render Cuba’s position most deplorable and ours 
most embarrassing. We have assumed the responsibility of establishing her 
as an independent stable government, and we are in honor bound to see to it 
that she is given a reasonable chance to maintain such government. 

In the face of such a statement from such a source I do not 
propose to doubt for a moment the fact that distressing conditions 
exist and that it is our duty to act promptly. The appeal is hon- 
est and frank and manly. Let us meet it in the same spirit, in 
the way I believe the people would have us. I accept Governor 
Wood’s statement of conditions in Cuba as absolutely correct. 
know of no man in public life whose words with reference to this 
subject should be so convincing. . 

I believe, then, as I said at the beginning, that we are under a 
moral obligation to grant the relief for which he asks. The pend- 
ing bill grants a reduction of 20 per cent of our tariff rates upon 
articles imported from Cuba until the ist day of December, 1903. 
It is not a large concession. It is the very least we cando. We 
owe such action to the Cuban people, and in taking it we are but 
carrying out the spirit and purpose of the pledges we have sol- 
emnly made, 

But the present bill is not simply a reduction of tariff rates 
upon articles imported from Cuba. It is a reciprocal arrange- 
ment. Cuba proposes to give us a substantial return. It is not 
charity which is asked, but an honest, equitable agreement which 
will be for the benefit of both the contracting parties. We shall 
increase thereby the foreign market for American products. 
During the year 1901 Cuba imported from countries other than 
the United States goods walael at over $38,000,000. By far the 
greater part of these imports should come from the United States. 
With Cuba independent and prosperous its market will be of 
great value to us. And then, too, by the terms of the bill Cuba 
must adopt immigration, exclusion, and contract-labor laws as 
restrictive as the laws of the United States. This check upon the 
immigration of cheap labor can not fail to be of benefit to our 
own producers. 

It has been urged that the Cuban producers (whom we are 
seeking to aid) would not receive the benefit of the proposed re- 
duction in duties, as so large a aap sane of this year’s crop had 
already been sold. Investigation does not justify this inference, 
reports from official sources showing that an insi, t amount 
has been disposed of. It has also been claimed that the proposed 
concessions can not be made without serious injury to American 
industry, and especially to the beet- industry. Wecertainly 
desire to carry out our obligations to Cuba without injury to any 
American industry. 

It is claimed by the framers of the bill that while the Govern- 
ment may lose seven or a million dollars of revenue, as a 
matter of fact none of our industries will be injured. It seems 


to me that this claim is justified by facts. We consumed last 
year about 2,800,000 tons of sugar, and it is estimated that our 
consumption during the current year will be about 2,500,000 tons. 
The entire production in Hawaii, Porto Rico, and the United 


— 
a sieeeemeereneeentiecremesiemiinamiaracititeataaetanatieaataetaeletasttaianectanet ca 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


a EEE tEEIEEISIIIEIRE EER IEEE ESS ESEEEESDEeeeenemeeneent 





States is about 850,000 tons. If Cuba’s crop amounts to 850,000 
tons, as estimated, we shall be compelled to import from other 
countries about 800,000 tons. The proposed tariff reduction can 
not, therefore, reduce the price tothe consumer. If Cuba’s entire 
crop is sold in the United States, we must still buy elsewhere 
about 800,000 tons—a statement of fact which ought to satisfy 
one that the slight reduction proposed for so limited a period 
can not injure in any measure the beet-sugar interests of the 
United States. 

In his message to Congress, at the beginning of the present ses- 
sion, President Roosevelt urged the enactment of some measure 
for the relief of Cuba. Over four months have passed since then, 
and time has served to justify the wisdom and justice of his ap- 
peal. In his message he said: 

Elsewhere I have discussed the question of reciprocity. In the case of 
Cuba, however, there are weighty reasons of morality and of national inter- 
est wag the policy should be held to have a peculiar apphcation, and [ most 
earnestly ask your attention to the wisdom—indeed, to the vital need—of 
providing for a substantial reduction in the tariff duties on Cuban imports 
into the United States. Cuba has in her constitution affirmed what we de- 
sire—that she should stand in international matters im closer and more 
friendly relations with us than with any other power; and we are bound by 
every consideration of honor and expediency to pass commercial measures in 
the interest of her material well-being. 

In this recommendation the President is most heartily indorsed 
by the Secretary of War, who says that the same considerations 
which led to the war with Spain now require that a commercial 
arrangement be made under which Cuba can live. 

I regret that this bill could not have been brought before Con- 
gress at an earlier date. Prompt action was demanded in the in- 
terest of both Cuban and American. Now that the matter is 
before us I trust there may be no further vexatious delay, but 
that the bill may soon become law. 

By the provisions of the so-called Platt amendment the gov- 
ernment of Cuba shall never enter into any treaty or other com- 
pact with any foreign power which will tend to impair its inde- 
pendence; it shall not contract any public debt for the ultimate 
discharge of which the ordinary revenues of the island shall be 
inadequate; it shall permit the United States to intervene for the 
preservation of Cuban independence, the maintenance of a gov- 
ernment adequate for the protection of life, property, and indi- 
vidual liberty; and it shall sell or lease to the United States lands 
necessary for coaling or naval stations. 

By our own action we have made it necessary that Cuba should 
stand in closer relations with us than with any other power. She 
must look to us, and to us alone, for such a commercial union as 
will give her that prosperity necessary for the maintenance of an 
independent government. 

Another most important provision of the Platt amendment is 
the one which compels the government to execute plans for the 
sanitation of the cities of the island, to the end that a recurrence 
of epidemic and infectious diseases may be prevented, thereby 
assuring protection to the people and commerce of Cuba, as well 
as to the commerce of the Southern ports of the United States 
and the people residing therein. 

It is of the most vital importance to our own people that this 
provision should be carried out. A bankrupt government can 
not carry it out. Were we actuated by self-interest alone, we 
should make this reciprocal agreement under which Cuba can 
live. 

If Governor Wood’s evidence is not deemed sufficient, the tes- 
timony given before the Committee on Ways and Means, which 
considered the question at great length, ought to be convincing 
upon the point that a failure on our part to grant some conces- 
sions will result in great financial distress. 

The reason why there is at present no such financial distress 
and that labor has been fully employed at fair wages is found in 
the fact that the producers of Cuba have relied upon reasonable, 
if not generous, concessions on the part of the United States. 
The planters are heavily in debt. If their sugar must be dis- 
sneee of under present conditions, it must be sold at a price less 
than the cost of production. Failures will inevitably result. 

The situation is serious for the Cuban people. In view of the 
far-reaching consequences which may follow, it is also serious for 
ourselves. Should bankruptcy and demoralization follow their 
establishment of an independent government the United States 
would becompelled to intervene again, and immediate annexation 
would be likely to be the result, a result which, for one, I do not 
desire. 

The making of this commercial arrangement is in accord with 
the principles of the Republican party. It is a reciprocal agree- 
ment, and not a revision of the tariff or an attack upon our pro- 
tective system. The desirability of supplementing our tariff 

stem with reciprocity has of late been urged with great force. 

e need of wider markets is acknowledged by all. The home 
market is no longer sufficient. 

During the coming years the growth of our export trade with 
Cuba will endoueelly be very great, and the action we are now 
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proposing to take will not only give the aid so much needed, but 
will ultimately be of great benefit to our own producers. I am 
glad of the opportunity by my vote to place myself in accord with 
the President, the Secretary of War, and General Wood. I be- 
lieve the outcome will be for the good of Cuba and the United 
States. It is not legislation based upon sentimentalism, but upon 
that sense of justice and right which has ever been characteristic 
of the American people. {Loud applause. | 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, my position is quite embar- 
rassing. Very distinguished members of this House have shown 
the errors in this bill in orations which were noticeable equally 
for their eloquence and for their length. It can not be expected 
that in the brief ten minutes allotted to me. a most undistin- 
guished member of this House, I could show the errors of their 
argument; but I must say that although I have listened with 
close attention, I have been unable to comprehend or even to 
guess why such fervor should be shown in the opposition to this 
bill. It does seem to me, with very great respect to the distin- 
guished gentleman who has so eloquently opposed it, that there is 
an immense amount of cry to an amazingly small supply of wool. 
Almost everyone agrees that whatever happens with the money 
taken out of the Treasury, the price of sugar as it is sold in the 
American market will not be affected. 

Some gentlemen on the other side have asked of the chairman 
of the Committee on Ways and Means [Mr. Payne] and others, 
‘** Do you think the price of retail sugar will be affected or dimin- 
ished? ’’ and the answer has been no, as of course anyone can see 
must be the case. Now, what results? Some of the géntlemen 
think that the $6,000,000 taken from the Treasury will be absorbed 
by the octopus that goes by the name of the sugar trust, and some 
of them hope that the $6,000,000 may go into the pockets of the 
Cuban planters; but, Mr. Chairman, whether it goes to Mr. Have- 
meyer or whether it goes to some toiling Cuban, or no matter 
where it goes, if the retail price of sugar in the United States re- 
mains unaffected, as it must remain unaffected, for all commer- 
cial laws show that such a reduction as this must leave it unaf- 
fected, then I confess I can not understand why and how the beet- 
sugar man who sells his sugar, who is interested in but one thing 
in the world, and that is the price of retail sugar in the United 
States, is going to be affected by this legislation. It may be my 
lack of intelligence, but it is for that reason that all these eloquent 
remarks about the untimely demise of an infant industry have 
fallen very coldly upon my ear. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, one thing more in my brief ten minutes. 
The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. LAWRENCE] said that 
there was a question of obligation due to Cuba. I wish to say, 
Mr. Chairman, that what is back of the demand for this legisla- 
tion is the obligation which the people of the United States owe 
to themselves. Why is it that the Administration is in favor of 
this legislation? Why is it that the great mass of the people of 
the United States are back of the Administration in favor of this 
legislation? It can be stated, Mr. Chairman, in a very few 
words. Four years ago we undertook awar withSpain. We were 
not bound to doit. Weare not bound to go to war in behalf of 
every poor and suffering people. We were not bound to enter 
upon a career of national knight errantry in behalf of Cuba or in 
behalf of any land or island. But we did it. Let us remember 
how loudly it was stated upon the floor of this House, how loudly 
it was stated all over the United States, that the people of the 
United States had undertaken an unselfish war, that they were 


willing to spend their blood and treasure for the good of others. | 


How often has it been stated, on this floor and off this floor, that 


as a result of the war, not merely the success gained in it, but the | 


motives which led to its being waged, the position of the United 
States has been raised all over the world. Now, Mr. Chairman, 


I presume that is so; but having assumed that philanthropic rdle, | 


we must live up toit. The proverb says that nobility imposes its 
obligations. To take a parallel case that was suggested by the 
chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, let us suppose 
some poor waif oppressed by a cruel guardian. 
right to say that he will not bother his head about 
has the right to say that his time is taken with his own family 
and his money is absorbed in his own household; but if instead 
of that he says, and says quite loudly, with some assertion of vir- 


tue, that he is going to rescue that ward from the cruel guardian | 


and make its lot s happy one, and if he begins that laudable en- 
terprise, if he interferes and gets it out of the charge and hands 
of the guardian, and the next morning changes his mind and but- 
tons up his pocket and says if the ward is going hungry for 
breakfast that that is no business of his, those who would not 
have said one word if he had left the child alone will declare he 
is behaving in a shabby manner. 

The situation is the same with Cuba. We have interfered 
where we were not bound to interfere. We have declared that 
we acted for the benefit of others without any personal considera- 
tion. What will be said if at the very eve of that, the very first 


Any man has the | 
t waif. He | F 


time that a ueien comes up in the American Congress which 


presses on the pocket of some large financial interest, we turn 
around and say we will do nothing? Gentlemen of the Honse 
have said: ‘“‘ Under what obligations are we to Cuba? Why 
should we interfere to relieve Cuban planters?’’ The time to say 
that, Mr. Chairman, was before the war was begun and not now. 
And that is why the people of the United States are back of this 
demand. They know the thing most important. The thing they 
care most for is the reputation of the country as a great and 
_ honorable and liberal nation. 

The masses of the people are not disturbed, as are gentlemen 
here, by any question as to the future price of sugar or differen- 
tial rates. They believe that there are things more important to 
a nation than its beets. They know that it is true in the past and 
will be true forever that ‘‘ righteousness exaltethanation.’’ They 
demand that, instead of considering whether $6,000,000 will come 
out of the Treasury or one-half of 1 cent per pound goes off the 
price of beet a the Congress of the United States shall do the 
thing which will be consistent with the past record of the coun- 
try, which will honor the land in the esteem of other nations and 
of posterity. I hope, Mr. Chairman, that the members of the 
Congress of the United States, on such a question as this, will not 
fall below the patriotic self-respect of the people whom they 
represent. [Loud applause. ] 

Mr. THAYER. Mr. Chairman, it is not my purpose to discuss 
at any length the bill before the committee. I think the bill 
gives altogether too small a concession to Cuba, and unless some 
one else precedes me in maklIng the motion at the proper time, I 
shall move that the amount be increased from 20 per cent to 33} 
| percent. I think if you fix it at 20 per cent it is entirely inade- 
quate to the necessities of the Cuban people and will afford them 
but little practical relief, and if increased to 33} per cent, the 
general impression is that it will relieve them at least temporarily, 
and an increase to that amount can be made without any detri- 

ment to the beet-sugar industry of this country. They would not 
feel it at all. 

But my purpose, Mr. Chairman, at this time, in order to relieve 
| the extreme tension under which this House has been in the last 
| three days in the consideration and discussion of this bill, is to 
| call the attention of the members of the committee, and through 

them the attention of the country, to a matter which I presented 
to Congress last Monday in the form of a resolution, which I will 
now ask the Clerk to read in my time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


House resolution No. 208. 


Whereas it is alleged in the public prints and in newspapers recognized of 
the highest standing in various parts of the country that a combination of 
six of the leading meat producers of this country has been formed for the 
purpose of controlling trade in meat products to the exclusion of smaller 
companies and individuals, and control such trade to the immense 
amount of $600,000,000 annually; that such a combination is formed for the 
urpose of restraining and controlling trade in meats and meat uctsand 
or raising the prices of the prime necessities of life; that_such combine is 
apportioning territory and securing large rebates from and inter- 
state traffic; and 

Whereas it is stated in the public prints and ne pers of the highest 
character that these six companies forming said combine have during the 
| last year, by raising excessively the price of beef and beef products, secured 
| a net profit for themselves of $100,000,000; and 

Whereas the following allegations are made in the New York Herald, a 
highly respectable and influential publication printed in the city of New 

ork: 


mopely of oneed the ante onpacionn ot on erpatn, 1a 
monopoly of one of the most ra ous of all trus elding a 
power to © a prime aes life a costly luxury. ‘They show @ com- 
vination of six or seven big concerns to monopolize trade of the 

| West, control the meat market of the East, and advance prices to a pitch that 
means extortion to all consumers and deprivation to many, and in order 

| to enrich themselves at the ——- of the masses. The hods of the beet 
trust would seem to constitute one of the worst abuses at which the anti- 
trust statute of Congress was aimed or at which any antitrust law can be 
aimed. Itis acombination or wy eo! in restraint of trade. It isa mo- 
nopoly destructive of competition. It controls prices and enforces extortion. 
It has the people, and especially the poorer masses, at its mercy in the mat- 
oo: of jo Its operations are interstate, and hence within the juris 

ion oO mgress. 

| “Now arises the question vital to the public, whether such a trust is be 
| yond the reach of the law. If its methods are not ond the reach of the 
ederal law, then it is high time for the Attorney-General of the United 

| States to move for the enforcement of the statutes. If it does not reach this 











blic of the ressive 
© beef 





| outr geous abuse, then it may be pertinently asked, ‘Of what earthly use is 
| the law?’ In either case it is up to the t of Justice to take hold of 
this matter with prom and vigor, t the people may know whether 


the existing statute affords an tection against one of most res 
| sive of all trusts and whether an 


tional legislation is needed to that ra- 
ble end. 


| “Moreover, itis charged that this same combination is violating the inter- 
| state-commerce law, Comgpes to prevent unjust discrimination and fayorit- 
ism in freight cha: . t also is a matter to be rigorously looked into 
and the law enforced if violated. It is now for the Department of Justice at 
Washington to apply the remedy for evil, if existing statutes afford any 
ae If they do not, then it is high time for a law that will reach such 
| abuses.” 
Therefore, be it 
Resolved, That the Attorney-General be, and he is hereby. respocttel re 
| OP ecetceatutions wick cbepe if aco, bere’ bask taken ty the Depescmets 
° ntatives w any, have > en . 
of Justice toward an invenitgation of the a , hereinbefore 
stated; what, if any, steps have been taken to g the truth or 

















falsity of these change, ond whether there has or has not been, in his opin- 
0 


ion, an infringement the law; and if so, what steps, if any, have been 
taken toward a prosecution of the parties violating the law. 

Mr. THAYER. Mr. Chairman, I do not vouch for the truth of 
the allegations that are contained in the resolution, but in my 
judgment they come from the most conservative people and in- 
fluential newspapers throughout the country, from Kansas to 
Maine, and I do not believe they would make these statements 
unless they had the evidence at hand for the proofofthem. Now, 
if these allegations are true, and I must assume that they are from 
the sources from which they come, then these companies are 
openly violating the law, and I am confident we have sufficient 
law already to punish the violators of it. Chapter 647 of the laws 
of 1890 provides in the first section as follows: 


SECTION 1. Every contract, combination in the form of a trust or other- 
wise, or conegeney, in res' t of trade or commerce among the several 
States, or with foreign nations, is hereby declared to be illegal. Every per- 
son who shall make any such contract or engage in any such combination or 
conspizecy spell be deemed guilty of a emeanor, and, on conviction | 
thereof, shall punished by fine not exceeding $5,000, or by imprisonment 
not eens one year, or by both said punishments, in the discretion of the 
court. 


Now, the second section provides: 

Sxco. 2. Every person who shall monopolize, or attempt to monopolize, or 
combine or conspire with any other person or persons to monopolize any | 
part of the trade or commerce among the several States, or with foreign | 
nations, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and, on conviction thereof, | 
shall be punished by fine not exceeding $5,000, or by imprisonment not ex- | 
ceeding one year, or by both said punishments, in the discretion of the court. 

It occurs to me, sir, that if these allegations are true, then the 
ate who have entered into this combine are amenable to the 

aw. There are six corporations or companies who have entered 
into this agreement and contracts for the purpose of monopoliz- 
ing and raising the price and controlling the sale of one of the 
prime necessaries of life—meat and meat products. The allega- 
tions claim that the companies who have entered into this com- 


bination are Armour & Co., The Cudahy Packing Company, G. H. | 


Hammond, Schwarzschild & Sulzberger, Swift & Co., and Nel- | 
son A. Morris. These companies control six hundred millions of 
money, and it is alleged in these newspapers and in the New York 
Herald and other papers that these six companies last year made 
a net profit of a hundred millions of money. 

Now, the evidence that there is a combination is contained in | 
the papers, and I want to call the attention of the members of | 
the committee, and through them the attention of the country, 
to the condition in the contracts which these parties have entered 
into. Mr. P. L. Hughes, the eastern manager of the Cudahy 
Packing Company, wrote to his company in South Omaha, Nebr., 
as follows: 

At our meeting to-day there was nothing accomplished worthy of mention 
after three hours of discussion. It seems we are not able to get together 
with the spirit that formerly prevailed at our meetings, but perhaps this 
will improve by further intercourse. Wheeler made a proposition, and was 
very persistent in advocating that we should sell but a stated number of cat- 


tle at each house Monday and Tuesday, and then meet again Wednesday, 
but that was voted as entirely out of the operation. 


However, we all made a solemn promise that we would advance all grades | 


from three-eighths cent to one-half cent if our stock is the same as received 
last ee I hope this agreement will be the means of giving us a decent 
price for it. 


Later: 

I voted in favor of the p: 
fact that next door to us at 
be troublesome competitors when bound by the association rules, as they 
would be otherwise. The same might be said of Brooklyn, where they are 
selling beef directly across the street from us, and as the credit association 


tion for various reasons, one of which is the 
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riem they have a fine house, and they will not | 





affairs and matters perta to other subjects would be kept entirely sepa- 
rate and distinct I entuie be in fener of taking them in. 


Again—I do not read all of it, but it appears in the New York 
Herald of March 381: 


Iagreed with others that we should havea general meeting and get the 
market up to where it ought to be, and therefore deferred my visit to Pitts- 
our uae 1 next year, although my annual passes for 1898 will expire to- 

orrow. 


Later on he says: 


While at Utica we had representatives from each of the Western ship- 
pers, and after having gone over matters pont we decided to advance 
he price of all es of beef 50 cents, and we braced pork loins at 7} cents. 
ve never to get those fellows to increase the price when I go 
there, but it generally lasts but a week or two. Nelson Morris has not sent 
an inspector there in over a year, although their man Sullivan visits Scran- 
ton and Wilkesbarre \y. Doolittle, of Schwarzschild & Sulzberger, 
was there a few — week, and he left in without attem to 
do any with them. I think, however, we get better results from 
there for the next week or two. 


In order to show that they have divided up this country be- 
tween themselves, each one taking his share, here is a letter 
written to Cudahy Packing Company by P. L. Hughes, wherein 
he states the agreement to extend credit: 


First. The undersigned agree that on and after August 7, 1899, all dealers 
in fresh meats may have the of paying their bills of the vious 
week on or before Tuesday of the bllowing wee and to this end we will 
Print on all our ts “ All pa’ on or before the Mon- 

y fo) date of sale.” All fresh meats must be ‘hed and charged 

customers on day of sale, Should, er, any dealer in fresh meats be 
delinquent on any tracted the a) date, he shall be sold 
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stood and agreed that this agreement does not apply to sales of provisions, 
but does cover all sales of fresh meats, the term ‘fresh meats” meaning all 
beef, pork, veal, or mutton in carcass, or any portion of the same, which has 
not been cured, pickled, smoked, or canned; also all dressed poultry and 


game. 
Third. We hereby appoint Arthur Colby arbitrator under this agreement, 


at a salary of $3,000 per annum, to be paid by us pro rata, with full power to 
examine our books, pape and accounts, and to impose and collect a fine of 
not more than $50 for each violation of this agreement that may be proved 


to his satisfaction, and from his decision no appeal shall lie. This appoint- 
ment is terminable by thirty days’ notice, in writing, on either side. 

Again, mark the enforcement of the terms of the contract pro- 
hibiting either party to it from selling at less price than fixed 
upon. It appears in this letter from P. L. Hughes, Eastern man- 
ager to the Cudahy Packing Company, South Omaha, Nebr.: 

DEAR Str: I inclose herewith drafts on our Braddock house on account of 
our having sold pork under the agreed price. =<. sinneee 

P. Te TGHES. 


Here is the provision in the agreement. After a purchaser has 
once refused or neglected for twenty-four hours, no matter what 
his condition may be, to pay for the goods he had bought twenty- 
four hours earlier, he can not afterwards purchase one pound of 
beef from these companies, who control over 80 per cent of the 
beef sold in this country; he can not go anywhere and buy a dol- 
lar’s worth except for spot cash. If he has violated these rules in 
not paying every twenty-four hours from the time when he got 
his product his credit is, with this combine, entirely destroyed. 

Mr. KLEBERG. May I interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. THAYER. Certainly. 

Mr. KLEBERG. Is it not true that in the hearings before the 
Interstate Commerce Commission it was shown that these beef- 
packing trusts had a rebate of 25 per cent on the railways? 

Mr. THAYER. That is exactly true, and I will show that a 
little later. I might read more, but I have read enough, it occurs 
to me, to show that these people come within the provisions of the 
statute, namely, that they have combined for the purpose of re- 
fusing credit to the purchaser, for the purpose of controlling the 
output of the beef in all this country, and prohibiting any one of 


_ their members from selling at prices less than that agreed upon 


by the whole. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman allow me an 
interruption? 

Mr. THAYER. Certainly. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Isnot one of the troubles to which 
you allude this, that in the Knight sugar trust case the court 
thought that the antitrust act in question did not apply to the 
monopoly which manufactured, but only applied to the product 
after it is manufactured and entered into interstate commerce; 
in other words, that the trust law in question did not apply to 
the trust which created the manufactured article, but only ap- 
plied to the manufactured article after it became interstate com- 
merce? 

Mr. THAYER. Iam not cognizant with the case to which the 
gentleman refers, and therefore can not answer his question. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Clearly the act does apply to inter- 
state contracts and interstate trust eontracts, and it should be rig- 
orously and promptly enforced. This Knight case and what the 
court there said is clearly set out in the more recent Addyston 
Pipe case, 175 United States, page 240. 

Mr. THAYER. What I have asked in this resolution is that the 
Attorney-General shall investigate this matter of those charges, 
and if, upon investigation, he comes to the conclusion that these 
facts do not bring the parties within the statute, then I say to 
this House that rather than attempt to change the Constitution, 
which will take many years, if it can ever be done, we should ap- 
ply ourselves, to it at once and place some legislation on the 
— book that will meet the conditions presented by these 

acts. 

Mr.PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, I have listened to all the speeches 
made on both sides of this question. I heard the distinguished 
leader, the chairman of the Desmalites on Ways and Means | Mr. 
PAYNE] in his opening address state the reasons which, in his view, 
warranted him and his committee in bringing this measure before 
the House. I have heard gentlemen on the other side contending 
that the position of the gentleman from New York and his com- 
mittee is notsound. Thus far the main illustration that has been 
used by gentlemen favoring this proposition is the relation of 

ian and ward. It has been used on more than one occasion. 
As I recall it, there are two kinds of guardians—guardians of the 
person and guardians of the pepe. In this case, I presume, 
we are guardians of the person of Cuba and also guardians of her 
property. As guardiansof her person, what have we done? For 
many years she struggled for her independence, which she could 
notattain. We step in in 1898, now nigh on to four years ago. 
If I recollect correctly, about the 2ist of April, 1898, we started 
out to relieve the person of Cuba from the control of her Spanish 
master. We have expended in this effort hundreds of millions of 
dollars. We have sacrificed many lives. We have improved the 
cities of Cuba; we have made that a healthy country. We have 
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advanced her material interests in many ways. All the expenses 
for the doing of these things have been paid largely by appro- 
priations made in this House out of the Treasury of the United 
States. So far, then, as the person is concerned, we have treated 
the person well. As guardians we will soon turn the island with 
all the improvements over to her, and on the coming 20th of May 
we shall make of her a free and independent government. 

Now let us look a little further. Saleen freed her from Span- 


. ish rule and Spanish taxation, and relieved her from $300,000,000 


of bonded indebtedness. Let us look at the condition of Cuba as 
itis now. Thus far I have not heard from the lips of any person 
addressing the Chair, or his fellow-members, a word showing that 
Cuba isin present distress. Her people are busy. 
sugar in the year 1901 than she had raised in any one year for many 
years, if ever, prior to thattime. Her industries are improving. 

er men and women are busy. The farm hands are being paid 


a higher wage to-day in Cuba than such labor is being paid in any | changed fora period of ten years we will at the end of that time be producing 


of the northwestern States of the Union. 


But we are told that we are still guardian of her person and her | 


property. Now, I know of no law book that ever declared that 


it to the ward whenever the ward came to him and asked for such 
payment. Ihave known, as a lawyer, that the court has held the 


guardian to a strict accounting for the manner in which he con- | a. d 
| it was declared we had ener Spain, and Cuba was practically 


trolled the person of the ward and the manner in which he con- 
trolled the property of the ward. 


give it to Cuba, the ward, out of ourown money. What right 
have we to dothat? Fellow-members of this House, we have been 
elected here to represent the people of the United States. 
have been sent here as the agents of our own people. 
been told to conserve the interests of America. In 1896 and in 
1900 we announced as Republicans certain positions in our national 
platform, which I quote: 
[From the Republican national platform of 1896.] 

We condemn the present Administration for not k ping faith with the 
sugar producers of this country. The Republican party favors such protec- 
tion as will lead to the production on American soil of all the sugar which 
the American people use, and for which they pay other countries more than 
$100,000,000 annually. 

[From the Republican national platform of 1900.] 

We renew our faith in the policy of protection to American labor. In 
that policy our industries have been established, diversified, and maintained. 
By protecting the home market, competition has been stimulated and pro- 
duction cheapened. 

When the distinguished leader on the Republican side, the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. oe was confronted by his 
speech made in 1897, in which he said that he hoped that for 
twenty-five years the tariff would remain and there would be no 
change in it, he quickly turned round and said: 

Ah, yes; that was made ata time when there was no war and no prospect of 
war in this country. 

That was in 1897, at the extra session called by Mr. McKinley 
after he had been elected and inaugurated President of the United 
States. I heard that speech on the floor of this House. I desire 
here and now to read what the Ways and Means Committee then— 
and members now—said. I read: 

(Mr. Payne, July 19, 1897; Recorp, p. 2749, first session Fifty-fifth Congress. } 
What shall be done with the sugar trust? Well, I will tell you what, in 
my opinion, is the best way of dealing with it. Establish a beet-sugar factory 
in every Congressional district in the United States. [Applause on the Re- 
publican side.| Give competition, and lots of it.everywhere. Put the farmers 
over against the trust by passing this bill, and reduce the price of sugar so 
that German raw sugar can not be brought in to be refined here. Gentlemen 
on the other side, come over and help us, while we help the farmers out 
{Laughter and aed You grangers over there, come and help us. 
Populists that go up and down the streets day after day proclaiming your 
devotion to the interests of the farmers, help us out now when we are trying 
to help the farmers in this industry that we can establish so successfully. In 
this way you will do something toward demolishing the trust. You will 
accomplish more in this way than by mere invective—by running windmills 
and all that. [Laughter and applause. } j : i 
Why should we not a all of cur sugar in this country? Why, it 


costs us, Mr. Speaker, a 
for proper subjects for taxation. We knew that sugar would produce an 


She raised more | 
| less competition than they now have. 
| (Mr. STEELE, speech on March 25, 1897, Appendix of Recor, p. 123, first ses- 





Now we have a new doctrine | 
advanced in this House by eminent lawyers—the doctrine that we | 
must take $8,000,000 out of the Treasury of the United States and | 


We | 
We have | 


You | 
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| cence she dares not hope for or as 


,0ut one hundred millions. We were looking around | 


enormous revenue; and besides all that, we knew that an adequate protec- | 


tive tariff would build up the industry in this country, and as it was gradu- 
ally built = the revenue from that source would be reduced; by and by the 
revenue will 

try is fully established and revenue from sugar ceases, the reduction will 


come in more largely from other sources, and when this indus- | 


keep pace with the increase. The thing will regulate —— we will not dis- | 


turb our tariff in the hext quarter of acentury. And then—— 
(Mr. Dingley, March 22, 1897, Recorp, p. 121. ] 


The duty on sugar has also been increased, both for purposes of revenue and 
also to encourage the production of sugar in the United States, and thereby 
give to our farmers a new and mucb-n crop. We now pay foreign 


Aprit 10, 


(Mr. Grosvenor, March 24, 1897, RecorD, p. 240.] 

We are going to force upon Louisiana that which she dare not ask for her- 
self. Suppliant at the hands of Congress, with people representing not the 
claims and the clamorsof her own ple, we will force 7 her the benefi- 

for herself. We wi give to the sugar 


producer of Louisiana an opportunity to enlarge his products and turn over 


| some of the splendid lands of that beautiful State to the productionof sugar, 
Chairma 


instead of corn, cotton, and other products of the soil; and so, Mr. n, 
throughout Nebraska, through Kansas, and all of the States of the Union we 
propose to offer the same beneficent opportunities. 

e Republican party comes and offers to the agriculturists of this coun- 
try this ma cent boon. We will protect the industries of the country 
in all directions from further demoralization; and we ask you to turn aside 
hundreds of thousands of acres of the splendid lands of all of these States 
from the production of corn, oats, wheat, potatoes, and cotton, to be put 
into an already overstocked market, to the production of sugar, and give to 
the farmers upon the farming lands of the country a better market, with 


sion Fifty-fifth Congress. } 
With regard to sugar, I predict that if the tariff fixed by this bill is un- 
not only enough for our home consumption, but as much as we care to ex- 


ort, and at very little additional cost to the consumer. The farmers in the 
20 States where the sugar beet can successfully be raised will reap a double 


. . | benefit from the development of the sugar industry—first, because the sugar 
the guardian must take the money out of his own pocket and Pay | beet isa more profitable crop than what or crn ond second, because fhe 
| land devoted to raising 


| and the lessened production will increase the price of these products. 


beets will no longer be producing wheat and corn, 


In 1898 came the war with Spain. Within three months after 
free. That was in 1898. But here is a platform prepared 7 
Republican party in 1900. I ask the gentleman from New York 
{[Mr. Payne] and the gentlemen of the Ways and Means Commit- 
tee, what is your answer to that? You state that the war was the 


| cause of your change of front on this question, and yet the war 


was ended nearly two years before this platform was made. Why 
did you not, some of you who were delegates to the national 
convention, stand up there when the plank I am about to read 
was presented and say: “ Here is a plank that is not true, and 
must not be put in the platform?’’ Here is the plank to which I 
refer: 

We favor the associated policy of reciprocity, so directed as to open our 
markets on favorable terms for what we do not ourselves produce, in return 
for free foreign markets. 

I stand squarely upon that platform now. 

That was our platform then. We reaffirmed our determina- 
tion to stand by a protective-tariff policy. There is not a Repub- 
lican sitting here in this Hall to-day who does not know that in 
every Republican convention in every State we declared again in 
our platform that we would not make any change upon this 
question. Every one of us went to our people and said: “It is 
not so much the money question that is disturbing our country; 
the trouble is due to tariff tinkering.’’ We went to our people 
and asked them to send us back to Congress, promising that we 
would stand by the doctrine of protection; that we would stand 
by the doctrine of Republican reciprocity; that we would con- 
tinue the prosperous conditions in our country, if our party was 
continued in power. Are we all to-day keeping the faith? 

Oh, but gentlemen say, “‘ the exigencies of the times, not here, 
but in Cuba, demand this measure.’’ Sir, the only chart that 
governs my action in this House is the chart that directed my 
footsteps when I came here as a member of Congress, as one of 
the results of the election of 1900. When the party speaks in 
1902 in a State convention or in my Congressional convention 
and directs me to do otherwise I will doit, and not until then. 
[Applause.] And I question the right of any other Republican 
to change front upon this question at this hourof the day. Apri! 
7, 1902, my home county spoke as follows: 

The Republicans of Knox County in convention assembled desire toexpress 
their satisfaction with the existing conditions and their sincere belief that 
the maintenance of the same is dependent upon the continuance of the Re- 
publican party in power in nation, State, and county. 

The distinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GRosvENorR] 
said—I listened closely to him—that when this measure was first 
presented to him as he heard of it, wanting a reduction of 50 per 
cent, he said no; when the proposition came to him with a reduc- 
tion of 40 per cent, he said no; when it came as an ultimatum of 
the President, as he said, using his own language—I do not wish 
to be held responsible for it—when the ultimatum came from the 
President that it should be 25 per cent, he said no; but he finally 
said, ‘‘ I will agree to 20 per cent.’’ Ah, in his own judgment he 
had come to the danger line; in his own judgment he was close 
to the line of danger to an infant protected industry in this coun- 


_ try of ours, and he said: 


countries about $84,000,000 for imported sugar, notwithstanding the abnor- | 


mally low price, and this sum will soon be increased to $100,000, The suc- 
cess which has attended the growing of : 
beet sugar in California and Nebraska in the past five years, not to mention 
the progress in the production of cane sugar in Lo has made the prob- 
lem of producing our own sugar no longer doubtful; and now that we must 
have the inc revenue from sugar for the t,a tavorable oppor- 
tunity presents itself to give this boon to our ulture. 


eee | it, 20 per cent or any other per cent. 


This is not my doing; I did not bring this measure here; I will not tell how 
it came here, but it came here,and I wish the cup was not pressed to my lips, 
and I do not want to drink of it. 


Gentlemen, I propose, as a Republican, not to drink a drop of 


Aare I listened also 
to the distinguished gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne], and 
I found from him no reason why we should do this, except an an- 


ticipated trouble. Oh, he said, in the future there is financial 








1902. 
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trouble for Cuba, and that we must anticipate—the financial 
crash that will come upon that people—and we must legislate 
for them. Gentlemen of the House, we heard it first when we 
heard it in December; we heard it again in January; we heard 


it again in February; we heard it again in March. It is now 
close on the middle of April, and that island has not sunk into 
the sea nor have the people gone into financial ruin and bank- 
ruptey—not at all. 

tis a part of the Cape of Fears. In the old geographies you 
will remember that beyond a certain line there was a great 
shadowy substance which was called the Cape of Fears, but as 
the mariner got out into it he found it disappeared; and so, my 
Republican friends, if we can resist this a little longer, this an- 
ticipated trouble will be found another Cape of Fears that our 
distinguished leaders and mariners will have no trouble with if 
they will stand by the Republican party and the Republican 
pledges they have made to their people in their districts. 

But what do they ask us to do by this bill? They ask us to go 
to the Treasury of the United States and take out $7,000,000 aris- 
ing from sugar duties that comes in here and $1,000,000 arising 
from tobacco duties that comes here, and give it to somebody, 
somewhere. And what do we getinexchange? Nothing. There 
is not a consumer in the United States who will get his sugar one 
cent less or one ten-thousandth part of a cent less than he does to- 
day. Then what will the consumer get? He will get $8,000,000 less 
in the Treasury, which has to be made up in some way by taxation 
upon the men and the women that we are ae to represent in 
this body. That is the first ye yore there financial dis- 
tress in Cuba that we should do this act? No. Is there any 
reason assigned? No; except possibly that we may get a little 
more trade. How much more? Thirty-eight million dollars of 
the trade of Cuba. 

They say Cuba has a trade with the world to a certain amount. 
A certain amount comes to the United States. The difference 
between what comes to the United States and what goes to the 
balance of the world is $38,000,000. I desire to state right here 


that our farmers furnish to Cuba now all the hogs and a7 she | 


buys. We also furnish her now all the soft coal and paving brick 
she uses. We furnish her now practically all the bran, wheat, 
corn, oats, flour, cars and rails for railroads, and carriages and 
vehicles she now uses. The passage of this measure will not in- 
crease our market for the above-mentioned articles one bit, as 
we have it all now. Now they say if you will give to somebody, 


somewhere, $8,000,000 of clean money you can have the oppor- | 


tunity of taking your chances and getting profit on a prospective 
trade that may never come to any person in the United States. Is 
not that a smart bargain for statesmen to make with the people’s 
money out of the Treasury of the United States? And yet it is 
your bargain. 

Oh, you say, it will not affect the sugar interests of this coun- 
try. Gentlemen, I believe as a Republican in standing by the 
Republican members of Congress. I have confidence in the Rep- 
resentatives from Michigan; I have confidence in the Representa- 
tives from Minnesota; I have confidence in the Representatives 
from California, Utah, Washington, North Dakota, and Wiscon- 
sin. They are my own kith and kin, politically; they belong to 
my side of the House; they come from Republican States which 
send solid Republican delegations. Am I to say that their judg- 
ment is not correct? I am supposed to represent my district. 
Each individual is supposed to stand on this fh 
individual district. Do not the gentlemen from those States 
know best the interests of their States, and every one of them de- 
clares on the floor of the House and elsewhere that this bill, if 
passed, means the destruction of sugar-beet property in their 
States. How much is interested in it? AsI recall, one gentle- 
man stated about $49,000,000. How many people? In the neigh- 
borhood of 40,000 people are dependent upon this industry. 
Thousands of acres of land are used in raising beets; 30,000 peo- 
ple are employed in this industry alone, in the field and in the 
factory, and in addition there are thousands of people employed 
in the Southern States in the production of cane—your people and 
mine, the people who pay the taxes, who support the schools and 
the colleges, and who build the roads, and who, when difficulty 
comes, defend your flag and mine. [Applause.] Iam legislating 
for them; I am not legislating for some one else, somewhere else. 

When this bill , if pass it does, and the factories are 
closed, or the number of men employed in the factories is lessened 
and their wages are reduced, you will have put to work a condi- 
tion of affairs that you can not down. You will have started for 
self-preservation the great organizations of the United States, the 
labor organizations in the cigar factories, in the tobacco factories, 
in the fields and in the factories of the beet-sugar industries and 


the can industries, and link by link they will gather 
together, in my judgment they may change the political com- 
plexion of this House. [Applause.] 


Iam forthe American farmer, native and naturalized. I am 








oor representing his | 


| down by competition and closed them. 


| undersell your factories. 


| doctrine. 





for the American factory hand and the American laborer, by 
birth and by choice, as against those people over on the other 
side, for they have no further claim upon us on this question as 
against the interest of our own people. But where is the advan- 
tage? I ask. None. Oh, but they say that it will not affect the 
price of sugar in this country; that sugar will remain the same; 
that the beet-sugar industries will thrive; that they will get the 
same price from the consumer that they are now getting. Ideny 
it Why do I deny it? Iwill give you my reasons. As the proof 
shows, in the central portion of our country the American Sugar 
Refining Company—the sugar trust, as it is known—have taken 
the profits that they have in their treasury and have temporarily 
and locally underbid the factories that are there—have put them 
You gentlemen who favor 
this bil pose to give annually to that trust from two to ten 
million dollars as a net profit and gain. They will take that two 
to ten million dollars and they will go up into the Northwest and 
You have given them a club in the shape 
of money to go up and undersell those people, so as to drive them 
out of the market; and when they have driven them out and their 
factories have closed, then they will control the market and im- 
mediately advance the price of sugar, for the only persons that 
refine sugar in the United States are the sugar trust. 

Remember that the beet-sugar factory takes the raw beets and 
by the processes of that factory turns over the refined sugar to the 
consumer. The cane-sugar planter raises his cane and sells the 
raw product to the only buyer, the sugar trust, that controls 
the market for the raw product because it is the only buyer. 
Now you propose to give to that one market from five to ten 
million dollars in cold cash with which to throttle and destroy 
the only o ition that it has in the United States.. Do you be- 
lieve it not doit? You have more faith and confidence in 
the sugar trust than I have if you believe that, because this is a 
simple business proposition with the sugar trust. For one, I am 
not in favor of it and I shall not so vote either in the Committee 
of the Whole or in the House. 

In so doing Ido not believe I am any less a Republican. I 
believe I am a truer and amore genuine Republican by so voting 
here than by voting the other way. [Applause.] WhydolIbelieve 
it? Because Iam sustained by the Republican platform and by 
the utterances of McKinley and Roosevelt, because I am not 
favoring reciprocity upon a product produced in another country 
which enters into competition with a product produced in this 
country. We have never favored that. It is not Republican 
Mark the distinction. We believe in a trade, in trad- 
ing an article that we produce in this country for one that is 
produced in another country the like of which is not produced in 
this country. Thatis Republican reciprocity. We do not believe 
in trading an article produced in this country for a like article 
produced in another country for the purpose of striking down 
and destroying an infant developing industry in this country 
which we pledged to maintain and develop in our platforms of 
1896 and 1900. That is the distinction. We call it fair trade. 
You upon the other side call it free trade. 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. You might just as well reciprocate 
on Australian wool. 

Mr. PRINCE. We might just as well reciprocate on wool with 
Australia, and I do not believe there is a gentleman from Ohio 
who would venture to vote in favor of that for a moment. 

But you insist that it is not the danger point. We insist that 
itis. You insist that if this legislation is not passed Cuba will 
have future financial distress. We insist that if this legislation is 
ae, beet-sugar interests will be destroyed. In a question of 

onest doubt are you for Cuba against your own people? We 
are not. We quote the gentleman from Ohio, as he told of the 
drop from 50 to 20 per cent. The danger there was so close in 
his judgement that he was willing to take chances at that time. 
Now we are not willing to take those chances. The danger line 
is below that, and we believe it is at the very initial point. 

But I am glad to state that this measure has taken such shape 
that no man’s party politics can be called in question for voting 
either one way or the other upon it. The bill was brought out 
from the Waysand Means Committee by three distinguished Dem- 
ocratic leaders joining with some of the Republican members of 
the Ways and Means Committee in voting to bring the bill to the 
House. When the question came up on a vote whether we should 

o into Committee of the Whole, as I recall it, 63 distinguished 
mocratic members of this House voted with some of the dis- 
tinguished Republican members of this House to go into Com- 
mittee of the ole, while 41 distinguished Democratic mem- 
bers upon the other side joined with 39 stalwart Republicans 
upon this side in opposition to the motion to go into the consid- 
eration of this measure. 

Then where is the party question? If it is any kind of a party 
measure, it is more a Democratic free-trade, tariff-tinkering, bus- 
iness-unsettling measure than a Republican measure in any event 
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[applause], for more Democrats, relatively, voted for it than 
Republicans. When you gentlemen on the other side seek to 


reelection, I will read the roll call. I will read the report that is 
signed by the men who brought in this bill before the House, and 
I will read the roll call in my district, and show that men on that 
side were as much in favor of it as men on this side. 
party question. The distinguished gentleman from Ohio said it 
was not a party question; that it was a question for each indi- 
vidual to solve for himself. Said he, ‘‘ Choose ye this day whom 
you will serve, God or Baal.’? I do not know what he calls the 
name of the Deity he worships, but 39 of us worship God on this 
side of the House. [Loud applause. ] 
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make a party question of it in my district when I stand for | 
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It is not a | tection, from the stand 
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In conclusion, I desire to state that thus far I have heard no one | 
affirm in debate that the late President McKinley favored the | 
form of relief proposed in this measure for Cuba. I have not | 


heard it stated that President Roosevelt favored this specific form 
of relief mentioned in the proposed measure. No such message 
has been sent to Congress by the President. It is true that Presi- 
dent Roosevelt favors commercial measures favorable to the ma- 
terial well-being of Cuba, but he favors them along Republican 
lines of protection and reciprocity. 


of agriculture in the most conspicuous instance in whic 
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law. And this abandonment is most unhappy because applied to the pursuit 
specific and mani- 
fest protection is given to the farmer, and at the moment when the beet in- 
dustry is not only in its infancy, but in an infancy so lusty and promising as 
to demonstrate the omer of a rapid and prodigious growth. The beet- 
sugar industry exhibits in the most perfect form we have yet known the 
most approved principles of protection. 

Heretofore the farmer has been compelled to find his justification of pro- 
int of personal interest, in the prosperity reflected 
from the industrial artisan, and in the main he has, through good report and 
evil, been bravely loyal. 

Since our platform of 1896 gave a party’s guaranty of permanence the peo- 
ple took us at our word, and we have demonstrated that in the beet-sugar 
industry we could more vividly than in any other enterprise illustrate to the 
American farmer on his own broad acres the beneficence of the American 
system of protection. 

The American market for over $100,000,000 worth of sugar annually is right- 
fully his. We shall encourage no policy which delays the time when he shall 
come into his own. ae 

2. As to the fancied duty to Cuba because ofa distress which is oy appar- 
ent in the admitted fact that every man on the island has all the work he can 
do at higher wages than he ever before received, we have only to say that the 
low price of sugar is a mere business condition of temporary character, and 
that to compromise with it on the terms pro is, in its interference with 
the policy of protection, to pay too high a price for all the good that can pos- 
sibly come to those whom it is intended to benefit. 

e proposition is to undertake to insure commercial and industrial pros- 
perity in Cuba, a foreign country and a foreign government. If we under- 


| take it, when and where are we to stop? 


Those of us Republicans who are standing out against this meas- | 


ure are willing to vote to aid the material interests of Cuba along 


the same lines that we voted to relieve the material interests of | 


Porto Rico. Semana. We favor this method, th-t we shall 


continue to collect the full Dingley rate for articles coming from | 


Cuba to the United States, and that we shall pay over to the 
Cuban government such portion of the amount of the duties col- 
lected as may be necessary for the interests of her material well 


being, and that in consideration thereof, we shall receive from | 


Cuba such reciprocal concessions as she may be able to grant. In 
other words, we are willing to refund and pay over to the Cuban 


government such a per cent of duties collected from products com- 


ing from Cuba as may be necessary for the interest of her ma- 
terial well being. 
In this event, the money will go directly to the Cuban govern- 


ment at a time when she is starting out, and it will keep her gov- | 


ernment from being a prey from money sharks and exploiters | 


who may desire to bond thecountry. It will give the government | 


an opportunity to give her people work by employing them on 
public works. The benefit thus derived can be apportioned by 
the government, if it so desires, to the betterment of the condi- 
tion of the Cuban planter, if he really is in need, which I doubt. 

The owners of the sugar plantations in Cuba are largely Span- 
ish foreigners and American exploiters, who do not need any help 
from this Government and who are abundantly able to take care 
of themselves. 

The views I have expressed are clearly set forth in the follow- 
ing reasons: 

1. It will afford relief both to the Government and to the people of Cuba. 

2. It makes certain that Cuba and her people, and no one else, will be the 
beneficiaries of our action. : 

3. By its adoption we keep faith with the people of this country and with 
the people of Cuba. 

4. It does not violate our national iw platforms of 1896 and 1900. 

5. It does not disturb existing conditions in this country. 

6. It does not alter or modify any schedule of the present tariff law. 

7. It does not injure or discourage any domestic iudustry or prevent its 
further development. 

8. Itavoidsan inopportune agitation of questions affecting industrial con- 
ditions of unparalleled prosperity. 

9. It would secure reciprocal trade concessions from Cuba and give time to 
ascertain the value of such trade relations between the two Republics under 
existing conditions. ; 

10. Its reciprocal feature furnishes a consideration which makes the pro- 
posed measure of undoubted constitutionality. It isas competent for Con- 
gress to purchase trade concessions from foreign countries as to purchase 
naval or coaling stations. 

ll. It is sustained by precedent since the establishment of our Govern- 
ment, and particularly by the legislation refunding duties collected on the 
products of Porto Rico and the Philippine Islands. 

2. It affords the means and opportunity for successfully inaugurating and 
permanently establishing the new government of Cuba during a time which 
the experience of all nations has shown will be its most critical period. 

13. It affords relief until the present adverse trade conditions affecting the 
price of sugar shall have been improved by the abolishment of European 
sugar bounties. . ; 

14. It discharges every obligation assumed b 
the treaty of Paris, the Platt amendment, and 
the independence of Cuba. 


These views are in line with the President’s message to Con- 
gress. [Applause.] 

Those of us who opposed this legislation are willing and anxious 
to have the country lnow our position relative to this proposed 
bill. Those of us who are opposed to this legislation prepared a 
statement, giving our reasons therefor, which is as follows: 

We oppose the proposition to reduce the tariff on Cuban products coming 
into this country because it involves a relaxation of the protective principle. 


The Republican platform of 1896 condemned the Democratic party for not 
keeping faith with the American sugar growers; we seek not to merit for 
ourselves the same condemnation. 

The proposition to reduce the —— tariff is unwise and unjust, because— 

1. It constitutes, in essence, an abandonment of the protective principle, 
even though it removes only one-fifth of the duty imposed by the Dingley 


us under the provisions of 
y our intervention to secure 


It is a startling proposition entirely outside of our governmental functions 
and our constitutional power. 

Whenever we have undertaken to insure commercial and industrial pros- 
perity in the United States, our own country, by means of a protective tariff, 
we have been bitterly assailed on the ground of paternalism. 

Now, at the expense of our own labor, our own capital,and our own indus- 
try,and largely at the expense of a single industry, without reducing the cost 
of sugar to the American consumer, we are asked to extend the paternal hand 
to a foreign people on the ground that, having given them liberty, we are 
morally obligated to secure them commercial and industrial prosperity, even 
at the sacrifice of our own interests. ‘ior 

We emphatically deny that we are under any such obligation, morally or 


otherwise. 

We insist that such an undertaking subjects the Congr of the United 
States to the charge of being false to its constitutional obligations, untrue to 
the ple it represents, and, from a political standpoint, fi to the pledges 


made by the party to the people when it asked and received their support. 

3. Entirely independent of its effect on the beet-sugar industry as a pres- 
ent fact in established concerns, it would smother the further development 
of the industry through the scores of plants now in various stages of active 
advancement. 

An industry which has grown fivefold in the last four years, and doubled 
since 1900, has in it the certainty of a future development so stupendous as to 
beggar prophecy and appeal with cogent force to our national pride. 

4. In so far as the proposition professes to be in the line of Republican reci- 
procity, we assert that it is essentially a denial of that great policy. Wedeny 
that reciprocity is desirable except as a corollary to the greater policy of 
protection. Republican reciprocity, wise reciprocity, does not seek an ex- 
change of products at the expense of any American industry; it does not 
seek to give—it does not give—commercial advantage to any foreign product 
which comes into competition with our own products; it does not seek an 
exchange of products which deprives any American artisan of his work or 
any American farmer of an opportunity to profitably till the soil. 

This was explicitly declared by McKinley in his Buffalo speech in the fol- 
lowing words: : ‘ 

‘By sensible trade arrangements which will not interrupt our home pro- 
duction we shall extend the outlets for our increasing surplus.” 

And by President Roosevelt in his annual message in these words: 

“And that reciprocity be sought for so far as it can safely be done without 
inj to our home industries.’ 

5. To say that the duty on sugar is to be lowered on the plea that it — 
Cuba is to say that it must always be lowered when Cuba needs help; and a 
reduction of one-fifth by the House of Representatives means that elsewhere, 
both in and out of Congress, the extent of that reduction shall be measured 
by the varying views of those who consider it. s 

It must, therefore, follow that the protective principle is to be subordi- 
nated to the question as to what amount of help Cuba may need. 

With such a policy declared > Republican majority, what wise business 
man can be indu to invest money in the beet-sugar industry? What 
promise will there be of its future development? 

And if that Republican majority is once constrained to such a policy, what 
license have we to believe that the citadel of protection will not be further 
assaulted in the house of its friends? When that time comes the days of Re- 
publican supremacy will be numbered. 

Never more earnestly than at this hour have we been summoned to our 
duty; never has the cause of protection—to which we owe our y success 
and our national prosperity—more needed our undivided and unflinching 


su t. 

We pledged our faith in 1896 to the sugar growers of the country, and they 
took us at our word; in 1897 we kept the faith and passed the Dingley law, 
and the people, relying on that law and our party pride and tradition, pro- 
ceeded to develop in amazing proportions the industry which we specifically 
enco them to enter. 

We are told that the pending poapeetiion will not hurt the beet-sugar pro- 
ducers; but surely no one anywhere has asserted that it would help them. | 

A tariff measure which has the unanimous indorsement of free traders is 
not above suspicion, and a search warrant will not be needed to find all the 
protection that is hidden away in it. 


I ask my constituents and the country to read the same, and I 
feel confident that they will approve of my action on this measure. 


We are to-day enjoying the largest measure of prosperity we 
have ever known. The country does not want tariff revision at 
this time. The country wants to be let alone. I regard this 


measure as the forerunner of tariff tinkering, and I beg of my 
Republican octane not to force this matter further, as it will 


surely produce lack of confidence in the business interests of the 
country, and we may be again approaching the dark and terrible 


days which followed the e 
As a Republican I propose to stand by the 

party. I propose to legislate as best I know 

the blessings which our people now enjoy. 


ion of Mr. Cleveland in 1892. 
latform of my 
ow to continue 

[Applause.] Our 
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le are busy, and prosperity and peace and plenty are abroad 


in the land. In the language of the distinguished Senator from 
Ohio, I beg of you, Republicans, ‘‘ Let wellenoughalone.’’ [Loud 
applause. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, before voting in the 
exercise of a choice of evils presented by the bill before the House 
(H. R. 12765), I desire to enter my protest against its adequacy 
to effect the purpose which is its ostensible object. It claims to 
be a bill ‘‘ to provide for reciprocal trade relations with Cuba ’’— 
a reciprocity bill. Webster defines reciprocity to be mutual obli- 
gations,”’ and a reciprocity treaty as ‘‘a treaty concluded between 
two countries, conferring equal privileges as regards customs or 
charges on imports, and in other respects.”’ 

The Century Dictionary defines it to be ‘‘ mutual responsive- 
ness in act or effect,”’ and ‘“‘ equality of commercial privileges be- 
tween the subjects of different governments in each other’s ports.”’ 

The enactment and enforcement of such a principle in a treaty 
would seem to be most beneficent, calculated to promote the 
peace and harmony of both, the welfare and prosperity of both. 
It would seem that if nations have any duties in relation to one 


another, the duty of reciprocity must stand at the head. 
What is our duty to Cuba? omas Estrada Palma, president- 
elect of the Cuban Republic, on the announcement that the United 


States would withdraw from Cuba and permit her to take her 
place among the republics of the earth, published a declaration 
in which he said: 


The Government of the United States has shown the most beautiful ex- 
ample of faith in dealing with a weak government which it undertook 
to rescue from mcqueen, It has demonstrated its generosity and patriot- 
ism, and by the ding of its own blood has helped Cuba to break the chain 
which united it with Spain. Some countries would have sought some pre- 
text for selfish gain in undertaking a work of this character, and would have 
taken advantage of some technicality for their own aggrandizement, but the 
contrary spirit has been manifested by the United States, and it has given to 
the world an evidence of good will seldom found. The people of the United 
States have remembered their own Declaration of Independence, and have 
fulfilled a duty to mankind. 


There is, Mr. Chairman, in this statement of President Palma, 
a fraternal spirit and a generous interpretation of our conduct 
which calls for the exercise on our part of reciprocity of a plenary 
kind. I need not say that there are many people in this country 
who could not sincerely indorse his declaration. There are hun- 


dreds of thousands—nay, millions—of — in the United States, | 


and not a few under the roof of this Capitol, who hold that we 
have not treated Cuba as a loving mother would treat her child 
or a loving brother his junior; that having freed Cuba from Spain 
we had no right to impose our manacles upon her; that the Platt 
amendment included principles, defined relations, and im d 
conditions which were as far a from reciprocity; that to 
establish suzerainty for an in ite period over a beautiful land 
which we had promised to make independent was an act of per- 
fidy, and that to establish laws of trade which carried — 
destitution in their enforcement was not exactly in accordance 
with the great utterances of the Declaration of Independence, 
which Mr. Palma invokes, or the grand “‘ self-denying ordinance ”’ 
which bears the name of the senior Senator from Colorado. 

The charter of our liberties, Mr. Chairman, declares that man 
has rights which are inalienable—rights of which he can not be 
robbed, and which he can not voluntarily surrender—the rights 
of life and liberty, without which happiness is impossible. It de- 
clares that governments derive their just powers from the con- 
sent of the governed. Itdeclares, in spirit, that taxation without 
representation is tyranny, and that no people with an overlord 
can be free. These principles are now scouted and derided by 
the party which, forty years ago, considered them sacred and de- 
clared them undeniable. We are now told that men are not 
equal, and differences in height, form, color, education, and in- 
tellect are pointed out. But all men are equal in the sense in 
which the immortal Jefferson used the words—they are equal in 
their right to justice; they are equal before the law. We are 
told that all men are not born free—that some are born slaves. 

I deny the proposition. All babes on earth a”e born free, though 
some have slavery imposed upon them by the thoughtlessness or 
cupidity of men. The sons of the Queen of the Antilles love free- 
dom and equality of rights as much as we do. They have suf- 
fered in the struggle to attain them for hundreds of years. I 
know it is the fashion of tyrants who desire to trample nations 
under foot to slander their people and declare them loafers, ban- 
dits, and paupers, without any sense of justice, any aspiration 
for freedom, or any capacity forself-government. We have heard 
this vile calumny under this roof and seen it inthe daily papers— 
scurrilous defamation seeking to show that they are unworthy of 
assistance and of sympathy. 

When Weyler established his reconcentrado omens in Cuba a 
howl of angry denunciation went up from all parts of the country, 
not least vociferous from the camps of the ee sep party. 
Attention was called to the poverty and destitution of the poor 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 








d960 


But since we have ‘‘ taken over ’’ Cuba 
all this seems changed. The poverty of the people is mentioned 
asa disgrace. They are called tatterdemalions by men who for- 
get that our own forefathers struggled barefoot and in rags 
through the snows and swamps of the Jerseys to win the liberty 
which we have inherited. If the poverty of a people fighting for 
freedom is a disgrace, we must blot Valley Forge from our his- 


prisoners of the tyrant. 


tory and Marion’s beggarly supper from the memory of our | 


children. i 
The miserable provisions of this bill are perhaps better than 
nothing; but I remonstrate against it because it is not reciprocity 


and because it will not promote the prosperity and happiness of 
the Cuban people. Twenty per cent is a bagatelle, and it is in the 
interest of the sugar trusts and will give no relief to the Cubans. 
Fifty per cent would be much better. but I would ten times rather 
vote for a bill offering true reciprocity by taking off all the duty 
and making them free indeed. Having made Cuba our ward, we 
are under the most sacred obligations to take good care of her. 
We should adopt no temporary or transient policy. Some legis- 
lators seem to think only of the present day, and act as if ordain- 
ing justice was not at all essential to the happiness of Cubans or 
Americans. ‘* You take these matters too seriously,’’ they tell 
us; “things will come all right; there is no cause for worry.”’ 
These devil-may-care mo , anxious only for the present mo- 
ment, remind us of that other stepmother to a large and suffering 
community, the optimistic Mrs. Squeers, who, when an unusually 
offensive dose of brimstone and treacle extorted an unusually ex- 
asperating howl of anguish, was accustomed to say, in consoling 
accents, ‘* It'll ali be the same in a hundred years.”’ 

We should legislate for the future. We should so legislate as 
to make all Cubans glad that Weyler was driven away and that 
Spain was compelled to relinquish her hold. Under Spain Cuba 
had an immense representation in the Spanish Cortes—the par- 
liament at Madrid. Under Spain Cuba had a representation to 
justify taxation. Under Spain she had free trade and could sell 
her sugar and tobacco to whom she would. Shall we Americans 
adopt and enforce a policy contrasted with which the policy of 
Spain will seem generous and magnanimous? I would foster 
Cuba’s interests in every possible way. Some distinguished and 
foolish person—I am afraid to say he was a member of Congress— 
perhaps the author of the Platt amendment, while in favor of co- 
ercing and dominating Cuba, has spoken of her as ‘‘ our economic 
enemy.’’ This designation recalls to our minds the plaint of the 
inebriated old Eccles in the play of ‘‘ Caste,’’ who, wanting 
wherewithal to get a drink, steals his baby grandchild’s neck- 
lace and denounces him as a bloated aristocrat and oppressor of 
the poor. - 

Perhaps Cuba may some time seek to come into our fold. If she 
does so seek, and so declare, after a fair and honest general elec- 
tion, I would consent to hear her with every assurance of friend- 
ship and equality. But it must be after full discussion and a 
clear understanding. 

Let it be remembered that we have made magnificent promises 
to Cuba, while we have promised nothing to the Philippine Is- 
lands beyond the pn which are implied by the Declaration of 
Independence and by our century of history. As far as written 
promises go, therefore, we are under specific obligations to the 
Cubans. 

It is still legal to hold a political meeting in Cuba. It is still 
permitted to read the Declaration of Independence on that island, 
either secretly or vociferously. But this great charter of our rights 
is tabooed in the islands of the Pacific. We can not quote too 
often for the benefit of the American people the prohibition of the 
War Department in order 292, section 10, entitled ‘‘An act defin- 
ing the crimes of treason, etc.,’’ and enacted ‘‘ by the United 
States Philippine Commission, by authority of the President of 
the United States.’’ It reads as follows: 

Until it has been officially proclaimed that a state of war or insurrection 
against the authority or sovereignty of the United States no longer exists in 
the Philippine Islands it shall be unlawful for any person to advocate orally 
or by or printing or like methods the independence of the Philippine 
Islands or their separation from the United States, whether by peaceabie or 
forcible means, or to print, publish, or circulate any handbill, newsp:per, or 
other publication advocating such independence or separation. Any person 


the provisions of this section shall be punished by a fine of not ex- 
ceeding $2,000 and imprisonment not exceeding one year. 


Of course circulating the Declaration of Independence or the 
bill ot rights would be a violation of this order. It would tend 
to excite in the Filipinos a desire to be free. Is it true, as a popu- 
lar American newspaper has alleged, that a distinguished Army 
officer recently characterized the laration of Independence as 
‘*a damned incendiary document?’’ Whether this report be true 
or not, is it not true that this is a fair characterization of that 
document in all regions subject to this order of Taft, approved by 
the President of the United States? Schools of a curious kind, in 
which the teachers and pupils can not understand each other, are 
being established in the Philippines, but the pupils can not be 
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ee to declaim Patrick Henry’s speech, ‘“‘The sword of This was the very mistake which England made in dealing with 


unker Hill,’’ or— 
Freedom's battle, once begun, 
Bequeathed from bleeding sire to son, 
Though baffied oft, is ever won. 


her American colonies. She taxed them lightly, to be sure. She 
let them have their own way in most matters, but she refused to 
admit them to the equal rights of British citizenship. This is the 
mistake which England makes in dealing with Ireland. She al- 


or extracts from Webster’s speeches or Lincoln’s messages, or | lows Ireland representation in Parliament, but imposes upon its 


that patriotic outburst— 


Stand! The ground’s your own, my braves! 
Will you give it up to slaves? 
Will ye look for greener graves? 
ope ye mercy still? 
In the God of battles trust! 
Die we may, and die we must, 
But, oh, where can dust to dust 
Be consigned so well 
As where heaven its dews shall shed 
On the mart triot’s bed, 
And the rocks s raise their head 
Of his deeds to tell? 


The fact is, if the Declaration of Independence is to remain re- 
pealed as far as the Philippine Islands are concerned, and this 


ukase of Mr. Taft’s is to stand, all the reading books that go to | 


the schools of the Philippine Islands must be revised to suit that 
longitude. Neither the brown youngsters nor their parents can 
be permitted to read any history of the United States. The situ- 
ation bears some resemblance to that in the Bermudas, where the 
British commander has forbidden the distribution to the Boer 
prisoners of the books of Psalms sent out from this country on 


and ** calculated to encourage false hopes.’’ 


Our mistake in dealing with Cuba has been in not carrying out | 


in word and letter the joint resolution which Senator TELLER 
offered and President McKinley signed, and of which this is the 
last section: 


Fourth. That the United States hereby disclaims any disposition or inten- 
tion to exercise sovereignty, jurisdiction, or control over said island [of 


Cuba],.except for the pacification thereof, and asserts its determination when | 


that » accomplished to leave the government and control of the island to its 
people. 


This might be called a conscience offering to justify to the | 


American people their own action. It was universally accepted 
as pledging the United States to retire immediately from Cuba 


just as soon as the Spaniards were expelled and the island deliv- | 


ered to the Cubans. It was adopted four years ago—April 20, 
1898. The Spanish war ended in the treaty of Paris eight months 
later. 
disorder in Cuba. 
as peaceful as Indiana—as peaceful as New England. 


Yet the Administration deemed that the adoption and imposi- | 


tion of the Platt amendment was essential to the pacification of 
Cuba! In fact, the pacification of Cuba is the only excuse for 
the adoption of that amendment. For on June 14, 1901, the au- 
thor of that amendment, in a public speech in New York City, de- 


can soldier in Cuba has been called outside of barracks for mili- 
tary service.”’ 
amendment was necessary to the island’s pacification, he said, 


virtually, ‘‘If we do not bind her hand and foot, she may some | 


future day become turbulent and unpacified.”’ 


So an alleged “‘ treaty ’’ has been made, forcibly imposed upon | 


Cuba by the United States, binding her to do certain things and 
to forego doing certain other things. It is by sacrificing her in- 
dependence that she has become independent. 
she was under Spain? Is she more prosperous than she was under 
Spain? Has she the liberty we promised her and what she had a 
right to expect of the American Republic? Let her people answer, 
when they get a chance. Let us solicit an answer from the 
American-Spaniard, Mr. Palma, who, a citizen of New York for 
many years, has now been declared elected President of Cuba, but 
hovers, shivering, in the American metropolis, fearing to return 
to his native land to be inaugurated. 

The mistakes which many well-meaning Americans make con- 
cerning this subject are these: First, they assume that our Repub- 
lic can seize subject provinces and hold vassals because the mon- 
archies of the Old World do so. Second, they assume that no 
people are fit for self-government who have an idea of government 
differing from ourown. Letus examine these. If this Republic 
can rightly steer as a buccaneer across the seas, lay hold of de- 


fenseless islands, and brand them as its own, against the will of | 


their millions of inhabitants, then the Declaration of Independence 
is not true and the peans we have raised to liberty are but the 
cant of hypocrites. Gibbon calls attention to the fact that the 
Republic of Rome first felt its foundations sapped when it reached 
out its bandit hand and seized Sicily and other outlying nations 
to increase its power. Anthony Froude, the distinguished his- 
torian, says in Chapter I of his Caesar: 

If there be one lesson which history clearly teaches it is this: That free na- 
tions can not govern subject provinces. If they are unable or unwilling to 


admit their dependencies to share their own constitution, the constitution 
itself will fall to pieces from mere incompetence for its duties. 


| people disabilities that are intolerable. 


| the Boer mothers, braver than the S 
| Kitchener back: ‘‘ Murder us if you will and kill our babies; we 


The brand of Great Brit- 
ain is uponIndia. Being a monarchy, she can hold down the ori- 
ental empire with a mailed hand. She is endeavoring to put her 
brand upon the Boer republics of South Africa, but up to the 
present time has succeeded only in marking them faintly with a 
rubber stamp. 

Great Britain has killed the Boers, but they are still there; she 
has beaten them, but they are unconquered; she has scattered 
them to the four quarters of South Africa, but she meets them on 
every crossroad; she has made camps of death along the railroads 


| and protected her soldiers behind these prison pens of Boer women 
| and children, but Botha, Delarey, and 


Wet carry on the cam- 
paign with a desperate resistance hitherto unknown in the history 
of warfare. Kitchener says to the Boer women: ‘‘ Send for your 
husbands to come in and surrender and we will change your 
swamp camp to the hillside and spare your babies’ lives;’’ and 
rtan mothers, answer 


tell our husbands to fight on.’’ These heroic women and their 


the ground that some of the Psalms are aggressive and warlike | babes, according to the account the British themselves send us, 


are dying at the rate of four or five hundred to every thousand 
in a year, and still the mothers spurn the tyrants’ offer of bread 
presented as a bribe. And this free Republic says not a word. 

In the entire Transvaal and Orange Free State there are fewer 
people, counting men, women, and children, than there are in the 
city of Washington, and the Boer men are reduced to a mere 
handful fighting against the fearful odds of 15 to 1. Of these 
heroes, the Boer delegates to America who were refused audience 
by the President, issued a statement before sailing for Europe in 
which they said: 

Their farms have been ruined; their houses burned; their stock and agri- 


| cultural implements destroyed; their orchards leveled to the ground; their 


y force into those awful deathtraps—the con- 
centration cam resulting in the loss of whole families in an incredibly 
short space of time; their leaders, some alr ba ed for life, and the 


women and children driven 





From that day to this we have heard of no single act of | 
Since that date and that action Cuba has been | 


| when men's passions are inflamed and their judgment clouded—and, 


| of warfare to 


When asked what he meant by alleging that his | 


Is she happier than | 


others, according to proclamation, with the same fate before them; their 
property liable by proclamation to confiscation, in order to pay for the hor- 
rible reconcentrado system; their generals, leaders, and burghers, like Lot- 
ter, Scheepers, Louw, and others, shot or hung after court-martial—the 
veriest travesty of justice when the life of an enemy is at stake duri ay 
tly, 
no definite prospect before them, in case they surrender, but the very defi- 
nine SnnseneeS of Lord Salisbury, that they shall not havea shred of inde- 
pendence. 

We res fully urge upon everybody in the interest of civilized methods 

rotest, first, against the system of concentration camps; sec- 
ond, against the execution of our leaders and generals, and, third, against 


: *- | the proclamation of banishment and confiscation. 
clared that ‘‘ during the last two years and a half not an Ameri- | 


These are noble descendants of the ‘‘free Frigians”’ of old, 
whose boast it was that no Roman taxgatherer had ever set foot 
among them, and of the Dutchmen who in a later day for gen- 
erations resisted the power and the cruelty of Alva. And these 
burghers have been reenforced by the blood of the Huguenots, 
men who amid suffering and every privation so long withstood 
the terrible siege of La Rochelle. 

Bertrand Shadwell, of Chicago, well sums it up as follows: 

I’ve read my “ Motley,” and I see again 
Some of its stubborn Dutchmen on the stage— 


Pick of Prince Maurice's own fighting men 
Come back to life from that historic page— 


The same old dogged valor, calm resolve 
To free their land or ~4 beneath its sod 

(As constant water-drops the rocks dissolve), 
The psalm, the prayer, the steady faith in God. 


I see pale Philip in his palace halls 
Reading the last dispatch which Alva sends: 
“To-day the mine is sprung, the city falls, 
The leader dies, and all resistance ends.” 


And still, their captain captive, wounded, dead 

(Who was their heart, their brain, their sword, their steed), 
Another and another in his stead 

Springs to the van to battle and to bleed. 


Doomed and defeated in a hundred fields, 
When all but honor seems forever gone, 
There’s not a man who owns his freedom yields, 
But, undespairing, still they struggle on. 
The concentration camps which the British have established in 
South Africa are places of indescribable and inconceivable tor- 
| ture—veritable camps of death. The motive behind their exist- 
ence seems to be the cumulation of so much distress as to intim- 
date the fighting men in the field and compel their withdrawal. 
If the fighting men persist, the only ultimate result seems to be 
extermination. Even the London Ti es, the Government’s own, 
published a year ago letters from its correspondent in the field, 
of which the following are portions: 


In one tent I saw a 6 months’ baby gasping 
The doctor had given it powders in the mo 


its life outon its mother's knee. 
ng, but it had taken nothing 
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since. There were also two or three others drooping and sick in that tent. 
In the neni e child recovering from measles, sent back from the hospital be- 
fore it could walk, lay stretched on the und, white and wan, while three 
or four others were lying about. In another, a dear little chap of 4 had noth- 
ing left of him but his great brown eyes and white teeth, m which the 
lips were drawn back, too thin to close. I can not describe what it is to see 
these children lying about in a state of collapse. It is just exactly like faded 
flowers thrown away. And one has to stand and look on at such misery, and 
be able to do nothing. , 
Though many of the officers in charge of the different places are reall 
kind and do what they can to help, frequently the woman are in want of al- 
most the absolute necessities of life. In some cases there is so little fuel that 
op many days people can not cook at all their scanty rations of raw meat, 
meal, and coffee; while we learn that clothing is yd scarce, some Women 
having made petticoats out of thick, rough brown blankets, and nearly all 
the children have nothing left, but a thin print frock; while shoes and stock- 
ings are lone ase worn-out. Some of those who have recently come into the 
camps are shortly expecting their confinement, and Ee they have to sit all 
day upon the bare ground, drenched with storms, or try to rest within their 
tents, while thesun pours down through their single canvas and the tempera- 
ture reaches 105°, or even 110°; and with the winter, which is shortly coming 
on, we fear that their sufferings from the cold will be even more intense than 
the hardships which they have endured in consequence of the excessive heat. 
Most of them have no mattress on which to lie down, and are subject to any 
inckeaney of the weather. Of course, anything like privacy is out of the 
question. 


The Times said a year ago: 


Miss Hobhouse has been able to do something to alleviate the worst cases 
of distress, and the military authorities have shown themselves willing to 
adopt various sug ons which her woman's wit has put forward on behalf 
of her suffering sisters. 


But when this same Miss Hobhouse went again to South Africa 
last fall to bring home reports from the concentration camps, she 
was not allowed to leave Cape Town, and a letter from there states 
that— 


When the return steamer was ready to sail for England she was notified to 
take it. She declined, and was tied in her chair with her shaw] and carried 
to it by five soldiers. 


The Red Cross Society also, the angel visitant of all armies, has 
been prohibited from visiting the concentration camps. 

The following extract from a letter from a clergyman’s wife 
in one of these pestilential prisons gives some idea of its con- 
dition: 

Woman's CAMP, January 8, 1902. 

IT am afraid we will all die of fever if we remain much longer in this 
crowded and closed camp. The wire fencing is quite close to the tents, and 
there is no air, and there is no chance for a walk in order to got a little fresh 
air.- We can not even go into town any more. Measles, w coping cough, 
and fever have been raging most furiously among old and — , to see 
the dear little children wasting away like tender plants before the hot rays 
of the sun. precy Sy there are 2, 3, up to 8, to be buried. We can not live 
in these single Bell tents; they are too hot in the daytime, even though the 
lower part is rolled > 

All of a sudden a thick cloud cor:cs from the Natal Mountains; it rains, 
and you go in for the night with a very cold, damp wind pee upon you 
allnight. Often these tents leak, for some of them are old and . Many 
a measles patient was wet all over, and consequently died of inflammation of 
the lungs. Even though the tents do not leak, still your bed and clothes and 
everything gets quite damp vn rainy nights. We have to fasten up the open- 
ings of the tents on rainy days and creep in underneath, through the mud. 
Oh, it is a ho life. There are broken hearts in almost every tent. 
‘Rachel weeping for her children, and will not be comforted, for they are 
not.’ Oh, when will an end come to all this suffering and abomination of 
desolation? ‘My soul is troubled thereat.’ Poor Mrs. L.is no more; she got 
the measles; her tent was near mine. I watched over her and brought her 
food. She did not seem bad at first, but her tent got wet and she got inflam- 
mation of the lungs. I went immediately for the doctor; he had his hands so 
full that he could only come three days later. He took her to the hospital, 
where she died the same day in full confidence of her Saviour. May we be 
enabled to sing “ Peace on earth,” for now it is hell in South Africa; and, oh, 


I can not stand it any longer. 
YOUR LOVING FRIEND. 
From one farmhouse alone 10 children died. In nine months 


the official returns show (February, 1902) an increase in the death | 


rate among the children of 450 to the thousand, and one of the 
semi-official statements declares that ‘not a child under 2 years 
of age is left alive in the Transvaal’’ at this time. 

Instead of fighting barbarians, Great Britain in this war has 
proved herself barbarian. 
of war on the plea that they are traitors. The disgraceful act 
which the United States was not driven to during four years of 


adopt as one of the rules of her warfare. Not only private sol- 
diers have been deliberately murdered by her under pretense that 


they owed her allegiance, but such great commanders as Scheep- | 


ers have been ceremoniously executed in the presence of their 
relatives and friends on the ground that they were rebels against 
British authority, 

In sharp contrast to this the Boers, who have captured twice as 
many prisoners of war as they number fighting men, have let 
them all go without even a parole, and when they caught the 
great pet of London ty Methuen, they merely said a 
prayer over him and released him. Some of the friends of the 
burghers indeed charged them with an excessive humanity. But 
it is certainly a humanity for which, even if pn aa in its tender- 
ness, they will not be likely to suffer in the judgment of ery 

The dreadful fact that the United States is in some sense an ally 
of Great Britain in this war upon the Boers is one for which the 
American pepple when they next go to the polls will not be likely 
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to forgive this Administration. More than half a hundred thou- 
sand horses have been corralled in the West by British quarter- 
masters, driven on British transports without disguise, and 
carried to reinforce the British army in South Africa. The Ad- 
ministration has not been able to find in its principles or its feel- 
ings any warrant whatever for interfering in this shameless 
traffic. The people, when the question reaches them for solution, 
may not be so blind or so dumb. 

When the dastardly war of England against South Africa be- 
gan her defenders affirmed that the Boers were ignorant and 
filthy barbarians and not fit for self-government. She made ex- 
actly the same plea that our Government is making against the 
Filipinos. They are both equally mistaken. The most ignorant 
and debased people on earth are fit for self-government. They 
may not be fit for a republic, but a republic is not necessarily the 
best form of self-government. A monarchy may be the best 
form of government for those who are not fit for anything better. 
But whether they establish a republic or a monarchy or an abso- 
lute despotism, every people on earth 2re qualified to govern 
themselves. They may not have newspapers, they may not have 
schools, they may not cherish high aspirations, but they know 
better than anybody else can know the conditions that prevail 
among them and the environment in which they live. 

It is for this reason that the Papuans are better qualified to 
govern themselves than the people of Massachusetts are to govern 
them. Itis for this reason that the people of Boston, Philadelphia, 
or Chicago could not make the Society Islanders, Greenlanders, 
or Patagonians more happy by seizing their lands and trying to 
teach them a lofty civilization. Therefore, to discuss the question 
whether any given people are qualified for self-government is to 
waste time and breath. All people on earth are so qualified. If 
this Republic shall hold in fee the Sulu Archipelago fora hundred 
years, it is doubtful if it succeeds in increasing one iota the hap- 
piness of its people. The only benefit one nation can confer upon 
another is in establishing reciprocal (preferably free) commercial 
relations and in setting a friendly example in improved methods. 

For the people of these States to insist that the inhabitants of 
Luzon, Samar, Mindanao, and Guam are not qualified for self- 
government merely because their character, relations, civil and 
social customs, and personal requirements demand a kind of gov- 
ernment different from ours is an exhibition of towering conceit. 
If our temporary ssion of Cuba, Porto Rico, and the Philip- 
pines is to nagthieg better than an unmitigated curse for them 
and us, we must show that we love liberty so well that we wil 
concede it to them the moment they demand it. We must re- 
strain our egotistical declarations of supremacy; we must con- 
cede to them abundant capability for self-government; we must 
sheathe our sword without hesitation or delay, and we must set 
them an object lesson in prudence, kindness, progress, modesty, 
wisdom, love, justice, and self-control and self-denial that will 
make us, without asserting it, an exemplar of what enlightened 
self-government ought to be. [Loud applause. } 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
The committee informally rose; and Mr. Payne having taken 


| the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 


Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the Senate had 
passed without amendment joint resolutions of the following 
titles: 
H. J. Res. 173. Joint resolution to authorize the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia to issue certain temporary permits; and 
H. J. Res. 155. Joint resolution granting permission for the 


| erection of a monument in Charlotte, N. C., for the ornamenta- 


tion of the public grounds in that city. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 


desperate rebellion is not too disgraceful for Great Britain to | 7675) to construct a light-house keeper’s dwelling at Calumet 


Harbor. 
RECIPROCITY WITH CUBA. 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. KLEBERG. Mr. Chairman, this bill, unless it be prop- 
erly amended, is a sham and a pretense on its face. Pretending 
to give aid to Cuba, it demands asa condition precedent of Cuba the 
enactment of immigration, exclusion, and contract-labor laws as 
fully restrictive of immigration into Cuba as the laws of the 
United States before our Government is to enter into negotiations 
of reciprocal trade relations with Cuba. It further requires conces- 
sions in favor of the products and manufactures of the United States 
by rates of duty which shall be less by an amount equivalent to 
at least 20 per cent ad valorem upon.such products and manufac- 
tures than the rates imposed upon the like articles when imported 
into Cuba from the most favored of other countries. Then, and 
not till then, shall there be a reduction of the tariff of the United 
States against Cuba. 
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In other words, Cuba must first shackle herself with such im- 
migration, exclusion, and contract-labor laws and restrictive tar- 
iffs against other nations as we choose to im upon her before 
she is to receive our 20 per cent tariff reduction. I submit that 
this kind of help to Cuba is very much like cutting a man’s head 
off to cure him of the headache—the remedy is most effective, but 
it does not benefit the patient. It occurs to me that the Platt 
amendment has already deprived Cuba of much of the independ- 
ence that was vouchsafed her by the Teller amendment and that 
if we now pass the Payne reciprocity bill, there will be nothing 
more left, in point of fact, thana military possession, and we shall 
have simply added another colony to our already large variety. 
It strikes me that if Cuba actually asks for bread, we are giving 
her a stone and that this bill is completely stripped of its mask 
of pretended American generosity when it is conceded that the 
20 per cent reduction of the tariff on her raw cane sugar will not 
materially aid her and that the probability is that the $8,000,000 
which we take out of the United States Treasury annually is not 
likely to go to Cuban sugar producers, but will most likely find 
its way into the pockets of the American sugar refining trust. 

From the arguments both for and against the bill this pre- 
tended aid for Cuba has become a hollow mockery, and the art- 
ful scheme to strike down the American production of raw cane 
sugar in the Southern States and refined beet sugar in the West- 
ern States is as plain as the nose on a man’s face. 

Is it a tariff-reform measure? No. It does not even pretend to 
be such, as it can only affect two Cuban products, sugar and 
tobacco; neither does it pretend to reduce the tariff on a single 
manufactured article, such as the American farmer or consumer 
needs and which enter into his daily consumption or use. Does it 
cheapen the price of refined sugar to the American consumer? 
No. It rather tends to raise it, by allowing the sugar trust to 
drive refined beet sugar out of the home market and permitting 
the Cuban sugar planter to cripple the American producer of 
cane sugar. It does not even cheapen the necessaries of the 
Cubans, but changes the new Cuban revenue tariff as to importa- 
tions from other foreign markets to a prohibitive tariff and per- 
mits the American manufacturer to add this prohibitive tariff to 
the price of his goods in Cuba. The Platt amendment, so called, 
does leave Cuba free to make commercial treaties with foreign 
nations; this bill aims to fetter the commercial freedom of Cuba. 

But we are told that as Democrats we must support this bill in 
its present form because it reduces the tariff on raw sugar and 
is, therefore, to that extent a tariff reduction and conforms to 
Democratic tariff doctrine. To this position I can not assent. 
As a Democrat, I insist that a tariff should be for revenue, so laid 
as not to discriminate between classes and sections, and that it 
should be so adjusted as to equalize as much as possible the bur- 
den of indirect taxation, and that it should not discriminate in 
favor of the finished product of the manufacturer as against the 
raw product of the agriculturist. Necessarily, every tariff, 
whether for revenue or otherwise, must carry with it incidental 
protection to the article upon which it is levied. As a Democrat, 
I claim that the same incidental protection which is afforded the 
manufacturer should be afforded the producer of raw material, and 
I insist, as a Southern Democrat, that in this instance it is not fair 
and just or equitable to single out raw sugar and tobacco, both 
products of the South, and discriminate against them by reduc- 
ing the tariff 20 per cent on raw sugar and not cutting off the 
differential on all imported refined sugar. 
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We are told in one breath by advocates of this bill that the re- | 


duction of the tariff on raw cane sugar will help Cuban planters, 
but will not injure the cane growers of Louisiana and Texas. 
This is strange logic indeed. This is equal to saying that if I take 
20 cents from A and hand it over to B it will enrich A to that ex- 
tent. The very fact that the tariff on raw sugar is lowered in 
this bill, whether it entails an actual loss or not, is sufficient to 
discourage the cane industry of the Southern States. 
go into business or extend his investment therein with the threat 
implied in this measure, that the Cuban cane grower is to even- 
tually drive the American cane-sugar grower out of the field? 


What effect will such unfriendly legislation have upon the do- | 


mestic capitalist who has his eye now turned to the rich sugar 
lands of Louisiana, Texas, and Florida? Speaking of my State, I 
may say that Texas has an area of sugar lands equal to the whole 
of our sister State, Louisiana, and it is being rapidly developed 
into rich sugar fields dotted with sugar mills. Is this measure 
going to encourage or discourage this enterprise which now af- 
fords investment of domestic capital and employment of home 
labor? With me charity begins at home. 

In the section of the great State of Texas which I have the 


honor to represent the cotton-boll weevil is making its ravages | 


on the cotton planter and has almost forced him out of the busi- 
ness, and he has turned to producing sugar and molasses from 
cane, and is largely embarking in the production of these enter- 
prises. How is this sort of legislation going to affect him? Will 


Who will | 
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it not deter him in these new enterprises—cheapen his lands and 
investment and depress the wages of those who work in the 
sugar-cane fields of Texas? Do not comfort these American pro- 
ducers by saying we have not reduced the tariff much on sugar 
and tobacco. What is to stem this sort of tariff discrimination 
from finally taking the entire tariff from raw sugar and tobacco 
and including every product of the Southern farmer? 

This bill is but the avant-guard of a series of measures that must 
follow the selfish policy of Republican reciprocity which will tend 
to discriminate against the raw material of the South; such a pol- 
icy once begun is not apt to halt until all of the raw material of 
the Southern States is placed on the free list. Noone is more 
willing to vote for tariff reductions on necessaries than I am; take 
off the differential on all refined sugar imported into the United 
States, and I will vote for this bill; lower the tariff on farming 
implements, wire, nails, twine, bagging, paper pulp, etc., and I 
will vote for your bill; present any just tariff reform, and I will 
vote for it, but I shall not consent to a measure which strikes at 
a product of the Southern and Western farmers without offering 
to place a corresponding burden on the manufacturer. [Loud 
applause. | 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that I 
may extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that he may extend his remarksin the Recorp. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. PAYNE. . Chairman, there seems to be no one ready 
to goon. I want to give notice that if this occurs again we will 
go on reading the bill. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose, and the Speaker pro tempore 
(Mr. Lacey) having resumed the chair, Mr. SHzERMAN, Chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
reported that that committee had had under consideration the 
bill H. R. 12765, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 12490. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Culbreath; 

H. R. 7847. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
S. Wilson; . 

H. R. 7290. An act granting an increase of pension to Lizzie B. 
Green; 

H. R. 6023. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
L. Ackridge; 

H. R. 2613. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
H. H. Gibbs; 

H. R. 4172. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
R. Chaney; 

11025. An act granting a pension to Mary A. Carlile; 
291. An act granting a pension to Christina Heitz; 

3260. An act granting a pension to Jacob Golden; 

7613. An act granting an increase of pension to Evaline 
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12275. An act granting a pension to Amelia A. Russell: 
4055. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry E. 
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An act granting an increase of pension to Henry F. 
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is by 
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son: 
. R. 4176. 
W. Snee; 


An act granting an increase of pension to Nathan 
5. An act granting an increase of pension to Augustus 
. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah E. 
5. An act granting an increase of pension to Thompson 
. An aet granting an increase of pension to Edwin J. 


H. R. 11916. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
B. Spurling: 

H. R. 3352. An act granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
M. Boyd; 

H. R. 3884. An act granting an increase of pension to Erastus 
C. Moderwell; 

H. R. 10710. An act granting an increase of pension to Frances 


| E. Scott; 


H. R. 12395. An act granting a pension to Ruth Bartlett: 
worl R. 3354. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
oung; saan 

H. R. 4116. An act granting an increase of pension to William 


Berry; 
H. R. 9378. An act granting a pension to Clara B, Townsend; 
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R. 9654. An act granting a pension to John S. James; 
R. vag An act granting an increase of pension to Theophile 
auphin; 

H. Re 7525. An act granting a pension to Marion Barnes; 

H. R. 10957. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
E. Stockings; and 

H. R. 184. An act to establish and provide for a clerk for the 
circuit and district courts of the United States held at Wilming- 


ton, N. C. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bill of the 
following title: 

S. 176. An act to provide for the extension of the charters of 
national banks. 


H. 
H. 
A. Di 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, by an order made the other day 
Tuesday of next week was set apart for warclaims. I would like 
to have that order changed from Tuesday to Friday—that is, sim- 
ply changing the day from Tuesday to Friday—and I understand 
from my colleague, Mr. SHERMAN, that this would be acceptable 
to the chairman of the Committee on War Claims, Mr. Manon. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I saw the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, Mr. Manon, just before he left the city, 
and he said to me that if this question arose I might say that if 
some other day would better accommodate the House he was en- 
tirely willing to have a later day substituted for Tuesday under 
an order precisely the same as that under which we would oper- 
ate on Tuesday. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would suggest that 
next Friday would be the day for the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PAYNE. My information is that it would be for war 
claims, as war claims has had no day yet. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
asks unanimous consent that Friday, a week from to-morrow, be 
substituted for next Tuesday for the Committee on War Claims. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I wish we could arrange to-night 
for closing the general debate. If any gentleman has any sugges- 
tion to make—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I understood 
that debate was to run until 5, but the gentleman did not occupy 
the time that he was expected to this evening. 

Mr. PAYNE. I did not hear the gentleman. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I do not want to consent 
on members who desire to shall not have an opportunity to be 

eard, 

Mr. PAYNE. I suggest that we close general debate on Tues- 
day of next week and take up the bill on Wednesday under the five- 
minuterule. That willleave three more days for general debate. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I would not be willing, 
with only two or three dozen gentlemen present, to agree to that, 
when objection was made by the gentleman from Minnesota; and 
I call for the regular order, at present. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Mr. PAYNE. ‘Well, I move that the House adjourn, Mr. | 


Speaker. 

The motion was agreed to. 

And accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 42 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive communi- 
co were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as fol- 
OWS: 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
J.C. Sutton and F. §. Black,administrators of estate of Allen 
Black, against the United States—to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Ellen Bray and Bridget Wetcher, heirs of estate of James Jen- 
nings, against the United States—to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Martha 
S. Carmichael, sole heir of estate of Emeline Hutchins, against 
the United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

_ Under clause 2o0f Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 

ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 


= Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as 
OLLOWS: 


Mr. RAY of New York, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
XXXV—249 
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to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11060) to limit 
the meaning of the word ‘‘ conspiracy ’’ and the use of ‘‘ restrain- 
ing orders and injunctions’’ in certain cases, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1522); which 
said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2979) to ratify an agree- 
ment with the Indians of the Crow Reservation in Montana, and 
making poe to carry the same into effect, reported the 
same with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1524); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9324) construing 
the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1879, exempting from 
the limitations named therein the claims to pension by or in 
behalf of children under 16 years of age, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1525); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12141) 
to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act amending section 4708 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, in relation to pensions to 
remarried widows,’’ approved March 3, 1901, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1526); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MONDELL, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3908) granting home- 
steaders on the abandoned Fort Bridger, Fort Sanders, and Fort 
Laramie Military reservations, in Wyoming, the right to pur- 
chase one quarter section of public land on said reservations as 
pasture or ing land, reported the same with amendments, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1532); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Insular 
Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13445) 
temporarily to provide for the administration of civil affairs in 
the Philippine Islands, and for other purposes, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1540); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CURTIS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3663) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act granting the right to the Omaha Northern Rail- 
way Company to construct a railway across, and establish stations 
on, the Omaha and Winnebago Reservation, in the State of Ne- 
braska, and for other purposes,’’ by extending the time for the 
construction of said railway, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1541); which said bill and 
report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. PEARRE, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4792) relative 
to the control of dogs in the District of Columbia, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1545); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar, 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11060) to limit 
the meaning of the word ‘‘ conspiracy ’’ and the use of ‘* restrain- 
ing orders and injunctions,’’ submitted the views of the minority 
of said committee (Report No. 1522, part 2); which views were 
ordered to be printed and referred to the House Calendar. 








REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, de- 
livered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2063) granting a 
pension to Ida 8S. McKinley, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1527); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

r. OTEY, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 10678) for the relief of the 
Florida Brewing Company, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1529); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

r. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 201) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Jane K. Hill, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by ——— (No. 1533); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


; 
i 
t 
: 
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Mr. BOREING, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12370) granting a pen- 
sion to Ida M. Briggs, reported the same with amendments, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1534); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DRAPER, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11343) ting a pension 
to Mary Louise Lowry, reported the same with amendments, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1535); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 624) 
granting a pension to Dorcas McArdle, reported the same with 
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1536); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SELBY, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13066) granting an increase 
of pension to O. D. Jasper, Mexican war veteran, reported the 
same with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1537); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. WILEY, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9794) granting a pension to 
Zebulon A. Shipman, reported the same with amendments, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1538); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
11850) granting an increase of pension to Susan A. Volkmar, re- 
ported the same with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 
1539); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. JENKINS, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2966) for the 
relief of George W. King, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1542); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SCHIRM, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3421) for the relief of Eleonora 
G. Goldsborough, reported the same with amendment, accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 1543); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CROWLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18217) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas W. Dodge, reported the same 
with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1544); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. GRIFFITH, from the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands, to which was referred the bill of the 
House (H. R. 114) to reopen and readjust the accounts of certain 
registers and receivers of the United States land offices, and for 


other purposes, reported the same adversely, accompanied by a | 


report (No. 1523); which said bill and report were laid on the 
table. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of the following bills; which were referred as 
follows: 

A bill (H. R. 13297) granting a pension to Martin Greeley— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 13396) granting an increase of pension to Jennie 
Wagner—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 13423) granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
beth Wall—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 8571) to authorize and direct the Secretary of War 
to compute the amount of pay and allowances of Fitz-John Por- 


Aprit 10, 


nsion to Hercules H. Price— 


A bill (H. R. 6670) granting a 
, and referred to the Committee 


Committee on Pensions discharg: 
on Invalid Pensions, 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
. ine following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. NAPHEN: A bill (H. R. 13501) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to provide revenue for the Government and to 
encourage the industries of the United States, approved July 24, 
1897—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 13502) to pre- 
vent robbing the mail, to provide a safer and easier method of 
sending money in small amounts by mail. and to increase the 
postal revenues—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


S. 

By Mr. RYAN (byrequest): A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 174) 
to cancel assessments for benefits under street-extension act of 
February 10, 1899, in the District of Columbia, and a new assess- 
ment ordered without limiting the jury—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. OLMSTED, from the Committee on Elections No. 2: A 
resolution (H. Res. 206) on the contested-election case of John J. 
Lentz v. Emmett Tompkins—to the House Calendar. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: A resolution (H. Res. 207) for 
a rule to consider H. R. 9206—to the Committee on Rules. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BROMWELL: A bill (H. R. 13503) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles Haltenhof—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. 13504) for the relief of W. D. 
Caddell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 13505) 
granting an increase of pension to William F. Stanley—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 13506) granting an increase 
of pension to Eli 8. Weathers, late of Company B, Sixth Kansas 
Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KEHOE: A bill (H. R. 13507) granting @ pension to 
Samuel Short—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LESSLER: A bill (H. R. 13508) granting a pension to 
William Hearn—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MARSHALL: A bill (H. R. 13509) granting an increase 
of pension to George H. Fay—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. McCLEARY: A bill (H. R. 13510) granting an increase 
of pension to James P. Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: A bill (H. R. 13511) granting an increase 
of pension to Joanna R. Forster—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 13512) for the relief of John 
Scott—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SHALLENBERGER: A bill (H. R. 13513) granting an 
increase of pension to Jason O. Keeney—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. SELBY: A bill (H. R. 13514) granting an increase of 


pension to Margaret Murray, widow of William Murray—to the 
| Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 13515) for the relief of Evermont Nicholas, 
deceased, to remove the charge of desertion—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky by regent): A bill (H. R. 13516) 
granting a pension to Addie L. McFelia—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 





Also (by ae a bill (H. R. 13517) granting a pension to 
Tabitha L. McGlasson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 
By Mr. STEELE: A bill (H. R. 13518) for the relief of Julia 


ter, as major-general of Volunteers and as colonel, United States | A. Pierce and John Pierce, heirs of John C. Pierce, deceased—to 


Army, from January 28, 1863, to September 1, 1866, and from Sep- 
tember 1, 1866, to August 7, 1886, respectively, and making ap- 
propriation of the necessary amount for the payment of the same 
to his widow and children—Committee on_Military Affairs dis- 
charged, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 1269) appropriating $248 and interest from May 
10, 1864, to pay William D. Hubbard as a scout, guide, etc.— 
Committee on Appropriations discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 4149) granting a pension to Edna K. Hoyt—Com- 
mittee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 13519) granting an increase 
of pension to James M. Clements—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 13520) for the re- 
| lief of the creditors of the Deposit Savings Association, of Mobile, 
| Ala.—to the Committee on Claims. 

__ By Mr. VANDIVER: A bill (H. R. 13521) for the relief of, the 
legal representatives of H. 8. Thompson, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHITE: A bill (H. R. 13522) giving military record to 
James Mitchell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following Coonan and papers 


were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Petition of St. John’s Society, of Buffalo, 
N. Y., favoring the passage of House bill 16, for the erection of a 
statue to the late Brigadier-General Count Pulaski at Washington, 
D. C.—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: Petition of William C. Biles and other 
citizens of Cincinnati, Ohio, in favor of House bills 170 and 179, 
for the —— of the tax on distilled spirits—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, papers to accom House bill 13503, granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles tenhof—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 


By Mr. BURKETT: Petition of 494 soldiers of the civil war, for 
the passage of House bill 7475, for additional homestead land—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, letter of D. W. Pierson and other communications in re- 
lation to monetary conditions in the Philippine Islands—to the 
Committee on Insular Affairs. 

Also, petition of the National Association of State Dairy and 
Food Departments, in favor of uniform legislation for the con- 
duct and operation of said departments—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of citizens of Auburn, Nebr., asking for the ap- 
pointment of a commission to investigate woman suffrage in the 
Western States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Resolutions of the Maine State Board of 
Trade, Portland, Me., in regard to the bankruptcy law—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CONRY: Petition of Boston Fruit Produce Exchange, 
relative to the pes, che the Interstate Commerce Commission— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. CURRIER: Petitions of Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Unions of Woodsville, Antrim, and Meriden, N. H., for an 
amendment to the Constitution preventing polygamous mar- 
riages—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DAVEY: Resolutions of American Association of Mas- 
ters and Pilots of Steam Vessels, No. 18, of New Orleans, La., 
favoring House bill 10158, removing all discrimination against 
American vessels in the coasting trade—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and ae Commerce. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Resolutions of Hudson River Lodge, No. 
365, Troy, N. Y., favoring restriction of immigration—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. EVANS: Papers to accompany House bill 9987, nt- 
ing a pension to Aaron Young—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolutions of Congress Club, of Brook- 
lyn, N. Y., indorsing House bill 6279, to increase the pay of let- 
ter carriers—to the Sonnneliees on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HANBURY: Resolutions of Congress Club, of Brook- 


lyn, N. Y., indorsing House bill 6279, to increase the pay of let- | 


ter carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, letters of Sanderson & Son and Atlantic Transport Com- 
pany, New York, protesting against the passage of House bill 
9059, known as the Tawney bill—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HOWELL: Petitions of Polish societies of South River, 
Perth Amboy, and Sayreville, N. J., favoring House bill 16, for 
the erection of an equestrian statue to the late General Pulaski 
at Washington, D. C.—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. HULL: Protest of Business Men’s Mutual Association 
of Pella, Iowa, against the enactment of Ho bill 6578, known 
as the parcels-post bill—to the Committee on Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. KERN: Resolutions of Federal Labor Union No. 8714, 
Tilden, Il. , favoring an educational qualification for immigrants— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LACEY: Resolutions of ee Union No. 767, of 
Ottumwa, Iowa, favoring the of the Hoar-Grosvenor anti- 
injunction bill—to the Committee on the eet: 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Resolutions of Congress Club, of Brooklyn, 
W. Y., indorsing House bill 6279, to increase the pay of letter 
carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Resolutions of Central Labor and 
Trades Council of Bridgeton, N. J., favoring an_ educational 
qualification for immigrants—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

_By Mr. MANN: Petition of Retail Merchants’ Protective Asso- 
ciation of New Brunswick, N. J., indorsing the pure-food bill— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Chicago Electrical Association, favoring the 
Rrmage of the metric system bill—to the Committee on Coinage 

eights, and Measures. 
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By Mr. McCALL: Petition of Boston Fruit and Produce Ex- 
change, of Boston, Mass., in favor of legislation that will enable 
the Interstate Commerce Commissioners to enforce their findings— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MEYER of Louisiana: Resolution of American Asso- 
ciation of Masters and Pilots of Steam Vessels, No. 18, New 
Orleans, La., in favor of House bill No. 10158, to remove all dis- 
crimination against American vessels in the coasting trade—to 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. MORRIS: Petition of Polish National Progress Society, 
of Duluth, Minn., for an appropriation for a monument to the 
memory of Maj. Gen. Henry Knox—to the Committee on the 





ibrary. 

Also, resolutions of Martin Clancy Division, No. 350, Railway 
Conductors, Two Harbors, Minn., favoring a further restriction 
of Chinese immigration—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. PEARRE: Resolutions of Machinists’ Union No. 213; 
Potomac Lodge, No. 2, and Independent Trades Council, ail of 
Cumberland, Md., for the construction of warships in the United 
States navy-yards—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the International Association of Machinists, 
favoring the continued exclusion of Chinese laborers—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Paper to accompany House bill for the re- 
lief of John Scott—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of Brotherhood of 
Stationary Firemen No. 40, of Fort Wayne, Ind., favoring the 
restriction of the immigration of cheap labor from the south and 
east of Europe—to the Committee on Immigration and Natural- 
ization. 

By Mr. RUPPERT: Resolutions of the United Neckwear Cut- 
ters’ Union No. 6939, of New York, favoring an educational quali- 
fication for immigrants—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. RYAN: Resolutions of the National Hay Association, 
favoring amendments to the interstate-commerce law—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SMITH of Dllinois: Resolutions of Federal Labor Union, 
No. 9587, of Creal Springs, Ill., favoring an educational qualifica- 
tion for immigrants—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: Paper to accompany House bill 
13516, granting a pension to Addie L. McFelia—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Resolutions of Horse Nail Workers’ Union 
of Hartford, Conn., favoring restriction of immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SIMS (by request): Petition of Lee Sroup and other 
citizens, in favor of House bills 170 and 179—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TIRRELL: Petition of Boston Fruit and Produce Ex- 
change. relative to the findings of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. VANDIVER: Papers to accompany House bill for the 
relief of the heirs at law of H. 8S. Thompson, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE. 
Fripay, April 11, 1902. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mi.surn, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. WELLINGTON, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal, without objec- 
tion, will stand approved. 


REGULATIONS FOR EXCLUSION OF CHINESE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in 
response to a resolution of the 9th instant, t':c departmental regu- 
lations relating to Chinese exclusion and the date and authority 
by which such regulations were adopted; which, with the accom- 
panying papers, was ordered to lie on the table, and be printed, 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were 
thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 291) granting a pension to Christina Heitz; 

A bill (H. R. 1476) granting an increase of pension to Henry F, 


mson; 
A bill (H. R. 1485) granting an increase of pension to Thomp- 
son B. Moore; 


: 
' 
. 
t 
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A bill (H. R. 
E. Hodges; 

A bill (H. R. 
Godfrey; 

A bill (H. R. 
H. H. Gibbs; 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 
M. Boyd; 

A bill (H. R. 
Young; 

A bill (H. R. 
Allen; 

A bill (H. R. 
A. Dauphin; 

A bill (H. R. 3884) granting an increase of pension to Erastus 
C. Moderwell; 

A bill (H. R. 4053) granting an increase of pension to Henry E. 
De Marse; 


1685) granting an increase of pension to Augustus 
1709) granting an increase of pension to Edwin J. 
2613) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


3260) granting a pension to Jacob Golden; 
3352) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 


3354) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
3427) granting an increase of pension to Sarah E. 


3876) granting an increase of pension to Theophile 


A bill (H. R. 4116) granting an increase of pension to William | 


Berry; 

A bill (H. R. 
R. Chaney; 

A bill (H. R. 
W. Snee; 

A bill (H. R. 
L. Ackridge; 

A bill (H. R. 
Green; 

A bill (H. R. 7525) granting a pension to Marion Barnes; 
a. bill (H. R. 7613) granting an increase of pension to Evaline 

ilson; 

A bill (H. R. 
S. Wilson; 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 
E. Scott; 

A bill (H. R. 
Stockings; 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 
B. Spurling; 

A bill (H. R. 12275) granting a pension to Amelia A. Russell; 

A bill (H. R. 12395) granting a pension to Ruth Bartlett; and 

A bill (H. R. 12490) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Culbreath. 


4172) granting an increase of pension to George 
4176) granting an increase of pension to Nathan 
6023) granting an increase of pension to Robert 


7290) granting an increase of pension to Lizzie B. 


7847) granting an increase of pension to Charles 


9378) granting a pension to Clara B. Townsend; 
9654) granting a pension to John 8S. James; 
10710) granting an increase of pension to Frances 


10957) granting an increase gf pension to Mary E. 


11025) granting a pension to Mary A. Carlile; 
11916) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. BARD presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of San Francisco, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation 
providing for the reorganization of the consular service; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
viding for the construction of a free public road into the Yosemite 
Valley, California; which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
viding for the construction by private enterprise of a Pacific 
cable; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Los Angeles, Cal., praying for the enactment of a national quar- 
antine law; which was referred to the Committeeon Public Health 
and National Quarantine. 

He also presented a petition of the Labor Council of San Fran- 


cisco, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation providing for 
the construction of war vessels in the navy-yards of the country; | 
which was r 1 to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of sundry officers of the National 
Guard of California, praying for the enactment of legislation to | 
increase the efficiency of the militia of the country; which was 


referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of Retail Clerks’ Local Union No. 
506. of Petaluma, and of Broom Makers’ Local Union No. 53, 
of Los Angeles, in the State of California, praying for the en- 
actment of legislation to exclude Chinese laborers from the United 
States and their insular possessions; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented petitions of Painters’ Local Union No, 271, of 
Los Gatos; of Federal Labor Union No. 9489, of Visalia; of Pa- 
perhangers and Fresco Painters’ Local Union No. 509, of San 
Francisco; of Lithographers’ Association No. 22, of Los Angeles; 
of Ramona Lodge, No. 386, Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, 
of San Diego; of the Gold Cross Miners’ Union, of Hedges; of 
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| Boot and Shoe Workers’ Local Union No. 216, of San Francisco; 
of W. 8S. Hancock Council, No. 20, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, of Los Angeles; of Miners’ Local Union No. 44, of 
Randsburg, and of Miners’ Local Union No. 51, of Mojave; all in 
the State of California, praying for the enactment of legislation 
providing an educational test for immigrants to this country; 
which were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of sundry citizens of Mounds- 
ville, W. Va., praying for the adoption of an amendment to the 
| internal-revenue laws, relative to the tax on distilled spirits; which 
| was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of sundry telegraph operators of 
the Chesapeake and Ohio Railway, praying for the passage of the 
so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill, to limit the meaning of the 
word ‘‘conspiracy,’’ and the use of “‘restraining orders and in- 
junctions,’’ in certain cases; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of Laborers’ Protective Union 
No. 8908, American Federation of Labor, of Northampton, Mass., 
praying for the enactment of legislation providing an educational 
test for immigrants to this country; Which was referred to the 
Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. CLARK of Montana presented a petition of Judith Moun- 
tain Miners’ Union, No. 107, of Maiden and Gilt Edge, Mont., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation providing an educational test 
for immigrants to this country; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of Mill and Smelters’ Local Union 
No. 117, of Anaconda, Mont., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to exclude Chinese laborers from the United States and 
their insular possessions; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Martinsdale, 
Mont., and a petition of 54 citizens of Deer Lodge, Mont., praying 
for the adoption of an amendment to the internal-revenue laws 
relating to the tax on distilled spirits; which were referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SPOONER presented a petition of Typographical Union 
| No. 431, American Federation of Labor, of Manitowoc, Wis., and 
a petition of Machinists’ Local Union No. 348, American Federa- 
tion of Labor, of West Superior, Wis., praying for the enactment 
of legislation authorizing the construction of war vessels in the 
| navy-yards of the country; which were referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union, of Green County, Wis., praying for the adoption of 
an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy, and also 
for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicat- 
ing liquors in all Government buildings; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Lithographers’ International 
Protective and Beneficial Association, American Federation of 
Labor, of Milwaukee, Wis., and a petition of Painters, Deco- 
rators, and Paper Hangers’ Local Union No. 316, American Fed- 
eration of Labor, of Sheboygan, Wis., praying for the enactment 
of legislation providing an educational test for immigrants to 
this country; which were referred to the Committee on Immi- 
gration. 

He also presented petitions of Stationary Firemen’s Local Union 
No. 31, of Neenah; of Stove Mounters and Range Makers’ Local 
Union No. 47, of Neenah; of Machinists’ Local Union No. 343, 
of West Superior, and of the Federated Trades Council of Green 
Bay, all of the American Federation of Labor, in the State of 
Wisconsin, praying for the reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion 
law; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented the memorial of Samuel Gompers 
and Edward J. Livernash, remonstrating against the adoption of 
certain amendments to the pending Chinese-exclusion bill; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorials of William A, Willard and 20 
other citizens of Hartford, of Cashell Lippett and 11 other citi- 
zens of Norwich, and of U. L. Frank and 36 other citizens of New 
Haven, all in the State of Connecticut, remonrtrating against the 
passage of the pending Chinese-exclusion bill in its present form; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of E. H. Sears, president of the 
| Collins Company, of Collinsville, Conn., praying for the enact- 
| ment of legislation to encourage the sale and exportation of arti- 
| cles of domestic manufacture; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of the American Federation of 
Labor, of the Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of the 
| Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen. of the Order of Railway 

Conductors, of the Brotherhood of Railway Trainmen, of the 
Sailors’ Union of the Pacific, of the International Seamen’s Union, 
and of the Chinese-exclusion commission of California, praying 
for the reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion law; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 
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Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented a petition of Musicians’ 
Mutual Protective Union No. 117, of Tacoma, Wash., praying for 
the reenactment of the Chinese immigration law; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of Lodge No. 71, Inter- 
national Association of Machinists, of Scdalia, Mo., praying for 
the enactment of legislation providing an educational test for im- 
migrants to this country; which was referred to the Committee 
on Immigration. 

Mr. FRYE presented a letter from the Secretary of War trans- 
mitting a telegram from the Cigar and Cigarette Manufacturers’ 
Association of Habana, Cuba, praying for a larger reduction of 
the duty on Cuban cigars and cigarettes imported into the United 
States; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
amendments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 4663) to authorize the Shreveport Bridge and Ter- 
minal Company to construct and maintain a bridge across Red 
River, in the State of Louisiana, at or near Shreveport; 

A bill (S. 4768) to authorize the United States and West Indies 


Railroad and Steamship Company, of the State of Florida, to | State courts, and for other purposes,’’ approved March 3, 1875, 


construct a bridge across the Manatee River, in the State of | 


Florida; and 
A bill (S. 4897) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 


the Chattahoochee River at some point between Columbus, Ga., | 


and Eufaula, Ala., or in the city of Columbus, Ga. 

Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 4798) to authorize the Quinoy Railroad Bridge 
Company, its successors and assigns, to rebuild the draw span of 
its bridge across the Mississippi River at Quincy, Il., reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom were referred the following bills, submitted ad- 
verse reports thereon, which were agreed to; and the bills were 
postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 4410) for the extension of Twenty-fourth street NE., 
and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 8825) for the widening of California avenue from its 
intersection with Connecticut avenue westerly, District of Colum- 
bia; 

A bill (S. 2696) to regulate the assessment and collection of 
personal taxes in the District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 2481) to effect relinquishment and surrender by the 
Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company of its right to use and 
occupy a portion of the Mall for a passenger station, and provide 
for a passenger station and terminals in the city of Washington, 
D. C., to be used in common by the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad 
Company and the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company, 
and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 1965) for the extension of Seventeenth street to the 
Walbridge subdivision of Ingleside; and 

A bill (S. 3482) for the extension of Seventeenth street NW. 
from Florida avenue to Columbia road. 

Mr. HEITFELD, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4725) for the opening 
of R street NE. to Twenty-eighth street, and of Twenty-eighth 
street NE. from R street to M street, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. w 

Mr. PRITCHARD. from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 500) granting a pension to Samuel §. 
ent reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 

1ereon, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 3397) granting an increase of pension to Eliza A. Walker, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 


lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3903) to provide for | 


suitable accommodations at the Government Hospital for the In- 
sane for the detention and treatment of indigent female epilep- 


tics and feeble-minded persons resident in the District of Colum- | 


bia, submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (8. 4871) granting an increase of pension to Helen M. 
Worthen; and 

A bill (S. 4979) nting an increase of pension to Paul Fuchs. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 4298) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth C. Vincent, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a thereon. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
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was referred the bill (H. R. 10230) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Harrison C. Vore, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2347) granting an increase of pension to 
Alfred M. Wheeler, reported it with an amendment, and submit- 
ted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 12101) granting a pension to William E. Gray; 

A bill (H. R. 11814) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
E. Pettit; and 

A bill (H. R. 1455) granting an increase of pension to Aaron S. 
Gatliff. 

Mr. MASON, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3555) for the relief of 
William Dugdale, reported it without amendment, and submit- 
ted a report thereon. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2660) to amend section 8 of an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to determine the jurisdiction of the circuit courts 
of the United States, and to regulate the removal of causes from 


as amended by an act approved March 3, 1887, submitted an ad- 
verse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. 

Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee on the District of Co- 


| lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3208) to authorize the 


Commissioners of the District of Columbia to refund certain 
license taxes, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 


RETROCESSION OF A PORTION OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA TO 
VIRGINIA, 


Mr. HOAR. I am directed by the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 50) directing 
the Attorney-General to bring suit to determine the constitu- 
tionality of the retrocession of that portion of the original Dis- 
trict of Columbia which was ceded to the United States by the 
State of Virginia, to submit an adverse report thereon, which I 


| should like to have read at the desk, as it relates to a matter of a 


good deal of public and historic interest. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MITCHELL in the chair), 
The report will be read as requested. 

The Secretary read the report, as follows: 


The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the joint resolu- 
tion (S. R. 50) directing the Attorney-General to bring suit to determine 
the constitutionality of the retrocession of that portion of the original Dis 

| trict of Columbia which was ceded to the United States by the State of 
Virginia, submit the following report: 

The territory on the other side of the Potomac River, including the city 
of Alexandria, which was originally a part of the 10 miles square, was ceded 
by Virginia for the seat of government. It was retro ‘eded to Virginia by 
act of Congress in 1846, accepted by Virginia, and thereafter Congress exer- 
cised no jurisdiction over it, except so far as it controls the Arlington Na- 
tional Cemetery, the experimental farm of the Department of Agriculture, 
the military school for cavalry, and the Signal Corps, with the land and 
buildings occupied by them. 

It seems to the committee that it is not expedient that this act of retroces- 
sion should be set aside by Congress, even if Congress have the power so to 
do, without the consent of Virginia. Virginia accepted the transaction, it 
being understood that it was at the desire and for the benefit of the National 
Government. She has established in Alexandria the important and intimate 
relations which every State forms for its own citizens dwelling on her own 
soil; and the people, on the other hand, we presume, feel the loyal and deep 
attachment which such a relation excites. Sucha tie ought not to be wan- 
| tonly broken, and ought not to be broken at all without the consent of the 
parties, except in case of some paramount and overwhelming public interest. 

As to the suggestion that the retrocession was unconstitutional, it seems 
to us the answer is that from the nature of the case it is a political and not a 
judicial question, and that it has been settled by the political authorities 
alone competent to decide it. It is like the question, What is the true State 
rovernment, the true and lawful government of a State?—like the question, 

yhatis the true frontier?—where any dispute exists as to whether territory 
belongs to us or to a neighboring foreign country; and many like questions. 
These are partly questions of law and partly questions of fact. The 
questions of law may settled by the highest court to whom, in the course 
of judicial proceedings, they may be taken, unless and until that court choose 
to reverse its previous opinions. But the fact must be determined in each 
case, when it arises, by the jury or other tribunal authorized to find the fact. 
It would be utterly intolerable that territory should be held in one case to be 
a part of Virginia, and in another case to be a part of the District of Colum- 
bia, according as might be held in the individual case. 

So it seems to us the case must be deemed settled by the acquiescence in the 
act by Virginia and of the United States, as manifested by the conduct of the 
departments of Government for more than halfacentury, The consequences 
of holding that this retrocession has been void from the beginning would be 
very serious. 

I? it be desirable that Alexandria become a part of the District of Colum- 
bia again, ths only way to accomplish it will be to open negotiations with 
Virginia and get her consent. (See Luther v. Borden, 7 How., 1.) 

e committee, therefore, report adversely,and recommend that the reso- 
lution be indefinitely postponed. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be indefinitely 
postponed. 
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RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 12346) making appropriations for the con- 
struction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on 
rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

On motion of Mr. FRYE, it was 


_ Ordered, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 300 copies of the 
river and harbor appropriation bill as reported to the Senate, in addition to 
the usual number. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PETTUS introduced a bill (S. 5189) for the relief of C. C. 
Huckabee; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5190) for the relief of J. B. Rober- 
son, administrator of the estate of J. P. Roberson, deceased; which 
= read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

aims. 

Mr. MORGAN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 5191) for the 
relief of holders and owners of certain District of Columbia 
special-tax scrip; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. McENERY introduced a bill (S. 5192) for the relief of the 
estates of John Nelson, deceased; A. J. Donelson, deceased; Sarah 
Donelson, deceased, and for the relief of the distributees and per- 
sonal representatives of said decedents; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas introduced a bill (8. 5193) granting an 
increase of pension to John P. Goshen; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PRITCHARD introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 5194) granting a pension to E. 8. Tennent (with ac- 
companying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5195) granting a pension to James E. Murdock (with 
an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 5196) granting a pension to Dolphas McCrary (with 
an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 5197) granting a pension to Zebedee V. Radford (with 
accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 5198) granting a pension to John Roberts. 

Mr. PRITCHARD introduced a bill (S. 5199) for the relief of 
Charles W. Wood; which was read twice by its title, and, with 


the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. | 


He also introduced a bill (S. 5200) for the relief of B. O. Morris: 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

r. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 5201) to prevent robbing 
the mail, to provide a safer and easier method of sending money 
in small amounts by mail, and to increase the postal revenues; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 5202) — an increase of 
pension to Jennie Wagner; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 5208) granting an increase of pension to Lewis B. 
Tooly (with accompanying papers): 

A bill (S. 5204) granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 
Pierce (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 5205) granting an increase of pension to Grace E. Ash 
(with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 5206) granting an increase of pension to John M. 
Wheeler. 

Mr. WELLINGTON introduced a bill (S. 5207) for the widen- 
ing of Wisconsin avenue northwest from its intersection with High 
street and Thirty-seventh street to the District of Columbia 
boundary line; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5208) for the extension of Seven- 
teenth street northwest from Pros;ect street to Columbia road; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington introduced a bill (S. 5209) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Hannah A. Van Eaton; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. QUARLES introduced a bill (S. 5210) to ratify and confirm 


a supplemental agreement with the Creek tribe of Indians, and | 





for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and re- | 


ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 5211) granting a 
tu Joseph J. Stephens; which was read twice by its title. 


pension 





Mr. COCKRELL. I presentthe petition of Joseph J. Stephens 
for a pension, together with Pension Office letter, War Depart- 
ment letter, and affidavits of Dr. E. G. Nichols, Dr. 8. A. Poague, 
Levi C. Sams, and L. 8. Naftzger, and certificates of J. J. Chas- 
tain, clerk. I move that the bill and accompanying papers be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 


The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BARD introduced a bill (S. 5212) granting to the State of 
California 640 acres of land in lieu of section 16, township 7 south, 
range 8 east, San Bernardino meridian, State of California, now 
occupied by the Torres band or village of Mission Indians; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

AMENDMENTS TO SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. TALIAFERRO submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
propriate $20,000 for the equipment of the quarantine station to be 
established at Miami, Fla., intended to be proposed by him to the 
sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington submitted an amendment provid- 
ing that hereafter each United States commissioner shall be enti- 
tled to a fee of 50 cents for drawing an affidavit for a search war- 
rant, with oath and jurat to same, and a fee of 75 cents for issuing 
a search warrant, intended to be proposed by him to the sundry 
civil appropriation bill; which was ordered to be printed, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. MALLORY submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $32,000 for completing construction of the road from Pen- 
sacola, Fla., to the national cemetery near that city, intended to 
be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which 
was ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

WILLARD WARNER. 


Mr. PRITCHARD submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections: 


Resolved by the Senate of the United States of America, That the Secretary 
of the Senate be, and hereby is, authorized and directed to pay to Willard 
Warner, formerly a Senator from the State of Alabama, the sum of $6,543.38, 
due him as a Senator of the United States in the Fortieth Congress, from the 
4th of March, 1867, to the 24th of June, 1868, to be paid from the miscellaneous 
items of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


SAN FRANCISCO MOUNTAINS FOREST RESERVE. 
Mr. BURTON submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Depreenttne concurring), That the 
President be requested to return to the Senate the bill (8. 4968) granting the 
Central Arizona Railway Company a right of way for railroad purposes 
through the San Francisco Mountains Forest Reserve. 


MEMORIAL SERVICES ON THE LATE SENATOR KYLE. 

Mr. GAMBLE. I desire to give notice that on Saturday, the 
19th instant, at 3 o’clock p. m., I shall submit resolutions com- 
memorative of the life and character of my late colleague, the 
Hon. James H. KYLg, and that I shall ask the Senate at that time 
to suspend its business in order that fitting tributes may be paid 
to his memory. 

CHINESE EXCLUSION. 

Mr. McLAURIN of South Carolina. Mr. President, I rise to 
give notice that on Monday next, after the morning hour, I shall 
or some remarks to the Senate on the pending Chinese-exclu- 
sion bill. 

CONSIDERATION OF BILLS HERETOFORE PASSED OVER. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further conctr- 
rent or other resolutions, the Calendar under Rule VIII is in 
order. 

Mr. HALE. I ask that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the Calendar as it pave on page 5—bills passed over without 
prejudice, under Rule VIII. Several Senators have bills reported 
under that heading, which is under Rule VIII, which have never 
been reached in the consideration of the Calendar. It seems to 
be but right and fair, as those bills have been simply passed over 
without prejudice, that we should take them up and go as far as 
we can with them. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will report the 
first case on the Calendar of bills passed over without prejudice. 

ISTHMIAN CANALS. 

The bill (S. 451) to _— for acquiring the rights necessary 
for the construction of a canal connecting the waters of the At- 
lantic and Pacific oceans was announced as first in order. 

Mr. HALE. Let that bill be passed over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 


MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE NEAR OACOMA, 8, DAK. 


The bill (S. 911) authorizing the Federal Railroad Company to 
construct a combined railroad, wagon, and foot-passenger bridge 
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across the Missouri River at or near the village of Oacoma, Lyman 


County, 8. Dak., was announced as next in order. 

Mr. GAMBLE. I hope that that bill will be taken up for con- 
sideration at this time and not passed over. It is a matter of local 
importance in South Dakota. 

ere being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
by the Committee on Commerce with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 2, on page 3, line 5, after 
the word “‘ next,” to strike out “‘ joining ’’ and insert “ adjoin- 
ing;”’ so as to read: 

That if a bridge shall be built under this act asa drawbridge, the same shall 
be constructed as a pivot drawbridge, with one or more draws, as the Secre- 
tary of War may prescribe, and of spans of not less than 200 feet in length in 
the clear on each side of the central or pivot piers of the draws, and the next 
adjoining spans over the river to the draws not be less than 250 feet in 
the clear, measu at low water; and said spans shall not be less than 10 feet 
above extreme h-water mark, measuring to the lowest part of the super- 
structure of the bridge; and the piers of said bridge shall be parallel with 
tie current of the river at high water. 

The amendment was agreed to, _ 

The next amendment was, in section 3, on page 4, line 17, after 
the word “‘ bridge,’’ to insert ‘‘or its accessory works,” and in 
line 18, after the words ‘‘ Secretary of War,”’ to strike out “‘ sub- 
stantially ’’ and insert ‘*‘ unreasonably;’’ so as to read: 

And any change in the plans of such construction or any alteration in the 
bridge after its construction shall be subject to like approval; and whenever 


said bridge or its works shall, in the op: n of the Secretary of 


War, unreasonably obstruct the free na tion of said river he is hereby 


authorized to cause such change or alteration to be made as will effectually 
obviate such obstruction. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, line 18, to add to section 
4 the following: 


And all railroad companies Costing to use said bridge shall have and be 


entitled to equal rights and privil n the pessage of the same, and in the 
use of the machinery and fixtures thereof, and of all the approaches thereto, 
under and upon such terms and conditions as shall be prescribed by the Sec- 
retary of War, upon hearing the allegations and proofs of the parties, in case 
they shall not ; and equal rights and privileges in the use of said bridge 
shall be gran to all telegraph and telephone companies. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. ; @ 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and " 


INVENTIONS OF NAVAL OFFICERS. 


The bill (8. 1104) providing for the use by the United States of 
devices invented by its naval officers while engaged in its service 
and covered by letters patent was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. It proposes that whenever, in the judgment of the 
Secretary of the Navy, the public interests require the use in the 
naval service of any invention or discovery covered by letters 
patent issued to any officer of the Navy, whether retained in his 
ownership or assigned to others, the Secretary shall proceed to 
use the invention or discovery in the manner and to the extent 
required by the naval service, and such royalties and compensa- 
tion as may be equitably due the officer, considering all the cir- 
cumstances connected with the making of the invention or dis- 
covery, and jally all facilities in ns working out, 
or perfecting the invention which the officer may have enjoyed 
by reason of his official position, may be recovered by suit brought 
by the officer in the Court of Claims, and that the court shall 
make rules for the trial of such cases, conforming as far as may 
be with the rules established by the Supreme Court for the 
practice of courts of equity, and all cases shall be determined 
within one year from the filing of the petition therein unless, in | 
the discretion of the court, upon sufficient cause shown, the time | 
is extended; and the Secretary of the Navy is prohibited from 
making any contract or payment for the use of any patent taken 
out by any naval officer. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. | 


DEFINITION OF ‘‘ CONSPIRACY,”’ ETC. 


The bill (S. 4553) to limit the meaning of the word “‘ conspiracy ”’ | 
and the use of ‘‘ restraining orders and injunctions ”’ in certain | 
cases was announced as next in order. 

Mr. KEAN. Let that bill go over, Mr. President. 

_The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made, and the 
bill goes over. 


MARY E. PARKER. 
The bill (S. 1153) for the relief of Mary E. Parker was an- 


nounced as next in order 
tem . This bill was re ad- 


0 
The PRESIDENT ported 
versely by the Committes on the Judiciary. If there be no ob- 


jection, it will be regarded as before the Senate, as in Commi 
of the Whole, and 
The bill was 


ttee 
to amendment. 
; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 





| anything else. 
| vote for the claim. 


Whole, ed to its consideration. It directs the Secretary 
of the to pay to Mary E. Parker $5,000 in full compen- 
sation for extra services rendered to the United States by her 
husband, I. C. Parker, deceased, late judge of the United States 
district court for the western district of Arkansas. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I reported that bill adversely by 
the authority of the Judiciary Committee, who came to a conclu- 
sion against it on my report there; but I confess I am very much 
shaken in my conviction. I have been shaken by a letter I got 
through the mail this morning, dated April 8, from the lady who 
is the person mentioned in the bill, which I think I ought to read 
to the Senate. The bill is one to give her $5,000 in consideration 
of her husband’s extraordinary services as judge in the Indian 
Territory. My report and the opinion of the committee was 
based upon the feeling that, while this claim was just in itself, it 
was likely to become a precedent for like claims, and that it would 
be very difficult to draw the line; but, on reflection, I am more 
and more inclined to think that it is so absolutely unique in its 
character, and so impossible of recurring, that it would not be a 

ublic danger to grant this icular claim. I shall read the 
etter, and if anybody thinks [ am a little weak in yielding to it 
I must take the criticism. The letter is as follows: 
Fort SmiruH, ARK., April 8, 1902. 
DEAR SENATOR: An effort will be made during the present term of Con- 
to procure for me one year’s salary for the extra service rendered the 
nited States Government by my husband, Judge Isaac C. Parker, deceased, 
late judge of the United States court for the western district of Arkansas. 

As you may remember, Senator, Judge Parker was appointed by President 
Grant in 1875. He had the position till death, November 17, 1806, a period 
of twenty years. I write to you, Senator, begging you to look over the pa- 
pers sent to the Judiciary Committee, taken fon the records of the court, 
showing the basis of this claim. 

The records of his court show that no court in the country transacted the 
same amount of business in the same length of time.- Judge Parker held 
court every month in the year, never in all these years taking a vacation, 
holding night sessions night after night, thus saving thousands of dollars 
each year to the Government, but sacrificing his own life. His untimely 
death was the result of what he believed to be his duty as an officer of this 
great Government. To protect society against banded criminals, to bring 
peace to the Indian eee to stamp out the evils that afflicted it, to bring 
to it civilization and light. This was labor and aspiration. That he suc- 
ceeded the honor and respect in which his court was held and the advance 
made in the Indian Territory bear witness. For sixteen years of this ardu- 
ous labor his salary was onl 
this, and his wieey death 

The cyclone whic ,peenee over Fort Smith three years ago leveled our 
home, all that was left to us, to the ground, destroying furniture, library, 
and all our belongings, taking from me the last vestige of support. This 
claim surely can not be objected to on the unds that there is no prece- 
dent, or that it would make a precedent for rict judges’ families, as it is 
unique in itself, on account of the great jurisdiction of the court and the im- 
mense amount of work done by Judge Parker. The jurisdiction is now 
divided between four judges. I have made a mistake in tres ing upon 
you with this matter, please pardon me. Let my helpless condition and the 
memory of the great esteem in which my beloved husband held you as one 
of our aon statesmen, who stood for justice and right, plead my excuse for 
ap you. 

earnestly ask your assistance in this matter, which seems to me but an 
act of simple justice. 
Most respectfully, 
Hon. GrorGeE F. Hoar, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

I have no doubt the facts stated in this letter are true. I am 
inclined to think that while we can not admit the doctrine that 
extra services will warrant a claim by any public official or by 
his family after his death, however great these services may have 
been, it is almost utterly impossible that a case so extreme in all 
its particulars will arise. The fact that the man worked in a 
community different from ordinary civilized communities, as the 
Indian Territory was at that time; that he had an enormous juris- 
diction; that he worked far into the night and all the year round 
without any respite; that he sacrificed his life in doing it, and left 
his family with nothing but the little home, which immediately 


, $3,500. He was unable to save anything out of 
eft his family destitute. 


Mrs. IL. C. PARKER. 


| afterwards was swept away bya tornado, makes the case so pecul- 


iar that there is not much danger that it will be a precedent for 
I shall myself, contrary to my original opinion, 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, I asked that this bill 
be placed on the Calendar at the time when it was adversely re- 

rted by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. I didso 

sause I knew the facts of Judge Parker's life and death. He 
held court every day in the week, as stated by his widow in the 
letter which has been read. He never tooka vacation. His court 
was in session all the time, and it was the hardest-worked court, 
I believe; that has ever sat in the United States. He not only 
held court all day, going to the court room early in the morning 
and holding continuous sessions during the day, but he held court 
at night almost all the time. He was constantly in court attend- 
ing to the business of the court—the hardest-worked man I ever 
saw. I believe he absolutely killed himself by his devotion to 
his duties and by the work he did. He was a judge for twenty- 


one years. 
We have made provision to take care of judges after they have 
served a considerable time on the bench,and when a Senator or a 
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Member of the House of Representatives dies in the discharge of 
his duties something in the way of a provision for his family is 
made by giving them the balance of a year’s salary. Under these 
circumstances, and considering the poverty of Judge Parker’s 
family—he leaving nothing whatever to them, except one build- 
ing, which was blown down by a cyclone, and which they have 
not been able to rebuild because they did not have sufficient 
money—it seems to me if there ever was a case that should appeal 
to the humanity of Senators and justify the payment of a claim 
of this kind this is the case. 

Mr. CULLOM. What is the amount provided in the bill? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Five thousand dollars is the amount 
proposed to be paid. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Not committing myself, Mr. President, to 
how I shall vote on this bill, I want to warn the Senate that if 
they suppose this will not form a a that will come back 
here in numerous cases they are laboring under a delusion. I 
have had a great deal of experience with bills of a minor charac- 
ter, and I know from sad experience that no unusual pension bill 
ever passes this body that is not noticed by a very large number 
of people, and claims are made that precedents have been estab- 
lished and that their cases ought to have consideration. 

Now, Mr. President, this case is very likely unique; but if the 
Senate passes this bill, every widow of every judge who dies 
hereafter, especially in straitened circumstances—and I do not 
think that really will make much difference—will come here cit- 
ing this precedent and asking for asimilar appropriation. If itis 
wise to do it in this case, I do not see how Congress can fail to do 
it in cases that will come up hereafter for our consideration. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I am willing to trust to future 
Senates to deal justly with othercases. Weshould deal justly with 
this case. We are a great court of equity; we represent a very 
wealthy, an extraordinarily wealthy, nation, which is anxious to 
do the just and generous thing everywhere. I think areasonable 
sum of money ought to be paid, as it easily can be, to this poor 
widow, whose husband distinguished himself by serving with 
very great ability for twenty-one years, and by his fidelity to his 
duties killing himself, as no doubt he did, in the service of his 
country. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, I do not care to discuss this bill; 
I shall vote against it, but I want an opportunity to make some 
reply to a paper which was read yesterday by the junior Senator 
from New York [Mr. DEPEw] concerning a proposed amendment 
which he intended to offer to the joint resolution to amend the 
Constitution of the United States in relation to the election of 
Senators. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow us just to finish the little 
bill which is pending, affecting a poor widow? 

Mr. MONEY. How long will it take? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Only a minute. 

Mr. MONEY. Oh, certainly; go on. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, and read the third time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Shall the bill 
aSsr 
The bill was passed. 
ELECTION OF UNITED STATES SENATORS, 


Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, yesterday during the morning 
hour, which is usually devoted to the introduction of petitions, 
memorials, reports of committees, and the introduction of bills, 
I was in the House of Representatives on official business, and my 
colleague [Mr. McLaurin of Mississippi] was in one of the depart- 
ments likewise engaged. In that hour the junior Senator from 
New York read a paper concerning an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to a joint resolution to amend the Constitution, 
should it be reported favorably, which is the one now before 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections, proposing to change 
the mode of electing Senators. I do not exactly understand 
why his speech was made at that time, because it is generally 
understood here that the committee will report adversely upon 
the proposed constitutional amendment. I do not know whether 
or not I am correct about that. 

At any rate, the junior Senator from New York improved the 
opportunity to present a proposed amendment to the joint resolu- 
tion, and in support of it tosubmit some remarks, which were evi- 
dently carefully prepared. I understood he read them from man- 
uscript. In the course of his remarks he took occasion to select 
the State of Mississippi, which I have the honor in part to repre- 
sent on this floor, and to criticise it for disfranchising its citizens, 
contrasting its meager vote with what he termed the manhood 


suffrage of the great State of New York, that honored him by 
sending him here. 

I do not know whether or not the proposed amendment of the 
Senator from New York is intended to deter anyone from omer’ 
ing the measure which is now under consideration by the - 
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mittee on Privileges and Elections. It would certainly fall very 
short of its aim if it was so intended. In fact, Mr. President, the 
old days of the catapult and the ballista have passed away, and 


| we have got down to the time of heavy artillery, and this rattle 








of small arms does not seem to scare anybody in his convictions 
on the subject of the proposed amendment. With that question 
when it comes before the Senate we will be prepared to deal. I 
for one am willing to say now that I shall vote, if it is favorably 
reported, or if it is brought up for consideration, for the resolu- 
tion submitted to the Committee on Privileges and Elections, and 
the reasons I will be able to state when it is apropos, For the 
present I content myself with replying to this fire of the skirmish- 
ers, if it should be thought necessary to do so, with the promise, 
however, that when the heavy guns come up we will try to give 
them suitable entertainment on this side. 

The Senator from New York proceeded to say, among other 
things, and he said very truly and correctly— 

This provision was not ohepted because of distrust of the people, but to 
create a chamber of independence and dignity in which the States should 
have an equal voice as in their sovereign character. 

And he might have added also that there never would have been 
a ratification of the Constitution of the United States if that 
clause had not been inserted, and if that clause had not been 
made irrepealable by any future action of the Government it 
never would have been ratified at all. He could have been very 
much more emphatic in many other ways, but as he had prepared 
himself with some care of course he finished his work to suit his 
own taste. He is perfectly correct about that. 

Now, the Senator says: 

The amendment under consideration proposes to make the Senate a popu- 
lar body and reverse the principle upon which the Government has existed 
down to the present time. 

I can not understand that. It does not reverse the preeele 
which was the only principle in the case, and that was the equal- 
ity of representation on this floor of each sovereign State of the 
Union. That was the only principle embodied in the Constitu- 
tion. The method of choosing this equal representation was an- 
other matter, and went only to the manner of choosing and not to 
the principle of representation. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator whether he has 
considered the language of the Constitution on this subject? 

Mr. MONEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. It gives a definition of the Senate, that the Sen- 
ate shall consist of two members from each State, chosen by the 
legislature thereof. It does not use that peculiar lan e as to 
the House of sone ge agree a or anything else. The idea was not 
that there should be two popular bodies, but it was that there 
should be a Senate, and you could not maintain the constitutional 
principle by abolishing the Senate or by having a differant kind 
of a body. You must have a body in which the States are to be 
represented as equals of a particular quality and character. That 
is the proposition. 

Mr. MONEY. The principle was the principle of equality in 
Senatorial representation, without which provision there would 
have been no ratification of the Constitution by thesmaller States, 
as is abundantly testified to by the text. It is abundantly borne 
out by contemporaneous history, by the records and the journals 
of the convention that adopted and framed the Constitution, by 
the temper of the people at that time, and especially of the States, 
which alone had sent representatives to that convention. It was 
not a popular meeting. It never at any time was a meeting of 
the people of the United States, although a New England histo- 
rian of very great renown took occasion to state during the civil 
war that there was not any such thing as a State mentioned in the 
whole instrument, although it provided that nine States must 
ratify it before it became the Constitution. 

There has been considerable care taken all along recently to ex- 
clude the idea of the sovereignty of the State and to keepit before 
the public mind here and elsewhere that the Constitution was 
framed by the people irrespective of State lines. In fact, it was 
the creature of the sovereign States acting in their sovereign ca- 
pacity, accrediting to that convention such delegates as each saw 
proper to send, and all of them acting for the States and not for 
the people of the United States. They were not then the people 
of the United States; they were the disunited States of the Con- 
federation. F 

I was going to say that the principle is well established, and it 
can not be changed, that there shall be an equal representation, 
and the further language to which my distinguished friend the 
Senator from Massachusetts directed my attention is only to pro- 
vide the method by which that representation shall be secured 


here. The e is too a to be misunderstood, and I do not 
suppose there is a Senator in this Chamber who has not read it 4 
thousand times. 


The argument of the Senator from New York was that the 
character of the representation here would be changed if the 
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method of selecting the Senators should be changed by an amend- 


ment to the Constitution. In other words, that to-day the sover- 
eign States send men here because the legislature of the State is 
the elector of the Senators. But could not the Constitution be 
amended so as to make the great body of the voters the elector, 
and still the State have equal power of sovereignty, reserving all 
her rights intact just as well as to-day, when the Senator is elected 
by the legislature of the State? So I think my friend from New 
York is mistaken about the principle being at all attacked. He 
proceeds to say: 

A number of States have by various devices prevented a third, or a half, 
or more, of citizens, recognized as such hy the Constitution of the United 
States, from exercising the right of suffrage. 

Does the Constitution prescribe the qualifications of the electors 
of a State? Never. It has no power to do anything of the sort. 
The Congress of the United States has no power to prescribe the 
qualifications of electors. Then how, in this connection, can the 
Senator from New York say that the citizens as such—that is, as 
voters for Senators—have nm recognized by the Government? 
He speaks of manhood suffrage. Are there no restrictions upon 
manhood suffrage in this country? Do the felons and the crimi- 
nals and the paupers who crowd the jails and almshouses of New 
York vote? Are they entitled to vote by the State constitution 
and laws of New York? Do not the women of Colorado and 
Wyoming and Kansas vote? There is such a thing as womanhood 
vote in this country as well as manhood vote, and there is a re- 
striction in every State in the Union upon pure manhood suffrage. 
There is not a State which permits every maleinhabitant, because 
he arrives at the age of 21 years, to vote in State or other elections. 
There is a guard thrown around the exercise of this vital princi- 
ple of self-government—the elective franchise, the suffrage of the 
people of the country. I think the Senator is mistaken about 
that. He says: 

The local reasons which have led to the adoption of these measures are not 
pertinent to this discussion. 

And I am very glad he did not discuss them at this time. 


The adoption of these new constitutions in several States, however, con- 
taining “‘ grandfather” and other clauses, has led toa movement in the House 
of Representatives and in the legislatures of some of the States to change the 
representation in the House of Representatives from population to votes. 
That will reduce very largely the number of Congressmen which those States 
are entitled to. 

If the States are entitled to them, then the number ought not 
to be reduced, and I hope I will find the able Senator from New 
York opposing such a measure, although he seems to take it for 
granted it will become law. 

That measure does not receive the attention it would because, the House 
of Representatives be elected by the people, the vast majority of popula- 
tion vote upon manh suffrage— 

Incorrect again— 


and therefore the majorities are so large the 
discrimination which these measures bring about. 
United States Senators a small oligarchy— 


- A word the connection of which I do not see in this rela- 
10n— 

in any State can send here a representation equal to that of great States like 
New York, which have manhood suffrage—— 

Mr. President, if the vote of all the people of a State can be 
called a small oligarchy, what will we say of the present system 
when a few corporations control the legislature and send their 
two instruments into this body. Is that an oligarchy or not? 
The people of this country are to-day very much more afraid of 
the oligarchy of trusts and corporations than they are of the 
oligarchy of the great mass of the citizens of this country, 
whether they are voters or not, because the two characters are 
not necessarily blended in the same individual— 
if States in which half of the votes are disfranchised are to have an equal 
voice in this body with States like Pennsylvania, of five or ten times their 
population and with manhood suffrage; if New York, which casts, because of 
its manh: suffrage— 

This is a sweet morsel, rolled under the eloquent tongue of the 
Senator from New York— 

1,547,912 votes, is to be neutralized in legislation affecting her vast interests by 
Mississippi, casting 55,000 votes, because the ority of her citizens are dis- 
franchised—then the situation becomes intolerable. 

Is it not intolerable now to the Senator from New York? Does 
not that exact condition prevail to-day? And how can it be made 
worse when the suffrage for Senators is transferred from the leg- 
islature, whom the people elect, to the people themselves? 

There are some mistakes in the statement, however, with all 
respect to the Senator from New York, which I shall point out. 
In the ona ae it is not true, as a matter of fact, that a vast 
majority of pecpie of Mississippi, or any majority, have been 
distranchised. It is not true of any Southern State, whether it 
has a grandfather clause in its constitution or not. The grand- 
father clause of the constitution is amenable to the construction 
of the Supreme Court of the United States; and I venture to say 


do not feel acutely the 
But if in the election of 
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that if a case comes from the State of North Carolina the court 
will find that the grandfather clause is not objectionable in the 
light of any amendment to the Constitution of the United States. 
But that is too large a subject to discuss this morning in the 
brief time I intend to occupy, begging the indulgence of the 
Senate. 
The State of Mississippi does not disfranchise its citizens. The 
fourteenth amendment provides that if any State shall deny to or 
abridge the right of any male inhabitant to vote ‘the basis of 
representation therein shall be reduced in the proportion which 
the number of such male citizens shall bear to the whole number of 
male citizens 21 years of age in such State.”’ 
The question whether anybody has been denied or abridged in 
his right to vote in the State of Mississippi I shall not argue at 
length now, but I shall, perhaps, if the occasion presents itself at 
some future time. I deny that one single citizen of that State 
has been denied or abridged in his right to vote at any election in 
that State for State or Federal officers. If the State had said that 
@ man whose skin was black should not vote, or that a red-haired 
man should not vote, or that a man on account of some physical 
disability which it was impossible for him to overcome should 
not vote, that would have been objectionable to the fourteenth 
amendment, and the court would have so held. 
But when a State says, as Massachusetts says, and as Mississippi 
says, that a man before he can vote must be able to read—and 
Massachusetts adds an additional qualification, be able to write, 
and Mississippi qualifies that seemingly hard provision by saying 
he must be able to read or to understand, if read to him, a clause of 
the constitution—it is not a disability within the purview of the 
fourteenth amendment, because it is something the proposed 
voter can easily overcome. There is not a man with the intelli- 
gence to entitle him to vote who can not in three months acquire 
the qualifications necessary to vote, at the public schools scattered 
all over the State of Mississippi, provided for this year by a more 
munificent appropriation of money than that voted by any State 
in this Union, according to assessed wealth. 
Not only that, but the further provision is made in our consti- 
tution that the man shall pay a poll tax before he can vote. 
There is not a man in the State of Mississippi or any other State 
of this Union who can not pay $2 poll tax if he desires to vote. 
Those are no disqualifications that the voter can not of his own 
motion most easily overcome and put himself on the list of regis- 
tered voters of the State. 
The statement as to the 55,000 votes, made by the Senator from 
ew York, is evidently misleading, although he did not intend 
perhaps to mislead anybody. I think there is a misunderstanding 
of the facts on his part and not an intention to misstate them or 
| misconstrue them. But 55,000 is not the registered vote of Mis- 
| sissippi. Those were only the votes which were cast at a certain 
| election, and that election, on account of the lack of opposition to 
| the Democratic party in the State, was no more than a ratification 

of the election returns of the primaries of the State. In the pri- 
maries of the State there is a full turn-out not only of the regis- 
tered vote, but also of the unregistered vote, because in our 
primaries they have not held them to the legal registry for the 
regular election, but permit people who are not registered and 
could not register under our constitution to vote. 

I ask him if that is to be the test—the vote cast—what will he 
say of the State of Connecticut, which a few years ago with a 
registered vote of 225,000 polled only 119,000? The people did 
not care to vote, and it is nobody’s business but theirs whether 
they vote or not; and so with the people of Mississippi. If they 
choose to hold their real election at the primary and go but 
scantily to the polls at the regular election, whose concern is it 
but theirs? But it does not sustain the contention of the Senator 
| from New York that they are forbidden to vote or prohibited 

from voting because the people do not choose to do it, not seeing 
|any particular necessity for everybody going to two elections 
| when the opposition ticket does not amount to anything. 

The great State of Massachusetts did not poll one-third of her 
| registered vote. I could go over the States of this Union. Take 
| the State of New York, where the spoils of office seem to be 
pretty eagerly pursued and the whole force is brought out, and 

where the assemblymen and the wardmen and the ward heelers 
seem to have their followers well trained. They poll avery large 
manhood vote, with certain qualifications. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Missis- 
sippi yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. MONEY. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Has the Senator ever known an illiterate 
white Democrat in Mississippi who did not understand the con- 
stitution? 

Mr. MONEY. Did you ever know a black man who did not? 

Mr. SPOONER. I never knew a black man that an election 
officer would not decide against. 
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Mr. MONEY. Do you know anything about it? | That does credit to the sagacity and wisdom of the Senator 


Mr. SPOONER. 
ator. 


I do not. 


sumably a white voter in the State of Mississippi, who has been 
refused registry on account of not being able to understand the 
constitution. Nor do I know of a black one. I want to say in 
reply to the inquiry of the Senator, which was pertinent, that in 
canvassing the State in 1895, in wkich I made about 80 speeches, 
going nearly all over the State, I took pains to inquire of the cus- 
todians of the books of registration, and I never found a single 
one who said any man, black or white, had been refused registry 
, because he could not understand the constitution. 

I would not give the snap of my finger for that clause in the 
constitution in Mississippi so far as it affects the vote of that 
State. We are not attacking the negro, because we could not do 
it. To use the language of the supreme court of Mississippi, re- 
peated in totidem verbis by Justice McKenna in the case of Wil- 
liams against Mississippi, we swept the whole field of character- 
istics of the negro and legislated against them because we wanted 
a sound and intelligent electorate to protect our institutions from 
ignorance, not only from those ignorant of public affairs and 
— interests, but from the vicious ones. That is what we 

qa. 

The provision that hurts in Mississippi and keeps in the rear 
ground a vast number of voters is the tax. You can not get cer- 
tain improvident people, who refuse to look beyond the needs of 
to-day in their physical wants, to pay $2 in February that they 
may vote next November. They will not do it. I have in my 
desk at my room at the hotel supplements to every paper in the 
State, or all that I get at least, showing the number of delinquent 
poll taxes. In one county, the county of Monroe, it is over 3,000. 
And so it goes. It happens that the delinquent poll taxes are gen- 
erally in what are called the black countiesof the State. Itis not 
a disqualification. There is not a man in the State who can not 
pay $2 to vote if he wants to vote. 

The point, however, that I am going to make on my distin- 
guished friend from New York is this. While great concern was 
strenuously manifested in the beginning of his speech about 
maintaining the principle of equal representation in the Senate, 
he goes exactly to the contrary, in toto coelo, to show that it isa 
rank injustice, no longer sufferable in this body, that a little 
State with a few thousand votes should have the same voice that 
a great State like Pennsylvania or New York has. In other 
words, his argument is to destroy the very equality, the prin- 
ciple of the Constitution which he says will be violated by the 
provisions now pending in the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions, and to which he has offered an amendment purposely to 
make it worse than it was before. If he does not want equal rep- 
resentation here, if he wants to destroy that part of the Constitu- 
which its framers said should be irrepealable, then he made that 
argument in this speech which I will read in part: 

But if in the election of United States Senators a small oligarchy in any 
State can send here a representation equal to that of great States like New 

. York which have manhood suff. ; if States in which half of the votes are 
disfranchised are to have an equal voice in this body with States like Penn- 
sylvania, of five or ten times their population and with manhood suffrage; if 
New York, which casts, because of its manhood suff 1,547.912 votes, is to 
be neutralized in legislation affecting her vast interes by Mississippi, cast- 
ing 55,000 votes, because the majority of her citizens are disfranchised—then 
the situation becomes intolerable. 

‘* Intolerable’? means something you can not stand any longer. 
You have stood it as long as youcould. You have had equal rep- 
resentation in the Senate. The Senators from the small State of 
Rhode Island, of Delaware, of Nevada have been here so long the 
equals of the distinguished Senator from New York and his col- 
league and the two Senators from the great State of Pennsylvania 
and the Senators from the great State of Illinois that it has become 
intolerable to him. Oh, it is intolerable to a man representing so 
many millions of people and so many billions of dollars to sit here 
with no more power than a man from a poverty-stricken agricul- 
tural State in the South ora decreasing mining State in the West. 
It is intolerable, gentlemen. The whole idea of equality is intol- 
erable to some people; yet it is the foundation stone upon which 
the institutions of this free country are placed and it is the muni- 
ment of title to liberty to every man in this country. 

I am going to read from this singular argument again. It is 
Janus-like. It faces one way in the beginning and the other way 
in the conclusion. The anxiety for the a. of this prin- 
ciple of the Constitution, the equality of each State in the Senate 
Chamber, is quite offset by the solicitude that the Senators rep- 
resenting the great States shall have more consideration than 
those representing States which poll a few feeble thousand votes. 

Again, he says: 

Iam not, under ordinary circumstances and normal conditions, in favor 
of the proposed reduction of Representatives in the Southern States; I am 


not in favor of any legislation by the General Government which interferes 
with the local affairs of those Commonwealths— 


Therefore I was asking the Sen- | 
Mr. MONEY. You ask me if I know of any white voter, pre- | 





rr 





from New York— 

but if the door is opened by the adoption of this amendment to the Constitu 
tion for vhe of the character and constitution of the Senate of the 
United States, then t measure must fe per be accom: y power 
to insure a full and honest vote of the citizens of the Republic, and protect 
this body in the election of those who may be designated here as Senators. 

How will it change the character and constitution of the Senate 
if the Senator is elected? By what subtle chemistry is the Sen- 
ator elected by the legislature to be changed in mind or body or 
soul by the fact that at the next election he is elected not by the 
legislature, but by the ple who elect the legislature? In what 
a are his convictions to be unsettled, his disposition to 

changed, his knowledge to be darkened, his counsel to be 
dimmed, or his voice to be made less persuasive because he has 
been elected by the sovereign, the source of all power in this 
country, and not by a delegated few whom that sovereign power 
has selected for this special duty according to the terms of the 
Constitution of the United States? I should like somebody to 
explain how the character of that man is to be changed. 

I have been elected by the legislature, yet I am selected by the 
primaries. Those primaries are the Democratic voters of the 
State, and in Republican States a great many do the same thing. 
Some of them vote by convention, as they have done in Illinois once 
or twice, believe. They have different methods whereby the _— 
ple say how the legislature shall vote, and in the contest in Dli- 
nois to decide the seat of our genial and eloquent friend the ju- 
nior Senator from Illinois [Mr. Mason] it is stated that certain 
counties by primaries have declared for this and that candidate 
for his seat. 

How will the Senator stop that? Iask him if his amendment 
should prevail, provided the other comes in, what more duty will 
be imposed upon the United States Government to supervise an 
election than it has to-day—I mean as to its effect upon the char- 
acter of the representative sent here, or in the manner of voting 
or changing the wishes of the people, or any material fact what- 
ever? How does it change it? What good is it todo? He says 
that if we have elections by the people, necessarily the United 
States Government must step in and hold the polls and certify to 
the election. In other words, the State is to be abolished; and 
yet that is the thing the Senator so eloquently inveighed against 
in the beginning of his remarks, 

So swift do these contradictions tread on each other’s heels—in 
one part, jealous for the dignity of the State and its right asa 
sovereign State, and in the next breath providing for an arrange- 
ment by which the same State in its most sovereign capacity, 
through its citizens, shall say who they will have here, yet pro- 
viding for a supervision not alone in qualification, but in the 
casting of the vote and counting the returns and certifying the 
same to the President of the Senate. How do these things consist? 
I am glad to say that the Senator from New York can at least be ac- 
quitted of being guilty of what Lord Palmeston said,that the vanity 
of consistency was the vice of statesmen. He has not that vanity. 

Now, he goes on, carrying out the last idea, not the first, which 
are here in parallel calumns. 

There are 19States which have in the aggregate less ulation and smaller 
industrial, commercial, and financial interests than the State of New York, 
who are represented here by 38 votes, while New York has only 2. 

But the Senator forgets how great the twoare, which very much 
goes toward making up this invidious difference between the 
power given by the Constitution to the several States. 

Twenty-three States, with a population of 13,755,364 and casting 2.363.285 
votes, have a ae in the Senate, while 22 States, with a population of 
60,351,857 and casting 11,609,170 votes, are in the minority. 

Is this an argument for maintaining the equality of represen- 
tation in the Senate on the part of the States, for preserving the 
dignity and independence, to quote the Senator's language, of 
this body, to have an equal representation of sovereign States in 
this great family of nations in one greater nation? Not much. 
But here is the argument to make this Senate like the House of 
Representatives, to be based not only upon the number of people 
within its borders, but upon the amount of its wealth; and more 
and more the thing come to the surface, and more and more the 
individual disappears below it as we progress in these advanced 
new ideas of the Constitution and of free government in this 
country. : 

I have the profoundest reverence for the Constitution. 

I congratulate the Senator upon that. I have always noticed 
that those people to whom religion was the most mysterious were 
always the most devout; the less they unders about it the 
more they reverenced it and the more they loved it. There was 
once a preacher who told me that he would not have a religion 
that he could understand. Probably some Senators are in the 
same condition—they do not care about a constitution that they 
can understand. 


Every scheme of government in every other nation of the world has failed 
and been changed during the last century. 
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Weare just one hundred and twenty-five yearsold. According 


to human , according to years, we are in the infancy of the 
Republic, but I think we are a hothouse plant and develop rapidly. 
Some poet said that we do not live by years, but— 

We should count time by heart throbs. 


Measured by heart throbs and action and accomplishment, we 
are an ancient nation, but according to the mere annals of years 
we are an infant yet, and have had no very great time to change 
our form of government. 

Our Constitution alone has stood the test of time, experiment, and expan- 
sion, and has proved the most perfect system of government ever dev 
for a self-governing people. Revolutions never go backward. 

They have done it very often, nevertheless. Itisa saying which 
is not true, but quite common, and which may be cla: along 
with the other popular fallacies that are being exploded by events 
as fast as they appear. 

e proposed change in the constitution of the te th 
alae to. bs fairly and equitably resented ion ee nant i = 
table step will be to have the people and not the States control this body. 

Now. Mr. President, that is the conclusion of these remarks of 
the Senator. I do not see how it is an inevitable step or an inev- 
itable conclusion, because the moment that a sovereign State, as 
prescribed by the amended Constitution, shall appeal to the sov- 
ereign people themselves, the source of all power, who shall vote 
directly for Senators, I can not see how the sovereignty of the 
State will be in one jot diminished or lessened or infringed upon, 
denied, abridged, qualified, or modified in any manner whatever. 

But I do see that an effort has been made to prevent this body 
from being crowded by the agents of corporations and trusts and 
to prevent people who command untold sums of money from com- 
ing into seats, who if they had a hundred thousand dollars and 
proposed to come here would be put in a madhouse by their 
friends, but having a great lot of money it is a proper thing. 

When the — come to vcte upon this proposition, it seems 
tome that they are quite as likely to exercise sound discretion 
and judgment in the selection of their Senators as the legisla- 
tures, the membership of which, being few in number, is much 
more easily controlled by improper influences than all the people 
themselves. 

I do not want to discuss that subject now, Mr. President, but I 
wish to state for the State of Mississippi that she has been made 
the target of attack unceasingly by people who do not understand 
her constitution, some of whom have never read that constitu- 
tion and are not acquainted with its provisions and still less 
know of its working. 

Before the constitution of Mississippi was framed, if the Sen- 
ator will examine the vote of Mississippi, he will find that the 
vote had diminished; and he will find also, if he will consult the 
fast census, that in the decade just passed Mississippi increased 
her population over 20 per cent, as against 14 per cent in the decade 
from 1880 to 1890. et this constitution is the work of 1890, 
which so disfranchised, you would have us to believe, a majority 
of the people of that State; and yet people have poured into it. 
and they are of that character which the Senator has in mind 
when he says the people have been disfranchised. The white 
penne of Mississippi, its energetic young then, have sought new 
fields, where more glittering prizes tempted them, in the far West, 
in the Middle West, in the North, and some in the Northeast. 
But the colored people from the older States have constantly come 
to Mississippi, to be oppressed and downtrodden and denied the 
rights of citizens. 

_Every citizen is not » voter. Womey are citizens, children are 
citizens, even corporations are citizens in some respects. 

_Now, I will give the Senator what the registered vote of Mis- 
sissippiis. It is 125,571. That is a majority of the voters of the 
State. So he is mistaken in the assertion that they have been 
disfranchised by the constitution, or the operation of the consti- 
tution in the hands of the officers of the State. It has not been 
manipulated. There are 128,000 names on the polls, and every 
newspaper in Mississippi published, as I said, lists of those who 
did not think enough of the franchise to pay their poll tax of $2 
in ak in order that they might vote in November. 

So little do they value the responsibilities and the privileges, 
much less the duties of citizenship, that they are willing to let it 
all go out of their hands for the paltry sum of $2. If there isa 
man on the top of this globe, a citizen of a self-governing repub- 
lic like ours, who has not enough pride in the institutions of his 
country, who has not enough respect for himself to pay $2 that 
he may have the privilege of a free man in helping to control 
the destiny of the country, in all conscience let him do without 
the vote, and the body politic will be healthier for that self exclusion 
from its deliberations. It need not trouble anybody afar off to 
come to Mississippi and talk about remedying her evils. We are 
quite ES of taking care of ourselves. 

Now, I wish to state the registration in 1896. Ihave not a 
later one. The vote in 1900 was only 51,000 out of a registration 


of 125,000. The reason I gave a few moments ago is perfectly 
evident to everyone who has visited the State or knows any- 
thing about it; but we are so apt to talk, Mr. President, in this 
Chamber of things we know nothing about, because it offers such 
an illimitable field and it is so easy for the imagination of the 
orator to soar when untrammeled by any knowledge of facts, 
and " can discourse eloquently upon anything we do not under- 
stand. 

I was stating the registration in Mississippi. The polls are 
290,210. That means the polls of people 21 years of age, made 
without regard to criminals or paupers, idiots, or anything else. 
The registration is 125,000. 

When this question comes before the Senate to be discussed at 
large I may have something to say about it. I did not intend to 
say anything. I am going to vote for it simply because the peo- 
ple of this country desire it. Ido not desire it particularly. I 
could get along either way as far as I am personally concerned, 
but there is evidently a desire on the part of the people of the 
Union, irrespective of sections, manhood suffrage, woman suf- 
frage, any sort of suffrage, qualified or unqualified suffrage, to 
change the constitutional mode of electing Senators. It is not 
the States of the South that have been asking for it. The State 
of Mississippi has not asked for this change, and there are a great 
many others in her category of invective and denunciation so fre- 
quently heard here who have not asked for it. But the demand 
is from the States where there is no negro population. They are 
the people who ask for an election of Senators by the people. 
They are Republican States. 

hy do they ask it, Mr. President? Because they are dissatis- 
fied with the men whom the legislatures of those States have 
sent. If they had been satisfactory to their constituents there 
would not be this clamor for a change in the mode of electing 
Senators and transferring that duty from the legislature of the 
State to the sovereign people of the State. If all had been fair 
and smooth to the people of those States there would have been 
no effort made to pass memorials and resolutions in State legisia- 
tures and bring in propositions to amend the Constitution in this 
respect. The proposition does not come from my section of the 
country, but from another. 

Whether the people of this country shall have their way or not 
depends, of course, upon the action of the Senate. I do not know 
that the measure is going tocarry. I only know what I will do 
myself. I do not care what other people do. It is very imma- 
terial to me personally, as far as my political fortunes are con- 
cerned, what the Senate does about it; but at any rate the people 
of the United States, if we can trust them in every form in which 
they can manifest their wish, desire to have this change made; 
and no one yet found, until the eloquent Senator from New York 
arose yesterday in his place, that they are going to change the 
character of the representation here; that it was going to in any 
means abridge or qualify the sovereign character of the States 
that are represented, or that the duties would be changed, or that 
we would have two Houses of Representatives and no Senate, or 
a unicameral legislature instead of one a bicameral. I think the 
fears of the Senater are not well founded. When his amendment 
comes before the Senate there will doubtless be very instructive 
reasons given by the Senator for propounding his amendment and 
there will doubtless be a sufficient answer in opposition to it. 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President, I did not intend to fully discuss 
this question until it came before the Senate on the report of the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections, of which I have the honor 
to be amember. I proposed the amendment yesterday in order 
that it might get before the Senate and before the country, so that 
we could have a discussion of tis question, which we never have 
had before. 

Legislatures have, it is true, passed resolutions in favor of the 
proposed amendment of the Constitution but they have passed 
them, as a rule, in a pro forma manner, without any discussion 
in the legislatures and without any discussion in the press of the 
different States. The joint resolution itself. which is now before 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections of the Senate, passed 
the House of Representatives without any discussion whatever. 
It passed the House of Representatives upon a general consent by 
those who favored and those who opposed it that they would un- 
load the whole question on the Senate, which was the body most 
affected. 


Here is an amendment proposed to the Constitution which, in 


my judgment, opens Pandora’s box for amendments to the Con- 
stitution of the United States, the end of which no man can see; 
and yet this amendment, proposing so radically to change the 


conditions under which our Governmen | has existed and our legis- 
lation has been enacted for one hundved.and fiftee 1 years, passed 
the popular branch of Congress without a single discussion upon 
it or any reason given for or against it. 

My eloquent friend the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Monry] 
has in his speech, which I have listened to with great pleasure, 











3980 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





APRIL 11, 





taken issue upon the question whether there should be an equal 
vote of the citizens of the United States for United States Sena- 
tors if they are to be elected by popular suffrage. If Senators of 
the United States are to be elected by popular suffrage, then the 
whole question of the tenure of their place here will be called up 
every time their certificates are presented. 

Now, the Senate does not go behind the legislature to find how 
it was elected. It has been decided that it can not do that. 
when the Senator from Mississippi comes here by a popular vote, 
as I trust he will, if this amendment is adopted, the Senate will 
want to know whether the people of his State who are citizens 
under the fourteenth and fifteenth amendments of the Constitu- 
tion have had the right to vote for or against him, and if they 
find that the citizens who are by the Constitution of the United 
States declared to be citizens, who for thirty-five years have had 
the right to suffrage in his State, have by device and subterfuge 
and a scheme been deprived of that suffrage the Senator will have 
a hard road to travel when he takes his seat in this body. 

The Senator sneers at manhood suffrage. He speaks with con- 
tempt of the 1,500,000 citizens who cast their votes in the State 
of New York. He says that they are controlled by trusts and 
controlled by corporations. It is the pride of the State of New 
York that she puts no restriction whatever upon the native-born 
or naturalized citizen who has reached 21 years of age and has 
the possession of his faculties. We have found no difficulty in 
our State growing out of legislation by members elected to our 
senate and our house of assembly and our governors who have 
reached their position by this manhood suffrage. 

This is a disagreeable question. I dislike exceedingly to go into 
it. I have no disposition to interfere with the local affairs of 
Mississippi or any other Southern State. I do not propose nor 
would I stand here for one minute for what is called the force 


bill, reaching every part of the suffrage of the Southern States in | 


their local matters. But when the people of the United States 
are to elect Senators by the people of the State doing it, then the 
men who cast their manhood vote in the State of New York want 
to know whether people equally entitled with themselves have 
cast a manhood vote under similar circumstances in the State of 
Mississippi. 

Notwithstanding the exceedingly ingenious and the exceedingly 
able explanation given by the Senator from Mississippi, every- 
body knows that there is no fairness in the tests which are pro- 
vided by the constitution of that State for the registration of 
voters. The canvassing board are all of one party. The can- 
vassing board are selected for one purpose—to prevent the negro 
from voting, no matter what his intelligence may be: to prevent 
the negro from being registered, no matter what his intelligence 
may be. 

And what is the device? Twenty or 50 or 100 white men who 
can not read, who can not write, and who do not know whether 
the constitution is the Constitution of the United States or of 
the State of Mississippi or of their own bodies, are not asked the 
question, because their grandfathers voted. That qualifies them 
to vote. But a negro comes up who isa graduate of Yale College 
and who does understand the Constitution of*the United States 
and the constitution of the State of Mississippi. He has passed 
through Columbia College or Harvard Law School. 

This registration boardask him if hecan read. ‘‘ Yes.’’ ‘“‘Can 
you write?”’ ‘“Yes.’”’ “‘Do you understand the Constitution of 
the United States?’ ‘I do; I have learned it by heart.” ‘‘ Do 
you understand the constitution of the State of Mississippi? ’’ 
**T do; I know it by heart.” ‘‘ Well, you must construe it intel- 
ligently. Construe that section;’’ and that construction never 
can satisfy that registration board, and heis disfranchised. 
is the kind of a vote which would send United States Senators to 
this body. That is the kind of an agitation which would be pre- 
cipitated into this Chamber. That is the kind of a controversy 
which would take up the whole time of the Senate in deciding 
who were entitled to vote. 

Why, Mr. President, suppose a Senator came here from Ken- 
tucky, elected under the Goebel law, upon the facts as proved at 
the time that Governor Beckham was seated by a returning board 
who themselves admitted that his opponent, Taylor, had a ma- 
jority. What was that case? After throwing out 28,000 votes, 
Taylor still had a majority, according to a Democratic returning 
board, of 2,800; and then the legislature declared that he was not 
entitled to his seat because, under the Goebel law, they had the 
right to say so, no matter what the vote. Under that Goebel law 
a returning board in the State of Kentucky could send here a 
Senator by a less vote than his opponent had a majority. 

All I propose, Mr. President, is that a State in the election of a 
United States Senator and a member of the House of Representa- 
tives, and in no other case can not do such a thing. If we are to 
change the method of the election of Senators to this body, then 
this body must be kept pure by the electorate being upon the 
same basis in one State as in another, and the electors of the 


But | 





That | 





States themselves standing for the man who comes here to fill 
the high function of representing his State in the Senate. 

My eloquent friend from Mississippi says what difference would 
it make, because substantially the same people would come here 
from the Southern States by the people as now come here by the 


action of our legislature and our primaries. I will tell you what 
difference it would make. If there was manhood suffrage there 
would be here Republican Senators from Virginia; there would 
be here Republican Senators from Kentucky if they had a proper 
election law in Kentucky. If there was manhood suffrage the 
distinguished Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Prircnarp], 
who has been sent here twice, would be sent here again. 

There was no fear of negro domination in the State of North 
Carolina. There was no complaint of the negro debauching the 
suffrage or of debauching the laws or of debauching the legisla- 
ture in the State of North Carolina. Then why did the North 
Carolina Democracy put a clause in the constitution of that State 
excluding the negro from voting? In order to keep Senator Prircu- 
ARD out of the Senate when his term expires, and for no other pur- 
pose whatever, and in order to elect a Democrat in the place of 
the Populist Senator Butler, and for no other purpose whatever. 

Now, .my friend from Mississippi says that there are 125,000 
registered voters in the State of Mississippi. Well, those 125,000 
registered voters in the State of Mississippi do not represent more 
than one-half of those who would be entitled to vote if the four- 
teenth and fifteenth amendments to the Constitution were in 
force, and living and vital force, in that Commonwealth. But 
with 125,000 registered voters in a Presidential election, with 
Bryan running on one side, representing the gospel of Mississippi, 
and with McKinley running on the other side, representing the 
gospel of patriotism and of good government, which was an issue 
to call out the vote, it called out only 55,000 votes in the Presi- 
dential election—55,000 out of 125,000. 

Where were the 70,000? Why were they not in evidence in the 
great. Presidential election that the whole world was interested 
in? They were not in evidence because the election laws of the 
State of Mississippi, the constitution of the State of Mississippi, 
the returning boards of the State of Mississippi had fixed the 
election in that State before the vote was cast and the voting was 
a farce. I do not propose, nor do I believe, that there is a Sena- 
tor on this side of the Chamber who proposes that 55,000 voters 
out of 125,000 registered and 100,000 more deprived of the right 
of suffrage shall send two Senators to this body to legislate, as 
against the manhood suffrage of the States which we represent. 

My friend, the distinguished Senator from Mississippi, says this 
is a popular demand, and the voting is to be done by the great 
body of the people instead of by the people whom they may elect 
to the legislature for this purpose. 

Why, Mr. President, we all know what the difference would 
be if we could meet in town meetings, as they do in the towns of 
New England. If we could meet in general assemblies, as the 
people did on the great plain at Athens, then I would say, ‘‘Amen; 
it is the popular voice; it is the vox populi; it is the voice of God.” 

But if we adopt the proposed constitutional amendment, what 
does the Senator pro to substitute for the legislature elected 
by the people, with the candidates all before them, elected upon 
this issue in every assembly district, as it was when I ran for the 
Senate, with the people of the entire State and the whole press 
canvassing for a month before the election and canvassing for a 
month after the election, until the legislature decide on the quali- 
fications, the ability, and the patriotism of the men who are the 
candidates for this great place? He proposes that this question 
shall be relegated to the party conventions. 

Under our political system there is no other way of getting at 
such matters but by a State convention, composed of a thousand 
members, elected by all sorts of process, and some of them by no 
process whatever, meeting for one day, not knowing one another, 
not acquainted with one another, having no responsibilities in the 
way of a record of their votes, having no responsibilities in the 
oath of office, keeping no record to go back before the people, trad- 
ing here and there in order that one locality may have a governor, 
another a lieutenant-governor, another a commissioner of canals, 
another a State-prison inspector, and another a judge—that body, 
sitting for one day, selecting a United States Senator as against 


| the process which is now in vogue, the people having no choice, 


because the convention of one party selects a candidate for United 
States Senator for whom the people of one party are to vote and 
a similar convention selects a candidate to be voted for by the 


| people of the other party. The people have no choice as to what 


they shall do except to take one or the other of the candidates 
presented for their suffrages. ; 

Mr. President, there is just this one question, which I will not 
discuss, but it has been discussed with great ability and power by 
the Senator from Mississippi, and that is the possibility of chang- 


| ing the character of this body by admitting Senators here from 


the different States based upon the population of the States. I 
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did say in my brief remarks yesterday that revolutions never go 
backward, and I repeat it. Idid say in my remarks yesterday 


that the people will have their way, and if you once break down 
the existing principle in their mind, and they come to think that 
the election of Senators is their matter and not the matter of the 
sovereign States, the next step will be that they and not the States 
will control the Senate. 

I submit to the Senator, and I submit to the very many eminent 
lawyers in the Senate this qnestion. It is true that in the Consti- 
tution there is a clause that ‘‘ no State, without its consent, shall 
be deprived of its equal suffrage in the Senate.’’ It istrue that 
provision is in the Constitution; but if we begin by having Sena- 
tors elected by the people, instead of having them elected as now, 
by the legislatures, with the whole of the people understanding 
that in that way the corporate body, the sovereignty of the State, 
is represented in the United States Senate, we at once start the 
question of the inequalities between the several States, for the 
people themselves will take up that question; and then we shall 
find entering into every canvass for United States Senator in 
every State the fact that 23 States, casting 2,363,000 votes, have a 
majority in this body, and can deprive 22 States, casting 11,600,000 
votes, of what they want, what they demand, and what they are 
unanimously in favor of. 

Every year a proposition is presented to Congress for basing rep- 
resentation in the Senate upon population, on the ground that 
the people must have their way; every year it is voted down; and 
vet in every succeeding year it comes up and receives more votes. 
Why? It receives more votes because in the political emergencies 
of a great State the enmities, the divisions, the rivalries among 
party leaders are so great that, in order to preserve party harmony 
and noe success, these leaders must be pacified, and they 
are pacified by the promise, ‘‘ When New York gets 14 Senators, 
or 12 Senators, or 10 Senators, or 6 Senators, or whatever the basis 
may be, then we will take care of you.’”’ It will not be a decade 
before, on that principle, there will be 34 of these greater States 
voting here for this constitutional amendment and adopting it in 
their several States. 

Now comes for my friends, the lawyers and judges, a very hard 
nut to crack. Those 34 States elect those Senators; they come 
here, and they are sworn into this body, which is the judge of the 
qualifications of its own members. Who is to put them out? 
How are you going to get the question before the Supreme Court 
of the United States? How is the Supreme Court of the United 
States going to make effective upon this body any rule which it 
may adopt? You are at once opening the door for the wildest and 
the widest revolution which has been suggested since the Consti- 
tution of the United States was adopted, in 1787. 

It is an extraordinary thing about that Constitution that its 
eps | character has never been changed; that no amendment 
nas been added to it in one hundred and fifteen years which has 
affected anything respecting its organic principles relating to the 
executive, legislative, and the judicial branches of the Govern- 
ment. All the amendments added to it have related to matters 
of detail or to matters of suffrage. 

Mr. President, I have been betrayed into a much longer discus- 
sion than I expected. I was surprised to hear my friend the 
Senator from Mississippi claiming that the legislatures of most 
of the States which elected Senators by manhood suffrage, where 
manhood suffrage elected the legislature, are controlled by cor- 
porations and trusts, but that in the States where the full suf- 
frage is suppressed the corporations and trusts have no power. 

Thank God, Mr. President, the people of the State of New York 
can deal with corporations and with trusts in their own sweet 
way, just as they like. There is no charge in that State by the 
representatives of either party but what the corporations and the 
trusts are controlled by the people. The people tell the legisla- 
ture what to do with them, and the legislature carries out that 
will, and the corporations and the trusts are powerless. There is 
no charge even in the most radical paper, even in the most yellow 
of the yellow journals—if that means anything, and I do not 
think it does—but that the legislature of the State of New York 
represents the people who elected its members, the people voting 
for them upon manhood suffrage, and represents no one else. 


CHINESE EXCLUSION, 


_Mr. PENROSE. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 

sideration of Senate bill 2960, known as the Chinese-exclusion bill. 

Mr. MONEY. I ask the Senator from Pennsylvania to yield to 
me for a few moments. 

: The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MircHelin the chair). The 
Chair would state that the Senator can only proceed at this time 
by unanimous consent of the Senate. 

Mr. MONEY. Then I ask unanimous consent. 

Mr. PENROSE. For what purpose? 

Mr. MONEY. Iask unanimous consent, Mr. President, because 
I desire to reply to the Senator from New York (Mr. Derzw]. 





Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, I must insist on my motion 
that the Senate proceed with the consideration of the Chinese- 
exclusion bill. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] who 
has the floor has been waiting patiently to address the Senate. 

Mr. TELLER. I will yield to the Senator from Mississippi 
when I take the floor. 

Mr. MONEY. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania, that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of what is known as the Chinese-exclusion bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator from Colorado yield to 
me for a minute or two? 

Mr. TELLER. I will yield, if I have the floor. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator, I think, has the floor. 

Mr. TELLER. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE] has not yet been acted upon. The 
question is on the motion of the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 2960) to pro- 
hibit the coming into and to regulate the residence within the 
United States, its Territories, and all possessions and all territory 
under its jurisdiction, and the District of Columbia, of Chinése 
persons and persons of Chinese descent. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 7675) to construct a light-house keeper’s dwelling at 
Calumet Harbor. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11354) making 
appropriations for the service of the Post-Office Department for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, asks a conference with the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. Loup, Mr. Sura of Illinois, and Mr. Swan- 
SON managers at the conference on the part of the House. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives, disagreeing to the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11354) making appropriations for 
the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1903, and requesting a conference with the Senate 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. MASON. I move that the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ments and agree to the request for a conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr, 
Mason, Mr. PENROSE, and Mr. CLAY were appointed. 

CHINESE EXCLUSION. 

The Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2960) to prohibit the coming into and to 
regulate the residence within the United States, its Territories, 
and all possessions and all territory under its jurisdiction, and 
the District of Columbia, of Chinese persons and persons of Chi- 
nese descent. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have two or three telegrams in refer- 
ence to the pending bill, which I should like to have read. I 
think the Senator from Colorado will be glad to hear them read. 

Mr. PENROSE. Before the Senator does that, and because it 
may precipitate a running discussion, I should like to ask at this 
time if the Senator from Colorado will yield to me 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. PENROSE. Iask the Senate at this time for unanimous 
consent that an agreement be made that the pending bill be dis- 
posed of at 3 o’clock on Monday next, after which hour there 
shall be limited debate under Rule VIII. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I shall have to object to that, Mr. Presi- 





dent. 

Ths PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Mircue.. in the chair), 
Objection is made. 

Mr. FORAKER. Would not Tuesday next suit the Senator as 
well? I understood him to say yesterday that it would. Some 
of us are so situated that we can not address the Senate on the bill 
sooner than Monday, and I have already given notice that at that 
time I desire to discuss the measure. 

Mr. PENROSE. Has the Senator from Ohio any suggestion 
to make as to the day which would be acceptable and convenient 
to Senators who have not yet addressed the Senate on the bill? 

Mr. FORAKER. Whatis the inquiry of the Senator? 

Mr. PENROSE. I askthe Senator from Ohio whether he would 
suggest a day? 
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Mr. FORAKER. I have suggested Tuesday. at youndrims pose to the ppeniities at bringing over ree suppbers of 
: ; ese rers in the guise of merchants, students, teachers, an ; 
Mr. PENROSE. Then, I will ask for an agreement that a vote | ©). "Please wire me at once over your signature whether this statement of 


be taken on Tuesday next at 3 o’clock. Dunn's is true or not. 

Mr. FORAKER. I suggested that because I understood the R. P. SCHWERIN. 
Senator from Pennsylvania to say on yesterday that Tuesday sa 7 
would be acceptable to him. => Gatien SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 9, 1902. 

Mr. PENROSE. After which hour there shall be debate on | ““" " New Willard, Washington: 


the amendments already offered and to be offered, limited under Replying to your tel m 9th, please deny for me without qualification 
Rule VIII. aS =e sta ens. e is not true Gat ever oid im that I eevee you 
s as e o ringing over e® numbers or any num f 

ane PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Pennsylvania | Ghinese . perenne betngy orchnein eoelentn ond Uavdlern me 
asks unanimous consent that on next Tuesday at 3 o’clock general | have I ever s ted such an idea to anyone at any time. I will be glad to 


debate shall cease on the pending bill. put this in the form of an affidavit if d 

Mr. ELKINS. I do not see the Senator from Vermont [Mr. ROBT. H. SWAYNE. 
DILLINGHAM] here, and I do not think we should agree to that in | Mr. DmLincHam entered the Chamber. 
his absence. Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator from Vermont has no objection to The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado 
this agreement. yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. PENROSE. I understand he has no objection. Mr. TELLER. I yield. 

Mr. ELKINS. I think the matter had better be postponed until | Mr. PENROSE. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. DiL.inc- 
the Senator from Vermont comes in. HAM] being now present, on whose behalf the Senator from West 


Mr. PENROSE. Theonlytroubleabout postponing action upon | Virginia [Mr. ELKk1ns] requested that the effort to secure a unani- 
the question now is that there is a reasonably full Senate present. | mous-consent agreement to vote on the Chinese-exclusion bill be 
Mr. LODGE. I hope the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. | Suspended, I desire to ask the Senator from Vermont whether 
ELK1Ns] will not stop the agreement. There is great anxiety to | next Tuesday at 3 o’clock will be an hour suitable to his conven- 


get this bill voted on and out of the way. ience to vote upon the bill? ; . . 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from West| Mr. DILLINGHAM. Any time will be suitable to me, but 
Virginia withdraw his objection? there are several Senators on the floor who have expressed to me a 


Mr. ELKINS. I should rather have the Senator from Vermont | desire to have Wednesday fixed as the time for voting. Whether 
present. Some one sent word to me to make a request for the | they want to be heard or not Ido not know. Personally I am 
Senator that an agreement as to taking the vote should not be | perfectly willing to vote at any time, and have no objection to 


made in his absence. fixing upon Wednesday as the time. — ‘ 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from West Vir-| Mr. PENROSE. If Wednesday will suit the Senator better, I 

ginia objects. will make the request that the time for voting on the pending bill 
Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— be fixed at 3 o’clock on that day, debate to proceed thereafter un- 
Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator from Colorado yield to | der Rule VIII. 

me? Mr. ALLISON. I suggest to the Senator from Pennsylvania 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado | that he fix an earlier hour than 3 o’clock, in view of the sugges- 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? tion of the five-minute debate; that is, provided it is his purpose 
Mr. TELLER. I yield to the Senator. | to ag the bill on Wednesday. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I have in my hand, Mr. President, two| Mr. LODGE. That is the agreement proposed. 
telegraphic dispatches addressed to the President pro tempore of | Mr. PENROSE. I think the Senator's suggestion an excellent 





the Senate, which I desire to have read. | one, and I will accept any hour he will indicate. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- Mr. ALLISON. I suggest that the voting commence at 1 
quested in the absence of objection. | o'clock. ; 
The Secretary read as follows: | Mr. PENROSE. I will modify my request then, Mr. President, 
: : Boston, Mass., April 10, 1902. | to that effect. 
Senator WILLIAM P. FRYE, | The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Pennsylvania 


United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: : 
ee | asks unanimous consent that on next Wednesday at 1 o’clock gen- 


Great injury will be done United States vessel owners if Clark’s amend- . . 
ment is passed in Senate not only to vessels now running to Orient from Pa- | eral debate on the pending bill shall cease, and that thereafter de- 
cific, but to new proposed lines if subsidy bill passes. This businessisgrowing | bate on the bill shall proceed under the five-minute rule, the vot- 
and should not be hampered. ALFRED WINSOR _ ing to begin at that time on the amendments already offered or 
Prest. Boston S. S. Co. and Boston Tow Boat Co. | which may be offered up to that time 
iodine Mr. ALLISON. Or that may be offered at any stage. 
SEATTLE, WASH., April 9, 1902. | Mr. PENROSE. Thereafter. 
, , E | The PRESIDING OFFICER. At any stage, and that the final 
air Y t b . > 
oa "Tathed Mbates Benate. Washtuaton, D.C: _ vote be taken before adjournment on that day. Is there objec- 
The amendment to the Chinese-exclusion bill adopted by House yesterday | tion? . 
prohibiting em jloyment of Chinese on American vessels engaged in foreign Mr. TELLER. I suggest to the Senator from Pennsylvania 
trade will be disastrous to American shipping engaged in oriental com- | 2 o’ ; j ; : hare, 
merce. If becomes a law it will without omtion orce every American | that 2 o “4 mee thes * aneee ere time. That will Seve us 
ship on the Pacific trading to the Orient to sail under a foreign flag. While nearly two hours if any Senator wishes to speak. ; 
doing incalculable harm to American shipping, the amendment does no good Mr. PENROSE. Well, I will say at the end of the morning 
to any body. hour. 
THOMAS BURKE, : : 
Chairman of Committee on National Affairs, Chamber of Commerce. — PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to that sug- 
; ae : . » | gestion? 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I desire to have two other Mr. ALLISON. I do not specially object, but I know there 
telegrams read, which I send to the desk. : ¢ hee dments to this bill. and th ase 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- | 4%.# reat number of amendments to this bill, and there probably 
’ will be more, and therefore ample time should be given for brief 





Hon. WiL.1AM P. FRYE, 


quested, in the absence of objection. | debate, so as to have the final vote taken before midnight. I do 
The Secretary read as follows: WASHINGTON, D. C., April 9, 1992, | Ot know that there will be a long debate. ’ 
RoBERT H. SWAYNE, : ans "| Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, most of the amendments are 
Care Swayne, Hoyt & Co., San Francisco: | already before the Senate, I presume, and they will be debated, 
: Jones B. Rees has read a statement before Senate Immigration Commit- | | think, with the bill. I am not going to make any objection to 
pe} tog : ity : | 1 o'clock if the Senator from Pennsylvania insists upon that. 
1 ein termed pon abeckntaiz ereliite anthastiy (hero will state that | * ‘rs PREMDENG OUFTCNE. Tio Sataeieeah iia: on stated 


formant, which, however. I will not divulge in this, public meeting) that a | by the Chair, will stand, 1 o'clock on next Wednesday being the 
ro ent & % . ‘ D se, | . . 
Falied the attention of the general manager of the Pacific Mail Steamship | hour at which general debate upon the bill shall cease and the 
Company to the possibility of ‘ bringing over’ large numbers of Chinese la- | voting commence. 
borers in the guise of merchants, students, teachers, and travelers. It ap- Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President 

7 The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado 


pears ons =n then —- eae provision - ag f= been verweal 
ignored by the promoters ©’ inese immigration. r very careful con- . rs 
sideration by the representatives of the steamship company the scheme was | yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

= = operatic —— ae were sent to a of A, the ar of working up Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

the business. Chinese laborers were provi certificates as merchants, : : : . 
students, etc.,and the Chinese passenger traffic En to immense propor- Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I desire to modify the amendm nt 
tions. For some twoor three years the business ved. The collectors of | Which I proposed last evening, and I think it is only fair to the 
customs looked upon these certificates as absolute evidence of the right of | Senator from Colorado that it should be done before he speaks. 
the applicants to admission, and they were admitted after little or no inves- | 7 I have a right to modify it 

a Mr TELLER, if the Senator had done it last night and it had 


Dunn now gives your name as his informant, and says that you told him 
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been printed, it would have been a good deal more convenient to 
me. But I will listen to it. I should like to know what the 
modification is. : : 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I ask that it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment as modified 
will be read. : : 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all after the enact- 
ing clause, and insert: 

That all laws now in force prohibiting and regulating the coming of Chi- 
nese persons and persons of Chinese descent into the United States, and the 
residence of such persons therein, be, and the same are hereby, extended and 
continued in full force and effect until the 7th day of December, 1904, and so 
long as the treaty between China and the United States concluded on the 
17th day of March, 1894, and proclaimed by the President on the 8th day of 

, continue in force. 

SEc. 2. That in case said treaty be terminated, as provided in article 6 
thereof, this act, and the acts hereby extended and continued, shall remain 
in force until there shall be concluded between the United States and China 
a new treaty respecting the coming of Chinese persons into the United States, 
pm wag appropriate laws shall be passed to carry into effect the provisions 
thereof. 

Src. 3. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and em- 
powered to make and prescribe, and from time to time to change, such rules 
and regulations as he may deem necessary and proper to execute the pro- 
visions of this act, and of the acts hereby extended and continued, and of said 
treaty of December 8, 1894, and, with the ss of the President, to appoint 
onm agen he may deem necessary for the efficient execution of said treaty 
and said acts. 


Mr. MONEY. Will the Senator from Colorado yield to me? 
I want to correct some statements made by the Senator from 
New York. 

Mr. TELLER. I think under the circumstances I will have to 
yield to the Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. MONEY. I shall be very brief. 

Mr. TELLER. I will resume the floor when the Senator from 
Mississippi gets through. 

ELECTION OF UNITED STATES SENATORS. 


Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, I am very greatly obliged to the 
courtesy of the Senator from Colorado for permitting me to have 
a few moments which I could not obtain from the Senator in 
charge of the bill. 

I do not intend to reply to the speech of the Senator from New 

York, but to correct some statements of fact which I know he 
would not have made if he had been uainted with the facts. 
The Senator stated that the voters of the State of Mississippi were 
voting under an organization, a device, a scheme, which was :n- 
tended to defraud them of their right to vote. He said that there 
were managers of elections, commissioners of registry, and a re- 
turning board composed all of members of the same party, and 
that when the grandfather clause came up only the whites were 
permitted to vote and the blacks were denied the right to vote. 
He said a certain colloguy—which exists only as a figment of his 
brain, it never having occurred in the State—took place at the 
polls which excluded some and included others who were really 
disqualified. As a matter of fact, if the Senator had taken the 
least pains to investigate the constitution and laws of Mississippi 
he never would have made these useless statements to the Senate. 
I understand very well that so honorable and distinguished a 
gentleman would not willfully misstate the facts, but he has care- 
lessly done so. 
_ There is no such thing as he imagines of organization or scheme 
in Mississippi. There is no returning board of the State. The 
boards of managers of elections and of registration, according to 
the laws of rani can not be composed all of members of 
the same party, as he states here, but, on the contrary, just the 
reverse. e commissioners of election are named by the gov- 
ernor of the State, the secretary of state, and the attorney-general 
of the State. Sometimes they are Republicans and sometimes 
they are Democrats in the State of Mississippi, just as I have seen 
Democratic Senators from and Democratic governors in the great 
State of New York. The law and the constitution stand there 
without regard to the party that enforces them. So these three 
officers of the State are the board ex officio which names each 
one of the county boards of commissioners of registration, and 
they can not be composed of members of the same party. These 
name the rs of election at each voting precinct of the 
State, and they can not be composed, as I _ of members of the 
same party nor can the clerks and judges of election or the man- 
agers. That is the condition. 

As to the grandfather clause, the Senator overlooked the fact 
that there is no such provision in the constitution of Mississippi. 
Therefore it can not operate, and there is no grandfather business 
about it. He has mistaken the constitution of the State of Mis- 
sissippi for the constitution of Louisiana and the constitution of 
North Carolina, which have clauses commonly called the grand- 
father clauses. I think it can be proved very conclusively, and I 
will undertake to do it when the comes t the 
grandfather clause is not objectionable to the Constitution in any 
of its amendments 


As to the device or scheme which he says is intended to disfran- 


chise the people of the State of Mississippi, it has stood the test 
of the Supreme Court of the United States in the case of Williams 
v. The State of Mississippi, and the Supreme Court has the mis- 
fortune to differ with the learned Senator from New York as to 
——e of that scheme or device, as he has denomi- 
nated it. 

Mr. BATE. The Supreme Court of the United States? 

Mr. MONEY. Isaid the Supreme Court of the United States— 
both the supreme court of Mississippi and the Supreme Court of 
the United States. 

As to my sneering at the manhood suffrage of New York, he is 
mistaken. If I left such an impression upon his mind, I hope to: 
disabuse him of it as speedily as possible. I have the greatest 
respect for the suffrage of the whole people, and I recognize the 
wisdom of the legislature which disqualifies as electors for any 
office the vicious and the criminal, and I might say those so care- 
less of their education and of their property that they can not 
pay a poll tax and can not read. But the State of Mississippi 
even modifies what he seemed to consider a harsh rule by provid- 
ing that where a mancould not read, if he was only able to under- 
stand that which was read to him he is permitted to register. 

Now, as I said, I have so much respect for the manhood suf- 
frage of the State of New York that Iam perfectly willing to 
leave to that manhood the election of Senators ta epre- 
sent that great State in this honorable body. But the ator 
who has such respect for the suffrage of the people is unwiiling 
to trust that very people to elect him to the seat he occupies here, 
if what he says to-day may be taken for his real opinion upon 
that subject. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Will the Senator from Colo- 
rado allow me a minute or two to read from the constitution of 
the State of Mississippi? 

Mr. TELLER. [yield to the Senator from Mississippi for that 


— 
r. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Mr. President, I wish to read 
the section of the constitution of Mississippi in reference to the 
elections and the qualifications of electors to which my colleague 
has referred. Section 240 is very brief, and reads as follows: 

All elections by the people shall be by ballot. 

Section 241 reads: 


Every male inhabitant of this State, except idiots, insane persons, and 
Indians not taxed, who is a citizen of the United States, 21 years old and up- 
wards, who has resided in this State two years, and one year in the election 
district, or in the incorporated city or town in which he offers to vote, and 
who is dul red as provided in this article, and who has never been 
convicted of bi ry, burglary, theft, arson, obtaining money or goods under 
false pretenses, perjury, forgery. embezzlement or bigamy, and who has 
paid, on or before the Ist day of February of the year in which he shall offer 
to vote, all taxes which may have been legaliy uired of him, and which he 
has had an opportunity o paying according to law, for the two preceding 
years, and who shall produce to the officers holdi the election satisfactory 
evidence that he has paid said taxes, is declared to be a qualified elector; but 
any minister of the gosrel in charge of an organized church shall be entitled 
oe yee after six months’ residence in the election district if otherwise quali- 


That is section 241 of the constitution. That constitution was 
adopted on the ist day of November, 1890. Then there is a pro- 
vision in order to enable those who can not read to have time to 
gespere themselves for the discharge of the duties of an elector. 

ere is another provision, which is contained in section 244 of 
the constitution and is as I read: 

On and after the ist day of January, A. D. 1892, every elector shall, in ad- 
dition to the foregoing qualifications, be able to read any section of the con- 
stitution of this State; or he shall be able to understand the same when read 
to him or give a reasonable interpretation thereof. A new registration shall 
be made before the next ensuing election after January the Ist, A. D. 1898. 

Now, then, by that section he is required either to be able to 
read the constitution or to give some interpretation of it after it 
shall have been read to him, or any portion of it. There is no 
qualification of writing about it. It is only to read the constitu- 
tion. 

Now, the first section of the constitution which has reference 
to elections is section 102: 

All general elections for State and county officers shall commence and be 
holden every four years, on the first Tuesday after the first Monday in No- 
vember, until altered by law; and the electors, in all cases except in cases of 
treason, —, and breach of the peace, shall be privileged from arrest dur- 


ing their atte at elections and in going to and returning therefrom. 
Section 114 shows how the returns shall be made. It is as 
follows: 


Returns of all elections by the people shall be made to the secretary of 
state in such manner as be provided by law. 


Then section 140, or that part of it in reference to the counting 
or returning of votes, for it is a good long section and I will not 
read all of it, is as follows: 


The returns of said election shall be certified by the election commission- 
ers, or a majority of them, of the several counties and transmitted, sealed, 
to the seat of government, directed to the secretary of state, and shall be by 
him safely kept and delivered to the 
at the next ensuing session of the | 
have been elected. The speaker 


ker of the house of representatives 
ture within one day after he shall 
shall, on the next Tuesday after he shall 


have received said returns, open and publish them in the presence of the 
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house of representatives, and said house shall ascertain and count the vote of 
each county and legislative district and decide any contest that may be made 
concerning the same, and said decision e by a majority of the 
whole number of members of the house of representatives concurring therein, 
by a viva voce vote, which shall be recorded in its journal: Provided, In case 
the two highest candidates have an equal number of votes in any county or 
legislative district, the electoral vote of such county or legislative district 
shall be considered as equally divided between them. The person found to 


have received a majority of all the electoral votes, and also a majority of the 
popular vote, shall be declared elected. 

Section 8601 of the code of Mississippi of 1892 provides for the 
appointment of three election commissioners in each county, and 
I will read the section, as it will explain itself better than I can 
explain it: 

There shall be a State board of election commissioners, to consist of the 
governor, the secretary of state, and the attorney-general, any two of whom 
may perform the duties required of the board; a rd of election commis- 
sioners in each county, to consist of three discreet persons who are freeholders 
and electors in the county in which they are to act, and who shall not all be 
of the same political party, if such men of different political parties can be 
conveniently had in the county; and a registrar in each county, who shall be 
the clerk of the circuit court, unless heshall be shown to be an improper per- 
son, to register the names of the electors therein. 

Then section 3633 of the code provides as follows: 

At the election in 1895, and every four years thereafter, there shall be 
elected a governor, lieutenant-governor, secretary of state, auditor of public 
accounts, State treasurer, attorney-general, superintendent of public educa- 
tion, three railroad commissioners, land commissioner, clerk of the supreme 
court, senators and members of the house of representatives in the legisla- 
ture, district attorneys for the several districts, clerks of the circuit and 
chancery courts of the several counties, as well as sheriffs, coroners, treas- 
urers, assessors, surveyors, and members of the boards of pegs justices 
of the peace, and constables, and all other officers to be elected by the peeme. 
All such officers shall hoid their offices for the term of four years, and until 
their successors are elected and qualified. The State officers, including rail- 
road commissioners, land commissioner, and the clerk of the supreme court, 
shall be elected in the manner prescribed in section 140 of the constitution. 

If I may be indulged a minute longer, to read what the State 
has done in providing for the education of the people of the State 
of both colors, white and black, in order that they may qualify 
themselves to become electors, I will take up just a little more of 
the time of the Senate to quote from the report of the State su- 
perintendent of education. The report of the superintendent of 
education of the State of Mississippi, Hon. Henry L. Whitfield, 
who is a most excellent man, a splendid educator, a man who has 
been in the business of teaching ever since he arrived at the 
years of manhood, shows that for the year 1900-1901 there at- 
tended the common schools in Mississippi, upon an average, 
158,154 white and 193,588 colored children. 

Those were the common schools, exclusive of separate school 
districts. Including the separate school districts. there was an at- 
tendance upon the schools of 179,142 white and 208,346 colored 
children. Provision is made for the education of the children of 
the State, both black and white, and there is no ‘‘ grandfather ”’ 
clause in our constitution, as was properly said by my colleague. 

I thank the Senator from Colorado for yielding to me at this 
time. I hope to have, at some other time, an opportunity to say 
something further in reference to this matter. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President 

Mr. SIMMONS. I ask the Senator from Colorado to yield to 
me for a moment. . 

Mr. TELLER. I yield. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I was not in the Chamber at 
the time the Senator from New York [Mr. Depew] made his 
speech, and I do not know of my own knowledge what he said 
with reference to the constitutional amendment which has re- 





Mr. SIMMONS. I do not desire or intend to enter upon a gen- 
eral reply. I will reserve that until I have seen the remarks of 
the Senator. 

I do wish to say now, Mr. President, that if the Senator from 
New York made the statement I understand he did make, to the 
effect that the constitutional amendment passed by my State was 
for the purpose of legislating Senators of the opposite party out 
of this Chamber and legislating Senators of my party into this 
Chamber, that statement has no sort of support in the facts with 
reference to the adoption of that amendment, because, while the 
amendment was adopted in August, 1901, it has not yet gone into 
effect, and will not go into effect until July of the present year. 
The next election, to be held in November of this year, will be 
the first election to he held in my State under that amendment. 

Now, if the Senator from New York said, or meant by what he 
did say, that we have used the present election law and election 
machinery for the purpose of voting Republicans out of this 
Chamber and voting Democrats in this Chamber, that statement 
is equally unwarranted by the facts. In 1898 the opposite party 
in my State was in control of every department of the govern- 
ment. 

Mr. TELLER. The Republican party? 

Mr. SIMMONS. The Republican party and the Populist party 
in conjunction, for they were in fusion in my State. They were 
in control in 1898 of every department of the government of 
my State, and the election law under which the election of that 
year was held was an election law passed by the Republican 
and Populist legislature of 1894. So the election in that State 
was held under a law of their own making, with the entire elec- 
tion machinery in their hands, and in that election, held under 
these circumstances, the Democratic party carried the State by 
a majority of nearly 20,000. That is the way the Democratic 
party got into power in my State. 

Again, Mr. President, if the Senator from New York meant to 
say or meant by what he did say that we have used the election 
law which we passed when we came in power in 1898 to vote out 
Republicans by the suppression of the colored vote of the State 
or any part of it, the answer and the conclusive answer to that 
statement is that there were polled in North Carolina in the elec- 
tion of 1901 a larger vote in proportion to the population over 21 
years of age than was polled in a majority of the States of the 
Union, and there was polled for the legislature which elected me 
to this Chamber the largest vote ever polled in North Carolina in 
any election except the election of 1898, when the Democratic 


| party overthrew the combined oppositfon and came back into 


cently been adopted in my State and with regard to the existing | 


election laws of my State. I am informed, however, by Senators 
who were present, that in general terms he made the charge that 
this amendment and these election laws were passed for the ex- 
press purpose of securing the removal of my predecessor, Senator 

3utler, from this Chamber, as well as the prospective purpose of 
removing from this Chamber my colleague, and that but for 
that amendment and these election laws my State would now be 
Republican. 


I merely rise now for the purpose of saying that if the Senator 


from New York mad 
pose and object of the people of my State in adopting this amend- 
ment and with reference to the use by the Democratic party in 
that Stat 
about the 
the facts he would have made the statements which are credited 
to him by those who heard him. 

Mr. HOAR. Permit me to call attention to the fact that the 
Senator from New York is not now in the Chamber. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Iam not saying anything about the Senator 
from New York that I think it particularly necessary for him io 
hear. I merely propose showing he is mistaken as to the facts. 
I am sorry he is not the Chamber, however. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will allow me, I should like to 
suggest that the Senator from New York left while this question, 
and this very phase of it, was under discussion, If he is not here, 
he knew it was being discussed. Go on. 


: these observations with respect to the pur- | 


power. 

Now, Mr. President, because I do not know exactly what the 
Senator from New York said in reference to my State, I content 
myself with these general observations, reserving the right, when 
I have read in the Recorp what he has said, to reply to any state- 
ment I have not met and answered and which I may think re- 
quires an answer. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Kentucky? 

Mr. TELLER. I yield to the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I donot know, Mr. President, that I am 
warranted in detaining the Senate even for a moment to take any 
notice of the remarks made by the junior Senator from New 
York [Mr. DzpEw] so recently. I have heard the Senator from 
North Carolina |[Mr. Summons] admonished by the senior Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] that the junior Senator from 
New York was not in the Chamber at this time. Neither was I 
when he took occasion to refer to a recent election in the State of 
Kentucky. 

Mr. HOAR. Will my honorable friend the Senator from Ken- 
tucky permit me to say a word? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I rose forno purpose of admonishing any Senator 
or complaining of any Senator proceeding. But I thought, as the 


| Senator from New York had been here so recently and was not 
| here now, that anybody who read the Recorp might possibly 


» of the existing election laws, he is entirely mistaken | 
facts, and I do not think had he been in possession of | 


} 
j 
' 
i 


| 
| 


think he failed to answer. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I think it was altogether proper. 

Mr. HOAR. Therefore I wanted the fact of his absence to ap- 
pear. I had no purpose of suggesting any criticism of the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina. ; 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I did not so understand it, and I think it 
was altogether proper that the Senator from Massachusetts 
should have protected the Senator from New York to the extent 
of noting his absence from the Chamber. But the faet remains 
that the Senator from New York, when playing the réle of that 
animal that has been so often quoted—he who disports himself 
after such a peculiar fashion when he gets into a china shop—did 
not hesitate to leave the floor of the Senate in the midst of the 
reply of the Senator from Mississippi. 
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I was absent from the Chamber for forty-five minutes by our 
clock, during which time he saw fit to criticise the election laws 
and the election processes of a number of States in this Union, it 
seems, but I was in this Chamber when he left it, going into his 


cloakroom in the middle of the reply of the Senator from Missis- | 


sippi to him. It is his business to be here if he is to be protected 
in a controversy which he traveled out of his way to invite. 

I was amazed on yesterday when the junior Senator from New 
York, during the transaction of morning business, sprung a pre- 
mature explosion upon the Senate, probably an illustration of 
spontaneous combustion. He is a member of the Senate Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections, and so am I. The proposed 
amendment to the Federal Constitution making Senators elective 
by a direct popular vote of the people is pending in that com- 
mittee. 

Mr. DUBGIS. And is to be voted on at the next meeting. 

Mr. BIXAACKBURN. He knew, as well as the Senate may now 
know, that on last Tuesday the committee agreed to come toa 
final vote on that yery amendment on next Tuesday. Then why 
the necessity for doing that which, in my somewhat extended 
service in the Senate, I never saw done before by anybody? 

I went to the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] 
and asked him if he did not think that his colleague upon the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections had been guilty of a dis- 


regard of discipline in springing this bombshell, as he seemed to | 


regard it, upon the Senate, when as petitions were being filed and 
bills were being offered and reports of committees were being 
made he saw fit to deliver himself of a speech, which, to say the 
least, was peculiar in more respects thanone. I made nocomment 
on it on the floor of the Senate at the time. 

Mr. Depew entered the Chamber. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam glad to see that the junior Senator 
from New York has returned to the controversy that he has 
found necessary to provoke. 

Mr. DEPE I returned on purpose to hear the eloquence of 
the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I appreciate the compliment more than I 
may tell the Senator, and only hope that I may be able to interest 
him. I did not comment at that time—I will not say upon a vio- 
lation of the rule—but I will say upon the unprecedented per- 
formance to which I was so fortunate as to have the opportunity 
of listening yesterday morning. I thought probably it was to be 
attributed to the fact that the Senator from New York did not 
know any better than to make political speeches and inject them 
into the transaction of morning business. 

I thought he might have contained his soul in peace until next 
Tuesday, when he will doubtless know, when he is bound to 
know, what the vote on the proposed amendment shall be in the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. But in the course of that 


speech I thought I detected the purpose that lay behind it and | 


that actuated its deliverance, and that was to take time by the 
forelock and to be the first man to shape the revitalized repre- 
sentative of reconstruction days, to be the first man to waive 
the excavated bloody shirt and threaten certain Commonwealths 
of this great Union with a loss of representation if they dared to 
press the matter of this amendment any further. In the course 
of what that Senator had to say to-day, as I have said, he might, 
by looking over in this direction, have xoticed that I was not in 


the Chamber; but I have the extended notes of the Reporter, and 


I find that that Senator is credited with having said this: 


Why, Mr. President, suppose a Senator came here from Kentucky elected 
under the Goebel law, upon the facts as proved at the time— 


I invite the prayerful attention of the Senator to this his utter- 
ance— 


upon the facts as 
a returning boa: 
& majority. 


roved at the time that Governor Beckham was seated by 
who themselves admitted that his opponent, Taylor, had 


I think we had better dissect this statement as we go along. I 
here and now offer a premium, and leave it to the claimant to de- 
termine its magnitude and character, to any man on this earth 
who with the aid of a search warrant will find a single solitary 
statement in what I have before me that istrue. Either as tothe 
law or as to the majorities, I assert that there is not a ee 
truthful statement in what I have in my hand. It is all the prod- 
uct of an exuberant fancy with which the distinguished junior 
Senator from New York has long been credited. 

Mr. DEPEW. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. With the greatest pleasure. 

Mr. DEPEW. I, of course, was not engaged in the controversy 
over that gubernatorial contest, and so I had to rely upon public 
prints, especially upon the reports which were in all the New 
York papers—Republican, Democratic, and independent—at the 
time. They were to the effect that the returning boards in the 
different counties under the Goebel law threw out 28.000-— 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If the Senator is going to discuss in de- 
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| tail that election, I would rather he should do it in his own time 
| than in mine. 

Mr. DEPEW. Asthe Senator thought the statement was made 
from the exuberance of the imagination, I am just stating where 
I got my facts. They were not disputed, I may say,in New York 
| nor by representatives of the press in Kentucky, so far as the New 

York papers and their Kentucky correspondents were concerned. 
The statement was to the effect that after the local boards had 
thrown out Republican counties where there were large majori- 
ties, the Democratic returning board still found that Mr. Taylor 
had 2,800 majority, and when they could not be moved from that 
decision, and I may attribute to them absolute honesty in that, 
the legislature reversed that without any foundation upon which 


to act. 
| Mr.BLACKBURN. Let me get back to the facts. 
| Mark, now, how a plain tale shall put you down. 


| I want to prove to the satisfaction of every Senator on this floor 
that my statement was not an exaggeration, but a conservative, 
truthful statement of facts when I said that there was not a soli- 

| tary statement in this paper that is true. That is not the worst 

| of it. The ignorance displayed by the statement upon this sub- 

| ject is more marvelous than the result to which I called attention, 

if that be possible. 

- Suppose a Senator came here from Kentucky, elected under the Goebel 
w. 


That is not the statement of a fact; it is a supposition. 

Upon the facts as proved at the time that Governor Beckham was seated 
bya returning board who themselves admitted that his opponent, Taylor, 
had a majority. 

Taylor never was Beckham’s opponent. The Senator from 
New York does not seem to have found that out. Beckham never 
ran against Taylor any more than he did against the Senator 
frorh New York. Beckham was not a candidate for governor. 

Mr. DEPEW. He was the candidate for lieutenant-governor. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Goebel was the Democratic candidate for 
governor and Taylor was the Republican candidate for governor. 
So there we see that this statement is at variance with the facts. 

Governor Beckham was seated by a returning beard who themselves 
admitted that his opponent, Taylor, had a majority. 

How many, I will not say false statements, but how many mis- 
statements of fact there are in that I will have to employ a mathe- 
matical calculation to determine. 

The Senator said that returning board admitted Taylor hada 
majority and that returning board seated Beckham. 

Beckham never was seated by the returning board or by the 
legislature either, and has not up to this time been seated either 
by the returning board or byalegislature. That returning board 

_ never did find and never did say, and there never was a newspaper 
article on the face of the earth, I think, that ever did say that 
that board admitted that Taylor had a majority. 

That returning board, as you call it, consisted of three State 
| commissioners, and two of the three said that Taylor had a ma- 
| jority on the face of the returns, but that the proof submitted to 
| the returning board was irresistible that tissue ballots were used. 
| Probably the Senator from New York, if he is a lifelong Repub- 
| ican, has heard before about tissue ballots. The whole three of 
the returning board declared that there were more than 3,000 
false tissue ballots used, and the proof was irresistible to two of 
the three returning board officers. 

Two of the three State commissioners, for that is their descrip- 
tion, decided that their duties were simply ministerial. They 
printed and published their report to the world, in which they 
| said that Taylor did not have a majority of the votes cast accord- 
ing to law; that Taylor had a majority of votes if you would in- 
clude all the tissue ballots which came from certain mountain 
counties in the State, and that those ballots should not be counted 
because they were not lawful, but that, as they understood it, 
| their duties were simply ministerial, and they had no judicial 

function and no right to pass upon the validity of a ballot. 
| So with one dissenting the two controlling votes in that board 
| of State commissioners issued certificates of election to Taylor and 
| every other Republican candidate on the Republican State ticket. 
| All three of these State commissioners were lifelong Democrats 
and men of the highest character and position, socially and polit- 
ically, in my State. They all three agreed that Taylor was not 
fairly elected, but by a vote of two out of three they gave the 
| certificates of election to every candidate on the Republican ticket, 
and coupled with it a statement over their signatures to the world 
that if they had been clothed with power to pass upon the validity 
| of a ballot, Taylor and the whole Republican ticket had been 
defeated. 

The law provided for an appeal by any party deeming himself 
wronged or aggrieved in a political contest. That appeal was 
taken and prosecuted. It was prosecuted through the courts of 
the State. Goebel, the candidate on the Democratic ticket for 
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governor, was the contestant of Taylor’s seat. It was not Beck- 
ham. Beckham was the candidate for lieutenant-governor on the 
Democratic ticket. 

Goedel prosecuted his appeal against the action of this protest- 
ing Stat» commission of election, all three of whom, as I tell you, 
and I will repeat it, for I want to emphasize it, were Democrats 
at that time. Twoof them protested that they, exercising simply 
ministerial functions, must issue the certificates according to the 
plurality or majority vote as it appeared upon the returns, with- 
out the slightest regard to its validity or its fairness. They 
coupled with it the statement that if their duties had been other 
than ministerial they would have rejected the tissue ballots, 
which were more than enough to have changed the result and 
made Goebel the governor instead of Taylor. But Goebel prose- 
cuted his appeal from the action of that board. 

In the meantime the legislature met, and as it had the unques- 
tioned right—a right which no man ever has dared to dispute, 
even in the realm of newspaperdom—that legislature by joint 
ballot, supported by a majority of all the membership of it, de- 
clared, as did the whole number of three State commissioners, 
that Taylor and his Republican associates upon the ticket had 
never been elected. 
the legally elected governor of the Commonwealth. 

That contest was prosecuted through the State of Kentucky to 
and in:luding its supreme court, which we denominate the court 
of appeals. The contention of the Democrats was sustained. 
Nor did it stop there. That contest was brought beneath the 
Dome of this Capitol and passed upon by the Supreme Court of 


the United States, and the action taken by the local courts of | 


Kentucky was sustained and vindicated. 

These are the facts, and no man who knows aught of them will 
dispute a single, solitary statement. 

What is it that the Senator from New York is complaining 
about? The Goebel law, hesaid. Why, the Goebel law has been 
sustained by the supreme court of Kentucky, and that has been 
sustained and vindicated in the opinion of the Supreme Court of the 
United States. Is it possible that the supreme courts of the Com- 
monwealths of this Union and the Supreme Court of the United 
States itself must reverse their findings, change their opinions, 
review their own decisions, and come to learn law at the hands 
of a worthily distinguished and conspicuous corporation railroad 
attorney. 

I stand upon the opinion of the supreme court of my State and 
upon the opinion of the Supreme Court of the United States, and 
I think I may safely stand there with a hope of not having the 
underpinning knocked from beneath me by the opinions of the 
junior Senator from New York. 

But let us go a little further: 

What was that case? 

He asked. What case? He has never stated a case in this con- 
nection, unless it was the supposition of a Senator coming from 
the State of Kentucky elected under the Goebel law. 

What was that case? 

Before I pass from it I would inform the Senator what he has 
probably neither read nor heard. If he will take up the ConGREs- 
SIONAL RECORD he will find that within the last fortnight a con- 
tested-election case was brought in the other House of Congress. 


That legislature declared that Goebel was | 
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It was elaborately argued by three Republican members of the | 


House Committee on Elections, three men who ought to be among 
the best equipped and ablest in that body because of their assign- 


| right of suffrage? 


ment to service on that committee, three men who I think are | 


among the ablest and best equipped of the House membership to 
discuss such a question. 

It was argued at length, and not one of the Republicans taking 
part in the discussion of that election contest, as shown by the 
CONGRESSIONAL REcoRD, though the Goebel law was the very 
foundation of the contention, ever charged, ever said, or ever in- 
timated that that was not a fair election law, but upon the con- 
trary they admitted that it was. 

I am not traveling out of the record. I am not referring to 
matters that have taken place in theother House. Iam speaking 
of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD as it is printed and laid upon the 
desks of every Senator for his own information and instruction. 
Not a man who took part on the Republican side in the debate of 
the Rhea-Moss contest in the House ever dared to charge or to 
intimate that the Goebel election law was lacking in justice or 
wanting in fairness. How could they when the supreme court 
of the State had upheld it and the Supreme Court of the United 
States had upheld the opinion of Kentucky’s court? 

What was that case? After throwing out 28,000 votes Taylor still had a 
majority, according to a Democratic returning board, of 2,800. 

I wish the junior Senator from New York would tell me (for I 
have no idea that it would be a matter of interest to anybody else 
in this Chamber) his authority for the statement that 28,000 votes 
were thrown out and still a Democratic returning board found 
Taylor with a majority of 2, 


| served and brought down and put in evidence in this contest. 
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Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President —— 
Mr. BLACKBURN. His figures are suspiciously alike. It is 
either 2,800 or 28,000, and it does not seem to matter much to the 


| Senator from New York which. 


Mr. DEPEW. 
tion? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. With the greatest pleasure. 

Mr. DEPEW. I have just been informed that in order to elect 
Goebel one-third of the vote of the State was thrown out. Is 
that true? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. As true as these other statements, for 
there is not an atom of truth in either. 

Mr. DEPEW. Was the city of Louisville thrown out? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It was not; nor was it necessary, to elect 
Goebel, to throw out the city of Louisville. 

The Senator from New York is now trying to shift his ground, 
and I am perfectly content to have him do it, for nothing would 
please me better than to go through the whole and every phase of 
that contest, for the action of the Democratic party is absolutely 
impregnable, either upon the one line or the other. 

Now, as Iam engaged, so far as that saying is concerned, in 
performing the duties of an instructor here this morning upon a 
recent Kentucky election, let me tell him that there were certain 
mountain counties which sent down tissue ballots, which used 
them, and the duplicates and some of the originals were pre- 
Cer- 
tain mountain counties used tissue ballots. The city of Louis- 
ville was not charged with using tissue ballots. 

The vote of the city of Louisville was protested, but on another 
ground altogether, and that was because a Republican governor 
of the State of Kentucky, Mr. William O. Bradley, left his office 
in Frankfort, trampled the provisions of the constitution beneath 
his feet, shipped a lot of Gatling guns and collected soldiers in the 
city of Louisville, and issued a proclamation declaring that on that 
day of election he himself, in violation of the plainest mandate 


May I ask the Senator from Kentucky a ques- 


| of the constitution, would take command of his military and take 
| charge of the polls of the city of Louisville. 


That is not permissible in Kentucky except when a Republican 
administration is in power. Kentucky was admitted into the 
Union in June, 1792, and from that day down until now it never 
has been afflicted with a Republican administration but once, and 
that is the time the constitution was defied and trampled under 
foot, because it provides that whenever the military is needed for 
the preservation of order or the maintenance of law that military 
officer shall report to a civil officer, and names them in the order 
of succession. He shall report to the county judge; heshall report 
to the sheriff; and if he can not find either he shall report to the 
coroner, and he shall be under their orders and command. 

This Republican governor of the State of Kentucky issued a 
proclamation and published it in the newspapers that on that 
election morning he would be in Louisville personally in com- 


| mand of the troops, and he was; and he paraded the streets with 


Gatling guns, I presume to show the citizen that it was safe for 
him to come out and vote. When the Democratic laboring man 
of the city of Louisville saw Governor Bradley at the head of his 
State guards with Gatling guns, whether double shotted or ct I 
do not know, parading and tramping the streets of that metropo- 
lis, do you know that every Democrat felt absolutely safe in his 
That was the ground on which the vote of 
Louisville was contested. 

But it was not necessary to throw out the vote of Louisville to 
defeat the Republican ticket and elect the Democratic ticket. All 
you had to do was to throw out tissue ballots, which all three of 
that board the Senator terms a returning board declared to be 
fraudulent, invalid, and unlawful, or if they wanted to let the 
Republicans count all the tissue ballots that the mountain people 
had used you might let them all in; and if you excluded the vote 


| of the city of Louisville, which was controlled by Bradley's gat- 





ling guns and military, that defeated the Republican ticket and 
elected the Democratic ticket. 

Now, look at the registration and the vote in the city of Louis- 
ville. In Kentucky. cities of that class must register its voters. 
They did register, and the registration showed a given number 
two weeks before the day of election. On the day of election those 
people who had thought enough of their right of suffrage to take 
the trouble and leave their business and go to the registration 
booths and register their rights did not vote by 10,000. 

You may say that Bradley and his State guard and his Gatling 
guns furnished no explanation of their change of purpose. Of 
course, I can not prove that that did it. I state the facts. I say 
that the vote on that election day fell more than 10,000 short of 
the registration of two weeks before. 

But however that may be, there stand the facts. Never (ida 
Democratic board of election commissioners, never did a Demo 
cratic returning board, as the Senator prefers to designate 1. 
never did a member of that board ever report, conclude, oF 
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decide that Mr. Taylor was elected or had a majority of the lawful 


ballots cast in that election. But the Senator says: 
After throwing out 28,000 votes— 


Well, it is not I who challenge that statement; the figures, the 
facts, the truth, challenge the statement— 
Taylor still had a majority, according to a Democratic returning board, of 
2 


"There is just the same foundation for that statement that I find 
for the other— 
and then the legislature declared that he was not entitled to his seat— 


If that was a substantive statement, if that was a sentence in 
itself, I would greet it with acclaim of joy and satisfaction, for 
it would be the first statement of a fact that I have discovered 
in this paper; but itis not. I have just gotten toa comma and 
the truth is all extracted before I can reach a period— 
and then the legislature declared that he [Taylor] was not entitled to his 
seat— 

Why?— 
becuse under the Goebel law they had the right to say so, no matter what 
the vote. 

It goes without saying that the truth does not appear in that 
statement, 

Under that Goebel law a returning board in the State of Kentucky could 
send a Senator here by a less vote than his opponent had a majority. 

That is such an admirable, delightful mixture and confusion of 
things possible and things impossible that I hardly know how to 
take hold of it. The legislatures do not send Senators here by a 
majority less than an opponent’s majority. There can not bea 
very big majority in the vote by which any State sends a man to 
the United States Senate. The time may come when there can 
be, as I hope that time will come. 

Mr. DEPEW. That is the time of which I was —_ ; 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I hope the time will come; but under our 
present system a Senator is elected by a vote of the legislature, 
and I take it that on an average 100 or 150 constitute the member- 
ship of a State legislature. e number is less than 150 in my 
State. A man is very luckyif he gets into the Senate at all from 
Kentucky, but infinitely fortunate if he can get here by a majority 
which you can count on the fingers of your two hands. So I can 
not understand what that statement is intended toconvey. It 
certainly conveys no meaning to the average mind. 

Mr. DEPEW. If the Senator will permit me, when the time 
comes that the election of Senators is directly by the people, then 
the result in Kentucky will be what I said if the Goebel law is 
in force and if we do not have the elections supervised by United 
States officials. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Oh, nowI can understand. I suggested 
as much before. The Senator is anticipating the adoption of the 
constitutional amendment, which seems to be disturbing his 
dreams at night. 

I have stated the facts cursorily, but fairly, I think, in connec- 
tion with that law which the Senator criticises, or, rather, the 
results of which law do not seem to meet his approval. I think 
the Senator is unnecessarily alarmed and is needlessly disturbed 
as to the dire results that are to follow the adoption of this pro- 
posed constitutional amendment. It is not going to bring the 
Dome of this Capitol toppling about our ears; it is not going to 
make wreck and havoc oP the whole structure of constitutional 
government as handed down to us by the fathers. 

I do not believe that it would produce a ripple on the surface, 


though I do not intend to follow the Senator’s example and dis- | 
cuss that amendment in advance of its submission to the Senate; | 
but I would suggest to him, just by way of panacea to quiet the | 


Senator’s nerves, to soothe him into a condition of peaceful rest 
and slumber, if such a thing can be accomplished, that probably 
his difficulty might be obviated, as he contemplates, with hair 
on end, the adoption of the amendment making Senators elective 
by the popular vote, and that all his troubles might be avoided 
and his disquietude might be gotten over if he would suggest— 
and if he will do it, I will take it under profound and prayerful 


consideration, both in committee and in the Senate, with a view | 


of trying, if I can, to gain the consent of my confréres to help him 
in the effort—he might be reconciled to a constitutional amend- 
ment, I take it, that changed the present method and mode of 


electing United States Senators by making an exception in the | 


case of New York and allowing her railroads, or even the New 
York Central Railroad, not to be deprived of its right of naming 
at least one Senator who shall come from the Empire State to the 
councils of the nation. 

ol thank the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] for his cour- 
Sy. 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. Tz1..eR] is entitled to the floor. Does he yield to the Sena- 
tor from New York? 

Mr. TELLER. I yield. 


Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President, I do not intend to occupy the 
time of the Senate in reply to the remarks of my eloquent and 
distinguished friend from Reuter {Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

I had not the accurate knowledge of Kentucky politics and of 
the methods in that State which he has, and, necessarily, I had 
to take my information from the public prints. My criticism was 
based simply upon the fact that these results would follow in the 
case of Kentucky, if I understood the Goebel law and its action, in 
case there was an election of United States Senators by the peo- 
ple; and therefore I contended that if there was an election of 
United States Senators by the people, there should be a Federal 
election law under which the people could vote under conditions 
in all the States where the Senate would know who were the 
electorate upon whose suffrage Senators took their seats in this 
body. 

So far as my being a railroad lawyer is concerned, I am happy 
to say that I have been one for thirty-six years; and I am very 
proud of my record in connection with the railways of this coun- 
try as a railway lawyer, as a railway president, as a railway di- 
rector, and asa railway worker. I have 1,000,000 associates in 
that honorable profession. All of us are proud of the connection 
and feel that it is quite as honorable as that in which any other 
citizen is engaged. We feel that it is quite as honorable to be in 
the service of the railways of the country in one capacity and an- 
other as it is to take retainers from the railways of the country, 
as the lawyers, who are not on the railway pay rolls, do in order to 
advocate or defend their causes. 

In reference to the electorate of the State of New York, I will 
say that I am just as ready to submit my claims to that electo- 
rate as I am to submit them to the legislature. I was not a can- 
didate to come here, except that I was made such by my party in 
all the platforms during the whole of the canvass, and éxcept 
that when the legislature was elected every single newspaper in 
the State of New York of all parties, save one, and of all denomi- 
nations and all religions, save one, asked the legislature to send 
me to this body. I had as lief submit my claims to sit here to 
| the electorate of New York as to submit them to the legislature 
of New York. When my term expires I shall have reached a 
period of life when it will be exceedingly doubtful whether I 
shall care to come here again. So the practical question, so far 
as I am concerned, is not vital. 

My position on this question is based not on any personal view 
whatever; not on any personal ambition whatever; not upon any- 
thing that is likely to happen to me, or not to happen to me, in 
the future, but I maintain it because I believe that in opening 
this door, in changing this mode of electing Senators, we are let- 
ting loose a Pandora box of amendments to the Constitution which 
will change the whole form of our organic laws as they were 
framed by the founders of the Constitution and as they have 
worked most admirably down to this day. 

I believe that the Senate, both in its past and in its present, 
comes up to the highest ideals which the founders of the Consti- 
tution expected it to reach. I helieve that the method of select- 
ing United States Senators, with its time for deliberation, with 
the selected electors who are chosen for that purpose, has made 
this body to-day of such a character and conferred on it such a 
reputation that it commands the confidence of the people of the 
United States and the admiration of the world. 

I want to say one thing further, though I am sorry that I am 
taking the time of the Senator from Colorado, but I will take just 
one moment more. 

When in France last summerI met one of the most distin- 
guished, if not the most distinguished, of the statesmen of France. 
| I asked him about the stability of the French Republic, which 

has been threatened with: overthrow by Bonapartists, by Boulan- 
gerists, and by Orleanists several times in its thirty years of ex- 
| istence, and several times has come very near to oVerthrow. He 
said: ** The safety of the Republic of France has been secured by 
the constitution of its senate. We felt that in the revolutionary 
conditions attending the elections of our deputies, with the waves 
of passion that were passing over the country and with the in- 
| fluences brought to bear at one time and another, there must 
| be somewhere a conservative force with an electorate behind it, 
| giving it independence, stability, and conservatism. 
**So we studied your system, and we finally perfected it so that 
| there is no man in France who is a republican, and wants the 
| Republic to survive, who would change it. Our method is this: 
We have no States, and so we have divided the country into com- 
munities, in which there are a certain number of cities, villages, 
| and municipalities, from which are elected a certain number of 
| deputies to our lower house. We gave to the common councils 
and mayors of those communes, cities, and villages, and to the 
deputies from those districts, the power to meet in convention 
and to elect a senator from the district. The result was that the 





senator had to be a man of commanding influence; he had to be 
It was not possib.e for 


a man of distinction, one well known. 
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anyone to be elected senator on a sudden impulse or without the 
greatest discussion and without his claims being passed upon by 
this electorate, and no demagogue or dangerous man could be 


elected. The result has been that our senate is like your Senate, 
a body which fearlessly and judicially meets such questions as 
always arise in a republic, in which somewhere must be the 
power to prevent the passion of a moment or the impulse of the 
hour overthrowing the best results of the centuries in the legis- 
lation of the republic, a power where its best traditions can be 
preserved intact.”’ 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, it might be well now, perhaps, 
to consider the bill which is before the Senate, inasmuch as we 
have fixed a time for voting on it. [Laughter.] 


CHINESE EXCLUSION, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 2960) to prohibit the coming into and to 
regulate the residence within the United States, its Territories, 
and all possessions and all territory under its jurisdiction, and 
the District of Columbia, of Chinese persons and persons of Chi- 
nese descent. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, Ido not intend to discuss the 
question of the necessity for the exclusion of the Chinese, for 
everyone who has spoken on the subject has declared himself to 
be in favor of that. But I have had twenty years’ experience 
here in this matter, and I have noticed that at all times, with a 
few exceptions, the declarations were always in favor of exclusion. 
I have noticed another fact, that those who are most vociferous 
in their declarations of anxiety to exclude the Chinese have rarely 
been able to find any bill which satisfied them so that they could 
vote forit. Almost invariably they carp at something in the bill. 
They think it is harsh: they think it is unconstitutional in some 
feature, and they dwell with great anxiety, as a general rule, upon 
the danger that will come to us in our trade and the sufferings 
that we shall endure if we pass this or that bill which the real 
friends of exclusion have proposed. 

Every speech and address to the Senate that has been made on 
this subject during this debate has declared that this bill is ex- 
tremely harsh in its provisions. The senior Senator from Illinois 
[Mr. CULLOM] read to us a carefully prepared speech, in which 
he declared and redeclared that it was harsh in its terms, calcu- 
lated to excite the animosity of China, and unnecessarily severe 
in its provisions; and the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
GALLINGER], who addressed us in a carefully prepared written 
speech, also made the same statement. These statements, Mr. 
President, have usually been made without any reference to any 
particulars in the bill. Senators have complained of it in a gen- 
eral way. and they have complained also of the execution of the 
existing law. One would suppose from what has been said here 
that the Treasury Department, charged by law with the enforce- 
ment of these restrictive measures, has been exceedingly wicked 
and ugly, and that it has administered the law in such a way as 
to greatly outrage humanity. 

Any law which is restrictive and repressive in its character, 
such as the pending bill, must have some severe provisions in it. 
It can not be enforced unless there are such provisions. No mat- 
ter what nation you are dealing with, you must have provisions 
that will enable the officer to determine whether or not the class 
asking admission are entitled to admission. 

Twenty years ago this Government adopted the policy of exclu- 
sion, a policy which, I think, every man who has given any atten- 
tion to the subject must admit is a proper exercise of power, and 
that, too, without reference to the wishes or the will of the Empire 
of China. 

To hear the Senator from Illinois, the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, and some other Senators here, one would suppose that we 
were restricted to the making of a treaty with China, that if 
China did not see fit to allow us to do certain things we should 
be incapable of doing them. Distinguished diplomats come be- 
fore the committee and declare that if we do this and that it will 
be a violation of the treaty. There is no violation of a treaty 
when we repeal a provision of it by a process of law. That is not 
a violation of it; it may be an abrogation of it, but we have an 
unquestioned right to abrogate a treaty. It is not only our right 
but it is our duty to abrogate a treaty when we find it bears 
harshly upon the American people. There can be no controversy 
over that. The Supreme Court settled that doctrine long ago, it 
is admitted by everybody, and every nation that treats with us 
does so with the knowledge that a treaty, when accepted, becomes 
the law of the land, and may be repealed, not by the executive 
department alone, but by the legislative and executive acting to- 
gether; and all of the qualifications of the treaty that have been 
made by law have bezn made in a legal and constitutional method. 

In 1868 we made a treaty with China, which we soon found was 
a very improper treaty, and on a bill which had passed the House 
of Representatives by an almost unanimous vote and had come to 


the Senate, 39 Senators to 27 voted deliberately to abrogate the 
Burlingame treaty. Among those ¥7ho voted to abrogate that 
treaty were some of the most distinguished members of the Sen- 
ate at that time, and I may say of any other time. I do not 
care now to read the names of the Senators who joined in vot- 
ing to abrogate that treaty; but I recall very well that we 
were told that we would destroy our trade with China if we abro- 
gated that treaty. Subsequently we made a treaty with China— 
and I am not now going into the details of this matter—but in 
1894 we made another treaty, and, as stated yesterday by the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lope], all the legisla- 
tion upon the statute book was made prior to that treaty, and in 
that treaty China admitted this to be a proper position on our 
part, namely, the absolute prohibition of the immigration of the 
Chinese laboring classes and the admission of the excepted classes 
on terms that we should provide and regulate, so that no other 
class should get in. 

I have gone over this bill with care. I have read every line of 
it. I have within the last five days read every statute that we 
have passed since 1882, and every treaty that we have made in 
relation to this subject; and I say here that the committee which 
has had this bill in charge has practically inaugurated in it the 
very spirit of the treaty of 1894, which is the last treaty and the 
treaty at present in force, together with some of the regulations 
which have been made by the Treasury Department. Every 
regulation made by that Department has been in accordance with 
law. Every regulation made has thus far stood the test of being 
in accordance with the statute and in accordance with the treaty, 
because the treaty is the last law upon this subject. I admit, 
Mr. President, that anything in the treaty inconsistent with the 
laws which had been before enacted would supersede those 
statutes. 

Complaint is made of some of the regulations made by the Treas- 
ury Department; and perhaps I shall call attention to them be- 
fore I get through. Iam not familiar with all the regulations, 
because I understand that some have been made recently; but 
peony every regulation of any importance, those which have 
been published so that we could get at them, have been made 
after consultation with the law department of this Government, 
and they have the support either of the Attorney-General or of 
the Solicitor-General. This bill, then, is an embodiment of the 
law as it now stands; and I challenge any Senator who thinks 
that this is a cruel and harsh law to show me where it violates, 
if he wants to use that term, any provision of the treaty, or 
where it abrogates any provision of the treaty. 

It must be presumed when China made a treaty of this kind 
with us, and put in certain provisions, such, for instance, as that 
a merchant might come here, that China must have known what 
had been the adjudications up to that time of the definition of the 
word ‘‘merchant.’? Undoubtedly she did, and to that extent the 
laws that were in existence, of course, entered into and became a 
part of the treaty so far as construing what the treaty meant. It 
is very evident to me that some of the Senators who have spent 
considerable time in making speeches have failed to read the 
treaties or the statutes on this subject, or, if they have read them, 
they have overlooked some of the very important points in them. 

I wish to read from the treaty of 1894: 

The high contracting parties agree that fora period of ten years, beginning 
with the date of the exchange of the ratifications of this convention, the com- 


ing, except under the conditions hereinafter specified, of Chinese laborers to 
the United States shall be absolutely prohibited. 


Now, we start out, then, with the fact that for ten years China 
has agreed to this exclusion. It may be said that as China lim- 
ited it to ten years we must wait, and if China does not agree to 
it we must abandon this policy. If some Senator will take that 
side of the question and assert it, there would be some reason per- 
haps in his position. But does anybody expect, does the Senator 
from Connecticut, who proposes to extend the statutes now in 
existence until the termination of the treaty in 1904, expect, that 
we will then abandon this doctrine of prohibition of Chinese 
laborers or the policy as to merchants and teachers and students 
and travelers, or that we will yield anything beyond what we 
have yielded upon the doctrine of transit across our borders from 
one section of the country to the other. 

It is true that there are not so many Chinamen in the United 
States, according to the census. as there were when the treaty was 
made, and yet if the Treasury Department be correct, there are 4 
great many more. I am willing to debate this matter upon the 
theory that we have reduced the number of Chinese in the United 
States, and if we have, we have reduced them under this system 
of ours. Does anybody believe that if we had not passed these 
restrictive measures and had not attempted to enforce them with 
great persistency and diligence there would be a decrease of the 
Chinese population? In every country where there is an induce- 
ment for them to go, they have gone in greater and increasing 
numbers every year. Our neighboring country, Canada, was 
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compelled to pass a law pi 
country, although they declined to do it when we commenced it 


rohibiting their entrance into that 


years before. Australia and New Zealand have done the same, 
and where it has not been done, and where labor is well rewarded, 
there they have gone. 

Do we not know, and does not the evidence before the commit- 
tee show, that a Chinaman will pay from $300 to $500 or $600 to 
secure admission into this country? Why? Because he can get 
rich here in a few years, as riches are numbered in China. I 
have not any doubt, Mr. President, that if there had been no re- 
strictive measures there would be 1,000,000 Chinamen in the 
United States. I believe now that if you will remove for ninety 
days the limitations, with the certainty that every Chinaman can 
come here who wants to, you will have 100,000 in ningty days if 
there is shipping enough to bring them here. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. TELLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does anybody propose to do that? 

Mr. TELLER. No. I believe there are a good many people in 
this country who wish we would, and I believe there are mem- 
bers of the Senate who would not sit up nights and weep very 
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much if the bill failed and there was an interregnum of that 
kind. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator does not impute that to me. 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, no; but I know in this country there is an | 
element that isdemanding this cheaplabor. Ihave beenappealed | 
to since this measure has been here by more than one man from 
the Pacific coast who said to me, ‘‘ You know, Senator, we must 
have more labor there.’’ A gentleman came to me the other 
morning and said, ‘‘ We can not get hired help in our houses. 
We can not get help in our orchards.”’ I said to him in reply, 
‘‘No; and you never will unless we open the door and let in the 
Chinese until you get rid of the Chinese in your orchards and in 
your kitchens.’’ You can not get the American boy, born on the | 
Atlantic coast or in the interior, to go there and work side by side 
with a Chinaman. California never did herself more injury in 
the world than she did when she admitted the Chinaman to her | 
borders; and if she could get rid of everyone of the Chinese she 
could fill their places with good American toilers or men from 
foreign lands who would assimilate with us and become in time 
a part of the population and of the strength of this country. 

I wish to say a word or two about the Chinamen. I have been 
somewhat familiar with them. I know the Chinaman. I have 
been in the place that the Senator from Washington told you he 
went toin San Francisco. I have seen them in every place almost 
in the West. I have seen them in some of the mining camps in 
the early days, when they were in greater number than the white 
population by two or three toone. I know they have most excel- 
lent qualities in some directions. They are the best laborers in 
the world. They are nearly as good as a laborer made out of iron 
who would not eat nor wear clothes, for they come next to that. 
Does anybody believe if you could create an automaton that could | 
do the work men are doing it would be a blessing to humanity? | 
Is it a blessing to us to have men come here who are skilled and | 
who can work more hours than any American can or will and for | 
infinitely less wages; who consumes practically nothing and who | 
buys in China and not in the United States practically everything | 
he does consume? 

| 
| 





I do not know what the merchants may do in San Francisco. | 
T suppose there are large stores there. I believe there are; but I 
have never seen a Chinese merchant in my State, and I have seen | 
a great many; and I have never seen a Chinese merchant in the 
neighboring States, in mining camps, where they depended upon | 
the trade of the American for anything. They sell exclusively 
to the Chinaman, and they sell exclusively to them the things they | 
buy from China. I have seen a mining camp of several hundred 
men by the side of a flourishing mining town, where there would | 
not be as much advantage in the trade of four or five hundred | 
Chinese as there would be in the trade of four or five good Amer- 
ican miners. They would not buy as much in the community, | 
and when they accumulate, as they do accumulate, they get out | 
of the country and spend their money at home. 

The Chinese do not strike. I have never heard of a strike | 
among the Chinamen. I have never heard of any trouble among 
the Chinamen except in one or two instances, and probably the 
Chinamen were not so much to blame for them as some others. 
As a rule, they hire out and do their work and do it well, but they 
never do become a part of the American ple, and they never 
can become a part of the American people. They do not come 
here for that pu Are Senators willing to take the position 


rpose. 
that we can afford to let the Chinese come in and take labor from 
our own people because they work cheaper and are more docile? 


They are not desirable persons to have in a- community. a 
ike 
to read some of the high-sounding phrases in what might be 





have no prejudice against the Chinese, Mr. President. 





| may call Chinese learning. 
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called the Chinese classics. There is probably no people in the 
world who will have so much to say upon virtue as the Chinaman; 
and the less he has apparently the more he has to say about it. 
He will prate about liberty and equality and truth, and I will 
venture to say there is not a Senator here from the Pacific coast. 
who has had any experience with the Chinaman, who would go 
into a court of justice and heara Chinaman swearing, who would 
have the slightest idea that he was telling the truth if it was his 
interest not to doit. Heisasycophant. He will meet you with 
a courteous bow. If he can talk English he will give you a com- 
pliment with every phrase, and he will declare that he is the most 
abject creature in the world as compared with yourself. 

Mr. President, I wish to take up the bill and go over it a little 
and see where the harsh places are, because nobody has yet pointed 
them out, except in a general way. Take the first section, which 
is one of absolute prohibition. That is according to the treaty. 
Nobody objects to that. Then the second section is a provision 
to carry out article 1 of the treaty. Iam not going to take the 
time to read this all through, but if anybody wants to question 
the statement I make I am prepared to take it up; otherwise, as 
I did not get at this speech quite as early as I expected and do not 
intend to keep at it as long as I probably otherwise would, I will 
forbear reading them. This section is to carry out article 1 and 
article 3 of the treaty. That is all there is of it, and I should 
like to have some Senator get up and show any violation of the 
provisions of that treaty or anything inconsistent with those 
provisions. 

ection 3 defines what a laborer is, just what we defined in the 


| act of 1893 and just what has been defined by the Treasury De- 


partment in its regulations years before when China, knowing 
what our act of 1893 was. in 1894 made this treaty and said we 
might prohibit these laborers, she knew what we meant by a 
Chinese laborer. So I need not bother about that. I put that 
against the statements of Senators who say that these are harsh 
and unnecessary and unreasonable provisions. 

Take section 4. Thisis one which is very much criticised: 

That from and after the passage of this act the privilege of Chinese per- 
sons other than laborers to enter or remain in the United States shall be re- 
stricted to officials, teachers, students, merchants, and travelers for curi- 
osity or pleasure, as hereinafter defined. 


Then come the definitions in this bill which I repeat are the 
definitions which have been in existence for years. The definitions 
which have been applied to the Chinaman to keep him out, some 
of them in statutes, more of them in the regulations of the De- 
partment which recently and now are being attacked in the Su- 
preme Court of the United States. If anybody can raise a ques- 
tion on the definition in this bill and show that there is anything 
improper in it I wish he would do so. Nobody has done so up to 
the present time. Itis easy for a Senator to get up and say “‘ these 
definitions are harsh, these particulars are harsh,’ and yet not 
tell us wherein. 

We have heard a good deal about the term “‘ teacher.’’ Does 
anybody suppose that Chinamen are coming here to teach com- 
mon schools in this country? Does anybody suppose they are 


| coming here to teach the rudimentary lessons we give our chil- 
| dren? 


Everybody knows that is not possible, and everybody 
knows that you must construe the treaty in accordance with ex- 
isting conditions; that is, that they could not come here in any 
other capacity as teachers than in the capacity that the bill pro- 
vides for—for the teaching of the higher branches of what you 
That provision was put in to meet 
the demand made by a few colleges that they might have Chinese 
teachers, which they have 

It is complained that «ve say: 

That the term “teacher,” nsed in this act, shall be construed to mean only 
one who, for not less than two years next preceding his application for entry 
into the United States, has been continuously engaged in giving instruction 
in the higher branches of education, and who proves to the satisfaction of the 
appropriate Treasury officer that he is qualified to teach such higher branches 
and has completed arrangements to teach in a recognized institution of learn- 
ing in the United States and intends to pursue no other occupation than 
teaching while in the United States. 


The only people who will come in as teachers are those who 


| have already been engaged by some of our colleges to teach cer- 


tain branches of Chinese learning, and I say now that there is not 
an instance, in my opinion, where any man who came for that 
purpose has had any embarrassment at all in getting in andcarrying 
on the business for which he came. I do not believe you can find 
that a single man who was entitled to come in under the teacher 
clause has been excluded from the United States. 

Then we come to the term ‘‘merchant.’’ The term merchant 
was defined in the act of 1893 practically just as it is defined in 


| this bill, and that act provided just as this does—that he must be 


actually engaged as a merchant. This is not harsher than ths 
act of 1893, and when the Chinese Government made use of this 
term they knew exactly what we implied and what proof we ex- 
acted of men who came here as merchants. 
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Take the term “‘ traveler.’’ Everybody knows what that means. 
I assert here now that there is no provision in this bill which ap- 
plies to travelers that is not a necessary provision and a proper 
provision, and if some Senator will tell me what we could leave 
out of those guards that it is proposed the law shall put on where 
the regulations have put them on before, I will be very glad to 
have him do so, and if he does not do so, I think in common de- 
cency Senators ought to refrain from making general charges of 
harshness and wickedness and cruelty of this bill. 

I skipped the term ‘*student.’’ It says: 

That the \:rm “student,” used in this act, shall be construed to mean only 
one who intends to pursue some of the higher branches of study, or to be 
fitted for some particular profession or occupation for which facilities for 
study are not afforded in the foreign country or the territory of the United 
States whence he comes, and for whose ee while studying sufficient 
ponies has been made,and whointends to depart from the territory of the 

Tnited States immediately on the completion of his studies. 
I do not believe I have found 
There is nothing 


This definition may be a new one. 
anything about that except in the regulations. 


in the statute, I think, but the regulations clearly have provided | 


for this, and they have been in force for some time. What class 
of Chinamen come hereas students? Not for thecommon schools. 
A few, and a few only, come here to go to the colleges. There 
have been quite a number—I have met some of them myself—who 


have gone toour American colleges, and I repeat, as I said about the | 


merchants, if any Senator can show that any student who came 
here as a student properly intending to take a course in any of our 
colleges or schools has been excluded, I wish he would doit. It 
can not be done. 
done. 

Mr. HAWLEY. 
the Senator. 

Mr. TELLER. I said if any Senator can show a case, a single 
case, where a man who was really a student had been excluded, I 
wish he would do it. We have always been willing to let them 
in, and they always get in. There is not any more danger of a 
student, who comes here as a student, being excluded. than there 
is of the Chinese minister being excluded. Thereis not any more 
danger that a man who comes here as a teacher will be excluded, 
either, any more than there is with respect to the Chinese minis- 
ter. All these suggestions of unfairness and injustice and all 
that arise from an anxiety, it seems to me, to make a bill which 
will, if made, in my judgment, be very inefficient and absolutely 
valueless. 

Mr. President, you have to consider the class of people you are 
dealing with. I need not goover that. The Senator from Wash- 
ington [Mr. TURNER] in an address here, remarkably conservative 
and truthful, explained about the character of the Chinaman. He 
is nota fool. He is an adroit diplomat. I do not care whether 
he is a laborer or whether he is a minister who comes here, the 
Chinaman is the equal, when it comes to a contest of that kind, 
of any of his class in any nationality. He has the art of diplomacy 
as it was understood in ancient days by some people, at least, 
that he is never at all embarrassed by facts. He can make a case 
to fit the one before him. As the Senator from Nevada [| Mr. 
STEWART] told you the other day, he can spend more time in try- 
ing to fool one of his gods than he would spend in trying to please 
him by a good deal. 

This bill, I repeat, is the product of experience, and it has the 
approval of the class of men who have dealt with this subject 
in an official way; that is. the Treasury Department employees. 
It has. in addition to that, the approval of men who have been 
dealing with this question actively and earnestly for the last 
twenty years, who see in this system of exclusion the only safety 
for American labor, that it shall not be put in competition with 
Chinese labor. 

We pride ourselves upon our labor. We say it is the most in- 
telligent and the most effective in the world, and it is in many 
ways. But after an American mechanic has invented a piece of 
mechanism I will guarantee that a Chinese laborer. belonging to 
the lower classes of Chinamen, will take it and make one as per- 
fect as any American mechanic can make. I will guarantee that 
the Chinaman can take it and operate it as faithfully and effi- 
ciently as any American mechanic can operate it. He will do it 
upon a food basis on which the American mechanic would die. 
He can do it and live in places where no American mechanic 
could live. He will do it without any of the obligations that the 
American mechanic has with respect to a family. He will do it 
without any of the obligations that the American mechanic has 
of supporting the State in which he lives. 

After an experience of forty years in the West, I believe the 
Chinese-exclusion law is an absolute necessity for the mainte- 
nance of Western civilization. I believe if we had not twenty 
years ago by repressive legislation kept them out the western part 
of this continent to-day would be a Chinese colony. You can put 
them across that great sea for from five to ten dollars apiece, and 
they can come into California and Idaho and Colorado and Mon- 


I did not quite understand the last remark of 
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tana and Washington and live there, I repeat, upon food that no 

American mechanic alone could live on, much less support his 

family. It may be that the Senators who live where this Asiatic 
| peril has never threatened can weigh carefully the question of 
what humanity demands and that they can accord in their minds 
| and in their hearts to the Chinaman the same that they mete out 
| to the American mechanic, but I confess I can not doit. Iadmit 
| here I do not want to do it, either. I know the American me- 

chanic is better for the American nation than any number of 
Chinamen, and between them I am going to give my sympathies 
| and my support to the American laborer and the American me- 
chanic. 

There have been no regulations made by the Department, I am 
| sure, that are cruel or unusual. I do not know what the last ones 
are, but, as I said before, nearly all of them have been made by 
the two officers of the Government whom I have mentioned. 

Mr. President, yesterday the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
Hoak] called our attention to the fact that we were making a dis- 
tinction between the laboring Chinaman and the merchant, the 
student, the teacher, and the traveler—that is, we exclude the 
| laborer and admit the other class under certain conditions. 

The Attorney-General of the United States, in an opinion which 
he gave concerning Chinamen, said that the law was intended to 
keep out Chinamen, no matter where they came from; that 

| whether they were subjects of Great Britain, France, or any other 
| country, it was directed at Chinamen. He said it is a moral and 
a racial question. 

Mr. President, with me it is an economic question as well. I 
wish to add to what the Attorney-Generalsaid. Itisan economic, 
moral, and racial question, and it is to the economic feature | 
want to call the attention of the Senator from Massachusetts and 
those who feel with him. We may be making a distinction and 
| dealing more harshly with the laborer than we are dealing with 
| the merchant or the teacher or the student. It is the laborer of 

China who threatens our stability as a prosperous people by com- 
ing here and taking from the American laborer the opportunity 
to labor and depriving him of his ability to live. e are not 
threatened with the teacher. We are not threatened very much 
with the student. We are not threatened with the merchant. 
What we are concerned about in regard to the merchant, the stu- 
dent, the teacher. and the traveler is that under pretense of being 
merchants, travelers, and teachers Chinese shall not come in and 
in fact be laborers. Beyond that we have but little interest. 

We know that if there are 90,000 Chinamen in the United States 
to-day they displace 90,000 American laborers. That is why w 
are opposed to this scheme. We are in favor of this bill because 
we believe that the bill itself is in accordance with the treaty; 
but if it was not, and it was necessary that it should be otherwise. 
we would repeat the act of the Forty-fifth Congress, when we ab- 
rogated a treaty by a direct vote of the two Houses of Congress, 
with the approval of the President. But we do not need to do 
that. We will carry out the treaty of 1894 in this bill. 

Weare now asked by the Senator from Connecticut | Mr. PLatr) 
to agree to an amendment that he offers to-day. I may be mis- 
taken as to what it means, but I judge from the other amendment 
which I had the opportunity to examine that the Senator intends 
to continue until the expiration of the treaty the existing laws 
under which these regulations were made and under which tl. 
features exist which are complained of as being harsh. Does the 
Senator go beyond that? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. And until some new treaty shall 
be negotiated and until laws are passed to carry out its provisions. 

Mr. TELLER. Or until some other treaty? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. If no other treaty is negotiated it 
is an indefinite continuance of the laws. 

Mr. TELLER. Now,I should like toknow—I expect when the 
Senator makes his speech he will tell us—what benefit comes of 
that. I dwelt a little upon the fact that we are not going to re- 
tire from this policy. Nobody will claim that. Nobody will pre- 
tend that there is going to bea hiatus. Nothing in the passage 0! 
this bill will prevent our making a treaty with China. We have 
added no new features in this bill. Everything restrictive and 
repressive in the bill is in the treaty or in the regulations which 
have been made under the treaty or that were in existence when 
we made the treaty. We may have provided a little more in ‘le- 
tail as to how we shall determine whether a Chinaman is 4 stu- 
dent, a teacher, or a laborer. 

Mr. ELKINS. May I ask the Senator from Colorado a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. ELKINS. Are the restrictions on the employment of 
Chinese on American vessels in the treaty? 

Mr. TELLER. Iam coming to that in a minute. 
sequent provision of the bill. 


It is a sub- 


{r. ELKINS. I was going to inquire of the Senator if he had 
' overlooked that. 
































1902. 





Mr. TELLER. I have not. I am not going to talk much 
longer, but—— 

Mr. ELKINS. When the Senator speaks on that point, let me 
ask him to tell us whether he is not willing to treat American 
ships as fairly as we treat foreign ships, and prohibit foreign ships 
from employing Chinese if we put this restriction on American 
ships. I should like to have him answer on that point at the 
right time. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I will get to that in a moment. 
I said in the beginning that I did not care to discuss the question 
whether we ought to pursue this policy, because so far no Sena- 
tor has risen here to say that it was not a proper policy, and if it 
is a proper policy I suppose it is because we have a realizing sense 
of the character of the Chinamen. So I need not go into that, 


as it has been gone into before. The Senator from Washington | 
{[Mr. TURNER], who has had some experience in this matter, has | 
gone into it with a great deal of care, and I think with a great | 


deal of conservatism and fairness. If Senators here would like 
to look into that question, a very fair and conservative speech, 
made by a gentleman from Pennsylvania in another place, which 
Senators have access to, who has been over in that a within 
the last year, is well worthy of their attention. But we all agree, 
we are for exclusion, and the only question now is how are you 
going to do it and do it fairly? I want to do it so that it will be 
effective, and so that it will not be unnecessarily cruel. 

I challenge the statement made here on this floor that we have 
inflicted cruelty upon those people. Of course, when a Chinaman 
comes and it is doubtful whether he is entitled to enter the coun- 
try, he must stay on the ship until that question is determined, 
which is done very quickly. No unnecessary delay is ever made. 
[ do not believe that anybody can justly complain of the adminis- 
tration of these laws for the last twenty years. The courts have 
been open tothe Chinamen. Take the decisions of the courts and 
you will find innumerable cases where they have passed upon the 
rights of Chinamen. The courts are open under this bill to the 
Chinamen. The bill provides for all thove matters. 

Now, Mr. President, I am going to say a word about the a 
ping business. I am one of those who have been exceedingly 
anxious to see American ships on the oceans of the world, a I 
have voted on various occasions since I have been in the Senate 
for measures which I have believed were calculated to bring about 
that desirable end. I did not vote the other day for the ship- 
subsidy bill. I did not believe it would bring about what Sena- 
tors who supported the measure believed it would accomplish. I 
said then, and I repeat, that if I believed as they do I should have 
voted forit, I had no constitutional scruples about it and I knew 
we could spare the money. It did not seem to me that it was a 
proper scheme, and that was all about it; and I was in hopes we 
night get another and a better one. 

i know very well that for the last forty years there has been no 
inducement for an American boy to become a sailor. I was not 
born on the Atlantic coast; I was born 300 miles and more from 
it, and yet Ican go back to my boyhood days and remember many 
of my associates who became sailors. ere were young men 
brought up in western New York, in good families, of g 
acter, who found it convenient to go down to the New England 
coast and go on a fishing excursion, perhaps for a year or two, 
and ultimately upon an American ship. That has not been done, 
I will venture to say, by any youth in that neighborhood in the 
last thirty-five or forty years. You will never have an American 
marine such as you want until you have an American force on 
American ships. 

If I believed what has been said by some, that the intense heat 
in the Pacific Ocean is such in the hold of a vessel that the fire- 
men and the coal heavers must be of some other nationality, and 
that Americans should not be used for that work, I should be 
very loath to vote for any repressive measures with reference to 
that feature of the bill. But the senior Senator from California 
|Mr. Perkins] told us that that is not the fact. We have some 
telegrams here. My colleague |Mr. Patrerson] has some tele- 
grams that have been sent to him upon that subject and which 
| will now have read. They were not sent with reference to this 
bill; they were sent with reference to the statement I had just 
been questioning. I ask to have them read. 

The —— OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested, 

The Secretary read as follows: . 
(Telegram. } 
SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., March 20, 1902. 
Senator PATTERSON, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
The Marine Engineers’ Association most emphatically assert that a white 


firemen can do far better work than a Chinaman, even in the test heat. 
pn you steamships of the Oceanic Steamship Company and army trans- 


° HENRY B. LISTER, 
Corresponding Secretary Marine Engineers’ Association, 
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(Telegram. ] 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., March 18, 1902. 
Senator PATTERSON, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 

White stewards, cooks, bakers, butchers, waiters are sailing to-day on 
United States transports, Australian and Panama steamers, and no cases of 
prostration from heat come to our knowledge. 

MARINE COOKS AND STEWARDS’ ASSOCIATION, 
EUG. STEIDLE, Secretary. 


(Telegram. } 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., March 19, 1902 
Senator PATTERSON, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 

White firemen have been employed in the steamers trading to Australia, 
| Manila, Panama, and Tahiti for years; no cases of being overheated have 
| come to my knowledge. 

JOHN BELL, 


Secretary Pacific Coast Marine Firemen’s Union. 


| Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, the great bulk of the shipping 
| which goes from our coast to the Asiatic coast goes so far north 
| that I doubt whether there can be any great trouble of that kind. 
We have not only the testimony of the Senator from California, 
and the statements now made, but we know also that on the Gov- 
|} ernment transports which go across to Manila, and which take 
the southern and the hotter route, there has been no complaint—at 
| least, I have never heard any complaint—of the inability of Ameri- 
| can sailors to serve on those ships in any capacity that they were 
| needed to fill. 
| The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELkrns] asked me if I 
| am willing to apply thesame rule tootherships. I suppose that we 
can do what some of the Australian colonies have done. I have 
| not looked it up, but I understand they have declared that ships 
carrying Chinese crews should come in under some lisability. 
that they decline to pay any subsidies whatever where Chinamen 
serve on ships. They have been paying subsidy for some years 
to a line that runs from San Francisco to Australia, and that 
line, I understand, has never carried any Chinese sailors or Chi- 
nese stokers or anything of that kind. I suppose the committee 
have looked into this matter. I am not a member of the com- 
mittee. On that point I mean to follow the committee. I do 
not believe that there is any danger that we shall do any harm 
by doing so. I should like to see all the places possible filled 
with American sailors. 

Now, Mr. President, I only want to say in conclusion that this 
is not a question which seems to excite the Senate very much. 
It has been under debate for several days, and a good deal of the 
time there has been practically no attention paid to the debate. 
I have heard quite interesting speeches—and I am not referring 
to my own—made here with not to exceed ten Senators in the 
Chamber. 

This is a question of vital importance to the American people. 
| It is one of deep interest to the people in the West. I hesitate 
| somewhat to say what I am going to say, but I believe that every 
Senator here who has read this bill with care, who has in his 
heart an anxious desire to exclude the Chinaman, will vote for it. 
For myself I shall see with a great deal of regret an amendment 
adopted, like that offered by the Senator from Connecticut, which 
will revive this controversy in four years from now. I will not 
| say that the Senator from Connecticut put in that amendment 
because he does not want to vote for an efficient measure, but I 
am sure that the bill is more efficient than any other measure we 
have had proposed. It is not cruel, and it will accomplish what 
the Senator from Connecticut says he wants to accomplish and 
what we all want to accomplish. 

I wish to say one word about the trade. Mr. President, if I 
knew that the passage of a pee exclusion bill would destroy 
every dollar's worth of trade between us and China, I should vote 
for the exclusion bill. I know that the trade between here and 
China is not worth the admission of Chinese hordes into this 
country, and if I had to choose between the twoI should take the 
exclusion. 

But, Mr. President, there is no necessity for that. I have heard 
every time we have had an exclusion bill up the same caution 
given, ‘‘ Now, if you are not careful you are going to excite the 
Chinaman and he will not trade with you.’’ There are no people 
in the world the Chinaman has such reason to complain of as of 
the Japanese, and since the @ause of complaint arose the trade of 
China with no part of the world has compared with the increased 
| trade between China and Japan. I venture the assertion here 

that not one Chinaman out of a million will know what are the 
| provisions of this bill, except to know that it is a prohibition 
| against one class absolutely and a qualified admission of a few 
| others. Anyone who supposes that the Chinamen are going to 
| get excited about this bill does not know the Chinaman. He 
would not be excited about it under any circumstances. If he 


could sell to the American people a Chinese article for a pittance 
more than he could sell it to anybody else he would sell it to us. 
If he could buy in our market an article for a pittance less than 
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he could buy it of anybody else he would buy it of us. So all that 
is simply, in my judgment, a bugbear gotten up to frighten peo- 
ple from voting for an efficient and valuable bill. 

If this bill did not have the support of the Government officials 
who have been dealing with this subject, who I believe are repu- 


table gentlemen, I should hardly speak of it with the positiveness | 


I do, even if my judgment was, as it is, that it is the best bill 
which has ever been offered on this subject, and that it is not an 


objectionable bill from the standpoint of any man who desires to | 


have an exclusion act passed. 
NORWEGIAN STEAMSHIP NICARAGUA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 


was read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the | 


Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 
To the Congress of the United States; 


I transmit herewith, as a case not acted upon by the Fifty-sixth Congress, | 


a report from the Secretary of State, and eocommeeny ng papers, relating to 
the appeal for indemnity addressed to the equitable consideration of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States by the owners of the Norwegian steamship 


Nit aragua, 
THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Wuhuitr Hovss, 
Washington, April 11, 1902. 


ROBERT 8S. WOODBURY. 


lowing message from the President of the United States; which was 


read, and, with the accompanying bill, ordered to lie on the table: 


To the Senate of the United States: 

In compliance with a resolution of the Senate of the 4th insgant (the House 
of Representatives concurring), I return herewith Senate Dil: No. 3910, enti- 
tled “An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 8. Woodbury.” 


ABBIE GEORGE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and, with the accompanying bill, ordered to lie on the 
table: 

To the Senate of the United States: 

In compliance with a resolution of the Senate of the 4th instant (the House 
of Representatives concurring), I return herewith Senate bill No. 1872, enti- 
tled * An act granting an increase of pension to Abbie George.” 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

WHITE Hovwskg, April 11, 1902. 

FISH-CULTURAL STATION IN SOUTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(S. 4069) to establish a fish hatchery and fish station in the State 
of South Carolina. 

Mr. FORAKER,. Mr. President—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. I do not wish to interfere with anyone. I 
thought we were through discussing tbe exclusion bill for to-day. 

Mr. FORAKER. I intended totake advantage of this oppor- 
tunity to make some remarks on the bill instead of speaking next 
Monday, as I gave notice I would do. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I do not want to interfere with the Senator. 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator’s bill is not a long one I will 
yield. 

" Mr. TILLMAN. It will not take three minutes, possibly not 
more than one minute. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Senate for its information. 

The Secretary read the bill; and the Senate, by unanimous con- 
sent, proceeded to its consideration. It appropriates $25,000 for 
the establishment of a fish-cultural station in the State of South 
Carolina, including purchase of site, construction of buildings 
and ponds, and equipment, at some suitable point to be selected by 
the United States Commiss:oner of Fish and Fisheries. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, on account of a suggestion 
which has just been made to me, I have concluded that I will 
not address the Senate at this time, but according to the notice I 
have already given. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
sire to go on this evening? 

Mr. FORAKER. No; I wasjust ®ying that in view of a sug- 
gestion which has. been made to me I have concluded to defer 
until Monday making the remarks I desire to make to the Senate. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The Senate is very thin. 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes; I observe that it is. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. If the Senator from Ohio does 
not desire to go on to-night, I will move an executive session. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
consideration of executive business. 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 
45 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Satur- 
day, April 12, 1902, at 12 o’clock meridian, 


The bill will be read to the 


Does the Senator from Ohio de- 
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NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate April 11, 1902. 
CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSIONER. 


James R. Garfield, of Ohio, to be a United States Civil Service 
Commissioner, vice William A. Rodenberg, resigned. 


COMMISSIONER OF IMMIGRATION, 
William Williams, of New York, to be commissioner of immi- 


| gration for the port of New York, in the State of New York, to 


succeed Thomas Fitchie, whose term of office has expired by 
limitation. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Lieut. Thomas F. Carter, to be a lieutenant-commander in the 


| Navy from the 16th day of March, 1902, vice Lieut. Commander 


Charles E. Fox, promoted. 
Asst. Surg. David B. Kerr, to be a passed assistant surgeon in 
in the Navy, with the rank of lieutenant (junior grade), from 


_ the ist day of June, 1901, to fill a vacancy existing in that grade. 


Asst. Surg. Frank E. McCullough, to be a passed assistant 


| surgeon in the Navy, with the rank of lieutenant (junior grade), 
| from the 10th day of August, 1901, to fill a vacancy existing in 
| that grade, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- | 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY, 
Artillery Corps, 


William McK. Lambdin, at large, late captain, Fortieth In- 
fantry, United States Volunteers, to be first lieutenant, Septem- 


| ber 23, 1901, to fill an original vacancy. 


Willis C. Metcalf, of Illinois, late first lieutenant, Second Ili- 


| nois Volunteers, now first lieutenant, Porto Rico Provisional Reg- 


iment of Infantry, to be first lieutenant, September 23, 1901, to 
fill an original vacancy. 

David Y. Beckham, of Kentucky, late captain, Third Kentucky 
Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, August 22, 1901, to fill an 
original vacancy. 

John V. Green, at large, late first lieutenant, Thirty-fourth In- 


| fantry, United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, Sep- 
| tember 23, 1901, to fill an original vacancy. 


Infantry Arm. 


Thomas J. Rogers, of Wisconsin, late captain, Forty-fifth In- 
fantry, United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, Feb- 
ruary 2, 1901, to fill an original vacancy. 

Charles D. Winn, of Kentucky, late captain, Second Kentucky 
Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, February 2, 1901, to fill an 
original vacancy. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 


Medical Department. 

Lieut. Col. Charles L. Heizmann, deputy surgeon-general, to be 
assistant surgeon-general with the rank of colonel, April 7, 1902, 
vice Kimball, retired from active service. 

Maj. Louis M. Maus, surgeon, to be deputy surgeon-general with 
the rank of lieutenant-colonel, April 7, 1902, vice Heizmann, pro- 
moted. 

POSTMASTER. 

Joseph H. Harris, to be postmaster at Kansas City, in the county 
of Jackson and State of Missouri, in place of Samuel F. Scott. 
Incumbent’s commission expires May 16, 1902. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 11, 1902. 
APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY. 
Artillery Corps. 

Charles O. Zollars, of Colorado, late second lieutenant, First 

Colorado Volunteers, to be first lieutenant, September 21, 1901. 
CONSUL, 

Charles V. Herdliska, of the District of Columbia, to be consul 

of the United States at Callao, Peru, 
PROMOTIONS IN THE MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 

Asst. Surg. Claude H. Lavinder, of Virginia, to be a passed as- 
sistant surgeon in the Marine-Hospital Service of the United 
States. 


Asst. Surg. Taliaferro Clark, of Virginia, to bea ant _— 
ni tates. 


POSTMASTER, 


Horatio S. Whetsell, to be postmaster at Kingwood, in the 
county of Preston and Siate of West Virginia, 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
FRIDAY, April 11, 1902. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. | 
Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading | 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed bills of the follow- 
ing titles; in which the concurrence of the House of Representa- 
tives was requested: 

S. 4855. An act authorizing the issuance of a patent to the 
county of Clallam, State of Washington; 

S. 4969. Anact granting an increase of pension to Abbie George; 
and 

S. 3898. An act to provide for the purchase ¢f a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Flint, in the State of 
Michigan. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments bill of the following title in which the concurrence | 
of the House of Representatives was requested: 

H. R. 11354. An act making appropriations for the service of 
the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903. 


COMMITTEE TO ATTEND FUNERAL OF W. 8S. ROSECRANS. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair makes the following announce- 
ment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Committee to attend the funeral exercises of the late W. 8. Rosecrans: 
Ww. P. Hepsurn, C. H. Grosvenor, EUGENE F. LoupD, GEORGE W. STEELE, | 
WASHINGTON GARDNER, MONTAGUE LESSLER, WILLIAM ELLIOTT, CHAMP 
CLARK, AMos J. CUMMINGS, GEORGE W. TAYLOR of Alabama. 


LIGHT KEEPER’S DWELLING AT CALUMET HARBOR, MICHIGAN. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I submit the following conference 
report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7675) to construct a light- 
house keeper’s ae at Calumet Harbor, having met, after full and free 
conference have agr to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendment. 

WM. P. HEPBURN, 
JAMES R. MANN, 
R. C. DAVEY, 

Managers on the part of the House, 


JAMES McMILLAN, 
KNUTE NELSON, 
A. 8. CLAY, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement was read, as follows: 


Statement of the managers on the part of the House of the committee of con- | 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of | 
the Senate tothe bill (H. R. 7675) to construct a light-house keeper’s dwell- | 
ing at Calumet Harbor. 
The managers on the part of the House state for the information of the 

House that the Senate recedes from its amend..cent. 
The bill, therefore, as presented by the comerence is the same as it was | 

when it passed the House. 

W. P. HEPBURN 


JAMES R. MANN, 
R. C. DAVEY, 
Managers on the part of the House, 


The conference report was considered, and agreed to. 





POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Post-Office appropriation bill be taken from the Speaker’s table, 
and that the House nonconcur in the Senate amendments and ask 
for a conference. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California, chairman of 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, asks unanimous 
consent that the Post-Office appropriation bill be taken from the 
Speaker’s table, that the House disagree to the Senate amend- 
ments and ask for a conference. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.]| The Chair hears none. 

The SPEAKER appointed as conferees on the part of the House 
Mr. Loup, Mr. Srrx of Dlinois, and Mr. Swanson. 


REPRINT OF A BILL, 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, House bill 11536 and the report are | 
out of print. There is considerable demand for this bill and I 
ask unanimous consent for a reprint. 

Mr. PAYNE. What is the title of the bill? 

Mr. LACEY. The bill relates to the forests reserves. 

The SPEAKER. The pee from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent for the reprint of House bill 11536 and the accompany- 
ing report 968. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none, ‘and it is so ordered. 
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RECIPROCIT’ YITH CUBA. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of House bill 12765. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. SHERMAN in 
the chair, for the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 12765) 
to provide for reciprocal trade relations with Cuba. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. Chairman, few measures have received more 
careful consideration by a committee of the House of Representa- 
tives than reciprocity with Cuba. 

The Committee on Ways and Means began hearings on the sub- 
ject on the 15th of January and continued them until a volume of 
766 pages was required to contain the statements of persons who 
voluntarily appeared before the committee. 

The question was then considered by the Republican members 
of the committee for some weeks, and finally a resolution was 
adopted to submit the question to a Republican conference. Such 
a conference was called, and after five successive meetings the 
conference directed the Committee on Ways and Means to report 
a bill providing for reciprocal trade relations with Cuba. Fur- 


| ther consultations were held, and finally on March 31 the commit- 


tee, by a vote of 12 to 5, reported the bill now under consideration 
to the House. 

It has been alleged by Republicans in this debate that this is not 
a Republican measure; that in some way or manner it lost that 
quality when three Democrats in the committee voted to report 
this bill. I say to these Republicans that this measure was 


| strongly recommended in the annual message of Theodore Roose- 


velt, a Republican President of the United States. It was indorsed 
by a Republican conference by a vote of 85 to 31. This bill was 
considered in the Committee on Ways and Means, and nine of the 
eleven Republican members of that committee voted to report it. 
It is before the House of Representatives by virtue of that report 
and it is none the less a Republican measure because three 


| Democrats of the committee joined with the nine Republicans to 


report it. 
This is not a proposition to revise the tariff. The bill is not sub- 


| ject to an amendment changing the rates of duty in any schedule 


of the Dingley law. The claim that it is the duty of all protec- 
tionists to oppose this measure because it opens up a revision of 
the tariff is unwarranted. The maintenance of a protective 
tariff is not involved in this proposed legislation, but the future 
If 
we can not have reciprocity with Cuba, we can not have it with 
any other country. The defeat of this bill would mean that the 


| Republican party had refused to follow the leadership of Blaine 


and McKinley, and it would mean that reciprocity was no longer 
a part of the Republican faith. If reciprocity is to be restricted 
to articles that we do not produce in this country, it will mean an 
abandonment of that doctrine. 


PENDING BILL FOLLOWS REPUBLICAN PRECEDENTS. 


The Republican platirorm of 1896 contained the following state- 
ment in regard to the repeal of the reciprocal agreements made 
under the McKinley law: 

We believe the repeal of the reciprocity arrangements negotiated by the 
last Republican Administration was a national calamity, and we demand 
their renewal and extension on such terms as will equalize our trade with 
other nations, remove the restrictions which now obstruct the sale of Ameri- 
can products in the ports of other countries, and secure enlarged markets 
for the products of our farms, forests, and factories. 

One of the reciprocity arrangements above referred to was with 
Cuba, and we are now engaged in an attempt to renew and ex- 
tendit. After the Republican party returned to power, as a result 
of the election of 1896, the Dingley bill was reported to the House 
by the Committee on Ways and Means, and on the 31st of March, 
1897, it passed this body and was sent to the Senate. Section 3 of 
that bill as it passed the House contained a provision authorizing 
the President, without further action by Congress, to make recip- 
rocal agreements with other nations, by reducing the duties im- 
posed by the bill upon certain specified articles. The Dingley bill, 
containing this provision, passed the House supported by gentle- 
men on the Republican side who are now opposing this legislation. 

Sugar was one of the articles on which the President was au- 
thorized to reduce the duties. The duty on 96° raw sugar was 
fixed at $1.63 per 100 pounds, instead of $1.685, as in the present 
law. The President was authorized to reduce the duty 8 per cent, 


| or to $1.499 per 100 pounds. If this bill becomes a law, the duty 


on the same grade of Cuban sugar will be $1.348 per 100 pounds. 
If the Senate had not changed the Dingley bill, the President, under 
it, would have been authorized tomake agreements not only with 
Cuba that would have let in her sugar at $1.499, but also with 
Germany, France, Austria, and every other sugar-producing 
country that would have admitted their sugar at $1.499. Section3 


was changed in the Senate, so that sugar was not included among 
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the articles upon which the President was authorized to make 
concessions. 

Section 4 of the present law, however, was incorporated in the 
bill, which authorized the President to make reciprocal treaties, 
that must be concurred in by two-thirds of the Senate and ap- 
proved by Congress, which may reduce any of the duties of the 


Dingley law not exceeding 20 percent. If this bill becomesa law, 

the President will be authorized to reduce the duty on Cuban 

sugar 20 per cent, or to $1.348, a reduction no greater than he 

could have made under section 4 of the Dingley law if he had 
made a treaty within two years from its passage. 
THE REPUBLICAN PLATFORM OF 1900. 

We are met by the statements of the gentleman from Michigan 

[Mr. Wm. ALDEN SmiTH] and other gentlemen that the policy of 


the Republican party on the question of reciprocity has been | 


changed by the platform adopted at Philadelphia in 1900; that at 
present we can have reciprocity only on articles that we do not 
produce in this country. These gentlemen have read from this 
Republican platform to establish their proposition. I can not 
consent to this interpretation of the platform of 1900. Let us 
read it: 

We favor the associated policy of reciprocity, so directed as to open our 
markets on favorable terms for what we do not ourselves produce, in return 
for free foreign markets. 

Now, these gentlemen construe the word ‘‘ what’’ to mean 
*“‘articles.’’ They would make it read that we should open our 
markets on favorable terms for “‘articles’’ that we do not our- 
selves produce. Thatisnot the languageof the platform. While 
subject to that interpretation, it is also subject to another inter- 
pretation, and that is that we can open our markets under reci- 
procity arrangements for such part of our consumption as we do 
not produce in this country. Wedo not produce all the sugar we 
consume. We will consume this year 2,550,000 tons. We will 


produce from beets and cane in the United States, including | 
This | 


Porto Rico and the Hawaiian Islands, only 875,000 tons. 
leaves us to import from other countries 1,625,000 tons. 


Under these conditions a fair interpretatian of the Philadelphia | 


platform authorizes reciprocal arrangements which include sugar. 
If we confine reciprocity to such articles as we do not produce at 
all, we abandon the doctrine. 
have reciprocity as part of the Republican faith. To show that 


this interpretation is a fair one, I want to call attention to some | 


things that have been done by a Republican President since this 
platform was adopted on June 20, 1900. 
It is fair to assume that President McKinley, who was unani- 


mously renominated at that convention, understood the platform | 


and indorsed its declaration of principles. 

Section 3 of the Dingley law, which has been followed in form 
in the Payne bill now under consideration, authorized the Presi- 
dent to make reciprocal agreements. Such agreements were made 
with four countries—France, Germany, Italy,and Portugal. They 
are now in force, and include articles which we produce in this 
country. Twoof these four agreements were signed by President 
McKinley after the adoption of the Republican platform of 1900. 
On July 13, 1900, he signed the agreement with Germany, and 
on July 18, the one with Italy. 
signed May 30, 1898, and the one with Portugal, June 12, 1900, 
just one week before the assembling of the Philadelphia conven- 
tion. Under these agreements, certain articles which we produce 
in this country are admitted at greatly reduced rates of duty. 
These four agreements have been in operation ever since. They 
are in operation now. They include articles that we produce in 
this country. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman be so kind as to name 
those articles he relies upon as sustaining his assertion that the 
platform of 1900 was an abandonment of the old doctrine of reci- 
procity? 

Mr. LONG. I do not claim that it was an abandonment of the 
old doctrine of reciprocity. I claim the platform of 1900 did not 
change the policy of the party on reciprocity. 

Mr. HEPBURN. You said it was an abandonment of the 
theory that we were to admit articles that we did not produce. 

Mr. LONG. I said that if you confined the doctrine to articles 
that we do not produce in this country—that if you put that 
interpretation on the platform—then William McKinley, when he 
made these agreements, violated the platform upon which he was 
renominated. 

Mr.HEPBURN. Possibly thereare to be found in those treaties 
articles of insignificant character that sustain the gentleman's 
assertion. But I would like to have him name those articles that 
he relies upon as proof of his proposition and also to name the 
value of the importations of such articles. 

Mr. LONG. Iwilldoso. The value or importance of the arti- 
cles is immaterial. It is a question of principle. If we interpret 
the platform to mean that we can not admit articles under reci- 
procity that we produce in this country, then we should not vio- 


It means that we will no longer | 


The agreement with France was | 





late the platform by the admission of such articles. I will now 
name some of the articles. Among the articles included in these 
agreements were brandies, all other spirits manufactured or dis- 
tilled from grain or other materials, champagne and other spark- 
ling wines, and still wines. 
During the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901, the importations un- 
der these agreements were: From France, $4,350,334; from Ger- 
| many, $1,181,552; from Italy, $1,355,558; from Portugal, $297,194. 
| The importations from these four countries under these agreements 
| in that year amounted to $7,185,235. The amounts from all other 
countries on articles included in these agreements were $8,131,790. 
I am informed by the Director of the Census that the cham- 
pagnes and other sparkling wines manufactured in the United 
| States in the census year amounted in value to $664,972; that the 
| total amount of still wines were of the value of $6,504,701, and 
| that spirits manufactured from grain and other materials 
amounted to $140,000,000. 
| It is reasonable to suppose that the value of such articles manu- 
factured in the fiscal year 1901 amounted to as much as those 
| manufactured in the census year. 
| Not only have we this, but we have further evidence of the 
| practical construction of this platform. It was adopted in June, 
| 


1900. 
Mr. NEEDHAM. Does the gentleman contend these agree- 
| ments were in force without ratification by either branch of Con- 
gress? 

Mr. LONG. Certainly, certainly; they were putin force just 
| like this bill will be put in force. Wehave under the Dingley law 
| two kinds of reciprocity—one in section 3, covering certain speci- 
| fied articles on which we authorize the President to make a re- 
' duction. We say in advance what the reduction shall be. We 
| give him authority to make the agreement. He makes it; issues 
| his proclamation, and that ends it. No further action by Con- 
gress is necessary, just as under this bill. Then, under section 4, 
we have reciprocity treaties. They are negotiated by the Presi- 
_ dent, but must be ratified by the Senate and approved by Con- 

gress before they become effective. 

Mr. NEEDHAM. Does that power extend indefinitely as to 
time? 

Mr. LONG. Two years is the limit in the Dingley law for mak- 
ing treaties. Now, there were treaties made—— 

Mr. NEEDHAM. The time is passed, then. 

Mr. LONG. There were seven treaties negotiated under sec- 
tion 4 and submitted to the Senate the year previous to the adop- 

| tion of the Philadelphia platform. In December, 1900—— 

Mr. PRINCE. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. LONG. Certainly. 

Mr. PRINCE. You say that under the law as it now stands 
the President can enter into a reciprocal treaty with another 
country? 

Mr. LONG. A reciprocal treaty? 

Mr. PRINCE. Yes. 

Mr. LONG. The gentleman can not get me into a controversy 
with the Senate on that proposition. 

Mr. PRINCE. Very well. 

Mr. LONG. The Senate—that is, some Senators—insist that 
the President can, under the Constitution, make a treaty of com- 
merce, of reciprocity, just the same as he can make a treaty 
covering any other subject and submit it to the Senate for 
ratification. 

Mr. PRINCE. Then he has that right? 

Mr. LONG. They claim so. Iam not discussing that propo- 
sition or taking any position upon it. 

Mr. PRINCE. as President Roosevelt the same right to 
make a treaty with Cuba that President McKinley had to make 
a treaty with Italy and Germany, the countries you have men- 
tioned in your argument? 

Mr. LONG. He has not the authority to make a reciprocal 
agreement with Cuba which would include sugar and tobacco. 
We are now engaged in the business of giving him that authority. 

Mr. PRINCE. Why,I thought you said under the two pro- 
visions—— 

Mr. LONG. Oh, no; the gentleman misunderstands. 

Mr. PRINCE. Very well. 

Mr. LONG. Those agreements were made under section 3 of 
the Dingleylaw. They are similar to the fifteen agreements that 
were made under section 3 of the McKinley law, under which the 
President is given authority in advance to reduce the duties. 
The duty is fixed in the law. Then we say to the President: 
‘* You can make a reciprocal agreement, and if you do, the rates 
shall be so and so,”’ designating them. He can then make the 
agreement within those limitations, and the Supreme Court. 1n 
| the case of Field v. Clark (143 U. S., 649), in construing the Mc- 

Kinley law, decided that such reciprocity agreethents are constl- 
| tutional. 
Mr. PRINCE. Very well. Then you claim, as it now stands, 
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if Cuba was free and independent and she wanted to enter into a 
like arrangement with the United States that Germany entered 
into that she can not enter into it. 

Mr. LONG. Certainly. A similar agreement could be made 
with Cuba; but the articles named in section 3 of the Dingley 
law are not produced in Cuba. We are now endeavoring to 
authorize the President to make a similar agreement on articles 
that Cuba does produce. 

Mr. PRINCE. Yes; very well. 

Mr. LONG. We are now endeavoring to give the President 
such authority. That is the purpose of this bill. If the gentle- 
man will the Payne bill, now under consideration, and also 
read section 3 of the Dingley law, he will find—and it is no reflec- 
tion on the distinguished chairman of the Committee on Ways 
and Means—that Mr. Payne has followed very closely the lan- 
guage in section 3 of the Dingley law, which in turn followed the 
language of section 3 of the McKinley law. 

The treaties negotiated by President McKinley under section 4 
of the Dingley law—and I now desire the attention of the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. HepsurN]—covered articles that we pro- 
duce in this country. The treaties with Great Britain provide 


The production of cane sugar in this country is confined to the 
States of Louisiana and Texas. Beet sugar is produced in 42 
factories, located principally in the States of Michigan, New 
York, Colorado, Utah, Nebraska, Oregon, and California. 

During the calendar year 1901 we consumed in this country 
2,372,316 tons of sugar. Of this amount 292,150 tons were produced 
in Louisiana and Texas from cane, 309,070 tons in Hawaii, 66,279 
tons in Porto Rico, and 124,859 tons from beet sugar of the 
United States. The total amount of sugar imported last year, on 
which duty was paid, was 1,551,881 tons, of which’ 559,800 tons 
came from Cuba. Our estimated consumption of sugar for the 
current year is 2,550,000 tons, of which amount 750,000 tons will 
come from Cuba; 300,000 tons will be produced in this country 
from cane; Porto Rico, 100,000 tons; Hawaii, 300,000 tons; beet 
suggr,175,000tons. Nine hundred and twenty-five thousand tons 
will be imported from other countries than Cuba. Eight hun- 


| dred and seventy-five thousand tons will be free and 750,000 tons 


will come from Cuba. 

Can we take the sugar and tobacco of Cuba at a reduction of 20 
per cent without harm to our industries and labor? This trade 
arrangement will undoubtedly extend the outlet for our increas- 


for the admission of sugar and molasses from the Barbadoes, Brit- | ing surplus, but will it interrupt our home produc*ion? 


ish Guiana, and Jamaica at a reduction of 12} per cent from 
the rates of duty fixed by the Dingley law. The treaty with 
Argentina provides for a reduction of 20 per cent of the Dingley 
duties on 
well as a reduction of 20 per cent on hides and wool. The treaty 
with France reduces the duties from 5 to 20 per cent on silk, cot- 
ton goods, jewelry, and many other articles, all of which are pro- 
duced in this country. 


In December, 1900, in his annual message to Congress, President 
McKinley again urged their ratification upon the Senate. He 
said—and I want the special attention of the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] to this— 

The failure of action by the Senate at its last session upon the commercial 


caused by the great pressure of other legislative business, has caused much 
disappointment to the agricultural and industrial interests of the country 
which hoped to profit by their provisions. 


Further on he says: 


The poliey of reciprocity so manifestly rests upon the principles of inter- 
national equity and Sos been so repeatedly approved by the people of the 
United States that there ought to be no hesitation in either branch of Con- 
gress in giving to it full effect. 


| 
| 


sugars—just the reduction proposed by this bill—as | of whic 


| 


These treaties were submitted to the Senate the year before the | and its manufactures, 38.15 per cent; leather and its manufac- 
Philadelphia convention. They had not been ratified, however. | tures, 35.13 per cent; tobacco and its manufactures, 110.63 per 


' f 3 | of all the tobacco she exports. 
conventions then submitted for its consideration and approval, although | 


TOBACCO AND SUGAR ENJOY HIGHEST PROTECTION. 
The total duties collected upon all imports into this country for 
rye ars gm in the fiscal year 1901 amounted to $230,641,499.82, 
amount $62,680,260.03, or 27 per cent, was realized from 
duties on sugar. 
In the fiscal year 1901 cotton and its manufactures paid an aver- 
age ad valorem duty of 54.87 per cent; wool and its manufactures, 
70.21 per cent; silk, 53.07; iron and its manufactures, and steel 


cent; sugar, 73 per cent. 

Sugar constitutes 44 per cent of all of Cuba’s exports. It prac- 
tically all comes to this country. Tobacco and its products con- 
stitute 45 per cent of all Cuba’s exports, and we take 46 per cent 
Sugar and tobacco are the two 


principal industries of Cuba. Of course, later on, after they have 


| read the very eloquent speech of my good friend from Michigan 
| [Mr. Wa. ALDEN SmiTH], in which he advises them to go out of the 
| sugar business and go into the orange, lemon, and coffee business, 


I commend to the consideration of the gentleman from Iowa | 


[Mr. HepBuRN] and to other Republicans who are opposing this 
measure because it provides for reciprocity on articles that we 
produce in this country these words of President McKinley, writ- 
ten in December, 1900, after his triumphant reelection upon the 
Philadelphia platform. 

Mr. SCO That is from his message? 

Mr. LONG. That is from his message submitted to Congress. 
So I say that under the interpretation given to that plank of the 
platform by the acts and words of President McKinley we can 
not construe it to mean that reciprocity must be confined to arti- 
cles that we do not produce in this country. Therefore the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, in reporting this bill authorizing 
reciprocity with Cuba, are not untrue to the Republican faith 
when we include among the articles tobacco and sugar, which are 
produced in this country. 

WILL ANY AMERICAN INDUSTRY SUFFER? 

_ Reciprocity with Cuba involves the consideration of the ques- 
tion whether a reduction of £0 per cent on Cuban 
injure the sugar and tobacco interests of the United States. 

Congress can not determine whether reciprocity treaties that 
have been negotiated by the President will injure any American 
industry until such treaties are submitted to it for ratification 


and approval. But in authorizing the President to make reci-_ 
procity agreements that will become effective without further | 


action by Congress, as is provided by this bill, it is the duty and 
province of Congress to determine in advance whether such agree- 
ments so authorized would harm any American industry. 

I do not admit that Congress must leave it to the special inter- 
ests concerned to determine whether they are harmed or not. If 
we do 80, we will have no more reciprocity agreements; if we do 
so, we will never change any schedule of the Dingley law in all 
time tocome. For there wil] always be ial interests that will 
appeal to Congeems and say, ‘* Do not do 
schedule; it will ruin us.” Must Con 
special interests make these claims? 


abandon pro legi 


tion when such claims are made? I say 


they will quit raising sugar, abandon their plantations with mil- 
lions of dollars invested in them, and go to raising fruits and come 
into competition with some of the industries of my friend from 
California, [Mr. NEEDHAM]. At present 

Mr. KAHN. Is not that what the people there are asking the 
people of Louisiana to do—to go out of the sugar business? 

Mr. LONG. Not at all. The sugar of Cuba comes to this 
country and will continue to come here, either at a profit or loss. 

The average ad valorem duty on all imports into this country 
was 49.64 per cent in the fiscal year 1901. The duty on sugar is 
higher now, comparatively, thanit wasin 1901. Itisstill$1.685 per 
100 pounds, but during 1901 the Cuban planter received an average 
of $2.30 per hundred pounds for his sugar, which made the duty 73 
per cent of his selling price. To-day he receives only $1.60 per 
hundred for hissugar. The duty is still $1.68} per hundred, which 
is 105 per cent of what he gets for hissugar. To-day the beet and 
cane sugar producers of this country are protected from the com- 
petition of Cuban sugar by an ad valorem duty of 105 percent. Can 





| the sugar industry of this country stand a reduction of 20 per 
| cent on this duty without injury? 


| ments. 

t; do not change that | 
stop just because these | 
it the duty of Congress to | 


| specific duty on sugar $1.348 per 100 pounds. 
roducts will | 
| Cuba. 


A reduction of 20 per cent of the present duty would leave the 
With sugar worth 
$3.375 in New York, to-day’s price, it would be worth $1.937 in 
This would leave the equivalent of the specific duty of 69 
per cent ad valorem. It would still leave sugar the most highly 


| protected industry, excepting only tobacco. 





no. It is the duty of Congress to look into the question and de- | 
termine, if a reciprocity agreement is made, whether there will 


still be sufficient protection left to our industries and whether any 
harm will come from the reduction. 


During the fiscal year 1901 we imported cigars and other manu- 
factured tobacco products from Cuba of the value of $2,292,151. 
The duties on these articles amounted to $2.485,150.75. The duties 


| were $192,199.75 greater than the value of the articles imported. 


Surely, with the duties on manufactured tobacco amounting to 
110 per cent, a reduction of 20 per cent can be made without harm 
to the tobacco industry. 

Sugar is one of the most highly protected articles in the Ding- 
ley law, the object being, as the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GROSVENOR] says, to use it as trading stock in reciprocity agree- 
Now, when we come to make the agreements, we find 
Republicans from Michigan, California, and other States throw- 
ing up their hands and saying: ‘‘ Oh, we can not stand this.”’ 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Were they not put in there for 
the purpose of stimulating and protecting an American industry? 

Mr. LONG. Certainly. Itisso stated in the conference re- 
port on the Dingley bill. 

Mr. WM. ALD NN SMITH. Were they not put in there for 


the purpose of stimulating American production? 
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Mr. LONG. Yes, sir; the differential duty on refined sugar 
that you have said you would move to strike out 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. No; I have not announced my in- 
tention to make that motion. 

Mr. LONG. Have you not announced your intention to join 
the Democrats in that effort? 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Not at all. 

Mr. LONG. Have you not stated that you would vote with 
them to overrule the Chair? 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. No, six; Iam a Republican. 

Mr. LONG. You are a Republican clear through? 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Clear through. 

Mr. LONG. 
[Mr. Morris] who said he would make that motion. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. The gentleman ought not to get 
confused about that matter. ; 

Mr. LONG. 
do not know whether he speaks for all the beet-sugar contingent 
on this floor. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I do not recognize that there is 
any beet-sugar contingent on the floor. 
tionists on this side. 

Mr. LONG. Does the gentleman speak for all protectionists? 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. All those who have registered up 
to date on the committee’s proposition. [Applause]. 

Mr. LONG. 
tered? 


Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. The gentleman ought to know how | 


many are registered, as he has been continuously for five weeks 
every day in this House endeavoring to find out. [Applause.] 
Mr. LONG. 


Michigan. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Kansas does not see any limitation 
in the gentleman’s ability. 

Mr. LONG. I thank the gentleman for his observation. 

Mr. HAMILTON. What is the matter with Kansas? 

Mr. LONG. But the fact is, Michigan’s information is much 
more accurate than mine. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Michigan claims no superior light 
over that given to the gentleman from Kansas. 

DIFFERENTIAL FOR PROTECTION OF BEET-SUGAR INDUSTRY. 

Mr. LONG. 
sugar in the Dingley law. 
in the law. The Senate increased it, but the conference commit- 
tee agreed to the House differential. In the conference report, 


signed by Mr. Dingley, Mr. PayNE, Mr. DALZELL, and Mr. GROSVE- | 


NOR, I find this statement: 


In deference to the wishes of those interested in beet-sugar production, that 
the Senate rate of 1.9% on refined sugar might be retained as an increased 
encouragement to this industry, the duty on raw sugars is increased seven and 
one-half hundredths, so as to make the increase on them the same as the in 


crease on refined sugar, and thus leave the differential between raw sugar | ~ UV , , ; : 
| ential in the law; there was a uniform tax levied on all kinds of 


and refined the same as in the House bill. 


That was done as a protection to the beet-sugar industry, and 
yet there are Republicans in this House—I am glad to know the 


gentleman from Michigan is not one of them—who have announced | 
their intention, if they can not defeat this bill, to seek to amend | 
it, striking off the differential on sugar from all countries, and | 


thus let in foreign refined sugar in competition with the refined 
sugar of the United States. 


between refined and raw sugar. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Does the gentleman find that in the 
Walker bill of 1846? 

Mr. LONG. Ido; and the gentleman can find it. 
refer to the Walker tariff of 1846, which was a Democratic tariff, 
he will find that the duty was 30 per cent ad valorem on all sug- 
ars. If he will refer to the prices of sugar at that time he will 


find that the price of refined sugar was much higher than the | 


price of raw sugar. This difference in prices made a differential 


in the Walker tariff that was much greater than the present dif- | 


ferential. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. 
pressly stated in the law? 

Mr. LONG. Expressly stated in the law in this way: The law 
said 30 per cent ad valorem on all sugars. 
tialin the Walker ‘tariff, because there was a difference in the 
values of the sugars on which this duty was levied. There has 
been a differential in all other tariffs, whether Federal. Whig, 
Democratic, or Republican, from 1789 down to the present time. 
The differential of one-eighth of 1 cent per pound in the Dingley 
law is lower than the differential in any other tariff law. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. 
Walker tariff of 1846 there was a differential. Now, I find that 
in that tariff there was a uniform duty of 30 per cent ad valorem 
upon sugar of all kinds. I would therefore like the gentleman to 


Does the gentleman say that is ex- 
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I believe it was the gentleman from Minnesota | 





| of 30 per cent ad valorem upon all sugar. 

| ential. 

I speak for the protec- | 
| turing Company, of Sugar City, Colo., gives the freight rate 


Will the gentleman tell me how many are regis- | 


But I have not had the opportunities for ascer- | 
taining the number on that register like the gentleman from | 


| Ican tell you what you want to know. My opinion is t I 
| campaign our sugar cost us all the way from 7 to 9 cents, according to what 


| Means. 


I want to cali attention to the differential duty on | 
It was the same in the House bill as | 


If that is done, it will be the first | 
time in our history that there is no differential in our tariff rates | 


If he will | 


as far as possible. 
This made a differen- | 


The gentleman has stated that in the | 
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state where he finds his foundation for the statement that that 


| tariff contained a discrimination or differential? 


Mr. LONG. Does not my friend understand that there was a 


| difference at that time in the prices of raw sugar and refined 


sugar? 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. In the market? 

Mr. LONG. Yes; in the market. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. But here is a duty of 30 per cent ad 
valorem levied upon all kinds of sugar 

Mr. LONG. Certainly. Take the duty in that tariff of 30 per 
cent ad valorem on crushed sugar worth $11.37 a hundred. That 
duty would amount to $3.41. Then take Havana brown sugar 
worth $7.80 a hundred. The duty on that sugar at 30 per cent ad 
valorem would be $2.34. The difference, $1.07 per 100 pounds, 
was the differential established by the Walker tariff. The pres- 


tg | ent differential under the Dingley law is 124 cents per 100 pounds. 
I am glad to know the gentleman’s position. I | 


Mr. COOPER of Texas. That is a question of the market 
price, not a question as to the law. The law fixed a uniform duty 
That was not a differ- 


Francis K. Carey, president of the National Sugar Manufac- 


(Hearings, p. 436) from Sugar City to Kansas City and common 
points as 25 cents per 100. The following is his testimony as to 
the cost of producing beet sugar in Colorado (Hearings, p. 438): 
Mr. Metca.¥F. Let me put this question right here; I want to put it in con- 
nection with this line of remarks. You asked Mr. Carey the price he re- 
ceived for his sugar in his first campaign, Mr. NEWLANDS, and my recollec- 
tion is that he said somewhere about 5 cents a pound. What did it cost you, 


| Mr. Carey? 


Mr. CAREY. It costabout 9. [Laughter.] 
Mr. NEWLANDS. Now, how about your second campaign? 
cost you in that campaign? 
Mr. CAREY. Iam not able to answer that question at prone, but I think 
at during the first 


What did it 


you allow for depreciation, what you call betterments, and what you call 


| operating expenses, and whether you do or do not allow interest on the cost 
| of the investment. I think that for the first two campaigns we will manu- 


facture between nine and ten million pounds of sugar, at an average cost of 
about 5} cents a pound. 


Mr. LONG. I am surprised to have such a proposition sub- 
mitted to me by a colleague on the Committee on Ways and 
If it had come from some gentleman who had not given 
the close attention to economic questions that the gentleman 
from Texas has, I might not have been so much surprised. But 
when the gentleman is unable to find any differential in the 
Walker tariff of 1846, which levied a 30 per cent duty on sugar of 


| one value and 30 per cent on sugar of a higher value, of course I 


must decline to explain the matter further. 
Mr. COOPER of Texas. I appreciate the gentleman’s kind- 


ness; but I still adhere to the assertion I made that there was 


in that law a uniform dutylevied. It may be that in consequence 
of the prices of different kinds of sugar one kind had an advan- 
tage over another kind; but there was no discrimination or differ- 


sugar. That was the law. 

Mr. LONG. The Wilson-Gorman tariff law levied a duty of 
40 per cent ad valorem on all sugar, and in addition a specific 
duty of one-eighth of 1 cent on refined sugar. Does the gentleman 
claim that the only differential in the Wilson-Gorman law was 
that one-eighth of 1 cent specific duty? 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. No; I have not said and do not claim 
that there was not a difference in tax in the practical operation 
of the law upon the different kinds of sugar; but I want to reply 
to the gentleman by asking him this question: Is he willing now 
to adopt the system adopted in the Walker tariff and levy a uni- 
form duty on all sugar? 

Mr. LONG. Certainly not. We have discarded ad valorem 
duties whenever possible. We impose specific duties, because 
we know just what they are. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. If, under a uniform duty, you had 
practically the benefit of a differential, as you claim, why should 
you object to putting a uniform tax on all thesa products? 

Mr. LONG. Because of the fact that ad valorem duties give 
opportunity for fraud by means of undervaluation. The Ding- 
ley law was framed upon the theory that duties should be specific 
Am I not correct [turning to Mr. Payne]? 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 

Mr. LONG. At some future time, in the quietude of the con- 
sultation room of the Committee on Ways and Means, I will en- 
deavor to explain to the gentleman from Texas the differential in 


| the Walker tariff of 1846, as well as in all other tariffs since the 


beginning of the Government. g 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. I suppose it is a problem of multipli- 
cation and division. 

Mr. LONG. It is. . 

I now refer to the duty on sugar from Cuba. The present price 
of 96° raw sugar in New York is $3.375 per 100 pounds. The 
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present equivalent ad valorem duty on that sugar is 105 per cent. 
If we reduce the duty on Cuban sugar 20 per cent it will leave 


the equivalent of 69 per cent ad valorem. Yet the gentleman 
from Michigan said his industry would decline and dwindle away 
under a protection of only 69 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I said it would imperil the in- 
dustry. 

Mr LONG. Imperil it! The growth of his industry lies in 
the difference between a duty of 69 per cent ad valorem, what it 
would have under this bill, and 105 per cent, that which it has 
now! 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. LONG. Certainly. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I say the security of our industry 
lies in the difference between the maximum production of sugar 
in Cuba of 800,000 tons to-day and a possible production of 
2,500,000 tons in the future. 

Mr. LONG. We will take care of the 2,500,000 tons of Cuban 
sugar when it comes. We will meet the problem of increased 
production in three or four years, when the application is made 
by Cuba for annexation to the United States. A great increase 
of production will not happen under this reduction of 20 per cent 
of the duty. 

If this legislation fail and no concession be made to Cuba, if 
the policy of President McKinley and President Roosevelt be de- 
feated, it may result in free sugar from Cuba. After the estab- 
lishment of the Republic of Cuba a treaty may be negotiated with 
that country by the President. That treaty can provide for the 
annexation of the island of Cuba, as the recent treaty did for the 
annexation of the Danish West Indies, and that treaty can be 
submitted to the Senate and ratified. The moment that the rati- 
fications are exchanged, under the decision of the Supreme Court 
in the Porto Rican case, we would have free trade with Cuba on 
all products. 

So this House is not supreme, and it does not control or domi- 
nate this situation. It would be the part of wisdom for us to 
make a reasonable concession that will not injure any industry 
in the remotest degree. This question will not be settled if Con- 
gress at this session declines to take action. Conditions in Cuba 
are such that this question will not be settled until action is taken 
that will afford the desired relief, and will enable Cuba to re- 
cuperate. The failure of concessions at this time may mean the 
growth of annexation sentiment in Cuba, and in the near future 
the beet-sugar industry of this country may have to face the 
possible annexation of Cuba, which would ultimately mean free 
sugar from Cuba as it has from Porto Rico. 

Annexation will probably come in the not far-distant future, 
but when it does come I want it to come by the free act of the 
Cuban people, and when they come permanently under our flag, 
I do not want them to feel it is forcible annexation, which Presi- 
dent McKinley characterized as ‘‘ criminal aggression.”’ 


CUBA CAN NOT COMPETE WITH BEET SUGAR IN CHICAGO, 


Will a specific duty of $1.348 per hundred be a sufficient pro- 
tection to the beet-sugar industry of the United States? It costs 
9 cents per hundred for freight and other charges to ship raw 
sugar from Cuba to New York City. It costs $2 per hundred to 
produce sugar in Cuba and put it on board ship. 
would cost the Cuban planter $3.438 per hundred under the pro- 
posed law to place his raw sugar, duty paid, in New York City, 
without ae It is conceded that it costs $0.625 per hun- 
dred to refine sugar (Hearings, p. 575), without profit to the re- 
finer. Hence it would actually cost $4.063 per hundred to turn 
out refined sugar in New York from Cuban sugar paying $1.348 
duty per hundred pounds. 

On this basis neither the planter nor the refiner would make or 
lose. Chicago and Missouri River points, especially Kansas City, 
are the markets for the beet sugar produced in this country. The 
freight on refined sugar from New York to Chicago is 29 cents per 
hundred pounds, and 36} cents to Kansas City. Adding these 
freight charges to the actual cost of refined Cuban sugar in New 
York, it would cost $4.353 per hundred to lay such sugar down in 
Chicago without profit to anyone. It would cost $4.428 per 
hundred to deliver it at Missouri River points. Can the beet- 
sugar producers meet these prites on a cost basis? Chicago is the 
market for the beet sugar of Michigan and the Northwest. Can 
the producers of sugar in Michigan place their refined sugar on 
the Chicago market for $4.353 per hundred? 

N. H. Stewart president of the Kalamazoo Beet Sugar Com- 
pany, when before the Committee on Ways and Means, made the 
following statements (Hearings, page 212): 

Coming to the cost of manufacturing sugar in Michigan, it costs $5.20 for 1 
ton ot beets; $1.06, cost of supplies per ton of beets; $1.81, cost of labor for en- 
tire year per ton of beets; $1 09, cost of repairs and depreciation 
beets: 91 cents, cost of interest, insurance, and taxes per ton o 
cents, cost of selling sugar per ton of beets. This make a total 


of beets of $9.883; total cost 100 pounds of refined sugar. 
The above estimate includes 5 per cent interest on the 


r ton of 
beets; 6.3 
cost per ton 


$4.682. 
total capital in- 


Hence it | 
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| facture it for less than that sum. 


| Then we produced sugar for $3.96 per hundred pounds. 
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vested, and 7 per cent annual depreciation on the value of the plant. Leav- 
ing out these two items, the cost of manufacturing each 100 pounds of refined 
sugar is reduced $0.671, or to $4.011. 


Mr. Stewart states that the freight rate to Chicago is 13 cents 
per hundred. It costs his company $4.011 plus $0.13, or $4.141 
per hundred pounds, to put its sugar into Chicago without profit, 
while it costs $4.358 to put the Cuban sugar there in competition 
with it, a difference of $0.212 in favor of the beet-sugar producer 
under the proposed reduction. 

W. L. Churchill, president of the Bay City Beet Sugar Com- 


| pany, stated (Hearings, pp. 468-469): 


Mr. CHURCHILL. I mean 1899-1900. It cost 4} cents to make suger. That 
amount represents labor and the cost of the beets, all combined. 

The succeeding year (now let us not get mixed again), which would be 
1900-1901, we had learned a little more about our business. The first year we 
were in the kindergarten class. We got out of that into the A BC class. 
I want you to bear 
in mind all the time that the farmer comes in and is a great factor in this 
matter. We paid the farmer $2.51 for the sugar contained in the beet as he 
delivered it to our bins. 

* = * 6 * x * 

The CHAIRMAN. Iam a little anxious to know how you came out the next 
year. 

Mr. CHURCHILL. Iam frank to say, gentlemen, that I have not a full, de- 
tailed statement that I can make to you in regard to this year; but Icanassure 
you that we will make sugar this year at a cost of not to exceed $3.60 or $3.75 
per hundred pounds. 

The CHAIRMAN. You think it will be between those figures? 

Mr. CHURCHILL. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Have you there a statement in detail about the cost of 


suger? 
r. CHURCHILL. I have. 


The CHAIRMAN. Will you leave that with the stenographer and have it 
printed in the hearings? 


Mr. CHURCHILL. I willdoso. It is as follows: 
BAY CITY SUGAR COMPANY. 
Statement of cost of making sugar, 1900-1901 campaign. 








i a ee $273, 517. 95 
ae a a ier citi een nainiiitndnmmmanlice 23, 707. 20 
ON Eg eee eee 54, 962. 63 
Supplies, such assulphur, oil, filter cloths, piping, paper fitting, etc- 6, 767.15 
a a ie ees onsabogeouansseaicot %, 951.00 
eather eiincdinanatiinaes 1,925. 00 
a scldbwatiinkenasqitbnwnned 10, 480, 00 
i i a altel ate ncitdlinamcigmmesemannadinetiil 10, 024. 00 
eRe R Gene dedandeddeeecwnkndanndnsnane anacesecemnnes 1, 900. 00 
I ii lel tian aarti as (et midi cigesitialib nadine ieieiadaenceaeeaaiae 23, 000, 00 
ead ala rieetitaiadieaitesialed ntiacnceet dieihiediils disdain sini Rian «once ey cenigintptiiin 15, 000. 00 
de li a tar as cies 425, 234.93 

To make 10,730,543 pounds sugar, or 0.0896 cent per pound. 
a a mhinenomding mien mnie $0. 0251 
ee coe tinbnnemnainhaneaaismnnel .0145 
Total cost production 1 pound sugar ......................--...... "0896 


While still in the A BC class, Mr. Churchill’s factory produced 
sugar for $3.96 a hundred, although $23,000 for repairs is included 
in this cost. If the Bay City freight rate to Chicago be the 
same as that from Kalamazoo—13 cents—his company can lay its 
sugar down in Chicago for an actual cost of $4.09, as against an 


| actual cost of $4.353 for the Cuban sugar, a difference of $0.263 


in favor of beet sugar. 
BEET SUGAR HAS ADVANTAGE ON KANSAS CITY MARKET. 


Kansas City and Missouri River points are the market for the 
beet sugar of Nebraska and Colorado, The actual cost of placing 
Cuban sugar refined without profit on this market under the 
proposed reduction would be $4.428. Can the sugar producers of 
Colorado and Nebraska meet this price on a cost basis? 


When we get through our third campaign, I think the total sugar manu- 
factured for the three years will not have cost us over 4cents. In making 
this last calculation I am estimating on the future; but I am anxious to make 
it plain that I believe the cost of sugar in Colorado under normal conditions, 
which we will sooner or later have surrounding our factory, ought not to be 
over 3 cents a poand, and Iam not afraid to say that I will some day manu- 

If [had not thought so, I would not have 
invested my own money or the money of my friends in the industry in Colo- 
rado. In other words, I think Colorado is the natural place to produce sugar 
for consumption in America. It is not a case of “protecting bananas grown 
under glass.’ If [am mistaken in my belief that sugar can be grown in Colo- 
rado for 3 cents or less, I am free toadmit that I have no standing before this 


committee, and have no right to ask for the protection of my industry. 
It will be noticed that Mr. Carey’s compariy is now producing 
sugar cheap enough to reduce the average cost on the 9,000,000 to 


10,000,000 pounds put out during their first two campaigns from 
5} to at least 4 cents. He evidently bases his statement that his 
factory can turn out sugar for 3 cents upon a substantial basis. 
But taking $4 a hundred as the average cost for three years, and 
adding the 25 cents freight rate to Kansas City, his sugar would 
cost him only $4.25 in that market against $4.428 for Cuban 
sugar, a difference of $0.178 in favor of beet sugar. 

OXNARD ON COST OF MAKING BEET SUGAR 


Henry T. Oxnard, president of the American Beet Sugar Asso- 
ciation, said (Hearings, pp. 169-170): 

The cost of producing beet sugar in the existing factories in the United 
States to-day varies tremendously, and the only way to arrive at any satis- 
factory conclusion is to take the averages. If this isdone, we find that Miche 
igan has produced sugar at about 4cents. Taking the average of all the fa 
tories with which I have been connected in the past ten years, we will fin 
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that the cost is just about 4 cents, varying all the way from 3} to nearly6 | were profits enough to insure dividends. The company has $5,000,000 6 per 


cents in the different factories during different years. 

Mr. SWANSON. That is the turned-out product. 

Mr. OXNARD. That is the finished granulated sugar, ready for the con- 
sumer. 

Our company has two factories in California, two in Nebraska, and one in 
Colorado, and this ought to give a very fair average. 
tories varying from one year to another in a remarkable way, this variation 
being due to the quality of the material, the quantity worked, and the fiuc- 
tuating cost of labor and materials in different years. You must not forget 
that this is a new industry and has not come down to its bearings, but when 
sugar has been produced for about 3 cents it is safe to say that some day the 
average of the United States will not only be brought to this, but probably 
under it. But,asI said before, the ave 2 cost of producing granulated beet 
sugar in the United States to-day, from all the facts and figures which I have 
been able to obtain, will bring that cost somewhere between 4 and 4} cents 
without any interest on the capital invested, but including from 5 to 7 per 
cent for depreciation of plants, which isa very moderate reduction, and prob- 
ably below the actual figures which ought to be applied. 

COST OF MAKING BEET SUGAR IN UTAH. 


Thomas R. Cutler, president of the Utah Sugar Company, 
shows (Hearings, pp. 237-238) that the beet-sugar industry of 


Utah has nothing to fear from Cuban competition, even at a | 


much greater reduction than that which is proposed. He gives 
the avetage cost to his company of refined beet sugar for five 
years as follows: 1897, $4.51 per hundred; 1898, $4.46; 1899, $3.55; 
1900, $3.55; 1901, $3.42. 
these five years was $3.86 per hundred, and the average selling 


price has been $5.76 net, or a clear profit of $1.90 per hundred. | 


Mr. Cutler explains that Utah has an abundance of child and 
woman labor, and that it is so far inland that the freight rates 
from either coast are very high, and adds: 

I desire to call to your attention these local conditions because of the rep- 


utation my company has had for paying dividends, and to tell you why we | 


have been able to do so, 

Upon his return to Utah, after testifying before the committee, 
the following interview with him was published in the Lehi 
(Utah) Banner of February 6, 1902: 


BISHOP CUTLER HOME—THINKS THAT CONGRESS WILL CONCEDE SOMETHING 


TO CUBANS—HAD PLEASANT TRIP—-HE THOUGHT THE FIGURE WOULD BE | 


ANYWHERE FROM 2% TO 33} PER CENT OF THE EXISTING TARIFF. 


Manager T. R. Cutler returned from his eastern trip Sunday evening. | 


He went to Salt Lake on Monday and attended a directors’ meeting of the 
Utah Sugar Company. Speaking of the Cuban question, he said: “It is my 
opinion Congress will concede something to the Cubans, though not so much 
as they have asked for.” He thought Sheamount would be anywhere from 25 
to 33) percent of the existing tariff. He rather thought the higher figure 
would prevail. This would meana reduction of 56 cents per hundred pounds 
taken off the present tariff in favor of Cuban sugar. 

Mr. Cutler said he was aware that his remarks, stating that the beet-sugar 
interests could stand a reduction of 25 per cent, had been criticised, but he 
could not in honesty take any other course. 

We have been in business about eleven years, all of which, with the ex- 
ception of a few opening ones when the industry was being started, have 
been successful. If we were to say now to our stockholders and investors 
that we could not stand a 25 per cent reduction without bringing ruin upon 
our business, they might wall be alarmed, especially in view of the fact that 
no one in the East supposes that such a reduction would affect materially 
the price of sugar. Cubans themselves insist that it would not, because they 
need all the benefit of the reduction at home. Besides the great overshadow- 
ing question of the future, which the beet-sugar interests will have to face, 
is thy possible annexation of Cuba, which would mean free sugar. It will be 
muca better, to my mind, to agree on a compromise of 25 per cent if that 
question can be staved off indefinitely. 


OXNARD FACTORIES FEAR NO COMPETITION. 


In further proof of the proposition that the beet-sugar producers | 


of the United States can successfully compete with cane sugar 


from Cuba,I refer to the following statement of the American | 


Beet Sugar Company, taken from the New York Times of April 
2, 1902: 
Beet-sugar profits. 

The annual meeting of the American Beet Sugar Company was held in 
Jersey City yesterday, when what is known asa “campaign statement” 
practically an annual statement—was presented, and directors were elected 
as follows: W. Bayard Cutting, R. Fulton Cutting, Henry T. Oxnard, James 
G. Oxnard, Dumont Clarke, George Foster Peabody, Edwin M. Bulkley, Kal- 
man Haas, James G. Hamilton, Robert Oxnard, and James A. Murray. The 
only change was in the election of Mr. Murray, who succeeds Dennistoun 
Wood, deceased. 

fie campaign statement is as follows: 














Sugar proGcuced, 77,932, 502 pounds. 
Total credit op <instnwr bce atthe akin aaiidttadies wate dilate iain ata iataas init $3, 521, 047 
I ee 2, 667, 029 
ai. nd cvsenmibbckeihbcieitalen cd entnbaneteecis 84, 018 
GEESE LLC DES. EEN IEE Ae AT 362,710 
Pr CIEE dic ak atlcscccabicnwbesencdasbenrcigudrdess 491 , 307 
Estimated results for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1902: 
Comper SG, BO eo erence siwcn nedtnbrh bewes +caneseccces 15, 226 
Campaign peGis, ROGERS POU. is 0d ic. co fas avevedsdasesswekescncecnse 276, 408 
Campaign proGits, ORMEEG 6. 660s osc cishs cakehs cchtiectnsbasdiesiceee 258, 191 
Total o pecnudopeee ctegn segues aengeneninaganainns eat aan dn 549, 820 
Campaign ices, Grand leleade ....«.. .0.<<ssusen<cosntseodvann ties $15, 430 
Caunpaign loss, CHER 6.6... .oscacccscestessneneteipanteneatet 43, 093 
—_—_ 58,513 
Cammpnian grote ... ........-ccccnsscsneccennebageeaneadnnnnss 491, 307 
General expenses and interest... .. 2... 025 co ccamscewssenteueeabe sons 225,000 | 
Avatiabic for Gividemdls . .. . ..20.0ccoceccsedadecsseaneeeees 266, 307 | 


No statement explaining the items in the report was forthcoming, but an 
officer of the company said the idea was to show the stockholders that there 


We see individual fac- | 


The average cost of producing sugar for | 


| cent noncumulative preferred stock and $15,000,000 common stock. All the 

| latter is outstanding and $4,000,000 of the preferred. Six per cent on this 

ere would be $240,000, while, as the report shows, there is available for 
dividends $266,307. 


| Icall attention to the statement of Mr. Cutting, chairman of 
| the board of directors of the American Beet Sugar Company, 

whose president—Henry T. Oxnard—has devoted his attention 

very assiduously and closely in Washington this winter in an en- 
| deavor to frighten the American Congress and prevent action on 
| this matter on the ground that the beet-sugar industry of the 
| country would be ruined by this reduction. Then he goes to New 
| York on the ist day of April and has a meeting of his stock- 
| holders. They figure up what they have made this year in their 

different factories. Then comes this statement, and I call the 
| especial attention of my genial friend from Michigan [Mr. Wm. 
ALDEN Smiru] to it: 


W. Bayard Cutting, chairman of the board, in his statement to the stock- 
| holders, says: 
In presenting to you the campaign statement of your company the chair- 
man wishes to call attention to the fact that large amounts were expended 
| 
} 


during the year for alterations and improvements to the company’s plants. 
Without going into tedious details, it may be said that with the prospect of 
a good tonnage, and the record for 1900 of a fair price for s , the officers 
determined to put their factories into a position to avail of the latest manu- 
| facturing facilities, so that they might be able to compete in sugar-making 
capacity with any plants in the world. This, we think, has been done. 
The increasing tonnage operated and the consequent necessity for being 
amply aan for the opening of the campaign compels a very large in- 
crease in the amount of supplies permanently on hand at the company’s five 
factories. 
The factory at Oxnard is now, as your chairman believes, in a condition of 
thorough efficiency. For the first time in the history of this factory the man- 
apeseens is confronted with the probability of a full supply of beets of a high 
uality. 
. The agricultural conditions at Chino are similar, and the officers report 
that they are assured of an acreage as large as they dare engage. At Rocky 
Ford, Colo., the conditions are singularly enqournng. The factory seems 
sure of a supply of not less than 125,000 tons of beets. The conditions in Ne- 
braska are somewhat more favorable than last year at this date. It is diffi- 
| cult to predicate results in that district so early in the year, where the 
“ weather” is still to come. 

Everything looks more favorable for a satisfactory campaign for 1902 than 
at any time in the writer's experience, if the price of sugar beexcepted. Tho 
abnormally low price of sugar in the world’s markets is causing us, in com- 
mon with every sugar producer here and elsewhere, a reduction of ‘business 
profits below what is reasonable. In 1900 we enjoyed 5.32 cents ae pound for 
yur output (which was smaller than the output in 1901). For 1901 we willav- 
erage, after all our sugar is sold, not over 4.40cents. The difference between 
these figures would have amounted, on our output of 1901, to about $565,000, or 
about 3} per cent on the common stock. 

Your chairman does not venture to prophesy as to sugar prices. He be 
lieves them to be in certain parts of the country below the cost of produc- 
tion, as indicated by the market price of raw sugar, the expenses of refining, 
and the transportation charges. He believes that your plants can manufac- 
ture the refined product more chea ly than any other beet-sugar factories in 
the United States, and therefore below the cost of granulated sugar made 
from imported raws. 


Does the gentleman from Michigan understand that statement? 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Yes; and does he say where that 
raw sugar is to come from, what raw sugar it is? 

Mr. LONG. He makes no exception in this statement. He 
does not except or refer at all to this proposed legislation or say 
that if this bill does not pass they are all right, and if it does 
they are ruined. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I should regard it as very im- 
portant if he said he could do that as against the raw sugar of 
Germany. 

Mr. LONG. He makes no exception’ He says further: 


The abolition of the sugar bounties recently recommended and adopted 
by the Brussels conference will certainly tend toward higher prices for 
sugars a the world, as ss to reduce the proportion of beet 
sugar in the European countries that now produce two-thirds of the world's 
consumption. The os of Europe are quoted as stating that the reduc- 
tion in the beet-planted acreage in Europe will amount to 12} per cent of this 
year’s crop, an amount estimated at about 800,000 tons. 

At this the expert must leave the subject. You are probably as well able 
as he to indulge in prophecy as to this branch of the business, and on the 
agricultural and operating side the officers of your company are able to make 
a pleasant showing for the next campaign. The sugar market is not within 
their control; when they have prepared themselves to meet the market with 
a cost of product lower than that of any competitor they have done all in 
their power or all that you or any reasonable person could expect. 

Mr. SCOTT. What does he mean when he says the price oi 
sugar is not within their control? 

Mr. LONG. He means that the price of sugar is fixed at Ham- 
burg, and that conditions over there control the world price, as | 
shall show later along in my remfirks. 

Mr. SCOTT. What is the antecedent of the word “their?” 

Mr. LONG. That refers to the men managing the factories. 
He is speaking for the managers, the men who are managing the 
Oxnard factories; and remember that Mr. Oxnard, in his state- 
ment as to the cost of production, put it at the same figure as 
your Michigan manufacturers did. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. What was that rate? 

Mr. LONG. About 4 cents a pound. Bishop Cutler and those 
who are making sugar in Utah and Colorado put it less. They 
said they could make it for 3 cents a pound in those factories, 
_ but Mr. Oxnard and the Michigan manufacturers put it at 4 cents 


' @ pound. 
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I will not weary the committee further with a statement as to 
the cost of producing sugar in this country, but this is the propo- 


sition: Will the admission of 750,000 tons of sugar from Cuba at 
a reduction of 20 per cent affect the price of refined sugar in this 
country? If it does—if it lowers the price—we will fail in the ob- 


ject of ean because no benefit would go to the Cubans. 
The C MAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 


Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 
time of my colleague be extended, so that he may conclude his 
remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas asks unani- 
mous consent that his colleague’s time be extended so as to per- 
mit him to conclude his remarks. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


THIS REDUCTION WILL NOT LOWER SUGAR PRICES, 


Mr. LONG. Will the price of refined sugar in this country be 
affected by thisreduction? If it be not, then there will be no harm 
done to the beet-sugar industry. They will get the same price in 
the markets which they now supply as they did before the legisla- 
tion was enacted. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask 
the gentleman a question, if he will oe 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LONG. Certainly. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. As I understand from that portion 
of the gentleman’s argument which he has just completed, he 
takes the position that 69 per cent will be ample protection to the 
beet-sugar industries; that is, they can live with the protection 
that will be left after the passage of this bill. 

Mr. LONG. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Well, now, why should not this bill 
be made to apply to sugar imported from all countries? If the 
beet-sugar a Aa will not be hurt by this kind of a reduction, 
then why should not we reduce all along the line? 

Mr. LONG. Iam just coming to that proposition. You ad- 
mit 750,000 tons of sugar at a reduction, and keep the present 
duty on 925,000 tons imported from other countries, and you do 
not affect the price of sugar in this market. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. No; but as I understood the gentle- 
man, he made the statement that under 69 per cent protection, 
without regard to what the rate might be on sugar from other 
countries—that under a 69 per cent protection the beet-sugar in- 
dustry could live and thrive. 

Mr. LONG. Sixty-nine per cent on sugar from Cuba. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. But the gentleman did not limit it 
in his remarks to Cuba. 

Mr. LONG. I certainly did, and called attention toit. I have 
not been arguing for a reduction of 20 per cent in the duties on 
sugar from other countries than Cuba. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. No; but yourargument was directed 
to the proposition that by taking off this much tariff on sugar, 
the beet-sugar industry could still thrive. 

Mr. LONG. Not on all sugar, but on sugar from Cuba. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. That may have been the gentle- 
man’s purpose, but I did not so understand his remarks. 

Mr. GROW. That is what the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
Lona] said in his speech. ; 

Mr. LONG. The hearings contain many statements made by 
beet-sugar witnesses that the price of refined sugar in this coun- 
try would not be affected by a reduction on Cuban sugar of 20, 
25, or even 50 per cent; and some of them went so far as to say 
that free sugar from Cuba would not affect the price of sugar in 
this country if the present duty was retained on sugar from other 
countries, 

The gentleman from Nevada [Mr. NEwLANDS], a member of 
the Committee on Ways and Means, who is opposed to this bill, 
made the following statement in his speech in this House in oppo- 
sition to this bill on April 8, 1902: 

_ Now, admit Cuban sugar free, or admit it with a reduced duty, and what 
is the result? Will the price of our domestic sugar be reduced? Not at all, 
for the price of our domestic sugar to-day is the world’s price of sugar plus 
our duty, plus the freight to this country, and that will be the case until the 
United States produces its entire consumption. As long as 100,000 tons are 
imported from abroad and this duty lasts the domestic price of sugar in this 
country will be the world’s price plus the duty, which means that in Amer- 
ica to-day the American le pay double the world’s price for their sugar. 

Now, suppose we let In bakes sugar free or with a reduced duty. It 
means that only one-third of the two-thirds of foreign production comes in 
with a reduced duty. We still import 750,000 or 800, a the price of 

the domestic price to 


that will be the a lus the duty, so that 
consumers will be maintained at the same rate. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. The gentleman then admits that the 
consumer would not get any advantage by this reduction? 

Mr. LONG. Reduction on sugar from Cuba? 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. From Cuba—that the consumers in 


America would not be the beneficiaries; that the sugar eaters 


would pay the same price after this bill becomes a law as they 
pay now? + 





Mr. LONG. I have been endeavoring for over an hour to make 
that point clear. I am sorry that I have failed as completely to 
enlighten the gentleman on this point as I did in making clear the 
differential in the Walker tariff. 

. Mr. COOPER of Texas. It may be clear if you will answer the 
question. 

Mr. LONG. For the benefit of the gentleman I will say that 
this reduction in duties on Cuban products is for the benefit of 
the Cubans and not for the benefit of the consumers of this coun- 
try. If the price of sugar went down 20 per cent as a result of 
the reduction, the Cubans would not be benefited. They would 
get that much less for their a. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Then, let me ask you the further ques- 
tion: Then this is a gratuity of $8,000,000 to the Cuban people; 
a gift to Cuba of $8,000,000 by the people of the United States? 

Mr. LONG. It is a concession to Cuba on our tariff rates. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. It is a gratuity, a gift, a concession; 
it does not make any difference what the language isin which you 
express the idea. If you are going to make this concession, why 
do you not take it out of all the industries of all the people of 
America instead of taking it from a few agricultural industries? 

Mr. LONG. It is not a gratuity; it is not a gift. There were 
some in the Republican conference who wanted to make it a gift. 
They wanted to give a bounty to be paid out of the Treasury of 
the United States to the government of Cuba for distribution 
among the people of that island. My friend from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. DALZELL] demolished this scheme so sens that up to 
date it has not been referred to in this debate. ye are to make 
concessions on Cuban products, and under the reciprocity agree- 
ment they are to make concessions on our products. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. A reciprocity that does not reciprocate. 

Mr. LONG. We will obtain concessions on the meat products 
of Texas. Your district and your State, on their meat and other 
products which they will sell to Cuba, will probably get more bene- 
fit than any other part of the country, unless it be Minnesota, on 
her flour products. [Applause.] 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. In reply to that, allow me to say that 
all the flour they use there now goes from the United States under 
the present tariff and present tax. 

Mr. LONG. The gentleman should understand that the Cu- 
bans did not make their present tariff. It was made by our War 
Department. We have reduced the duty on flour almost 400 per 
cent, on bacon 200 per cent, lard almost the same, while the re- 
duction on corn and machinery has been even greater. In other 
words, while doing nothing for Cuban products we have manipu- 
lated the Cuban tariff for our own advantage, and out of the five 
articles mentioned, four are agricultural products. We made 
these reductions to benefit the products of Texas and other States 
in the Union. This is a military tariff, made by us. We have 
no assurance that the people of Cuba after they get control of 
their government will still leave these great concessions on our 
products if we refuse to make the concession of 20 per cent on 
Cuban products coming into this country. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Then, it is my understanding that 
the gentleman is legislating here for Cuba. 

Mr. LONG. Iam glad that the gentleman from Texas has at 
last understood me. We are legislating for Cuba—— 

Mr. COOPER of Texas (continuing). And not your people. 

Mr. LONG. Weare also legislating for our people. A reci- 
procity agreement is advantageous to both countries, or it is not 
a good agreement; and I shall show later on that it has advantages 
at our end of the line. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Did you not say just a moment ago 
that this was a concession of $8,000,000 to Cuba from the people 
of this country? The consumers of sugar inthis country will not 
get the benefit of it. If it is reciprocity, then it is a reciprocity 
that benefits the Cubans, and will not benefit your own people. 

Mr. LONG. Can not the gentleman understand? 

Mr. DALZELL. I do not think he can. 

Mr. LONG (to Mr. DALZELL). You do not believe he can? 
Probably he can not, but I will try it on him again. [Laughter. | 
Can not the gentleman understand that while Cuba will get the 
benefit of the concessions that we make on her sugar and other 
products coming into this country, that we will get benefits when 
the meat products of Texas and the flour products of Minnesota 
and Kansas enter Cuba at a reduction of duties? 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. They go there now; and it is very 
evident that the teacher is not able to instruct his pupil. 

Mr. LONG. They go there now under the military tariff we 
have made. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Of course it is your tariff. 

Mr. LONG. It is a military tariff made by the War Depart- 
ment, and may be changed at any time after the Cubans obtain 
control of their government. 

A number of witnesses stated before the Committee on Ways 
and Means that a reduction of from 25 to 50 per cent on Cuban 
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sugar would not affect the price of refined sugar in the United 
, States. I refer to a few of such statements. Robert Oxnard, 
representing the beet-sugar interests (Hearings, p. 313), said: 

The only active competition that the refining interest has is the beet-sugar 
production. Therefore I claim that the price of refined sugar in the United 
States will not be lowered by the admission of Cuban sugar free or by a re- 
duction of duty, except in so far as it suits the refining industry at certain 
periods of the year and in certain localities to put down the price in order to 
make it unprofitable for its competitors. 

Henry T. Oxnard, president of the American Beet Sugar Asso- 
ciation, on page 184, in answer to the questions of Mr. MCCLELLAN, 
said: 

Mr. McCLELLAN. If the duty on raw sugar is reduced between Cuba and 
the United States, what will be the effect upon the price of refined sugar? 

Mr. CXNARD. Will you state what reduction? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. We will state first, free raw sugar. 

Mr. OXNARD. It will be imperceptible. 

Mr. McCLe.LLANn. Then how will you be injured by the price of refined 
sugar remaining the same? 

Mr. OXNAKD. I will tell you how. Because capital would go into Cuba, 
and the Cuban industry would be artificially stimulated up to a point of pro- 
ducing what the United States would use, and filling the markets and driv- 


ing us out as long as she was not annexed and could work under either semi- 
He says (Hearings, p. 532): 


cooly or slave-labor conditions, and we had to pay a high price for labor. It 
is a fact that the whole cane-sugar industry of the world never thrives very 
well except with semislave labor. The history of it has been so, unless they 
worked under some sort of semiservile cooly-labor conditions. 

a. McCLELLAN. Then a reduction of less than that would affect the price 
stl ess’ 

Mr. OXNARD. I said I did not think it would affect it hardly any tothe con- 
sumer: I do not believe it would. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Say there was a reduction of 50 per cent, would that 
practically have any effect? 

Mr. OXNARD. Not to the consumer, in my opinion. 

Mr. METCALF. Who will get the benefit, in your opinion? 

Mr. OXNARD. In my opinion the sugar trust and the merchants who con- 
trol these factories in Cuba who lend their money to do the work. 


Mr. Mercaur. We allowed Hawaiian sugar to come in free in 1876, did we | 


not? 

Mr. OXNARD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Merca.r. Did that result in a reduction of the price to the consumer? 

Mr. OXNARD. No. 

Mr. Mercaur. Who received the benefit? 

Mr. OXNARD. The refiners and the Hawaiian planters, but exactly in what 
proportion they got it I do not know: but the consumer got absolutely no 
benefit of the reduction of raw sugar from the Hawaiian Islands. 


Mr. Leavitt, on page 253, in answer to the question as to what 
would be the effect of a 25 per cent reduction on Cuban sugar, said: 
Mr. LEAvirTr. It would be to give no benefit tc the community at large in 


the price of sugar; but it would enable the sugar trust, by maintaining the 


present price of refined sugar in markets in which our beet sugar does not 
come in competition with them, to so increase their profits that they could 
use that increased profit to further extend their operations of last summer, 
of selling sugar at 3} cents per pound on the Missouri River, or half a cent 
below the cost of raw sugar in Row York. 


James D. Hill, on page 275 of the hearings, said that a reduc- | 


tion of 50 per cent on Cuban sugar would affect the price of raw 
sugat in this country, but when asked whether it would affect 
the price of refined sugar, said: 

Mr. HILL. Not according to my theory, as that price is fixed by the cost in 
Hamburg, plus insurance, tariff, and the like, delivered in New York. 

DR. H. W. WILEY’S TESTIMONY. 

Dr. H. W. Wiley. in his testimony before the committee, on 
page 504 of the hearings, said in regard to the production of beet 
sugar: 

The important question now arises, ‘‘ May not the price of production be 
diminished to meet the fall in prices which Cuban free sugar would pro- 
duce’ I myself have long been a believer in lower and yet remunerative 
— ves for sugar, and have stated that the amount of sugar produced in Porto 

tico, the Philippines, and Cuba in 1899-1900 could be introduced duty free 
without danger to our own industry. These prices would be the result of 
better agriculture, improvement in the sugar content of the raw materials, 
improved technique in the factories, resulting in economy of fuel, saving of 
labor, and more profitable utilization of by-products. As a prophet, I have 
looked forvard to the time when the cost of making refined sugar would not 
be quite 3 cents a pound in this country, and when, with fair profits to 
farmers, makers, and factory, it would go on the consumer's table at less 
than 4 centsa pound 

The Doctor refers here to his statement before the Industrial 
Commission on May 14, 1900. On page 654 of volume 10 of the 
report of the Industrial Commission, he said: 

Mr. CONGER. 
industry? 


Dr. Winey. I know less about them than Cuba. 


Mr. Concer. Isit your idea that those engaged in this beet-sugar industry | 


need have no fear of the effect of their being included? 

Dr. WiLey. Absolutely none. When the Spanish war commenced and my 
friendscommenced to write to me these despairing letters that we were go- 
ing to be ruined by free sugar, I never for a moment had any fear. If we 
to-day were to admit absolutely free from duty every pound of sugar made 
in Porto Rico and Cuba and the Philippines, it would not affect the progress 
of our sugar-beet industry in this country. We still haveto have this deficit 
in sugar supplied from some place, and the best place to get it is here, right 
in our own country. 

Mr. Concer. If this cane sugar from Cuba would be admitted free, would 
not the price of sugar be less here, necessitating the factories running at a 
less profit and possibly at a loss? 

Dr. WILEY. Suppose we admit free of duty this sugar. We would still 
have to import sugar, and the duties on sugar would probably remain the 
same as theyare. That would tend to fix the price of sugar. y the way, it 
is not an unmixed evi! to have a low price on an agricultural crop. It has a 
good many good points. In the first place, it increases consumption and the 
demand for the article, and that tends to restore the price. tn the second 
place, it teaches economy in the manufacture which otherwise would never 
have been taugnt. Louisiana people, if you had told them two or three years 





| nearly the same in Cuba. 


How about the Philippine Islands as a place for the sugar | : rag 
: ; ~~ | concessions on Cuban sugars, what injury can come to the beet- 


| planter, but would inure to the benefit of the sugar trust. 
benefit will surely accrue to the person owning the sugar at the 


Aprit 11, 


ago that they would have to sell their sugar at 2} cents a pound, they would 
have held up their hands in horror; but they are doing it and making money, 


To show that Dr. Wiley still holds the same views, I refer to 
his testimony before the Committee on Ways and Means, at page 
513 of the hearings: 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Another question, Doctor: Which would you prefer with 
reference to the general interests of America—a reduction of 50 per cent in 
this duty on Cuban sugar or the annexation of the island as a part of the 
United States? Which, in your judgment, would be the most injurious? 

Dr. WILEY. You know I am an expansionist. Personally, I believe in get- 
ting everything we can get hold of. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. And if you are an expansionist, you believe in getting a 
good and a rich country, do you not? 

Dr. WILEY. I certainly do. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. And you regard Cuba as one of the best and richest coun- 
tries in the world, do you not? 

Dr. WILEY. Yes; and Iam against the views of my sugar friends, in that 
Iam in favor of annexing Cuba for the good of all concerned. 


SPECIAL AGENT SAYLOR’S TESTIMONY, 
Special Agent C. F. Saylor, the beet-sugar expert of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, believes that beet sugar can be produced at 
a profit, even though refined sugar is much lower than it is to-day. 


The beet-sugar industry can only be successfully introduced in this coun- 
try, and factories will only go inand make the attempt, when the opportunity 
is offered them to work out and solve the problems they have to encounter. 
soa they are producing sugar at something like 4 cents and over per 
pound. — : : : 

I offer it to you as my best knowledge and belief that the time is coming 


| when they can cut down that cost of production one-half, as Germany cut 


down her cost of production one-half. (See p. 575, Hearings.) 


If the reduction on Cuban sugar will not lower the price of 
refined sugar in this country, and evenif it does, if Dr. Wiley and 
Mr. Saylor are correct, then the beet industry of this country need 
have no fear from a concession on Cuban sugar. Mr. Saylor, in 
his testimony before the Industrial Commission on May 16, 1900, 
page 587, volume 10, made this statement: 

We are able to produce in thiscountry at the present time beet sugar under 


| the best conditions for about 3 cents per_pound, the cost ranging from 3 to 


In Porto Rico it was my privilege to make an 


possibly 3} cents per pound. 
, and after mak- 


investigation of the cost of producing sugar in that count 


| inga careful analysis of the cost, through a great many factories, I found 
| that they could produce sugar atactual cost to themselves and place it on our 
| markets for about $40 per ton—short ton. This does not figure in our tariff, 
| which is $1.68 per hundredweight. 


Two cents a pound? 

Mr. SAYLOR. Yes; 2 cents a pound. 

Mr. Concer. Refined or raw? 

Mr. SAYLOR. Raw. 

Mr. Concer. What is it worth to refine sugar? 

Mr. SAYLOR. It is worth about 65 per cent on the west coast and about 55 


Mr. CONGER. 


| on the Atlantic. 


Mr. Concer. That gives the cost of raising a pound of sugar in Porto Rico 
and placing it on the market here refined as something over 2} cents, accord- 
ing to your opinion’ 

Mr. SayLor. Yes; that is, actual cost to themselves, figuring no profit to 
anybody anywhere. While I made investigations oes this line in Cuba, I 
had not the facilities or time for giving it as close an analytical study as I had 
in Porto Rico, but the conclusions I came to were that it would cost very 
] I have recently been making investigations along 
the same lines in the islands of Hawaii. There are factories there that can 
produce sugar a great deal cheaper than i:et, but the cost of producing sugar 
in the islands of Hawaii and shipping it to this country is about $40 a ton on 
the average. 

On page 588, same report, Mr. Saylor expressed an opinion in 
regard to the effect upon the beet-sugar industry in this country, 
saying: 

Mr. ConGER. Your idea is, then, that those who engage in the production 
of beet sugar in this country have little reason to fear this competition from 
the islands? 

Mr. SaAYLor. Yes. Is that the idea you get from my talk? 

Mr. CONGER. We get the idea from your talk that, in spite of our having 


| acquired this territory, it is still a safe business to engage in here. 


Mr. SAYLOR. Yes; perfectly safe. 

Mr. Concer. In your opinion, then. the future of beet sugar in the United 
States is not menaced by this acquisition of territory? ; 

Mr. SAYLOR. I do not think so. I donot think island competition is going 
to be extensively started at once, and I think every year we are in it that our 
people will reduce the cost of production, and that the islands will be increas- 
ng in the cost of production, referring to the Hawaiian Islands and Porto 
Rico and Cuba. 


If no material reduction in the price of sugar is caused by the 


sugar interests of the United States? 
WILL SUGAR TRUST RECEIVE BENEFIT OF CONCESSION? 


Another important question to determine is whether concessions 
made on Cuban sugar will help the Cuban planters or whether it 
will inure to the benefit of the sugar trust. The claim was made 
in the hearings before the Committee on Ways and Means that 


any concession made on sugar would not benefit the Cuban — 
The 


time the concession is made. 

The gentleman from Texas [Mr. CoopEr] seems to admit that 
this concession will go to Cuba and to the Cuban planters. There 
is where we want it to go. But there have been some gentlemen 
on this floor who claimed that the concession would not go where 
we want it to go, but would go to the sugar trust, and so would 
not benefit the Cuban sugar planter. 
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Mr. COOPER of Texas. Then may Iask the gentleman a ques- 
tion there? Isit not the consumer that pays the tax? If your 


measure goes through, will it not be the su 
purchase it and acquire it and pay the tax and collect this tax out 
of the American consumer? 

Mr. LONG. The gentleman himself is one of the consumers. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. But the sugar that comes here is ac- 
quired by the sugar refiners, is it not? They are the consumers, 
are they not? The consumer pays the tax. They are the con- 
sumers who purchase that sugar, which they refine, and pay the 


tax. 

Mr. LONG. The gentleman himself is one of the 80,000,000 
consumers of sugar in this country. 

There is only one price for sugar in New York, whether it comes 
from Cuba, Hawaii, Porto Rico, or Hamburg. The Hawaiian 
planter gets this price pe the payment of freight and insurance 
from Honolulu. The Louisiana sap toed gets this price upon 
the payment of insurance and freight charges from New Orleans. 
The Porto Rican planter gets this price upon the payment of 
insurance and freight charges from San Juan. The owner of 
sugar in Hamburg gets this price by 
ance from Hamburg, and in addition the duty and the counter- 
vailing duty. The Cuban planter gets this price: by paying the 
freight and insurance charges from Havana, and in addition the 
duty. This duty on 96° raw sugar is $1.685 on each hundred- 
weight. The Cuban planter must pay this much in addition to 
the Porto Rican planter to land his sugar in New York, which is 
practically the only market for sugar from Porto Rico and Cuba. 

When Congress two years ago granted a concession of 85 per 
cent on Porto Rican sugar the 
stantly rose that much, and the Porto-Rican sugar owner got the 
benefit of thatreduction. If the reduction of 20 per cent on Cuban 


sugars is made the Cuban planter will have to pay $1.348 per | 


hundredweight, in addition to freight and insurance, in order to 
deliver his sugar in New York, instead of $1.685 per hundred- 
weight, as he does now. 

Now, while there have been a good many assertions on this 
floor that the sugar trust will get the benefit of the concession, 
there has been only one gentleman who has attempted to prove 
this assertion by figures. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
i is the only one who has attempted to show by a math- 
ematica 
trust. He said he had demonstrated it ‘‘with the exactness of a 
theorem in Euclid.’’ 

CUBAN AND PORTO RICAN PRICES COMPARED. 

Prior to May 1, 1900, Porto Rico paid full duty on her sugar; 
from May 1, 1900, to July 25, 1901, 15 per cent of Dingley rates; 
since July 25, 1901, her sugar has been duty free. Who got the 


trust who will | 


—— of sugar in San Juan in- | 








| sugars sell regularly for 50 cents 


WHY PORTO RICO RECEIVES LESS FOR SUGAR. 

The Annual Report of Commerce and Navigation for 1901, is- 
sued by the Treasury Department, gives a detailed statement of 
all sugars imported into the United States from Porto Rico dur- 
ing the 15 per cent of regular tariff period, from May 1, 1900, to 
July 25, 1901. This statement shows that an unusually large pro- 
portion of Porto Rican sugars are of low grades. The dividing 
line between centrifugal and muscovado sugars is 91°. These 
tables show that 43.2 per cent of all Porto Rican sugars tested 91° 
or less, and that only 56.8 per cent of them tested above #1°. I 
regret that no similar statement in reference to Cuban sugars alone 
is obtainable. But this same report gives a similar statement for 
all duty-paying cane sugars imported into the United States for 
the fiscal year 1901. Cubansugarsare included in these tables and 
constitute 39 per cent of them. Of thesesugars, only 22 per cent 
tested 91° or less, while 78 per cent of them tested above that grade. 

Assuming that the Cuban sugars were up to the average of 
those in the table in which they were included, we have the follow- 
ing results: Taking 91° as the dividing point between centrifugal 


| and muscovado sugars, 43.2 per cent of the Porto Rican and 22 
ying freight and insur- | 


per cent of the Cuban fall below the line; 56.8 per cent of the 
Porto Rican and 78 per cent of the Cuban go above it. The ap- 
praiser of the New York custom-house kept a record of the tests of 
all sugars arriving at that port during January, 1902. The aver- 
age for Porto Rico was 91°; for Cuba, 93.676°. So, apply what test 
you may, the fact remains that Porto Rican sugar is, and for years 
has been, marketed in a less advanced state of manufacture than 
Cuban sugar. Consequently, it sells for a less price per pound. 
Refiners pay for the saccharine in the different grades of sugar, 
taking into consideration the cost of refining each grade. Cen- 
trifugal sugars are bought and sold on the basis of their testing 
96°, muscovado and molasses sugars on the basis of 89°, er that 
they are 96 per cent and 89 per cent pure saccharine. Muscovado 
r hundred less than centrifu- 
gals, while molasses sugars sell for 25 cents a hundred less than 
muscovadoes. Hence the prices of sugar from different coun- 
tries, or even from the same country, will vary greatly per pound, 
according to the stage of manufacture or the kind of sugars mar- 
keted. The June, 1901,Summary of the Commerce of Cuba, is- 
sued by the Division of Insular Affairs, War Department, on the 


| sugar industry of the island, states: 


demonstration that this concession goes to the sugar | 


| 


| 


benefit of these reductions, the Porto Ricans or the sugar trust? | 


In the Republicar conference the gentleman from Minnesota 


| Mr. Morris} used the following table, taken from official sta- | 


tistics, showing the average prices received by Cubans and Porto 
Ricans for their respective sugars per 100 pounds at port of ship- 
ment for the eleven fiscal years ending J une 30, 1901: 


| a4 








Difference. 

Year. PortoRico.| Cuba. |- ee ae 

\Porto Rico. Cuba. 

WOON sisi a tered Be iw | $3.00 | i Rit | $0.10 

1892 ass TRE. MI Bitine coneeboien 20 

MIB. o.<cacnuiis ee 8.20| 3.301. al .10 

MODE. oon ccansdocke ke oe eee 3.20 3.00 UNE Bir eicie 

IONE. .nnccnsadttiecancie cee Ce | .40 

IAD. .::< ‘ction anal iiaticee Wigiites aeaetl RE MAN aah ir caia ies 10 

MAIR « cnintic ackitinaeet ae ee RS eater 80 

1006. oon coud ate ee ee rf (ge) |, Rapes . 30 

OOD. . ace congnnst anes a eaeda ae SE NE Bvkcncetinces | -20 

WOOD. .ncnninsiesiinetnn in tae I aaa 8.40} 2.60 SE Rie soa 
LOG. .. cag cee need: ateietinnsiie oct 8.40| 2.40 1.00 





The above table shows taat the average price of sugar in Porto | 


Rico in 1901 was $3.40 and the average price in Cuba was $2.40. 
The difference in duty between Porto Rico and Cuba at that time 
was $1.43, and as the difference in price was only $1 instead of 
$1.43, the gentleman from Minnesota argued that the sugar trust 
had absorbed the other 43 cents per 100 pounds. 

I answered that argument in the Republican conference by 
showing its fallacy, and the erroneous conclusion reached by it 
is due to the mistaken premises upon which it is based. It is 
based upon the hypothesis that Cuban and Porto Rican sugars are 
of the same grade and that they test 96° on the average. Porto 
Rican sugars, taken crop for crop, are inferior in quality to 
Cuban sugars, pound for d. is shown by the table just 
quoted. Up to and including the year 1899 Cuba and Porto Rico 
paid the same duties and so on our markets under 


the same conditions. Yet it will be seen that in eight out of the 


hine years Cuban 
more than the etry leaps for from 10 to 40 cents per hundred 
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The lack of uniformity in prices for the same month, as shown in the fol- 
lowing tables, is due to the difference in the quality of the sugars. Some in- 
genios produce a better—that is, a more refined—sugar than other ingenios, 
and this difference in grade determines the price. 

This in large part explains the gross irregularities in the prices obtained 
for sugar exported to countries other than the United States. For example, 
the sugar which Havana ex to Spain was the American refined article 
resh ped. Other shipments, some of them bringing less then 2 cents per 
— were mixtures of sugar and syrup, the third-class article, and were 

ught. by ships’ masters for consumption on board their vessels. 


PORTO RICO RECEIVED FULL BENEFIT OF TARIFF REDUCTIONS. 
The daily sales of sugar in New York are a matter of record, 
just as are sales of hogs or cattle in Kansas City. I had recourse 
to these records of sugar sales. I sought and obtained from nine 


| different commission merchants of New York and Boston account 





| three duty periods in Porto Rico. 


sales of 11 different lots of Porto Rican sugars and 12 of Cuban 
sugars. No one firm knew what had been requested of any other 
firm. So far as possible sales of Cuban and Porto Rican sugars to 
the same refinery, but by different commission merchants, were 
selected, sales made on the same day or on the same market 
prices. Inno instance was the same firm asked for account sales 
of both Cuban and Porto Rican sugars. These sales cover the 
They show that in each in- 
stance both the Porto Rican and the Cuban obtained the regular 
market price for the quality of sugar he had on the market. 


| They show that the Porto Rican received every penny of the ben- 


efit derived from the reductions in his tariff. They also explain 
how and why the Cuban received 20 cents a hundred more than 
the Porto Rican did for his sugar in 1899, and how these condi- 
tions were reversed in 1901 until the Porto Rican received $1 a 
hundred more than the Cuban. 
SPECIFIC ACCOUNT SALES ANALYZED. 

I first call attention to two sales made in March, 1899, one Cuban 
and one Porto Rican, while both islands were paying full duty. 

No. 1. Sale of Porto Rican sugar, March £1, 1899.—This was 
500 bags of centrifugal sugar shipped by Messrs. Ramon Cortada & 
Co. from St. Johns, Porto Rico, by the Areadia, to A. S. Las- 
celles & Co., New York commission merchants, for sale: Date of 
sale, March 31, 1899; class of sugar, centrifugals; market price 
that day, $4.375 to $4.4375 for 96°; basis of this sale, duty paid, 
$4.4375 for 96°; net weight of sugar, 136,812 pounds; actual test 
of sugar, 95.70°, or .30° below standard; sold to American Sugar 
Refining Company. 


Proceeds of sale. 


196.812 pounds, at $4.4375 per 100 pounds ..................... $6, 971. 08 
Deduction for .20°, at 4, cent perl°....................-.-.-- 41.08 
Gross proceeds of sugar.............- _..e----- $6,080.00 
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Charges. 






Freight, at 14 cents per 100 pounds --................-.... $191.00 
SII, axenic tieiaiitacatilins ila etiacicanssict i ciee: ichibiaginin elie iatiaialh Min eatin 2,317.98 
pei tt ELEY EBERLE A BA LR TRE HE 18.10 
Custom-house entry and stamps-.................... 8.50 
Lighterage 50.00 
Wha rfage 20. 00 
On SU 5. 00 
Ne I RI en en eee 16.31 
Pe SO i a a a eee 7.50 
CO BIS DD ised bcekccnissinccenonreh dain 75. 38 
NE Ne cick gk dada, ponte wdciousincséenaeebih teens See $2, 704. 77 





am iil 3,825. 23 

No. 2. Sale of Cuban sugar, March 25, 1899.—This was 1,230 
sacks of centrifugal sugar shipped by Messrs. J. Regney & Co. 
from Manzanillo, Cuba, by the Seneca to Hugh Kelly, a New 
York commission merchant, for sale. This was a ‘ cost-and- 
freight ’’ sale, one in which the buyer pays the duty, insurance, 
and custom-house charges. the seller paying the freight and all 
other charges. Date of sale, March 25, 1899; class of sugar, cen- 
trifugals; market price that day, $4.375 for 96° duty paid; basis of 
this sale, cost and freight, $2.6875 for 96 
$1.685; cost-and-freight price, plus duty, $4.3725; margin for in- 
surance and custom-house charges, $0.0025; net weight of sugar, 
336,592 pounds; actual test of sugar, 96.80°—0.80° above standard; 
sold to B. H. Howell, Son & Co. 

Proceeds of sale. 


336,592 pounds, at $2.6875 per 100 pounds. -................... 
Allowance for .80° at «A, cent per 1° 


Net proceeds of sugar.................... 


Gross proceeds of sugar $9, 125. 49 


Charges. 


Freight at 12 cents per 100 pounds.--..............-..-.--.... 403. 91 
Additional marine insurance -.................-.......------ 16.10 
I i a nney ncbsenducsen wndtbinsisen beeen 12. 30 
kee 50. 99 
I snciinthucuindinagcimsndien ale aibaenn eae eecintnrenaal 3.50 
Commission and trolserage ...... . 22... 2s. cnnccc ncn cccccce 250. 9 
I rans snicvssithinintincaitaatiniieeteietaatdimtea acini sma te 737.66 
Met precenGe Gl Oil... bocc ick insccwccccdeddane ch rabesie 8, 387. 83 


In these sales the Cuban sugar netted its owner $2.492 per 100 
pounds; the Porto Rican, its owner $2.43 only. Yet, the Porto 
Rican sold March 31 on a market ($4.4375) which was $0.0625 
higher than the market ($4.375) on which the Cuban sold 
March 25. Each received the full market price for his sugar, yet 
the Cuban sold for $0.1245 more, on the same basis, than the Porto 
Rican because of its better quality. 

EFFECT OF PORTO RICAN TARIFF REDUCTION SHOWN. 

The next sales to the details of which I call attention were 
made in October, 1900, when Porto Rico paid only 15 per cent of 
the duty which Cuba paid. 

No. 3. Sale of Porto Rican sugar, October 15, 1900.—This was 
a duty-paid sale of 266 bags of centrifugal and 277 bags of mo- 
lasses sugars shipped by Geo. I. Finlay from San Juan, Porto Rico, 
by the Ponce to L. W. & P. Armstrong, New York commission mer- 
chants. The sale was to B. H. Howell, Son & Co. Date of sale, 
October 15, 1900; class of sugar, 266 bags centrifugals, 277 bags 
molasses; market price that day, $4.75 for 96° centrifugals, $4 for 
89° molasses; basis of this sale, $4.75 for 96° centrifugals, $4 for 
89° molasses; net weights of sugar, 65,634 pounds centrifugals; 
test of the lot, 95.15°; selling price on basis $4.75 for 96°, $4.44375; 
net weight of one lot molasses sugar. 38,848 pounds; test of this 
lot, 88.60°; selling price on basis $4 for 89°, $3.96; net weight of 
one lot molasses sugar, 29,985 pounds; test of this lot, 86.30°; 
selling price on basis $4 for 89°, $3.73; sold to B. H. Howell, Son 
& Co. 

Proceeds of sale. 
65,634 pounds, at $4.44375 per 100 pounds -_.._.....-..-.-.--.- 


38.848 pounds, at $3.96 per 100 pounds...............-....-..- 
29,985 pounds, at $3.73 per 100 pounds.-..................-...- 


$2, 916. 61 
1, 538. 38 
1,118. 44 


Grom grocesiis of GUNNS. ....... 2.2. .cnccckkcecdeskdeeoe: Sitbemete 


$5, 578. 43 





Charges. 
Freight, at 16 cents per 100 pounds.....................-..-. $215. 03 
Duty: 
65,438, at $1.6142—15 percent-_...............--.... $158. 43 
38,961, at $1.42537—15 per cent.............---...-. 83.18 
29,998, at $16825—15 per cent.............-.....-- 61. 57 
308.18 
Marine insurance -.......-.- a aorenn esis iteneasens aoe 47.91 
Custom-house charges, weighing, taring, testing, fire in- 

SUED, Wee cncccancdcanscunnndchétonavesdédieageebhbtinegs 88. 65 
TAI . asoce vccincdcsccocdcbenienbtannsmaaiaeiltbenive 47.73 
LS PS I CRE 27.15 
OCommatesion and brolserage.....soccccccancescetacéeonceunenta 69. 66 

Total Cheese... .....000c6esccccbisadbunenas med eeewsess 749.31 
Met precesds of GAGES... csadiccnscdubclabninaabanetecoen= 4,824.12 
No. 4. Sale of Cuban sugar, October 16, 1900.—This was a duty- 


paid sale of 4,000 bags of centrifugal and 231 bags of molasses 
sugars shipped by Messrs. Sanchez Hermanos from Gibara, Cuba, 
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; rate of duty on 96°, | 
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by the Caretyba, to Mosle Brothers. New York commission mer- 
chants. The sale was made to B. H. Howell, Son & Co.: Date of 
sale, October 16, 1900; class of sugars, 4,000 bags centrifugals, 
231 bags molosses; market prices that day, $4.75 for 96° centrifu- 
gals, $4 for 89° molasses; bases of this sale, $4.75 for 96° centrifu- 
gals; $4 for 89° molasses; net weight of sugar, 1,302,872 pounds 
centrifugals; test of this sugar, 96.35°: selling price on basis 
$4.75 for 96°, $5.021875; sweepings, centrifugals, 620 pounds; sell- 
| ing price, $2.51; net weight on one lot molasses sugar, 82,567 
| pounds; test of this sugar, 83.60°; selling price on basis $4 for 89°, 
| $3.45; sold to B. H. Howell, Son & Co. 

Proceeds of sale. 


| 1,302,972 pounds, at $5.021875 per 100 pounds................ $65, 433.63 











| 620 pounds, at $2.51 per 100 pounds..............-..---.---- 15. 56 
82,507 pounds, at $3.45 per 100 pounds ............-..--...-- 2,848.56 
CASE DR CIE ov n cide apes bese dgsneecednngbesta $68, 297.75 
Charges. 
Freight, at 11 cents per 100 pounds ...........-...-.-. bixkose $1,510. 84 
| Duty: 
1,290,686 pounds, at $1.70485 ...........-..---. t 
534 pounds, at $1.5685 0... 22222222 y $22,012. 64 
$2,272 pounds, at $1.24487.............-..--.-. 1,024.18 
—————_ 23, 088. 82 
| Marine INSUFAMIS. ....... «- 00 25050. oo ~s00 cocnensecees owcnce B42. 55 
Custom-houe charges, weighing, taring, testing, fire in- 
nc adbicnends apvendashedephied anbeee 454.10 
Interest on charges. -........... 42.52 
Commission and brokerage 1,878.18 
I cs bis Saha cs Udcnssdilntensantieuseioeaeteel 27, 265.01 
Wek PEOORRIE TI cdc nice cncncnecae oasis i npinhiosonuebes 41,082.74 


These sales netted the Cuban an average of $2.96 for his sugars 
and the Porto Rican $3.58 for his. The difference is only 62 cents 
|ahundred. The Porto Rican’s duty averaged $0.2256 per hun- 
dred; the Cuban’s, $1.6757. The difference is $1.4501. Yet it is 
| very easy to see from the figures of these sales why the Porto 
Rican did not get $1.45 a hundred more for his sugar than the 
Cuban, although he got every penny of the benefit in the reduc- 
tion in the tariff. These were the regular prices. The records 
show that on the three business days of October 13, 15, and 16, 
1900, there arrived on the New York market 133,737 bags, 29,622 
baskets, and 114 barrels of sugars from Honolulu, Brazil, Java, 
Cuba, Porto Rico, Peru, Demerara, Germany, St. Croix, and 
Surinam which sold at these same prices at which these Cuban 
and Porto Rican sugars were sold: $4.75 for 96° centrifugals and 
$4 for 89° molasses. 

But the Porto Rican centrifugals tested only 95.15°, while the 
Cuban tested 96.35°. So the selling price of neither was $4.75, be- 
cause of the variances from the standard. The Porto Rican price 
dropped to $4.44375, while the Cuban went up to $5.021875; yet 
each got the same amount of money for 100 pounds of the saccha- 
rine contained in his sugars. The difference in prices was due to 
the difference in the quality of the sugars and not to the sugar 
trust. It is also worthy of note that 94 per cent of the Cuban 
sugars were centrifugals above the standard, while only 48.8 per 
cent of the Porto Rican were centrifugals and those below the 


standard. 
ACCOUNT SALES WHEN PORTO RICAN SUGAR FREE. 


The next sales to which special attention is called were made 
after Porto Rican sugar became free. 

No. 5. Sale of Porto Rican sugar, January 30, 1902.—This was 
a duty-free sale of 1,499 bags of centrifugal sugar, shipped by 
Messrs. Morales & Co., from Ponce, Porto Rico, by the H. Luck- 
enback, to Messrs. Czarnikow, McDougall & Co., Sen York com- 
mission merchants. The sale was made to Arbuckle Brothers. 
Date of sale, January 30, 1902; class of sugar, centrifugals; 
market price for that day, $3.6875 for 96°; basis of this sale, 
$3.6875 for 96°; net weight of sugar, 361,140 pounds; test of this 
sugar, 95.9726°; selling price, on basis of $3.6875 for 96°, $3.68476; 
sold to Arbuckle Brothers. 


Proceeds of sale. 
361,140 pounds, at $3.68476 per 100 pounds --_.....--........---...------ $13, 07. 14 
Charges. 

Freight, at 14 cents per 100 pounds -.-.........-...-.-...------ $505. 60 
DIRTERS MEIEIIOR..< 5. cecnascoscce coccns coscceccaconcncpecwnia 65.00 
Repairing, tests, cables, etc. ...... .......-...2--.--+ eeceen eee 8.00 
Commission and brokerage ..........-.....---.....-----.----- 133. 07 
SS rt tiicicnnsdeunnnbcnteuenscunies Weare aad 51 

Tiel NE i iin bbnvcccalinonndte (adieiaieeeeneeabs 7 Vi. 18 

WEOk OO OE Eo... onc ccsacvinsincsacn schdenntende tena’ 12, 599. 8 


No. 6. Sale of Cuban sugar, January 30, 1902.—This was a duty 
paid sale of 1,500 bags of centrifugal sugar shipped by Messrs. 


| Cacicedo & Co., from Cienfuegos, Cuba, by the Cienfuegos, 
| Messrs. Lawrence Turnure & Co., New York commission mer- 
_chants. The sale was made to Arbuckle Bros.: Date of sale, Jan- 


uary 30, 1902; class of sugar, centrifugals; market price for that 
day, $3.6875 for 96°; basis of this sale, $3.6875 for 96°; net weight 
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of sugar, 496,658 pounds; test of this sugar, 95.70°; selling price 
on basis $3.6875 for 96°, $3.6575; sold to Arbuckle Bros. 
Proceeds of sale. 
496,658 pounds, at $3.6575 per 100 pounds. .............-..----------..-- $18, 314. 27 
Charges. 
Freight (8.% cents per 100 pounds). ..........-.......-------- 





Duty ($1.67674 per 100 pounds) 8, 202. 42 
Marine insurance. ............--.------- 68. 51 
Custom-house entry, bond, stamps, ete..................-..- 1.25 
W ClgR IEEE DID cesr dan ce vacnccancasvocaciootcsecceucee 66.79 
Extra cost of discharging cargo ....................-...----- 17.47 
P< Sp etal ditnekdlecodme cnabbodcadickhedesckanneuss 1.00 
Interest on meee Ne ee aa ata ea heval tnd miniabraiened dupes tinal 14.74 
Comte BR OC OIO onan ss cn dccc cccnccescncscceccccs 227.06 
Total charges .......- Dit eennaiiaiipanairata cldbednasaaemdintie dilei emai 9,041.55 
WT I. ob ss wid cidcwicd in tianisdacwssesenccan case 9, 123. 72 


TOTAL REDUCTION OF TARIFF GOES TO PORTO RICO. 

These two lots of sugar are just about the same grade. They 
are both centrifugal, sold on the same day, at the same price, to 
the same refinery, but by different commission merchants. The 
tests are very nearly the same, the Porto Rican being 95.9726’; 
the Cuban, 95.70°. If the Porto Rican gets the benefit of the tar- 


iff reductions he ought to get the full amoun tof this tariff more for | 


his sugar than the Cuban received. Let ussee how they came out. 

The Cuban had to pay $1.67674 per 100 duty. If the sugars 
were just the same and the other charges the same, the Porto 
Rican ought to have received $1.67674 per 100 pounds more for 
his sugar than the Cuban. But the sugars were not the same. 
This time the Porto Rican had the better sugar. 

On the basis of $3.6875 for 96° sugar, the Porto Rican got 
$3.68476 for his sugar; the Cuban, only $3.6575 for his, because it 
was not as good an article. Consequently—if the other charges 


$1.704 per hundred as the amount the Porto Rican should have 
received more than the Cuban, if the other charges were the 
same. But these charges were not thesame. It will be seen that 
the Porto Rican had to pay 14 cents per hundred freight, while 
the Cuban paid only 8.95 cents. The difference is $0.0505 in favor 


of the Cuban. Deducting this $0.0505 from $1.704 gives $1.6545 as | 


the correct amount per hundred which the Porto Rican should 
have received more than the Cuban. As a matter of fact, he re- 
ceived $1.6579 a hundred more than the Cuban, or nine-twentieths 
of 1 cent a hundred more than the difference in duty and freight. 
This Porto Rican sugar netted its owner $3.4889 per hundred; the 
Cuban, $1.881. 

It will thus be seen by the above statements of prices received 
in New York, on actual transactions, that the Porto Rican sugar 
producer has received the full benefit of the reductions that have 
been made on sugar from that island. It makes no difference 
whom we thought would be benefited by these reductions, the 


fact remains that the benefit accrued to the Porto Rican sugar | 


producer. 

_ These six transactions illustrate the results of our war with 
Spain upon Cuba and Porto Rico. Cuba had been fighting val- 
iantly for years to throw off the economic and political tyranny 
of Spain. Her cities had been sacked, her plantations laid waste, 
her mills and factories burned, her men killed, and her women 
and children subjected to the horrors of the reconcentrado camps. 
Porto Rico lay by herside. Her people were tranquil and as pros- 
perous as they had been in recent years. They had never raised 
a hand or fired a gun to throw off the yoke of Spain. 

We went to war with Spain to relieve Cuba. The world ap- 
plauded theact. After we had sunk the Spanish navies in Manila 
Bay and off the southern coast of Cuba and decimated her armies 
on land, Spain sued for peace. The Teller resolution stayed our 
hand and we did not take Cuba. But we took Porto Rico. What 
are the results? Have we relieved Cuba? What have we done 
for Porto Rico? What have we done for Cuba? Sugar is the 
main dependence of each island. Before we intervened Cuba’s 
sugar, because of its superior quality, netted its owner from 10 
cents to 40 cents more per hundred than the Porto Rican. But 
we have given Porto Rico free trade. To-day the Porto Rican, 
who never fired a gun or shed a drop of blood to bring about the 
results, is getting from $1.50 to $1.65 more for his principal 
product than he did before the war, while Cuba, despite her hero- 
ism, her suffering and bloodshed, is getting less than before. 
Such is the irony of fate and the results of legislation by Con- 
gress, 

ANOTHER FALLACIOUS COMPARISON. 

It is not surprising that when the gentleman from Minnesota 
[Mr. Morris] came to argue this question in the House he aban- 
doned his comparisons of Porto Rican and Cuban prices. How- 


ever, he made the following com ms of Porto Rican, Ha- 
Wallan, and Cuban 


for the fiscal yéar 1901, 





Morris's comparisons. 
[Record, p. 4155.) 
PORTO RICO. | 


HAMBURG. 





Price at San Juan -......-......- $3. 40 | Price at PURINE onkcstccsces $2.20 

| Freight to New York ........... .12 | Freight to New York ........... .8 

MID ceccneseesceecceccesecccccses 8630 | OOuntervailing duty ....... aadad <a 

Greater value to refiner -....... ST RPE see digic nn dian ate aakerem amet 1.63 

SS 8. 80 | I a “4.18 

HAWAII. mec HAMBURG. : : 

Price at Honolulu -.............. 3.90 | Price at a 

Freight to San Francisco ....... -15 | Freight to New York ........... 08 

Countervailing duty ............ 2T 

i induttiddivdtinds cntcussoewns 1.68 

| Greater value to refiner _....... m5) 

EE ansibeinine dh eneans aneih 4. 06 | ST dicta cilnirareiscibigin rh coainitiben 4.43 
CUBA. noe HAMBURG. 

Price at Havana................. 2.40 | Price at Hamburg - scale: Tee 

Freight to New York ....._.._.- .08 | Freight to New York........... .@® 

IT Scrunsseb-dpactateitiens aninms Gita eer 1.65 | Countervailing duty --.......... 27 

ID sictaas dele atitl's os gigi” Se 

Greater value to refiner ........ .15 

Nii Rae tence 4.13 SI co cenidadenkak dindateecaenned 4.33 





He then said: 


_We see that the American buyer, the sugar trust, was paying to the Porto 
Rican 38 cents per 100 pounds less than he ought to have been paid on all the 
sugars brought from that island to New York during the fiscal year 1901, to 
the Hawaiian 38 cents less per 100 pounds on all the sugar brought from those 
islands to San Francisco during the fiscal year 1601, and to the Cuban 20 cents 
less per 100 ——- on all the sugar brought from that island to New York 
during the fiscal year 1901. 


I am glad now to observe the presence of my genial friend from 


| Minnesota [Mr. Morris}. I had noticed his absence. I want to 


wena aa Jide Mantis Rieke ahaa have sencived the Gitte. | ask him, with his permission, some questions. Why do you put 


ence between $3.68476 and $3.6575, or $0.02726, in addition to the | P ygecrt . tiv etithia Mes ‘eg 
duty meeual the Cuban. Adding $1.67674 and $0.02726 gives | side of your table and at 25 cents on the Hamburg side in your 


the ** greater value to the refiner’’ at 5 cents on the Porto Rican 


Hawaiian table? 

Mr. MORRIS. The Porto Rican sugar has a degree of 924—2 
degrees less than the Hamburg sugar, the Hamburg sugar being 
944. To compensate for that I have put it on that side of the 
equation. The Hawaiian sugar has a degree of 96 or more, being 
greater than the Hamburg or beet sugar, and the difference in 
value to the refiner therefore goes on the other side of the equation. 

Mr. LONG. Why, incomparing the Cuban sugar with Hamburg, 
do you put *‘ greater value to the refiner ’’ on the Hamburg side? 

Mr. MORRIS. Because the degree of the sugar coming from 
Cuba is 95, half a degree greater than sugar coming from Ger- 
many. Now, mark what the expert says in regard to that. De- 
gree for degree, the cane sugar is worth 10 cents a hundred more 
than the beet sugar; that is, cane sugar at 94} is worth 10 cents 
more than beet sugar of the same degree. Now.add for the other 
half degree and you get 15 cents. The Hawaiian sugar, instead 
of being 95 as is the Cuban sugar, is a little more than 96. The 


| Treasury statistics give it as high as 96.7—nearly 97. 


Mr. LONG. Very well; I am glad to get the gentleman’s ex- 
planation. I can not agree with him exactly as to the counter- 


| vailing duty and other items. He puts the countervailing duty 





at 27; itis really 26. 

Mr. MORRIS. I took that from Mr. Leavitt's statement before 
the committee, which was undenied. 

Mr. J.ONG. Neither can I agree with the gentleman as to some 
of the 4. tails of his computation. I think they are wrong; but 
in the main, I take the gentleman’s explanation of his table. 
Now, let us analyze it. It would have been better for the gentle- 
man if he had stood on the proposition he made in the Republican 
conference and had used it in his speech to the House—the com- 
parisons between Porto Rico and Cuba—rather than to have made 
comparisons with Hamburg prices. 

Mr. MORRIS. In my speech in the conference IT made com- 
parisons on the Hamburg prices. There is where the gentleman 
misunderstood what I said. I told him so at the next conference. 
The testimony shows that the world’s price of sugar is fixed in 
Hamburg; and my comparisons in the conference were made on 
the Hamburg prices. 

Mr. LONG. You compared Cuba with Porto Rico. 

Mr. MORRIS. Yes; andI madea mistake. I can make thecom- 
parison now. The difference between Porto Rico and Cuba is not 
as great as between Hamburg and Porto Rico, because in Porto 
Ricoand Cuba the sugars are all cane sugars. The comparison by 

| the price at Hamburg, which fixes the price, gives the differences. 


| 


FATAL ERROR IN COMPARISONS. 


Mr. LONG. Let me analyze the gentleman’s statement. His 
| comparisons of prices cover the importation of sugar in the fiscal 
_ 1901 from Hamburg, Porto Rico, Cuba, and Hawaii. The 

ollowing table will show the imports, in tons, of raw beet sugars 
from all countries and of raw cane sugars from Hawaii, Porto 





sugar prices with prices of Hamburg sugar | Rico, and Cuba during the fiscal year 1901, by months, with 


New York average prices by months. 
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The prices are obtained by taking the average of the weekly 
prices found on page 3104 of the June, 1901, Summary of Com- 
merce and Finance, issued by the Treasury Department. The im- 
ports of beet sugars and of the cane sugars from Porto Rico and 
Cuba are taken from the several Monthly Summaries of Commerce 
and Finance issued by the Treasury Department for the fiscal 
year 1901. No Government publication gives the monthly im- 
ports from Hawaii, as sugar from those islands was duty free. 
The Hawaiian figures are taken from Willett & Gray’s Weekly 
Statistical Sugar Trade Journal of the issues of January 3, 1901, 
and January 2, 1902. 

New 
| York 
| price. 


Porto 


| Rico Cuba. 


| } 
Ham- Hawaii. 


Month. burg 
Tons. 


43, 167 


-) Pee ee 
||3| s#aeae | 


August ___. 
September 
October 





| 
| 
} 


81, 088 
| 70,924 
94,518 
78, 711 
106, 459 
55, OBS 


32 92 


3 
23 
3 


c. 
| 
| 


21 | 176,668 
..| 405,661 | 171,857 | 63,788 | 490, 856 


— 
SR 


ig 


28,184 | 14,820 | 
86,782 | 53,993 | 436, 783 





Grand total 


These figures will show the error into which the gentleman has 
fallen and that he overlooked some considerations in these com- 
parisons that he ought to have noticed before he presented them 
to the House. Beet sugar from Europe comes in largely in the 
autumn, and sugar from Porto Rico and Cuba in the spring. I 
call the attention of the gentleman to the average monthly prices 
during the last fiscal year. In July, 1900, the average New York 
price was $4.80 a hundred. 

Mr. MORRIS. Where are the gentleman's prices taken from? 
Mr. LONG. 


them on page 3104. 

Mr. MORRIS. What prices are they? 

Mr. LONG. New York prices. 

Mr. MORRIS. My prices were all at the port of shipment, 
every one of them. 

Mr. LONG. Your prices were at the port of shipment? 

Mr. MORRIS. Yes. 

Mr. LONG. Certainly; but these are the New York prices that 
the Hamburg. Porto Rican, Cuban, and Hawaiian sugars sold for 
in New York. ‘The prices “‘at the port of shipment” which you 
take from Government statistics are obtained by subtracting from 
these New York prices the freight, insurance, and duty, if any. 

What do these figures show? The following is a comparison 
between the first six months of the fiscal year and the last six 


months of it: 


| Ham- Porto | 
| burg. Rico. | 


| Hawaii. | Cuba. 


Tone. | Tones 
9,740 | 
53, 993 | 


| Tons. 
228, 993 | 
176, 668 


: 

Tons. | 

$4.70, first six months 85, 075 | 

$4.21. last six month 86, 782 | 435, 783 
} 





The first six months the average price was $4.70, and 228,993 
tons of beet sugar came in from Hamburg at that high price. 
There were 85,075 tons from Hawaii, only 9,740 tons from Porto 
Rico, and only 53,573 from Cuba. 

The average price for the last six months was $4.21 as against 
$4.70 in the first six months. How about the importations? 
There were 176,668 tons from Hamburg as against 228,993 in the 


first six months; 86,782 from Hawaii as against 85,075; 53,993 | 


from Porto Rico as against 9,740; 436,783 from Cuba as against 
53.578. 

Let me compare certain months. Take September, 1900, when 
the price was $4.99, and March, 1900, when the price was $4.03. 
The following are the figures: 





Date. 





September, 1900................ 
March, 1901 


"There were 25,047 tons from Hamburg, 376 
Rico, and 278 tons from Cuba in September. 


from Porto 
arch, when 


The prices are taken from the Summary of Com- | 
merce and Finance for June, 1901, and the gentleman can find | 


58, 573 
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the price was so low, $4.03, there were 20,898 tons from Hamburg, 
10,038 tons from Porto Rico, and 94,518 tons from Cuba. 

The Hemburg sugars came in when the average price was $4.70 
and the Cuban and Porto Rican sugars came in when the average 
price was $4.21. The difference between $4.70 and $4.21 is 49 cents, 
and the gentleman only claims that there was a difference of 20 
cents between Hamburg and Cuba and 88 cents between Ham- 
burg and Porto Rico. These figures settle the questions between 
Cuba and Hamburg and Hamburg and Porto Rico, 

MISTAKE IN HAWAIIAN FREIGHT RATES. 

How about Hawaii and Hamburg? There is a difference of 38 
cents. Now, we find that in the first six months of that year 
there were 85,075 tons came in from Hawaii, and in the second 
six months 86,782 tons. They had the advantage of both the high 
and low price, and we can not account for the difference in the 
Hamburg and Hawaiian prices on that proposition. But what 
did the gentleman do in his figures? He compared Hawaiian 
sugar at San Francisco with Hamburg sugar at New York, and he 
made a difference of 38 cents. What is the difference between 
the prices of sugar in San Francisco and in New York? It is the 
difference in the freight rates from Honolulu to the two points. 
He gives the freight at 15 cents. That is the freight from Hono- 
lulu to San Francisco. But is it fair to compare sugar in San 
Francisco with other sugar in New York? The difference in 
freight between Honolulu and New York and Honolulu and San 
Francisco is 374 cents per hundred. 

Mr.MORRIS. Will the gentleman allow an interruption there? 

Mr. LONG. Yes. 

Mr. MORRIS. Might you not just as well make a comparison 
between the price of sugar from Hamburg sent to Sar. Francisco 
as to make it from Honolulu sent to New York? Thenatural Amer- 
ican port for the sugar from Hamburg is New York. The natural 
American port for sugar from Honolulu is San Francisco. If you 
are going to make a comparison of the price of sugar from Hono- 
lulu with the price of sugar from Hamburg, you had just as well 
add the freight from Hamburg across the continent to San Fran- 
cisco for Hamburg sugar to meet Honolulu sugar as to add the 
freight across the continent the other way for Honolulu sugar to 
meet the Hamburg sugar. Does not the gentleman understand that? 

Mr. LONG. Is itfair to compare Hamburg sugar in New York 
with Hawaiian sugar in San Francisco? 

Mr. MORRIS. Surely. 

Mr. LONG. Why not compare Hawaiian sugar in New York 
with beet sugar in the same place? 
| Mr. MORRIS. And why not compare beet or Hamburg sugar 
| in San Francisco with cane sugar from Hawaii in the same place? 
| Mr. LONG. You can compare it there if you wish, but you 
did not do soin your comparisons. Youcompared Hamburg sugar 
in New York with Hawaiian sugar in San Francisco. 

Mr. MORRIS. If I took the Hamburg sugar to San Francisco, 
| then the item of freight instead of being 8 cents from Hamburg to 
New York, as I made it, would be 8 cents plus the 374 cents across 
the continent. 

Mr. LONG. If the gentleman wants to take Hamburg sugar 
out of New York, where he has it in his comparisons, and put it in 
San Francisco, all well and good. We ail soos that when the 
gentleman does it. He must add to the freight to New York the 
difference in freight between Hamburg and San Francisco and 
Hamburg and New York. 

Mr. MORRIS. That would make the difference of the freight 
across the continent. 

Mr. LONG. New York is the market in the United States, and 
| there is where the sugar should be brought in order to make a com- 
| parison. Hawaiian sugar is sold atthe New York market price on 

the day previous to its arrival either in New York or San Fran- 
cisco. On arrival at San Francisco—and I want the attention of 
| gentlemen to this—the difference between the freight from Ha- 
waii to New York and the freight from Hawaii to San Francisco 
is deducted from the New York market price. San Francisco 1s 
a limited market. 
The freight from Hawaii to San Francisco is 15 cents a hundred 
pounds, as you give it, and the freight from Hawaii to New York 
| is 524 centsa hundred pounds. The difference is 374 cents a hun- 
| dred pounds. The New York price of 96° sugar yesterday was 
$3.375. Should one cargo of Hawaiian sugar arrive in New York 
| to-day and another in San Francisco, the one arriving at New 
| York would sell for $3.375 and the one arriving at San Francisco 
would sell for $3 per hundred. 
If you want to compare Hamburg sugar with Hawaiian sugar, 
you should add 374 cents to the freight on the Hawaiian sugar ™ 





| order to land it in New York City, where you have your Ham- 


burg sugar. When you do this the difference between them will 
be one-half cent a hundred pounds. [Applause.] 
Mr. MORRIS. Now let me ask the gentleman a question 
| there. If you take your Hamburg sugar to San Francisco hav: 
‘ you not to add the same freight? 
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Mr.LONG. Certainly. You mustadd the difference in freight. 

Mr. MORRIS. Which you say is 37} cents. 

Mr. LONG. Youtake it away from the market when you dothat. 

Mr. MORRIS. Is not San Francisco the market for the Hono- 
lulu sugar? 

Mr. LONG. Not for all of it. Only a small portion of it can 
be disposed of in San Francisco. There is but a limited market 
at San Francisco. The beet sugar produced in California almost 
fills u —_ market, and the surplus Hawaiian sugar must go to 
New York. 

Mr. MORRIS. But you are figuring the freights across the 
continent. Now, if you compare the prices at New York for 
Hamburg sugar, then you want to compare the prices in San 
Francisco. Charge your freight one way the same as you do in 
the other. 

Mr. LONG.. Iam not adding the freight across the continent. 

Mr. MORRIS. You do. 

Mr. LONG. Lam not. The difference between the San Fran- 
cisco market price and the New York market price is not the dif- 
ference in freight between San Francisco and New York, but it 
is the difference in freight between Honolulu and New York and 
Honolulu and San Francisco, which is 874 cents a hundred pounds, 

Mr. MORRIS. Certainly. 

Mr. LONG (continuing). You have taken the Hawaiian sugar 
to San Francisco only, and you add 15 cents a hundred for freight. 
You should take the sugar to New York and add 52} cents. 

Mr. — And I have only taken my Hamburg sugar to | 
New York. 

Mr. LONG. Certainly. And you must put both sugars in the 
same place to make a fair comparison—you must have them in 
the same market. 

So much for the gentleman’s figures. They are the most mis- 
leading, when analyzed, of any that I have seen since the Fifty- 
fourth Congress, when the gentleman’s predecessor, Mr. Towne, 
stood in that aisle and for two hours ont a half argued that the 
price of silver always controlled the price of wheat and other 
products. He made that argument amid applause on both sides 
of this Chamber. 

But the gentleman himself knows that argument was falla- 
cious, and the American peorle have declared at every election 
since that time that they did not believe it. The figures of the 
present gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. MorRIs] are just as un- 
reliable on this sugar question as were the figures and the argu- 
ments of his predecessor on silver. 

There is a great similarity between the sugar question and the | 
silver question, There were a number of international confer- | 
ences on silver. There have been more on sugar. There were | 
four on silver. There have been twelve on sugar. The twelfth | 
has just adjourned at Brussels. All these conferences have 
been upon the question of abolishing the bounties on sugar. 


CUBANS HOLDING SUGAR HOPING FOR RELIEF. 


If the sugar trust or any other corporation should purchase all 
the Cuban sugars before this law is enacted, then they would re- 
ceive the benefit of the reduction this year. If the of sugar 
in this country is lowered as a result of the concession on Cuban 
sugars, the Cuban planter is not benefited and this legislation 
would be in vain. On the other hand, if there is no fall in the 
price of sugar there is no — that the owner of the sugar 
at the time of the passage of the law will get the benefit of what- 
ever concession is made, 

The statement has been made that sugar has but one buyer in 
New York, and that is the American Sugar Refining Company, 
or popularly known asthe ‘‘ sugar trust.’’ Inthe hearings before 
the Committee on Ways and Means it was developed that the dif- 
ferent refineries belonging to the sugar trust have a capacity of 
40,000 barrels daily, and that the ten independent refineries in the 
different parts of the country have a capacity of 20,000 barrels per 
day. The sugar trust refines about five-eighths of the sugar of 
this country, and the independent refineries, about three-eighths. 
‘These refineries are the purchasers of the raw sugar, and of course 
they buy it as cheap as possible; but it is not a fact that there is 
no competition in raw sugar, for the competition at times is very 
active and determined. 

To show that the Cuban sugar producer thoroughly understands 
the situation and is endeavoring to hold his crop until this legis- 
lation becomes effective, note fact that although this year’s 
crop is much larger than that of last year, 7 the amount of 

placed 


| 


sugar from Cuba that has been market is much 
less, Last year, from January 1 to A 1,198,129 tons had been 
received in the United States. This year during the same period 
but 89,718 tons have come to the United States. Last year on 
April 1 there was a stock of 237,000 tons in Cuba. This year the 
stock amounts to 420,000 tons. It is evident that the Cuban crop 
is being held awniting our action, and the important question is, 
To whom does it belong? 


SITUATION INVESTIGATED BY GOVERNOR-GENERAL WOOD. 
On March 25 the following cablegram was sent by General 
Wood, while he was in Washington, to Acting Governor-General 
Scott, in Havana: 


It is important to know the exact facts about the ownership of this year’s 
sugar crop. Present solution of Cuban reciprocity threatened by allegation 
that large amount already sold or contracted to be sold to the American 
Sugar Refining Company. Many Congressmen willing to allow concessions 
for next — cause they understand that American Sugar Refining Com- 

ny wil in benefit by any concession covering this year’s crop. There- 

ore, I wish you would find out definitely, as soon as possible, how much of 
— ear’s crop has been sold and delivered, how much has been con- 

racted for but not yet delivered, how much is pledged as security for loans, 
and whether the American Sugar Refining Company or any American pur- 
chaser have options on the present crop, and if so, to what extent. 

Also how much sugar of this year’s crop has been exported from Cuba to 
date, especially to the United States. Jt is suggested that you get definite 
reports from the some 164 ‘“‘centrals” that are now reported to be grinding, 
and also from reliable commission houses, and that this information be tab. 
ulated and furnished the War Department, and that you request all these 
different sources to immediately advise you thereafter of any change cover- 
ing sales or contracts that may be made in the future, and that you tabulate 
this information from time to time and cable War Department acqermagiy. 

Woon. 
To this cablegram the following reply has been received: 
(Copy of cablegram received at War Department April 2, 1902, and the fig- 
ures given in bags (320 pounds) reduced to tons (2,240 pounds). } 
HABANA, April 2, 1902. 
Epwarps, War Department, Washington: 

Telegrams sent to 194 sugar centrals, to which 126 answers have been re- 
ceived to date, also telegrams to 36 Cuban banking firms, to which 34 replies 
have been received. 

Figures, according to replies received, as follows: 














Bags of 320 | Tons of 2,240 





| pounds, pounds. 
Output for the gow NEO | 4,089, 814 | 584, 259 
Amount actually in hands of planters ............. | 1,522, 925 217, 561 
Sold and delivered to island firms ................. | 1, 964, 306 194, 913 
Contracted for in island and not yet delivered a 305, 048 43, 578 
Pledged assecurity for loans in island, but not sold. 1, 646, 585 23. 222 
Held at option of the American Sugar Refining Co. 23,000 3, 285 
Held at option of other American purchasers . -.-. | 16, 000 2, 285 
Exported to the United States ...................-- 182, 652 25, 646 


; 





All sugar above mentioned, except that at the option of American Sugar 
Refining Company and other American purchasers, is in the hands of Cubay 
ylanters and Cuban and Spanish commission houses doing business in thé 
sland of Cuba and is not at the option of engone. Where held as security 
for loans advanced to planters the planters will get the advantage of any rise 
in the price under conditions of deposit, as is the custom in the island. This 
statement shows conclusively the absolute falsity of the declarations that the 
sugar trusts havecontrol of considerable portion of Cuban sugarcrop. Other 
statements will be furnished as soon as possible. 

WOOD, Military Governor. 


On April 7, 1902, the following cablegram was received at the 
War Department: 


HABANA, April 7, 1902. 
EpWArpbs, War Department, Washington: 


Reference your telegram to-day, telegrams sent to 1M sugar centrals, as 


| previously reported in my telegram 2d instant. Ten additional replies re- 


ceived since, which report as follows: 
Long tons. 


ee bie anced wees Gacens ecounsucs 24, 755 
Amount in IT ttn dneahinnd bdbecweincboocdeoes eeseeecscesta 13,280 
SE ln nccirnc ences cuonccnsesagegeccese gee - 11,311 


Contracted for with island firms, but not delivered 
Pledged as security for loans in island, but not sold 
All sugar above mentioned is in handsof planters and Cuban and Spanish 
commission houses doing business in the island with exception of 2,968 long 
tons exported to United States. None at option of American Sugar Refining 
Company nor other American purchasers. Where held as security for Joans 
lanters will get advantage of rise in price as stated in telegram 2d instant. 
‘wo remaining banking firms replied: “‘ Donot make loans onsugar.” Above 
amounts should be added to my cable of April 2. No change in situation. 
WOOD, Military Governor. 


Adding the data of these two cablegrams, we have the follow- 
ing totals: 


Answers from 136 centrals out of 1% in the island; and 36 banking firms 
out of 36: 








Tons. 
Output for the year to March 25, 1002 ..................-..... akdde wenees 609, 014 
Left in the | KT cn 2), #21 
Sold and delivered to island firms.........................--...- ~--~ DG, 224 
Contracted for in the island and not yet delivered -__..- Se -- 46,597 
Pled as security for loans in the island, but not yet sold _.......... 236,768 
Held at the option of the American Sugar Refining Company... ..-.-. 8, 285 
Held at the —- of other American purchasers .................. - 2,285 
Exported to the United States.......................-- eee 28,014 


LARGE SURPLUS SUGAR STOCKS CAUSE DEPRESSION. 

It is well known that general distress and imminent bankruptcy 
exist in all cane-sugar-producing countries. This is due to the 
fact that cane sugar has been unable to compete with the bounty- 
fed beet sugar of Europe. It is hoped that the convention signed 
by the Brussels conference on March 5, 1902, will be more suc- 
cessful in the abolition of the bounty systems of Europe than 
those that have preceded it. If the purposes of this conference 
are attained, and all direct and indirect bounties are abolished, 
the sugar industry in cane-producing countries may be rescued 
from total destruction. 

The convention does not go into effect until September 1, 1903, 
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and until that time there can be no 
tion. There will still be a large stock of surplus sugar on hand 
on October 1,1908. The following is an estimate made by Willet 
& Gray of the stocks of sugars in the principal countries from 
October 1, 1889, to October 1, 1903: 


ssible change in the situa- 














Tons. 
Stock in principal countries October 1, 1899_...................----.. 661, 429 
WOES PEON, TI Iw Kechter deena dwenen ceecscucnnesesndbunies 8, 455, 951 
_Total supply, campaign 1899-1900 __....... 9, 117,380 
World's consumption, campaign 1899-1900 __.......-. 22... eee 8, 812, 960 
nian eB se 304, 420 
So RS eee ee eee 9, 648, 243 | 
SI SS a ie es a er ie ~ 9, 952, 663 
World’s consumption, campaign 1900-1901. ...............---.2--.-... 9, 230, 308 
Stock in principal countries October 1, 1901 _.....................-... 782. 855 
Estimated world's production, 1901-2. ..................-......---...- 10, 762, 756 


_ Estimated total supply --................. sabibs dunce 11,485, 111 
Estimated consumption, campaign 1901-2 9, 630, 000 








Estimated stock in principal countries October 1, 1902 1,855, Ml 





Estimated world's production, 1902-3. ...................------------- 10, 184, 61 
Rebate ie se pedis ek paki 12, 039,742 
Estimated consumption, campaign 1902-3 -.........................-- 10, 030, 000 
Estimated stock in principal countries October 1, 1908 __.._... 2,009, 742 


It is estimated that there will be an average reduction of 10 or | 
15 per cent in European sowings; but the prices of beet roots have | 


been reduced in Austria to $3.05 a ton, in central Germany to $3.90, 
and to $3.42 ineastern Prussia. At these prices the manufacturers 
will be able to produce sugar cheaper than formerly. 


HAMBURG CONTROLS WORLD'S SUGAR PRICES. 


Hamburg controls the price of sugar throughout the world 
because Germany is the largest exporter of both raw and refined 
sugars. 
they come from Java, Hawaii, Brazil, Cuba, Porto Rico, or Ger- 
many, canbe ascertained accurately any day in the year by taking 
the Hamburg price as a basis. 


vailing duty, which equals the bounty paid byGermany. The total | 


of these figures will be the New York duty-paid price. Occasion- 


ally there are breaks in the market when for a few days the New | 


York price will be below the Hamburg price, or the Hamburg 


price below the New York price, but the parity is soon restored. | 
The price for which sugar will sell in any other country for | 


importation to the United States can be ascertained by taking the 
New York price thus established and deducting therefrom the 
freight from such country, the fixed charges, and the duty, if any. 
Thus all these prices are based upon and regulated by the Ham- 
burg price. 

BRUSSELS CONFERENCE AND BOUNTIES. 


It is evident that the abolishment of direct bounties alorie will | 


not affect the New York price of sugar. Germany pays an export 
bounty of 26 cents per 100 pounds on raw sugar and 38 cents on 
refined; but under the Dingley law we levy and collect a coun- 
tervailing duty of these same amounts uponthem. April 1, 1902, 
raw sugar was selling for export at Hamburg for $1.40 per hun- 
dred pounds. 

The exporter received a bounty of 26 cents from the German 
Government on every hundred pounds he shipped to New York, 
but he had to pay this 26 cents into the United States Treasury as 
a countervailing duty, over and above the regular customs duty. 
The moment Germany ceases to pay this export bounty we will 
cease to collect the countervailing duty. If the exporter can still 
afford to sell his sugar at Hamburg for $1.40 a hundred he can 
lay it down in New York, duty paid, for 26 cents a hundred less 


than he can now, because he has 26 cents a hundred less duty to | 


pay. Or hecan raise his Hamburg price 26 cents, from $1.40 to 
$1.66, and still sell his sugar in New York at the same price he 
does now, because he has that 26 cents less duty topay. The New 
York refiner would get his sugar for the same old price and the 
nn exporter would get the same amount of money for his 
goods. 
would not have to pay that 26 cents bounty and our Government 
would lose the 26 cents now collected as countervailing duty. 
The countervailing duties collected on bounty-fed sugars during 
the fiscal year 1901 amounted to $2,147,956.09. 

The agreement reached by the sugar conference was announced 
February 28, and the next day the Hamburg price of raw sugar 
fell 3 cents per hundred. Prices can not possibly advance ma- 
terially until after the present surplus and the surplus from next 
year’s campaign shall have been absorbed. Irrespective of what 
the final results of such a readjustment may be, it is certain that 
the effect for the next year or two will be a tendency toward low 
prices in sugars due to the pressure of the immense stocks of 
sugar throughout the world. f 


The New York duty-paid price of all sugars, whether | 


To this must be added the freight | 
and other fixed charges, the regular duty and then the counter- | 


The difference would be that the German Government | 





DUTIES, SURTAX AND CARTEL OF GERMANY. 
| Germany imposes customs duties amounting in the aggregate 
| to $4.328 per 100 pounds on foreign sugars. This duty is abso- 
lutely prohibitive. A tax of $2.18 a hundred is imposed upon ail 
| sugar consumed within the Empire. The surtax which is to be 
reduced to a uniform figure by the countries interested is the dif- 
ference between the import duty and the consumption tax. A 
reduction of this surtax would not affect the export price of sugar 
at Hamburg directly. Would it do so indirectly? . If it does, it 
must be through the effect of this reduction of the surtax on the 
cartel. And what is the cartel? 
The cartel of Germany is a eer new institution. It 
has been in operation since June 1, 1900, only; but it is fashioned 
closely after the cartel of Austria, which has been in very suc- 
cessful operation since 1890. Volume XVIII of the Report of the 
Industrial Commission, published as House Document No. 187 of 
| the present Congress, is devoted to industrial combinations in 
|Europe. It contains lucid explanations of the cartels of Austria 
and Germany. 
The German Government controls the output of German sugar 
absolutely. The total amount of sugar to be produced each year 
as fixed. The percentage of refining to be allowed to each refiner 
iisdetermined. The amount of raw sugar that each manufacturer 
may sell to refiners and export is specified. The Government ex- 
| ercises this supervision over the industry in order to regulate and 
limit the bounties that it may be called upon to pay. But, asa 
matter of fact, the production has regularly fallen short of the 
| contingent fixed by the Government, except the last crop. The 
| Government limitation for the sugar year ending September 30, 
| 1900, was 1,889,319 tons of raw sugar. The production for that 
| year was 1,791,250 tons, or 98,069 tons short of the contingent. 

Aside from these regulations the Government does not participate 
| in the workings of the cartel. 

MAGDEBURG AND HAMBURG PRICES. 

It may be well to study the cartel from the results it produces. 
Magdeburg is the market for both refined and raw sugars for 
German consumption. Hamburg is the export market for both. 
German refiners pay Magdeburg prices for raw sugars. Foreign 
| refiners pay Hamburg prices. German wholesale merchants can 
buy refined sugars at Magdeburg prices only. Exporters pay 
Hamburg prices for the same sugars. On April 1, 1902, the sell- 
| ing prices of raw sugar was $1.70 per 100 pounds at Magdeburg, 
and $1.46 at Hamburg. The selling prices of refined sugar were 
$6.04 2¢ Magdeburg and $1.83 at Hamburg. This is the work of 
| the vartel. 

All the raw sugar produced in Germany last year was sold 
either at Magdeburg to the refiners or at Hamburg for export. 
Ali this sugar cost $1.80 per 100 pounds to produce. The part of 
it disposed of at Magdeburg sold for $1.70, or a loss of 10 cents per 
100 pounds. The part of it sold at Hamburg for export brought 
| $1.40 per 100 pounds, or 40 cents below the cost of production. 
Yet the raw sugar manufacturers of Germany made $6,702,428 on 
| these sales. A combination that can take sugar that cost $1.80 
| and sell part of it at one place for $1.70 and the remainder for 
| $1.40 and still make $6,702,428 out of the business—— 
| Mr. OTEY. How did they do it? 
| Mr.LONG. Iwill explain, if the gentleman will have patience. 

Mr. METCALF. That is simply the surplus raw sugar that is 
sold below cost? 

Mr. LONG. Oh, no; it is all theirraw sugar. That portion of 
it which was sold for export brought $1.40 per 100 pounds. That 
was the exact export price on the ist day of April. It ranged,a 
little higher than that last year. 

Mr. METCALF. But you limit it to the sugar sold for export? 

Mr. LONG. This is the sugar sold for export. The rest of it 
was sold at Magdeburg for $1.70, but all of it cost $1.80. 

REFINERS FURNISH THE CARTEL WITH FUNDS 

The cartel is composed of two syndicates. Refiners of sugar 
| comprise one; the manufacturers of raw sugar the other. Those 
concerns that manufacture refined sugar direct from the beet be- 
| long to each syndicate. These two syndicates have agreed upon 
2.78 a hundred as the normal inland price of raw sugar. 

The refiners’ syndicate guarantees this price to the manu- 
| facturers of raw sugar, unless it falls below $2.04. The manu- 
facturer of raw sugar is required to sell his product for the best 
price obtainable. ir this price be $2.78 or better, the refiners 
syndicate pays him nothing. If it be less than $2.78, the refiners 
pay him the difference between that price, whatever it may be, 
and $2.78, with one limitation. The refiners do not ‘‘ margin 
| the raw sugar below $2.04. If it sells for $2.40 the refiners pay 
the other 38 cents per hundred, so as to bring the price up to 
$2.78. If it sells for $2.04, they pay 74 cents bundred. But 
this is the limit. No matter how much it falls below $2.04 the 
payment out of the cartel is only 74 cents. 3 
Where does the refiner get the funds with which to pay ‘his 
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“cartel” to the manufacturers of raw sugar? Every month each 
member of the refiners’ syndicate pays into the treasury of his 
syndicate the difference between the average Magdeburg price 
for raw sugar and $2.78 during the — month, provided always 
that this difference is not greater than 74 cents. He pays this 
amount upon each 100 pounds of refined sugar he has produced 
for home consumption during said month. To this amount 10 
‘per cent is added for the expenses of the cartel. The entire sum 
thus collected is known as the kartellnutzen, or ‘‘ combination 
advantage.’’ With raw sugar below $2.04 at Magdeburg, as it is 
now, the refiner pays the full magin of 74 cents plus the 10 per 
cent, or 81.5 cents, on each 100 pounds of refined sugar produced 
by him for home consumption. 
RAW SUGAR MANUFACTURERS’ PROFITS AND LOSSES. 

It costs $1.80 a hundred to produce raw beet sugar in Ger- 
many, without profit, according to the International Sugar Jour- 
nal for April, 1900. During the last sugar year the manufac- 
turers of raw sugar sold a total of 1,375,000 tons of raw sugar 
to the refiners at ae prices. The present Magdeburg 
price is $1.70. On this basis they lost 10 cents per hundred, or an 
aggregate of $3,080,000 on this sugar, to start with. But the re- 
finers manufactured 691,000 tons of refined sugar for home con- 
sumption out of this rawsugar. On this 691,000 tons of refined 
sugar they paid the raw sugar manufacturers a cartel allowance 
of 74 cents per 100 pounds. This amounted to $11,453,916. De- 
ducting the $3,080,000 loss at the time of sale from this amount, 
the net profit of the raw sugar manufacturers on their Magde- 
burg business is found to be $8,373,916 for the year. 

But the manufacturers of raw sugar lost part of this profit on 
their export business. Their sugar cost $1.80 per hundred. The 
present Hamburg or export price is $1.40, which means a loss of 
40 cents a hundred. Here, however, they get an export bounty 
of 26 cents per hundred, so their net loss on their export business 
is only 14 cents per hundred. The raw-sugar manufacturers ex- 
ported 533,000 tons during the last sugar year. A loss of 14 cents 
per hundred on this amount is $1,671,488. Deducting this amount 
from the net gain of $8,373,916 at Magdeburg leaves $6,702,428 asnet 
gain on the year’s total business. This is an average of 19.6 cents 
per hundred on the total production of 1,908,000 tons of raw sugar. 

REFINERS’ CARTEL PROFITS AND LOSSES. 

From what source does the refiner get back this 81.5 cents per 
100? To-day he pays $1.70 for his raw sugar. Assume that the 
cost of refining sugar is 62.5 cents, the same as in this country. 
His refined sugar then stands him at $2.325 per 100 pounds. They 
sold part of this refined sugar at Hamburg for export for $1.83 
per 100 pounds, or 49} cents less than it cost them, and yet they 
made almost $10,000,000 on their year’s business. 

Mr. OTEY. That is another wonderful shuffle that I do not 
understand. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LONG. Where did they make theirmoney? That is what 
the gentleman from Virginia is very anxious to know? 

Mr. OTEY. It is. 

Mr. LONG. _I will tell you where they made it. Take a given 
hundred pounds of this refined sugar and note the difference in 
selling it for domestic consumption and for export. If sold for 
consumption, the refiner must pay 81.5 cents into the cartel and 
$2.164 consumption tax. It then costs him $5.304. He sells it at 
Magdeburg for $6.04. His profit is 73.6 cents per hundred. 

Mr. OTEY. He is robbing somebody. Who is it? 

Mr. LONG. Theyare all robbing the German consumer. But 
what happens if the refiner sells at Hamburg forexport? His sugar 
has cost him $2.825. He sells for $1.83. His first loss is 49.5 cents 
per hundred. But this is not all loss. The German Government 
pays him a bounty of 88 cents per hundred. This reduces his 
actual loss to 11.5 cents per hundred. On all the sugar he sells 
at Magdeburg for domestic consumption he makes 73.6 cents a hun- 
dred. On all he sells at Hamburg for export he loses 11.5 cents 
per hundred. Last sugar year ending September 30, 1901, the 
German refiners sold 691,000 tons of refined sugar at Magdeburg 
for home consumption. A profit of 73.6 cents per 100 pounds on 
this amount of sugar is $11,392,102. They sold 547,000 tons at 
Hamburg for export. A loss of 11.5 cents per 100 pounds on this 
amount of sugar is $1,409,072. In other words, the cartel made 
$11,392,102 for the German refiners on their Magdeburg business 
and lost them $1,409,072 on their Hamburg business. On all their 
business they made $9,983,030 by the workings of the cartel and 
were still enabled to throw away $1,409,072 in an effort to crush 
all competition on refined sugar. 

GERMAN CONSUMERS FORCED TO MAINTAIN CARTEL. 

These calculations are based upon the Magdeburg and Ham- 
burg prices of April 1, 1902, which are lower than the ruling 
prices of the past year. With the prices higher, the profits aris- 
ing from the cartel are greater for both the refiners and raw- 
sugar manufacturers. 


The entire ¢artel system is dependent for its success and sta- 


bility upon ‘the exorbitantly high price which it compels the 
German consumer to pay for refined sugar. This price is now, 
and for some time has been, $6.04 per 100 pounds. The actual cost 
of refined sugar to the refiner is $2.325 to-day. But the refiner must 

y the German Government a tax of $2.164 per 100 pounds on all 

e sells for home consumption. This would make the actual cost 
of such sugar $4.489. The difference, $1.551, between this figure 
and $6.04, the ) pry selling price, represents the $0.815 paid into 
the cartel and the $0.736 refiner’s profit. The German refiners 
are snabled to keep the price of refined sugar up to $6.04 only by 
reason of the large surtax. This surtax is the difference between 
the rate of duty or taxation to which foreign sugars are subjected 
and that im upon the home product. The German import 
duty is now $4.328 per 100 pounds on all sugars; the consumption 
tax $2.164; hence the present surtax is $2.164 per 100 pounds on 
refined sugars. This tax is prohibitive. No foreign sugars are 
imported into Germany. 

This is the game that the Cuban is playing against. This is 
the game that some Republicans are indorsing when they favor 
striking off the differential and reducing the duty on refined sugar. 
They favor the admission of the bounty-fed refined sugar of Europe. 
They favor transferring the refining business from this country 
to Germany, where this infamous cartel exists. They would make 
it so there would be no market here for Cuban sugar; forif there 
were no refineries here, there would be no purchasers of raw sugar. 
They would destroy the cane sugar of Cuba and Louisiana. They 
would 7 the refining industry and the beet-sugar industry 
of the Uni States and turn the production of sugar over to 
this German trust or cartel that has monopolized the sugar in- 
dustry of Europe and fixed the world’s price of sugar below the 
cost of production. 

Mr. OTEY. The “ game” that you speak of is carried ‘on, as 
I understand, in this country under the present Dingley law. 
That is about as fair as the German “‘ game,”’ is it not? 

Mr. LONG. In what respect? 

Mr. OTEY. Youspoke of the kind of ‘“‘ game”’ they are trying 
to play to deprive the producer in Germany 

Mr. LONG. Have you not in Virginia had good times for the 
past four years under the Dingley law? 

Mr. OTEY. Ido not know. 

Mr. LONG. Have not the people of Virginia been reasonably 
prosperous and happy under the Dingley law? 

Mr. OTEY. I think they would have been a great deal more 
prosperous if we had not had it. 

Mr. LONG. You think so? 

Mr. OTEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LONG. You did not have this prosperity under the Wil- 
son-Gorman law, did you? How did you get along in your State 
under that law? 

Mr. OTEY. Well, times have changed a little since then, you 
know. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LONG. Yes; they have changed. 

Mr. OTEY. Weare growing a little, you know. 

Mr. LONG. In this country we have never had anything 
which compared with the cartel of Germany. The Brussels con- 
ference has agreed on a convention which will go into effect 
September 1, 19038. Whether that convention will destroy the 
cartel is a very grave question. We shall know more about it 
when it has become effective. 

Mr. OTEY. The gentleman spoke a few moments ago of the 
kind of ‘‘ game’’ that was being played on the German consum- 
ers, or words to that effect. He said it was the same kind of a 
‘* game’ that some Republicans on this side of the House were 
trying to play. Now, 1 want to know what he meant by that? 

Mr LONG. The gentleman has been on the Republican side 
so little that he does not understand my language. [{ Laughter. |] 

Mr. OTEY. I may not understand the language of the gentle- 
man, but I am trying to get a little enlightenment. When he 
spoke of the ‘“‘game’’ I asked him what was the object of that 
game. He said, if I recollect correctly, that that is the ‘‘ game”’ 
they are playing on the consumers of sugar in Germany. 

MempBer. The gentleman was referring to Cuba. 

Mr. OTEY. Oh, no; the ‘‘game”’ in Germany. And then he 
said: ‘‘ That is the kind of game that some Republicans on this 
side of the House are playing on Cuba,” or wanted to play on 
Cuba. That is what I understood. 

Mr. LONG. The gentleman misunderstood me. 

Mr. OTEY. Then say it again, so that I may understand what 
you mean. 

Mr. LONG. I will do so for the gentleman’s benefit. I called 
attention to the operation of the cartel in Germany; I said that 
there are some Republicans who have threatened to join with the 
Democrats—— 

Mr. OTEY. That is what you said in the first part of your re- 
marks. I am trying to get at what you said later, when you 
spoke about the ‘* game.”’ 
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Mr. LONG. I said there are some Republicans who threaten 
to vote with the Democrats to strike off the differential on sugar. 
They want to strike off the differential and turn the refining busi- 
ness of this country over to the cartel of Germany and let for- 
eigners do the refining. They want to kill the refining industry 
in this country and destroy the market for Cuban raw sugar, for 
Cuban sugar must first be refined. They would destroy our beet- 
sugar industry and leave us at the mercy of the German cartel 
system. That is what I said. 

Mr. OTEY. Very well, then. 

Mr. LONG. I have not time to pursue further this question of 
the German cartel. 

Mr. OTEY. Take all the time you want. Everybody will give 
you all the time you want. It is very interesting, and I would 
like to know something more about it. 

Mr. LONG. Iam pleased to know that I am not wearying the 
gentleman. 

Mr. OTEY. You are not wearying me at all, sir; I am glad to 
hear you. 

Mr. LONG. I-will be as brief as possible. 


IS THE TRADE OF CUBA DESIRABLE? 


Another consideration pertaining to every reciprocity agree- 
ment should be to endeavor to secure something in return for 
any concession that may be made. Will any benefit come to the 
people of the United States, to any of our domestic industries, 
from reciprocity with Cuba? Let us look into conditions in Cuba 
and the possibilities of Cuban trade. Let us see what we have 
already and what we can obtain by securing special concessions 
to us in the Cuban tariff. 

The position istaken by some members of the House that Cuba 
should be given charity, that there is distress there, and that we 
should relieve it, as we would make appropriation for those who 
have had their property destroyed by floods on the Mississippi 
River. 

This is not my idea of the basis on which we should legislate on 
this question. I favor reciprocity with Cuba because I believe it 
will be helpful to the people of Cuba; but I also believe we will 
get an adequate return. 

I think that phase of the question demands more attention than 
it has received in this House. What Cuba wants is not charity. 
It is not a gift; it is not bounty. Cuba wants an opportunity to 
live. It wants to make an exchange of products with us; it 
wants to give us the trade of that island in return for concessions 
on sugar and tobacco that will not injure in the remotest degree 
any of our domestic industries. 

Mr. Place, one of the Cuban delegates, in the hearings before 
the Committee on Ways and Means, said (p. 408, Hearings): 

Now, gentlemen, the Cuban representatives are fighting their own cause 
on its own merits. For every dollar we ask from you we are willing to give 
you another one. 

Is appears to me what we have been lookin 
stood. We beg your assistance for our pr 
want you to secure the trade of Cuba. 

If we secure the trade of Cuba, what will we get? 

RESULTS OF CUBAN RECIPROCITY IN 1891-1894. 


We had reciprocity with Cuba under the McKinley law from 
September 1, 1891 to August 27, 1894. Under that law we ad- 
mitted sugar, molasses, coffee, and hides free, and in consid- 
eration of the free admission of these articles into the United 
States Spain agreed that certain articles which were the product 
and manufacture of the United States should be admitted into 
Cuba free, others at a reduction of 50 per cent of the regular 
rates, and others still at a reduction of 25 per cent. We thus 
have had an object lesson showing the benefits to the United 
States of reciprocity with Cuba. 

In 1891, the last complete fiscal year before the agreement went 
into effect, our total exports to Cuba amounted to $12,224,888. 
In 1893, the first complete fiscal year after the agreement was 
in force, our exports amounted to $24,157,698. In 1896, the first 
complete fiscal year after the agreement was abrogated, our ex- 
ports to Cuba had fallen to $7,530,880. Our exports of corn to 
Cuba in 1891 were valued at $220,187. In 1893 they had risen to 

582,050, and in 1896 they had fallen to $93,201. Wesold Cuba 
wheat flour in 1891 of the value of $591,886, in 1893, $2,821,557, and in 
1896 our exports of wheat flour had fallen to $647,057. Our total 
exports of breadstuffs to Cuba in 1891 were $874,979. In 1893, 
under reciprocity, they had increased to $3,512,207, while in 1896, 
after reciprocity, they had fallen to $896,673. 

Before reciprocity, in 1891, we sold Cuba bacon and hams to the 
value of $586,413. In 1893, under reciprocity, our total exports 
of these articles to Cuba amounted to $1,317,829. In 1896, after 
reciprocity, we sold Cuba of these articles $734,540. We sold 
Cuba lard of the value of $2,079,534 in 1891, increased this amount 
to $4,023,970 under reciprocity, and had it reduced in in 1896, 
after reciprocity, to$1,551,185. Our total meat and d products 
sold to Cuba in 1891 amounted to $2,787,608, and in 1893, under 


for has not been well under- 
ucts, and in compensation we 


reciprocity, the total value of these products taken from us by 
Cuba amounted to $5,700,536. In 1896, after the destruction of 
reciprocity by the Wilson-Gorman tariff law, Cuba bought of us 
only $2,166,677 of such products. 

Our trade with Cuba under McKinley reciprocity is all the 
more remarkable when considered in connection with our foreign 
trade of that period. There was a marked falling off in our ex- 
ports in 1893 as compared with 1891. This was especially true 
with reference to all Latin-American countries and the West 
Indies, excepting Cuba. Nicaragua, Honduras,and Brazil were 
disturbed by insurrections, which materially decreased the foreign 
commerce. An extraordinary succession of poor crops had re- 
duced the purchasing power of other Central and South American 
countries to the minimum. A period of financial and commer- 
cial depression, unprecedented in its severity, prevailed through- 
out countries where silver was the standard currency. The 
Mexican dollar, the standard in Cuba, fell in value and purchas- 
ing power from about 76 cents in gold, in 1891, to about 56 cents, 
in 1893. Other nations suffered in their trade just as we did. In 
1893 the London Chamber of Commerce, the greatest commercial 
body in the world, presented a memorial to the British Govern- 
ment setting forth the deplorable condition of the nonge trade 
of Great Britain, and asking that the International Monetary 
Conference be reassembled, in the hope of finding some remedy 
for existing conditions. Our total exports fell from $884,480,810, 
in 1891, to $847,665,194, in 1898. But our exports to Cuba peed 
from $12,224,888, in 1891, to $24,157,698, in 1893, notwithstand- 
ing the fact that it then took three Mexican dollars to pay the 
bills that two settled in 1891. Our total exports rose again to 
$882,606,938 in 1896. But reciprocity with Cuba was at an end, 
Cuban prosperity had departed. Our exports to that island were 
only $7,530,880. The same is true with other countries with 
which we had reciprocity at that time. While our exports to the 
world at large were decreasing, we sold more and more, year 
after year, to the countries with which we had reciprocity. 
When reciprocity ceased, our trade with these countries dwindled 
away. 

Certainly reciprocity with Cuba under the McKinley law was a 
benefit and not an injury to the United States. The trade of 
Cuba is not large compared with that of some European coun- 
tries, but the advantage to the United States comes from the fact 
that she consumes articles which we produce in abundance and 
for which we must find a foreign market. Her industries are 
largely confined to sugar and tobacco, and by the admission of 
these products ata reasonable concession we obtain the entire 
market of Cuba for products that we produce in abundance, and 
of which our surplus must be, of necessity, disposed of abroad. 

WHAT HAS CUBA TO OFFER? 

If we secure the trade of Cuba, what will we obtain that we do 
not now possess? 

Last yore, under the present military tariff, we practically had 
all of the trade of Cuba in corn, wheat, flour, ach other bread- 
stuffs; but Cuba also imported cattle and animals to the amount 
of $8,476,509, of which only $1,994,218 came from the United 
States. Cuba imported dairy products to the amount of $1,071,- 
711, of which only $491,318 came from the United States. Cuba 
imported meats and meat products to the amount of $8,791,689, 
of which only $666,211 came from the United States. Cuba im- 
ported oils, grease, and paraffin to the amount of $2,598,988. of 
which only $713,737 came from the United States. Cuba im- 
ported cotton, and manufactures of, to the amount of $6,068,241, 
of .which only $464,816 came from the United States. Cuba im- 

rted iron and steel, and manufactures of, to the amount of 

799,216, of which only $3,403,607 came from the United States. 
Cuba imported of boots and shoes $1,638,084, of which only 
$405,682 came from the United States. 

Of the articles that are distinctly those of the farm, the impor- 
tations of Cuba last year were $24,371,808; of which only $12,137,708 
came from the United States. 

The total imports of Cuba for the last fiscal year amounted to 
eee, of which only $28,078,702 came from the United 

tates. 

All the witnesses before the Committee on Ways and Means 
stated that with prosperity in Cuba the importations of that 
island would amount to $150,000,000 to $200,000,000 annually. 
This is the trade that Cuba offers to the United States in return for 
concessions on her products. 

Is this charity? Isit not a good business bargain, viewed from 
the standpoint of the United States? 

AN IDEAL OPPORTUNITY FOR RECIPROCITY. 


The relations between this country and Cuba furnish an ideal 
opportunity for the establishment of reciprocal arrangements be- 
tween the two countries. President McKinley, in his Buffalo 
speech, said: 

y sensible trade arrangements which will not interrupt our home pro 
surp: 


B 
| duction we shall extend the outlets for our i 
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He also said: 


We should take from our customers such of their products as we can use 
without harm to our industries and labor. Reciprocity is the natural out- 
rowth of our entire industrial development under the domestic policy now 
firmly established. * * * Reciprocity treaties are in ony the 
spirit of the times; measures of retaliation are not. If, perchance, some of 
our tariffs are no longer needed for revenue or to encourage and protect our 
industries at home, why should they not be employed to extend and promote 
our markets abroad? 

Cuba, therefore, answers every definition and complies with 
every requisite which reciprocity demands. I have shown that 
reciprocity is Republican doctrine, and I have argued this ques- 
tion upon that assumption, without referring to the fact that we 
are under any Obligations to Cuba growing out of the war with 
Spain. I have discussed it simply as a good trade arrangement 
such as we had under the Mc ey law and such as we said in 
our national platform of 1896 should be extended and enlarged. 
In stating that it is Republican doctrine I have the support of the 
able chairman of the committee [Mr. Payne], who in his report 
on this bill says: 

Aside from the exceptional case that Cuba presents, the action of the com- 
mittee is in entire accord with the reciprocity doctrine of the Republican 
platform and the declarations of President McKinley and President Roose- 
velt. It involves no proposed revision of the tariff or anything not entirely 
in harmony with the maintenance of the protective system. 

Joining in that en are the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. DALZELL], another strong protectionist, and the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. GRosVENOR], who in his s h yesterday in- 
dorsed the doctrine of reciprocity as I have been arguing it this 
afternoon, 

IS RECIPROCITY DEMOCRATIC DOCTRINE? 

Is it Democratic doctrine? On that I amin doubt. Iam left 
in doubt by the various reports filed by the Democratic members 
of the committee. The gentleman from Louisiana —, ROBERT- 
soN] who is a high protectionist on sugar and a freetrader on 
everything else, has this to say in regard to reciprocity as con- 
tained in this bill: 

It seems to me that this kind of sesjprocity i absolutely fesposstble under 
a Democratic tariff. Should the tariff ever revised on the line and plane 
of the principles of the Democratic party, reciprocity would be entirely 
unnecessary and impossible, as the rates would not be prohibitive, and the ex- 
tension of our trade would as a natural consequence flow from the imposi- 
tion of such tariff rates without the necessity of reciprocity. . 

That is one Democrat. Here is another. Here is the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. Cooper], another member of the commit- 
tee, who never lets go by an opportunity to seek light and in- 
formation in regard to any Democratic tariff, and who seems to 
be especially anxious this afternoon to get information on the dif- 
ferentials. Here is what he says in his report on this bill: 

It inaugurates the policy of reciprocity, which, as now advocated by the 
Republican party, is as un-Democratic as a tariff for protection, and which 
has been aptly called the “handmaiden of protection.” The Democratic 
view has always been that tariffs should be laid fairly and equitably to raise 
revenue for the support of the Government. It is as much a perversion of 
the tax power to use it as a means to dicker and barter with other coun- 
tries as it is to use it to protect favored industries against foreign competi- 
tion. Tariffs should be framed for revenue and should be — to all 
nations alike, enabling to trade with us upon terms of equality. 

Here comes another Democratic member of the committee, the 
gentleman from Nevada [Mr. NEwLANDs]; a riew leader of the 
Democratic party; a gentleman who does not hesitate to lead 
the party simply because he is a new member of it; a gentleman 
whoin the Fifty-sixth Congress was registered in the Congressional 
Directory as a Silverite, but who always acted with the Demo- 
crats in that Congress. I am proud to say, speaking a good word 
for the Congressional Directory, that it has finally caught up with 
the procession, and now the gentleman from Nevada is registered 
under his true colors, as a Democrat. Here is what he has to say 
as a leader of his party, a leader who is trying to lead it into 
favoring the forcible annexation of Cuba: 

Nor should the tariff reformer be misled by the suggestion of reciprocity. 
Reciprocity does not mean free trade. It means the extension of the policy 
of protection to other countries. It makes the trade of the world subject to 
the varying treaties made by the different countries of the world, each coun- 
try see to obtain an advantage, each country seeking to favor some and 
to discriminate inst others. * * * The Democra 
should, in my ju ent, take strong grounds against reci 
any kind, 

These are three eminent Democrats of the Ways and Means 
Committee who have taken strong ground against this bill, because 
they say itisnot good Democratic doctrine. But thereare others. 
I now refer to the report of that other leader of the Democratic 
party, the gentleman from New York [Mr. McCLeLian]. I do 
not want the members of this House to be confused by my refer- 
ences to the various leaders of the Democratic party. It is well 
known that they have several. [La a) 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. McCietian] has su 
ported this bill from the ing, and assisted very materi- 
ally in its progress up to time. What does the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. MCCLELLAN], who does me the honor to lis- 
ten to me at this time, say in his report? 

Thomas Jefferson, whose a is unquestioned, was the first Ameri- 
can to preach the doctrine of reciprocity. The first treaty of reciprocity was 


ty, therefore 
re treaties o 


negotiated by Franklin Pierce, a Democratic President, with the Dominion 
of Canada, The Hawaiian treaty of reciprocity was renewed by a Demo- 
cratic President, Grover Cleveland. The Democratic platform of 1892 pro- 
claimed the Democratic doctrine of reciprocity. Republican leaders have 
torn a leaf from the gospels of Democracy, as written by the Democratic 
evangelist, Thomas Jefferson, and tried to copyright it as a new dispensa- 
tion of Republican dogma. The reciprocal feature of this bill may well 
cause Republicans to hesitate, for itis the purest, most unadulterated Do- 
mocracy. 

While we may differ on this side as to reciprocity and what it 
means, our differences do not, in variety, compare with the dif- 
ferences of the Democratic party on this proposition. While the 
gentleman from New York no Democrat to join him in these 
views, neither did any of the other Democrats who filed minority 
reports. They were utterly unable to get the consent of any of 
their colleagues on the committee to any of the propositions they 
advanced unless they were stated in their own language. 

But the gentleman from New York has distinguished support, 
for when the bill was voted upon in the committee he was gratified 
to behold marching under his banner, the banner of reciprocity as 
ae upheld it, the Democratic leader [Mr. Ricnarpson of Ten- 
nessee] and that other distinguished Democrat from Virginia 
[Mr. Swanson]. 

While the gentleman from New York [Mr. McCLELLAN] abides 
within the shadow of Wall street, and many of his constituents 
may be interested in the sugar trust, yet he is supported in his po- 
sition on this bill by that distinguished Democrat from the plains 
of Nebraska, sitting in his editorial sanctum. 

Mr. MANN. Orhis barn. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LONG. Orhisbarn. That great leader of the Democracy, 
that defeated but not abandoned leader of the Democracy, writes 
editorials on this question that have been put into the Con@rEs- 


LAN] in indorsement of his position. 

So, I say to Democrats, I say to the gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. Orgy], you can take your choice as to what the true Demo- 
cratic doctrine is and whether you are a good Democrat when 
you support this bill. 

But there is a higher ground thanthis. It doesnot surprise me 
that there are Democrats supporting this measure. I recall the 
fact that when the intervention resolution was passed every mem- 
ber of this House, Democrats and Republicans, except six, voted 
for it. When it went to the Senate, it was supported by Repub- 
licansand by Democrats. If ithad received only Republican votes 
in the Senate, it would have been defeated. When the war was 
over and the treaty of peace had been made and was submitted to 
the Senate, I recall that it was ratified only with the aid of Demo- 
cratic votes. As this bill deals with a question that has grown out 
of the war with Spain, I am not surprised, though it was recom- 
mended by a Republican President, that yet it is receiving the 
support of Democrats as well as Republicans. 

OPPOSITION’S CHANGE OF POSITION. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. If it will not disturb the gentleman, 
I was called out of the Chamber and deprived of hearing a part 
of the A emomaye entertaining speech. I want to know if he 
touched upon the question as to about how much of the present 
sugar crop of Cuba is now in the hands of the people of that 
rr 
Mr. LONG. I have quoted from and will put in the Recorpa 
statement from Governor-General Wood, giving the latest infor- 
mation as to the ownership of Cuban sugar. The opponents of 
this bill have changed their position on this question since the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] read the statement in 
his speech. 

The claim before that was that the sugar trust owned all the 
sugar. The claim since has been that the sugar trust has re- 
frained from purchasing sugar; that the sugar trust is awaiting 
the result of this legislation before purchasing largely. They 
sought to prove it by the annual statement of the sugar trust, 
— showed a large decrease in the amount of raw sugar on 

nm . 

Mr. GROSVENOR. To the extent of $10,000,000 short. 

Mr. LONG. Yes; to the extent of $10,000,000. It is claimed 
they are waiting until after this bill becomes a law before they 
will purchase Cuban sugar. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. 
concerned. 

Mr. LONG. That is the argument which the opponents of this 
bill have been using since the gentleman from New York [{ Mr. 
PAYNE] read the cablegram from General Wood, which I will 
insert in my remarks. 

Mr. SCOTT. What is the gentleman’s theory as to why the 
American Sugar Refining Company is $10,000,000 short in its 
stock of raw sugar at this time?: 

Mr. LONG. The American Sugar Refining Company is con- 
ducted on a business basis. It would be a very unwise business 
concern that would buy sugar long in advance, considering the 
conditions of the sugar market the world over. The price of 


I hope that is true as far as I am 
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sugar has been fluctuating greatly during the past year, falling 
all the time. It has been uncertain what the price would be 
from one day to the next. It has changed from week to week 
and month to month under the operation of several influences, 
one being the sugar conference at Brussels; another, the imposi- 
tion of duties on sugar in England, and still another, the great 
overproduction of sugar throughout the world. 

They could not safely buy sugar at any price beyond their im- 
mediate demands. Sugar on the ist day of April, in New York, 
was $3.62} a hundred. and it is $3.37; a hundred to-day. It has 
been fluctuating like that all winter, and of course no wise busi- 
ness concern would lay in a large supply of sugar under these 
circumstances. 

Mr. PAYNE. Let meask the gentlemanif it has not advanced 
in price since the ist of January? 

Mr. LONG. No. ; 

Mr. PAYNE. Is it not higher now than it was the ist of 
January? 

Mr. LONG. No; it is $3.374 per hundred to-day, which is the 
low point during the past year. On the Ist of January it was 
$3.624; on the ist of February, $3.69; the Ist of March. $3.624, and 
on the ist of April $3.62}. In these various months it has gone 
up and come down to to-day’s price several times before during 
the winter. It has been constantly fluctuating, not only here, but 
in Hamburg. This is caused by the immense stock of sugar on 
hand throughout the world, and other causes to which I have 
referred. 

Mr. SCOTT. The gentleman does not concede then that this 
action on the part of the sugar trust is due wholly to its anticipa- 
tion of the result of this legislation? 

Mr. LONG. Notatall. The price of sugar is fixed in Ham- 
burg, and the New York price will follow the Hamburg price in 
the future as it has in the past. 

OUR RELATIONS WITH CUBA. 

It may be well to refer to some recent history touching our re- 
lations with Cuba. In the intervention resolution at the begin- 
ning of the war with Spain we disclaimed any intention to exer- 
cise sovereignty or control over Cuba, except for the pacification 





of the island, and that when that was accomplished we would | 


leave the government and control of Cuba to its people. 
Under the Platt amendment we defined our relations with Cuba 
in detail. 


The claim has been made in this debate that the United States | 


received no benefit from the Platt amendment, but that the differ- 
ent provisions of this amendment were for Cuba alone, and en- 
tirely independent of any benefits to the United States. That 
this position is untenable is clearly shown from the language of 
the amendment itself. 

The first clause of the amendment recognizes the Monroe doc- 
trine, which we have insisted upon for so many years. It plainly 
says that Cuba will not authorize or permit any foreign power to 
obtain lodgment or control in any portion of the island. Is not 
this for the good of the United States? Are we not benefited by 
the assurance that the government of Cuba in its constitution, 
which is finally to be put into a permanent treaty, guarantees 
that no foreign power shall obtain lodgment in the island? 

In the second clause Cuba agrees not to contract any public 


debt, to pay the interest on which, and to make reasonable sink- | 


ing-fund provision for its discharge, the ordinary funds of the 
island after paying expenses are not adequate. 

This, it is true, is for the benefit of Cuba, but it is also for our 
benefit in making doubly sure that no foreign power obtains con- 
trol in Cuba. If Cuba had unlimited power to borrow money 
from foreign powers or their citizens, there might eventually arise 
serious complications when efforts were made to collect the debts. 


While this clause is for the benefit of Cuba it may inure to our | 


own advantage as well, and it has rendered it absolutely necessary 


that the government of Cuba shall have ample revenues to pay | 


current expenses as well as to pay the interest and sinking fund 
on any indebtedness that may be contracted. 


Cuba is a Latin country, and such countries have long been in | 


the habit of supporting their governments out of the revenues 
received at the custom-houses. The taxes on real estate and per- 


sonal property will not be sufficient to more than pay the ex- | 
The gen- | 


penses of the municipal and provincial governments. 
eral government of Cuba must be supported by the custom- 
houses. 

Export duties should not be levied, as they will be an additional 
charge on sugar and tobacco. Import duties alone should pro- 
duce the required revenue. The larger the imports, the more the 
revenues there will be to ran thenew government. The last fiscal 
year the total imports amounted to $66,264,767. The exports 
amounted to $64,245.801. If Cuba is prosperous and her exports 
increase to one hundred or to one hundred and fifty millions, her 
imports will increase to a similar amount. With the increase of 
her imports the revenues collected at the custom-houses will also 
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| increase. This is necessary in order to carry out the provisions 
| of the Platt amendment. 

It is certainly to the interest of the United States that there 
| should be peace and order in Cuba instead of insurrection and 
| disorder. 

Clause 3 of the amendment gives to the United States the right 
to intervene not only for the preservation of Cuban independence, 

but for the maintenance of a government adequate for the pro- 
tection of life, property, and individual liberty. We will claim 
the right to determine when the conditions justify our interven- 
tion. We can insist that American citizens shall have equal pro- 
tection of the law in any country where they may temporarily 
abide, but no other country but Cuba has agreed to accord us the 
right to intervene when the existing pereemers is unable to pro- 
tect the life, property, and individual liberty of its own citizens. 

It is to the interest of the United States that our Southern 
cities should be kept free from a recurrence of epidemic and in- 
fectious diseases. Since the American occupation in Cuba, Havana 
and the other cities in Cuba have been singularly free from epi- 
demic and infectious diseases. "When Cuba is free from such dis- 
eases, the chances of an epidemic in our Southern cities are greatly 
reduced. 

And so clause 5 of the amendment, while sed for the benefit 
of Cuba, is also for the benefit of the Uni States. Cuba obli- 
gates itself to extend the plans already devised and others that 
may be mutually agreed upon for the sanitation of the island. 

All this requires money, and that_money can only be obtained 
| at the custom-houses on imports, and imports only come in when 
| exports go out at a profit. So it is that the Platt amendment, 
| which is in the main intended for the welfare of the island of 
Cuba, is also for the benefit of the people of the United States, 
| and was so understood at the time of its adoption. As the Secre- 

tary of War so clearly states, ‘‘ the peace of Cuba is necessary to 
| the peace of the United States, the health of Cuba is necessary 
| to the health of the United States, the independence of Cuba is 

necessary to the safety of the United States, and the same consid- 

eration which led to the war with Spain now requires that a com- 
| mercial arrangement be made under which Cuba can live.”’ 
| A stable government, with revenues sufficient to pay its ex- 
| penses, is ‘absolutely necessary for the good of Cuba, and such a 
| government can not be organized or maintained unless it is based 
on the prosperity of the people of the island. Her principal 
product is sugar, which she now sells in our market below the cost 
of production. We can relieve the situation and insure the main- 
tenance of a stable government in Cuba if we will permit the sale 
of that product in our market at a profit.”’ 

When the Platt amendment was submitted to the Cuban con- 
stitutional convention, there was much opposition to its adoption. 
It was finally agreed to by the convention with an appendix 
which General Wood submitted to the Secretary of War. This 
appendix provided that at the time the Platt amendment was 
agreed to by Cuba, a treaty of commerce based on reciprocity 
between the natural and manufactured products of both coun- 
tries should be agreed to. On May 28, 1901, the Secretary of 
War wrote to General Wood in regard to this appendix, which 
was called by the Cubans an “‘ explanation,’ saying: 

The explanation further emasculates the clause by tacking to it a provi- 
sion for a reciprocity treaty at the same time; that is, it makes the sale or 
om 4 of coaling stations dependent upon a reciprocity treaty satisfactory to 

“The whole subject will be laid before the President as soon as possible 
—— arrival here on Thursday, when I will communicate with you 


| On the same day General Wood cabled to the Secretary of War 
| that the Platt amendment and appendix had been passed by the 
constitutional convention that day. 

On May 31, 1901, the Secretary of War wrote to General Wood 
| in regard to the “‘ explanation,’’ saying: 

The explanation further adds a provision for the celebration, at the same 
time, of a reciprocity treaty between Cuba and the United States, so that 
the sale or lease of coaling stations, instead of being ordained by the conven- 
tion, is left to the uncontrolled will of the government of Cuba under an 
authority not to be exercised unless it obtains at the same time a satisfactory 
reciprocity treaty, which, however desirable it may be, is not even referred 
to in the Platt amendment. The effect of all this i that the naval-stativa 
clause of the act of Congress is entirely destroyed. 

The Secretary also states in his letter that the Platt amend- 
ment, being a law of the United States, the President is bound 
to execute it, and to execute it as itis. He can not change or 
modify, add to, or subtract from it. He stated that the executive 
action called for by the statute is the withdrawal of the army 
| from Cuba, and the statute only authorizes such action when the 
statute is incorporated into the constitution of Cuba. . 

In order that a definite understanding might be had with the 
President and Secretary of War, a commission from the Cuan 
convention came to Washington. These commissioners had inter- 
views with the President and with the Secre of War. La 


Patria, a newspaper published in Habana, under date of May ~9, 











1902. 
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1901, contains the report made by the chairman of the commis- 
sion of the interview with the Secretary of War: 


The chairman of the commission spoke of the steps taken to obtain a formal 


romise from the Executive for the purpose of wenn. favorable legislation 
for Cuban products, and the efforts made to learn the state of American 
opinion on the subject. The Secretary (of War) stated that while only 
speaking for himself and on behalf of the President, he could assure the com- 
mission that if the Cuban government were once established there would 
immediately be supentes a commission to take up the question and pro- 
pose a commercia ey between the two countries; that the President 
would immediately appoint a representative for the purpose of conferring 
with a Cuban representative as soon as possible with reference to the treaty, 
which should be based on mutual advantages. 


This interview was had on April 24, 1901. 

To show the Cuban understanding of what the assurances 
were I quote from the statement of Miguel Mendoza, found on 
page 412 of the recent hearings before the Committee on Ways 
and Means: 


Mr. Lona. You state that you were given certain assurances by the Presi- 
dent? 

Mr. MenpozA. By President eeeeee. 

Mr. Lona. By President McKinley, when you accepted the Platt amend- 
ment? 

Mr. MENDOZA. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Lona. Will you state how and in what manner those assurances were 

iven? 

. Mr. MenpozA. Well, when the Platt amendment was made they 4id not 
want to accept it in Cuba, and commissioners were sent here to say that they 
would be ling to accept it if some economic concessions were made to 
Cuba. Then, as Congress was not in session, they were assured that that 
could not be done at once, but that they should accept the amendment as it 
had been framed; and the President said that while, of course, he could not 
promise anything (because that does not depend upon the President) he 
would use his uence, as I have said, in the direction of our receiving fair 
treatment and getting some concessions. 

Mr. LONG. t was President McKinley? 

Mr. Menpoza. President McKinley; yes, sir; and President Roosevelt has 
followed President McKinley's policy in that respect, because he supports us 
in his message. 





On June 13, 1901, General Wood cabled the Secretary of War | 


that the Plattamendment had been accepted by the constitutional 
convention, exactly as written, without any change or modifica- 
tion whatever, by a vote of 16 in favor to 11 against. 

WHY CUBA WANTS “M’KINLEY RECIPROCITY.” 


It is necessary only to refer to recent history to understand 
why the people of Cuba are so anxious for reciprocity with the 
United States. They had it once under the McKinley law, and it 


was so popular in Cuba that they call it to this day ‘‘ McKinley | 


reciprocity.”” The repeal of the McKinley law by Congress in 
1894 was no less disastrous to Cuba than it was to the United 
States. With the repeal of that law, reciprocity with the United 
States came to an end, : 

Mr. Robert P. Porter, special commissioner of the United 
States, in 1898 made a report to the Secretary of the Treasury, 
using the following language: 


Several of the witnesses examined in Havana and other cities of Cuba 

earnestly requested that the rates of duty of the McKinley reciprocity 
treaty be reenacted on articles coming from the United States. In support 
of this they urged the fact that the Spanish-Cuban war was to a large ex- 
tent a commercial war; that the repeal of the McKinley reciprocity treaty 
was a severe blow to the Cuban producer, and brought tv an end a period of 
considerable industrial prosperity in the island of Cuba. : 
_ The figures of importations into Cuba during the years in which reciproc- 
ity was in force bear evidence of this. The first par of the reciprocity treaty 
the amount of imports from the United States into Cuba was $11,000,000; the 
second year, git. ,000; and the last Fd it amounted to $23,000,000. We were 
able, under treaty, to have the Cuban market entirely to ourselves. The 
English, French, and Germans were left out altogether. These —- do 
not fully indicate the benefits arising from the reciprocity treaty. The only 
attainable figures are from Spanish sources, and therefore, very much allow- 
ance must be made for undervaluation, false classification, and smuggling. 
In view of this there are some competent authorities who contend tha the 
above figures were all multiplied y two it would give a more accurate idea 
of the value of the commodities sent from the United States to Cuba during 
this prosperous period, 

The effect of wnat the Cubans call the McKinley reciprocity treaty was 
almost magical, and many witnesses refe 
most prosperous in recent years in Cuba, but as giving them opportunity for 
improving thete estates and making purchases otherwise impossible. 

o what extent the —— of this reciprocity treaty may have been re- 
sponsible for the war it is im ble to say, nor is such a discussion within 
the Tovines of this report, dealing, as it does, with the present industrial 


condition of the island. 
be found in all the portsof the island of Cuba 


Nevertheless, there ma 
Visited by your Goasmiaioner a very strong feeling that the closer the ties 
States and Cuba, the better for 


t reciprocal trade are between the Uni 
ECONOMIC CONDITIONS CAUSED WAR IN 1895. 


that island. 

Mr. Porter thei: quotes the following from a memorandum sent 
by the Cuban planters to the Spanish Cortes in 1895: 

The uneasiness and discontent prevailing in Cuba peeeenies mainly, if not 
exclusively, from economical causes. ‘That modern istory teaches and logic 
contirms the truth that as long as the ve economical questions which in- 


terest and convulse Cuba are not settled no moral peace and no confidence in 
the future are to be expected. 


The report then continues: 
These words may be taken in conjunction with the testimony of many 


other witnesses, who have openly insisted that the Cuban war was a commer- 
= sm c , in consequence of the repeal of the McKinley reciprocity 


to that period not only as the | 





To show that Spain recognized that the Cuban insurrection had 
its origin in economic conditions, and that reciprocity with the 
Uni States would relieve the situation, bring prosperity to 
Cuba, and help to end the war, is shown by the proceedings pre- 
ceding the granting of autonomy to Cuba. Sagasta in submitting 
the new constitution to the Queen Regent on November 25, 1897, 
said in regard to the conditions in Cuba: 

Complaints arose, not from the existence of discriminating duties, but 
from the fact that these duties were too high, and that this prevented the 
Antilles from securing the markets which they needed for their rich and 
abundant productions and from the lack of reciprocity. 

In the constitution given to Cuba on the above date, it was 
provided that treaties of commerce affecting the Island of Cuba 
should be conducted by Spain, but assisted by special delegates 
duly authorized by Cuba. This was the first time Cuba ever 
was permitted to participate in the negotiation of treaties of com- 
merce. Spain immediately endeavored to negotiate such a treaty 
with the United States. On March 17, 1898, within a month be- 
fore our war with Spain began, the Spanish minister in Wash- 
ington addressed a note to the Secretary of State advising him 
of his appointment, together with representatives from the in- 
sular government of Cuba, to conduct negotiations for a treaty of 
reciprocity between the United States and Cuba. If economical 
causes brought on the insurrection against Spain, may not similar 
conditions in the island produce like results in the future? 

Can the Cubans be censured for wishing to have an under- 
standing with the United States in regard to reciprocity before 
they accepted the Platt amendment? The island had had reci- 
procity under the McKinley law, and the people knew what it 
meantto them. The people of this country, after the repeal of the 
McKinley law and their experience under a different policy, de- 
manded its reenactment, and Congress gave them the Dingley law 


| in its place. The people of Cuba, after their experience under 


McKinley reciprocity and its repeal, wanted it renewed, and have 
asked the United States forits reenactment. Let us, in the interest 
of Cuba and also for the benefit of the people of this country, give 
them the pending Payne bill. 

OUR OBLIGATIONS TO CUBA. 


As President Roosevelt said in his message to Congress, there 
are weighty reasons of morality and national interest why the 


| policy of reciprocity should be held to have a peculiar application 





toCuba. Cuba has consented that the United States may intervene 
for the preservation of Cuban independence, the maintenance of a 
government adequate for the protection of life, property, and in- 
dividual liberty, and for the discharge of the obligations imposed 
by the treaty of Paris. It is apparent to anyone that tocarry out 
the obligations assumed by Cuba that it is necessary that the 
people of the island shall be prosperous and that the government 
shall be successful. 

There is no market but ours for Cuban sugar. Practically her 
entire crop will come here for sale in the future, as in the past, 
to be disposed of either at a profit or a loss. By tariff regulations 


| and restrictions, practically every European country has shut out 


Cuban sugar. It will come here to be disposed of, and it is the 
chief source of revenue for the Cuban people. If, this product is 
disposed of at less than the cost of saalaation it will prevent the 
people of Cuba from purchasing from other courtries anything 
except the bare necessities of life. If the purchasing power of 
Cuba is reduced to a low level her revenues will decline and her 
government will be unable to carry out and perform the obliga- 
tions imposed by the Platt amendment. 

It ia apparent to anyone that the obligations can only be dis- 
charged by a solvent government, established over a free people 
who are contented and prosperous. If sugar is the principal prod- 
uct on which the people of Cuba depend and that product can not 
be disposed of except at a loss, it means general destitution to the 
whole island. Three-fourths of the people of Cuba are directly 
or indirectly interested in the success of the sugar industry. 
When it is prosperous the island.is contented and happy, and 
when failure comes they are all sad and despondent. Weare not 
obliged nor are we under any obligations to feed and clothe the 
people of Cub.I t ais not a question of charity, and we should 
not look upon it in that way. 

INDEPENDENCE VALUELESS WITHOUT PROSPERITY. 


But this nation, witnessing the condition of the island during 


| its struggle against Spain, insisted that the cruel war should stop 


and that the people of Cuba should have a right to establish a 
government of their own. That government is soon to be estab- 
lished. The military government that we have maintained in the 
island ever since the end of the Spanish war is shortly to be suc- 
ceeded by a government of their own selection. Buta free goy- 
ernment, even though selected by the voice of the people, can not 
be successful if the people themselves are not prosperous. We 
certainly can not claim that our mission is ended if when we with- 
draw our Army from Cuba and leave the island to its own people 
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and to the government they have selected business conditions in 
the island are similar to what they were before we intervened. 

President McKinley, in his message to Congress, December 5, 
1898, said: 


Assoon as we are in possession of Cuba and have pacified the island it will 
be necessary to give aid and direction to its people to forma government 
for themselves. This should be undertaken at the earliest moment consist- 
ent with safety and assured success. It is important that our relations with 
this people shall be of the most friendly character and our commercial rela- 
tions close and reciprocal. 





President McKinley also said in his annual message of Decem- 


ber 5, 1899: 


This nation has assumed before the world a grave respor sibility for the 
future good government of Cuba. We have accepted a trust the fuifillment 
of which calls for the sternest integrity of purpose and the exercise of the 


highest wisdom. The new Cuba yet to arise from the ashes of the past must 


needs be bound to us by ties of singular intimacy and strength 1° its endur- 
ing welfare is to be assured. Whether those ties shall be organic or conven- 
tional, the destinies of Cubaare in some rightful form and manner irrevoc- 


ably linked with our own, but how or how far is for the future to determine | 


in the ripeness of events. Whatever be the the outcome, we must see to it 


that free Cuba is a reality, not a name, a perfect entity, not a hasty experi- | 


ment bearing within itself the elements of failure. Our mission, to accom- 
plish which we took up the wager of battle, is not to be fulfilled by turning 
adrift any loosely-framed commonwealth to face the vicissitudes which too 
often attend weaker States whose natural wealth and abundant resources are 
offset by the incongruities of their political organization and the recurring 
occasions for internal rivalries to sap their strength and dissipate their en- 
ergies. The greatest blessing which can come to Cuba is the restoration of 
her agricultural and industrial prosperity, which will give employment to 
idle men and reestablish the pursuits of peace. This is her chief and imme- 
diate need. 


These words were used over two years ago, and later the Platt 
amendment put into statutory form our present relations with 
Cuba. 
performing its international obligations, and such government 
can not exist or be maintained except by ample revenues through 
the ordinary channels of taxation, and the revenues can not be 
obtained unless the people of the island can dispose of their prod- 
ucts at a reasonable profit. 

The Secretary of War states the whole proposition in his lest 
report as follows: 


Cuba has acquiesced in our right to say that she shall not put herself in 
the hands of any other power, whatever her necessities, and in our right to 
insist upon the maintenance of free and orderly government throughout her 
limits, however impoverished and desperate may be her people. Correlative 
to this right is a duty of the highest Obligation to treat her not as an enemy, 
not at arm's length as an aggressive commercial rival, but with a generosity 
which toward her will be but justice; to shape our laws so that they shall 
contribute to her welfare as well asourown. * 


public policy pointing in the same direction; for the peace of Cuba is neces 
sary to the peace of the United States; the health of Cuba is necessary to 
the health of the United States; the independence of Cuba is necessary to the 
safety of the United States. 
with Spain now require that a commercial arrangement be made under which 
Cuba can live. 

OUR RESPONSIBILITY NOT YET ENDED. 


It is contended by the opponents of this bill that our responsi- 
bility for the welfare of Cuba ended with the war with Spain; 
that there is no obligation resting on us to provide for the future 
commercial prosperity of the Cuban people. To those who be- 
lieve that our work in Cuba is ended I commend a careful read- 
ing of the following editorial in the Havana Post of January 19, 
1902: 

But the primary cause which led to war, to Cuban independence, and to 
intervention by the United States is not removed. Good government has 
ameliorated the conditions, but itcan not change them, The best govern- 
ment can not long be maintained here, if the present economic conditions 
shall continue. There would have been no uprising in 1894 if Cuba had not 
been dependent then, as she is now, upon the production of sugar; and eco- 
nomically her people are no better off to-day than they were then. wh 

To leave her now, as it is proposed, without relief, but still the victim 
of the world’s sugar tariffs and crushed by the appalling misfortunes which 
the last ten years have heaped upon her, would be to cast to the winds every 
shred of the admirable fabric of free government which the Americans 
have created. American intervention can not stop at this point. Good 
sense, business foresight, fair play and common honesty will all unite to 
pesrene it. It is not the practice of the United States to let good work go 

vackward, to miss opportunities for business advancement, to ignore her 
obligations, or to inflict needless suffering upon any people. And she would 
be guilty of all these if she withdrew from Cuba at this time without secur- 
ing to the island industrial as well as political freedom. 


That it is our duty to complete the work undertaken in Cuba 
is recognized by every patriotic American. We can discharge 
this obligat 
Special interests have endeavored to prevent action and tried to 


There must be a stable government in Cuba, capable of | 


* * Aside from the moral | 
obligation to which we committed ourselves when we drove Spain out of | 
Cuba, and aside from the ordinary considerations of commercial advantage | 
involved ina reciprocity treaty, there are the weightiest reasons of American | 


The same considerations which led to the war | 
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ion and still do no harm to any American industry. | 


alarm Congress by the cry that their particular industries will be | 
ruined if reciprocity with Cuba is adopted. The facts do not war- | 


rant this assumption, and if this Congress does its duty, as did 
the Congress that passed the resolution of intervention, it will 
provide before this session ends for reciprocity with Cuba, which 


will bring happiness and contentment to the people of that island, | 
further promote the prosperity of the people of the United States, | 
and honorably finish the work undertaken when the war with | 


Spain began. [Prolonged applause.] 
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APPENDIXES. 
APPENDIX A. 
COMPARISON OF HAMBURG AND NEW YORK PRICES FOR EIGHT YEARS. 


German beet sugars, 88 per cent analysis per 112 pownds, f. 0. b. Hamburg, with 
equivalent in dollars per 100 pounds for 96° test centrifugals at New York, com- 
pared with market price at New York. 


[From Willett & Gray’s Weekly Statistical Sugar Trade Journal.] 


























Hambur, New York | New York 
Date. price. ? | equivalent. | price, 96°, 
1894. s. d. 
TE se mkwian 12 6 $3.07 $2. 875 
SRR LR RR 2 63 3.10 8.06 
la 2 9 8.11 3.18 
April l 12 6 8.06 2.94 
ay 1 ll 6 2.86 2.75 
June 1 ll QM 2.91 2.75 
SI esha ctelitiats ce atid noah Albis ees eats iaeset aces ll 9 2.90 B.125 
I fae ee an as di ll 3} 2.80 8.125 
POINIDUE UL ineibhglers tehicsecicemaee dood 12 0 4. 08 8.75 

SII ill at a lil 1 1} 8.48 8.75 

IT euennll 9 11} 8. 42 8.50 
ESUIIIOE Oh scbinctibobiihti penatienenoaed 9 9 8.37 8.50 

1895 
IS ss ttn, eins chntdindiiadedtikn 9 6} 8.30 ; 
i snows 9 3 3.22 8. 
I Ning hie ea Ne 9 2 3.18 8. 
RR 2 cere Rene 9 8 3.2 
PTA < jdbc pentniiepeibek entiation ee~ 9 9 8.36 3. 
NI a eth ii aalli atid aiid alemntiagkl 10 O 8.44 3 
PE Eaitidbpucamn atbansoduses ctewsnnies 9 8} 3.% 8.25 
ED Dainitioncckan dn céneekundteas 9 10} 8.40 3.25 
NIN i. ictisb Ss rtsntieirinasny estevisnianie tiepbedicliaalien 9 6 3.29 8.25 
an 10 9B) 3.70 8.56 
ee ae 1 6 8.60 8.37 
BI Sai a eee le 1 6 8.60 8.375 

1896. 

a rR a 10 9 3. 69 8.75 
i i oe in ia inestcbiadlementiianl ll 9 4.01 8.875 
EE nmak nics spasdhprtiemanindecbeucet 12 3 4.17 4.125 
DAE Be. shbevncgcadne nquacereniesesons 12 4 4.20 4.18 
SE Uli ns ihedncetunlahsidagindiniiaaananadiedl 12 ¢ 4.16 4.25 
inn deel ene las a enone neal 10 «64 8.61 8.875 
PDE akc psuncdtideasbuietspelbaddus 9 1 8. 42 8.50 
a i i 9 10) 3.40 8.375 
TEE aban 9 0} 8.14 8.25 
i 8 9 8.06 3.06 
a 9 hl 8.17 8.25 
SII Wi iets incckieisds tocdine cesta eee tmaloet 9 2 3.18 8.25 

1897, 

IIIT i ohn - teaes dmibatiemeebetl Y. & 8.18 8.18 
SEPT sc cabs stbtpbengaietaedegiiened 9 O 3.13 8.18 
I tn ho Stein tetas dine ctlighititeds mditbouee 8 8.07 3.25 
i a a i a tail! 9 O 8.13 8.875 
May NR oc ERS BI RS SS 8 10) 8.09 3.2 

el 8 & 8.05 8.25 
Sn dhe aapeé natant aantiiine ieee 8 6 2.97 8.50 
ten iiicrtchhaircntigibaiechnhimpbes iteptine 8 6 4.06 8.75 
ae a 8 10} 4.15 8.75 
i NO me | 8 8} 4.10 3.94 
November 1 8 6 4.06 8.81 
December 1 9 90 4.18 8.875 
STD. caditsanioneatittbhacnecbene 9 4 4.26 4.25 
IT Th ions rivet stp Opeth <ten exle-intaotes 7. a 4.20 4.06 
BEE Uh wispo tsb dna idene tiiasiiineeaiael 9 3 4.24 4.18 
MD nnitindiabneriiencingumhmeantnaniiiti oa 4.19 4.125 
ST Tadienensinieeinaeaienndney aerial 9 8 4.23 4.25 
SD TL cnpecniuinniepelisitecneneeanpined 9 & 4.3% 4,31 
EE Uk padhth Gbbedengebunntenintndinwanl 9 4 4.25 4.25 
PINE D. nratntr somninininnintiiiitiaeed 9 4 4.26 4.125 
SE Do ocincsneaupumimbsesévingete 9 6 4.28 4.375 

DT at eich ieitalh eats eienaiieidlh th ci 9 6} 4,29 4.25 
Th ccomucubdeessenbdes autinet 9 % 4.30 4.31 
SEIT TD sis tn cocen ipteteesaiaticthietibcheetnien biel 1 i 4,42 4. 44 

1899. 

Die D. .ccmncanunitinitnininbhoustianiia 9 5} 4.27 4.31 
RE I. setnntinntesuhiine iitin wh bies Summed 9 9 4.i 4,25 
ine Matai deliateet anklet lait, walla 9 83) 4. 4.375 
Aven i...... wotindednindpinahicenndebe 10 14) 4.44 4.46 

ie agmiateenanibaniinas aninneg-tiepidiamlinds ll 8 4. 66 4. 625 
WEEE cicencutbengdcdiaebeens enoneiapreel ll 4, 62 4. 625 
ih intr wcivgvedscwehehen wnentmanin 1 4 4.46 4.50 
i ee ah ek el ck ince 1 10) 4.59 4.50 
TD Tidcnpcneghin bgliemenatisaebeia 10 i 4.40 4.50 

ne oe emmacannsel 9 5H 4.2 4.31 
DD .ashisnemeusenmnenth<iies ia S: a 4.19 4.31 
RIIEEE ans cintioeemitis wenditieinip amaeidt 8 11} 4.16 4.25 

1900. os 
Someones? _.....nniminnsuieesmiiiaumel 9 2 4.22 4.25 
RORY 0. <cuantabed cated somuaniens 9 9 4.3 4.44 
Deel 3... sccvncceveccsesubitenpckueninn 9 8} 4.33 4.365 
ARIE... << inieaenielicoan eames naan 10 1) 4.41 4,41 
EES inns ankcasaisaeh oemaleanen 10 6} 4.50 4.44 
SL RR eantdaihintindintediedieanil 10 9 4.5 4.56 
PD i tcnnincendddntiventamannenee ll 2 4.65 4.69 
MID onc seniviiesstiand eeimmaaiaies ll 9 4.78 4.809 
SD 1.....sccccauntneaiibiabeenke Il 3} 4. 67 4.875 
CGE .... ch cacan nc inbek tebe 10 O 4.39 5.00 
IP Dd. = wenden abn bee 9 5} 4,27 4.375 
DCCC 1... accecsbinceiancssueee 9 9] 4.38 4.319 

| 

1901. ' . 
Roetaee 1. ccckscnactdieabeeansctanee ” 34) 4.20 4.375 
DORN ONET Bi viiicsiccxsclunsdanenean 9 8| 4.28 4.54 
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German beet sugars, etc.—Continued. 





Hamburg | New York | New York 





price. equivalent. | price, 96°. 
1901. a &@ $4.29 

SEDs ctietilineticosrantinansesnmnsen 9 2} ’ .19 
PE i lnne Midhitb hens snnkenpewpiiomine 8 1} 4.16 “3 

DEP Ric cndhndcenentsasndbtdecescnc sconce 9 2 4.22 4.25 
PUNO Bo nnnc ents cone cncevecescossnncecce 9 5} 4.27 4.25 
DE Bcc odbc badd coeserstercwsnsianee 9 3 4.23 4.22 
BEES cate iwmian cons osnccnns ebiane 9 8 4.23 4.15 
BORNE Dose cnc ccc cccmnccas seesen 8 0 3.95 8.81 
CE Eitet bith chenbccanbcopebavabane 7 6} 3. 84 3.75 
EE iit cnansacacandvntspennnien 7 a 8.75 3.81 
iretabincbinekgnnccsedeatas . 3.76 8.75 

1902. 

SES satiny etcenctdn cen giouannn 6 6 8. 62 8. 625 
DET D cAinge cccncntmangaenenanen 6 8} 8. 66 3.69. 
pO Se a 6 % 3. 64 3. 625 
AUT Le sconce eescee cone cccewccnccceeune 6 5} 8.60 3. 625 


Method of ascertaining the New York equivalent price of 96° centrifugal sugar | 


when the Hamburg price of 88 analysis beet sugar is given. 
[Computation made on the Hamburg price on April 1, 1902.] 


Per pound. 
Beet sugar at 6s. 5jd., f. o. b. Hamburg, 112 pounds—Exchange at $4.88 


GE BE cn ctiiihlacsijw owen Senawunuentenpiineneys aniinhe 2 Shey hiannesipemnn dees 1.40 
Freight, 7s. 6d. per ton ...........----- eceer mnsiimiaaieiieiiaus iinet . 083 
Insurance, bank commisssion, loss weight, one-half per cent each. ...... - 022 
Duty (88 analysis outturns 94° polarization) -................---..-------- 1.615 
Countervailing duty (German sugar) ....................-.---.----------- 26 
5 TEE ininnnn inn ioe Hemapoonnenennanhinimbuinmniiine 08 


Difference in value to refiners between 88 analysis and 9¢ polarization. 19 


Parity 96° polarization cane centrifugals................-..--..---.- 3.60 
Beet 88 analysis 6s. 51d. f. o. b. Hamburg parity of centrifugals 96° polariza- 
tion 3.60 cents per pound at New York. 
Fluctuations of 14d. equal .027 cents; fluctuations of 3d. equal .054 cents. 
APPENDIX B. 
Sales of Porto Rico sugars at New York, compared with market price at New 
York and showing value f. 0. b. Porto Rico. 


[Freight to New York, 0.16 cent on bags and 0.22 cent on hogsheads. In- 
surance about 0.02 cent, duty 15 per cent of Dingley rates (equal to 0.2527 
cent on 96° test and 0.216 cent on 89° test).] 


[Willett & Gray's Weekly Statistical Sugar Trade Journal, March 6, 1902.] 
. FULL DINGLEY RATES. 





| 



















} for ~ 
oe or . Oo. b. 
Date. | Articles. savant. Sexte 
price Rico. 
1899. | Cents. Cents. 
Mar. 8 | 3,719 bags muscovados, basis 89°, at 3i cents --.--. 8% 2. 25 
8 | $44 bags centrifugals, basis 96°, at 4 cents ..-.... 4: 2.51 
8 | 5,000 bags centrifugals, basis 96°, at 244 cents, c. 
| and f., (equal 4§ cents duty paid) -_-_............. 4} 2.51 
9 | 550 hhds. muscovados, basis 89°, at 3f cents ...... 8} 2.19 
10 | 100 tons centrifugals, basis 96°, at 2}4 cents, c. 
| and f. (equal 43 cents duty paid)-..........---- 4t 2.51 
10 | 250 tons muscovados, basis §9°,at 2), cents, c. 
| and f, (equal 3; cents duty paid)-...........-.... BE 2.25 
15 | 1,500 tons muscovados, basis 89°, at 3I cents...... BE 2.25 
15 | 6,900 bags centrifugals, basis 96°, at 4} cents 43 2.5 
20 | 1,000 tons muscovados, basis 89°, at 3} cents-.-.. 3t 2.25 
21 | 500 bags centrifugals, basis 96°, at 4;, cents_..... 45 2.57 
22 | 600 hhds. rauscovados, basis 89°, at 2y, cents c. 
| and f. (equal 3¢ cents duty paid)... ..........-- 3t 2.19 
22 | 600 bags molasses, basis 89° at 24, cents c.andf. 
| _ (equal 33 cents duty paid) -.--........---.------ 3} 2.13 
22 7,500 bags centrifugals, basis 96°, at 2}4 cents c. 
| and f. (equal 43 cents duty paid). ....-..-..--.- 43 2.51 
81 | 634 bags centrifugals, basis 96°, at 2} cents c. and . 
| _f. (equal 44, cents duty paid)....-........-..--- 47, 2.57 
Apr. 1 | 420 tons muscovados, basis 89°, at 3}5 cents _..... 3iR 2. 82 
1 | 1,275 ‘bags centrifugals, basis 96°, at 4,, cents... 4y5 2.57 
1 | 200 bags molasses, basis 89°, at 3}} cents ......... 3h 2.19 
11 | 1,700 tons muscovados, basis 89°, at 4y, cents -..- 4ys 2.44 
14 1,500 hhds. muscovados, basis 89°, at 4) cents -.-- 4k 2.44 
14 | 5,500 bags centrifugals, basis 96°, at 4%, cents..-- 4ys 2.70 
17 | 115 hhds. muscovados, basis 89°, at 4; cents. --....- 44 2. 44 
7 | 1,700 bags centrifugals, basis 97° at 4,%, cents... 4x5 2.70 
20 | 300 tons centrifugals, basis 96°, at 2} centsc. and x 
| _ f. (equal 44 cents duty paid) ..................- 4s. 70 
20 | 100 tons mo basis 89°, at 2y% cents c. and f. 
| a GQdual 4 cents duty paid) Rieti Radicietenad 4 2.38 
27 | 318 bags centrifugals, basis 96°, at 4§ cents....... 4h 2.76 
27 | 3,500 bags centrifugals, basis 96°, at 44 cents....- 45 2.76 
May 3 | 800 bags centrifu basis 96°, at 4} cents. -...... 4} 2.88 
4 | 2,000 bags centri ugals, basis 96°, at 4$ cents. .-.. 4j 2.88 
June 1 | 1,000 bags muscovados, basis 89°, at 4 cents ..... 41 2.51 
: 1p tons meeeaeneen rey at naan Bonne . eo 
bags molasses, 89°, at 4 cents ..........- 2.3 
1 | 1,500 bags centrifugals, basis 96°, at 45 cents. __-- 45 2.36 
2 | 1,600 hhds. muscovados, basis 89°,at 2}4 cents, 
| _ cif. (equals 44 cents duty ee) pineliatia qcpundapid a 4h 2.44 
3 | 1,000 bags centrifugals, basis 96°, at 4) cents-....- 43 2.76 
3 | 2,000 bags molasses, basis 89° at 4 cents .......... 4 2.38 
7 | 1,000 tons centrifugals, basis 96°, at 4}4 cents 4hh 2.82 
7 | 1,200 bags molasses, basis 89°, at 4,4, cents. - -- 4,5 2.44 
ut 600 hhds. m basis 89°.0 fe cents - 4% 2.51 
bags muscovados, basis 89°, at 44 cents...... t \ 
17 | 4,513 bags cen basis 96°, at 3 cents,c.and 
f. (equals Sth com TT ccvuncempesucase 4th 2.82 
20 | 800 bags centrifugals, basis 06°, at 44 cents - .....- 48 2.76 
27 | 400 bags centri basis 06°, at 4,4 cents ...... 44 2.70 
28 | 2,400 bags cen basis 96°, at 4y% cents_...- 2.70 

















Sales of Porto Rico sugars at New York, etc.—Continued. 


FULL DINGLEY RATES—continued. 


























eee ae 
hie fork | f.0o. b. 
Date Articles. market | Porto 
price. Rico. 
1899. | Cents. | Cents. 
1,954 bags molasses, basis 89°, at 31} cents......_.. 3H} «2.82 
July 5 | 6,300 bags centrifugals, basis 96°, at 4} cents - ___. 43 2.68 
6 | 8,000 bags centrifugals, basis 96°, at 4}; cents. .__. 4} 2.63 
6 | 3,000 bags muscovados, basis 89°, at 3i cents. -..- 3k 2.25 
13 | 600 hhds. muscovados, is 89°, at 3 cents --....- 81 2.19 
25 | 1,000 hhds. muscovados, basis 89°, at3i cents _-___- 31 2.19 
27 | 80 hhds. muscovados, basis 89°, at 3}§ cents --.--_- 3tE 2. 26 
July 27 | 3,000 bags centrifugals, basis 96°, at 443 cents- --- 443) 2.61 
Aug. 2 | 540 tons muscovados, basis 89°, at 31§ cents _____- BLS) 2.25 
18 | 10,000 bags centrifugals, basis 96°, at 4, cents_-_- 45%, 2.70 
18 | 500 bags molasses, basis 89°, at 3} cents ...._....- 35 2.25 
i 
15 PER CENT OF DINGLEY RATES. 
1900 
Apr. 18 | For arrival after May 1, 3,000 bags centrifugals, 
basis 96°, at 4} centsc. and f. (duty. 2527 cent, 
equal to 4} cents,duty paid).............-.....- 4.44 4.07 
May 3) 800 tons Comme See Te eee cents. ...... 443 4.04 
8 7,000 bags centri ls, basis 96°, at 4/7, cents. _-..! 4y, 4.01 
8 | 192 hhds. muscovados, 89°, at 34) cents _-_-.- 348 3.49 
8 | 1,000 bags molasses, basis 89°, at3}-cents__.._....- 8s 3. 36 
28 | 1,250 bags centrifugals, basis 96°, at 4} cents __-._.| 44 4.07 
31 | 1,000 tons muscovados, basis 8$°, at 47, cents. -_..- 4J5 3. 67 
June 7 | 3,000 bags muscovados, basis 89°, at 4) cents_-.-_. 4b 3.73 
13 | 600 bags eentrifugals, basis 96°, at 44 cents__..__- 4% 4.20 
14 | 1,000 tons muscovados, basis 89°, at 44 cents_..... 44 3.73 
14 | 2,500 bags centrifugals, basis 96° at 4} cents_..... 44 4.20 
23 | 159 tons muscovados, basis §9°, at 44 cents___.-..- 4b 8.78 
July 5 | 2,500 bags centrifugals, basis 96°, at 4¢ cents--__-- 44 4.82 
14 | 5,000 bags centrifugals, basis 96°, at 443 cents --_- 4g 4.38 
21 | 600 tons centrifugals, basis 96°, at 4; cents--....-| 4r 4.44 
21 | 200 tons molasses, basis 89°, at 44 cents... __..... 44 3.73 
28 | 1,200 bags muscovados, basis 89°, at 4 cents----- 45 3.98 
30 | 1,000 bags muscovados, basis 89°, at 4§ cents_-_-- 4e 3.98 
28 | 3,300 bags centrifugals, basis 96°, at 4: cents__-__- 4} 4.44 
31 | 2,800 bags centrifugals, basis 96°, at 4i cents. ____| 4 4.44 
81 | 900 bags molasses, hasis 89°, at 44 cents .......... 4) 3.73 
Aug. 1 | 700 tons centrifugals, basis 96°, at 4} cents. _-_... 4t 4.44 
. 9 | 360 tons centrifugals, basis 96°, at 443 cents_-_-...- 412 4.38 
9 | 200 tons molasses, basis 89°. at 4 cents....-....... 4 3. 61 
Sept. 24 | 200 bags centrifugals, basis 96}, at 5 cents __...._| 5 4.57 
Oct. 8 | 300 bags centrifugals, basis 96°, at 4) cents -.-.... } 4p 4.32 
8 | 50 hhds. muscovados, basis 89°, at 44 cents __..._} 4} 3. 80 
15 | 266 bags centrifugals, basis 96°, at 4 cents __.... | 4} 4.32 
15 | 277 bags molasses, basis 89° at 4 cents__.......... } @ ia 3.61 
Dec. 3 | 250 bags molasses, basis 89°, at 3} cents ..........| 3th 3.30 
27 | 200 bags muscovados, basis 89°, at 3f cents -_....-| 3 4.48 
1901 
Jan. 3) 1,200 bags centrifugals, basis 96°, at 4 cents, 
c.and f. (duty, .2627 cent, equal to 4,4 cents 
a a i ee wa cmribinemel i 43 3.88 
Feb. 7 | 500 bags molasses, basis 89°, at 3}. cents .._.._. ae 3h 3.11 
250 hhds. muscovados, basis 89°, at 3.50} cents, 
ce. i. f. (duty, .216 cent, equals 3.7185 cents 
i a ne nwo onmmbes 333 3. 27 
26 | 2,200 bags centrifugals, basis 96°, at 3.93} cents, 
c. i. f. (duty, .2527 cent, equals 4.18775 cents 
es salt eek dkan Gaauns ccesesdcca 4n, 3.76 
Mar. 13 | 40 hhds. muscovados, basis 89°,at 3} cents... __- | 8} 8.05 
Apr. 1 | 400 bags centrifugals, at 43, cents --....-.-.....- | 4dy 3.60 
9 | 78 hhds. muscovados, basis. 89°, at 344 cents___... 34g 3.02 
18 | 100 hhds. muscovados, basis 89°, at 3; cents -_-.... 3 3.17 
22 | 144 bhds. and 1,078 bags muscovados, basis &9°, 
ED aa ei ndetinheneatanneevecnace 3h} | 3.27 
26 | 500 bags centrifugals, basis 96°, at 4,4, cents ------ 45; | 3.75 
May 1 | 5,000 bags centrifugals, basis 96°, at 4} cents | 4) | 3. 82 
1 | 2,000 bags molasses, basis 89°, at 3} cents ---- } 3+ 3.14 
2 | 3,000 bags muscovados, basis 89°, at 3% cents__.._- 3t | 3.36 
2 | 1,000 bags centrifugals, basis 96°, at 4} cents - -- ---| 4: | 3.82 
7 | 1,000 tons muscovados, basis 89°, at 3} cents -_-...- 3} 3. 86 
9 | 3,500 bags centrifugals, basis 96°, at 4,8, cents. -__-} 45, | 3. 86 
9 | 1,590 bags molasses, basis 89°, at 3} cents -...-... 3+ | 3.11 
9 | 300 tons muscovados, basis 89°, at 3} cents___.__- 3} | 3. 36 
May 9 | 300 bags centrifugals, basis 96°, at 4.8, cents --.--- fs | 3.86 
13 | 1,200 tons muscovados, basis 89°, at 3} cents __.._- 3 | 3. 36 
13 | 5,000 bags centrifugals, basis 96°, at 4%,cents -_--| 4d, | 3.86 
138 | 500 bags molasses, basis 89°, at 3} cents -_.....__- 3+ 3.11 
17 | 3,000 bags centrifugals, basis 96°, at 4%, cents-- --| 4%) | 3.86 
17 | 1,000 bags molasses, basis 89°, at 3} cents -..-. ...- 3 3.11 
17 | 6& hhds. muscovados, basis 89°, at 3} cents. -.....- Bt 3.30 
23 | 130 tons muscovados, basis 89°, at 3} cents. -._.... Bt 3.50 
23 | 400 bags molasses, basis 89°, at 3} cents .......... 3} 3.11 
23 | 600 bags centrifnuzals, basis 96°, at 4%, cents ---__| 5% 3.86 
June 7 | 8,500 bags centrifugals, basis 96°, at 4} cents.--.-. 4} 3. 82 
7 | 2,500 bags molasses, basis 89°, at 3% cents--..._--- 3t 2.98 
10 | 2,000 bags centrifugals, basis 96°, at 4} cents. .---. 4 8.82 
10 | 700 tons muscovados, basis 89°, at 3§ cents -.-...-.. Bt 3.23 
21 | 2,000 bags centrifugals, basis 96°, at 4,, cents---- 4ys | 3.79 
July 18 | 4,600 bags centrifugals, basis 96°, at 4,', cents--- -| ify | 3.73 
18 | 1,000 bags molasses, basis 89°, at 3} cents.-.......) Bt | 2. 86 
FREE OF DUTY. | | 
July 26 | 10,000 bags centrifugals, basis 96°, at 4,), cents--- 4d, 3.98 
26 | 1,900 bags molasses, basis 89°, at 3y, cents.......- 3y5 3.13 
30 | 1,000 bags centrifugals, basis 96°, at 4,4, cents.-...! oy 3.98 
Aug. 1 | 1,500 bags centrifugals, basis 96°, at 4,5, cents... --| 4s 3.98 
8 | 2,000 bags centrifugals, basis 96°, at 4} cents---_- 4; 3.94 
Sept.11 | 58 hhds. muscovados, basis 89°, at 3} cents - -....- 3t 3.01 
17 | 473 hhds. muscovados, basis 89°, at 3,5, cents..... Sys 3.07 
° 
Oct. 21° |\2.528 bags centrifugals, basis 96°, at 33§ cents -__. 3.81 3.67 
23 | 650 tons muscovados, basis 89°, at 3,4, cents .....- Sy, | 8.07 
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Sales of Porto Rico sugars at New York, etc.—Continued. 
15 PER CENT OF DINGLEY RATES—continued. 





York | hob. 
. ; or .0. b. 
Date. Articles. sonvicet | Porto 
i Rico. 
1901. FREE OF DUTY—continued. Cents. Cents. 
Nov. 6 | 800 bags muscavados, basis 89°, at 3} cents....... 3 8.07 
22 | 400 hhds. muscovados, basis 89°, at 3} cents...... 3h 8.01 
Dec. 6 | 9,000 bags centrifugals, basis 96°, at 3} cents... 3} 8. 57 
6 | 361 hhds. muscovados, basis 89°, at 3,4, cents. -..- 325 3.05 
6 | 5,000 bags molasses, basis 89°, at 3,4, cents........ B¥e 2.85 
1902. 
Jan. 14 | 120 tons muscovados, basis 89°, at 3 cents........ 8 2. 82 


Sugars are shipped from the ports of San Juan, Ponce, Mayaguez, Arecibo, 
Arroyo, Humacao, Manabo, Jabos, Guanica, Yabacoa, and 
island of Porto Rico. Owing to competition of new line of steamers, freight 
is now reduced to 7 cents on bags and 10 cents on hogsheads. 


APPENDIX C. 
Exports from the United States into Cuba for the years 1891, 1893, and 1890. 


[Compiled from publications issued by Bureau of Statistics, Treasury De- 
partment. } 





Exports in values. 





| Exports in quantities. 
\— a i 





1893. 1896. m 








| 1891. 1893. | 1896. 1891. 
Breadstuffs: 
Bread and bis- 

ED cikelnwheceasias Ibs. 261,858 468,613 182,358 $17,930 $31,650 $11,941 
eee bush 367,324 1,041,474 199,193 220,187 582,050 98,201 | 
Corn meal.-_ bbls. - 856) 1,225 629 2, 909 4,001 1,748 | 
Oats ....... bush. 21, 837) 59, 615 7,732; 10,598 24,202 2,321 | 
Wheat flour, 

I sili ancient 114,447) 616,406, 176,724, 591,8862,821,557' 647,057 
All other bread- 

ine wiwncnddaintnaentngse dae Ds nates aaiell 31,469 48,747 18,524 

Total bread- | | 

se cincstthietiini vencsesnnslihdt Misa tiniest alia ti | 874,9793,512,207 896,673 
Meat and dairy prod- | 
ucts: | j | } 
Beef, canned _Ibs__/ 6,288} 588,135) 23, 484 531; 49,878 1,778 | 
Salted, pickled, | 

and cured __Ibs_. 63, 500) 64, 036) 26,150 2, 676) 3, 259 1,277 
os ccned do. 4), 268 717,506, 618,505 2,068; 29,674 24,285 | 
Bacon ........ do-__| 5,423,621) 6,977,298) 6,168,201) 351,955! 556,747) 386,475 
Hams......- -do..| 2,141,208) 5,834,286) 3,408,718 234,458) 761,082) 348,065 
Pork, pickled.do..| 547,160) 685,810] 195,600 33,315) 59,276 10,286 
OS COREL. 32, 054, 107 42, 683, 652/26, 218, 302 2, 079, 5384/4, 023, 917/1, 551, 185 
All other meat 

I once sl cong sca bi aeaahiinitiaiet tie eeeelice 34,816, 38,605 61,886 | 
Butter _....._Ibs-_- 101,130, 234,156 49, 982 18, 119 49, 257 10, 080 
Cheese-....- ..do 90,275) 225,421 42.896 12,910) 82,494 7,508 
es ichiomenaatel do = Ee dead cade 17,226, 46,347, 68,852 

Total meat and | 

GET BROT siknnnds Boiandnicotednteces 2, 787, 6085, 700, 536 2, 466, 677 
1891 189%. 1896. 
Total exports from United States into 
GIR. «:cnidecuneoceemanedientiesdmiedieel $12,224,888 $24, 157, 698 7 , 530. 880 
Total imports into United States from 
CRU. .ncécuncecansanntanteknsshaeeheee 61,714,395 | 78,706,506 40,017, 730 





APPENDIX D. 
Cuba's imports for the fiscal year 1901. 


[From Commerce of the Island of Cuba, June, 1901, Division of Insular A ffairs, 
War Department. | 














All From United 
countries. States. 
npueueeneen ome sia sa . andl a - 
Animal | : 
II tires acavasonins sats sare d.cvipecees hesciticaesio Dearac stieadecaiamiieiadann a $1, 260,176 
IS a oi exelgeie ueinshedee ee j 430, 353 208, 193 
Mules i: - a 344, 336 268, 678 
ae aed aria nb ee idiot tele | 200, 241 196, 288 
a 5, 472 4,199 
PO ia eee i 4,428 2,749 
aia en | 8,336,689 1,940, 283 | 
Breadstuffs: 
ens CIE PAE cs a recdinwcudciihadnan died 62, 290 
0 FERS silanes opines qutasiebbinienieahaiataanaan aia aati 38, 765 
FE RES, Be 66, 252 | 
oR eee Ea re ee me 785, 797 | 
CORI CURIE oo onns c ocnnncoccnninenesauns cutee | 9, 086 | 
CII... cio wrir sete nin witromsacasncieb adinlonieiaeicdiiea nnn i 138, 168 | 
IIE oc: cncicssnaiesinken ett a 827 | ; 
Macaroni and vermicelli_...............-------- 16, 039 8, 054 
OS a aua.cinyrcomtetnihcae poetibeen-ta Siiedeaea ee 398 | 398 
Wheat ........ pha 470 450 
a ee 2,206, 759 | 2, 206, 174 
RD no os thidn eteie eee 249 | 5, 620 
IGEN. «nance ccasdmanssebesancuuel 13,174 | 4, 236 
I ois i viccmntindisniiiiniaietniee oak 8, 354, 749 | 8, 248, 942 
eS 


guadilla, on the | 





Cuba's imports for the fiscal year 1901—Continued. 




























































All From United 
countries. States. 
Cotton, and manufactures of ...............---.-.-- $6, 068, 241 , 816 
Eggs naliaiientiadintlbttbaiitinitscintiednalinae sean oentitgietbindiiet 550, 451 549, 266 
ee EE | eee 139, 921 64, 455 
Beef products: r 
as maint emiiiiel 6, 132 6, 132 
I i ace seseasonbeenl 248, 909 909 
Beef, salted or pickled ................-.--.....-- 53, 344 53, 334 
NE EN SAS EE ES 1,916, 043 706 
I cones onockbxeall 98 
RE TONE WOE oon on ok. ccccenecscccssests 2, 224, 526 809,179 
——$——— —<—<—<— 
Hog products: 
Or ia a ws oisteineiaiin 7,202 7,139 
NE nn nascondaevacbeuseue 704, 906 657,031 
I oer th nie ieinencaninna usoausgun 1,318 657 
ea anion 40, 200 40, 198 
Pork, salted and pickled ................--..-.-- 995, 463 995,049 
et eich i nn ou crcnrporitenainnieall 2, 986, 236 2,981, 053 
AM IN Ek cite tnebcoscenccnecéccsagbubes 10, 400 | 7,625 
Total hog products................---.-------- 4,745,815 | 4,689,052 
atte, eo Bee Lo ~ 21,408 | 21, 408 
| CRON ovis nbd coi cesen wrenuiviied tins 79, 613 73, 299 
ND nl eematnkebebneenseiiiinns 7 76 
SN I IN occ inca snccadinmnns cccnnqssnesdnnn 139, 951 134, 630 
| All other meat products... ...... 2.0.2... cece ene ees 815, 750 148,015 
Total meat products .....................-..-- 556, 798 | 377, 428 
Dairy products: aE . 
SOD 5 sik-6 City dnhnmboenectessaibbbgteabedic SubbeGen 108, 293 | 23,319 
ie i ae ok all bs dihtiespestiainalinptinidn 460,743 59, 333 
INIT CIEE «0c caunncrneno sbusaiuiiiedasl 502, 675 402, 666 
Total dairy products -.....-...-------.-.------ | 1, 071, 611 | 485, 318 
| Vegetables: ES 
RD BOR hie pic sncsch sbctstboes tessepbebeece 779,533 471,076 
a lel ae ees tlle 279, 230 87,194 
| Potatoes .......... 512, 799 281, 198 
Vegetables, canned - i 141,515 13, 548 
EEE TLL NDE TEMS 7,750 5, 722 
CREED cuncckscotbotubons satebhccen 145, 298 59, 485 
Total vegetables......................---.----- 2,106, 125 868, 223 
Wool, and manufactures of.................-....--- 686,689 | 22, 006 
ee ins smenpoense mas mide 8, 335, 721 8, 702 
Agricultural implements --.................-....---- 283, 322 210, 920 
RE eee 448, 291 425, 983 
Iron and steel, and manufactures of _.-...........- 4, 799, 216 8, 403, 607 
SE IEEE. cidctdiak hibited tis pUhadccanseand ween 1, 638, 084 405, 682 
Total of all imports of island .............---- 66,284,767 | 28,561, 141 
| nial. i 7 
Cuba's exports for the fiscal year 1901. 
All coun- To United 
i tries. States. 
| Sugar and molasses: 
| ITE <Sciatien Sunt chien estigibamsrnagweeiade $1, 142, 865 $1, 142,855 
Sirup 215 208 
tS er EEL. «icin a cabo ccavencocndineenm 27,061, 628 27, 068, 648 
i Sugar, refined --...-._. Sa 2, 390 4 
| Candy and confectionery -.....................- 17, 857 11,179 
Total sugar and molasses .................-..- 28, 224, 955 28, 212, 899 
| Tobacco, unmanufactured: Mire 4 eee 
BAGy EEE on cob dssonn bunbnc onanqn base dens 15, 739, 364 10, 659, 825 
Stems and trimmings. -.-.........- ‘asides aaah ee 540 M0 
Be Gy cade bre toced nai dnboes sndceiunaehene 815, 391 | £9, 600 
Total unmanufactured tobacco -............-. 16,055, 295 | 10, 690, 025 
Manufactures of— [ee ae 
SI carts Kice ind bscecsthkenencbue Mine este 12, 466,891 | 2,564, 001 
Cigarettes .-_- 319,062 | 13,413 
SE viccdctnsthccosktcese akkintweie saad 66, 806 | 7, 754 
Total manufactures of tobacco. ............-- ~~ 72, 852, 759 | 2, 585, 768 
ae re a 64,245,801 | 45, 801, 822 


Total of all exports of island 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 
The committee informally rose; and Mr. Lanpis haying taken 


; | the chair, a message in writing from the President of the United 
- | States was communicated to the House of Representatives by 


Mr. Crook, one of his secretaries. 
RECIPROCITY WITH CUBA. 


| 
The committee resumed its session. 
| Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Chairman, it is needless for me to say 
that I feel deeply upon the question involved in the bill pending 
before this House. I can not concur in the opinion of the propo- 
nents of this measure, that it is for the best interest of the Govern- 
ment, or that its benefits will accrue to the poor people of Cuba. 
To my mind there is something in this proposition which does 
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not appear upon its face, Although I have no doubt that our | 
opponents are absolutely honest in their belief, yet, in view of the | 
conduct of the American Sugar Refining Company in the past | 
year, I can not but conclude that this measure is more in the 
interest of that company, commonly called the sugar trust, than | 
of our own Government or the people of Cuba. In my judg- 
ment it is a continuation of the fight which the American Sugar | 
Refining Company has been making to exterminate the beet-sugar 
industry of America, 

The company has not used corrupt methods, but has applied | 
far more effective weapons. It started a literary bureau, which | 
disseminated throughout the United States articles that appealed 
for such legislation. Many newspapers which in some manner 
are under the influence of its members reiterated and approved | 
the same. Commercial organizations which contained men who | 
were interested in the company indorsed and resolved in favor of 
the same, 

It started upon the proposition that a reduction of duty on | 
Cuban sugar would reduce the price of sugar in the United 
States, and therefore would be in the interest of the consumer; 
that as the consumers constituted the entire population of the 
country, great benefits would accrue to the poor and laboring | 
classes. Many disinterested newspapers, believing this plausible | 
argument, advocated the proposition. Many of the people, think- 
ing the statement true, approved the measure. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the parties interested have all admitted 
before the Ways and Means Committee that such claim is not 
true; that the consumer will not get any benefit of the proposed 
20 per cent reduction of duty on Cuban sugar, but the Cuban 
planter, or the purchaser thereof, will receive the advantage. 

This literary bureau of the sugar-refining company next took | 
the position that the people of Cuba were in distress and many of | 
them at the point of starvation, which was reiterated by many 
papers of the country. Even the New York Herald, on February | 
9, 1902, began an editorial as follows: 

Anarchy or annexation! One or the other is bound to result from further 
delay in granting relief toCuba. While Congress potters and procrastinates | 
the Cuban people starve. 

This company knew that such an appeal would strike a respon- 
sive chord in the hearts not only of the members of Congress, but 
of the entire American people. It is no wonder that many of our 
best citizens regarded this as a most humane and meritorious 
measure. 

But, sir, when the evidence was taken by the committee these 
claims were proven to be absolutely false. Even the witnesses 
appearing in behalf of the American Sugar Refining Company 
admitted that the price of labor in Cuba had risen 75 per cent 
since the Spanish-American war, and that everyone who wanted 





| price, which in Kansas City was $5.23 per hundred pounds. 


| which 


ugar 
| and it can be confidently predicted that it wi 
| question of our treatment of Cuban sugar shall have been determined. 





to work could find employment. 
WAR ON BEET-SUGAR FACTORIES BY SUGAR TRUST. 

These claims and positions indicate to me, perhaps more than to 
many other members of this House, that this is a trust measure, 
a movement in the attempt of the American Sugar Refining Com- 
pany to crush out of existence the beet-sugar industry of this 
country, so that a complete monopoly of the sugars refined in 
the United States may be concentrated in its hands. Why does | 
it so impress me? Because, Mr. Chairman, last fall this same 
company made a war—a war to the knife—against the beet-sugar | 
industry of my State. It was then predicted that if it failed the | 
next movement would be to procure legislation through Congress | 
that would strengthen its own position and demonstrate to | 
capital that conditions as to the beet-sugar industry are so un- 
stable as to make it unsafe for further investments. 

Three years ago there was not a pound of sugar raised in the 
State of Colorado. Last year we produced 20,000,000 pounds. 
Four factories are now prodifcing sugar. Three sugar-beet fac- 
tories are now in course of construction in the Con ional 
district I represent, ranging in cost from $500,000 to $1,000,000 
each. Companies have the plans drawn and the capital raised to 
erect four more factories, but are waiting to see the result of this 
+s yngressional action, and whether the trust will permit them to 

lve, 

The beneficial effects to the farmers residing in the vicinity of 
these factories are marvelous. This is the one industry that 
promises to give some fair remuneration to the farmer of the West 
for his toil and labor. He can now hope to acquire a competence 
for old age. A large of the value of the total produce goes 
to _ for the beets he raises, and hence remains in his com- 
munity. 

In view of this development it was but natural that the people 
of the State of Colorado should take a. interest in and become 
aroused over the war of The American Sugar Refining Company 
against this young and ——- industry. 

Colorado having last year produced more sugar than she could 
consume was compelled to find a market beyond her borders. 
That market‘was naturally in the Missouri River Valley. The 








agents of this industry went to the cities of that valley and ne- 
gotiated sales for their product. They had to guarantee that 
sugar would not on the open market fall below the then otis 
1€ 
American Sagar Refining Company, thinking it could compel 
great losses to the Colorado factories upon those contracts, and 
thereby make the production of sugar by them unprofitable, or- 
dered sales by the Kansas City agents, not at fair competitive 
prices, but at ns ema ruinous prices both to itself and the 
Colorado producers. at company ordered a cut in sugar to 
$3.50 a hundred pounds, such a cut, I believe, as was never before 
made. This reduction, however, was only at the Missouri River 
cities where Colorado sugar had been sold. The price remained 
$5.03 per hundred in New York, and still higher in Chicago, St. 
Louis, and the other parts of the country. The cut was made for 
the very purpose of ruining the beet-sugar industry of our State. 
Mr. Chairman, I will now read a few extracts from papers, show- 
ing the purpose and intensity of that war of extermination. The 
following is from the Chicago Tribune of October 4, 1901: 
DECLARES WAR ON BEET-SUGAR REFINERS. 


War to the knife with the Colorado beet-sugar refiners was declared to- 
day by the American Sugar Refining Company. 
he American Company’s price at Kansas City has been 5.23 cents a pound. 
To-day it was reduced to a centsa pound. The samecutapplies to Missouri 
River — generally, only appl ing, however, to sections of the country in 
set sugar is in competition with cane sugar. The price made is be- 
low the cost of raw sugar, which, of course, means that the company will sus- 
tain a loss on its present sales in that section of the country. It is said that 
the reduction means that most of the beet-sugar factories will be compelled 
to market their product ata loss if they live up to the contracts they have 
recently made. 

No change was made in American Sugar Refining Company’s prices for 
Eastern markets to-day, and a difference of 1.10 cents a pound held between 
the price of the rawand the manufactured article. The New York price for 
raw sugar was quoted at 3} cents a pound for centrifugal. 


Mr. Chairman, it must be borne in mind that this ruinous com- 
petition was made by a company with millions at its command 
against individual refineries and factories which had just started 
and were in most instances heavily mortgaged. The next extract 
is from the Omaha Bee of October 10, 1901, which is as follows: 

THE WAR ON BEET SUGAR. 


The sugar trust is prosecuting its war on the beet-sugar industry with a 
vigor which plainly denotes a determination to destroy that industry if pos- 
sible. The reduction in the price of granulated sugar for Missouri River 
points ordered by the trust last week was probably but the bapientes of the 
war and is likely to be followed by further action on the part of the trust and 


| its Western ally looking to the breaking down of the beet-sugar interest. 


The trust may be in position to carry on the war much Yonger than the 
beet-sugar interest apparently believes, and there is no doubt the trust is 
a to make a very considerable sacrifice in order to break down the 

et-sugar ind — stands in the way of its scheme to secure the free 

8 


admission of raw . That is the inspiration of its present action, 


continue the war until the 


The Springfield Republican remarks that the sugar war “is spreading out 
to envelop Con and make of Cuba—its annexation or its admission to 
reciprocity with the United States—the ground of a most bitter industrial 


| and political areape. The sugar trust and the cane interest will stand for 


reciprocity or free trade with Cuba, and the beet-sugar association will fight 
this movement to the utmost limit of its resources.” 

There can be no mistaking the motive of the war on the beet-sugar indus- 
try. The trust has declared itself in favor of admitting Cuban raw sugar 
free and retaining the duty on refined. Under such a policy the domestic- 
sugar industry would be destroyed and the trust would secure complete and 
absolute control of the American market. If it can now seriously cripple the 
eee industry and discourage its further development it may achieve 
its object. 


It will be observed that the prediction was then made that the 
sugar trust would continue the war by attempting to secure Con- 
gressional legislation which would strengthen its position and in- 
jure that of its opponents; that the sugar war would envelop 
Congress and make the very question before this House now “‘ the 
ground of a most bitter industrial and political struggle.’’ Is not 
the prediction almost prophecy? 

e next extract is Soom the Boston Transcript of October 12, 
1901, which is as folllows: 


THE WAR ON BEET SUGAR—TRUST MAY JOIN WITH THE CUBAN INTERESTS. 


The action of the American Sugar Refining Company in making a radical 
reduction in the price of nulated sugar in the Missouri Valley may be re- 
rded as a skirmish pre to the great battle between the cane and 
t interests, of which the attitude of the United States toward Cuba is the 
objective point. ee 
ion of the “trust” and such an interview are perhaps more signifi- 
cant than ae gee else in showing that the “trust” will doubtless make 
common cause with the Cuban sugar raisers in their warfare against the 
claims of the beet interests of the West. This gives a strong combination of 
commercial forces on one side against what is notably, especially in its polit- 
ical ramifications, a strong alliance on the other. Twenty-six Statesare said 
to be raising r beets, and 52 Senators are claimed as necessarily respon- 
sive to the beet interest. 

Several years the American Sugar Refining Company could not be 
brought to see that there was any dangerin beet-sugarcompetition. To-day 
its managers are fully alive to it, as their recentattackshows. That this was 
& wise move for them to make may be very much doubted. Popular sym- 

thies are always inst the “‘trust,’’ and wherever one seems to be crush- 
Ge out a local indus oF, temporarily lowering prices, strong local resent- 
ment is liable to result. It is unfortunate, therefore, to ally the cane-sugar 
cause with the “trust,” even though it, as the great user of cane sugar, is 
naturally interested. 


Here again we find the prediction made that the American Sugar 
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Refining Company will seek by Congressional action to better 
its condition in its effort to destroy the beet-sugar industry of 
America. Although these papers have no interest in these indus- 
tries, yet they all declare the war is on and means ruin and de- 
struction. 

Mr. Chairman, this war upon the beet-sugar industry of Colo- 
rado was made in no other part of the United States. It was not 
waged against the Michigan sugar companies because the sugar 
trust thought it had more numerous and wealthy factories there 
with which to deal, but in Colorado, with but four factories, the 
trust believed it could strangle them in their infancy. 

It goes without saying that when a war of this kind is waged 
the people of such State become aroused upon the subject and as 
one man condemn such aggression, and so it v-as in Colorado. 
Every paper in the State condemned this assault upon our indus- 
tries. It was advocated bythe press that the same treatment our 
forefathers gave in the colonial days to the products sent from 
England be given to the sugar trust; that the people should com- 
bine and agree not to use any sugar of the trust, no matter at 
what price it was offered forsale. The grocery stores of the State 


began to sign agreements not to purchase a single pound of sugar | 


from the American Sugar Refining Company irrespective of 
tempting rates and terms, and had the cut in prices continued, I 
have no doubt the agreement would have been universally signed 
and rigidly enforced. 


There is no one, Mr, Chairman, within the confines of my State, | 
| owned by him, but without increasing their capacity could supply 20 per 


who indorses this bill. There is not a Democrat or a Republican 
there who approves this measure. This sentiment is universal, 
not only in the agricultural parts, but in the cities, the oil sections, 
and mining districts as well. 
POLICY OF SUGAR TRUST AS TO COMPETITORS. 
Mr. Chairman, I now want to call attention to the systematic 


action which the American Sugar Refining Company has always | 


pursued with respect to its rivals; how it has time and again 
pursued its exterminating policy with success, until to-day it con- 
trols 90 per cent of the refined sugar of the United States; how it 


is now attempting to use the United States Congress in its battle | 


against a home industry. 

I read from the statement of Mr. F. R. Hathaway in the hear- 
ings before the Committee on Ways and Means on this measure, 
at page 225, relative to the testimony of Mr. Havemeyer, presi- 
dent of the American Sugar Refining Company, before the Indus- 
trial Commission: 

The relief of Cuba is but an incident in the larger policy of the sugar trust 
to crush all competitors. The greatest competitor this organization has to 
fear is the beet-sugar industry of the North and West, wh ch is developing 


with such rapidity as to astound the Eastern refiners. os 
What is the attitude of the sugar trust toward all competitors? On page 
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| the business pro 


108 of the Report of the Industrial Commission on Trusts and Industrial | 


Combinations, Mr. Havemeyer's testimony reads as follows: 

Q. If you can make it unprofitable to them (other refiners) they will stop 
their sales, and in the long run the expectation is that the profit will be 
larger to your stockholders? 

A. het would be the natural inference. Of course, it goes without say- 
ing, if we protect our own meltings, it can only be done under the condition 
of things that makes it unprofitable for our competitors, the real motive 
being the protection of our own business, and the result being an absence of 
profit to them. 

‘‘Again, from Mr. Havemeyer’s testimony on page 120: 

Q. Now. Iaiso understood you to imply at least that it is the policy of the 
American Sugar Refining Company to crush out all competition if possible? 

A. But that is not s0; thereis nosuch testimony. Iunderstand it has been 
put in that form by one of the gentlemen, but it 1s not the fact. What Isaid 
wrs that it was the policy of the American Company to maintain and protect 
its trade, and if it resulted in crushing a competitor it is no concern of th« 
American Company. If he gets in the press, that is his affair, not ours 









Q. And if anyone interferes with the business, profits, or competition of 
the American Sugar Refining Company, it is its policy to prevent it if pos 
ble? 

A. By lowering profits to defy it. 

Q. And if it results rushing him out 

A. (Interrupting.) That is his affair. 

Q. Not the affair of the American Sugar Refining Company? 

A.N 


*‘Again, from Mr. Havemeyer’s testimony, page 125: 


Q. When you sell in this country, you control the price? 

A. Yes, sir 

Q. And it (the trust) was organized, as I understand it, with a view of con 
trolling the price and output to the people of this country? 

A. That was one of the objects of consideration. 

Q. And you have succeeded in doing it? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. That was the principal object in organizing the American Sugar Refin 
ing Company’ 

A. It may be said that was the principal object. 


‘This testimony was read to Mr. Havemeyer as having been 
given by him before the Lexow committee. 

‘‘On page 60 the Industrial Commission states: ‘Mr. Have- 
meyer's testimony before the Lexow committee in 1896 was read 
to him and he stated that he stood by every word of it.’ * * * 

‘*From the time of its organization down to the present the 
path of the American Sugar Refining Company has been strewn 
with the wrecks of its competitors. Sometimes these have been 
crushed and then bought up; sometimes they have been crushed 
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(See p. 45.) 


and allowed to remain where they were ruined. 
The same man who has guided the policy of the American Sugar 


Refining Company from its inception to the present still retains 
control. His power is as absolute as ever. His policy is plainly 
declared. The beet-sugar industry of the United States, his only 
rival, can expect no mercy at his hands. If he has the power he 
will crush it and coolly state, as he replied to the Industrial Com- 
mission, that such a result is not his affair. 

“Tf the American Sugar Refining Company can crush out its 
competitors, will it then be able to control the sugar business of 
this country? 

**On page 107 Mr. Havemeyer’s testimony reads as follows: 

Q. What proportion does your output form of the total output of the 
country now? 

A. I ? ve never been able to get at those figures, but I should say about 9 
per cent. 

2. You think about 90 per cent of America? 

. That is not of the capacity, but of the output. 
refineries are not working full. ; 

Q. Does the American Sugar Refining Company itself have a capacity 
enough to supply the total demand if it were not for the opposition? Your 
company co easily supply the total demand at the present capacity? 

A. The demand and 20 per cent in excess. 

‘*On page 60 the Industrial Commission quotes from Mr. Have- 
meyer’s testimony before the Lexow committee as follows: 


It goes without saying that a man who produces 80 per cent of an article 


The fact is that these 


| can control the price by not producing. 


This evidence shows that in 1899 Mr. Havemeyer was not only able to sup- 
ply the entire consumption of sugar in the United States from refineries 


cent more than the people of the United States could use. . 
If the sugar trust secures the absolute control of the American market, 
what will be its policy toward the consumer? 


‘*On page 112 Mr. Havemeyer states: 


We maintain that when we reduced the cost we were entitled to the profit, 
and that it was none of the public's business. 


**On page 117 Mr. Havemeyer’s testimony reads as follows: 


Q. Isay he (the consumer) may be benefited temporarily for six months 
or a year, but if, after the crushing out has taken place, you then, as you 
said in your testimony, resume a margin of profit which you consider is the 
right thing, and that is the only thing 7 were governed by, I ask you then 
whether the consumer will be materially benefited or not? 

. A J he not benefited to the extent of the reduction of the prices during 
the t? 

Q. He is; but if he has to pay double or three times the price after the fight 
is ended I fail to see where he is benefited. 

A. He is not if he has to pay that. 

2. nena you to say when the war was ended you evened up? 

. Yes 
2. 7 price you put on was for the benefit of the stockholder? 
. Yes 


Q. Do you think it is fair that the customer should pay a dividend to your 
company on brands, good will, ete.? 

A. I think it is fair to get out of the customer all you can consistent with 
sition. 

Q. You state that as an ethical proposition before this Commission, and you 
have to stand on that ethical position for fair play. Now, I want to know if 


| you think—you stated that the consumer received the benefits of this con- 


solidation of industry—it a fair ethical position, independent of the business 
view you put on it, that the consumer should pay dividends on this $25,000,000 
of overcapitalization? 

A. I do not care 2 cents for your ethics, 
apply them. * * * 


‘* The Industrial Commission, on page 46, sums up the effect of 
Mr. Havemeyer’s position on prices as follows: 


On the whole, the chart seems to make it perfectly evident that the sugar 
combination has raised the price of refined sugar beyond the rates in vogue 
during the period of active competition before the formation of the sugar 
trust and the two competitive periods during its existence. 

CAPITALIZATION. 

The report of the Industrial Commission, page 123, shows that the original 
capital stock of the 15 or 16 companies that were merged into the sugar trust 
in 1887 was $6,590,000. When the new company was organized it was capital- 
ized Sen half of which was preferred and half common stock. (See 
page 124.) p 

During the years 189 and 1891 the active competition against the American 
Sugar Refining Company was so keen that an additional issue of stock, 
amounting to $25,000,000, was made, in ofder to buy up all the other sugar re- 
fineries. (See page 43.) The capital stock of $75,000,000 remained until 1901, 
when, according to newspaper statements, the stock was increased to 
$90,000,000. Now, new refineries have, however, been erected since the last 
issue of stock. The purpose for which this stock was issued is not plain, but 
in many gpawes it is supposed that the major partof the new $15,000,000 was 
to be used in Cuban investments. We are, however, unable to substantiate 
this rumor. s 

On page 111 Mr. Havemeyer states that his refineries could be rebuilt new 
at a cost of from $30,000,000 to $50,000,000. wa 

Mr. Post, on pages 151 and 152, estimates that the cost of rebuilding the 
American Sugar Refining plants new would cost even less. : 

Upon the testimony of Mr. Havemeyer we base our conclusion that there 
is from $50,000,000 to $60,000,000 water in its present capitalization. ‘ 

The Industrial Commission finds, page 43, that the dividends on the stock 
of the American Sugar Refining Company since 1891, for each year, have 
been 7 per cent on preferred stock and average 12 per cent on common stock. 
The dividends on common stock range from 4 per cent, the year the com- 
pany was formed, to 21} per cent in 1893. (See page 43.) 

Mr. Chairman, this evidence shows that the American Sugar 
Refining Company from the time of its incorporation to the pres- 
ent has pursued an unrelenting war of subjugation or extermina- 
tion against every company that attempted to enter into the busi- 
ness of refining sugar. Sir, not content wit sharing the markets 
with other companies, which were equally entitled to the same; 


I do not know enough of them to 
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not satisfied with competition within the margin of profit, the duties. ‘The Cuban price is the New York price less freight, duty, 
life of trade, but using the full power of its $90,000,000 of capital, | and refining charges. It is impossible for two sugars of the same 
it has, at enormous , inflicted such losses upon rival enter- | grade to sell in the New York market at different prices. The 
prises as produced the only alternative of ruin or surrender. | Cuban sugar can not pull down the price of the Hamburg sugar, 
There is no justification for such rule or ruin policy. Almost as | because it is small in quantity compared to the world’s supply, 
well might we justify one body of men crippling the limbs of | and the Hamburg price is determined by the world’s demand for 
their rivals so as effectually to prevent competition in labor. and supply of sugar, including that raised in Cuba. As Cuban 

The consolidation of these factories means no good to the con- | sugar can not pull down the price of Hamburg sugar, and as 
sumer of sugar. The evidence shows a profit as-high as 21} per | sugars of the same grade can not sell in the same market at dif- 
cent on common stock in one year upon a capital ef $50,000,000, | ferent prices, the irresistible conclusion is that Cuban sugar in 
when the aggregate capital of the refineries consolidated amounted | the New York market will be elevated to the price of the Ham- 
only to $6,500,000, or more than 100 per cent in one year. Al-| burgsugar. If the production of Cuban sugar, together with our 
though the selling quotation of sugar is reduced during the fight, | domestic sugar, were more than sufficient to supply our demand, 
yet after it is over the loss is made good by increased prices. so that we would not be compelled to buy any from the Hamburg 
” The fact that the present price of the stock of the American | market, then the admission of Cuban sugar at reduced duty or 
Sugar Refining Company is $115,000,000, when their plants could | free would affect the price in New York, and the consumer would 
be duplicated for $35,000,000, shows what large profits it makes | derive a benefit from the same. But that is not the case. 





in refining sugar. Our consumption of sugar this year will be 2,500,000 tons. 
Mr. Chairman, that is the kind of competition the beet-sugar | There will be supplied by— 
industry is compelled to fight for existence. The ruinous cut on | eons. 
sugar inthe Kansas City market wassimply carrying out the gen- | GUD Shout ---. ---.-~~-.-~---~----e0e---n-~-erennenennnnnn anenennnnns oe 
eral policy of the company. Is it any wonder that having failed | Hawaiian Islands, about....................-.-------0.----22..-s2.2---. 800,000 
in their Missouri River Valley war it should bend all the ener- | United States, about -. 22.222... oo. ee eee eee eee nee eee ene 350,000 
gies of its literary bureau and the newspapers subject to its in- Total “T 700.000 
fluence toward forcing through Congress a measure that will | Leaving to be purchased from Hamburg.....................--.----.. 800,000 


add millions to its treasury, strengthen its attitude in this contest, 
and render unstable and weak the position of its opponents? 
These are the reasons why I believe this is more of a trust | 5.1) at the Hamburg price plus freight and duties. 


measure than legislation for the people. Weare familiar with this economic truth when applied to wheat 
ARE WE UNDER A MORAL OBLIGATION TO CUBA? or cotton. The world’s market for those commodities is at Liver- 

Mr. Chairman, they tell us that the United States is undera/ pool. The price of wheat or cotton at any point in the United 
moral obligation to Cuba to relieve her distress. By what facts | States can be ascertained by deducting from the Liverpool price 
or principle of the moral law do they justify such an obligation? | the cost of transportation. 

It issaid the Platt amendment imposes such a duty, but when we Mr. Havemeyer himself published a statement in the Boston 
examine the provisions of that legislation we fail to find any stipu- | Herald of January 21, 1902, in which he used the following lan- 
lation or inference that will justify such a contention. guage: 

The first provision of that law is that Cuba shall not make any The American Sugar Refining Company’s attitude has been merely to place 
treaty impairing its own independence; the second is that she shall before the —- the ea = tariff laws on sugar, in the hope that 
not contract any debt greater than her revenues in time can liqui- | Congress would remove the entire duty on raw sugar. “Any partial removal 
date; the third is that we can intervene to preserve Cuban independ- | consumers of sugar in the United States. 
ence and government; the fourth validates the acts of our Govern-| The chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means in his re- 
mentin Cuba during our occupation; the fifth is that Cuba shallex- | port on this bill made the following statement: 
tend the work of sanitation; the sixth is that the Isle of Pines All the e Ss who were called before the committee admit that the price 
shall be omitted from the boundaries of Cuba; the seventh pro- | of sugar will not be less to the consumer on account of the 20 per cent reduc- 
vides that Cuba shall sell or lease to us land for coaling or naval | tion proposed. , 
stations; the eighth is that Cuba shall embody these provisions All the minority reports upon this bill also admit the same 
in her constitution. thing. Therefore it seems to me conclusive that the consumer 

Where is there an inference of obligation in any of these pro- | in the United States will not get any benefit from a reduction of 
visions? We have not deprived Cuba of any market she had prior | the duty on Cuban sugar authorized by this bill. 
to our intervention. We do not restrict Cuba in the slightest in It is asked by some, If that is true why do those who represent 
the formation of any commercial treaty she may deem it expedi- | States in which sugar is produced object to the enactment of this 
ent to make. legislation? The answer is, because the passage of this bill will 

sut, sir, the obligation is all on the other side. What have we | terrorize capitalists seeking investment in the beet-sugar indus- 
done for these people? We have intervened at their instance and | tries—make them believe that conditions as to beet sugar are un- 
request to relieve them from the tyranny and oppression of Spain. | stable and therefore unsafe for investment. 
We have given to them just what they wanted, liberty and free- Because it will stimulate the production of sugar in Cuba, 
dom and a government of theirown. We have expended in order | which might, if the provisions of this bill were extended some 
to give them these blessings more than $250,000,000. But that is | years after January 1, : 1904—the date of its expiration—cause 
not all we have done for them. Spain had contracted a public Cuba to supply our entire market to the extinction of our own 
debt of $300,000,000 which was specified should be payable out of product. The testimony shows that Cuban lands when fully 
the revenues of that island. By the treaty of Paris we wipe out | developed are capable of producing 4,000,000 tons of sugar. 


All of the 800,000 tons from the Hamburg or other market sub- 
| ject to its influence must pay the full tariff rates and hence must 





that obligation on the part of Cuba. Thus we see we have ex- Because it will amount to a donation out of the United States 
pended out of ourown Treasury for the benefit of Cuba $250,000,000, | Treasury of a large sum of money. 

and saved to that government the payment of $300,000,000 of A GIFT OF FROM $7,000,000 TO $8,000,000. 

bonds which Spain would have forced her to pay. The amount lost to the revenues of this Government by reason 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Three hundred and thirty million dollars. | of the passage of this measure will be between seven and eight 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I thank the gentleman. I have always | millions of dollars per annum, or from fourteen to sixteen mil- 
heard it referred to as $300,000,000. "We have paid for and saved | lions during the time of the operation of this bill. Inasmuch as 
to each man, woman, and child of Cuba nearly $400. We have | the sole market for the surplus Cuban sugar is now and always 
never been so generous to our own people. . has been the United States, that product is bound to come to this 

In addition, we voted out of our Treasury $3,000,000 to relieve | country whether this legislation is enacted or not, hence a reduc- 
the distress, suffering, and starvation of the poor of that island. | tion in duty on Cuban sugar is a loss of just that much to the 
And above all, for the cause of that people, we have sacrificed on | revenues of our Government. The chairman of the Committee 
- San mee a by oe ven of the aoe es best - on Ways and Means in his report says: . 

6 youth of our . e moral obligation is on the part o i ce posed in this bill means a loss of reven 
Cuba and not the United States. , of ee aight mmilfion dollars. = 
REDUCTION OF DUTY ON CUBAN SUGAR WILL NOT BENEFIT THE CONSUMER. The reduction of 40 per cent would make a loss of twice that 

It h . . . . . sum, 
makiont See ate ee ene aon tenn — a The benefit of that reduction therefore is equivalent toa rebate 
affect the price of in the United States. And yet Ipresume | °F Sift out of the public Treasury. 
there are some who do not see why that is true. The reason is, NO DISTRESS OF THE POOR IN CUBA. 
because there is an international market price for sugar. Ham- Mr. Chairman, a few months ago it was claimed that the poor 
burg is the great sugar market of the world. The market price | of Cuba were in distress at the point of starvation, and that every 
at Hamburg determines the price of sugar in every other country. | impulse of humanity should prompt us to vote legislation such as 

The New York price is Hamburg price plus freight and ! thistorelievethem. No peopleat the point of starvation have ever 
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appealed to the United States in vain, and never will, but the | 


evidence is conclusive that no suffering exists in Cuba. 

I want to read the testimony of the witnesses appearing before 
the Ways and Means Committee in favor of this bill upon this 
question. 

Mr. Edwin F. Atkins, a merchant, sugar planter, and stock- 
holder in the American Sugar Refining Company, at page 18, tes- 
tified as follows: 


Mr. TAWNEY. Are they import agents for the Sugar Refining Company or 
sugar trust? 

Mr. ATKINS. No, sir. The trust imports its own sugar, where it is im- 
ported et all. They have no agent. ’ 

Mr. TAwneEy. They are sugar brokers in New York? 

Mr. ATKINS. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. You have just said, in reply to Mr. METCALF, that your 
ong business in Cuba has been profitable. ‘Was it profitable last year? 

Mr. Arkins. It was profitable last year. I do not deny it, sir; and if you 
will allow me to make a statement here—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Of course you can make any statement you desire in an- 
swer to a question. 

Mr. Atkins. I do not deny I made money in Cuba last year. I do not 
think that is anything to my discredit. But the average planter in Cuba last 
year, Iam assured by the very best authorities of the island, did not make 
meney out of last year’s operations, but barely covered the cost of its pro- 
duction. 

Mr. Cooper. What is the difference in the price of wages there now and 
the price of wages before the war? 


Mr. Arkins. Before the war, during the insurrection, wages were very | 


low indeed. The price of wages at the present time—well, I should think 
that they had increased 75 per cent, but wages before the war, during the 
three years of the insurrection, were abnormally low. * * * 

Mr. RoBertson. I understood you paid $23 for twenty-six days’ work 

Mr. Atkins. That is about the average on my place. 

Mr. RussELL. And you mentioned other localities and plantations where 
they paid $l a day. 

Mr. ATKINS. Exactly; and that is $26 for twenty-six days’ work. 

Mr. RusseE.u. Then you certainly pay less than they do? 

Mr. ATKINS. I pay less than they pay, but I pay more than gentlemen from 
the provinces of Habana and Matanzas. 

Mr. RussELL. How much more? 

Mr. ATKINS. Mr. Mendoza says the rate I spoke of is $3 higher than he 

ys. 

Mr. RussELL. You are paying what might be considered the average rate? 

Mr. ATxkins. I think I am paying the average rate on the island. 


Mr. Miguel G. De Mendoza, Cuban commissioner on economic 
affairs and sugar planter, at page 66 of the hearings before the 
Ways and Means Committee, testified as follows: 


Mr. TAWNEY. Is labor generally employed on the island outside of Habana? 

Mr. MeNpDozA. Sir? 

Mr. Tawney. Is the laboring class more generally employed on the island 
outside of Habana’ 

Mr. Menpoza. It is. 
They are all employed. 
to-day. 

Mr. TAWNEY. And at good wages? 

Mr. MenndozA. Well, not very good, because the wages in Cuba increase 
according to the price of sugar. When sugar is low we can not afford to 
pay high wages. 

Mr. TAwneEy. They are paying now for common laborers as high as $30 
per month, are they not? 

Mr. Menpoza. In some places in the island, but notinall. In the eastern 
part of the island, which is less populated, the wages of labor are higher. 


Col. T. S. Bliss, United States Army, collector of the port at 
Habana, at pages 389, 392, and 399 of said hearings, gave evi- 
dence as follows: 


Mr. Metcaur. Is there any distress at the present time in the island of 
Cuba, Colonel? 

Colonel Buiss. Any distress? No, sir. 

Mr. Merca¥. The people are all employed? 

Colone! Biss. Yes, sir; I should say that there was no distress whatever, 
from all I have seen. 

Mr. Rvsszuu. Is there any 
except the sugar industry 
Colonel Burss. I should say not. 


All the sugar plantations are working by this time. 
There is plenty of work for the workmen in Cuba 


distress in any industry in the island of Cuba 


Ca % 
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Mr. NewLAnpbs. As I understand it labor in Cuba is at present well 
employed and at good wages. 

Colonel Buss. Yes, sir 

Mr. NEwLANpbs. That means that the present production of sugar utilizes 
all the labor that now exists in Cuba, does it not? 

Colonel Butss. Yes, sir. 

* cS * ~ * * w 

Mr. TAWNEY. You have said that labor there is employed, all over the 
island. In what does this distress of which you speak consist? 

Colonel Buiss. I have not spoken of any distress, except to deny that any 
existed, sofarasI knew. Itisa long time since I have seen anyone begging 
on the streets, or anybody who wanted to work who was not at work at good 
wages 

The testimony of these men, especially when not contradicted, 
ought to settle conclusively that the poor in Cuba are not in dis- 


tress, but are ig better condition than they have ever been in the | 


history of the island. In fact there has been such a shortage in 
labor there that 60,000 laborers were imported to supply the 
market. 

SHOULD WE RELIEVE FOREIGN 


PLANTERS FROM LOSSES IN SPECULATIVE 


VENTURES’? 
But, sir, it is now said that the price of sugar in Cuba is below 
the cost of production; that her plantations are mortgaged, and 


her sugar crop pledged to secure debts hearing interest at from 8 | 


to 18 per cent per annum; that she is on the eve of a financial 
panic, and that we should relieve this condition by the passage of 
this pill. 
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Some gentlemen have, in our presence, even made a calcula- 
| tion showing just how much of a reduction we ought to make in 
| order to prevent loss to the Cuban planters and give them a small 
wrofit. 
. This condition is much to be regretted, but it is no fault of ours. 
| This situation is not due to any legislation upon the part of this 
| Government, but is due to the overproduction of sugar in the 
world, caused largely by the action of the European governments 
| in granting bounties for the raising of beet sugar. 
| Is there any reason that we should vote revenues out of our own 
| Treasury to relieve such distress in a foreign country, when we 
| have never done it for our own people? Charity should begin at 
home. When corn was selling at 8,9, and 10 cents per bushel in 
| Kansas a few years ago, which was below the cost of production, 
di Congress vote money to make good those losses? Did even a 
Kansas Representative in this House suggest a measure that 
squinted at giving these farmers a donation from the Treasury of 
| the United States? When cotton was selling in the South at 4} 
cents a pound no Southern Representative made the suggestion 
that on account of the wealth and generosity of the American 
people Congress should save the cotton planters from loss upon 
their crops. 

Mr. Chairman, there never was a people that had so much dis- 
tress inflicted upon them in times of peace as the people of the 
State of Colorado in 1893. This condition was directly caused by 
legislation upon the silver question by the American Congress. 

A thousand silver mines were shut down by reason of the drop 
in the price of silver, caused by the legislation of that body. Ten 
thousand men were thrown out of employment and left the State 
because the mines could not be operated at a profit. The pro- 

_ duction of silver being at that time the leading industry of that 

| State, naturally it was the muin support of the value of all the 
real estate of her cities. The drop in the price of silver was fol- 
lowed almost instantaneously by enormous depreciation in the 
value of her property. Owners of real estate, who had no fear of 
the little mortgages upon their premises, suddenly found them- 
selves bankrupts. 

Although this distress and suffering were inflicted by reason of 
legislation of this body, yet no one ever suggested that the Treas- 
ury of the United States should be opened to reimburse the mine 
owners who had suffered loss nor the miners who were thrown 
out of employment by reason of that great calamity. We did 
not then relieve our own miners who had ventured their all in 
mining properties. Should we now relieve foreign planters who 
have met with losses in a speculative venture in sugar lands? 

WHO WILL GET THE $7,000,000 OR $8,000,000 OF THE FIRST YEAR? 


Bui, sir. that is not the worst feature of this proposition. Who 
will get the seven or eight million dollars that is proposed we shall 
take from the revenues of this Government the first year. The 
laborer can not get it, because the crop has been harvested, the 
raw sugar produced, and he has been paid his wages. 

Most of the planters can not get any of the amount this year, 
because by the time this bill passes the Senate and the Cuban leg- 
islature meets and enacts the necessary laws in acceptance of this 
bill almost the entire sugar crop of Cuba will be in the hands of 
the purchaser. 

The testimony at first was that to relieve the planter it was 
necessary that this legislation should be enacted by March 1, 1902. 
The testimony shows that there are no sugar refineries in Cuba 
and that the American Sugar Refining Company is the sole cus- 
tomer of that commodity. 

So it seems conclusive that the sugar trust will get at least nine- 
tenths of the first year’s benefit of this legislation. 

WHO WILL GET THE BENEFIT OF THE SECOND YEAR'S REDUCTION? 

It is said the planters will receive the advantages of this meas- 
ure next year. Most of the cane grown in Cuba is raised on large 
plantations which are chiefly owned by Spaniards. Some large 
plantations are owned by Americans, among whom are stock- 

| holders of the American Sugar Refining Company. 

| Mr. BISHOP. Has the gentleman made any investigation 4s 

to how much of this sugar land in Cuba is owned by Spaniards 

living outside of Cuba and by people living in the United States’ 
Mr. SHAFROTH. More than two-thirds of the lands, I under- 

stand, are owned by the Spaniards and Americans, but as to where 

| they live I do not know. Of such lands the Spaniards own more 

| than twice as much as the Americans. 

| But I want to show that of the $7,000,000 or $8,000,000 of reve- 

| nue to be taken from the Treasury next year the American Sugar 

| Refining Company will get the major part. 

| It is conceded by Mr. Havemeyer that his company is the sole 

| 


purchaser of Cuban sugar, which is bought at Havana and other 
esa in the island. The sugar is not marketed by the planter at 
New York, but even if it were he would find only the same cus- 
| tomer there. 

| In the negotiations for sugar, of course the American Sugar 
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Refining Company will endeavor to buy as cheap as it can and 
get as much of the benefit of this reduction of duty as possible. 
The Cuban planter will try to do the same thing. Which is in 
the better position, which more likely to gain advantage in the 
negotiations? 

The American Sugar Refining Company has a capital of 
$90,000,000, which is worth to-day on the stock market $115,000,000. 
The planters, according to the testimony, have mortgages on their 
plantations upon which they are paying large rates of interest. 
Which party is inthe better position to dictate terms? Theagent 
of the American Sugar Refining Company will go to the planter 
and say, ‘‘I will pay you the same price for sugar as I have been 
giving.”’ The sugar producer will say, ‘‘No; since my former 
sales a 20 per cent reduction in duty on Cuban sugar has been made 
by the United States, and I should have the benefit of the same.”’ 
The agent will respond, ‘* I donot care to buy to-day.’’ The sugar 
trust has the world’s market in which itcan buyrawsugar. The 
Cuban planter has no other market than America in which to 
sell and no other customer than the American Sugar Refining 
Company to whom he can sell. Which can hold out the longer? 
The American Sugar Refining Company, with its millions, can 
wait. The planter, with interest at ruinous rates accumulating, 
must sell. A compromise will be effected, but the company will 
get the greater part of the 20 per cent reduction. 

Thus this measure means that under the plea of relieving dis- 
tress in Cuba nine-tenths of the millions of the revenue donated 
by this bill for this year and more than half for the next year 
will go into the pockets of the American Sugar Refining Com- 
pany. Ifa greater reduction is made, the greater the benefit the 
trust will receive. Is not that too much of a bonus to give in 
order that a small portion may reach some oe planters 
in Cuba who may now be in distress? ill not this bonus 
strengthen the arm of a company, which, by reason of its monop- 
olizing the sugar market, has added sixty millions of watered 
stock to its capital, and which has used the full force of that cap- 
ital and will use the full power of this bonus to exterminate the 
individual beet-sugar factories of the United States? 

No surer indication that the larger part of the revenues appro- 
priated in this bill will find their way into the coffers of the 
American Sugar Refining weep pod can be found than the effect 
this bill has had on the stock of that company. 

It was on March 18, 1902, that the majority of the Republicans 
on the Ways and Means Committee approved this bill. The in- 
crease in the value of the stock of this company by reason thereof 
is shown in the following: 

COMMON STOCK. 





$45,000,000, at $116.50 a share in January, 1902...............-..--.. $52, 425,000. 00 

Same stock at $133.50 a share March 22 .................---.------ 60, 075, 000. 00° 

ee ee eo ins pe ndeun sawemanein 7, 650, 000. 00 
PREFERRED STOCK. 

$45,000,000, at $115 a share in January ..-...............-.------.-.. $51, 750, 000. 00 

Same stock at $119.50 a share March 22 ............-......-.------ 58, 775, 000. 00 
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tensive decline. If the reduction becomesa law, the primary beneficiary 
would be the American Sugar Company, inasmuch as hey would be in pos- 
session of the raw sugar instead of the Shanter. 

Mr. Chairman, these facts ought to demonstrate to all that the 
American Sugar Refining Company will receive the greater part 
of the benefits extended by the passage of this measure. 

NO ADVANTAGE IN RECIPROCITY WITH CUBA. 

This bill provides that until January 1, 1904, we shall reduce 
the duty on our Cuban imports 20 per cent and Cuba shall reduce 
her duty the same amount on our exports to her. Nearly all our 
import from Cubaissugar. We buy from that island three times 
as much as she buys from us. Her tariff rate now is on the 
average 21 per cent of the value of her imports. 

Twenty vee cent reduction on the rate will therefore be only 4 
per cent of value, which is not a sufficient advantage to appreci- 
ably increase our sales in that country. We now have with Cuba 
all the trade which naturally belongs to us. She is buying our 
wheat, flour, beef, bacon, machinery, and other commodities and 
articles we export to foreign countries. Her reduction of duty 
will not cause her people to buy appreciably any more than they 
do now. Our producers will not get the benefit of the Cuban 
duty reduction, because the Cuban market for our products is too 
small to affect the world’s price, at which we sell all our products 
shipped to that island, but the Cuban people themselves will obtain 
the benefit of the same. 

Thus it seems that the reciprocity feature of this bill will be 
of very little advantage to our trade. But even if otherwise, it 
would be simply swapping off the prospects of almost the only 
industry from which the farmers derive an advantage from the 
tariff in order to give some trade concessions to manufactured 
articles which are already heavily protected and to the protected 
steel trust which sells steel at home at $1.65 per hundred and in 
foreign countries at 95 cents for the same quantity. 

CONCLUSIONS. 

Mr. Chairman, I have endeavored to show— 

First. That the sentiment in behalf of this measure has been 
produced by the literary bureau of the American Sugar Refining 
Company by the assumption of conditions that did not exist; that 
the passage of this bill will result in a victory for that company 
in its war of extermination against the beet-sugar industry of 
this country. 

Second. That there is no obligation, moral or legal, upon the 
U oe States to give any advantages or revenues to Cuba or her 
people. 

Third. That there is nosuffering among the poor in that island, 
that her workmen are receiving higher wages than ever before, 
and that every man there who wants work can obtain employ- 
ment. 

Fourth. That the consumer in the United States will not re- 
ceive the benefit of the proposed reduction in the duty on sugar. 

Fifth. That this legislation will produce a check in the develop- 
ment of the sugar-beet industry of this country. 





Re nc memanitoon tet 2,025, 000. 00 


COMMON AND PREFERRED. 
Total increase in valuation of both common and preferred stock ter 
SNCS Grebe I inl wc checkin cnkcve cosisiuewtocedcece $9, 675, 000. 60 


The papers of New York City, which are almost all in favor of | 
this measure, indicate the cause of the increase in the value of 
that stock, The following are some of the views: 


_ Sugar se up on the many protests that more than a 20 per cent reduc- 
tion on raws from Cuba should be granted. Of course, the larger the cut on 
raw-sugar duties the larger the benefits to the sugar trust. hat refiners 
of cane sugar in New York want is a lower duty on the raw material, so that 
they can crush out the domestic beet-sugar industry more easily. (New York 
Press, March 21.) 

Sugar refining reacted sharply in the early trading under pool realizing. 





Sixth. That of the revenues lost to the Government by reason 


| of the reduction of duty authorized in this bill nine-tenths of 
| the same for this year and more than half for next year will go 
| directly to the American Sugar Refining Company. 


Seventh. That the balance of the revenues so lost will go into 
the pockets of foreign planters who have failed in their venture 


| to make fortunes ont of Cuban sugar lands. 


Eighth. That the 20 per cent reduction of Cuba’s tariff can not 


| appreciably increase our trade, but the benefits therefrom will 
| accrue to the Cuban consumers and not to the American producers. 


For these reasons I maintain the bill should be defeated. 
Mr. Chairman, this measure will result in placing the sinews 
of war in the hands of a company which will use them to ex- 


The stock was stimulated in the later trading on buying orders executed by | terminate a legitimate American industry. I appeal to you in 


houses with Washington connections, and reports of a 33} per cent reduction | 
on Cuban wager instead of 20, in the reciprocity treaty were circulated. | 
(New York eral 


the name of justice and right not to aid a monopoly in its de- 


d, March 21.) | termination to annihilate an industry which promises to give 


American sugar.—The expectation (now almost a certainty) of the reduc- | fair remuneration to the farmer for his toil and labor. Instead 


tion in the duty on Cuban sugar has been the chief bull argument on sugar- 


trust stock, which has advanced on buying by Washington and sugar-trust | of standing for a monopoly and foreign planters, let us stand by 
interests. The sudden upward movement on Friday was coincident with a | our own Treasury and by our own people. [Applause. | 


five-point advance in the price of refined sugar. (New York Times, | 


March 22.) 
T he stock brokers’ advice of Messrs. Haight & Freese Company, 
of New York, of February 15, 1902, is as follows: 


Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, this bill is a most 
| unsatisfactory one. It is unsatisfactory to those who raise the 

beet from which the beet sugar is made; it is unsatisfactory 
| to those who make the sugar from the beet; it is unsatisfactory to 


THE COMING SUGAR STRUGGLE AT WASHINGTON. those who raise sugar cane in the United States; it is unsatis- 


Fesrvuary 15, 1902. 


DEAR Str: All eyes interested in sugar are centered on Washington for | 


factory to some of the Republicans who do not desire a reduction 
of tariff in any form, and it is unsatisfactory in an entirety to 


first indications as to what will be done relative to duties, the subject com- | 


ing up in the interest of Cuba. Sugar is one of Cuba's greatest products, and | the Democratic party and the Democratic members of this House, 
the American duty thereon will have the greatest importance and bearing | because while it is a reduction of the tariff it does not in any 


upon many interests, notably the American Sugar Refining Company. The 
uestion is, Will the United States reduce the present duty 25 per cet or 
thereabouts on sugar coming from Cuba or will it let matters rest as they | 
are? Opposed to the action is the beet-sugar interest. In favor of it are | 
} = * * * President and the interests of the American Sugar Refining 
pany. 


} 


If the measure goes through Congress and becomes operative. the stock of | 
the American et Refining Company will have a tremendous rise and 
easily gross 150; if it fails, the 


stock would undoubtedly suffer quite an ex- 


manner reduce it as it should, and, I might add, my speech on 
this question may be most unsatisfactory to the Republicans and 
some Democrats. The Democratic platform last promulgated, a 
portion of which I quote, reads as follows: 

PLEDGE TO CUBA. 


We demand the promet and honest fulfillment of our pledge to the Cuban 
people and the world; that the United States has no disposition or intention 
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to exercise sovereignty, jurisdiction, or control over the island of Cuba, ex- 


cept for its pacification. The war ended nearly two yearsago, profound peace 
reigns over all the island, and still the Administration keeps government 
of the island from its people, while Republican carpet officials plunder 
its meas and exploit the colonial theory, to the disgrace of the American 
people. 

This is my law until a new declaration of principle is announced, 
and,as you see, declares that this Government should get out of 
Cuba as hastily as possible, which has been held far too long, and 
that we should do all in our power to help Cuba become a great 
republic, standing independent and alone, but with the flag of the 
Monroe doctrine floating over its land, not asa menace to Cuba 
and its citizens, but announcing to the world our determination 
to uphold the Monroe doctrine. In that same platform, which I 
take as my creed, we declare against the present tariff law—the 
Dingley tariff. Here is what it says: 

We condemn the Dingley tariff law asa trust-breeding measure, skillfully 
devised to give the few favors which they do not deserve and to place upon 
the many burdens which they should not bear. 

We state that the Dingley tariff was a hurt and an injury to all 
the people. We ask for a reduction of the tariff. We now have 
at last,even as Democrats, an opportunity—even though it be but 
a small step—it is a chance to reduce that tariff. As a Democrat 
I therefore see no reason for us to do other than support this bill, 
which I submit is not a good one, which we know 1s not satisfac- 
tory, but which in a manner tends toward the end that Democ- 
racy has taught us to try and reach. I hope we Democrais will 
have an opportunity to vote foran amendment to this present 
measure giving a greater reduction than that presented and also 
taking the tariff off refined sugar. 

There have been discussions on the other side of this House by 
the leaders from which I am led to hope that they have reached 
the dividing of the ways. Iam led to believe that they see the 
handwriting upon the wall. Iam led to believe that they see, 
and that they know, that the time has come when they must have 
a reduction of the tariff, not only on raw sugar, but on many 
other articles which they now protect. It looks to me,if we may 
judge by their speeches, that they are preparing for the fall that 
is bound to come to them, and that they are paving the way for 
the future. The Republicans are making this move, I believe, in 
order that they may, when the next campaign comes on, hold up 
this bill, however iniquitous it may be in its shortcomings, and 
say that upon this occasion, in the House of Representatives, they 
urged this reduction as a forerunner of what was to come here- 
after, and they will be delighted to have us fight it. Let us not 
please them. No, my friends, this measure is a raking of straw 
in order that their fall may be softened. 


Simply because it is a Republican measure and emanates from - 


the Republican side of the House, are we as Democrats to refuse 
it? Are we tosay that we will not help youeven though you go our 
way and go our road—the right way as is laid down in the Demo- 
cratic platform? I for one am unwilling to say that, and I stand 
here as a Democrat and openly declare that I will not be driven 
from the right, even though the Republican party leads. If the 
Republican side of the House is willing to go my way, I am glad 
to help them in my humble way. The perturbed condition of the 
minds of some of the members on the other side who are against 
this bill is really pleasing to observe; they are making apologies 
for this measure, as if to say that they are the better Republicans, 
a rather ‘‘I am holier than thou” kind of spectacle. It matters 
not to me who is the better, and criminations and recriminations 
will not availthem. Iam indifferent as to which is the better 
Republican. 

I know that this measure is unsatisfactory to them, but they 
are wise, they are astute, and they swallow the pill. I doubt not 
that, while they have their ruptures and differences on this mat- 
ter, that when it comes to the time to vote upon any other question 
that may come up before this House they will get together and 
stand together in a solid phalanx, as they usually do, much to the 
regret of Democrats. They know how to lay down; as a rule, 
they sacrifice their ideas and opinions and indorse party measures. 
This bill is not satisfactory, Mr. Chairman, to the President of 
the United States. I say that because I judge him by his printed 
words sent to this Congress, when the President of the United 
States, in his message to Congress, said—I read from his mes- 
sage: 


In the case of Cuba, however, there are weighty reasons of morality and | 


of national interest why the policy should be held to have a peculiar applica- 
tion, and I earnestly ask your attention to the wisdom, indeed to the vital 
need, of providing for a substantial reduction in the tariff duty on Cuban im- 
ports into the United States. 


This is not a substantial reduction; this is not the reduction 
the Cubans deserve, nor what they should get, nor what Demo- 
crats would give. Quoting further the President says: 


Cuba has in her constitution affirmed what we desired—that she should 


stand, in international matters, in closerand more friendly relations with us 


than with any other power—and we are bound by every consideration of 


honor and & iency to pass commercial measures in the interest of her 
material well-being. 

That, sir, is from the President of the United States. I, as a 
Democrat, say that is good, sound doctrine; I, a Democrat, say 
that it is right, that itis just, and I, a Democrat, commend the 
President of the United States for his utterance. I say this bill 
is not satisfactory to him, if he intended what he wrote, and I 
believe that he did. It is not satisfactory to him because, being 
bound by every consideration to help Cuba, it does not, as he says 
it should, to any considerable extent. He desires no such paltry 
reduction as this. His party leaders, however, prevailed on him, 
so rumor says, to accept this little. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the argument of the gentleman from New 
York, Mr. Payne, the chairman of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee, is perfectly satisfactory, I doubt not, to the great trust of 
this country. It is not satisfactory to me, because I desire to 
bring the trust down on a level with the rest of the le. But 
he declares that it does not injure the trust, and I confess that I 
do not see that it helps them, for if I did no one would do more 
than I would to defeat the bill. He says that he would not com- 
mit any act that would injure the sugar trust. That is perfectly 
patent and reasonably plain, judging him by his party, and, too, 
we have his word for it. He says that it will not injure the 
trust, but that it will help Cuba, and he is willing to take 
$8,000,000 from the people and give to Cuba, but he is not willing, 
he says in effect, to take the $8,000,000 from the trust and give it 
to Cuba. So far as I am concerned, I would much rather that 
we get the $8,000,000 from the trust and give it to Cuba than to 
take it from the people. But, sirs, we can not get it from the 
trust. Oh, no; we can not hope for that under Republican rule. 
They are helped and aided by the Republican party, and that 
party is in power, and we can not hope to hurt them in any way, 
unless we can prove to the American people that the trust con- 
trols the prices and also the present Republican party, which 
seems to be the case. I would do anything in reason to break the 
power of that great octopus. I would down upon them the 
just condemnation of an outraged people. I wo: do anything 
that I could for the Cuban people at the injury of the trust, but 
as we are powerless under the present Administration to call 
them to account is no reason to fail in our obligation to Cuba. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Do you not think, if this measure 
should pass, that the trusts will get the eight millions that is given 
in this reduction? 

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. No, sir; I do not; and I will tell 
you why. I believe that when this crop of raw sugar is brought 
into this country it will be sold, and it will benefit the Cubans 
to the extent of the 20 per cent reduction. That, I take it, is the 
intention of the bill; that is certainly the way it reads, and un- 
questionably the purpose for which it was drafted. We can only 
hope that the future will bring us further reduction, as expressed 
in the Democratic platform; and we hope there will also come a 
day when some kind of competition will spring up to fight the 
trust. Iwillsay this: That if this bill and this measure does help 
the trust, then the Republican party is responsible for such a con- 
dition of things. It will go to the country then that the Repub- 
lican party by their act did help the trust, though declaring to help 
Cuba; it will prove to the country what we Democrats are urg- 
ing—that there should be legislation against trusts, more effective 
than the present laws which govern them; that the present laws 
are inadequate and worthless, and the consequence is upon the 
Republican heads, and they must take it, and the people can then 
rightfully judge them. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. The gentleman does not want to be 
accessory to the crime, does he? 

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. Ihope not, certainly not wittingly; 
but I am willing to take the consequences of this act. I can not 
say that it will benefit us, but it is a step in the right direction, 
and that is all I care for; and so long as it is a step in that direc- 
tion I am ready to take it. It is Democratic doctrine to reduce 
the tariff. Iam against the Dingley tariff, and stand ever ready 
to cut it whenever and wherever I can. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. The trust purchases all of the sugar 
shipped from Cuba, and they have the power to regulate the 
price. Does the gentleman think they are going to be so right- 
eous and charitable as to give the Cuban people the benefit of 
| this reduction when they have the power to take it themselves? 
Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. I confess there is little to be ex- 
| pected from the trust, but I will say this, that this is lending 4 
helping hand to the people of Cuba, the people for whom we have 
already spent millions of dollars. As it does not hurt the Ameri- 
can people to spend $8,000,000, I am in favor of letting them 
have it, because our money is expended anyhow. There is no 
| danger of ever having an overflowing Treasury as long as the Re- 
| publicans are in power. The Republican party will see to it that 
| every dollar is expended. Therefore, if we are going to spend it, 
| let us give it to the new republic, the republic that we have 
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helped to make, and let them start on the earth in good 


shape and 
fashion. Then, too, my friend, it is Democratic to reduce the 
tariff. The opportunity to begin to cut is at hand; will you as a 
Democrat refuse to accept the chance? 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. I do not imterrupt the gentleman to 
confuse or take up his time, but would he vote to-day to give a 
bounty to the cotton growers of Mississippi because they have to 
sell their cotton at 44 cents a pound? 

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. Iunderstand the argument of the 
gentleman, but I have only a limited time. 
course, how the price of cotton is fixed, as the price of wheat and 
the price of sugar is fixed in foreign ports, and I confess that I | 
would do anything in reason to help the people who raise cotton | 
so long as those people are compelled to sell in an open market and 
buy their goods in a protected one. But that is not the point I 
am discussing. I do not think it is pertinent to the question. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, raw sugar is pretty raw stuff. I know it 
is not used by the people in that crude state, but, as I say, it is a 
step in the right direction, its reducing; it will help, in my opinion, 
for if they reduce this article to-day, and it does not hurt anyone, 
on to-morrow we my hope for more, and if our sugar-beet friends 
will retaliate on the party (Republican) that is injuring them, we 
may soon see the tariff taken from off the refined sugar. How does 
that idea strike the gentlemen from Michigan and Minnesota? 
Down in my State when cotton is selling at 44 or 5 cents a pound 
some of our — do not use clarified or refined sugar; they are 


not able to pay for it, and a little long sweetening in their coffee | 


will help them much, and, as I say, let us start the reduction and 
hope for a long reduction and some short sweetening. 
Mr. BURLESON. Will the gentleman permit me a question? 
Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. I would like to doso, but my time 


I understand. of | 5° what they can do—to honor them with his presence. 


| he says, they donot conduct their elections fairly. 


is limited. I think I can not yield to the gentleman now, but | 


should there remain to me any time after I have concluded my 
remarks I will be delighted to answer any questions I can. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, we have expended much money in liber- 
ating Cuba. We have expended more in fighting the Filipinos in 
their far eastern islands in bringing about with blood and fire that 
‘** benevolent assimilation.’’ 
vote for a measure to liberate the Filipinos. I would be glad to 


for the President to take up the theme of unity where they had left it and 
insist that there. was no longer any reason or necessity for repeated protesta- 
tions of the South’s loyalty to the Union. 

Those are the utterances of a great man—the President of the 
United States. Noman, Mr. Chairman. could give voice to such 
thoughts but who would be respected, admired, and loved that he 
dared utter them. Those are the words of a man who has gone 
among the Southern people to talk to them, to see and know 
them, to see their exhibition, see their thrift and industry, and 
And 
to-day we are confronted here in this House with a resolution in- 
troduced by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CRUMPACKER]| 
which calls for an investigation of States, but which is aimed at 
the Southern States. Let me read the resolution: 

Resolved, That the Speaker shall appoint a select committee, consisting of 
13 members of the House, whose duty it shall be,and who shall have full 
and ample power, to investigate and inquire into the validity of the election 
laws of théseveral Statesand the manner of their enforcement, and whether 
the right to vote at any election for the choice of electors for President and 
Vice-President of the United States, Representatives in Congress, the execu- 
tive and ju7icicl officers of any of the States or the members of the legisla- 
ture thereot, is denied to any of the male inhabitants of any of the States, 
being £1 years of age and citizens of the United States, or inany wayabridged, 
except forcrime. Said committee shall have power to subpoena and examine 
witnesses, under cath, and to send for records and other evidence that may 
be necessary for_e full and complete investigation of the several subjects 
herein mentioned, and it shall be authorized to sit during the sessions of the 
House and to have such printing and binding done as it shall deem necessary. 
Said committes shall make a full report to the House of the result of its in- 
vestigation at as carly a date as is practicable. 

How different is the attitude of the gentleman from Indiana, 
who is urging an investigation of the Southern people because, as 
s, th ; How different, 
I say, is his attitude from that of the President of the United 
States, who has just expressed the sentiments as I have read. 
Let us compare the two men and draw a parallel of their posi- 
tionsand their declarations. We have on the one hand the Presi- 
dent of the greatest Republic on the face of the globe declaring, 
in no measured or qualified terms, a condition which is at once 


| inviting and most acceptable to the Southern people, whose loy- 


stand here and vote for some measure giving to them a new gov- | 


ernment on the face of the earth. I would like to aid and help 
them. The other side of the House is attempting to make capital 
out of our acts on this side and criticised the vote of the Demo- 
cratic party not long since on an ee bili because we 
objected to the building of barracks down in Manila for the sol- 
dier boys in the ae: That, sir, do you not know, was 
not a vote against the soldier boys; it was a vote against the per- 
manent retention of the Army there in the Philippines, and all 
who know of the amendments offered know that to be the case. 
My distinguished colleague from ee Mr. WI11AMs] 
said, during the course of a speech made in ouse in Decem- 
ber last, that “‘ he would sell the Philip 
comes to the worst.” 


us as they did. I would not barter away a conntry, much less a 

ple. I would not sell for millions of dollars the country that 
1as come to us as the Filipinos have, born in blood and blood now 
being given. What title could we give? ‘‘Theone Spain gaveus.”’ 
She gave none, nor have we title, except by might and power to 
crush a weak nation who at first believed us their friends. I 
would turn them loose and give them their freedom, but money 
could not buy them. ‘They are not ours by aught but force to 


dispose of. 
Mr. Chairman, while touching upon the action of the Repub- 
acy, Iam reminded of an 


lican party in drifting toward 

item which I read with much pleasure in this morning’s paper. 
It is an article which I want to read to you now, to show how the 
Republican party, or at least one of the distinguished members 
of that party, feels on the subject which is drawing us closer to- 
gether, and which may finally disrupt the Republican party. I 
read from the Post of this morning: 


[Special to the Washington Post.] 
Prvxz Forest Inn, Summerville, S. C., April 9, 1902. 


Thank heaven that the time has at last arrived when somebody has the 
courage to say the final word about a reunited nation. 

President Roosevelt is the man. The occasion was his speech this after- 
noon in the auditorium of the Charleston Exposition. ‘‘The time was,” said 
the President, laying aside his manuscript atthe conclusion of his address, 

‘when the statement could not have been made with truth that we were a 
reunited people, a people, indeed, and foreverone. It can be said with equal 
truth that there was a time when it was necessary to — aa it, because 
the assertion made it a x more true. The time is at I think,” con- 
tinued the President, nis voice ringing through the vast , “that the 
time has already come, when it is eae unnecessary to say ee 

The tremendous demonstration which followed this remark 
made the rafters tremble, was convin 
in the hearts of his hearers. The spe y 

ts velt—Governor McSw , of South Aycock, of 
North Carolina, and Mayor Smythe, of Charleston—had all dwelt upon the 
fact that the country was now free from all sectional lines, but it remained 


c | alty, as he said, can never again be questioned. 
I would like tostand here to-day and | 





The President 
spoke not from hearsay, but from observation. He went down 
among the people of the South. He went down among the peo- 
ple whose men have ever stood up for what was right and just, 
as they undersood and believed, and have never yet stooped to 
dishonorable methods. He went among a people who would not 
for personal gain use any weapon against a common enemy other 
than that which the highest sense of honor would declare just. 
He went among a people who are hospitable, a people who have 
no feeling of class distinctions, a community in which the man 
who follows the plow is as good as the man who sits in his castle. 
He went among a people where the man who sits down to his 
humble repast of corn bread and bacon is as good as the man who 
eats his sumptuous repast at a kingly breakfast table. He went 


| into.a community where the women are beautiful and intelligent 


pine Islands if the worst | 
Ican not believe that he meant that; he | loyal to their husbands and love their children. 


certainly would not barter away 10,000,000 people who came to | 


and are ever gentle, well-demeaned, and refined, where they are 
He went among 
a people where the children are trained in domestic homes and 
are taught to honor their father and their mother. He visited a 
land which, though once laid waste by the devastating hand of 
war, has blossomed forth anew like the rose of spring after a win- 
ter’s sleep and sheds its sweet perfume over a gladdened and har- 
monious country. These are the people he saw and came to know; 
this is the land he visited. ‘These are the utterances of the Presi- 
dent of the United States, the acknowledged head of a great peo- 
ple, a reunited people, a united people, if you please. 

The resolution which I have read was submitted and urged by 
the gentleman from Indiana, and is the utterance of an individual 
coming from a State where perhaps the negro is a factor in poli- 
tics as he is in strikes, and where the negro desires to dominate, 
and where individuals may hope to gain their votes by such 
methods as the introducing of resolutions in order that they may 
be returned to Congress. 

I thank God that it appears to be the disposition of this House 
to let that resolution sleep. I believe that the leaders of the Re- 
publican party are going to allow it to stay in its present resting 
place, where it belongs, in the gloom of its own company, from 
which it should never appear and blacken the earth by one mo- 
ment of its darkened purpose. 4 

ing for Mississippi, I might say we do not fear an investi- 

gation, because our constitution, at least, has been tested in the 
courts ofthe country. But speaking for the Southern people, 
ing for the South generally, I say that I believe the Repub- 


lican feels that it will be doing a proper, just, and honest 
thing in allowing this resolution to slumber in its present obscurity 
for ever and ever. [Applause.] We of the South are bound to 


view any such resolution with feelings of miagiving and grave 
forebodings. That no good is intended for us can not be ques- 
tioned, and we are made to feel that such proposed legislation 
would be an especial thrust at a great and good people of a united 
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Union by a hostile partisan. 
eventually call for a rebuke from the voters of the country. I | 
ask the question of the Republican members, Will the Republi- | 
cans believe the President of the United States, or will they fol- 
low the gentleman from Indiana? [Great applause. ] 

I trust, Mr. Chairman, that I have made myself plain, and 
have shown why I support such an unsatisfactory measure. | 
[Applause. } 








MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. FirzGERaLp having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the 
Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that 
the Senate had insisted upon its amendments to the bill (H. R. 
11354) making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office 
Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, disagreed to 
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We believe such an act would | tenance of a government adequate for the protection of life, property, and 


individual liberty, and for discharging the obligations with respect to Cuba 
imposed by the treaty of Paris on the United States, now to be assumed and 
undertaken by the Government of Cuba. 


Mr. Chairman, those obligations were obligations to maintain 
a proper government. We have assumed no control. Cuba is 
free. We have rather assumed the protection of the liberties of 
Cuba and of its people in just government, and we can not be 
indifferent to what sort of people there shall be there. Questions 
of trade, questions of commerce, are subject to the question of 
who will be there. What constitutes the state? Men constitute 
the state. If we do not pass this bill, if three-quarters of the plan- 
tations of Cuba are sold under the hammer, what will happen? 
What better way could there be of putting them under the domi- 
nation of the sugar trust than that? And over half are mortgaged— 


| heavily mortgaged. 


by the House of Representatives, had agreed to the conference | 


asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. Mason, Mr. Penrose, and Mr. 
CLAY as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, I do not know whether I should 
take any note of the sentiments that have fallen from the distin- 
guished gentleman who has just taken his seat [Mr. Henry of 
Mississippi]. I understood that he was to speak in favor of the 
bill. I believe he has said that he will vote forit. Butif any part 
of his speech has been directed to the bill itself, it has been to give 
a reason for his vote upon it, with which not one on our side will 
agree. Whether it was exactly to be expected of him when he 
took the floor in advocacy of this measure that he should attempt 
to put its advocates as much in a hole as he could is a ques- 
tion which I must leave to the gentleman himself. It has not 
been my habit to comment on what has been said by others. I 
want to stick to my subject—to the bill itself—and I shall do so. 

I commence by saying that this is not a measure which is ad- 
vocated by us because it is a step toward free trade; and anyone 
who favors it upon that ground will make a mistake. 

Mr. Chairman, I approach this subject in an earnest spirit, far 
beyond any mere question of business or moneyed interest. I 


| trust the power. 


If my friends wish to give the sugar trust power, let them re- 
fuse to pass this bill. Mortgage foreclosures will give the sugar 
But, whether it be they or other large land 
owners who get control of the lands of Cuba, their wish will be 
for labor, and if this bill do not pass, and it be possible for them, 
they will do what Hawaii has long wished to do, namely, encour- 
age cooly immigration, Chinese or otherwise, under contracts, 
which amount toslavery, and will reestablish the cheap and nasty 
methods of the cultivation of sugar cane in thatisland. It is an 
island which has 41,600 square miles of land, sufficient, with the 


| density of population that there is in Massachusetts, to accommo- 


want to vote upon this question as a man who is looking, not to | 


the interest of Cuba, not to the pockets of any man, not, indeed, 
to the mere pecuniary interest of the country, but to the general 
welfare of this people. And I want to say that in my opinion the 
vital question before us to-day is not whether the beet-sugar in- 
dustry shall be successful in the United States or not. I do not 
believe that this bill will interfere with a single American indus- 
try. But the vital question is not that. The vital question is 
whether Cuba shall have a cooly population and be another Santo 
Domingo, or whether it shall grow up as a free and independent 
nation, colonized by people who are fit to make it so. 

All history emphasizes what I have said. Cuba % too near for 
us to be indifferent to what goes on there—not for her sake, but 
for ours. To those who speak about the interests of any industry 
of this country, I appeal to say whether the difficulties to which 
we have submitted on account of Cuba are not of greater conse 
quence than the interests of any such industry in these whole 
United States. I appeal to my friend from Michigan or my friend 
from Minnesota to say whether during the old days Cuba was not 
the protector of the slave trade; whether the traders that ran 
there were not always slipping slaves into the United States; 
whether there was not constant friction with this nation on that 
account; whether, coming down toa later period, the insurrec- 


date 15,000,000 of people, although it has now only 1,600,000. 

It is an island which, with the density of population that there 
is in Porto Rico, would have sufficient land to maintain a popula- 
tion of 10,000,000 of people. If this wonderful and fertile land, 
with its gentle slopes and fertile plains, and with its equable cli- 
mate except on the immediate sea coast; if that place is to fill up 
with labor contracted for from China (perhaps contracted for 
from Africa—for who knows, in these days, but that this com- 
merce may extend even into the midst of the Dark Continent?); 
if this country is to fill up with that sort of labor, it will be another 
Santo Domingo—neither more nor less—and we shall have to 
maintain the guaranty that we have given, not by the strength of 
the people of Cuba, but rather by the sword—by our Navy and by 
our Army—and by no other means. 

If, on the other hand, as proposed by this bill, that sort of im- 
migration and contract labor shall be cut off, if they can only 
admit population as good as that which comes to the United 
States, if the island can grow up as Texas did when it became an 
independent State and was peopled by the immigration of Eng- 
lish-speaking people to such an extent that, although Spanish was 
once the language of that magnificent State, it is to-day almost 
unknown. If Cuba can grow in that way, if such growthcan be 
encouraged by encouraging trade with America so that our capi- 
tal will go there, so that their trade will come here, so that the 
affiliations between one and the other will be the same as has ex- 
isted between Florida and the North, and that have built up that 


| garden of flowers; I say if this can be done, the guaranty of inde- 


tions in which the people there were engaged did not bring on | 
'as fully restrictive of immigration as the laws of the United 


collisions with this country which many times all but went to the 
verge of war; whether the affair of the Virginius did not appeal 
tous more than any question of trade; whether the destruction 
of the sailors of the Maine does not always so appeal to us as we 
recall the awful fact and the tremendous consequences. 

"History teaches us that we can not be indifferent to the wel- 
fare of Cuba. What is more, our own action binds us to feel 
such an interest. We have been strenuous in asserting the new 
development of the Monroe doctrine, which demanded of us that, 
as to all American nations, and, most of all, Cuba, we will main- 
tain their independence, their territorial integrity, and the rights 
of their population against European domination. 
Cuba we have made it a matter of agreement— 

That the government of Cuba shall never enter into any treaty or other 
compact with any foreign power or 
pair the independence of Cuba, nor in -—_ 
foreign power or powers to obtain by colo: 


purp SES « 


manner authorize or permit any 


pendence costs us nothing. She has her independence, an in- 
dependence protected not by war, but protected, created, and 
maintained by the sweet and blessed arts of peace. 

Mr. Chairman, I have wondered sometimes why this clause of 
the bill has not been more attended to, why there has not been 
laid upon it more stress. We do not agree to give Cuba reci- 
procity absolutely. It is upon condition of the enactment by its 
government of immigration, exclusion, and contract-labor laws 


States. That condition is emphasized by the last clause of the 
bill, which provides that if these laws be not enforced it shall be 
the power and the duty of the President, whenever he shall be 
satisfied ‘‘ that either such immigration, exclusion, or contract- 
labor laws or such agreement mentioned in this act is not being 
fully executed by the government of Cuba, to notify such gov- 


| ernment thereof, and thereafter there shall be levied, collected. 


and paid upon all articles imported from Cuba the full rate of 


_duty provided by law upon articles imported from foreign 


In the case of | 


countries.’’ 
Mr. Chairman, the emphasis of this bill is given, and justly 


| given, to this clause. It appears in the beginning as a condition, 
| but if the condition contemplated by the bill shall not take effect, 


powers which will impair or tend to im- | 


nization or for military or naval | 
rv otherwise lodgment in or control over any portion of said island. | 


We have claimed and exercised the right and power to intervene 


to prevent any foreign domination. 
the Monroe doctrine. In Cuba we have made this a matter of 
agreement and we have agreed with Cuba that if her liberty be 
in danger we will maintain it. 

The Government of Cuba consents that the United States may exercise 
the right to intervene for the preservation of Cuban independence, the main- 


We did this in Mexico under | 


it appears in the end as a proviso, by which it shall be defeated. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. May I interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. PARKER. Certainly; I am glad to be interrupted. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Does that clause not exclude the la- 
borer of America, of the United States, from going to Cuba under 
contract? 

Mr. PARKER. Under contract, yes. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Then do you think it right that we 
should legislate to prohibit people in Cuba from contracting with 
laborers in this country? 
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Mr. PARKER. I would like very much to prevent, if possible, | Mr. COOPER of Texas. We prohibit that now, but this bill 


any contract which would take any man from Massachusetts to 
the West or from the West to the East if it be done by contract. 
It is not done in that way. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Then would you legislate to prohibit 
a man in Massachusetts from entering into a contract to go to 
Cuba? 

Mr. PARKER. I have not said so. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. The bill so says. 

Mr. PARKER. No, sir. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. You are advocating the bill? 

Mr. PARKER. Iam advocating the bill. 


Mr. COOPER of Texas. And that particular clause you em- | 


yhasize. 

' Mr. PARKER. I have emphasized this and the whole bill. I 
do not believe we want to fill up Cuba with people even from the 
United States who would not be fit to come to the United States, 
and you know what contract labor means. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. But the laws of the United States are 
now that you can not go abroad and contract for labor of a cer- 
tain character and bring it here. 

Mr. PARKER. That is true. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Would you prohibit the Cubans from 
contracting with American labor and carrying it there to develop 
that country? 

Mr. PARKER. Custom in this country prohibits that sort of 
contract for labor, without any law against it. The gentleman 
knows that the population of the United States is such that you 
can not get a gang of a thousand men in one part of the country 
and take them off to another part of the country. The only ex- 
ception to it that I know of is in the turpentine districts of cer- 
tain parts of North and South Carolina and Georgia, where I have 
seen gangs traveling about on the cars from place to place, going 
in gangs, men and women, who were run by contract in that way; 
and when I have seen that, I have been ashamed that there could 
be no law to prevent it. The American spirit means the hiring 
of each man, and not the contract system that is referred to by 
the gentleman. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Your pro osition, however, would 
prevent a man in this country, skilled in farming, from going 
there and improving the condition of the people of Cuba. 

Mr. PARKER. No, sir. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. It would prevent an electrician enter- 
ing into a contract to go there. 

Mr. PARKER. No, sir. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. That is this bill. 

Mr. PARKER. No, sir. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Does the bill not say that no contract 
for labor shall be entered into by the people of Cuba in any other 
country? 

Mr. PARKER. No, sir; it says that Cuba must enforce the 
same rules with reference to contract labor that we do. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Our contract-labor laws would pre- 
vent a skilled electrician in England from making a contract 
there to come to take a position in the United States. 

Mr. PARKER. Any electrician in England will not find the 
slightest difficulty in coming to the United States to engage in 
work here. He can make his arrangements without infringing 
any of the laws of the United States. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. If he entered into a contract to come 
here he would infringe the law. 

Mr. PARKER. Well, it could be arranged easily nough in 
that case. The gentleman knows what the contract bor sys- 
tem is and what the law is aimed to prevent. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Then you insist that the proper way 
to do would be to dodge the law or evade the law. 

Mr. PARKER. I am not insisting that they should avoid the 
law. The gentleman knows perfectly well what the contract- 
labor system means. In nine cases out of ten it means not a 
contract with the laborer himself, but a contract with the boss of 
a gang, who brings the laborers. It is to prevent this that our 
contract-labor laws were passed. Whether they be right or 
wrong, whether they go too far or not, they are passed to pre- 
vent human slavery under the guise of contract—a slavery which 
I have seen existing in other countries and, alas, sometimes in 
this country itself. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. You have just said he could make 
arrangements to avoid that, and I inferred from your statement 
that you meant he could make arrangements to evade the law. 

Mr. PARKER, No, sir. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. The law is that you can not enter into 
a contract to bring laborers into this country. Under this bill 
Cuba would be prohibited from making contracts with American 
citizens to oe. Do you favor that preposition in the bill? 

Mr. PARKER. I would not want to import people from Cuba 
under a contract-labor system. 





ores to prohibit Cuba from making any contract to bring in 
bor from outside that country. 

Mr. PARKER. Must there not be reciprocity in all such ar- 
rangements? The gentleman knows perfectly well you can not 
have one thing for one country and another for the other. If we 
have a rule against Cuba we must allow them to have that rule 
against us. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. But we compel them to do it whether 
they want to or not. 

Mr. PARKER. Better that than have a contract-labor system, 
which amounts to human slavery. The gentleman seems blind. 
Let me ask the gentleman a question. Does he want Cuba filled 
up with contract labor? 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. No, sir. 
own laws and execute them. I want her to be an independent 
government. I want her to be a country to make and execute 
her own laws without the aid of the United States. 

Mr. PARKER. You araanswering more than the question I 
asked. I will ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. I will answer it categorically if I can. 

Mr. PARKER. Does the gentleman think there is no danger 
of Cuba filling up with contract labor if we refuse to pass this 
act? 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. There is only a possibility. 

Py PARKER. Does not the gentleman think there is danger 
of it? 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Only a possibility of it. 

Mr. PARKER. Then I differ with him. This is the parting 
of the ways now as to that fertile land. It means either enor- 
mous plantatious worked by contract labor or else it means that 
we encourage immigration, not contract immigration, but free 
immigration of Americans and proper immigration from all coun- 
tries of the world into a country that ought to be the garden of. 
Eden, a garden not because of its fertility or wealth, though it 
has both of these, but a garden because it ought to be filled with 
the best people in the world instead of the worst. 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. PARKER. Certainly. 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. Do you contend under this law peo- 
ple from the United States can not go to Cuba? 

Mr. PARKER. Ido not contend anything of the sort. The 
gentleman asked me whether the contract-labor law of the United 
States would not prevent an electrician in London from making 
a contract. It would not prevent the electrician coming to the 
United States. 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. Any man in the United States could 
go to Cuba freely. 

Mr. PARKER. Certainly. Of course there might be difficulty 
in making an arrangement which would end in employment. 
That is possibly so. If so, we could correct that by further leg- 
islation. We can not expect any bill to be taken up and com- 
pleted at once. 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. Do you mean that we are going to 
keep on legislating for Cuba? 

Mr. PARKER. We might make a reciprocity agreement with 
Cuba. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Do you hold that the sugar now 
held in Cuba is not largely held in Cuba by the sugar trust and 
not by the producers? 

Mr. PARKER. I know so little about sugar, after hearing all 
this debate, that I am really ashamed of it. I do know something 
about the growth of nations; I do know something about the his- 
tory of Cuba, and I do know also that if the sugar trust has large 
holdings in Cuba, those holdings will be doubled after six weeks 
of panic; and I do know that the gentlaman from New York 
[Mr. McCLELLAN] in his speech said that the great bulk of the 
sugar was now in the hands of independent producers. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Independent of the sugar trust? 

Mr. PARKER. Yes. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Held by people living in this coun- 
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Mr. PARKER. By native Cubans. 

Mr. SAMUEL W.SMITH. Only7 per cent is held by native 
Cubans. 

Mr. PARKER. You are getting away from my position. 

Mr. SAMUEL W.SMITH. No; Iam holding you right square 
up to the bill. 

Mr. PARKER. This bill says, and the principal part of the 
bill is, that Cuba shall not be filled up with coolies, Asiatics, or 
Africans, and it is vital to her. Now, gentlemen talk of annexa- 
tion. I donot believe in annexation now—I may disagree with 
other people in the House—I do not believe in it now. 

If Cuba were filled with Americans and Americanized, I might 
say ‘‘yes;”’ until then I say “‘no.”’ I will say what may appear 


I want Cuba to make her 
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a curious thing at first blush, namely, that annexation would 
hurt Cuba more than it would hurt the United States at the pres- 


ent time. That is a strange thing tosay. But reflect one mo- 
ment. At present Cuba collects her revenues by tariff duties. 
Annex her and she has to collect revenue by a land tax. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I should like to ask the gentleman 
a question. 

Mr. PARKER. Excuse me, I am on another topic. Is it on 


this topic? 
You have said that you are opposed 


Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. 
to Cuban annexation. 

Mr. PARKER. Let me get through with my statement as to 
the reason why. If Cuba were annexed she would get no reve- 
nues collected either from a protective tariff or a revenue tariff, 
but she would have to take her revenues from a land tax. What 
is more, she would be overrun by the cheaper products of Ameri- 
can manufactured goods, manufactured cheaper than by the 
hand labor, such as she has down there; and the tailor would give 
way to the ready-made American clothes; the shoemaker would 
give way to the American ready-made shoes; the carpenter to the 
American ready-made furniture; the blacksmith, who makes 
even the hinges of the doors there, would give way to American 
manufactured hardware goods. 

From that moment Cuba would become forever a farming 
country. 
States from the effects of free trade. 





We have seen that same thing in some of our own | 
We can point out one or | 


two States in New England that are not as rich as they were a | 


few years ago. That is true of part of my own State, where it is 
purely a farming country. Manufacturers have not settled there, 
and they have not been able to compete with the great West, and 


deserted farms. You will find them in the hills of New Hamp- 
shire and in New York and New Jersey, farms deserted by the 


young, where a few old men eke out a poor existence in their old | 
age, while the young men have gone to the mills and the West, | 


and into the great broad community which we call American. 

Let gentlemen consider the results if free trade be put upon 
Cuba, whose people speak a foreign tongue, with a different ed- 
ucation and different customs, and have no place to migrate to 
where they can take their places in the mills and upon farms. 
They must stay there and starve. All history proves it. 

What has free trade done for Ireland? Her people were differ- 
ent from those of England; they could not find a place there; if 
they had been English they could have moved over when England 
manufactures crowded their own out. As my friend Dominie 
Robinson, an Irish Republican protectionist, said, ‘‘ The best way 
to see the effects of free trade in a farming country is to emigrate 
to Ireland.’’ Now, take Jamaica and you have the same thing. 
Jamaica is a part of England—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. Does the gentleman want to apply free trade 
to the West and protection to the East by the adoption of this 

v0licy? 

. Mr. PARKER. No. If the gentleman will wait I will answer 
him. Take Jamaicaand take the Cape of Good Hope, take India, 
and in each of these cases the old manufacturers of the country 
have been crowded out by English cheap-made goods, and the 
people have been impoverished; they do nothing agriculturally 
and the wealth is falling away rather than growing up. Now, I 
will answer the gentleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman allow an interrup- 
tion? 

Mr. PARKER. 
Minnesota. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I want to know if I understood the gen- 
tleman correctly. Is he attributing the present condition of Ire- 
land to free trade? 

Mr. PARKER. It has been emphasized by free trade, and has 
grown worse within the last forty years. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. That has nothing todo with it. It is the 
infamous policy of the British Government toward Ireland, irre- 
spective of free trade. 

Mr. PARKER. Well, I will drop Ireland. I will take India 
and Jamaica. I will apologize to the gentleman, for I do not 
want to get into a controversy of that sort. [Laughter.] I will 
say, on the other hand, that where you see colonies like Canada 
and Australia you find precisely the opposite. They legislate to 
protect their own manufacturers by tariffs — even the home 
country. They are growing, and they are all the more loyal be- 
cause they are all the more prosperous. I do not believe in the 
annexation of Cuba. It would mean death to her to make her 
absolutely equal with us and on an 7 of trade. 

Now, I want to answer the gentleman from Minnesota. The 
gentleman asked if I wanted protection of the East and free trade 
for the West. No; Idonot. Wecan raise beets as well as the 
West. The gentleman need not think we can not. We can fur- 
nish capital toward the beet-sugar industry as well as the West. 


I am going to answer the gentleman from 








What is more, we take our medicine of tariff changes from time 
to time, and take it without quite so much fuss as comes from the 
ntlemen of the West. In my State we had an enormous leather 
usiness, but at the last end of the Dingley tariff law there was 
tucked in a tax upon hides, our raw material. It knocked out at 
first about one-half of the leather business, and we have had to 
go into other things to make it up. There are hundreds of exam- 
ples, for my. town makes thousands of different articles. 

When we find it is for the good of the country that one particu- 
lar thing should be treated as raw material and others as manu- 
factured product, and we find that we suffer from it, we turn our 
attention to other things, as all Americans will do. And remem- 
ber that these laws are meant for the good of the country, and 
every American will submit to them for that reason. 

The gentleman from Kentucky _ SmirH] desired to ask me 
a question. I will gladly listen to him. 

r. SMITH of Kentucky. I understood the gentleman to say 
that he was opposed to the annexation of Cuba, and he went on 
to give his reason—that it would result in the practical destruc- 
tion of the people of Cuba. Now, I want to ask him whether 
such has been the result in Porto Rico, and whether there are not 
much stronger reasons for the annexation of Cuba than there 
were for the annexation of Porto Rico or the Philippines. 

Mr. PARKER. I will answer the gentleman very frankly. At 
the time when the Porto Rican tariff was under consideration I 
opposed very strongly the abolition of that tariff. I believe time 
will bear out my view on that subject. I believe that through a 
succession of good crops Porto Rico has been more ee 
than might have been expected, but, on the other hand, she has 


L L | had to substitute a land tax for the old-fashioned system of taxing 
the result is, being Americans, they have moved away from the | 


the products when they reached the markets; and I am very fear- 
ful that if there should be at any time any failure of the crops, 
she will suffer the fate of all agricultural communities similarly 
situated—the fate that has fallen especially upon the Indian ryot— 
that is to say, most of her landholders will be sold out. 

I am glad the gentleman called my attention to this point. I 
believe that the continuation of the Porto Rican tariff would 
have been to the advantage of Porto Rico. For a similar reason 
I believe that the Philippines are rightly preserving their right 


| to a protective tariff for their own benefit, and are taxing even 


our own goods that are sent there. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. 
me a question? 

Mr. PARKER. Certainly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Does not the gentleman be- 
lieve that it is for the interest of this Government in the future 
to confer statehood upon Cuba as early as possible? 

Mr. PARKER. I will answer the gentleman’s question—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Is it not the best policy that 
this Government could pursue to confer upon Cuba, with her con- 
sent, at as early a day as practicable, statehood, regardless of beet 
sugar or Louisiana sugar or any other consideration of that kind? 

Mr. PARKER. I will answer the gentleman's question by say- 
ing that I am not willing to take in as a part of the United States 
any country that has not been practically Americanized 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. That is not answering my 
question. 

Mr. PARKER. I am answering the question. When Cuba 
has been, if she ever will be, Americanized and wishes to come to 
us, yes; until then, no. I believe that the policy in regard to 
Texas was right—the policy by which we first recognized her in- 
dependence, then filled her with Americans, and then took her in. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. And we pursued the same 
course with California. Now, does not the gentleman believe that 
the speediest way of Americanizing Cuba is to confer statehood 
upon her? 

Mitr. PARKER. On the contrary, I think that the speediest 
way of failing to Americanize her would be to doanything of that 
sort. We have not Americanized Porto Rico—not in the least. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Neither have we made her 


a State. 

Mr. PARKER. We have given her free trade; we have given 
her greater opportunities than if she were a State of the Union. 
We more than pay the expenses of her government. 

_ RICHARDSON of Alabama. e have not given her free 
trade. 

Mr. PARKER. We have. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Not absolutely. 

Mr. PARKER. Absolute free trade. 

But you can not Americanize a Spanish colony unless you make 
it profitable for Americans to go there; and the way we propose 
to make it profitable for Americans to go there, not merely to run 
sugar plantations but to do whatever work there is to be done, 13 
by arranging a differential tariff, by reciprocity between that 


country and our own, and — ly by keeping the coolies out. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, Is it not a fact that your 


Will the gentleman allow 














opposition to conferring statehood upon Cuba is based principal! 
upon the fact that when Cuba comes in as a State all aoe 


tions in ard to tariff will vanish, and there will be absolute 
free trade between Cuba and the various States of this Union, 
just as there is to-day between Massachusetts and Illinois? 
Mr. PARKER. No,sir. My difficulty is not in regard to trade 
questions at all. My difficulty in regard to bringing in Cuba now 
is first that it would ruin her financially, and second that she has 
not, in my judgment, the people or the government to send proper 
representatives to this country, because they do not feel about 
things as we do, and on many questions we should not , 
There would be matters of politics and religion in regard to which 
we should always be in trouble. I believe we must Americanize 
that country first - giving her an opportunity to carry on agoy- 
ernment for herself. 
Mr. WILEY. Will the gentleman pardon an interruption? 
Mr. PARKER. Yes, sir. 
Mr. WILEY. Iunderstand the gentleman to declare that he 
will be in favor of the annexation of Cuba whenever that island 
has become Americanized. It has cost the United States about 
$250,000,000 to break the sp of Spain’s merciless despotism 
over Cuba, and to establish a republican form of government 
there. The gentleman has just stated that he favored that clause 
in the pending bill which will prevent an American citizen hav- 
ing property interests in Cuba from taking contract laborers 
from the United States and working them in Cuba. Will the 
gentleman, who is in favor of such offensive discrimination 
against the American workingman, explain how he ever expects 
Cuba to become Americanized? 
Mr. PARKER. Iwill answer the gentleman, The gentleman 
seems to have misunderstood the whole of oy pres. I will 
answer him by saying that it never would Americanized if 
Americans could take contract laborers there. 
Mr. WILEY. Why not? 
Mr. PARKER. Because you would fill it with coolies. 
Mr. WILEY. With coolies? Why, what are you going to do 
with the Southern negroes? 
Mr. PARKER. Then you would fill it with negroes. Do you 
want to put on Cuba all of the difficulties which now result from 
the race question in the South? 
Mr. WILEY. I have asked the gentleman a question and I 
would be glad if he would please answer it. 
Mr. PARKER. I have answered it. I said that instead of 
Americanizing it you will destroy it. Ido not believe in contract 
labor anywhere. I have come now to the end of my time, and I 
can not submit to any further interruption. Briefly, to resume 
what has been said, the most vital question now before the Ameri- 
can people is not whether they will make a profit more or less in 
any particular branch of business, but the question is more far- 
reaching; it is a wider question. 
It is the question of whether there shall be eee in Cuba a 
olicy which will attract and bring to her people who shall renew 
er life and make her cease to be the thorn in our side that Cuba 
has been for the last fifty or one hundred years; it is whether 
there shall be created in that island a condition which will people 
it with those who will be a help to us instead of a hindrance, a 
ee who will help us to carry out the agreements that we have 
made for the independence of Cuba and for her freedom from for- 
eign control; it is whether she shall be made the home of the 
cooly or the home of the independent farmer and citizen. It is 
not a question of trade; it is a question far beyond the matter of 
prices. There rests upon us a duty because we have assumed to 
peeteaes This bill lies before us as the path, not only of honor, 

ut of simple, direct common sense, that in the end we may make 
of that country one of which this land, as its creator, may be 
proud. [Applause.] 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the er pro tempore, 
Mr. Daze, having the chair, Mr. n, Chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
reported that that committee had had under consideration the 
bill (H. R. 12768) to provide reciprocal trade relations with Cuba, 
and had come to no resolution thereon. 

NORWEGIAN STEAMSHIP NICARAGUA. 


,__ The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the follow- 
ing message from the President of the United States: 
To the Congress of the United States: * 
I transmit asa case not acted upon by the Fifty-sixth 
an 


& report from the Sees ot Siete d rela to 
the appeal for indemnity ad to the equitable co tion of the Gov- 
qrument of the United States by the owners of the N steamship 


tcaragua, 
THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Wuirz Hov 


SE, 
Washington, April 11, 1902. 


‘ 
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The message, with the accompanying document, was ordered 
to be printed and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Parxryson, its reading 

— announced that the Senate had passed the following reso- 
ution: 
Senate concurrent resolution 38. 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
President be requested to return to the Senate the bill (S. 4363) granting the 
Central Arizona Railway Company a right of way for railroad purposes 
through the San Francisco Mountains Forest Reserve. 

ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED 
STATES. 

Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
oom that they had presented this day to the President of the 

nited States for his approval bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 2770. An act granting an increase of pension to Otillia 
M. Smoot; 

H. R. 8696. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
B. Rowe; 

H. R. 10193. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Hollister; 

H. R. 11381. An act granting an increase of pension to Abraham 
N. Bradfield; 

H. R. 7980. An act granting an increase of pension to Uriah 
Reams; 

H. R. 5413. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
H. Van Vliet; 

H. R. 6029. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Kelly; 

H. R. 1011. An act granting an increase of pension to John 8S. 
Raulett; 

H. R. 10044. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Larzalere; 

H. R. 9301.. An act granting an increase of pension to Barbara 
McDonald; 

H. R. 2120. An act granting an increase of pension to Horatio 
N. Warren; 

H. R. 2124. An act granting an increase of pension to Dewit C, 
McCoy; 

H. R. 1706. An act granting an increase of pension to John E. 


ite; 
H. R. 3180. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 


8 

. R- 6713. An act granting an increase of pension to Freeman 
R. E. Chanaberry; 
H. R. 3418. An act granting a pension to Dennis Dyer: 
H. R. 11375. An act granting a pension to Charles F. Merrill; 
H. R. 10289. An act granting a pension to Eliza Stewart; 
- = 9821. An act granting a pension to John W. Moore; 
H. R 
H 
se 


. R. 6466. An act granting a pension to Josephine M. Dustin; 
. 10117. An act granting a pension to Sarah H. H. Lowe; 


. R. 3084, An act for the relief of bona fide settlers in forest 


coke Island, on the coast of North Carolina; 
H. R. 10530. An act to repeal war-revenue taxation, and for 


other purposes; 

H. ‘ 11409. An act to authorize the construction of a traffic 
bridge across the Savannah River from the mainland within the 
oo limits of the city of Savannah to Hutchinsons Island, 
in the county of Chatham, State of Georgia; and 

H. R. 184. An act to establish and provide for a clerk for the 
circuit and district courts of the United States held at Wilming- 
ton, N.C. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled joint 
resolution of the following title; when the Speaker signed the 


H. J. Res. 173. Joint resolution to authorize the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia to issue certain temporary permits. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 20f Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their appro- 
priate committees, as indicated below: 

S. 4969. An act granting an increase ef pension to Abbie 
Geor, the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Ss. . An act authorizing the issuance of a patent to the 
county of Clallam, State of Washington—to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

S. 3898. An act to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Flint, in the State of 
Michigan—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
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CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


By unanimous consent, the Committee on Invalid Pensions was 
discharged from the furtherconsideration of the bill (S. 3091) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Matilda R. Schoonmaker and the bill 
(S. 1225) granting an increase of pension to Clara W. McNair; 
and the same were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

By unanimous consent, the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce was discharged from the further consideration of House 
resolution 203; and the same was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 

BoREING, indefinitely, on account of business. 
REPRINT OF A REPORT. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to have a reprint of Report No. 1522, which is substantially 
exhausted. There has been a great demand for the report. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I would like 
to know what it is—not by number, but by name. 

Mr. RAY of New York. It is a report on the bill limiting the 
meaning of the word “‘co~«piracy.”’ 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from New York 
asks unanimous consent for a reprint of Report 1522. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 


And then, on motion of Mr. Payne (at 4 o’clock and 49 min- | 


utes p. m.), the House adjourned till 12 o’clock noon to-morrow. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. MORRELL, from the Committee on the District of Coliwn- 
bia, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3439) to 
amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to license billiard and pool tables 
in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes,’’ reported 
the same with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1546); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. MOODY of North Carolina, from the Committee on Agri- 
culture, to which was referred the bills of the House H. R. 3128, 


AND 


6543, and 12138, reported as a substitute therefor the bill of the | 
House (H. R. 13523) for the purchase of a national forest reserve | 


in the Southern Appalachian Mountains, to be known as “the 
National Appalachian Forest Reserve,’’ accompanied by a report 


(No. 1547); which said bill and report were referred to the Com- | 


mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MANN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1464) 
to establish storm-warning stations at South Manitou Island, 
Lake Michigan, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1548); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. CURTIS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
was referred the joint resolution of the Senate (S. R. 71) direct- 
ing the Secretary of the Interior to restate the accounts of certain 
registers and receivers of the United States land offices in the State 
of Kansas, and for other purposes, reported the same without 


amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1549); which said joint | 
resolution and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole | 


House on the state of the Union. 


Mr. PEARRE, from the Committee on the District of Colum- | 


bia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12349) 


granting certain privileges to the special policemen stationed at | 


street crossings in the city of Washington, D. C., reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1550); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. RAY of New York, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1178) providing 
for an additional circuit judge in the second judicial circuit, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1551); which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of 
the House (H. R. 12452) granting to the Mobile, Jackson and 
Kansas City Railroad Company the right to use for railroad pur- 
poses the tract of land at Choctaw Point, Mobile County, Ala., 
and now held for light-house purposes, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1552); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 
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Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10159) 
to give the commandant of the Marine Corps the rank of major- 


general, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 1553); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. DAVIS of Florida, from the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, to whichwas referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 13208) to authorize the United States and West Indies Rail- 
road and Steamship Company, of Florida, to construct a bridge 
across the Manatee River, in the State of Florida, reported the 
same with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1554); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. ADAMSON, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
12938) to authorize the New Orleans and Mississippi Midland 
| Railroad Company of Mississippi to build and maintain a rail- 

way bridge across Pearl River, reported the same with amend- 
| ments, accompanied by a report (No. 1557); which said bill and 
report were referred to the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 13246) to authorize the construction of a 
bridge across the Chattahoochee River between Columbus, Ga.., 
and Eufaula, Ala., or in the city of Columbus, Ga., reported the 
same with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1559); 
which said bill and report were réferred to the House Calendar. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana, from the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9455) to 
remove the charge of desertion standing against the name of 
Lorenzo Marchant, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1555); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RIXEY, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1821) to restore to the 
active list of the Navy the name of James G. Field, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1556); 
| which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana, from the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2538) to re- 
| move the charge of desertion against Frederick Schulte orSchuldt, 
| reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1558); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of the following bills; which were referred 
as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6336) for the relief of Peter Fisher—Committee 
on Military Affairs discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 12381) granting an increase of pension to Isabella 

| Ray McGunnagle—Committee on Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXTI, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced, and severally referred as 
| follows: 
| By Mr. MOODY of North Carolina, from the Committee on 
Agriculture: A bill (H. R. 13523) for the purchase of a national 
| forest reserve in the Southern Appalachian Mountains, to be 
| known as the ‘“ National Appalachian Forest Reserve,”’ as a sub- 
stitute for House bills 3128, 6543, and 12138—to the Union Calendar. 

By Mr. NEVIN: A bill (H. R. 13524) to extend the provisions, 
| limitations, and benefits of an act entitled “An act granting 
_ pensions to the survivors of the Indian wars of 1832 to 1842, inclu- 
| sive, known as the Black Hawk war, Creek war, Cherokee dis- 
| turbances, and the Seminole war,’’ approved July 27, 1892—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER, of Wisconsin, a bill (H. R. 18525) to amend 
| an act entitled ‘‘ An act temporarily to provide revenues and a 
| civil government for Porto Rico, and for other purposes,” approved 
April 12, 1900, and to establish personal rights for the people of 
| Porto Rico—to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R. 13526) to establish a depart- 
ment of labor—to the Committee on Labor. 
By Mr. JOY (by request): A bill (H. R. 18527) to amend an 


| 
} 
| 
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act entitled ‘‘An act to establish a code of law for the District of 
Columbia ’’—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 13528) to amend | 
an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide a government for the Terri- | 
tory of Hawaii’’—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. BOREING: A bill (H. R. 13567) granting service pen- 
sions to the officers, soldiers, sailors, and marines of the civil 
war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 175) authoriz- 
ing the printing of 100,000 copies of a volume on farm animals— 
to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. SCHIRM: A resolution (H. Res. 208) providing for the 
folding of speeches and pamphlets—to the Committee on Accounts. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. APLIN: A bill (H. R. 13529) granting an increase of 


pension to Francis C. Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 


s1ons. 

By Mr. CASSEL: A bill (H. R. 15530) for the relief of Ephraim 
Greenawalt—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 13531) granting a pension to 
William F. Goggin—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HALL: A bill (H. R. 13532) to correct the military 
record of Joshua Campbell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HASKINS: A bill (H. R. 13533) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth Kew—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13584) granting an increase of pension to 
James Evans—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 13535) for the relief of hold- 
ers and owners of certain District of Columbia special-tax scrip— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 13536) for the payment of 
C. Edward Artist, Edward F. Stahle, and Stahle & Artist, of 
balances due for surveying public lands—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. MOSS: A bill (H. R. 13537) granting a pension to Ru- 
pert S. Rives—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 13538) granting a pension to Joseph Dassett— | 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13539) granting a pension to Henry Taylor— 
to the Commiitee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13540) granting an increase of pension to 
John B. Graves—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 13541) granting an increase of pension to | 


Charles W. Bivin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEVIN: A bill (H. R. 13542) granting a pension to 
James Pusey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13543) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13544) granting an increase of pension to 
John M. Chandler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13545) granting an increase of pension to 
Adam Walter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


record of Albert W. Keller—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. OVERSTREET: A bill (H. R. 13547) granting a pen- | 


sion to: David B. Wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


increase of pension to Caroline Bingham—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 13549) in- 
structing the Attorney-General not to plead statute of limitation 
as a bar to suit of D. G. Lee—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 13550) for the relief of Hezekiah 
T. Embrey, administrator—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WARNOCK: A bill (H. R. 18551) granting a pension 
to Rachel Walker, widow of Curtis H. Walker—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOODS: A bill (H. R. 18552) granting an increase of 
pensions to Reuben B. Richards—to the Committee on Invalid 
-ensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 13553) granting an increase of 
pension to Ruth A. McMillan—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
S10nNS8, 

_By Mr. BELL: A bill (H. R. 13554) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Edward E. Hicks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 13555) for the relief of John W. 
Johnson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13556) for the relief of Robert H. Semple— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13557) granting a pension to Robert Ken- 
nish—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 








Also, a bill (H. R. 13558) granting a pension to William N. John- 
ston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13559) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward H. Hendrick—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13560) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13561) granting an increase of pension to 
Ludwell J. Mosher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13562) granting an increase of pension to 
David Aibogast—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.-R. 13563) granting an increase of pension to 
Anderson Allsed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13564) granting an increase of pension to 
James Barnes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: A bill (H. R. 13565) granting a pension 
to Mary V. Scriven—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 13566) granting 
a pension to Mary A. Story—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
s10ns. 

By Mr. BURTON: A bill (H. R. 13568) for the relief of Wil- 
liam T. Crump—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13569) granting a pension to Elizabeth Me- 
Ginniss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13570) granting a pension to Amalia C. 
Young—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13571) granting a pension to Joseph Dunn— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13572) granting a pension to Clarissa Wol- 
cott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13573) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard Tiner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. ACHESON: Resolutions of Good Will Lodge, No. 106, 


| Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, Allegheny, Pa., favoring the 
| passage of the Hoar-Grosvenor anti-injunction bill—to the Com- 


mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ADAMS: Resolutions of Pennsylvania Lodge, No. 511, 
Railroad Trainmen, Philadelphia, Pa., against immigration from 
south and east of Europe—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, resolutions of the Philadelphia Drug Exchange, of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., favoring a reorganization of the consular service— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


By Mr. APLIN: Resolutions of St. Joseph Society, No. 1, of 


Bay City, and Polish Roman Catholic Society of West Bay City. 
Mich., favoring the erection of a statue to the late Brigadier- 
General Count Pulaski at Washington—to the Committee on the 
Library. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: Resolution of Blue Post, No. 250, 


| Grand Army of the Republic, of Topeka, Kans., favoring the con- 
2 : ; id ; 
| struction of war vessels in the United States navy-yards—to the 


| Committee on Naval Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 13546) to remove charge of desertion from | 


Also, resolutions of citizens of Topeka, Kans. , favoring the aboli- 


| tion of the British station in Louisiana, from which horses, mules. 





etc., are shipped to South Africa, and asking that the belligerancy 


| of the Boers be recognized—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 13548) granting an | 


By Mr. BURLESON: Resolutions of the Utah Cattle Growers’ 
Association, protesting against the passage of the oleomargarine 
bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BURTON: Resolutions of Branches Nos. 258, 148, 17, 
and 458, St. Vincent and Sacred Heart Societies of the Polish 
National Alliance, all of Cleveland, Ohio, favoring the erection of 
a statue to the late Brigadier-General Count Pulaski at Washing- 
ington—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. CASSEL: Papers to accompany House bill for the re- 
lief of Ephraim Greenawalt—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CASSINGHAM: Resolutions of Central Labor Union 
of Coshocton, Ohio, favoring an educational qualification for 


| immigrants—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 


tion. 

Also, resolution of the Newark, Ohio, Board of Trade, approv- 
ing of House bill 8337 and Senate bill 3575, amending an act to 
regulate commerce—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. COONEY: Resolutions of Brotherhoc dd of Railroad 
Trainmen of Springfield, Mo.,in favor of the extension of the 
Chinese-exclusion law—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CROWLEY: Paper to accompany House bill granting 
a pension to John W. Foot—to the Committee on Invalid Sensions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolutions of Polish Society of Pittsburg, 
Pa., favoring the erection of a statue to the late Brigadier- 
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General Count Pulaski at Washington—to the Committee on the 
Library. 

Also, resolutions of Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen of But- 
ler and Easton, Pa., and Order of Railway Conductors of Mauch 
Chunk, Pa., favoring the passage of the Grosvenor anti-injunc- 
tion bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of Miners of Lick Run Union, No. 230, Brough- 
ton, Pa., on the subject of immigration—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND (by request): Paper to accompany House 
bill granting a pension to John F. Mitchell—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: * Papers to accompany House bill 13531, 
granting a pension to William F. Goggin—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolutions of Rochester (N. Y.) 
Credit Men’s Association in regard to the bankruptcy law—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FOERDERER: Petition of Naval Commandry No. 1, 
Camp No. 91, Spanish-American War Veterans, Philadelphia, 
favoring the passage of Senate bill 1220, to extend to organized 
camps of the Spanish-American War Veterans the privileges 
—— to Grand Army posts—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of Kensington Lodge, No. 113, Brotherhood of 
Railroad Trainmen, of Philadelphia, Pa., for the enactment of the 
Foraker-Corliss bill, amending the law relating to safety appli- 
ances—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the National Hay Association, favoring House 
bill 8337, to amend an act to regulate commerce—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Typographical Union No. 2, of Philadelphia, 
Pa., urging the defeat of House bill 5777 and Senate bill 2894, 
amending the copyright law—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Resolutions of United Mine Workers’ 
Union No. 708, of Forbush, and Union No. 159, of Harkes, Iowa, 
favoring an educational qualification for immigrants—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HOWELL: Petition of citizens of New Brunswick, 
N. J., urging the passage of House bills 178 and 179, proposing 
to reduce the tax on whisky—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. JACK: Resolutions of Charles S. Whitworth Post, No. 
89, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Pennsylvania, 
favoring the passage of House bill 3067—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. JACKSON of Kansas: Resolutions of a mass meeting 
in Topeka, Kans., in relation to the war in South Africa, and the 
abolishment of the alleged supply camp at Chalmette, La.—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LACEY: Resolution of Mine Workers’ Union No. 7 
of Pekay, Iowa, for more rigid restriction of immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LESSLER: Resolutions of Ship Carpenters’ Union No. 
9298, of Port Richmond, N. Y., for the exclusion of illiterate im- 
migrants—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Resolutions of the Rochester Credit Men’s 
Association, indorsing the Ray bankruptcy bill—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LONG: Papers to accompany House bill 12514, grant- 
ing a pension to Joseph Gray—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
s10ns. 

Also, petition of Frank Porter and 60 other citizens of Great 
Bend, Kans., favoring House bills 178 and 179, for reduction of 
tax on liquor—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of Locomotive Firemen, Lodge No. 217, of 
Newton, and No. 515, Caldwell, Kans., in favor of the extension 
of the Chinese-exclusion law—to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs. 

Also, resolutions of a mass meeting at Topeka, Kans., request- 
ing the abolishment of supply camp alleged to be conducted by 
the British at Chalmette, La.—to the Committee on Foreign 

Affairs. 

Also, paper accompanying House bill 8560, to remove charge of 
desertion from the military record of James F. Gregg—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: Resolutions of Colonel Royal F. Frank 
Garrison, No. 50, Phoebus, Va., Army and Navy Union, in regard 
to personnel of the Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. McRAE: Resolutions of the Little Rock (Ark.,) Con- 
ference, against the repeal of the anticanteen law—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolution of Alamo Division, Order of Railway Conduct- 
ors, Texarkana, Ark., for the further restriction of immigration— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: Papers to accompany House bill 13547, 


granting a pension to David B. Wood—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 
By Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania: ~— to accompany 


House bill 13310, granting a pension to Anna McGowan—to the 
or on Invalid Pensions. 

i to accompany House bill 13308, granting an in- 
crease of pension to John T. Boyle—to the Committee on Invalid 
she mag 

ion to accompany House bill 13443, granting an in- 
canal 


nsion to Sarah G. Williams—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Ne 


By Mr. RIXEY: Petition of Hezekiah T. Embrey, administrator 
of the estate of Robert Embrey, deceased, asking that their claim 
be referred to the Court of Claims under the Bowman Act—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Resolutions of Textile Work- 
ers’ Union No. 155, of Fort Wayne, Ind., against the immigration 
of cheap labor from the south and east of Europe—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. RODEY: Resolution of Rio Puerico Division, No. 446, 
Locomotive Engineers, for more rigid restriction of immigration— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. RUMPLE: Resolutions of Federal Labor Union No. 
6303, of Muscatine, Iowa, favoring an educational qualification 
for immigrants—to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
ralization. 

By Mr. RYAN: Resolutions of the Rochester Credit Men’s 
Association, indorsing the Ray bankruptcy bill—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HENRY C. SMITH: Resolutions of Our Ladies of 
Mount Carmel Society and Sacred Heart Society, of Wyandotte, 
Mich., favoring the erection of a statue to the late Brigadier- 
General Count Pulaski at Washington—to the Committee on the 
Library. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: Papers to accompany House bill 
12581, granting an increase of pension to Elijah F. Hocker—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULZER: Resolutions of Rochester Credit Men’s Asso- 
ciation, Rochester, N. Y., urging the passage of the bill to amend 
the bankruptcy law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WARNOCK: Papers to accompany House’ bill —, 
granting a pension to Rachel Walker—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill ——, to amend the mili- 
tary record of 8. B. Elisworth—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill ——, to grant five months’ 
pay to A. B. Huff—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of [llinois: Papers to accompany House bill 
13566, for the relief of Mary A. Story—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON: Resolutions of Congress Club, of Brooklyn, 
N. Y.,indorsing House bill 6279, to increase the pay of letter car- 
riers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 





SENATE. 
SATURDAY, April 12, 1902. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mirsury, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. Mason, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Jour- 
nal will stand approved. It is approved. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL, 
Mr. MASON submitted the following report: 


The committee of confe erence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11354) making app rope 
ations for the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1908, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free confer- 
ence have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses 


as follows: 

That the te recede from its amendments numbered 2,38, ‘, 5,6,7,8,9, 10, 
ll, ttre Ie lt, is, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 30, 82, 33,87,89,and 4 

‘That the House’ e from its disagreement to the a of the 
Senate numbered 29, 81, 34, 35,36,and 38 and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its ment to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 1, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Page 1, line 11, strike out the word “edition” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “editions; and the —_ Saree to the same. 

That the House zeuate from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 27 to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Page 4, strike out lines 7 7 to a, Inchenive, and insert in _— Megeest the er 
ing: “The Postmaster-General is hereby directed we is nv rea e and repo 
to Congress as soon as ible the advisability and ity of purc Se 
ing and adopting a uniform metal lock box, at a price nek to exceed 50 cents 
for the purpose of selling the same to patrons on rural free-delivery routes 
at cost;*’ and the Senate agree to the same. 
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That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 28, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Page 4, line 24, strike out the words “less than $100 nor;" and the Senate 


agree to the same, 
WM. E. MASON 
BOIES PENROSE, 
A. 8. CLAY, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
E. F. LOUD, 
GEO. W. SMITH, 
CLAUDE A. SWANSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I should like to ask the chair- 
man of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, as the 
conferees bring in a substitute for the amendment which I offered 
day before yesterday, if he has any information from the Post- 
Office Department as to how long it will be before the report 
which is called for in the conference report will come in? In 
other words, is there any assurance that we shall have at this 
Congress an opportunity to legislate on the subject of rural free- 
delivery boxes at a cost price to the patrons? 

Mr. MASON, I am informed unofficially, but by one of the 
members of the commission appointed by the Postmaster-General, 
that they will report to the Postmaster-General within the next 
two or three days. 

I will say to the Senator from South Carolina that, so far as I 
am personally concerned, and Ican s also for several members 
of the committee of which I have the honor to be chairman, we 
favor a plan of this kind, and as soon as the Postmaster-General 
reports upon the practicability of it we intend to bring in a bill 
making a slight appropriation for the purchase of boxes, so that 
it is the intention, or it is at least my intention, to carry out the 
spirit of the amendment offered by the Senator from South Caro- 
lina at an early date, during the present session of Congress, if 
possible. I expect to bring ina bill and then ask to have it made 
a part of the sundry civil appropriation bill or the general defi- 
ciency bill, whatever bill it may be proper to put it on. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I understand, then, one of the main reasons 
why this substitute was put on the bill in lieu of the amendment 
was because it carried no appropriation which enabled the 
Postmaster-General even to begin the business of buying and 
selling the boxes at cost. 

Mr. MASON. That was one objection to the Senate amend- 
ment. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Then if the amendment which is suggested 
by the Senator from Illinois is incorporated in the sundry civil or 
some other appropriation bill the money will not necessarily go 
out of the Treasury, but money will be given simply as a means 
by which the Postmaster-General shall carry out the amendment. 
That is satisfactory to me, Mr. President. 

Mr. SPOONER. For the purchase of boxes? 

Mr. TILLMAN. For the purchase of rural apr gene i boxes 
for the purpose of selling them to the patrons of rural free de- 
livery at cost. There is complaint at this time because of an 
apparent monopoly by which the patrons of the rural free de- 
livery—the farmers throughout the country—are compelled to 
buy one of 14 t of boxes at a price which they think is exor- 
bitant. Complaint has reached me from various sources, and 
knowing from my own experience as a farmer that it is an un- 
necessary and a very heavy expense on a great many or people, 
I have insisted that something should be done by the Govern- 
ment to protect these people from overcharges. 

Mr. MITCHELL. got like to ask the chairman of the 
committee what disposition was made of the Senate amendment 
on page 15, under the head of rural free-delivery service. The 
bill as it came to the Senate provided for the compensation of 
seven special agents in charge of divisions at $2,400 each, and the 
Senate amended the provision by providing that there should be 
ten special agents in charge of divisions at $2,500 each. 

Mr. MASON. On what page is the amendment to which the 
Senator calls my attention? 

Mr. MITCHELL. On page 15, in regard to rural free delivery. 
The House provided for seven special agents and the Senate in- 
creased the number to ten. 

Mr. MASON. The Senate conferees receded. 

Mr. MITCHELL. And the Senate increased the salary. The 
Senate conferees receded? 

Mr. MASON. The Senate conferees were cor:pelled to recede 
on the showing made by the House conferees. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Both as to numbers and compensation. 

Mr, MASON. Both as to numbers and compensation. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I will state that the chief of that division 
was before the committee and insisted very strenuously that the 
force is inadequate. 

_ Mr. MASON. The House committee had the subject under 
investigation for a long time, and they having so concluded, the 


Senate conferees . 
Mr. MITC . lIalso inquire what disposition was made of 


the Senate amendment as to inspectors of free-delivery routes? 
— House provided for 71 inspectors. The Senate provided 
or 75. 

Mr. MASON. There is practically no difference. There isa 
change in classification. The Department recommended two 
classes, and the House passed the bill recommending four. The 
House had the matter under advisement and consideration for a 
long time; they took a large amount of evidence upon the sub- 
ject; and the House conferees and the Senate conferees unani- 
mously yielded to the judgment of the House, and agreed to the 
bill, upon the question of rural free delivery, substantially as it 
came from the House. 

Mr. MITCHELL. By agreement, then, of the conferees the bill 
was taken substantially as it came from the House. 

Mr. MASON. Substantially as it came from the House. I 
think there will be no objection to the adoption of the report. 

Mr. LODGE. The House accepted that and two or three others. 

Mr. MASON. They accepted that and two or three others. 

The report was agreed to. 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. C. R. 
McKENNEY, its enrolling clerk, announced that the Speaker of 
the House had signed the enrolled joint resolution (H. J. Res. 173) 
to authorize the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to is- 
sue certain temporary permits; and it was thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of the Board of Trade of 
San Francisco, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
viding for a reorganization of the consular service; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of sundry officers of the National 
Guard of California, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
promote the efficiency of the militia of the United States; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by sundry citizens of 
Yreka, Cal., expressing sympathy for the people of the South 
African Republic and the Orange Free State; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented petitions of the State Council of California, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Oakland; of Retail 
Clerks’ Local Union No. 137, of Bakersfield; of Retail Clerks’ 
Local Union No. 506, of Petaluma; of Painters, Decorators, and 
Paper Hangers’ Local Union No. 294, of Fresno; of Sierra Nevada 
Division, No. 195, Order of Railway Conductors, of Sacramento; 
of Carpenters and Joiners’ District Council of Alameda; of Bakers’ 
Local Union No. 37, of Los Angeles; of West Lodge, No. 73, 
Brotherhood of Railway Telegraphers, of Kern, and of Cigar 
Makers’ Local Union No. 228, of San Francisco, all in the State 
of California, praying for the enactment of legislation to exclude 
Chinese laborers from the United States and their insular pos- 
sessions; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also es petitions of Branch No. 609, Amalgamated 
Society of Engineers; of the Sign Pictorial Painters’ Local Union 
No. 510; of Paper Hangers and Fresco Painters’ Local Union No, 
509; of Boot and Shoe Workers’ Local Union No. 216; of Marine 
Engineers’ Association No. 35; of Iron Molders’ Local Union No. 
164; of Bakers’ Local Union No. 24; of Machine Coopers’ Local 
Union No. 131; of Barbers’ Local Union No. 148; of Amalgamated 
Wood Workers’ Local Union No. 147; of Photo-Engravers’ Local 
Union; of Laundry Wagon Drivers’ Local Union No. 256; of 
Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 228, all of the city of San Fran- 
cisco; of Federal Labor Union No. 9489, of Visalia; of Miners’ 
Local Union No. 61, of Bodie; of Miners’ Local Union No. 90, of 
Grass Valley; of Miners’ Local Union No. 141, of French Gulch; 
of Painters’ Local Union No. 127, of Oakland; of Painters’ Local 
Union No. 71, of Los Angeles; of Team Drivers’ Local Union No. 
240, of Sacramento; of Randsburg Miners’ Local Union, No. 44; 
of Pacific Coast Lodge, Amalgamated Association of Iron, Steel, 
and Tin Workers, of Oakland; of Beer Bottlers’ Local Union No. 
102, of Los Angeles; of Locomotive Firemen’s Local Union No. 
386, of San Diego; of Bakers’ Local Union No. 90, of San Diego; 
of Brewers, Malters, and Bottlers’ Local Union No. 11, of South 
Valley; of Barbers’ Local Union No. 256, of San Diego; of Iron 
Molders’ Local Union No. 199, of Sacramento; of Typographical 
Union No. 389, of Vallejo; of Typographical Union No. 231, of 
San Jose; of Typographical Union No. 36, of Oakland; of Cigar 
Makers’ Local Union No. 453, of Nevada City; of Cigar Makers’ 
Local Union No 252, of Oakland; of Plasterers’ Local Union No. 
188, of Fresno; of Plasterers’ Local Union No. 194, of Pasadena; 
of Plasterers’ Local Union No. 2, of Los Angeles, and of Team- 
sters’ Local Union No. 70, of Oakland, all in the State of Cali- 
fornia, praying for the enactment of legislation providing an 
educational test for immigrants to this country; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Immigration. 
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Mr. BLACKBURN presented petitions of sundry citizens of 


Kentucky, praying for the adoption of certain amendments to the | 


internal-revenue laws relating to the tax on distilled spirits; which 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. 


Mr. HOAR presented petitions of Central Labor Union of | 


Adams, of the Boot and Shoe Workers’ Local Union of New Bed- 
ford, and of the International Association of Machinists of Law- 
rence, all of the American Federation of labor, in the State of 
Massachusetts, praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
an educational test for immigrants to this country; which were 
referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented a petition of Cigar Makers’ Local 
Union No. 156, American Federation of Labor, of Suffield, Conn.., 


praying for the reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion law; which | 


was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Lodge No. 454, International 
Association of Machinists, of New London, Conn., and a petition 
of Horse Nail Workers’ Local Union No. 6170, American Federa- 
tion of Labor, of Hartford, Conn., praying for the enactment of 
legislation providing an educational test for immigrants to this 
country; which were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of Division No. 29, Order of 
Railroad Telegraphers, of New Haven, Conn., praying that the 
enacting clause be stricken from the substitute to the so-called 
Hoar anti-injunction bill to limit the meaning of the word ‘‘ con- 
spiracy ’’ and the use of “‘ restraining orders and injunctions ’”’ in 
certain cases; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


CHARLESTON (S. C.) HARBOR IMPROVEMENT. 


Mr. TILLMAN, 
cently made by the Chief of Engineers, relative to the cost of im- 
proving the inland navigation between Charleston, S. C., and 
opposite McClellanville. I move that it lie on the table and that 
it be printed as a document. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 4559) granting a pension to I. Winslow 


Ayer, asked to be discharged from its further consideration and | 


that it be referred to the Committee on Claims; which was 
agreed to, 
He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 


following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and | 


submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 1326) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Thatcher: 

A bill (S. 4983) granting a pension to John W. Smoot; 

A bill (S. 4004) granting an increase of pension to Thomas L. 
Nelson: and 

A bill (H. R. 10841) granting an increase of pension to Mar- 
garet Hoefer. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2050) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward N. Goff, reported it with amendments, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

Mr. DEBOE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3998) granting an increase of pension to 
Emma L. Kimble, reported it with an amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS, from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2452) to provide 
for the purchase of a site and the erection thereon of a public 
building to be used for a Department of State and a Department 
of Justice, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

Mr. CLAPP, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the biil (S. 4962) to ratify and confirm an agree- 
ment with the Red Lake and Pembina bands of Indians, of the 
Red Lake Reservation, Minn., and making appropriation to carry 
the same into effect, reported it with amendments, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

ISTHMIAN CANAL. 


Mr. MORGAN. I submit from the Committee on Interoceanic 


Canals certain papers relating to the isthmian canal, which I | 
move be printed as a document, and after they are printed that | 


they be referred to that committee. 
The motion was agreed to. 
PROPOSED AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 


Mr. SPOONER. 
report a proposed amendment to the rules, accompanying it with 
the notice required by the rules. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin 
reports favorably from the Committee on Rules an amendment 
to the rules, which will be read. 


| perform the duties of the C 


The Secretary read as follows: 


“ Iam directed by the Committee on Rules to report the following resolu- 
ion: 

“Resolved, That Rule I, clause 4, be amended by inserting after the words 
‘Vice-President,’ in the first line thereof, the words ‘or whenever the pow- 
ers and duties of the President shall devolve on the Vice-President,’ so that 
the clause when amended shall read, as follows: 

“In eventof the death of the Vice-President, or whenever the powers and 
duties of the President shall devolve on the Vice-President, the President 
pro tempore shall have the right to name, in writing, a Senator to perform 
the duties of the Chair during his absence; and the Senator so named shall 
have the right to name in open session, or in writing, if absent, a Senator to 
ir, but such substitution shall not extend be- 
yond adjournment, except by unanimous consent.’” 

And further, by direction of the same committee, I give notice in writing 


| of said proposed amendment to the fourth clause of the first rule, and that 


the purpose thereof is to so change the language of clause 4 that it will cover 
contingencies not now provided for. 
JOHN C, SPOONER. 


For the Committee. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be placed 


on the Calendar. 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 5213) peoees for the 
selection and retirement of medical officers in the Army; which 
| was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 





I present a paper concerning estimates re- | 


I am directed by the Committee on Rules to | 


He also introduced a bill (S. 5214) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Charles F. Smith; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. GAMBLE introduced a bill (S. 5215) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas L. Smith; which was read twice by its title, 
| and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
| on Pensions. 
| He also introduced a bill (S. 5216) to provide for the time and 
| place of holding the terms of the United States circuit and dis- 
| trict courts in the State of South Dakota; which was read twice 

by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
| Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 5217) granting a pension 
| to Peter A. Poorman; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
| ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 
He also introduced a bill (S. 5218) granting a pension to Jacob 
| Witmer; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
| Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5219) to grant an honorable dis- 
charge from the military service to Robert C. Gregg; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 5220) for the construc- 
tion of a public building at Owosso, Mich.; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. SIMMONS introduced a bill (S. 5221) for the relief of Rich- 
ard Berry; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CARMACK introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 5222) for the relief of M. T. Swick (with accompany- 
ing papers); 

A bill (S. 5223) for the relief of the estate of John F. Redmond, 
deceased; 

A bill (S. 5224) for the relief of J. R. Jeter; and 

A bill (S. 5225) for the relief of the estate of John M. Winstead, 
deceased. 

Mr. DANTEL introduced a bill (S. 5226) for the relief of the 
personal representatives of Henry H. Sibley, deceased; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 5227) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Elizabeth Whitty; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. BURTON introduced a bill (S. 5228) for the purchase of a 
national forest reserve in the Southern Appalachian Mountains, to 
be known as the ‘‘ National Appalachian Forest Reserve;’’ which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on For- 
est Reservations and the Protection of Game. 

Mr. PRITCHARD introduced a bill (S. 5229) to authorize, set- 
tle, and compromise certain litigation pending in the circuit court 
for the western district of North Carolina; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. _ 

Mr. SIMMONS introduced a bill (S. 5230) for the relief of C. G. 
Perkins; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
| Committee on Claims. 
| Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S. 5231) for the relief of Robert 
| T. Cheek; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
' companying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 
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Mr. PENROSE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 78) provid- 
ing for translation and printing of the immigration laws in the 
languages of foreign countries; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Immigration, 


ESTATE OF CHARLES WILKES, 


Mr. MORGAN. The bill (S. 2524) for the relief of the widow 
and heirs at law of Charles Wilkes, deceased. late rear-admiral in 
the United States Navy, was referred to the Committee on Claims 
by mistake. I move that that committee be discharged from its 
further consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr. McCOMAS submitted an amendment proposing to increase 
the appropriation for the continuation of the construction of the 
custom-house at Baltimore, Md., under the present limit, from 
$100,000 to $150,000, intended to be proposed by him to the sundry 
civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment pro 


of Columbia to purchase Analostan Island,in the Potomac River, 
near the city of Washington, D. C., intended to be pro by 
him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered 
to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment relative to the payment of 
pensions to soldiers who are members of any Branch of the Na- 
tional Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment relative to the payment of 
pensions to soldiers who are inmates of the Government Hospital 
for the Insane, intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. KITTREDGE submitted an amendment proposing to in- 
crease the appropriation for the construction of buildings and 
enlargement of military posts from $1,500,000 to $1,600,000 and 
providing that $100,000 of this amount shall be expended for the 
erection of additional buildings at Fort Meade, 8S. Dak., intended 
to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which 
was — to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 


Mr. MITCHELL submitted an amendment proposing to appro- | 


priate not to exceed $10,000 for the purchase or construction of a 
suitable launch for use in the customs service at and in the vicin- 
ity of Astoria, Oreg., intended to be proposed by him to the sun- 
dry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DANIEL submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $2,700,000 for payment of drawback on tobacco products 
held by manufacturers or dealers on July 1, 1902, upon which tax 
had been paid at the higher rate than is imposed by section 3 of 
the act to repeal war-revenue taxation, and for other purposes, 
etc., intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be print«. 


IRRIGATION STATISTICS. 


Mr. MITCHELL submitted the following concurrent resolu- | 


tion; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Director of the Census be, and hereby is, authorized and directed, upon the 
Cr mpletion of the volume of agricultural statistics, the year 1890, to complete 
and bring up to date of the crop year of 1902 the statistics relating to irriga- 
tion, the area of land reclaimed, the cost and value of the works, and such 
other information as can be obtained bearing upon the present condition of 
irrigation. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
W. H. Crook, one of his secretaries, announced that the President 
had on the 11th instant approved and signed the act (S. 38231) to 
legalize and maintain a new steel bridge, erected in place of the 
old wooden structure, across the Little Tennessee River at Niles 
F aes Tennessee, by the Atlanta, Knoxville and Northern Rail- 
road, 

_ The message also announced that the President of the United 
States had on this day approved and signed the act (S. 1025) to 
promote the efficiency of the Revenue-Cutter Service. 

ROBERT 8S. WOODBURY. 

_Mr. GALLINGER. Yesterday the President returned to the 
Senate the bill (S. 8910) granting an increase of pension to Rob- 
ert 8S. Woodbury, and it was ordered to lie on the table. I ask 
that the bill ‘be taken from the table and indefinitely postponed, 
the soldier having died since the bill was passed. 


sing to ap- | 
propriate $125,000 to authorize the Commissioners of the District | P 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
there is no necessity for such action. 
indefinitely. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Very well; if its return disposes of it 
finally it is just as well. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE AT QUINCY, ILL. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask unanimous consent to have a bill of 
just 12 lines, authorizing the rebuilding of a draw span in a bridge 
which is absolutely necessary, passed. I ask the Senate to con- 
sider the bill (S. 4798) to authorize the Quincy Railroad Bridge 
Company, its successors and assigns, to rebuild the draw span of 
its bridge across the Mississippi River at Quincy, Il. 

The Secretary read the bill, and by unanimous consent the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. C. R. 
McKENNEY, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had 
assed the bill (S. 1178) providing for an additional circuit judge 
in the second judicial district. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
concurrent resolution of the Senate requesting the President to 
return to the Senate the bill (S. 4363) granting the Central 
Arizona Railway Company a right of way for railroad purposes 
through the San Francisco Mountains Forest Reserve. 


CHINESE EXCLUSION, 


Mr. PENROSE. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
— of Senate bill S. 2960, known as the Chinese-exclusion 
bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 2960) to pro- 
hibit the coming into and to regulate the residence within the 
United States, its Territories, and all possessions and all territory 
under its jurisdiction, and the District of Columbia, of Chinese 
persons and persons of Chinese descent. 

Mr. LopGe and Mr. Vest addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. I simply wish to make a few remarks on the Chi- 
nese-exclusion bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts gave notice that he would speak this morning immediately 
after the conclusion of the morning business. 

Mr. VEST. Ibeg pardon. Will the Senator permit me just a 
few moments? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly; I will yield to the Senator with great 
pleasure. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I do not propose to discuss in de- 
tail the provisions of the pending measure. I only want to say 
that I sympathize entirely and fully with what has been said in 
regard to the propriety of excluding Chinese laborers from this 
country. Ihave so often voted and spoken in favor of such legis- 
lation that I do not consider it necessary now to give at length 
the reasons for my former action. It is sufficient for me to say, 
by way of summary, that I think any immigration is undesirable 


In the opinion of the Chair 
The bill simply stays here 





| when it brings into this country people who want all the privileges 
and profits of American citizenship without participating in its 
| responsibilities. 

The Chinaman is a political, a social, and an industrial parasite. 
He comes here only on condition that, living or dead, he shall be 
carried back to the Celestial Empire, and it is not too harsh a 
term to say that he preys upon the people of the United States 
for his selfish purposes and is not willing to assume any of the 
responsibilities or dangers of the great problem in which we are 
engaged, the ability of the people to govern themselves. 

This is all I desire to say in a general way in regard to the 
measure. Iam heartily, I repeat, in sympathy with its general 
purposes. But I can not votg for this bill as it is, and I will give 
my reasons very briefly. 

In the first place, there is a provision in the bill of the most ex- 
traordinary character, considering present conditions. The bill 
provides that no Chinaman shall be permitted to come to this 
country to any exposition or fair. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, if the Senator will permit 
me, that provision was stricken out, and an amendment was 
offered by the Senator’s colleague, the Senator from Missouri [ Mr. 
CocKRELL], which was adopted. 

Mr. VEST. Iam glad to hear that. 


I was not in the Senate 


when it occurred. I will simply continue what I was going to 
say in opposition to it, in orderto make my ideas sufficiently clear 
for my opposition. 

The Government of the United States has already invited China 
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to participate in the St. Louis Louisiana Purchase Exposition, 
and China promptly accepted the invitation. Iam sorry to say 
that China is one of the few countries that has acted promptly 
upon the subject. To shut the door now in the face of the Chinese 
Empire would be not only a violation of international comity, but 
a shameful and indecent breach of hospitality. I am very much 
gratified to know that that extraordinary legislation which, as I 
am informed by a member of the committee, came into the bill in 
some mysterious way of which I do not care to speak has been 
eliminated. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. VEST. I yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. PENROSE. The mysterious way in which the provision 
came into the bill was by a direct request from the Secretary of 
the Treasury that the provision be inserted in the bill, and it was 
inserted as he sent it to the committee. 

Mr. VEST. Ido not care to enter into that discussion. I am 
not a member of the committee. My attention was called to the 
provision by a friend connected with a New York newspaper, 
and I could hardly believe that such a provision had come into 
a measure of this importance by the unanimous action as it ap- 
peared by the record of the committee reporting the bill. I am 
glad that it has been repudiated, for I do not believe that on ex- 
amination a single member of the Senate would have voted for 
such legislation. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Will the Senator from Missouri permit me? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I was present at the last meeting of the 
committee at which the bill was finally revised. There were five 
or six members of the committee present. When that final re- 
vision was ended there was not a word in the bill upon the sub- 
ject of excluding Chinese from attending expositions. I learned 
it ina way which makes it no secret that the Secretary of the 


Treasury—why I do not know—addressed a letter to the Commis- | 


sioner-General of Immigration, including in it the provision that 
was printed in the bill and requesting that it be inserted. I have 


understood that the Secretary of the Treasury has been an oppo- | 


nent of Chinese exclusion, and it has been a mystery to me, that I 
have not yet been able to solve, why, on his official or personal re- 
sponsibility, he should have made such an extraordinary request. 


Mr. DOLLIVER. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me? 


Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. 
Colorado has any warrant for stating that the Secretary of the 
Treasury is or has been unfriendly tothe legislation providing for 
the exclusion of Chinese laborers from the United States. I think 
this statement ought to be made in view of what has just been 
said. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Very well; I simply said that that was my 
understanding. In addition to that I want to say that without 
an exception the commission from California who are représent- 
ing the people of the Pacific coast upon the subject of Chinese ex- 


clusion were opposed and are opposed to the inclusion of any such | 


provision in the bill, and at their request the clause that was in 
the bill has been stricken out and the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Missouri adopted. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I will proceed now to discuss very 
briefiy another clause in the bill, which, if it remains there, will 
prevent me from giving it my support, much as I desire to do so. 
It is the clause in regard to prohibiting Chinamen from coming 
to the United States from the Philippine Islands. I hope it will 
not be considered hypertechnical upon my part if I allude to 
what I consider the unconstitutional nature of this provision. It 


is impossible for me, whatever view some of my colleagues who | 


stand in the same position may take, to support this measure 
with that clause as it was reported from the committee. 

The fourteenth amendment of the Constitution of the United 
States provides that all persons born or naturalized in the United 
States and subject to its jurisdiction shall be citizens. 
habitants—Chinamen or not Chinamen—of the Philippine Islands 
are in the United States, they are unquestionably subject to our 
jurisdiction, and whatever may be_said of the adults, their chil- 
dren born in the jurisdiction of the United States and in the 
United States are certainly citizens under the provision of the 
fourteenth amendment. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mis- 
souri yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. VEST. I yield to the Senator. 


Mr. PATTERSON. The clause that excludes children born in | 


the Philippine Islands of Chinese parentage has also been ex- 
cluded from the bill. 

Mr. VEST. Dol understand the Senator to say now that as 
the bill stands all children born in the Philippine Islands since we 
became the owners or proprietors of that archipelago are citizens 
of the United States? 
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Mr. PATTERSON. 


I simply intend to say that the clause in 
the bill that prohibited such children coming to the United States 
has been stricken out. 

Mr. VEST. But the adults are still prohibited? 


Mr. PATTERSON. Yes, sir; thatis true. There are nearly a 
million Chinese and Chinese half-bloods that the bill will ex- 
clude. 

Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator from Colorado allow me to 
ask him a question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mis- 
souri yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. VEST. Of course; with great pleasure. 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator from Missouri yields, will the 
Senator from Colorado inform us whether the clause to which he 
refers as having been stricken out, relating to children born 
since our acquisition of the Philippines, was excluded upon the 
theory that they were citizens? 

Mr. PATTERSON. It was excluded upon the theory that a 
number of Senators were opposed to that provision in the bill, 
and, because for reasons that upon consultation appeared satis- 
factory, that it ought not to be there, it was stricken out. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. FORAKER. I wanted to know whether it was on that 
account; and if so, whether the clause was written in excluding 
not those born subsequent to the acquisition, but living there 
upon the theory that they were not citizens of the United States. 
| I simply wanted to get the ideaof the gentlemen championing the 
| bill governing that particular part of the legislation. 

Mr. PATTERSON . It often occurs that a question may be 
well answered by asking another. I would ask the Senator from 
Ohio whether, in his opinion, the inhabitants of the Philippine 
Islands at the time of our occupation of it are citizens of the 
United States? 

Mr. FORAKER. No, sir; not unless Congress shall see fit to 
so provide. That is my opinion. In the treaty under which we 
acquired the cession of the Philippines it was expressly pro- 
vided 
| Mr. LODGE. Mr. President—— 
| Mr. FORAKER, I trust the Senator from Massachusetts will 
| not interrupt me. 

Mr. LODGE. I only wanted to make a statement in regard to 
| my yielding the floor. 

Mr. FORAKER. I am answering a question of the Senator 
| from Colorado, 

| Mr. VEST. I yield to the Senator from Ohio. 

| Mr. FORAKER. And if the Senator from Massachusetts will 
| favor me a minute he can have all the time he likes. 

| Mr. LODGE. Ionly wanted to have an understanding about 
| my yielding the floor to the Senator from Missouri; that was all. 
| Mr. FORAKER. Iwas notaware that the Senator from Massa- 
| chusetts had yielded the floor to the Senator from Missouri. I 
| was not in the Chamber when that was done. I beg pardon. 
Mr. LODGE. I gave notice several days ago, I will say to the 
| Senator, that I would speak to-day immediately after the routine 
| morning business. I was recognized by the Chair and in posses- 
| sion of the floor, when the Senator from Missouri asked me if I 
| would yield to him to make aspeech. Of course I did so, with 
| the utmost pleasure; but I did not yield for general debate, and 
| I hope that the Senator from Ohio will allow the Senator from 
Missouri to complete his speech. 

Mr. FORAKER. I will not trespass upon the time of the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts. If I had been aware of what the Senator 
has stated, I would not have asked any question at all; but inas- 
much as the Senator from Colorado has asked me one, I trust I 
| may be allowed, for I can do it with a sentence, to complete the 
answer. 

I base the opinion which I have announced upon the fact that 
in the treaty ceding the Philippine Islands it was expressly stipu- 
lated that Congress should determine the civil and political status 
| of the inhabitants of the islands. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MircHett in the chair). 
The Senator from Missouri will proceed. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I regret very much that the Senate, 
with the consent of the committee reporting the bill, has not 
stricken out the whole of that provision. The question whether 
| the Philippine Islands are a portion of the United States or 
| whether all the inhabitants, not those born since we acquired pro- 
prietorship, but the adults included, are citizens of the United 
| States is in a very nebulous condition. 

I desire to make no discourteous allusion to the Supreme Court 
or its decisions. I have great respect for that august tribu- 
nal; but after as much study as I have been able to give to the 
various decisions given in the Porto Rican and Philippine cases, I 
have been unable, doubtless from my own incapacity, to under- 
stand exactly how the judges of that court are upon this very 1 
portant question. 
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I understood the Senator from Washington [Mr. TuRNER] to 
state the other day im his very carefully prepared and able ad- 
dress that it was our duty to give the benefit of a doubt to this 
bill and to wait with what patience we could what would be the 
ultimate position taken by the Supreme Court. I do not so un- 
derstand my duty as a Senator. 

Mr. MONEY. Will the Senator from Missouri permit me to 
put a question in that relation, if it will not interrupt him? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. MONEY. Iask the Senator from Missouri if he can con- 
ceive of a mass of human beings amounting to 8,000,000 people 
who are not citizens of any country? 

Mr. VEST. Well, that, of course, is a very difficult question 
to answer in any other way except in the negative. I believe 
that they are citizens of the Umited States, but whether I am 
right o¢ not, whether the Supreme Court sustains my position or 
not, I have sworn to support the Constitution of the United 
States. Of course, when the highest judicial tribunal, whose duty 
it is to construe that instrument, decides adversely to what I 
think to be the correct interpretation of the aggre I yield, 
if not cheerfully, at least absolutely to the finality of that deci- 
sion; but that does not necessarily change my opinion. Until 
that decision is made, Iam bound to follow my own conclusion 
after examination in regard to what the Constitution actually 
does mean. 


To concede that these islands are not a part of the United States | 
and that their inhabitants are not citizens, is toconcede the whole | 


colonial system to be correct. and that this monstrous doctrine. 


as I consider it, that the United States possesses all the powers of | 


any government in the world, is correct. I may belong to that 


old-fashioned, obsolete school which teaches that the difference | 


between this Government and the monarchies and empires of | that I was able to do him the very slight service of yielding the 


Europe is that we are living under a written Constitution with 


distinct limitations, and that we can not violate that written in- | to speak, and certainly I think everyone must share with me in 


strument; that we can not, as the monarchies and empires of the 
Old World do, follow whatever may be dictated by present con- 
ditions to be politic, without any sort of limitation upon govern- 
mental power. 

But I do not choose to take up the time of the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. gape gh enn wae has been courteous enough to 
yield the floor to me, in any elaborate discussion of this tion, 
which, I simply content myself now, is in such a con- 
dition that the best eS Pa nited States are totally at 
variance in regard to what the Court means by its di- 
verse opinions, delivered indivi 
questions. 

I hope, Mr. President, I may be permitted to say a few words 
about the debate on yesterday i in this Chamber, not by way of 


criticism, but because I regret exceedingly that there was in-| 


jected into our proceedings, without any regard to rules of par- 
liamentary debate, a sectional discussion, which elicited some 
most unfortunate expressions and exhibited a bitter feeling, 
which I had hoped never to have witnessed again in the Senate 
of the United States during my — My public career will 
end in a very few months, and I had f after the 
Spanish war that the men of the North and 
stood together like brothers against a foreign foe, would continue 
to stand like brothers in this time of peace. 





the South, who 


knew him well, and loved him sincerely. He was the highest 
ae a Christian gentleman—patient, brave, honest, and un- 

. He was not depressed by adversity, nor unduly elated by 
prosperity. Having lost all, except life and honor, he bowed sub- 
missively to the result of a grea! war, in which he shared the for- 
tunes of his people. He never ‘uttered one vindictive word; he 
never gave any wild advice to the people who were suffering all 
the horrors of reconstruction, and who only needed his advice to 
dare again the utmost that fate could do against them rather than 
submit to the ills they had. 

He commenced his public life, as a very young member of the 
legislature of South Carolina, by daring to face an overwhelming 
public sentiment in his own State, in denunciation of the infamous 
slave trade, which hot-headed men sought again to open. After- 
wards he found it his duty to again oppose the will of his people 
upon a great financial question, but he did it without hesitation, 
and faced political death, almost certain, as he had often upon 
the battlefield faced death in defense of what he believed to be 
right. 

I am informed this morning by one who sat by his deathbed on 
yesterday that he met death as calmly and as patiently as he had 
met all the adverse fortunes which had come to him in his later 


| years. He could say—and I know honestly—in the beautiful lines 


of Tennyson: 
And though from out our bourne of time and place 
The flow may bear me far, 


I te to see my Pilot face to ene 
When 1 I have crossed the ba: 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I Se that no consideration for 


| me has in any way hastened the Senator from Missouri [ Mr. 


Vest] toaconclusion. It was with the most unfeigned pleasure 
floor. I was glad te do it, no matter for what purpose he arose 


the feeling of deep emotion with which we have this morning 


| listened to his eloquence, always beautiful and impressive, but 
| never more so than on this occasion. 


It is very hard, Mr. President, after listening to such words as 
those which are still sounding in our ears, to turn away to tho 
discussion which I intend to take up here. After such feeling as 


| the Senator from Missouri has expressed for his friend—a great 
| man gone—it is not easy to return to the dry clauses of an exclu- 
| sion bill, and I trust therefore that I shall meet with indulgence 
| in dealing with the subject which I am now to discuss. 


by its members upon these | 


Mr. President, there has been a great deal of earnest debate in 


| the Senate about the two bills presented to us for the purpose 


of excluding Chinese from the United States. One is the bill of 


| the committee; the other is the substitute offered by the Senator 


from Connecticut [Mr. PLatt]. The discussion has proceeded as 
if between those two measures there was a great gulf fixed. I 
think the broadest distinction between the two measures is that 
Senators have read the bill presented by the committee and have 
forgotten the laws now standing on the statute book, which the 
bill of the Senator from Connecticut proposes to extend. 

There is no difference whatsoever in principle between the exist- 
ing law and the law proposed by the committee. Both laws—the 
proposed bill and the actual law—aim at the same thing, the ab- 
solute prohibition of the coming of Chinese labor into the United 


The people of the Sonth are sincere mourners at the graves of | States. There is no difference in their purpose. There is no dif- 
Lincoln and Grant and McKinley, and no more honest tears were | ference os them and the purpose of the treaty of 1894. No 


ever shed than those that dropped upon the bier of our last Presi- 
dent from the eyes of men who had faced in battle the soldiers 
of the North during four long years. 

The people of the North should remember that the South, too, 
has produced great and good and leaders. They should 
remember that Washington, Jefferson, and Robert E. Lee, the 
leader of the Confederate armies, were slave owners, and differed 
ee upon that question with ‘their brethren in the Northern 


I shall never cease to feel kindly toward the present occupant 
of the White House, Colonel Roosevelt, for what he said, in the 
|svadest spirit of statesmanship and as a historian, in his ‘Life of 


Thomas H. Benton, one of the American 
gard to Rebert E. Lee. He says in that most interesting produc- 
tion that Robert E. Lee was by far the greatest general that ever 
came from the English-speaking races, superior to Wellington, to 
Marlborough, and to his last great adversary, Ulysses S. Grant. 

Yesterday, when I came to the Capitol, I was handed a dispatch 
from one of the family of another great Southern leader, former] 
our colleague in this Chamber, that at 10 minutes before 9 0” 
he had passed over the dark river to join that great encampment 
“a “Proton I I be pardoned if I speak 

r t. may 1 

of Wade ident, I hope ho is to-morrow to be be amine eae 
earth; but whose memory will live for centuries to come mong 
the people not only of the South, but of the whole couniry. 
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| question of principle divides these two measures. And, Mr. Presi- 
dent, I I may say that members of the committee who are 
ates 2 ——- perfect and pass suitable legislation are no 
more disposed to be inhuman or unreasonable than other Sena- 
tors who have been di ing this case. 

Itisaccepted as the policy of the United States that the coming of 
Chinese laborers into this country is to be prohibited; itis admitted 
by China in a treaty, where she pledges us her cooperation to that 
end. What we have before us, therefore, to determine is neither 
a a nor a policy. but a pure question of legislative detail. 

At the i t introduced a bill extending 
the existing laws for Chinas exclusion. I then thought that was all 
that it was necessaryto do. I took up the question in committee, 
I studied it with a preconceived opinion in my mind, as shown by 
the bill I introduced, and I came to the conclusion that in order 
to have intelligent legislation on the statute book and to relieve a 
very undesirable condition of affairs, it was necessary to codify 
the existing law and regulations and to make a new act. 

We are now li under three statutes—innumerable Treas- 
ury regulations, decisions of law officers of the departments, and 
of the courts of the United States. The present arrangement is 
loose. The method, I think, is bad. I believe it would be far 
better for the Chinese, as well as for the United States, that wo 
should act under an intelligent, well-considered statute than 
under a loose body of regulations and of overlapping and some- 
times contradictory acts. 
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For that reason I gave a great deal 
fecting a new bill. Against the great body of that bill no objec- 
tion has been made. It contains simple arrangements for put- 
ting the administrative features of this important law into a 
practicable, intelligent. coherent form. To throw away now all 
that legislation without discrimination seems to me a not very 
judicious manner in which to legislate. Ifthere are defects in the 
bill reported from the committee, it is, I think, the duty of the 
Senate to perfect that bill. 

There are matters in the bill as reported from the committee 
to which I am greatly opposed, points on which I reserved the 
right of dissent, and as to which each member of the committee 
reserved the right of dissent. I hope to see the bill improved by 
the omissren of certain sections and by the modification of cer- 
tain others; but before we modify the bill, before we try to per- 
fect it, to undertake blindly to throw away an entire body of leg- 
islation, whose main purpose is to put all these laws, regulations, 
and decisions into an intelligible and coherent form, seems to me 
a very poor way to legislate. 

Mr. President, let me say a word first as to the proposed substi- 
tute. Itintends simply to extend existing laws; that is, the statutes 
already passed, the interpretations of the courts and of the law 
officers of the Government, and the regulations of the Treasury 
Department made in pursuance of those laws, with the power to 
make further regulations to the same ends. Although that sub- 
stitute has passed through two or three editions already, it is, I 
think, still imperfect. It makes no provision as to the relations 
which we shall bear to the Chinese in the Philippines. On that 
point the Senator from Missouri made one of his objections, that 
we ought not to shut out, and had not the constitutional right, 
to shut out the Chinese resident in the Philippine Islands. 

Mr. President, I think it will be admitted on all sides that the 
status of the people of the Philippine Islands has not yet been de- 
termined by Congress, to whom the treaty leaves it. Therefore 
we have a large latitude in dealing with them. 

But the status of the people of Hawaii has been determined. 
They are citizens of the United States; their territory is an or- 
ganized Territory, not merely domestic territory, under the deci- 
sion of the Supreme Court, like the Philippines, but an integral 
part of the United States and an organized Territory, and yet the 
Congress of the United States in its resolution of annexation pro- 
vided: 

There shall be no further immigration of Chinese into the Hawaiian 
Islands, except upon such conditions as are now or may hereafter be allowed 
by the laws of the United States; and no Chinese, by reason of anything 
herein contained, shall be allowed to enter the United States from the 
Hawaiian Islands. 

Not content with that, we went on and passed an organic act. 
In that organic act we inserted these words: 

Provided, however, That no Chinese laborer, whether he shall hold such 
certificate or not, shall be allowed to enter any State, Territory, or district 
of the United States from the Hawaiian Islands. 

That organic act passed this Senate without objection and with- 
out arecord vote. As has been seen, it contained an absolute pro- 
vision which says that the United States has the power to exclude 
the inhabitants or a portion of the inhabitants of an organized 
territory from entering other portions of the United States. If it 
was legitimate to do that in regard to an organized territory, it 
certainly must be legitimate to do it in regard to the population 
of islands, the citizenship of which has not been determined and 
the status of whose people is still open to consideration by Con- 
gress. 

We did not hesitate to exclude the Chinese of Hawaii in the 
most absolute way from entering this country; we did not hesi- 
tate to say that no more Chinese should be brought into Hawaii; 
and yet, Mr. President, in the substitute bill it is left open to 
bring Chinamen from the Philippines into Hawaii and from the 
Philippines into the United States, for the simple reason that the 
existing laws did not contemplate, as they could not have contem- 
plated at the time of their enactment the exclusion of Chinese in 
one part of the territory under the jurisdiction of the United States 
from entering the mainland territory of the United States. 





If the Senate, after consideration, is prepared to open the | 


United States to the introduction of the Chinese of the Philip- 
pines—I do not mean people of mixed blood, for I do not think 
that restriction ought to be made—but if we are ready to admit 
all Chinese of the Philippines into the United States it is for the 
Senate to say so. But when the Senate and the Congress of the 
United States have prohibited the 
an organized territory, inhabited by citizens of the United States, 
into the mainland of the country, it is idle, as I think, to argue 
that we have not the power to prevent the immigration of Chi- 
nese from the Philippines into Hawaii, or into the United States, 
or into Porto Rico. My own belief is that itis better to shut 
them out. 

There is a large body of pure Chinese in the Philippines—men 
born in China and who emigrated to the Philippines simply for 
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| touch the question of the mixed bloods, and I think if the pur- 

| pose is, as I believe it to be, to exclude Chinese labor from the 
United States we can not draw the line on such points as that made 
by the Senator from Missouri. 

We have shut out the Hawaiian Chinese. I think we have the 
undoubted right, and, in my opinion, it is proper also to shut out 

| the Philippine Chinese. I do not think the proposed substitute 
meets that point. I do not think, moreover, that the proposed 
substitute covers the question of the introduction of Chinese into 
the Philippines. It may be argued that our laws extend there 
necessarily, but the situation in the Philippines is a peculiar and 
uncertain one. Large powers have been conferred upon the 
Philippine Commission; large recognition has been extended to 
their acts. It is not by any means clear that they might not 
modify the military order under which Chinese are now excluded 
from those islands. 

I might as well say at this point as later in my speech that, in 
regard to those islands, in which I take a very particular interest. 
because I have given so much time and thought to them during 
the past winter, I hope the Congress of the United States will 
put it beyond any manner of doubt that the Chinese are to be ex- 
cluded from the Philippines, certainly until such time as the peo- 
ple of the islands may ask to have them come in. I believe from 
all that I have been able to learn—and I have heard a great deal 
of testimony—that the people of the Philippine Islands, properly 
paid, under good laws, with ample return for their labor, are 
quite capable of performing all the labor of those islands and de- 
veloping their great natural riches. General MacArthur, when 
asked yesterday before the committee what the Filipino people 
felt about the Chinese, used words which impressed me very much. 
He said, *‘ They regard them with a shuddering dread.’’ They 
have kept them out to the best of their ability hitherto, though 
the Spanish laws were lax in that regard. They donot want them 
there now. 

I have no doubt, for Governor Taft and others so testified, that 
there are not in the islands enough skilled mechanics at this time; 
that there is a lack of that class of labor in Manila and else- 
where; but I had rather have them wait, I had rather the develop- 
‘ment would be slower, and I should prefer that they should pro- 
gress less rapidly in an industrial and material way than to open 
the door of those islands to the influx of Chinese to be used by 
capital in the hope of a rapid exploitation. The people of those 
islands do not want the Chinese there, for when they come in and 
get hold they crowd the people of the islands out of all the small 
trades and businesses. As General MacArthur said, they regard 
the Chinese with a shuddering dread. 

Now, in any bill which passes here. I hope, in justice to those 
people awarded to our charge, that whether our tenure of those 
islands be long or be short, we shall not throw open the doors to 
the influx of an immigration which the people of the islands so 
profoundly fear. 

Mr. President, as to the bill of the committee, I suppose I occupy 
the unenviable position of not being particularly enthusiastic for 
either measure that is proposed. I think the bill of the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] is totally inadequate. I think the 
bill prepared and reported by the committee, so far as my personal 
judgment goes, needs some very serious amendment. I think it 
can be made an excellent law, much better than a mere extension 
of existing laws, which is only putting off the evil day, for we have 
got to meet this question of the revision of the Chinese-exclusion 
laws sooner or later. 

To come now to particular details in regard to the bill prepared 
by the committee, one of the objectionable propositions—a propo- 
sition to exclude Chinese brought here for expositions—has already 
been stricken from the bill. There is, however, another clause in 
it which I think even worse. Traveling far outside the question 
of the coming of Chinese into the territory of the United States, 
the bill has taken up the exclusion of Chinese from the merchant 
marine. That can only apply in practice to vessels trading on 

| the Pacific Ocean. 

The proposition, when I considered it in committee and when 

| some amendments modifying it and softening it were adopted. 
seemed tome objectionable. I reserved the right to oppose it 
here, and since I have examined it with more care I am convinced 

| that it is rather worse than objectionable. It seems to me almost 

| insane. 

Let us examine it. It proposes to exclude all Chinese from any 
vessels of American register. Now, the effect of that, under 
| the conditions which the merchant marine meets on the Pacific 
| Ocean, would be to put every American vessel in an absolutely 

hopeless ition in competition with all the other lines which 
| employ Chinese. Every American line will, for the sake of self- 
| preservation, pass under a foreign flag. Then the bill also pro- 
vides that every foreign vessel having a Chinaman on board, 48 
soon as it comes into port, shall give a bond of $2,000 for each 
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Chinaman. 


Mr. President, that would require the owners of one 
of those large trans-Pacific steamships when it comes into port to 
march up to the collector's office and offer a bond of three or four 
hundred thousand dollars for the time it was in port. Bonds of 


that magnitude can not be got easily. They can not be obtained 
ina moment. They involve a great expense. The result of that 
amendment, taken as a whole, would be to put every American 
ship under a foreign flag and then it would send every foreign ship 
into Vancouver. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I will ask the Senator if it was not the in- 
tention of the committee really to have the $2,000 bond apply to 
each ship, and is it nota mistake in the print here? 

Mr. LODGE. I do not know that. Iam not aware that there 
is a mistake in the print. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Iam inclined to think so. 
with the Senator that it ought not to be as it is. 

Mr. LODGE. _I knew theSenatoragreed with me on that point. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then it would not be much of a bond. 

Mr. LODGE. The present bond is $10,000 for the whole ship. 
That is a proper bond, a perfect protection. I do not agree with 
the Senator from Oregon that this was an accident. It was done, 
as I believe, to balance the objections which the persons who draft- 
ed that paragraph foresaw would be raised to the clause providing 
that no vessel of American registry should carry Chinese seamen, 
because they said, ‘‘ We exclude Chinese seamen from vessels of 
American register and put them at a disadvantage with the com- 
peting lines, but we balance it by putting this tremendous bur- 
den on all foreign vessels which carry a Chinese crew.’’ That, it 
seems to me, was the philosophy of the paragraph, taken as a 
whole. 

But the ingenious hand which drew it overlooked the fact that 


I entirely agree 


while he struck the foreign vessel, after having driven the Ameri- | 


can vessel under a foreign flag, he sent them all alike to Van- 
couver, Where alone they could carry on the trade ae, 
The theory of that paragraph is that it is going to be a help to the 
American seaman. I will always vote for legislation to help the 
American seaman and the American ship, and go as far as any 
Senator or anyoneelse. It isa subject I have very much at heart. 
But this is a blow at American seamen and notin theirfavor. In 
the first place, there are not American seamen on that coast to 
take the place of the Chinese; there is no American labor seeking 
to get into the stékeholes and the furnace rooms of those — 
Most of the Chinamen who go, go as ee firemen, cooks, 
in the inferior positions on board ship. e owners are only too 
glad to get American seamen on board those vessels, as I understand 
it, and the higher places are now all filled with Americans or men 
of the white races. 

The second point is that the fundamental necessity for Ameri- 
can seamen is to have American commerce, and if you are going 
to destroy American commerce on the Pacific, if you are going 
tosend American ships under the foreign flag because they can 


whole of the Pacific business into Vancouver, there is no friend- 
ship for the American seaman in legislation of that kind, because 
when you destroy commerce there is not much pleasure to an 
American seamen to be told, ‘‘ Yes, we have destroyed the com- 
merce by which you live, but we have discriminated in your favor 
and against the Chinaman.” 

[ hope and I have no doubt that the Senate will agree to throw 
out what is known as the seaman clause; that is, that we shall 
adopt the amendment of the junior Senator from Vermont, which 
has pa very carefully drawn, and which I believe covers it 
exactly, 

Now, I am by no means disposed to say that there are not other 
modifications which may be made in the bill with advantage. I 
have looked over the amendments of the Senator from Vermont 
| Mr. DILLINGHAM], who has given a great deal of attention to this 
subject, in detail. Many of them, I think, are excellent. Some. 


like the seamen amendment, I regard as absolutely essential, and | 
| hope the Senate will consider those amendments and not hastily | 


decide to throw away all the vast amount of intelligent legislation 
and codification in the committee bill because there is objection 
made toa section here or a section there. I think we need im- 
provements in the present loose system of administering the law; 
and I repeat that the Chinaman, for wkom so much interest has 
heen displayed on this floor, is better protected under a reasonable 
and proper statute, keeping in view the fact that the object is the 
prohibition of the coming of Chinese labor, than he is under Treas- 
ury regulations which may be added to or enlarged or relaxed ac- 
cording to the temper of the moment and left thus to the mercy 
of the offivers of the customs or of immigration or of the Treasury. 

| think also, Mr. President—and this is a thing which is too 
much overlooked—that the purpose of the bill for which the sub- 
stitute of the Senator from Connecticut is offered and the object 
of our existing law being to prohibit the coming of Chinese labor 
into the country, we ought to nave and are entitled to have proper 
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| and@’also the fact that four of the six were males. 
not live against the others, and thenif you are going to drive the | 





machinery to see that it does not come in by fraud. Now, Sen- 
ators here laugh at these frauds, and they do not think there are 
many of them and that there is not very much shown. That is 
not the conclusion to which I have come. I think there is a vast 
amountof fraud. I thinkthat Chinamen are being steadily smug- 
gled into the country in various disguises and in various ways, 
ee bribery applied to our officers and our commissioners. 

Thappened to clip from a newspaper, the New York Sun, an arti- 
cle which I will not read. I will add it to my speech as an illus- 
tration’and which gave an account of a case that occurred the other 
day. Six Chinamen were brought in over our northern border 
dressed as Roman Catholic nuns. They each hada little breviary. 
The gentleman who was engaged in smuggling them was disguised 
asa priest. By the merest accident of an overheard conversation, 
as it appears from the account here, one of the Treasury officers 
had his suspicions aroused, and the upshot was that the six nuns 
were arrested after they got over the border. 


{New York Sun, March 30, 1902.] 


CHINESE DISGUISED AS NUNS—NEW WRINKLE IN THE SMUGGLING TRAFFIC 
WITH CANADA—THE BOSS SMUGGLER DRESSES UP AS A PRIEST AND THE 
BEVY OF CHINAMEN HE IS STEERING ACROSS THE BORDER WEAR THE 
SOMBER GARMENTS OF WOMEN CELIBATES. 

HuLL, CANADA, March 29, 1902. 

“Say, Dave, did you notice anything strange about that party of nuns? 

They seem to me to be a most peculiar lot.” 

“No; I didn’t notice them particularly. Why?" 

“Oh, nothing much. Only their queer yellow faces struck me as they came 
aboard in Montreal, and they were too meditative or too holy to say one 
blessed word, far as I could hear, all the way out.” 

That wasall. A careless remark and a laugh between a couple of drum- 
mers, but it led an acute Yankee customs officer to make an important dis- 
covery, which has already had an effect upon the National Treasury. 

This officer quietly arose from his corner of the smoking compartment 
wherein the short conversation had occurred, and just as the Canadian Pacific 
Railroad train was soprosching Sutton, the last but one of the Canadian sta- 
tions before qos United States territory at Richford, Vt., approached 
the conductor with the query: “*Do you remember where the six nuns in the 
car ahead are booked for?” 

“For St. Johnsbury, if I recall it rightly,” was the reply. ‘The old priest 
who sits on the other side of the car has their tickets.” 

The officer turned and walked slowly along the aisle, turning his eyes 

m the priest and well-shrouded nuns as he did so. Choosing a seat as 
ose as he could to the somber party, he spent the next few minutesina 
vain attempt to catch some word or action which should confirm his suspi- 
cions. At Richford, Vt., he went his rounds among the passengers as usual, 
and the little reticules of the nuns and his own were handed to him by the 

riest. These contained nothing out of the ordinary, though the Book of 

Boars in each one was evidently quite new and unused as yet. The clergy 

man was, in his bland French way, most affable to the officer. 

As he bent over in conversation with this courteous gentleman he caught 
sight for the first time of the faces of two of the nuns who, from under their 
voluminous head coverings, wereintently watching hismovements. Of their 
Mongolian extraction there could be no doubt, and the officer probably 
showed the effect upon his mind of this discovery by his too expressive 
countenance, for when the train next opped, having doubled back again 
into Canadian een the priest, rising in his place, made a signal to his 
friends and with them left the car. 

A few hours later the whole party was arrested while trampingalong near 
Troy. Vt., by officers of the United States customs. A short search revealed 
a natty queue neatly coiled away under each va and veil of the nuns, 

The supposed priest, whose 
language wasrather unclerical under the provocation, most unwillingly doled 
out the fines and the amount of the duties pone upon such commodities 
as Chinese men and women, and returned to Montreal by the next train. 

It was pretty evident that he was a professional ‘Chinese steerer’ who 
had guaranteed—for, no doubt, a good, large consideration—to conduct the 


u 
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| party safely into the land of the free. 


The capture has been kept as quiet as possible, in the hope that the illicit 
percolation of Chinese into the United States from Canada might be dimin- 
ished. Within the last three weeks it has happened that on two other routes 
the same ruse has been discovered, and in consequence the religious disguise 
appears now to have been discarded. 

tis noticeable atthe present moment that Chinese laundries are being 
established in several of the villages within 10 or 15 miles and on either side 
of the Maine and Vermont boundaries. Already in one Canadian village 
some of the boys, who, as is usual in small places, take a keen interest in the 
doings of strangers, have remarked that when one of the Celestials visits 
Montreal two return, and at the post-office and at the hotel bars all kinds of 
theories are advanced as to what becomes of the visitors. 

In all probability these laundries are merely deposits for the use of smug- 
glers of Chinese, the surprising resemblance between these foreigners mak- 
ing it exceedingly difficult to keep tally of those arriving and departing. 
But given dark nights and bad weather and it is not difficult for the Chinese 
contraband to smuggle themselves across the imaginary line between the 
two countries. 

If the roads are watched, there are the fields, and the whole boundary can 


| not be watched. And when once in the United States and domiciled with 





some compatriot washerman—who would pass for his own twin brother—no 
matter how suspicious he may be, it is about as easy for a wide-awake cus- 
toms official to catch a Chinaman as it is to find the proverbial needle in a 
bottle of hay. 

A farmer near Pigeon Hill lately heard his mastiff having an argument 
with some one in one of his fields at night. Next day he found a loose coat 
made of dark glazed material lying at the door of the dog’s kennel. What 
had become of the Chinaman to whom it had belonged has not transpired. 
But the farmer’s next-door neighbor farms United States soil, so that it may 
be taken for granted that Uncle Sam received an immigrant that night who 
lacked the upper portion of his attire. 


I put this in merely as an illustration of the ingenious devices 
which are resorted to, and I think in dealing with such people it 
is well to remember that laws which ‘might seem very stringent 
and very harsh if applied where there was no effort to come in, 
and where an intelligent pooete were not attempting it system- 
atically, become very reasonable and very natural under existing 
circumstances. 
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Before the committee there were developed three forms of op- 
position to this legislation. There was very vigorous opposition, 
represented by extremely able counsel, coming from transporta- 
tion companies both by land and by sea, and I was very much im- 
pressed by the fact that although we had stopped Chinese immi- 
gration, and our Chinese population was declining, and there 
were no more coming here, the great transportation companies in 
the East as in the West, whose annual revenue reaches into the 
millions, found the transportation of Chinese so important and so 
large an item that they thought it necessary to oppose this legis- 
lation before the comunittee. 

If, Mr. President, the indications of interest which I have seen 
on the part of transportation companies are any true guide, and I 
telieve they are, for the transportation com ies are managed 
by men of the very greatest ability and keenest intelligence, the 
100,000 Chinese whom we have in this country pass their lives on 
the trains or the steamboats, and they are the most valuable tray- 
eling population that this country can show. I find no fault with 
the transportation companies. Men, of course, ought to look 
after their business interests, and I do not in the least quarrel 
a their doing so, but it is well to [understand their purpose 
and interest. 

The next objection is the commercial objection, that we are 
going to injure our commercial relations with China, and the 
third objection may be called philanthropic. 

Now, as to the commercial objection, the und of it is that 
we are going to violate treaty provisions. r. President, I am, 
I think, as firmly devoted to the maintenance of the sanctity of 
treaties as anyone can be. I have as deep a sense of our respon- 
sibility and obligation, I believe,as anyone can have. I would 
not knowingly violate any treaty obligation with any country on 
the face of the earth, certainly not with China. But there are 
some things well to remember. The legislation pow on the 
statute book, which was put there as the result of an irresisti- 
ble, popular demand, was undoubtedly in violation ot the treaties 
then existing. Tocure thatdefect the treaty of 1894 was agreed to. 

Now, Mr. President, all the legislation on the statute book, ail 
the decisions, all the regulations, all the methods of carrying out 
those laws, were considered when the treaty of 1894 was agreed 
to. Every vote given for the substitute offered by the Senator 
from Connecticut is a vote in favor of the proposition that every 
law existing in 1894, with the proper means of carrying it into 
execution, is in accord with that treaty. I think if Senators will 
examine with care the provisions of the bill, some of which have 
been attacked, they find that they conform with the laws and 
regulations which existed at the time of the treaty or with the 
decisions as to the meaning of the treaty, made by the law offi- 
cers of the Government since. 

But the argument that they conflict with the treaty is always 
based on the treaty alone, and without reference to existing law. 
If it can be shown, as I think it can be shown in almost every.in- 
stance, that the provisions in the bill are in accord with 
the laws or re tions which were in existence in 1894, then the 
provisions of the bill are in conformity with our treaty obliga- 
tions. I have studied that point pretty eee Om I think a 
great many of the sections which are attacked, whether in them- 
selves they are good or bad, do not violate any treaty. 

It is also to be remembered, and I think it is somewhat forgot- 
ten in debate, that this treaty is not a one-sided document. China 
has certain obligations, and I should like to see Senators who are 
so particular about our taking care of our duties and living up to 
the letter of our agreement apply the same doctrine to China. 
The agreement in those treaties is that China should cooperate 
with the United States in the exclusion of Chinese laborers com- 
ing into the United States. If we have had any of that coopera- 
tion it has not been brought to my notice. All we know is that 
there are systematic efforts on the part of a great trading com- 

ny in China to force Chinese into this country, and I think it 


is idle to suppose that the Chinese Government, if it were so ex- | 


tremely anxious to prevent the coming of Chinese here or to live 
up to its own obligations, could fail by proper methods to stop the 
coming of cooly labor. 

Mr. President, the commercial argument is that we are going 
to damage our commerce with China if we this bill in any 
form or if we disturb existing legislation. Every exclusion law 
that has been placed on the statute book has been met with that 
cry. Every time Chinese legislation has been introduced in Con- 
gress we have been told that it would break up our commercial 
relations with the Chinese Empire, and yet our commerce with 
that Empire has increased more than that of any other nation. 
More than that, Japan had a war with China, invaded her terri- 
tory, destroyed her ships, captured her forts, imposed a humiliat- 
ing peace on her, and within three years the commerce of Japan 
with China increased from 9,000,000 to 40,000,000 yen. 

Mr. President, commerce does not go on sentiment. The China- 
man is not going to stop selling us teas and silks because we keep 





| 


to get into the United 
against every previous law, 
there 


out some Canton coolies who are tryi 
States. That argument has been sookaee 
and it is used now against the proposed law, and is nothing 
in it and there never will be. 

Iam as much in favor of developing our trade in the Orient as 
apy man can be. It is one of the visions and the dreams of my 

ublic life to see American commerce spread over the Pacific and 
the leading commerce of the Orient. But it is idle tosay 
that our domestic regulations as to a particular kind of i i 
tion will destroy our commerce in the East. It never has done 
so. Itwill not do so now. 

Only last night I was reading Men and Memories, by the late 
John Russell Young, which has just been published. He was 
minister to China and knew Li Hung Chang well, describes him 
fully, and gives the opinions of the great Chinese statesman upon 
a great variety of questions. He says: 

‘*Li Hung Chang never took any interest in the immigration 
question; he never had any soul or heart in it, and, when I once 
tried to speak to him about it, remarked, ‘Oh, that is of no con- 

uence, It is an English trade question.’”’ 

hat is exactly what itis. The Chinese who are sent to this 
country are sent just as goods would be sent here. They are sent 
simply to make profit; profit for the company, profit for them- 
selves, and with the plan of taking themselves and their profits 
ultimately out of the country and substituting some other labor- 


ers in their places. They do not intend to come here to build 
| homes, to become citizens. 


It isa mere trade system, and they 
are smuggled in just as you would smuggle in prohibited goods. 
You can not apply to them the same reasoning that you wonld 
apply to the migration of other people, because it does not rest on 
that basis at all. It is a mere trade question, as Li Hung Chang 
said, and nothing else. It is ‘‘ How much money can we get out 
of this country by putting Chinese labor in here?” It is not sen 
timental with them the least in the world. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Farrpanxs in the chair), 
— the Senator from Massachusetts yield to the Senator from 

owa? 

Mr. LODGE. With great pleasure. ; 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I note that the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, which seems to be in pretty close contact with our 
present oriental trade relations, sends a protest here against the 
provisions of the committee bill in respect to the treatment of 
Chinese merchants in the United States. 

Mr. LODGE. There has been a great deal said about, the treat- 
ment of Chinese merchants under the provisions of this bill. 
Now, if Senators will examine the clause in regard to merchants, 
they will find that it is based in exact words on existing law and 
Treasury regulations. and where it goes beyond them, if it goes 
beyond them so as to impose any injustice on the Chinese, I hope 
it will be amended, and I am ready to say that I hope an amend- 
ment, which Iam not sure whether the Senator from Vermont 
has included amongst his or not, will be offered; that is, the 
amendment in regard to five bona fide traveling agents from a 
single house. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. That is in. 

Mr. LODGE. That is one of the amendments we should adopt 
if it can be done with safety. I was examining the amendment 
in the report last night, and I thought the Senator from Vermont 
had offered it here, and I am very glad he has. I do not want 
to do es to keep any bona fide merchants out of this 
country, but what Senators do not understand, it seems to me. 
Senators who have not heard the testimony and given the time to 
it that some of the rest of us have, is that there is no trouble now 
as to a genuine merchant or a genuine teacher or a genuine 
student coming into this country. The difference between them 
and the class which it is designed to prohibit is extremely broad. 
There is a physical difference. There is an utter difference of ap- 
pearance, and the universal testimony is that genuine merchants 
are not kept out, and we do not want to make the coming of those 
merchants unreasonably difficult. We do not want to put pro- 
= on them which would be obnoxious. I quite agree with 

t. 

But it must be remembered that there is a constant effort to 
smuggle in Chinese cooly laborers in the guise of merchants. 
They an arrangement at one time under which they undertook 
to come in by showing they had an interest in a firm, and they 
would be given a nominal interest in some Chinese firm in Chi- 
cago or San Francisco or New York or somewhere and brought 
into the country, and ten they would go to work as manual 
laborers. That has been stopped by a regulation of the Depart 
ment ang a ruling in regard to their having an interest in a busi- 
ness . 

What I want to get at is to admit genuine merchants and gen- 
uine teachers (very few of them will come) and genuine students. 
I want to let them in; but if you are going to prohibit the coming 
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of Chinese laborers, you ‘must have some method of detecting 
fraud, and the only question is, How shall poe frame your legis- 
lation? We are all agreed as to the prohibition of Chinese cooly 
labor. 

Now, the only question that remains is, How are you going to 
keep it out? What is the best method to adopt? My position—if 
I may be pardoned the repetition—is that simple extension 
of existing law is putting off an inevitable question, is meet- 
ing the existing conditions imperfectly, is avoiding what we 
had better meet now, and that the true way is to take this bill, 
let the Senate examine it, and if they wish in their wisdom to 
amend it, todo so. Iam not wedded to any part of it. 
want to get intelligent, coherent, good legislation. The present 
legislation is neither. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kean in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Massachusetts yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. LODGE. With very great pleasure. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I believe we are all agreed on that, but if I 
have correctly understood some of the documents which have 
been read here, the San Francisco people are on record in a memo- 
rial asking Congress to reenact the present law, and describing it 
as having had a beneficent and effective operation; and the census 
reports seem to confirm the truth of that statement. 

Mr. LODGE. That is the petition of a great mercantile body. 

Mr. HANNA. May I be permitted for a moment? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. - 

Mr. HANNA. 
I presume it is proper to read in connection with this discussion. 
I happen to know one of the gentlemen, and therefore I will read it: 

: SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 11, 1902. 
Hon. M. A. HANNA, 


United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 

The undersigned committee on direct steamship connection with Manila, 
which, as representative of the commercial intgrests of San Francisco, had 
the pleasure of meeting you last May, respectfully oe 
defeating exclusion as now presen in Senate, on grounds that such 
bill is un and in judicious, inasmuch as it will so severely cripple our 
commerce With China as to render it practically impossible for any steam- 
ship company now established on the ific to operate and main direct 
communication with the Philippines. The reenactment of Geary Act would 
amply protect all labor and other important American interests, and not 
only allow maintenance present trade relations with China, but enable us se- 
cure the greatly increased trade which all conditions indicateis surely within 


ee GEO. W. McNEAR. 
GEO. A. NEWHALL. 
ANDREW CARRIGAN. 
That is signed by George W. McNear, who is president of the 
Merchants’ Exchange of San ; George A. Newhall, presi- 
dent of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, and Andrew 
Carrigan, who I understand to be a very large and influential 
merchant. 
lhave received another telegram: 
SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 11, 1902. 
Hon. M. A. HANNA, 


United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
Iearnestly protest against passage of exclusion act as now framed in Sen- 


ate, because it will cripple commerce of the Pacific. W. y ti with 
China, without which volume this port can not maintain proper service other 
oriental coun Reenactment ry law will fully protect this country’s 


interests and yet enable us maintain and probably greatly increase the com- 
merce between China and United States, and particularly commerce of the 
port of San Francisco. I find this to be the unanimous sentiment all mer- 


I merely | 





I have received a telegram this morning, which | 
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Mr. QUARLES. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. LODGE. With great pleasure. 

Mr. QUARLES. I should like to ask the Senator whether he 
indorses that feature of the pending bill which gives a narrow 
definition of the word ‘‘ student?’ Does he not consider that to 
be a violation of the third article of the treaty—— 

Mr. LODGE. Ido not. 

Mr. QUARLES. Which permits students, without any limita- 
tion, to come into our country, while by the bill you propose to 
admit a very limited class of students. 

Mr. LODGE. Iam very glad the Senator raised that question. 
The treaty says “‘students’’ without defining them, but at the 
time the treaty was passed there was a law on the statute book in 
regard to them, and the treaty was made in consideration of that 
law; and the Senator is going to vote that that law then in exist- 
The student 
provision, if I remember it, is taken word for word from the Treas- 
ury interpretation of that law, and when you vote to continue 


| existing laws you simply vote for what is in the bill of the com- 


mittee. 
Mr. QUARLES. If the Senator will pardon me, I find by sec- 


| tion 2 of the act of 1888 that students are to be permitted to come 


| there. 





’ t 
chants with whom I have conferred, and all others truly interested in the | 


mercantile welfare of the United States and particularly of the Pacific coast 


and port of San Francisco. 
. ANDREW CARRIGAN. 
While I am on my feet, I will ask the privilege to read an anti- 
dote to those two telegrams: 
MANSFIELD, Onto, April 11, 1902. 


= M. A. HANNA, Senate, Washington, D. ae mtitaiees 

rtenders’ International League No. 252 sts on your su e 
Chinese-exclusion bill in every essential. 
W. W. ROBINS. 


Mr. LODGE. Well, Mr. President, I have no doubt the time 
has been when the Senator from Ohio has found even the bar- 
tenders’ vote a useful one—and they have a good many. I do 
not think this is a question to be decided merely by single peti- 
tions from this body or that body. I have taken the occasion to 
look at the whole body of petitions, and those in favor of this 
legislation represent pretty nearly the entire organized labor of 
this country, an opinion which ought to be seriously considered. 
I have some experience with immigration questions; and I 
think there can be no doubt as to what the general feeling among 
the great mass of American workingmen is on this question; and 
if Senators have any doubt as to what their feeling is, they can 
omit legislation on ie subject before May 5, leave open the doors 
to Chinese labor, and see what happens next autumn. My own 
impression is that they would find out the opinion of the Ameri- 
can le. I think the House has an impression in that direction, 
too, and they are going to run for cleotlon; we are not. But I 
think all this is rather beside the question. 


/ can get law officers there who will relax the laws. 


in without any limitation, except that it is provided in section 2 
that they are to receive identification certificates from the consul. 
So that so far as existing law in concerned 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator will observe that I did not stop 
I said the law was interpreted by the law officers of 
the Government in a certain way and has been executed in that 





| way, and this is the way the officers of the Government now 


execute the law. 
Mr. MITCHELL. And without any protest from China? 
Mr. LODGE. And without any protest from China. 
A Chinese student is “a person who intends to pursue some of the higher 


branches of study, or one who seeks to be fitted for some particular profes- 
sion or occupation for which facilities of study are are not afforded in his 
own country; one for whose support and maintenance in this country, asa 


student, provision has been made, and who, upon completion of his studies, 
expects to return to China.” 

That is the language of the bill. That is the opinion of the 
Solicitor of the Treasury as to what the existing law, made at the 
time the treaty came into existence, meant. 

Mr. QUAR . I take it the distinguished Senator from 
Massachusetts would not surrender his own opinion as to whether 
this was a violation of a treaty to any official of the Treasury 
Department. I certainly would not. My interrogatory to the 
distinguished gentleman was to ascertain whether he approves of 
this provision in the pending bill. 

Mr. LODGE. Whether | approve of the opinion of the Solici- 
tor of the Treasury? 

Mr. QUARLES. Whether the distinguished Senator approves 
of this provision of the bill, when it is compared with the treaty, 
and appears at least to be in derogation of it? 

Mr. LODGE. I do approve of it, and I think it is not in dero- 
gation of the treaty as it is set forth here in the opinion of the 
Solicitor of the and also set forth in the Treasury deci- 
sion; and after all, though my opinion, if adverse, might be a great 
deal better than that of the opinion of the Treasury, the Treasury 
is going to enforce the law. course it is quite possible that you 
I do not say 
that that may not be done. 

Mr. PLA of Connecticut. Mr. President, I will not inter- 
rupt the Senator unless he desires it. 

r. LODGE. I do not object in the least. I am perfectly wilil- 
ing to be interrupted. 

. PLATT of Connecticut. If it be true that the bill with 
regard to the nung a students simply puts into form the law 
as interpreted by a Treasury official and as determined by Treas- 
ury decisions, is it not better to leave that, so that if hereafter it 
be found that students may be admitted not of the class which 
are specified in the Treasury regulations without impairing our 
ability to keep out laborers, it being in the shape of Treasury 

tions and not in a statute which can not be changed? 

Mr. LODGE. This illustrates my meaning very well, Under 
the Treasury decisions the Chinese student who comes here to 
study English can not be admitted. That is held by the Treasury 
to cover laborers coming undera pretense. Under this bill, how- 
ever, the student of English can come, because nobody can say 
that English in some of our universities and elsewhere can not 
be regarded as one of the higher branches of study. The law is 
less drastic than the interpretation under which we are now 
acting. : 

But even if the provision in the bill were not less drastic than 
the existing interpretation, why can not the Senate consider that 
definition of student? If they think it is too rigid, modify it, 
but why leave it open for settlement and interpretation to the 










ik 


yl 
i 
iy 

if 

ut 
t 
i 
: 








4038 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





APRIL 12, 


gg OCI 
casual Treasury official, to the man whocomes from the necessities | 


of the case to regard every Chinaman who comes to the country 


| cising any part the Senators took in the proceeding. 


But I wish at this time to say that I had no thought of criti- 
The ques- 


as his natural enemy? Why leave it to him to frame regulations? | tions that were put were put through an interpreter while the 
| men were in the room. 


Why not define in reasonable terms a student? If the Senate 
thinks that provision in the bill too severe, let them modify it. 
You must have some test to define what a student is. You can 


a student.’’ You must have some test to determine whether he 
is a genuine student, and I think it is better to put that test in the 
form of law rather than leave it, as I have said, to the casual in- 
terpretation of one Treasury official after another. I think it isa 
more intelligent way to legislate. 

I am not wedded to this definition of student. I have no doubt 
the Senator from Connecticut can devise a far better one; but let 
us have in the bill what we mean when we say student; let us 
put in what we mean when we say teacher, and what we mean 
when we say merchant. 
definitions here if these are not suitable. 

But while I am not wedded to that phrase, I do say that there 
is absolutely no ground for pretending that anything in the bill 
which follows existing law and the interpretation thereof by the 
duly constituted authorities is in violation of the treaty. The 
treaty was made in contemplation of all those laws and of the 
ae that the Treasury was to issue regulations and to interpret 
them. 

Now, Mr. President, the philanthropic argument, and undoubt- 
edly there is a certain amount of philanthropic opposition to Chi- 
nese legislation, I will not enter into. It was not largely pre- 
sented to the committee. The opposition before the committee 
rested chiefiy upon the commercial ground; but the philanthropic 
feeling, of course, found more or less expression. I do not think 
the committee intend—I certainly know it is not my intention—to 
vote for any legislation that is not humane and reasonable. 

My friend, the Senator from Vermont [Mr. DILLINGHAM], was 
so moved the other day by the probable sufferings of the Chinese 
under this bill that he described in a most picturesque way two 
Chinamen who were brought before us. They had been arrested 
here for a violation of the law, and the marshal brought them 
before the committee. The impression made on my mind was 
somewhat different from that made on the mind of the Senator 
from Vermont. I thought they regarded us with the impassive 
contempt and indifference characteristic of the oriental. 

Mr. SPOONER. Where were they brought from? 

Mr. LODGE. They were in the custody of the marshal. 
not know where he brought them from. 
mont said we put them on the rack. Mr. President, I certainly 
did not mean to put anybody on the rack. And yet I asked one 
question of those witnesses. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. What page is the Senator reading from? 

Mr. LODGE. Iam reading from page 71. 

Senator LopGBs. I should like toask if these men knew that the papers 
which were given them were fraudulent? 

Mr. PowpDERLY. They undoubtedly did. 
chants. They can read their own language. 

Senator LopGE. What do they say? 

CHARLES Kee (after speaking in Chinese with Chan Ling). He says he do 
thoroughly understand it. He says gave the picture in four months’ time 
before his papers. Was called genuine merchant papers to let him in this 
country. 

That was the extent of my racking the Chinese. I went no fur- 
ther. Then the Senator from Colorado [Mr. PATTERSON] took 
him in hand, and he asked him five questions. He asked him why 
he wanted to come to this country; what business he was engaged 
in here; who was Hip Lung, as that was the business firm he was 
coming to join, and whether he had a money interest in the firm. 
Those witnesses were asked just six questions. I have read the 
questions to the Senate because I know my friend the Senator 
from Vermont did not mean to convey the idea that the Senator 
from Colorado and myself were torturing innocent men. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts yield to the Senator from Vermont? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. I certainly did not intend to be under- 
stood as intimating that the members of the committee were 
to blame for that transaction, but if the Senator will read what 
Mr. Powderly said when those men were brought before the com- 
mittee and will bring to the attention of the Senate the fact that 
although one of them had been here four years the night be- 
fore orders were sent out and these two men were arrested and 
held overnight, without counsel, without suggestion, and were 
thoroughly interrogated by the officers of the Treasury Depart 
ment throug its interpreter, and then in the morning instead of 
following the law and taking them before a commissioner he 
brought them into the capital of the nation and made an exhibit 
of them as those who were illegally here concerning whom there 


I do 


They knew they were not mer- 





was no doubt, the Senator will agree with me that that was some- | for it. 


thing worthy of criticism. 


Mr. LODGE. The interpreter was cross-examined at great 


| length. 
not let a man in who merely walks up the wharf and says, “I am | 


Mr. DILLINGHAM. The answers that came from the inter- 
preter conveyed the information that had been acquired from the 
Chinamen who had been brought before the committee when they 
had no counsel. 

Mr. LODGE. As the responsibility of this thing might as well 
be fixed, I also want to read what Mr. Campbell, the Treasury 
agent, said: 

They were arrested late last evening and committed last night. It was 


| suggested and approved of by Mr. Gage, the Secretary of the Treasury, that 


We are capable of putting in suitable | 


these men should be brought here in order that the committee might see the 
kind of material that the Bureau and the Department have to deal with. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Who was the Secretary of the 
Treasury? 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. Gage. It was done, he said, on the sugges- 
tion and approval of Mr. Gage. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Who said that? 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. Campbell, Treasury agent. He brought 
them under direction. Ido not mean to weary the Senate with 
testimony, but in this connection they undertook to bring in 117 
men in one year as partners in one firm at Chicago. They tried 
to bring them in through North Dakota. Thatisa fraud. I do 
not believe in getting them in in that way. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. How could it possibly be done under the 
present law except by the connivance and corruption of the Treas- 


| ury agent at the port of entry? 


The Senator from Ver- | 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Did they get in? 

Mr. LODGE. They were stopped, of course. We caught 117. 
I am only pointing it out as an illustration. The percentage of 
those caught I take to be very small. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. If the difference between a student and a 
merchant is such as the Senator describes, it appears to me that 
it would be perfectly easy to detect the cooly laborer if you had 
an honest official at the port of entry. 

Mr. LODGE. There is a great deal of corruption used in some 
of those ports of entry, if I am correctly informed. I have no 
direct proof of that, but I think it is the case. 

Mr. SPOONER. It can not be done without a violation of the 
law? 

Mr. LODGE. No. It is done by the commissioner before 
whom they are brought in some cases; I think in other cases by 
officers. It is worth about $100 to smuggle one of those men in— 
I mean it is worth while to pay a commissioner $100. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will you get any better men under this pro- 
posed law than you have now? 

Mr. LODGE. No; but I think you can prevent these frauds. 
Of course, no law will prevent corruption that I am aware of. 
You can not make men moral by statute. Now, Mr. Campbe!! 
says: 

I should like to say,in reference to this particular business the interpreter 
refers to—the Hip Lung Company, of Chicago—that in 1898 alleged members 
of their firm in Chicago were finally discovered and 36 wefe arrested on the 
border as endeavoring to secure admission unlawfully. Of the 36, 19 were 
ordered deported, 4 or 5 of them were admitted as natives, 6 or 7 were 
admitted as merchants, and the rest of them jumped their bond. 

That is the record in one particular case, but it is a typical case. 

I only use those as illustrations to show why it is necessary to 
have some provision to define merchants. If you simply say, in 
the language of the treaty, that Chinese merchants, students, and 
teachers can come into this country, you will have a million la- 
borers here in five years. You have got to apply some test; you 
must do it. If you do not, the country will be flooded by them. 
If it is the wish of Congress to flood the country with Chinese 
labor, of course that is another proposition, but we all profess to 
be in favor of excluding them, and, if we mean to exclude them, 
we ought to do it intelligently and thoroughly. 

One great misconception that I have seen running through 
these debates is that we treat the Chinese and talk about them as 
if they were a lot of simple, guileless savages, as if they were 
negroes from the interior of Africa or Indians from the interior 
of South America, a kindly but savage or semibarbarous people. 

The truth is widely different from this conception. The Chi- 
nese, Mr. President, live under one of the oidest civilizations in 
the world. They produced one of the greatest of philosophers, 
poets, and thinkers five hundred years before the Christian era, 
before Rome had reached her greatness. They have a civilization 
that has been great in art, great in poetry, great in literature. 
Our ancestors were running wild in the woods of Europe when 
they were a highly civilized people. They do not come here with 
admiration for our civilization. They come here with contempt 
They are children of a civilization older and, as they 
‘think, mightier than ours. They differ from us in many of their 
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ways and habits. It does not follow that they are worse for that, 
but when they come to this country they do not come to seek our 
civilization or to adopt our habits. They come toa country whose 


civilization they despise. They are a highly educated and very 
astute people. The great difficulty, in my judgment, is the fact 
that they are products of a civilization which been not only 
high and intelligent but which has shown itself immutable and 
immovable. 

Do you suppose that the Chinese who come here come ignorant 
of the law, to be caught in the mesh of American astuteness? 
The Chinese know the law and the way to get into this country 
better than any Senator in this Chamber. They employ the best 
counsel. They are familiar with every device. They will know 
every word of this debate. There is not a Chinaman who comes 
to these shores who is not instructed on every single point as to 
how to getin. They are as acute and as astute as they can possi- 
bly be. They regard us as the Greeks regarded the rest of the 
world. Everybody outside of the Greek language was a barba- 
rian, and the Chinaman regards everybody outside of the sacred 
boundaries of his Empire asa barbarian also. They come to us 
in that attitude, and they come with keen intellects and sharp 
intelligence, knowing exactly what they mean to do. Such a 
people trying to evade our laws and get into our country require 
thorough restrictions and careful tests if we are to keep them out. 

We have been met at every stage of this debate by what I may 
call the census argument. Ido not think it is very much of an 
argument, Mr. President, whether you accept the census figures 
or not. The fact that crime decreases does not seem to me to be 
a good reason for relaxing laws against murder. If the census 
figures are correct, then the laws have worked pretty well; but, 
heretical as it may seem, it is quite within the bounds of truth to 
say that a census may emistakes. The census made a gigan- 
tic mistake not so many years ago in regard to the black popula- 
tion of the Southern States. I think it was the census of 1870 
when a mistake was made which was only disclosed when the 
more accurate census of 1880 developed an increase of negroes so 
abnormal that it was seen at once that the census of 1870 must 
have been very defective. That was a great error in the census, 
caused by its coming against an ignorant people who were not in- 
terested in giving information, who, perhaps, in many cases were 
frightened at being aropequemnenet: and so merely out of ignor- 
anceand unwillingness of that sort the census failed of correctness. 

Here in the Chinese you have a people every one of whom knows 
that he does not want to be in the census, a people who know per- 
fectly well that it is of the utmost importance to show a decline 
(it is entirely understood by them) in the number of Chinese in the 
country. e Treasury experts who have looked into this thing 
year after year and year after year and made counts in certain 
localities, estimate that there are 300,000 Chinese in this country, 
three times as many as the census gives. 

I know that it is a fashion to laugh at the Treasury expert and 
to take the census as absolutely right in this debate; but I hap- 
pened to stumble on a fact the other day which interested me. 
I was talking with the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
Scott] upon the subject of this bill. He told me in the course of 
conversation that he had been looking up the condition of the 
Chinese in Wheeling. I asked him how many there were there. 
He said the clerk of the city there, who had charge of such things, 
informed him that there were as a rulein Wheeling something over 
50 Chinese; that the number had risen as high as 90 in the city, 
but that generally there were something over 50. I was interested 
in that statement because there was a local count—taken through 
the police, undoubtedly, by a city official—and the number was so 
small that it could be ascertained with reasonable accuracy. I 
turned to the census, and the census said that there were 56 China- 
men in the entire State of West Virginia, and that in the entire 
county in which Wheeling is situated there were 8. I could not 
find figures for Wheeling alone, but in the county in which Wheel- 
ing is situated the census says there were 8 Chinamen, while the 
people who lived there and had occasion to count them say there 
are always over 50 and sometimes as many as 90. 

There is a considerable percentage of error in that census re- 
turn, and there is no reason to suppose that the same error may 
not have gone into other places where concealment is even more 
easy. I do not blame the Census Office. It is very hard to take 
a census of a people who do not want to be taken, and there is 
nothing easier than to fail. It is very difficult to take a thorough 
census of an unwilling people. It failed in the case of the blacks 
and there were gross errors in that case. Ihave no doubt there are 
errors in regard to the Chinese and that there are a great many 
more Chinese in the United States than are given in the census. 

I do not, however, personally think it affects the argument one 
way or the other whether there are more or less. I do not think 
that it affects the argument on this bill in the least. We know 
that we purpose to prohibit the coming of Chinese labor and we 
know that it is trying to come in fraudulent ways. 
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Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, will the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts permit me? ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. While that is true, it would be interesting 
to know upon what the Senator bases his confident prediction 
that we are face to face with an immigration of a million of 
those people. 

Mr. LODGE. I did not say we were face to face with an im- 
migration of a million of those people. I never said anything re- 
sembling it. What I said was that if you simply said in the law 
that every Chinaman calling himself a merchant or a teacher or 
a student is to be admitted and you apply no test to them, you 
would have a million Chinese laborers in this country in a very 
few years. ButI do not suppose that anyone thinks of doing 
that. I have not yet heard a Senator rise here and say that he 
was against the exclusion of Chinese labor. On the contrary, my 
friend from Iowa took great pains to relieve the Secretary of the 
Treasury from the imputation that he was not in favor of these 
laws. Therefore I suppose we are all for them. My argument 
is simply this: That if we are to prohibit Chinese labor, and it is 
the policy of this country to prohibit its coming in here, we want 
to do it intelligently and efficiently, with justice to them and with 
justice to ourselves. 

Mr. President, I alluded to the census argument simply be- 
cause I do not think the figures are in such condition as to sus- 
tain very securely any argument. I think even if the census 
figures were absolutely accurate in regard to the Chinese it would 
not affect the argument upon this bill at all, and I do not wish, 
therefore, to waste time upon it. The real point at issueis how 
we shall carry out the settled policy of the United States to ex- 
clude Chinese labor. I think that tomerely continue the existing 
law is an imperfect method of carrying it out, and that the pres- 
ent bill as reported from the committee, with modifications such 
as I have suggested, and possibly others, is the better and the 
more intelligent way of doing it. We are going to meet a bill 
from the House, which lies on our table now, far more drastic 
than anything which has come out of our committee. We are 
going to be met with that bill in conference; and if Senators im- 
agine that the House is going to throw away their entire bill and 
take a totally different one from us, they are more sanguine as to 
the yielding spirit of that body than I am. 

I think we shall have to meet in conference the proposition to 
codify and rearrange existing law. We have done something in 
that direction in our committee. I hope we shall perfect the 
bill still more in the Senate, but I want to see the Senate meet 
the House with a reasonable proposition for the modification of 
the bill which they will bring us. You can not turn down that 
bill by merely declaiming against it; you have got to meet it. 
You will be compelled, in my judgment, to compromise with it, 
and I want to secure as a result the best legislation we can get. 
If this bill does not pass as it comes from the committee, modi- 
fied as I have suggested; if it can not pass as I hope it will pass, 
because I think it is better legislation than the other; if the Senate 
sees fit to substitute the bill of the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. Patt], I shall then vote for that bill on its passage. If I 
can not get the best, I will take the next best. I merely want to 


‘get the best and most intelligent legislation that can be had. I 


think it is a practical question of legislation which we are called 
upon to decide, and not a question of sentiment. I believe in the 
exclusion of Chinese labor: I am committed to that policy as abso- 
lutely as a mancan be. What is before us now for decision is a 
difference in detail, not a difference in principle, for I do not under- 
stand that any of us differ as to the principle. 

I should like to call the attention of the Senate, in conclusion— 
for I have occupied far more time than I intended—to what I 
think is really at stake here. Let us face the real reasons for ex- 
cluding Chinese. We are not going to exclude the Chinese be- 
cause they are immoral. The Chinese have their virtues, and 
they have their vices. So have all the races of the world. Their 
virtues may differ from ours, and their vices may differ from 
ours; but it does not follow that their vices are, therefore, worse 
or that their virtues are less to be respected. There is plenty of 
immigration which comes to these shores with morals quite as bad 
as those of the Chinese, and I am not seeking to legislate against 
the latter because I think they areimmoral. They area quiet and 
a thrifty people wherever they live. You do not find their names 
on the criminal records very much. They are honest in business, 
and they attend totheir business. I have not attacked the China- 
men or the Chinese Empire, and I haye no desire todo so. I hope, 
as we all must hope, that the day will come when the Chinese 
Empire will be Christianized and will accept the great faith which 
we call our own. Yet I would not exclude them now on account 
of their religion, nor have I anything to say against them on that 
account. The reasons we select them for exclusion from the 
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United States are two, and I think, Mr. President, they are abso- 
lately unanswerable. 

The first reason is that they are members not of a new and mal 
leable race who can come here and adopt our methods and im 


bibe our ideas. They are members of an old and immutable civ- 
ilization. They never can form a part of the body of American 
citizenship. They do not wish to do so. They would not do soif 
they could. They come here simply for profit. A greatrace which 
means to do that and nothing = in = United States is better 
outside the line than inside. 

There is one other reason for Chinese exclusion which weighs 
with me with equal force, and I think it is what controls the peo- 
ple of this country in the policy which they have adopted. Let 
me first, before I state that second reason, call attention to the 
general immigration argument. 

The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] said the 
other day that worse men came over the border of the Atlantic 
coast than ever came in from Chinaonthe Pacific coast. He said 
we needed some restrictive laws for immigration generally, and 
I agree with him. I sought to get improved restrictive legisla- 
tion here, and a bill bearimg my name was carried through both 
Houses and yetoed by President Cleveland. Another bill passed 
the Senate to the same effect, but was lost in the other House, I 
think nothing is more important than additional restriction of 
immigration coming from eastern Europe now pouring in and 
taking the place of the races that have made and built up the 
United States. But, Mr. President, because we have not got suit- 
able immigration legislation on the Atlantic coast is no reason 
why we should deny it elsewhere. I, at least, can not legislate in 
that way. It is no argument to say because we fail in one place 
that we should not succeed in another. If I can not get good 
legislation for Atlantic-coast immigration, I will try to get gdod 
legislation to exclude what I think is a damaging immigration 
which comes into our Western ports. 

The true arguments against the Chinese rests, first, as I have 
said, on the ground that they never can become a part of our citi- 
zenship, and, second, on the ground, as I feel it most strongly, 
that the Chinaman presents a form of economic competition which 
we can not meet. Under conditions which he can create he can 
survive and we can not survive, 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. LODGE. Yes, sir. 


Mr. GALLINGER. As the Senator has done me the honor to | 


refer to an observation I made, I want to say to the Senator that 
I had hoped that I had made my position so clear that I could not 


possibly be misunderstood, as being absolutely opposed to Chi- | 
i Chinese labor is brought into competition with our labor our labor 


nese immigration so far as laborers are concerned. 

Mr. LODGE. 
the Senator’s pardon. Nothing was further from my mind. 

Mr. GALLDIVYGER. If the Senator will read his remarks in 
the Recorp to-morrow morning, he will see, I think, that they 
bear the interpretation I have suggested. I simply want to say 
that my objections to the pending bill were on different lines 
altogether, while agreeing with the Senator absolutely so far as 
the restriction of Chinese labor is concerned. 

Mr. LODGE. 
of contrast. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That was all. 

Mr. LODGE. I know he said, in somany words, that he was in 
favor of excluding Chinese labor. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. On that point I should like to ask the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts whether he knows of a single Senator 
in the Chamber who is in favor of the admission of Chinese la- 
borers? It is admitted that they are all in favor of the exclusion 
of Chinese from competition with American workingmen. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the Senator from Indiana has 
only come into the Chamber recently, otherwise he would have 
known that I have said, and if I have said it once, I have said it 
to the point of wearisomeness of repetition, that every Senator 
was in favor of the exclusion of Chinese laborers. 
never meant to suggest that any Senator was not. 

But I wish to conclude what I was saying. Before I leave this 
subject I wish to define my own feelings in regard to the admis- 
sion of Chinese labor, why I have always been op d to it, why 
I am opposed to it now, and why I think we ought to have thor- 
ough, straightforward, honest, and effective legislation in regard 
to it. 

As I was stating when interrupted, I am in favor of Chinese ex- 
clusion, because the Chinese can create economic conditions in 
which we can not survive. It is not the question of the fittest 
surviving, but a question of the survival of the fittest to survive. 
The best do not necessarily survive, and here we have a people 
450,000,000 strong, who can produce an environment and a stand- 


If I gave any impression to the contrary I beg | 


I know the Senator introduced it only by way | 


I certainly | 





ard under which we can not live. Every people which has been 
actually threatened with serious Chinese immigration has shut or 
tried to shut the door against them. Australia will not let them 
in, and the Australians are people of our own kin and blood. Can- 
ada is agitating — wisely, as I think, to shut them out with a 
capitation tax which amounts to absolute exclusion. The Filipi- 
nos, as I said in the first part of my speech, regard the Chinese 
with a shuddering dread. In the history of the Philippine Islands 
there have been three or four massacres of all the Chinamen there 
by the native people rising against them. You may say that it is 
brutal, that it is horrible, but men become brutal when they are 
fighting for existence. You bring on the question of living be- 
tween one man and another or one race and another and the prim- 
itive passion is going to come to the surface; you can not shut 
it down; and you can not put it aside by saying that it is brutal. 
When the Chinese in large numbers got into the Philippine Archi- 
pelago and drove the Filipinos out of employment and out of la- 
bor and threatened them with starvation, the Filipinos turned on 
them in a way a comparatively primitive people would turn on 
them—they turned on them and killed them. 

Mr. President, when the Chinese came into this country there 
were outbreaks against them, which we all deeply regretted. 
Chinamen were killed at various points in this country. One of 
the objects this treaty sets forth is to prevent the recurrence of 
such deeds as that. I do not desire, for my part, that a people 
should come into this country against whom there rises up an in- 
stinctive hostility in the minds of large masses of our people. 
Let us, in the name of humanity and mercy, keep the races apart 
and shut out people who will excite such feelings. Let us keep 
such people from landing here. 

One of my earliest remembrances, before I had taken the slight- 
est interest in public questions, long before there was Chinese 
legislation, was an attempt to fill a great shoe factory at North 
Adams, in my State, with Chinamen in order to replace the white 
workingmen who had struck for higher wages. I can still re- 
member the impression that was made upon the community of 
Massachusetts. I can still remember the trouble that arose, the 
violence that occurred, and the feeling of relief that passed over 
the State when the whole thing ended. All this is the instinc- 
tive hostility of two races who can not meet on a common ground, 
economically speaking. 

The Chinese are of the great Mongol family. We are of the 
Aryan race. Whether these Aryans came originally from the 
Pamirs in India or whether, as the more recent theory is, they 
poured down from the north of Europe into the south of Europe 
and thence east into Asia, it matters not. We are of that Aryan 
race, with a different language, a different past, a different hope, 
and a different future. Theirs is the Mongol race; and when 


can not meet it on the standard and in the environment that the 
Chinaman creates and live. That is why, as I believe, the great 
mass of American people, with a strong race instinct, with an in- 
stinct which can not overcome, believes they should be shut 
out. I think that deep popular instinct is sound and wise. It is 
very easy to say, as is said constantly, ‘‘ Oh, you are a friend of 
Denis Kearney; this comes up from the sand lot; it is the work 
of labor agitators,’’ and all that sort of thing. 

Mr. President, upon any great popular movement or upon a 


_great popular desire the agitator and the demagogue are sure 
| to fasten and seek their own profits, for the moment at least. 





But, Mr. President, if Senators think that the feeling or that the 
movement behind this legislation are only the work of the pro- 
fessional agitator or the sand-lot orator, they make, in my judg- 
ment, a very great mistake. I have the profoundest sympathy 
with this feeling myself. I think this is a question of dealing 
with a people utterly alien to us, who never can become a part of 
our civilization, who present economic conditions which we can 
not. meet, and in the presence of whose labor our labor would 
perish. 

We have wisely decided in the last twenty years to adopt the 
policy of exclusion. On that principle we are all agreed, and we 
are differing here now simply on details as to how to carry the 
principle into execution. All I hope and all I ask is that we 
should deal with this question with the feeling that this is no 
place for party lines or personal divisions of any kind, and that 
we may seek to get out of our discussion the best, the mostintel- 
ligent, and the most efficient legislation that we as a legislative 
body are capable of giving to the country. 

I think this is a great and important work, and I hope that the 
Senate will take up and consider and perfect, so far as they can, 
the bill of the committee. I also believe that it will be a great 
mistake to throw this measure aside, to avoid this question now, 
and pass a temporary bill to extend a loose, irre system for 
two years, in order to be confronted, as we shall be, with this 
same question on the eve of a Presidential election, a time when 
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I do not think, to put it mildly, that the Chinaman would meet with Mr. FRYE. I doubt it; I think it struck quite a number of 
any more consideration or justice than he will meet now. Pos- | other Senators in the same way. 

sibly he would not meet withsomuch. I think itis better forthe | The following letter is from the Boston Steamship Company: 
Chinaman, better for our commercial relations, better for our Boston, April 10, 1902. 
standing in every way, to take this subject up deliberately, make | Hon. Wu114M P. Ferz, 

the best bill of this we now can, then consider it in con.erence Washington, D. C. 


; ouse i the My Dear Sir: Having heard to-day of the amendment to the general 
with the other H , and put it on statute book before the Chinese-exclusion bill offered by Mr. Cuanx, and which passed ths House 
5th day of May. y , . (which if it should become a law would be very disastrous to American ves- 

Mr. FRYE (Mr. Kean in the chair). Mr. President, I receive | sels in the Orient and Manila business from the Pacific coast), and 
now and then letters and te irected to me as President tocting | et grew importance to American shipping, I took the liberty 

: ‘ou the following: 
pro tempore of the Senate, with the expectation on the part of * “Great Very will be dane United States vessel owners if Clark amend- 
the writers and senders that, as President of the Senate, I will | ment is in Senate, not only to vessels now running to Orient from Pa- 
communicate them tothe body. I do not feel at liberty to do | <ifip, but to now peo ae Ceniny Wil pames. ‘The business growing 
that, but as a Senator I do feel at liberty, and will take this op- You are probably aware that a very large percentage of the Orient and 
portunity to read two or three telegrams I received this morning | Manila business from the Pacific coast is now carried on by vessels under 


on this subject. If the Senators from California are present they | foreign Lae es We seeeey ase, waad © Baadicap & would be to the 
~ ; > . a 7 Ameri if the amendment uld pass. 

will notice these communications are from leading business men om aompandes now has three steamers on the Pacific coast, and tho 

on the Pacific coast. first of the 


: ae rge aoe aeoet this compan —_ the —— part of this month 
AN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 11, 1902. or that coast. ar from encou ng to us, who are investing our 
OOP RAEOR, Cate Age money to build up the merchant marine, to find such legislation against the 
interests of American shipowners being su, ted at Washington. 

lam sorry to cause you any trouble in this matter, but felt that it wes of 


Hon. W. P. Frys, 
President United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
Sincerely hope exclusion act as will not pass; unnecessarily se- | h vent ¢ that I must d 
vere; detrimental mercantile interest. c coast urge reenactment Geary | *2°> great importance 7 oe . . el 
law as sufficient all requirements, yet allowing us maintain and increase Yours, truly, ALFRED WINSOR, President. 


trade relations with Ch: i , ; ; antering inte ahate 
rade relations W. L. B. MILLS. hana desired to read these, without entering into the debate 


San Francisco, Cau., April 11, 1902. Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, as bearing upon the subject 
Hon. W. P. Frys, _ , 3 _ of the propriety or advisability of simply extending the Geary 
President United Siates Senate, Washington, D. C.: Act—because t is the proposition of the Senator from Con- 


Exclusion act as proposed unnecessarily drastic; will cripple commerce, i : aad i some » disp: 
dearer GEE Sn tes Geaty Act would cover all re: necticut [Mr. PLatt]—and in answer to some of the dispatches 


ts and eand increase nt trade relations China. which have been read here, I desire to place the author of the 
quirements « A. RWatkin =. F W. Vansicken, "A. H. Baldwin, Alexander J Ham- | Geary Act on the witness stand—Hon. Thomas J. Geary, the man 
ilton, Francis rolan, Hen . Crocker, . LL. BE. er, : ; sah it 4 > b 
v@. Irwin, C. A. Grower, Jao. Scott Wilson, Aivinea Hay: — wes > author of ae se _ h it is —— a ‘sa 
Chauncey R. Winslow, E. A. Wiltsee, Geo. W. Hooper, , ano -time citizen of California, a ormer presentative 
w ed d, Chas. a Champion, L. I Beott, H, 4. Blackman, from that Statein the House of Representatives, who inaugurated 
. P. Gurrine, Geo. 8. Folsom, Samuel Foster, L. H. Sweeney, ig ; ; r . 
W.P. Fuller &Co. Henry F_ Allen, Arthur Page Henry R Y: | this scheme of legislation. and a man who, I presume, knows as 


feld, Geo. A. Gore, C. E. Bickford, E. L. Jones, W. H. Talbot, | Much as any other man in the city of San Francisco or on the 
Ww 


#3 < 


. 8. Davis, Harry J. Hert, Louis Rosenthall. oe a se ay oe the wena ae gRage: — — 
nam i recogni nato: ; : is name. the retary to read what he says about the 
2s in nanan ma na as — on Shans Calliate propriety of extending the Geary Actin a telegraphic dispatch 


: which came to me unsolicited the night before last. 
Hon. W.P. Pe GAN FRANCISCO, CAL. April 11, 1908. | “ithe PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as 
President United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: requested. 
Mercantile interests thoroughly aroused; protest inst pro exclu-| The Secretary read as follows: 
sion act as too drastic; will not only prevent trade Ch but will 
destroy what we already have. Respectfully — reenactment Geary Act 
China 





Sion. 3 ux SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 10, 1902, 
as amply sufficient all necessa uirements, and will allow us preserve and | #°2- JOHN H. MITCHELL, : 
in pm calnaiiie Gaaieane veladiown with P United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


HENRY T. SCOTT, In view of the present conditions and experiences of the past ten years, 
GEORGE A. POPE. nothing short of the Senate bill No. 2960 as rted will effectually exclude 


Chinese laborers and protect the American dgainst such competition. The 
ALFRED 8S. TUBBS. American seaman is equally entitied to protection against alien rivals as the 
CHARLES WEBB HOWARD. builder or owner of theship. I hope that the protest of the few selfish em- 
BARNARD FAYMONVILLE. ployers on this coast, who do not represent its sentiraent, or the impertinent 
— threat of a foreign minister will not influence the Senate to forget its duty 
SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 11, 1902, | t the American laborer. 
Hon, W. P. Fr 
Preside 


’ T. J. GEARY. 
nt United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, in reference to one remark 
FN ea eet et saben inhuted. Remastonnt Gus | in that dispatch, wherein Mr. Geary refers to interference by a 
Act sufficient and will not so seriously prevent increasing our business with | foreign minister, I desire to turn for a moment to the colloquy 
Chinese ports. that took place a day or two since between the Senator from New 
A. CHEESEBROUGH. | Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER], the Senator from Ohio [Mr. For- 
One of the most important business men on the Pacific coast. AKER], and myself in reference to the communication sent by his 
Mr. GALLINGER. Are those dispatches from San Francisco? | excellency the Chinese minister, Wu Ting-fang, to the Secretary 
Mr. FRYE. They are from San Francisco. I received a letter | of State, with a special request that it be communicated to Con- 
this morning, which I desire to read to the Senate because it re- | gress. I inquired at the time of the Senator from New Hamp- 
lates to one provision liable to be in this bill in which I take a shire what he thought of the propriety of the Chinese minister to 
greater interest than in any other, and which is in danger of be- | the United States attempting thus directly to influence legislation 
coming a law, whatever the Senate of the United States does, | in which his Government was concerned. The Senator said he 
through a conference report, the resistance to a conference re- | saw no impropriety in it, and if there was any it was upon the 
port being very much more difficult than resistance to a proposi- | = of the Secretary of State. The Senator from Ohio came to 
tion snes before either body. | his relief with a statement that the Chinese minister had a per- 
Before this debate is over I may have a few words to say in re- | fect right to do what he did by virtue of a provision of the treaty. 
lation to a very extraordinary and somewhat spectacular perform- | The Senator from Ohio is clearly in error, as it seems to me. 
ance a few days since between the senior Senator from Indiana | There is nothing whatever in the treaty of 1894 upon the subject. 
[Mr. Farrpanks] and the senior Senator from California [Mr. | There is a provi tion in the treaty of 1880, which I shall read. It 
PERKINS] relating to the employment of seamen on the Pacific | is as follows: 


: - is Se ¥ 7 The high contracting powers having d upon the foregoing articles, 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, if it will not disturb the | whenever the Government of the United States shall adopt legislative meas- 
; a ; ures In accorc ance therewl , Suc measures Wl 2 cOINmMunicated to ea 

Senator from Maine i 1 herewith, such ill } icated to th 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maine | Government of China. If the measures as enacted are found to work hard- 


: . ship upon the subjects of China, the Chinese minister at Washington may 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? bring the matter to the notice of the Secretary of State of the United States, 
Mr 


. FRYE. I do not propose to do it now, but later on I will | who will consider the subject with him. 
give the Senator from Indiana ample opportunity to reply. That, Mr. President, does not authorize the Chinese minister to 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. I was not aware of any spectacular per- | send in a communication to Congress, either through the Secre- 
formance, I will say to the Senator. tary of State or any other officer, as I believe, and I think his 
Mr. FRYE. I said it seemed to me spectacular. doing so was a gross violation of his privileges as minister to this 
Mr, FAIRBANKS. It seemed only so to the Senator from | country. It is my private opinion, Mr. President, that if such a 
Maine, then, I think. thing had been done by the ambassador from England, or the 
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ambassador from France, or the ambassador from Spain, or the 
ambassador from Italy, he would have received his passport in- 
side of twenty-four hours. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Oregon 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator from Oregon understand that it 
is a breach of propriety for a government having a treaty with 
our Government, whereby either may call to the attention of the 
other what it believes to be an injustice in the working of an ex- 
isting law, or the liability of a proposed law to work injustice, to 
send a communication to the Department of State with a request 
that it be laid before that department of the Government having 
authority on the subject? 

That is,as I understand it,a provision of the treaty, that either 
party may call to the attention of the other any matter relating 
to legislation on a grave subject affecting both; and the treaty, 


that the two diplomatic authorities will discuss it together. The 
Chinese minister having that permission or agreement that the 
matter may be reconsidered by the two Governments, sent his 
views to the Secretary of State, and said, ‘‘Be good enough to 
make the department of your Government having legislative 
authority on this subject acquainted with our views.”’ 
great respect for the intelligence and knowledge of such things of 
my honorable friend from Oregon, the idea of finding an impro- 
priety in that does not impress itself upon me as being very 
serious. 


Mr. MITCHELL. Does the Senator from Massachusetts believe | 
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ee with the Secretary of State, so far as that is con- 
cerned. 

Mr. HOAR. Is not the trouble with my honorable friend, in all 
candor, not so much the way he did it, but the power with which 
he did it, and the difficulty of answering his argument? 

Mr. MITCHELL. This provision of the treaty, the Senator 
will see, simply authorizes him. after Congress has enacted legis- 
lation, to communicate with the Secretary of State if he finds 
fault with what Congress has done. That isall. Ido not think 
the honorable Senator from Massachusetts, by the way, can point 
to a single case in the history of this Government where a for- 
eign minister has communicated to Congress in criticism of a 
piece of legislation pending before Congress. 

Mr. HOAR. Did not foreign governments, not only their min- 
isters, but several of the governments, express their sense of the 


| impropriety of provisions in the Dingley bill while it was pend- 
| ing and have them communicated to Congress for its considera- 
| tion? 

it is true, goes beyond that, and says something else, which ‘is | 


Mr. LODGE. I think foreign ministers have an unquestioned 
right to communicate to the Secretary of State and to have their 


| communications laid before Congress, but I should like to know, 
| as the authorities are now settling that point, whether the min- 
| ister of a foreign power has a right to come into a committee 


With | 


room and discuss pending legislation, because if that is all right, 
then the Chinese minister, when he did it last year or a year or 


| two ago in the Foreign Relations Committee, was perfectly justi- 


fied in coming and seeing Senator Davis and myself in regard to 
it. Ido not think he was. 

Mr. GALLINGER. He did not do it this year. 

Mr. LODGE. No; but he has doneit. Perhaps he has been 


or hold to the doctrine that an ambassador of a foreign country | warned off. 
or a minister of a foreign country, as in this case, has a right, | 
within the lines of propriety and comity and the rights of ambas- | for the committee. I suppose they will settle it in their own way. 
sadors and ministers, to take up a piece of legislation reported | I do not want to have the Senate diverted from this particular 
from a committee of one of the Houses of Congress and discuss it | 
and criticise it from one end to the other, as this minister has | 
done, and have that communication sent to the Congress of the | 


United States with a view of influencing Congress in dealing with 
the question? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Idonotthinkso. We just differ. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will allow me? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. If Great Britain had pending in Parliament leg- 
islation affecting American travelers or American seamen, de- 
scribing them by nationality and race, I should think it entirely 
proper for Mr. Choate, under the direction of our Government or 
in proper cases on his own motion, to call the attention of the 
foreign office to such suggestions as occurred to him in behalf of 
American interests on that subject, with the respectful request 
that he lay those suggestions before Parliament. 

Mr. MITCHELL. With the exception of the last clause in the 
Senator’s statement, I agree entirely with him. I have no doubt 
at all of the propriety of a foreign ambassador or minister com- 


Mr. HOAR. The question whether that is proper is a question 


int by another one just now. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I am very much obliged to 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] for making the 
answer which I would have tried to make, although I could not 


| have made it so ably and completely as he made it, to the sugges- 


tion of the Senator from Oregon |Mr. MircHEeELL]. When the 
colloquy which the Senator from Oregon refers to occurred in the 
Senate a few days ago I had no idea that anything was being said 


| that anyone would take to heart or about which there would be 


municating with the Secretary of State and pointing out what he | 
may deem as something improper either in an existing treaty or | 


in an existing law affecting an existing treaty, and then I have no 
doubt the Secretary of State has the right, through the Presi- 
dent, to communicate with Congress. But what I object to is 
that the foreign minister takes up this piece of legislation and 
finds fault with it and criticises it from one end to the other and 
asks that the communication be brought before Congress for the 
purpose of influencing legislation. That is something I do not 
think he ought to do within the lines of propriety. 

Mr. HOAR. Let me ask my honorable friend if there is any 
earthly purpose of making the communication, *which he says is 
proper, except that it may be laid before the lawmaking power 
of the Government? The Department has no control over legis- 
lation. It has no power over it. The Secretary of State has 
none. Now, therefore, if it is proper to communicate to him 
these reasons, it is certainly done for the sole and only purpose 
that they shall be communicated to Congress. You simply can 
not question that. Probably the Senator’s complaint is simply 
that the minister put in words what everybody would know, that 
if such communication was made it was intended that it should 
be sent to Congress. 

Mr. MITCHELL. 
with Congress. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That is through the President. 

Mr. HOAR. I know, and there is a proper way to communi- 
cate with the President, and that is through the Secretary of 
State. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That is right. 

Mr. HOAR. That is what the Chinese minister did. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I find no fault with the Chinese minister for 


There is a proper way of communicating 


really any difference of opinion. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I have not taken anything to heart, so far 
as lam concerned. I merely referred to it as the Senator spoke 
of it in his speech. 

Mr. FORAKER. But when a Senator refers to it and com- 
ments upon it in the spirited and zealous way in which the Sena- 
tor from Oregon did just now it would seem that it had made a 
pretty firm lodgment in his mind, anyway. But, however that 
may be, the remark I made at the time of that.colloquy was that 
according to my understanding of the matter then referred to the 
Chinese minister had a perfect right to do what the Senator from 
New Hampshire had shown he had done in sending to the Secre- 
tary of State acommunication, which is to be found in the Recorp 


| as a part of the speech of the Senator from New Hampshire. 


What was it the.Chinese minister did, and what was it that the 
treaty provided, to which I made reference?—for the only part | 
took in that colloquy was to call attention to the fact that by our 
treaty stipulations with China it is provided that the Chinese 
minister representing China at this capital shall have a right to 
confer with the Secretary of State in regard to matters arising 
under our treaty provisions. 

Mr. SPOONER. That would include writing? 

Mr. FORAKER. That certainly would include writing. 

Mr. TELLER. I desire to ask the Senator from Ohio if that 
would not have been the rule without its being in the treaty. 

Mr. FORAKER. I think it would have been the rule without 
its being there. 

Mr. TELLER. But that is not the question the Senator from 
Oregon has been discussing. 

Mr. FORAKER. Iunderstandit tobe. The Senator from Ore- 
gon was taking exception to what I said in connection with that 
colloquy. What Isaid, in addition to what the Senator from New 
Hampshire said, which was to the effect suggested by the Senator 
from Colorado, was that he had a right as a minister to make that 
communication. He had also a right specifically conferred upon 
him by the provisions of the treaty. Here is what I referred to. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. I did not mean to say he had a right to address 
a letter on this subject. He had aright to address a letter con- 


‘ cerning legislation that we had enacted. 
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Mr. MITCHELL. That is what I mean. 

Mr. TELLER. That is what he had a right to do, and that he 
had a right to do without the treaty, but not legislation that we 
are enacting. He has no right to do it, nor has the Secretary of 
State. 

Mr. FORAKER. Let us see whether or not he has a right to 
doit. Iagree absolutely with the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Hoar], as I understand his statement, that it is within the 
right of a minister representing a country at a foreign capital to 
confer with the proper officers of the government to which he is 
accredited with respect to contemplated legislation that will be 
objectionable to his country—to do it, of course, in a proper way, 
in a proper spirit, by a proper communication, and for a proper 
purpose, and that is all that the Chinese minister has done in this 
instance. He is pointing out, as the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
SPOONER] suggests to me, in this communication to our Secre- 
tary of State, that the proposed legislation will not only be ob- 
jectionable because of its provisions upon their merits, but that 
that legislation will be in violation of treaty rights. 

Mr. MITCHELL. But the letter contains a threat—two of 
them. 

Mr. FORAKER. Let us see whether it contains a threat or 
not. By article 4, which is still in force, of the treaty of 1880, it 
is provided as I shall read. 

Now, in order that we may understand the scope of this specific 
authority to the Chinese minister, it is well enough to bear in 
mind that the treaty of 1880 was had at our solicitation; that it 
was entered into for the purpose of modifying the provisions of 
the treaty of 1868, simply a treaty negotiating additional articles 
to the treaty of 1858, which is the treaty that is in force between 
China and the United States to-day. 

By the treaty of 1868 everybody could come from China to the 
United States who wanted to come, just as persons from other 
countries with which we had treaties of peace and amity. By 
the treaty of 1880, however, it was provided that we might regu- 
late, limit, ors rd, and we ry proceeded to suspend ab- 
solutely, although the treaty itself said while we had the right to 
suspend we should not absolutely prohibit even Chinese laborers. 

Now, then, in view of the fact that it was within the contem- 
plation of the parties that there should be legislation of a modi- 
fying character with respect to Chinese immigration, it was fore- 
seen that there might be hardships imposed in connection with 
the enactment and enforcement of such legislation, and therefore 
it was provided as follows: 

The hi i icle 
whenever ths COVOERSNOGE ot the Ualtel Moateathall ahops lntisintive wneee 
ures in accordance therewith, such measures will be communicated to the 
Government of China. If the measures as enacted are found to work hard- 
ship upon the subjects of China, the Chinese minister at Washington may 
bring the matter to the notice of the Secretary of State of the United | 
States 

Mr. MITCHELL. Legislation already had. 

Mr. FORAKER (reading)— 


who will consider the subject with him—— 


Mr. MITCHELL. That is right. 
Mr. FORAKER (reading)— 
and the Chinese foreign office may also bring the matter to the notice of 


the United States minister at Pekin and consider the subject with him, to 
the end that mutual and unqualified benefit may result. 


Mr. President, following the adoption of that treaty, legislation 
was enacted suspending the right of immigration, and then all 
the other legislation followed which has been commented upon 
in the course of this debate and on which I expect to comment in | 
detail and at length on Monday next. But finally—— 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator a question right here? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. Is it not much better, much more convenient, 
more agreeable to both parties that the difficulties should be 
stated before the legislation is had than afterwards? 

Mr. FORAKER. Unquestionably; and I want to point out 
that the Chinese minister proceeds upon that theory, and in a | 
communication of most respectful and polite character he pre- | 
sents his views upon it. I not only think he had a right to do it, | 
but I think it was his duty to do it, and I think he would have 
heen derelict as the representative of his country at this capital 
accredited if he had not done so, entertaining those views. 

Here now, Mr. President, is what he says. This is not ad- ' 
dressed to the Congress of the United States. It is addressed to | 
the Secretary of State. Mr. Hay, with whom, according to the 
provisions of our treaty, he was specifically authorized to confer 
whenever, in his judgment, it was proper that he should do so. 


No. 240} Cuinesr LEGATION, Washington, March 22, 1902. 
Sir: When the Chinese Government consented in 1880 to a modification of 
the treaty of 1868, whereby the free immigration of Chinese laborers into the 
United States was restricted, it was provided in the treaty that where the 
legislation of Go: authorized by that convention was likely to work 
bardships on the Chinese subjects the minister in Washington would be per- 
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mitted to communicate with the Secretary of State, to the end that mutual 
and unqualified benefit might result. 


In making use at this time of the privilege granted in the cited treaty pro- 
vision, I desire not to be understood as antagonizing the just provisions of 
pending legislation or influencing Congressional action, but to bring to your 
attention, and through you to Con , some of the hardships which will 
inevitably result to the subjects of China in case some of the proposed legis- 
lation should becomealaw. Should I remain silent until the bills now before 
Congress ‘be enacted into a law, it will then be too late to remedy theevil. I 
trust, therefore, that what I say to you may aid the honorable Congress in 
making a right conclusion on the subject. 

Then he goes on to discuss the very objections that he, as the 
representative of the Chinese people, has to the legislation that 
is proposed, all of it in a perfectly respectful way. I do not pro- 
pose at this time to read that. It is not necessary to insert it 
because it is in the RecorD as a part of the speech of the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER]. But what I call atten- 
tion to is that the communication was to the Secretary of State, 
with him, and to him, and nobody else. 

That the communication has found its way into Congress and 
into the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD is something that the Chinese 
minister is not responsible for, except only in the sense that he is 
the author of the communication. Evidently Mr. Hay, the 
Secretary of State, did not think there was any impropriety in 
the Chinese minister sending him that communication, or that 
he had transgressed the privileges accorded to him in the treaty 
stipulations to which I have referred. 

I did not know until this moment just how the communication 
got here, but I am informed by Senators siicing near me that the 
Secretary of State, thinking it entirely proper that he should do 
so in the discharge of his duty, sent it to the committee in the 
Senate having this legislation under consideration, and in that 
way it has come to be a public document. What I want to call 
attention to is that it was within the right and privilege of the 
representative of the Chinese Empire to make this communication 
without regard to the treaty. But the right and power to do it 
is emphasized by the treaty stipulation. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator from Ohio allow me? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I had supposed until this moment that the 
communication had been sent as an official communication to the 





| President of the Senate. 


Mr. GALLINGER. That is right. 

Mr. MITCHELL. But I infer from the colloquy which has 
just taken place between the Senators in front of me that jt was 
sent informally to the Committee on Immigration. Is that it? 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator is mistaken about that. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I simply want to ascertain the fact. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator misunderstood a whispered 
suggestion I made to him. AsI understand the matter, it was 
transmitted by the Secretary of State to the President pro tem- 
pore of the Senate, and by order of the Senate it was referred to 
the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr: MITCHELL. If that is the fact, very well. I did not 
know what the fact was. 

Mr. FORAKER. It was not the Chinese minister who sent it 
to this bodv or the other House, but it was our own official, the 


| Secretary of State, to whom with propriety the Chinese minister 
| had sent the communication. 


I wish to call attention to the character of it, the fact that the 
Chinese minister, in sending it, plants himself upon his right 
under the treaty. Suppose he made a mistake about it? Sup- 
pose he is in error in so construing that provision? Is he to be 
condemned as having done something on account of which he 
should be given his passports, as was remarked here a moment 


' ago? It seems to me that the zeal of those who want to condemn 


anything and everything connected with China, or likely to come 


| to this country from China, bas outstepped itself when Senators 


undertake to criticise in the manner in which this has been criti- 
cised a communicationof this character. That is all I believe I 
care to say. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I propose to make a single 
observation and not to detain the Senate more than a moment. [| 
took occasion, when the matter which has been revived to-day by 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MitcHELL] was under discussion, 
to say that I was of opinion that no impropriety on the part of 
the Chinese minister could properly be charged; that the commu- 
nication came through the State Department, and that we could 
not look beyond that. The document is here; it is open to the ex- 
amination of every Senator, and I am very glad that I took occa- 
sion to put it into the Recorp, where some people in the country 
at least may read it. 

I rose, however, to make a single remark concerning the tele- 
gram which the Senator from Oregon had read from the author 
of the so-called Geary law. That telegram, in its first sentence, is 
in these words: 

In view of the present conditions and experiences of the past ten years, 


nothing short of the Senate bill No. 2960, as reported, will effectually exclude 
Chinese laborers and protect the American against such competition. 
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In the remarks I had the honor to make a few days ago I made 
this statement, which is according to the statistics furnished by 
the Director of the Census for the year 1900: 

In 1890 there were 72,472 Chinese in California, while in 1900 there were only 
45,753, a decrease of nearly 4) per cent in a single decade. 

I should like to ask the Senator from Oregon what the present 
conditions are or what the experiences have been that are alarm- 
ing Mr. Geary at the present time? Im the State of California, 
where he lives, in the past ten years—and that is the period to 
which he alludes—there has been a decrease of 40 per cent. In 
other words, a decrease from 72,472 in 1890 to 45,753 in 1900. 

Can the Senator explain to my benighted understanding what 
it is that Mr. Geary is so alarmed over and what the conditions 
are that makes it necessary for us to legislate more drastically 
and more offensively to the Chinese than we did when the Geary 
law was passed? 

Mr. MITCHELL. We are not trying, in my judgment, toleg- 
islate either more drastically or more offensively. 

Mr. CULLOM. What is the purpose? 

Mr. MITCHELL. My judgment about the bill is simply this, 
in brief: That it is a codification of the existing laws, incorporat- 
ing into the bill all those principles which have been definitely 
settled by. decisions of the Treasury Department, the Department 
of Justice, and the Federal courts. I do not believe the pending 
bill is any more drastic than the existing law, when you view the 
existing law in the light of these decisions to which I have re- 
ferred. That is my honest opinion about it. 

There are a good many reasons for their codification. Toknow 
exactly what the law is now you have first to look into the treaty 
of 1894, then the treaty of 1880, and then the act of 1888, which, 
by the way, never materialized, in the opinion of many, because 
based on a treaty never ratified by China. In the opinion of the 
Solicitor of the Treasury, I believe, that act is, in part, in force 
to-day. You are compelled, then, to look into the act of 1892 and 
the act of 1893, which is amendatory of the act of 1892, and then 
you have to consider the various questions that have been settled 
by adjudication by the Treasury De ment, by the Department 
of Justice, and by the decisions of the Federal courts. 

That is the one great reason why the legislation proposed by the 
committee is preferable to a simple extension of existing law. It 
would be a peculiar piece of legislation on our statute books if 
the bill proposed by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLatr] 
should be passed. The act of 1892, which is the Geary Act, was 
simply an extension of existing legislation, a kind of a drag net to 
drag along and keep in operation the act of 1888 and other acts 
then in existence. Then that was amended by the act of 1893. 
Then comes along the treaty of 1894. Now you propose to hitch 
on again by a legislative hook this act of 1892, and by a few lines 
to say that all existing legislation is continued in force. It is bad 
legislation to start with. The Senator from Connecticut will 
admit that, I think. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Oh, no. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Iam—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Disappointed. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I am disappointed. I regret to hear him 
say it. If his amendment should be passed, I venture to say the 
Senator from Connecticut can not point to a single piece of legis- 
lation like it on the statute books of this country since the begin- 
ning of the Government—not one. There may be several cases 
where there have been acts passed simply extending existing legis- 
lation. I doubt whether there ever was a case where, after a pe- 
riod of ten years had elapsed, under an act extending the opera- 
tion of several acts, there has been a proposition to extend again 
the whole thing by a few lines extending existing legislation. It 
is bad legislation. 

Now, in regard to the question asked by the Senator from New 
Hampshire, I think if he had read as carefully as I have read 
every word of the 580 pages of testimony taken by the Senate 
Corgmittee on Immigration he would not ask the question. He 
would find in the evidence taken there a full, sufficient, and com- 
plete answer to the question. 

Now, one other word, Mr. President, as longasITamup. What 
is the situation? What is the purpose upon the part of the two 
Houses of Congress in having committees? It is for the purpose 
of taking up bills and perfecting them and determining as to the 
character of legislation that ought to be enacted. Take this case. 

Here were five or six bills introduced at the beginning of the 
session on the theory suggested by the Senator from Connecticut. 
One was introduced by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 





LopGE], one by Senator Procror, and one was introduced by | think we have an entire right to criticise the bill. 
! going to exercise that right to the fullest extent that I choose. 


myself, although mine went much further, because it had certain 


provisions condensing the law and bringing it up, besides extend- | 
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tees of the Senate, composed of the ablest men we have here, 
good lawyers, able men, faithful Senators. They went about an 
investigation. They investigated and they took, as I said, 589 
pages of closely written testimony. They went into the whole 
case thoroughly, and that committee come here and with one ex- 
ception (I think the distinguished Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
DILLINGHAM] is perhaps the only dissenter in the committee) they 
report this bill to us. 

r.SPOONER. AsI understand the Senator, it does not change 
the existing law at all, but is a mere codification. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It is my understanding of it that it does not 
change the existing law, construing the law as I have said, ex- 
cept the principle of exclusion is extended to our insular posses- 
sions. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then it came pretty near falling within the 
Latin phrase, Parturiunt montes; nascitur ridiculus mus. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That may be, as far as that is concerned. 

Now, what is the Senate to do? Are those members of the Sen- 
ate, who are not members of that committee, who have never had 
the opportunity, although just as capable as members of the com- 
mittee to investigate this subject generally as are the members 
of the committee—why do you Senators want to rebuke this 
committee and present and -pass a bill which that committee, the 
great body of it, I believe a majority of all, perhaps but one, think 
ought to be passed? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—— 

me MITCHELL. Furthermore, if I may without violating 
the es 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Oregon 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. MITCHELL. No, Mr. President; not just yet. After a 
little I will yield. I may say further—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. r. Presitient—— 

Mr. MITCHELL. If I may be permitted to do so without vio- 
lating the rules—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator is violating the rules, inas- 
much as I yielded to him to answer a question and he is making 
as > 
Mr. MITCHELL. Oh, no; I am not making a speech. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have the floor, Mr. President, I will sug- 
gest to the Senator. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I ask only a moment longer. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator asks me to yield to him I 
shall be glad to do it, but I will not admit that he has the floor. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Isimply want to call the attention of the 
Senate to the fact, if I can do it without violating another rule 
which I have in my mind, that the distinguished Committee on 
Foreign Affairs of the House of Representatives, headed by Repre- 
sentative Hirt, hag reported a more drastic measure than this, I 
am advised. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think not. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is wrong. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think the committee modified it very much, 
but afterwards the House ran over the committee and made it a 
more drastic bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I think it was a very good bill as reported 
from the committee, and probably a little better bill after it had 
been doctored by the House. Now, then, I think we ought to do 
just what the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopae] said 
to-day. We ought to go on with this bill. If there is any- 
thing that is wrong about it let us amend it and fix it up and pass 
it. Time is passing, Mr. President. Unless we get legislation on 
this subject signed by the President of the United States before 
the 5th of next month, the doors are flung wide open and all the 
Haag companies in the country will be happy, because they 
will—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Oregon 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, I will yield. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire eae 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, in view of the fact that by 
unanimous consent we have to take a vote on this bill next Wed- 
nesday, I do not think the Senator’s plea that time is passing has 
much potency. 

The Senator from Oregon having disciplined the Chinese minis- 
ter now proceeds to discipline the members of the Senate who do 
not chance to be members of the Committee on Immigration. I 
I certainly am 





The Senator from Oregon suggests that all the members of that 


ing the principle of exclusion to our insular possessions, but in a | distinguished committee agreed to this bill except one; and yet 


measure it was the same kind of legislation, and, as I now think 
after thorough consideration, a very bad bill. This committee 
took the subject up deliberately. It is one of the great commit- 


| when the Senator from Massachusetts ended his speech to-day I 


wondered whether he was for or against the measure, and the 
Senator from Pennsylvania, the chairman of the committee, 
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announced his willingness to have a portion of the bill stricken out. | District of Columbia, of Chinese persons and persons of Chinese 
It strikes me that it was not a measure so well considered as it | descent. 

might have been by that very distinguished committee, and that Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye] read to 
it came here in a very crude shape. My judgment is that if this | the Senate quite a number of telegrams from distinguished citi- 
bill survives the ordeal through which it is to pass that the author | zens, he says, of California in which they speak of this bill ina 
of it, whether it be a Senator from the Pacific coast or Mr. Liver- | severe manner. I will venture to say that they know nothing 
nash, whoever he may be, who says he wrote it, will hardly be | about the bill except the provision which excludes Chinese sail- 
able to recognize the child of his creation. That is my judgment. | ors from American ships. That is where their trouble comes in. 

But, Mr. President, the Senator from Oregon, in the speech he | They do not want that done, because it will lessen the profits of 
made, did not answer my question. Evidently Mr. Geary had | the shipowners. That is a separate proposition from the general 
not been coached as to the attitude of the Senator from Oregon | provision of exclusion, but it falls within the principle that if we 
when he sent that telegram. Mr. Geary does not put his advo- | rightfully exclude Chinese from American soil we ought to ex- 
cacy of the bill on the ground that he wants the law codified. He | clude them from American ships. 
says nothing of the kind. He says he wants Senate bill 2960 en- Mr. President, I only want to say a word about the question of 
acted into law in view of the present conditions and experiences | the interference of the Chinese minister. I have said nothing 
of the past ten years, so as to effectually exclude Chinese laborers about it heretofore, but I want to say now that in my judgment, 
and protect the Americans against such competition. if any European minister had interfered with our affairs in the 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. And nothing short of that will disagreeable and improper manner the Chinese minister has done 
accomplish it. for the last year, he would have been sent home long ago, and I 

Mr. GALLINGER. And nothing short of that will accomplish | am astonished that any Senator should stand in the Senate and 
what he desires. | say that it is the right of a foreign minister of any nationality 

Now, Mr. President, I have asked the question several times in | whatever to give us advice as to what we shall do in a legislative 
the Senate—and I think I am not violating confidence when I say I | way. I say it never has been done in the history of this country, 
have asked it in the cloakroom—of Senators from the Pacific coast, | and there is nothing in the treaty of 1880 which can be tortured 
and I have never yet received an answer. What on earth are you | into an excuse for doing it. 
making this hullabaloo about anyway? The number of Chinese The treaty of 1880 simply provided that when we had enacted 
in California is 40 per cent less to-day than it was ten years ago, | certain legislation, if it was not satisfactory to the Chinese Gov- 
and yet they want to get rid of the Chinese. Unless they propose | ernment they might confer with our Government with reference 
to absolutely drive them from California and drive them from | to another treaty, and that is all there is of it. I say no seif- 
this country why do they want any different legislation on the | respecting nation has ever allowed, in the history of the world, a 
statute from what we have at the present time? If some | foreign minister to interfere in its affairs. What kind of a con- 
Senator from the Pacific coast interested in this bill, whether he | dition are we to be in, Mr. President, if, when we attempt legisla- 
was a partner in drafting it or not, will answer that simple ques- | tion that the minister from Great Britain does not approve of, he 
tion, I should like very much to give him all the remaining time | can come here with his letters or even go to the State Department 
that I may claim in this debate for that purpose. and enter his protest? Hassuchathing ever been heard of? Never. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, the State that I represent in | The Senator from Wisconsin nods thatit has. I challenge him to 
part is a Pacific State, in part at least. A goodly portion of it show that it haseven been done except in an early day, and then it 
lies on the Pacific slope. I will answer the Senator. | cost the minister his position here. He went home, Mr. President, 

We want a law that will exclude the laboring Chinese from Mr.SPOONER. Mr. President—— 
coming to this country. We have several statutes. We havea The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colcrado 
large number of regulations, and while some of the regulations | yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 
have the force of statutes they are liable, with a change of Secre- Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 
tary of the Treasury, to be c . We want a condition cre- Mr. SPOONER. Is there any danger in my accepting the 
ated by law that will in time rid American continent of every | challenge? I suppose not. 

Chinese laborer. We do not want one of them on the continent, Mr. TELLER. I challenge the Senator to prove it. I do not 
and the sooner we get rid of them the better it will be for the | expect to fight a duel with the Senator, but I want him to make 
American people. | good the proof if he means to assert that this has been done. 

Now, Mr. President, we believe that this proposed law is neither Mr. SPOONER. I can not furnish the proof at this moment, 
drastic, inhuman, or violative of any provision of the treaty. | but I will furnish it. Unless I am very greatly mistaken in my 
We believe that it is consistent with every idea of humanity, and | memory there were communicated to the Senate, during the con- 
we do not want every two years to go through a contest for the | sideration of the Dingley bill, protests of foreign governments 
passage of @ bill of this kind, as we must do if the amendment of | against certain of its provisions. 
the Senator from Connecticut prevails. ; Mr. TELLER. ‘ If there were I = not a it. z= there were, 

- venture to say it is a new precedent; it is this modern idea that 
ee vo a ? we are not an independent sovereignty of our own. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr.C.R.| Mr. SPOONER. That was not the Senator's challenge. 
McKENNEY, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had| Mr. TELLER. But I doubt it, although I would not say it 
passed a concurrent resolution requesting the President to return | was not done, because I did not support the Dingley bill. I was 
to the House of Representatives the bill (H. R. 11418) to increase | not in the secrets of those who were passing it,and I have always 
the pension of Hannah T. Knowles; in which it requested the | been glad I did not support that measure. 
concurrence of the Senate. Mr. FORAKER. I hope the Senator from Golorado wil! per- 

HANNAH T. KNOWLES. mit me to interrupt him for a moment. 

Mr. PENROSE. I ask that the resolution which has just come | Mt. TEETER. Certainly I wil. nator tosay that theonlv 
from the House of Representatives may be laid before the Senate. rivilege granted $0 She Cietnene uninioter br she ath Rabie af 
It is a short resolution reealling a bill from the President, and | P . P : 





Monday is the last day | the treaty of 1880 was to confer with the Secretary of State in 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kan in the chair). Does | *famence to the negotiation of a new treaty. - 
the Senator from Colorado yield for this purpose? . . nd 4a 


Mr. TELLER. Certainly. Mr. FORAKER. I do not so understandit. Let me call tho 


_ The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the follow- | Spator s attention to the langnage of the treaty. 

we eee resolution from the House of Representatives;/ yr FORAKER. I will not unduly interrupt the Senator. 

ee — : tates (he Sne \ That the | watts TELLER. I know that no one can make speech here 
i y the House o, resentatives ‘ e concurring), © | without being interrupted, and I am ready to be interrupted. 

President be ueste he House of ntatives the bill : : saci ; 

(HB. Idle) “Ad act to fo rel, to the of Hannah T. Knowles.” ~ a FORAKER on ee eee ona 

Pm . See OFFICER. | ae objection ee naga think we accomplish a great deal more by interrupting one another, 

th e Senator from Pennsylvania or the present consideration of | i¢ we do it in a respectful way, and by these eolloquies than by 

Toe resolution? ; ‘ coming here and listening to long set speeches. 

_+he concurrent resolution was considered by unanimous con-; fir TELLER. I did not mean to complain, and I have refused 
sent, and agreed to. to be interrupted but once in my life that I recdllect. 

Mr. FORAKER. I know the Senator does not complain, and 
therefore I feel emboldened to interrupt him,*but I never inter- 
rupt him except for the purpose of expediting the discussion and 
for legitimate purposes. 

Mr, TELLER. Go ahead, 





CHINESE EXCLUSION. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 2960) to prohibit the coming into and te 
regulate the residence within the United States, its Territories, 
and all possessions and all territory under its jurisdiction, and the 
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Mr. FORAKER. This is the language that is in the treaty, in 
Article IV: 

If the measures as enacted are found to work hardship upon the subjects 
of China, the Chinese minister at Washington may bring the matter to the 
notice of the Secretary of State of the United States, whe will consider the 
subject with him. 

That says nothing about the negotiation of another treaty, but 
it refers to the hardships that have resulted from the legislation 
which was to be enacted to carry out the treaty. 

Now, that is what the minister discusses in this letter. He 
points out what has been done under these regulations. It has 
been said here that those regulations are in accordance with the 
treaty. I want to say, and I think I can satisfactorily demon- 
strate to the satisfaction of any unbiased mind—and I will try to 
do it on Monday—that those of which we make complaint—not 
all of them, but some of them—are gross violations of the treaty. 
What the Chinese minister points out is the operation of the law 
as it is being administered under the regulations. He points out 
that they are not, in his opinion, in conformity with the provi- 
sions of the treaty. 

Mr. TELLER. Now, Mr. President, the Senator from Ohio 
has had his say. If it does not mean the negotiation of another 
treaty, it does not mean anything at all. The minister will con- 
fer with the Secretary. The Secretary could not set aside the 
statute. It must remain in force until a proper repeal, which 
could be done by another treaty I know. ; 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? ‘ 

Mr. TELLER. Yes; I will yield again. 

Mr. FORAKER. I understood it to mean that they would 
confer, the Secretary of State being the agency through which 
the Chinese minister would communicate to our Government, 


and that the Secretary of State would, upon hearing his com- | 


plaints, if he thought they were well grounded, submit his views 
to Congress in order that these laws might be repealed, if they 


were in violation of the treaty or if hardships were being com- | 


mitted under them upon the Chinese. 

Mr. TELLER. If it means that, which it does not-—— 

Mr. FORAKER. And another reason why it could not have 
meant the treaty is that the treaty is perpetual except only as to 
its limitation. 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, Mr. President, there never was any treaty 
at was perpetual. 

Mr. FORAKER. 
Mr. TELLER. 


th 

I mean by its terms 
It can be modified at any time. 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly, by treaty. 

Mr. TELLER. And no treaty in the world has ever been found 
to be perpetual, either. 

Mr. President, it meant, if it meant anything at all, that the 
two Governments would consider whether there should not be a 
modification of it. The only way the Secretary could assist in the 
modification really was by a new treaty. If we had made a new 
treaty with the Chinese Government that we had accepted, it 
would repeal every provision of the statute inconsistent with the 
treaty. That is what it meant. But that it meant the other 
thing, that he was to submit it to us, that is not the condition. 
It referred to existing law. This proposition of the Chinese min- 
ister is now to interfere with an attempt to enactalaw. I hope 
the Senate can see the distinction if the Senator from Ohio can 
not. What it might be proper for a minister to say as to a law 
already enacted would be exceedingly improper for him to say as 
to a proposed enactment that Congress was considering. 

Mr. President, the Secretary of State and his officers have not 
any right to say to us that this proposed measure jin the Senate 
or in the House is not a proper one. The President has not any 
such right. Itisa breach of privilege of the body. The King 
of Great Britain has not that right and dare not exercise it. 
The President of the United States may send to us a treaty, ad- 
vising us what kind of laws he thinks ought to be made for some 
particular emergency, I have no doubt, but he can not send a 
treaty here, without a gross violation of the rights of the legis- 
lative body, when we are enacting a law, and say, ‘‘ That will not 
do; we have got to have a different law.’’ Does anybody here 
who has any idea of the courtesies, of the decencies, of the pro- 
prieties of the right of the Senate suppose that that could be 
done? And, if our own officers can not do it, can a minister from 
Great Britain, omChina, or anywhere else do it? Mr. President, 
the thing is absolutely absurd. 

The only way to treat this subject, I suppose, is to assume that 
the Chinese minister did not know. What astonishes me is that 
the Secretary of State should have complied with his request and 
sent it here. I can see that there would have been no impropriety 
in the Secretary of State concurring with him, and there would 
be no impropriety if the committee wanted to send to the Secre- 
tary of State to confer with him as to a proposed law touching 
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foreign affairs of this kind, if they see fit to doit. I do not be- 
lieve that it would be a decent and proper thing for the committee 
to send for a foreign minister, nor do I believe he ought to be al- 
lowed to —— before any committee. It would be rather an 
unheard-of thing, I think, to send for the Secretary of State or 
the head of any other department of the Government except 
where there were intricacies and difficult things, like financial 
questions, when the Secretary of the Treasury is brought before 
the committee. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. TELLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator’s reference toa minister coming 
before the committee is perhaps based upon the statement made 
by the Senator from Massachusetts. I intended when I had the 
floor a few moments ago to say that I have been a member of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations ever since the session of the 
Congress which began March 4, 1897, and during all that time I 
have never heard of the Chinese minister or any other minister 
appearing before that committee. I have never heard of any- 
body connected with that committee taking the opinion of the 
Chinese minister or any other representative of a foreign govern- 
ment. I was quite surprised when the Senator made that state- 
ment. I do not know under what circumstances such a thing 
| could have happened that I did not know something about it, for 
| I have missed very few meetings of the committee. 

Mr. TELLER. I know nothing whatever about it, except what 
the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGr] said. Ihave 
no doubt if the Chinese minister was there that he was probably 
invited to be there. I do not suppose that he would have at- 
| tempted to attend without an invitation, and Ido not — the 

committee would allow him to appear otherwise. But I would 
say that I regard it as an improper thing for a committee to con- 
fer either with a foreign minister or an accredited agent of a for- 
eign government. That has been done by a committee at this 
session of Congress, but I deny the right of the agent of any for- 
eign government to appear before a committee of this body. [| 
| know well that the committees have ample power to do almost 
anything, and that no one can call them to account for it. They 
may call before them, I suppose, anyone who can give them in- 
formation. It is a question of propriety. But it is certainly con- 
trary to the usual administration of public affairs for a foreign 
minister to interfere in any way with legislation, either in this 
country or in any other. I venture to say that if the American 
minister should attempt-in the slightest degree to influence leg- 
islation in Great Britain he would have to come home by the next 
steamer. In my opinion, any self-respecting people will insist 
upon the enforcement of that rule. 

Mr. DRYDEN. Mr. President, I only rise because of a remark 
made by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MiTcHELL] as to the posi- 
tion of members of the committee having this bill in charge with 
reference to the bill itself. He stated that he believed there was 
but one member of the committee who was not in favor of this 
bill. If he means by that that every other member of the com- 
mittee is in favor of the bill in its entirety, I wish to dissent from 

| that position. There are members of that committee now on this 

| floor who will recollect distinctly that I, although I was then a 
new member of the Senate and a new member of the committee, 
objected to several of the provisions of the bill. I felt a great 
deal of delicacy in asserting myself because I was a new member, 
and because the testimony had about all been taken before I was 
put upon the committee and appeared at any of its meetings. 
Nevertheless, I did assert myself upon some of the provisions of 
the bill and particularly with reference to that provision which 
excludes the employment of Chinese laborers upon our vessels. 

I have voted in the short time I have been a member of this 
body for a bill which I hope and believe will very much enlarge 
American shipping interests. I do not propose to be so inconsist- 
ent as to turn around and vote for a provision in another bill 
which will strike those interests down. If the testimony whic! 
was given before that committee can be relied upon, it seems to 
me evident that certain of our shipping interests will have to go 
from under the American flag if this bill passes with that provi- 
sion in it. 

I only want to make my position clear here, simply that I may 
not be considered inconsistent in any of the votes which I may 
choose to give upon the amendments pending to this bill or upon 
the bill itself, or if I should not vote in consonance with the pos'- 
tion which the distinguished Senator from Oregon said he under- 
stood every member of the committee except one occupied with 
regard to it. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, I shall be glad to rectify it 

“if in any way. by imputation or otherwise, I have misrepresented 
the position of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. DRYDEN}. 
did not mean by anything I said to convey the idea that all the 
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members of the committee agreed to all the provisions of the | Then follows avery elaborate communication from the German 

pending bill, because it is evident that that is not the case. The | ambassador to the Secretary of State. The Dingley bill was then 

Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE] said in open Senate | pending in the Senate. The ambassador in his communication to 

to-day that he was utterly opposed to some of the provisions , the Secretary of State said: 

referred to by the Senator from New Jersey. By instruction of the Imperial Government, I have the honor respectfully 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President. I do not rise for | to invite your excellency’s attention to the fact that this provision— 

the parpess of continuing this debate, but simply to say that, hav- That was in regard to the sugar differential— 

ing listened to the argument of the Senator from Massachusetts | can not be reconciled with the right of the most favored nation, which is 

{Mr. LopGE}, it seems to me that he presents unanswerable rea- — by existing treaty stipulations to German products with respect to 

sons why this bill should be referred back to the committee. e duties to be imposed upon them on entry into the United States. 

" Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, we have had read here tele- Of course I shall not take the time to read the entire communi- 

graphic and other communications from shipping companies, cation. This communication was first presented to the Secretary 

from merchants, and from other people in high station relating | of State, who sent it here, with a formal request that it be laid 

to this bill. There have been handed to me resolutions passed | before the Senate. rate 

by several bodies of seafaring men—one in New York, one in| _ There was also sent to the Senate under date of June 4, 1897, by 

Philadelphia, and one in San Francisco—men who are striving to | the Secretary of State, this communication: 





survive in this struggle which the Senator from Massachusetts | DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, June 4, 1897. 
[Mr. LopGk]} so eloquently and clearly described in his speech | bm: Agree ae og of = meee of Ansie- Heneeey. here- 
this morning. I should like to have the resolutions read. sntation $0 the Sumnte, a translation Of @ mote contining the protest of the 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the resolu- | Government of Austria-Hungary against the proposed treatment of bountied 
tions referred to by the Senator from Colorado will be read. | sugars in the — bill at present under consideration in the Senate. 

‘ . i aspectful ours. 

The Secretary read as follows: Respectfully, yours, JOHN SHERMAN 

Whereas Senators HANNA and FRyE stated that the heatin thestékeholes | Hon. Garret A. Hopart, : nS 
of Eats to the Orient is such that no white stokers can endure | Vice-President of the United States. 
the frame, & i 

Whereas this statement appears to have been the cause of the Senate vot- | Then there follows the protest and argument. aes 
ing down the anti-Chinese amendment to the subsidy bill; and IT am frank to say to the Senator, for I remember distinctly be- 


Whereas this statement is without any foundation in fact, the truth being | ; j ime 2A 0 tnats » eee snd > 
that white stokers go in the transports from this coast through the Suez, the ing in my seat at the time these communications were read to the 


2ed Sea, and the Indian Ocean to the Philippines, and that white stokers goin | Senate, that I did not like them. I only call attention to the 
steamers to the West Indies, Central and Routh America: Therefore, matter. 
Resolved by the Marine Firemens’ Union of New York, in regular meeting as- Mr. TELLER. At that time I was not present in the Senate. 


sembled, That we repudiate the heat argument and the idea that it had any Senet dell : : . . 
justification in any humanitarian concern for the health of the stokers cr | The case cited by the Senator is a little different from: the pro- 


marine firemen; and further ceeding here. That was a governmental declaration, and it was 


Resolved, That we have been and are now willing to serve as stokers in 3 ; iniste 
those vessels, and will gladly do the work now done by the Chinese; and | pty eden ee of the country and not from its minister, 
further ering . me i . 

Resolved, That we hereby urge upon Congress to give to us, who go to sea, Mr. SPOONER. The minister did this. 


the same protection from Chinese competition that it shall be willing togive | Mr. TELLER. But at the instigation of his Government. 
0 WO JAMES W. BIRD Mr. SPOONER. And I presume the Chinese minister sent his 
Secretary A. C. M. F. U. communication at the instigation of his Government. 
WILLIAM MacQUEEN, Mr. TELLER. There is nothing in his communication to indi- 
ween Chairman. | cate that, and in fact the conditions in China are such that I do 
Whereas during the subsidy debate and also during the hearings on the | not think this man has any communication at all with his Gov- 
Chinese-exclusion bill it has been stated in Congress that white firemen for | ernment. There is a wide distinction between the government of 


reasons of health can not be employed in the fire rooms of steamers trading . . ; ; , : Son. 
in the Tropies; and | one country appealing to the government of another and a min 


Whereas this statement is being used to deprive us of the protection | ister who is accredited here doing so. I am not surprised that 





against Chinese competition: Theretere, iiitilincaiins saa a the Senator from Wisconsin did not like it; it ought to have been 

vesolved, we, the Firemen's Union o iladelphia, call attention to = — > 7 re a j » lacgialati “hic 

the fact that we sail in vessels on the Galf coast to Central and South Amer. | resented, and I presume it was rest nted in the legislation which 

ica and in any vessels anywhere so long as we are wanted and paid; and | was enacted, for Ido not suppose the Senate paid the slightest 
Resolved, That in our opinion it is not a friendly act to deprive us of work | attention to that communication. 

and give it to the Chinese; and further Mr. SPOONER. I do not care anything about it, but I do not 


Resolved, That it would be more frank and friendly to state the reason one . a rar! 
why Chinese are carried, it being known of all seafaring men that the wages | See any distinction between the case of the Chinese minister and 


fo Cnines are $9, waite Wa, a0 American firemen, insist upon about four | the other cases to which I have referred. It is a distinction with- 
times that amount; and further o ifference. it seems e Mh:s - ‘ arocunme ‘ a 
Resolved, That, being good enough to fight under the flag for its honor, we out a diffe rence, it seems tome. That was an a1 gument, a pro 
ought to be good enough to make a living under it. test, presented by the minister, and presented by instruction of 
Approved by regular meeting March <5, 1902. his Government, to the Secretary of State, and he requested our 


WILLIAM ROBERTSON, Chairman. 


HORACE ATKINSEN, Secretary. Secretary of State to lay the communication before the Senate, 


which our Secretary of State proceeded to do, and the bill to 
Whereas the United States Senate in passing the ship-subsidy bill killed | which the communication referred was then pending and under 


the seamen’s amendment of said bill; and win aidlenations: 4 > Senate 

Whereas in the argument which caused the elimination of said seamen’'s | CO"! ide ration in ~~ oe . 1 t] a ne eas : 
clause, the advocates of the subsidy bill stated that white men were unable Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, there is a vast distinction be- 
to endure the heat of the Tropics; and tween the cases, but I want to insist now that the action of the 


Whereas we, members of the Pacific Coast Marine Firemen'’s Union, are | ¢y,jnec iniate: ras ¢ interfe . instifie . a} 
now sailing in the ships of the Oceanic Company trading to Australia, in the . hine we a . Lage tor = wn —s - > — d by the ae 
United States Government transports running to Manila,and in the Pacific | treatment by one nation of another. Such a communication 
Mail Steamship Company's vessels trading to Panama, and are only too will- | should not have come here, and the Secretary of State, who did 
Theretace te att ccm in all vessels trading to any port on the Pacific: | not dare himself to interfere, had no business to interfere in this 

Resolved by the Pacific Coast Marine Firemen’s Union, That we denounce | Way. I will not take back the assertion that a government can 
the statements made and the arguments set forth in the United States Sen- | not maintain its dignity and legislate properly if it allows any 


ate as misleading and not based upon facts, and assert that they can only be | ; ; rorld to and in its lem-lation: an. 
ascribed to ignorance of the true condition of the manning of some of the other nation in the world to take a hand in its legclation; and 


trans-Pacifie lines running out of San Francisco; and be it further then, if it fail to comply with the request, that that becomes an 
R 20h ed, That a copy of these resolutions be sent to Senators Patrrrson | offense, for if other nations have a right to address us at all, it is 
nd PENROSE, Representative KAHN, and others. vs . r iv j nce > lavislatic The thin: 
PActric Coast MARINE FIREMEN's UNION, because they have a right to influence our legislation. The thing 
Per JOHN BELL, Secretary. is simply monstrous, it is simply horrible, though I admit that 

SAN Francisco, CAL., March 27, 1902. | the Senator has found one precedent for it. 


Mr. SP@C ine rpose ine. Mr. SPOONER. Two precedents. 
pa bee eee a. Ss ee —— — Ol. | Mr. TELLER. Two precedents; but at the same time that 
ado [Mr. TrLLER) for a moment, I find that under date of May does not make the rule any better, and does not establish such a 


), 1897, the following communication was sent to the then Vice- | right. 


} 
Presi¢ : =] Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 
_ resident of the United States, Mr. Hobart, by the Secretary of The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado 


tate: yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. TELLER. I have finished. 

Mr. FORAKER. Then I have the floor. 

Mr. President, in answer to the statement of the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. TELLER], that there is a wide difference between 
the precedents cited by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner} 
and the action of the Chinese minister which has been referred 

| to, and the difference is, as he defines it, that the one did it by 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, May 19, 1897. 

Sit: Agreeably to the request of the German ambassador, I have the honor 
to lay before you, with a view to their presentation to the Senate, copies of 
ihe correspondence indicated below, in regard to the protest of the German 
Govornment against differential treatment of bountied sugars in the tariff 
bill at_ present under consideration in the Senate. 

Respectfully, yours, 
‘ 5 JOHN SHERMAN, 
Hon. GArrer A. Hoparr 


Vice-President of the United States, United States Senate. 








































































= Nae of shah cial 


a 











4048 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





APRIL 12, 





instruction of his Government, and the other without any such 
instruction, allow me tq call the Senator’s attention to what the 
Chinese minister says officially in his communication. 

I have received repeated instructions from the Imperial Government, in 
view of the reenactment of the exclusion laws, to exert myself to see that 
treaty rights are observed and that no unnecessary hardships are placed upon 
Chinese subjects, and I feel that on accountof the pendency of the legislation 
referred to I could not refrain from asking you to lay before the honorable 
Congress the views above set forth. 

In other words, Mr. President, the Chinese minister in sending 
this communication regarded himself as complying with the in- 
structions of his Government. 

Mr. TELLER. He might have so regarded it, but he does not 
come here officially. He does not say so. That is an after- 
thought on his part; that is an excuse which he is making. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, how can it be said to be an 
afterthought or an excuse when it is embodied in this communi- 
cation, when he says to our Secretary of State that he addresses 
him officially and under instructions of the Chinese Government, 
which he represents here? This is in strict accord with the two 
precedents cited by the Senator from Wisconsin. I venture tosay 
it has been the uniform practice from the inning of this Goy- 
ernment down to this time for accredited representatives of na- 
tions to communicate with our Government in a proper way 
whenever anything was proposed that they saw fit to express 
themselves in regard to. I have never heard of that right being 
questioned until now; but as the Senator has given us a chal- 
lenge, I will undertake to answer it on Monday with numerous 
precedents. 

Mr. TELLER. Very well, Mr. President, if the Senator will 
do so, I hope he will distinguish between a minister filling the 
newspapers with his vaporings and writing letters to the Secre- 
tary of State asking them to be sent here, and the action of a 
government. The State Department could hardly reject a decla- 
ration coming from the ambassador of Great Britain if he said 
he spoke for his Government and by its direction. There has 
been no pretense until now that this man, who has been filling 
the newspapers with his complaints about this legislation, has 
been speaking for his Government. If he had been doing so it 
would have been just as wrong in my opinion, and I do not be- 

lieve, either, that such has been the precedent. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, the fact that we recognize 
him as minister from China is conclusive on us that he repre- 
sents his Government. Now, when the Senator talks about the 
minister going into the newspapers, that is a different proposi- 
tion. 

Mr. TELLER. It is not conclusive that everything he says 
comes from his Government. If that is the fact we ought to have 
sent him home long ago. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I have only one word to add, 
and that is, that this was not a vaporing in a newspaper. I do 
not know to what the Senator from Colorado may refer in that 
connection. The Chinese minister may have expressed himself 
in interviews that have been published in the newspapers, and 
the Senator may have reference to those. If so, whenever they 
come properly before us, we will give consideration to them. 

But now we are considering whether or not it was proper for 
the Chinese minister, acting under the direction of his Govern- 
ment, to communicate with this Government that recognizes him 
as the minister of that Government in the way in which he did 
communicate. Certainly there can be no exception taken to it, 
and there is no ground for criticism of it, except only, Mr. Presi- 
dent, upon the same theory that this bill proceeds, in some re- 
spects, that a different rule is to be applied to China from the 
rule which is applied to any other country. As to no other 
country on the face of the earth with which we have treaty rela- 
tions would we think of legislating in a way that did violence to 
treaty obligations, and if the representative of such a govern- 
ment were to make complaint to us that we were about to legis- 





late in violation of a treaty nobody would think of making com- | 


plaint of it. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not wish to prolong this de- 
bate, but I wish to put on record my belief that it is the universal 
practice of all civilized governments who have diplomatic agents 
that when any legislation or other government action is proposed 
by one government which they think will be injurious to the citi- 
zens of the country which they represent to make known to the 
proper department of that government the facts which lead them 
to think it will be an injary. It is not’only, in my belief, the ex- 
acted upon by our ministers abroad, as well as by 
of other countries here, but it is a wise custom and 
constitutes one of the most valuable functions of a minister. It 
is not meddling with our affairs. It is letting us know facts in 
time for our consideration which we want to know, but which we 
might not know, and if it is done properly, through the regular 
diplomatic channel, it ought to be done. 


isting custom 


the ministers 


Malmesbury, who was known better in diplomacy as Mr. Harris; 
and Canning, Viscount Stratford de Redcliffe, and the eminent 
men who have represented Great Britain in the United States 
and those who have represented us in Great Britain, would 
demonstrate that it has been a uniform custom. If there was 
pending and likely to pass in the House of Commons an act which 
would operate harshly upon American sailors or American tray- 
elers, Mr. Choate would be derelict in his duty if he did not go in 
a quiet way to the foreign office and say, ‘* This legislation which 
is p in your Parliament will have such and such an effect 
on American sailors and travelers.”’ 

Mr. SPOONER. And it is much better to do so beforehand. 

Mr. HOAR. Yes; it is much better to do so beforehand than 
after the legislation. In that particular case I do not know what 
else may have happened; but, in my opinion, the Chinese minis- 
ter acted with eminent wisdom and propriety. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After eight minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 
13 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, April 14, 
1902, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate April 12, 1902, 
“SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 


William L. Kessinger, of Missouri, to be surveyor of customs 
for the port of Kansas City, in the State of Missouri. (Reappoint- 
ment.) 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


George M. Warren, of Maine, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Castine, in the State of Maine. (Reappointment. ) 


UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS. 


William D. Gordon, of Michigan, to be United States attorney 
for the eastern district of Michigan. A reappointment, his term 
expiring May 1, 1902. 

James W. Ownby, of Texas, to be United States attorney for 
the eastern district of Texas, commencing July 1, 1902, vice Marcus 
C. McLemore, who is to be transferred to the southern district of 
Texas under the act approved March 11, 1902, entitled ‘‘An act to 
divide the State of Texas into four judicial districts.”’ 

MARSHAL, 

William R. Bates, of Michigan, to be United States marshal 
for the eastern district of Michigan. A reappointment, his term 
expiring May 1, 1902. 

DISTRICT JUDGE. 

Waller T. Burns, of Texas, to be United States district judge 
for the southern district of Texas, commencing July 1, 1902. An 
original appointment under the act approved March 11, 1902, en- 
titled~‘An act to divide the State of Texas into four judicial 
districts.”’ 

REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICES. 

Angus J. Crookshank, of California, to be register of the land 
office at Los Angeles, Cal., his term having expired. (Reappoint- 
ment. ) 

August Doenitz. of Wisconsin, to be register of the land office 
at Ashland, Wis., his term having expired. (Reappointment. ) 

John W. Dudley. of the District of Columbia, at present reg- 
ister of the land office at Sitka, Alaska, to be register of the land 
oftice at Juneau, Alaska, a new office to be opened June 1 under 
Executive order of April 2, 1902, also discontinuing the other 
Alaska land offices. 

Patrick M. Mullen, of Nebraska, at present register of the land 
office at Rampart City, Alaska, to be receiver of public moneys 
at Juneau, Alaska,a new office to be opened June 1 under Execu- 
tive order of April 2, 1902, also discontinuing the other Alaska 


| land offices. 


FIRST ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL. 


Robert J. Wynne, of Pennsylvania, to be First Assistant Post- 
master-General, vice William M. Johnson, resigned, 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 12, 1902. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY, 


Infantry Arm. 
Edward J. Bloom, at large, to be second lieutenant, February 


I have no doubt that the lives of eminent diplomatists like Lord ' 2, 1901, 
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Artillery Corps. 

Louis E, Bennett, of Illinois, late major, Fourth Dlinois Vol- 
unteers, now ca in the Porto Rico Provisional Regiment of 
Infantry, to be first lieutenant, September 23, 1901. 

George L. Hicks, jr., of Maryland, late major and surgeon, 
Thirty-eighth Infantry, United States Volunteers, to be first lieu- 
tenant, ber 23, 1901. 

Guy E. nning, of Ohio, late second lieutenant, Third Ohio 
Volunteers, to be first lieutenant, September 23, 1901, 

Cavalry Arm. 

Ralph E. McDowell, of Kansas, late private, Twentieth Kan- 
sas Volunteers, and Troop F, Eleventh Cavalry, United States 
Volunteers, now sergeant Troop F, Thirteenth Cavalry, United 
States Army, to be second lieutenant, February 2, 1901, 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 
Cavalry Arm. 

First Lieut. George W. Moses, Fourth Cavalry, to be captain, | 

March 81, 1902. 
Artillery Corps. 

Lieut. Col. James B. Burbank, Artillery Corps, to be colonel, | 
April 1, 1902. 

Maj. Richard P. ere Artillery Corps (detailed as assistant | 
adjutant-general), to be lieutenant-colonel, April 1, 1902. 

Infantry Arm. 


Capt. Edward H. Browne, First Infantry, to be major, March 
28, 1902. 
INDIAN AGENTS, 


Frederic O. Getchell, of North Dakota, to be agent for the In- 
dians of the Devils Lake Agency,in North Dakota, 

A. W. Thomas, of Seymour, N. Dak.. to be agent for the In- 
dians of the Fort Berthold Agency, in North Dakota. 

Albert M. Anderson, of Washington, to be agent for the Indians | 
of the Colville Agency, in Washi nD. 

Herman G. Nickerson, of Wyoming, to be agent for the Indians 
of the Shoshone Agency, in Wyoming. 


POSTMASTERS, 


Henry F. Wolters, to be postmaster at St. James, in the county 
of Phelps and State of Missouri. 

John McDuffie, to be postmaster at Laurel, in the county of 
Jones and State of Mississippi. 

Aaron M. Storer, to be postmaster at Kosciusko, in the county 
of Attala and State of Mississippi, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, April 12, 1902, 
The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
CENTRAL ARIZONA RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a resolution of the Sen- 
ate; which was read, as follows: 
Senate concurrent resolution 38. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
President be requested to return to the 
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| who shall, without permission, appropriate 
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PETRIFIED FOREST NATIONAL PARK, 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the following bill. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That there is hereby reserved from settlement, entry, 
sale, or other and set a as a public reservation, all those certain 


or parcels of land lying and being situate in the Territory of 
Arizona and particularly described as follows: 

Townships 16 and 17 north, ranges 23 and 24 east, Gila and Salt River me- 
ridian, Arizona. ; 

Src. 2. That pe park shall be known as The Petrified Forest Na- 
tional Park, and be under the exclusive control of the Secretary of the 
Interior, whose duty it shall be to prescribe such rules and regulations and 
establish such service as he may deem necessary for the care and manage- 
ment of the same. Such ete shall provide specially for the preser- 
vation from injury, or r spolle ion of the mineralized or fossi 
or deposits, natural curiosities, and wonders within said park. : 

Suc. 8. t the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, authorized,in 
the exercise of his discretion, to rent or lease, under rules and regulations to 
be made by him, pieces or parcels of d within said park for the erection 
of such buildings as may be requi for the accommodation of visitors. 

Sec. 4. That all funds arising from Ve perieee granted hereunder shall 
be covered into the Treasury of the United States as a special fund, to be 
expended in the care of said park. 

Suc. 5. That all persons who shall unlawfully intrude upon said park, or 
ure, or destroy any of the 
mineralized or fossilizea formations or deposits ound therein, or other natu- 
ral wonders or curiosities therein, or commit unauthorized waste in any form 
upon the lands or cher public property therein, or who shall violate any of 
the rules and regulations prescribed hereunder, shall, upon conviction, be 
fined in the sum of not more than $5,000, or be imprisoned for a period of not 
more than twelve months, or shall suffer-both fine and imprisonment, in the 
diseretion of the court. 

Sxc. 6. That the Secretary of the Interior is authorized to make exchange 
with the owners of any land included within the limits of the said Petrified 
Forest National Park of an equal quantity of nonmineral, vacant, surveyed 
public land open to settlement, wi the limits of the Territory of Arizona, 
of approximately the same value, and when such exchenges are made the 
owners of such lands to be so exchanged shall convey the same by perfect 
title to the United States, and the Secretary of the Interior shall cause pat- 
ents to issue for the public land so exchanged to the persons making such 
exchange, or to their assigns. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 8326) to 
set apart certain lands in the Territory of Arizona as a public 
park, to be known as the Petrified Forest National Park. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
have a statement from the gentleman as to the bill. 

Mr. LACEY. Iwillstate, Mr. Speaker, that this bill passed the 
House in substantially the same form it is now reported in the last 
Congress, but did ngt pass the Senate. The proposed park is one 
of the most wonde regions, not only in the United States, but 
in the whole world. There are other petrified forests in many 
countries, but this is the petrified forest of the world. It lies 
near the line of the Santa Fe Railway and would be visited by 
thousands of le if the proper arrangements were made for 

ing care of visitors. The stone forest is ina desert. It is sur- 
rounded by land of practically no value,and reserving it for the 
whole people will not in any way interfere with any settlement. 
It lies about 7,200 feet above the sea. 

This wonder of the world lies in an atmosphere the purest and 
clearest ever breathed. There are three distinct but almost con- 
tiguous exposed tracts of the forest in view. Leaving the Santa 
Fe Railroad at either Holbrook or Adamana, the whole region can 
be visited easily in a day. The geological history of this deposit 
is astounding in its simplicity, and it makes the mind dizzy to 
think of the age of the trees that lie prone upon the sand exposed 


formations 


Senate the bill (S. 4363) granting the | to the gaze of the visitor. Let me give some idea of its antiquity. 


Central Arizona Railway Company a right of way for railroad purposes | The trees are of an extinct species, and are coniferous in their 


through the San Francisco Mountains Forest Reserve. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


ADDITIONAL CIRCUIT JUDGE IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL CIRCUIT, 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (8S. 1178) providing for 
an additional circuit judge in the second judicial circuit, which I 
will send to the desk and ask to have read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

_ Be it enacted, etc., That there shall be in the second circuit an additional 
circuit judee, who shall be appointed by the President, by and with the ad- 
shall have the sume powers and juriadiction now peenoribed by law in respect 
to the present cireult judges. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill which the 
Clerk has reported. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the 


bill. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading. read the third time, and 


On motion,of Mr. FITZGERALD, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 
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character. This forest is old enough for the trees to have grown 
to over 4 or 5 feet in diameter and to a height of 140 feet or more, 
and the smaller ends are often 2 or 3 feet in diameter. 

Those trees fell down ages ago; were washed down some pre- 
historic, yes, pre-Adamite stream, and floated upon some ancient 
sea until the points of the roots and smaller branches were worn 
away. Then theysank to that venerable sea bottom, waterlogged 
and saturated with the salt water of the ocean. There they be- 
came covered with sand. They are ancient enough for a deposit 
of 40 feet of soft sandstone to have been slowly built over them 
by the action of the waves. There they turned to chalcedony, 
preserving within their bark more than the colors of the rainbow, 
and combining purple, pink, white, black, gray, blue, and orange 
in endless variety. Slowly the land rose until that old sea bottom 
was over 7,000 feet above the ocean of to-day. There, concealed 
under a heavy stratum of sandstone, they lay for countless ages. 

A modern stream, usually , but often for a brief time after 
a rain an active torrent, aided by the wind, has carried off the 
particles of sandstone as they became detached from the old sedi- 
men d it, and these trees have gradually been uncovered. 
There the lie to-day, thickly scattered, looking at a distance like 
a freshly drifted lot of waterworn trees. Along the edges of the 
bluffs may be seen the trunks projecting into the valley from 
under the old sandstone formation, preserving thus a faithful 












4050 


record 
tom of the sea and preserved for all time by their own indestruc- 
tible hardness, this remarkable forest needs protection only from 
the hand of man. Nature may attack it in vain. Such a wonder 
as this is well worthy to be preserved by having thrown over it 
the protection of the Government of the United States. This bill 
passed the House unanimously in the last Congress; I trust it will 
do so again this morning. 

An attempt was made by commercial vandals to wholly destroy 
these trees a few years ago by working them all up into emery. 


A mill was put up, but the discovery was made that stone much | 


nearer the market in Canada would answer the same purpose and 
the forest has been spared. It is time now to reserve it, before 
some other ingenious individual takes the matter of its destruc- 
tion in hand. There have been many of these tree trunks blown 
up with dynamite in order:to get the crystals from their center. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Is it a part of the public 


domain? 
Mr. LACEY. It is upon the public domain. 
Mr. McRAE. What is the area of this proposed park? 
Mr. LACEY. About two townships. 
Mr. McRAE. How many settlers are there in it? 
M.:. LACEY. None at all. 
Mr. McRAE. Then why the provisions for exchange? 
Mr. LACEY. There is provision for lieu lands in a different 


form from any other heretofore made. The amendment requires 
Interior before any selection can be made, so as to relieve this 
from the old objections as to lieu lands. 

Mr. McRAE. If there are no settlers in the reservation of the 
proposed park, who owns the land? 

Mr. LACEY. The railway company. The alternate sections 
belong to the railroad. I think there are no settlers whatever. 
There were some locations originally made, but abandoned. The 
land is utterly worthless for any agricultural purpose. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. 
the gentleman a question. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I suppose this is the same petri- 
fied forest in Arizona about which we have heard so much here- 
tofore. 

Mr. LACEY. It is the same forest. The matter was up in 
the last Congress, and the House passed the bill unanimously. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I have heard much of the won- 
drous petrified forest of Arizona. 
Arizona [Mr. Sire] is accredited with the statement that it 
stands single and alone in the world of wonders. 

May I ask if this is the forest where petrified birds sing petrified 
songs as they perch on the branches of petrified trees; the one 
wherein the petrified fish are seen swimming in petrified streams; 
the one wherein the buffalo is seen suspended in mid-air, having 
tried to jump across a canyon and having been petrified in its 
transit, and hanging there because, as it is stated, the laws of 
gravitation are petrified, too? 

Mr. LACEY. No; that was inthe Yellowstone. There are no 
petrified songsin Arizona. All songs there are strictly up to date. 

And now, Mr. Speaker, I hope the bill will again pass the House 
with the same unanimity 26 in the Fifty-sixth Congress. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. 
petrified streams. 

The SPEAKER. 
Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
passed. 

On motion of Mr. LACEY, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

GRANTING PRIVILEGES TO THE MOBILE, JACKSON AND KANSAS CITY 
RAILROAD. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the following bill: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 12452) granting to the Mobile, Jackson and Kansas City Railroad 


Company the right to use for railroad purposes the tract of land at Choc- 

taw Point, Mobile County, Ala., and now held for light-house purposes. 

Be it enacted, etc., That in consideration of provisions hereinafter con- 
tained there is hereby nted to the Mobile, Jackson and Kansas City Rail- 
road Company the right to build and construct wharves, docks, piers, and 
other structures for use in the operation of its railroad upon the tract of 
land at Choctaw Point, Mcbile County, Ala., and now held by the United 
States for light-house purposes, and to lay its tracks upon and over said 
wharves, docks, and piers: Provided, however, That at least 800 feet of said 
wharves, docks, and piers shali be designated and set apart, subject to the 
approval of the Light-House Board, for the exclusive use of the United States 
for light-house parpcese, which said wharves, docks, and piers so designated 
and set apart shall be maintained and kept in repair by the said railroad 
company, and the water pee thereto kept dredged at the United 
States dredged channel depth without cost to the United States. 


I think this is the one. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
and 


and 


Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask | 


I think the gentleman from | 
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Where petrified fish swam in | 


| showing the wharves, docks, and piers to be constructed, upon wh 





APRIL 12, 


road company shall file with the Secretary of the Treasury complete plans 

c ll be 
designated the portion of said proposed wharves, docks, or piers to be set 
apart for the use of the United States as provided in the first section of this 
act, said plans, in so far as said wharves, docks, and piers are to be erected 


_—, the lands of the United States, to be approved by the Light-House 


Src. 3. That within thirty days from the approval of the poss as herein- 
before provided the said railroad company shall commence the construction 
of the said wharves, docks, and piers, and shall within five months from the 
commencement of the said work have completed and ready for use by the 
United States that portion of the said wharves, docks, and piers designated 
as hereinbefore provided for the use of the United States. 

Sec. 4. That the United States shall have free access at all times across the 
tracks of said railroad company by the most convenient route, to be deter- 
mined by the Light-House Board, for pedestrians, drays, and wagons, for 
light-house purposes, to the end of the wharf or pier designated as herein- 
before provided: Provided, however, That the United States shall have the 
right at any time, in the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury, to take 
possession, for public purposes, of said tract of land and the wharves, docks 
piers, and other structures so built and erected upon the land of the United 
States, and the United States shall thereafter make the said railroad com- 
pany just compensation for the said structures so made upon the land of the 

Jnited States by the said railroad company, and so taken by the United 
States, and said compensation shall be paid as soon as the amount thereof 
may be determined in the manner hereinafter provided. Should the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury and said railroad company be unable to agree as to the 
amount to be so paid by the Government, either party may bring gee r pro- 
ceedings in the circuit court of the United States at Mobile, in the State of 
Alabama, toascertain and determine the amount of the liability of the United 
States: And provided further, That should the United States re itself 
of said land on account of failure of the railroad company to comply with the 
terms and provisions of this act, then the United States shall not be required 


. . | to compensate the railroad company for said structures. 
that arrangements must be first made with the Secretary of the | °°"! 


The SPEAKER. 
bill? 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from 
New York. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular 
order. 

The SPEAKER. 
vate pension day. 


Is there objection to the consideration of the 


The regular order is demaded. This is pri- 


PENSION BILLS. 


Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House for the consid- 
eration of bills on the Private Calendar in their order under the 
rule for this day. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, with Mr. Capron in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House isin Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of certain bills upon the Private Calendar 
under the rule, and the Clerk will report the first bill. 


THOMAS BLACKBURN, 


The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2877) 
to remove the charge of desertion standing against the record of 
Thomas Blackburn. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby,author- 
ized and directed to correct the military record of Thomas Blackburn, late a 
member of the Eighty-fifth New York Infantry Volunteers, and to grant him 
an honorable discharge as of date May 30, 1862, from Company G of said regi- 
ment: Provided, That no pay, bounty, or allowances shall be allowed by rea- 
son of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

MARY JANE FAULKNER, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (8S. 1512) 
granting an increase of pension to Mary Jane Faulkner. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisivns 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary Jane Faulkner, widow 
of Josiah Faulkner, late of Company A, First = Virginia Volunteer 
Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “twenty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“sixteen.” 

The amendment was agreed to. ; . . 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


as 


LOUISE WARD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 208?) 
granting an increase of pension to Louise Ward. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby , 
authorized and directed to place on the panes roll, subject to the oon 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lo Ward, widow © 
George 8S. L. Ward, late captain, Twenty-second Regiment United States = 
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 
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The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof “twenty- 
five.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


CHARLES B. WINGFIELD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
1678) granting an increase of pension to Charles B. Wingfield. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles B. Wingfield, late 
of Company A, First ment United States Dragoons, war with Mexico, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of that he is now | 
receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


SUSAN HAYS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
8103) granting an increase of pension to Susan Hays. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Susan Hays, widow of John 
©. Hays, late colonel First Regiment Texas Mounted Rangers, war with Mex- 
ico, and pay hera pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out “thirty ’ and insert in lieu thereof the word “twelve.” 


Mr. METCALF. Mr. Chairman, Mrs. Hays, the beneficiary of 
this bill, is not a resident of my district, but I knew her husband 
quite well, and at the sega of many of the most influential and 
prominent citizens of California I introduced the bill to increase 
her pension. Senator Bate, who was a lifelong friend of Colonel 
Hays, and an officer in his regiment during the war with Mexico, 
introduced a similar bill in the Senate. The bill of Senator Batre 
passed the Senate, increasing the pension of Mrs. Hays to $30 a 
month. It was sent over to the House, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions, but that committee saw fit to report the bill with an 
amendment reducing the pension from thirty to twelve dollars a 
month. Col. Jack Hays, as he was familiarly known, was born 
near the Hermitage, Tennessee, in 1817. In 1837 he moved to 


| 





Texas, and at the age of 19 joined the United States forces. He 
fought with conspicuous gallantry and bravery in many of the 
Indian and border wars. He organized and commanded the 
famous company of Texas Rangers, and was twice mustered in 
as the colonel of the First Texas Mounted Rangers. 

He commanded a regiment also under General Taylor and under 
General Scott, and at the close of the Mexican war moved to 
California, His long and honored career in Texas, Mexico, and 
California would fill volumes, for he was ever in the midst of 
times that ‘‘ tried men’s souls,’’ ever in the front and conspicuous 
as a leader when danger threatened, and when the success of an 
enterprise depended on personal bravery and calm judgment. 
His widow is a most estimable lady, a lady of culture and refine- 
ment, but she is 73 years of age, feeble in health, and destitute in 
circumstances. If the career of her distinguished and honored 
husband entitles her to any consideration, then I ask that this 
committee amendment be voted down and that the bill passed by 
the Senate be favorably reported; for I am frank to say that I 
would honestly prefer to have this measure defeated than to have 
the bill passed granting her a paltry increase of $4 a month. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, the Commit- 

tee on Pensions gave this case particular and careful attention. 
We have no issue to make with the gentleman from California on 
the worthy, honorable, and distinguished career of Colonel Hayes, 
but we have a fixed policy upon the part of your Committee on 
Pensions that applies to this case as it applies to all others, and has 
been enforced daring the present Congress. It is this: That no 
consideration is given whatever in rating these matters to rank. 
This widow is receiving $8 a month. It matters not whether her 
husband was a major-general, a brigadier-general, or a colonel, 
the committee has adopted a policy of allowing pensions only for 
service and not for oak. 
_ That has been the universal rule regarding soldiers of the Mex- 
ican war. There is not a single exception that I can now recall, 
and I see no reason why there should be a de from that 
conservative and wise rule in behalf of Mrs. Hayes. In accord- 
ance with that rule we hawe fixed this pension at $12 a month. I 
have not the remotest personal feeling in the matter, but acting 
as IT am to-day in the place of the c of the committee 
[ Mr, eee , whois absent, I earnestly desire to maintain 
the rule established by the Committee on Pensions, 


Now, there are some cases that have been before the committee 
which we have acted upon where we not only allow for service 
pension, but also for disabilities. This bill and amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from California goes even higher than 
the service and disability pension heretofore allowed by the com- 
mittee, because it has never allowed a Mexican soldier more than 


| $25 where the soldier was disabled totally by injury or wounds 
| received in the service. This amendment proposed by the gen- 
| tleman exceeds the service pension and disability pension com- 


bined; and we ask that the amendment by the committee be 
adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the committee amend- 
ment. 

The question was considered; and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. Ricuarpson of Alabama) there were—16 ayes and 52 noes. 

So the committee amendment was disagreed to. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


SAMUEL J. LAMBDEN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 4072 
granting an increase of pension to Samuel J. Lambden. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, oaths to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel J. Lambden, late of 
Company B, First Regiment Missouri Mounted Volunteers, war with Mexico, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee is as follows: 

Strike out “twenty-five ’ and insert “sixteen.” 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

ROBERT WATTS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5877) granting a pension to Robert Watts. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Robert Watts, late of Com- 
pany H, United States Volunteer Engineers, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $50 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6, after ‘‘Company H,” insert “‘ Third Regiment.” 
In line 7 strike out “fifty and insert “twelve.” 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, the Com- 
mittee on Pensions proposed the following amendment: 

In line 7, after the word “ engineer,” insert the words “ war with Spain.” 

The amendment was considered, and agreed to. 

The committee amendments were adopted. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

MARY J. FITCH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6484) granting a pension to Mary Fitch. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary Fitch, widow of 
Seely J. Fitch, late of Company D, Second Regiment United States Light Ar- 
tillery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6 change the claimant's name to “ Mary J. Fitch; and in the same 
line change the spelling of the soldier's name to “ Seeley.” 

In line 7 strike out “ Light; and at the end of the bill add the words: “and 
mee month additional on account of each of the minor children of said 
Seeley J. Fitch until they reach the age of 16 years.” 

Change the title so as to read: “*Granting a pension to Mary J. Fitch.” 


The committee amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported tothe House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


FRANCES J. ABERCROMBIE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8277) granting a pension to Mrs. Frances J. Abercrombie. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Frances J. Abercrombie, 
widow of Abner Abercrombie, late of Ashurt’s Alabama Volunteers, Indian 
war, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6 strike out “‘ Mrs.” 

In line 7 strike out “Ashurt’s Alabama Volunteers, Indian war,” and sub- 
stitute therefor “Captain Ashurst’s company, Alabama Volunteers, Creek 
Indian war.” 
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In line 8 strike out “twelve” and insert “eight.” 

Change the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Frances J. 
Abercrombie.” 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


THOMAS WELLS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
12576) granting an increase of pension to Thomas Wells. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas Wells, late private. 
United States Marine Corps, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


- In line 6, after the words “ United States Marine Corps,” insert “ war with 
Mexico.” 

In line 7 strike out “twenty ” and insert “sixteen.” 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


RICHARD G. WATKINS. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 7922) granting an increase 
of pension to R. G. Watkins. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


_ Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby. 
directed to place the name of R. G. Watkins on the pension roll, at the rate of 
$30 J month, from and after the passage of this act, instead of and in lieu 
of er amount, namely, $8 per month, now and heretofore received by said 

atkins. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as | 


follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- | ; 
| mendation. 
“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and | 


lowing: 


directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Richard G. Watkins, late ordinary seaman, 
United States Navy, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$16 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

Change the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Richard G. Watkins.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


able recommendation. 
ALICE D, H. KRAUSE. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 11181) granting a pension 
to Alice D. H. Krause. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provision 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ali . H. Krause, widow 
of the late Capt. William Krause, of the Third Infantry, United States Army, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all in the bill after the words “Alice D. H. Krause” in line 6, and 
substitute therefor the words: “ widow of William Krause, late captain. 
Third Regiment United States Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$20 per month.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

JOHN J. MANNER. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 11787) granting a pension 
to John J. Manner. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John J. Manner, late of 
Company B, Two hundred and second Regiment New York Volunteer In 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7, after the word “Infantry,” insert ‘‘war with Spain.” 

In line 8, strike out “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof “ twenty-two.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

JOHN CONTER. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 5186) granting a pension 
to John Canter. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Canter, late a member 
of Company I, Tenth Regiment United States Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion of $12 per month. 





The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 change the spelling of the claimant's surname to “ Conter,” and 
in the same line strike out ‘‘a member.” 

In line 7, after the word “ pension,” insert ‘at the rate.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to John Conter.” 

The amendments were agreed to. : , 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable 
recommendation. 

JOHN BLACKLER. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 11623) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John Blackler. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John kler, late of Com- 
pany G, Ninety-sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $72 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “seventy-two” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “forty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. : : : 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

ELIZABETH D. HARDING. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 12932) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth D. Harding. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitationsof the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth D. Harding, widow 
of Isaac N. Harding, late of Company H, Fortieth Regiment Indiana Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay her a penaion at the rate of $8 per month. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 


SUSAN E. CLARK. 


The next business was the bill (S. 3995) granting a pension to 
Susan E. Clark. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Susan E. Clark, mother of 
James M. Clark, late of Company B, One hundred and ——> Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per 
month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

URIAH GARBER. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 9156) granting an increase 
of pension to Uriah Garber. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Uriah Garber, late of Com- 
pany F, First Regiment T. H. B. Cavalry, Maryland, and pay him a pension 
#t the rate of $18 per month in lieu of the pension of $12 which he now re 

ives. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line6 strike out the letter “‘T ’ and insert in lieu thereof the letter “ P.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “ Maryland” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “ Maryland Volunteer.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “eighteen” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” é 

in same line strike out the words “the pension of twelve” and insert in 
lieu thereof the words “‘that he now receiving.” 

Strike out all of line 9. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


JAMES H. M’KNIGHT. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 11486) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James H. McKnight. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sahiecs to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James H. McKnight, late of 
Company E, One hundred and second Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $3) per month in lieu of that he is now 


} receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, a5 
follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
SARAH ANNE HARRIS, 
The next business was the bill (S. 8378) granting a pension to 
Sarah Anne Harris. 



































































iv, 
ns 
of 
yw 
as 


rd 


yr 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


The bill was read, as follows: and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George H. Smith, late musi- 


. cian, band, Fifteenth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | him'a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now bessiving. 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions . ‘ 7 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah Anne Harris, mother The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
of Theodore Harris, late second lieutenant Company C, Twelfth Regiment | mendation. 
New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per 
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EDWIN M. DUNNING. 


month. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
mendation. 7229) granting an increase of pension to Edwin M. Dunning. 
GEORGE W. HATTON. The bill was read, as follows: 
j ; : : Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 11695) granting a pension authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
to George W. Hatton. and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edwin M. Dunning, late of 
The bill was read, as follows: Company D, Thirty-second Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, him & pension at the rate of parece in Sen = —_ me — — 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions The amendment recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George W. Hatton, late | Pensions was read, as follows: 


geant Com C, F nited ored ‘ : = 
pension at the rats of quo pers month ns thew ot that Gia * - thirty strike out the word “ fifty’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, The amendment was agreed to. 


as follows: : She eet si 
In Mn G states cat the word “sergenmt” aud tnnert in You therect the The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor 


word “of.” able recommendation. 
In same line, after the word “ First,” insert the word “ ment.” NN ; 
In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word er ee 


“twenty-four.” | The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
The amendments were agreed to. | 7085) granting a pension to Hannah H. Graham. 
The bill as amended was ordered t » be laid aside with a favor- | The bill was read, as follows: 
able recommendation, | Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
CAROLINE R. BOYD authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Hannah H. 
r q Graham, of Kentucky, "igontucky Vatu of A. Judd Graham, a private in an 
in 


The next business w he bil - i : unassigned company of Kentucky Volunteer Infantry attached to the com- 
to Caroline R. Boyd. ast 1(6.B 11545) granting a pension mand of Col. T. T. Garrard, e Perryville campaign, and to pay hera 


- onsi t the rate of $12 per month. 
The bill was read, as follows: ig ae ; ii 
Be it enacted, etc., That the S of the Interior be, and he is hereby, The amendment recommended by the Committee on Invalid 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions Pensions was read, as follows: 

and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Caroline R. Boyd, widow Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
of Augustus Boyd, late a captain and assistant quartermaster in the United wae 

States Army, war of the rebellion, at the rate of $100 a month. “That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 


. directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as | 5¢ the pension laws, tho bamee of Hannah H. Graham, widow of A. Judd Gra- 


follows: | ham, late of Captain Taylor's company, Kentucky Militia, and pay her a pen- 
In line 6 strike out the word “a.” | sion at the rate of $8 per month.” 
In line 7 strike out the words “in the.” | The amendment was agreed to. 


In same line strike out the word “ war.” 
Strike out all of line 8 and insert in lieu thereof the following: ‘‘and pay | 
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that sheis now receiving. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


The amendments were agreed to. C, C. SHEETS. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
able recommendation. | 4008) granting a pension to C. C. Sheets. 
JOSEPH D. M’CLURE. The bill was read, as follows: 


° . Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 8026) granting a pension | directed to place thd name of C. C. Sheets upon the pension roll, and that he 
to Joseph D. McClure. | be paid a pension #f $50 a month. 
The bill was read, as follows: | The amendments recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | Pensions were read, as follows: 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- $4 i ing c ins in lie 
sions and limitations of the. pension laws, the name of Jo bh D. McClure, lowing: out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
e of Company F, 7 giment o na Volunteer Infantry, | «That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
and pay REGS © POmtem OF UNO Tees OF YES por anon Se Bee Cf thet Rel now | directed to o place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
ecelving. ’ of the pension laws, the name of Christopher Columbus Sheets, late an act- 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as | ing recruiting officer of the United States in the civil war, and pay him a 


: ension at the rate of $30 per month.” 
follows: | ; Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Christopher 
- ee ; a —_ beter “of.” ; utes Hen th : Columbus Sheets.” 
n line8 stri ut the “ thirty-six ’ and insert in lieu 
“twenty-four.” 2 a arene The amendments were agreed to. 
The amendments were agreed to. The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with afayorabie | ®ble recommendation. 


recommendation, WILLIAM WHEELER. 


WILLIAM J. REMINGTON. The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2079) 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. | $tanting an increase of pension to William Wheeler. 
7878) granting an increase of pension to William J. Remington, | The bill was read, as follows: 
The bill was read, as follows: Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and _he is hereby 


: authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William Wheeler, late cap- 
outhecanee and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | tain Company D, Ninety-second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
and limitations of the i laws, the name of William J. Remington, late | him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


a private in Compan rst Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Ca : : , : 
pay hima pension of $50 per month in te of the pension heis bowueniian The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 


The amendments recommended by the Committee on Invalid ™endation. 
Pensions were read, as follows: CHARLES E, MILLER. 
In line ¢ strike out the words “a private in” and insert in lieu thereof the | The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R, 


wen ae | 2615 ti sion to Charles E. Miller 
In line 8stri “ i ' ‘ | 2615) granting a pensio arles E. J , 
atthe ~ = tie > words “ of fifty ” and insert in lieu thereof the words | The bill was read, as follows: 
In same line strike out the words “the pension” and insert in lieu thereof | Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, 
the word “that.” authorized and directed to place « the pension roll, suhoect © oe pernens 
ndm and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles E. Miller, late of 
The ame ents were agreed to. Company F, Fourth New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


able recommendation. The amendments recommended’ by the Committee on Invalid 


| Pensions were read, as follows: 


‘ Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 952) lowing: 

granting an increase of ion to George H. Smith. | ONphat the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 

The bill was read. as follows: directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 

: , o B: of the pension laws, the name of Charles E. Miller, late of Company F, Fourth 

Be it enacted, etc., Tnat the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
@uthorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 


GEORGE H. SMITH. 


A 
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Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Charles E. Miller.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


CHARLES ALFRED DE ARNAUD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1047) granting an increase of pension to Charles Alfred De Arnaud. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles Alfred De Arnaud, 
late captain on Fremont’s staff, of Missouri Volunteers, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions was read, as follows: 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Alfred De Arnaud.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


HENRIETTA GOTTWEILS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
292) granting a pension to Henrietta Gottweis. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and required to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henrietta Gottweis, step- 
mother of Fred Konemann, late of Company F, Third Missouri Infantry Vol- 
unteers, and pay her a pension at the rate of $8 per month. 


The amendment recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions was read, as follows: 


: Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
owing: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisionsand limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Henrietta Gottweis, dependent stepmother 
of Frederick Koenemann, late of Company F, Second Regiment Missouri Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The amendments recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions were read, as follows: 
Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 


lowing: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is nerey, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Dewitt Clinton Letts, late of Com- 

ny C, One hundred and thirty-ninth Regiment New York Volunteer In- 

antry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month.” 
. Amend the titleso as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Dewitt Clinton 
etts.” 

The amendments were agreed to. ‘ 4 F 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


able recommendation. 
ALBERTINE SCHOENECKER, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
4414) granting an increase of pension to Albertine Schoenecker. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Albertine Schoenecker, 
widow of John W. Schoenecker, late captain Company C, Forty-fifth Regi 
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 


mendation. 
WILLIAM H. RIGHTMIRE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
12899) granting an increase of pension to William H. Rightmire. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ishereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, ae tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William H. Rightmire, 
late of Company K, Twenty-eighth Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions was read, as follows: 





The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- | 


able recommendation. 


MARY E. F. GILMAN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1678) granting a pension to Mary E. F. Gilman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the /nterior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary E. F. Gilman, widow 
of Samuel D. Gilman, late of the Strafford Guards, New re Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions was read, as follows: 

In line 7 strike out the words “Volunteer Infantry” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ Militia.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

DAVID T. NUTTLE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2224) granting a pension to David T. Nuttle. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll of the United States 
the name of David T. Nuttle, Company I, Ninety-seventh Regiment Pennsy1- 
vania Volunteers, at the rate of $35 a month from the passage of this act 


The amendments recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions were read, as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the foi- 
lowing: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of David T. Nuttle, late of Company I, Ninety- 
seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 


Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to | 


David T. Nuttle.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


DEWITT CLINTON 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7901) granting a pension to De Witt Clinton Letts. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to yiace the name of De Witt Clinton Letts, late cor- 

oral of Company C, One hundred and thirty-ninth Regiment New York 

Volunteer Infantry, war of rebellion, upon the pension roll, and to grant him 
a pension of $25 per month from date of his application, No. 1242715. 


LETTS. 


In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 


| “twenty-four.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


CHARLES P. MAXWELL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2470) granting an increase of pension to Charles P. Maxwell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 

| authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 

and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles P. Maxwell, late of 
Company G. Forty-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions was read, as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. - ; 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

WARREN W, H. LAWRENCE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2129) granting an increase of pension to Warren W. H. Lawrence. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pa laws, the name of Warren W. H. Lawrence, 
late captain and assistant adjutant-general, United States Volunteer In 
fantry, and pay to him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
fulilows: 


o 


In line 7 
thereof the word “ Volunteers. 

In the same line strike out the word “to.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


able recommendation. 


strike out the words “ Volunteer Infantry” and insert in lieu 


” 


PETER BITTMAN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
granting an increase of pension to Peter Bittman. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the proxies ns 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Peter Bittman, late of Com- 

| pany P, Sixth Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
| pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


| The biil was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recow- 
' mendation. 
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WILLIAM H. VAN RIPER. it ek toes free po Sovemmens anhoniapense and Government tax as 
. . i our dealers in wool, or cotton, or su , or wheat, or corn. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. And we, your memorialists, will on remain, with grateful remembrance, 


5984) granting an increase of pension to William H. Van Riper. | your humble and respectful petitioners. 
ill was read ° J. A. ROLLOW, Chairman. 
The bill , a8 follows: W. S. ZILAFRO, Secretary. 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, JAMES CUR . 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the wrovenens ;URLEY. 


and limitations of the pension laws; the name of William H. Van Riper, late . : aM : 
of Company G, Fifth Regiment New York Heavy Artillery Volunteers ana | . le next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re- | 7312) granting an increase of pension to James Curley. 


ceiving. : The bill was read, as follows: 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
follows: ale pat a ee = pension wo. subject ~ ~ prosmene 
itations of the pension laws, the name of James Curley, late of Com- 
In line 7, before the word “ Heavy ” insert the word “ Volunteer.” oe D. Fifth United States Cavalli ; : 
Vi “ ” 1s ry, end pay him a pension at the rate of 
In same line strike out the word “ Volunteers. bp Ser month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The amendments were agreed to. os Siena , The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- | follows: . 
able recommendation. In line 6 strike out the words “Company D” aodinsert in lieu thereof the 
MARY J. ADAMS, words “Troop B.” 
; : : In same line, after the word “ Fifth,” insert the word “Regiment.” 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. In line 7 strike out the word “twenty” and insert ii lieu thereof the word 
6402) granting a pension to Mary J. Adams, “seventeen.” 
The bill was read, as follows: The amendments were agreed to. 


oui both te.» Soi iedinanan ta po agree te. foe be iotenpr, The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary J. Adams, widow of able recommendation. 

John D. C. Adams, late of Company A, First Maryland Volunteer Infantry, AARON 8S. POST 
and pay her a pension at the-rate of $15 per month. rs een 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


follows: 10908) granting an increase of pension to Aaron 8. Post. 
Strike out all of lines 6, 7, and 8, and insert in lieu thereof the following: The bill was read, as follows: 
“of Mary J. Adams, widow of John Adams, late of Company A, First Regi- Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 


ment Maryland Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $li authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
yer month, such pension, however, to cease upon proof that said John Adams ) and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Aaron 8. Post, late of Com- 


is still living.” | pany H, Second Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Cavalry, and pay hima pen- 
The amendment was agreed to. sion at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor-| The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
able recommendation. mendation. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I desire to place JAMES MERRICK. 


in the ae = S — of my remarks a petition, not upon this| The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
particular question but a oe referring to the repeal | 11395) granting an increase of pension to James Merrick, sergeant, 
of the tax on tobacco. Without taking up the committee’s time, | Company I, One hundred and thirty-third Regiment. 

I will ask unanimous consent to put it in the Recorp as a part of | ~ The bill was read, as follows: 


rh emarks. It is very short, only a couple of type tten pages. Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
1e CHAIRMAN. e gentleman from Tennessee asks unani- | authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
mous consent that he may place in the RECORD as a part of his | and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James Merrick, late of Com- 
remarks upon the bill the document which he sends to the Clerk’s ny I, One hundred thirty-third Regiment Volunteer Infantry, and pay 


i ik © , wh é he rate of $30 pe in li that he i vekviner. 
desk. Without objection this permission will be granted. The Mes eee > ' an io = a aie “a tt a os i 
Chair heags us Gieeiion. e amendments recommen y the committee were read, as 


The petition is as follows: follows: 


In line 6, before the word “thirty,” insert the word “and.” 
om — in Clarksville, Tenn., on April 7, 1902, the following was In line 7, after the word “ Regiment,” insert the words ** New York.” 


a In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
To the honorable Chairman of the Ways and Means Committee: 


“twenty-four.” 
We, your petitioners, in behalf of ourselves and children, and in behalf of Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 

halt white ond fa-bebalf of the wives and ehilaren of said SOG Held ister: | ‘The amend 

at Wee See ae Of She wives Gnd cabdren 300,000 fe r-| The amendments were agreed to 

ers, numbe about one anda half millions, all of whom are dependent . ; : . ne 

largely for food ana clothes on what money they gt Sos thelr Geen. ow The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 

impoverishingly low by depression of prices ca by and striven for by the | able recommendation. 

tobacco manufacturers and their association combines, and in behalf of jus- 

tice and right and government equity to all toilers in the field, pray your BENJAMIN F. H. LUCE. 

honorable committee to repeal all tax on manufactured tobacco, because the J s E . 

tax on it enables the manufacturer of large means to crush manufacturers The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 3849) 

of moderate amount of money by dropping the price below cost in the con- | granting an increase of pension to Benjamin F. H. Luce. 

sumer’s market for a time, or as long as may be necessary to crush the man- The bill read 1 ; 

ufacturer of small money, when they quickly recover losses sustained in © was » 88 LOLOWS: 

crushing their opponents of smalland moderate means by raising prices to Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and lie is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Benjamin F. H. Luce, late 

—— musician Fifth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay 


consumers. 

im a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 





This they have done till tho men of small means know the manufacturers’ 
combine and their associates, consisting largely of those who buy for emper- 
ors and kings, will make them lose the money they put into the business of 
manufacturing tobacco, and therefore the manufacturers’ combine, by rea- 
son of the tax of 6 cents a pound, have all power over the markets when the 
growers have to sell the product of their toil, and this power they exercise 
with such greedy oppression as impoverishes the laborer in the tobacco field; 
and as long as the tax of 6 cents on the pound of manufactured tobacco con- 
tinues among the internal-revenue laws of the United States the Government 
virtually hadcuffs the poorly paid laborer in the tobacco field and invites the 
ee the wealthy manufacturers of tobacco to rob him and his wife 

children, 

If your honorable committee can not arrange sufficient revenue without 
Some tax on tobacco, we, as men who have responded with our money and 
‘ ur blood for the maintenance of our Government, ask and pray t it 

ye reduced to 2 or 3 cents, as this will diminish the power of the manufac- 
turers’ combine to crush out all competition in our selling markets. Then, 
too, as to revenue, the Government would get as much money likely with a 
. tax of 3 cents as with a tax of 6 cents, because the price to consumers would 
© So much lower that they would buy more, perhaps two or three times as 
much of it, for now the average price paid by consumers for chewing and 
smoking tobacco is about 75 cents a pound, whereas if the tax was reduced 
© * or 3 cents a pound men of small and moderate means and of enterprise 
would engage in the business of manufacturing and could stay in the busi- 
ness, because the tax of 2 or 8 cents a pound would be largely saved by these 
small manufacturers in various economies not easily in the reach of now 
manufacturing monopoly. 

: Still, if your honorable committee can not soabolish or reduce the internal- 
revenue tax on manufactured tobacco, then we pray your committee to re- 
peal all laws and parts of laws putting any tax on leaf tobacco with the 


WILLIAM H, HOXIE, 


Ths next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6750) granting a pension to William H. Hoxie. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sionsand limitations of the pension laws, the name of William H. Hoxie, late 
captain of Company M, Kighth Regiment Iowa Cavalry, and pay him a pen- 
sion of $72 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 


owing: 

‘That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of William H. Hoxie, late captain Company M, 
Eighth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Hoxie.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


a in it, and to enact a law plainly declaring that leaf tobacco with the 
lout tet at may be bought and sold from any tax, and that dealers in 
oon tobacco with the stem in it shall not be liable io any molestation by 

'y United States’ officers, but that dealers in leaf tobacco with the stem in 
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EDGAR A. HAMILTON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
11644) granting a pension to Edgar A. Hamilton. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place the name of Edgar A. Hamilton, captain 
Company C, First New York Mounted Rifles, war of the rebellion, on the 
pension roll, and grant him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 


ae 
= t the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisionsand limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of A. Hamilton, late captain Company 
C, First Regiment New York Volunteer Mounted Rifles, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of §24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Edgar A. Hamilton.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


SIDNEY CABLE. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
11977) granting a pension to Sidney Cable, widow of Coonrod 
Cable. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sidney Cable, widow 
of Coonrod Cable, late of Company C, Fourteenth ment Kentucky Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


‘ zoe amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
OLLOWS: 


In line 7 strike out the letter “‘C* and insert in lieu thereof the letter “K.” 
In the same line strike out the word “ Infantry ” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “Cavalry.” 


In line 8 strike out the word “twelve” and insert in lieu thereof the word | 


“eight.” 


Amend the title so as toread: “ A bill granting a pension to Sidney Cable.” | 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
ABBY T. DANIELS. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H, R. 
10821) granting a pension to Abbie J. Daniels. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, et>., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Abbie J. Daniels, the deaf- 


mute child of John C. Daniels, late of Company I, Twenty-sixth Regiment | 


Connecticut Volunteer Infantry,and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
fi lows: 


Strike out all of lines 6, 7, 8, and 9 and insert in lien thereof the following: 
“of Abby T. Daniels, widow of John C. Daniels, late of Company I, Twenty- 
sixth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving: Provided, how- 
ever, That in the case of the death of the helpless and dependent child, Ab- 
bie J. Daniels, on whose account the ion of Abby T. Daniels is increased, 
the pension of said Abby T. Daniels continue only at the rate of $12 per 
per month from and after the date of death of said helpless child.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Abby T. Daniels.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fayor- | 


able recommendation, 
ERNEST WAGNER. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7903) granting an increase of pension to Ernest Wagner. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions | 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ernest 
pany I, Sixth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as | 


follows: 


In line 7, before the word “ Volunteer,” insert the words “State Militia.” | 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- | 


able recommendation. 
CHRISTIAN CHRISTIANSON. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7228) granting an increase of pension to Christian Christianson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the a be, ant he is messy, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, su pec t to the provisions 
and limitations of the pene. laws, the name of i 
of Company H, First giment Wisconsin Heavy A and pay him a 

~nsion at the rate of $) per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


agner, late of Com- | 


Christianson, late | 
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APRIL 12, 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7, after the word “ Wisconsin,” insert the word “ Volunteer.” 
wghietee strike out the word “ fifty" and insert in lieu thereof the word 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation, 


CAROLINE M. STONE, 


| 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
12165) granting an increase of pension to Caroline M. Stone. 

The Clerk read the bill, as Seliowes 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Caroline M. Stone, widow of 
William M. Stone, late colonel Twenty-second Regiment Iowa Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she 
18s now recelving. 
| The Clerk read the committee amendment, as follows: 
| In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 

“twenty.” 
Mr.LLOYD. Mr. Chairman, I hope the committee amendment 
in this instance will not be adopted. This is certainly a very 
| meritorious case. The person applying for a pension in this in- 
| stance is the widow of ex-Governor Stone, of Iowa. The soldier 
| served for over two years ve7y effectively in the Army, and ren- 
dered valuable services, and at the time his services ceased he 
was colonel in the Army; but by reason of a nominatien for gov- 
ernor of the State of Iowa at that time, he resigned his position 
in the service and became governor of the State. 
| This applicant for the pension, the widow in this instance, was 
a war widow. She married him in 1857. She now, since the 
| death of her husband, is very poor. He left her no property. He 
_ did not even leave her the exemptions that would be permitted 
| under the law. She is now drawing $8 a month pension. She is 
greatly afflicted. She is paralyzed, and she needs the attention of 
| some individual at all times. She is in such a condition that she 
needs help at the hands of the Government. If any of these cases 
are meritorious, it seems to me that this one is; and it is very 
important, if I understand the situation, and I think I do, because 
| I have seen her myself and know something of her physical con- 
dition. We feel that it would be nothing but justice in this case, 
and that the committee amendment ought to be voted down. I 
| now yield to the gentleman from Iowa Mr. LACEY]. 
| Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, in 1861 I was a private soldier in 
| the Third Regiment Iowa Infantry Volunteers, in which Gov- 
ernor Stone entered the service. He was judge of the district court 
| when the war broke out, and the day after the firing on Fort 
Sumter he ordered the clerk to ‘‘adjourn the court until after 
the war,”’ closed the docket and went home, raised a company 
|} and went into the Third Iowa Infantry; afterwards became a 
| major of that regiment, and was wounded at the battle of Blue 
| Mills. He was promoted to colonel of the Twenty-second Iowa, 
| and in the assault on the enemy’s works at Vicksburg was se- 
| verely wounded. He went home on leave, with his arm in a 
| sling, and waiting for his arm to heal he happened to be at the 
convention of his party, when they took him up and nominated 
| him for governor of Iowa, and elected him almost by acclamation. 
| He was in public life a long time—four years as governor, Com- 
missioner of the Land Office under the Harrison A istration— 
and after his long service died poor, leaving his wife nothing. 
He was an able man, but money making was not his strong point. 
| His wife is now old and entirely pees and helpless, and to 
| grant her a pension of $30 a month under these circumstances, it 
seems to me, would bea very just action on the part of the House. 
| I am satisfied that the Committeeon Pensions, with a full under- 
standing of the situation in this case, will not disagree with me 
when I say that the amendment ought to be withdrawn. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD. Mr. Chairman, on behalf of the com- 
mittee I ask leave to withdraw the amendment and allow the bill 
to as it was originally. 

r. GAINES of Tennessee. 
| man said. 

Mr. LLOYD. The gentleman withdraws the amendment on 
behalf of the committee. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. That is right. 

Mr. CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas, on behalf of 
| the committee, asks unanimous consent to withdraw the amend- 

ment. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none, and the amendment is withdrawn. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


GILBERT G, GABRION. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
| 5911) granting an increase of pension to Gilbert G. Gabrion. 
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I did not hear what the gentle 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior and he is hereby, 

authorized and directed to place on the pension roll ephe.endty Gilbert ; 

Gabrion, late of abn. , Thirteenth ent New York Heavy Artil- 

lery, at the rate of per month in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

‘ — amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
OLLOWS: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 


lowing: 

Nn That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisionsand limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Gilbert G. Gabrion, late of Company H, 
Thirteenth Regiment New York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
CHARLES ALLEN. 
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The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 3390) | 


granting an increase of | meme to Charles Allen. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed ao eee on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles Allen, late of Com- 
pany A, Seventy-third Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

WESLEY BRUMMETT. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
12420) granting a pension to Wesley Brummett. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wesley Brummett, late of | 


Company F, erway Missouri Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of per month. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


Strike out all of lines 6,7, and 8 and insert in lieu thereof the following: | 
“of Wesley Brummett, late of Com y F, Twenty-seventh Regiment Mis- | 


souri Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a on at the rate of $12 per month, 
the same to be paid to him under the of the Pension Bureau as to mode 
and timessof payment without any deduction or rebate on account of former 
alleged overpayments or erroneous payments of pension.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- | 


able recommendation. 
MILTON BROWN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. | 


12855) granting an increase of pension to Milton Brown. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Milton Brown, late of Com- 
pony A, Fourth Regiment Kentucky Mounted Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
rim a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 7 strike out the word “* Mounted.” 


In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word | directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 


“seventeen.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
JAMES D, LAFFERTY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
11133) granting an increase of pension to James D. Lafferty. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension oe peed to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James D. Lafferty, late a 
private in Company K, Fifty-eighth tlinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $72 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

P The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

me: strike out the words “a private in” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “of.” 

In line 7, before the word “ Illinois,” insert the word “ Regiment.” 

In line § strike out the word “ seventy-two ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. } 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

CYRENUS LARRABEE, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 8409) granting an in- 
crease of pene to Cyrenus Larrabee. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
eulhorised eid @irected to place on tse subject to the provi 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of us Larrabee, late 
of Company H, Eighty-fifth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and 
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pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In ine 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

JOHN ROBINSON. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 8237) granting an increase 
of pension to John Robinson. 

he bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Robinson, late of Com- 
pany D, Seventeenth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

MARY STONE, 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 6003) granting a pension 
to Mary C. Stone. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary C. Stone, widow of 
George A. Stone, late colonel Twenty-fifth Regiment lowa Volunteer In- 
fantry, brevet brigadier-general, United States Volunteers, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $0 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter “CC.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “brevet.” _ 

In line 8 strike out the words “ brigadier-general, United States Volun- 
teers.” 

In line 9 strike out the word “ fifty’’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-five.” ; ; , 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Mary Stone.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

JACOB SMITH. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 12976) granting a pension 
to Jacob Smith. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place the name of Jacob Smith, late of Company 
G, One hundred and seventh Ohio Volunteer Infantry, on the pension roll at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
lowing: 
~ That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 


of the pension laws, the name of Jacob Smith, late of Company G, One hun- 
dred and seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
CHARLES AMBROOK. 


The next business was the bill (S. 951) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles Ambrook. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the prgvisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles Ambrook, late of 
Company K, tecond Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and first lieu- 
tenant Company B, Fifth Regiment United States Colored Voluntecr Heavy 
Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 


mendation. 
GEORGE W. WERTZ. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 11920) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George W. Wertz. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject. to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George W. Wertz, Company 
A, Forty-sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, and 
agreed to, as fellows: 

In line 6, before the word “Company,” insert the words “late of.” 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
JAMES COOLEY. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 11091) granting an increase 
of pension to James Cooley, Company F, Thirty-first Ohio Vol- 
unteer Infantry. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James Cooley, late of Com- 


pany F, Thirty-first Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- | 


sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
James Cooley.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- | 


able recommendation. 
SARAH H. LAKE. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 10449) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Sarah H. Lake. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, ee to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah H. Lake, widow of 
Charles R. Lake, late of Company F, Thirty-second Regiment Wisconsin Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


ELIZABETH STEELE, 


The next business was the bill (S. 1285) granting an increase of 
pension to Elizabeth Steele. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth Steele, widow of 


James Steele, late first lieutenant Company K, First Regiment Nebraska | 


Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $17 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
THOMAS SHERRY. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 5460) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas Sherry. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to increase the pension of Thomas Sherry, late a 
member of Company K, Fourth Michigan Volunteer Infantry. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
err hat the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisionsand limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Thomas Sherry, lateof Company K, Fourth 
Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I beg the indul- 
gence of the committee for two or three minutes. I have been 
absent from the city, and since my return I have not been able to 
be at the House and was not able to place in the RECORD my re- 
marks (extended) on the river and harbor bill. This morning I 
received some information which I did not have when the river 
and harbor bill was pending here, information which has been 
hard to get. This information, received from the Commissioner 
of Labor, is very pertinent to the river and harbor bill, which is 
now pending in the Senate and, of course, will come back to the 
House. And I ask the indulgence of the committee, in view of 
the fact that I have just received this information and was unable 
to extend my remarks under the rule, for the reason that I did not 
have this information. 

These two pages of figures give the assessed valuation of the 
real and personal property of the counties that abut on the Cum- 
berland River from its beginning. I think, to its mouth, and the 
counties which adjoin the abutting counties, but which do not 
abut on the river. In other words, it shows the assessed valua- 
tion of the real and personal property two counties deep on each 
side of the Cumberland River. I will not take up the time of the 
committee to read these figures, but it is important to have them, 
and I ask the committee to allow me to place them in the Recorp. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD. Mr. Chairman, I do not think the mat- 
ter the gentleman refers to has the slightest relation to any of the 
pending pension bills, and that the Committee of the Whole 
might give unanimous consent for the transaction of business be- 
fore it, but not for the transaction of business of the House. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I can not hear the distinguished 
gentleman from Kansas. He has addressed the committee twice 
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this morning, but neither time did I hear a word he said. I hope 
| the gentleman heard what I stated—that is, that we were all al- 
| lowed to ** extend ’’ our remarks on the river and harbor bill, but 

I did not have and could not get this authentic information until 

this morning, and the time to extend my remarks has expired. 

Now, I have the desired information. It is very pertinent to the 
| matter discussed in the House at the time the river and harbor 
bill was being discussed here, and which will be discussed in the 
Senate in a day or two. I hope the gentleman will indulge me 
| that courtesy under the circumstances. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD. I have not the slightest objection to the 
gentleman's asking unanimous consent of the House at the proper 
time, but I object to lumbering up the record of business upon 
| the Private Calendar with discussion of matter that pertains to 
| general legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that the insertion of the 
remarks the gentleman refers to in the RecoRD would need to be 
| by unanimous consent, and the gentleman from Kansas objects. 
| The Chair assumes it can be done in the House. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I ask the indulgence of the com- 
| mittee, then, to read just a few conclusions at the end. It will 
| take but very little time—just a minute or two. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD. If the gentleman is making an amend- 
ment to a pension bill pending, I have no objection to his speak- 
ing to that, but the question of the taxation of four counties in 
Tennessee has nothing to do with the matter pending before the 
committee at this time. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Very well, Mr. Chairman, I will 
not insist, but I want to say to the gentleman that he is treating 
this material matter and the man who eee it not with that 
consideration and courtesy with which I have always treated the 
pension advocates and lovers of pension laws, who hardly ever 
come here except to enact pension laws, whereas I have come 
here day after day, and sometimes night after night, and am here 

| now to help the gentleman pass his just pension laws and fight 
| his unjust pension bills. Yet the gentleman is now inconsiderate 
in his action toward me. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD. Mr. Chairman, I have only to say that 
the gentleman is extending his distinguished consideration and 
courtesy to the committee. I have no objection to that part of it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the gentleman 
from Tennessee asks unanimous consent to include in his remarks 
upon the bill now pending the statement which he has outlined 
to the committee, and the Chair will ask if there is objection. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD. | I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas objects. 
question is on the amendment of the pending bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


The 


JAMES VAN ZANT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5273) granting an increase of pension to James Van Zant. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James Van Zant, late se 
ond assistant engineer United States steamer Mound City, and pay hima pen 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, after the word “late,” insert the word “acting.” : 

In line 7 strike out the words “steamer Mound City” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “‘ Navy.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty ’ and insert in lieu thereof the words 
“twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


FLORIAN V. SIMS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. K. 
5146) granting an increase of pension to Florian V. Sims. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby. 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the — laws, the name of Florian V. Sims, widow of 
Alexander Sims, late of Company G, Third Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month, and one minor 
child at $2 per month, in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all of lines 9 and 10and insert in lieu thereof the following: “and 
$2 per month additional on account of the minor child of the soldier until 
such child shall have arrived at the age of 16 years, in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
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WILLIAM HOAG. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2327) 
nting an increase of pension to William Hoag. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll,subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William Hoag, late of Com- 
pany F, First Regiment New York Volunteer Marine Artillery, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


JAMES F, CAMPBELL. | 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. | 
1257) for the relief of James F. Campbell, of Charleston, Bradley | 
County, Tenn. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and direcied to place the name of James F. Campbell, of Charles- 
ton, Bradley County, Tenn., late first lieutenant Company G, Eleventh Ten- 
nessee Cavalry, on the pension roll, and pay to said Lieutenant Campbell 
the sum of $36 per month as a pension instead of $8 per month, which he now 
receives, for bilities incurred while in the United States service and 
necessarily resulting therefrom. 


‘ = amendment recommended by the committee was read, as | 
OLLOWS: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
owing: 
& That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension, roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pensions laws, the name of James F. Campbell, late first lieutenant 
Company G, Eleventh Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 
Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting on increase of pension to 
James F, Campbell.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


ELLEN W. RICE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
884) granting a pension to Ellen W. Rice. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Ellen W. Rice, 
widow of Francis G. Rice, late of Company K, Seventh Regiment of Wis- 
consin Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension of $20 a month. 
The amendiment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 
; Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
owing: 

_“ That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Ellen W. Rice, widow of Francis G. Rice, 
late second lieutenant Company I, First Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $15 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Ellen W. Rice.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
JOHN 8. WHITLEGE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1605) granting a pension to J. 8. Whitlege. 

lhe bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll of the United States, at 
the rate of $20 per month, the name of J. 8. Whitlege, of Bullitt County, Ky., 
late a private in Company F, in the Twenty-eighth Regiment of Kentucky 
Volunteer Infantry in the Army of the United States in the war of the rebel- 
40M, and to issue to him a certificate therefor. 


; ~~ amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
OLLOWS: 
Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 


owin 


Twenty-eighth Peer Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $12 per month.” 
Joc mend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to John 8. Whit- 
ege. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; % i 

Che bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation, 

ALFRED HATFIELD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1466) granting a pension to Alfred Hatfield. j 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the m laws, the name of Alfred Hatfield, late a pri- 
vate in Company I, Twenty-third ment of Missouri Infantry Volun- 
teers, and pay him a pension at the rate of $25 per month from this date, 
without regard to any sum or sums of money he heretofore received on 
account of pensions heretofore allowed him. 


| able recommendation. 


“ That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and | 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations | 
of the pension laws, the name of John 8. Whitlege, late of Company F, | 





The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


Strike out all of lines 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, and 11 and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
lowing: “‘of Alfred Hatfield, late of Company I, Twenty-third Regiment 
Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per 
month, the same to be paid to him under the rules of the Pension Bureau as 
to mode and times of payment without any deduction or rebate on account 
of former alleged overpayments or erroneous payments of pension.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor 


JOHN PETERSON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 3388) 
granting an increase of pension to John Peterson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


| authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Peterson, late of Com- 


pay E, Forty-seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay 


im a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
JAMES C, G. SMITH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8756) granting a pension to James C. G. Smith. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James ©. G. Smith, late of 
Company D, Fortieth iment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of any pension he is now drawing. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty ’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“thirty-six.” 

In same line strike out the words “any pension” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “that.” } ; 

In line 9 strike out the word “drawing” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “receiving.” ; ; 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
James C. G. Smith.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


ADELBERT L. ORR. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1346) granting a pension to Adelbert L. Orr. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Adelbert L. Orr, late a 
private, unassigned, Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pone at the 
rate of $72 per month, the same to be paid to him under the rules of the Pen- 
sion Bureau as to mode and times of payment, without any deduction or re- 
bate on account of former alleged overpayments or erroneous payments of 
pension. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “seventy-two” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. BINGHAM having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the President 
of the United States wads communicated to the House of Repre- 
sentatives by Mr. Crook, one of his secretaries, who announced 
that the President had approved and signed bills of the following 
titles: 

On April 11, 1902: 

H. R. 610. An act to correct the military record of John F. 
Antilitz; 

H. R. 6196. An act transferring a lot in Woodland Cemetery to 

| city of Quincy, T11.; 
| H.R. 12095. An act to amend section 4883 of the Revised 
Statutes, relating to the signing of letters patent for inventions; 
| H.R. 283. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert M. 
McCullough; 

H. R. 725. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph B. 
Arbaugh; 

H. R. 809. An act granting an increase of pension to James P. 
Burchfield; 

H. R. 918. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Misner; 

H. R. 1190. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert S, 
Whittier; 

H. R. 1275. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
W. Thomas; 
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¢ .. ae, An act granting an increase of pension to La Myra 
. Kendig; 
in H. > 1938. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
arrTell; 
H. R. 1714. An act granting an increase of pension to Levi H. 
Winslow; 
H. R. 1938. An act granting an increase of pension to Helen V. 
oser; 
H. R. 2287. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
McDaniel; 
. oa 12315. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
oada; 
H. R. 2278. An act granting a pension to Martha A. De Lamater; 
H. R. 10486. An act granting a pension to Alida Payne; 
5712. An act granting a pension to Alice Bozeman; 
8471. An act granting a pension to Eliza A. Wright: 
8651. An act granting a pension to Maggie Helmbold; 
10415. An act granting a pension to Sarah M. Smith; 
2545. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac H. 


Crim 


R. 
R. 
R. 
R. 
R. 
R. 


: 8275. 

G. Johnson; 

H. R. 5327. 
H. Mackey; 

H. R. 6016. 
J. Overman; 

H. R. 6438. 
C. Medbury; 

H. R. 6687. 
Blackman; 

H. R. 7250. 
Hendry; 

H. R. 8048. 
Bramble; 

H. R. 9621. 
Y. Transue: 

H. R. 9791. 
Reep: 

H. R. 9848. 
Cowgill; 

H. R. 10141. Anact granting an increase of pension to William 
R. Armstrong; 

H. R. 10692. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
C. Maples; and 

H. R. 11053. An act providing for the issuance of patent to the 
town site of Basin City, Wyo., tothe municipal authorities thereof 
for the use and benefit of said town, and for other purposes. 

On April 12, 1902: 

H. R. 10530. An act to repeal war-revenue taxation, and for 
other purposes. 


An act granting an increase of pension to William 


An act granting an increase of pension to William 


An act granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo 
An act granting an increase of pension to Margaret 


An act granting an increase of pension to James A. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


DAVID TOPPER. 


The committee resumed its session. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
12422) granting an increase of pension to David Topper. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of David Topper, late of Com- 
pany E, One hundred ana sixty-fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter “‘E*’ and insert jn lieu thereof the letter “C.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty ’ and insert in lien thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

ELEANORE F, ADAMS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
11686) granting a pension to Elenore F. Adams. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elenore F. Adams, widow 
of William S. Adams, a contract surgeon during the war of the rebellion, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6 strike out the word “ Elenore” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“ Eleanore.” 


And in lines 6 and 7 strike out the words “a contract surgeon during the | 


war of the rebellion” and insert in lieu thereof the words “late acting as- 
gistant surgeon, United States Army.” : : 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Eleanore F. 
Adams.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 


An act granting an increase of pension to William | : 
oe gs os | able recommendation. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Matthew | 
| authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew | 


: ; : | word “twenty.” 
An act granting an increase of pension to John | 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
MARY J. GILLAM. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
10954) granting a pension to Mary J. Gillam. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to'place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary J. Gillam, widow of 
James Gillam, late of Company G, Seventy-eighth Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7 strike out the letter “G” and insert in lieu thereof the letter “K." 

In same line strike out the word “ Volunteers” and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “ Volumteer Infantry.” 

In line 8, after the word “‘month,” insert the words “in lieu of that she is 
now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Mary J. Gillam.” 

The amendments were agreed to. i , 4 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


BENJAMIN E. MORGAN, 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


| 10222) granting a pension to Benjamin E. Morgan. 


The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Benjamin E. Morgan, late of 
Company H, Twelfth Kentucky Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of any pension he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 6, after the word “‘ Twelfth,” insert the word “ Regiment.” 
In line 7, before the word “Cavalry,” insert the word “ Volunteer.” 
In same line strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 


In ee strike out the words “‘any pension” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word ‘‘that.” 
Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 


Benjamin E. Morgan.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


EMMA SOPHIA HARPER CILLEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
3064) granting an increase of pension to Emma Sophia Harper 
Cilley. 

The bill was read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed _to place on the pemaice roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emma Sophia Harper 
Cilley, widow of Clinton A. Cilley, late major and assistant adjutant-general, 
United States Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the rate of $35 per month 
in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

NELSON CHURCHILL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8698) granting an increase of pension to Nelson Churchill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nelson Churchill, late of Com- 
pany D, Twenty-second Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

in line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

ANNIE E, BROWN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 4022) 
granting an increase of pension to Annie E. Brown, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Annie E. Brown, widow of 
Frederick T. Brown, late chaplain Seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infan- 
try, and pay her a pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
| mendation. 


GIBBONEY F. HOOP, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8457) granting an increase of pension to G. F. Hoop. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub to the provisions 
and limitations of the eae laws, the name of G. F. Hoop, late su nm 


Eighty-fourth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay a 
pension at the rate of $75 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


di, ae 6 strike out the letter “G” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“Gi mey.”” 

i 1c ae out the word “seventy-five” and insert in lieu thereof the 
wo “forty.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Gibboney F. Hoop.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation, 


JOHN H. SMITH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7882) granting an increase of pension to John H. Smith, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the n roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John H. Smith, late of 
Company E, Bighty-fourth Illinois Infantry, and pay him a pension of $50 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, before the word “ Tilinois,” insert the word “ ment.” 

In same line, after the word “Illinois,” insert the word “ Volunteer.” 

In line 7 strike out the words “of fifty” and insert in lien thereof the 
words “at the rate of thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

ANNIE SHINN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7541) granting a pension to Annie Shinn. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the roll, subject tothe provi- 


sions and limitations of the youn laws, the name of Mrs. Annie Shinn, 
widow of Nehemiah Shinn, late of Company B, Thirteenth Regiment West 


Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per | 


month. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6 strike out the word “ Mrs.” 
; a _ 8 strike out the word “twenty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
‘twelve.’ 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Annie Shinn.”’ 


The amendments were agreed to 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fayor- 


able recommendation, 
EGBERT A. STRICKSMA. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5554) granting a pension to Egbert A. Stricksma, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is, author- 
ized and directed to place upon the pension roll, subject to the statutes and 


limitations of the pension laws, the name of Egbert A. Stricksma, late a sea- | 


man on board U.§. 8. Brooklyn, United States Navy. 
; The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
ollows: 


: Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in liou thereof the fol- 
owln 


: “That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension la the name of Egbert A. Stricksma, late of the U.S. 8. 
North Carolina and yn, Uni States Navy, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $8 per month.” 

Mr. TIRRELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend the commit- 
tee amendment by striking out the word “ eight’’ and inserting 
in lieu thereof the word “ sixteen; ’’ so as to make it read ‘‘ $16 
per month,”’ 

_ Mr. SULLOWAY. If the gentleman will make it “twelve” 
instead of ‘‘ sixteen,’’ the committee will accept it. 

Mr. TIRRELL. I will modify that and make it ‘‘ twelve,’’ Mr. 
Chairman. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
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The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 
Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 


“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the m laws, the name of Calvin Duckworth, late of Company H, 
Sixty-third Kegiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry (Enrolled Militia), and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month.” 

The amendment was agreed to. ; ‘ : 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

HENRY RUNNELS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1478) ting an increase of pension to Henry Runnels. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry Runnels, late cap- 
tain of Company E, Eighteenth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 8, after the word “and,” insert the word “ he.” 

In line 6, before the word ‘‘Com y,” strike out the word “of.” 

ne line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“ irty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

JOHN H. LAUCHLY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8840) granting a pension to J. H. Lauchley. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 

and limitations of the pe m laws, the name of J. H. Lauchiey, late of Com- 
pany F’, Ninth Regiment Illinois Volunteers, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


Strike out all of lines 6, 7, and 8 and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
“of John H. Lauchly, late second lieutenant Company H, One hundred and 
tenth Regiment United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 
= ney titleso astoread: “A bill granting an increase of pension toJohn 

. Lauchly. 





| The amendments were agreed to. 
| The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

H. J. ROWELL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
11621) to correct the military record of H. J. Rowell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be,and he is hereby, author- 
ized to remove the charge of desertion now standing against the militar 
record of H. J. Rowell, late of Company E, Forty-eighth Regiment New York 
Volunteer Infantry, and issue to him an honorable discharge. 

| The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 
Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 


lowing: 
That for the purposes of the act of Congress approved March 2, 1889, en- 
titled ‘An act for the relief of certain volunteer and regular soldiers of the 
| late war and the war with Mexico,’ and the acts amendatory thereof, H. J. 
| Rowell shall be held and considered to have been prevented from completing 
| his term of enlistment as a private of Company E, Forty-eighth Regiment 
| New York Volunteer Infantry, by reason of injury received in line of duty.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fayora- 
ble recommendation. 
LEVI WELLS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


| 9723) granting an honorable discharge to Levi Wells. 
| The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
| ized and directed to remove the charge of desertion on the records of the 
| War Department against Levi Wells, now of Spencerville, Allen County, 
| Ohio, late @ private of Company F, Twenty-fifth Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 

and a detail to the Twelfth Ohio Battery, and grant him an honorable dis- 
charge. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- | follows: 


able recommendation. 
CALVIN DUCKWORTH. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
3330) ting a pension to Calvin Duckworth. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 
ee eee roll of the United States the | 
name of Calvim Duckworth, late a private in Company H, Sixty-third Regi- 
pension of $30 per month. 


authorized am 
ment of Missouri Enrolled Militia, and to pay hima 


| Provided, That no pay, bounty, or other emoluments shall become due or 
| payable by virtue of the passage of this act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
| The bill as amended was ordered’ to be laid aside with a favor- 
_ able recommendation. 
| RODNEY W. ANDERSON. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
962) granting a pension to Rodney W. Anderson. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be ét enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Rodney W. | 


Anderson, late acting assistant surgeon, 
per mvunth. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 
: Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
owing: 


_ That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
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Jnited States Army, at the rate $12 | 


of the pension laws, the name of Rodney W. Anderson, late acting assistant | 


em, United States Army, and pay hima pension at the rate of $12 per 
month.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


HARVEY B. LINTON, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 8145) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Harvey B. Linton. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


| John Beeson.” 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 


authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, subject to the provi 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Harvey B. Linton, late 
first sergeant and brevet second lieutenant in Company I of the Sixth Iowa 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that 
which he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

: Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
owing: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Harvey V. Linton, late of Company I, Sixth 
Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


JOHN BRILL. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 6063) granting an increase 
of pension to John Brill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Brill, late of Company 
H, One hundred and eighty-sixth Regiment New York Infantry Volunteers, 
and pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line7 strike out the word “‘ Volunteers,” and in same line, after the word 
“New York,” insert the word * Volunteer.” 

In line 8, after the word * pension,” insert the words “at the rate.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


MOSES WHITCOMB, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 9950) granting an increase 
of pension to Moses Whitcomb. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be. and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Moses Whitcomb, late of 
Company E, One hundredth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry,and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty.” 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


THOMAS J. PLEASANT. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 7041) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas J. Pleasant. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas J. Pleasant, late of 
Company H, Fifth Regiment Tennessee Infantry, Mexican war, and Company 
G, Ninth Regiment Mlinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 

fi llc ws: 

Strike out all of lines 6, 7, 8, 9, and 10, and insert in lieu thereof the follow- 
ing: ‘“‘of Thomas J. Pleasant, late of Company G, Ninth Regiment Illinois 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving.” . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
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JOHN BEESON. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 2817) granting a pension 
to John Beeson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Rocsetary of the Interior is hereby authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limi- 
tations of the pension laws, the name of John Beeson, late a soldier in Com- 
pany G, Seventy-ninth Indiana Volunteers, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $25 per month in lieu of the pension he is now drawing. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


. Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
owlng: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, anthorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisionsand limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of John Beeson, late of Company G, Seventy- 
ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
HENRY E, WILLIAMS. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 1105) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry E. Williams. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry E. Williams, late of 
Company B, Thirty-first Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 


follows: 

In line 6,after the word “late,” strike out the word “of” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “first lieutenant.” , 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“forty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

ELLEN D. CAMPBELL. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 7367) granting a pension 
to Ellen D. Campbell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws,the name of Mrs. Ellen D. Campbell, 
widow of Jerome T. Campbell, latea member of Company B, One hundred 
and seventy-first Regiment Ohio Infantry Volunteers, at the rate of $12 per 
month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fo!- 
lowing: 

a That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limi- 
tations of the pension laws, the name of Ellen D. Campbell, widow of Jerome 
T. Campbell, late of Company B, One hundred and seventy-first Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $8 per month.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

CHARLES H. HELMCAMP. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 13146) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles H. Helmcamp. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles H. Helmcamp., late 
of Company A, First Regiment Texas Cavairy, and pay him a pension ai the 
rate of $12 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, «5 
follows: 


In line 7, before the word “Cavalry,” insert the word “ Volunteer.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
WILLIAM MATTHEWS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. 8. 
2486) granting an increase of pension to William Matthews. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby. 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the go laws, the name of William Matthews, late 0¢ 
Company B, Forty-sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, 40° 
pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now T~ 
ceiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, 45 
| follows: 


i mee 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
| “thirty.” 


' The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- | The amendments recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
able recommendation. Pensions were read, as follows: 


CHARLES DALRYMPLE. a ~- 6 strike out the word “ Frank” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
; : ~ . ‘ “Francis.” 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 1528) granting an in- In same line strike out the words “a private in” and insert in lieu thereof 
crease of pension to Charles Dalrymple. the words “‘firstlieutenant.” t - 
The bill was read, as follows: In line 7, before the word “ Ohio,” insert the word “* Regiment. 
, ° 7 . In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | “forty.” 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
and aa e— —_— ee = —_ ¥ Charles re late of | Francis W. Anderton.” 
Company G, One hundred and seventy-thir egiment Ohio Volunteer In- . 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he The amendments were agreed to. 





is now receiving. The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- | #ble recommendation. 
mendation. CHARLES M. MONTGOMERY. 
FREDERICK 0, CLARK, The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 12148) granting an in- | 11783) granting an increase of pension to Charles M. Montgomery. 
crease of pension to Frederick O, Clark. The bill was read, as follows: 
The bill was read, as follows: Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | #Uthorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | #4 limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles M. Montgomery, of 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frederick O. Clark, late of | Lzmestone County, Ala., late of Company G, Eighteenth Regiment Wiscon- 
Company H, Seventy-sixth Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- | i> Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of §25 per month 


sion at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as The amendments recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
follows: F Pensions were read, as follows: 
In ine 6, after the word “Seventy-sixth,” insert the word “Regiment.” | Ja line Gstrike out the words of Limestone County. Alabama. the 
The amendment was agreed to. word “twenty-four.” 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- The amendments were agreed to. 
able recommendation. The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
GEORGE W. BARRY. able recommendation. 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 9544) granting a pension ROBERT A. PINN. 
to George W. Barry. The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
The bill was read, as follows: 9819) granting an increase of pension to Robert A. Pinn. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, The bill was read, as follows: 
authorized and directed to place on the pension rol), subject to the provisions Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Geor, Ww Barry, lateof Com- | authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, at the rate of $50 per 
pany H, Second Regiment Berdan’s United States Sharpshooters, and pay month, in lieu of the a he is now receiving, the name of Robert A. 
iim a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. | Pinn, late a member of Company 1, Fifth Regiment United States Colored 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as | /™f2tT¥. and now a resident of Massillon, Ohio. 


follows: The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 

In line 7 strike out the word “‘ Berdan’s.” follows: 

In same line, before the word ‘‘Sharpshooters,” insert the word “ Volun- ; Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
teer.”’ owing: : 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty’ and insert in lieu thereof the word ‘That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
“twenty.” directed to place on the pension roll,subject to the provisions and limitations 


Wola of the pension laws, the name of Robert A. Pinn, late of Company I, Fifth 
The ainendments were agreed to. s 2 s Regiment United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- at the rate of $45 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 
able recommendation. The amendment was agreed to. 
HENRY RUNNEBAUM. The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. able soceneneaeen. 


al : . 7 WILLIAM WARNER. 
2660) granting an increase of pension to Henry Runnebaum. 


The bill was read, as follows: The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
Be it enacted, etc., That the pension of Henry Runnebaum be,and thesame 10899) granting an increase of pension to William Warner. 
is hereby, increased from $12 per month to $50 month; and the Secretary The bill was read, as follows: 


of the Interior is directed to enter said Henry Runnebaum on the rolls at $30 


per month Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


rn . ; authorizedand directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
The amendment recommended by the Committee on Invalid | and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William Warner, late of 
Pensions was read, as follows: sures A, Two hun =_— —aparent ces emma Infantry, 
ot . and pay him a pension at the rate o )per month in lieu of that he is now 
Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- Sooenvine. pe on per ma gains oe aw 
wing: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and The amendments recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations Pensions were read, as follows: 


of the pension laws, the name of Henry Runnebaum, late of Company A, . i ok aa tal : a 7 
Fifty-eghth Regiment Ohio Volunteer {nfantry, and pay him a pension at | ng ae Soto out the word “ thirty" and insert in lieu thereof the word 


- — of $2¢ per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” Amend the title so asto read: “‘ A bill granting an increase of pension to 
The amendment was agreed to. William Warner.” 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor-| The amendments were agreed to. 
able recommendation. The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
WILLIAM A. CAMPBELL, able recommendation. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. | JOHN LILLEY. 
10795) granting an increase of pension to William A. Campbell.| The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
Che bill was read, as follows: | 12995) granting an increase of pension to John Lilley. 


Re it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | The bill was read, as follows: 
nd 1 raltateee gy tf agg ty 5 of Willtncs A Cropton | Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
‘ Company G, Twenty-fifth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and y authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


him a pe and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Lilley, late a private in 
\ pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now recei * | Company F, Two ienttred and fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer In- 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- | fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that ho 
mendation. is now receiving. 
FRANCIS W. ANDERTON. The amendments recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
_ The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. | a ns st —_ _ oe I aia a 
l 0 4) granting an increase of pension to Frank W. Anderton. am. —e, e out the wor a private in” and insert in lieu thereof tho 
he bill was read, as follows: In line 8 strike out the word “fifty”’ and imsert in lieu thereof the word 


__ Le it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | “thirty.” 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions The amendments were agreed to. 


and limitat ‘ - . . ‘ 
private in Ceenanae tent ais Velapiees telvates aed com tie o The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. able recommendation. 
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GEORGE K. THOMPSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4451) granting an increase of pension to George K. Thompson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, rt to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George K. Thompson, late a 
landsman, United States ship Connecticut, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “United States ship” and insert in lieu 
thereof the letters “U.S. 8.” 
— line 7, after the word *‘ Connecticut,” insert the words “‘ United States 

avy.” 

In same line strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


FREDERICK A. SLOCUM. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8524) granting an increase of pension to Frederick A. Slocum. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frederick A. Slocum, form- 
erly a private of Company B, Seventh Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, 
serving in the war of the rebellion, at the rate of $30 per month, which rate 
of $30 per month shall be in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 


follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the | 


following: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Frederick A. Slocum, late of Company B, 
Seventh Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and 
sion at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now oy 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase o 
Frederick A. Slocum.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


pension to 


AURELIA M. POWER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7110) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. B. F. Power. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to grant an increase of pension to Mrs. B. F. Power, 
widow of Benjamin F. Power, late captain Company C, One hundred and 
twenty-second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her at the rate 
of $25 per month in lieu of the pension which she 1s now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions were read, as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the 
following: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Aurelia M. Power, widow of Benja- 
min F. Power, late first lieutenant Company C, One hundred and twenty- 
second Regiment, Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay hera pension at the rate 
of $17 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Aurelia M. Power.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


WILLIAM L. CHURCH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
12977) granting’an increase of pension to William L. Church. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place the name of William L. Church, late of 
Company B, Forty-seventh Ohio Volunteer Infantry, on the pension roll at 
the rate of $3) per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 


follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
lowing: 

“That the Se¢retary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of W L.. Church, late of Company 
B, Forty-seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


able recommendation. 
WILLIAM G, BUCHANAN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6897) granting an increase of pension to William G. Buchanan. 





y him a pen- 


Aprit 12, 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William G. Buchanan, late a 
private in Company B, Twenty-sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 a month in lieu of that he is now re. 
ceiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


a nee. 6 strike out the words “‘a private in” and insert in lieu thereof the 
wo “gi 4 

In line 7 strike out the word “ Volunteers” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words ‘‘ Volunteer Infantry.” 

serpent 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
wo ‘or i , 

In the same line strike out the word “a” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “per.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


MARGARET A, STUART, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1238) granting a pension to Margaret A. Stuart. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby. 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Margaret A. Stuart, widow 
of Iley T. Stuart, late of the Fifth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Mounted In- 


| fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $8 per month. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 
In line 6 strike out all after the word ‘Stuart,’ and all of lines 7,8, and 9, 


| and insert in lieu thereof the following: “late of the Fifth Regiment Ten- 


nessee Lee Mounted Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of §8 
9er month.” 
, Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Margaret A. 


| Stuart.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fayor- 


| able recommendation. 


SARAH L. BATES. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
12683) granting a pension to Sarah L. Bates. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah L. Bates, widow 
of Joseph J. Bates, late of Company C, First Battery Massachusetts Volun- 
teer Heavy Artillery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line7 strike out the word “ Battery * and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“ Battalion.” 

The amendment was agreed to. ] 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

DAVID T. BRUCK. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
3262) granting an increase of pension to David T. Bruck. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, TS to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of David T. Bruck, late of Com- 
pany H, Fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all of lines 6, 7, 8, and 9 and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
“of David T. Bruck, late hospital steward, Fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

WILLIAM KUNSELMAN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
11170) granting an increase of pension to William Kunselman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William Kunselman, late 0! 
Company E, Ninth Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 


: ‘ ; | mendation. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- | 


CARRIE M. SCHOFIELD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. 8. 
12770) granting a pension to Carrie M. Schofield. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
' authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
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and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Carrie M. Schofield, widow | and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Marvin Chandler, late of 
of the late Walter Schofield, late pee vor hey, I, Ninth Iowa Volunteer | Company G, One hundred and forty-third Regiment New York Volunteer 





Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as | 2° #8 BOW Tecelving. ; 
follows: The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 


Strike out all of lines 6, 7, and 8 and insert in lieu thereof the following: | follows: 
“of Carrie M. Schofield, widow of Walter Schofield, late of Company I, Ninth In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 | “twenty-four.” 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Carrie M. Schofield,” 


The amendments were agreed to. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- MARY SHEARER. 
able recommendation. The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H, R. 
DANIEL L. MALLICOAT. 12446) granting a pension to Mary Shearer. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. | The bill was read, as follows: 


995 i ; ; | Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, 
332 s) to pension Daniel L. Mallicoat. | authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
The bill was read, as follows: and limitations of the panalon laws, the name of Mary Shearer, the depend- 


Re it ted, etc,, Tha j | ent and blind daughter of William Shearer, late of Company —. Eighth Ken- 
authorized, “ond findcted re pt enen | ofthe Calted States | tucky Volunteer Infantry, in the war of the rebellion, and pay her a pension 
the name of Daniel L,. Mallicoat, late a captain of Company N,Greene County, | ** the rate of $12 per month. 


Mo., Home Guards, and to pay him a pension of $50 per month. The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as | follows: 
follows: In line 6 strike out the word “blind” and insert in lieu thereof the word 


Strike out all after the enacting clz insert in lie we _| “helpless,” ; 
rike o er the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- | In line 7, after the word “Company,” insert the letter “B.” 


lowin : j : “4 ‘ : ” 
That the Secretary of the Interior-be, and he is hereby, authorized and In same line, after the word “ Eighth,” insert the word ‘ Regiment. 

directed to piace on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita- In line 8 strike out the words “in the war of the rebellion. 

tions of the pension laws, the name of Daniel L. Mallicoat, late captain, Com-| The amendments were agreed to. 


pany ore mo? » Mo., Home Guards, and pay him a pension at the | The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Daniel L. | able recommendation. 


Mallicoat.” HENRY LANE, 
The amendments were agreed to, . . The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 3592) for the relief of Henry Lane. 
able recommendation, The bill was read, as follows: 
LAVALETTE D. DICKEY. Be it coeciel, Ge, Fa the oeasaey or — be, gan De is hereby, 
. me authorized and direc to revoke and set aside the special orders of the War 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S, 721) Department, dated March 30, 1863, dismissing from the service, for absence 
granting an increase of pension to Lavalette D. Dickey, without leave, Henry Lane, late first lieutenant Company F, Thirtieth Regi- 
The bill was read, as follows: ment New Jersey Volunteers, to date March 1, 1863, because he was then, and 


or weeks be been, luty in the field, and t t hi h - 
Re it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, oe ae hol 5 1863. Soe 00 Seay SES ae eee 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provision: ; : . . . 
sod laniiadiieal ties semeloas laws, etess of Lantos D Dickey, = The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
of Charles J. Dickey, late qapinin. Twenty-second Bepment United States mendation. 

Infantry, and major, Eighth Regiment United States Infantry, and pay her CHARLES Ss. ELY 

# pension at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving, es 

and $2 per month additional on account of the minor child of said Charles J. The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


Dickey until he reaches the age of 16 years. 2849) granting an increase of pension to Charles S. Ely. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- The bill was read, as follows: 
mendation, Be it enacted, etc,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
AGNES CLARK, authorized and directed to place the name of Charles 8. Ely, late of Company 


: . . B, Forty-third Ohio Volunteer Infantry, on the pension roll,at the rate of $24 
anne next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H, R. per month, from and after the passage of this act. . 
12239) granting an increase of pension to Agnes Clark, The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
The bill was read, as follows: follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, ike snacti : ve and insert in He reo ’ 
authorined and Comet to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | on ous all after the enacting clause and insert in Hou thereof th 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Agnes Clark, widow of “Phat lac ro ; is he rs iz 

a G ‘ ’ 4 That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
Henry ©, Clark, late of Company B, Sixteenth Regiment United States Vol- | girected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
tha 1 Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of | of the semen laws, the name of Charles 8. Ely, late of Company B, Forty 

= BHO 1S NOW FOCELVINE. - third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension of §20 per 
rhe amendments recommended by the committee were read, as | month in lieu of that he is now receiving. : : 
follows: Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 

In i ag trik $ th 4“vVolunt Charles 8. Ely.” 

n line 7 strike ou e word *“ Volunteer.” i . . 

In line 8 strike out the word “twenty” and insert in lieu thereof the word The amendments were agreed to. 


“twelve.” The bill asamended was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable 
The amendments were agreed to. recommendation, 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- ALICE A. FITCH. 
able recommendation. The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H, R. 
JAMES M, ASHLEY. 9776) granting an increase of pension to Alice A. Fitch. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H, R. The bill was read, as follows: 
7507) granting an increase of pension to James M. Ashley. Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


The bi rs ¢ : _ authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
The bill was read, as follows: and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alice A. Fitch, widow of 

Re it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | Ezra Fitch, late major, First Regiment Arkansas Volunteer Cavalry, and 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | pay her a pension at the rate of per month in lieu of that she is now re- 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James M. Ashley, late of | ceiving. 


Company L, First Kentueky Cavalry Volunteers, and pay him a pension at | . . : AS io ge i 
the rate of $0 per month in Meu of that he is now receiving. 7 a amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
OLLOWS: 


The amendments recomz i 2 as 
fi ewe ments 1 mmended by the committee were read, a: In line 8, strike out the word “ thirty ” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
oe “twenty.” 
in line 6, before the word “Kentucky.” insert the word ‘‘ Regiment.” 7 as ia 
in the same line, after the word “Kentucky,” insert the word “ Volun- The amendinent was agreed to. ‘ . , 
rT The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


‘ | 
able recommendation. 


in line 7 strike out the word “Volunteers.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 


_ The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
ibie recommendation. 


SUSAN A, PHELPS, 


The next business on, the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
10321) granting a pension to Susan A, Phelps. 


MARVIN CHANDLER, | ‘The bill was read, as follows: 
oie next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H, R. Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ishereby, 
(30) gran increase nsi Mar } authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
The bill noe at ee pe an 0 vin Chandler, | and limitations of the penal m laws, the name of Susan A. Phelps, widow of 
a » ae Owes; the late Ithamar D. Phelps, captain of Company K, Seventy-third Regiment 


Ke it enacted, dte,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, | Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions month. 


XXXV 





235 


4066 


follows: 


In line 6 strike out the words “the late.” 

In line 7. before the word “captain,” insert the word “late ” 

In same line strike out the word “of.” 

In line 9, after the word “month,” insert the words “in lieu of that she is 
now receiving.” 


Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to | 


Susan A. Phelps.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- | 
| him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 


able recommendation. 
CALEB C. BRIGGS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
11665) granting an increase of pension to Caleb C. Briggs. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Caleb C. Briggs, late assist- 


ant surgeon of the One hundred and fifty-ninth Regiment of the Nineteenth | j 
i directed to place on the pension roll t 


Army Corps, under Gen. N. P. Banks in Louisiana and under Gen. Phil. Sher- 
idan in Virginia, and pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 
_ Strike out all of lines 6, 7, 8, 9, and 10 and insert in lieu thereof the foliow- 
ing: “of Caleb C, Briggs. late assistant surgeon One hundred and fifty-ninth 
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

WILLIAM C, DAVID. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 181) 
granting an increase of pension to William C. David. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William C. David, late of 
Company A, Eleventh Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

WILLIAM C. ROBERTS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


12299) granting a pension to William C. Roberts. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William C. Roberts, late of 
Company H, Fiftieth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $25 per month.. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “twenty-five” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

MARY E. BARGER. 


he next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
13323) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. Barger. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

} acted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary E. Barger, widow of 
Harrison C. Barger, late second lieutenant of ae D, Second Illinois 
Volunteer Light Artillery,and pay her a pension at the rate of $15 per month 
in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

in line 7 strike out the word “of.” _ ; 

In same line, before the word “Illinois,” insert the word * Regiment.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

JOHN 8S. BONHAM. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
13321) granting an increase of pension to John 8. Bonham. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorizedand directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 8. Bonham, late of 
Company K, First California Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6, before the word “California,” insert the word “‘ Regiment.” 
In same line, after the word “California,” insert the word “ Volunteer.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as | 


| rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the pro t 
| of the pension laws, the name of Charles D. Palmer, late of Company F, (ne 


APRIL 12, 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fayor- 
able recommendation. 


RICHARD M. KELLOUGH. * 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


| 12724) granting an increase of pension to Richard M. Kellough. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Richard M. Kellough, late 
of Company D, Sixty-fourth Regiment Dlinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
JOHN LUDWIG. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


| 1931) granting an increase of pension to John Ludwig. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Bocretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 

the name of John Ludwig, late second 

lieutenant of Company A, Ninth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, 

and pay him a pension at the rate of 340 a month in lieu of that he is now re- 
eiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
lowing: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of John Ludwig, late of Company A, Ninth 
Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


WILLIAM M. BARSTOW. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
12458) granting an increase of pension to William M. Barstow. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William M. Barstow, late of 
Company D, Twenty ess Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, at the 
rate of $40 per month in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7, after the word “ Infantry,” insert the words “‘and pay him a pen- 
sion.” 

In line 8 strike out the words “of the pension” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word ‘‘that.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


able recommendation. 
MARIETTA ELIZABETH STANTON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
13019) granting an increase of pension to Marietta Elizabeth 
Stanton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Marietta Elizabeth Stanton 
widow of the late Gen. Thaddeus H. Stanton, United States Army, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $75 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving 

The amendments recommended by the committee were rea‘, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “the late General.” 

In line 7, after the word “Stanton,” insert the words “late brigadier 
general.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ seventy-five” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ fifty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


CHARLES D. PALMER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
13371) granting an increase of pension to Charles D. Palmer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is her 
authorized and directed to —- on the pension roll the name of Char! 
Palmer, late of Company F, One hundred and fifty-ninth Ohio Nati 
Guard Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $75 a month in licu 
that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was real, 43 
follows: 


‘ Brie out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the 
ollowing: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
ions and limitations 


hundred and fifty-ninth Regiment Ohio National Guard Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 











Mr. STARK. Mr. Chairman, I am sure the committee will 
pardon me for the time used in submitting a few remarks on the 
subject of service pensions. 

On April 3, 1897, the house of representatives of the State of 
Nebraska passed a resolution urging the Senators and Repre- 
sentatives in Congress to pass a service-pension bill, and on April 
10, 1897, in compliance with their resolution, I introduced a serv- 
ice-pension bill. The war with Spain coming on overshadowed 
nearly all kinds of legislation, but I made an effort to get a hear- 
ing before the committee, but it was never reached. In the 
Fifty-sixth Congress I did not introduce a service-pension bill, 
but cooperated with other members in attempting to have a law | 
enacted providing for a nonpartisan pension court to hear appeals 
and make recommendations to Congress, believing if the measure 
became a law that there would be some form of a service-pension 
bill recommended by said pension court. The measure failed to | 
become a law. In the Fifty-seventh Congress I introduced a 
service-pension bill, a copy of which, with suggested amendments, 
follows my remarks. 

From the last report of the Commissioner of Pensions it appears 
that there are 370,037 claims of all kinds pending, arising from 
the civil war. Twenty-four thousand two hundred and six are 
claims for accrued pensions, 6,577 are claims filed by soldiers who 
have since died, 11,798 have never been adjudicated, 32,520 are re- 
jected claims, 41,399 are claims for new disabilities, and 228,5: 
are Claims for increase, making a total of 355,034, and 15,203 un- | 
classified. There are 33,532 pending claims on account of the war | 
with Spain in addition to the above. 

According to the estimates prepared in the War Department, | 
there should now be living 965,313 survivors of the war of the | 
rebellion, excluding deserters. There are now on the pension 
rolls the names of 735.789 invalid pensioners, exclusive of those 
based on the war with Spain, leaving 229,524 survivors of the 
civil war who are not pensioners. The Commissioner of Pensions 
says that about 25 per cent of those have filed claims for pensions. 
The annual value of each pension for civil-war service was de- | 
creased from $132.39 to $131.87 since the report of the Commis- | 
sioner of Pensions was issued for the year 1900. 

Under the provisions of my bill giving $12 per month to each 
survivor of the civil war there would be required $33,051,456 to 
pay the 229,524 survivors not yet pensioned. 

On page 90 of the report of the Commissioner of Pensions, it ap- 


pears that under the act of June 27, 1890, there are pensioned: 
Per month. 


104,884. G6, .cncbdlibbdine bananas dcecndibsapibidttsccadanns 
dat 
138,298 at 
BAR at 
138,900 widows at 
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By computation it appears thas it would take $21,776,496 per 
year to bring all up to $12 per month. 

On page 89 of the same report is given in detail the different 
monthly rate paid under the general law to pensioners, and by 
computation it appears that it would take $6,391 ,324.20 per year | 
to bring all up to $12 per month. This makes a total of $28,167,- 
820.20 for the veterans and the widows to bring them all up to 
$12 per month, - 

On page 18 of the report of the Commissioner of Pensions it ap- 
pears that there should now be living 965,313 survivors of the 
civil war. There are now on the pension rolls the names of 
735,789 invalid pensioners, exclusive of those based on service in 
the war with Spain, and nearly all of these are pensioners on ac- 
count of the civil war. 

These figures indicate that there are 229,524 survivors of that 
war who have never been pensioned, and only 25 per cent of whom 
have filed claims for pensions. To allow this 25 per cent who have 
applied $144 annual pension would require $8,262,720. That would 
leave 172,148 survivors who have not yet and probably a large 
number never will ask fora pension. But to the end that we may 
touch ** high-water ’’ mark let us provide for allowing all of them 
a pension of $144 annually which would require $24,788,592. 

_ To bring all now on the pension rolls up to $12 would require 
528, 167,820.20; to allow all survivors who have applied, $8,262,720; 
to allow those survivors who have never applied, $24,788,592, 
making a total increase of $61,219,.182.20. e House appro- 
priated this session $138,500,000. This makes a grand total of | 
3199,719,276.20, ) 

On page 90 of said report there are 281,583 veterans, 138,904 | 
widows, and on page 89 there are 120,274 veterans and 1,620 wid- | 
ows, and on page 18 there are 229,524 veterans, making a total of | 
‘71,905 who, under my proposed bill, would receive $111,154,320 | 
in United States Treasury notes, called ‘‘ pension money,”’ which | 
would leave to be appropriated from the Gited States Treasury 
$88,564,956.20, | 
_ Of course it is apparent that this would make a saving of med- | 
ical examining fees and increases under all of the laws, c s for 






| 
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which are now pending, and expense of administering the Pension 
Bureau, which is largely conjectural, though it must be a great 
sum. From the best information that I can obtain, a comserva- 
tive estimate of the average age of the survivors of the civil war 
is about 60 years, which gives an expectation of life of about four- 
teen years. The appropriation and issue would therefore decrease 
each year one-fourteenth, or $14,265,662.30. 

I want to call your attention to the further fact that my bill 
provides for a pension for the widows and minor children, while 
some of the others do not. Another difference between other 


| bills and mine is that the others depend upon an appropriation 


from the public Treasury, and if the appropriation is insufficient 
be nomore claims allowed. Mine issues the money upon 
the allowance of claims, to be redeemed in five years from date 
of issue, thus automatically appropriating the money when the 
claim is allowed without further legislation being necessary. 

At this place the practical question arises, from what source will 
the money be derived to pay these increased pensions, and it seems 
to me to be the part of wisdom instead of making an additional 
demand upon our revenues under present conditions, to follow the 
precedents established in the early part of our civil war; to issue 
demand notes which are in effect noninterest-bearing obligations 
of the United States, having the legal-tender function which con- 
stitutes money, and behind it as a guaranty is the wealth of this 
nation—over twoand a half billion acres of land with all the cities, 
villages, and property of our country, and all the genius, energy, 
rustle, and capacity of 75,000,000 people—the same to be redeem- 
able at any time after five years from the date of its issue at the 
option of the Government; and it is provided that it shall be re- 
ceivable at its nominal value in full payment for all taxes, internal- 
revenue duties, excises, duties on imports, amounts due on sale of 
public land, debts, and demands of every kind due to the United 
States of America. 

This is an application of the law of set-off that has existed in 


| the common law of England since time out of mind and is the 


‘law of the land,’’ because it is not inconsistent with the Consti- 
tution of the United States or with any law passed by Con- 


| gress, for there is no way under the present financial law to 


maintain as a standard of payment legal-tender notes unless you 
exchange gold coin for them or stand ready to do so, but there is 
a way to redeem them other than by tendering gold, and that 
way is by set-off, by standing ready to receive the notes in pay- 
ment of all taxes, internal-revenue duties, excises, duties on im- 
ports, debts, and demands of every kind due to the United States 


| of America. 


There is nothing original on my part in providing for the issue 


| of this kind of money, and it simply follows the opinion of the 
Supreme Court of the United States, delivered on January 15, 


1872, in the cases of Knox v. Lee and Parker v. Davis, reported 
in 12 Wallace, page 457, and is now the law of the land, never 
having been reversed, modified or distinguished; in fact has been 
reaffirmed in Juilliard v. Greenman, 110 United States, page 421. 
This case was decided March 8, 1884, and declares the law to be 
that Congress has the constitutional power to make the Treas- 
ury notes of the United States a legal tender in payment of pri- 
vate debts in time of peace as well as in time of war. 

To illustrate: On April 9, 1902, the Government receipts were 
as follows, viz: 


Sete nit naiiénennadnn bueheushnngebenees aeseccos cece ... $1,007,396. 67 
Nee een tetiaip wens a 09, 760.73 
a ee  geiisidteda Swern t ae 3 168, 133. 54 
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The ‘pension money ’”’ provided in this bill could be used by 


| way of set-off to pay in part some of the debts and demands due 


the United States and are redeemed and paidin that way. Under 


| the option of the Government, after five years from the date of 


its issue it may ultimately redeem the notes in the manner then 
provided by law, and being issued every three months no such 
amount could be presented at any one time as to deprive the Gov- 
ernment of ample funds to meet other obligations. 

While I am a strong believer in scientific money, and more con- 
vinced of its justice as the years roll by, yet as a lawmaker, to 
reach practical ends, I must take into account the law as it now 
exists. The financial law now upon our statute books provides 
for the redemption of greenbacks in gold, and if at any time the 
gold reserve falls below $100,000,000 the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall issue bonds. Therefore, to prevent the issuance of bonds, I 
srovide for time of the redemption of the pension greenback to 

five years from the date of its issue, which carries us by two 
Congressional and one Presidential election and gives an oppor- 
tunity to repeal the Republican financial law now in force in this 
country. As the pensions are paid quarterly, the money would be 
issued quarterly, thus preventing a demand for redemption 
oftener than quarterly after the five years expires. The pension 
greenback, outside this redemption feature made necessary by our 
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financial law, is identical with the Abraham Lincoln greenbacks, 
good for all debts, public and private, with no exception clause 
of any kind. 

There is an item of expense in regard to the administration of 
pensions that escapes general notice from the fact that it is car- 
ried in another appropriation bill, and that is the expense of the 
Pension Department at Washington, D. C. 

In the legislative appropriation bill, which passed the House 
February 7, 1902, are the following items: 


Pension Office: For the Commissioner of Pensions, $5,000; First Deput 
Commissioner, $3,600; Second Deputy Commissioner, $3,600; chief clerk, $2,250, 
assistant chief clerk, $2,000; medical referee, $3,000; assistant medical referee 
$2,250; 2 qualified surgeons, who shall be experts in their profession, at $2,00( 
each; 38 medical examiners, who shall be surgeons of education, skill, and 
experience in their profession, at $1,800 each; 10 chiefs of division, at $2,000 
each; law clerk, $2,250; chief of board of review, $2,250: 57 principal examin- 
ers, at $2,000 each; 20 assistant chiefs of division, at $1,800 each; 3 stenogra- 
phers, at_ $1,600 each; 70 clerks of class 4; 8 clerks of class 3; 830 clerks of 
class 2; 400 clerks of class 1; 250 clerks, at $1,000 each; 145 copyists; superin- 
tendent of building, $1,400; 2 engineers, at $1,200 each; 3 firemen; 38 messen- 

rs; 12 assistant messengers; 2) messenger boys, at $400 each; 45 laborers; 
0 female laborers, at $400 each; 15 charwomen; 1 painter, skilled in his trade, 
$900; 1 cabinetmaker, skilled in his trade, $900; captain of the watch, $840; 3 
sergeants of the watch, at $750 each; 20 watchmen; in all $1,964,810. 

For per diem, when absent from home and traveling on duty outside the 
District of Columbia, for special examiners, or other persons employed in the 
Bureau of Pensions detailed for the purpose of making ial investigations 
pertaining to said Bureau, in lieu of expenses for subsistence, not exceeding 

per day, and for actual and necessary expenses for transportation and as- 
sistance and any other necessary expenses, ey rm | telegrams, $350,000: Pro- 
vided, That two ial examiners or clerks detailed and acting as chief and 
assistant chief of the division of special examiners may be allowed, from 
this appropriation, in addition to their salaries and in lieu of per diem and all 
expenses for subsistence, a sum sufficieut to make their annual compensation 
$2,000 and $1,800, res ively, and whenever it may be necessary for either of 
them to travel on official business outside the District of Columbia by special 
direction of the Commissioner, he shall receive the same allowance in lieu of 
subsistence and for transportation as is herein provided for special examiners 
and detailed clerks engaged in field service; and the Secretary of the Inte- 
- r shall so apportion the sum herein appropriated as to prevent a deficiency 

erein. 

For an additional force of 150 special examiners for one year, at a salary of 
$1,300 each, $195,000, and mo person so appointed shall be employed in the State 
from which he is appointed; and any of those now wee in the Pension 
a. oF as special examiners, may be reappointed if they be found to be 
qualified, 


This makes an annual salary and expense roll for the Pension 
Office at Washington alone of $2,509,810. My bill, if enacted 
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into law, would so simplify matters that one-fourth of the pres- | 
ent number of employees could attend to the work without detri- | 


ment to the public service. 


Curiously, this is a larger amount | 


than is paid to the 17,630 pensioners residing in the State of Ne- | 


braska, who receive $2,414,213 annually. 


Notwithstanding the | 


33,532 claims pending on account of the war with Spain, the Ap- | 


propriation Committee reports a bill for the payment of pensions 


for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, of the smallest amount | 


appropriated for that purpose since 1891. Since my service in 
Congress I have had a great number of personal complaints against 


Commissioner Evans, and many resolutions have been sent to | 
me condemning his methods of administering the Pension De- | 


partment. 
I think, from my experience and observation, that many of them 


are unfair and unmerited. Mr. Evans administers a department | 
under laws made by Congress and rules made by his superior offi- | 


cers and a fixed appropriation. 


It must be plain to anyone that | 


when the appropriation is made he must first take therefrom the | 
amount of the pensions that are already allowed, and the balance | 


forms the fund, together with that which remains after the death 


of a pensioner, from which to allow original, increase, accrued, | 


widow's, and minor’s pensions, and when that part of the fund is 
exhausted there can be no further allowance, no matter what the 
testimony filed may show. The amount of the appropriation for 


payment of pensions is in @ recommendation from the Secretary | 
of the Interior, who is the superior officer to Mr. Evans, and the | 
Secretary, being one of the Cabinet officers, is on confidential rela- | 


tions with the President of the United States. 

Every little while Mr. Evans is sued for from fifty to one 
hundred thousand dollars damages by some attorney whom he has 
disbarred from practicing in his department, and that on top of 
all the charges and resolutions that are aimed at him. 
fair. Put the blame where it belongs—on Mr. Evans's superior 
officers. Those officers might answer that the blame really rests 
on Congress for not passing proper laws, and to that charge I 
answer, speaking for myself, that I have introduced a reason- 
able, rational service-pension bill, which is all that I can 
do. 
war survivors. I reply that that was sucha short time ago that 
plenty of evidence can be obtained in their behalf. In 1828 Con- 
gress passed a service-pension bill for all the survivors of the 
Revolutionary war, forty-seven years after the close of the war. 


It is not | tonlows: 


| Alexander McCuen, la 


I might be asked why my bill does not cover the Spanish- | 


It is now thirty-seven years after the close of the civil war, and | 


this Government is much better able to pay @ service pension to 
the survivors of that war than were our fathers to the heroes of 
the Revolution. 


APRIL 12, 


(H. R. 7656, Fifty-seventh Gongrems, first session. In the House of Repre- 
sentatives, January 6, 1902.] 


Mr. STARK introduced the following bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed: 


A bill granting a service pension to soldiers, sailors, marines, and their 
widows and orphans, and for other purposes. 


Be it enacted, etc., That every soldier, sailor, or marine, whether an officer 
or an enlisted man, who enlisted and was sworn into the military, naval, or 
marine service of the United States in the war for the waparegon of the re- 
bellion, and who was honorably discharged therefrom, shall, from and after 
the passage of this act, receive a pension of $12 per month: Provided, That 
the provisions of this act shall in no manner interfere with any pension now 
being received by a pensioner, except to raise the same to the sum of $12 per 
month where a less sum is now being received; nor shall it in any manner in- 
terfere with the right to an increase, rerating of a pension, or other right 
now enjoyed under the pension laws in force. 

Sxc. 2. That the Army, Navy, and marine service rolls, and an honorable 
discharge shall be the only evidence required to entitle any soldier, sailor, or 
marine to the pension granted by this act; and the Commissioner of Pensions 
is hereby directed to formulate such rules for the indentification of such 
soldiers, sailors, or marines as may be necessary. 

Sec. 8. That in the event of the death of any soldier, sailor, or marine who 
is drawing or who has drawn a pension under the provisions of this act or 
under the provisions of any other law or laws of the United States, no mat- 
ter what the cause of death may be, the widow of such soldier, sailor, or 
marine, while she remains such widow, shall be entitled to a widow's pen- 
sion of $12; and any minor child or children of any dead soldier, sailor, or 
marine who, if living, would be entitled to a pension under the provisions of 
this act or any other law or laws now enforced, shall be allowed the sum of 
$ per month each until each child or children shall have attained the age 
of 18 years. 

Sno. 4. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and di- 
rected to cause to be issued quarterly Treasury notes of the United States 
which shall be full nome Soaees paper money of the United States of America, 
and shall be receivable at its nominal value in full payment for all taxes, in. 
ternal-revenue duties, excises, duties on imports, amounts due on sale of pub- 
lic lands, debts, and demands of every kind due to the United States of 
America, and be redeemable at any time after five years from the date of its 
issue, at the option of the Government, in sufficient eT to pay the 
amounts due under the provisions of this act, and in denominations of $5 and 
$2 bills; and all pee payments under the provisions of this act shall be 
made in these bills to pensioners, and said money shall be reissued whenever 
and as often as it may become the property of the United States of America 
until redeemed, and all penalties for counterfeiting and all provisions of law 
for the renewal of any mutilated or wornout United States of America paper 
money shall apply to the pension money nepeby created. 

Sec. 5. That in all official statements and publications of the Svensury De- 
partment of the United States of America showing the amounts of gold and 
silver coins and certificates, United States notes, and national-bank notes in 
circulation, the various amounts issued under this act shall be designated as 
“ pension money.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended’ was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
PITSAR INGRAM, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
2299) granting an increase of pension to Pitsar Ingram. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, — to the mp so 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Pitsar Ingram, late of Com- 
pany D, Sixty-fifth Regiment Ilinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in licu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty ” and insert in lien thereof the word 
“twenty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

MARGARET M’CUEN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
9833) granting an increase of pension to Margaret McCuen, widow 
of Alexander McCuen. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Margaret McCuen, widow of 
captain Seventy-second Regiment Pennsylvania Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $0 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 


In line 7, before the word “ Seventy-second,” insert the words “Company 


‘In the same line strike out the word “Seventy-second” and insert in liet 
thereof the words “Two hundred and third.” 
In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty.” 
Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret McCuen.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
ablé recommendation. 


OTTO H, HASSELMAN, 


| The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (8. 4404) 


| granting an increase of pension to Otto H. Hasselman, 
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The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, nnd he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sul, to the provisions 
and limitations of the Re on laws, the name of Otto H. Hasselman, late of 
Company A, One hundred and thirty-second Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
DOLLIE M, CRONKITE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
842%) granting a pension to Dollie M. Cronkite. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Dollie M. Cronkdte, widow 
of Tunis Cronkite, late of Company I, One hundred and first Regiment Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 
LUCINDA A, SIRWELL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8466) granting a pension to Lucinda A. Sirwell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
authorized and instructed to place the name of Lucinda A. Sirwell, invalid 
daughter of William Graham Sirwell, late colonel of the Seventy-eighth 
Pennsylvania Infantry, on the pension roll and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


eee out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
owing: 

“ That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Lucinda A. Sirwell, the helpless and depend- 
ent daughter of William Sirwell, late colonel Seventy-eighth Regiment Penn- 
viene Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per 
month.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The billas amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- | 


able recommendation. 
OLE THOMPSON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5951) granting an increase of pension to Ole Thompson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension ares the name of Ole Thompson, late of Com- 
pany ©, Eighth iment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $72 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 


follows: 


In line § strike out the word ‘‘seventy-two” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “thirty.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- | 


able recommendation. 
DANIEL DONNE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5219) granting an increase of pension to Daniel Donne. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Daniel Donne, late sergeant 
of Company G, Forty-eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, 
ont pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now 

eceiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as | 


follows: 
In line 6 strike out the word “ sergeant." 


In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty" and insert in lieu thereof the word 


“twenty-four,” 
The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


able recommendation. : 
JOHN CANTY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


6006) granting a pension to John Canty. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 


authorized and 
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ment United States Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $17 per 
month in lieu of that he is now rec ar. 

Amend the title so as to read: “ A bill granting an increase of pension to 
John Canty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 
._ The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


WILLIAM H, CHAPMAN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7491) granting an increase of pension to William H. Chapman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of William H 
Chapman, late of Ninth Battery, Ohio ight Artillery, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

: Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lien thereof the fol 
owing: 

- That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 

directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 

tions of the pension laws, the name of William H. Chapman, late of the Ninth 
Battery, Ohio Volunteer re Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate 

of $17 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


NANCY A. KILLOUGH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7815) granting a pension to Nancy A. Killough. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized, 
empowered, and directed to place upon the pension roll, under the limita- 
tions of the pension laws of the United States, the name of Nancy A. Kil- 
lough, widow of John H. Killough, of Company D, Thirty-third Iowa In- 
fantry Volunteers,.at the rate of $12 a month. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
lowing: 
| - That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Nancy A. Killough, widow of John H. Kil- 
lough, late of Company D, Thirty-third Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, 
| and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month.” 


| The amendment was agreed to. 
| The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 








able recommendation. 
TRA L. EVANS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R, 
7384) granting an increase of pension to Ira L. Evans. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
| authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ira L, Evans, late of Com- 
pany A, First Regiment Michigan Sha hooters, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6, before the word “‘ Company,” strike out the word “of” and insert 
in lieu thereof the word “ captain.” 

In same line, after the word “ Michigan,” insert the word ‘‘ Volunteer.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “thirty " and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“seventeen.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


JOHN REVLEY. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 3263) granting an increase 

| of pension to John Revley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

| Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Revley, late of Com- 

| pany A, Fifty-fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 

pension at the rate of $14 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

| The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


COURTLAND ©, MATSON. 


| 
| The next business was the bill (H. R. 5020) granting an increase 
of pension to Courtland C. Matson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of J Canty, late of Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
Company are ment District of Columbia Cavalry, and pay him a | authorized and directed to increase the pension of Courtland C. Matson, late 


pension at the rate of $30 per month. 


lieutenant-colonel of the Sixth Indiana Cavalry, to $30 per month in lieu of 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as | ‘¢ Pension he is now receiving, 


follows: 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 


, 
Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- | follows. es 
-— a th Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
") e Secretary of the rior be, and he is hereby, authorized and | lowing: 
= to pace on the Saieare Subject to the ot and limitations that the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
e pens: 


on laws, the name of John Canty, 





late of Battery M, Third Regi- 


directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
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of the pension laws, the name of Courtland C. Matson, late lieutenant-colonel 
Sixth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry,and pay hima pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fayor- 
able recommendation. 

EBENEZER WILSON. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 12489) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Ebenezer Wilson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ebenezer Wilson, late of 
Company M, First Regiment Rhode Island Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

p <— 7strike out the word “Infantry” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“Cavalry.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- | 


able recommendation. 
MARTIN BOICE. 
The next business was the bill (H.R. 11812) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Martin Boice. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martin Boice, late of Com- 
pany D. Fifth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

PHEOBE L. PEYTON. 

The next business was the bill (S. 4643) granting an increase of 
pension to Pheobe L. Peyton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Pheobe L. Peyton, widow 
of Jacob M. Peyton, late of Company C, Ninth Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Cavalry, and captain Company I, One hundred and forty-eighth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month 
in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

WILLIAM W. RICHARDSON. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 945) granting an increase 
of pension to William W. Richardson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the — roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Willam W. Richardson, 
late of Company F, Thirty-third Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
celving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

PHINEAS CURRAN. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 12468) for the relief of | 


Phineas Curran. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Phineas Curran, late of Com- 
pany G, Thirty-eighth New Jersey Volunteers, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as | 


follows: 4 

In line 6, after the word “ Thirty-eighth,” insert the word “ Regiment.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “* Volunteers” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “ Volunteer Infantry.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Phineas Curran.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- | 


able recommendation. 
IDA S, M’KINLEY. 


The next business was the bill (S. 2063) granting a pension to 
Ida S. McKinley. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Ida 5. 
ep. widow of William McKinley, late President of the United States, 
and pay er a pension at the rate of $5,000 per year from and after the pas- 
sage of this act. 

Mr. BELL. Mr. Chairmsn,. I would like to hear some explana- 
tion of the principle or precedent, either or both, on which this 
bill is supposed to rest. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, the bill is in conformity 
to the uniform practice of this Government to give to the widow 
of a deceased President a pension of this character. A pension 
corresponding in all respects to this was given to the widow of 
George Washington; to the widow of John Quincy Adams; to the 
| widow of William Henry Harrison, $25,000 in a round sum: to 

Dolly Madison: to Sarah Childress Polk, $5,000 a year; to Mar- 
garet S. Taylor; widow of Zachary Taylor; to Dandridge Bettie 
Taylor, daughter of Gen. Zachary Taylor; to Julia Gardiner 
Tyler, a pension of $5,000 a year; to Mary Lincoln, widow of 
| Abraham Lincoln, $25,000, from which was to be deducted any 
amount paid on account of salary, and a pension in addition of 
$5,000 a year; to Julia Dent Grant, widow of General Grant, 
$5,000 a year; to Mrs. Garfield, $5,000 a year, with $50,000 addi- 
tional. And then we gave to the executor of the estate of Henry 
| Wilson, who died while Vice-President, $10,332, and to Eliza C. 
| Hendricks, widow of Thomas A. Hendricks, who died while Vice- 
| President, $8,000. 

Mr. BELL. Then thisisin accordance with uniform precedent. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It has been uniform practice. I have no 
| knowledge of any case where this was not done where the Presi- 
dent left a widow surviving. 

Mr. BELL. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say just a word. If, as 
appears to be the fact, this is in accordance with a precedent, the 
precedent is absolutely wrong and indefensible as applicable to a 
true republic. If this splendid woman could possibly spend— 
could possibly use this money, or if she had a child to whom it 
might possibly go, I would be one of the first to say, ‘‘ Yes, she 
must have it.”’ But it is utterly impossible for her to spend the 
income of her estate. 
| She has an independent estate in her own right. The New 
| York Journal a few days ago had a whole page covered with a 
| description of her mines and the stock of her mines alone at mar- 
| ket value of stock in the McKinley Mining Company is worth over 
$150,000. I understand that she has much property besides. Her 
| husband’s estate invoiced—that which went into the hands of the 

executors—$210,000. Shehas no heirs whatever, and she can not 

possibly spend the income of her own fortune. 

Now, then, the Government, under the sanction of pension 
| laws, presumes to be just to every pensioner from the lowest to 
| the highest; and I want to suggest to our friends that we have 

hundreds of thousands of widows of old soldiers who died in the 
ditches defending this country who can not get a pension, because 
| of difficulty of making proof. Under the dependent act widows 
| are refused pensions who have an income of $250. Now, I want 
| to say that this bad precedent gives this pension to collateral 
| heirs only. It does not go to this splendid woman, and God 
| knows Isympathize with her as much as any man can, but I am 

not willing to give my sanction to a precedent that is an absolute 
| wrong because of our sentiment for the woman. 

Now, this $5,000 per annum that this Congress proposes to 
| give—and I know she does not ask it; I do not believe she wants 
| it—would pay a pension of $8 a month to 52 of these old widows 
| whose husbands’ lives were shortened by reason of fighting for 

this country and whom we refuse to pension because they have 

an income of $250 per annum. I am not going to object to this 
| pension of Mrs. McKinley. The gentleman [Mr. GRosvENoR| 
| says it is according to precedent. I say if it is according to prec- 
edent it is a bad precedent for a Republic which presumes that 
| every man is as good as his neighbor. I would say that if there 
| is any possibility of this splendid woman needing this or wanting 
it, or if she had an heir, she should have it. But she is absolutely 
independent, from a financial standpoint, has no heir, and still 
| she must have this $5,000 a year to bequeath to some collateral 

heirs. 

Now, I dislike to be compelled to say this much, but we do 4 

great many wrongs, not from lack of judgment so much as from 
| sentiment, and this is nothing more than a sentimental act of this 
| House and of the other House, because of the sad, sad occurrence 
| which took place but a short time ago; but let me say to you that 

your sentiments would be directed in channels that could be ap- 

proved much easier by thoughtful consciences if you would dis- 
| tribute this $5,000 among 52 old widows of soldiers of the late 

war, who can not bys pensions becanse we say that the Govern- 
| ment can not afford to pay those who have the pittance of $25" 
per year. I want it understood that I make these remarks be- 
| cause I think a precedent that forces this pension where it cat 
not be used, mall is probably not desired, is wrong. 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I very much regret the 
gentleman from Colorado should have taken this occasion to say 
some of the things which he has said. It is not pleasant for me 
to submit to the truth of his statement that this pension is not 
asked for by Mrs. McKinley and not desired by her, when I know 
the exact reverse of that is probably true. I have never known 
the widow of a President of the United States to come begging at 
the door of Congress for a bill to be passed in conformity with the 
principle and proposition of this bill. I do not believe that the 
widow of President Polk of Tennessee, whom I had the honor to 
know, ever asked Congress to give her a pension, nor did she leave 
behind her, as I recollect it, any heir. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. None at all. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And I state now upon new information 
which agrees with my own nearly perfect knowledge that she did 
not. I think that this Government of ours, Mr. Chairman, is a 
little bit above a coroner’s inquest to ascertain whether a woman 
has children or may have children or not. I leave that field of 
discussion to the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. BrL.]. I know 
nothing about the value of the mine alleged to be held in some 
part by Mr. McKinley. It may be valuable and it may be worth- 
less, as nine out of ten of the Western mines have been. No bill 
of this kind has ever been put upon the basis of pauperism and 
indigence. Think of a mighty Govermment like ours, whose 
President was shot down in the discharge of a duty that he owed 
to his country, and went to his grave beloved and honored by men 
of all parties, putting in motion a coroner’s inquest, a vulturons 
performance headed by a member of Congress to go to the office 
of the judge of probate of the county to ascertain whether the 
widow can live or not live. 

What a sentiment, what an idea, what an estimate must be put 
upon the loving generosity of the people of the United States, if 
they would put their action upon a ground like that. Call it sen- 
timent, if you please. Itissentiment. Bereft of her husband, I do 
not know how long she may live. The gentleman who seems to 
have investigated the inventory of the estate has also investigated 
the length of life that may come to this woman, this lovely woman, 
who stands to-day the object of the sentiment and love and affec- 
tion of the American people. I do not believe that in the State 
of Colorado there can be found three widows of honorably dis- 
charged soldiers who would countenance the sug ion made by 
the gentleman from Colorado. It is the first time,so far as I 
know, in the history of this legislation, which began at the death 
of Washington and has come down through all the years, that 
there was ever found a man with the sentiments of a Shylock 
standing upon the bridge and estimating the amount of property 
that the woman might have upon some speculation that her father 
has entered into. 

This lady is not without heirs. She is not without those who 
have claims upon her. They.may be called collateral, if you 
please, but they are those upon whom she has lavished the love 
and affection of a lifetime, and in whose behalf she has always 
taken a great deal of interest. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in this connection I deny that the Govern- 
ment of the United States has ever said to a soldier’s widow that 
she could not have a pension because the Government was not 
able to give it to her. There is nosuch condition of things. The 
most liberal system of pensions known to civilization is that of 
the American ple to their soldiers and the widows of their 
dead soldiers. There has been legislation to cut off a certain class 
of widows that were ranked in the estimation of Congress as ad- 
venturesses; but beyond that the utmost and grandest liberality 
has been extended to them. 

I regret very much that there should have been a discussion of 
this question over this bill. Ido not believe there is an Ameri- 
can Congressman who will register in a yea-and-nay vote against 
the passage of this bill, and it is surely just a little ill-timed now, 
following so promptly upon the md exhibition of love and 
affection that has gone out to McKinley and to his wife and to 
his Administration from his countrymen, that a discussion of this 
sordid, venal character should have entered into the question of 
the passage of a bill that is in entire consonance with the history 
and spirit and sentiment of this whole country. 

Mr. Cannon and Mr. BELL rose. 
maa CHAIRMAN, The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Inols, 

_Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, all are equal before the law. 
Now, we must have an organization if we have a government. 
We boast that ours is a government of the people; but somebody 
here and there must from time to time be in a position to execute 
the will of the people. Take it inthe House, we come here elected 
every two years, soon to be almost 400 in number, now 860. We 
get our $5,000 a year. If we die, we are buried at the expense of 
the contingent fund, and ordinarily the family gets the remain- 
oan the salary to the end of the term, if it does not exceed 


There is no law for that, but it has grown into a precedent. 
The same thing is true on the Senate side. Then we have the 
Executive and we have the courts. We have the Army and the 
Navy and our foreign representatives, with salaries ranging from 
$16,000 or $17,000 down, as the case may be. We do not pay as 
large salaries in this country as they do perhaps in almost all other 
considerable countries on earth. Bat the President of the United 
States gets $50,000 a year, whereas a man who helped elect him 
earns on an average perhaps $800 a year, perhaps more than that 
if you average it all over the country. I am not exact—it may 
be overa thousand. Now,all people can not all the time be equal 
in salaries and in position. There can only be one President at a 
time and one Chief Justice at a time, and so on. They change 
from time to time according to the will of the people. Certain 
duties are to be performed. 

Now, touching these matters, in the history of the Republic 
certain precedents have been established. Some of them I have 
referred to. I knew the late President very well, served with 
him in Congress with many others in the House. It is not neces- 
sary for me to speak of his great merit as a legislator, as a citizen, 
or as President. The practice has grown up of giving pensions to 
the widows of Presidents. I think it is well not to depart from 
it. Itis true that there are many soldiers’ widows and soldier 
citizens who are not receiving pensions, some of them that ought 
to; but the proof is defective, somes or otherwise they fail to 
receive them. Yet, while it is true they do not receive very large 
pensions as individuals, it is true that they do receive, in the 
aggregate—soldiers, widows, and all—$140,000,000 in pensions 
annually, such pensions as were never paid, even in a small degree, 
to the defenders of the government, in the aggregate, by any other 
country on earth. 

Now, I have said all I wanted to say about this matter. I loved 
McKinley as a man, as a friend, and as President. But whether 
I loved him or not, he was our President, and these are the prece- 
dents. I have no doubt the bill will pass. I believe it would pass 
by unanimous consent. Even the gentleman from Colorado 
(Mr. BELL] says that he will not object to the passage of the 
bill. For me, I think its passage is apt from the standpoint of 

ublic _—" as well as the standpoint of precedents that have 

n made. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Before the gentleman takes his 
seat I would like to ask him has a pension been granted to Mrs. 
Benjamin Harrison? 

Mr. CANNON. I think not. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Can the gentleman inform the 
committee why it has not been? 

Mr. CANNON. I will refer the gentleman to the committee. 
I do not care, so far asI am concerned, to pursue the subject 
further. Does the gentleman from New Hgmpshire desire to 
make a statement? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. My information is that she is left 
with much less money than Mrs. McKinley, and I have never 
heard her name mentioned in this great committee. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman is quite mistaken. The 
subject has been discussed, and Mrs. Harrison herself has been 
consulted upon the subject, and action will no doubt be taken. 
The gentleman from Tennessee will appreciate the fact that Mrs. 
Harrison stands upon a very different relation to this whole sub- 
ject-matter than does Mrs. McKinley, or did Mrs. Grant, or Mrs. 
Garfield, or Mrs. Polk. for Mrs. Harrison married Mr. Harrison 
after he went out of office. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. That is so; but she has children 
by him. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not want to discuss that matter. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee (continuing). Mrs. McKinley has 
none. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
North Carolina. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. When was the question discussed 
here? 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Tennessee should have 
addressed the Chair. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I beg the Chair’s pardon. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asked the 
gentleman from Illinois a question. The Chair had previously 
arranged to recognize the gentleman from North Carolina, and 
he now has the floor. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman yield to me 
@ moment? 

Mr. KLUTTZ. I will. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
yields to me fora moment. Iask the gentleman from Ohio when 
this question was discussed in the House or in the committee 
about pensioning Mrs. Harrison? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I never said it was discussed in the 
House. 
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Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I understood the gentleman to 
say that it had been discussed here. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I did not. I said it was discussed be- 
tween Mrs. Harrison’s friends and members of Congress, and the 
matter will doubtless be taken up in the proper time. I do not 
want to go into the family affairs of Mrs. Harrison. I shall vote 
to give her a pension whenever the question will come up, and I 
hope the gentleman from Tennessee will do the same thing. The 
fact that Mrs. Harrison’s bill has not yet made its appearance 
casts no light upon the question whether this bill ought to pass. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The gentleman is aware of the 
fact that Mr. Harrison, whom everybody respected, a great man, 
died long before President McKinley was assassinated, and yet 
= have heard nothing here of a pension being given to Mrs. 

arrison. 

a GROSVENOR. Why has not the gentleman introduced a 
ill? 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. She is not one of my constituents. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. She is not one of mine, either. 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I want to say that I have paid as | 
much attention to pension matters as anyone else, and I have had | 


a constituent of my distinguished friend from Dlinois [Mr. Can- 
NON] write to me to look after a pension claim for him, and I had 
very great pleasure in doing it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CANNON. 
moment, that I have many thousands of applications to look after 
for pensions myself, and I am doing the best I can, and I should 
be very glad to have my friend help shoulder the matter. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I will do it right now. 

Mr. CANNON. And if he is as zealous in that as he is upon 
the floor it would be well done. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I shall be just as zealous on the 
floor as anybody, and my record shows that I advocate just pen- 
sions as much as any man on the floor, and that I am just as dili- 
gent to examine them as anybody and just as diligent in trying 
to condemn unrighteous pension legislation as anybody, and I in- 
sist that this committee ought to do equal and exact justice to the 
widow of every President of the United States. 

Mr. KLUTTZ. Mr. Chairman, I shall support this bill most 
heartily and cheerfully. [Appiause.}‘ I regret very much that 
the question of a pension for Mrs. Harrison should have been 
injected into this discussion, as it is entirely irrelevant, not before 
the House, and the circumstances entirely different. As has been 
shown by the distinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gros- 
VENOR], this country and the Congress have established a well- 
defined policy of pensioning the widows of Presidents of the 
United States, and I think that policy easily justified. 

I think it is the duty of this great country, and of this Congress 
as representing it, $9 place absolutely beyond want, and beyond 
peradventure of want, the future of the widows of our Presidents. 
It is a duty which has been performed in all other cases, and I 
can see no reason why an exception should be made in this. 
| Applause. ] 

Indeed, sir, if the precedent had never been established, if we 
had not pensioned the widow of a single President, I should be in 
favor of pensioning the widow of William McKinley. [Ap- 
plause. } do not believe this country ever had a more devoted 
public servant than he. [Applause.] I do not believe that “‘ the 
earth which holds him dead bears alive a knightlier gentleman.”’ 
[Applause.] He fell in the prime of his usefulness; fell by the 
hand of an assassin; fell, to the grief and regret of this great na- 
tion. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, { regret that any objection should be raised in 
this presence against a pension for his widow, especially in view 
of what we have done for the widows of his predecessors. I hope, 
Mr. Chairman, this bill will pass unanimously. [Applause.] 

It is not a dole of charity. It is but a generous recognition of 
the universal sentiment of our people toward Mr. McKinley. It 
is only the expression of a desire that his widow should be ee 
on a plane with those of his distinguished predecessors and that 
the remaining desolate years of that life which was so large a part 
of his should be made more tolerable and more pleasant by that 
recognition. [Great applause. ] 

Mr. BELL. Mr. Chairman, the gentlemen who have followed 
me simply confirm what I said before, that if this is a precedent, 
it isa bad one. Because in this case, however much the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. GRosVENOR] may try to escape it, the en- 
tire country knows that the widow can not possibly use the pen- 
sion we are giving her; that she has an independent fortune, and 
what I attempted to suggest and now suggest is the poor prece- 
dent, if this is a precedent. 

A few weeks ago, in this House, we had from this same com- 
mittee a bill cutting down the application for a pension for Captain 
Slocum’s widow. He was shot with a bombshell, and had a most 
splendid reputation. After a full argument this House stood on 
the question of $3, insisting that he was shot, as the report stated 
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| it, when he was a lieutenant and before he was raised to a cap- 
tain. That small distinction was made, and though the report 
said that the soldier died from his injuries in the war, yet, said 
they, he died from injuries received when he was a lieutenant, 
and therefore the widow ought not to have more than $17 a 
month and, by a division in this House, the committee unani- 
mously voted that that widow, who was shown not to have a cent 
of income, could only have $17 per month, and so they cut her 
down §3. 

Now, as I said before, I am not considering Mrs. McKinley, or 
Mr. McKinley, or this pension, but this unrepublican precedent. 
I would give her anything on earth that she could possibly ex- 
pend. I would give heranything that was necessary to make her 
comfortable. Here is a gift of something, however, that can 
| never be expended; here is a gift of a pension to collateral heirs 
that would give an $8 pension to 52 widows of the soldiers in the 
last. war. I say if we strip it of sentiment, and of this bad prece- 
| dent, there is where this money might go. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD. Mr. Chairman, the pension in this case 
does not rest upon quite the same principle as other pensions re- 
ported to the House by the Invalid Pensions Committee. There 
| is no statute law providing for pensions for widows of civil officers 
| of this Government. There is no statute law providing pensions 
| for the widows of Presidents. There is no law of the land requir- 
ing that the Washington Monument should have been built; that 
his statue should stand in every city of the country, or that the 
| statues of Lincoln should adorn the public parks, or that the 
| statues and memorials of the great ancestors of the Republic 
| should stand in this Capitol. 

These things all exist because the country owes something to 
| the spirit of patriotism. Men who were as brave as Washington 
| followed him in the ranks. Men who were as loyal as Lincoln 
| carried a musket in the field. No monuments could sufficiently 
| commemorate the patriotism of men who founded the Govern- 

ment or of the men who preserved it, yet the country has rec- 
ognized its duty to the spirit of patriotism and to the memory 
of its great men who have rendered eminent and distinguished 
| services to it. The pension roll for private soldiers and officers 
| in the Union Army is called the roll of honor, and a pension is 
| given to them not as charity, nor as the fulfillment of a civil 
| contract, but is given to them as a just recognition of the spirit 
| of patriotism with which they served the country. 

The spirit was as voluntary and willing in the private soldier 
as in him who led the advance in the field, and yet it never was 

ible for any private soldier to render services upon the field 
of the Wilderness that could be measured at the same value, even 
though they bore the same relation to the country that the serv- 
ices .£ Uncle John Sedgwick bore. It was never ble for the 
man who carried the musket in the ranks to render as a private 
soldier the same service to the country that Grant and Sherman 
| and Sheridan rendered. The purpose was the same; the courage 
and fidelity the same; the spirit of patriotism was the same in all 
of them—equal in degree; yet to these more distinguished men 
was intrusted the vast care of the armies that they led and di- 
rected, andthe recognition of their eminent services comes in the 
monuments that have been erected in their memory. 

This pension for Mrs. McKinley is ae ascharity. Itis 
not based upon _- —— of her - . Itis not based upon 
any supposed condition of poverty on her part, nor upon any re- 
quest or demand from her or from her friends. This pension bill 
is reported to this House from the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
because no other committee in this House seemed to have juris- 
diction of such a measure. It is reported not as charity nor as 
compensation. Itis reported as a testimonial by the country to 
the value of the eminent services which her great husband ren- 
dered to the country. It is reported in response to the spirit of 
patriotism which his distinguished life and public services inspire. 

The other pensions which have been granted to the widows of 
Presidents in prior times had the same foundation. They were 
the testimony of the country tothe value of the services that had 
been rendered to the country by the eminent husbands of the re- 
cipients of these pensions. They were granted as due from the 
country to the spirit of patriotism within it, and not as a matter 
of charity. Pe 

I said a little while ago that the great pension roll of the Union 
Army was neither charity nor contract, but the voluntary offering 
of the country to the men who gave their services to it. It is true 
that the general law grants pensions for injuries received in the 
service, for there seems to be no other foundation on which these 
pensions might be proportioned, either as to the services rendered 
or as to the injuries received. i 

But every soldier knew when he enlisted that the nation had 
the right to call for his life without any other compensation than 
the hope that the national life and the National Government 
might be saved for his land and for hischildren. These pensions 
are not granted to pay him for the offering that he made; that 
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debt could not be paid in dollars. Under the general law th 
pension was graduated according to the disabilities and injuries 
that he received in the service, simply that there might an 
equitable distribution of the bounty of the Government. 

Then the pension law of 1890, which is a still further recogni- 
tion of the spirit of patriotism in the men who served in our 
armies, grants them a pension when they are disabled from earn- 
ing a support by their own labors, whether such disability was 
incurred in the service or since the service, not as any part of an 
original contract with the Government made in employing them 
for its defense, not as charity to them as paupers, but as a recog- 
nition of the patriotism with which they as volunteers served the 
country when their hour of duty came; and that pension is pro- 
portioned as it is that there may be some equitable distribution of 
that recognition on the part of the Government, 

Under the general law 88,000 widows draw pensions whose hus- 
bands died from injuries received upon the field or in active serv- 
ice in behalf of the Government. Under the law of 1890 139,000 
widows, many of whom married the men long after the service 
had been rendered, have received this recognition of the patriotism 
of the husband who offered and rendered his service to the coun- 
try, not because the country owed the widow a debt, not because 
the country owed her charity, but because the country owed to 
the spirit of patriotism within it a recognition of some kind for 
services offered for the preservation of the life of the Union. 

These soldiers and their widows and orphans are not to be put 
in the attitude of paupers asking relief or to whom the Govern- 
ment gives a charity. The pension roll is not a national pauper 
roll. The pension appropriations are not to be deemed a pauper 
fund. That kind of language cultivates no patriotism. 

The pension is the mark of honor which a grateful country be- 
stows on those who have made great sacrifices and who have 
rendered great services to our country. 

And upon this foundation the monuments to our eminent men 
and the pensions to their widows rest, not because there was any 
contract on the part of the nation that a duty of this kind should 
be paid to their memory; not because they were paupers appeal- 
ing for relief; but because the nation owed it to the men who 
served her in her hour of trial; owed it to the men whose lives 
brought national honor—that patriotic service upon the battle- 
field or in the forum or in the legislative halls should have a just 
recognition at the hands of a patriotic country. The spirit of 
patriotism requires it. Upon this foundation we tender to the 
widow of William McKinley this pension. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I do not 
know that it is necessary that I should say a word in this debate. 
I did not intend to participate in it atall. Ido not understand 
that any gentleman on either side of the Chamber has interposed 
an objection to the passage of this bill. I do not su any 
gentleman here will vote against its passage—none on this side, 
so far as I know. 

Since I have had the honor to occupy a seat on this floor, Mr. 
Chairman, I have seen pensions voted to the widows of several 
Presidents; I think to Mrs. Grant, Mrs. Garfield, and to Mrs. 
Polk—if not the original to her, an increase of her pension. I be- 
lieve, Mr. Chairman, that this custom has been followed for a long 
time. I can not see any reason why we should depart from that 
custom in the case now before us. I would not put it upon the 
ground that the widow of the President was needy. I would not 
put it upon the ground that it was necessary for her comfort and 
ease during the remainder of her days that the widow of a Presi- 
dent of the United States should be voted a pension. 

If it were presented to us as a new proposition, if there had 
never been a pension heretofore voted to a widow of a President, 
it might be then that we would stop to inquire whether in the first 
case the widow was needy and deserving of the pension in order 
to make the remainder of her days comfortable, contented, and 
happy; but inasmuch as it has been the time-honored custom of 
Congress to vote these pensions to the widows of Presidents, I, for 
one, would not be willing to break that precedent in the case of 
William McKinley. I am not here to pay any tribute to him; it 
is not necessary. He deserves all I could say and more, but this 
is not the time nor the occasion for a tribute to be paid to his 
memory. For one, Mr. Chairman, I announce that I shall vote 
for the of this bill. [Applause.] 

Mr. KLEBERG. Mr. Chairman, as a member of the Invalid 
Pensions Committee, and as a member of the minority of that 
committee, I wish to make a few remarks on this bill. Much 
has been said, in the first place, about the inequality of pensions. 
That is a matter which no doubt every gentleman on this floor 
deplores, but it is an impossibility to mete out exact justice to 
every Union soldier, or to the widow of every Union soldier, and 
it is my deliberate opinion, aside from the wisdom or nonwisdom 
of a pension law, that inasmuch as we have a ion law, that 


that law is Administered about as well and about as equitably 
as can be done under the circumstances. 


Now, I do not join in the tirade against the Commissioner of 
Pensions. He construes these matters according to law, not so 
much according to the spirit of the law, but he has held prin- 
cipally and holds himself to the letter of the law. Such cases in 
which the Congress believes that possibly not exact justice has 
been reached go through the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
finally through the Committee of the Whole and through this 
House, and I believe that in most cases, with few exceptions, ap- 
proximate justice, if not exact justice, is done. Now, what have 
we in this case? This is the widow, not only of a brave Union 
soldier who joined the Union Army when he was a mere youth, 
who joined it as a private and who came out as a major and who 
covered himself with glory in that grand strug@le, but she is the 
widow of one who has reflected credit upon this great nation 
from many standpoints. 

I agree with the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON | 
that this is not the time nor the occasion, nor is it necessary, to 
enter into a panegyric of William McKinley, and while I appre- 
ciate a great many of the great acts that he has done, although I 
have differed with him as a Democrat in many things that he has 
done, I say that there is one act of his which stands forth pre- 
eminent at this time and which should be remembered at this hour 
when we upon the question as to pensioning his widow, and 
which, if he did nothing else, would be sufficient to immortalize 
him. That was the fact that he wiped out the last vestige of sec- 
mee remaining between the South and the North. [Ap- 

use. 

Now, in the face of the precedent of having provided for the 
widows of Presidents and the descendants of Presidents, can it 
be possible that anyone on this side or on the other side. of this 
House would be willing to make a discrimination between the 
widows of former Presidents and the widow of our martyr Presi- 
dent, William McKinley? Certainly not, and for one who wore 
the gray in that great struggle, who was a private in the Con- 
federate army, I am not only willing, but, as an act of justice and 
of patriotism, proud to give to the widow of a major who wore 
the blue and who since has distinguished himself as a great 
statesman and civilian that pension which is nowoffered from 
this committee. [Applause.] 

The CHAIR . Shall the bill granting a pension to Ida §S. 
McKinley be laid aside with a favorable recommendation? 

The question was taken, and the bill was laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

JANE K. HILL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 201) 
granting an increase of pension to Jane K. Hill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jane K. Hill, widow of Ro- 
land G. Hill, late first heutenant, Twentieth, and captain, Twenty-fifth Regi- 
ment Uni States Infantry, and pay hera pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line8 strike out “thirty * and insert “twenty-five.” 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

IDA M, BRIGGS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
12370) granting a pension to Ida M. Briggs. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 

auth and directed to place on the pension roll, mobi to the provisions 

and limitations of Go pen laws, the name of Ida M. Briggs, widow of 

Fred T. Br late first lieutenant Company E, First Regiment Washington 

Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per month, and 

- month additional on account of each of the minor children of said 
T. Briggs until they reach the age of 16 years. 

The following amendments recommended by the committee 
were read: 

In line 8, before the words “‘and pay her a pension,” insert “war with 
Spain;” and in the same line strike out “twenty-five” and insert “twelve.” 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer 
an amendment to the amendment, to strike out the word ‘‘ twelve’”’ 
and insert the word ‘‘ seventeen.”’ ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Washington moves 
to amend the committee amendment by striking out the word 
‘twelve’ and inserting the word ‘‘seventeen.’’ The question is 
on the amendment to the amendment. oe 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Chairman, in view of the 
action of the House on the last few bills I feel that this amend- 
ment will meet with the approval of this committee when they 
are told the facts in this case. I desire to say, as to my interest 
in this matter, that Lieut. Fred T. Briggs was a neighbor of mine 
for ten years in my home town. I knew him and I knew his 
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family. A better man or a better soldier never lived. A more 
estimable lady than his widow does not live. 

The facts relative to this matter are that Mr. Briggs enlisted in 
the war with Spain. He served until his regiment was mustered 
out. Hecame home and resumed his business, which was that of 
an operator, in a small town in our State. A few months ago he 
blew out his brains. In other words, his death was caused by his 
own act. The Pension Department held that the proof was not 
sufficient to connect his death with the service. Testimony has 
been offered to the committee that has satisfied that committee 
sufficiently so that they have resolved the doubt in favor of his 
widow, and have resolved the question in favor of the theory that 
his death, though by his own hand, was the result of disease that 
he contracted in the service and of the suffering that he endured 
on account of that disease. 

His medical record shows that for four or five months before 
he went to the Philippines he suffered with typhoid fever at San 
Francisco. I know myself that his life hung in the balance for 
several weeks, and that finally his wife went to San Francisco, 
expecting to bring his dead body home. He recovered, however, 
and went with his regiment to the Philippines. He was there 
treated for malarial fever several times, and he also contracted 
diarrhea. But he continued in the service, became the adjutant 
of his regiment, served with much distinction and gallantry, 
came home with his regiment, and was mustered out. 

With reference to his entering the service I want to say that he 
was a man with a family of four children, one of them at the 
time that he entered the service being only a couple of years old. 
I, along with his other neighbors and friends, said to him, ‘* Lieu- 
tenant Briggs, you owe a duty to your family. It is not your 
duty to enlist in this war at this time. The necessities of the 
Government are not such as to overcome the duty that you owe 
to your family and to require your enlistment.”’ He said ‘‘ No, 1 
have been in the National Guard of this State during times of 
peace. Ihave been an officer in my company; and now, when the 
time comes to fight, I feel that it is my duty to answer the call of 
my governor and my President, and I shall do it.’’ There spoke 
the brave, loyal, patriotic man that he was. 

As I have said, when his regiment was mustered out he came 
home and went to work. I have seen him since that time, and 
learned that he had been suffering ever since he came home. I 
asked him why he did not apply for apension. Hesaid: *‘ No; I did 
not fight in the battles of my country in order to get a pension; 
I will not apply for it;’’ and hedid not. Yet the testimony shows 
here that this man hardly spent a well day from the time he came 
home until he took his life. The testimeny shows that he was a 
changed man. 

I know myself that before the war, as the report of the com- 
mittee shows, he was a jolly, jovial, companionable man; but the 
testimony of witnesses who knew him well since that time and 
the testimony of his wife shows that after he came home he was 
melancholy, taciturn, sober, sometimes sullen, and that he con- 
stantly complained of intense pain and suffering. I have here an 
affidavit that I received after the committee made its report, that 
I did not havean opportunity to present to them, from a man who 
knew him intimately from the time he came home and became 
an operator at Spangle, in our State, until his death. I desire to 
read an extract from this. Leaving out the preliminary part, he 
says: 

That from such sources, as well as from statements made to this affiant 
by the said Fred T. Briggs, this affiant knows that the said Briggs was in 
very poor health at the time he went on duty as station agent as aforesaid, 
being sorely afflicted with rheumatism and diarrhea, which the said Briggs 
told this affiant he had contracted while in service of the United States Army 
in the Philippines; that during all his days spent as agent as aforesaid the 
said Briggs did not get well from said disease, but grew worse, and for six 
weeks before he took his own life this affiant believed the said Fred T. 
Briggs was insane, due to his sufferings from rheumatism and diarrhea, 
many times the said Briggs being almost wholly unable to attend to office 
duties. and Mrs. Briggs being compelled to aid him to keep up his work 
This affiant further says that theaverage time spent each day with said Fred 


T. Briggs by this affiant was about two and one-half hours. 
B. C. ROYCE. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this Ist day of April, A. D. 1902. 

[SEAL.] . H. SULLIVAN, 

A Notary Public in and for the State of Washington, 
Residing at Spangle, Wash. 

I am satisfied, from what I know of Mr. Briggs, from being ten 
years his neighbor, that his death was caused by the suffering and 
the hardship that he endured in the service and the pain and dis- 
ease with which his body was racked after he came home. There 
was no other reason for it. His relations with his family were of 
the most loveable and pleasant character. He had no trouble with 
his friends and neighbors. He lost no property, because he had 
none. There is no explanation, except that he was crazy, and 
that this was brought about by the disease and intense and con- 
tinued suffering. 

There is one other ground upon which I ask the favorable action 
of this committee, and that is justice to his widow. She was his 
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wife when he was at the front battling for the flag of his Govern- 
ment. She endured as much, yea more, even, than he did. I 
believe that when we come to Congress for special legislation the 
widow of a soldier, who was his wife during the war, deserves 
the same gratitude and consideration at the hands of this Govern- 
ment as the soldier himself. While he fought at the front she 
was fighting the wolf from the door at home and caring for their 
children. e committee recommends $12. She is the widow of 
a first lieutenant. As I understand under the general law if the 
Pension Department had found that his death was due to the 
service, she would be entitled to $17 asthe minimum. That is 
what I ask by this amendment. 

The committee finds the doubt in his favor—that his death was 
caused by his service. I therefore can see no reason why they 
should not give $17 a month to his widow. The testimony shows 
that she is in needy circumstances; that she has four children de- 
pendent upon her for their support; that she has no property, and 
has nothing except the income from some life-insurance money, 
amounting to about $130 perannum. I desire tocall the attention 
of the committee to the bill that we have just now passed in be- 
half of Jane K. Hill. Her husband was a first lieutenant. He 
was a graduate of the Military Academy in 1881, and was in the 
service until 1898; he was not in any war so far as the report 
shows. His widow married him in 1886, and he died in the service. 
The.general law gave her $17 a month pension. The committee 
says: 

The testimony accompanying the bill, including the claimant's sworn pe 
tition, shows that aside from this pension her income is less than $300 per 
annum— . 

This woman that I want this pension for, without her pension, 
has only $130 per annum— 
and under all the circumstances your committee believe that some measure 
of relief may properly be granted, and the passage of the bill is therefore 
recommended with an amendment fixing the rate of pension at $25 per month. 

I do not complain at this. It is just and right, but if the com- 
mittee was justified in giving Mrs. Hill $25 I am certainly justi- 
fied in asking for $17 for Mrs. Briggs. 

I believe I would be justified in asking this committee to report 
this bill as I introduced it, for $25 a month, but I simply come 
and ask you that in justice to this man, in justice to his widow, 
that the pitiful sum of $17 a month shall be granted to her. She 
is not the widow of a general, or a governor, or a President. She 
is the widow of a humble though brave lieutenant, but she is 
none the less worthy of the bounty of this Government. [Loud 
applause. | 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I am very 
much surprised to hear this application from the gentleman from 
Washington. He has filed no additional evidence whatever, and 
no obligation rests upon the committee in that respect to change 
a conclusion that the committee thought satisfactory to the gentle- 
man from Washington. I want to state to the committee why I 
say I am surprised. The gentleman from Washington [Mr. 
JONES] came before the Committee on Pensions and in a most 
earnest manner asked the committee to allow this pension. The 
committee, after hearing the gentleman from Washington and 
considering all the evidence oak solving all the doubts in favor of 
the widow, fixed the amount in the bill. He introduced the bill 
at $25 a month, but he said he was willing to abide by whatever 
the committee did. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I understood it that way. I 
was the member of the committee, Mr. Chairman, who made the 


| motion. 


Mr. JONES of Washington. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I think it was the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. WILEY] that I spoke to. I had introduced a 
bill for $25, and he expressed his disapproval, and said of course 


| the amount was for the committee to say. But I did not say, and 


had no thought, that I would submit or abide by whatever the 
committee might recommend. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. It was my pleasure to make 
the motion. I merely give my impressions as to the remarks 
made by the gentleman from Washington before the committee. 


| The committee fixed it at this amount—$12 for the widow and 
| $2 each for the three children who are under 16 years of age, 


making $18. I say to this committee here that with such lim- 
ited experience as I have had on the Pension Committee in the 
Fifty-sixth Congress and in this Congress that I have never seen 
nor heard the committee give more thorough consideration to 
The benefit of all 
doubts were given to the widow—all solved in her favor. 

What are the facts about the case? Take them as they are 
stated by the gentlemen from Washington, and this committee )s 
bound to conclude that the Pension Committee gave the most 
liberal benefit of the doubt to the widow. Having done that, the 








CONGRESSIGWAL RECORD—HOUSE: 





gentleman from Washington comes forward now and asks us not 
only to solve the doubt in favor of the widow, but to make it an 
absolute fact, and give her the amount that the general law would 
have given her. 

Now, what are the facts in the case as to this bill for the relief 
of the widow of Fred T. Briggs? He was a first lieutenant of 


Company E of the First Regiment of Washington Infantry, and 
was mustered out as adjutant of the regiment, with field and staff, 
November 1, 1899. He died October 27, 1901, about two years 
after he was discharged from the service. His widow made ap- 
plication to the Pension Bureau, and her claim was rejected upon 
the ground, as the widow stated in her application, that ‘‘ he had 
destroyed himself by a revolver in his own hands,’’ committed 
suicide two years after he was discharged from the service. 

The Pension Bureau decided against the application of the 
widow, and would not allow a pension because he had killed himself 
with his own hands and his death was not brought about by serv- 
icein the Army nor wasit the result of service inthe Army. It was 
claimed that he had nervous prostration, diarrhea, and rheuma- 
tism. Now, the facts as disclosed before this Pension Committee 
were that he was a telegraph operator and freight agent for two 
years from the time that he was discharged until he died. He 
never called in a doctor, and there has never been any proof that 
a doctor was in the case or was called in. 

These are substantially the facts about the case, and, consider- 
ing the helpless condition of the widow and four children, I was 
one of those, as I have always been in pension matters, liberally 
disposed to aid and help them in any way I could, and I moved to 
amend by fixing the amount at $12. It was done by the com- 
mittee. ow the gentleman complains and says we ought to 
have made it $17. Thatis not right. He refers to a case of one 
Hill that the committee had, as he alleges, acted on differently 
from the rule as I have stated it. 

Now, the facts about the Hill case, where we allowed $25, was 
that he was in the service from 1877 to 1898. I willnotenter upon 
a full presentation of all the facts in the Hill case, but they are 
absolutely different from the facts of this case; no parallel what- 
ever between them. I contend in this case that the committee 
has been extremely liberal to this widow; that we have given her 
$12 and to each one of the children under 16 years of age $2 
apiece, making $18. We do not think the bill ought to be dis- 
turbed as amended by the committee. .- 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I am not com- 
plaining of the action of the committee. I know that the com- 
mittee deals liberally with applicants for pensions, and I approve 
of the policy which the committee has adopted toward these bills 
in general. I know that the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
RICHARDSON] is one of the fairest and most just men on this com- 
mittee. I know he is doing =e what he thinks is right, and 
I do not complain at his course. know personally all of these 
matters and have a personal acquaintance with this applicant and 
of the deceased, and that may explain to some extent the interest 
I have in the matter. 

Now, in reference to the service in the last case to which the 
gentleman refers, it also appears in the testimony that Lieutenant 
Briggs also served five years in the Regular Army before he 
served in the Philippines in active service. The gentleman says 
that he was not attended by a physician. That is true. He 
told me he would not have a physician. Why? Because he con- 
sidered his case absolutely hopeless and the man knew and re- 
alized his condition, He felt that a doctor could do him no 
good, and it is true that he did not consult a physician. It seems 
to me the additional affidavit that has been presented to this 
committee here reenforces the affidavits I have already pre- 
sented to the committee which reported this bill, and it seems to 
me it warrants the committee in not insisting too strenuously 
upon cutting this widow out of an additional §5 which the gen- 
eral law would give to her as the widow of a firstl ieutenant. 

ree RICHARDSON of Alabama. The affidavit was not from 
a doctor, 

Mr. JONES of seereregion. Oh, no; I admit that he never 
sent for a ee. He had no hope of relief, and I submit that 
this amendment should be agreed to. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Chairman, for the purpose of passing 
a resolution calling upon the President for the return of a bill, I 
move that the committee do now rise temporarily. There is a 
mistake in the bill which needs to be corrected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman that 
the question before the committee is now upon the amendment of 
the gentleman from Washington. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Very well; I will wait. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Washington to the committee amendment 


pe amount of this pension be increased from $12 to $17 per 
le 








The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
RICHARDSON of Alabama) there were—24 ayes and 2 noes. 

So the amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move that the com- 
mittee rise temporarily. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker pro tempore 
[Mr. Lacey] having resumed the chair, Mr. Capron, Chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole House, reported that that com- 
mittee had had under consideration sundry private pension bills, 
and had come to no resolution thereon. 


HANNAH L. KNOWLES. 


Mr. BURK of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I offer the follow- 
ing resolution, which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
President be requested to return to the House of Representatives the bill 
(H. R. 11418) to increase the pension of Hannah L. Knowles. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House for the further 
consideration of private pension bills. 

The motion was phone 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House, with Mr. Capron in the chair, for the further con- 
sideration of private pension bills. 


MARY LOUISE LOWRY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
11348) granting a pension to Mary Louise Lowry. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the | mae roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary Louise Lowry, the 
helpless and dependent daughter of Maj. Horatio B. Lowry, late quarter- 
master of the United States Marine Corps, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $12 per month. 

The committee amendments were read, as follows: — 


In line 7 strike out “‘major;" and after the word “late,” in the same line, 
insert “major and;” and in the same line strike out ‘of the.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


DORCAS M’ARDLE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. - 
624) granting a pension to Dorcas McArdle. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject otherwise to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Dorcas McArdle, 
widow of Barney McArdle, soldier of Mexican war, and pay her a pension of 
$8 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 5 strike out the word “ otherwise.” 

Strike out all in the bill after the words ‘“‘ Barney McArdle,” in line 6, and 
substitute therefor the following: ‘late of Captain Mahone’s company, First 
Regiment Georgia Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $8 per month.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

OBED D. JASPER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
13066) granting an increase of pension to O. D. Jasper, Mexican 
war veteran. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of O. D. Jasper, late of Company 
——, Fourth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, Mexican war, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 
In line 6 strike out the initial ““O."’ and substitute therefor the name 
bed D ” 


“oO ‘ 
In same line strike out “of Company ” and substitute therefor “ unassigned 
recruit.” 
In line 7 strike out “Mexican war” and substitute therefor “war with 
Mexico.” 
Tn line 8 strike out “twenty-four” and insert “sixteen” in lieu thereof. 
Amend the title so as to read: “‘A bill granting an increase of pension to 
D. Jasper.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Lanpis having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 
Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had 
agreed to the report of the committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Sen- 
ate to the bill (H. R. 11854) making appropriations for the service 
of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1903. 

ZEBULON A, SHIPMAN. 

The committee resumed its session. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 9794) granting a pension 
to Zebulon A. Shipman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension Foul, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of ee on laws, the name of Zebulon A. Shipman, late of 
Company D, First Battalion United States Marine Corps, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out “of Company D, First Battalion” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “private.” 

In lines 7 and 8 strike out “and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per 


month” and substitute therefor the words “ war with Spain. 
The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- | 


able recommendation. 
SUSAN A. VOLKMAR. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 11850) granting an in- | 


crease of pension to Susan A. Volkmar. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized anddirected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Susan n° Volkmar, widow of 
the late Col. William J. Volkmar, United States Army, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as | 


follows: 

Tn line 6 strike out “ the late colonel.” 

In line 7, after the word * Volkmar,’ 
adjutant-general,” 

In line 8 strike out “fifty” and insert “ thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

THOMAS W. DODGE. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 18217) granting an increase | 
5 > 


* of pension to Thomas W. Dodge. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, — to the provisions | 


and limitationsof the pension laws, the name of Thomas Dodge, late acting 
master United States ship Young Rover, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $50 per reonth in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7, after the word “ Rover,” insert the words “ United States Navy.” 

In same line strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- | 


able recommendation. 
LORENZO MARCHANT. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 9455) to remove the | 
charge of desertion- standing against the name of Lorenzo Mar- | 


chant. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to remove the charge of desertion standing against 
Lorenzo Marchant from the United States steamship Roebuck, under date 
of August 25, 1862, and issue to him an honorable discharge. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


Mr. SULLOWAY. I move that the committee rise and report | 


to the House the various bills passed. 
The motion was agreed to. 


The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Lacey having taken 


the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. Capron reported that the 
Committee of the wh 

Private Calendar, had passed sundry 
some without amendments, and ha 


the Committee of the Whole be concurred in. 
PENSION BILLS, ETC., PASSED. 


The House proceeded to the consideration of the bills just re- 
ported from the Committee of the Whole House; and House bills 
of the following titles. reported from the Committee of the Whole 
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.” insert “late major and assistant | 


Thole House, having under consideration the | 
rivate bills, some with and | 
irected him to report the | 
same to the House with the recommendation that the action of | 
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without amendment, were taken up, ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time, were accordingly read the third time, and 


H. R. 12932. A bill granting a pension to Elizabeth D. Harding; 
H. R, 10008, A bill granting an increase of pension to Aaron 5S. 


Post; 

oie R, 12165. A bill granting an increase of pension to Caroline 
. Stone; 
H. R. 10449, A bill granting an increase of pension to Sarah H, 


e: 

H. R. 1528. A bill granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Dalrymple; 

H. R. 10795. A bill granting an increase of pension to William 
A. Campbell; 

H. R. 11170, A bill granting an increase of pension to Williain 
Kunselman; 

H. R. 3592. A bill for the relief of Henry Lane; 


M. Kellough; 
| H.R. 8429. A bill granting a pension to Dollie M. Cronkite; 
| H. R. 8263. A bill granting an increase of pension to John Rey- 
ley; and 
| “H.R, 0455. A bill to remove charge of desertion standing 
against the name of Lorenzo Marchant, 

House bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee 
of the Whole with amendments, were severally taken up, the 
amendments concurred in, the bills as amended ordered to be en- 
| grossed and read a third time; and they were accordingly read 
| the third time, and passed: 

H. R. 5877. A bill granting a pension to Robert Watts; 

| H.R. 6434. A bill granting a pension to Mary Fitch (title 

| amended); 

| H. R. 3277. A bill granting a pension to Mrs, Frances J. Aber- 

| erombie (title amended); 

| H. R. 12576, A bill granting an increase of pension to Thomas 

| Wells; 

H. R. 7922. A bill granting an increase of pension to R, G. 

| Watkins (title amended) ; 

H. R, 11181. A bill granting a pension to Alice D. H. Krause; 

H, R. 11787, A bill granting a pension to John J, Manner; 

| H.R. 5186, A bill granting a pension to John Canter (title 
amended) ; 

| H.R. 11628. A bill granting an increase of pension to John 
Blackler; 

| H.R, 9156. A bill granting an increase of pension to Uriah 

Garber; 

H. R. 11486. 
| McKnight; 
| H.R. 11695, A bill granting an increase of pension to George 
| W. Hatton; 

H. R. 11545. A bill granting an increase of pension to Caroline 


| H.R. 12724, A bill granting an increase of pension to Richard 


A bill granting an increase of pension to James H. 


. Boyd; 
H. R. 8026. A bill granting an increase of pension to Joseph D. 
| McClure; 
H. R. 7878. A bill granting an increase of pension to William J. 
Remington; 
H. R. 7229. A bill granting an increase of pension to Edwin M. 
Dunning; 
H. R. 7085. A bill granting a pension to Hannah H. Graham; 
H. R. 4008, A bill granting a pension to C. C, Sheets (title 
| amended); ‘ 
H, R. 2616. A bill granting a pension to Charles E. Miller (title 
| amended); 
H. R. 1047. A bill granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Alfred De Arnaud; 
H. R, 292. A bill granting a pension to Henrietta Gattweis; 
H. R. 1678. A bill granting a pension to Mary E. F, Gilman; 
H. R. 2224, A bill granting a pension to David T, Nuttle (title 
| amended) ; 
| H.R. 7901. A bill granting a pension to De Witt Clinton Letts 
(title amended); i 
H. R. 12899. A bill granting an increase of pension to William 
| H. Rightmire; 
| H.R, 2470..A bill granting an increase of pension to Charles 
| P. Maxwell; 
| H.R, 2129. A bill granting an increase of pension to Warren 
| W. H. Lawrence; 4 
H. R. 5984. A bill granting an increase of pension to William 
| H. Van Riper; 
H. R. 6402. A bill granting a pension to Mary J. Adams; 
= R. 7312. A bill granting an increase of pension to James 
| Curley; 
| H. R. 11395. A bill granting an increase of pension to James 
| Merrick, sergeant, Company I, One hundred and thirty-third 
Regiment (title amended); 
H. R, 6750. A bill granting a pension to William H. Hoxie (title 
' amended): 
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H. R. 11644. A bill granting a pension to Edgar A. Hamilton| H. R. 13146. A bill granting an increase of pension to Charles 
(title amended) ; H. Helmcamp; 

H. R. 11977. A bill granting a pension to Sidney Cable, widow H, R. 2486. <A bill granting an increase of pension to William 
of Coonrod Cable (title amended) ; Matthews; 

H. R. 10821, A bill granting a pension to Abbie J. Daniels H. R. 12148. A bill granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
(title amended); QO, Clark; 

H. R. 7903. A bill granting an increase of pension to Ernest H. R. 9544, A bill granting an increase of pension to George 
Wagner; . ; 

HR. 7228. A bill granting an increase of pension to Christian | _ H. R. 2660. A bill granting an increase cf pension to Henry 


Christianson; Runnebaum; s ; . ; 

H. R. 5911. A bill granting an increase of pension to Gilbert H. R. 18037, A bill granting an increase of pension to Frank 
G. Gabrion; W. Anderton (title amended) ; 

H. R. 12420. A bill granting a pension to Wesley Brummett; H. R. 11788. A bill granting an increase of pension to Charles 


H. R. 12855, A bill ting an i f i i M. Montgomery; 
; EY eee . ae | H. R. 9819, A bill granting an increase of pension to Robert A. 


Brown; ‘ 
H. R. 11133. A bill ti increase i | Pinn; 
D. Lafferty; cee tae eee ee eae | H.R. 10899. A bill granting an increase of pension to William 


H. R. 8409. A bill granting an increase of pension to Cyrenus | Warner, Company A, Two hundredth Regiment Pennsylvania 


Larrabee; | Volunteer Infantry (title amended) ; 

H. R. 8237. A bill granting an increase of pension to John H. R. 12995. A bill granting an increase of pension to John 
Robinson; | Lilley; F 

H. R. 6008, A bill granting a pension to Mary C. Stone (title | — R. 4451. A bill granting an increase of pension to George K. 
amended) ; 1ompsoen; : ; , 

i. R. ‘aore. A bill granting an increase of pension to Jacob H. R. 3524. A bill granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Smith; A. Slocum (title amended); 


H. R. 11920. A bill granting an increase of pension to George | H. R. 7110. A bill granting an increase of pension to Mrs. B. F. 
W. Wertz; Power (title amended) ; 

H. R. 11091. A bill granting an increase of pension to James | H. R. 12977. A bill granting an increase of pension to William 
Cooley, Company F, Thirty-first Ohio Volunteer Infantry (title | L. Church; 





amended); H. R. 6897. A bill granting an increase of pension to William 
moet 5460. A bill granting an increase of pension to Thomas oJ [ R. 1208, A bill granting 6 pension to Margaret A: Stuart; 

ve S278. A Dill granting an increase of pension to James) TR s9qa. A bill granting an increase of ponsioa to David 7. 
vie A bill granting an increase of pension to Florian —a 19770. A dill granting a pension to Carrie M. Schofield 


H. R. 1257. A bill for the relief of James F. Campbell, of | ‘title amended); ; ‘ 
Charleston, Bradley County, Tenn. (title amended); H. R. 3323. A bill granting a pension to Daniel L. Mallicoat 


H. R. 884. A bill granting a pension to Ella W. Rice (title | (title amended); 


amended) ; H. R. 12239, A bill granting an increase of pension to Agnes Clark; 
’ HR 1605. A bill granting a pension to J. 8, Whitlege (title H. = 1745. A bill granting an increase of pension to Marvin 
alia. Sa | Chandler; 
anon is A bill granting a pension to Alfred Hatfield: = R. 7507. A bill granting an increase of pension to James M, 
> a ne ; ; : ‘ : . Ashley; 
(lie aoe); bill granting a pension to James C. G@. Smith H. R. 12446. A bill granting a pension to Mary Shearer; 
H. R. 1346. A bill granting a pension to Adelbert Ly. Orr: H. R. 2849. A bill granting an increase of pension to Charles S, 


H. R. 12422. A bill granting an increase of pension to David | Ely (title amended); 


Topper: ome R. 9776. A bill granting an increase of pension to Alice A, 
( a ae bill granting a pension to Elenore F. Adams H. R. 10821. A bill granting a pension to Susan A. Phelps (title 
all ae A bill granting a pension to Mary J. Gillam (title m2) ‘ees. A bill granting an increase of pension to Caleb C, 
(debs aaa bill granting a pension to Benjamin E. Morgan WE. i — = a eee a pensic mn oe ation C. Bakeries 

H. BR, 8698. A bill granting an increase of pension to Nelson Barger; , RRR Eee aS. grnmen Se ieay 5. 
“TR. sit, i i i sete Peed Wh ae se. A bill granting an increase of pension to John S. 
nT. 7889, A Dill granting an increase of pension to John H. Latwie: ages een er eae en genmae ge anal tamale 
HR 7541. A bill granting a pension to Mrs. Annie Shinn | ao ence ete eenemmmnctiaealtammmaan besiaeneemmn 
(title amended) ; H. R. 13019. A bill granting an increase of pension to Marietta 


H. R. 5554. A bill granting a pension to Egbert A. Stricksma; Elizabeth Stanton; 


H. R. 8830, A bill granting a pension to Calvin Duckworth; H. R. 13371. A bill granting an increase of pension to Charles 
H. R. 1478. A bill granting an increase of pension to Henry | p, Pal 


mer; 

Runnels; H. R. 2289. A bill granting an increase of pension to Pitsar 
H. R. 8840. A bill granting an increase of pension to J. H. | Ingram; c 

Lauckley (title amended); H. R. 9833. A bill granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
H. R. 11621. A bill to correct the military record of H.J| McCuen, widow of Alexander McCuen (title amended); 

Powell; H. R. 8466. A bill granting a pension to Lucinda A. Sirwell: 


H. R. 9728. A bill granting an honorable discharge to Levi| H. R. 5951. A bill granting an increase of pension to Ole 
Wells; Thompson; . : 
H. R. 962. A bill granting a pension to Rodney W. Anderson H. R. 5219. A bill granting an increase of pension to Daniel 


H. R. 8145, A bill granting an increase of pension toHarvey B | Donne; 
Linton; 7 H. R. 6006. A bill granting a pension to John Canty (title 
H, R. 6063. A bill granting an increase of pension to John | amended); ; , oe 
Brill; ‘ H. R. 7491. A bill granting an increase of pension to William 
H. R. 9950. A bill granting an increase of pension to Moses | H. Chapman; 

Whitcomb: 0 ves H. R. 7815. A bill granting a pension to Nancy A. Killough; 
H. R. 7041. A bill granting an increase of pension to Thomas H. R. 7334. A bill granting an increase of pension to Ira L. Evans; 

J. Pleasant; | H. R. 5020. A bill granting an increase of pension to Courtland 
H. R. 281%. A bill granting a pension to John Beeson (title | C. Matson; 

amended); H. R. 12489. A bill granting an increase of pension to Ebenezer 
H. R. 11051,, A bill granting an increase of pension to Henry E. | Wilson; } 
illi : | H. R. 11812. A bill granting an increase of pension to Martin 
H. R. 7367, A bill granting a pension to Ellen D, Campbell; Boice; 
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H. R. 945. A bill granting an increase of pension to William | 
W. Richardson; 
H. R. 12468. A bill for the relief of Phineas Curran (title 

amended) ; 

H. R. 12370. A bill granting a pension to Ida M. Briggs; 

H. R. 11343. A bill granting a pension to Mary Louise Lowry; 

H. R. 624. A bill granting a pension to Dorcas McArdle; 

H. R. 13066. A bill granting an increase of pension to O. D. | 
Jasper (title amended); 

H. R. 9794. A bill granting a pension to Zebulon A. Shipman; 

H. R. 11850. A bill granting an increase of 
Volkmar; and 

H. R. 13217. A bill granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
W. Dodge. 

Senate bills of the following titles, reported from the Commit- | 
tee of the Whole House without amendment, were severally taken | 
up, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed: 

5. 2877. An act to remove the charge of desertion standing 
against the record of Thomas Blackburn: 

S. 1678. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles B. 
Wingfield; 

S. 3103. An act granting an increase of pension to Susan Hays; 

5S. 3995. An act granting a pension to Susan E. Clark: 

S. 3378. An act granting a pension to Sarah Anne Harris; 

5. 952. An act granting an increase of pension to George H. 
Smith: 

S. 2079. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Wheeler; 

S. 4414. An act granting an increase of pension to Albertine 
Schoenecker; 

S. 2329. Anact granting an increase of pension to Peter Bittman: 

5. 3849. An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
F. H. Luce; 


pension to Susan A. 


S. 3390. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 


Allen; 

S. 951. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles Am- 
brook; 

S. 1285. 
Steele: 

S. 2327. 
Hoag: 

S. 3388. 

S. 3064. An act granting an increase of pension to Emma Sophia 
Harper Cilley: 

S. 4022. An act granting an increase of pension to Annie E. 
Brown: 

S. 72 


Dickey; 


An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 


An act granting an increase of pension to William 


. An act granting an increase of pension to Lavolette D. 


S. 181. An act granting an increase of pension to William C. | 


David; 

S. 4404. An act granting an increase of pension to Otto H. Has- 
selman; 

S. 4643. An act granting an increase of pension to Phoebe L. 
Peyton; and 

S. 2063. An act granting a pension to Ida S. McKinley. 

Senate bills of the following titles, reported from the Commit- 
tee of the Whole with amendments, were severally taken up, the 
amendments concurred in, and the bills as amended were ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed: 

S. 1512. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary Jane 
Faulkner; 

S. 2082. An act{granting an increase of pension to Louise Ward; 

S. 4072. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel J. 
Lambden; and 

5. 201. An act granting an increase of pension to Jane K. Hill. 

Mr. GIBSON. Imove to reconsider the various votes by which 
bills reported to-day from the Committee of the Whole House 
were passed, and also move that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ANDREW J. FELT. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD. I rise to present a conference report. 

The report of the committee of conference was read, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 2371) granting a pension to 
Andrew J. Felt, having met, after full and free conference have agreed 


to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 
That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 


House and agree to the same. 

W. A. CALDERHEAD, 

J. A. NORTON, 

HENRY R. GIBSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

J. H. GALLINGER, 

WM. J. DEBOE, 

GEO. TURNER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 
This bill passed the Senate at $4 per month, but was amended in the 
House of Representatives to $30 per month. The result of the conference is 
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An act granting an increase of pension to John Peterson; | 
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that the Senate recedes from its disagreement, and the conferees recommend 
that the bill pass at $30 per month, as it was amended in the House. 
W. A. CALDERHEAD, 
J. A. NORTON, 
HENRY R. GIBSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following 


| titles; in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives 


was requested: 

H. R. 4798. An act to authorize the Quincy Railroad Bridge 
Company, its successors and assigns, to rebuild the draw span of 
its bridge across the Mississippi River at Quincy, I1.; 

S. 911. An act authorizing the Federal Railroad Company to 
construct a combined railroad, wagon, and foot-passenger bridge 
across the Missouri River at or near the village of Oacoma, Ly- 
man County, 8. Dak.; 

S. 1104. An act providing for the use by the United States of 
devices invented by its naval officers while engaged in its service 
and covered by letters patent; 

S. 1158. An act for the relief of Mary E. Parker; and 

S. 4069. An act to establish a fish hatchery and fish station in 
the State of South Carolina. 

SENATE BILL REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bill of the following title 
was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to its appropriate 
committee, as indicated below: 

S. 4798. An act to authorize the Quincy Railroad Bridge Com- 

any, its successors and assigns, to rebuild the drawspan of its 

Pridge across the Mississippi River at Quincy, Ill.—to the Com- 

mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED 
. i STATES. 

Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had presented this day to the President of the 
United States for his approval bills of the following titles: 

H. J. Res. 173. Joint resolution to authorize the Commissioners 


of the District of Columbia to issue certain temporary permits; 


H. R. 1476. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry F. 
Benson; 

H. R. 1485. An act granting an increase of pension to Thompson 
B. Mocre: 

H. R. 1685. 
E. Hodges; 

H. R. 1709. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Augustus 


An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin J. 


| Godfrey; 


H. R. 2613. 
H. H. Gibbs; 

H. R. 3354. 
Young; 

H. R. 3427. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah E. 


| Allen; 


H. R. 3876. 
A. Dauphin; 

H. R. 3884. 
C. Moderwell; 

H. R. 4058. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry E. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Theophile 


An act granting an increase of pension to Erastus 


| De Marse; 


H. R. 4116 
Berry: 

H. R. 4172 
R. Chaney; 

H. R. 4176 
W. Snee; 

H. R. 6023. An act granting an increase of persion to Robert 
L. Ackridge; 

H. R. 7290. An act granting an increase of pension to Lizzie B. 
Green; 

H. R. 7618. An act granting an increase of pension to Evaline 


. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
. An act granting an increase of pension to George 


. An act granting an increase of pension to Nathan 


Wilson; 


H. R. 7847. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
S. Wilson; 
H. R. 10710 
E. Scott: 
H. R. 10957 
| Stockings; 
| H.R. 11916 
| B. Spurling; 
H. R. 12490 
Culbreath; 
H. R. 291. An act granting a pension to Christina Heitz; 
H. R. 3260. An act granting a pension to Jacob Golden; 
H. R. 7525. An act granting a pension to Marion Barnes; 
H. R. 9378. An act granting a pension to Clara B. Townsend; 
H. R. 9654. An act granting a pension to John 8. James; 


. An act granting an increase of pension to Frances 
. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 


. An act granting an increase of pension t6 Joseph 
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H. R. 11025. An act granting a pension to Mary A. Carlile; increase of pension to Albert Moulton—to the Committee on In- 
H. R. 12275. An act granting a pension to Amelia A. Russell; | valid Pensions. 
and Also, a bill (H. R. 13577) granting an increase of pension to 
H. R. 12395. An act granting a pension to Ruth Bartlett. George P. Sherwood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
And then, on motion of Mr. Gipson (at 3 o’clock and 50 minutes By Mr. BEIDLER: A bill (H. R. 13578) granting an increase of 
p. m.), the House adjourned. pension to Albert L. Howe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
— Also, a bill (H. R. 13579) granting an increase of pension to 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. Lorenzo B. Fish—to the Committee on Pensions. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com-| _ By Mr. CROWLEY: A bill (H. R. 13580) for the relief of 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as | Thomas J. Goolman—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
follows: | By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 13581) granting an increase 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- | of pension to George W. Goulding—to the Committee on Invalid 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of | Pensions. — a y - ; 

John W. Reeser against The United States—to the Committee on | _ Also, a bill (H. R. 13582) granting an increase of pension to 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. | William A. Quinby—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a | Also, a bill (H. R. 13583) for the relief of Mabel A. Parks, 
copy of acommunication from the Commissioners of the District | postmaster at Reese, Mich.—to the Committee on Claims. ‘ 
of Columbia, submitting an estimate of appropriation for public | By Mr. LANDIS: A bill (H. R. 13584) granting an increase of 
schools and health department—to the Committee on Appropria- | Pension to Eliza J. Searcy—to the Committee on Pensions. 
tions, and ordered to be printed. Also, a bill (H. R. 13585) granting an increase of pension to 

estemsiniane | Laura Fitch McQuiston—to the Committee on Pensions. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND By Mr. LOVERING: A bill (H. R. 13586) granting a pension 
RESOLUTIONS. | to Sarah R. Greeley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- | , By Mr. MOON: A bill (H. R. 13587) for the relief of William 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to | M.Henry—to the Committee on War Claims. — 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named,as| By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 13588) granting an increase of 
follows: pension to Judson A. Chafee—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

Mr. COWHERD, from the Committee on the District of Colum- | 2°?S- : ate ‘ 
bia, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5046) for the | . By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 13589) granting an 
promotion of anatomical science and to prevent the desecration | crease of pension to Alfred H. Snow—to the Committee on In- 
of graves in the District of Columbia, reported the same without | V@lid Pensions. sn RP GES 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1560); which said bill | , Also, bill (H. R. 13590) granting an increase of pension to 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. Lewis Hitt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

, Mr. SIBLEY, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 13591) for 
Roads, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13169) | the relief of the heirs of Edward Smith—to the Committee on 
relating to third and fourth class mail matter, reported th » | War Claims. sai : ‘ , 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1561); which |, BY Mr. TOMPKINS of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 13592) granting an 
said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. increase of pension to Theodore Jones—to the Committee on In- 
Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, | Vlid Pensions. iia 7 
to which was referred House bill 11172, reported in lieu thereof | , Also, a bill (H. R. 13593) granting an increase of pension to 
a bill (H. R. 18575) to grant a right of way to the Warrior | AUsust Graf—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. _ 
Southern Railway Company through the tract of land in the| By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R. 13594) granting an increase 
State of Alabama reserved for the use of the United States in | Of pemsion to Robert Hargreave—to the Committee on Invalid 
connection with the improvement of the Black Warrior River, | Pensions. - cee 37 
and known as Lock 4, accompanied by a report (No. 1562); which | , Also, a bill (H. R. 13595) granting an increase of pension to 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole Lewis N. Woolman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 








— : | By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 13596) granting a pension to 
House ons Reames of Ge Winton. Margaret Boyce—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
, CHANGE OF REFERENCE By Mr. McRAE: A bill (H. R. 13597) granting an increase of 
iT . i bed ‘tton— he Cc ‘ttae ali 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen- | = Edmund B. Appleton—to the Committee on Invalid 


sions was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
11286) granting a pension to Ellen M. Pooke; and the same was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 13598) granting a pension to John J. South- 
erland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 








PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. PETITIONS, ETC. 

, Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials | Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 

of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as | were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

follows: . By Mr. ADAMS: Resolutions of Merchants and Manufacturers’ 

By Mr. MOSS: A bill (H. R. 13574) to regulate the venue of | Exchange of Detroit, Mich., and Board of Trade of Springfield, 

1 actions in certain counties of the western district of Kentucky | Mass., in relation to increasing the efficiency of the foreign service 

before the United States district and circuit courts sitting at and the reorganization of the consular service—to the Committee 
sowling Green, Ky., and for other purposes—to the Committee | on Foreign Affairs. 

on the Judiciary. : $ By Mr. BEIDLER: Papersto accompany House bill 13578, grant- 
. By Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors: | ing a pension to Albert L. Howe—to the Committee on Invalid 

A bill (H. R. 18575) to grant a right of way to the Warrior | Pensions. 
; x uthern Railway Company through the tract of land in the | By Mr. BURK of Pennsylvania: Resolutions of Pennsylvania 
| State of Alabama reserved for the use of the United States in | Lodge, No. 511, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, Philadelphia, 
; connection with the improvement of the Black Warrior River | pa. , favoring an educational qualification for immigrants—to the 

and known as Lock 4, as a substitute for H. R. 11172—to the | Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 
© ( mon Calendar. e 7 | By Mr. BURTON: Petition of Arthur G. McKee and other 
By Mr. BURTON: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 176) to per- | citizens of Cleveland, Ohio, in favor of the exclusion of the Chi- 
3 mit a change in the building lines of the public building at Cleve- | nese—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
: land, Ohio—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. By Mr. CROMER: Petition of Spring Steel and Wire Fence Com- ‘ 
i By Mr, DICK: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 48) that | pany and others, of Anderson, Ind., asking that the Dingley tariff 


with a view to correct errors in dates of original appointments, | rates be not disturbed—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
upon their graduation from the United States Military Academy, By Mr. CURTIS: Resolutions of Blue Post, of Topeka, Kans., 


the President is hereby authorized and directed to cause the names | Grand Army of the Republic, favoring the construction of war 





v “t Capts, James J. Hornbrook, William A. Clark, and Samuel G. | ships in the United States navy-yards—to the committee on Naval 
Jcnes, of the cavalry, to appear upon the lineal list of captains of | 4 fairs. 
h cavalry, in the order above named, next below that of Capt. Frank | A}so, resolutions of a mass meeting:at Topeka, Kans., request- 
M. Caldwell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. ing the abolishment of supply camp alleged to be conducted by the 
British at Chalmette, La.—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. By Mr. DOVENER: Papers to accompany House bill 13596, 
_Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following | granting a pension to Margaret Boyce—to the Committee on In- 
titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: valid Pensions. 


By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: A bill (H. R. 18576) granting an' By Mr. EDWARDS: Petition of W. N. Aylesworth and 3 other 
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citizens of Deer Lodge, Mont., in favor of House bills 178 and 179, 
for the repeal of the tax on distilled spirits—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Smeltermen’s Union No. 117, of Anaconda, 
yt favoring Chinese exclusion—to the Committee on Foreign 
Z airs. 

Also, resolutions of Judith Mountain Miners’ Union, No, 107, 
of Maiden, Mont., for the exclusion of illiterate immigrants—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. ESCH: Resolutions of the Milwaukee Credit Men’s As- 
sociation, indorsing the Ray bankruptcy bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of the League of American Sportsmen, for leg- 
islation for the protection of the buffalo and other animals in the 
ro ywstone National Park—to the Committee on the Public 

ands. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Resolutions of the League of American 
Sportsmen, for legislation for the protection of the buffalo and 
other animals in the Yellowstone National Park—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Also, resolutions of Good Will Lodge, No. 106, Brotherhood of 
Railroad Trainmen, Allegheny, Pa., favoring the passage of the 
Hoar-Grosvenor anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of William G. Lowry Circle, No. 27, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Wilkinsburg, Pa., favoring a bill provid- 
ing pensions to certain officers and men in the Army and Navy 
and increasing widows’ pensions—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania: Petition of Typographical 
Union of Philadelphia, Pa., urging the defeat of House bill 5777 
and Senate bill 2804, amending the copyright law—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

By Mr. HOWELL: Resolutions of the Board of Trade of New- 
ark, N. J., favoring a reorganization of the consular service—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. KAHN: Petitions of officers of the California National 
Guard, favoring House bill 11654, increasing the efficiency of the 
militia—to the Committee on Militia. 

Also, resolutions of Iron Trades Council and Republican Mu- 
tual Alliance of San Francisco, Cal., indorsing House bill 6279, 
to increase the pay of letter carriers—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, 
Cal., favoring House bill 11308, with certain modifications—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of Drug Clerks’ Association of San Francisco, 
Cal., favoring the reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion act—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Pacific Coast Marine Firemens’ Union, 
favoring the seamen’s clause in the Chinese-exclusion bill—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


Also, resolutions of Ship Joiners’ Union of Vallejo; Sutter | 


Lodge, No. 340, Railroad Trainmen, of Sacramento, and Castle 
Crag Lodge, No. 458, Division 553, Locomotive Engineers, of 
Fresno; and Marine Engineers’ Association No. 35, Painters’ 
Union No. 510; Engineers’ Society No. 609, and Lithographers’ 


Union No. 17, all of San Francisco, Cal., favoring an educational ; 
restriction on immigration—to the Committee on Immigration | 


and Naturalization. 

By Mr. KEHOE: Petition of Joseph Heiser Post, No. 13, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Kentucky, indorsing House 
bill No. 12206, providing for interment of indigent pensioners—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. MANN: Resolutions of George W. Tilton Lodge, No. | 
375, of Chicago, Tl., favoring the passage of the Foraker-Corliss | 


safety-appliance bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 


By Mr. MILLER: Resolutions of a public meeting in Topeka, | 
Kans., in the interest of the Boers—to the Committee on Foreign | 


Affairs. 

By Mr. OTEY: Resolution of Central Labor Trades Council of 
Roanoke, Va., favoring a restriction of immigration and cheap 
labor—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: Petition of the Trades Assembly 
of Norwich, N. Y., for the further restriction of immigration— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SHATTUC: Papers to accompany House bill 13160, 
granting an increase of pension to Estey Patch—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 8900, to amend the military 
record of Emanuel Preston—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SIBLEY: Resolutions of Bradford Lodge, No. 228, 


Railroad Trainmen, Bradford, Pa.. favoring the passage of the | 


Hoar-Grosvenor anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 
Also, resolutions of the same lodge, for the further restriction 
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of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
ralization. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: Resolutions of the Trades and 
Labor Council of Lansing, Mich., favoring the Chinese-exclusion 
act—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Resolution of commissioned officers of the 
Second Regiment Connecticut National Guard, favoring House 
bill 9972, increasing the efficiency of the militia—to the Commit- 
tee on Militia. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Resolution of Cattle Raisers’ 
Association of Texas, favoring the passage of the bill to extend 
the limit of cattle from twenty-eight to forty hours; also, for the 
passage of a measure to secure a complete census of live stock 
every five years—to the Commitsee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the same association, for the passage of 
amendments to strengthen interstate-commerce act—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the same association, favoring the passage 
of House bill No. 6565, known as the Grosvenor pure-fiber bill— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the same, in favor of Senate bill 3311, relat- 
ing to the leasing of public lands—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Iowa: Petition of 1,060 citizens of the 
Eleventh Congressional district of Iowa, in favor of a resolution 
protesting against the murder of Commander Kritzinger and 
other Boer officers, and against certain alleged cruelties—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: Papers to accompany 
House bill for the relief of Edward Smith—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. WEEKS: Resolutions of the Board of Trade of Grand 
Rapids, Mich., approving the Nelson-Corliss bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of Almont Grange, No. 478, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, of Michigan, relative to the ship-subsidy bill—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WOODS: Papers to accompany House bill 13552, grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Reuben B, Richards—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: Resolutions of Gustin Post, No, 154; Phelps 
Post, No. 124, and Saxton Post, No. 65, Department of Pennsy)- 
vania, Grand Army of the Republic, favoring House bill No. 3067, 
relating to pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YOUNG: Resolutions of Courtland Saunders Post, No. 
21, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Pennsylvania, 
favoring the passage of House bill 8067—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of the Philadelphia Drug Exchange, of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., favoring a reorganization of the consular service— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. ZENOR: Resolutions of Federation of Labor Lodge No. 
9488, of Troy, Ind., favoring an educational qualification for im- 
migrants—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 


SENATE. 
Monpbay, April 14, 1902. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Miraurn, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings 
of Saturday last, when, on request of Mr. CuLBERSON, and by 
unanimous consent, the further reading of the Journal was ‘is- 
pensed with. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Jour- 


| nal will stand approved. 


FUTURE OF THE PHILIPPINES. 





Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, I desire to present an arti- 
cle from Mr. Charles Denby, member of the first Philippine Com- 


| mission, entitled ‘* Future of the Philippines,’’ being a reprint from 


the Chicago Daily News of March 28, 1902, and I ask that it be 


printed in the Rrcorp. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas sub- 
mits an article from Mr, Denby, printed in a Chicago paper, with 
a request that it be printed in the Recorp. Is there objection: 
The Chair hears none, and the order is made. 
The article referred to is as follows: 
(Reprint from Chicago Daily News, March 28, 1902. By ex-Minister Denby.] 
FUTURE OF THE PHILIPPINES. 


The burning question as to what shall be the future of the Philippines 

| seems as far from settlement as it was when our complications with th: 30 18- 

| lands first began nearly four years ago. Recent discussions in a 
indicate that leading ublicans are loons heart before the energetic at tat 

of their Democratic colleagues. Some, like Senator SPOONER, have 0 ee y 

announced that we should not hold the islands permanently, but should e - 

| cate the people and give them independence. metimes to this declaration 
is attached the absurd postulate of maintaining a protectorate, even afte 
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autonomy isgranted. In modern history the first step to agglutination is the 

establishment by a strong government of a protectorate over a weak one. 

France has a protectorate over ver give, and Anam, but no diplomatist is so 
ll 


silly as to ne that it will ever give up its hold on those countries. Eng- 
land permits the native rulers still to play at government in India, but the 
are tools in the hands of the British residents, who absolutely control their 
exercise of governmental powers. Our new theorists are putting the cart 
before the horse. Elsewhere in the world a protectorate comes first. With 
us the new idea is to prepare nationalities for independence, and then exer- 
cise a protectorate over them—a policy which is, of course, nonsense. The 
notion is a makeshift. It is the recoiling of weak and irresolute men before 
the bold attacks of more audacious statesmen. 

The time has come for us to outline the course of policy that we intend to 
pursue toward the Philippines. We have been groping in darkness for four 
years, afraid to comply with the treaty of Paris, which requires that Con- 
gress shall determine the status of the Filipinos; afraid to say anything 
touching this momentous subject, except that the military with the ‘ mailed 
fist’ shall be supreme. The result has been that we have spent hundreds of 
millions of dollars and sacrificed tens of thousands of valuable lives uselessly 
and needlessly. No man who knows anything about the Philippines doubts 
that if Congress were to declare to-day that the Philippines ll be inde- 
pendent as soon as their people are fit to maintain and ca on an independ- 
ent government the troubles in that distracted region would cease to-morrow. 
If, therefore, our real and honest purpose is to give autonomy to the islands 
as s00n as the ge develop sufficient capacity to govern themselves, the 
declaration of t a should be immediately made. There can be no 
object in holding it ok which is conducive to the general welfare of our 
country. Congress has forborne to express any opinion on the subject, but 
many of its members, Republicans and Democrats, have openly declared that 
we should not hold the islands permanently. 

The pending Philippine bill has been amended so as to provide that when 
it shall have been certified to the President that the insurrection has ceased 
and peace has been established there shall be a general election of delegates 
toa spams of legislature which is to be known as the Philippine assembly. 
The delegates so elected are to constitute a lower house, and the members of 
the Commission are to form a senate. After this election the legislative 
powers of the Commission are to cease, except so far as the Moros and other 
noncivilized tribes are concerned, This plan is contngeat on the happening 
of an event which may not occur for some years, and, if nt conditions 
continue, may never occur—the pacification of the islands. It conduces very 
little toward that end. It settles nothing as to the future of the Filipinos. 
It does not promise independence nor does it affirm permanent control. It 
will please nobody. The Filipino who opposes us and who demands inde- 
pendence will surely claim that this plan embodies an intention on our part 
to hold the islands, and his antagonism will be augmented, while the native 
who is inclined to favor us will regard it as a premium offered to continue 
active hostility. “As civil government is not to come until peace ensues, it 
will be greatly delayed, of course. 

Accompnay! is plan also there is no statement of the all-important 
fact as to whether such a government is to be temporary or permanent. 
The status of the natives, whether it is to be colonial or territorial, is not 
fixed. There is no promise to the native who is inclined to favor us that our 
rule will be permanent, The plan decided on leaves this question in doubt, 
and the friendly native does not ayow his real sentiment lest we should with- 
draw from the islands and leave him in the power of the hostile Filipino. 
Pacification can scarcely be hoped for under such circumstances. How can 
we ask the natives to come over to us unless we openly declare to them what 
our purpose is in holding their country? Under the recent decisions of the 
Supreme Court the Executive claims absolute sovereignty and dominion 
over the Philippines. The Spooner resolution emp this claim. As 
long as Congress fails to provide a formof government necessarily the Exec- 
utive must treat the islands as conquered territory and subject to its will. 
It must put down any insurrection and make military rule supreme. It is 
difficult to recognize the existence of a civil commission de of the 
military authorities and acting independently of them, All ugh the 
term of the first and the second commissions antagonism has existed between 
the civil and the military representatives. Even the civil commission reports 
to the Secretary of War and is responsible to him. The laws enacted by the 
Taft Commission savor greatly of military orders. Tho enactment inst 
sedition might well haye emanated from a supreme military commander. 

Tam not mpetans the necessity of harsh and repressive laws. In the in- 
congruous and uncertain condition in which we are involved severity is 
probably necessary to repress disorder, What pay be reasonably com- 
plained of is that nothing serious has been done hitherto toward establishing 
a civil government, and the reason which underlies this failure to act is the 
deplorable cause of existing troubles. The reason is that Co has pot 
determined whether the Philippines should be permanently held or not. So 
long as this question remains in doubt there can be no peace in the islands. 
#ecall the conditions under which we went there. Remember that Dewey 
took Aguinaldo in a man-of-war to Cavite; that he landed that person in the 
boats of his fleet; that he > gave him arms and license to attack the Spaniards; 
that he turned over Spanish prisoners to him; that he regarded him not as 
an ally, but as efficient to fight the common enemy. 

The treaty was made in December, 1898, and ratified in Pelranty. 080 and 
from May, 7 down to the present time Co has not vouchsafed one 
word to the Fi ipinos as to what their future is tobe. Nothing has been done 
to peg tee the friendly Filipinos to stand by us or toremove from the mind 
of the hostile Filipino the ingrained idea that independence is to be granted. 
Nearly half the orators in the United States put in their days and nights in 
uttering fervid and splendid declamation to the effect that we are worse than 
England was; that we are tyrants, robbers, and oppressors; that we are vio- 
lating all human and divine laws, including our own Constitution and every 
line in the Bible. Except in the days of antislavery agitation such oratory 
was never heard before, and, si rly enough, it comes now largely from 
those who occupied the opposite tion when slavery wasthe issue. On the 
other side, the meek exponent of the existing policy gets up and shows how 
We are establishing schools; how we are sta g munici vernments; 
how we are impro physical conditions; how we are ge elevate and 
instruct the , downtrodden Filipino, but he does not say one word as to 
what form vernment he is going togive him. All these benefactionsare 
well enough, but in the present condition of the Filipino mind one whiff of 
independence would 1 caivenee them a. ite ot lasia 

re there any nal expansionists left in the country? Are there an 
men who believe that the Philippines would constitute s caluate rtion ot 
ter arnitory? Are there any men who are looking to the n of our 

rade? Are there any men who do not believe that sugar and tobacco inter- 
€ = should rule 75,000,000 people? Is there nobody left who can rise above the 
" ‘fish considerations of a tariff ora trust? Is there anybody who thinks that 
; 1s not important to anyone except the tobacco smoker that his cigare 
»e purchased 1 cent a hundred cheaper than now? Does all the wor ad which 
once so largely favored d expansion, now e question of our power 
on sugar an Damnans is the One great question 


efore us? Is th 
whether aaa ere pobody ip this country that has formed an op as to 


or not? If such a person exists, is he 
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too timid to express his opinion, and if so, why? Certainly while McKinley 
lived there was no evasion of the question. He it was who asked, “ Who will 
tear down the flag?” and to this question the country responded by giving 
him an overwhelming majority. Particularly in the West, which best under- 
stands this question, were the majorities great. 

We must do something to make the world believe that we are in earnest 
in our mission in the Philippines. We must cease the aimless slaughter of 
human beings. If we are mad, we must have some method in our madness. 
After four years of killing human beings we must at least tell the survivors 
why we have been killing their fellows. Weare ina fair way to spend in 
the Philippines enough money to pay the national debt. We must tell the 
taxpayer what this expenditure is for, what its object is, what we expect to 
accomplish by the sweat and the toil which make it possible to spend this 
money. We must tell the foreign powers whether they may reckon on 
treating ina year or two with an independent nation or whether our flag 
will still fly over We must let our Christian people know whether 
or not it is prudent to send bishops and ministers, Protestant churches, and 
societies to the Philippines. We must let our merchants know our plan, so 
that they may conduct their business wisely. The miner, the wood sawyer, 
the shipbuilder, are waiti to know whether they can invest safely their 
capital and their brainsin the Philippines. All this knowledge is cut out and 
excluded. No American can to-day impart any information as to our inten- 
tions toward the islands. We heve learned rapidly from imperial powers 
the art of throwing all responsibility on the military,and no German can 
boast louder than we do of the “ mailed fist.” 

This quietude, this self-abnegation of the exercise of plain powers, this 
patent dissimulation of real intention—if such exists—is not worthy of our na- 
tion or honorable to our people. 

What Congress should do in the matter of the Philippines seems so plain 
that no man ought to fail to see it. 

It should do what the first Philippine Commission earnestly recommended. 
It should establish a Territorial government for the islands. This policy 
would take the Constitution thither, and why not? Are Americans afraid of 
their Constitution? Under it we have ruled Territories for a hundred years, 
and our power over them was never disputed. As we expand our Territorial 
system goes forward. We have had it in New Mexico, Hawaii, Oklahoma, 
and Porto Rico, and we are soon to have it in Alaska, the Danish islands, and 
the Indian Territory. Such a tutelage may last a hundred years, and what 
if it does? It may result in building up new States in the Tropics, but we 
will control that question. Wecan not tell what the future may develop. 
It is possible that the whole system of annexation of noncontiguous territory 
is - error; and if that be true, we will find it out and we will change our 
policy. 

The insistent problew is, What is the best to do now? Almost nobody 
peapenss to give the ree upinstantly,onthe moment. Almost every- 

ody agrees that we must hold them fora certain period of time. The writer 

does not agree that we should hold them an hour longer than we can decently 
get rid of them, unless we are going to hold them permanently. The minute 
that we agree that they shall at any period hereafter be independent, that 
instant we should institute proceedings to let them go. All this talk about 
the capacity of the people for self-government is mostly without foundation. 
They are as capable self-government as the Cubans are. After having 
been four years in contact with Americans they will be able to organize and 
maintain a republican government. But whether they are fully equipped 
for ora or not is no business of ours if they are to be inde- 
pendent. : 

We could survive the loss of the Philippines. They are not absolutely es- 
sential to our happiness. It is the doubt, the misconception of our intentions, 
the horrors of the actual situation, which are profoundly agitating Ameri- 
cans. We can do away with all these troubles in two simple ways. The 
first is a resolution by Con that we do not intend to hold the archipelago 
permanently; the second is the institution of a Territorial form of government. 

In the latter event the islands would become a part of our soil; our Consti- 
tution and laws would follow the + peace would prevail. The constitu- 
tional orator would Cameppeer he would have nothing totalkabout. It would 
be an accomplished fact that the nee belonged tous. Trouble would 
come, perhaps, as it came and endu or many a year with the Indians, but 
who doubts that we would overcome every obstacle to penge and quietness! 

All that our people want to know in order to make the Philippines great, 
rich, and prosperous is that they will remain permanently ours. I defy the 
world to produce any cogent reason, disconnected with polities and trusts, 
why this information should be withheld. 

CHARLES DENBY, 


Member of the First Philippine Commission, 
EVANSVILLE, IND. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of the Merchants’ 
Exchange of Buffalo, N. Y., praying for the adoption of certain 
amendments to the interstate-commerce law; which was referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Milkmen’s Protective Union 
No. 8744, American Federation of Labor, of Rochester, N. Y., 
and a petition of the Republican district committee of the Twenty- 
eighth assembly district, of New York County, N. Y., praying for 
the enactr-cut of legislation authorizing the construction of war 
vessels in the navy-yards of the country; which were referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of the Central Labor Union of 
Auburn; of the Trades Assembly of Norwich; of the Ship Carpen- 
ters and Joiners’ Union of Elm Park; of Laborers’ Protective. 
Union No, 9512, of Ticonderoga; of the Central Associated Trades 
Council of Corning; of Local Union No. 6939, of New York, and 
of the Trades and Labor Council of Olean, all of the American 
Federation of Labor; of Lodge No. 381, of Syracuse; of Lodge 
No. 406, of New York City, and of Hudson River Lodge, No. 365, 
of Troy, all of the International Association of Machinists, in the 
State of New York, praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
viding an educational test for immigrants to this country; which 
were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Albany, N. Y., 
praying for the adoption of certain amendments to the internal- 
revenue laws relative to the tax on distilled spirits; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Merchants’ Exchange of 
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Buffalo, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation granting 
pensions to certain members of the Life-Saving Service; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Congress Club, 
County, N. Y., and a petition of the Hell Gate Republican Club, 
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Mr. DRYDEN presented a petition of Masons’ Local Union No. 
16, American Federation of Labor, of Newark, N.J., praying for 
the reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion law; which was or- 


of Kings | dered to lie on the table. 


He also presented a memorial of Cigar Makers’ Local Union 


Thirtieth assembly district, of New York, N. Y., praying for theen- | No. 138, American Federation of Labor, of Newark, N. J., remon- 
actment of legislation to increase the salary of lettercarriers; which | strating against the enactment of legislation to reduce the import 
| duty on cigars coming from Cuba and the Philippine Islands: 


were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented petitions of Bakers’ Local Union 
No. 57, of Grand Rapids; of Local Union No. 95, of Jackson, and 
of Knot Sawyers’ Local Union No. 8338, of Manistee, all of the 
American Federation of Labor, in the Stateof Michigan, praying 
for the reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion law; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Grand 
Rapids, Mich., and a petition of the Merchants and Manufactur- 
ers’ Exchange of Detroit, Mich., praying for the adoption of cer- 


tain amendments to the interstate-commerce law; which were | 


referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 
He also presented a petition of Bakers’ Local Union No. 57, 


American Federation of Labor, of Grand Rapids, Mich., and a | 
petition of Iron Workers and Helpers’ Local Union No. 8903, | 


American Federation of Labor, of Saginaw, Mich., praying for 
the enactment of legislation providing an educational test for 
immigrants to this country; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Immigration. 

He also presented a memorial of the Board of Control of the 
State House of Correction and Branch Prison, of Marquette, 
Mich., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation calcu- 
lated to restrict the interstate transportation or manufacture of 
prison-made products; which was referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of Milo Warner Post, No. 232, De- 
partment of Michigan, Grand Army of the Republic, of Cass 
City, Mich., praying for the enactment of legislation authorizing 
the construction of war vessels in the navy-yards of the country; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Merchants and Manufac- 
turers’ Exchange of Detroit, Mich., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to reorganize the consular service; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of Executive Council, American 
Federation of Labor, of Washington, D. C., remonstrating against 





| 


the adoption of the so-called Piatt amendment to the Chinese- | ) ] 
| this country; which were referred to the Committee on Immi- 
Mr. BLACKBURN presented a petition of Federal Labor Union | 


exclusion bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


No. 9316, of Caseyville, Ky., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation providing an educational test for immigrants to this 
country; which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Kentucky, 
praying for the adoption of an amendment to theinternal-revenue 
laws relative to the tax on distilled spirits; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 


Mr. DRYDEN. 


I present a petition of the Board of Foreign | 


Missions of the Presbyterian Church in the United States of | 
America, requesting that in any bill enacted for the restriction | 
| ing against the enactment of legislation relative to the opening 


of Chinese immigrants the rights of students, teachers, and 
preachers coming from China to study in institutions of learning 
be conceded and safeguarded. I ask that the petition lie on the 
table, and that it be printed in the REecorp. 

There being no objection, the petition was ordered to lie on the 
table and to be printed in the RecorD, as follows: 

THE BOARD OF FOREIGN MISSIONS OF THE 
PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH IN THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
156 Fifth Avenue, New York, April 11, 1902. 

DeAR Sir: In behalf of the Board of Foreign Missions of the Presbyterian 
Church, we would most earnestly request that in any bill passed by the Sen- 
ate dealing with the problem of Chinese immigration the right of students, 
teachers, and preachers coming from China to study in colleges, universities, 


which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 
He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Newark, 
N. J., remonstrating against the ratification of the pending reci- 


| procity treaties and concessions; which was referred to the Com- 


mittee on Foreign Relations. 
He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 21, National 


| Alliance of Theatrical Stage Employees, American Federation of 


Labor, of Newark, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to increase the salary of letter carriers; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Newark, 
N. J., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation which 
will tend to sacrifice or injure any American industry; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Local Division No. 85, Order of 
Railroad Telegraphers, of Trenton, N. J., praying for the passage of 
the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill, to limit the meaning of the 
word ‘‘ conspiracy ’’ and the use of ‘‘ restraining orders and in- 
junctions *’ in certain cases; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Belvedere, 
N. J., praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion to prohibit polygamy; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of Typographical Union No. 235, 
American Federation of Labor, of Rahway, N. J., remonstrating 
against the adoption of certain amendments to the copyright law; 
which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented petitions of Painters, Decorators, and Paper 
Hangers’ Local Union No. 223. of Summit; of Feeders and Assist- 
ant Pressmen’s Local Union, of New Jersey; of Local Union No. 
8588, of New Jersey; of the Central Trades and Labor Council of 
Bridgeton; of the Essex Trades Council, of Newark; of Local 
Union No. 169, of Jersey City,and of the Boot and Shoe Workers’ 
Local Union No. 148, of Newark, all of the American Federation 
of Labor, in the State of New Jersey, praying for the enactment 
of legislation providing an educational test for immigrants to 


gration. 

He also presented a petition of the American Federation of 
Labor, the Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, the Brother- 
hood of Locomotive Firemen, the Order of Railway Conductors, 
the Brotherhood of Railway Trainmen, the Order of Railroad 
Telegraphers, the Sailors’ Union of the Pacific, the International 
Seamen’s Union of America, and the Chinese-exclusion commis- 
sion of California, praying for the reenactment of the Chinese- 
exclusion law; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of Mullica Hill Grange, No. 5°, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Gloucester County, N. J., remonstrat- 


up to settlement for irrigation purposes of the arid lands of the 
West; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Executive Council, Ameri- 
can Federation of Labor, of Washington, D. C., remonstrating 


| against the adoption of the so-called Platt amendment to the Chi- 


nese-exclusion bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
He also presented a petition of the National Indian Association 


| of the United States, praying for the enactment of legislation 


providing for a reform in the administration of Indian affairs; 


| which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


and other institutions in this land, having no intention to reside here or to | 
enter into any competition with American labor, should be conceded and | 


safeguarded. It is our fear lest the terms of the Mitchell and Kahn bills, 


while appearing to concede and protect this right, are liable to such misin- | 


tor pretesies as shall, on the other hand, quite annul it. 

ey 

in new legislation excluding the Chinese may react upon our own represent- 
atives—commercial and religious—in China. 
representations from missionary societies in such matters, but we feel that 


e beg leave to express our solicitude also lest any unnecessary severity | 


We recognize certain limits to | 


we owe it toa class of Chinese, sure greatly to increase, to ask that they be | 


not unduly hindered from coming to this country to acquire aymgetiy with 
our institutions and a better understanding of our Western lif 

to return to their own people for their uplifting and the general strengthen- 
ing of relations of aynenetier between them and the West. With regard to 
this class, and, indeed, with reference to some other classes, also, we would 
beg that the terms of any further legislation should not be more severe or 
exclusive than the terms of the so-called Geary law. 


Very respectfully, 
DARWIN R. JAMES, 
Chairman Finance Committee. 
ROBERT E. SPEER, 
Secretary. 
Hou. J. F. DRYDEN, 
United States Senate, Washington, D, C. 


e, in order | 


Mr, KEAN presented a petition of sundry citizens of Summit, 
N. J., praying for the adoption of certain amendments to the in- 
ternal-revenue law relative to the tax on distilled spirits; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Lodge No. 271, Brotherhood of 
Locomotive Firemen, of Port Morris, N. J., praying for the e2- 
actment of legislation to exclude Chinese laborers from the Unite 
States and their insular possessions; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented petitions of the Ceritral Trades and Labor 
Council, of Bridgeton; of Painters, Decorators and Paper Hangers 
Local Union No, 223, of Summit, and of Mineral Mine Workers 
Local Union No. 8588, of Port Oram, all in the State of New Jer- 
sey, praying for the enactment of legislation providing an educa- 
sional test for immigrants to this country; which were referred to 
the Committee on Immigration. . 

Mr. CLAPP presented a petition of the Lithographers’ Local 
Union, of St. Paul and Minneapolis, Minn., prayi or the enact- 
ment of legislation providing an educatio test for immigrants 
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to this country; which was referred to the Committee on Immi- 


tion. 
o Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of Encampment No. 1, 
Union Veteran Legion, of Pittsburg, Pa., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation granting per diem pensions; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PENROSE presented petitions of 88 citizens of Philadel- 
phia, of 55 citizens of Bellevue, of 19 citizens of Pittsburg, and 
of 22 citizens of Donora, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying 
for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit 
polygamy; which were referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

He also presented petitions of Journeymen Barbers’ Local 


Union No. 278, of Newcastle; of the Central Trades Council | 


Union of Kittanning; and of American Flint Glass Workers’ 
Local Union No. 36, of Monaca, all in the State of Pennsylvania, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to exclude Chinese labor- 
ers from the United States and their insular possessions; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of the Central Labor Union of Sha- 
mokin; of the Iron Workers’ Local Union of Lancaster; of the 
Central Labor Union of Meadville; of the Central Labor Union 
of Lancaster; of Lodge No. 348, International Association of Ma- 
chinists, of Philadelphia; of Local Union No. 8874, of Shenan- 
doah; of Anna M. Ross Council, No. 553, Junior Order of United 
American Mechanics, of Philadelphia; of Local Union No. 1665, 
of Summit Hill; of Federal Labor Union No. 9257, of Renovo; of 
the Central Labor Union of Ashland; of United Wire Workers’ 
Local Union No. 8914, of Wilkesbarre; and of Federal Labor 
Union No. 9182, of Ashland, all in the State of Pennsylvania, 
praying for the enactment of legislation providing an educational 
test for immigrants to this country; which were referred to the 
Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented petitions of Colonel Croasdale Post, No. 256, 
of Riegelsville; of John M. Good Post, No. 502, of Elizabethtown; 
of Post No. 408, of Liverpool; of C. A. Craig Post, No. 75, of Par- 
ker’s Landing; of Colonel P. B. Housum Post, No. 309, of Cham- 


Lieutenant M. A. Lucore Post, No. 216, of St. Marys; of King Post, 


No. 365, of McConnellsburg; of H. H. Hoagland Post, No. 170, of | 


Catawissa, and of Post No. 507, of Hendersville, all of the Depart- 
ment of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Republic, in the State of 
Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of legislation granting 
pensions to certain officers and men of the Army and Navy of the 
United States when 50 years of age and over and to increase pen- 
sions of widows of soldiers to $12 per month; which were referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. z 

Mr. QUAY. I present what may be termed a memorial from 
the Board of Foreign Missions of the Presbyterian Church in the 
United States which bears upon the Chinese-exclusion bill now 
pending. It is brief, and I ask to have it read. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The same memorial has al- | 
ready been presented this morning and ordered to be printed in | 


the Rrcorp. 

Mr. QUAY. Then I withdraw the request. I did not know 
that had been done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The memorial will lie on the 
table. 

Mr. QUAY presented petitions of Federal Labor Union No. 


of Local Union No. 887, of Shenandoah, and of Wire Workers’ 


Local Union No, 8914, of Wilkesbarre, all of the American Fed- | 


eration of Labor, in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the 
enactment of legislation providing an educational test for immi- 
grants to this country; which were referred to the Committee on 
Immigration. 

_He also presented petitions of Lieutenant M. W. Lucore Post, 
No, 216, of St. Marys; of Mercer Post, No. 169, of Mercer; of 


Jacob Maynard Post, No. 877, of North Mehoopany; of Captain | 


G. W. Ryan Post, No. 364, of Middleburg; of General John F. 
Reynolds Post, No. 71, of Philadelphia; of Colonel S. D. Barrows 
Post, No. 885, of Williamsport; of General Simon Cameron Post, 
No. 78, of Middletown; of E. D. Baker Post, No. 8, of Philadelphia; 
of George Simpson Post, No. 44, of Huntingdon; of Billings Post, 

0. 392, of Nicholson; of Colonel Cr ale Post, No. 256, of 
Riegelsville; of Lieutenant H. C. Titman Post, No. 93, of Auburn; 
of General George D. Bayard Post, No. 178, of Belle Vernon; of 
Saxton Post, No. 65, of Granville Center; of Phelps Post, No. 124, 
of East Smithfield, all of the Department of Pennsylvania, Grand 
Army of the eee of Circle No. 34, of Steelton; of Warren 
Circle, No. 67, of Philadelphia; of Major William G. Lowry Cir- 
cle, No. 27, of Wilkinsburg, of the ies of the Grand Army of 
the Republic, and of Encampment No. 4, Union Veteran Legion, 
of Beaver Falls, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the 
enactment of legislation granting pensions to certain officers and 
men in the Army and Navy of the United States when 50 years 











of age and over and increasing the pensions of widows of soldiers 
to $12 per month; which were referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented a petition of the trustees of the How- 
ard Relief Society, of Burlington, Vt., and a petition of Horse Nail 
Workers’ Local Union, No. 9487, of Vergennes, Vt., praying for 
the enactment of legislation providing an educational test for im- 
migrants to this country; which were referred to the Committee 
on Immigration. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of Machinists’ Local Union No. 
138, of Lowell, Mass., and a petition of Bay State Lodge, Inter- 
national Association of Machinists, of Springfield, Mass., praying 
for the enactment of legislation providing an educational test for 
immigrants; which were referred to the Committee on Immigra- 


| tion. 


Mr. FRYE presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Muscogee, Ind. T., remonstrating against the passage of the 
bill to create the Territory of Jefferson and to provide a temporary 
government for the same; which was referred to the Committee on 
Territories. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Foreign Missions 
of the Presbyterian Church in the United States of America, pray- 
ing that in any bill enacted for the restriction of Chinese immi- 
grants the rights of students, teachers, and preachers coming from 
China to study in our institutions of learning be conceded and 
safeguarded; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of Authur S. Soagee, of Augusta; of 
A. A. Cummings, of Augusta, and of Masons’ Local Union No. 
7, of Bangor, all in the State of Maine, praying for the enactment 
of legislation to exclude Chinese laborers from the United States 
_— their insular possessions; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 


| amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 
bersburg; of John A. Koltz Post, No. 228, of Philadelphia; of | 


A bill (S, 4865) granting an increase of pension to Joseph D. 
Hazzard; 

A bill (S. 2346) granting a pension to Amanda C. Bayliss; and 

A bill (S. 1638) granting a pension to John R. Homer Scott. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 4494) granting an increase of pension to Oscar 
Van Tassell, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them each with an amendment, and 


| submitted reports thereon: 


A bill (S. 4783) granting an increase of pension to Mary Breck- 
ons; 

A bill (8S. 1593) granting an increase of pension to Eben C. 
Winslow; and 

A bill (S. 4758) granting an increase of pension to Mary L. 
Doane. 

Mr. DEBOE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them each with an amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 3999) granting an increase of pension to Emma S. 


| Hanna; and 
9251,of Renovo; of Federal Labor Union No. 918, of Ashland; 


A bill (8. 5065) granting a pension to Jemima McClure. 

Mr. DEBOE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally with amend- 
ments and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 4800) granting an increase of pension to Ann Comins; 

A bill (S. 4619) granting an increase of pension to Clifford N¢ if 


| Fyffe; and 


A bill (8S. 2081) granting an increase of pension to Horatio N. 
Whitbeck. 
Mr. DEBOE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 


| referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
| amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 


A bill (H. R. 11737) granting a pension to Irenia C. Hill; 
A bill (H. R. 658) granting an increase of pension to John H. 


ack; 

A bill (H. R. 2128) granting an increase of pension to Abram 
O. Kindy; 

A bill (H. R. 10532) granting an increase of pension to John L. 


Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 4455) granting an increase of pension to 
Hallowell Goddard, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 





bill (S. 2511) granting a pension to William Phillips, reported it 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 
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Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (8. 3991) granting a sion to Waity West, re- 
ported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 6107) granting an increase of pension to Elijah E. 
Harvey; and 

A bill (S. 3552) granting a pension to John A. Reilley. 

Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (8. 4043) granting an increase of pension to 
Catharine A. Carroll, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SIMON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 5105) fixing the terms of the circuit and 
district courts in and for the district of South Dakota, and for 
other purposes, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 944) to provide for the appointment of an additional cir- 
cuit judge for the Ninth judicial circuit, reported it without 
amendment. 

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 3298) granting an increase of pension to William A. 
Kimball, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. PRITCHARD, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 


A bill (H.-R. 6020) granting an increase of pension to Russel A. | 


Williams; 

A bill (H. R. 2619) granting an increase of pension to William 
Holgate; 

A bill (H. R. 12129) granting a pension to Minnie M. Rice; and 

A bill (S. 4941) granting an increase of pension to William 
Nichol. 


Mr. PRITCHARD, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 


were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 9625) granting a pension to Elizabeth L. Beckett; 
and 


A bill (S. 4650 anti increase of ion to Delania Fer- | : 
a Ss a inane — | Printing, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 77) pro- 


guson. 

Mr. PRITCHARD, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
amendments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 3063) granting an increase of pension to H. J. Edge; and 

A bill (S. 2755) granting a pension to Ruth H. Ferguson. 
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referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (8. 2935) granting a pension to Joanna Rommel; 

A bill (H. R. 10951) granting an increase of pension to Pauline 
M. Roberts; 

A bill (H. R. 9140) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Ann E. Sperry; and 

A bill (H. R 8631) granting a pension to Mary E. 8. Hays. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 9494) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary A. Andress, reported it with an amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (8. 8401) for the relief of H. Glafcke, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BACON, from the Committee or the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by himself on the 9th in- 
stant, proposing to appropriate $2,000 to pay the rental of suita- 
ble rooms and accommodations for the holding of the circuit and 
district courts in the northern district of Georgia at Athens, Ga.., 
and at Rome, Ga., intended to be proposed to the sundry civil 
appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it 
be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and printed; 
which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by Mr. Foster of Washington on the lith 
instant, relating to the fees of United States commissioners for 
drawing affidavits for search warrants, intended to be proposed 
to the sundry civil appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, 
and moved that it be printed, and, with the accompanying paper, 
referred tothe Committee on Appropriations; which was caned to. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Co- 


| lumbia, reported an amendment proposing to ea $50,000 
| for the purchase of land belonging to the heirs of M. H. Schneider, 


adjoining the nt Garfield Memorial Hospital on the west, in 
the District of Columbia, intended to be proposed: by him to the 
sundry civil appropriation bill, and moved that it be referred to the 


| Committee on Appropriations, and printed; which was agreed to, 


DIPLOMATIC CORRESPONDENCE AND FOREIGN RELATIONS, 
Mr. PLATT of New York. Iam directed by the Committee on 


viding for printing the general index to published volumes of the 


| Diplomatic Correspondence and Foreign Relations of the United 
| States, to report it favorably, without amendment, and I ask for 


its immediate consideration. . 
The Secretary read the joint resolution, and by unanimous con- 


Mr. FOSTER of Washington, from the Committee on Pensions, | sent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its 


to whom was referred the bill (8. 1903) granting an increase of | consideration. 


pension to Hamline B. Williams, reported it with amendments, 
and submitted a report thereon. 


| 


The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the | time, and passed. 


bill (S. 3032) granting a pension to Samuel J. Christopher and 
Jane Vickers, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
amendments, and submitted reports thereon: 


| 


| 


| 
| 


A bill (S. 4729) granting an increase of pension to Daniel A. Hall; | 


A bill (8. 1038) granting an increase of pension to Gustavus C. 
Pratt; 


tour; and 

A bill (8. 5059) granting a pension to May D. Liscum. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 4730) granting an increase of pension to 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi introduced a bill (8. 5232) for 
the relief of Emily E. Bishop; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5288) for the relief of the estate of 
H. C. Henderson, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced the following bills; which were sev- 


| erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
A bill (5. 2048) granting an increase of pension to Louis G. La- | 


| 
| 


George W. Youngs, reported it without amendment, and submit- | J Una ; 
| monly called the Beales grant) , lying within the territory acquired 


ted a report thereon. 
He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 


following bills, reported them each with an amendment, and sub- | ) : 
| institute proceedings in the Court of Private Land Claims, and 


mitted reports thereon: , 
A bill (S. 4655) granting an increase of pension to Oliver K. 
Wyman; and 


Claims: 

A bill (8. 5234) for the relief of Jacob A. Paulk; 

A bill (S. 5235) for the relief of M. V. Stearnes; and 

A bill (8. 5286) for the relief of W. B. Olive. 

Mr. BURTON introduced a bill (S. 5237) to enable claimants 
of the Jose Mantel Royuela and John Charles Beales grant (com- 


public of Mexico by the treaty 


by the United States from the 
, A. D. 1848, to 


of Gaudalupe Hidalgo on the 2d day of February 


for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred 


| to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 


A bill (S.. 4853) granting an increase of pension to Amos | luce é 
_ erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- | 


Moulton. 


comimitted the ‘bill (H. R. 8558) granting a pension to Joseph 
‘Tusinski, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 


Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were sev- 


Pensions: 

A bill (S. 5288) granting an increase of pension to Newton W. 
Elmendorf; 

A bill (S, 5239) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 0. 


_ Kerbey, alias Joseph A. Kerbey (with accompanying papers); and 


following bills, reported them severally with amendments, and | Hates (with , 
| Hartley (with accompanying papers). 


submitted reports thereon: 
A bill (8S. 2551) granting a pension to Amelia Engel; ‘ 
A bill (S. 8781) granting a pension to George A. Mercer; and 
A bill (8. 2638) granting a pension to David O. Carpenter. 


| a pension to Benjamin F. 


A bill (8. 5240) granting an increase of pension to Emma B. 


Mr. CLARK of Wyoming introduced a bill (S. 5241) granting 
iley, jr.; which was read twice by its 


| title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Commit- 
Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were ' 


tee on Pensions, 
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He also introduced a bill (5, 5242) granting a pension to Fannie 
E, Strohaner; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. ARBRNS introduced a bill (S, 5243) to annex a portion of 
Arizona Territory to the State of Utah; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Territories, 

Mr. BURNHAM introduced a bill (S. 5244) granting an in- 


crease of ion to William H. Maxwell; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CARMACK introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee | 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 5245) for the relief of Robert R. McGuire; 

A bill (8. 5246) for the relief of Isaac C. Easterly; 

A bill (8. 5247) for the relief of Daniel Butts; 

A bill (S. 5248) for the relief of Abner Ogles; 

A bill (8. 5249) for the relief of the estate of Thomas Wil- | 


liams; 
A bill (S. 5250) for the relief of Elam Cooper; 
A bill (8. 5251) for the relief of the estate of Mrs. E, M. | 
Booker, deceased; 
A bill (S. 5252) for the relief of Martha A. Booth, administra- | 
trix of the estate of W. A. Booth, deceased; 
A bill (S. 5258) for the relief of Thomas Caldwell; and 


A bill (S. 5254) for the relief of G. Wat. Garner, sr. (with | 


accompanying papers). 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 5255) granting an increase of 
pension to Matthew F. Locke; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr, PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 5256) to correct errors in 
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cost of equipment and supplies for the use of such detailed dental surgeons, 
and from what appropriation paid. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. C. R. 
McKENNEY, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had 
agreed to the report of the committee of conference on the disa- 
greeing votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the House 
to the bill (S. 2371) granting a pension to Andrew J. Felt, 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate tothe bill (H. R. 
11354) making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office 
Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903. 

ne message further announced that the House insists upon its 
amendment to the bill (S. 4071) granting an increase of pension 


| to George C. Tillman, disagreed to by the Senate, agrees to the 


conference asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the 


| two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, Mr. 
| BRoMWELL, and Mr, Ricsarpson of Alabama managers at the 


conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7018) for the relief of 
Robert J. Spottswood and the heirs of William C. McClellan, de- 
ceased, asks a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Grarr, Mr. 
Foster of Vermont, and Mr. Orrey managers at the conference 
on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had passed 
with amendments the following bills; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate: 





dates of original graduation appointments of certain officers of 
the Army; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (8. 5257) granting an increase of 
pension to Edward King; which was read twice by its title, and, 


with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pen- | 


sions. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 5258) granting an increase 
of pension to Myron T. Spencer; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr, FOSTER of Washington submitted an amendment pro- 
posing to appropriate $25,000 for the construction of a light-house 
and fog signal in Semiahmoo Harbor, Gulf of Georgia, Puget 
Sound, State of Washington, intended to be proposed by him to 
the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was ordered to be 
printed, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. QUAY submitted an amendment relating to labor for main- 
tenance and engineering service in the national military parks, 
intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr, STEWART submitted an amendment directing a survey 
to be made of the Colorado River, Nevada, with a view of remoy- 
ing obstructions and deepening and rendering navigable the chan- 
nel between El Dorado yon and Rioville, Nev., intended to be 
proposed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which 
was remereae to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr, BACON submitted an amendment relative to half-yearly 
returns to the Attorney-General by clerks of district and circuit 
courts of the United States of all fees and emoluments of their 
offices and of all necessary expenses of the same, intended to 
be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which 
was, with the accompanying papers, refe to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

_Mr. BACON subsequently, from the Committee on the Judi- 
Clary, reported the above amendment favorably, and moved that 
it be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 

TAXES IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. HEITFELD submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (S. 4861) to regulate the assessment and 
collection of personal taxes in the District of Columbia; which 
was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 


DENTAL SURGEONS IN NAVY. 


Mr. PETTUS submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy is directed to inform the te 
hether dental surgeons, other than the one for the Naval Academy, have 
een enlisted and detailed to render professional services to the omens and 
enlisted men of the Navy, and, if any have been so enlisted detailed 
: ithin the last four years, how many in each year, the position to which en- 
isted. the tests of professional qual ions required, and the transfers, re- 
ovals, and resignations occurring; the number now in the service, and the 





A bill (S. 201) granting an increase of pension to Jane K. Hill; 
| <A bill (S. 1512) granting an increase of pension to Mary Jane 
| Faulkner; 

A bill (S. 2082) granting an increase of pension to Lonise Ward; 


nd 
A bill (S. 4072) granting an increase of pension to Samuel J. 
Lambden. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills: 
| <A bill (S. 181) granting an increase of pension to William C. 
| David; 
A bill (S. 721) granting an increase of pension to Lavalette D, 


ickey; 
A bill (8. 951) granting an increase of pension to Charles Am- 


rook; 

A bill (S. 952) granting an increase of pension to George H. 
Smith; 

A bill (S. 1285) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
Steele; 
A bill (S. 1678) granting an increase of pension to Charles B, 
Wingfield; 

A bill (S. 2063) granting a pension to Ida S. McKinley; 

A bill (S. 2079) granting an increase of pension to William 
Wheeler; 

A bill (S, 2327) granting an increase of pension to William 
Hoag; 

A bill (S. 2329) granting an increase of pension to Peter Bitt- 
man; 

A bill (S, 2877) to remove the charge of desertion standing 
against the record of Thomas Blackburn; 

A bill (S. 3064) granting an increase of pension to Emma Sophia 

r Cilley; 

A bill (S. 3103) granting an increase of pension to Susan Hays; 

A bill (S, 3878) granting a pension to Sarah Anne Harris; 

A bill (S. 3388) granting an increase of pension to John Peter- 





son; 

A bill (8. 3390) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Ailen; 
A bill (S. 3849) ‘granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 


. H, Luce; 
A bill (S. 3995) granting a pension to Susan E. Clark; 

A bill (S. 4022) granting an increase of pension to Annie E. 
Brown; 

A bill (S. 4404) granting an increase of pension to Otto H, Has- 


selman; ; 

A bill (S. 4414) granting an increase of pension to Albertine 
Schoenecker; and ; 

A bill (S. 4643) granting an increase of pension to Pheobe L. 
Peyton. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the 
following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H, R. 292) granting a pension to Henrietta Gottweis; 

A bill (H. R. 624) granting a pension to Dorcas McArdle; 

A bill (H. RB, 884) granting an increase of pension to Ellen W. 
Rice; 


A bill (H. R. 945) granting an increase of pension to William 
W. Richardson; 
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A bill (H, R. 1047) granting an increase of pension to Charles | 


Alfred De Arnaud; 


A bill (H. R. 
A bill (H. R. 


A bill (H. R. 


| Christianson: 


A bill (H. R. 
A bill (H. R. 


Curley; 


A bill (H. R. 


Evans; 


A bill (H. R. 
A bill (H. R. 


H. Chapman; 


A bill (H. R. 


| Ashley; 


A bill (H. R. 
A bill (H. R. 
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7085) granting a pension to Hannah H. Graham: 
7110) granting an increase of pension to Aurelia 


7228) granting an increase of pension to Christian 
7229) granting an increase of pension to Edwin M. 
7312) granting an increase of pension to James 
7334) granting an increase of pension to Ira L. 


7367) granting a pension to Ellen D, Campbell; 
7491) granting an increase of pension to William 


7507) granting an increase of pension to James M. 


7541) granting a pension to Annie Shinn; 
7815) granting a pension to Nancy A. Killongh: 





A bill (H. R. 1238) granting a pension to Margaret A. Stewart: | 
‘ A ae H. R. 1257) granting an increase of pension to James F. | Dunning; 
campbell; 
A bill (H. R. 1346) granting a pension to Adelbert L. Orr; 
A bill (H. R. 1466) granting a pension to Alfred Hatfield; 
A bill (H. R. 1478) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Runnels; 
A bill (H. R. 1528) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Dalrymple; 
A bill (H. R. 1605) granting a pension to John S. Whitlege; 
A bill (H. B. 1678) granting a pension to Mary E. F. Gilman; 
A bill (H. R. 1745) granting an increase of pension to Marvin | 
Chandler; 
A bill (H. R. 1931) granting an increase of pension to John 


Ludwig; 
A bill (H. R. 2129) granting an increase of pension to Warren 
W. H. Lawrence; 


A bill (3. R. 
'J. Remington; 

A bill (H. R. 
Smith; 


7878) granting an increase of pension to William 


7882) granting an increase of pension to John H. 


A bill (H. R. 2224) granting an increase of pension to David T.| A bill (H. R. 7901) granting a pension to De Witt Clinton Letts: 

Nuttle; | <A bill (H. R. 7903) granting an increase of pension to Ernest 
A bill (H. R. 2289) granting an increase of pension to Pitsar | Wagner; 

Ingrani; A bill (H. R. 7922) granting an increase of pension to Richard 
A bill (H. R. 2470) granting an increase of pension to Charles | G. Watkins; 

P. Maxwell; A bill (H. R. 8026) granting an increase of pension to Joseph D. 
A bill (H. R. 2486) granting an increase of pension to William | McClure: 

Matthews; | A bill (H.R. 8145) granting an increase of pension to Harvey B. 
A bill (H. R. 2615) granting an increase of pension to Charles | Linton; 

E. Miller; | A bill (H. R. 8237) granting an increase of pension to John 
A bill (H. R. 2660) granting an increase of pension to Henry | Robinson; 


Runnebaum:; 


A bill (H. R. 2817) granting an increase of pension to John 


Beeson: 
A bill (H. R. 2849) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
S. Ely; 


A bill (H. R. 3262) granting an increase of pension to David T. 

Bruck: 

A bill (H. R. 3263) granting an increase of pension to John 
Revley: 

' A bill (H. R. 3277) granting a pension to Frances J. Abercrombie; 
A bill (H. R. 3323) granting a pension to Daniel L. Mallicoat; 
A bill (H. R. 3330) granting a pension to Calvin Duckworth; 
A bill (H. R. 3524) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 

A. Slocum; 

A bill (H. R. 3592) for the relief of Henry Lane; 
A bill (H. R. 3756) granting an increase of pension to James 

C. G. Smith; 
A bill (H. R. 

Sheets: 

A bill (H. R. 

K. Thompson; 
A bill (H. R. 

C. Matson; 

A bill (H. R. 

V. Sims; 

A bill (H. R. 
A bill (H. R. 

Donne; 

A bill (H. R. 

Van Zant: 

A bill (H. R. 


5020) granting an increase of pension to Courtland 
5146) granting an increase of pension to Florian 


5186) granting a pension to John Canter; 
5219) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 


5273 


granting an increase of pension to James 


5460) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


Sherry; 
A bill (H. R. 5554) granting a pension to Egbert A. Stricksma; 
A bill (H. R. 5877) granting a pension to Robert Watts; 


A bill (H. R. 5911) 
G. Gabrion; 

A bill (H. R. 5951) granting an increase of pension to Ole 
Thompson; 

A bill (H. R. 5984) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Van Riper; 

A bill (H. R. 6003) granting a pension to Mary Stone; 

A bill (H. R. 6006) granting an increase of pension to John 
Canty: ; 

A bill (H. 
Brill; 

A bill (H. 

A bill (H. 

A bill (H. 
H. Hoxie; 

A bill (H. 
G. Ruchanan; 
J. Pleasant; 


granting an increase of pension to Gilbert 


R. 6063) granting an increase of pension to John 
R. 
R. 
R. 
R. 


6402) granting a pension to Mary J. Adams; 
6434) granting a pension to Mary J. Fitch: 


6897) granting an increase of pension to William 


A bill (H. R. 8326) to set apart certain lands in the Territory of 
Arizona as a public park, to be known as the Petrified Forest 


| National Park: 


A bill (H. R. 8409) granting an increase of pension to Cyrenus 
Larrabee; 

A bill (H. R. 8429) granting a pension to Dollie M. Cronkite: 

A bill (H. R. 8457) granting an increase of pension to Gibboney 
F. Hoop; 

A bill (H. R. 8466) granting a pension to Lucinda A. Sirwell; 

A bill (H. R. 8698) granting an increase of pension to Nelson 


| Churchill; 


4008) granting a pension to Christopher Columbus | 


4451) granting an increase of pension to George | 


6750) granting an increase of pension to William | 


7041) granting an increase of pension to Thomas | 


A bill (H. R. 8840) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Lauckly; 
A bill (H. R. 9156) granting an increase of pension to Uriah 
| Garber; 
A bill (H. R. 9455) to remove the charge of desertion standing 
against the name of Lorenzo Marchant; 
A bill (H. R. 9544) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Barry; 
A bill (H. R. 9723) granting an honorable discharge ‘to Levi 
| Wells; 
A bill (H. R. 9776) granting an increase of pension to Alice A. 
Fitch; 
A bill (H. R. 9794) granting a pension to Zebulon A. Shipman; 
| A bill (H. R. 9819) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
A. Pinn; 
A bill (H. R. 9833) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
McCuen; 
A bill (H. R. 9950) granting an increase of pension to Moses 
Whitcomb; 
A bill (H. R. 10222 
min E. Morgan; : 
A bill (H. R. 10321) granting an increase of pension to Susan 
A. Phelps; 
A bill (H. R. 10449) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
H. Lake; : 
A bill (H. R. 10795) granting an increase of pension to William 
| A. Campbell; 
A bill (H. R. 10821) granting an increase of pension to Abbie 
T. Daniels; a: 
A bill (H. R. 10899) granting an increase of pension to William 
Warner; 
A bill (H. R. 10908) granting an increase of pension to Aaron 
S. Post; 
A bill (H. R. 10954) granting a pension to Mary J. Gillam; 
A bill (H. R. 11051) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
| E. Williams; 
‘ hag (H. R. 11091) granting an increase of pension to James 
odley; 
A bill (H. R. 11133) granting an increase of pension to James 
| D. Lafferty; oa 
A bill (H. R. 11170) granting an increase of pension to William 
' Kunselman; 


) granting an increase of pension to Benja- 
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A bill (H. R. 11181) granting a pension to Alice D. H. Krause; 

A bill (H. R. 11325) granting an increase of pension to James 
Merrick; 

A bill (H. R. 11348) granting a pension to Mary Louise Lowry; 

A bill (H. R. 11486) granting an increase of pension to James H. 
McKnight; 

A bill (H. R. 11545) granting an increase of pension to Caroline R. 


Boyd; 

A bill (H. R. 11621) to correct the military record of H. J. 
Rowell; 

A bill (H. R. 11623) granting an increase of pension to John 
Blackler; 

A bilL.(H. R. 11644) granting an increase of pension to Edgar A. 
Hamilton; 

A bill (H. R. 11665) granting an increase of pension to Caleb C. 
Briggs; 

A bill (H. R. 11686) granting a pension to Elenore F. Adams; 

A bill (H. R. 11695) granting an increase of pension to George | 
W. Hatton; 

A bill (H. R, 11783) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
M. Montgomery; 

A bill (H. R. 11787) granting a pension to John J. Manner; 

A bill (H. R. 11812) granting an increase of pension to Martin | 
Boice; 

A bill (H. R. 11850) granting an increase of pension to Susan | 
A. Volkmar; 

A bill (H. R. 11920) granting an increase of pension to George | 
W. Wertz; 

A bill (H. R. 11977) granting a pension to Sidney Cable; 

A oe R. 12148) granting an increase of pension to Frederick | 
O. Clark; 

A bill (H. R. 12165) granting an increase of pension to Caroline 
M. Stone; 

A bill (H. R. 
Clark; 
A bill (H. R. 12299) granting a pension to William C Roberts; 
A bill (H. = 12370) granting a pension to Ida M. Briggs; 

R. 
R. 


12239) granting an increase of pension to Agnes 


A bill (H. 12420) granting a pension to Wesley Brummett: 

A bill (H. 12422) granting an increase of pension to David | 
Topper; 

A bill (H. 12446) granting a pension to Mary Shearer; 

A bill (H. R. 12458) granting an increase of pension to William | 
M. Barstow; 

A bill (H. R. 12468) granting an increase of pension to Phineas 
Curran; 

A bill (H. R. 12489) granting an increase of pension to Ebenezer 
Wilson; 

A bill (H. R. 12576) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Wells; | 

A bill (H. R. 12683) granting a pension to Sarah L. Bates; 

A bill (H. R. 12724) granting an increase of pension to Richard | 
M. Kellough; 

A bill (H. R. 12770) granting an increase of pension to Carrie 
M. Schofield; 

A bill (H. R. 12855) granting an increase of pension to Milton 
Brown; 

A bill (H. R. 12899) granting an increase of pension to William | 
H. Rightmire: 

A bill (H. R. 12932) granting a pension to Elizabeth D. Harding; 

A bill (H. R. 12976) granting an increase of pension to Jacob | 
Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 12977) granting an increase of pension to William 
L. Church; 
- bill (H. R. 12995) granting an increase of pension to John | 
“ley; i 

A bill (H. R. 18019) granting an increase of pension to Marietta | 
Elizabeth Stanton; 

A bill (H. R. 18037) granting an increase of pension to Francis | 
W. Anderton; 


A bill (H. R. 13066) granting an increase of pension to O. D. 


Jasper; 

A bill (H. R, 13146) granting an increase of pension to Charles | 
H. Helmcamp; 

A bill (H. R. 13217) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
W. Dodge; 

A bill (H. R. 13321) granting an increase of pension to John S. 
Bonham; 

A bill (H. R. 13828) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Barger; and 

A bill (H. R. 13371) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
D. Palmer. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
W. H. Croox,' one of his secretaries, announced that the Presi- 


dent had on the 11th instant approved and signed the following 
acts: 

An act (S. 965) granting a pension to Eliza B. Gamble; 

An act (S. 3072) granting a pension to Oliver Gisborne; 

An act (S. 3213) granting a pension to Anna J. Thomas; 

An act (S. 3518) granting a pension to Nadine A. Turchin; 

An act (S. 3650) granting a pension to Sarah A. Carter; 

An act (S. 3660) granting a pension to Mary Sweeney; 

An act (S. 4021) granting a pension to Sarah Frances Taft; 

An act (S. 4304) granting a pension to John 8. Nelson; 

An act (S. 4846) granting a pension to Augusta Turner; 

An act (8. 6) granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 
Stone; 

An act (S. 18) granting an increase of pension to George Daniels; 

An act (S. 880) granting an increase of pension te Emory 8. 
Foster; 

An act (S. 1039) granting an increase of pension to Nathaniel C. 
Goodwin; 

An act (S. 1095) granting an increase of pension to Mary Mor- 
gan; 
An act (S. 1264) granting an increase of pension to Torgus 


| Haraldson; 


An act (S. 1289) granting an increase of pension to Julius W. 
Clark; 
An act (S. 1630) granting an increase of pension to Ella R. Gra- 


m; 
An act (8. 1681) granting an increase of pension to Maria Louisa 


| Michie; 


An act (S. 1924) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Feneran; 

An act (S. 1942) granting an increase of pension to Kate H. 
Clements; 

An act (S. 1967) granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 
Freeman; 

An act (S. 1979) granting an increase of pension to Samuel M. 
Howard; 

An act (S. 1982) granting an increase of pension to Eugene J. 


|; Oulman; 


An act (S. 2006) granting an increase of pension to James 
Lehew; 

An act (S. 2046) granting an increase of pension to Thomas E. 
Sauls; 

An act (S. 2262) granting an increase of pension to George 


| Farne; 


An act (S. 2287) granting an increase of pension to Georgie 
Josephine Walcott; 

An act (S. 2379) granting an increase of pension to George H. 
Evans; 

An act (S. 2396) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Myers; 

An act (S. 2505) granting an increase of pension to John 
Barnard: 

An act (S. 2625) granting an increase of pension to Carlin 
Hamlin; 

An act (S. 2768) granting an increase of pension to John G. 
Hutchinson; 

An act (S. 2938) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
Dunn; 

An act (S. 2976) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Thompson; 

An act (S. 3187) granting an increase of pension to Leroy S. 
Smith; 

An act (S. 3216) granting an increase of pension to Henry M. 
Taylor; 

An act (S. 3299) granting an increase of pension to Isaiah Tuf- 
ford; 


An act (S. 3481) granting an increase of pension to James E. 

xter; 

An act (S. 3514) granting an increase of pension to Leander 
Parmelee; 

An act (S. 3577) granting an increase of pension to Mary V. 


er; 

An act (S. 3696) granting an increase of pension to Edward H, 
Armstrong; 

An act (S. 3743) granting an increase of pension to Frances 
Gurley Elderkin; 

An act (S. 4486) granting an increase of pension to Myra W. 
Robinson; 

An act (S. 4086) granting an increase of pension to Charles W. 
Foster; 

An act (S. 4095) granting an increase of pension to Charles C. 
Dudley; 

An act (S. 4413) granting an increase of pension to Martha A. 
Greenleaf; and 
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An act (S. 4214) granting an increase of pension to John Mc- 
Donald. 

The message also announced that the President of the United 
States had on the 12th instant approved and signed the act (S. 
176) to provide for the extension of the charters of national banks. 

SAN FRANCISCO MOUNTAINS FOREST RESERVE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and, on motion of Mr. BurToN, was, with the accom- 
panying bill, referred to the Committee on Public Lands: 

To the Senate of the United States: 

In compliance with a resolution of the Senate of the 12th instant (the 
House of Representatives concurring), I return herewith Senate bill No. 
448, entitled “An act granting the Central Arizona Railway Company a 
right of way for railroad purposes through the San Francisco Mountains 
Forest Reserve.” 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

Wuirt Hovst, April 1, 1902. 

CHINESE EXCLUSION, 

Mr. PENROSE. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of Senate bill 2960, known as the Chinese-exclusion 
bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 2960) to pro- 





hibit the coming into and to regulate the residence within the | 
United States, its Territories, and all possessions and all territory | 


under its jurisdiction, and the District of Columbia, of Chinese 
persons and persons of Chinese descent. 

Mr. PENROSE. If the Senator from Ohio, who is entitled to 
the floor, will permit me for a moment, I have here a memoran- 
dum sent to me a few moments ago from the Chinese exclusion 
commission, ‘‘ indicating some of the objectionable features of 
certain amendments proposed in the matter of Senate bill 2960, 
the Pacific coast bill for the exclusion of Chinese laborers,’’ and 
requesting me either to have it printed as a Senate document or 
to ha ve it inserted in the Recorp for the use of the Senate as soon 
as possible. Itherefore request that it be inserted in the Recorp, 

Mr. CULLOM. May I ask who are the parties? 

Mr. PENROSE. The Chinese-exclusion commission. 

Mr. CULLOM. Who are they? 

Mr. PENROSE. They are James H. Budd, James D. Phelan, 
Andrew Furuseth, Truxton Beale. and Edward J. Livernash. 

Mr. CULLOM. Who appointed them? 

Mr. PENROSE. They were commissioned by the governor of 
California and a popular convention of 1,000 accredited delegates. 
Their headquarters are at room 32, Post Building, Washington, 
D. C, 

Mr. CULLOM. I only wanted to know who they were. 
not know but that it was some Government commission I had not 
heard of. 

Mr. PENROSE. No. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Pennsylvania that the memorandum be 
printed in the Recorp? The Chair hears none, and itis so ordered. 

The memorandum is as follows: 

Memorandum indicating some of the objectionable features of certain amend- 
ments proposed in the matter of Senate bill 2960, the Pacific coast bill for ex- 


clusion of Chinese laborers. 
SECTION 2. 


Mr. DILLINGHAM’s amendment strikes out words prohibiting immigration 
to our mainland of Chinese laborers who were in our insular territory when 
the same was acquired by the United States. 
(under rules of statutory construction) the prohibition to Chinese laborers 
who have entered the islavds since they became ours. 

When Hawaii was acquired the group had a large Chinese population, so 
large thatC meron deemed it prudent to forbid Hawaiian Chinese to migrate 
to our mainiand. 
that time to enter our mainland, for it would operate as a repeal of the exist- 
ing prohibition. 


I did | 


| 








It substitutes words restricting 


| sale as we 


case of students and should be preserved. That it is the lan e of the 
present law the reader will see by turning to page 159 of the printed report 
of the Chinese-exclusion hearings of the te Committee on tion. 


Who is asking that the present law be weakened? 


SECTION 8, 


Mr. DILLINGHAM’s amendment strikes out the words which express one of 
the most important features of established [eae as to alleged merchants. 

To fail to provide that the coming merchant must have done something 
more than announce an intention to enter mercantile business before he can 
pass into our territory would be fatal. The most ardent promoter of im- 
pre ae immigration from China could ask for nothing much better than this 
amendment. 

- Production of certificate frequently means nothing except that the appli- 
cant has fraudulently acquired the paper by perjured representations across 
the Pacific; production of the small sum of money essential to become a part 
owner in some little shop here may mean nothing more than that the Chi- 
nese Six Companies have made an advance for the meron purpose of meet- 
ing the m requirement of the law. The only conclusive test is the actual 
arranging to become a merchant here. It is this actual test of which the 
amendment would deprive us. 

Who is asking that the present practice be made more satisfactory to the 
Chinese Six Companies? Why should the present practice be modified in the 
dangerous way proposed? 


PROPOSED NEW SECTION, TO FOLLOW SECTION 9. 


Mr. DILLINGHAM’s amendment adds a section to enable representatives 
of Chinese commercial houses to come here. 

Mr. DitaANGHAM admits that such representatives have no treaty right 
to come here. He wishes to go further than the treaty goes. 

The amendment is so dangerous that it would come near to defeating the 
exclusion policy if adopted. 

There are no Chinese ‘commercial representatives.” 
are do not understand the Chinese business system. 

But the amendment would bring thousands of Chinese laborers to the front 
in the guise of “drummers.” 

There are hundreds of thousands of Chinese establishments which could 
qualify as eye: institutions, for nearly every Chinese shop deals in whole- 
Ii as retail trade. 

Is it not probable that great numbers of thrifty Chinese shopkeepers would 
multiply their revenue vs ing their quota of ‘‘commercial representa- 
tives?” Is it not probable that laborers would be glad to take their chance 
of creeping through our laws as * commercial nepespasotires XS; 

We find it almost impossible to deal with the duplicity of the Chinamen in 
the matter of our present “‘merchant”’’ provisions, carefully drawn though 
they have been. t could we do with a class having no need of a business 
place, no oceasion for meer available funds, no obligation to buy or 
to sell anything within any given time? 

The Chinese system is one of branch houses on the selling side of the trade 
case. The bill provides easy and clear-cut facilities for entry of persons com- 
ing to establish branch mercantile establishments, big or little. 

In the matter of purchase of American goods the Chinese system is one of 
buying of agents sent tothem. They do not send out purchasing agents to 
any country whatever. The most cursory inquiry will show this statement 
to be strictly within the fact. A 

Why should we go shadow-chasing, and while doing so open a broad gate 
in our exclusion wall? 


Those who say there 


SECTION 11I—AMENDMENT ON PAGE W, PARAGRAPH 5. 


Mr. DILLINGHAM’s amendment of the fifth paragraph of the section 
strikes out one of the primary features of the long-established law. 

The words stricken out appear verbatim in section 7 of the act of Septem- 
ber, 1888, and ever since the adoption of that statute have been a most valu- 
able safeguard against issuance of return certificates to Chinese laborers not 
having the return qualifications called for by ay 

The change makes the preliminary statement of the Chinaman to the of- 
ficer at the applicant’s place of residence conclusive of the right of the 
Chinaman to receive a return certificate. It does away with the power of 
the port officer to inquire—a power essential in very many cases if frauds 
are to be prevented. 

It would be extremely imprudent to cut awayany of the safeguards given 
by the present law. Those safeguards need strengthening, and certainly 
should not be weakened or destroyed. 


SECTION 11—AMENDMENTS OF FINAL PARAGRAPH, 


Some amendments of the final paragraph of this section have been accepted 
bv the Committee on Immigration since the bill was reported: others have not. 
“It is sought to make Richford, Ogdensburg, Alburg, Portal, Neche, Pem- 


bina, St. Vincent, and Warroad—all places along the Canadian border—statu- 


] | tory ports 
The amendment would enable the Hawaiian Chinese of | 


| 


When the Philippines were acquired they had a large Chinese population. | 


Governor Taft said in his recent testimony before the Senate Committee on 


Immigration that at present there are between 150,000 and 260,000 Chinese of | 


the full blood in the Philippines and a great number of Chinese of the mixed | . ; 
Canadian or the Mexican frontier been a statutory port of entry to China- 


blood. At the time of acquisition of the archipelago there were among the 
inhabitants more than 1,000,000 persons who were Chinese or of Chinese de- 
scent. The amendment would enable this immense population to pour itself 
into Hawaii, Porto Rico, and the United States proper. 
and unscrupulousty selfish capitalists, desire a calamity like that? 


Moreover, Chinese duplicity is such that if any Chinaman who was in | 


Hawaii or the Philippines at the time of acquisition may freely enter our 


mainland territory, we will find it in practice virtually impossible to dis- | 
| clusion laws. 


prove false representations of time of coming to the islands. 

The amendment, if adopted, will make the Philippine feature of the bill 
the emptiest sham, and the change will be directly and very seriously damag- 
ing to American labor. 

If it be not the purpose to use the Philippines as a treasury of cheap labor 
on which capital may draw at pleasure in forcing our white labor to unhappy 
conditions of competition, the amendment will be killed. 


SECTION 7. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM’s amendment strikes out the words obliging the student 
to go home when his student days are over and the purpose for which he 
came hither has been accomplished. 

There is no good reason for a change like that. The 1 of the sec- 
tion is the language of the present law, and that law has worked well in the 


Who, save heedless | 





for entry of Chinese immigrants. 

It is sought also to make El Paso and Nogales—both on the Mexican bor- 
der—statutory ports for entry of Chinese immigrants. 

None of these places should be made a statutory port of entry as proposed. 
To make them such ports would be decidedly dangerous. 

The final paragraph of the section is verbatim the present law. (See sec- 
tion 7 of the act of September, 1888.) 

Never since the beginning of our exclusion policy has any place along the 


men. The change it is sought to make is a radical departure from long- 
established law, and along a line full of perils. The Canadian Pacific Rail- 
way Company and the Southern Pacific and Mexican Railway companies are 
eagerly seeking to have this departure; but the —- proponents of the 
bill are strongly opposed to any change of the sort, and if such change be 
made it will be made in direct opposition to the expressed advice ef the Bu- 
reau of Immigration, the Bureau charged with administration of our ex- 


There have been extensive smuggling operations along the northern and 
southern borders of this country in the matter of Chinese laborers, and one 
of the exceedingly difficult tasks of the Government is the prevention of 
such smuggling. - 

It oul be most unfortunate if, at a time when frauds are common and 
the situation full of dangers, comfort should be given offending agencies and 
corporations by giving statutory entry character to er villages. 

At present the Treasury Department designates pe of omy along the 
border. The bill provides that the present practice shall conti The 
exact language of the present law is preserved in this respect. ‘ 

As the law stands border ports of entry, gaining their character by desig- 
nation by the Treasury Department and not by the letter of the statute, are 
subject to be closed if abuses justify such action. This isa most desirable 
check and should be continued. 


nue. 
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borders? 
he ports named in the statute and bill as it was reported seaports. 
Atlantic, Pacific, and are de with oe 


Omission of inland has the beginning been the result of care- 
tal Connideration. it Raa enabled the Treaswry Department to “for the 
hae flowing from a consciousness on the part of Chinamen 


ie game o tase he wankaaing Ge preent law in the mat- 
=< t 


t 


and eoncerts that if oceasiom demanded this or that border port 
ea just aw easily as it had been opened. 
ie of fact, every border place named in the amendments, one ex- 
is now a port of entry for Chinamen, by virtue of Treasury regula- 


ports of entry. Sh thon tepenll tos tach ok the Thee ek 
Dow sathorized and which the bill ssels te continue. or 


Attention is invited to the fo matter bearing on the sm 

Ye eee 
on 

follo siabeenent of Mr. Lyman Mowry, 4 leading citizen of California: 


made on the 3d of last A it, to 4, FD LL 
Ran Sense, ane. see - Department's most Officers. The 


Inting to the Ohgpens: eepactoliy the easty Bistory of the Leusionatinn of Ont. 
n b yy ear! o 2 ion i- 
nese to Mexico, ds well as later events in which Govermment is interested, 
I have to request you to give us such information as you are mpted by 
friendly interest to give, and particularly to begin with the soaterment show- 
ing gs know of the earlier political of the case. 

“Mr. Mowry. My first experience with 
1890, when I went from San Franciseo to the City of Mexico to make a con- 
tract to supply 8,000 Chinese laborers to the Tehuantepec Railroad. That 
road was a Government railroad, which was to run from Salina Cruz, on the 
Gulf of Teluantepec, to the city of Coatzacoalcos, on the Gulf of Mexico. 

“When I arrived in the City of Mexico, im the early part of 1990, there 
were but 20 Chinese living in the City of Mexico, and they were all from the 
province of Kwan Sai, inChina, They were Chinese who had escaped from 
the #land of Cuba, and from certain labor contracts which they had 
been taken from China te Cuba. These Chinese had intermarried with the 
Mexican people and were Mexican citizens. 

“In the year 1800 I went from the City of Mexico to China tosecure these 
8,000 laborers. I discovered there that under the laws of Hongkong no Chi- 
nese laborers could be takem to nish America under contract. 

“There were two Chinese made from Macao in that r,one 
by the German ship Amigo of 500 Chinese laborers, and the other by the steam- 
ship Independent ( German vessel) of 650. Those Chimese went to 
Salma Cruz, and after working four months the original contractor of the 
Mexican Government failed and these men scattered themselves all over the 


southern portion of Mexico. The same year I sent @ mon from San Fran- | 


cisco—Chimese—under fishing concession on the Gulf of California, with 
headquarters at Altata,in the Stateof Sunoloa, the of entry to © 


: port. uhacan. 
the capital city in the Stateof Sonora. That fishery wasabandoned in about | 


a year. 

“On my return from China I in went to the City of Mexico and urged 
upon the officials there the necessity of a treaty between China and Mexico 
to secure immigration into the Republic. At that time there existed a Treas- 
ury order, e by Mr. Windom, Secretary of the Treasury, that noChinese 
should pass through the port of San Francisco for Mexican ports. I went 
from the City of ico to Washington in the interest of the com- 
panies, the railroad companies, and my own to secure a 
of that order, and succeeded im from Mr. Foster, who was then 
Secretary of the Treasury, a modification which permitted Chinese to pass 
nee eee TOES, by water, for Salina Cruz and all points south, but 
no points RO! . 

“ At the of the Chinese minister, xo Ying, and the Mexi- 
can minister, r Romero, I pues @ draft of a treaty between the 
United Mexican States and the —s of China, as a basis of negotiation, 
which has sinee resulted in the t: y that now exists between the two coun- 
tries. 

“T sent a considerable number of Chinese to Saline Cruz under that modi- 
fication, but it was imspossible to keep them in southern Mexico. Subse- 
quently I made contracts with three distinct plantstions to supply them with 
500 Chinese laborers each, with wages at $1 a day (Mexican), and to be em- 
ployed for three years on these plantations. 

“Tt must be understood that in Mexico there is no way of enforcing a 
labor contract any more than there is im the United States. Thesecontracts 
were to supply laborers in the southern part of the State of Vera Cruz, 
State of Oaxaca, and the State of Chiapas. The lands in question all be- 
longed to American corporations; in fact, the Americans have secured vast 
tracts of land in those three States for the pu of raising rubber, 
vanilla, coffee. sugar, and tobacco. There is at the mt time on 
the plantations that are now in —— at least from 10,000 to 15,000 addi- 
tional Chinese laborers. One of these corporations constructed, under my 
Cree: Sees wanes for these laberers to live in, with proper kitchens, 
etc., Wi necessary sanitary arrangements. 

; oH i: ceppention a lage meteor of Ciieem Sum Bengeng 
via San by the Southern , Mexican Central, and Mexican 
Lanes See oe though net more than 29 ever reached the 
plantation. Although their fare was paid from Ho to the city of 
vera Cruz, by water from Hongkong to San Francisco, rail to Vera 
Cruz, via the of Mexico, we never succeeded in getting into the coun- 
try, of the many that were shipped, over and those 20 at the 
first Vy left. My judgment is that they eame north to the 


Uni 
“ The inducement for these Chinese to come to the United States is the 

fact that all the Chinese that I shi came from the province of Kwang- 
tung, and all the Chinese in the United States came from the province of 
Kwangtung, and as the tribal relation exists among the Chinese im its very 
stre orm, and every Chinaman belongs toa tribe, and the tribesmen 
are all interested in one another, every Chinaman who comes to Mexico has 
some member of his tribe in the United States, and that member of the tribe 
is drawing his tribesmen into the United States. 
. “Thave no doubt, from my ce with these people since 1890 in this 
immigration, that none of the that ap tn vee oe eve wee Be 
intention of remaining, except a very few who are engaged in mercantile 
and Deen Se atouemis ane whe act as boarding- eye 
and waiters on the lines of railroad companies leading out of the 
ene into the — of oe eo at hich is the j 

; last year I sent an agent orreon, Ww! janc- 
tun of the two leading railroads ont railroads out of the United States—the Mexican Cen- 
tral and the Mexican where I knew there were 200 or 300 Chi- 
nese onetime into the United States, and offered Sooreh this 
agent, em’ t for from three to five years on the tations in Vera 
Cruz with wages at $1 a day and their transportation from Torreon to the 
plantations, and we red to advance them money enough to pay their 
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debts, as all of them were in debt to the boarding houses at Torreon. We did 
not get one 


passenger. 
‘There is no need of any Chinese laborers in northern Mexico, and this for 


many reasons. 

_ at the west, the State of Sonora is a desert in all its northern 
portion, and is only fitted for mining and grazing, except in a few small spots 
or oases. Same is the case with the State of Chihuahua, the next State, 
though Chihuahua is a much better grazing country than Sonora, but there 
is very little icultural land in the State of Chihuahua excepting on the 
banks of the Grande, where they take the water out for irrigation pur- 


poses. 

“ There is a railroad owned by the Southern Pacific Comenny (and con- 
necting with the main line at Benson, Ariz.) running through State of 
Sonora across the line at ies to the city of Guaymas, on the Gulf of Cal- 
ifornia. Large numbers of Chinese pase through port of San Franciseo 
for Guaymas, There is very little yment for these Chinese, excepting 
ashing, om the gulf. Most of these ese return to the line and cross. 

“The Mexican Central Railroad connects with the Southern Pacific at 
Ciudad Juarez, ee ae the city of El Peso, Tex. This road 
runs 1,225 miles south to the City of Mexico, goimg the whole length of the 
State of Chihuahua, but there is no employment for Chinese in Chihuahue, 
and there are asufficitent number of Mexican Indians to perform all the labor 
in the mines and in the grazing country without calling upon Chinamen. 

“The wages are very much lower in northern Mexico than have been 
offered to these Chinese to work on the plantations in southern Mexico. 

“The eating houses on the line of the Mexican Central Railway from the 
city of El Paso to the city of Torreon, in the eastern end of Durango, are kept 
by Chinese. The Southern Pacific Railroad ya owns a line which con- 
neets with its main line at Spofford, in Texas, and crosses the Rio Grande in 
the State of Coahuila at Eagle Pass, in Texas, onthe RioGrande. The city 
immediately opposite on the same river is Ciudad Porfirio Diaz. <A large 

oportion of the Chinese who come to the port of San Francisco in transit 

or Mexico pass over thisiine. By an examination of the map it will be seen 
that this lime from Eagle Pass, known as the Mexican International, runs 
ay the State of Coahuila into the eastern end of Durango and crosses 
the Mexican Central at the city of Torreon, and from thence proceeds to the 
city of Durango. 

“The State of Coahuila is exactly the same in character as the States of 
Chihuahua and Sonora, being fit only tr grazing 7 ,0ses—that is, there be- 
ins in spots agricultural land, but the of the is fit only for grazing. 

ere is no ent for Chinese in this State. 

“A remarkable thing about the Chinese going into Mexico is the fact that 
such a Ia proportion of them should go by way of the Southern Pacific 
and the Mexican International, because these Chinese make a voyage of over 
1,6 miles ont of their wa A og into Mexico, thus, to wit, the passage from 
El Paso by the Southern ific to Spofford, and by Spofford via Eagle Pass 
to Torreon, describing both sides of a ear triangle, when they might 
just as well take the hypothenuse through El Paso to Torreon by the Mex- 
ican Central. 

* There is existing now, and has existed all this year, a contract between 
a Chinaman the name of oo Fong, who was sent to China as my 
agent, to send Chinese to southern Mexico to work on plantations (he haa 
ceased to be my agent for more than a year), by which he receives either 
fifteen or twenty dollars—I believe twenty—commission per head for all Chi- 
nese sent by him threugh the port of Francisco to Mexico, and I am 
ey aa that he has iy sent, this year, 2,000 Chinese laborers 
under that contract, none of whom were desti for work on the plantations 
in southern Mexico.” 


SECTION W. 


Mr. DILLINGHAM's amendment would be needlessly vexatious to the Chi- 
nese immigrant, and mi lead to confusion at ports of arrival. 


What would be for ao by having the certificate in a foreign 
as well as im English? if translations happened to be detective, 
might re not be disputes prejudicial to the interest of the immigrant? 
SECTION 26. 


Mr. DILLINGHAM’s amendment strikes out language designed to carry 
into permanent form primary Treasury practices affecting transit of 
Chinese laborers across our territory which experience has shown to be 
worth preserving and which are so primary as to be matter rather for statute 
than for Treasury rule. It further strikes out—beyond power of Treasury 
Department tocure by regulation—the system of contract checks on transit 
frauds, a system recommended by the Bureau of Immigration asa result of 
the ae eeeneees the Government since the adoption of the Geary Act. 

In regard the following matter is quoted, illustrative of conditions 
along the borders: 

[Henry M. Hoyt, Assistant Attorney-General of the United States. } 


ag be proper to state the notorious experience of the Treasury Depart- 
ment. 

The Chimese who transship at San Francisco for Mexican or Central 
American ports, or who pass by rail througli the country on their way to 
West Indian ports or to a final destination in the interior of Mexico, in many 
or most cases do not really know where they are going. They goin groups 
under a guidance or direction which di of m almost like animals— 
that is to say, notwi tinations and manifest lists, and 
even where they really go through to foreign territory, oe ee unshipped 
in batches at the first convenient port or station across the Mexican bound- 
ary. The border towns on the Mexican side are generally filled with large 
numbers of Chinese obviously waiting only for a favorable opportunity to 
enter this country. They do not seek work at these towns, and remain there 
idly in Chinese housesand restaurants until a safe avenue of entrance 
to this is o It is impossible to police effectively the entire 
stretch of long frontier. : ; ; 

The port of Ensenada, in Lower California, about 40 miles below San Diego, 
was formerly a point where they disembarked in numbers, the border being 
—— ee. Now, Guaymas, inside the Gulf of California (with a di- 
rect line to Nogales, in Arizona), Mazatlan, and San Blas, farther 
down the Mexican coast, are the points where the sea transit often ends, 
whatever the asserted destination. While with Chihuahua, Saltillo, the City 
of Mexico, and other interior points as ostensible destinations, Chinese going 
by rail transit are unloaded at the first convenient station across the Mexican 
border, so that along the lines of travel, as at Eagle Pass, E! Paso, and Nogales, 
there is a concentration, in the Mexican villagas near the line, of Chimese 
awaiting an opportunity to enter this country. 

The Chinamen themselves generally have no knowledge where they are 

and various unmistakable indications show that their only conception 

that ultimately they will be landed in the United States by the various 
—o= agencies who seem to guarantee this result. 5 

statement indicates the reason why the Treasury regulations provide 

for a strict scrutiny of identity, destina‘ end good faith to prevent the 

privilege of transit from being abused, as it undoubtedly is in maay cases, 
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(Brief for the United States in case of Fok Young Yo v. United States, now 
pending in the Supreme Court of the United States, pp. 13, 14, 15.) 


[T. V. Powderly, Commissioner-General of Immigration. ]} 


Gross frauds are perpetrated under cover of the transit privilege, not only 
along the Mexican border but along the Canadian border as well. There is 
urgent need of careful legislation on the subject. (Testimony given before 
os Committee on Foreign Affairs, House of Representatives, February 3, 
902.) 


{Thomas F. Turner, special agent of the — States Industrial Commis- 
sion. 


As already stated, large numbers of Chinese * * * comeintothe United 
States every year from Canada. The line of frontier is so extensive that it is 
next to impossible to police it effectively. I think, however, that if the Gov- 
ernment were to guard more carefully the railway lines operating over the 
border, the number of coolies who enter the United States upon those lines 
would be greatly reduced. 

Hundreds of Chinese immigrants who are denied landing at Seattle and 
San Francisco secure passage to some Mexican port, usually to Ensenada, from 
which points they work their way over the Mexican border into the United 
States. Cagert of official investigation made for the Industrial Commis- 
sion, 1899, 1900.) 


SECTION 28. 


Offending transportation companies responsible for unloading on us Chi- 
nese immjgrants having no right to enter the United States do not always 
see to it that Chinamen given over to them actually are deported. Some of 
the Chinamen who should be returned to China are suffered to avoid that 
experience. 

here should be power in the Treasury Department to discipline the neg- 
ligent companies by electing to effect return of Chinamen by lines not offend- 
ing, charging the cost against the negligent concerns. Such a power would 
rarely need to be exercised. Its existence would kill the grievance. 

Mr. GALLINGER’s amendment prevents the desirable vesting of authority. 


SECTION 39. 


Mr. DILLINGHAM’s amendment strikes out the provision 
employment on American ships of Chinese persons not entitled to enter the 
United States. 

In support of the provision it is sought to have stricken from the bill 
the following matter is quoted from a memorandum put forth by the 
American Poleration of Labor, the International Seamen's Union of America, 
the various unions of American marine firemen, the Sailors’ Union of the 
Pacific, the Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, the Brotherhood of Rail- 
way Trainmen, the Order of Railway Conductors, the Order of Railway 
Telegraphers, and the Chinese Exclusion Commission of California: 

“Mr. Andrew Furuseth, secretary of the Sailors’ Union of the Pacific, and 
a representative of the International Seamen’s Union of America, testified 
as follows before the Committee on Immigration, Senate of the United 
States, February 4, 1902: 

“*We find that the stepmotherly manner in which seamen have been 
treated in the past has not induced the American boy to seek the sea fora 
living, and we therefore ask that we may now receive the benefit of such 
protection as you shall choose to give to other workers. 
sible to compete with the Chinese in any trade wherein they enter. 
simply absorb the trade and drive us out, and where, as in the trade in ques- 
tion [that of the seamen], they are assisted by such legislation as we have, 
both in a positive and negative way, they will man every American steamer 
that now plies or shall hereafter ply between railroad terminals on the Pacific 
coast and the Orient. * * * ey are asa rule docile and attentive. They 
do not criticise among themselves any orders given, and if they do, it is not 
understood. They yield that ready obedience to, and apparent respect for, 
superiors, which gradually becomes pleasing even to strong, well-balanced 
men. * * * Sailors of Chinese bloc 


at rays month, Mexican. This means, respectively, $7.50 and $9 in gold. 


he wages which would be paid to sailors if they were hired on the Pa- | 


cific coast would be at least $25 gold—more likely $0 gold—being four times 
the amount paid to Chinese in Hongkong. <A vessel would not carry asmany 
whites as she does Chinese, but the difference in a 
between $30,000 and $40,000 gold; a sum, surely, sufficient to determine the 
choice if the choice be left with the shipowner. * * Ido not think, gen- 
tlemen, that it would be safe to go on in the way you have been going. do 
not think it is safe to put your merchant marine of the Pacific int the keep- 
ing of the Chinese, and unless you adopt some law that will give it to the 
whites, there is where it will go.’*’ (Chinese-Exclusion Hearings, Sen. Com. 
on Immigration, pp. 242-257.) 

‘In the course of his testimony before the Senate committee Mr. Furnseth 
stated that at present the trans-Pacific steamship companies controlling ves- 
sels running between oriental ports and transcontinental-railway terminals 
in the Pacific States employ Chinese exclusively as sailors, stokers, cooks, 
stewards, and waiters. 

‘During the recent Chinese-exclusion hearings before the same commit- 
tee one of the trans-Pacific steamship corporations interested in this mat- 
ter—the Pacific Mail Company—produced as a witness Capt. William B. Sea- 
bury, for thirty yearsin its service as a shipmaster on the Pacific. From 


his testimony, given on February 15, 1902 (Chinese-Exclusion Hearings, Senate | 


Committee on Immigration, pp. 360-367), these statements are summarized: 

“1. Chinese are capable seamen under ordinary conditions, and because of 
their temperance and servility are preferred by Captain Seabury to white 
seamen. 

“2. There is no difficulty of obtaining an abundance of them in ports of 
China or at Hongkong, and the wage of sailors or firemen is about one-fourth 
the wage of white sailors or firemen shipped in Pacific-coast ports. 

*3. 


rans-Pacific liners plying between the Pacific States and the Orient | 


employ exclusively Chinese as sailors, stokers, cooks, stewards, and waiters. 

“4. Not only are Chinese supplanting the Caucasians as seamen on the Pa- 
cific, but they are encroaching on the Japanese of that sea, and are also suc- 
cessfully competing-with the rs on the Indian Ocean. 

“ The testimony of Mr. Fwruseth and Captain Seabury, concerning employ- 
ment of Chinese seamen, isin line with a report of the United States Com- 
missioner of Navigation. ‘The crews of our own steamships plying to China 
and Japan,’ says that officer, ‘are almost wholly Chinese and Japanese, 
shipped before American consuls at foreign ports where the vessels enter and 
clear..*’ (Report Com. of Nav., 1898-99, p. 20.) 

. * * om * * 

‘‘ However, not pursuing this subject so far as relates to the Atlantic trade, 
but returning to the case of the Pacific, there can be no claim that the wages 
paid to seamen ones yyed aboard our ships is in excess of the wages paid by 
their competitors, for, as has been shown, our ships are employing the worst- 
paid seamen in the world—the Chinese. 

* But, it is argued, if our ships on the Pacific are obliged to employ dearer 
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We find it impos- | 
They | 


| Chinese-execlusion bill it has been stated in Congress t 
| reasons of health can not be employed in the fire-rooms of steamers trading 


= | 9d may be had in Hongkong in practi- | 
cally unlimited numbers at $15 Mexican per month, and firemen or stokers | 


ear would ——_ be | 
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labor, they will be so disadvantaged that they will be driven to adopt the 
British flag to escape the burden. 

‘The American vessels now employing Chinese seamen are owned by the 
Pacific Mail Steamship Company (San Francisco to Hongkong) and the 
Northern Pacific Steamship Company (Tacoma to ae 4 © Pacific 
Mail Steamshi Compeny is controlled by the capitalists who control the 

Jnion Pacific railway systems. The Northern Pacific 
Steamship Company is controlled by the capitalists who control the Northern 
Pacific Railway system. The vessels of each of these companies are run in 
railway terminals, so that the Harriman railroads have a 
through transportation line from New York to Ronguong and the Northern 
Pacific Railroad has steamship extension from its Tacoma te to Asia. 

“Tt has been admitted that there is a considerable difference between the 
cost of operating a vessel with white seamen and the cost of operating the 
same vessel with yellow seamen; but the annual wage difference in the case 
of the companies named would be a trifle viewed in connection with the gen- 
eral outlay and income of the vast combinations of which the steamship con- 
cerns are only ports. No testimony has been produced showing that the 
difference would be crippling to either steamship corporation, even consid- 
ered apart from railroad connections. : 

“There is no serious danger that any of the ships of the mentioned corpo- 
rations would change their registry rather than hire white seamen. The 
navigation laws of the United States make it impossible for any vessel of 
foreign ry to engage in our ‘‘coastwise” trade; and Hawaii and the 
Philippines fall within the “‘coastwise” limits. The vessels carying our flag 
have a monopoly of our freight and passenger business with Hawaii, and 
this will be true, also, of the Philippines. This immense advantage, and it 
will be increasingly important, should silence those who plead for Chinese 
labor as essential to keep our on ships trading to the Orient. 

““ Wherein, anyhow, is the nation advantaged by pave Se American flag 
borne by ships manned by Asiatics not eligible to citizenship? Unless a ship 
gives employment to our people and can be counted on in time of national 
peril to yield men for duty in our Navy, what does it matter to us whether 
she does or does not fly our flag? 

“The statement that Caucasians can not endure the heat of stokeholes in 
our China trade is quite erroneous. 

“The United States pens’: plying between San Francisco and Manila 
go nearer the equator than do our China liners, yet white men are employed 
on them as stokers and in other capacities. Even those transports which 
anila via Suez carry white men in the 
stokeholes. The merchantmen plying between our Pacific coast and Aus- 
tralia cross the equator, as the Pacific Mail and Northern Pacific vessels 
never do, yet all of the Australian shipscarry white men exclusively on deck 
and in stokeholes. 

**So, too, all of our ships plying between San Francisco and Panama, 
though they pass through the great calm tract of the Pacific, a tract more 
deadly in heat than anything experienced in the China trade, carry white 
men only, not excluding -the vessels owned by the Pacific Mail Steamship 
Company. In the same way all the merchantmen plying between our At- 
lantic ports and the West Indies and South America carry white seamen as 
sailors and firemen. 

“The sailors and marine firemen of this country are not only coerg, st 
eager for the work the majority.of the House Committee on Foreign Affairs 
declares white men do not wish to perform. In proof of this the following 
resolutions are quoted: 

* RESOLUTIONS. 


** Whereas during the subsidy debate and also Goning the hearings on the 


at white firemen for 


in the Tropics; and , 
‘* Whereas this statement is being used to deprive us of ‘the protection 
against Chinese competition: Therefore, : ; 
‘Resolved, That we, the Firemen’s Union of Philadelphia, call attention to 
the fact that we sail in vessels on the Gulf coast, to Central and South Amer- 
ica, and in any vessels anywhere so long as we are wanted and paid; and 
“Resolved, That in our opinion it is not a friendly act todeprive us of work 
and give it to the Chinese; and further 
‘Resolved, That it would be more frank and friendly to state the reason 
why Chinese are carried, it being known of all seafaring men that the wages 
of Chinese are $9, while we, as American firemen, insist upon about four times 
that amount; and further : 
“Resolved, That being good enough to fight under the flag for its honor, 
we ought to be good enough to make a living under it. 
“Approved by regular meeting March 25, 1902. : 
“WILLIAM ROBERTSON, Chairman. 
“HORACE ATKINSON, Secretary. 


** RESOLUTIONS. 
** Whereas Senator HANNA and Senator FRYE have stated that the heat 


| in the stokeholds of steamers trading to the Orient is such that no white 


stokers can endure the same; and 
‘** Whereas this statement appears to have been the cause of the Senate vot- 
ing down the anti-Chinese amendment to the ship-subsidy bill; and 
“Whereas the statement is without any foundation in fact, the truth being 


| that white stokers go in the transports from this coast through the Suez, the 


Red Sea, and the Indian Ocean to the Philippines, and that white stokers go to 


| the West Indies, Central and South America: Therefore, 


** Resolved by the Marine Firemen’s Union of New York in regular meeting 
assembled, That we repudiate the heat argument and the idea that it had 
any justification in a humanitarian concern for the health of the stokers 


| or marine fireman; an 


‘* Resolved, That we have been and are now willing to serve as stokers in 
those vessels and will gladly do the work now done by the Chinese; and 

“ Resolved, That we here urge upon Congress to give to us who go to sea 
the same protection from Chinese competition that it shall be willing to give 


d. 
ORT ae ee “ WILLIAM MacQuUEEN, Chairman. 
“JAMES W. BIRD, Secretary. 
“ MARCH 25, 1902. 


“ RESOLUTIONS, 


“ Whereas the United States Senate in > meme d the ship-subsidy bill killed 
the seamen’s amendment of said bill; an ve 
‘Whereas, in the argument which caused the elimination of said geamen 
clause, the advocates of the subsidy bill stated that white men were unab\ 
to endure the heat of the Tropics; and as 
‘Whereas we, the members of the Pacific Coast Marine Firemen’s Union. 
are now sailing in the ships of the Oceanic Com ay rae to Australia. i 
the United States Government transports running to Ma and in the a- 
cific Mail Steamship Company’s vessels trading to Panama, and are only too 
= Sonenes eqnaynes in’ all vessels trading to any port on the Pa- 
cific: erefore, be it . 
“Resolved by the Pacific Coast Marine Firemen's Union, That we denounce 
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the statements made and the arguments set forth in the United States Sen- 
ate as misleading and not based upon facts, and assert that they can only be 
ascribed to orance of the true condition of the manning of some of the 
trans-Pacific lines running out of San Francisco; and be it further 

** Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be sent to Senators PATTER- 
son and Penrost, Representative KAHN, and others. . 

“PactFic COAST MARINE FIREMEN’S UNION, 
“Per JOHN BELL, Secretary. 


“Saw FRANCISCO, CAL., March 27, 1902.” 


Attention is also invited to the following quotation from the ConaReEs- 
SIONAL Recorp of April 8, 1902: 

**Mr. FAIRBANKS. Something has been said as to the inability to secure 
American seamen for the trans-Pacific service. I should like to have the 
Senator, if he can, gre us some information upon that subject. 

**Mr. Perkins. The best answer I think I can make to the question is that 
there are a number of steamship companies running vessels out of San Fran- 
cisco employing a large number of sailors, firemen, and coal passers which do 
not employ Chinese. I have myself for SEL zoos been connected with a 
steamship company employing from 1,500 to 3,000 men most of the time, and 
we never have employed, to my knowledge, a Chinaman during that period. 

‘As to vessels running into the Tropics, all of the United States transports 
noe A od 7 sDe garstam, plyi ores. aoe, Francisco and the Orient. 
the ppine nds, and Japan, have w coa sers, white stokers, and 
white firemen. Their whole crews are Caucasian. ae - 

“The ships plying to Central America from San Franciscoand to the coast 
of Central America and Mexico, and German ships running down the coast 
of Central America to South America, all employ white firemen and white 
coal rs and white deck hands (sailors). e ships of the Oceanic Steam- 
ship Company, one of which runs every two weeks to New Zealand and Aus- 
tralia, run to Honolulu. across the equator,and godown through the Tropics. 
They all ommen Tre men. The steamers running from San Francisco to 
Samoa, to the Fiji Islands, also employ all white men. It is the same way 
with vessels of our Navy. 

‘In this connection I will state that when there was under consideration 
the bill to promote American a 6 eee I voted for the amendment 
proposed by the junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. PATTERSON] prohibitin 
the employment of Chinese upon those ships. I did it for the reason that 
suppo the bill, believing it would build up and resuscitate and again 
give to us the qerrzing of our own trade under the Stars and Stripes as we 
formerly had it. I believe the correct way to do that is to encourage and 
make honorable and elevate the dignity of the life of a sailor, and it requires 
some courage to be a good sailorman. It requiresa food deal of courage to 
be a fireman or a coal passer, to go down into the hold of one of these ships 
and there toil for four, six, or eight hours Susing the twenty-four, or longer. 

‘I have always had quite as much admiration for the stoker who went 
down into the hold of the Merrimac and went into that famous blockade at 
Santiago as I did for the man who stood upon the bridge, and it was on my 
noe Saas kindly recognized their bravery by giving each one of 

1em & Mi ; 

‘‘Mr. Penrose. I should like to interrogate the Senator from California. 

“The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from California yield to 
the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

“Mr. Perkins. Certainly. . 

“Mr. Penross. I should like to ask the Senator from California whether 
it is true or not that there is a sufficient supply of white sailors upon the Pacific 
slope, and whether white sailors can stand the Chinese climate in pursuit of 
their occupation? 

‘‘Mr. PERKINS. The same question has been asked by the senior Senator 
from Indiara, and I have been answering it in yer. 

‘Mr. PENROSE. I beg pardon. I was not in the Chamber at the time. 

‘Mr, PERKINS. I have been credibly informed by the Firemen’s Union of 
San Francisco that there are plenty of men to fill these tions. The ques- 
tion is one of wages. I believe it is worth something to be an American citi- 
zen. Itis worth a great deal. Itis worth a great deal to have the right to 
fly the Stars and Stripes at the pent and our ships plying out of San Fran- 
cisco or New York to any foreign port have certain rights and privileges 
which foreign ships do not have. An American ship sailing from San Fran- 
cisco may carry freight and passengersto Honolulu, to the Philippine Islands, 
and then continue on her yovage to Japan and China. 

‘Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. dent—— 

“The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from California yield to 
the Senator from New Hampshire? 

‘Mr. PERKINS. ey - 

_ “Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator says it is worth something to be an Amer- 
ican citizen. Will the Senator kindly inform the Senate what proportion of 
the sailors whom he says are of Caucasian blood on the ships that sail from 
San Francisco are American citizens? 

‘Mr. Perkins. In the coasting trade it amounts to about 60 per cent. 

“Mr. GALLINGER. How about the foreign trade? 

a Mr. cane, In the foreign trade it is less than 50 per cent—some forty- 

oad per cent. 

‘Mr. GALLINGER. So that half of these men are not American citizens? 

“Mr. Perkins. They are all capable of becoming American citizens. 
Many of them come here who are not citizens. They have their families in 
San Francisco or at Oakland, across the bay. They have their little cottages, 
many of them building them perhaps on the installment plan, and when they 
come back after a voyage to Australia or to the Orient they are greeted by 
their children and their wives. There 7 see the schoolhouse that they pay 
their taxes to build, and there they see the little church where their wives 
and children worship. Those people become American citizens in time. 
If they are not American citizens their children surely are, and they have 
the yh and honor that attach to it. 

“IT took a deep interest when I first came to Congress in ascertaining the 
vercentage of ere in our Navy. I found there was some 65 per cent of 

oreigners in the Navy. I had several interviews with the Secretary of the 
Navy and the Uhief of the Bureau of Navigation, and with their assistance 
we have established several naval training stations. 
_ ‘We now have a number of vessels shipping landsmen, who go off on train- 
ing Mean The result is that we have reduced the percentage of foreigners 
in the Navy from 65 to 41 or 42 per cent. We have been making splendid 
progress in the last five or ten years, and I hope and expect to live to see the 
American flag ase — as I once saw it, when a sailor boy sai out 
of your own native State, Mr. President {Mr. Frye in the chair}, which we 
all honor and love, the dear old Pine State, and which we felt much 
interest in to see. Then the boy in the forcastle looked forward to the 
ime when he would walk the deck and command the ship, and was just as 
sure of reaching it as daylight follows darkness. 
' So I believe in building ap the American merchant marine. I believe the 
on way is to encourage the American sailor. I would make his an honor- 
= © vocation, as it is, and when it is only a question of dollars and cents I 
would give the sretesane all the time to the American citizen, or the one 
oe is capable of beco: an American citizen, sooner than I would toa 
‘inaman, Who would work ror a pittance and take that pittance to China.” 








SECTION 46. 


Mr. ProcTor’s amendment adds words excepting from finality of Treasury 
ruling on application to enter the United States any person claiming a treaty 
right to enter. 

Every Chinaman not a citizen of the United States who applies for admis- 
sion to this country looks to the treaty of 1804 for his right to enter, so that 
the amendment must be designed to kill the section it amends. 

The provision made by the section can not justly be deemed harsh. It has 
long been the law, and at present applies to all immigrants to the United 
States—Caucasians as well as Asiatics. Here is the text of the present law: 

“In every case where an alien is excluded from admission into the United 
States under any law or treaty now existing or hereafter made, the decision 
of the appropriate immigration or customs officers, if adverse to the admis- 
sion of such alien, shall be final, unless reversed on appeal to the Secretary 
of the Treasury.” Caney civil act of August 18, 1804; 28 Stat. L., 390.) 

The constitutionality of this provision has been established by the Federal 
Supreme Court in the case of Lem Moon Sing, 158 U. 8., 539. 

Po adopt the amendment would be to overwhelm our courts with Chinese 
cases essly,and would be to discriminate in favor of Chinese immigrants 
as against Caucasians. It can not be possible that it will be deemed prudent 
to weaken the present law in any such way. 


SECTION 52. 


Mr. DrLLINGHAM’s amendment, ineffect, provides that Chinese persons of 
mixed blood who are natives of the Philippines shall be free to enter Hawaii, 
Porto Rico, and the United States proper. 

The testimony before the Sena ‘ommittee on Immigration establishes 
that when the Philippines were annexed they contained a vast number of 
Chinese of the half blood, born in the archipelago. 

For all practical pw es the Chinaman of the half blood is as dangerous 
to American labor as the Chinaman of the full blood, just as the mulatto 
compares with the negro of the full blood. 

hat is more, Chinese deceptiveness is such that if a Chinaman of mixed 
blood may come from the Philppines into Hawaii, Porto Rico, or our main- 
land territory, only those Chinamen will be of the full blood who do not wish 
to leave thearchipelago. It would bein practice impossible for our Treasury 
— to disprove the assertion of an applicant that he had in him a strain not 
nese. 

To adopt the amendment would be to make the Philippine features of the 
bill of no value, so far as they are intended to prohibit locomotion of China- 
men from the Philippines to other portions of our territory. 


THE PLATT SUBSTITUTE. 


The amendment offered by Mr. PLATT has these defects: 

(1) It does not carry forward, as it appears to carry forward, the statu- 
tory provisions now being enforced. It carries forward only so much of the 

resent exclusion system as is valid. There are pending in the Supreme 

‘Yourt of the United States five exceedingly important cases, in which the 
validity of nearly all of our present exclusion provisions is directly assailed. 
It is the belief of the best lawyers in the country that in at least twoof these 
five cases the court will have to hold against the laws assailed. 

In this connection the following quotation is made from a brief filed with 
the Senate Committee on Immigration during the recent Chinese-exclusion 
hearings: yi 

‘Now, in order to accomplish what we are accomplishing in excluding 
undesirable Chinese immigrants we are (as the foregoing citations show) re- 
lying upon a part of the act of Congress of 1882, a part of the act of Congress 
of 1884, practically all of the act of Congress of September, 1888 (the Scott 
Act), a part of the act of Congress of 1892 (the Geary Act), all of the act of 
Congress of 1893, the convention of 1894, and numerous Treasury rules and 
regulations. 

“In order to continue to do that which we have been doing we must hold 
the laws and regulations we are now treating as valid. 

“But the validity of a large part of those laws and regulations is ques- 
tioned in five important test cases pending in the Supreme Court of the United 
States. 

“As the citations abundantly prove, if the Scott Act, the act of September, 
1888, is not valid, then a considerable and vital part of our exclusion system 
must fail unless the Congress shall come to the rescue by express reenact- 
ment avoiding the danger poiuts. 

“And it is to-day being claimed before the Federal Supreme Court that no 

rt of the Scott Act ever took effect, and that such act must be stricken 

rom the living body of exclusion laws. 

“In the case of Fok Yung Yo v. The United States of America, on appeal 
from the district court of the United States of the northern district of Cali- 
fornia, this claim of invalidity of the Scott Act is made; and it is also made 
in the case of Lee Gon Yung v. The United States, on appeal from the circuit 
court of the United States for the northern district of California. 

‘“Mr. Maxwell Evarts is counsel for the appellant in each of these cases, 
and as such counsel is seeking to tear down that large portion of our present 
bulwark against the Chinese which is known as the Scott Act, noterithatand- 
ing that before committees of the Congress he is representing that the pres- 
ent bulwark should be maintained. 

“In these two cases the following claim is made, the quotation boing ver- 
batim from the brief filed by Mr. Evarts in the Fok Yung Yo case: 

"This act of Congress of 1888 was passed subject to the ratification of tho 
then pending treaty between the United Statesand China. This treaty was 
never ratified. The act therefore never took effect.’ 

“Tt would not be surprising to find that in this claim Mr. Evarts is right 

“The opening section of the Scott Act is: ‘That from and after the date of 
the exchange of ratifications of the pending treaty between the United 
States of America and his peel Majesty the Emperor of China, signed on 
the 12th day ef March, A. D. 1888, it shall be unlawful forany Chinese person 
whether a subject of China or of any other power, to enter the United 
States except as hereinafter provided.’ 

“The treaty referred to in this opening section of the Scott Act was never 
ratified b China , and has never gone into effect. The treaty of 1880 ran 
along until the signing of the treaty of 1594. 

“Tn a letter written by the present Attorney-General of the United States 
to the Secretary of the Treasury, under date October 10, 1901, this opinion is 
expressed: ‘The act of September 13, 1888, was passed with reference to the 
treaty between the United States and China then pending, and it has always 
been doubtful whether any part of this act took effect. Section 1 made it 
unlawful, after the ratification of that treaty, for any Chinese person to enter 
the United States ‘except as hereinafter provided.” That would seem to 
make the entire act dependent upon the tre y. 

“Tf the Scott Act is not valid, is in truth dead, then adoption of any bill 
whose general terms renew the living law can not avail to give us the benefit 
of that dead law which we are now treating as valid. 

* * * * * . * 


“Just as Mr. Evarts is assailing the exclusion laws from one quarter, 30 
those laws are assailed from another quarter. In three pending cases the 
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whole fabric of our present exclusion system is attacked in the Supreme 
Court of the United States. These cases are entitled as follows: The United 
States v. Lee Yen Tai, Chin Bak Yan v. The United States, Chin Ying v. The 
United States. The first of these three cases is upon certificate of the United 
States circuit court of appeals for the second circuit; the others are on ap- 
a from the district court of the United States for the northern district of 

Yew York. A suggestion of their importance is contained in these para- 
graphs taken from a motion to advance, made in January of this year in the 
Supreme Court by the Solicitor-General of the United States: 

** The Solicitor-General respectfully moves that this cause be advanced 
and assigned forargument at an early day for the following reasons: 

“*]. The question is fundamental and goes to the validity of most of the 
existing Chinese-exclusion laws. To deny their validity is a startling propo- 
sition. The Government believes it to be manifestly untenable. hether 
or not well founded, the doubt should be resolved promptly, in order that 
the laws may be rightly understood and enforced.’ * * * 

“ What appears to be essential, in order to defeat the litigants now seeking 
to destroy the efficacy of our exclusion system, is that the Congress codify 
all of the present statutory and Treasury provisions which are worth pre- 
serving and give to such codification the sanction of direct legislative ap- 
prvuval, 

The objections are not met by a provision giving the Secretary of the 
Treasury power to frame regulations. The provisicn of law now authoriz- 
ing the Secretary of the Treasury to frame regulations, and which is un- 
der fire, is only one of numerous provisions the opponents of our exclusion 
system are attacking in the Supreme Court. 

(2) The amendment ignores the problems presented by the Philippines. 

(2) The amendment ignores the failure of the present law to protect the 
American seaman from competition with Chinamen. 

(4) The amendment ignores the following considerations: The present ex- 
clusion laws are badly scattered, and for the Congress to extend them, as 
under the Platt amendment, would be for the Congress to do an important 
work negligently. The existing laws are living provisions of the acts of 
Congress of 1882, 1884, 1888, 1892, and 1893, and the treaty of 1804, as also portions 
of the statute providing a government for Hawaii, and portions of the 
sundry civil acts of 1894 and 1900. It would be at least orderly and becoming 
for the Congress to cut away all the dead sections of the various statutes 
and gather together in one living body the laws touching the immigration of 
Chinese. 

There are cogent reasons, moreover, for preserving not only the statutory 
posvunens which have given us a somewhat satisfactory exclusion system, 
yut also the most important features of the body of Treasury practice which 
has grown up under those statutory provisions. We have had in the last 
twenty years some very uncomfortable experience with Secretaries of the 
Treasury, andthe present practice, the present rules and regulations, which 
time has demonstrated to be wise and valuable, should not be left at the 
mercy of an unknown future. Who shall say what may be the will or the 
opinions of the gentlemen who, during the next several years, may in 
the Treasury Department of our Government, or in a department of com- 
merce, have the framing of exclusion rules and regulations’ 

, © a amendment ignores the defects discovered in the present laws 
since 1893. 


Mr. FORAKER. Wasit the request of the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania that the memorandum be printed in the Recorp or 
printed as a document? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ORD, the Senator asked. 

Mr. PENROSE. I only want it in such shape as will be most 
convenient for Senators during the next two days, and I assume 
that it will be most convenient to be found in the REcorpD. 

Mr. FORAKER. It will be found conveniently there. I sug- 
gest that it be printed also as a document, and t will be still 
more convenient. 

Mr. PENROSE. I will accept the Senator’s suggestion, if he 
thinks that better, and have it printed as a document. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Ohio asks 
that the same paper be also printed asa document. The Chair 
hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. FORAKER. Under the notice given, I suppose I have the 
right, under the rules of the Senate, to the floor at thistime. The 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. McLavurny], who also gave 
notice that he would desire to address the Senate to-day, has re- 
quested that I give him precedence because of a necessity he is 
under to leave the city on an early train this afternoon, and 
therefore I yield to him, but with the understanding, which I 
hope the Senate will allow me, that I shall follow him. 

Mr. McLAURIN of South Carolina. Mr. President, it was not 
my intention to make any formal remarks on a measure which 
has already been so ably and fully discussed on both sides. Butso 
little has been said regarding an aspect of the question, which 
affects so intimately the interests of my section, that upon reflec- 
tion I have finally considered it my duty to ask the attention of 
the Senate for a short time to this point—which is the trade 
aspect, or commercial phase, of the question at issue. 

It may be, Mr. President, as has been so frequently intimated 
in certain quarters, that to look at this Chinese-exclusion matter 
from the commercial standpoint is to consider it in the lowest 
and narrowest sense. It may be that considerations of national 
commercial prosperity should be made subordinate to considera- 
tions of sentiment. Undoubtedly they should be subordinated to 
considerations of national honor. The honor of the country, like 
the honor of the individual, is the first and highest consideration 
of all. It is inconceivable to me that any honorable nation— 


That it be printed in the Rrc- 


least of all the United States of America—should surrender its | 


integrity by deliberately adopting policies and enacting laws in 


violation of its own sworn compact and treaty with any other | 


nation, and that, too, during a period of profound peace and 
amity, without any provoking cause therefor on the part of the 
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other nation. That the proposed bill does involve many and se- 
rious infractions of our treaty with China has been so clearly 
and abundantly proven a y by demonstrations from several 
distinguished Senators, that I do not consider myself justified in 
making more than this passing allusion to that branch of the 
subject. 

As to the importance of effecting a complete exclusion of Chinese 
laborers from this country, there is, I suppose, no difference of 
opinion here, and therefore no occasion for argument. The ques- 
tion then turns upon the comparative merits of the two plans of 
exclusion, namely, the plan now being followed and the plan 
proposed by the new bill. No doubt exclusion would be effected 
by the proposed law, but exclusion is also satisfactorily effected 
by the present law. Why, then, should we change, unless we can 
derive some benefit from the proposed new law that we fail to 
derive from the existing law? 

The United States would derive no benefit from the proposed 
change, Mr. President, but, on the contrary, a positive and serious 
injury. The pending bill is calculated, by its restrictive action 
and inimical spirit, to kill our trade with China. 

This is a consideration of vital importance to the State which 
I have the honor in part to represent, to the whole South, and in 
an almost equal degree to New England, New York, and, indeed, 
the entire country. If this Chinese trade could not be secured by 
us except at the price of cooly immigration I would be the last 
man to raise my voice in behalf of it. The South has had quite 
enough of “‘ race issue,”’ as it is, and heaven forbid that another 
race issue should be precipitated upon the South, or the North 
either, by any further irruption of a Mongolian nature! 

But as the exclusion of Chinese laborers is assured under both 
measures—the present law and the new measure under discus- 
sion—and as the former nourishes our trade with China, while the 
latter would check and stunt if not ruin it, why should we hesi- 
tate to express our preference for a continuance of the existing 
law? 

Speaking for South Carolina, Mr. President, I may safely say 
that South Carolina demands first of all that this country shall 
do its duty on a question of honor—that it shall maintain its in- 
tegrity in the fulfillment of its treaty obligations; and, next, that 
this country shall so legislate as to secure fair play for all its sec- 
tions and all its citizens alike—for rich and for poor, for the 
laborers on the Pacific coast and also for the laborers on the 
Atlantic coast, for the miners of California and also for the mill 
workers of South Carolina, Aye, fair play, too, for the Govern- 
ments and respectable citizens of all foreign nations as well, in- 
cluding China. South Carolina does not want contract labor or 
cooly labor in this country, and would not tolerate it. Nobody 
wants it. Itis out of the question—out of the calculation alto- 
gether. It will not be had under the present law or under the 
proposed law or under any other law, past, present,orfuture. But 
fair play we ought to have and must have for all respectable labor, 
for all respectable business men and enterprises, and for all re- 
spectable Governments under the sun. 

Now, is it fair play to the people of the South, just as they are 
beginning to prosper in manufacturing and commercial enter- 
prises, after long years of trouble and privation, to tear down and 
crush their new enterprises, on the assumption that such a ruin- 
ous policy is necessary in order to keep out the Chinese, when in 
point of fact it is not at all nece and the Chinese are being 
kept out by the existing law? That is the plain business proposi- 
tion at the basis of the whole question. 

Let us look at the matter a little more in detail. 

South Carolina is now the second cotton-manufacturing State 
in the Union. The development of its cotton-mill industry has 
been without parallel in any other part of the United States. In 
1890 there were 34 establishments in South Carolina devoted to 
this industry, representing a capital of $11,141,833, employing 
8,071 wage earners, and turning out products valued at $9,800,798. 
In 1900 the number of establishments had increased to 80, the 
amount of capital to $39,258,946, the number of w: earners to 
30,201, and the value of products to $29,723,919. ile for the 
whole of the United States the average increase, for the decade, 
of capital employed in cotton manufactures was 32 per cent, that 
of South Carolina was 252 per cent. While the average increase 
in the number of wage earners was 31} per cent, that of South 
Carolina was 274 per cent. While the average increase in the 


| value of products was 26% per cent, that of South Carolina was 


208 per cent. The manufacture of cotton goods is now the most 
important industry of South Carolina, since it gives mpg 
to 62.7 per cent of the wage earners employed in the State, and 
turns out 50.6 per cent of the total value of the manufactures 
| produced in the State. The development of this industry, which 
was temporarily arrested by the Chinese troubles a year ago, has 





been vigorously resumed, and bids fair to proceed at such a pace 
| that South Carolina, which has already passed Rhode Island, will 
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in the next ten years take the place of Massachusetts as the fore- 
most cotton-manufacturing State in the Union. 


This brilliant prospect can be blighted—the pr rity of the 
South Carolina mills and the gaining of a liveli by an army 


of 60,000 workers can be interrupted—in only one way, and that 
is by a shutting down of the export demand for American cotton 
cloth. That demand amounted im the first two months of the 
present calendar year to more than $6,000,000, and it is being 
maintained at a rate without example in the commercial his- 
tory of the country, so that for the current fiscal year our ex- 
ports of manufactured cottons will probably exceed in value 
$30,000,000, or fully $6,000,000 more than in 1900, the most pros- 
perous of any of the preceding years. Of this export demand 60 
per cent is apenas by our sales to China, and it is on the con- 
tinuance increase of these sales that the prosperity of the 
cotton industry, not only of South Carolina but of the whole 
United States, absolutely depends. 

That this fact is keenly appreciated in business circles in the 
North as well as in the South was strikingly demonstrated at the 
recent hearings before the Committee on Immi ion, on which 
occasions there were present representatives of the cotton-manu- 
facturing interests of both sections, and of many other commer- 
cial and business interests as well—men from the North like 
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group of mills in South Carolina, began to spell ruin for the 
cotton mills of the South and demoralization for the entire cotton 
textile market of the country? It was simply the difference be- 
tween an export to Chinaof $8,783,134 in the fiscal year 1900, and 
$4,552,534 in the fiscal year 1901. If a decrease in the export de- 
mand amounting to only alittle more than $4,000,000 had the 
results which every cotton manufacturer knows to his cost it had 
a year ago, what might be expected from an interruption of the 
— very much larger volume of our exports to the Chinese 
mpire? 

Col. James L. Orr, one of the most successful mill men in South 
Carolina, told me last night that the Piedmont Mills had aver- 
aged a net t of $180,000 per year for eleven years, except dur- 
ing 1906, when, owing to the Boxer troubles, the profits dwindled 
to less than $12,000. I know personally of a number of mills 
which closed down and others that ran at a loss. 

To illustrate this point I have prepared a table showing month 
by month during portions of the Bscal years 1901 and 1902, the ex- 
ports of cotton cloth from the United States to China: 


Statement of the exports of domestic cotton cloths from the United States to 
China during the eight months ended February 23, 1901 and 1902. 








Yards. | Value. 

Messrs. Charles 8. Hamlin, of the Boston Merchants’ Association ns 
and Chamber of Commerce; Theophilus Parsons, president of the * 
Arkwright Club of cotton manufacturers; P. Y. Normandie, | juhy — 15, 519, 945 $871, 600 
of the Laconia and Pepperell Mills of Maine; Clarence Cary, of | mee | eee 108, 520 
the American China Development Company, which is now build- | September --....-...----------------++-2--- ----2- = 22005) -2 00> a |nne--- oozes 
ing a railroad in China; John Foord, Silas D. Webb, and other | Q°t0DC! =---------------------------r nv evoren noo ian van a oe 
prominent business men; while from the Seath there were Mr. | December .-...-.--..------------00-e----------ee one 34, 666. 22581 
D. A. Tompkins, in behalf of the North Carsina cotton-mill own- | 01 
ers, and from South Carolina a and <afluential delegation, | yanuary .______...--- _ (TERRE Ce ag re 2141.94! «172.188 
including Messrs. Ellison A. Smythe, of the Pelzer and Belton | February -.----22222-02222222 | one 258, $24 
Mills; W. A. Courtenay, of the rtenay Manufacturing Com- | 1 “gnamanel Lane 
pany; John B. Cleveland, of the Whitney Manufacturing Com- See tne ene oer anereaeenenennnesen en, Saar cisinbiniateaton: 
pany; J. H. Montgomery, of the Pacolet and Spartan Mills; John | 1901. 
©. Cary, of the Lockhart Mills, and T. J. Hickman, of the Gran- | July -.---------------------------++----+------ waereeeee- by ony 1, 708, 605 
iteville Mills, representing, probably, at least one-half of the | SMember 22072) es | ee 
entire cotton-manufacturing interests of the State. RITINET 1 ciate os iadimtineinekpbicmmstionseenananseh LD ..e 

All of these representative business men bore witness that they | November.--...-...-.-----------------«---------------- | eis) = a 
were op to cooly imanigration, en ee mob wel gee bale, | DOCMBEE ------------------------~----n-nennn----0-----| —— 
ain “ zoe make exclusion less stringent; pe that they i 1902. ss vies 
objec ¢ proposed new legislation because, while it was not | January -..-----------------~---------------=-s0-----0-- | 87,672,467 | 1,773,585 
needed for the of exclusion, it would necessarily subject | °OTS8°Y----------------------0-+---e---- neve _ 730,738 | — 
reputable Chinese merchants and other business men to much iain ladiceeaemsintiatiminonaenits | 207,248,481 10, 094, 836 


personal inconvenience and annoyance, and would give them and 
their Government good cause for taking offense, so that the nat- 
ural effect would be to greatly injure our trade relations with 
ae and to retard if not to stop altogether the progress of that 
trade. 

The assertion is often made on the opposite side of the question 
that China will continue to trade with us just the same no matter 
how we treat her. This assertion is as discourteous to China as 
it is untrue to the pace of human nature and to the recorded 
facts of history. ithout epee bog lacey se we need only 
to 8° see 7 : pesos Wes to the recent ; - eee show 
what w ro y happen in case of the passage of the pend- 
ing bill. The testimony of Mr. Ellison A. Smythe, before the 
committee in one of the hearings that I have alluded to, is so im- 
portant and clear on this point that I quote a few sentences of it 
here. Mr. Smythe said: 

Laces the mill interest in the South is dependent on the export trade, 
and this peceedy so with the trade to China. This w&s very acutely felt 
during the incident to the war in China, which lasted about twelve 
months, in its effect on the Southern millers. I doubt if there was one South- 
ern mill, or at least there were vary few Southern mills, that Sane Sa 
cal year ending last July were able to show ons res sae all on their ess 


the ing twelve mon and showed very con- 
sideunbl koeeea peviiee he the conaentibos tn tanta, Sipe piling up of their 5 
Il their products. And the eff 


devoted to the home trade. rest 

very Geeakages seed deren toolickcuaaaiebonconped camattor tows 
very a us res or uthern man urers cause very fierce 
ate between the mills in this country for our home trade, as there 


a uction that will either have to be sold at some 


of some goods to suit the home trade, or the mills will have to stand 
idle. It would lead— 

And I invite the attention of my friends from New England to 
this language— 

It 
the ee eee te. very, aut com eaereets the mills of the South and 

It may seem strange that the difference between profit and loss 
on an industry whose annual product is valued at $339,000,000 
should hinge upon the retention of an export demand of $17,000,- 
000 or $18,000,000 a year. But this is not mere guesswork; it is 
« fact which has been demonstrated by costly experience. What 
was the amount of the falling off in export business which, as 
stated by Mr.’ Smythe, the executive head of the great Pelzer 








Here is a forcible illustration of the difference between a market 
ractically closed and the same market reopened and expanding. 
In the first group of eight months, during the disturbances, we 
see our exports of cotton cloth to China dwindling suddenly from 
nearly $1,000,000 a month down to less than $25,000 a month, with 
a total for the whole eight months of less than a million and a 
half. In the second eight months, after the troubles had all been 
adjusted, we see the same exports amounting to from one to two 
millions a month, with a total of over ten millions for the whole 
eight months. 
ow, it does not need a war in China to bring about a return of 
the conditions which so greatly affected our trade there during 
the fiscal year 1901 and which had so disastrous an influence on 
the entire cotton-manufacturing industry of the United States. 
You have only to accept the logical results of the policy toward 
China and the Chinese which is embodied in the provisions of the 
bill before you, to bring about a condition of commercial warfare 
between this country and its chief customer in the Orient, in the 
course of which the trade, of which I have given the returns, will 
shrink to, or below, the dimensions it had during the Boxer 
troubles of 1900. The statement has been made before a com- 
mittee of the Senate and repeated here on this floor that we have 
nothing to fear from the retaliation of China,in any case. Let 
me quote to “tm on this point the testimony of possibly the largest 
rter in this country of cotton domestics to China, Mr. Silas 
D. Webb, the president of the China and Japan Trading Company: 

All business in China is done under a system of guilds, based very much 
on the lines of the Federation of Labor in the United States. No person can 
go into business in China without being a member of a guild, that is, into 
any business of importance. The guild is governed in such a way that if its 
members should take a notion that the Americans were insulting them, 
they would have a meeting way and state that they did not want to do 
any business with Americans, or handle American goods, and it would be 
utterly impossible for any business to be done. 

We shall certainly do our best to provoke such action if we 
insist on placing such annoying and humiliating restrictions upon 
the entrance and business activity in the United States of Chinese 
merchants or students as would be resented by the citizens of the 
pettiest nation with which we have commercial intercourse. Our 
trade with Japan has been greatly furthered by the fact that so 

many Japanese students and merchants came here to investigate 
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and carried home with them not only American ideas but also | 


American wants, and so helped to create a market for our mer- 
chandise. We shall deliberately surrender any such advantage 
in regard to China if we turn over her mercantile representatives 
to our commercial rivals in Europe. If we persist in subjecting 
China to humiliating treatment, what ground could we have to 
complain if the Chinese Government in the negotiation of the 
pending commercial treaties should say to the United States: 
** You can not enjoy the benefit of the most-favored-nation clause 
in any new agreement touching your commerce with us, because 
you refuse to accord to our people the kind of treatment which 
the people of every ether nation with which you have treaties 
demand and receive at your hands?”’’ I do not see that we should 
have any just cause for protest if China were to place the same 
embargo on our merchants, students, and travelers visiting the 
Empire that we are now asked by the advocates of the pending 
bill to make perpetual in regard to hers. 

Now, reverting to the conditions in the South, what would be the 


chief effect of a shut-down in the China trade and the consequent | 


collapse of Southern cotton manufacturing? The first would be to 
glut the home market with cotton goods ina few weeks, and then to 
close up the mills. Who would be thechief sufferers? 
owners, pot the cotton growers, not the merchants and exporters, 


though all these would suffermuch. Thechief sufferers would be | 


the operatives in the mills—the thousands of happy, busy, well-paid 


Not the mill | 
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trade relations; and under it, with the treaty between this country and 
China, we have invaded a small, and indeed a very small, territory of China 
persistent efforts to introduce American 
goods, to the advantage of all classes of this country and to the detriment 
of none. Not one dollar of capital nor one arm of labor has been or will be 
injured by reason of this ar intercourse, and why not encourage it by 
fair, just, and honorable laws? It is plain to all that we must have a foreign 
trade, and as China offers the greatest possibilities for our pS. the 
manufacturer and tradesman naturally look to her fora market, but with 
irritating and exacting leginiation by this country, how can we expect to 
extend our trade, or even hold the little we have? We can not expect our 
enemies to trade with us; therefore it is of the highest importance that we 


| should be friends to China. 


As Mr. Cary goes on to show, the question, so often asked, as to 


| why the China trade should be considered so important, is very 
| easily answered. So far as the cotton-goods market is concerned 


the answer is that the Southern cotton mills produce for the 
most part goods that are particularly adapted to the Chinese de- 
mand. The chief products of those mills, probably three-quar- 
ters of the whole, are coarse sheetings and drills, which are not 
particularly require . by the European market but are exactly 
what the Chinese want. There is also considerable demand for 
them in Mexico and some of the South American countries, but 
the great market for them has been found in China. The prod- 
ucts of our cotton mills are much preferred by the Chinese 
above the products of the English mills, and consequent:y the 
natural drift of the Chinese trade would be toward the United 


| States in respect to cotton goods. As I have already pointed out, 


Wage-earners now employed steadily in these mills and making | 
| their coarse goods would be compelled to change over to a manu- 


a good living under agreeable and comfortable circumstances. 


These deserving operatives, most of whom have no other means of | 


support and hardly any reserve funds, would be suddenly thrown 
out of employment, and who can measure the suffering that would 
ensue? In my own State the number of these operatives would 
reach perhaps 60,000, to say nothing of their families and the very 
many who would be injured directly or indirectly by their loss of 
work; but there would be hundreds of thousands besides, through- 
out the South, who would be compelled to suffer in like manner. 
The effect would be felt acutely and painfully in North Carolina, 
in Georgia, in Alabama—in all the States where cotton is grown 
or cotton goods are manufactured. The needs and rights of the 
laborers on the Pacific coast are entitled to be respected and de- 


fended, but when their principal demand can be satisfied by the | 


present existing law, under which their Southern fellow-laborers 
can thrive, why should they insist on a new law which will serve 


their own purpose no better, and under which their Southern | 


fellow-laborers so much poverty and misery. 

The prosperity of the North is closely linked with the prosperity 
of the South. Southern prosperity reacts upon and increases 
Northern prosperity, and one of the most potent factors in the 
recent advance of the whole country in prosperity has been the 
wonderful increase of profitable and successful manufacturing 
and other business enterprises in the South. The official figures 
show that in 1880 the total value of the manufactures of the 
fourteen Southern States was $450,000,000; in 1890, $917,000,000; 
in 1900, $1,466,000,000. Here is an increase of more than 200 per 
cent in twenty years. In the specialty of cotton mills the increase 
has been still more extraordinary. In 1880 the capital invested 
in cotton mills in the South was $21,000,000, and the number of 
spindles in operation was 600,000. In 1890 the capital was 
$61,000.000, and the number of spindles 1,700,000; and in 1900 the 
capital was $150,000,000, and the number of spindles 6,000,000. 
These totals have, moreover, greatly increased since 1900. But 
with the enormous natural advantages and facilities of the South, 
with its cotton grown on the premises, so to speak; with its 
illimitable water power; and with inexhaustible supplies of coal 
and wood ready at hand; with its abundant labor supply; and 
with its unsurpassable climate, the rate of increase hitherto— 
great as it has been—would be as nothing compared with the rate 
of increase hereafter, provided that there is no interference with 
the export trade. The further rapid development of this cotton- 
manufacturing industry in the South is absolutely certain if we 
can but keep our control over the markets in the Orient. Other- 
wise, there would be no outlet for the goods manufactured—no 
reason for building new mills, and not sufficient market to keep 
the old mills going. For the three years past the production of 
cotton goods in the United States has exceeded consumption by 
35 per cent, and as production is increasing more rapidly than 
population the importance of the China market is obvious. For, 
as pointed out by Mr. John C. Cary, of the Lockhart (South Caro- 
lina) Mills, in a recent number of the Manufacturers’ Record, 
the Chinese-American tradeis particularly reciprocal because we 
produce much that China needs and China produces much that 
America needs. Accordingly, it is especially important in our 
case that we should not enact laws calculated to impede our trade 
with China. Mr. Cary’s argument is very clear and well worth 
reproducing here. He says: 

The present exclusion act seems to be in a manner satisfactory to the Chi- 
nese Government, and is accomplishing itsend. It also admits of friendly 


also the Southern mills if deprived of this foreign market for 


facture of finer goods for the home and European markets, with 
the result of competing ruinously with the home manufacturers 
and eventually letting that market become glutted. 

Another important confirmation of the general position as- 
sumed and maintained in this argument is found in a paper re- 
cently read before the New England Cotton Manufacturers’ Asso- 
ciation by Mr. William Whittam, jr., a prominent manufacturer 
of Woonsocket, R.I. Discussing the possibilities of trade ex- 
pansion in cotton manufactures, he called attention to the im- 
portance of the fact that whereas the standard makes of Ameri- 


| can cotton fabrics can be sold to a limited extent in almost all 


| ests of the United States. 





foreign countries, the markets in which they can be disposed of 
in large volume are com tively few, and the best of these are 
China and Mexico. He insisted with great force that the cotton 
trade of the world is as yet practically untouched by us and that 
it is manifestly our duty to do everything possible to enlarge our 
market for these goods instead of adopting policies for contract- 
ing what markets we already have. Mr. Whittam bore em- 
phatic witness to the remarkable natural advantages of the South 
in cotton manufacture, saying that present conditions in the in- 
dustrial centers of the South are more favorable for the remun- 
erative manufacture of coarse, heavy cotton fabrics than they are 
in any other manufacturing country in the world. 

Echoing his sentiment, 1 would inquire: ‘* Need more be said 
of the importance of making the hundreds of millions of cotton- 
clad foreigners our customers? ’’ 

No, Mr. President, the pending bill is not drawn in the inter- 
Its operation, if enacted, would in- 
fallibly injure the country instead of benefitingit. It is claimed 
to have been framed for the relief and elevation of American 
labor. Instead of that it would unquestionably inflict enormous 
loss and distress upon Americanlabor. Without conferring upon 
the working people of the Pacific coast any further advantages 
than they now possess it would take away from the operatives 
of the South much of the advantage that they have fairly won. 


| It would likewise injuriously affect the business interests of the 


North, and, I believe, of the Pacific coast as well. 

Imputing to my friends who advocate this measure all of the 
purity of purpose and honesty of intention that I claim for my- 
self, Iam still forced to conclude—after impartial study of the 
question—that the bill as it is presented for passage is faulty in 


| conception, faulty in execution, faulty in deduction, faulty in 


logic, faulty in its premises and its conclusions. If this is too 
strongly put, I am atleast sure that there is sufficient doubt as to 
the efficacy of this measure to accomplish its desired purpose 
and sufficient menace in the probable results of its unfairness to 


| the great Empire of China to make wise its postponement and 
| the postponement of any legislation upon this question until the 


| expiration of the present treaty with China which embraces the 





existing exclusion law. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, on Saturday last the Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. MircHE.1] took occasion to speak of the neces- 
sity we are under in this body of acting by committees, primarily 
at least, in the investigation of all important questions; and he 
spoke of the respect that we are all under obligation to pay to 
our committees, their action, and their reports. He spoke with 
the disposition, as it seemed to me, to criticise all who are not 
able to fully agree with and support the action of the committee 
in this instance. 
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I want to say at the outset, Mr. President, that I recognize the | 
propriety of all that the Senator has said, except only that part | 
which is in the nature of criticism. It is true that we must act 
by committees, and it is true in this instance that we have a com- 
mittee of able Senators. conscientious men, who have approached 
the consideration of this question, I have no doubt, conscien- 
tiously, and their report shows that they have labored zealously 
to arrive at what, in their judgment, is the legislation that should 
be enacted on this subject. I am always loath to differ from a 
committee, and especially such a committee; and yet, Mr. Presi- 
dent, while loath to differ from a committee, there will come 
times when a Senator is unable to agree throughout, at least, with 
a committee. Iam in that situation now. 
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to strike out all after the enacting clause and make this bill read 
as follows: 

That from and after the passage of this act no Chinaman shall be allowed 
to come into the United States. 

That is what is the effect of it. By that I mean to say that the 
definitions of the terms ‘‘ teachers,’’ ‘‘ students,’’ ‘‘merchants,”’ 
and ‘‘ travelers’’ are such, and the requirements with which they 
must comply in order to get into this country under this law are 
such, as to practically make it impossible for any of them to come 
into this country. ‘*Oh,’’ it is said, ‘‘ we have recognized their 
right to come; we have provided that they may come.’’ Yes, but 
| with a provision that makes it impossible for any of them to want 
tocome or desire to come or to be likely tocome. That is what I 
shall undertake to point out. 





I have no difference of opinion with the committee as to some | 


important parts of this proposed legislation, but I have a very de- 
cided difference ef opinion as to some of the provisions of the bill. 


My purpose here is not to differ unnecessarily with a committee— | 


certainly not to obstruct the work of a committee, certainly not 
to criticise unnecessarily the work of a committee—but only to 
do my own duty according to my own conscientious judgment 
with respect to so important a subject after I have on my own 
account, as it is the duty of every Senator to do, carefully inves- 
tigated it and reached a conclusion. 

It is in that spirit, with a most profound respect for the commit- 
tee, and with extreme regret teak T cabest agree with the committee 


in every respect, that I want to express my differences of opinion | 


so far as this measure gives rise to differences of opinion, and to 
give the reasons why I can not agree with the committee through- 
out. 

At the outset, Mr. President, let me say, and say with particu- 
larity; and say, not only for myself, but I feel I can say it for 
every member of this body, that no one who has spoken in criti- 
cism of any part of this measure is opposed to the general prop? 
sition that Chinese laborers, whether skilled or unskilled, should 
be excluded. I think every member of this body agrees to that 
proposition. We have a right to agree to that proposition if we 
approve that policy. That has become an established policy, the 
wisdom of which no one now, so far as I have heard any expres- 
sion, questions. It is not only a wise policy that the Chinese la- 
borer should be excluded and efficiently prohibited from coming 
to this country, but it is a policy which we have a right to adopt 
and enforce by appropriate legislation under the treaty stipula- 
tions we have with China. 

Therefore, Mr. President, I do not propose to discuss that ques- 
tion. It is not necessary that it should be discussed. I refer to 
it with particularity only because there are those here who, speak- 
ing on this subject in this debate, have taken occasion to say that 
which looks as if they were trying to put those of us who have 
seen fit to criticise this measure in the attitude of favoring the 
coming into this country of Chinese laborers. 

While I do not propose to discuss the general proposition that 
we have a right to exclude laborers under our treaty, and that it 
is a wise policy that we should so exclude, neither do I intend to 
discuss any of the provisions of this bill in that behalf to deter- 
mine whether they are drastic or otherwise. I might differ from 


the committee as to the necessity of some of those provisions; but | 


that is a matter that is nonessential, if I may, without being mis- 
understood, use that term. The committee having examined into 
that matter, the provisions which they have seen fit to report in 
favor of in that regard I am disposed to accept. 

My objection to this bill, therefore, is not on account of its pro- 
hibition of Chinese laborers coming into this country, nor of any 
provisions contained in this bill for giving effect to that policy of 
prohibition of Chinese laborers. My objection to it is that in its 
other provisions—the provisions having reference to what has 
been termed here the exempted classes—it is, first, in violation of 
our treaty obligations, and, in the second place, irrespective of 
our treaty obligations it is unwise and calculated to Gi serious 


injury to the best interests of this country, and to nobody in this | 


country so much as to the wage-workers of this country. 

Some Senators in discussing this bill have apparently taken it 
upon themselves to assume and to speak as though they were the 
special representatives of the laboring men of this country. Mr. 
President, if they are, in my judgment they are most mis- 
takenly undertaking to advance the interests of the laboring man. 
The interests of the laboring man do not lie in the direction of 
inproper treatment of the great Chinese people, and certainly not 
in a violation of our treaty obligations. 

The provisions of this bill of course are such, and intended to 
be such, as to —- out Chinese laborers. In my opinion the pro- 
Visions of this bill as to the so-called exempted classes, those who 
are not laborers, are designed in practical effect to keep out every- 
body else who is a Chinaman, but not a laborer. In other words, 
Mr. President. it is not stating it any too strongly to say that the 
difference would not be material in practical results if we were 








I say at the beginning that it is just as futile to say that we 
have provided here for Chinese teachers, students, merchants, and 
rol ate to come into the United States, attaching the provisions 
you have attached, as it would be to say you had provided for 
| them to come in if, instead of the requirements you have here, 
you were to say that every teacher, student, merchant, and trav- 
eler may come into the United States of his own free will and ac- 
cord whenever he wishes to do so, provided he can show, like the 
Indian in the Pocahontas picture in the rotunda, that he has six 
toes on his right foot and only four toes on his left. It would not 
be a bit more ridiculous. 

Now, Mr. President, whatis it we have aright to do in legislating 
on this subject in view of our treaty stipulations? Of course, if 
we want to violate our treaty obligations we can do so. The Con- 
gress of the United States can abrogate a treaty by refusing to 
comply with its provisions and requirements; but I take it that 
no Senator wants to violate any provision of our treaty. Cer- 
tainly Senators have been asserting that they did not want to vio- 
late any treaty, for on every occasion, and indeed when there was 
eee? no occasion for it, they have been particular to em- 
phatically assert that this bill is but a codification or compilation 
of the laws already in force, and I have heard it repeatedly as- 
serted here that there is not a provision in the bill which is not war- 
ranted by our treaties and consistent with our treaty obligations 
and the rights of Chinamen under them. 

Now, let us see what our treaty rights, stipulations, and obli- 
gations are. I have taken the trouble, Mr. President, recogniz- 
ing the importance of this subject—for it is important not only 
as involving our good name as a great people, but it is important 
also as involving in a great-way the prosperity of this country, 
especially the prosperity of the men who work in the factories, 
in the mills, in the foundries, and in the shops of this country— 
I have taken occasion, in view of that, to look carefully at the 
entire record. I need not repeatitall. At this stage of the de- 
bate Senators are familiar in a general way with our treaty en- 
gagements, but I may briefly recapitulate them in order that I 
may reach by proper approaches what I want to say. 

Our first treaty, as all know, was a treaty of peace, amity, and 
commerce with the Chinese nation, entered into in 1844. That 
treaty continued until 1858, when the treaty now in force was ne- 
gotiated, ratified, and put into operation. I do not mean that it 
is in force just as it was then adopted, but I mean that that is the 
besis of all the treaty provisions now in force and effect between 
China and the United States. 

The treaty of 1858 was substituted for the treaty of 1844, except 
possibly as to some minor provisions. The treaty of 1858 is very 
long and comprehensive and covers generally the subjects that 
could be treated of in such an instrument. Ido not wish to call 
attention to any of its provisions except only one article. I refer 
to Article XXV. Idonotcallattention tothe rest of the treaty be- 
cause nothing is in the treaty except only in Article XXV that is 

rtinent to this discussion; that is to say, in this treaty the sub- 
ject of immigration was not dealt with, neither was the subject 
of classes dealt with in any manner, but this provision ishere. I 
have not heard anybody call attention to it, and I do so because 
it is in force and effect this very minute and has been in force 
and effect from the moment when the treaty of 1858 was adopted. 
But I will show you how it bears presently on the question that 
we are compelled here to consider. 

Article XXV of the treaty of 1858 reads: 

It shall be lawful for the officers or citizens of the United States to em- 
ploy scholars and people of any part of China, without distinction of per- 
sons, to teach any of the languages of the Empire, and to assist in literary 
labors— 

See how broad it is— 

It shall be lawful for the officers or citizens of the United States to em- 
ploy scholars and people of any part of China, without distinction of per 
sons, to teach any of the languages of the Empire, and to assist in literary 
labors. 

This was a treaty negotiated at the solicitation of the United 
States, and that is a provision in behalf of the United States. 
That is not all. The clause continues: 


And the persons so employed shall not for that cause be subject te any 
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injury on the part either of the Government or of individuals; and it shall in 
like manner be lawful for citizens of the United States to purchase al] man- 
ner of books in China. 

Mr. President, that provision of the treaty of 1858 has never 
been under consideration by the treaty-making representatives of 
the two Governments since the moment when it was adopted; it 
stands to-day as the supreme law of this land, Any citizen of 
the United States has a right by that treaty, any person in China 
has a right, if a person in the United States sees fit to exercise his 
right, to accept employment as a scholar or as a literary man, to 
assist in any kind of literary labor in the United States and to 
come to the United States for that purpose. Let us bear that in 
mind. 

Mr. LODGE. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. 
shall be in the United States? 

Mr. FORAKER. Itdoes not in express words say that the per- 
son so employed shall come to the United States, but, Mr. Presi- 
dent, what avail is it to me here in the United States to have a 
right to employ a Chinese scholar or literary man to assist me in 


literary labor or to teach the Chinese language, unless I can bring | 


him to the United States, where I am likely to want such person 
and to utilize him; and for the Senator to suggest that this means 
nothing more than that a citizen of the United States going to 
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| would want to bring here a Chinese laborer of the ty 


| with whose countries we have treaty relations, 


. : | the most favored nation. 
Does that clause provide that this employment | 


APRIL 14, 


—— 


Now, passing 
sections 5 and 6, I wish, Senators, to call particular attention to 
Article VII, for this article is supplementary to the article upon 
which I have commented, found in the treaty of 1858, It relates 


| to education, scholars, teachers, and their rights, not naming 


them in the way they are named in subsequent treaties, but as | 
shall read; and this stands as section 25 of the treaty of 185s 
stands, absolutely without change or modification down to this 


moment: 
ARTICLE VII. 


Citizens of the United States shall enjoy all the privileges of the public ed- 
ucational institutions under the control of the Government of China; and 


reciprocally, Chinese subjects shall enjoy all the privileges of the public ed: 


| cational institutions under the control of the Government of the United States 


which are enjoyed in the respective countries by the citizens or subjects of 
( The citizens of the United States may freely estab- 
lish and maintain schools within the Empire of China at those places where 
foreigners are by treaty permitted to reside; and, reciprocally, Chinese sub- 
jects may enjoy the same privileges and immunities in the United States, 


That stands unaffected by any subsequent treaty provision, 
Mr. LODGE. DoI understand the Senator to say that it stands 


| so entirely unaffected by the treaty of 1894 that Chinese laborers 


can come in under that clause? 
Mr. FORAKER. No,sir; notatall. Idonotsuppose anybody 


we are 


| seeking to exclude for the purpose of establishing an educational 


China, and being there may there employ a man to assist him in | 


literary labor is, it seems to me, entirely unwarranted. 
Mr. LODGE, I only asked if it was expressly stated. 


Mr. FORAKER. No; I say it is not expressly stated. But I 


submit that there is no room for argument as to what is intended, | 


and the right is given and broadly given to the Chinese on the 
one hand to employ Americans and American teachers and Ameri- 
can people of literary qualities to assist them, and then, recip- 


rocally, the right is given to the people of the United States to | 


employ that class of Chinese people. That provision is now in 
force. That was the treaty of 1858, and without further com- 


ment I pass from it to the next treaty, which is known as the | 


** Burlingame treaty.”’ 


tiation of that treaty. All are familiar withit. It was thought 
at the time to be one of the most brilliant chapters in American 
diplomacy. When Mr. Burlingame, resigning his position as 
minister to China, headed an embassy and brought it to the 


United States, attracting the attention of the whole country, 
visiting Washington, visiting Congress, he was everywhere re- | 


ceived with acclaim, and as a result of it all he negotiated and se- 
cured the ratification in due time of what is known as the *‘ treaty 
of 1868.”’ 
I have been reading had been put into operation. 

Now, what is the character of this Burlingame treaty? 
not a general treaty, but it is, according to the expressions of the 
treaty itself, a supplementary treaty. The purpose of it was to 
adopt *‘ additional’ articles to the treaty of 1858. There was not 
a thing in the treaty of 1858 interfered with. However, as I said 
a moment ago, the treaty of 1858 did not deal with the subject of 
immigration. 
was negotiated and adopted because there was no provision about 
immigration in the treaty of 1858. 


Now, in this treaty, the articles of which are additional to the | ™ , TOS 
| tion into this country of laborers was prejudicial to our body 


treaty of 1858, notinconsistent with, those occur Articles V and VI, 
both of which I wish toread. Senators are already pretty familiar 
with them, but I desire to have them put in the Recorp in this 
connection. 

ARTICLE V. 


The United States of America and the Emperor of China cordially recog- | 


nize the inherent and inalienable right of man to change his home and alle- 
giance, and also the mutual advantage of the free migration and emigration 
of their citizens and subjects, respectively, from the one country to the other 
for purposes of curiosity, of trade, or as permanent residents. 
contracting parties therefore join in reprobating any other than an entirely 
voluntary emigration for these purposes. They consequently agree to pass 
laws making it a penal offense for a citizen of the United States or Chinese 
subjects to take Chinese subjects either to the United States or to any other 
foreign country, or for a Chinese subject or citizen of the United States to 
take citizens of the United States to China or to any other foreign country 
without their free and voluntary consent, respectively. 


ARTICLE VI. 
Citizens of the United States visiting or residing in China shall enjo 


y the 
same privileges, immunities, or exemptions in respect to travel or veuldance 


us may there be enjoyed by the citizens or subjects of the most-favored na- 
tion; and, reciprocally, Chinese subjects visiting or residing in the United 
States shall enjoy the same privileges, immunities, and exemptions in respect 
to travel or residence as may there be enjoyed by the citizens or subjects of 
the most-favored nation. 
fer naturalization upon citizens of the United States in China nor upon the 
subjects of China in the United States, 


Stopping there for the moment, for there is another section to 
which I wish to call attention and read, there is by the adoption 
of Articles V and VI the unlimited right, the unrestricted and unre- 
strained right. conferred upon the Chinese to come and go in 


Ten years had passed since the other treaty from which | ** ; 7 Bg ce: 

3 ps : | right to establish and conduct educational institutions here. 
It is | exercised our reciprocal right to do that. — 
|many American institutions there are in China maintained to- 


institution or assisting in the conduct of it, but what I wish to 
call attention to is that the Chinamen, by our treaty obligation 
which is to-day in force, have a right to establish and maintain 
educational institutions in this country, and therefore, of course, 
to bring here everybody necessary thereto. 

Now I am coming, as I said at the outset I would, by proper 
approaches, to the very point in all this controversy. The ques- 
tion about which we are concerned is not a question as to the ad- 
mission of laborers; we are all agreed that they shall be excluded: 
but the question is whether or not the exempted classes, those 
who are not laborers, shall be allowed to come, and when we have 
a provision of this kind, viz, that the Chinese have a reciprocal 
right to establish and maintain educational institutions in this 


I need not comment on the circumstances attending the nego- | CO™try, to conduct them, to teach the Chinese language, or any- 


thing else they want to teach in those educational institutions, we 
have no right to render nugatory, null, and void a provision of 
that kind; and an attempt to do it is a violation of the honor of 
this country—something you can not afford to do, no matter at 
whose behest we are asked to do it. 

Down to and including the treaty of 1868 we have this status 
| resulting from our treaties, that everybody in China, a subject of 
| the Empire, who may want to come to the United States has the 
| free and unrestricted right to come, and the Chinese have the 
We 
I do not know how 


day, but them are more than one. The Chinese would have the 


| right to have any number they might see fit to have in this coun- 
| try because of that clause of the treaty. Nobody has ever sug- 
| gested a modification of it. 


This dealt almost exclusively with that, and this | 


So much for the treaty of 1868, which let everybody in. The 
Chinese proceeded to avail themselves of that privilege, and it 


| was not long until we recognized that a mistake had been made—a 


mistake in this, and in this alone, that the unrestricted immigra- 


politic and to our best interests. 
Mr. STEWART. Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio 


| yield to the Senator from Nevada? 


The high | 


But nothing herein contained shall be held to con- | 


" Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. STEWART. That treaty recognized the evil of Chinese 
| importation under contract. China in that treaty undertook to 
stop it and failed, and then, as they came in under contract just 
| as before, the United States was bound to act. 

Mr. TELLER. Is that the treaty of 1880? 

Mr. STEWART. The Burlingame treaty of 1868, 

Mr. FORAKER. Ihave already said essentially that. We got 
better acquainted after the treaty of 1868, and the influx to which 
we were subjected of Chinese laborers—— 

Mr. STEWART. China was unable to carry out her part of 

| the treaty to stop the incoming of Chinesg. 

Mr, FORAKER. By the treaty of 1868 China did not under- 
take to stop it. Chinese subjects were given a right to come to 
| the United States. 

Mr. STEWART. I beg pardon. 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator must be thinking of the treaty 
| of 1880. By the treaty of 1868 it was dealt with in the way I have 
| indicated. 
| Now, following that came the treaty of 1880, I was about to 
| say the laborers came so thick and so fast that we became appre- 
| hensive that bad results would ensue, and at the solicitation of the 


this country just as the citizens of other countries come and go ' United States, as the treaty itself recites, China yielded to another 
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negotiation. As the result of that the right of immigration was 
modified. There was not a modification of the right to establish 
and maintain educational institutions in this country. There was 
no modification of the right of any kind of a professional man to 


comeintothiscountry. There was no modification which touched 
any Class of people coming into this country except only the class 
of laborers. 

Mr. STEWART. I beg the Senator’s pardon. Iwas mistaken 
in the treaty. 

Mr. FORAKER. Ithought the Senator had misunderstood me 
as to the treaty to which I was referring. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator from Ohio is correct. 

Mr. FORAKER. Iam now coming to the treaty to which the 
Senator alludes, or, rather, I will after I am through with this. 
Now, in this treaty, in view of our desire to restrict Chinese labor, 
we finally succeeded in securing this agreement, and the record 
shows that China granted it reluctantly and only after assurances 
were given by our commissioners as to fair dealing and that it 
was for the best interest of all concerned. However, that is out- 
side of the record. We stand on the treaty. Article I of this 
treaty says: 

ARTICLE I. 

Whenever, in the opinion of the Government of the United States, the 
coming of Chinese laborers to the United States, or their residence therein, 
affects or threatens to affect the interests of that country, or to endanger the 
good order of the said country or of any locality within the territory thereof, 
the Government of China agrees that the Government of the United States 
may regulate, limit, or suspend such coming or residence, but may not abso- 
lutely prohibitit. The limitation or nsion shall be reasonable, and shall 
apply only to Chinese who may f° to the United States as laborers, other 
classes not being included in the limitations. Legislation taken in regard to 
Chinese laborers will be of such a character only as is necessary to enforce 
the regulation, limitation, or suspension of immigration, and immigrants 
shall not be subject to personal maltreatment or abuse. 

Stopping there now for a moment, we all know from the recit- 
als in the preamble to this treaty that it was the purpose of the 
treaty to deal only with Chinese laborers and no other class, and 
that the only purpose of dealing with that class was to restrict | 
the right of that class to come to this country. 

Mr. SPOONER. My attention was distracted for the moment. 
I should like to ask from what the Senator is about to read. 

Mr. FORAKER. I am reading from the treaty of 1880. Iam 
reading from the Compilation of Treaties of 1899. The pream- 
ble, which goes before the article I have just read, recites the 
purpose of the treaty. 

Whereas the Government of the United States, because of the constantly 
increasing immigration of Chinese laborers to the territory of the United 
States and the embarrassments consequent upon such immigration, now de- 
sires to negotiate a modification of the existing treaties which shall not be in 
direct contravention of their spirit, etc. 

Showing that the purpose of it was to deal with the laboring 
classes. 

Now, I wish Senators to note that until this time there was no | 
restriction upon any class, any laborer, skilled or unskilled, any | 
professional man, any man of character, quality, or degree, who 
was the subject of the Chinese Empire; all had a free and unre- 
stricted right to come to the Uni States, subject to no other 
disadvantages or inconveniences than those we imposed on the 
citizens of the most favored nation. 

Mr. CULLOM. And our people had a right to go there. 

Mr. FORAKER. And our people had aright to gothere. This 
article provides that as to laborers the United States may, when 
in its opinion that may ‘be necessary— 
regulate, limit, or suspend such coming or residence [of laborers), but may 
not absolutely prohibit it. The limitation or suspension shall be reason- 
able and shall apply only to Chinese who may f° to the United States as 
laborers, other c not being included in the limitations. 

That is the provision in that article. Now follows the second 
article, and I ask Senators’ attention to this particularly, because 
it has been contended in this debate that because in the second 
article of the treaty of 1880 certain exempted classes are named, 
no others who are Chinese, except only those who belong to the 
exempted classes, are allowed to come. Senators take that posi- 
ton notwithstanding the fact that in this treaty where occurs 

this article it is provided that only laborers are to be affected. 
Now, let me read this article, and then I will give you my idea, 
whether it is right or wrong, as to what the article means: 
ARTICLE II. 
hinese subjects, whether proceeding to the United States as teechers, 
Sindents, merchants, or travelers from curiosity, together with their bod 

household servants, and Chinese laborers who are now in the Uni 
shall be allowed to go and come of their own free will and accord, 
shall be accorded all the rights, privileges, immunities, and exemptions 
,are accorded to the citizens and subjects of the most favored nation. 
__ 1. say it has been contended in this debate that because in Article 
il teachers, students, merchants, and travelers are enumerated 

, other classes of people who are not laborers can come in. In 
ctaer words, because of the recitation here in this way of these 

ts and the repetition of them in the treaty of 1894, bankers, 
okers, civil engineers. every other class of educated men, the 
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great publicists (and they have some of the greatest in the 
world), and all of their great literary men are excluded; that 
unless a man is a teacher, unless he is a student, unless he is a 
traveler, unless he is a merchant, coming within the definition 
given in this bill, and in certain Treasury regulations which have 
been relied upon as law, but which I will undertake to show are 
in open violation of our treaty obligations, he can not come in, 
narrowing it so that if China were to treat us reciprocally she 
would have a right, if we pass this bill, to say that inasmuch as 
the United States, by its Congress, has enacted that no minister, 
no physician, no engineer, no broker, no salesman, no clerk, no 
learned man of any character or description shall come into the 
United States, neither shall any such man come into China from 
the United States. S : : 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Under this construction of the 
law and treaties and this bill would it have been possible for Li 
Hung Chang to have come to the United Stutes? 

Mr. FORAKER. Not at all. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Except as an official. 

Mr. FORAKER. Except as an official. Independently of his 
official character, Li Hung Chang could not have come. He is 
not a teacher, he is not a student, he is not a merchant, he is not 
a traveler within the definition given in this bill. 

He could not have come here; and I say if China were to treat 
us reciprocally—and by what authority do Senators say she would 
not treat us reciprocally if we enact suc], !egislation as this—she 
would, by an edict, which could be issued in an hour’s time by the 
Emperor, debar from China every missionary who is there, shut 
up every educational institution we have there, shut out every 
civil engineer we have there engaged in carrying on American 
work, in which American capital has been invested. We are 
building railroads there. We are spending millions of dollars in 
China. They could drive every American out, if they would only 
act reciprocally. That is all they would have todo. Who has 
the right to say they would not do it? Why should they not mete 
out to us our measure to them? 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGe], speaking here 
on Saturday last, said that by the treaty of 1894 the Chinese Gov- 
ernment undertook to cooperate with us to exclude Chinese 
laborers, and he challenged anybody to point out an instance 
where it had assisted and cooperated. I regret that the Senator 
from Massachusetts is not in his seat. I thought he was there 
when I referred to this. I will say, however, as I have said that 
much about it, that I took occasion this morning to go to the State 
Department to ascertain whether or not there had been any charge 
made by this Government against the Chinese Government, or 
any representative of the Chinese Government, of dereliction in 
the discharge of their undertakings under the obligations of this 
treaty, and I was told at the State Department that not a single 
instance of the kind did they have any knowledge of. 

In this connection I call attention to a clause in the letter of 
the Chinese minister, about which we had some debate here on 
Saturday. I will refer to it now only for that purpose. In the 
course of this, I think, most admirable letter—admirablein spirit, 
admirable in point of ability, admirable in its qualities of polite- 
ness, logic, and everything else that you can think of—he says, 
before concluding, addressing Mr. Hay, our Secretary of State: 

You know that in regard to the exclusion of laborers my Government and 
myself have stood ready to cooperate with your Government in making the 
treaty prohibition effective. 

The entire letter is as follows: 

No. 240.) CHINESE LEGATION, Washington, March 22, 1902. 

S1r: When the Chinese Government consented in 1880 to a modification of 
the treaty of 1868, whereby the free immigration of Chinese laborers into 
the United States was restricted, it was provided in the treaty that where 
the legislation of Congress authorized by that convention was likely to work 
hardship on the Chinese subjects the minister in Washington would be per- 
mitted to communicate with the Secretary of State, to the end that mutual 
and unqualified benefit might result. _ 

In making use at this time of the privilege granted in the cited treaty pr 
vision I desire not to be understood as antagonizing the just provisions 
pending legislation or influencing Congressional action, but t 
attention, and ge on you to Congress, some of the hards 
inevitably result to the subjects of China in case some of the proposed | 
lation should becomealaw. Should I remain silent until the bills now 
Congress be enacted into a law, it will then be too late to remedy vil 
trust, therefore, that what I say to you may aid the honorable Congress in 
making a right conclusion on the subject. . : 

desire especially to direct attention to the bill S. 2900, which has been 
reported to the Senate from the Committeeon Immigration. In the conclud- 
ing Breet of the report which accompanies the bill it is said: 

“There can be no doubt that under a wise, humane, and fearless enforce- 
ment of this act the importation of Chinese laborers will be prevented and 
the ingress of Chinese merchants and others of the exempt classes facilitated, 
and that the present relations between the United States and China will be 
strengthened thereby.” , 

I feel it my duty to say to you, and a you to the Congress which 
will soon be called to act upon this bill, that if it becomes a law it will have 

just the contrary effect from that stated by the committee. It can not fail 
to seriously disturb the friendly relations which have up to the present ex- 
isted between the two Governments and peoples. 

I do not wish to go into the different provisions of the bill in detail, but I 
should like to call your attention in a general way toitseffects. It restricts 
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the privileged Chinese persons, other than laborers, to come to the United 
States to only five classes, viz, officials, teachers, students, merchants, and 
travelers, in direct contravention to the treaty of 1880, in Article I, where it 
states that the limitation or suspension of immigration shall apply only to 
laborers, “other classes not being included in the limitation.” So also the 
history of the negotiation shows that it was the intention of the two Govern- 
ments that laborers alone were to be excluded. 

Under the bill there would be excluded bankers, capitalists, commercial 
agents or brokers, and even merchants who come only to make purchases; 
also scholars and professors, of which there are many in Chinaof high attain- 
ments; also physicians, clergymen, and many other classes which do not fall 
under the five classes exempt by the bill. The provisions of the bill as to the 
five exempt classes are so restrictive as to practically nullify the treaty in re- 
gardtothem. The definitions as to teachers, students, and merchants are so 
eee to the spirit of the treaty as to make them almost impossible of 
opservance. 

A woman married according to the Chinese custom to a person of the ex- 
empt classes would be prohibited from entering the country, because accord- 
ing to the provision of the bill it is necessary that the marriage shall be legal 
and binding by the laws of the United States. 

The bill requires that all Chinese laborers now in the United States shall 
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| corded to the citizens and su 





undergo a new registration. It will be remembered that my Government | 


remonstrated against the first registration that was proposed under the 
Geary law, and only consented to it at the earnest request of the Secretary 
of State at thetime. All the Chinese laborerssubmitted to that requirement 
and were registered, and now it is proposed to nullify all that and subject 
them to the annoyance and trouble of a new registration. Itisan unneces- 
sary hardship and should not be required. 
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meration of the five exempted classes excludes all other classes, 
who are not laborers. Let me read it again: 

Chinese subjects, whether proceeding to the United States as teachers, 
students, merchants, or from curiosity, together with their body and house- 
hold servants, and Chinese laborers who are now in the United States, shall 
be allowed to go and come of their own free will and accord, and shall ac- 
corded all the rights, privileges, immunities, and exemptions which are ac- 

Riests of the most favored nation. 

Just preceding that it is stated that Chinese laborers shall be 
excluded, but that no other class shall be included in that exclu- 
sion, and yet we are told that because five classes are named, on 
the principle that naming one excludes all others, all others are 
to be barred out and were intended to be. : 

Mr. President, it is just as manifest as anything can be—and | 
reached that conclusion as soon as I read these treaties and be- 
fore I had any knowledge of the facts in regard to this matter— 
that those classes were enumerated by way of illustration, not as 
an intended enumeration of all the educated classes who might 


| come in, and that the way to read it, in view of the first article, 


in which it is expressly stated that only laborers are to be ex- 


| cluded, is: 


The bill also contemplates the registration of all merchants and of others | 


of the exempt class. 
attempts to obviate that obstacle by making the failure to register a serious 
prejudice of their rights. 

I have heretofore complained to you of the great hardships to which 
laborers, merchants, and others are subjected after they have been admitted 
to the United States and are lawfully domiciled in this country. Past ex- 
perience shows that Chinese have been arrested by the wholesale, placed in 
jeopardy, and subjected to molestation and insult. When found innocent, 
no redress is obtained for such illegal arrest. Persons charged with being 
unlawfully in the country and taken before a court are denied the privilege 
of bail, but must remain in jail until their case is decided. The bill, in place 


is can not be required under the treaty, but the bill | 


of providing some relief for these hardships, rather adds restrictions thereto. | 


The provisions with regard to transit across the United States imposed by 
this bill are almost impossible to be complied with, because people who are 
passing through the United States en route to other countries do not know 
the laws of the country, and they can not understand the intricate rules and 
regulations made by the Commissioner-General of Immigration. 

The report of the committee says that ‘“‘the greatest degree of fairness 
and justice to the exempt classes will be insured by the provisions of the bill, 
which provides better means for the investigation and disposition of their 
claims.” And again it says: “The features of the bill * * * will tend to 
protect the worthy immigrant in his treaty rights and privileges.” 

I have referred to the fact that the provisions as to the admission of the 
exempt classes are in direct violation of the treaty; and in addition to this 
the bill provides that the exempt classes must submit their right to admis- 


sion to the adjudication of the Immigration Bureau, which, as I showed in | : I : \ 
| hand a Senate document which is a republication of the letter of 


my note to you of December 10 last, was a purely ex parte investigation, 


where the claimant was not permitted to confront the witnesses, was de- | 


prived of the privilege of counsel, and was excluded from an appeal to the 
courts. I can not understand how the committee can style this “the great- 
est degree of fairness and justice,” or how the “worthy immigrant is pro- 
tected in his treaty rights and privileges.” It seems to me, on the contrary, 
that his treaty rights are taken away from him. 

The provisions of the bill above referred to, and others which might be 


cited, place so many restrictions upon Chinese persons and require them to | 


comply with such strict provisions that no Chinese having the least respect 
for himself would submit to such indignities and come tothis country. I fear 


the effect of the bill, if it becomes a law, will be that Chinese merchants will | 


not come here to buy goods nor students come for educational purposes. 
Another feature of the bill must be alluded to. The new possessions of 
the United States, such as Porto Rico, the Hawaiian Islands, the Philippines, 
and others which may hereafter be acquired, are subjected to its provisions. 
It can not be claimed that they were considered when the treaty was nego- 


tiated, and it is hardly just or in accordance with international comity that | 


the treaty should be extended to them without the consent of China. 

I have received repeated instructions from the Imperial Government, in 
view of the reenactment of the exclusion laws, to exert myself to see that 
treaty rightsare observed and that no unnecessary hardshipsare placed upon 
Chinese subjects, and I feel that on account of the pendency of the legislation 
referred to i could not refrain from asking you to lay before the honorable 
Congress the views above set forth. You know that in regard to the exclu- 


sion of laborers my Government and myself have stood ready to cooperate | 
with your Government in making the treaty prohibition effective. But with | 


regard to the exempt classes who seek to come here for trading, educational, 


and other legitimate purpose, I must earnestly protest against the unwar- | 


ranted and unjust provisions of the bill. : 

In place of “insuring the greatest degree of fairnessand justice,” as stated 
by the Immigration Committee, it would impose such indignities and hard- 
ships upon these classes that few, if any, would come here. And notwith- 
standing the sincere wish of my Government and myself to maintain and 
cement closer the friendly relations between the two countries, I greatly 
fear that those friendly relations would beendangered by the enforcement of 
the act 

Accept, sir, the renewed assurance of my highest consideration 

WU TING-FANG. 

Hon. Jonw Hay, 

Secretary of State. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. Hay sent that letter to the Senate of the 
United States without taking any exception to that statement. 
He acquiesced in it, and he acquiesced in it because he had no 
ground to take exception to it—no ground, I say, because of what 
I learned at the State Department this morning. There is not 
one single charge registered there against the Chinese Govern- 
ment with respect to its obligations under these treaties to assist 
in making this prohibition effective—not one. 

Now, another thing. When we read in this treaty,in Article I 
and in the preamble, that it has reference only to the laboring 
classes, we are quite prepared, it seems to me, if we are going to 
take the sensible view of how the language should ‘be construed, 
if we are going to take the instrument by its four corners and 


Chinese subjects, whether proceeding to the United States as teachers, 
students, merchants, or as travelers from curiosity, etc. 

That would convey the proper meaning; that would show that 
it was the intention of the parties to bar out laborers and let every- 
body else come in, and that they enumerated a number of classes 
only to.indicate what classes might come. 

Now, I have confirmation of that. My visit to the State De- 
partment was not in vain. I found that on December 10 the 
Chinese minister sent a communication to the Secretary of State, 
which was sent to the Committee on Foreign Affairs of the House. 
It isa very able communication. I do not know why it was not 
sent to the Senate. I do not know why it does not appear in the 
reported hearings had before the committee. This document is 
dated ‘*‘ Chinese Legation, Washington, December 10, 1901.” On 
page 5 of this publication—-— 

Mr. TELLER. What document is it? 

Mr. FORAKER. This is entitled ‘‘ Exclusion of Chinese La- 
borers.’’ It has not been printed as a Senate document. I think 
it ought to have been as a part of the hearings before the com- 
mittee, and I will ask to have it printed as a Senate document. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. If the Senator will allow me, I hold in my 


the Chinese minister to the Secretary of State of the same date. 

Mr. FORAKER, Perhaps that is this. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. It is dated December 10, 1901. 

Mr. FORAKER. I am very much obliged to the Senator. I 
did not know such a document had been printed. I have never 
been able to find it, and it was placed in my hands only this 
morning. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Itis No. 162, but I do not know whether 
it is the same document or not. 

Mr. FORAKER. What the Senator from Indiana calls my at- 
tention to, and I am very much obliged to him for doing it, is the 
same thing. I was not aware it had been printed as a Senate 
document. In view of that, I withdraw my request if I had 


| made it, as I intended to do, that it may be printed as a Senate 


document. On page 5 of the publication, as I have it before me, 
appears the following from the Chinese minister: 

The treaty of 1894 in its preamble recites the object of the treaty of 189), 
and gives as the reason for its amendment “the antagonism and much dep- 
recated and serious disorders to which the presence of Chinese laborers has 
given rise.’ Thereupon it amends Article I of the treaty of 1880, under which 
the immigration of Chinese laborers could be suspended, but not absolutely 
prohibited, by authorizing their absolute prohibition for ten years— 


He is speaking now of the treaty of 1894, which I have not yet 
come to, but will ina moment. In this respect the two treaties 
are practically the same, so what I am putting in here is applica- 
ble to the treaty of 1894 as to that provision: 


And it amends Article II, as to Chinese laborers, under which they were 
allowed to fo and come of their own free will and aon S restricting their 
return to the United States by the terms set forth in rlicle II of the new 
treaty. A provision not found in the treaty of 1880 is added, as to registration 
of “ Chinese laborers;” but in no other respects is the treaty of 1880 modified 
or affected by the treaty of 1894, except as already stated respecting the cer- 
tificate to be given to Chinese subjects residing in foreign lands. It repeats 
in Article ITI the recital of “ officials, teachers, students, merchants, or trav- 
elers for curiosity or pleasure,”’ but expressly states that their right of com 
ing to the United States is under the status or enjoyed;” that 1s, 
under the treaty of 1880. In the Chinese text of Article II of the treaty o! 
1880 and of Article ITI of 1894, the words “ officials, teachers, students, mer 
chants, or travelers for curiosity or pleasure” are followed by the words “et 
cetera.” 


Which clearly shows the intention of the negotiators and con- 
firms my argument on this point. 

Now, Mr. President, I said before reading this that to any man 
accustomed to the construction of language, to any man capable of 
analyzing the provisions of a treaty, it would necessarily be mani 
fest when he would come to read this treaty as a whole and con- 
strue this provision in connection with the context, that he would 


read it altogether, to take issue with those who say that the enu- ' have toread it in order to give good sense to it, with an ‘‘ et cetera” 
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following, or, as ‘‘for illustration,’”’ or some language of that Mr. MITCHELL. I suppose the Senator is aware of the fact 


kind, thrown in simply to show that the recited classes were only 
illustrations of the classes that were to be admitted. Necessarily 





that the construction placed upon that treaty by the Treasury 
Department and also by the courts is different from that which 


he would have so to treat it because the treaty, so plainly that no | he finds. 


man can misunderstand it, expressly declares that only laborers 
are to be excluded and that no other class shall be affected by 
that limitation or restriction. 

My contention is, therefore, Mr. President, that after the treaty 
of 1880 had been negotiated and put into operation our status was 
this: We had a treaty of peace, amity, and commerce with China, 
under which they had a right to come into this country subject 
to this restriction, that laborers could not come if we saw fit to 


suspend the right, but that all other classes had aright to come of | 
their own free will and accord—teachers, merchants, travelers | 


for curiosity, officials, students, publicists, physicians, theolo- 
gians, Confucians, philosophers, anybody who might see fit to 
come, who was of a class of citizens in China not included within 
the broad term of laborer. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kran in the chair). 
the Senator from Ohio yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. FORAKER. With pleasure. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Can the Senator from Ohio give any good 
reason, if his construction is correct, why only the five exempted 
classes were’ inserted? If everybody else except cooly laborers 
were to have the privilege of coming in, why was the provision 
inserted that merchants, students, teachers, and travelers for 
curiosity or pleasure should be permitted to come? 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator from Oregon was in the 
Chamber when I was dwelling upon that, I have spoken to very 
little purpose, for I have been seeing for the last ten minutes to 
show that identical thing. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I confess that I came in only a moment ago. 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes; I thought so. I have been explaining, 
if the Senate will indulge me while I briefly repeat, that in the 
Chinese text of the treaty of 1880 these words are followed by the 
words ‘‘et cetera,’’ showing that they were used only for illus- 
tration. The same thing occurs in the treaty of 1894, according 
to the communication which I have read. 


Does 


Now, Mr. President, if I may have the Senator's attention fur- | 


ther—and I hope the Senator will honor me with his attention 
until I finish answering his question—— 

Mr. MITCHELL. Certainly; I beg pardon. 

Mr. FORAKER. In the treaty of 1880 it is expressly provided 
that it is to deal with the laborers and nobody else. In Article I 
it is provided that this Government shall have the right to limit, 
regulate, or suspend, as it may see fit, in its judement, having 
reference to certain purposes enumerated,the rig. - . laborers to 
come into this country. But it expressly provides ..\' that right 
of restriction shall not apply to any other class. 

Mr. MITCHELL. But that is not the language of the treaty. 
It does not say it shall not apply to any other class. 

Mr. FORAKER. Iam quoting the exact language of the treaty. 
The Senator is mistaken. In article first,and that is what I am 
talking about, there is this language: 

_ Whenever in the opinion of the Government of the United States, the com- 
ing ot Chinese laborers to the United States, or their residence therein, affects 
or threatens to affect the interests of that country, or to endanger the good 
order of the said country or of any locality within the territory thereof, the 
Government of C agrees that the Government of the United States may 
ree <9 73" nay, or suspend such coming or residence, but may not absolutely 
Now, that refers only to laborers. 
The limitation or seneneios shall bo reasonable and shall apply only to 


Chinese who may go to the United States as laborers, other classes not being 
included in the limitations. 


Mr. MITCHELL. But, Mr. President, if the Senator will allow 


me—— 

aa PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio 
yield? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. If physicians, lawyers, and bankers were to 
have the privilege of coming in, as stated by the Senator, why 
did they insert the clause to the effect that merchants, teachers, 
students, and travelers for curiosity or pleasure should be per- 
mitted to come? Does not the rule,expressio unius, etc., apply? 

Mr.FORAKER. ‘‘Empressio unius est exclusio alterius’’ would 
apply if there were nothing else here but a simple statement that 
certain enumerated classes should have a right to come, but you 
must read the whole instrument together, and that rule does 
not apply and can not apply here, because, in the first place, it 
says all laborers shall be kept out and no other class shall be kept 
out, Only laborers are to be excluded. Then it : 
stuneniai Subjects, whether proceeding to the United States as teachers, 

That is for illustration, is my contention, and the Chinese text 
of this treaty stistains that contention. 


| abandoned by our commissioners. 


Mr. FORAKER. That is next in order, after I call attention 
to the treaty of 1894. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. May I here, as shedding some 
additional light on this argument, call attention to the language 
of the treaty as proposed by our commissioners? In that treaty 
as proposed were these words: 

And the words “Chinese laborers” are herein used to signify all immigra- 
tion other than that for teaching, trade, travel, study, and curiosity herein- 
before referred to. 

That was objected to by the Chinese commissioners and was 
This is found on page 178 of 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. FORAKER. I have no doubt whatever but that those 
words were injected here simply for illustration, not to name 
those who might come and upon the principle of exclusion re- 
ferred to exclude everybody else. 

Now, the Senator from Oregor. asked me, and I call attention to 
this particularly, if it be true that the construction I am contend- 


| ing for is the correct one, why is ‘t that the Treasury Depart- 


ment and everybody else construed it ‘ifferently? I am surprised 
that the Senator should ask that question, because he is mistaken 
in his assumption. The Treasury Department never did so con- 
| strue it until within the last five cr six years, until fhe administra- 
| tion of this law fell into the hands that are now administering it. 
| On the contrary, until then, they construed it precisely as I con- 
| tend it should be construed, and the Supreme Court of the United 
States itself so construed it. 

I call the Senator’s attention, in the first place, to the decision 
| of the Supreme Court of the United States in the case of Wang 
Shing v. The United States (140 U.S., p. 424).. The syllabus of 
this case I will read. The decision was on the 1ith day of May, 
1891. It considers all the legislation enacted down to that time, 
and all the treaty provisions that we had agreed upon down to 
that time. Therefore, it passes upon the treaty of 1868 and 1880 
and the legislation of 1882, 1884, and 1888. What do the Supreme 
Court say? They had before them the treaty of 1880, the last 
which at that time had been entered into. They say,in view of 
it all, after carefully considering and reviewing it all: 

The result of the legislation respecting the Chinese would seem to be this: 
That no laborers of that race shall haven ter be permitted to enter the United 
States, or even toreturn after having departed from the country, though they 
may have _oomeny resided therein and have left with a view of returning; 
and that all other personsof that race, except those connected with the diplo- 
matic service, must produce a certificate from the authorities of the Chinese 
Government, or of such other foreign governments as they may at the time 
be subjects of, showing that they are not laborers, and have the permission 
of that government to enter the United States, which certificate is to be 
viséed by a representative of the Government of the United States. 

In other words, Mr. President, the Supreme Court of the United 
States in 1891, reviewing this identical treaty upon which I have 
been commenting and reviewing all our legislation prior to that 
time enacted, said the effect of it all was to exclude laborers and to 
allow everybody else to come who was not a laborer on the pro- 
duction of a certificate from his own goyernment viséed by our 
ae at the place where it was granted. 

Yow, does not that foreclose this whole matter? 
dent, how was it as to the Treasury Department? We are told in 
this debate about Treasury regulations. There were no Treasury 
regulations until quite recently inconsistent with this contention. 
On the contrary, all our Treasury regulations recognized that we 
had a right to exclude laborers, and did not have a right to ex- 
clude anybody else. Never uniil 1898 was there a different rule, 
at which time an opinion was given by the Attorney-General, 
which has made all this trouble. 

But, Mr. President, the whole case is as clear as anything can 
be. Here is what Hon. John G. Carlisle, while he was Secretary 
of the Treasury, said on this subject. I have known Mr. Carlisle 
all my life. I practiced law with him at the same bar practically. 
He lived across te river from Cincinnati, in Covington, Ky., and 
practiced there for thirty years or more. He is known, however, to 
this body. He was a member of it for years. Every man knows 
that he is one of the foremost lawyers of this country. Here is 
how he construed this matter. In the directions which he gave 
on the subject in 1893, he said: 

No class of Chinese are prohibited from coming into the United States, or 
remaining there, except such as may properly and within the meaning of 
said statutes be known as “laborers.” 

It was in 1880 that that treaty was adopted. I gave the Senate 
my opinion as to how it should be construed. The Senator from 
Oregon rose in his place to know, if I contended for that, why it 
was that the courts and Treasury officials had construed it in the 
opposite way, so that not only laborers but every other class of 
people except the expressly enumerated class were excluded. — 

y answer to him is that the courts and the Treasury officials 





And, Mr. Presi- 
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never did so construe it until 1898, but they construed it just as 
I have construed it, just as every man who conscientiously and 
candidly examines this matter, it seems to me, is bound to construe 
it, that by the treaty it was intended to preclude laborers and 
allow everybody else to come in, and that the five exempted 
classes that were named for purposes of illustration, and it was 
never dreamed that we were to bar out representatives of mer- 
cantile houses, salesmen, brokers, civil engineers, publicists, phy- 
sicians, theologians, and other men who were desirable in this 
country. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, if it will not interrupt the 
Senator, I should like to put into the REcorpD two recent cases 
where Chinamen were refused admission to this country. 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator will allow me to put in one 
other ruling; I will then quit that point, and I would rather do 
that in this connection. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. I gave you what Mr. Carlisle said in 1893. 
In 1896 Hon. Charles 8. Hamlin, Acting Secretary, to whose De- 
partment Chinese matters especially belonged, announced the 
following, shown in Regulations of 1896, at page 9. He says: 

The persons referred to in the acts of Congress to which these regulations 
applied, and whose immigration into the United States is prohibited, are 
limited to Chinese laborers. 

That was in 1896, and there was never, Mr. President, until 
after 1896, an attempt on the part of any Treasury official to give 
to this any othér interpretation, and 1896 was two years after the 
treaty of 1894 was negotiated and put into operation. 

Now, I yield to the Senator from New Hampshire to put into 
the Recorp what he desires to put in, while I look up the treaty 
of 1894, 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, my attention has been 
called to two cases in point. One is as follows: 

This certificate is issued to Tang Pao Sone. ie person hereinafter de- 


scribed, and whose photograph is hereto attac , a Chinese person “other 
than a laborer,”’ who is about to go from China to the United States, as evi- 


dence of the permission of the Chinese Government for — to go to the 


his 


United States and as a means of establishing her 


Name signed by pet. Tang Pao Tung. 


Full name, individual, Pao Tung; family, Tang; tribal, ——. 

Native place, the district of Siang Shan in the province of Canton. 

Title or official rank, ; 

Age, 16 years; height, 5 feet 2 inches. 

Physical marks and peculiarities, 

Former occupation or profession, a student. 

Present occupation or profession, a student. 

Where pursued, in Shanghai. 

When ‘ 

For how lon 

Resides at, Shanghai. 

Nature of business (merchant) 

Character of business (merchant) " 

Estimated annual value of business (merchant) 

Hong name - 

Street number 

City 

Province ——— 5 

Intends to go within the United States to study the English language at 
his own expense. : . 

Financial standing in place of residence, his father is a comprador of Dod- 
well & Co., Limited. . 

This above-described man (or woman) is entitled to come within the 
United States. 


Viséed, June 28, 1901. 


identity. 


JOHN GOODNOW, 
Consul-General, United States of a Shanghai. 
YUAN 


, 
Taotai of Shanghai. 


Nore.—This certificate must be filled out exactly and signed by the duly 
authorized Chinese official. It must be visé6ed by the United States consul 

ter proper proof is given him of the correctness of the statements herein. 

Tang Pa 
in July, 1901, applied to the collector of customs at that port for admis- 
sion into the United States asastudent. His application was denied on the 
ground that, as stated in his certificate, his coming to this country to study 
the English language did not make him astudent. Accordingly, he had to 
return to China. Ylhere is not the least doubt that Tang Pao-tung was a stu- 
dent within the meaning of treaty provisions. His father was a comprador, 
one of that wealthy class of Chinese who act as middlemen between foreign 
importing houses and Chinese merchants in China, and was amply able to 
provide him with necessary funds during his stay in this country. ; 

There was no question of fraud in this case. he applicant was denied ad- 
mission on a mere technicality. 


The other, Mr. President, is the case of Yee Ah Lum: 
CERTIFICATE FOR MERCHANT. 


To all to whom these presents may come: 

This is to certify that Yee Ah Lum,a Chinese person “other than a la- 
borer,” is about to go to the United States and is hereby yermitted and en- 
titled under the provisions of section 6 of the act of Congress of the United 
States of America, entitled “An act to execute certain treaty stipulations re- 
lating to Chinese, approved May 6, 1882, as amended July 5, 1884," and the 
treaty between the { i 


and 


nited States of America and China, dated November 
17, 1880, and the treaty between said Governments dated December 8, 1894, to 
go within the United States of America upon presentation of this certificate 
to the collector of customs of the port in the rict of the United States at 
which he shall arrive. y 

The individual, family, and tribal name in full of said permitted person is: 
Individual, Lum; family, Ah, and tribal, Yee. 


-tung, the holder of the above certificate, arrived at Malone, N. Y., | 


APRIL 14, 


The tollowing is the name of the said permitted person in his own proper 
signature: 

His title or official rank is . 

His age is 20 years. 

His height is 5 feet 44 inches. 

His es peculiarities are well-defined scar on left side of forehead. 

His former and present occupation is that of merchant, doing business 
under the name of Chuen Chin, navng a capital of $12,000, and this appli- 
cant’s interest therein is $4,000 in such business which he pursued in Canton 
for the period of three years. 

His p of residence has been in San Ning. 

it. 


; Kwang Tung, China. 
This certificate is issued in accordance wi 


the provisions of the treaties 

and laws aforesaid, and it is evidence of permission having been nted to 

the said Yee Ah Lum to depart from China for the purpose of visiting the 
United States. 

Issued by the Imperial Government of China at the office of the superin- 

tendent of the imperial customs at Canton. In witness whereof I have here. 

— set my hand and affixed the seal of my office on the 30th day of May, 


CHWONG SHAN, 
Superintendent of Imperial Customs, Canton, China. 


I, Hubbard T. Smith, vice-consul of the United States at Canton, do hereby 
certify that I have examined into the truth of the statements set forth in 
the foregoing certificate, and find upon examination that the 
same are true; that the seal and signature to the foregoing 
[Photograph] certificate are the genuine seal and signature of the duly 
qualified and acting superintendent of the imperial customs 
at Canton. In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand 

and affixed the seal of this consulate at Canton on the lst ae June, 1899. 

HUBBARD T. SMITH, 
United States Vice-Consul in Charge. 
Fee, $1 gold. 
[Indorsement. ] . 

Certificate 8; serial 576; name, Yee Ah Lum; class, merchant; place, August 
15, 1899, No. 685, Chinese; Ex. 8. 8. Gaelic, July 30, 1899; registration, — . 
pee ——-; landed, ; denied September 11, 1899; J. P. Jackson, 
collector. 

It is to be observed that no mention is made in the English portion of this 
certificate of the nature and character of the applicant's business, but in the 
Chinese portion it is expressly stated that he is a dealer in pearls and jade 
ornaments. 

Yee Ah Lum, the holder of the above certificate, was one of some 30 
Chinese merchants of Canton who came to the United States in August, 
1899, for the purpose of buying American goods. Their applications for ad- 
mission into this country were rejected the collector of customs at San 
Francisco on the ground that their certificates were defective. The alleged 
defect was simply the omission of the particulars respecting the nature and 
character of their business in the English portion of the certificates, though 
such particulars were plainly stated in the Chinese » peewee. Thereupon Yee 
Ah Lum and the other Chinese merchants appealed to the Secretary of the 
Treasury, but the Secretary sustained the decision of the collector. 

It was urged on behalf of Yee Ah Lum and other merchants that as there 
was no doubt that they were bona fide merchants they should be allowed to 
land on a good substantial bond, and that their certificates be sent back to 
China to get the American consul to supply the omission, but this reasonable 
request was not acceded to. 

hey were accordingly deported. It was afterwards learned that they 
went to Europe to make their purchases. 

The above-mentioned cases are only typical cases of bona fide Chinese mer- 
chants and students who have been denied admission into the United States. 
Special attention is called to the fact that in the two cases above mentioned 
the proper consular officers of the United States certified to the truth of the 
statements contained in the certificates, and yet the applicants were not per- 
mitted to land on account of some frivolous objection or other. This is cer- 
tainly contrary to the intent of treaty stipulations. 


Mr. President, I simply put these two typical cases in the Recorp 
to show that the contention of the Senator from Ohio is true, that 
this is not only the exclusion of laborers but practically the ex- 
clusion of all exempted classes. 

Mr. FORAKER. Now, Mr. President, the next treaty was that 
of 1894. By the treaty of 1880 it was provided that the United 
States might, whenever in its opinion it was necessary for the pur- 
poses named, regulate, limit, or suspend. In 1894 another modifi- 
cation was negotiated by the treaty of that year agreed upon, and 
I call attention to it now before I call attention to the legislation 
that followed the treaty of 1880. 

By Article I of the treaty of 1894 it was provided as follows: 

The high contracting parties agree that for a period of ten years, begin- 

| ning with the date of the exchange of the ratification of this convention, the 
| coming, except under the conditions hereinafter specified, of Chinese labor- 
ers to the United States shall be absolutely prohibited. 

Article IT goes into details as to how that provision shall be en- 
forced with respect to laborers of a certain class, I will not stop 
| to read it, because there is no contention about that. 

Article III, however, is important, and it is as follows: 

The provisions of this convention shall not affect the right at present en- 


" 


joyed of Chinese subjects, being officials, teachers, students, merchants, 01 
travelers for curiosity or pleasure, but not laborers, of coming to the United 
States and residing therein. 

I call attention to that. In a moment when I come to speak of 
this bill, I will point out that by the provisions of this proposed 
legislation a student can not come into the United States untu, 
meeting all the other absurd and impossible conditions imposed, 

| he agrees and stipulates also that immediately after the comple- 
| tion of his study he will depart from the United States. The 
_ treaty provision is that he may come, and having come he may 
reside in the United States, yet we are told that this proposed 
| legislation is not inconsistent with the treaty. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator 4 

| question? 
| . Mr. FORAKER. Allow me first to read all this article. 
Mr. PATTERSON. It is in this direct connection. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio declines 
to yield. 

Mr. FORAKER. I should like to read all, and then I will 
yield with pleasure. I want it all to go into the Recorp together. 

The balance of Article ITI is as follows: 


To entitle such Chinese subjects as are above described to admission into 
the United States, they may produce a certificate from their Government or 
the Government where they last resided viséed by the diplomatic or consular 
Leeneere of the United States in the country or port whence they 

eT ‘ 

In other words, Mr. President, only laborers are prohibited, and 
all other classes have a right to come and here reside. I call at- 
tention in this connection tothe fact that they are not required by 
this treaty to come here to follow here their avocations in China. 
A merchant in China has aright to come here because he is a 
merchant. His right to come is not to be restricted to a case 
where he wants to become a merchant in the United States. 

A man who is a student within the accepted meaning of that 
term has a right to come here, not because there is some particu- 
lar study he wants to pursue in the United States, but because he 
is a student. And so it is with every other class named. The 
publicist is not, if he is within the exempted class, to be allowed 
to come here because he wants here to practice statesmanship, 
but because of his character. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator from Ohio allow me? 

Mr. FORAKER. .Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. This bill professes and purports to permit 
that very thing to be done. Now,I want toask the Senator from 
Ohio what test he would apply for the purpose of determining 
whether a man is a teacher or a merchant or a student? 

Mr. FORAKER. Iamcoming to that in amoment. I said in 
starting out that the fault I have to find with the bill in this re- 
spect is that the definitions given are unreasonable. They are of 
such a character, coupled with the requirements imposed upon 
them, as to make it impracticable for any of these classes to 
come. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Now, what would be reasonable? 

Mr. FORAKER. I was coming to that in a minute, but I will 
take it up now. I say it is reasonable, and it was enough that 
the contracting parties should say a man isastudent. Does not 
the Senator know what a ‘‘student”’ is? Does not everybody 
know what is meant by a ‘“‘ traveler?’’ Does not everybody know 
what is meant by a ‘‘merchant?’’ This whole thing is simply an 
effort, Mr. President, never resorted to until after 1896, to refine 
and legislate away rights guaranteed by a treaty. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator says that I know and every- 
body knows what is a ‘‘ student.”’ 

Mr. FORAKER. I said the Senator knew. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Suppose a man comes from China and says 
to the collector of customs at Portland, Oreg., or at San Fran- 
rey Cal.. ‘‘I am a student.’’ Must the collector take his word 

or it? 

Mr. FORAKER. No, Mr. President; certainly not. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Then what is the test? 

Mr. FORAKER. Only a student can come in under the term 
“‘student;’’ and the treaty — what credentials he shall fur- 
nish. Heshall come armed with a certificate granted by his own 
Government and viséed by the consular representative of the 
United States at the port whence he sails. Thatis theonly require- 
ment that the treaty imposes, and that is reasonable and all that 
should be required. 

Mr. President, when this wendy was framed, in the first place, 
nobody dreamed that there would be any difficulty to determine 
what was meant by the term “‘laborer,’’ and therefore it was 
thought enough to say that no laborer should come; that every- 
body else could come; and then these words crept in for illustra- 
tion: Teachers, students, merchants, travelers, etc. That is what 
the Chinese treaty says, and what our treaty, I have no doubt, 
ought to say. That is what it is in effect. 

Therefore, as I have just said, all classes except laborers have 
a right to come to this country. The only requirement that the 
Commissioners of the United States, negotiating this treaty, 
thought it necessary to im was the requirement that those 
who would come should come with the certificate of their own 
government that they belonged to one of these exempted classes, 
and that that certificate should be viséed by our consular and 
diplomatic representative. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I would ask the Senator from Ohio, in ref- 
erence to his construction of the treaty of 1894 in this respect, as 
to whether it is amendatory of any preexisting or then existin 
treaty, or whether it is a separate and independent treaty, whic 
takes the place of provisions of previous treaties relating to the 





admission of Chinese or the exclusion of Chinese from coming 
into the United States? 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I have already answered the 
question of the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I have-not heard the Senator do so. 

Mr. FORAKER. Then the Senator could not have been in the 
Chamber all the time I have been speaking 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yes, sir; I have been here. 

Mr. FORAKER. And I have certainly been speaking in audi- 
ble tones. 

By the treaty of 1868 all were given the right tocomein. By 
additional articles, as they were called, of 1880, there was a modi- 
fication of the right, giving us the right to ‘*‘ regulate, limit, or 
suspend.’’ 

But, then, by the treaty of 1880 there is a further modification 
of the provisions with respect to immigration. All these treaties 
are in this way ingrafted upon the treaty of 1868, which is still in 
full force and effect, except only as subsequent provisions are in- 
consistent with it. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Ishould not desire tointerrupt the Senator, 
except that this is a matter of some importance for us to know. 

Mr. FORAKER. I will take pleasure in answering any ques- 
tion the Senator may put to me, if I can. 

Mr. PATTERSON. It is important for us to know whether 
the treaty of 1894, so far as it relates to the exclusion of Chinese 
and the incoming of the excepted classes, is a separate and inde- 
pendent treaty, setting aside all previous treaties on that subject, 
or whether it is simply amendatory of preexisting treaties, 

Mr. FORAKER. HavelInotanswered that precisely? Istarted 
out by answering it. 

In the treaty of 1880, which was a modification, by which addi- 
tional articles were agreed upon, and which treaty is sometimes 
referred to as the supplemental treaty of 1880, it was provided that 
we might limit, regulate, or suspend; and we promptly proceeded 
to suspend. Then in 1894, not satisfied with the treaty of 1880, 
which gave us that right of suspension, we agreed that as to im- 
migration we should have the right to absolutely prohibit. Of 
necessity that was a substitute in that particular for the treaty of 
1880, and all the other provisions on that subject are similar. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. PATTERSON. We can readily gather from the treaty of 
1868 that it is amendatory of the treaty of 1858; we can readily 
gather from the treaty of 1880 that it is amendatory of the treaty 
of 1868; but I ask the Senator to point out where in the treaty of 
1894 there is a suggestion that it is anything but a separate and 
independent treaty, amendatory of nothing, supplemental to 
nothing, but a treaty permanently, or at least for a period of ten 
years, of exclusion of the Chinese; and in that individual case, 
why are not all the preexisting provisions in the treaties upon 
that subject set aside permanently? Can the Senator claim that 
when the treaty of 1894 ceases to exist any preexisting treaty will 
have effect so far as it relates to the subject of the treaty of 1894? 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, the Senator seems to proceed 
upon the theory that if a treaty be supplemental or additional it 
must say so on its face. That is not necessary. If the treaty in 
its nature is a further modification of something that has already 
been treated about, it is supplemental. 

It is true the treaty of 1894 does not say anything about what it 
is supplemental to, but in view of the fact that in 1880 we agreed 
that we might limit, regulate, or suspend, and then in 1894, treat- 
ing on the same subject, that we might have a right for ten years 
thereafter to absolutely prohibit, it is my conclusion, and I have 
no difficulty in reaching it, that the treaty of 1894 takes the place 
on this subject of immigration of the treaty of 1880, and it stands 
there as the law, the supreme law, of the land, that even a Treas- 
ee official has no right to violate. 

t stands there, Mr. President, until it expires by limitation. 
When does it expire? At the end of ten years if either party 
may see fit to denounce it; otherwise it will go on for twenty 
years; and at the end of twenty years it ceases to be the supreme 
law of the land, and the treaty of 1880, without doubt, and pos- 
sibly the treaty of 1868, will then recur. 

r. PATTERSON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes; but I hope the Senator will not ask that 
same question again. Caer. ; 

Mr. PATTERSON. I should fully justified in asking it 
again, but I do not propose to do so. 

Mr. FORAKER. I submit, Mr. President, that the Senator 
would not be justified in asking it again, for I have answered 
that question, not only three times in direct response to a specific 
question, but I answered it in the beginning of my remarks 
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before the Senator asked it. I know, however, the Senator is in 
good faith about it, and Iam glad to have him ask any question he 
thinks proper. I only desire to make progress with my remarks. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I recall to the Senator from Ohio that on 
Saturday last he declared interruptions to be the very heart of 
debate and that he was always ready to yield to them. 

Mr. FORAKER. ButI added a qualification, Mr. President, 
if the Senator willallow me. I said when the interruptions were 
intended to expedite the elucidation of a proposition. 

Mr. PATTERSON. That is exactly es I am now engaged 
in doing to the best of my ability. 

Mr. FORAKER. Well, have I not elucidated one of them? 

Mr. PATTERSON. If I am obtuse, it is my fault. 

Mr. FORAKER. Oh, no; the Senator is not obtuse. The 
trouble with the Senator is that he is very astute. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, I rise to a question of order. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama will | 


state his point of order. 


Mr. PETTUS. My point of order is that this conversation on | 


the floor is expressly against the rules of the Senate. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair sustains the point of 
order. 


Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio | 


yield? 
Mr. FORAKER. I yield. 
Mr. PATTERSON. Will the Senator from Ohio state to the 


Senate whether he distinguishes between the force and effect of a | 


later statute upon a previous statute with which the later statute 
is in conflict, and the force and effect of a later treaty upon a 


previous treaty with which the later treaty is in conflict and in | 


which later treaty there is no suggestion that it is either supple- 
mentary to or amendatory of a preexisting treaty? 
Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, answering the Senator from 


Colorado, there is no distinction between the effect of a subsequent | 


treaty not in harmony with a previous treaty and that of a sub- 
sequent statute inconsistent with a previous statute. The latest 
expression of the legislative will always.governs, and in the case 
of a treaty the latest treaty always governs. 

It is true the treaty of 1894 does not say thatit is supplemental, 
but when a previous treaty said we might suspend or limit or 
regulate this immigration, and after a few years, I will say, of 
experiment, we said ‘‘ we have concluded that we want to abso- 
lutely prohibit,’ and we agreed to prohibit, I say the last is a 
substitute for the former, but the time of its life is prescribed in 
it, and the life of it is ten years, except only on the condition 
named, when it will be twenty years. 

That being true, let us inquire what difference it makes. 
is the treaty of 1894. It does not make any difference whether it 
is supplemental or additional, or whether it is absolutely inde- 
pendent. In a certain sense every treaty is independent of every 
other treaty. 

Mr. President, let us see what point thereis. Ican not see, with 
all respect to my friend from Colorado [Mr. Patrerson], how 
there is any serious point involved in what he has been trying to 
impress upon me, for the fact remains, looking alone to the treaty 
of 1894 as containing all the law, although it does not, for I have 
already pointed out that there is a part of the treaty of 1858 appli- 


cable, a part of the treaty of 1880 applicable, and now a part of | 
this treaty applicable, but, looking to this as all the law—I was | 


about to say all the treaty—applicable to the subject, what differ- 
it make whether this is absolutely independent of all 
other treaties or only supplemental? 

It is a substitute for the time being for something we had be- 
fore agreed upon. The question is, What does this provide? It 
provides as follows—I have already read it—that the United 
States may under this treaty ‘‘ absolutely prohibit laborers ’’—not 
a suggestion that anybody else is to be prohibited—*‘ may prohibit 
laborers.”’ Nobody complains of that. We are all agreed that, 
according to this treaty, Chinese laborers may be prohibited from 
coming to this country by a statute. Then in article 3 the treaty 
provides: 

The provisions of this convention shall not affect the right at present en- 
joyed of Chinese subjects, being officials, teachers, students, merchants, or 


ence doc Ss 


travelers for curiosity or pleasure, but not laborers, of coming to the United 


States and residing therein. 

That is the point I want to make particularly emphatic. 

To entitle such Chinese subjects as aré above described to admission into 
the United States, they may 

Do what? 
that subject. They determined upon what kind of terms and 
conditions people who were not laborers might come into the 
United States, and they wrote it in this treaty, which is the su- 
preme law of the land, unless the Secretary of the Treasury or the 
Superintendent of the Bureau of Immigration has the power to 
undo it and override it. 


Here | 


The commissioners who represented us dealt with | 
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To entitle such Chinese subjects as are above described to admission into 
the United States, they may produce a certificate from their Government or 
| the Government where they fast resided, viséed by the diplomatic or consular 
| = gamut of the United States in the country or port whence they 
That being our treaty stipulation, I say that whenever a man 
who belongs to any class not a laborer comes to one of our ports 
with a certificate from, his government, viséed by our consular 
representative in China, he has a right to admission without any 
more ado about it, and no Congress—unless we want to violate 
and disregard our treaty obligations which, of course, we have 
the power to do—not even the Congress, unless we want to do 
| that, certainly no Treasury official, has a right, in the name of 
making regulations, to disregard and override it. 

Why, Mr. President, the whole country is familiar with the 
| attitude of the United States with respect to our treaty obliga- 
| tions. It is only a few years ago now—I do not remember just 
how long—since we had a case that every Senator must well re- 
| member. <A question arose between this Government and the 
Government of Great Britain in regard to the extradition 
| of the forger Winslow. We had a treaty—the treaty of 1842— 
with Great Britain, under which forgery was made an extradit- 
able offense. Winslow committed forgery in this country, fled 
to Great Britain, and took refuge there. We sent a requisition 
for him. 

The British Government declined to extradite him upon our re- 
| quest unless we would give assurance that we did not mean to 
prosecute him for any other offense than that charged against 
him in the requisition, which was forgery. What did this Gov- 
| ernment say? This Goverment said: ‘‘ It is not so written in the 
treaty, and we will not give you any such assurance; you have no 
right to ask anything beyond the provisions of the treaty. For- 
| gery is an extraditable offense; this man is charged with it; we 
have a right under the treaty to take him, and we deny the right 
of Great Britain to add one iota to this convention.”’ 

Then Great Britain turned Mr. Winslow loose, and then Presi- 
dent Grant, I believe it was, who was President at that time, 
sent a message to the Senate of the United States reciting the 
case and asking the Senate or Congress—the Senate, I believe it 
was, though I have not been able to look at this matter recently, 
| but I remember it well—to at once suspend all our extradition 
| treaties and proceedings with Great Britain and not to honor 
any oo coming to this country from Great Britain until 
Great Britain agreed to abide by her treaty with us. Great 
Britain for a time held out, but finally yielded, and rearrested 
Mr. Winslow, who was then sent here without any conditions 
| being attached. 

That, Mr. President, is the way we deal when we come to deal 
with such powers as Great Britain; that is the way we ought to 
deal with China, and that is the way she ought to deal with us, 
| and the war China would deal with us if she could. 

Senators have been saying upon the floor in the progress of this 
| debate that China has been acquiescing in our action respecting 
| her subjects. China has not acquiesced in any of it from the very 
| moment when we first undertook to legislate, attaching definitions 

to these terms of ‘“‘ merchant,’’ “‘ student,”’ etc., and undertook to 
| adopt regulations restricting their rights as guaranteed by these 
| treaties; but China, on the contrary, at once commenced to protest, 
| and thehistory of our foreign relations is full of protests, one after 
another, under every Administration we have had since this trouble 
commenced, made by their ministers against such legislation— 
_ protests made by direction of their Government, pointing out 
| what the treaty stipulations were as to any teacher, any student, 
| any merchant, any traveler who may come into this country, and 
denying the right of any official of the United States to add to 
that requirement. Is not the Chinese Government right about it? 

Why, sir, there is not a precedent in the history of our diplo- 
macy to the contrary, not one, nor could there be; and, Mr. Presi- 
| dent, with no other Government with which we have treaty 
relations, excepting only China, would we think of such a thing 
as giving to an official in charge of the Bureau of Immigration 
power to adopt any kind of regulation, no matter how violative 
| of our treaty obligations, that might occur to him as appropriate, 
| which would make it more and more difficult, until it became 
| impossible, for any Chinaman to get into this country. 
| Mr. HOAR. With the permission of the Senator from Ohio, I 

will remind him of another illustration, the Fortune Bay inc!- 
| dent, where the local authorities undertook to enforce sundry 
| regulations against our fishermen. 

Mr. FORAKER. Just thesame. But the Senator will pardon 
me for not dwelling longer upon that. I have already occupied 
| so much more time than I intended that I want to hurry to 4 
| close. Besides, one illustration is sufficient. ; 

The point I am making, Mr. President, is that according to 
these treaties—and I am now dealing with the last one, that of 
1894—you can not find a word which excludes anybody, except 
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only a laborer, unless upon the principle expressio unius est ex- 
clusio alterius; and that principle does not apply, because the 
text makes it manifest, and surely the context does if the text 
does not, that the enumerated classes are used only for purposes 
of illustration. It was never dreamed of or thought of by any- 


body that when we were providing that teachers and students | 


might come into this country we were excluding all other edu- 
cated and professional people. They are desirable in this country. 

I asked some one the other day during the progress of this de- 
bate whether or not a single instance has ever occurred in which 
any harm has come to the American people or to any class of the 
American people on account of any of the educated classes of 
China not being debarred from coming into this country. Nobody 
has pointed out any such case. We are all agreed that the laborers 
should be kept out. We have agreed to that by our treaty stipu- 
lations, but also that everybody else should come in. I am not 
going to support any legislation that takes away that right, in the 
first place, Seaenene it is a violation of our treaty obligations; and, 
in the second place, because it inaugurates an unwise policy. 

Now, let me to the legislation on this subject. I have 

undertaken to show what was the nature and the effect of the 
treaty of 1880, and I have undertaken to show, by quoting from 
the Supreme Court decisions and from Mr. Carlisle and Mr. Ham- 
lin, what the courts and what the Treasury officials down to 1896 
construed these treaties to mean, and that they were construed 
by these officers and courts to mean just what I have been con- 
a. 
Mr. ident, following the treaty of 1880 came first the act of 
May 6, 1882, and I call the attention of the Senators having this 
bill in charge to the fact that when they come to section 6—I do 
not care for the other provisions of the law having reference only 
to laborers—that when they come to section 6, where they deal 
with persons other than laborers, they provide simply that for 
the purposes of identification a person not a laborer shall be al- 
lowed to enter when he comes with his certificate viséed properly 
just as the treaty provided. So the Congress of the United States, 
in the act of 1882, enacted immediately after the adoption of the 
treaty of 1880, so interpreted the treaty. 

There is much more in that statute which, under other circum- 
stances, I might call attention to in answer to some of the sug- 
gestions in this debate, but I hurry through it, coming next to 
the act of 1884, which was the next legislation on the subject. 
This was an act amending the act of 1882. The amendments are 
not very material, except only as making new conditions and pro- 
visions more drastic, but there is not enough difference to justify 
my stopping to speak of them in detail. 

What I want to call attention to is that by this act of 1884, for 
the first time, was a definition of any of its terms attempted. 
Never by any Treasury official, never by any law officer of the 
Government, never by Congress, never by anybody had it been 
pretended that such a word as ‘‘ merchant,’’ ‘‘ student,’’ ‘‘ teacher,”’ 
or ‘‘ traveler’’ needed a statutory definition—never untilthen. In 
this act it is provided: 

If the pose so applying for a certificate shall be a merchant, said certifi- 
cate shall, in addition to above requirements, state the nature, character, and 
estimated value of the business carried on by him prior to and at the time of 
his application as aforesaid: Provided, That nothing in this act nor in said 
treaty shall be construed as embracing within the meaning of the word 
“merchant” hucksters, diers, or those engaged in taking, drying, or 
otherwise preserving shell or other fish for home consumption or exportation. 

That is the first definition ever attempted, and then the trouble 
commenced. Immediately upon the enactment of that provi- 
sion, the Chinese Government commenced to expostulate, to pro- 
test, to say our treaty provides thus and so, and by legislative 
enactment you are adding to the requirements. In the treaty it 
was stated that every merchant could come freely of his own will 
and accord into the United States, and that the only credential 
that he needed to produce to enable him to come was a certificate 
from the Chinese Government ee him asa merchant, 
and that certificate viséed by our consular representative. 

Mr. MITCHELL. May I ask the Senator a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Beveringe in the chair), 
Does the Senator from Ohio _ to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That act, of course, was passed several years 
prior to the treaty of 1894. 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly it was. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Now, is it not a fact that, by reason of every 
rule of construction and common sense as well, China, when she 
entered intoa solemn treaty while that statute was on the statute 
book, assented to that very construction? 

Mr. FORAKER. No, Mr. President; I will show you—and 
that is what I am reading this for—what China accepted and what 
China did not accept. China entered her protest against this. 
The archives of this Government are full of communications on 
this subject, one.after another-— 








Mr. MITCHELL. 
ing it? 

Mr. FORAKER. Protesting against these definitions and 
against these drastic measures intended to make it impossible for 
those people to come into this country as we had stipulated. That 
was the first, and that is the only reason I have referred to it. 

Following that the act of 1888 was passed: then the act of 
October 1, 1888, was passed; then the act of May 5, 1892, was 
passed; then the act of November 3, 1893, was passed; and then 
came the treaty of 1894, and what did it provide on this subject? 


Is there anything in any treaty regard- 


| The Senator from Oregon asked me to state whether or not this 


legislation, having been passed prior to the treaty of 1894, China 
was not bound by the agreement of that convention to accept 
this statutory definition. No, I answer him; and the treaty on 
its face so shows. 
Mr. MITCHELL. The statement I made was not that China, 
as a matter of fact, was bound to do it 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio 





| yield to the Senator from Oregon? 


Mr. FORAKER. Let me answer the question, and then I will 
yield to the Senator. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I did not state that China was bound to do 
it. China was not bound to do anything except that which she 
agreed to do voluntarily. What I mean to say is that China 
entered into a solemn treaty on the 8th of December, 1894, when 
this statute, which the Senator from Ohio has read, was on the 
statute books, defining what the word ‘‘ merchant’’ meant; and, 
without any insertion in that treaty to the contrary, she made the 
treaty. I say she, by doing that, accepted the definition placed 
there by every rule of construction and common sense. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, by every rule of construction, 
in view of what is said in this treaty, she did not do any such 
thing. That is what I want to point out. In the act of 1884 not 
only was this definition found, but also the requirement under 
section 6 for registration. China objected to the registration, to 
this definition, and to all these other conditions and requirements 
that exceeded the provisions of the treaty. She claimed that they 
were unwarranted. 

Now, that provision for registration was upon the statute 
books, and what was done with respect to it in this treaty of 1894, 
which was intended to be a meeting and an agreement between 
the sovereign powers, by their duly accredited commissioners rep- 
resented, that would put at rest all these points of difference? 
That was what was intended to be done, and that is what the rec- 
ord of that conventign shows they undertook to do, and what 
everybody supposed they were doing. What wasdone? All these 
acts were under review. The Chinese Government would not 
agree to any provision of them—and the record shows it—except 
only the agreement in regard to registration. Now, let me quote 
what it is: 

The Government of the United States, having by an act of the Congress, 
approved May 5, 1892, as amended by an act approved November 3, 1893, re- 
quired all Chinese laborers lawfully within the limits of the United States 
before the passage of the first-named act to be registered as in said acts pro- 
vided, with a view of affording them better prot« «tion, the Chinese Govern- 
ment will not object to the enforcement of such acts; and reciprocally the 
Government of the United States recognizes the right of the Government of 
China to enact and enforce similar laws or regulations for the registration, 
free of charge, of all laborers, skilled or unskilled (not merchants as defined 


by said acts of Congress), citizens of the United States in China, whether re- 
siding within or without the treaty ports. 


Mr. President, the record of the convention at which that treaty 
was negotiated and was agreed upon shows that all these points 
of objection were under consideration, and that China agreed 
to waive her objection to registration, for the reason in that 
treaty mentioned, but did not waive her objection to anything 
else; and every official of this Government, until after 1596, so 
construed that treaty. In other words, at that time, working out 
all that had preceded in the way of treaties and statutes on this 
subject, they agreed as towhat? That Chinese laborers should be 
absolutely prohibited from coming to this country and all other 
classes should be allowed to come in whenever they presented a 
certificate signed by their Government and viséed by our consular 
representative. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a question, 
while he is on that point, if he will allow me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. Do I understand the Senator to say that the 
clause in the law of 1884 which the Senator has read was the first 


| attempt at definition? 


Mr. FORAKER. Yes. 

Mr. LODGE. Do I understand him to say that that was in 
violation of the then existing treaties? 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes, sir; I do. 
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Mr. LODGE. ILIagree with him. I think it was. 
Mr. FORAKER. Absolutely in violation 
Mr. LODGE. In violation of the then existing treaties? 

Mr. FORAKER,. Yes. 

Mr. LODGE. Does he think it is in violation of the treaty of 
1894? 

Mr. FORAKER,. Unquestionably it is, because the provision 
of the treaty of 1894 is precisely the same in that respect as that 
of 1880. 

Mr. LODGE. Precisely. Then the existing law upon the stat- 
ute book is in violation of the treaty of 1894? 

Mr. FORAKER. It is. 

Mr. LODGE. Then we ought to repeal it. 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly we ought to repeal it, and that is 
what I am coming to, and that is what I am contending for. 

Mr. LODGE. But the substitute of the Senator from Con- 
necticut extends it in whole. 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes; that is true. 

Mr. LODGE. It extends it; it does not repeal it. 

Mr. FORAKER. Undoubtedly. I think it is in violation of 
the treaties, just as this proposed statute is in violation of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair suggests to Senators 
that when they desire to interrupt they must address the Chair, 
according to the rules of the Senate. 

Mr. FORAKER. But here is a choice between two evils. I 
am coming now to speak of the very matter the Senator has in 
mind. The continuance of the existing law is far less objection- 
able than to enact into law a statute that embodies in the way of 
codification and compilation all these unwarranted and obnoxious 

rulings of the Treasury Department. 

So long as itis only the Treasury Department proceeding under 
general authority of statute and enacting this, that, and the other 
provision, prohibitory, for that is all it is, we have no responsi- 
bility except only in the sense that we do not act to right a wrong, 
but when we deliberately take up those regulations and make 
them the law of the land we indorse and. approve and put into 
operation all that the Treasury, without any warrant or authority, 
has done. 

I have been undertaking to show, and if I have talked to any 
purpose I have shown, that we have the right under our treaty 
stipulations with China to prohibit laborers and nobody else. 
Every other class has the right to come in, and every other class 
has the right to come in in accordance with the terms and pro- 
visions and conditions of the treaty of 1894. That treaty provides 
that any man who belongs to any one of the classes entitled to 
come in shall be given admission to this-country whenever he 
produces the certificate of his own Government, viséed by our 
representative. That being true and the term “laborers,’’ as used 
in the treaty, having application to nobody else except only labor- 
ers, I take exception to certain provisions of this bill, which at 
last, after so many interruptions, I am happy to realize I have 
reached. 

The first section prohibits laborers. That we will pass by. It 
is all right. For the present I pass by that section which relates 
to the Philippines and other insular possessions. I come, there- 
fore, to section 3. Now, this is the first time we have had a defi- 
nition of the term ‘‘ laborer,’’ except only heretofore it has been 
said the term “ laborer’’ should apply to skilled as well as un- 
skilled laborer. Now, we have this provision in the pending bill: 

That the term “laborer” used in this act shall be construed to mean both 
lied and unskilled manual laborers, Chinese persons employed in mining, 
fishing, huckstering, peddling, or laundry work, and those engaged in tak- 
ing, drying, or otherwise preserving shellfish or other fish for home con- 
sumption or exportation. 

I suppose we have a right to make that kind of a definition. I 
am not going to quarrel with it here, although I think I might 
with propriety say a good deal in criticism of itas not being 
warranted by the convention. I pass it by for what is more im- 

portant. 
' Mr. PENROSE. That is almost a verbatim copy of the act of 
1893. Itis the existinglaw. There is nothing new in it. 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. I have already called attention 
to the fact that the act of 1893 was in violation of the treaty then 
in existence and one of the precipitating causes of the treaty of 
1894, and in the treaty of 1894 we did not adopt any of the objec- 
tionable features—I mean objectionable to China—except only 
the provision of our law in regard to registration. I say by the 
treaty of 1894 we effaced all that. Is thisa part of any law? 
Let me read: 

And every Chinese person shall be deemed a laborer, within the meaning 
of this act, who is not an official, a teacher, a student, a merchant, or a 
traveler for curiosity or pleasure, as hereinafter defined. 

Now, look at that. That is buttoning it up double-breasted. 
What is the first part of the definition if the last is to be incor- 
porated into this statute and made a law? If every person isa 





laborer who is not a merchant, teacher, student, or traveler for | 
curiosity or pleasure, that would seem to be sufficient, and we need ! 


not bother about huckstering and catching fish, live or dead, dry- 
ing them, or otherwise. 

Now, what is the purpose of all that? We have a convention 
under which we can prohibit laborers, and under which every- 
body else is entitled to come into this country. By this bill they 
are seeking to have the Congress of the United States say that 
not only laborers shall be kept out, but that everybody else shall 
be kept out who does not belong to some one of the five enumer- 

ated classes. Publicists shall be kept out, physicians shall be 
kept out, theologians shall be kept out, philosophers, statesmen, 
everybody, capitalists, bankers, brokers, civil engineers—every 
such man shall be debarred the right to come into this country, 
although by treaty stipulation he has that right. 

That isnotall. I said itis proposed to make it double-breasted, 
first defining what is a laborer, and then that all these other peo- 
ple shall be kept out, which is repeating the same definition. 
Now, next they have devoted a whole section to the subject—— 

Mr. PENROSE. I do not want to interrupt the Senator’s very 
interesting remarks, and I shall not hereafter 

Mr. FORAKER. I shall be very much obliged to the Senator 
if he will interrupt me at his pleasure. 

Mr. PENROSE. In order to set this matter right, once for all, 
I will state that the provisions of the bill with respect to the ex- 
empt classes depart hardly one word from the existing law and 
practice, and the matter in the bill which the Senator is criticis- 
ing as being an improper definition of the word ‘‘ laborer ”’ is in 
compliance with the decision of the district court in Ah Fawn, 
57 Federal Reporter, page 591, to be found on page 153 of the tes- 
timony. 

Mr. FORAKER. The 57 Federal Reporter is not very modern. 

Mr. PENROSE. I do not know—— 

Mr. FORAKER. And in view of the authorities I have cited 
it is not good law, for subsequent and long subsequent to any de- 
cision that can be found in 57 Federal Reporter, the Supreme 
Court of the United States told us who had a right to come and 
who did not have a right to come. 

Mr. PENROSE. In that case it was laid down distinctly as a 
principle that all who were not in the exempted classes were la- 
borers. 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes; but have I not called the attention of 
the Senate to decisions of the Supreme Court subsequent to that 
decision which holds that only laborers are excluded and that 

What is the use of citing 57 





everybody else has a right to come. 
Federal Reporter? It is like somebody said the other day in telling 
a story of a man who was gathering up last year’s calendars. He 
was asked, ‘‘ What are you going to do with them.’’ He said he 
was getting ready to sell them in Philadelphia. [Laughter. | 

Following after those definitions comes this section, to which I 
wish to call attention: 

Sec. 4. That from and after the passage of this act the privilege of Chinese 
persons other than laborers to enter or remain in the United States shal! be 
restricted to officials, teachers, students, merchants, and travelers for curi- 
osity or pleasure, as hereinafter defined. 

Here, then, we have three definitions, each of which I have read 
separately, following one after the other, defining the word ‘*la- 
borer ’’ in such a way as to make it apply to every class of people 
in China except only the teachers and students and merchants 
and travelers and the officials. Now, I have already contended, 
and I donot want to spend more time upon it, that the five classes 
are not the only classes, but that all who are not laborers are en- 
titled to come in. 

Now, evidently down to that point I am warranted in the state- 
ment I made a while ago that it was the purpose of this bill not 
only to keep out laborers, but everybody else. Stopping at this 
point, they would unquestionably keep out every laborer and 
every man of any other class who is not a student, teacher, mer- 
chant, or traveler, or an official, and that, I contend, I have shown 
is unwarranted. Let us look at the definition of these classes. 

Src. 6. The term “teacher”— 

Did anybody ever think it necessary to define by statutory en- 
actinent what our commissioners meant when they said teachers 
should be allowed to come in? Why was that language employed? 
I have shown—simply illustrative— 

Sec. 6. That the term “teacher,” used in this act, shall be construed to 
mean only one who, for not less than two years next preceding his applics- 

tion for entry into the United States, has been continuously engaged in giv- 

ing instruction in the higher branches of education— 

| Teaching Greek, and Latin, and astronomy, I suppose, and cal- 

| culus— 

| and who proves to the satisfaction of the appropriate Treasury officer— 
Who, of course, would know all about it; those who preside at 

| the ports of entry and lock up the Chinese in a loft for weeks and 

| months at a time until it suits their pleasure to release them, 45 

| the testimony shows— 


and who proves to the satisfaction of the appropriate Treasury officer that 
he is qualified to teach such higher branches and has completed arrange- 
ments to teach in a recognized institution of learning in the United States 
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pom intends to pursue no other occupation than teaching while in the United 
es. 

Now, let us analyze that. In the first place the treaty says that 
any man who is a teacher shall have free entry into this country 
whenever he comes with a certificate from his own Government, 
viséed by our consul or diplomatic representative in China. That 
is the only condition. China had a right to answer us, and did 
answer us, when we undertook to legislate these Treasury regu- 
lations upon that provision, just as we answered Great Britain 
when she asked us to give assurance, before she would surrender 
a fugitive to be extradited, that we would not try him for any 
other charge than that named in the requisition—China had a 
right to answer that it was not so written in the treaty. 

She had a right to say, ‘‘Our teachers are entitled to free en- 
trance’’—and they are. Mr. President, they are entitled, under 
the treaty of 1858, to come into this country for the purpose of 
establishing and maintaining institutions of learning. They are 
entitled to come here under the provisions of the treaty of 1868, 
to which I called attention, whereby Americans are authorized to 
employ scholars, or ‘‘any people,’ to use the language of the 
treaty, ‘“‘ from any part of China, to assist in literary labors.”’ 

They are entitled to come in under that provision, and now they 


are entitled to come into this country under the treaty of 1894 | 


whenever they present the proper certificates properly viséed. 
But when they present it our representative at San Francisco says: 
‘* Have you been teaching fortwo years next preceding your com- 
ing?’’ Suppose he had not been. Suppose he had been teaching 
all his life, had 
years had been retired from the active prosecution of his profes- 
sion and had taken a notion, using what money he had accu- 
mulated as a teacher, to travel abroad and see something of the 
world and come to the United States. 

He does not have to come to become here a teacher. If he be 
a teacher he has the right tocome. We did not say a teacher 
might come if he wanted to teach school here. We did not saya 
teacher might come if he could teach Latin and Greek and had 
ar arrangements to teach in some one of our institutions. 

e said, ‘‘if you are a teacher you can come in.”’ It was our 
tribute to education. It did not occur to anybody that the coming 
of a Chinese teacher into this country would hurt labor, or hurt 
our institutions, or hurt our body politic, or hurt anything else. 

Therefore we were content to say any teacher may come in. 
But, no, he must prove that he has been continuously engaged for 
two years not only in teaching, but listen to this: 


And who proves to the satisfaction of the appropriate Treasury officer that 
he —— to teach such higher branches and has completed arrange- 
men 


That he has done it in advance— 
to teach in a recognized institution of learning in the United States and in- 
tends to pursue no other occupation than teaching while in the United States. 

I say it is impracticable for such a provision as that to work in 
the way the treaty intended, and when this came up in a colloquy 
here a few days ago, we were told by some Senator in the course 
of the colloquy that no teachers have applied and none are going 
to apply. Of course they are not going to apply if that is the 
provision, for what teacher in China can perfect arrangements to 
teach the higher branches in one of the great institutions of this 
country until he has had a chance to come here and consult with 
the faculty and the employing power? 

The treaty does not impose any such restriction. The treaty is 
broad and unrestricted in its relation to that matter. Any man 
who is a teacher can come, and he does not have to teach at all 
while he is here, and he can stay here as long as he wants to. 

The treaty of 1894 says these classes shall have the privilege of 
coming at their free will and accord and of residing here in the 
United States, and we are proposing to take that right away from 
them. At least, in regard to students. Let me read that defini- 
tion: 

Sec. 7, That the term “student,” used in this act, shall be construed to 
mean only one who intends to pursue some of the higher branches of study— 

He can not pursue any but the higher branches of study 

Mr. PLATT. of Connecticut. He can not come to learn the 
English language. 

Mr. FORAKER. No— 


or to be fitted for some particular profession or occupation for which facilities 
for study are not afforded in the foreign country or the terri of the 
United States whence he comes, and for whose support while studying suffi- 
cient provision has been made, and who intends to depart from the territory 
of the United States immediately on the completion of his studies. 


. i me read in this connection the provision of the treaty of 


_ The provisions of this convention shall not affect the right at present en- 
joyed of Chinese subjects being officials, teachers, students, merchants, or 
travelers for curiosity or pleasure, but not laborers, of coming to the United 
States and residing therein. 

That is what the treaty says, and yet we are told that this bill is 
framed in exact consistency with the treaty stipulations. 
Mr. QUARLES. Mr. President—— 





no other business, but for two years or even five | 





ria eee ce ET LE: 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kean in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Ohio yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. FORAKER, re: 

Mr. QUARLES. I should like to inquire if the Senator’s atten- 
tion has been called to the new departure in Chinese policy just 
now announced? 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes. I have a memorandum of it,and I am 
going to speak of itin a moment. I am obliged to the Senator 
from Wisconsin for calling my attention to it, and if I undertake 
tosit down without doing so, I will be gratified if he will remind me. 

Mr. QUARLES. I will suggest to my distinguished friend 
whether every one of the Chinese youths educated in our high 
schools and colleges will not be an advance agent for American 
trade and civilization? 

Mr. FORAKER. I am coming to that as soon as I can get to 
it. Perhaps I might just as well speak of it here. 

In the Outlook, the one just issued, I find an article which I 
desire to read. This is the Outlook of April 12, the one that came 
last Saturday. I will read it in this connection. No teacher, no 
student, can come unless he is going to study the higher branches 
and unless he is going to depart the minute he gets through. I 
am obliged to the Senator from Wisconsin for calling my atten- 
tion to this. I cut it out and brought it here intending to use it 
in another connection, but I will put it in here now for fear I 
forget it. 

EDUCATION IN CHINA. 

No more significant sign of progress has appeared within the past six 
months than the edicts issued in Pekin providing for the establishing of 
schools throughout the Chinese Empire, and ordering viceroysand govern- 
ors of provinces to select and send students abroad. The first edict declares 
(1) that the Imperial University at Pekin ‘‘ must be put in thorough order;” 
(2) that all viceroys and governors shall convert the schools at their provin- 
cial capitals into a college, one for each capital; (3) that “each prefecture 
(including five to ten counties), subprefecture, and independent department 
shall establish an intermediate school,” and that ¢) “each department and 
district a lower grade school, with (5) numerous primary schools.” 

The curricula of these schools include the usual Chinese classics, to which 
are added history, the science of Chinese and foreign governments, and in- 
dustrial science. Thus,in the words of the edict, “a foundation will be laid 
to secure men equi for the duties of government.” These edicts also 
mean that there will be a call for a large number of foreign educators who 
can speak Chinese to open the colleges, intermediate, lower grade, and pri- 
mary schools, and also to train native teachers in the new learning in every 
province of the Empire. ; 

Through its organization of 8 viceroys, 16 governors, and 2,000 civil officials 
the Chinese Government rules its 400,000,000 people. Each mandarin, there- 
fore, controls on an average of 200,000 souls. The central Government seems 
finally to have the fact that the chief need for China at present is 
education, of which the first field to be considered is elementary education 
for the masses. The ntry which has hitherto characterized Chinese 
home learning is likely to give place to progressive scholarship, and a new 
era may begin in China. 


Then comes another article, immediately following, entitled 
** Chinese students abroad,’’ and to this I invite the careful atten- 
tion of every Senator who is asked to vote for this definition which 
I have just read, found in the pending bill: 

CHINESE STUDENTS ABROAD. 

ually necessary is education of the Chinese students abroad. The 
world must inform China. All civilised peoples have recognized this. Itis 
a satisfaction that the Chinese Government now recognizesit. Its edict calls 
upon the viceroys and governors to select young men “of mental gifts, 
upright character, literary talents, and general knowledge of affairs, who 

go abroad thoroughly to educate themselves, particularly in the special- 
ized branches of industrial science. 

Let them acquire a thorough mastery of some profession. * * * When 
their education shall have been completed * * * and they shall have re- 
turned to China, let the viceroys and governors and literary chancellors of 
the provinces concerned at once divide them into classes, according to the 
courses of study which they may have pursued, and examinethem. If their 
knowledge s) really correspond with the statements made in their diplo- 
mas, the authorities mentioned shall issue a document certifying the same 
and send it with the student to the board of foreign affairs, which, after fur- 
ther examination, shall select the most worthy and memorialize us, request- 
ing honors to be conferred on them. 

As to the expenses attendant upon such travel and study, let each province 
arrange some satisfactory method of paying the same and it will be permit- 
ted to enter the item under the head of “Government expenditure.” If th: 
Chinese who go abroad to study at their own expense and report to the Chi- 
nese minister in the country visited obtain “first-class diplomas,” the) 
be permitted on their return to China to enter the examinations on th ne 
terms as the students who have been sent abroad by the Government. Thus 
a quarter of the human race is taking a new departure : 

After the ominous darkness which has hung for centuries over the Chine 
Empire, this isa ray of light. As we learn from “China's Only Hope.” by 
Chang Chi Tung (perhaps the most enlightened of Chinese viceroys), there 
is pathetic necessity for the second edict. The majority of the mandarins in 
power are still unaware of the very nature of the problems which must be 
solved in China, not to mention their ignorance of the methods necessary _to 
their solution. The only hope of progress is in laying all civilizations under 
tribute educationally, and this the perial Government has now wisely 
done. 


So it is that it is matter for us seriously to take into consider- 
ation that we areasked toenact this legislation by which we bar out 
all students, for it has no other effect, and could not have any other 
effect, in a practical way, and never was intended to have any 
other effect. and just at the time when we are asked to enact such 
legislation China is making provision to send students abroad. 

ere? To the United States? No; not here, where we are 
seeking to exclude them and subject them to all kinds of humili- 
ating and annoying conditions of entrance, but they will send 
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them to Germany, to Russia, to France, to England, and to the 
other countries of the world, and there they will learn their ways, 
they will become affiliated with them, and when they go back to 
China it will be to report the excellence of those institutions, to 
introduce their merchandise, and to give to those people advan- 
tages in trade and commerce. 

I do not think a more unwise, impolitic, and, considering our 
treaty obligations, a more violative provision has been submitted 


to the Senate of the United States since I have been a member of | 


it than is this bill. I will not vote for any such measure, and if 
the Secretary of the Treasury undertakes to make any such regu- 


lation he does it without any warrant or authority of law, and he | 


ought to be removed from his office for it. 

That it is in violation of the treaty no mancan question. Every 
Senator here so admits. Why, then, do we seek to enact it? Are 
we to suffer any injury from having Chinese students come here? 
From having teachers come here? 
here? What becomes of the provision in the treaty of 1858, and 
still in force, that the Chinese may establish and maintain educa- 
tional institutions in this country, if no teacher can come except 


only to teach the higher branches in some institution of learning | 


already established and recognized as such in this country? 

Now, I have said as to teachers and as to students probably all 
that it is necessary I should say. I only want to indicate why, in 
my opinion, the provisions with respect to them both, the defini- 
tions and the requirements they are subjected to, as to certifi- 
cates and proof of their condition, are all violative of the treaty. 
The treaty itself prescribes the terms on which they shall come 
and what credentials shall be sufficient. 

Now, we come to the term “ merchant.”’ 
dwell upon that. The bill says: 


Sxc. 8. That the term,“ merchant,” used in this act, shall be construed to 
mean only one who is erfgaged in buying and selling merchandise, at a fixed 
place of business, and who, during the time he claims to be a merchant, does 
not engage in the performance of any manual labor, except such as is neces- 
sary in the conduct of his business as such merchant. 

And where an application is made by a Chinese person for entry into the 
United States as one formerly or at the time engaged in China as a merchant, 
or in some other foreign country as a merchant, or where such application 
calls for entry into one portion of the United States from another portion 
thereof, then, as a prerequisite to entry, the applicant must have been en- 
gaged as a merchant for at least one year next preceding his application; and 
it must appear to the satisfaction of the appropriate Treasury officer at the 
port of entry that he comes to exercise in good faith his calling asa mer- 


I do not want to 


chant, and that calling exclusively, and that he has the means under his im- | 


mediate control for forth with becoming, and has completed the arrangeinents 
for forthwith becoming, the owner, in whole or in part, ofa good-faith mercan- 
tile business in the United States, or any portion of the territory thereof. 


That is as far as I have patience to read. 

The treaty provides that any man who is a merchant coming 
to our shores with a certificate to that effect from his Govern- 
ment properly viséed shall have a right to come in, and yet we 
proceed by legislation, adopting Treasury regulations that nobody 
ever had any authority to adopt, to so legislate that in addition 
to that he must show that he has money enough to conduct a 
business, that he has had certaih experience in business, that he 


has already completed arrangements for engaging in business, | 


and what the nature of it is, and all that. Do you think if we 
were to go to China under such a treaty provision to let China- 
men come here and they were to undertake to exact such condi- 
tions of our citizens we would stand it for a minute? Not one. 
Everybody knows we would not. 

Now, Mr. President, I am not going to pursue that subject. 
Perhaps I had better call attention before leaving it to the defini- 
tion given of a traveler. I supposed I knew what a traveler was. 
The commissioners who framed this treaty undoubtedly thought 
they knew what was meant by a traveler. They did not think it 
necessary to define that term. They said that students, teachers, 
travelers, and merchants should have a right to come in. 
contented themselves with that. 
understand what was meant by that. 
some Treasury regulations and some legislation that had no war- 
rant whatever under our treaty, proceeds to define a traveler 
as follows: 

Sec. 9. That the term “traveler,” used in this act, shall be construed to 
mean only one who shall establish to the satisfaction of the appropriate 
Treasury officer that he is in present possession of adequate funds for payin 
the cost of the intended travel within the territory of the United States an 
that his purpose in seeking entry is in good faith solely to travel for pleasure 
or curiosity, and who intends to depart from the territory into which he is 
permitted to pass promptly on the conclusion of such travel. 

I do not want to dwell upon that, but will in a word repeat 
what I have said about it. Our commissioners said these classes, 
who were not laborers, should be allowed to come, enumerating 
certain classes for illustration. If a man be not a laborer he has 
a right to come, and the treaty prescribes on what condition; and 
we have no power or authority, without violating our treaty, to 
add one iota to the provision and condition named in the treaty. 
This Government would not allow England to do it, and we ought 
not to ask China toletus doit. The treaty says whenever a trav- 


From having merchants come | 


They | 
They thought everybody would | 
But this bill, following | 


| eler or a teacher or a merchant or an official or a student shall 
come into this country with the certificate of his Government 
viséed by our representative he shall be allowed to come. 

Now, I say I am opposed to all these provisions in the bill that 
add to that requirement as being violative of our pledged obliga- 
tion to China, and I do not want to vote for any measure that 
sanctions any addition to those treaty stipulations. I do not 
want to do it, because it is not necessary, if we want these ex- 
empted classes to come, if we are willing that they shall come, 
| that we should annoy them in undertaking to bar out the laborer. 
I do not care how emphatically you exclude the laborer; I do not 
care how drastic, so they be not unreasonable, the provisions of 
| your bill may be to enforce the exclusion of the classes to be ex- 

cluded, but I do protest against imposing conditions upon classes 
| that have a right to come under pretense that it is necessary to 
| annoy them and debar them to keep out the laborer. 
| [think in continuing all the laws in force on the subject we of 
| necessity, as I said a moment ago, must continue some objection- 
| able provision of the statute; but I never would vote for itif I had 
| the opportunity to deal with it anew. However, to do that is in- 
finitely preferable to adopting this measure, which codifies and 
compiles and makes Congress responsible for every one of these 
Treasury regulations, all of which are without any warrant under 
our treaty. 

Now, Mr. President, there is another view to be taken of this 
| matter. I have already said we are agreed the laborer is not de- 
sirable, but by our treaties we have said that other classes are at 
| least permissible. We have agreed that they shall be so treated, 

that we shall allow them tocome. I do not hesitate to say they 

| are desirable. I do not know why anybody should object toa 
Chinese teacher, a Chinese student, a Chinese merchant, a Chi- 
traveler coming into this country. Why should we object? 





| nese 
It is said that under guise of being of that character and one of 
that class they practice the fraud of bringing in the laborer. If 
| so, it is not necessary to annoy the student and the teacher and 
the traveler in trying to keep out the laborer. Let us legislate 
drastically, if you see fit, to keep out the laborer, but let us keep 
our treaty stipulation, and honorably and consistently with the 
| proud character and good name of this Government, let others 
| come as to whom we have agreed they may come. Let us keep 
| our plighted faith. 
The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SpoonER] has called my at- 
| tention to the fact that I said we have no power to do what is 
proposed, suggesting that what I must have meant was that we 
| have no moral power. That is true- I thank him for making 
| the suggestion to me, but I think I would have been so understood 
anyway, for earlier in my remarks I took occasion to say that 
notwithstanding this treaty, entered into by the President and 
| the Senate, Congress has power to legislate in violation of it. But 
| we do not want to legislate in violation of it, unless we are pre- 
| pared to abrogate it, unless we are prepared to say so. I say that 
| we are violating it and to that extent abrogating it in legislating 
| in the way proposed, if we should so legislate as this bill proposes. 
But, Mr. President, there is another view, and I wish to present 
| it with a word, not undertaking to do justice to it by any means. 
| That is the commercial side of this question which has been re- 
| ferred to. We have been told in the progress of this debate that 
| the laboring interests of this country demand this kind of legisla- 
| tion. Mr. President, I have no doubt but that there are wage 
| workers in this country who have that opinion, who conscien- 
| tiously are of that belief, who imagine that every Chinaman who 
| comes into this country, no matter whether he is a laborer or not. 
| enters in some manner or other into prejudicial competition with 
| him. But, sir, I deny that the interest of the wage worker can 
| be subserved by legislating in violation of our treaty with China 


| 
| 


| and in such a way as to cut off from this country the influx of 
the educated classes who are entitled to come. 

| We have reached in the progress of our development a point 
| where we not only supply our home markets with what we manu- 
facture and what we produce on our farms and out of our mines, 
but we have a great surplus to sell, which we must sell in the 
markets of the world. e have been looking across the Atlantic 
| to Europe for markets, and we will continue to look there. But 
| in Europe they will take from us only what little, in addition to 
| what they can produce for themselves, they may want, and that 
| is not enough to exhaust our lus. : 

We must look elsewhere, to the whole world—and particularly 
to the Far East, now that we have a base of operations in the 
Philippines—to China, Japan, Oceania, the Straits Settlements. 
and Southern India. They have there a thousand millions 0! 

eople who are just beginning to learn that they want and must 

ve—if they would keep pace, even in their own way, with the 

progress of the world—that which we produce, both to wear and 
to use and to eat. . 

In China, therefore, the greatest of all the countries to which 
I have referred, is the greatest opportunity for the development 












of a market that the world affords to-day. It has beensaid there 
are 400,000,000 Chinamen. You might just as well say there are 
600,000,000. Nobody knows. It is all guesswork. There has 
been no census, but nobody says there are less than 400,000,000 to 
450,000,000 Chinamen. hat is the trade of China? It is only a | 
few years since she began to trade with the world. Already her | 
foreign trade amounts to more than $100,000,000, but out of it all, 
whatever it may be—and I do not want to go into figures and | 
quote them—we sell there less than 10 per cent, I believe, of what | 
she buys. Why should we sell to China only 10 per cent? 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President—— 

Tho PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio | 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. That is based upon directimportstoChina. The | 
exports to Hongkong, which of course all go into distribution in 
China, are classified under a different head, because it is British. 
The two together make about $28,000,000. 

Mr. FORAKER. Let it be $28,000,000. What percentage is 
that of the whole? 

Mr. LODGE. It is large and will be greater. 

Mr. FORAKER. What percentage is that of the whole? 

Mr. LODGE. I do not know. 

Mr. FORAKER. I have seen it stated that our total contribu- | 
tion is something like 10 per cent, The Senator from Vermont | 
[Mr. DILLINGHAM] tells me that our total contribution amounts | 
to only about one-tenth as much as Great Britain sells them. | 
Whatever the facts may be, we all know that while our trade | 
with China is growing, yet it is but in its infancy. Weall know | 
that we have just reached the point where we have a great sur- | 
plus for which we are to find markets. There is no place in the | 
world so inviting as China. We are to develop our trade there if | 
we are wise. 

In that behalf, Mr. President, with a diplomacy that is entitled 
to the highest eulogy, the Administration of William McKinley 
secured the assurance of an open door. What does that mean? 
It means that the United States is to be permitted to go into China 
on the same terms and conditions that every other nation goes 
there; that Russia, France, England, Germany are to have no 
advantage over us to be derived by rebates or exclusion or inany 
other manner. 

We are to have an open, free field, and that is all the American 
merchants ask. If we have a fair chance our merchants have the 
ability to do the balance. We have been looking forward witha 
just and laudable pride tothe fact that our commerce with China, | 
just now practically beginning to be important, is to grow with | 
the years untilit will not be $28,000,000, as the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts says it is, but $100,000,000, $200,000,000, $500,000,000 is 
not at all an exaggerated expectation. 

When was there a time in the history of this Republic when we 
so needed that market? The wage worker says, *‘ Keep the Chi- | 
naman out; do not let him come here and stand by my side to 
compete with his cheap labor;’’ and we say, ‘‘ Very well, we will 
keep him out.’’ But while we are keeping the laborer out, while | 
we have induced the Government of China to agree with us that | 
he shall be kept out, we are not going to offend and insult the | 
people of China and thus close in our face the door that President | 
McKinley and Secretary Hay, with their wise diplomacy, opened | 
wide for the American merchant and manufacturer and wage | 
worker, 

What does the wage worker want? He wants a market for this | 
country in which we can sell the products that he manufactures. | 

I have no concern about how the wage workers of Ohio may | 
regard this measure. They have good sense. I think the wage | 
worker everywhere has good sense. A man can nt work at a | 
lathe unless he has brains. A man can not be a mechanic with- | 
_ rr more ability than some people have who undertake to | 

egislate. 

[ repeat that I have no concern, Mr. President, about the wage- | 
workers of Ohio. They know that what they most desire is that | 
the factories in which they work, the mills in which they are em- 
ployed, may continue to run; that their employers may continue 
to have demand for the product which they are turning out. 
They know that if for any reason the market is taken away the 
mill must stop, and it does not avail them in such case that the 
Chinese laborer has been kept out, if through supreme folly in 
legislation we have closed the door and robbed ourselves of a 
market and at the same time robbed ourselves of the respect of 
the world, because we have violated our treaty obligation. 

Therefore it is, for I do not want to pursue this matter, that | 
standing here, representing in part the State to which I have re- 
ferred, [ insist that the legislation as proposed by the provisions | 
of this bill is legislation that we can not afford to enact. 

What shall be done with it I have not stopped tostudy. I have 
supposed that those in charge of the bill and those who are mak- 
ing specific objections to it would probably be able to agree upon 
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amendments that would remove from the measuse its objection- 
able features. 

I was much pleased with what the junior Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. LopGe] said in that regard when he addressed us 
on Saturday. He said there were provisions in the bill which, 
although a member of the committee, he was dissatisfied with, 
and he spoke particularly of the seamen clause. Iam not going 
to stop to dwell upon that. Enough has been said against it. I 
have m trying simply, in a general way, to show, in the par- 
= I have mentioned, that the measure should not be en- 
acted. 

Mr. President, if the substitute offered by the Senator from 


| Connecticut [Mr. Patt] is adopted, I hope it will be with an 
|} amendment to the effect that only such regulations may be 


adopted and enforced by the Secretary of the Treasury as are not 


| inconsistent with the treaties in force. Without that provision 


in it we will stand in the attitude, as it has been correctly sug- 


| gested by Senators in favor of this bill, of continuing legislation 


to which we are taking exception. But that I would rather do, 


| should this amendment be not added, than to adopt this bill, be- 
| cause here we take not simply that which has been legislated by 


the Congress, but also all the Treasury regulations, and that I 


| can not agree to. 


Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio 
yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator from Ohio, in the course of his 
very able argument, because it has been able and interesting, re- 
ferred to article third of the treaty of 1894, which provides what 
shall be done by one of the exempted classes in order to enable 
him to enter this country. It provides, after referring to the dif- 
ferent classes of exempted persons; as follows: 





To entitle such Chinese subjects as are above described to admission into 
the United States they may ple a certificate from their Government or 
the Government where they last resided viséed by the diplomatic or consular 
representative of the United States in the country or port whence they de- 
part. 

Now, did the Senator from Ohio consider that provision in con- 
nection with section 6 of the act of 1884, which provides as fol- 
lows: 

That in order to the faithful execution of the provisions of this act, every 
Chinese person other than a laborer, who may be entitled by said treaty or 
this act to come within the United States, and who shall be about to come 
to the United States, shall obtain the permission of and be identified as so 
entitled by the Chinese Government, or of such other foreign government 
of which at the time such Chinese person shall be a subiect, in each case, to 
be evidenced by a certificate issued by such government, which certificate 
shall be in the English language, and shall show such permissicn, with the 
name of the permitted person in his or her proper signature, and which cer- 
tificate shail state the individual, family, and tribal name in full, title, or 
official rank, if any, the age, height, and all physical peculiarities, former and 
present occupation or profession, when and where and how long pursued, 
and place of residence of the person to whom the certificate is issued, and 
that such person is entitled by this act to come within the United States. 

If the pereoes so applying for a certificate shall be a merchant, said certifi- 
cate shall, in addition to the above requirements, state the nature, character, 
and estimated value of the business carried on by him prior to and at the 
time of his application as aforesaid— 

And so on. ‘ 

What I wish to get at is this: Does the Senator from Ohio hold 
that this provision in the third article of the treaty of 1894 abro- 
gates and repeals this section of the treaty? 

Mr. FORAKER. Unquestionably, Mr. President; and that is 
what I asserted over and over again and argued for. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I entirely agree with the Senator from Ohio. 
I think so. 

Mr. FORAKER. Then let me answer your question. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Then, Mr. President, I insist that the pro- 
posed amendment of the Senator from Connecticut will simply 
leave us without any legislation at all on the subject of the ex- 
empted classes, save and except the naked treaty of 1894. 

Mr. FORAKER. And what I stand here to assert, and have 
spent more than two hours in contending for, is that we have no 
right to add to the treaty provisions in prescribing the conditions 
on which Chinamen shall be allowed to enter. ; 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator is absolutely logical from his 
standpoint, but where does it leave us? ; 

Mr. FORAKER. I shall show the Senator where it leaves us, 
if he will allow me. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Very well. — : 

Mr. FORAKER. I called particular attention to that legisla- 
tion; that it preceded the treaty of 1894; that as soon as that leg- 
islation was enacted the Chinese Government protested against 
it; that when our commissioners met with the commissioners of 
China to consider and negotiate and agree upon this treaty, all 
these questions came under consideration, and that the commis- 
sioners agreed that as to this legislation one point of objection 
should be waived, and China refused, as the record shows, to 
waive any other, 








A108 


What was it China did? The Senator has read from a statute 
in which the requirement as to registration is found and in which 
all these other requirements are found. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That was retained by the treaty. 

Mr. FORAKER. Well, here is what the treaty said and what 
the Chinamen did. They said, ‘‘ We will not overlook that require- 
ment; you shall not add to the conditions with respect to entry 
into the United States, but we will overlook your statute in regard 
to registration;’’ and so they provided and agreed as follows: 

The Government of the United States, having by an act of the Congress, 
approved May 5, 1892, asamended ky an act approved November 3, 183, re- 
quired all Chinese laborers lawfully within the limits of the United States 
before the passage of the first-named act to be registered as in said acts pro- 
vided, with a view of affording them better protection, the Chinese Govern- 
ment will not object to the enforcement of such acts, and reciprocally the 
Government of the United States recognizes the right of the Government of 
China to enact and enforce similar laws or regulations, etc. 

At the time when they agreed not to object to the enforcement 
of the law as to registration their protest was on file as to all these 
other conditions added to the treaty stipulation, and they were 
not only then protesting, but they have been protesting against 
them ever since as being provisions outside of and in violation of 
the treaty, and the Senator agrees with me that they are in viola- 
tion of the treaty, and yet he stands here insisting that we shall 
adopt the Treasury regulations calculated to enforce this invalid 
provision—I mean invalid in the sense that it is in conflict with 
the treaty —— 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator misapprehends me, and misap- 
prehends, I think, the point I wish to accentuate. 

Mr. FORAKER. No; I am not misapprehensive of anything. 
I will be glad to have the Senator suggest anything. I know he 
is very much interested in this measure. I am glad to have the 
benefit of his suggestion. If I can answer where I differ with 


him, I shall be glad to do it, and if I can not answer, I shall be 


glad to say so. 

Mr.MITCHELL. The point I wish to impress upon the Sen- 
ator at this time is simply this: I will adopt the Senator’s argu- 
ment so far as he asserts that the third article of the treaty of 
1894 repeals the sixth section of the act of 1884. I accept that as 
logical and correct. 
section of that act—— 

Mr. FORAKER. It does not as to registration. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Notas to registration, of course. That be- 
ing so, if we should adopt the Platt amendment, I say all it does 
in reference to the exempted classes is to leave them precisely 
where they stand in the treaty. and nothing more. 


Mr. FORAKER. That is exactly what I have been standing | 


here contending it would do. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That is right. 

Mr. FORAKER. Why should we not leave it where the treaty 
leaves it? Why should we by legislation undertake to add to the 
treaty something that the treaty did not provide? The treaty 
dealt with this subject. 


Mr. SPOONER. We-must either leave the treaty as it is or | 


abrogate it. 

Mr. FORAKER. As the Senator from Wisconsin well sug- 
gests, we must either leave the treaty as it is or else abrogate it. 
Of course you have the power, so far as the naked power is con- 
cerned, to legislate inconsistently with the treaty, but that would 
be an abrogation of the treaty. 

Mr. MITCHELL. All we propose to do is to legislate within 
the provisions of the treaty. We do not propose to abrogate any 
provision of the treaty. 

Mr. FORAKER. There is where we differ. The Senator has 
a right to insist that he is within the provisions of the treaty, and 
while the Senator has agreed that the clause he has just read was 
in violation of the treaty, yet in the bill he asks us to vote for he 
has incorporated that clause. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I did not say that it was in violation of the 
treaty. 

Mr. FORAKER. I thought you did. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I said it was abrogated and repealed by the 
treaty. That is what I said, and that is what I say yet. 

Mr. FORAKER. In other words, how is it abrogated, except 
only that the treaty is inconsistent with it, as it might well be? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I should like right here to say 
that section 3 of the amendment which I proposed gives to the 
Secretary of the Treasury the power to change such rules and 
regulations as he may believe necessary to execute the treaty of 
1894, and I think that the Secretary of the Treasury can, without 
a violation of that treaty, make rules which will, to all intents 
and purposes, exclude laborers and admit those persons who be- 
long to the exempted classes. 

Mr. FORAKER. Undoubtedly he can; but I do not want to 
pursue that matter further. Yet there is this remark appropri- 
ately to be made, suggested to me by the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin |Mr. Spooner], that if the treaty abrogated the law, as the 
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| Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] quoted, then the enact- 
ment of the law which he proposes would, of necessity, as being 
| the latest legislation, abrogate the treaty. So, then, we shall have 
no longer the treaty of 1894, and then, ‘‘ Where would you be 
at?’? At any rate, back to the treaty of 1880, if not back to the 
treaty of 1868, under which everybody could come in. 

No, Mr. President. There is just one safe way to proceed, and 
that is the way of honor, which is also the way of interest, within 
the treaty, and in such a way as to retain the friendship of China, 
where we have such great commercial interests at stake. To 
do that we are all agreed that Chinese laborers should be excluded, 
and we donot care how drastic the provisions may bein that regard 
so they are within the limitations of reason. We mustalsoall be 
agreed that we have a treaty, under which, at least, certain classes 
of educated men are entitled to come to this country. 

I claim that everybody is entitled to come who is not a laborer; 
but at any rate, as to those classes named, I insist that we shall keep 
faith; that we shall maintain our honor, and that we shall by 
doing so maintain the respect of the world and the friendship of 
China. I contend that nothing we can do in this matter will so 
subserve the interest of the wage-worker in this country as to 
maintain relations that will enable us to extend indefinitely our 
markets in China. Cut off those markets and you cut down the 
pay rolls, and. that I oppose. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, when this bill was read I asked 
to have section 39 passed over. I should like now to offer amend- 
| ments to that section and have it disposed of as the other sections 
| of the bill were disposed of. 

On page 40, line 3, before the word ‘“‘ thousand,’’ I move to 

strike out ‘‘ two’’ and insert ‘‘ten;’’ and in the same line, after 
the word “ dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘ for each of said Chinese per- 
| sons;’’ so that, when amended, it will read: 
That the master of any foreign vessel which shall bring to the United 
| States in the crew of such vessel, or otherwise in its service, any Chinese 
persons not entitled to entry, shall be required to execute a bond satisfactory 
| to the Treasury Department, in the sum of $10,000, the condition of said bond 
being that none of such Chinese persons shall be permitted to land from said 
vessel for any purpose whatever. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on the amend- 
ments submitted by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. In further amendment of that section I move to 
strjke out all after line 11. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SEcRETARY. It is proposed to strike out in section 39, page 
40, line 11: 

And it shall be unlawful—— 

Mr. LODGE. There is no need of reading the amendment pro- 
posed by the committee, because by striking out the section the 
amendment proposed by the committee falls. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the 
amendment of the Senator to be to strike out the words between 
lines 12 and 19, inclusive? 
| Mr. LODGE. Yes. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, I ask that the words to be 
stricken out may be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
stricken out will be read. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out, beginning in 
line 12, on page 40, section 39, as follows: 


And it shall be unlawful for any vessel holding an American register to 
have or to employ in its crew any Chinese person not entitled to admission 
to the United States, or into the portion of the territory of the United States 
to which such vessel plies; and any violation of this provision shall be pun- 
ishable by a fine not exceeding $2,000. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


ment. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I should like to have the Senator from 
Massachusetts explain the effect of that amendment. 5 

Mr. LODGE. The amendment proposes to strike out what is 
known as the seamen’s clause. 

Mr. PATTERSON. To that I object, Mr. President. I hope 
no vote will be taken on these amendments until the bill comes 
up on Wednesday under the agreement. ; 

Mr. LODGE. We have voted on the rest of the committee 
amendments, and this is a reserved amendment of the committee. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I do not understand that this is a commit- 
tee amendment. 

Mr. LODGE. I beg the Senator’s pardon. The clause was 
passed over, not being a part of the bill that has been dealt with. 
All the rest of the bill has been dealt with, and this carries a com- 
mittee amendment. I did not say the amendment I have offered 
was a committee amendment, though the chairman of the com- 
mittee has no objection to my amendment. 

Mr. PATTERSON. This is nota committeeamendment. The 
amendment has been offered by the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Loner}, and I object to the matter being voted upon now, 








The words proposed to be 


The question is on the amend- 
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until all the amendments can be discussed on Wednesday, when 
it was agreed the vote should be taken. We wantto havea record 
vote upon the amendment that strikes out the seamen’s clause, 
and we want to have an ew to debate it under the rule 
as the rule was announced. 

Mr. LODGE. I have no objection to allowing my amendment 
to be pending. There is an amendment, offered by the Senator 
from Vermont, of a similar kind pending; but all of the bill has 
been perfected by the committee except this section, which was 
comme over at my request and at the request of the chairman of 
the committee, who said he would like to have the first revision 
of the bill completed to-day. I called it up in order to dispose of 
the only part of the bill that had not been read and dealt with. 
Of course, my motion can be voted down very easily, if Senators 
so desire. 


Mr. PATTERSON. I object to voting upon that amendment 


now. 

Mr. TELLER. Under the unanimous-consent agreement the 
voting was to commence ata certain hour on Wednesday. Of 
course, the questions that are not controverted might be taken 
up at any time, but cortroverted questions are, under the unani- 
mous-consent agreemen*, to be acted upon on Wednesday. They 
can not be voted on now except by unanimous consent, as I un- 
derstand the rule. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, if there is objection, I am per- 
fectly willing the amendment shall go over. I do not wish to 
force a yote upon it now; I have no desire to insist upon it; but 
let the amendment remain pending. 

Mr. TELLER. Let the amendment remain pending, of course. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair calls the attention 
of the Senator from Massachusetts to line 11, on page 40. There 
are two immaterial amendments there that perhaps it might be 
as well to — now. 

Mr. LODGE. Yes; those are two committee amendments. 

— PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments will be 
stated, 

The SEcRETARY. In section 39, on page 40, line 11, before the 
word ‘‘ vessel,’ it is proposed to strike out the word ‘‘ the’’ and 
insert ‘‘said,’? and after the word ‘‘ vessel’’ to strike out ‘‘ con- 
cerned,”’ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not wish to debate this 
bill, but as the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker] has spent 
much time over one phase of it, and has insisted that under exist- 
ing law everybody is exempt except laborers, I wish to say that 
such has not been tlie interpretation of the law by the Depart- 
ment charged with its interpretation. The Treasury Department 
submitted to the Law Department of the Government—to the 
Attorne ee ee as to the meaning of the act. 
By a well-established e of practice in this country, when the 
Attorney-General renders a decision, it is as binding upon the 
Department hay woes it as the decision of the Supreme Court. 
It is the rule that when the head of a Department calls on the 
Attorney-General for an opinion respecting a particular subject- 
matter, the head of the Department must follow that opinion. 
The Attorney-General was called upon for an opinion r cting 
this matter. I think the Senator from Ohio will see that the 
Attorney-General does not agree with him in the view that the 
only exclusion of Chinese immigrants was of laborers. 

Mr. FORAKER. What Attorney-General? 

Mr. TELLER. I donot remember who it was, but the Senator 
will be able to ascertain very readily when I read the opinion. 

Mr. FORAKER. I cited the opinion of the Attorney-General 


in 1898. I said the Attorney-General then had given a certain | 0 


pleasure,” and to deny admission to Chinese persons described as salesmen, 
clerks, buyers, bookkeepers, accountants, managers, storekeerers, appren- 
tices, agents, cashiers, physicians, proprietors of restaurants, etc. (Opinion 
of Attorney-General, July 15, 1898; 8. 19677.) 


T).<re isa case, which I have not at present before me, in which, 
in 1899, the court of appeals of the ninth circuit rendered an opin- 
ion that is in keeping with that decision of the Attorney-General. 
I have not the case before me, but I examined it the other day. 

Mr. President, I do not know that I correctly understood the 
Senator from Ohio, but I understood him once to say that we had 
not the power to abrogate a treaty by legislation. I think he 
afterwards corrected that statement. 

Mr. FORAKER. Oh, no; I said just the contrary. I said we 
had the power to abrogate a treaty, and that if we legislated in- 
consistently with the treaty it would be in effect an abrogation 
of it. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator spoke of this as an illegal proposi- 
tion. 


Mr. FORAKER. If I did so,I used the word inadvertently, ~ 


but I think I corrected myself and said I meant that it was in 
violation of treaty rights which I understood everybody wanted 
to maintain; that I did not understand that anybody wanted to 
abrogate a treaty. The contention was whether or not it was 
within the a of the treaty. 

Mr. TELLER. It was my contention the other day and I con- 
tend now that there is no violation of the treaty in this bill; that 
is to say, there is no exclusion of anybody who could be admitted 
under the treaty. All there is in this bill is an application of 
what is in the treaty, a provision for carrying out the treaty, by 
which the Treasury Department may determine what is the char- 
acter of the applicant, whether he is a merchant or whether heis 
not a merchant. As I said the other day, the Chinese Government 
when they made this treaty knew exactly what our definition of 
a merchant was in our statute, and I have not heard that they 
have ever complained of it. 

Mr. President, there is not ordinarily anything improper in 
Congress abrogating a treaty. That must depend upon whether 
or not a treaty ought to be abrogated. If it ought to be abro- 
gated, we have the power to abrogate it; so the courts have de- 
clared. I recall that in 1879, after a very thorough discussion of 
this question here on the first bill that we ever passed to exclude 
Chinese, the question came directly upon a bill from the House 
of Representatives, not to exclude Chinese, but to abrogate and 
set aside the Burlingame treaty. I want toread thelist of names 
of those who voted ‘* yea”’ on that question. I said the other day 
that I would not read it, but Iam going to read now the names 
of some of the men then in the Senate who voted to abrogate that 
treaty; who not only recognized our right to do so, but our power 
to do so and the propriety of doing so at that time. This was on 
the passage of the bill. I will read the names in the order in 
which they occur. They are as follows: 

A.uison of Iowa, Bailey of Tennessee, Bayard of Delaware, 
Beck of Kentucky, Blaine of Maine, Booth of California, Cam- 
eron of Pennsylvania, Coke of Texas, Dennis of Maryland, Dor- 
sey of Arkansas, Eaton of Connecticut, Eustis of Louisiana, Gar- 
land of Arkansas, Gordon of Georgia, Grover of Oregon, Hereford 
of West Virginia, Jonges of Nevada, Kirkwood of Iowa, Lamar of 
Mississippi, McDonald of Indiana, McPherson of New Jersey, 
Maxey of Texas, MITCHELL of Oregon, MorGan of Alabama, 
Oglesby of Illinois, Paddock of Nebraska, Patterson of South Car- 
olina, Plumb of Kansas, Ransom of North Carolina, Sargent of 
California, Saunders of Nebraska, Sharon of Nevada, Shields of 
Missouri, Spencer of Alabama, TELLER of Colorado, Thurman of 
hio, Voorhees of Indiana, Wallace of Pennsylvania, and Win- 


opinion; but down to that time the ruling had been to the con- a of Minnesota—39 yeas. You have heard me read the name 


trary, and the Senator will so find. 

_Mr. TELLER. If that was the case—I could not hear all the 
Senator said, for there was some confusion in the Chamber and he 
had his back turned to me during a good portion of the time he 
was speaking—that became the law of the Department, and that 
is the law to-day. If the substitute offered by the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. PLatr] be adopted instead of the bill, unless by 
some provision of this act we reverse that decision, it will remain 
the law for the government of the Department. Let us see what 
the regulations of the Treasury Department say: 


12. Chinese persons known as “traders” should not be allowed to land in 


this country, even though they submit the certificate prescribed by section 6 
of the act of July 5, 1884. 


Now, these are the words of the Attorney-General: 


The true theo is cor 
oneal rian not that all Chinese persons may enter this country who 


That is the theory of the Senator from Ohio— 


but that only those are entitled to enter who are expressly allowed. Col- 
ectors of customs are directed to admit only Chinese whose occupation or 
station clearly indicates that they are members of the exempt class of Chi- 
bein named in Article III of the treaty with China, viz: ‘Chinese subjects, 

ing officials, teachers, students, merchants, or travelers for curiosity or 


of Thurman of Ohic, who was not only a famous lawyer, but a 
famous Senator of this body, and the name of Bayard of Dela- 
ware, who afterwards became Secretary of State. 

Mr. President, I am not ashamed to have my name enrolled with 
that list of names. I want to insist that there is just as much 
right to abrogate a treaty by Congress as there is by the Execu- 
tive and the Senate to make a treaty in the first place, and that 
every nation who treats with us knows what our power is in that 
particular. The Supreme Court has repeatedly so held. When- 
ever we think it is to our interest to abrogate a treaty, we ought 
to abrogate it. I do not say we should abrogate every treaty. I 
think if we could get modifications of a treaty, as a rule, that 
would be the best form of procedure; but we could not get a modi- 
fication of the Burlingame treaty by the ordinary methods of 
modifying a treaty. It was only when China knew that Congress 
er a to exclude her people that she agreed upon the terms on 
which they might be excluded.  - 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. Mr. President, by a whispered sugges- 
tion the Senator from Ohio [Mr. ForakER], when he was speak- 
ing about the trade with China, was led to make a remark upon 
my statement that the share of the United States in the trade 
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with China was only about one-tenth of that of Great Britain. | of St. Mary and State of Louisiana, in place of George W. Mens- 
The fact, as I understand it, is that it is about one-tenth of the | man. Incumbent’s commission expired March 9, 1902. 
trade of China with all other nations. I want to make that Winchester G. Lowell, to be postmaster at Auburn, in the 


correction. county of Androscoggin and State of Maine, in place of Win- 
EXECUTIVE SESSION, chester G. Lowell. Incumbent’s commission expires April 26, 

Mr. SPOONER. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- | 1902. ; ‘ 
eration of executive business. Thomas R. Hill, to be postmaster at Amherst, in the county of 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the | Hampshire and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Thomas 
consideration of executive business. After thirteen minutes | R. Hill. Incumbent’s commission expired March 9, 1902. 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 Albert G. Thompson, to be postmaster at Lowell, in the county 
o'clock and 18 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to- of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, in place of Albert G. 
morrow, Tuesday, April 15, 1902, at 12 o’clock meridian. Thompson. Incumbent’s commission expired March 22, 1902. 
J. Mark Harvey, jr., to be postmaster at Constantine, in the 
county of St. Joseph and State of Michigan, in place of John B. 





. : ere POMEEATSUNS. ~ . George. Incumbent’s commission expires April 28, 1902. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate April 14, 1902. Richard M. Johnson, to be postmaster at Middleville, in the 
NAVAL OFFICER OF CUSTOMS. county of Barry and State of Michigan, in place of Richard M. 


Robert A. Sharkey, of New York, to be naval officer of customs | Johnson. Incumbent’s commission expires April 28, 1902. _ 
in the district of New York, in the State of New York. (Reap- Andrew Sutherland, second, to be postmaster at Oxford, in the 
pointed.) county of Oakland and State of Michigan, in place of Andrew 
arecurenmer is sk Anere.eeeenss, Coreen — second. Incumbent’s commission expired March 16, 


To be brigadier-general. William J. Smith, to be postmaster at Elkton, in the county of 

Col. Mott Hooton, Twenty-eighth Infantry, vice De Russy, to | Cecil and State of Maryland, in place of William J. Smith. In- 
be retired from active service. cumbent’s commission expired March 31, 1902. 

SUPERINTENDENT OF MINT. Ziba C. Goss, to be postmaster at Wabasha, in the county of 


Wabasha and State of Minnesota, in place of Ziba C. Goss. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired March 4, 1902. 

M. M. Campbell, to be postmaster at Albany, in the county of 
Gentry and State of Missouri, in place of George W. Shoemaker. 


COINER. : Saat ; 2 1902 
Albert A. Norris. of P "ei ; f tl . Incumbent’s commission expired January 12, 1902. 
vert A. Norris, of Pennsylvania, to be coiner of the mint of James M. Crowder, to be postmaster at Lexington, in the 


the United States at Philadelphia, Pa., to succeed John H. Landis, county of Lafayette and State of Missouri, in place of James M. 
promoted. : : Crowder. Incumbent’s commission expired March 22, 1902. 
REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. Ulysses G. Holley, to be postmaster at Sikeston, in the county 
Thomas A. Roseberry, of California, to be register of the land | of Scott and State of Missouri,in place of Ulysses G. Holley. In- 
office at Susanville, Cal., his term having expired. (Reappoint- | cumbent’s commission expired May 27, 1901. 
ment. ) Ogden H. Mattis, to be postmaster at Riverton, in the county 
RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. of Burlington and State of New Jersey, in place of Ogden H. Mat- 
Alfred H. Taylor, of California, to be receiver of public mon- | tis. Incumbent’s commission expired March 22, 1902. 
eys at Susanville, Cal., his term having expired. (Reappoint- Alexander C. Yard, to be postmaster at Trenton, in the county 
ment. ) of Mercer and State of New Jersey, in place of Alexander C. Yard. 
Henry Malloch, of California, to be receiver of public moneys | Incumbent’s commission expired March 22, 1902. 
at Marysville, Cal., his term having expired. (Reappointment. ) Fred C. Nagle, to be postmaster at Dunkirk, in the county of 
IXDIAN AGENT Chautauqua and State of New York, in place of Fred C. Nagle. 
‘des oe ation Incumbent’s commission expired February‘11, 1902. 


John H. Landis, of Pennsylvania, to be superintendent of the 
mint of the United States at Philadelphia, Pa., to succeed Henry 
K. Boyer, resigned. 





George W. Saunders, of Bazile Mills, Nebr., to be agent for the | Amos Youmans, to be postmaster at Fulton, in the county of 
Indians of - Santee Agency in Nebraska, vice Henry C. Baird, | Oswego and State of New York, in place of Amos Youmans. _ In- 
term expired. ee es Se | cumbent’s commission expired March 22, 1902. 

POSTMASTERS. | Robert W. Warner, to be postmaster at Ilion, in the county of 


Benjamin J. Rosewater, to be postmaster at Eureka Springs, in Herkimer and State of New York, in place of Robert W. Warner. 
the county of Carroll and State of Arkansas, in place of Benja- | Incumbent’s commission expired March 21, 1902. 
min J. Rosewater. Incumbent’s commission expired March 4, | Frank B. Dodge, to be postmaster at Mount Morris, in the 
1902. | county of Livingston and State of New York, in place of Frank 
B. F. Campbell, to be postmaster at Fayetteville, in the county | B. Dodge. Incumbent’s commission expired March 22, 1902. 
of Washington and State of Arkansas, in place of Thomas J. George E. Call, to be postmaster at Northport, in the county 


Hunt. Incumbent’s commission expired February 16, 1902, of Suffolk and State of New York, in place of George E. Call. 
James P. Glynn, to be postmaster at Winsted, in the county of | Incumbent’s commission expired March 23, 1902. 

Litchfield and State of Connecticut, in place of Charles K. Hunt. John H. Oakley, to be postmaster at Ravenna, in the county of 

Incumbent’s commission expired March 9, 1902. | Portage and State of Ohio, in place of John H. Oakley. Incum- 


William E. Burch, to be postmaster at Hawkinsville, in the | bent’s commission expired March 30, 1902. 
county of Pulaski and State of Georgia, in place of William E.| William H. Cullen, to be postmasterat Paulding, in the county 
Burch. Incumbent’s commission expired March 22, 1902. | of Paulding and State of Ohio, in place of William H. Cullen. 

William E. Nipe, to be postmaster at Mount Carroll, in the | Incumbent’s commission expired March ®, 1902. 
county of Carroll and State of Illinois, in place of Charles I, Smith. William E. Johnston, to be postmsester at Tecumseh, in the 
Incumbent’s commission expired March 22, 1902. county of Pottawatomie and Territory of Oklahoma, in place of 

George W. Baber, to be postmaster at Paris, in the county of | Clem White. Incumbent’s commission expired March 30, 102. 
Edgar and State of Illinois, in place of George W. Baber. In- John H. Martin, to be postmaster at Greenville, in the county 
cumbent’s commission expired March 9, 1902. | of Mercer and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Henry R. Thorpe. 

Romie P. Dryer, to be postmaster at Lagrange, in the county | Incumbent’s commission expired February 4, 1902. 
of Lagrange and State of Indiana, in place of Romie P. Dryer. George L. Holliday, to be postmaster at Pittsburg, in the county 
Incumbent’s commission expires April 21, 1902. of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania, in place of George L 

Wesley L. Booton, to be postmaster at Greene, in the county of | Holliday. Incumbent’s commission expired ch 30, 1902. 
Builer and State of Iowa, in place of Wesley L. Booton. In- Samuel J. Matthews, to be postmaster at Olyphant, in the 
cumbent’s commission expired March 22, 1902. county of Lackawanna and State of Pennsylvania, in mee of 

Sidney H. Knapp, to be postmaster at Clyde, in the county of | Samuel J. Matthews. Incumbent’s commission expired March 
Cloud and State of Kansas, in place of Sidney H. Knapp. In- | 30, 1902. ; 
cumbent’s commission expired March 22, 1902. George W. Shaeff, to be postmaster at Susquehanna, in the 

L. V. Fulghum, to be postmaster at Fredonia, in the county of | county of Susquehanna and State of Pennsylvania, in place of 
Wilson and State of Kansas, in place of John G. Beasley. In- | George W. Shaeff. Incumbent’s commission expired March 16, 
cumbent’s commission expired January 10, 1902. 1902. 

Berry T. Conway, to be postmaster at Lebanon, in the county James O. Ladd, to be postmaster at Summerville, in the county 
of Marion and State of Kentucky, in place of Berry T. Conway. | of Dorchester and State of South Carolina, in place of James ¥. 
Incumbent’s commission expired March 22, 1902. Ladd. Incumbent’s commission expired March 9, 1902. 

John A. Duplan, to be postmaster at Patterson, in the parish Robert J. King, to be postmaster at Clarksville, in the county 
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of Red River and State of Texas, in place of Robert J. King. 
Incumbent’s commission expired March 31, 1902. 

John T. Cunningham, to be postmaster at Graham, in the county 
of Young and State of Texas, in place of John T. Cunningham. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 10, 1902. 

Sumner W. Thompson, to be postmaster at Davis, in the county 
of Tucker and State of West Virginia, in place of Sumner W. 
Thompson. Incumbent’s commission expires April 21, 1902. 

Henry G. Kress, to be postmaster at Manitowoc, in the county 
of Manitowoc and State of Wisconsin, in place of Henry G. Kress. 
Incumbent’s commission expires May 24, 1902. 

John ©. Freeman, to be postmaster at New London, in the 
county of Waupaca and State of Wisconsin, in place of John C. 
Freeman. Incumbent’s commission expired March 22, 1902. 

La Fevre Webster, to be postmaster at Ventura, in the county 
of Ventura and State of California, in place of L. F. Webster, to | 
correct name, 

Eli E. Starkey, to be postmaster at Seabreeze, in the county of 
vor and State of Florida, in place of Mary N. Herrick, re- 
moved. 

George E. Buckman, to be postmaster at Washington, in the 
county of Beaufort and State of North Carolina, in place of John 
B. Respess, removed. 

Josephine Chesley, to be postmaster at Bellville, in the county of 
Austin and State of Texas, in place of Frank P. Cumings, removed. 

Sarah J. Hebson, to be postmaster at Sylacauga, in the county 
of Talladega and State of Alabama. Office became Presidential 
April 1, 1902. 

Kate W. Kirkpatrick, to be postmaster at Decatur, in the county 
of De Kalb and State of Georgia. Office became Presidential 
April 1, 1902. 


Robert 8. Middleton, to be postmaster at Vienna, in the county 
of a and State of Georgia. Office became Presidential April 
1, 1902. 

Arthur G. Clapp, to be postmaster at South Deerfield, in the | 
county of Franklin and State of Massachusetts. Office became | 
Presidential April 1, 1902. 

Frank B. Williams, to be postmaster at Enfield, in the county | 
of Grafton and State of New Hampshire. Office became Presi- 
dential April 1, 1902. 

David 8S. Burt, to be postmaster at Byesville, in the county of | 
Guernsey and State of Ohio. Office became Presidential April 1, 
1902. 

Harrison Brown, to be postmaster at Watonga, in the county 
of Blaine and Territory of Oklahoma. Office became Presidential 
April 1, 1902. 

Frank X. Roberts. to be postmaster at Manville, in the county 
of Providence and State of Rhode Island. Office became Presi- 
dential April 1, 1902. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 14, 1902. 
SUPERINTENDENT OF MINT. 
John H. Landis, of Pennsylvania, to be superintendent of the 
mint at Philadelphia, Pa. 
COINER OF MINT. 


Albert A. Norris, of Pennsylvania, to be coiner of the mint at 
Philadelphia, Pa. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Monpbay, April 14, 1902. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday, April 12, was read 
and approved, 
BUSINESS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
next Monday be set apart for the consideration of business re- 
pe from the Committee on the District of Columbia instead 
OF to-day. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin, from the | 
Committee on the District of Columbia, this being District day, 
asks that next Monday, a week from to-day, be set apart for the 
consideration of business from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. Is there objection? . 

There was no objection. 


MOBILE, JACKSON AND KANSAS CITY RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 


consent for the present consideration of the bill which I send to 
the Clerk’s desk, : 
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| may be determined in the manner hereinafter provided. 





TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Alabama asks unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of a bill which the Clerk 
will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 12452) granting to the Mobile, Jackson and Kansas City Railroad 
Company the right to use for railroad purposes the tract of land at Choc- 
taw Point, Mobile County, Ala., and now held for light-house purposes. 
Be it enacted, etc., That in consideration of provisions hereinafter con- 

tained there is hereby ag to the Mobile, Jackson and Kansas City Rail- 

road Company the right to build and construct wharves, docks, piers, and 
other structures for use in the operation of its railroad upon the tract of 
land at Choctaw Point, Mobile County, Ala.,and now held by the United 

States for light-house purposes, and to lay its tracks upon and over said 

wharves, oaks, and piers: Provided, however, That at least 300 feet of said 

wharves, docks, and piers shall be designated and set apart, subject to the 
approval of the Light-House Board, for the exclusive use of the United States 
for light-house purposes, which said wharves, docks, and piers so designated 
and set apart shal be maintained and kept in repair by the said railroad 
company, and the water approaches thereto kept dredged at the United 

States dredged channel depth without cost to the United States. 

Sc. 2. That within fifteen days after the approval of this act the said rail- 
road company shall file with the Secretary of the Treasury complete plans 
showing the wharves, docks, and piers to be constructed, upon which shall be 
designated the portion of said proposed wharves, docks, or piers to be set 
apart for the use of the United States as provided in the first section of this 
act, said plans, in so far as said wharves, docks, and piers are to be erected 
spon See lands of the United States, to be approved by the Light-House 


ard. 

Sec. 3. That within thirty days from the approval of the plans as herein- 
before provided the said railroad company shall commence the construction 
of the said wharves, docks, and piers, and shall within five months from the 
commencement of the said work have completed and ready for use by the 
United States that portion of the said wharves, docks, and piers designated 
as hereinbefore provided for the use of the United States. 

Sxc. 4. That the United States shall have free access at all times across the 
tracks of said railroad company by the most convenient route, to be deter- 
mined by the Light-House Board, for pedestrians, drays, and wagons, for 
light-house pu s, to the endof the wharf or pier designated as herein- 
before provided: Provided, however, That the United States shall have the 
right at any time, in the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury, to take 
possession, for public urposes, of said tract of land and the wharves, docks. 
piers, and other structures so built and erected upon the land of the United 
States, and the United States shall thereafter make the said railroad com- 
any just compensation for the said structures so made upon the land of tho 
Jnited States by the said railroad company, and so taken by the United 
States, and said compensation shall be paid as soon as the amount thereof 
Should the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury and said railroad company be unable to agree as to the 
amount to be so paid by the Government, either party may bring proper pro- 
ceedings in the circuit court of the United States at Mobile, in the State of 
Alabama, toascertain and determine the amount of the liability of the United 
States: And provided further, That should the United States repossess itself 
of said land on account of failure of the railroad company to comply with the 
terms and provisions of this act, then the United States shall not be required 


| to compensate the railroad company for said structures. 


The SPEAKER. 
of the bill? 

Mr. CORLISS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to have this bill debated 
before I determine whether I will object or not. I desire to pre- 
sent the facts to the House. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman object to its considera- 
tion now? 

Mr. CORLISS. I desire to be heard on the bill. 

The SPEAKER. If consent is given, it is open to debate, ag the 
gentleman understands. 

Mr. CORLISS. I should like to ask the gentleman from Ala- 
bama a few questions. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Alabama yield? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. Certainly. 

Mr. CORLISS. I should like to ask the gentleman if it is not 
true that this land was purchased by the Government of the 
United States many years ago? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. Seventy years ago. 

Mr. CORLISS. For the purpose of giving the Light-House 


Is there objection to the present consideration 


| Board proper terminal facilities at this point? 


Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. 
-venty years ago. 

Mr. CORLISS. And that Congress has authorized this railroad 
company to obtain this land, under a special act, by exchanging 
this piece of land for any other point or place upon the river ac- 
ceptable to the Light-House Board. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. That is true. A bill was passed 
to that effect in 1896, and every effort has been made by the rail- 
road company to make that exchange. 

Mr. CORLISS. And is it not true that the Light-House Board 
have selected a point that will be satisfactory to them, and has 
not the railroad company refused to buy it? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. It is true that the Light-House 
Board selected a point, the value of which is said to be $50,000, 
and the railroad is unable to buy that property and pay $50,000 
oy it when this property in question here is estimated to be worth 

500. 

Mr. CORLISS. Is it not true that the railroad company have 
failed to carry out the provisions of the prior act, but have gone 
on and built their road and prepared to use this very point for 


That is true. That was done 


> 


S 


transportation purposes, ignoring the privilege extended by act of 
Congress heretofore? 
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Mr. TAYLORof Alabama. No; thatisnottrue. The railroad 
company have made their plans and specifications for the purpose 
of submitting them to the Treasury Department, and they have 
been so submitted, and the Light-House Board and the railroad 
company have been before the Secretary of the Treasury, who has 
decided in favor of the railroad company and in favor of the com- 
merce of the city of Mobile. 

Mr. CORLISS. Is it not true that the Light-House Board have 
protested against the sacrifice of this property by Congress, de- 
manding that it be reserved as a public necessity to them? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. My understanding is that the 
Light-House Board have not protested. Onthe contrary, the Light- 
House Board are under the Secretary of the Treasury, and the 
Secretary of the Treasury has decided in favor of this bill. In 
fact, the bill as drawn is approved by the Solicitor of the Treasury 





the Treasury, but has his hearty approbation. 

Mr. CORLISS. Does not the gentleman admit that the Light- 
House Board reported to the Secretary of the Treasury emphatic- 
ally against the provisions of the bill and the taking away of this 
property from that Board, but declared that it was necessary for 
their use? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. Not in the language in which the 
gentleman putsit. The objections of the Light-House Board are 
presented to Congress by the Secretary of the Treasury in his let- 
ter to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, which 
reported this bill. 

Mr. CORLISS. And did not the representative of the Light- 
House Board appear before the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce and there protest, in the presence of the gentle- 
man from Alabama, against this bill in its present form? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. The representative of the Light- 
House Board appeared twice before that committee, and the com- 
mittee reported in favor of the bill unanimously, after hearing 
both sides. 

Mr. CORLISS. Mr. Speaker, I have been personally requested 
to let this bill pass. I do not wish to stand here objecting to the 
interests of the constituents of members upon this floor, but I de- 
sire to record the fact that this property was purchased years ago 
for the Light-House Board; that it is important for the Light- 
House Board to hold it; that the railroad company have come to 
Congress before this time and obtained an act authorizing them 
to exchange this property for another piece upon that river which 
would answer the purpose of the Light-House Board; that the 
railroad company have failed to carry out the provisions thereof, 
but instead have gone on in disregard of that act and constructed 
their tracks, depending upon getting control of this property by 
some other means than that provided in the former act of Congress. 

And now, Mr. Speaker, they come here again and ask Congress 
to enact that this property shall be turned over to them so that 
they can use it for railway terminal purposes. Under the terms 
of this bill they will have entire possession of the property now 
controlled by the Government, and in consideration they simply 
give the Light-House Board, away out on the end of the pier, a 
small space for light-house purposes, wholly inadequate, com- 
pelling the employees of the Light-House Service to pass over the 
dangerous tracks of the company and over a long pier in order to 
reach their storehouse. I say to members on this floor that this 
bill ought not to become a law. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid on the table. 


EVERETT HARBOR, WASHINGTON, 


Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the | 


present consideration of Senate joint resolution No. 56, providing 
for a modification in the adopted project for the improvement of 
Everett Harbor, Washington. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That in carrying of the work of improve- 
ment of Everett Harbor, Washington, authorized in the river and harbor 
act of March 3, 1899, the Secretary of War may, in his discretion, postpone 
the dredging and improvement of Old River, and may widen or deepen, or 
both widen and deepen the harbor basin and channel through the tide flats, and 
take such steps as may seem to him desirable to protect and conserve the 
work as performed. 

The following amendments recommended by the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors were read: 


In line 6 strike out the word “postpone” and insert in lieu thereof the | 


word “abandon.” 

In lines 7 and 8, after the word “and,” in line 7, strike out ‘‘ may widen or 
deepen, or both widen and deepen,” and insert in lieu thereof “any balance 
heretofore appropriated or authorized for the present approved project may 
be used for the widening or deepening of.” 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the joint resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker. there is another amendment, to 
make it more clear, which should be made in line 11, before the 
word “‘take,”’ to insert the words ‘‘the Secretary of War may.”’ 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

In line 11, before the word “ take,” insert the words “ the Secretary of War 
may.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BURTON, a motion to reconsider the last 


| vote was laid on the table. 
and myself, and not only meets the approval of the Secretary of | 


COURT-HOUSE AND JAIL, SANTA CRUZ COUNTY, ARIZ. 


Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 8752) author- 
izing the board of supervisors of Santa Cruz County, Ariz., to issue 
bonds for the erection of a court-house and jail for said county, 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Arizona asks unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of a bill which the Clerk 
will report, 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the board of supervisors of the county of Santa 
Cruz, Territory of Arizona, is hereby authorized to issue bonds on said county 
in the sum of $35,000 for the construction of a court-house and jail for said 
county and vaults for the preservation of its records. 

Sec. 2. That said bonds may be in such denominations as the said board 
may prescribe and shall bear not more than 5 per cent interest per annum, 
and shall not be sold for less than their par value. Said bonds shall be made 
payable in thirty years, with an option on the part of the county to pay any 
or all of them after ten years from the date of their issue. 

Sec. 3. That for the purpose of paying the interest on said bonds as it be- 
comes due and provide for a sinking fund to pay said bonds the said board 
of supervisors shall levy and cause to be collected, as other county taxes are 
levied and collected, a sufficient tax on the assessable property in said county 
as will meet the interest as it falls dueand providea reasonable sinking fund 
to pay said bonds when due. 

Sec. 4. That said bonds shall be printed with interest coupons attached 
thereto; each coupon shall represent one year’s interest on the bond, and 
when the interest represented in a coupon is paid the coupon shall be de- 
tached from the bond and placed by the treasurer with his other vouchers 
before the board of supervisors. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. LACEY, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


UTAH SCHOOL INDEMNITY LANDS, 


Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the following bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 13025) to make the provisions of an act of Congress approved 
February 28, 1891 (26 Stat., 796), applicable to the State of Utah. 


Be it enacted, etc., That all the provisions of an act of Congress approved 
February 28, 1891, which provides for the selection of lands for educational 
purposes in lieu of those appropriated for other pr rposes, be, and the same 
are hereby, made applicable to the State of Utah, and the grant of school 
lands to said State, including sections 2 and 32 in each township, and indem- 
nity therefor, shall be administered and adjusted in accordance with the pro- 
visions of said act, anything in the act approved July 16, 1894, providing for 
the admission of said State into the Union, to the contrary notwithstanding. 

Src. 2. That wherever the words “sections 16 and 36" occur in said act, the 
same as applicable to the State of Utah shall read: “sections 2, 16,32, and 36,” 
and wherever the words “sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections” occur the 


| same shall read: “second, sixteenth, thirty-second, and thirty-sixth sections,” 


and wherever the words “sections 16 or 36” occur the same shall read: ‘‘sec- 
tions 2, 16, 32, or 36.” 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Add at the end of section 2 the following: “‘and wherever the words ‘two 
sections’ occur the same shall read ‘four sections.’” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. McRAE. Reserving the right to object, I want to ask the 
gentleman if this bill enlarges the amount of the grant for school 
purposes for Utah in any way? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. No, sir; it does not enlarge the grant. 
Under the enabling act by which Utah was admitted into the 
Union, in view of the fact that it isa mountainous State, there 
| was granted to it four sections for school purposes instead of two. 
It was found in a large number of instances the land was barren 
and mountainous, and was therefore valueless for cultivation. 

Nine-tenths of our lands or more is mountainous and of prac- 
| tically no value except for grazing purposes, and for that reason 
| it was recognized that Utah ought to have four sections of land 
instead of two. Under the act of 1891, which by this bill is made 
applicable to the State of Utah, only two sections are mentioned, 





| because only two sections were granted the other States. This 
| bill has been approved by the Commissioner of the General Land 








Office and by the Secretary of the Interior. 
Interior, or the Commissioner of the General Land Office, concurs 
in the language of the act by which it was extended to cover the 
four sections instead of two. 
Mr. McRAE. Then, if it does not enlarge the grant made by 
the enabling act, what does the State get by it? 
Mr.SUTHERLAND. Simply asa matter of administration—— 


The Secretary of the 


Mr. — (interrupting). What is the substantial change 
in the law? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. The act by which Utah was admitted 
into the Union provided for the selection of indemnity lands in 
certain cases. Now, that act was passed in 1894—— 

Mr. McRAE. [I understand that; but there was also in the 
enabling act a provision for indemnity school lands. Now, what 
is the substantial difference between the two laws as to the selec- 
tions? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I was going to state to the gentleman 
that in the act of 1891 there is a provision, for instance, that where 
these school sections are within an Indian reservation that the 
State need not wait until the reservation is opened, but may select 
school-indemnity lands in place of them. ere is a provision in 
the act that where the sections are missing, either in whole or in 
part, that indemnity lands may be selected for them. These two 
provisions are not in the enabling act of Utah, but are in the gen- 
eral act of 1891, so that the result is that every other public-land 
State may select indemnity lands where the school lands are either 
within the limits of of a reservation or found to be missing by 
reason of some natural condition, like the existence of a lake, ex- 
cept in the case of Utah; and this simply makes applicable to the 
State of Utah the provisions that prevail as to the other public- 
land States. 

Mr. McRAE. Is there not also another benefit your State gets 
by this bill? Is it not true that under the enabling act you must 
select your indemnity lands in not less than quarter sections near- 
est to the lands lost, whereas by this act you can take it in as 
small subdivisions as 40 acres? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Ido not so understand it. If so I see 
no reason why Utah should be put upon different conditions from 
other public-land States. 

Mr. LACEY. Is there not also this: You are required to se- 
lect the lieu lands near by, adjacent to, instead of at a distance 
from the school lands? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I am glad the gentleman from Iowa 
called my attention to that fact. Utah was constituted as a Ter- 
ritory something like fifty years prior to its admission into the 
Union as a State in 1896. The valley lands were settled through- 
out the Territory, as they were more valuable, and therefore the 
more valuable school lands had been taken up and settled upon. 
Now, under the provisions of the enabling act we must select 
lands as nearly contiguous to the school lands for which they are 
taken as we can possibly. Now, the same cause which induced 
settlement upon the school lands in the fertile valleys, because 
they were the most valuable lands, also induced settlement upon 
the adjoining valley lands, and when we undertake to select the 
most nearly contiguous lands to the school sections, for which 
they are taken as indemnity, we are driven into the mountains. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I did not catch the reason 
given why Utah did not get the benefit of these sections when 
admitted into the Union. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. The reason was that in preparing the 
enabling act for Utah the gentlemen who drafted the bill took 
the provision from the enabling act of some State admitted prior 
to 1891, and overlooked the provisions of the act of 1891. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Oh, yes. 

_ The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 
is on agreeing to the amendment of the committee. 

The question was taken; and the amendment of the committee 
was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. SUTHERLAND, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present the conference 
report on the Post-Office appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California presents the 
report of the committee of conference on the Post-Office appro- 
priation bill, which the clerk will report. 

Mr.LOUD. Mr. Speaker, as there is a statement accompanyin 
the report, I would that the reading of the report be dispe 
with and that the statement be read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California asks unani- 
mous consent to dispense with the reading of the report and that 
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the statement be read. Without objection, this course will be 
pursued. The Chair hears none. 
The report of the committee of conference is as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11354) making appropri- 
ations for the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1908, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free confer- 
ence have to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses 
as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 2, 3, 4,5,6,7, 8, 9, 10, 
11, 12, 18, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 30, 82, 33, 37, 39. and 40. 

That the House e from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 29, 31, 34, 35, 36, and 38 and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 1, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Page 1, line 11, strike out the word “edition” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “editions; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 27, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Page 4, strike out lines 7 to 12, inclusive, and insert in lieu thereof the follow- 
ing: ‘‘ The Postmaster-General is hereby directed to investigate and report 
to Congress as soon as possible the advisability and practicability of purchas- 
ing and adopting a uniform metal lock box, at a price not to exceed 5) cents, 
for the purpose of selling the same to patrons on rural free-delivery routes 
at cost;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 28, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Page 4, line 24, strike out the words “less that $100 nor; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

E. F. LOUD, 


GEO. W. SMITH, 
CLAUDE A. SWANSON 
Managers on the part of the House, 
WM. E. MASON, 
BOIES PENROSE, 
A. 8. CLAY, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement of the committee of conference was read, as 
follows: 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 11354) making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, submit the following written 
statement in explanation of the effect of the action agreed uponin the accom- 
panying conference report on each of the Senate amendments, as follows: 

The Senate made 40 amendments to the bill, _—— a total increase of 
$607,158.60, An increase of $500,000 is made in the provision for pneumatic- 
tube service, $45,100 in officials for the rural free-delivery service, $55,000 for 

riuting, binding, and distributing new edition of Postal Lawsand Regula- 
icon. ‘$7 000 for two additional i ctors, and $58.60 for claims. 

By the action of the conferees the Senate recedes from amendments in- 
volving an increase of $52,158.60. 

The effect of the action of the committee on amendment numbered 1 is to 
permit the Department to have the new editions of Postal Laws and Regula- 
tions and Digest to accompany the same prepared for distribution and make 
available the amounts appropriated for such service in previous acts. 

Amendments numbered 2 to 26, inclusive, relate to increase in force and 
increase in salaries of rural free-delivery officials, as follows: Increase in sa}- 
ary of special agentsin charge of divisions from $2,400 to $2,500, and increase in 
number from 7 to 10. Increase in salary of clerks at division headquarters 
from $1,200 to $1,400 for the highest grade, and increase in number of 12 for 
all grades. Increase in number of highest grade of special agents from 15 to 
30, and rearrangement of the grades so as to increase the salary of the low- 
est grade from $1,300 to $1,400. Increase in number of route inspectors from 
75 to 8. The amount of per diem allowance was increased to meet the in- 
creases referred to. From all of which amendments the Senate receded. 

The effect of the action of the committee on amendment numbered 27 is to 
strike out the provision inserted by the Senate directing the Postmaster- 
General to purchase rural mail boxes at 50 cents each and dispose of same to 
patrons at cost_and insert a provision directing the Postmaster-General to 
investigate said subject and report to Congress as soon as possible the advisa- 
bility and practicability of so doing. 

Amendment numbered 28 provides for the prosecution and punishment of 
those who destroy or steal from rural letter boxes, and the action of the 
copeniiien in respect thereto is to strike out the minimum fine for such 
offense. 

Amendment numbered 29 permits special agents, route inspectors, and ex- 
—r inspectors in rural free-delivery service to administer oaths, and is 
agreed to. 

Amendment numbered 30 permits rural carriers to administer oaths, and 
the action of the committee is to strike out such provision. 

Amendment numbered 31 makes the apeegrsetl m for printing facing 
~ card — labels, manifold books, etc.,available for the registry service, 
and is 0. 

Amendments numbered 32 and 33 are claims—one for carrying the mail on 
a certain route and the other for payment of a post-office order. They are 
both stricken out. 

Amendments numbered 34 and 35 provide for the establishment of a pneu- 
matic-tube service, and appropriates therefor for the ensuing fiscal year 
$500,000, the Postmaster-General not being permitted, prior to June 30, 1904, 
to enter into contracts for this service which will aggregate an annual ex- 
penditure in excess of $800,000. The provisions of this amendment are iden- 
tical with those contained in a bill recently reported favorably by the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads of the House, with the exception 
that the limitation of 8 inches for the diameter of the tubes is eliminated. 
Your committee haveagreed to theamendmentas incorporated by the Senate. 

Amendment numbered 36 enables the Postmaster-General to pay the sum 
of $1,000 to the legal representatives of railway mail clerks killed or who may 
die from injuries received while on duty, and your committee agreed to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 37 provides for the extension of special facilities 
from Washington to Jacksonville, Fla.. inaddition to the provision providing 
= such service from Washington to New Orleans. The Senate receded on 
the same. : 

Amendment numbered 38 permits the Postmaster-General to have special- 
delivery and adhesive postage stamps manufactured in the Bureau of Engrav- 
ing and Printing without advertising for bids therefor, and your committee 
agreed to the same. 

Amendments numbered 39 and 40 provided for the equcteiees of two 
inspectors in the office of the assistant attorney-general of the Post-Office 
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Department and appropriated $7,000 therefor. 
Same. 
The bill as it passed the House carried $137,916,598.75. 
Thc bill as it passed the Senate carried $138,523, 757.35. 
The bill as agreed to by conferees carries $138,471,598.75. 
E. F. LOUD, 
iEO, W. SMITH, 
CLAUDE A. SWANSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 





The Senate receded on the 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the conference 
report. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I would like 
to ask the gentleman what the bill carries now for pneumatic- 
tube service? 

Mr. LOUD. Five hundred thousand dollars. Mr. Speaker, I 
will make a statement to the House in regard to the only two 
amendments which are of much importance to which the com- 
mittee agreed. You will note that the increase we have agreed 
to is about $550,000 or a little over. Fifty-five thousand dollars 
is simply a reappropriation of money for printing the postal laws 
and regulations. Five hundred thousand dollars is for the 
pheumatic-tube service for the coming year, and in explanation 
of that I will state that the Post-Office Committee had under con- 
sideration the advisability and practicability of again permitting 
the use of the pneumatic tube in the larger cities of the country. 

The opinion of the committee has been for some years that the 
service as established was of such an extravagant character that 
it should not be continued. We then took under consideration 
the questiun of so safely guarding the pneumatic-tube service, 
and recognizing, I believe, that the pneumatic-tube service, if it 
could be had reagonably enough, should becontinued. Weframed 
a bill and reported it to the House which provides that this serv- 
ice can only be instituted after due advertisement. and that such 
service should be awarded to the lowest responsible bidder. We 
then provided that ‘‘ no contract shall be entered into in any city 


| 
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spent some time on this provision, and I will read it again. It is 


as follows: 


That no contract shall be entered into in any city for the character of mail 
service herein provided which will create an aggregate annual rate of ex- 
penditure, including necessary power and labor to operate the tubes, and all 
other expenses of such service, in excess of 4 per cent of the gross postal 
revenue of said city for the last preceding fiscal year. 

That no contract shall be made in any city providing for 3 miles or more 
of double lines of tube which shall involve an expenditure in excess of $1700) 
per mile per annum, and said compensation shall cover power, labor, and 


| all operating expenses. 


i 
| 


for the character of mail service herein provided which will cre- | 
ate an aggregate annual rate of expenditure, including necessary | 
power and labor to operate the tubes and all other expenses of | 
such service in excess of 4 per cent of the gross postal revenue of | 


said city for the last preceding fiscal year.”’ 

There we put a limitation upon the extension of this service. 
To illustrate. If a city has receipts of a million dollars for the 
past fiscal year, then under this bill the pneumatic-tube service 
could be established providing for an expenditure of not exceed- 
ing $40,000. 

Further, we provide: 

No contract shall be made in any city providing for 3 miles or more of 
double lines of tube which shall involve an expenditure in excess of $17,000 
per mile per annum, and said compensation shali cover power, labor, and all 
operating expenses. 

The tube that was operated in the city of New York, under 
contract entered into some five or six years ago, provided for an 
expenditure of about $35,000 a mile. and your committee have 
limited it to $17,000. Recognizing that pneumatic-tube service 
was an aid to the postal service, if it could be safely guarded, 
your conference committee took the views of the Post-Office Com- 
mittee, felt authorized in receding from the amendment of the 
Senate. and recommending to the House that it be concurred in. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman allow me 
a question? 

Mr. LOUD. Certainly. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. As I understand it, the pro- 
vision in the conference report is a limitation of $17,000 per mile 


perannum. If I understood the gentleman correctly, the amount 
paid for the pneumatic tube in New York, when it was stricken 
out some years ago, was about $35,000 per mile. 


Mr. LOUD. A little over 35,000. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. In addition to that, is it not a 
fact that a large amount of expenditure was made by the Govy- 
ernment in providing for power? 

Mr. LOUD. Iam not positive about that for New York. The 
company furnished some power, and I think the post-office de- 
partment some power in the main office. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. The gentleman can not give 
me any accurate information on that point? 

Mr. LOUD. The expense of power would not be more than 
fifteen or sixteen thousand dollars a year, and would not increase 
the service in New York to a large extent. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. My impression is there was 
an annual appropriation in the sundry civil bill providing for 
power for the pneumatic-tube service. 

Mr. LOUD. There was in Boston. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. And there was also in New 
York. It comes tomy memory now. Now, is it provided in the 
gentleman’; conference report that the expenses for power shall 
be met by those operating the pneumatic tube? 

Mr. LOUD. I believe that the committee have drawn this 
provision st it will cover every possible item. The committee 


I think we have covered as much as we could by language; at 
least, that is the intention. The same provision isin the next 
paragraph, which relates to the amount paid 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I know it was proposed in the 
appropriation bill to build a new boiler for the purpose of provid- 
ing power for the tube in New York. As I understand the gen- 
tleman, it would not be necessary to do that now. 

Mr. LOUD. That is what the committee intended. Tliere is 
one difficulty about post-office appropriations. We provide for 
one character of an expenditure, and another committee, of 
which the gentleman is a member, provides for other expendi- 
tures. Now, of course, if an appropriation committee shall pro- 
vide for an expenditure of money for power, I do not think we 
could prevent it, although we have drawn this bill as carefully, I 
think, as it is possible to doit. I hope the Appropriation Com- 
mittee will not attempt to make any provision to take care of 
any part of the pneumatic-tube service if it shall be installed as 
provided here. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. 
nois [Mr. CANNON] now in his seat. 

Mr. CANNON. Let me ask the gentleman from California a 
question or two. The limitation proposed, as I understand, is 4 
per cent. That is not much of a limitation, if the service extends 
for 2 or 3 miles. 

Mr. LOUD. Four per cent in each city. 

Mr. CANNON. What would it be in New York? 

Mr. PAYNE. Not exceeding $17,000 a mile. 

Mr. CANNON. Ah! That is a very important matter. 

Mr. LOUD. That is another provision. 

Mr. CANNON. Does the provision which the gentleman has 
just read provide, substantially, that all expenses for power and 
everything else shall, in the first place, be limited to 4 per cent, 
and, in the second place, shall not exceed $17,000 a mile? 

Mr. LOUD. The provisions on this subject are embraced in 
two paragraphs, of which I have read only one. Another para- 
graph follows. 

Mr. CANNON. Let us hear that. 

Mr. LOUD (reading)— 

No contract shall be made in any city providing for 3 miles or more of 
double lines of tube which shall involve an expenditure in excess of $17,000) 
per mile per annum; and said compensation shall cover power, labor, and 
all operating expenses. 

Mr. CANNON. Then as to all cities that have 3 miles or more 
of tubes the limitation, as I understand, is conclusive; but if 
there should be a city that has less than 3 miles of tubes the 
$17,000 a mile, as I understand, would not be conclusive. 

Mr. LOUD. That is correct. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to say to my friend from California 
that, in my judgment, he need have no fear of the Committee on 
Appropriations reporting anything not authorized by law in con- 
nection with this matter. We have not the power of legislation, 
nor would it be in order to appropriate anything not authorized 
by law. 

Mr. LOUD. Sometimes things are ‘‘ sneaked in,’’ you know, 
when we do not see them. 

Mr. CANNON. Sometimes they may be ‘‘ sneaked in’’ from 
ignorance; but I say to my friend that he will search in vain, s0 
far as I recollect, for anything providing for an enlargement of 
expenditure in connection with the public service that was ever 
‘sneaked in ’’ upon a bill from the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. LOUD. Sometimes things get in, and we do not under- 
stand them ourselves. Let me say to the gentleman that in three 
or four or five or eight or ten years if the Treasury Department 
should urge upon the Appropriations Committee the necessity 
of the enlargement of a plant or the expenditure of money in 4 
Government building the gentleman might not discover what 
that expenditure was intended to do, and though not thor yughly 
understanding the subject might recommend an appropriation. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I will confess so far, and so far only, 
that the Committee on Appropriations has from time to time re 





I see the gentleman from IIli- 


| ported legislation in connection with appropriations; but it has 


always called attention to the matter in the report, and never, 5° 
far as I have recollection or belief, has eee anything that 
took on additional expenditures. What little legislation the 


| committee has reported in connection with —— has, 
e 


think I can safely say, been invariably along the line of a reduc- 
tion of expenditures and a more economical administration. 


1902. 


Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from California yield to 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy]? 

Mr. LOUD. [I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. If I understand this confer- 
ence report correctly, these limitations as to the payment per 
mile apply only where there are 3 or more miles of tube in 


operation? 
Mr. LOUD. That is correct. 
Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. But that will not cover Boston, 


where there are not 3 miles in operation. 

Mr. LOUD. The committee spent a great deal of time on this 
subject, and we examined quite a number of witnesses. These 
provisions were prepared, I will say, in the Post-Office Depart- 
ment; but the Department, I think, would hardly recognize them 
now, because we have put around them every additional safeguard 
that we possibly Gould 

When we considered the rate to be paid per mile for a tube of 
less than 3 miles in length, the best evidence that we had con- 
vinced us that if a tube in a city was only half a mile or a mile in 
length, with two expensive terminals and with an expensive power 
plant, $17,000 a mile was probably not sufficient. And again, we 
took into consideration that we must trust our officials. We can 
not lay down an iron-clad rule so strong that it will absolutely 
prohibit the initiation of service. 

Now, let me say that so far as the city of Boston is concerned I 
pe the contemplated service there will cover much more than 
3 miles. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. If they get all they wish, it 
certainly will. In Philedelphia how much tube is there in con- 
dition to be operated? 

Mr. LOUD. About a mile, I think. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Then this limitation under 
existing conditions will apply only to the city of New York? 

Mr. LOUD. That is true, under existing conditions. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. And it makes the expenditure 
somewhat less than half what it was when the provision for this 
service was stricken from the bill. 

Mr. LOUD. Of course, as I have eee to the gentleman, 
we must depend upon the wisdom, the honesty, and the integrity 
of the Post-Office officials. If we donot or if we can not, we had 
better go out of business. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I agree with the gentleman on 
that point. 

Mr. LOUD. Weconsulted quite freely with the Second Assist- 
ant Postmaster-General, who, as the gentleman knows, is not the 
same man who was filling that position when the former contract 
was entered into. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I have all confidence in him. 

Mr. LOUD. I have faith in the Second Assistant Postmaster- 
General, from some association with him ever since he has been 
in that office. I have never found him yet conducting the affairs 
of that office in any other manner than that in which a good busi- 
ness man would conduct his own affairs; and as we could not a 
ply the limitation where there was less than 3 miles of tubing in 
a city we have arranged it in the manner now reported. 

Mr. MOODY ef Massachusetts. I think this is a very impor- 
tant matter, and under ordinary circumstances I might have 
wished to have the question reserved for further consideration; 
but the House very well knows the great confidence I have in the 
gentleman from California and his committee, and if he desires 
to dispose of this matter now I will have nothing further to say. 
It is an important matter—the gentleman I know agrees with me 
on that—and the House can ae very little consideration to it 
under these circumstances. I had hoped that the matter of pneu- 
matic-tube service might come up in some other way than on an 
appropriation bill, so that there might be a full and free discus- 
sion and an opportunity for amendment; but I think, under the 
. mditions which gentlemen all know, I shall make no further 
observations. ; 

Mr. CANNON. There is one word I want to understand. I 
think I understand it now, but I want to emphasize it in view of 
the gentleman’s statement a few minutes ago. In all cities now, 
as [ understand it, that will have less than 3 miles of pneumatic 
tubes the limitations that the gentleman refers to do not apply; 
so that if at the next session of Congress or some future session 
of Congress estimates should be submitted for power outside of 
this limitation they would be in order under the law. 

Mr. LOUD. Technically, I suppose that that would be true, 
yet | should hope that the Post-Office Department would take 
what appears to a reasonable mind to be a mandate; that so far 
4s 18 possible the conditions laid down here shall be absolutely 
complied with. 

Mr. BINGHAM. There will be no extension until 1904, anyway. 


“a ULL, Does not the 4 per cent limitation apply to all 
ces? 
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Mr. LOUD. Oh, yes; that applies to all of them. In an office 
having receipts of $1,000,000—and there are not exceeding 12, I 
think, in the whole United States that have receipts in excess of 
that—they could only expend $40,000 for pneumatic-tube service. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Does this bill limit this to pneu- 
matic-tube lines that are already in operation? 

Mr. LOUD. There are none now in operation. I want to say, 
in reply to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy], that 
if the House wants to discuss this matter it has the same oppor- 
tunity here that it could have if we had disagreed to this amend- 
ment, because this is the only matter really upon which any ques- 
tion would arise. The House can dispose of it just the same. I 
do not want the House either to adopt or reject any measure that 
may be agreed to or disagreed to, coming from a committee of 
which I am a member, unless the House shall thoroughly and ab- 
solutely understand the question before them. Under ordinary 
circumstances, as one member of the committee on conference, I 
should not have agreed to thisamendment upon an appropriation 
bill. The gentleman from Massachusetts |Mr. Moopy] knows 
well my views upon this question, but neither he nor I can con- 
tinually stand in the way of progress without continually being 
run over. I have done all in my power in the past. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Let me call the gentleman’s 
attention to the fact that we have stood in the way of progress, 
and we have not been run over up to the present time. 

Mr. LOUD. Well, the gentleman and myself here tried to 
discontinue—— 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. And succeeded. 

Mr. LOUD. Tried to discontinue a pneumatic-tube service 
which was conceived in sin. The gentleman well remembers 
that. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts: I quite agree to that. 

Mr. LOUD. We were run over then. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. The gentleman had not my 
assistance then. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LOUD. I think I havehad the gentleman’s assistance ever 
since the pneumatic-tube service has been in operation. 

Let me say in conclusion, Mr. Speaker, that I recognize that 
the pneumatic-tube service is a service that we must have. The 
people in this country, in the large cities, demand it; and when 
we realized that condition, we safeguarded it as carefully as we 
could possibly frame legislation and make it effective. Now, 
there is the whole case. The House is in possession of all the 
facts, and the House can discuss it or dispose of it. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. LOUD. Certainly. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I notice three provisions in this bill incorpo- 
rated by the Senate—amendments 28, 29, and 30—which do not 
make an appropriation and which are administrative, and the re- 
port fails to show why those amendments were rejected. Two of 
them it occurred to me are quite important. One of them per- 
mitted the special agents to administer oaths, to swear witnesses, 
relieving them of the difficulty of carrying a notary public with 
them, for instance, when they are taking evidence. Amendment 
30 provides that rural carriers may administer oaths to pensioners 
for their certificates. I suppose that was inserted because the 
rural routes frequently take away the fourth-class post-offices; 


| and fourth-class postmasters, as I understand, have the right to 


administer oaths. This I assume was to take the place of that. 
I should like to know why that was discarded. 

Mr. LOUD. Amendment 29 was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I understood from the reading of the report 
that it was not. 

Mr. LOUD. Amendment 30 was disagreed to. Amendment 30 
conferred the power upon rural carriers to administer oaths, and 
we thought that was going a little too far. We permit the route 
inspectors and agents to administer oaths, but we did not think it 
advisable to confer that power upon an ultimate forty or fifty 
thousand rural carriers. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is a satisfactory explanation. I as- 
sumed that there was some very good reason that impelled the 
gentleman to reject the amendment. Why was amendment 28 
rejected? 

Mr. LOUD. Amendment 28 was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I misunderstood the reading of the report. 

Mr. LOUD. Amendment 27 was also accepted with an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. CANDLER. I heard something in the statement which I 
could not exactly understand in reference to the amendment by 
the Senate concerning the boxes along these rural-delivery routes. 
They passed a certain amendment, and it was changed to some 
extent in the conference committee. Will you please explain 
what the provisions are in reference to that as the bill stands now? 

Mr. LOUD. Amendment No. 27 directed the Postmaster- 


General to purchase lock boxes at a price not exceeding 50 cents 








each and to sell them at cost to the patrons of the route. We 
amended that amendment by putting on a provision directing the 
Postmaster-General to report to Congress regarding the practica- 
bility and advisability of purchasing these boxes. 

Mr. CANDLER. No further action will be taken in reference 
to these boxes until his report to Congress comes in on this subject? 

Mr. LOUD. No; we did not consider it wise to adopt that 
amendment in the shape in which it was in the bill. 

Mr. CANDLER. So the law will remain as it now is in refer- 
ence to the boxes until that report comes in and Congress takes 
action in the premises? 

Mr. LOUD. Yes. 

Mr. CANDLER. I thank the gentleman for the information. 

Mr. LOUD. If no other gentleman desires to ask any further 
question, I will ask for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the conference 
report. 

he conference report was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. LOUD, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

ROBERT J, SPOTTSWOOD. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 7018) for 
the relief of Robert J. Spottswood and the heirs of William C. 
McClellan, deceased, with a Senate amendment thereto. 

The Senate amendment was read. 

Mr. FOSTER. I move that the House nonconcur in the Senate 
amendment and that a conference be asked for. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Speaker appointed as con- 
ferees on the part of the House Mr. Grarr, Mr. Foster of Ver- 
mont, and Mr. OTEy. 

GEORGE C. ‘TILLMAN. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 4071) granting 
an increase of pension to George C. Tillman, with a House amend- 
ment thereto to which the Senate had disagreed and asked for a 
conference. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I move that the House insist on its 
amendment and agree to the conference requested by the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Speaker announced as con- 
ferees on the part of the House Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, Mr. Brom- 
WELL, and Mr. RicuHarpson of Alabama. 


RECIPROCITY WITH CUBA. 


Mr. PAYNE. I move that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the 
further consideration of House bill 12765, to provide for recipro- 
cal trade relations with Cuba, and pending that, Mr. Speaker, I 
ask for general leave to print upon the bill for three days after 
the final vote upon it. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] 
moves that the House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further considera- 
tion of House bill 12765, and pending that asks unanimous con- 
sent for general leave to print on this bill, lasting for three days 
after the final disposition thereof. Is there objection? 

Mr. APLIN. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan objects. 

The motion of Mr. PAYNE was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 12765) to provide for reciprocal trade 
relations with Cuba, with Mr. SHERMAN in the chair. 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Chairman, the bill pending before the 
House may be considered in two aspects—from the purely business 
standpoint of an economic measure in the interest of the com- 
merce and industries of two nations, and from the standpoint of 
those weightier considerations of a high political and moral char- 
acter. If the bill were even more important to this nation asa 
purely business proposition than it is, it would hardly deserve 
the great place it has taken in the public mind and in our own 
deliberations; and yet from that point of view it is of considerable 
importance. 

It fixes the basis upon which is to be conducted the trade be- 
tween two peoples, which to-day amounts in the aggregate to 
seventy-five millions a year, and which I believe, under the oper- 
ation of the bill, would soon amount to more than three times 
that sum. It contains advantages to both nations without doing 
injury to either, as a whole, or to any interest in either. One 
party to the transaction is so strong and rich that even a greater 
benefit would hardly be perceptible, although the bill is in the 
direction of a sound national policy of great importance even to 
it, but to the young and now weak people—hereafter, I trust, to 
be prosperous and great—it comes as the very bread of life. 

Let me call your attention to the general features of our trade 
with Cuba without reviewing the details. A glance at the fig- 


ures of that trade will, I think, show the lack of accuracy in the 
cbservation of the gentleman from Nevada, who is usually accu- 
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rate, that the trade which the bill would secure for our country 
would be in those articles which are produced by the trusts. 
The table of imports into the island of Cuba, which I hold in my 
hand, will prove the gentleman’s error. 

In the first subdivision, which bears the title of ‘“‘Alimentary 
articles,’’ Cuba in the year ending June 30, 1901, imported from 
the United States $3,789,320 of value, and from all other countries 
$12,924,071 of value. I do not know of a singie article which 
enters to any material extent in that list which is under control 
of a trust. They are articles of food or drink, and the far greater 
part of them in value are the direct products of agriculture or the 
products of our fisheries. I would say that the preferential duty 
which is called for by this bill would probably secure to this 
country much the greater part of the thirteen millions of trade 
which under that item goes to other nations. 

The next important heading embraces fibers, tissues, cotton and 
other clothing, boots and shoes, and wearing apparel generally, 
In that subdivision the total value of goods purchased from the 
United States amounts to only $1,127,160, while from all other 
countries there were purchased $10,186,029. Under the heading 
of ‘‘ Miscellaneous,’’ the most important item of which is cattle, 
there were purchased from this country $2,347,009, and from all 
other countries $6,772,868. The grand total of all articles con- 
tained in the exhibit of this portion of Cuba’s trade amounts to 
$10,356,725 of goods purchased from the United States, and 
$34,930,183 of goods purchased from all other countries. 

It is practically certain that instead of having such a small 
percentage of this trade, under the operation of the pending bill 
this country would secure 80 per cent of it all. That is a most 
important item in itself. It embraces, not as has been said—the 
products of the trusts—but it embraces in a great degree the 
products of our agriculture, our fisheries, and our common 
manufactures. Instead of selling, therefore, to Cuba about 
$30,000,000 of goods each year on the basis of her trade of the 
last fiscal year we should, under this bill, be selling her about 
$60,000,000. This is a trade that will enormously increase with 
the growth of the paver and the prosperity of Cuba. In the 
present impoverished condition of that people they must be con- 
tent with the bare necessaries of life. If they are prosperous 
their consumption of the articles entering into their trade will 
greatly increase. 

The objection to the bill which has been urged with the great- 
est force, and indeed the only one that can command our atten- 
tion, is that its passage will be attended by an injury to a new 
and growing American industry, which would otherwise have 
before it a great future. If that objection were a sound one it 
would be fatal to the bill. I for one certainly could not see my 
way clear to support a measure which would throw a growing 
American industry to the wolves for the advantage of any other 
industry, however meritorious, in our own country or for the ad- 
vantage of any other nation. 

I am sure I should be the last to injure knowingly the beet-sugar 
industry, which has prospered so splendidly in Michigan, and 
which promises so much for the whole nation. I have no criti- 
cism to make of the Representatives of the States in which that 
industry is established, although I feel confident that they are 
mistaken in their belief that this bill would bring any harm to 
their industry. 

I have listened to the eloquent speeches of my friend, the gen- 
tleman from Michigan, and of others who are upon this side of 
the Chamber, and share his views upon the subject, and I have 
been entertained even if not convinced by their efforts. They 
have read to the House from Republican platforms and the 
speeches of prominent Republicans declarations in favor of pro- 
tecting the beet-sugar industry. 

The sentiments they have quoted are all highly interesting but 
hardly pertinent to this debate. They tend too much to general- 
ities. hey proceed upon the theory that when the Republican 
platform, for instance, of six years ago declared in favor of pro- 
tection to beet sugar it meant to declare in favor of 1.685 cents a 
pound, no more and no less, although that rate was not deter- 
mined upon until a year afterwards. There ig no question here 
of protection to the beet-sugar industry, certainly upon this side 
of the House. } ; 

I believe Republican members are unanimous in their desire to 
foster that industry. I think it should be supported, because we 
have such large areas in this country where the soil and climate 
are favorable to its development that after a few years of protec- 
tion we shall be enabled to produce, at a less price than we are 
paying now, sufficient sugar at home to supply our own consump- 
tion. Even under the discouraging circumstances of the last year, 
when the overproduction, caused by a system of bounties abroad, 
created an abnormally low price, the output of our beet-sugar fac- 
tories increased about 100 per cent. 

The question, I say, therefore, is not whether we should protect 
the beet-sugar industry, but what would be a sufficient prowsction 
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and whether it could be harmed by this bill. Will the reduction 
of the duty upon raw sugar coming from a single country to 1.35 
cents a pound in the slightest degree endanger that industry? If 
gentlemen would address themselves to that paar. they 
would discuss the question which long ago struck me as the vital 
one in this case. In my opinion the evidence is conclusive, not 
merely that which was produced before the committee, but that 
which springs from the very nature of the case itself, that the 
beet-sugar industry would not be weakened at all. 

Mr. MONDELL,. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. McCALL. Certainly. 

Mr. MONDELL. Does the gentleman believe that by any pos- 
sibility the beet-sugar industry can compete on equal terms with 
cane sugar grown in the Tropics? 

Mr. McCALL. I think so. Iam coming to the general ques- | 
tion between cane and beet sugar later. 

The situation is so clear that I question whether the fright | 
which has been so conspicuously displayed since this agitation | 
began is anything more than a mere simulated and theatric fright. | 
I shall cite to the House a few figures bearing upon the cost of 
producing beet sugar, from the highest beet-sugar authority, 
and then leave it to determine what possible danger there can be 
from the preposed reduction upon Cuban sugars. The beet-sugar 
forces are led by an able political general, as well as one highly 
accomplished in the business of manufacturing sugar. 

Mr. Oxnard has been engaged in manufacturing beet sugar for 
about twelve years. After he had been nine years in the business, 
when he could speak from practical experience instead of mere 
theory, he stated that with beets at $4 ae ton and an expense of 
working them of $3 per ton, there would be produced 250 pounds | 
of sugar, the estimated amount from a ton of beets, for $7, and 
upon that expenditure of $7 for raw material and for labor the 
manufacturer would receive, at 4 cents per pound, $10 for the | 
finished product, a profit of 43 per cent upon the cost of the labor | 
and the material employed. 

He said that in a factory which was in operation the cost of 
working the beets was less than $3 a ton and that in a proposed 
new factory the cost would be below $2 a ton, but for the sake of 
conservatism he adopted the estimate of $3 aton. So that upon 
this estimate, which after nine years of experience in the business 
he declared to bé conservative, there was this great profit to pay 
for the general expenses of the business and for dividends, althoug 
he was reckoning the finished product of refined sugar at only 4 
cents a pound. 

Now, take this estimate as a starting point, that refined sugar 





could be sold within the area of the beet-sugar country at 4 cents 
a pound with this great margin to cover depreciation and 
interest. Let us see at what price Cuban sugar, estimating 
upon the basis of the cost of its production, can be placed 
in that area. Colonel Bliss. our collector at Habana, has made a 
special effort to ascertain the actual cost of producing sugar in | 
Cuba, taking, I think, eight different plantations, and he arrived | 
at the conclusion that that cost is 2 cents a pofind. 

Mr. E. F. Atkins, a great business man who has been engaged 
in manufacturing sugar in Cuba for many years, and who has 
shown the same grade of capacity in that business that Mr. Car- 
negie has displayed in the steel business, and who is intimately 
acquainted with the conditions in Cuba, said to the committee 
that the average cost of producing sugar in Cuba was 2,/; cents a 
pound. While Mr. Atkins was an interested witness, he was per- 
fectly frank with the committee, and as between him and Colonel 
Bliss I should accept his testimony because of his more intimate 
personal acquaintance with the facts. 

But I will take here Colonel Bliss’s estimate, for the pu of 
my comparison, and shall consider the average cost of producing 
sugar in Cuba without any profit to the producer as 2 cents a pound. 
This bill proposes a duty oF 1.85 cents per pound upon Cuban raw 
sugar. That would be equivalent to an ad valorem duty, taking 
the actual cost of production as representing the value, of 674 
per cent. I know that some of the friends of beet sugar have dis- 
played a sensitiveness when we mention an ad valorem duty. 

They say that the Republican party has always denounced ad 
valorem duties. As a matter of fact,the duties enacted by the 
Republican party are largely ad valorem, and the objection which 
its members have urged against the ad valorem can not apply in 
this instance, because here the duty is specific; it must be so much 
per pound. There is no danger of undervaluation or of fraud 
upon the American Treasury or the American producer. There 
can be nothing odious in translating the specific duty into the 
equivalent ad valorem duty. 

{f, as some gentlemen who apparently never saw Cuba con- 
tend, sugar can be produced there at less than 2 cents a pound, 
then it is obvious that the equivalent ad valorem will be greater 
than 674 per cent; and if the estimate were correct of a cost of 14 
cents a pound, which to my mind is a ridiculous estimate, then 
the duty proposed by this bill would be about 110 per cent of the 


cost of producing Cuban sugar. I propose, however, to follow 
the statement of our collector at Habana and estimate the cost 
of production at 2 cents a pound. 

A great deal must be added to this—the freight and shipping 
charges from Cuba are about 0.350f a cent a pound. That would 
bring the cost in bond in New York to 2.35 cents a pound. Now, 
if to that you add the duty proposed by this bill, the cost of trans- 
shipment, and the freight to the territory which the beet-sugar 
manufacturers naturally supply, you have 4 cents per pound, at 
the very lowest calculation, or a practical protection of 100 per 
cent, upon the cost of producing raw sugar in Cuba. Then, add- 
ing the cost of refining, you would get not merely 4 cents for 
your sugar in the beet-sugar territory, which, according to Mr. 
Oxnard’s own estimates, would enable him to make 43 per cent 
upon the cost of labor and raw material expended, but would 
have at least 4} cents a pound. 

I know Mr. Oxnard retreated somewhat in his testimony before 
the committee from the estimate which he made in 1899, but he 
admitted that the average cost of making refined sugars in his 


| factories had been 4 cents a pound, so that in either event there 


would be for the refined product a very substantial profit indeed. 
Two cents a pound is a price which will not stimulate production 
in Cuba at all, because there is no motive for men to enlarge their 


| production of an article which it does not pay them a profit to 
| produce. 


Should the price of sugar increase so that the Cuban would get 
more for his crop and therefore be encouraged to produce more 
sugar the American purchaser of Cuban sugar would have to buy 
at a higher price obviously than to-day and the protection ac- 
corded the beet-sugar industry would be correspondingly in- 


| creased. I have proceeded upon the assumption that the world’s 
| price of sugar is the Habana price and that the protection of our 


producer would be simply the amount of duty that we added 
against Habana sugar. But the case is obviously stronger than 
that. . ‘ 

It is admitted by practically everybody upon both sides of this 
controversy that the world’s price of sugar is the Hamburg price. 
We shall consume in this country during the present year about 


| two and one-half million tons. Of that amount practically one- 


third is produced upon American territory, substantially another 
third will be brought from Cuba, and the remaining third or the 
great mass of about 800,000 tons must be purchased in the world’s 
market. 

So long as there is a considerable deficiency in our production 
the price for sugar in New York will be the Hamburg price, 
with the full freight and the full duty added, and the effect 
of remitting 20 per cent of our present duties to Cuba will be to 
add that much to the value of the products of Cuba. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. The gentleman from Massachu- 
setts will recall that Colonel Bliss in his statement before the 
Ways and Means Committee said that the Cuban planter would 
not get but 30 per cent of that. 

Mr. McCALL. Iam arguing now what I think will inevita- 
bly follow from the plainest economic principles, and I would 
like to have the gentleman, if he will give the House the pleasure 
of listening to him hereafter, show why a planter in Habana 
should sell his sugar for any less there than he could get in New 
York after he pays the freight and shipping charges to New York. 

So that our Sokcieeie producer would receive the full benefit 
of the protection of 1.685 cents per pound until such time as our 
consumption would be substantially supplied by our own product 
and by that of Cuba, a condition that can not possibly occur dur- 
ing the life of the proposed measure, or that there would be any 
reason to apprehend could occur if its life were protracted for ten 
years. 

The testimony of the beet-sugar men themselves shows clearly 
that the proposed reduction upon Cuban sugar would not Jessen 
the price of sugar to the consumer in this country in the least. 
If not, how could the beet-sugar industry be injured? Let me 
quote from Mr. Oxnard upon this point, because Mr. Oxnard was 
very specific. In his testimony before the committee, found on 
page 179 of the record, he said: 

I do not believe that a smal! reduction of the tariff would reduce the price 
one penny to the consumer. 

The CHATRMAN. What do you call a small reduction? 

Mr. OXNARD. Why, 10 to 20 per cent. 

And 20 per cent is the amount of reduction proposed in this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Would it reduce the price to the consumer? 

Mr. OXNARD. I do not think it would reduce the price of sugar to the con- 
sumer, because you would have to go abroad to get such a large quantity of 
your raw material that the price of refined sugar would be fixed there plus 
the duty. 

That is an unqualified admission of the principle underlying 
this entire case. So long as there must be a great mass of sugar 
bought by us in the world’s market in addition to what we get 
from our own producers and from Cuba, the price of sugar in the 
central market of the United States will be the Hamburg price 
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plus the freight plus the full duty. That can not be denied. It 
is admitted by the leader of the beet-sugar forces, and with that 
admission the whole case of a direct injury to the industry goes 
by the board. 

But at this point the gentlemen interested in beet sugar become 
the guardians of the public and say that if the duty is reduced 
upon Cuban sugar the sugar trust will get the benefit of that re- 


duction, and they do not propose to consent to any such a wicked | 


transaction. This doctrine has the merit of novelty and implies 
the discovery of a new trait in human nature. It is in effect that 
a soulless corporation will as a rule pay one set of men more for 
a given article of common use than it could buy the same article 
for at the same time and in the same place from another set of 
men. 
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} 
from the calm consideration of an economic measure by this con- 


juring with the octopus. The methods advised by some advo- 
cates of the beet-sugar industry in this particular connection do 
not commend themselves to my judgment. Having elected to 
consider the sugar trust, instead of the President, instead of the 


| governor of Cuba, instead of the Secretary of War as the essen- 
| tial promoter of this legislation, some advocates of beet sugar pro- 


pose to take off all the protection upon the business of converting 
raw into refined sugar in this country if they are compelled to 
accept the slightest reduction from the enormous protection 
which they themselves receive. 

Now, I am not wasting any sympathy upon the sugar trust. [ 


| do not know whether the business of converting raw sugar into 


I think that it can be asserted without any unreasonable pre- | 


sumption that sugar of the same grade will at any given moment 
of time bring the same price in New York Harbor, providing it 
is handled by rational beings. Of course, the owner of any com- 
modity is liable to be buncoed, but as a general proposition either 
buyer or seller will take advantage of the conditions which exist 
in his favor. I do not understand that anyone has ever claimed 
that there would be two ruling prices for sugar in New York at 
the same moment of time. 

That being true, it would follow as a general proposition that 


refined sugar is so established in this country that it can get along 
entirely without protection or not. If it could get along without 
protection and prosper, then we should have the sturdy competi- 


| tion, I am glad to say, of the producers of beet sugar; but if it 


could not get along and thrive, I say the people of this country 
are vitally concerned in having the business of the independent 
refining of sugar conducted in this country and not be turned 
over to the tender mercies of a highly-protected industry like that 
of beet sugar. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I would like to interrupt the gentleman to 


ask him a question in that connection. 


the parity of price would be substantially maintained between | 
ports having intimate trade relations with each other, like New | 


York and San Juan and Hamburg. My eloquent friend from 
Minnesota has simply been quarreling with an axiom when he 
has taken the contrary position. It requires no long arithmetical 
computation on the floor of this House to disprove the proposi- 
tion so obviously at war with one of the deepest principles of 
human nature. 

Why should the owner of sugar in Porto Rico accept a less price 
in San Juan than he could get by shipping his sugar to New York? 


Why, again, does-not the sugar trust get the benefit of the whole | 


duty as against the producer of raw cane sugar in Louvisiana—be- 
cause that producer is said to have no other market? Of course 
the scarcity of sugar at one port—compared with the demand, the 
distance to the port of supply, and the temporary scarcity of 
freights, and considerations of that nature—will produce slight de- 
vizeions from the parity, but these exceptions only prove the rule, 
and the infinitesimal divergencies which the ingenuity and the 
diligence of the gentleman from Minnesota led him to think he 
had discovered between New York and San Juan prices would only 
prove the rule if these divergencies, as a matter of fact, had existed. 

The proposition of the gentleman is contrary to all the laws of 
trade and to all the laws of human nature. There will be one 
price for the same grade of raw sugar in New York at the same 
time, whether you pass this bill or whether you do not, and 
whether or not you pass it the Cuban planter will beable, if he 
has ordinary human sagacity, to get that price whenever he enters 
that market. Whatever obstacle you remove from his course in 
entering that market will inure to his advantage. I well remem- 
ber that two years ago it was repeatedly asserted that the re- 
moval of the duties upon Porto Rican sugar wouid inure to the 
benefit of the sugar trust. 

There were some of us who did not share that opinion, although 
I will admit that there were very few of us upon this side of the 
House, but I call to your attention the result of the experiment 
that we then tried, and I assert with absolute confidence that the 
result of granting free trade to Porto Rico has been that the 
Porto Rican sugar grower, and not the American trust, got the 
benefit of the removal of the duty. I think, therefore, it is en- 
tirely clear that there is no ground for the alarm which the beet- 
sugar interests display at the pending bill, and the case is so clear 
that, in my opinion, as I have previously said, that alarm is 
affected. 

They have consistently contended from the start that the great 
octopus, the American sugar trust, was forcing through legisla- 
tion here to stifie and crush its growing rival. 

I do not think it is exactly fair to discredit the cause of Cuba 
by bringing in the sugar trust or by holding up the sugar trust as 
the beneficiary of this legislation. Of course we understand that 
the sugar trust is a bogy that it is always safe to batter, but I 
do not think that in the consideration of an economic question we 
should be frightened from looking at the facts as they are in the 
light of economic principles. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Does the gentleman understand that 
the sugar trust favors or opposes this legislation? 

Mr. McCALL. 
they favor it or oppose it. I venture to say as a practical propo- 


Upon that point I do not understand whether 


Mr. McCALL. Certainly. 
Mr. HEPBURN. How many persons are there employed now 


| in the refining of sugar—I do not mean of beet sugar, but the 


cane sugar—in the United States? 

Mr. McCALL. I donot know. I can not give the exact num- 
ber. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The number is very small, is it not? 

Mr. McCALL. Iam not familiar with theexactnumber. You 
are speaking, now, of the number of concerns and not the num- 
ber of men? 

Mr. HEPBURN. No; I am speaking of the number of men 
employed in the industry of the refining of cane sugar or of im- 
ported sugar. 

Mr. McCALL. I donot know, I would say, how many men 
there are employed. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I have seen the statement that the refining 
process costs 1 mill per pound. Is that correct? 

Mr. McCALL. I think that is probably very incorrect. I 
think that is probably something like the statement which has 
been made that sugar could be produced in Cuba at a cent anda 
quarter a pound. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. It was testified before the committee, if 
the gentleman will permit me, that of the 1 cent additional 
charged by the sugar-refining company about five-eighths was the 
cost of refining and about three-eighths of a cent was profit. 

Mr. McCALL. I understand that the cost of refining is some- 
thing in excess of one-half cent, but I will admit that I am not 
competent to answer the gentleman upon that point. 

Mr. METCALF. It was stated before the committee that th 
cost of refining was about half a cent a pound. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
McCLELLAN] has reversed the figures. As I understand, the tes- 
7 was that the cost was three-eighths and the profit was five- 
eighths. 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, no; the testimony of Mr. Post was that the 
cost was 624 cents per hundred pounds. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Will the gentleman permit me to inter- 
rupt him? In answer to the gentleman from Michigan | Mr. 
Wm. ALDEN SmiTH], I will say that on page 395 of the testimony 
Colonel Bliss stated: 

I think the most of the Cubans to whom I have talked agreed with me 
that if you were to give 50 per cent off, or 33} per cent, or whatever you giv 
probably not more than 30 per cent at the very most would go to the plant 


ers, and the rest of it, whatever did notstay in the United States, wou 
to the laborer and the colono, the man who cultivates small fields of can 


Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. That is on the supposition that 
his wages would be increased. 

Mr. McCALL. Of course, that would increase the cost of pro- 
ducing sugar over the estimate made by Colonel Bliss; but | do 
not know of anything that is peculiar in the production of cane 
sugar that would have any worse effect upon human nature than 
the production of beet sugar. I do not think there is anything in 
the beet that would give men an immunity from that spirit o! 
gain that prevails in all kinds of trade. I do know that the Ger- 
man beet-sugar cartel, which sells sugar for export at 2} cents 4 
pound and extorts 6 cents a pound from the German people. 1s 
somethag compared with which the American sugar trust, 

| however wicked it may be, is an eleemosynary institution, and ! 





sition that every member on this side of the House has received | prefer, and I think the people of this country prefer, to have the 
10 pamphlets and 10 documents against this bill from the | business of independent refining maintained in this country. i! 


friends of beet sugar where he has received 1 pamphlet or 1 
document from the sugar trust in its favor. 


| Now, if it can get along without any protection at all, all w« 
| and good; but I would suggest to the gentleman that there are 


I for one decline now, as I did two years ago, to be frightened ' people living in this country at a great distance from the beet, 
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who do not regard that vegetable as sacred, and that they will 
not look with complacency upon a great protected industry like 
that with 674 per cent, if it is to submit to the slightest reduction 
attempting in revenge to strike the protection entirely off from 
another competing industry. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from Massachusetts certainly does not propose to compare either | 
the cartel or the bounty produced sugar of Germany with the | 
beet sugar of our own country. 

Mr. McCALL. I was not making any comparison except to this 
point, that some gentlemen engaged in the manufacture of beet | 
sugar in Germany are robbing the German people; and now the | 
gentleman goes on the theory that the beet-sugar people of this 
country are not going to get all they can out of their trade, that 
they are benevolent and charitable gentlemen, and that we have 
nollie to fear from them. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. McCALL. Certainly. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Has the gentleman ever heard any com- 
plaint about the sugar schedule until somebody wanted reciprocity 
with Cuba? 

Mr. McCALL. Any complaint about the sugar schedule? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes; complaint that it was too high 
the tariff on sugar. I have heard complaints about other sched- 
ules—hides, steel, glass, and several other things—but I had never 
heard any complaint about the sugar schedule until we got ready 
for reciprocity with Cuba. 

Mr. McCALL. I never heard any special complaint about the | 
sugar schedule. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I never heard any. 

Mr. McCALL. Of course there is always a general hue and cry 
about the differential, and there is also a general complaint about 
all tariff duties from which the sugar schedule is not exempt. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. The differential is ample, is it not? 

Mr. McCALL. Undoubtedly itisample. I donot understand 
that anyone is asking for an increase. I say it may possibly be 
susceptible of reduction, but I say the gentleman would not bein 
avery noble and unselfish attitude if, representing an industry 
that has this enormous protection, which it is proposed possibly 
from his point of view to cut down slightly, he should say that 
he would cut down all the protection upon this other industry. 

I suggest to the gentlemen that they are adopting neither a 
sound nor a safe method of legislative procedure when they pro- 
pose, if their own protection in the case of a single country shall 
be reduced to 674 per cent, that they will remove all protection | 
from a competing industry. 

Mr. SAMUEL W.SMITH. Will the gentleman yield to me | 
for a question? 

Mr. McCALL. Certainly. 

Mr. SAMUEL W.SMITH. Did not the debates both in the 
Senate and the House at the time the bill was sed expressly 
show that the rates were fixed on raw sugar and refined so as to 
build up the beet-sugar interests of this country? 

Mr. McCALL. Undoubtedly. That question has been dis- | 


| 
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cussed here. Iam not making an effort to give all the argu- 
ments and all the evidence in the particular speech I am making. 

The climate and soil of Cuba are highly favorable to the grow- 
ing of cane, and they are favorable to a great many other crops. 
It is significant that it was urged on behalf of the tobacco growers 
who appeared before the Committee on Ways and Means that a 
reduction of the duty on tobacco would enormously stimulate its 
production in Cuba; that new lands would be given over to it, 
and that our own producer would be swam That prospect 
is about as reasonable as the fear that Cuba is going to rush into 
the production of sugar when it would cost her 3} cents a pound 
to get the raw product into our market, a sum which is in ad- 
vance of the price she receives at present. Certainly they can 
not produce tobacco and sugar from the same land at the same 
time, 

, Mr. TAWNEY. Will my colleague permit me to interrupt 
lm? 

Mr. McCALL. Certainly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Does not my colleague believe that the testi- 
mony shows that, with reasonable encouragement in the treat- 
ment of Cuba, in a very short time it can produce at least two 
or three million tons of sugar annually? 

Mr. McCALL. Cuba, if she went to the full extent of her pro- 
duction, could at least produce—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. Not the full extent, but in the next five years. 

Mr. McCALL. I do not think that there is anything that 
would be called testimony that would establish that proposition. 
I have no doubt that if you Stews 47 it something might be 
done, but not enongh to make it formidable. They raise tobacco 
and sugar, and they could not raise both tobacco and sugar on 
the same land at once. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Let me ask my colleague this question: Is it 





not a fact that all the witnesses conceded that at least within five 
years Cuba could, with free sugar, produce all the sugar that the 
United States consumes? 
Mr. McCALL. I do not think all conceded that within five 
years that could be done. 
Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him this 
uestion? Has the gentleman heard anyone state, either in the 
ouse or in the committee, that the production of sugar would 
be substantially increased during the next year, the period for 


| which this bill is to run? 


Mr. McCALL. Why, certainly not. Under the present prices 
there is no inducement to the people of Cuba to increase their 
crops, unless we suppose that they are going to extend the pro- 
duction of an article which they are now producing at a loss. 
They certainly could not greatly increase their crop during the 
life of this bill. 

A recent writer has pointed out the partnership between sugar 
and slavery and how the monarchs of a few centuries ago would 
compare their ships freighted with sugar to the bees laden with 
the sweetness of the fields. The sugar, however, with which 


| they were familiar was tropical or cane sugar. One member of 


the copartnership has gone. Slavery has practically vanished 


| from the earth. A new industry has come into being. Asarule, 
| when both beet and cane sugar are produced by free labor, beet 
| sugar has the advantage. 


As Mr. Oxnard has said, sugar is essentially an agricultural prod- 
uct. Fitted as we are for agriculture, and able to compete success- 
fully with the whole world in the production of those things to 
which our soil and climate are adapted, the producers of America 
need have no fear of producing sugar against the world when 


| their industry shall be established. With the abolition of the 


indirect bounties abroad and with the enormous protection of 
1.684 cents upon every pound of sugar, it is preposterous to sup- 
pose that our sugar producers can not maintain themselves in our 
markets. 

What will the beet-sugar people do in the case of the annexa- 
tion of Cuba? Suppose our agents there have after all told the 
truth? Suppose the present low price of sugar shall produce finan- 
cial disaster, failure. distress, and want in Cuba, and that disor- 
der ensues, and that this country may be compelled to take her 
in order to bring about her regeneration? What will. become of 
the beet-sugar industry then? I confess it is hardly a satisfactory 
answer which gentlemen give to that proposition, to say to us 
grandly that we will face that crisis when we reach it. 

It is a simple question: What will the beet-sugar industry do if 


| Cuba is annexed? It will not meet the point to say that they will 


then have to produce sugar under a protected market and with 
severe anti-immigration and anticontract-labor laws, because the 
provisions of this bill will put wpon Cuba, if she shall assent to 


| them, our own contract-labor laws and will put her under our 
| protected markets, so that practically all her supplies bought 
| from other nations will be purchased in this market. 


If our beet-sugar industry can not hold its own with Cuba with 
a specific duty equal to 67.5 of the cost of Cuban production, what 
will happen when Cuban sugar has absolutely free access to our 
market? The great threat to the sugar industry of this country 
does not come from this bill, but it will come from a failure to 
pass the bill. It will come from a condition which makes an- 
nexation necessary. Viewed, therefore, simply from its eco- 
nomic aspects as a measure to promote international trade, I think 
it is entirely clear that the pending bill will be for the interests 


| of both countries and will injure no class of people in either 


nation. 

As to the future of cane sugar in the United States, I can see 
little ground for optimism. It seems to me it can not stand 
beet-sugar competition at home when that industry shall be de- 
veloped. People who are engaged in that industry, if they take 
a far look ahead, will prepare to use their fields for some other 
purpose. Cuba is one of the few countries in the world where 
cane sugar can be raised in competition with the beet sugar of 
other nations. They need only to plant their cane on the average 
once in every ten years. 

In Louisiana it must be planted every two years at a cost, as was 
testified, of $20 an acre. It is a rational application of protection 
to develop those industries which we are by nature fitted to carry 
on, buta mere exotic industry which we are not fitted to carry 
on and which must be maintained by a perpetual tax upon the 
American ——_ is something that does not come within any 
a application of the doctrine of protection. 


the soil, the sunshine, and the air of Cuba will do work for 
the American people which those same natural agents refuse to 
do in our own country, it would be the grossest kind of waste for 
us to refuse toaccept the benefit of those blessings and forever to 
put upon poor human nature the burden of doing the work which 
nature herself would do for us with her lavish hand. We have 
enough of avenues for the profitable employment of labor without 














taxing ourselves to maintain industries which can never be profit- 
ably maintained. 

But there remain what, to my mind, are vastly the most in;- 
portant considerations underlying this bill, and those are the con- 
siderations of equity and duty which are involved, and also, I may 
add, those considerations of a high political nature which have 
reference not merely to some particular industry in this country 
or to our pecuniary interest, but to the future of the American 
commonwealth. The important reasons for this bill are those 
which rest upon moral obligations. 

In our resolution which led to the Spanish war we absolved 
ourselves from the guilt of that war by calling upon mankind to 
witness the unselfishness of our motives, and we declared, first: 

That the people of the island of Cubaare, and of right ought to be, free and 
independent. 

And, fourth: 

That the United States hereby disclaims any disposition or intention to 
exercise sovereignty, jurisdiction, or control over said island, except for the 
pacification thereof, and asserts its determination, when that is accomplished, 
to leave the government and control of the island to its people. 

There was no equivocation in our attitude. We went to war 
for the purpose of freeing Cuba, and declared that she was, and 
of right ought to be, free and independent; and we declared our 
purpose, as soon as the island was pacified, to leave the government 
and control of it toits people. One year ago when the pacification 
of the island was advanced, and the question arose as to the with- 
drawal of our troops, we passed the Plattamendment. I was one 
of those who thought that amendment scarcely compatible with 
the lofty declarations with which we embarked upon the war; but 
gentlemen with as keen a sense of national and personal honor as 
my own thought otherwise. 

At any rate it was passed and it declared itself to be in fulfill- 
ment of the declaration which we had made with reference to 
the future of Cuba, It was not passed, therefore, in forgetful- 
ness of what we had promised, but it was declared by us to be 
our interpretation of that solemn promise. Now, what did we 
say? We provided that Cuba should either insert into its consti- 
tution, or in an ordinance appended thereto, certain declarations. 
I will advert to the more material ones in connection with this 
bill: 

I 


That the government of Cuba shall never enter into any treaty or other 
compact with any foreign power or powers which may impair or tend to im- 
pair the independence of Cuba nor in any manner authorize or permit any 
foreign power or powers to obtain by colonization, or for military or naval 
purposes, or otherwise, lodgment in or control over any portion of said island. 

Il. 

That said government shall not assume or contract any public debt, to 
pay the interest upon which and to make reasonable sinking-fund provision 
for the ultimate discharge of which the ordinary revenues of the island, after 
defraying the current expenses of the government, shall be inadequate. 

Ii. 

That the government of Cuba consents that the United States may exer- 
cise the right to intervene for the preservation of Cuban independence, the 
maintenance of a government adequate for the protection of life, property, 
and individual liberty, and for oe the obligations with respect to 
Cuba imposed by the treaty of Paris on the United States, now to be assumed 
and undertaken by the government of Cuba. 

Vv 

That the government of Cuba will execute and, as far as necessary, extend 
the plans already devised or other plans to be mutually agreed upon for the 
sanitation of the cities of the island, to the end that a recurrence of epidemic 
and infectious diseases may be prevented, thereby assuring protection to the 
people and commerce of Cuba, as well as to the Southern ports of the United 
States and the people residing therein. 

VI. 

That the Isle of Pines shall be omitted from the proposed constitutional 

boundaries of Cuba, the title thereto being left to future adjustment by 


treaty. 
Vil. 

That to enable the United States to maintain the independence of Cuba 
and to protect the people thereof, as well as for its own defence, the govern- 
ment of Cuba will sell or lease to the United States lands necessary for coal- 
ing or naval stations at certain specified points, to be agreed upon with the 
President of the United States. 

Now, gentlemen tell us that this leaves Cuba absolute freedom 
to make treaties of trade with other nations. Bear in mind that 
we have, right under our eyes, one illustration of the manner in 
which we have construed a promise made to the Cuban —. 
Look upon the Platt amendment as our intepretation of what the 
Teller resolution meant, and is there a gentleman upon this floor 
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who would contend for an instant that Cuba could freely make a | 


treaty with Germany or any other power by which that power 
would secure her trade as against us and that that transaction 
would go unchallenged by us? Treaties are not always kept when 
they are made between nations, 

Suppose Cuba should make a treaty with Germany and she 
should not keep it. The rights accrued under that treaty might 
call for a display of force. How could that be made under the 
Platt amendment? What nation that did not wish to invite a 


quarrel with the United States, having in view the Platt amend- 
ment, would care to make such a treaty with Cuba? 


Suppose, 
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again, that the trade should not, in our judgment, leave the Cuban 
government sufficient revenue to carry iton. Should we not in- 
tervene? There can be no doubt about it, that as practically con- 
strued Cuba, under the Platt resolution appended to its constitu- 
tion and now a part of her organic law, falls in all international 
matters under the absolute predominance of the United States. 

Will gentlemen assert that we have discharged all our obliga- 
tions to Cuba when we set her out upon the highway of nations 
thus gagged and bound hand and foot, and that all that remains 
is for us hereafter to sing praises to our own virtue for making 
her nominally free? We have put ourselves under obligations 
which we can not disregard. 

How have we treated the other islands wrenched from the soy- 
ereignty of Spain? We have given 25 per cent concessions to the 
Philippines, although they are at the other side of the globe, and 
not one American in a thousand ever heard of them before the 
war broke out. 

We have given free trade to Porto Rico, which is a thousand 
miles away. But itis said they are a part of our country. But 
our Government has taken the position, in which I need hardly 
say I did not concur, that they were not entitled as of right to 
free trade with the United States, and that we had the power to de- 
termine in eachinstance what, if any, concessions should be made. 

How does Cuba’s case stand in equity compared with that of the 
Philippines? Cuba is atour doors. She guards a great stretch of 
our coast, the mouth of the Mississippi, and the Isthmian Canal. 
It was her cause that stirred the hearts of the American people. 
She is a part of us, not by the harsh fiat of war which, in defiance 
of the laws of nature, sets up an artificial and unnatural relation 
with incongruous peoples who live under another sky and who 
are not so far separated from us by the space of half the planet 
which divides us as by those more ineradicable differences in in- 
stitutions, in race, and in civilization, but she is a part of us by 
those common interests which bind peoples together. 

I know it is commonly said that destiny decrees that she should 
some day become an integral part of the American Union. Des- 
tiny is too often a mere synonym of unhallowed greed. For my 
part, I prefer to have her go on and flourish as an independent 
republic rather than to have her take a part in the Government of 
the people of the United States. Under the protection of this 
nation in foreign affairs, with the instability of the races which 
inhabit her, regulated and tempered by people of American birth, 
whom prosperity will attract to her in large numbers, I think she 
can flourish as an independent government in a way that will 
make her the model of the other Latin-American States. But if 
she is ever to become a part of us, it is far better that she should 
enter as a prosperous and contented member than through the 
door of starvation. 

But I do not care to see the governing agencies of our great na- 
tion extended any farther toward the Tropics. Let me read to 
you from the utterance of a famous writer who unites the far- 
sighted vision of the historian with the sound judgment of the 
statesman. Ina book just issued Prof. Goldwin Smith asks the 
question: ‘‘ Does the white man in his overflowing philanthropy 
want a burden?’ And then he proceeds to answer it: 

‘He has it at his own door. If he is a member of the British Parliament, 
let him step out into Whitechapel or Houndsditch, or let him read The 
White Slaves of England, and see how in his own country the alkali worker, 
the nail maker, the slipper maker, the wool comber, the white lead maker, 
the chain makerlive. In the United States the white man has a burden such 
perhaps as no other nation has been called upon to bear. * * * 

To the black population of the Southern States is eras soon to be 
added the black poe of Cuba, while even the w populati: n is not 
American or truly republican in character. Should expansion pursue that 
course, Santo Domingoand the West Indies, with their black millions and their 
alien civilization or barbarism, will probably be annexed. The Isthmian 
Canal will act as a lure to expansion on the continent southward. 

The slave owners’ dream of an empire extending south may thus be prac- 
tically fulfilled. What, then, will become of the American commonwealth? 
One of two things apparently must ensue; either a radical change in the 
character of the nation and in the spirit, if not in the form of its institu- 
tions, or a second disruption. Have expansionists looked ahead? Have they 
made up their minds what direction their expansion shall take, and consid- 
ered, if it takes a southern direction, what is likely to be the effect? The de- 


cision can not safely be left to traders, who are apt to care little for national 
character or for anything but the immediate extension of their trade. 


If we are to have Porto Rico and Cuba and other tropical coun- 
tries with their incongruous populations admitted to participate 
in the government of the American commonwealth, we must be 
prepared for a radical change in the character of our institu- 
tions. For the sake, then, of our own future, as well as for the 
sake of that new-born republic, let us ne this bill. Whatever 
the faults of the Cuban people, we must all admit the great patience 
and serenity with which they have acted during the last three 

years. 

’ Let us now set them upon their course as a nation with the 
help and the encouragement contained in this measure. That lit- 
tle republic is the child of this great nation, sprung from her 
loins, and she appeals to our highest interests, to our tenderness, 
to our sense of justice, and to that high sentiment that makes 
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men respond to the call of duty, and I trust that such an appeal 
will never be made to this Republic in vain. [Loud applause. ] 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES, 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. VAN Vooruis having 
taking the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message in writing 
from the President of the United States was communicated to 
the House of Representatives by Mr. Crook, one of his secre- 
taries, who also announced that the President had approved and 
signed bills of the following titles: 

On April 12, 1902: 

H. R. 10363. An act to authorize the establishment of a life- 
saving station on Ocracoke Island, on the coast of North Carolina, 

On April 11, 1902: 

a R. 6918, An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Bliss. 

RECIPROCITY WITH CUBA. 

The committee resumed its session. 


[Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana addressed the committee. See 
Appendix. ] 


Mr. BRANTLEY. Mr. Chairman, it was my privilege some 
days ago, upon the floor of this House, to speak at considerable 
length in favor of Cuban reciprocity. I advanced at that time 
the reasons appealing most forcibly to me in behalf of freer trade 
relations between Cuba and our country. I have no desire now 
to repeat what I then said, but inasmuch as the pending bill has 
been completed and reported to the House since that time, and 
inasmuch as the arguments against reciprocity have become more 
well defined, I desire now to briefly supplement what I have 
already said, with some additional remarks on the subject. 

The pending bill is not satisfactory to me in the small conces- 
sion it makes to Cuba, and in the conditions it imposes upon her, 
nor does it contain as much tariff revision as I would like to see. 
and if I am given the privilege of doing so I shall vote to amend 
it, but if it can not be amended I shall vote for it in its present 
form, believing that it does offer some relief to Cuba and does 
tend toward freer trade relations between that island and the 
United States. 

The situation in Cuba that demands relief at our hands has 
been so clearly stated so many times that I do not deem it neces- 
sary to more than briefly mention it now. The causes that have 
brought about this situation are twofold: In the first place, the 
bounty system so long in vogue in nan countries, reenforced by 
the cartel, has so stimulated the growth of beet sugar that there 
is not only now an immense overproduction of sugar in the world, 
resulting in the reduction of the price of sugar to an abnormally 
low figure, but the cartel and the bounty system enable the 
foreign producer of sugar to put his sugar upon the market and 
sell it at less than the cost of production, a thing utterly impossi- 
ble for the Cuban producer todo. The second cause of Cuba’s 
present condition arises from the impoverishment of her people, 
growing out of her last war for freedom. Our own statistics 
show that her wealth has been reduced 75 per cent, and the facts 
show that fully three-fourths of her people are directly or in- 
directly dependent for a livelihood upon her sugar industry. 

It necessarily follows, therefore, that for her to market her 
present crop of sugar, amounting to some 850,000 tons, at a price 
below the actual cost of production means absolute ruin and 
bankruptcy to her people, ee overwhelmed with debt, as they 
have absolutely no means by which they can recoup themselves 
for the loss thus entailed upon them. It means not only ruin for 
the present, but for the future, as there will be no means with 
which to make the next crop and no inducement to make it. 
These people have appealed to the United States to aid them, not 
by making any donation to them, but simply by giving them the 
benefit of the markets in the United States for their products ata 
living price. It has been well demonstrated that the United 
States can do this, and do it by the loss only of a smal] portion of 
her large surplus revenue, and mea brent | y without any injury 
to any producers in the United States. 

The only question presenting itself to us is whether we shall 
grant this relief, and thereby extend our trade relations, or shall 
we refuse it, because, upon the one hand, it is claimed to be un- 
Republican to grant it, and, upon the other hand, claimed to be 
un-Democratic to grant it. In my judgment, the American peo- 
ple are not so much concerned in knowing whether or not the 
pending bill is un-Republican or un-Democratic as they are con- 
cerned in knowing that it grants sufficient relief to Cuba. 

_it seems to me that gentlemen who speak of Cuba and refer to 
Cuba as a foreign country are not entirely accurate. Cuba is not 
a foreign country to us in the sense that every other country not 
a part of our system is foreign. She is not foreign in the sense 
of distance, because she lies at our very door; and neither is she 
foreign in the relations that she bears to this country, which are 
such relations as no other country in the world bears to us. The 
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concessions that she has made to us of parts of her sovereignty, 
which give us a certain supervision and control over her actions, 
and the concessions that she has made of valuable rights to us, 
make her, if not substantially a part of our system, at least one 
in whose welfare we are directly interested. 

Gentlemen flippantly speak of the proposition to relieve Cuba 
as being purely sentimental. They might with more force have 
referred to the war that we waged for her freedom at a sacrifice 
of blood and immense treasure as being based upon sentiment. 
The truth is, however, that the justification for the war, as well 
as the justification for the proposed relief,is founded upon some- 
thing more substantial than sentiment. The war between Cuba 
and Spain affected us in many material ways. It interfered with 
the rights of our citizens. It interfered with our trade. It was 
expensive tous. Among other expenses, it entailed the necessity 
of patrolling our coast to overtake The Three Friends, the Daunt- 
less, and numerous other boats, charged with carrying contrabands 
of war to Cuba. 

It interfered with us in many other ways, and it was this inter- 
ference with our substantial interests, as well as a humane desire 
to confer freedom upon Cuba and to end the cruel and devastating 
war within her borders, that furnished the justification given by 
our Government for intervention. We have greater interests 
now to protect in Cuba than we had then. We have more inter- 
est now in seeing a stable and independent government in Cuba 
than we had then. And yet when it is proposed now for us to 
protect the substantial interests we have in Cuba by making a 
slight concession to her in our tariff rates, in order that she may 
live, a thing we can do at a tithe of the cost the war brought upon 
us, the proposition to do so is slightingly referred to as being 
purely sentimental. 

The avowed purpose and intention of the United States Goy- 
ernment ever since the Spaniards were driven from Cuba has 
been to establish there a stable and independent government, as it 
was in duty bound todo. This ‘‘ stable and independent govern- 
ment ’’ is to take charge of the affairs in Cuba during the com- 
ing month, and the authority of the United States is to be with- 
Will our purpose have been accomplished 
or our good faith maintained or our duty performed if we with- 
draw from the island and leave it to the care of a government 
bankrupted before it begins? Do we not run the risk in so doing 
of necessitating another speedy intervention upon our part, and 
one that will cost us far more than will a trifling concession now 
in our tariff rates? Is it mere sentiment or is it business sagacity 
that seeks now to provide against such a contingency? 

Is it mere sentiment that seeks to give Cuba a stable and inde- 
pendent government, one that can maintain its duty and its obli- 
gations to its own citizens and to foreign countries—the perform- 
ance of which duty and obligations we have practically under- 
written—or is such effort the part of ordinary business caution 
and prudence, to say nothing of self-protection? Men might fill 
volumes with talk about this legislation being founded solely 
upon sentiment, but they could never convince me that I am ac- 
tuated solely by sentiment in my desire to see Cuba given a gov- 
ernment able to maintain and enforce the present sanitation laws 
of that island soas to protect the people on our Atlantic and Guif 
coasts from the invasion of yellow fever, and this is but one of 
many things highly important to us for the government of Cuba 
to do and perform. 

The truth is, Mr. Chairman, that when Cuba wrote into her 
constitution the Platt amendment, and when she granted to us 
every concession that we asked of her, she became entitled to ask 
us in return not to leave her upon the same footing, in her commer- 
cial dealings with us, that all other countries dealing with us are 
placed. Good faith to her requires that a different treatment 
should be accorded her from that accorded to other countries who 
have made no such concessions to us. Not only does good faith 
require a different treatment of her, but the protection of our own 
interests, both in the island and in our own country also, require 
this different treatment of her to the end that she may maintain 
a stable and independent government. 

The Government of this country, Mr. Chairman, has in opera- 
tion a high protective tariff system. I am not responsible for the 
establishment of this system, but the fact that I am not responsi- 
ble does not blind my eyes to the existence of the system. Cuba 
knows and feels the effect of it, and our own people know and feel 
the effects of it, Cuba has no money with which to pay bounties 
to her sugar producers and has absolutely no way by which she 
can put herself in position to compete with the bounty sugars of 
Europe, and if our tariff laws will not let her into our markets 
except at a loss, her only alternative is to starve. 

If there was any other country in the world other than ours to 
which she could go and form an alliance, offensive and defensive, 
for the protection of her commerce, we have prevented her from 
doing so by the conditions we have exacted from her, as I have 
heretofore demonstrated. Does not every instinct of American 
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justice, therefore, demand that we grant her simple request that | esting to note also that if our sugar producers are affected by a 


she be not treated as strictly a foreign country, but that she be 
permitted to come just a little way within the circle of the pro- 
tection that we have set up for our sugar producers against the 
bounty sugars of Europe? 

Gentlemen say, however, that they can not support this bill, 
because its purpose is not to reduce prices to American consum- 
ers. If they mean by this contention to argue that this bill does 
not purport to reduce the price of sugar 20 per cent to our con- 
sumers, while reducing our tariff to Cuba 20 per cent, then their 
contention is well founded, but their argument is all at fault. If 
simultaneously with the reduction of the duty to Cuba a similar 
reduction was had upon the price of sugar in this country, then 
Cuba would derive no benefit from the reduction and the purpose 
of the bill would fail entirely. 

The bill is designed primarily to relieve Cuba; and if that pur- 
pose fails, then the bill must itself fail. Our people, however, are 


| 
| 
| 


reduction in the price of their product, then more than 99 per cent 
of the American people will be benefited, because more than 99 
per cent of them are sugar consumers as against less than 1 per 
cent of sugar producers. 

Gentlemen who are so solicitous that the sugar trust shall re- 


| ceive no benefit from this bill also lose sight of another very im- 
| pustant fact; and that is, if it should unfortunately prove true 


that the benefit in this bill intended for Cuba goes to the trust, 
the people of this country will nevertheless receive the full bene- 


| fit of reciprocal trade relations with Cuba, and the people who will 


| be most hurt by this perversion of justice will be the poor Cubans. 


benefited by the concession made in the increased trade that | 


they will enjoy with Cuba, both in exports and imports, the figures 
concerning which I stated in my former remarks. In this way 
we will derive as much benefit from the reduction or more than 
Cuba will derive,and, in addition, we will hope to enjoy the peace 
and security and protection that will come to us and our interests 
by a stable and independent government in Cuba. 

Other gentlemen say that they can not support this bill because 
it imposes upon Cuba the requirement that she shall adopt a pro- 
tective tariff for her people. The only trouble about this argu- 
ment is that it is unfounded in fact. This bill does not require 
Cuba to adopt any kind of a tariff different from that which she 
already has and which is admitted to be a purely revenue tariff, 
and it must also be admitted that she could substantially in- 
crease her present tariff and the same would still be a tariff for 
revenue only. The bill-only requires that Cuba shall make a dif- 
ference in her tariff rates to us of not less than 20 per cent as 
against her rates to the most favored country. 

If she elects to maintain her present tariff and reduce it 20 per 
cent to us, she will comply with the conditions of this bill; but 
if, in lieu of doing this, she prefers to increase her present tariff, 
still giving us a 20 per cent concession, she will still have com- 
plied with the bill. In other words, she is left free and untram- 
meled to impose whatever kind of a tariff it is her pleasure to 
impose. I certainly am not in favor of requiring her to adopt a 
protective system, nor am I in favor of saying to her that she 
shall not do so. Neither am I in favor of saying to her that her 
present tariff, one framed by our military government, is too 
sacred to be touched or changed by her. 

I think she should be left free and independent to have just 
such tariff laws as she desires, and this bill gives her just that 
kind of freedom and independence. The truth is gentlemen are 
very much in error who construe this bill to make anything in 
the nature of a demand upon Cuba so far as her tariff is con- 
cerned. The bill really grants to Cuba the prayer that she has 
made in that regard. It was her own proposition to reduce her 


| per cent reduction of the tariff on anything. 


tariff rates to us in return for a reduction of our rates to her, and | 
exactly as it is to-day. 


this bill merely gives her the privilege of doing what her represen- 


tives and delegates have time and again said they wished the | 


privilege todo. It is the granting of a réquest and not the mak- 
ing of a demand, and grants a concession that Cuba can accept 
or reject just as she pleases. 

But gentlemen tell us we should not allow Cuba to make any 
tariff concession to us because there are other trusts than the 
sugar trust and these other trusts would be benefited thereby. 
If this be sound logic and good statesmanship, the conclusion is 
forced upon us that none of our producers, none of our manufac- 
turers, and none of our people can look forward to an extension 
of their foreign markets or to any concessions for their benefit 
that our Government may be able to obtain for them in any for- 
eign country, because whatever extension of trade or concession 


| ucts. 


| cent reduction on everything that we have. 


As to whether or not the trust will get the benefit of the reduc- 
tion in this bill appears from all the statements to that effect that 
have been made to be purely speculative. It is only an opinion 
that may or may not prove to be well founded. The facts about 
the matter are that to-day if Cuban sugar is put upon the market 
in New York it will command the market price, and out of that 
price the Cuban producer will pay the tariff amounting to 1.685 
cents per pound, and what he has left will represent the price 
that he gets for his sugar, out of which, of course, he has to pay 
all other charges. If to-morrow the tariff rate is 20 per cent less 
than it is to-day, it seems to me that the Cuban producer is bound 
to pay out of the price received by him 20 per cent less for tariff 
duties, and that the difference in tariff duties paid represents that 
much saved by him. 

If any different result is to follow, it would necessarily require 
that on the same day, in the same market, for the same sugar, 
there shall be two separate and distinct prices, which, tomy mind, 
is an absurdity. It is an established fact that Porto Rico and the 
Hawaiian Islands have received the benefit of the reduction in 
the tariff made to them; and if they have received it, why not 
Cuba? So well pleased are the Hawaiian Islands and Porto Rico 
with what they have received that they are to-day protesting 
against any tariff concession toCuba. Judging the future by the 
past, and that is the only way we can judge it, the argument all 
seems to be in favor of the Cubans receiving the benefit of the 
reduction in this bill, if it becomes a law. Certain it is, to my 
mind, that we can not refuse to-day to make the tender of help to 
Cuba in the only practical way offered to us through fear of a 
possibility that that help may not reach her. 

As I have previously demonstrated, however, if the trust should 
devise a way by which it can rob Cuba of the relief contained in 
this bill, then Congress has the power to correct this great wrong 
by removing the differential on refined sugar, and, so far as I am 
concerned, I am ready to deprive the trust of any possible power 
to rob Cuba by removing now this differential on refined sugar. 

Gentlemen also talk about this being a bill aimed solely at re- 
ducing the tariff on agricultural products, and offering nothing 
in compensation for the reduction to the agricultural classes. 
The answer to this suggestion, in brief, is that this bill is not a 20 
It is a 20 per cent 
reduction only on the goods coming from one country, and leaves 
the tariff on these same goods coming from all other countries 


The reduction that is made is not limited to agricultural prod- 
The bill makes a reduction on everything that Cuba has of 
20 per cent, and in return provides that Cuba shall make a 20 per 
The bill therefore is 


| in no sense limited to agricultural products at either end of the 


| line. 


The reduction being limited to Cuba, and all that Cuba has 
to sell not being sufficient to supply our home consumption. it 
necessarily follows that the prices received by our producers will 
continue to be fixed by the price of the importations that come 


| from countries other than Cuba and against which the full tariff 


comes to our country it will have to be shared in by all our people, | 


whether in or out of a trust. I am not prepared to deny an ad- 


vantage to my constituents because some other man’s constituents | 


will be benefited thereby, nor am I prepared to refuse relief to 
Cuba in the only rational way it can be given because in the relief 
given her a benefit accrues to my people in which other people in 
whom I am not interested to help will share. 

it is also argued, with a zeal to be commended but a judgment 
to be deplored, that the effect of this bill will be that all the 
benefit of the reduction made will go to the sugar trust, and at 
the same time that our sugar producers will be ruined, and if not 
ruined seriously injured. Both of these contentions can not be 
true, and one or the other of them must fail as a matter of logic, 
while both of them will probably fail asa matter of fact. The 
only possible way for the sugar trust to receive the full benefit of 
the reduction in this bill will be to have the present price of sugar 
in this country maintained, and, if the price is maintained, then 
none of our sugar producers can possibly be affected. It is inter- 


rates are imposed. It also follows that the reciprocal advantages 
to come to us by the concession in the Cuban tariff must go to all 


| our people: and that no one class or classes will be singled out to 


| 
| 





be benefited in preference to others. 

It was argued for a while that the sugar trust had already 
bought all of the present crop of Cuban sugar and for this reason 
that the effect of this bill would be solely in the interest of the 
sugar trust. Governor-General Wood, however, has furnished 


| information as late as the 7th of this month, which has been read 


upon the floor, showing that an official inquiry instituted all over 
the island reveals the fact that only an exceedingly small part 0! 


| the present crop has been sold toanyone, and he advises, upon the 


strength of his information, that the Cuban planters will get the 
full benefit of the reduction made in this bill, so that this argu- 
ment can no longer be insisted upon. 

It has been stated upon this floor that the rate of duty that we 
impose upon sugar is about the amount of the world’s price of 
sugar, so that our present tariff schedule on sugar compels the 
American consumer of sugar to pay practically twice the price for 
his sugar that he would have to pay if this tariff did not exist. In 
other words, the American consumer of sugar is taxed 100 per cent 
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on the sugar he consumes in order to protect our sugar producers. I beg to suggest that if the Democratic party stands for tariff 
Notwithstanding this enormous tax that the American people are | reform, for tariff revision, and for tariff reduction, as I have been 
paying the real purpose of this bill is not to reduce this tax, be- | taught to believe that it does, that it is not clear to me how the 
cause its purpose is primarily for the relief of Cuba and not for | party’s position on these great questions will be made plain and 
the relief of the American consumer. The tendency of such re- | manifest to the country if we, as a party, here refuse to vote for 
duction, however, is in the interest of the American consumer; | this bill, it being the only bill before this body with a single atom 
and when Cuba’s crop increases to sufficient size to supply or | of tariff reduction in it for which we can make our votes effective. 
approximately supply American consumption, the effect of the | It is not clear to me how we can sustain ourselves by refusing to 
re es if then 2 aan undoubtedly —o be to reduce | accept a —_ eens in the tariff upon the ground that we 
the cost of sugar to the American consumer, and, in my opinion, | can not obtain a complete concession. 
an cnaiiaeal tellevenss in this House to the rights of the Scmult | In voting for a slight reduction of the duty on sugar I am not 
can consumer, against whom all protective tariffs are laid, ought | ready to believe that it is undemocratic to vote to reduce the 
not to be out of order. | highest schedule in the highest tariff in the history of our country. 
So much, Mr. Chairman, for the several arguments against this | When Democrats stood upon this floor two years ago, and I 
bill, predicated upon the merits of the bill itself. Other argu- | was among the number, and contended against the adoption of 
ments of a purely political nature have also been made prominent | the Porto Rican tariff, I did not think that our discussion was 
in the discussions we have had. I have so far endeavored to dis- | purely academic. I thought that results, as well as principles. 
cuss the bill from a purely nonpartisan and American standpoint. | were involved in that discussion. I thought that the tariff and 
I have done so because I regard the question involved as concern- | all of it and any paft of it was hurtful to the Porto Ricans, and 
ing the good faith, honor, and fair dealing of the American Gov- | for that reason, as well as for constitutional reasons, should not 
ernment in its relations both with Cuba and its own people, and | be imposed. I believe that the recent imposition of a large per- 
one that should be considered from an American rather than a | centage of the Dingley tariff rates against the Philippine Islands 
party standpoint. | is both wrong in principle and hurtful in effect upon these islands. 
Gentlemen upon the other side of the Chamber, however, have | A reduction of these rates would be beneficial to them, and soa 
asserted—and I assume they considered the assertions necessary | reduction to Cuba will be beneficial to her, and I believe that the 
to taate peat this bill is in strict accord with the Re- vat pa ree the a the benefit. 
mublican doctrine of protection, while other members upon that agree, Mr. Chairman, that those who are responsible for this 
fide, equally able and equally loyal to their party, have asserted | bill and stand sponser for it disclaim that it even hints at tariff 
in effect that the bill undermines every principle upon which the | revision or tariff reform, but are we to determine what the bill is 
doctrine of Republican protection is founded. They also charge by the name they give it or by an inspection of the bill itself? 
that this bill marks the opening of what they are pleased to call | I dare say that no leader of the Republican party, in the present 
the red path of tariff reform. Other gentlemen have been led to | frame of mind of that party, would call any bill reported by him 
tell us that the bill is both un-Republican and un-Democratic, and to this House a tariff-reform measure. Therefore, of necessity, 
so long as it is defeated they are willing to exculpate both parties | we must look to the terms of any bill reported in order to deter- 
from any responsibility for it. These discussions concern me but | mine what it is, and an examination of the bill now pending be- 
| 

















little, because they throw no light upon the merits of the ques- | fore the House, no matter by what name they call it, shows, by 
tion and ignore entirely Cuba’s need for relief and the duty of | its express terms, that it provides for freer trade relations be- 
this Government to grant it. tween the United States and Cuba, and freer trade is the main 
In view of what has been said, however, upon both sides of this | contention of all tariff-reform advocates. It may well be asked, 
Chamber, I ask the privilege to refer briefly, as a Democrat, to | after such an inspection, how does it happen that a bill reducing 
the political phases of the question before us as they present | tariff schedules and freeing trade comes from the high priests of 
themselves tome. I know, and regret to know, that among my protection? We are taught to beware of the Greeks bearing 
colleagues on this side there are Democrats, able, just, honest, | gifts, and there are those exceedingly skeptical of any good thing 
and loyal to their party, who oppose this bill, some upon one | coming out of the Republican Nazareth. 
ground and some upon another. I have noadmonition, no lecture, To my mind these suggestions form the most interesting phase 
no quarrel to offer them. I am content that in this matter they | of this entire question. If this bill was really a protective meas- 
shall be guided by their consciences, as I am guided by mine. | ure, if it was intended to still more tightly bind the American 
Perhaps it would have been better—I think it would have been | consumer with the coils of protection, it is pertinent to ask, Why 
better—to have eliminated politics from this discussion. They | has the Republican Ways and Means Committee waited four 
have been brought in, however, and J think it only proper that I | long months before presenting it to the House? The President 
should express myself from that standpoint. made the demand upon them for some such legislation the first 
I wish to say that reciprocity, a@ proper reciprocity. one that is of last December. The urgency of such legislation, so far as 
established by the Congress, and not merely by the President and | Cuba’s good was concerned, existed then. It was pointed out 
Senate, and one that gives freer trade relations between our | that sugar shipments would be ready in December, and that or- 
country and another country, has no terrors for me as a Democrat. | dinarily all sugar shipments from Cuba would be over by the 
It was just such reciprocity that Jefferson declared for, and it | 15th of March, and that whatever was done for Cuba’s good 
was this reciprocity that the Democratic platform of 1892 declared | should be done without delay. 


for when it said: Notwithstanding the urgency of these appeals, and notwith- 
Trade interchange on tho basis of reciprocal advantages to the countries | Standing that Cuba’s condition was daily growing worse by the 
participating is a time-honored doctrine of the Democratic faith. | piling up of her interest accounts and the stagnation of trade, this 


It is true that this platform condemned, and properly con- | bill granting some relief was not brought before the House for 
demned, not reciprocity, but the ‘‘ sham reciprocity ’? of the Mc- | consideration until the 8th day of April, more than four months 
Kinley law. The reciprocity of the McKinley law was in re- after the House convened. Can any Democrat explain such de- 
straint of trade, and not in favor of its enlargement. It was | lay upon the part of the Republicans in reporting a purely Re- 
aimed as a retaliatory measure to trade that existed, and not as | publican measure if this measure answers to that description? 
an invitation to an increased trade. The McKinley law placed | If this bill is in strict accord with Republican doctrines, and if it 
sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, and hides on the free list, and the | marks nodeparture from Republican principles of protection, why 
reciprocity feature of the McKinley law only authorized the Pres- | did the Republican members of the Ways and Means Committce 
ident to take these articles off the free list if their free introduc- | lack the courage to report it without first submitting it to the Re- 
tion was found to be ‘‘ reciprocally unequal and unreasonable; ’’ | publican caucus? If it breathes nothing but the doctrine of Re- 
and, further, it limited all reciprocal trade relations to countries publican protection, why was it that the Republican members of 
producing the said agricultural articles so placed on the free list. | this House spent night after night in sweat and turmoil in their 

The pending bill, however, calls for a horizontal reduction of | caucuses in the effort to find enough votes upon the Republican 
20 per cent on everything in both this country and in Cuba, and | side of the House to pass it? These actions speak louder than any 
if this is not a recognition of the principle of true reciprocity I declamations now can do as to the real effect and meaning of this 
am at a loss to define the word. It is not full reciprocity, but it | bill. 

Is a percentage of it and sustains the principle. It is a reduction It may be asked, however, How is it that the bill is reported at 
on everything, with no discrimination of the one thing against | all if it violates any of the principles of Republican protection? 
the other. It means enlarged trade for our country and less re- | One might answer by asking, How is it, if it does not violate these 
strictions and greater privileges for our trade. principles, that stalwart protectionists upon the Republican side 

It seems to me that these things are and have been the aim of | refuse to support it, and base their refusal upon the ground that 
the Democratic party, and for my part I can not decline to accept | it is contrary to the doctrine of protection, and contrary to the 
‘reer trade with one country because I can not get it still freer, | pledges of the Republican party, and in strict accord with Demo- 
and because I can not get it freer with all countries. If ever we | cratic profession? The real answer, though, is found in the de- 
are to have freer trade generally there must be a beginning. A | mand of public sentiment that relief be given to Cuba, a demand 
beginning is now offered, and as I can not get more I will accept it. | founded in so much justice and fairness that the leaders of the 
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Republican party did not dare to openly refuse it. Those of them 
who are wise and farsighted enough, read the handwriting on the 
wall, that if the greed and rapacity of the protected classes in this | 
country are allowed to stand in the way of the just and humane | 
performance by this Government of its duty, involving its good 
faith to Cuba, the result will be the overthrow of high protection 
and the downfall of Republicanism. 
Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana, 
an interruption? 

Mr. BRANTLEY. I can not; my time is limited. | 
Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. I just wanted to ask the 
gentleman a question, and that is, How can the 20 per cent prefer- | 
ential rate of reduction on Cuban tariff against the United States 
extend the trade of the United States in the matter of imports | 
into Cuba when we already control the trade, except upon mere 
sentimental grounds which must be overcome in the future? 

Mr. BRANTLEY. [If the gentleman had been present at the 
opening of my remarks he would have had an answer to his ques- 
tion. The Democratic position is, if you have a high tariff wall 
between you and another country, every degree you make on that 
tariff wall means a free trade to that extent. It is 20 per cent 
freedom on all trade coming into this country from Cuba, and it 
is 20 per cent freedom on all going from this country into Cuba. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. 
answered my question. 

Mr. BRANTLEY. ° [have answered it to the best of my ability. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. I want to know in what re- 
spect a 20 per cent reduction on the high tariff wall the gentle- 
man refers to is going to increase our trade with Cuba? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Georgia 
has expired. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Iask, Mr. Chairman, that the gentleman 
be allowed to conclude his remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. Howmuch time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. BRANTLEY. Ten minutes. 








Will the gentleman allow me 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman for ten | 


minutes more. 


Mr. BRANTLEY. 
from Louisiana I have answered to the bestof my ability. 


Mr. Chairman, the question of my friend 
I had 


But the gentleman has not | 
| which will vote for any modification of any tariff schedule, on 
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reform must draw some courage and hope from this division 
among their long-time antagonists. 

The Republican leaders, through stress of circumstances un- 
controllable by them, have made an advance toward the Demo- 
cratic position—not much of an advance, it is true, only 20 per 
Because of this 
advance shall we abandon our position? What becomes of our 
vaunted faith and courage in our position if we are to be driven 
from it in order that Republicans may seize and occupy it? Is 
it not better for us to hold our ground and herald to the country 
this concession to the principles we maintain, and to fight for still 
greater concessions to come? Tariff reform can not be intrusted 
to its enemies or left in the keeping of those who have made 
reform a necessity; and every victory that tariff reform wins in 
the public mind or in this forum must redound to the good of the 
[Loud applause. ] 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, the pending bill 
occupies an anomalous position before this committee. 

It is not supported sincerely by a majority on either the Repub- 
lican or Democratic side of this House. It comes before the 
House reported from the Committee on Ways and Means, the 
majority of which strongly oppose any other measure of tariff 
modification. 

This bill is also supported by a free-trade Democratic element, 


the theory that it is one step toward their paradise of free trade. 
The bill is opposed by two elements of the Republicans; by one, 
which on principle opposes any changes whatever in our present 


| tariff schedules; by another element which desires modification in 


our tariff schedules affecting such items as iron and steel, glags- 
ware, wood pulp, etc., and resists the passage of this bill, that 
such modifications may be the earlier made. 

This bill is also opposed by some Democrats who favor a limited 


_ protection and by others who believe in free trade with no inter- 


passed beyond that question and was proceeding to discuss the | 


political aspects of this question, and have undertaken to show 


that these Republicans who were farsighted enough to read the | 


handwriting on the wall had discovered that they could not afford | 


to allow the greed and rapacity of the protective classes of this 
country to stand in the way of the performance of its duty by 
this Government to the island of Cuba. 

This idea was conveyed by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
PAYNE}, in the course of his speech supporting the bill, when he 


retorted to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. ForpNEy], who | 


interrupted him, by saying, “‘ You are taking a course that would 
strike down the industry you are assuming to protect.’’ This is 
why the Republican leaders have labored so earnestly to procure 
enough Republican votes to pass this bill. They do not wish the 
attention of the country called to their humiliating position of 
being unable to maintain the honor and keep the faith of this 
Government without the aid of Democratic votes, and all because 
the protected classes have become so bold as to openly announce 
that the only interest and the only care of the Republican party 
shall be to foster, maintain, and fatten them. This bill therefore 
comes to us, after prolonged delay and discussion in the ranks 
of the Republican members of the House, not as representing 


their doctrine, but as an attempt to appease and in part satisfy a | 


public sentiment that can not be trifled with, and it comes with 


the assurance from Republican leaders to their faithful followers | 


that protection shall be taken care of, notwithstanding the appar- 
ent concession made to its enemies by this bill. 

That this bill is intended merely as a sop to public sentiment is 
plainly shown by the long delay in reporting it, by the many 
caucuses of the Republicans upon it, by the meager concession— 
meager in amount and meager in the time in which it is to oper- 
ate—that it makes to Cuba, and by the conditions imposed upon 
her—conditions that still further affront her sovereignty and call 
for still further delay before the small concession granted can be 
made available. 

I am persuaded that public sentiment and public justice are 
not going to be satisfied with this bill, because it goes too far in its 
demands upon Cuba, and not far enough in its concessions to her, 
and fails to do the justice and to keep the faith that the people de- 
mand of the party in power. 

The discussion we are now having reveals a state of affairs in 
the majority party never before witnessed by me during the five 
years that I have been here. I have never before witnessed a real 
division in the ranks of the majority, and little did I expect to 
see a division come over the matter of protection, a matter so 
sacred to the Republican heart. This division shows that the 


leaven of tariff reform is at work, and the friends of this great 





mediate steps. 
ARGUMENTS FOR PASSAGE OF BILL. 

It is urged that this bill isan Administration measure, and that 
it is our duty to pass it for three reasons: First, that we owe an 
obligation to Cuba, our ward, to start the island upon its career 
as an independent nation—prosperous and able to properly per- 
form its governmental functions—and that because the present 
price of sugar, the main crop of Cuba, is so low in the markets of 
the world that Cuban merchants and planters are threatened with 
bankruptcy, and hence distress, disaster, and possibly revolution 
may befall its new government. 

Secondly, it is urged because the adoption of the so-called Platt 
amendment by the Cuban convention implied or promised an obli- 
gation on the part of our Government to grant preferential trade 
privileges. 

Third, it is urged that the reciprocity proposed by this bill 
would be of mutual benefit to Cuba and to the United States. 

Thus it will be seen that this bill is proposed by two classes of 
our people—by those who conceive from a sentimental or char- 
itable view we owe an obligation to Cuba and by those who be- 
lieve it would be good business policy for our country to enter 
into the trade relations provided in this bill. 


OBLIGATIONS OF CUBA TO THE UNITED STATES. 


It is important at the outset to examine the relations between 
| Cuba and the United States and to ascertain the true condition 
of the island and its people. 

It is admitted that the United States made war upon Spain 
| mainly because of Cuba; that for Cuba several thousand of our 
brave boys yielded their lives; that our people expended more 
| than four hundred millions of our treasure, and will carry on the 
| pension rolls of our nation the names of many thousands of our 
| heroes, who for years in the future will receive millions from our 
| Treasury as a partial compensation for their sacrifices on behalf 
of Cuba. 

From our own funds we paid $3,000,000 to the insurgent army 
and at the close of the war donated 6,000,000 of rations to her 
starving people. 

We cleaned her cities from the accumulated filth of centuries, 
banished the scourge of yellow fever from her ports, and made 
the pest holes of the West Indies the sites of a flourishing com- 
| merce and of a happy, healthy people. We have builded magnii- 
icent roads across the island, employing their people, improving 
| their property, and developing their resources. ; 

We have established more than 3,000 schools, where the bright 
| youth of the island can lay the foundation for the future of that 
country and acquire that learning and experience of American 
methods and patriotism that will insure some day a splendid 
prosperity. 

We have given their people the benefit and example of one of 
the most just and efficient civil governments in all history, ® 
model to all the nations, and an example indeed to many of the 
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municipalities in our own country. Within the Dingley bill was 
a provision for a discriminating and countervailing duty in our 
markets against the bounty-fed sugars of Europe, to the extent of 
such bounty thereby preventing such sugars overwhelming our 
country, and retaining the best market in the world for the ben- 
efit of the Cuban planters. For the past four years the sugar in- 
dustry in Cuba has been kept alive by this discrimination in their 
favor, though by it our exports have incurred the hostility of the 
sugar-producing nations of Europe, and undoubtedly a loss of 
some millions in our export trade has been caused by this prefer- 
ence to Cuban sugar and this devotion to the Cuban people. 

‘We establish this Cuban government with a revenue system 
properly administered, and send it forth as an independent gov- 
ernment, free from all national indebtedness. No nation on earth 
ever entered upon its career with so many blessings in its hand 
granted by the bounty of its generous benefactor. 


For all these we have received and asked and been offered no | 


recompense. 

If any further obligation from our Government or our people 
can be conceived, we should know whether it is due to the Cuban 
people as classes or individuals or to the Cuban government as a 
separate entity. 

OBLIGATIONS TO CUBAN PEOPLE. 


Whatever obligations we may be under to Cuba, whatever obli- 
gations we are under to its people, it is important for us to con- 
sider carefully what these various obligations are, to what people 
or classes of people we owe a duty, and if we owe a duty, what 
we should do to adequately fulfill it. 

I wish to discuss briefly what classes of the Cuban people have 
been presented to whom it is claimed an obligation from this Gov- 
ernment is due. First, it is necessary always to consider that 
class which can never help themselves, which is always dependent 
upon any government for protection, and whose prosperity is 
always the foundation of real prosperity of the nation, and that 
is the laboring class of the community. The testimony before 
the Ways and Means Committee, the statements in the press, the 
observations of those who are acquainted with the conditions of 
the island of Cuba, all inform us that not only has there been no 
distress among the laboring classes of Cuba up to this time, but 
in the future there promises to be no great distress requiring such 
extreme action as this bill proposes. Work has been more than 
plentiful during the t year. In public work there is being 
constructed a railr nearly 700 miles, the length of the island, 
and lateral branches to the north and south shores. Much public 
work in building roads, sewers, and the like is going on at Habana 
and Santiago. 

The crop of sugar for the year has been harvested, or will be 
by the Ist of May. The crop of next year is practically planted 
and must be cared for. The same plants which have raised the 
present crop of Cuban sugar will raise the crop for next year and 
must be cared for on the large plantations. Any plantings this 
year will produce a crop for seven and in many cases ten years 
following, and the large plantations will not be allowed to run to 
waste when work now will produce a profit for more than two- 


thirds of that period. During the past year there has been a de- | 
ficiency of labor. At one part of the island along the railroad line | 


the contractors were obliged to discharge their men, over 3,000 in 
number, in order that these men might be utilized in securing and 
harvesting the crop of sugar. That condition will continue dur- 
ing the next year, so there is no real danger of any distress among 


the laboring classes of the island, and they do not need the relief | 


afforded by this or any other bill. What they need is what all 
classes always need—a good, just, wise, and strong administra- 
tion that shall inspire confidence in the development of the mag- 
nificent resources of that lovely island. 


OBLIGATIONS TO PLANTERS. 


It is next important to consider the class which has principally 
clamored for relief, and that is the large planters of the island. 
Many of this class have appeared before the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and their testimony appears in the printed hearings. 
Their statements have been published in the public press, and 
that testimony shows that nearly all of them are not residents in 
Cuba. They are not citizens of that little nation and do not ex- 
pect tobe. They live on the continent of Europe, in Paris, in 
Madrid, in London, and some of them live in this country and 
have their splendid homes and offices in New York or in Boston. 

This one thing is evident. Those men have no particular love 
for Cuba; they are looking after their own business. They come 
here to protect that business. They care nothing in general 
about the public conditions in Cuba. It is this class of men who 
ask relief from Congress. They have gone to Cuba from foreign 
nations, have invested thousands and hundreds of thousands in a 
business speculation, and when there seems a prospect of a tem- 


porary loss of profits they ask a guaranty of their investments 
from this Corigress, 
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These men took no part in the revolution that is to make Cuba 
independent. They took no great part in the proceedings that 
will establish the independent government of Cuba. They will 
take no particular part in the conduct of its affairs. Yet they 
have the effrontery to come to this Congress and ask that we 
change our fiscal policy in order to help their business. They 


| have gone into that business just the same as every man in this 


| country has gone into his business. 


Many of them have made 


| money in the island of Cuba, in the past; they will make money 


| in the future. 








But because there happens to be a temporary loss 
in their revenues—because this year by reason of conditions be- 
yond the control of Congress, beyond the control of this country, 
there is a depression and possible loss in their business—they ask 
us to make good that deficiency. 


WORLD'S SUGAR PRODUCTION. 
There is a large surplus of sugar in the world’s markets to-day, 


| far more than can be soon consumed. 


The world can use about 10,000,000 tons of sugar each year. 
The best estimate of the world’s production for the current year 
1902 is taken from the recent Monthly Summary of Commerce 
and Finance for January, 1902, page 2759, as follows: 
United States: 












T« ms, 
Louisiana ............. 290, 000 
Porto Rico ............ 100, 000 
Hawaiian Islands 300,000 
ne a ee oi bsseeeénesuéacecosuusk 875, 000 
British West Indies: 
i a sik tenedembenene 50, 000 
Is mnithaninill 60,000 
Riel ea ae ea Ce ae 30,000 
Anti i aa adblidemananeeas ounaliareio 25, 000 
French West Indies: 
a nen echeramnesinnesentiiwese 82,000 
Neen nec ae nveneens assecaudhienn 25, 000 
Danish West Seales: 
a a ik se ene 13,000 
i uidenemieenenauith 45, 000 
Lesser Antilles, not mamed above ...............-...-..-.---.-.---.-. 8, 000 
el nial ns seleditbiinensbanscmhbe6edine coecsnesecke 95, 000 
Central America: 
Ie nis onmiowons meena 9,000 
Neen ss sa dnwimantonconndseiadgs 5,000 
dl ictiiichnisenmeniencne es oni hentai 3, 500 
I a ne eoctumemicnaeneinielh 1,500 
South America: 
British Guiana (Demerara), exports - 95, 000 
Dutch Guiana (Surinam), crop ---. 6,000 
Veneznela........... Ssinsclisbiaiditets 8, 000 
Peru, exports --. 105, 008 
To ccc mancatecestacn< 115,000 
a ee sw eaeeabacdinrdcundecsoodus 215,000 
a enli nieeebepgaletl 2,516,000 
Asia: 
I a eecidiinene cenese 15, 000 
I a soaputmaactnedanwona 7,000 
a ee a ee a 765, 000 
Japan (consumption 170,000 tons, mostly imported) -.............--. ide 
sn unineuemadem 70, 000 
China (consumption large, mostly imported) -.....................-....----. 
I ts nnn mrepinslissinemie eri 857, 000 
Australia and Polynesia: 
Queensland Ne a  denindinbsd encumeasiaben 117,000 
I a a cece erbeennaem 19, 000 
Nee no caabeecengeasee chiens 83, 000 
Total in Austrailia and Polynesia ....... ..............--..000-- 169, 000 
Africa: 
I oe emenedn ten wesin 95,000 
eb abe ansees beeuedabeniin 145,000 
a inilememasiaeneliae 35, 000 
I ss neniiominantomadnba 275,000 
Nee eimrincinanbteemnenennsiial 33, 000 
Total cane-sugar production (W. & G.)............-.....-..........- 8,850,000 
Europe beet-sugar production (Licht) sen achdiinna --- 6,710,000 
United States beet-sugar production (W. & G.)....-...--.-.--.-.--- 150, 000 
Grand total cane and beet sugar ............................... 10, 710, 000 


It is also estimated that at least half a million tons of old sugar 
had accumulated in the world’s markets, and it is noticeable that 
the above table includes none of the beet-sugar crop of 1901 of 
the United States, estimated by the Agricultural Department at 
182,000 long tons. It will be seen that there is at thistime a sur- 
plus of a million to a million and a half tons in the world. This 
of necessity reduces prices of sugar in all markets. Cuba pro- 
duced at least her share of this increase and surplus. This in- 
crease amounted last year to fully 200,000 tons over the previous 
year. Under ordinary circumstances and conditions Cuba and 
the sugar raisers of Cuba would be obliged to stand the low prices 
caused by this surplus. I fail to see any obligation on the part 


of this Government to increase sugar prices to these speculators 
who have helped in causing the depression. 

Mr. Chairman, I can not consent to vote for any bill that helps 
I donot believe that the Government of the 


that class of people. 





; 
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United States is under any obligation to help that class of our | United States had on the date in question the amount of deposits 


citizens or foreigners who invest their money in a foreign land to 
compete with our own citizens who pay our taxes and bear the 
burdens of our country. 

OBLIGATION TO CUBAN MERCHANTS. 


But there is another class that the report of the Committee on 
Ways and Means represents as needing relief—the merchants of 
the island of Cuba. The report goes on to state that business in 
Cuba is stagnating; that one class ‘of merchants can not pay its 
indebtedness to another class; that there is a general condition of 
depression on the island. Who are these merchants who are com- 
ing to this Congress asking for relief? Under what obligation 
are we to them? A large majority of the merchants doing busi- 
ness upon the island of Cuba are Spaniards—men who were born 
in Spain, men who have never renounced their allegiance to 
Spain, men who are not citizens of the island of Cuba and do not 
intend to become such. These native Spaniards, these Spanish 
citizens, control the sugar trade of Cuba, and they intend to do 
so. They are the men who come before this Congress and ask 
for relief. They opposed the revolution; they have opposed the 
establishment of an independent government for Cuba, and they 
will not help that government after it is established. 

Now. let us consider the condition of distress in which those 
people are stated to be. Remember that these men have almost 
a monopoly of the sugar business. They have driven out the 
native Cubans. They have driven out the English and the Ger- 
mans and the French. They have driven out the American mer- 
chants, and they have even driven out the Hebrew merchants. 
Go through the island of Cuba to-day and you see no Hebrew 
merchants. The Spaniards have driven them out, and those are 
the same Spaniards who are coming here and asking relief of Con- 
gress. Let us see how much they need it. 

One year ago it was my privilege, together with the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. WARNER], to visit that island. We went over 
that island from east to west and from north to south. While we 
were in the city of Cienfuegos we went into the largest bank of 
the city in order to transact some necessary financial business. 
While there we inquired about the condition of the merchants 
and the planters in that vicinity. 


Now, the city of Cienfuegos is the largest city in the southern | 


part of the island. It is the center of the sugar district of 
southern Cuba, where Mr. Atkins, of Boston, and Mr. Terry, the 
great planter, do their business. At that point cluster a large 
number of rich and splendid plantations of these sugar barons. 
We asked the condition of the merchants and planters of that 
city. The banker took out a statement of the bank deposits on 
that day in that city; and it showed that in Cienfuegos on the 


that city over $12,000,000 Spanish gold. Twelve millions Spanish 
gold on deposit in the banks of one city of 59,000 people by the 
census of the year before! 

COMPARE BANK DEPOSITS WITH UNITED STATES. 

Mr. Chairman, that is a larger amount per capita than can be 
found in any city of the United States. I have here alist sent to 
me last week by the Comptroller of the Currency showing the 
national-bank deposits of some of the cities of the United States. 
Deposits 


of national banks, as shown by reports of condition February 25, 1902. 





Popula- Deposits. 





(ites tion. 
Washing SAA GD scnctelbiesnitislcamenncipaiameiatid iene aaa 280,000 | $19,299, 966.05 
Me I ch necilens aCe Ie ae 12, 20 6, 891, 612. 22 
rl a eee 80, 865 5,317,341. 84 
shine ip eniihiiatiadhsiditad scan 80, 671 11, 196, 686. 21 
i eee 8&5, 050 7, 090, 053. 48 
SP EL Tee 163, 065 16, 241, 090. 59 
52, 969 4, 059, 500. 78 
uM 162, 608 5, 609, 037.10 
a 108, 574 7,096, 083. 05 
Li 204,701 | 12,124, 429.06 
iin aie id 1,55 13, 452, 738. 85 
SU Ra ee eee ee 8, 344, 201.53 





Now, let us compare that city of 59,000 people that is said to be 
in a condition of distress, but has bank deposits amounting to 


$12,000,000. Let us make a comparison with the condition of 
affairs at some of the banks in the United States. The city of St. 
Paul, with a population of 163,000—nearly three times as large— 
has deposits of $16,000,000—but a fourth more. The city of 
Washington, with 280,000,000 population, has bank deposits 
amounting to about $19,000,000; the city of Memphis, with 102,000 
inhabitants, has about $6,800,000 deposits; the city of Louisville, 
with a population of 204,000, has bank deposits amounting to 
$12,124,000; the city of Seattle, with 80,000 population, has bank 
deposits amounting to $11,150.000; the city of Richmond, with 
85,000 inhabitants, has bank deposits amounting to $7,000,000. 
And so I might goon. You will find that no single city in the 


| island of Cuba do need relief it is the small 


per capita that the city of Cienfuegos had. 

I tried to verify my figures. I called at the insular bureau of 
the War Department and asked the accommodating chief, Colonel 
Edwards, for all information on file. He said he had nothing in 
his office upon that subject, but he had no doubt that they were 
correct from his general information upon that point, and that 
there was a larger sum per capita on deposit in Habana than 
there was in Cienfuegos, and probably as much, at least, in Ma- 
tanzas as there was in Cienfuegos. 

NO PANICS IN CUBA. . 

In addition to that is another significant fact stated by Mr. 
Charles M. Pepper in his letter from Cuba, published in the 
Washington Star of April 12, 1902, that notwithstanding all the 
ravages and losses of the war no financial panic had occurred 
upon the island of Cuba. 

The large banking institutions, public and private, the large 
mercantile institutions had weathered the stress and storm of a 
terrible revolution and yet now we are asked to relieve them 
when the price of sugar falls, as the chairman of the committee 
[Mr. PAYNE] states, to 1.81 cents per pound. 

The same issue of Monthly Summary, January, 1902, page 
2736, shows that at Matanzas, December, 1899, the price of sugar 
was as low as 1.76 cents per pound and yet no cry of distress was 
raised, and they did not even claim they were losing money and 
demanded no help from the United States. 

Now, gentlemen, that was the condition of the merchants and 
the rich planters of the island. That is the condition of the 
Spanish merchants, who have a monopoly of the sugar business 
in that island. They have more money on deposit to-day than 
has the average merchant class of the United States, and yet they 
have the effrontery to come before this Congress and ask that we 
should pass this bill for their relief. 


OBLIGATION TO SMALL PLANTERS. 


But there is yet another class for whose necessities we are 
asked to pass this bill, and that is the class of the small planters 
of the island that were spoken of so eloquently by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Payne] in his opening address. Now, let 
us examine the condition of that class, for if any people in the 
lanter. The facts 
before the committee show and a report of the census of Cuba 
shows that the small planter is heavily mortgaged; that in the 
provinces of Matanzas and Santa Clara, where the greater part 
of the sugar is raised, those small plantations are mortgaged for 
80 per cent of their value. That is true. It is true, also, that 


| those mortgages are overdue, that foreclosure of them has been 


first day of April a year ago there was on deposit in the banks of | stayed by the military power, and that stay will necessarily ex- 


pire in May next, when the military authority of the United States 


| will go out of operation. 


Now, remember those mortgages are due in May. It is un- 


| doubtedly true that their crops are either mortgaged or sold and 


that those crops are practically harvested now. Now, conceding 
all of those things to be true, how does this bill afford them any 
relief? Conceding that they ought to have relief, conceding that 
they need relief, let us see how this bill relieves them. The gen- 
tleman from New York stated that there were between 15,000 and 
16,000 of them. Thecensusof theisland of Cuba shows that there 
were 13,517 of them. Another report I have, which I obtained 
from the Insular Department, shows there were about 14,414 of 
them; so it is perfectly safe to state that there were about 15,(0) 
of these small planters in the island of Cuba. The gentleman 
from New York also stated that by reason of the passage of this 
bill there would be a reduction in our revenues of sugar of about 
$6,000,000; in other words, that we would try to help the sugar 
planters of the island of Cuba by this reduction of about $6,000.- 
000. How much of this will go to the sugar trust I confess I do 
not know. 

I have read the testimony of Colonel Bliss, the collector of cus- 
toms at Habana, one of the fairest of witnesses, who stated that 
about 30 per cent would go to the planters and the rest of those 
who raise sugar on the island. Upon this basis only $1,800,000 
annually would be received by the largeand small planters. Per- 
haps as fair a statement as I have seen was made by Mr. Pepper, 
the correspondent of a syndicate of American newspapers, who 
advocates the passage of this bill. Mr. Pepper has a large expe- 
rience in Cuba. He has traversed that island several times and 
perhaps is as accurate and as careful as anybody in his knowledge 
of its affairs. In a letter to the Washington Star, another paper 
which strongly advocates the ge of this bill, published on 
the 15th day of March last, Mr. Pepper went into this question 
somewhat and made the statement, giving it his approval, that 4 
small planter there thought that about one-half of our concession 
would go to the sugar trust and about one-half of it to the planter. 
That seems a fair estimate. One-half, then, of $6,000,000, or 
$3,000,000, would be received by the planters. 


1902. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


A127 





Now, the census figures show that two-thirds of the land pro- 
ducing sugar is owned by large planters, not included in this class | 
of 15,000, so that two-thirds, or $2,000,000, of this reduction would | 





many have in the West and South.. I believe those matters 
should be relegated to the States, and I believe the saatter of re- 
lieving these Cuban planters should be relegated to Cuba itself. 


go to these nonresident large planters, or leaving about $1,000,000 | They are able to take care of it. We will establish them as an 


for the relief of these 15,000 small planters. One million dollars 
divided among 15,000 makes an average of $66 apiece, and thatis 
the relief proposed by this bill. Sixty-six dollars on an average 
to pay off their mortgages, to pay for the hypothecation of their 
crops, to save themselves, their families, and their farms for next 
year. If Colonel Bliss’s estimate be correct, only one-third of 
$1,800,000, or $600,000, would be received by the small planters, or 
an average of $40 each. But when does this $66 or this $40 come? 
CONDITIONS OF RELIEF. 


It comes, as the bill goes on to provide, after they have passed 
our immigration and labor restriction, Chinese-exclusion, and that 
kind of laws. Now, remember the Cuban government goes into 
effect on the 20th day of May. They must get their congress to- 
gether, they must form their committees, they must appoint a 
committee that can examine our laws ( wrlahel' in a foreign lan- 
guage), consider the effect of those foreign laws, and then frame 
as best they can a system of laws adapted to their country that 
shall be similar or substantially the same as our immigration, 
contract-labor, and Chinese-exclusion laws. After they have | 
passed those laws they must certify those laws to this country. 

The President must again examine them and find they are sub- 
stantially the same as ours, and then as one condition he can issue 
his proclamation, so they can begin to realize this $40 or $66. 
Now, how long will that take? Everyone knows it must require 
at least six months to do all of that business. But another thing 
that they must do. They must give us at least 20 per cent reduc- | 
tion of their tariff upon our goods going into Cuba. Remember 
that government must get into operation; it must have its con- | 
gress, which must appoint its committee, and a committee must | 
completely revise its tariff. Because they are on a revenue basis, 
they need all of their revenues and more to carry on their busi- 
ness. They have no margin of tariff to concede for reciprocity 
with any country. Now, it is a rather important thing to revise 
the tariff, as the gentleman from New York and his associates | 
claim. They strongly denounce any attempt to revise the tariff 
of this country on the ground that it will greatly disturb the busi- 
ness interests of the country. Yet as one of the main conditions 
of this relief the Cubans must revise their tariff at the beginning 
of a government and at atime of such business distress that re- 
quires the passage of this act. 

It is stated a period of business stagnation exists; yet you com- 
pel those men to revise their tariff, raise the tariff on things 
coming from other countries than ours, and either leave ours sta- 
tionary or lower the tariff on articles coming from this country. 
After that is done it must be certified to thiscountry. The Pres- | 
ident must examine it to see there is at least a 20 per cent reduction, | 
and that also will take six months. So that it is thoroughly safe 
to say, from the conditions surrounding this matter, that it will 
require at least six months to get it into full operation. At the 
end gf six months these poor planters whose property is mort- | 
gaged, whose crops are mortgaged, who are suffering and dis- 
tressed, can get from $40 to $66, if they can last that long. 

LIQUIDATION NECESSARY. 


In our own country these conditions would require liquidation 
of this indebtedness and the getting into the region of new people 
and additional capital. Some suffering and distress always at- 
tends, but it may be necessary for the future of the island, for 
the future prosperity of the people, that some liquidation be had 
there and new owners, new blood, new ideas, and new methods 
and One flow into the waste places and make them ‘ to blossom 
as the rose.”’ 

Gentlemen, I do not believe the American people, if they under- | 
stood that proposition, would advocate that petty kind of relief. | 
I certainly can not vote for it. 

RELIEF IN THIS COUNTRY. 

But we in the West and South have had some experience with 
our people who have needed relief. We have had small farmers | 
in our section of the country who have needed assistance. We 
have had people who have come from abroad, have declared their 
intention to make their homes with us. Men, too, from our own 
land—born_here—have gone into the frontier and taken their 
families. They have builded their huts of sod or of logs as best 
they could. They have done their best to make a crop. They 
have seen the pitiless sun or the equally pitiless flood wipe that 
crop off the face of the earth. They have seen their families 
starving and suffering the horrible privations of inclement winter, 
their little property mort and taken sometimes by pitiless 
creditors, ey have asked for relief in their desperation; but 
up to this time i have not heard one of those cries heeded by the 
American Congress. And I believe that it would be a sad _ 
edent for us to give relief even to those who need it as sorely as 


pas eee government, free from all indebtedness. They have 
a rich island, one of the most productive and rescurceful under 
the sun. 

They can borrow money if necessary; or, if we need to help them, 
let us help the government of Cubaand let that government do as it 
ought—help itsown people. Our States have done that in the past, 
and the Cuban state can doit in Cuba. Ifthey need seed, let the 


| government of Cubagiveittothem. If they need roads to employ 


their labor, to keep them from starvation, as we have done in the 


| North, let the government of Cuba build thoseroads. Letthem dig 


harbors and sewers and streets; let them build their buildings; 
let them give their people information and encouragement and 


| whatever assistance may be needed in the diversification of their 


crops. Let them do these things and they will find and develop 
a happy and a prosperous people. But if you adopt this method 
of encouraging the raising of one crop you will continue the con- 
dition there that has been a curse in every part of this country. 


| A one-crop region is anaccursed region. It has blasted our North- 


west when we raised wheat alone. It has blasted the Southwest 
when they raised cornalone. It has blasted the South when they 
raised cotton alone. It will blast Cuba if she raises sugar alone. 
And yet this bill tends to perpetuate that accursed condition on 
the island of Cuba when it practically gives a bounty for the 
raising of sugar. 
NO OBLIGATION TO INDIVIDUALS. 
I do not believe that the Government of the United States 


| should assist or that this bill will help any needy individual or 
| class of individuals. 


If we are under obligation to do anything it is not to helpa 


| class, but the whole; not to help individuals, but the mass of the 


people or the nation itself. If we are under any obligations be- 
yond the multitude of our good works already performed, it is to 
establish a government that shall render equally good service to 
the governed. This bill can not accomplish that result. 

If to prevent starvation and bankruptcy it be necessary for the 
Cuban Government to help its planters and laboring men, by 
work and seed and loans and roads and the like; if we are really 
under obligation to render some assistance, let us help to accom- 
plish these really beneficial things. 

The Cuban Government will start with a treasury nearly empty. 
If we must help, let our Government, from its overflowing re- 
sources, purchase rights to naval and coaling stations, to the Isle 
of Pines, and to athe cent trade, if necessary, and pay for these 
a good round sum—millions of dollars—-that shall really help the 
Cuban Government, and through it may reach the deserving 
Cuban people. 

Such payment could not be absorbed by the sugar trust, could 
not be reached by the rich nonresidents and foreigners. It would 


| establish a weak government at the critical time of its history and 


could be applied to help that people which really needs relief. If 
any obligation from us is really due, that is the way to fulfill it. 
NO IMMEDIATE ANNEXATION. 

Now, there has been a reason advanced by nearly every one of 
the advocates of this bill—that if we did not pass it Cuba would 
speedily seek annexation to the United States. The gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Payne] hung up this * bogey man’”’ to 
scare the members of this House into voting for this bill. Now. 
gentlemen, I really can not consent to be scared in that way. i 
do not believe there is any danger of immediate annexation of the 
island of Cuba to the United States. Ido not believe that Cuba 
wants it or would allow immediate annexation. The reasons for 
that to me seem conclusive. There are practically three classes 
of people to consider in ascertaining whether or not Cuba wants 
annexation. The first class would be similar to those who have 
appeared before the Ways and Means Committee, the class of 
large planters, the class of Spanish merchants, the class of the 
professional men who reside in the cities and towns. 

Undoubtedly many of them favor and would profit by annexa- 
tion. That class opposed the revolution. That class did nothing 
to free Cuba from the dominion of Spain. That class have done 
comparatively little to establish the Cuban government. That 
class is doing little now to carry on affairs in Cuba. They are a 
selfish class\of people. They have looked after their own interests 
closely. They have tried during the past few years to carry 
water on both shoulders. They have favored Spain when they 
were with the Spanish; they have favored the revolution when 
they were with the Cubans; they have favored ‘‘ Cuba libre”’ 
when they were with the native Cubans during the last few 
years. They have come to us while we have been in possession 
and have told us ‘‘ For God’ssakedo notdeserttheisland.’’ They 
dare not stand upright for annexation. They have never dared 
to defend the good name on interests of the United States, even 
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when we were helping them. They have never dared to stand 
for anything in the island of Cuba. 

That is the first class—the class which really desires annexa- 
tion. 


NATIVES OPPOSE ANNEXATION, 


Now, the second class composes the great bulk of the popula- 
tion of Cuba, the native Cubans, the laboring classes, the classes 
who work in the factories and on the farms and in the cities and 
villages. Now,remember that more than two-thirds of the whole 
people and the principal part of that classcan not read and write. 
They are an ignorant, narrow people. They know nothing outside 
of their own little immediate vicinity. They know nothing of the 
great power and advantages of a union with the United States. 
They know nothing practically of affairs in their own island. 
There has been one idea dominating those people for the past 
generation, and that is free and independent Cuba. Cuba libre 
has been the cry of the native Cubans. They have seen their 
brothers and their fathers suffer and die on account of Cuba 
libre. They have seen them and their families starve in the 
camps of reconcentration, and those cries and struggles, those 
sufferings have impressed one thing above all others upon the 
native Cuban, and that is that he wants an independent, free 
government for Cuba. 

This is not a bad oravicious people. They are not hard to gov- 
ern within their limits and prejudices. But their ways are not 
our ways. They are prejudiced against the United States. They 
do not like us or our methods. They do not want us or our gov- 
ernment, and we might expect an awful conflict to enforce any 
of our authority. 


All the American planters, and all the witnesses before the | 


Ways and Means Committee, and all the machinations of the 


military government can not changethe determination of the na- | 


tive Cubans to have Cuba libre. I do not want them to change 

it. I want them to have it, and to do all that they can to make 

it prosperous. Now, that is the second class to be considered. 
POLITICIANS OPPOSE ANNEXATION. 

The third class are the native Cuban politicians, the men who 
were interested in the active Cuban current affairs. The men 
who agitated the beginning of the revolution with Spain, who 
carried on that revolution, who dominated the Cuban convention, 
and who to-day will dominate the Cuban government. They are 
the men who are directly interested in free Cuba. They want 
the offices of the island; they want her a free and independent 
nation; they want to have the power, the offices, and the glory, 
and some of them undoubtedly want plunder. 

Now, these are the men who have control of and will control 
Cuban sentiment. They know how to control that second class, 


the great native population of the island. They know how to | 


The country realizes there is too much power in the great Execu- 
tive Departments now. We must not allow more by conceding 
power to make promises affecting legislation upon our revenues, 
The Platt amendment benefited Cuba even more than it did the 
United States. 

Without any expense to Cuba it protects her independence as 
a nation—the life, property, and security of her people, the health 
of her communities, and her future from the reckless extrava- 
gance and waste of corrupt rulers, as well as from the clutches of 
remorseless creditors. There should be and will be unspeakable 
gratitude flow to us for this beneficence instead of obligations for 
our action in securing the adoption of this ordinance by the Cuban 
convention. 

ABILITY TO MAKE TREATIES. 

It is seriously urged that this Platt amendment destroyed the 
power and ability of Cuba to make commercial treaties with other 
nations, and that when Cuba became separated from Spain she 
lost the markets of her mother land. These arguments have no 
basis in fact, conditions, or history. Spain never purchased Cuban 
sugar and never would. For the ten years previous to the war 
less than 2 per cent of Cuban sugar went to Spain, and for some 
years past Spain has produced a surplus of sugar for sale in the 
markets of the world. Last year her surplus was 33,000 tons, 
There is no nation in the world which would make any advan- 
tageous trade alliance with Cuba so that Cuban sugar could have 
entered its markets. 

Every important nation in the world, except Great Britain and 
the United States, is a producer and an exporter of sugar, and no 
nation except the United States has ever entertained a notion 
that it would be good policy to admit Cuban sugar to compete 
and possibly crush her own domestic sugar industry, so that no 
trade agreements are possible to help the sugar interests. Great 
Britain will not make preferential trade agreements with any 
nation; she does not even favor the cane sugar produced by her 
own colonies. The English market is monopolized by the bounty- 
fed German beet sugar to the exclusion of West Indian cane 
sugar. There are to-day 35 refineries for beet sugar, and only 1 
for cane sugar in the British Islands. 


COUNTERVAILING DUTIES. 


The result is that the only market in the world for Cuban sugar 
is or can be the United States. We have maintained that market 
for the benefit of the Cubans by a provision in the Dingley bill 
for countervailing duties on continental sugars which receive ex- 
port bounties. This has not only preserved the sugar industry of 


| Cuba, but has increased it from 212,000 tons in 1897, to about 


stimulate that sentiment for a free and independent Cuba. They | 


have prejudiced them against our Government and people. You 
go among the Cuban people to-day the native Cubans, and among 
the Cuban politicians and laborers, and you will find that they 


are prejudiced and hostile toward us. Gentlemen, you can pass | 


your bill or fail to pass it, but it will make no difference in the 
sentiment of those people so far as annexation is concerned. The 
great bulk of the population of that island know nothing about 
it and will know nothing about it. 
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900,000 tons in 1902. 

Not one note of gratitude has yet been heard for this invalu- 
able assistance by the American people. Instead there is a de- 
mand for further concessions that threaten to ruin our own 
domestic sugar production and embroil us in commercial war- 
fare with some of our best European customers, who wish entrance 
to our markets for some of their vast surplus of sugar. The 
European nations which export sugar annually purchase more 
than $300,000,000 of our products, mostly agricultural and produced 
by the farmersof the West. Thisimmense export trade is threat- 


| ened by restriction or extinction, if we allow our market to be 


member of the British Parliament, the author of The American | 


Commonwealth. He treated this question at some length. I 
commend it to the attention of the gentleman from New York, 
and after its careful perusal I think he can well afford to lay aside 
his bogy man. Some day the destiny of Cuba will be linked 
with that of the United States. But that day is not near and will 
not be affected by this measure. 
PLATT AMENDMENT. 

It is urged, as a second reason for the passage of this bill, that 

because the Cuban convention adopted the so-called Platt amend- 


: : > : : - | monopolized by Cuban sugar, by reason of trade agreements in 
I noticed with some interest an article in the current North | I 3 gar, bY : _ 


which they are not equally favored. 
I do not believe any obligation exists or has ever been conceived 
which requires our people or our Government to undertake a 


| course of action toward Cuba which may result in such distress 
| and disaster to our own people. I am opposed to that sort of ob- 


ment, defining the relations between Cuba and the United States, | 


that thereby was promised or implied some obligation on the part | 


of Cuba to receive trade preferences from Congress. 

It would seem almost unnecessary to consider such a proposi- 
tion were it not seriously urged by honest, patriotic men. 

The Constitution of the United States clearly defines where lies 
the power to make promises and incur obligations relative to trade 
and finance. The history of this country for more than a century 
has settled that point. Congress is the only authority which can 
incur such obligations or can make such promises, and no one 
pretends that Congress haseveracted. If wenow allow the naked 
promise or assurance of any official, however patriotic his mo- 
tives or lofty his purpose or his station, to be regarded as an obli- 
gation compelling legislation by Congress upon our fiscal or gov- 
ernmental policies a sad precedent will be established, liable to 
lead to a multitude of evils. 


i 


| 





ligation and that sort of legislation. 
One point more, Mr. Chairman, on the question of reciprocity. 
Now, lam a Republican. I believe in reciprocity, I believe in 
the protective system, so that reciprocity may be possible. If you 
were to create genuine reciprocity in this bill I would favor it. 
It is necessary to consider in connection with the question of 
reciprocity how far the cost to us will equal the aid we get. If 
this question be considered alone on the plane of sentiment, if it 
be considered alone on our duty and obligation to Cuba, so be it. 
From such a basis I do not believe this measure meets any expecta- 
tion, fulfills any obligation, or helps the Cuban to attain his des- 


| tiny. But from the other standpoint of reciprocity for the benefit 


to and fro, I donot believe it justifiable. Itis urged on behalf of 
this bill that we will get large benefits and extension of our trade. 
Let us consider that, not from a sentimental standpoint, but from 
a practical standpoint. Remember, this bill lasts only for a year 


| and a half, until December, 1903. It is important, first, that we 


consider under its operations how much extension of trade Cuba 
would probably have in the aggregate with all the countries of 
the earth, 
TRADE OF CUBA. 
Now, the most prosperous era in the island of Cuba was during 
the McKinley reciprocity period in 1894. In that year they % ld 








us more than $78,000,000 of their products. They sold different 
countries of the world over $100,000,000 of their products. One 
would think that if there was any period in their history when 
they would purchase a large amount of goods from the markets 
of the world that would have been the time. During that time 
in that year, when there were more than $100,000,000 worth of 
exports to the markets of the world, they purchased and imported 
$68,713,280. Now, in 1900—I just want to make a comparison so 
that we can see how much may be done—Cuba purchased 
$66,700,000 worth, and in the same year sold $48,904,648 of her 
goods. It does not make any large difference whether they sell 
$100,000,000 worth of goods or $50,000,000 worth in any particu- 
lar year, the trade of Cuba will not be greatly increased. There 
is another reason why it can not be greatly increased under the 
provisions of this bill. It is stated by gentlemen who favor this 
pill that all labor is employed upon the island. There can be no 
increase in the sugar crop without more labor, and this bill by 
its terms prohibits the introduction of more labor. Without 
having additional labor, by prohibiting that labor, there can be 
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no increase in their sugar crop, and without an increase in the 
sugar crop there is no hope of enlarging their purchases from the 
markets of the world. 

It is true there was an increase in our export trade to Cuba 
from about $11,000,000 in 1891 to about $24,000,000 in 1894 under 
the McKinley reciprocity act. But it is equally true that with 
no reciprocity our exports to Cuba in 1900 were over $29,176,002, 
and in 1901 were over $28,078,633, an increase in each of these 
years of over $4,000,000 above our greatest exports during the 
most splendid era of reciprocity. 

LIST OF EXPORTS. 


I have carefully examined the list of exports in 1894 and in 
1901, to ascertain what articles were sold in larger amounts in 
1894 than were sold in 1901. This examination discloses that the 
following list covers practically all of the articles in which there 
was a decrease in 1901, viz, breadstuffs, including all grains and 
flour; fruit, hay, provisions, including beef and dairy products, 
tallow and hog products, such as hams and lard; potatoes, ma- 
chinery, railway bars and cars, engines, saws, and tools, wire, 
nails, and harness. In every other line there was an increase 
of sales in 1901 over 1894. An examination of the above list of 
articles purchased by Cuba in the years 1900 and 1901 further 
discloses that in all of them the United States has practically a 
monopoly of the Cuban market. 

Appended is a statement showing the npeeeeenete percentage 
of such goods obtained by Cuba from the United States during 
the last two years: a . 

er cent. 


Mules—We furnish of her mules over.......................2.2 22.2222 -- eee 15 


I'rom United States: 


IE ential latina damniniiianeywwenemantknesamgeeesepepimnerenmnnint % 
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Cars (railway and street) ............... sooniaappeiiianidiareiisa satin iesdiinek aera yay 
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Steam engines, locomotives, stationary engines, and boilers.-........ 62 
rie a a eu aechiendeapbeamsetduase 93 
SE aii vecidncnceniintidales custadueintibininsnectioin 88 


Flour, all from the United States. 

Builders’ hardware, 52 per cent from the United States. 

Tools and implements, 61 per cent from the United States. 

Tin, United States and Great Britain about divide the trade. 

Paints, nearly 50 per cent from the United States. 
_ Paper and manufactures of, the United States, Germany, France, and 
Spain divide the trade. 

Malt liquors, about 71 per cent from the United States. 

Meats (salt and pickled), 50 per cent from the United States. 

(a) Beef, canned, all from United States; fresh, all from United States. 

Beef, salt or pickled, all from the United States. 

() Beef, jerked or tajaso, nearly all of Uruguay. 

I will explain this further on. 

Bacon, nearly all from United States. 

Hams and shoulders, nearly all from United States. 

Pork, salt or pickled, nearly all from United States. 

Lard, nearly all from United States. 

Oleomargarine, nearly all from United States. 

Condensed milk, nearly all from United States. 

Butter, United Sta mmark, and Spain divide the trade. 

Cheese, mostly from the Netherlands. (Matter of taste, probably.) 
count from Great Britain and Germany, $3,100,000. (I will refer to rice 

é a. 
Beans and peas, 60 per cent from United States. 
Wook tah ineae aidaatas shat taoe, Dendber, ond: thane ly all 
00g (a . ny 00) umber, and timber, near 

from United States. TT wes. F 

(>) Furniture, nearly all from United States. 

(c) all from United States and Spain. 

Meats, Mr. Place (p. 92) wanted the committee to assume that Cuba with 
reciprocity or li 0 
derked beef. There is really no chance for any such result. 
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reduction of duty would take American beef instead of 





{See Commerce of Cuba, Insular Affairs, War Department, November, 1900, 
™ The report cited shows that Uruguay and Argentina (if not Cuba itself 
eventually) will furnish the beef for the island. There isa 66 per cent ad- 
vantage in favor of South American meat, to say nothing of climatic condi- 
tions, which make more favorable the safe handling of beef products from 
South America. 

It will be seen that the only reason there is a decrease in the 
amounts of these articles sold is because the Cuban people do not 
use more goods. When they use more we will sell more, and it 
must also be recalled that the prices per unit for all of these arti- 
cles is very much less in 1901 than it was in 1894. The price of 
fiour per barrel averaged a dollar and 1 cent less in the later year 
than in the earlier. The aggregate amount exported of bushels 
of corn or oats or pounds of provisions have actually increased 
from the earlier to a later year. 

POSSIBLE GAIN IN EXPORTS. 

The only articles then in which there is possible a gain of trade 
under any reciprocal treaty would be those shown by the report 
of Cuban imports that were not purchased in the United States 


| and in which we can fairly compete. The statement of Colonel 


Bliss, collector of customs, on page 581 of the hearings before the 
Ways and Means Committee on the present bill, was that over 
$34,962,000 of Cuban importation were from other countries than 
the United States. 
Careful examination shows that about $18,000,000 of these ar- 
ticles either can not be produced in the United States or can not 
| be produced profitably for the Cuban market. Most of these ar- 
ticles, when used in the United States, are imported by this coun- 
try, such as wines and liquors, silks, some fine varieties of textiles, 
crockery, books, and art goods, fruits, and various kind of cattle 
that can not be produced economically here. There remain then 
about $16,000,000 in which we may compete with other countries 
in the Cuban markets, A careful examination of the last report 
of the Insular Bureau upon Cuban imports shows that there were 37 
articles imported into Cuba during the eight months ending 
August, 1901, of which more than $100,000 were purchased in 
other countries than the United States. In these articles it is 
possible to obtain additional trade by reason of discrimination of 
preferences in the Cuban tariff. 

The aggregate imports of these are about $16,000,000 from all 
countries. The present Cuban tariff was constructed by our own 
officers and naturally inclines slightly in our favor. It is not 
possible under the provisions of this bill for us to hope to obtain 
more than one-half of this additional trade. 


PREJUDICED AGAINST OUR GOODS. 


The people using these articlés are prejudiced against this coun- 
try and against its products. The importers who handle these 
goods and direct the tastes and habits of the people are mostly 
Spanish, who prefer to encourage French and Spanish manufac- 
turers and who prefer to deal with those with whom they have 
dealt for many years past. It will require a long time for these 
merchants and these people to become accustomed to our goods. 
It will require a long time for our merchants and our manufac- 
turers to adapt themselves and their trade in these competing 
articles to the Cuban taste and to the Cuban market. It will re- 
quire large expenditures on their part to solicit this trade, intro- 
duce their goods, and change their machinery and methods to 
meet the Cuban requirements. 

CUBAN PREJUDICES. 

On two occasions in Cuba I personally noticed the native preju- 
dice against American goods. 

At Santiago I met a Philadelphia traveling man fora linen 
house of that city, and went with him to the various merchants 
of Santiago. Notone of these merchants would consider any trade 
with the United States. They would not examine the goods, 
though the prices were as low and the traveling man claimed the 
quality and terms as good as would be furnished by European 
competitors. 

A few days later, at Cienfuegos, I met a Boston traveling man 
for a boot and shoe house. He had asimilar experience; only one 
merchant in Cienfuegos would examine his goods, although we 
stated, what is everywhere known, that American shoes have the 
best quality and style of any in the world. The prices were low, 
but the native taste preferred the cheap Spanish product. 

This bill only proposes a preferential tariff for about eighteen 
months, until December, 1903. Clearly not a sufficient time for 
either the Spanish merchants or the Cuban people to become ac- 
customed to American goods or for American merchants and 
manufacturers to adapt themselves to the tastes and wants of 
the Spanish merchant or the Cuban people. Some few goods 
will be sold to which the Cuban people are accustomed, but there 
can be no reasonable.hope of securing the monopoly of this trade 
of $16,000,000 annually in which other nations have a chance for 
competition. A careful scrutiny of these different articles and 
the conditions of their sale in Cuba discloses that if there be a 
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gain of our trade of $8,000,000 annually by reason of the passage 
of this bill, it is all that can be rensonably expected. 
COST OF INCREASED TRADE. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] stated the reduc- 
tion of ourrevenue by reason of the passage of this bill would be 
about $8,000,000 annually. It would pay, then, for our Govern- 
ment to purchase every dollar’s worth of the additional goods 
which would be sold from our own country to Cuba by reason of the 
passage of this measure, send them to Cuba and donate them to 
its people. This is not the reciprocity of Blaine and McKinley, 
and it is not the reciprocity proposed by Republican platforms 
and policies, yet this is the kind of reciprocity and reciprocal gain 
in our trade that is proposed by this measure. 

COLLATERAL EFFECTS. 





Its collateral effects upon both Cuba and the United States in | 


their dealings with other nations should not be underestimated. 
Cuba sells the bulk of her cheap manufactured tobaccos to the 


extent of from $10,000,000 to $15,000,000 annually to other coun- | 


tries than the United States. 

There is no market for such goods here, and we do not want 
them here tointerfere with our own manufacturers of cigars. But 
if Cuba discriminates against the products of Germany, Spain, 
France, and England, who use these tobaccos, she must expect 
in return that retaliation will be made and her tobacco trade be 
greatly injured. And the United States must expect that if it 


discriminates in favor of Cuban sugar, so that German, French, | 


Dutch, and Austrian sugar be excluded from our markets, that 


retaliation will be made against our products, and that our annual | 


trade of more than $300,000,000 with these nations will be greatly 
impaired. 
IT I8 UNWISE LEGISLATION, 

From every standpoint this proposed legislation is unwise and 
unpatriotic. It does not help the Cubans who need assistance, 
it does not help the Cuban government to assist or protect its 
people or to carry into effect its agreements with our Government, 
and it does not help our trade materially with Cuba, but instead 


may seriously injure our present trade relations with some of | 


our best customers. 

But the bill under consideration necessarily helps somebody 
and some interests, and if it helps one interest it must necessarily 
hurt some competing interest. 

AMERICAN SUGAR MARKET. 

The American sugar market is the greatest in the world. Our 
people consume about 68 pounds of sugar annually per capita. 
Last year we used 2,300,000 tons, and next year it is estimated that 
the people will consume about 2,500,000 tons, and in but few 
years the total consumption will exceed 3,000,000 tons annually. 
The United States annually pays for sugar imported more than 
$100.000.000 more than for any one article of importation. There 
was produced in this country the past year the following tonnage 
of sugar: 
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many. Our methods of distribution are superior, and the markets 
for this whole product are close at hand. 

With the development ot beet-sugar cultivation and the manu- 
facture must equally go a diversified cultivation in all lines of 
agriculture. Farmers do not and will not grow sugar beetsalone. 
The pulp from which the saccharine juice is expressed will be used 
for food for cattle, hogs, and for fertilizing. Other by-products 
are utilized to reduce the net cost of sugar to consumer and profits 
to the manufacturer. The Agricultural Department reports that 
at least 22 States of the Union are equally as well adapted as Ger- 
many to the cultivation of beet sugar. 


PROTECTION NEEDED. 


But it will necessarily require from five to ten years of expensive 
experimentation and experience in the treatment of soils, ferti- 
lizers, and the handling of products, and many other incidents he- 


| fore refined sugar can be produced within the lowest limit of cost, 
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If there be one article of American production which now deserves 
the application of the protective principle of Republicanism, it js 
the beet-sugar industry of the United States. 

It is the one article in which the American farmer may become 
interested. It is the one article which he can produce and for 
which a vast market awaits him at his own door. But its suc- 
cessful development would necessarily throw the sugar trust out 
of business. If the sugar consumed in the United States could 
be produced in our factories from the products of our own farms 
it would require more than 600 different factories, with a capi. 
talization of over $350,000,000. and pay out more than $100,000 ,000 
annually to the farmers and wage-earners of the country. 

BEET SUGAR IN MINNESOTA. 


No State is better adapted to this culture than is Minnesota. 
At the Buffalo Exposition in 1901 the sugar beets from Minnesota 
received the highest prize for greatest excellence. Their saccha- 
rine test was 17.8 per cent—considerably higher than the average 
of the German beet. If Minnesota produced the sugar consumed 
within her own borders there would be required 30 factories, with 
a capitalization of over $15,000,000 and paying out over $5,000,000 
annually to our farmers, mechanics, and laborers. 

SUGAR-TRUST OPPOSITION. 


It is this condition of affairs that the sugar trust desires to 
avert. It desires to perpetuate its monopoly upon the American 
people, from which it annually draws a profit of nearly $25,(00,- 
The plants which now compose its vast system have not cost 


| more than $30,000,000. They are capitalized at about $135,000 ,000 
and pay an annual dividend on this immense watered stock of 


more than 7 per cent annually. They have commenced and en- 


| couraged this sentiment on behalf of aid for suffering Cuba. 


PURPOSES OF TRUST. 
They desire to accomplish two purposes. First, to purchase the 
Cuban raw sugar cheaper, so their direct profits could be increased. 


_and, second, to create such an agitation as should deter capital 


from enlisting in the production of beet sugar. For these pur- 
poses an expensive lobby has been maintained in Washington all 
winter. Expensive pamphlets have been prepared, newspaper 


| articles have been furnished wherever they could be used, a 


Tons. 

Southern States, cane sugar, about... .... 2... nw cece cece ce wece cee 300, 000 
Hawaii, cane sugar. about nie nates neadhach dette pretin ata kame eee Mee eee 300,000 | 

Porto Rico, can sugar, about. -..................- . 100,000 

Northern and Western States beet sugar -.-_-.........-.....-.....-.--...- 182,000 
NS = ences . 882,000 | 


or some over one-third of the total consumption of the United | 


States. 


i 


The cane sugar is purchased from the Tropics raw, is brought | 


into the immense refineries principally controlled by the Ameri- 
can sugar trust known as the American Sugar Refining Com- 
pany, and from these refineries is distributed all over the country. 
The only competition with the sugar trust are the cane factories 
of Louisiana and Texas and the beet-sugar factories of the United 
States. There are forty-one of the latter. scattered from New 
York to California. These beet-sugar factories all manufacture 
refined sugar and sell directly to the trade. None of the Ameri- 
can beet sugar passes through the refineries of the sugar trust. 
This is the competition which the American sugar trust desires 
to strangle; this is the enemy which it mostly fears. 
BEET-SUGAR POSSIBILITIES. 


The reports of our consuls in Germany and France and the testi- 
mony of the Cuban planters all concur that at this time beet sugar 
refined is produced in Germany as cheaply as cane sugar can be 
produced in Cuba and refined or distributed in the United States. 
And it is conceded that refined beet sugar can and will be pro- 
duced at from 2 to 2} cents per pound under favorable conditions. 
these great results can be attained in Germany, there is no reason 
why equally good results can not be obtained in the United States. 
Our soil and climate excel those of Germany; our fertilizers are 
cheaper; our mechanics and manufacturers are more ingenious 
and skillful and either have or will perfect machinery that can 
supplant the drudgery of the cheap hand labor in the field in Ger- 


| this legislation. 


bureau of publication has insidiously worked upon the generous 
sentiments of the American people to incite sympathy for the 
‘* distressed ’’ Cubans. 

The course of stock of the American Sugar Refining Company 
on the New York Stock Exchange clearly shows the effect of 
In January, when the agitation commenced, 
common stock was quoted at 115 to 117. As favorable prospects 
for the passage of the bill increased the price of the stock like- 
wise increased, going as high as 135 per share. Whenever the 
prospects of the bill were doubtful the stock correspondingly fell, 
and in every case the reasons for the shifting prices were given 


that the results of this Cuban legislation directly affected the 


value of this stock of the sugar trust. 
GAINS OF TRUST. . 
Colonel Bliss, the collector of customs at Habana, in his testi- 


/mony stated that he thought about 30 per cent of the concession 


| would be received by the Cuban planters. 


Mr. Pepper, the well- 
informed American correspondent in Cuba, estimated that 5) per 
cent of this concession would be received by the planters. The 
rest would be asorbed by the merchants and the sugar trust, be- 


| cause the sugar trust has practically a monopoly of cane-sugar 
refining in the United States, is the only customer for the Cuban 


product, and at its will can dictate terms to the sugar raisers of 
Cuba. The result of this legislation will be evident. Thepresent 
crop season has practically expired. Of a crop of nearly 900,000 
tons, less than 5 per cent of it has been up to this time imported 
into this country. The balance is held in Cuba either by rich 
merchants or by the sugar trust. Six months must elapse before 
this legislation can take effect. The poor planter who really needs 
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assistance can not hold on to his crop. He must sell to the sugar 
trust, for there is no other customer. The result will be that out 
of the present crop the rich merchants and the sugar trust will 
gain a profit of nearly $6,000,000 by the passage of this bill. The 
poor planter who needs assistance will get or nothing. 

It is admitted by all witnesses that the price to the consumer 
will not be reduced by the passage of this measure; that the 
whole benefit from this concession will be recived by those who 
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do not need it. This failure to reduce prices to the consumer is | 


strongly urged as a conclusive reason why the beet-sugar inter- 
ests of this country will not be injured by the passage of this act. 

A little reflection will show the fallacy of such a proposition. 
It is probably true that factories already established in favorable 
localities and under good management wilknot be greatly injured. 
And it will probably be true that a few more factories might be 
established in extremely favorable places and under extremely 
favorable circumstances. 

BEET SUGAR INJURED. 


There are only 41 beet-sugar factories now, and but few more 
can be expected to be constructed if this bill passes. These at 
the most would produce only from 7 to 10 per cent of our prob- 
able consumption of sugar. What every patriotic American 
should desire is that the greater part of the sugar consumed here 
should be produced here. It is admitted and et shown 
by the reports of the Department of Agriculture that newly estab- 
lished beet-sugar factories in the United States can not produce 
for the first five years sugar less than from 4 to 5 cents per pound. 
Some of them average as high as 8 and even 9 cents per pound, 
and these are compelled torun at a great loss. Capital can not be 
enlisted in such enterprises unless it is assured that it will receive 
encouragement and protection from the National Government of 
sufficient amount and for a sufficient period to properly experiment 
with the soils, climate, and methods of production and by econ- 
omies and experience overcome the period of loss and reduce the 
cost of beet su to a profitable basis. 

Every capitalist who contemplates embarking in such an enter- 
prise knows that a tariff must be high enough and must last long 
enough to enable him to survive that period of experimentation 
and preliminary experience and of serious losses. 

CUBAN SUGAR. 


He knows, too, that Cuba is the richest sugar-producing land 
under the sun; that less than one-fourteenth of her area has been 
cultivated; that she raised more than 1,054,000 tons of sugar 
per year, and has sugar land enough to easily produce all the 
sugar that is needed on the American continent. Whether it can 
be produced in Cuba and refined in the United States and sold in 
the United States cheaper than beet sugar can be produced and 
sold in the United States no one can now tell. 

But beet sugar is entitled to its trial. Its friends insist that it 
can hold its own if given a fair chance. 

These capitalists know that tropical cane sugar in Cuba is in- 
digenous to the soil, is cultivated by cheap, ignorant, half-servile 
labor, and upon vast plantations. It does not require preliminary 
experience and experimentations as does beet sugar. 

PRESENT AGITATION INJURES BEET SUGAR. 


These capitalists and the sugar trust know that under these 
conditions and circumstances if they can now discourage the beet- 
sugar industry and prevent any considerable amount of capital 
enlisting in its production they can gradually stifle or control the 
present limited production and again monopolize the American 
sugar market completely. They know well that continued agita- 
tion for free Cuban sugar will accomplish this result. If this bill 
passes the House of Representatives with a 20 per cent concession, 
they will start an agitation for a 334 per cent concession in the 
Senate. After they have received that the Cubans will have more 
distress, and the cries will go up for more reciprocal relations 
and that the concession must be increased to 50 per cent. 

The Cuban planters are demanding this now. General Wood 
and other Cuban officials are sustaining thisdemand. The cham- 
bers of commerce of or of our _— _ ey pean 
hewspapers are urging that 50 per cent be granted. per cent 
shall be granted, then the oak agitators, the same influences, will 
demand absolute free trade with Cuba, and they expect that the 
same men who have yielded to 20 per cent will yield to 33, then 
to 50 per cent, and then to the free ission of Cuban raw sugar. 
The agitation and influence that has been powerful enough to 
work up this great sentiment in its favor among the American 
people and with the American press can be depended upon to con- 
tinue that sentiment until it achieves its desired results. 

HAWAII AFFECTED. 

It is the fear of this agitation and of these influences and these 
results that will deter capital from enlisting in beet-sugar pro- 
duction in this country, and that will finally ruin the beet-sugar 
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business. Governor Dole, of Hawaii, in an interview inthe Wash- 
ington Star of April 10 last, makes the following significent state- 
ment: 

The uncertainty as to the action of Congress toward Cuba has had some 
effect. It has injected an element of uncertainty as to the future in sugar 
prices, and it has also affected the value of plantation shares. 

If such be the effect in Hawaii with its industries so well es- 
tablished and profitable, it can be appreciated how much greater 
it will affect the beet-sugar interests of the United States. The 
time to save that industry to the American farmer is right now. 
The way to save it is to defeat this measure and notify the Amer- 
ican sugar trust that the American Congress proposes to protect 
this infant industry and prevent a monopoly by the sugar trust 
of the American market. 

: WESTERN FARMERS PROTECTIONISTS. 


The Western farmer stood by the cradle of protection. He has 
supported it through evil as well as through good report, and by 
his support that principle has accomplished the beneficent results 
that we now see all over the land. 

We have become the greatest manufacturing nation in the 
world, because the American farmer had the wisdom and patriot- 
ism to do his share in forming and sustaining a governmental 
policy that has developed these vast industries. And now with 
indignation he beholds these same industries, fattened with the 
fruits of his sacrifices, still demanding and receiving the enor- 
mous protection which they may have needed in the earlier years, 
now selling their ears cheaper to his foreign competitor than 
they do to himself. And the American farmer further knows 
that the extreme protection which has been received and is now 
enjoyed by many of the manufacturing interests of the East has 
caused and will cause retaliatory tariffs by European countries 
against our agricultural products. 

He knows that when Europe discriminates against American 
— it is the agriculturists always who are injured. But he 

as stood all this patiently and without rebellion. 


WESTERN FARMER INJURED. 


Yet now he finds the Eastern highly protected manufacturer 
falling in with this agitation for the sugar trust, ready to men- 
ace if not to ruin the industry of the Western farmer for the sake 
of a possible slight increase in the export of Eastern manufac- 
tured goods. He finds the Eastern industries ready to imperil an 
infant Western interest to obtain some slight advantage to them- 
selves. The American farmer and the Western Republican is 
ready and anxious to stand his share of any reduction that may 
be necessary in the schedules of a general tariff revision. If the 
tariff on iron and steel, glassware, wood pulp, lumber, crockery, 
the textiles, shall be reasonably reduced, he can fairly consent 
that a like reduction be made on agricultural products, But he 
demands that this reduction be not made on agricultural prod- 
ucts alone. If an Eastern monopoly must be encouraged by law, 
he demands at the same time that other monopolies be compelled 
to yield part of their profits to the people who pay the bills. 


REVISION OF TARIFF. 


These Eastern interests loudly and strongly denounce any re- 
vision of the tariff, because it would disturb their particular busi- 
ness. Their influences have defeated the ratification of the 
treaties with France, Canada, and other countries, because com- 
petition would be increased with their products. Yet now they 
are ready and anxious to revise the tariff on the one particular 
industry affecting the farmer and compel him to pay the price 
which may advance their own interests. The people of the West 
protest against this discrimination and outrage. They would 
welcome a reduction in tariff schedules, but want all interests 
treated equally and fairly and at the same time. 

EXPECT PROTECTION FOR BEET SUGAR. 


We expect to continue under the banner of protection the con- 
— for the establishment of the sugar industry in the United 

tates. 

We believe in a system that shall produce all the sugar that 
may be needed for our people upon the fertile fields and farms of 
the great and growing West; that shall manufacture it in the 
smaller communities, scattered all over our country, and by the 
labor of the high-priced, free, intelligent American citizens who 
here make their homes, rear their familes, bear our burdens, and 
are benefited by the influences of our American civilization. 

I do not believe an industry with such capabilities should be sac- 
rificed to an odious monopoly of one of the principal food products, 
to be raised in a foreign land, under tropical skies, by cheap, half- 
servile labor, who never can approach the standard of American 
citizenship, and never use much of the products of American 
industry, and to be distributed and controlled in this country by 
a corrupt and greedy monopoly like the sugar trust. 

The West will continue this contest, ard believes that the sober 
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sense of the American people will sustain its protection and de- 


velopment. It asks no discrimination above that of other indus- 
tries and of other interests. It will gladly yield its share of re- 
duction when the time comes for a scaling of our tariff schedules, 
that our trade with all the peoples of the world may be increased; 
that the burdens of our own people may be lightened, and the 
development of every national resource be encouraged. [Loud 
applause. | 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to 
the annexation of Cuba, and shall endeavor to make clear the 
grounds for my belief; and may I not hope that they will enter the 
heart and mind of the gentleman from Nevada and find a respon- 
sive echo as he presses for annexation? 

I deny that Cuban annexation, either by invitation or pressure, 
is democratic or American, as she is entering the threshold.of 
independence as a republic. Statesmanship should not go out of 
its way to secure incorporation. 

No one questions the Americanism or the Democracy of the 
gentleman from Nevada [Mr. NEWLANDs] or his ability to serve 
with honor on the Ways and Means Committee. But as he dif- 
fers with all his Democratic colleagues on that committee and, as 
I believe, with nearly all his Democratic colleagues on the floor, 
I may be privileged to give the cause of my dissent from his prop- 
osition of Cuban annexation. 

I like sunshine, optimism, and enthusiasm. I love to see the 
rosy early morning sunshine kiss the Dome of the Capitol, paint 
it with golden, and make it look glad. I would have it enter this 
Chamber and shed its radiance as the solons meet to deliberate on 
grave questions of state. I would have it enter their hearts and 
touch them up. Ilike sunshine, optimism, ardor, and enthusiasm 
when not over exuberant and when not misplaced; but, sir, I 
am filled with astonishment when my friend, with an optimistic 
smile, apparently oblivious to his American surroundings, with 
an enthusiasm worthy of a better cause, asks us to inflict another 
disaster on labor here and on his countrymen, and another mis- 
fortune to his country. 

If statesmanship ever looked for annexation years ago, it was in 
the time of slavery, when labor of that kind could be availed of. 

The change in that respect has changed conditions entirely. 

It was at a time when Spain was the possessor of a large por- 
tion of the Western Continent, when she possessed Cuba, and 
when wise statesmanship could foresee the dangers and turmoils 
that subsequently came. 

Were they not wise? 

But conditions have changed. 

Republics have been erected in the Western World. Cuba as- 
pires to the highest ideal of Americanism—liberty. 

Will the gentleman be the first to deny it? Will he crush her 
aspirations and bring her in lieu under the dominion of a coun- 
try which he asserts is tyrannically crushing out the liberty of 
others? The gentleman says it is sentimental legislation, this 
attempt of ours to aid Cuba to aid herself among the nations of 
the world. 

Is there not some shade of the sentimental in the gentleman’s 
break away from his colleagues in this veiled attempt to crush out 
the liberty of the Cuban republic? The statesmen who wanted to 
annex Cuba under different conditions were justified and were 
wise. To-day it is ill advised. 

If Cuba had been annexed fifty or one hundred years ago, the 
unfortunate and un-American pages of our history of the last few 
years in the Orient would never have been written. 

The effort to annex Cuba now, though it be under the veil of the 
mild but, to the Cubans at least, unentrancing resolution of the 
gentleman, will not detract the Democracy from its duty. 

I was pained to hear the gentleman, in answer to the gentleman 
from Florida [Mr. SPARKMAN], give as a cardinal reason for an- 
nexation that Cuba was the richest island in the world. 

This flavors so much of the reasons given by the imperialists for 
holding in subjection the Philippines that it does not sound harmo- 
nious on this side of the House. Of course, the gentleman stated 
that Cuba is capable of supporting 13,000,000 of people, and were 
the conditions favorable, with the present population there of only 
1,500,000, there is room for 11,500,000 more. For this surplus of 
American population I had thought the gentleman had an expe- 
dient in his arid-land projects, but he may be intending to aban- 
don those with this new field for exploitation. 


The gentleman does not seem to hear the wails of his people, or | 
he heeds not their piteous cry, as they are wafted to Congress | 


across the Pacific from Hawaii, that he voted to annex as a ‘‘ coast 
defense ’’ 2,600 miles away. Let me ask the gentleman to read 
their long and earnest petition for relief, filed in the Senate on 
April 8,and to be found on page 4040 of the ConGRESSIONAL REc- 
orD. These appeals of mechanics must be ‘theeded ora day of 
reckoning may come. 

They ask for protection, patriotically ask for true American pro- 
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tection against the cheap cooly labor and semicontract labor 
conditions that subsist and flourish on those islands. 

Who knows how many of these 319 petitioning mechanics out 
of the total of 5,000 Americans on the islands may have been se- 
duced to go there by the dulcet eloquence of the gentleman as he 
pleaded on June 13, 1898, in this forum for the annexation of 
Hawaii, one-tenth of the circumference of the world away from 
our Western shore? The gentleman’s policy of annexation was 
not Democratic doctrine then; his policy of Cuban annexation is 
not Democratic doctrine now. 

I do not question the gentleman’s consistency since he admits 
the parallel of Hawaii and Cuba as concerns annexation. The 
gentleman is fortunate that he did not then and does not now 
stand for his party. I know that his resolution before embar- 
rassed some of his colleagues then, but in view of recent disclo- 
sures in governmental affairs and labor conditions none can be 
embarrassed now. The gentleman says he does not believe in 
sentimental legislation. 

Was there not something sentimental in the annexation of 
Hawaii? 

Is not something real and sentimental necessary to protect 
Americans, then, against the hordes of Orientals admitted to 
compete, and their descendants, and against the Orientals who 
came to Hawaii since annexation? 

On annexation it was promised that a vast field was opened up 
for the profitable and remunerative employment of American 
labor. How roseate the promise, how futile the performance. 
Orientals are driving American workingmen from the farm and 
the factory. The negro will do it in Cuba, with all your safe- 
guards. The gentleman must remember that social equality is 
the rule among the races in Cuba, and he must reckon with that 


condition. What promises does the gentleman give for Cuba? 
It is a false conclusion as against the negro, but I quote it. He 
says: 


The Cuban planters will gradually seek for white labor, and they will se- 
cure it among the Porto Ricans, the Italians, and the Portuguese. 

Is that the best the gentleman can promise to American white 
labor? Does he not see and hear the protests of American work- 
ingmen fast flowing to Congress against this very class of com- 
petition? Does the gentleman approve of it? 

The gentleman says that “‘ sentiment’’ should not prevail with 
legislators; but may we not ask the gentleman to aid his Ameri- 
can countrymen against the orientals and those who come from 
the south and east of Europe? 

In his speech he said that labor conditions had improved in 
Hawaii. I deny that it has from the American standpoint. 

In the year of annexation, 1898, cooly labor from the Orient was 
paid in Hawaii from $15 to $16 a month, board and clothe them- 
selves; American labor $18 a month on like conditions. The 
former slave contracts, the latter all but free. 

The wages now are but a few dollars more a month than in 
1898, and the advance in prices of necessaries equals the raise. 
Now, what benefit has American labor reaped by annexation in 
matter of immigration to Hawaii? This table shows that Ori- 
ental laborers have increased by imimigration to an alarming ex- 
tent since our flag was raised over Hawaii. It shows the people 
on the islands in the respective years: 


| Census 
1900. 


6), 111 
25, 767 


37, 918 
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The gentleman says that the labor condition is getting better in 
Hawaii. The figures irrefragably show the reverse. It is getting 
worse and worse. It will continue to do so. It is proven by the 
appeals of Americans for relief; it is proven by the immigration 
figures. If the gentleman seeks to justify annexation in the in- 
terest of American labor he will find his ae so beset as to 
be dangerous; his course of argument will be so devious, so 1n- 
terminable, and so tortuous that he will meet himself a number 
of times coming back. 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention of the House to the 
petition filed from Hawaii on the 8th of this month in the Senate. 


To the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America, greeting: 
We, the undersigned citizens of the United States, do hereby represent— 
First. That the present and future prosperity of this nation depends in 4 
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great measure on the maintenance of the present high standard of living of 
its inhabitants 


Second. That this standard can not be maintained if the sphere of the 
American mechanic is invaded by the hordes of Asia, whose mode of life en- 
ables them to live comfortably on a sum which toan American would be a 
mere pittance. 

Third. That at present fully 75 per cent of all the labor of the Hawaiian 


Islands, both skilled and u lled, is be performed entirel 
Fourth. That practically all the labor, both skilled and 
has been performed on buildings and — in this Terri - 
eral Government has been and is still being performed entirely by Japanese 
and Chinese, to the entire exclusion of competent American mechanics, who, 
by reason of these conditions, are at present forced into almost complete 

idleness 


Fifth. That the population of the Hawaiian Territory is 150,000, of whom 
the Chinese and Japanese number nearly 87,000, the Americans about 5,000, 
and the natives 37,000. 


Sixth. That by rigidly excluding all Orientals from this Territory and 
from the United States conditions would soon become such that American 
citizens would be enabled to earn a living for themselves and families, which 
they are now practically unable to do on account of the deplorable and en- 
tirely un-American conditions now existing here. 

Seventh. That, for the reasons above set forth, your petitioners earnestly 
ask that suitable le tion be framed the results of which would be— 


First. The complete exclusion of both Japanese and Chinese or their de- 
scendants from American terri 


tory. 
Second. The requirement that ail labor of eve escription whatsoever 


d 
which is performed for the Federal Governneens shall be done by, and only 
by, citizens of the United States. 


And your petitioners will ever pray. 


The gentleman would not wait till Cuba knocks at out door for 
admission. She can not in a hundred years become a State in the 
Union. If she remains a territory, as she must, all considerations 
that flow from precedents, law, and policy dictate the wisdom of 
keeping her out. This will be so till conditions change, condi- 
tions which to me seem imposible of change. 

There, Mr. Chairman, is the situation that prevails in Hawaii. 
That stands here as a shining example of annexation under the 
resolution of the gentleman who repeats it on the subject of Cuba. 

Let me see what the gentleman on the 8th said on this subject: 

Iam opposed to any concessions to Cuba unless they are accompanied by a 
cordial invitation to Cuba to become a part of the United States. 

By this I understand the gentleman to say that unless this bill 
bears an invitation to Cuba to enter the Union, he will vote against 
it, and vote against the protection to American labor that will 


come in some measure if our immigration and contract-labor laws | 


are adopted by Cuba. The gentleman can not construe this bill 
into anything but an invitation to Cuba to agree with us. The 
gentleman would admit her and all her conditions—race, climatic, 
and labor—by a wholesale process, but would not grant a slight 
concession to her and a full concession to our labor. 

The gentleman would give no reciprocity to Cuba, and would 
not advance any of the interests of American labor. His theory 
is, unless we invite them into the Union, force them into the 
Union, because that would be implied by the invitation; he would 
give no concession; he would make it wholesale or not at all. 
This I gather from his s h and —- His theory is that if a 
mule is heavily loaded down with a heavy sack of wheat, it will 
not do to take any of it off as he staggers along, or the mule 
would collapse. His theory is to put on another sack, and the 
mule will walk off all right. 

So it is contended by his report; so it is contended in his speech. 
He insists upon giving no reciprocal relations, no benefits to Cuba. 
He would take away the invitation that the United States would 
give her by this bill to frame an agreement for reciprocity and 
give her 20 per cent concessions. He would not trade this for her 
safeguards to us in cooly labor restrictions, but at the same time 
he would throw the full force of 100 per cent against American 
labor by annexation. 

The gentleman says, further: 


While you speak of the distress of Cuba, it-is not an existing distress; it is 
anticipated distress. 

_ He admits that distress may prevail there, but declines to aid 
in its relief unless Cuban annexation goes with it. 

The gentlemaa says our policy has been ——— and hypo- 
critical toward Cuba, and that we unjustly deprived her of just 
rights and powers under the Platt amendment. In this I agree. 
But we know that when Cuba sets herself up she can restore 
these powers. But the gentleman would not aid in this consum- 
mation, but would bring her under the full tyrannical rule, a 
paren exercise of which causes the gentleman to so bitterly com- 
plain. 

Further on he says: 


But when our immigration laws and contract-labor laws are applied to 
that island, when she becomes a part of the United States, when we can en- 


force them, and not leave them to be enforced by the people there, the im- 
Ha wiate effect will be an increase in the price of labor, just as in the case of 


What will we say to labor when we see and they feel the force 
of Cuba’s labor condition if we fail to do all we can to keep out 
the Chinese, the Japanese, and the Italians and P ese, if 
We can get the consent of Cuba to do so on a reci agree- 
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ment, and when she fills up, as has the gentleman’s ‘‘ gem of the 
Pacific,’’ with nine-tenths of its inhabitants orientals and colored 
and others equally undesirable? 

If Cuba elects to extend our labor laws (and it is purely a mat- 
ter of full and free election and choice with her) it will be the 
clearest evidence that Cubans want 20 per cent reciprocal relations 
with us for their own benefit and for their industrial advancement. 

Mr. Chairman, I deny that the price of labor has been increased 
appreciably in Hawaii by annexation or that it will be in Cuba by 
annexation. I stand firm on the proposition that we who voted 
against Hawaiian annexation did all our duty and are not responsi- 
ble for the race and labor conditions resultant from the admission 
of the Hawaiian Islands, unfortunate as she is in such labor con- 
ditions as I have shown, and we will perform our full duty to 
labor, to our people, and to democracy when we oppose the ad- 
mission of Cuba into the Union. [ Applause. ]} 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, this is a bill to reduce the tariff 
20 per cent from the usual rates on goods, etc., coming from 
Cuba to this country, subject to the provision that Cuba will 
grant a reasonable reduction in its tariff rates on goods which we 
send from here there and will also adopt our immigration and 
Chinese-exclusion laws. I am in favor of the bill. I favor it 
largely for sentimental reasons. While it does not seem to me 
that we owe this to Cuba and that, therefore, in granting it we are 
not paying an obligation, yet we can afford to do this as a gift to 
that island. Through the instrumentality of this country Cuba 
will soon be a nation. 

A few years ago we saw her bleeding and in distress close to 
our shores, suffering from what we believed to be the rapacity and 
the inhumanity of Spanish dominion, and we lifted our voice in 
protest to Spain because we thought that Cuba was receiving 
mistreatment from the Spanish Government. We threatened to 
intervene in the domestic quarrel between Spain and her Cuban 
colony. We did this with full knowledge that war between our 
country and Spain was almost sure to follow. We held out to 
Cuba a helping hand of fellowship, knowing that that very act 
would make us use that very hand in fighting Spain. 

We held out tothe world and we said it to ourselves that we 
were thus intervening between Spain and Cuba wholly from 
methods of broad, sympathetic humanity, and not because of any 
selfish desire to become the possessor of the island of Cuba. Our 
country spent its treasure and its blood. The war cost us many 
lives and millions of money. Since the close of that war our Gov- 
ernment has proceeded in an orderly manner in the island. Our 
officials there are soon to be withdrawn, to be succeeded by the 
republic of Cuba. We have kept faith with humanity. 

But Cuba has suffered much for years. It was their suffering 
which caused the le of Cuba to commence their revolution 
against Spain, and during the period of that revolution their dis- 
tress was naturally increased. If there had been no other disturb- 
ing causes except the war between Spain and Cuba, it could not 
be expected that the people of that island could yet have regained 
prosperity. 

Cuba is probably the most fertile spot in all the world, but her 
great crop is cane sugar. Sugar is now suffering from an unex- 
ampled depression in price. The beet-sugar countries of Europe, 
through the system of bounty payments, have so enormously 
increased the production of sugar that the supply in the world 
to-day far exceeds the consumption, even at the present low prices. 
The European countries recognize this fact and have only re- 
cently entered into an international agreement providing that 
bounty payments for the raising of beet sugar shall cease by Sep- 
tember 1, 1903. 

Cuba finds her market for sugar in the United States. That 
sugar to-day has to pay a tariff when it enters our country, which 
amounts to nearly as much as the cost price of the raw sugar in 
Cuba. It is admitted, I believe, that the Cuban people can not 
raise sugar at a profit and sell it at the prices now prevailing in 
that island. And the question presented to us is whether by this 
bill we will take 20 per cent off the tariff for two years’ time. 
That is all the bill proposes. It is estimated that the total reduc- 
tion in the tariff through this 20 per cent cut will amount to seven 
or eight million dollars for each of the two years. 

Mr. Chairman, this bill is being bitterly opposed. During my 
short term in this House I remember no other measure which has 
been fought with such bitterness and such tenacity. The contest 
over this bill has split wide open the Republican membership of 
this House as well as the Democratic membership. It seems to 
me, Mr. Chairman, that this bill illustrates one of the peculiar- 
ities of selfish human nature. Before we commenced the war 
with Spain we passed a bill in the House by a unanimous vote 

lacing $50,000,000 in the hands of President McKinley to use as 
S might please in preparing for a possible conflict with Spain in 
our efforts to relieve the distress of Cuba. 

We went to war and we spent money almost withenut limit and 
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spilled blood without fear. 


When we were willing to do so much 
for Cuba to relieve her from distress then, before our Govern- 
ment had assumed any moral or national obligations to that island, 
one might naturally think that we would now be willing to re- 
linquish without question the payment of $15,000,000 in tariff duties 


to relieve her present distress. If we were justified in going to war 
to deprive Spain of her dominion over Cuba, it seems to me we 
are more than justified in doing something for her now. 

Cuba is close to our shore. Her prosperity or her distress will 
depend upon us, and is a matter of great importance tous. We 
can not expect or hope for a stable, prosperous government there 
unless her people are prosperous. They can not be prosperous 
unless they can sell to us their products at a fair profit. 

I was originally opposed to any interference by this Govern- 
ment in the Cuban situation. But when it reached the point 
where every dictate of the human conscience forced us to take a 
hand, I then favored speedy action. A similar condition con- 


fronts us now. Gentlemen may argue about our duty to our own | 
people and our lack of duty to the Cuban people, but the fact re- | 


mains that the distress of Cuba will continue unless we grant 
relief through a bill like this. 

We ought to do it, and I believe that the conscience of this Con- 
gress will coincide with the conscience of the President and of 
the people generally throughout our country, and will cause us 
to again reach out our hand to help the struggling people of that 
island in their hour of need. 

The people of our country are to-day the most prosperous people 
in the world. With the return of the Republican party to power, 
with the reestablishment of a proper protective tariff schedule, 
with the decision of our country in favor of a sound standard of 
money. and with the renewal of confidencein our land, there came 
ary in business which is unexampled elsewhere on the 
globe. 

We do not need a tinkering with the tariff at present. There 
ought to be no unsettlement of business, which would surely fol- 
low an attempt at a general revision of the tariff at this time. 
But without attempting to revise the tariff schedule, we can, 
through this bill, be more than just to the Cuban people; we can, 
without injury to ourselves, be generous to them. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
McCaLu] asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the 
RecorD. The Chair inadvertently omitted to put the question. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. SHERMAN, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com- 


mittee had had under consideration House bill 12765 and had come | 


to no resolution thereon. 
LEAVE TO PRINT. 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I asked this morning unanimous 


consent for leave to print on this bill, to continue for three days | 


until after the bill was finally disposed of. I understand the gen- 
tleman from Michigan withdraws his objection, and I renew the 
request. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that leave to print on the pending bill be given for 
three days until after the bill is disposed of. Is there objection? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I have no objection to that, 


but I suggest to the gentleman that he make it five days instead | 


of three. 
Mr. PAYNE. Very well, Mr. Speaker; I will ask for five days. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York modifies his 
request from three to five days. Is there objection? [Aftera 
pause.}| The Chair hears none. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, by direction of the Committee 
on Appropriations, I submit the bill (H. R. 138627) making appro- 
priations to supply additional urgent deficiencies for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1902, and for other purposes, and I ask unani- 
mous consent that the bill may be considered in Committee of 
the Whole Hotise on the state of the Union as in the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois, chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations, asks that the urgent deficiency 
bill just reported may be considered in the House as in Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. Is there objection? 
| After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the following sums be, and the same are hereby, 
appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
to supply deficiencies in the a for the fiscal year 1902, and for 
other objects hereinafter stated, namely: 


EXECUTIVE OFFICE. 


For contingent expenses of the Executive Office, including stationery 
therefor, as well as record books, telegrams, telephones, books for library, 
miscellaneous items, and furniture and carpets for offices, care of office car- 
riage, horses, and harness, $3,000. 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 


To defray the cost of conusting Soommentany stamps ay on checks, 
drafts, and other instruments, where the return of such truments is de- 
manded by the owners, and all necessary expenses incident to such cancella- 
tion, including room rent, drayage, and boxing, to be disbursed under the 
direction of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, $15,000, to remain avai)- 
able during the fiscal year 1903. 

SENATE. 


For miscellaneous items, exclusive of labor, $15,000. 


For expenses of inquiries and investigations ordered by the Senate, in- 
o—- apenas to concemrents to committees, at such rate as may 
| be fixed by the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of 
| the Senate, but not exceeding $1.25 per printed page, $20,000. - 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

| For fuel and oil for heating apparatus, $7,200. 

PRINTING AND BINDING. 

For printing and binding for the Department of Justice, $6,000. 


| The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
| tion of this bill? 
| Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Reserving the right to ob- 
| ject, I would like to ask whether we are to have a deficiency bill 
| every week. 
| Mr. CANNON. I hope not. 
| Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. We had one last week, and 
| we have had bills of this kind, it seems to me, nearly every week 
| during this session. There are now about 12 gentlemen present 
| on the other side of the House, and I have counted _ 88 on this 
|side. It does seem that if we-are to have these bills brought in 
| for action they ought to be called up in a full House. 
Mr. CANNON. One word in reply to the gentleman. The 
| question which the gentleman from Tennessee has just asked | 
| asked of myself and of members of the committee with quite as 
much emphasis as the gentleman has asked it now; but I am in- 
formed by a member of the Senate Committee on Appropriations 
that, owing to investigations which are being carried on over 
there, they are absolutely out of money. The request for an ap- 
| propriation of $35,000 for such expenses and for miscellaneous 
items came to us for the first time to-day. As to the item for the 
Department of Justice, in reply to a vigorous inquiry on the part 
_of the committee why the estimate had not come in before, we 
| were told that it had been neglected and the Department was out 
| of money for such expenses. Then there is the item for fuel and 
| oil for the House of Representatives, $7,200. Weasked with some 


| vigor why it had not been brought in before, and the reply was, 
| ** Oh, well, we did not knowabout it.’’ So there youare. I have 

no apology to make. F report the bill by direction of the Com- 
| mittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. PAYNE. I notice one item in the bill that came from the 
Committee on Ways and Means—the item of $15,000 for cancel- 
ing documentary stamps imprinted on checks, drafts, etc. This 
| appropriation ought to be made; indeed it ought to have been 
| made before. 
| Mr. CANNON. 
| tee, lam to blame for the delay in regard to that item. 
propriety of the legislation, I express no opinion; but it is a mat- 
| ter which ought to have been included in a former urgent de- 
| 





As a member of the House and the commit- 
As tothe 


ficiency bill; and I will say frankly to my friend from Tennessee 
it would have been had I not onatlocied it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It is very unusual for the 
gentleman from Illinois to make a mistake or an oversight. For 
myself, I feel that these deficiencies ought to be carried in the 
| general deficiency bill; and did it not appear that several of these 

items are urgent, I should have dujected But I will not object. 

Mr. CANNON. They are all urgent, so far as that is con- 
cerned. . 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. But there ought not to bea 
deficiency bill passed here every week. 

Mr. CANNON. We passed some time ago a deficiency Dill 
which in the main was intended as the deficiency bill for the ses- 
sion. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? ' 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill, which was ordered to be en; and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Parkinson, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed the following reso- 
lution without amendment: 

House concurrent resolution 47, 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concmry ing), Tit the 
President be requested to return to the House of Representatives whe bill 
(H. R. 11418) to increase the pension of Hannah T. Knowles. 
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HANNAH T. KNOWLES. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a message from the Pres- 
ident of the United States; which was read, as follows: 
To the House of Representatives: 


In com: ce with a resolution of the House of Representatives of the 12th 
instant (the Senate concurring), I return herewith House bill No. 11418, ent#® 
tled “An act granting an increase of pension to Hannah T. Knowles.” 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

Wuirte House, April 14, 1902. 


Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the resolution which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That the bill (H. R. 11418) entitled “A bill granting an increase of 
msion to Hannah T. Knowles,” with the accompanying message of the 
resident, be transmitted to the Senate by the Clerk, with the request that 


the Senate reconsider its action in passing the bill, in order that the bill may 
be amended as follows: 


Change the title so as to read: “‘A bill granting a pension to Hannah T. 
Knowles.” 


Change the initial letter in name of the deceased sailor from “*T” to ‘“*M,” 
so as to read: “ William M. Knowles.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this resolution? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It seems to me this is a 
most unusual resolution. I do not know that I have ever known 
a resolution‘of this kind to be passed by the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that this has been done 
once before this session. It is the usual procedure in a case of 
this kind. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I understood the message 
from the President was a veto message. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. For the information of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee, I will say that the President returns this 
bill to the House in response to a resolution requesting its return 
for the purpose simply of amending the title and changing a let- 
ter in the name of the deceased sailor. It is a bill granting a 
pension to a widow. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Simply changing the name? 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Changing the middle letter of the 
name of the deceased sailor. In addition to that, the bill read 
‘granting an increase of pension,’’ when it should have read 
‘“ granting a pension.’’ 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Then the corrections are 
entirely technical? 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Altogether so. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that this is not a veto 
message, but is a message returning a bill in pursuance of a resolu- 
tion requesting such return. Is there objection to the considera- 
tion of the resolution? 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered, and 
adopted. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill of 
the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 7675. An act to construct a light-house keeper’s dwelling 
at Calumet Harbor. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bill of the 
following title: 

S. 1178. An act providing for an additional circuit judge in the 
second judicial circuit. 

SENATE BILL REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bill of the following title 
was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to its appro- 
priate committee as indicated below: 

S. 4535, An act granting an increase of pension to Lydia M. 
Granger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


WASHINGTON GASLIGHT COMPANY, 


Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
file the views of the minority on the bill (H. R. 13405) author- 
izing the Washington Gaslight Company to purchase the George- 
town Gaslight Company, and for other purposes, reported from 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

lhe SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent to file the views of the minority on the bill H. R. 
13405, which the Clerk will report by its title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill auth the n, aslight c 
Gcorgetown Gaslight Company, aad for other purpose Pe n° 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the views of the minority 
will be filed with those of the majority. 

There was no objection. 


COMMANDANT OF THE MARINE CORPS, 


_Atthe request of Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania, unanimous con- 
sunt was granted to withdraw the report on the bill (H. R. 10159) 


to give the commandant of the Marine Corps the rank of major- 
general, for the —— of correcting a verbal mistake. 

Then (at 4 o’clock and 48 minutes p. m.), on motion of Mr. 
Payne, the House adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o’clock noon. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 

a was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as fol- 
Ows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from. the Surgeon-General, Marine-Hos- 
pital Service, submitting an estimate of appropriation for quaran- 
tine station at Portland, Me.—-to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to the 
Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as 
follows: 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut, from the Committee on Agri- 
culture, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9206) 
to make oleomargarine and other imitation dairy products subject 
to the laws of any State or Territory, or the District of Columbia, 
into which they are transported, and to change the tax on oleo- 
margarine, and to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act defining butter, 
also imposing a tax upon and regulating the manufacture, sale, 
importation, and exportation of oleomargarine,’’ approved August 
2, 1886, reported the same with amendments to the amendments 
of the Senate, accompanied by a report (No. 1602); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7642) to amend 
**An act to create a third division of the district of Kansas for 
judicial pe and to fix the time for holding court therein,”’ 
approved May 3, 1892, and repealing all acts and parts of acts in 
conflict therewith, reported the same with amendments, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1603); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD, from the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate 
(S. 4798) to authorize the Quincy Railroad Bridge Company, its 
successors and assigns, to rebuild the draw span of its bridge 
across the Mississippi River at incy, Ill., reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1604); which 
said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Commitiee on Indian Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (BR. R. 12597) to ratify 
and confirm an agreement submitted by the Kansas or Kaw In- 
dians of Oklahoma, and for other purposes, reported the same with 
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1608); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on Railways and Canals, 
to which was referred the joint resolution of the House (H. J. 
Res. 42) authorizing the President of the United States to appoint 
a commission to examine and report upon a route for the con- 
struction of a free and open waterway to connect the waters of 
the Chesapeake and Delaware bays, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1610); which said joint 
resolution and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 








REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4749) granting an 
increase of .pension to Eunice A. Smith, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1563); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1037) granting. an increase of pension to 
Helen A. B. Du Barry, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1564); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1629) granting an 
increase of pension to James W. Humphrey, reported the same 
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without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1565); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 10462) granting a pension to Mary A. 
Munson, reported the same with amendments, accompanied by a 
report (No. 1566); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. CROWLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12107) granting 
an increase of pension to Benjamin T. Wells, reported the same 
with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1567); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. APLIN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13132) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Annie Cotter, reported the same with amend- 
ments, accompanied by a report (No. 1568); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12978) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles F. Smith, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1569); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3217) granting an 
increase of pension to Charles Dixon, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1570); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the “bill of the Senate (S. 2971) granting 
an increase of pension to Silas D. Strong, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1571); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private @alendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3820) granting an 
increase of pension to Warren B. Nudd, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1572); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 4740) granting an increase of pension to 
Maria L. Godfrey, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1573); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 4658) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles F. Rand, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1574); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (8. 4056) granting an 
increase of pension to Minerva Melton, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1575); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12015) granting 
an increase of pension to E. T. Daniels. reported the same wit 
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1576); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13017) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to James Austin, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1577); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 13162) granting an increase of pension to 
Augustin M. Adams, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1578); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
13352) granting an increase of pension to Charles E. Brown, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
1579); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7779) 
granting an inerease of pension to William Belk, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1580); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. APLIN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3678) granting an ih- 
crease of pension to John Washburn, reported the same with 
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1581); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1643) granting an 


increase of pension to Ellen J. Clark, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1582): which said bil] 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 3108) granting an increase of pension to Inez 
£. Perrine, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1583); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 4514) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Beals, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1584); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1625) granting an increase of pension to Jethro 
M. Getman, alias James M. Getman, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by @ report (No. 1585); which said bil] 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
billof the Senate (S. 3472) granting an increase of pension to Zeno 
T. Griffen, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1586); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 3519) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles L. Cummings, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1587); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2943) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas 8S. Rowan, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report. (No. 1588); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CROWLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13554) granting 
an increase of pension to Edward E. Hicks, reported the same 
with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1589); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMU. W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
12008) granting an increase of pension to Charles D. Coyle, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
1590); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11748) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Samuel Ashmore, reported the same 
with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1591); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DARRAGH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9569) granting an 
increase of pension to Albert Deits, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1592); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calender. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7840) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Oliver Kerr, reported the same with 
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1593); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (8. 824) granting an increase of pension to 
Nellie Loucks, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1594); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. ; 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S, 3633) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Samuel L. Leffingwell, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 159); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1814) granting an increase of pension to 
Anna E. Luke, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1596); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar, ; 

Mr. DARRAGH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
| which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 665) granting 4 
| pension to Laura Newman, reported the same with amendments, 
| accompanied by a report (No. 1597); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Gudente Calendar. ; 

Mr. APLIN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1014) granting a pension 
_ to Laura Lavensaler, reported the same with amendments, accom- 
| panied by a report (No. 1598); which said bill and report were 
| referred to the Private Calendar. 





Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
| sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1863) granting 
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an ineeenme < penaien to James A. Hetagan. ret a PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
same without amendment, accompani y a report (No. 1599); Under clause 1 of Rule XXII. priv. . cae 
: oe ; Saad , private bills of the following titles 

— an fr, on to — = d oe were introduced and severally referred as follows: . 

hich f ea the bill : the Sen te (8 411 oe By Mr. ALLEN of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 13608) for the re- 
Wie Was resere e of eo Same . ) granting aN | icf of the estate of Kinchen Bell, deceased—to the Committee on 
increase =7 pension to — . Pettee, ig coo —_ a War Claims 
out amendment, accompani y a report (No. 1600); which sai ‘ : : a . 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 13604) granting an in- 


He aleo. from the same eumenittes. t0 which was referred the = pension to Charles A. Rubin—to the Committee on In- 
; ’ “ . 7 valid Pensions. 
bill of the Senate (S. 4385) granting an increase of pension to Also, a bill (H. R. 13605) for the relief of George A. Detche- 


John Brown, reported the same without amendment, accompa- : 75 3 

nied by a report (No. 1601); which said bill and report were ee oe ae (CH 7. apenas ae ae f 
ferred to the Private Calendar. _— _—s Sao ) granting an increase 0 

Mr GRAFF. from the Committee on Claims. to which was re- | P®28#02 to David Woods—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


vred : ; By Mr. BELL: A bill (H. R. 13607) for the relief of W. B. 
_ oo a wath gh — ag ao = relief of pee Stanford, Roswell, Colo.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
sort (No. 1805); which anid bill and report were refecred to the | BY Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 13608) granting an increase 
Pavate Oulentee hsiemae ee ae eee ©! of pension to Elvira M. Cooper—to the Committee on Invalid 
. . : Pensions. 
Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on Claims, to which was | By Mr. CASSINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 13609) for the relief 
, Bur om aoe th ouse ( ‘thout ) aaa rg as oi ied of Henry Knisely—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
0 eee © SENS WEOES SERENE, QOCempAE By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 13610) for the relief of John 
by a rt (No. 1606); which said bill and report were referred | 4 fchor— the Committee on Military Affairs. 
oF Ny eg ‘the Co itte Clelens. to which Also, a bill (H. R. 13611) granting an increase of pension to 
carnal , “erga 8, to wich was Te- | Samuel Miles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
erred the bill of the Senate (S. 169) for the relief of Robert D. | “Ry wr. FOSTER of Mlinois: A bill (H. R. 13612) granting a 
mee yo and ein Slee eoremnarens ae ee Sees ee pension to Margaret Bell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
— eee ete ed no the 1 : - PM wa’ ong om = By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 13613) grant- 
eae waar . ing an increase of pension to Charles G. Howard—to the Commit- 
He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the tee on Invalid Pensions. 
bill of the House (H. R.. 18082) for the relief of the estate of Sven | By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 19614) granting an increase 
J. Jo n, reported the same without amendment, accompanied of pension to William H. White—to the Committee on Invalid 
by a report (No. 1608); which said bill and report were referred 


‘os Pensions. 
to the Private Calendar. By Mr. NEVIN: A bill (H. R. 13615) granting an increase of 


nsion to James A. Morrison—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. ae, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from | By Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 13616) 
the consideration of the following bills; which were referred as | 8T ene mci to Joseph Johnston—to the Committee on In- 
follows: vas ve : 3 . 

A bill (H. R. 13584) granting an increase of pension to Eliza J.| , By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 13617) granting a pension to 
Searcy—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the | Anne M. Luman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. _ 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. POWERS of Maine: A bill (H. R. 13618) granting an 

A bill (H. R. 13579) granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo | increase of pension to Daniel 8. Chase—to the Committee on In- 
B. Fish—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the | Valid Pensions. i v 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. RHEA of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 13619) for the relief 
of James B. Franklin—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TIRRELL: A bill (H. R. 13620) granting an increase of 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS, pension to John R. Teague—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

Under clause 3 cf Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials | *!00S- 

wing ti sty : : By Mr. WARNER: A bill (H. R. 13621) granting an increase 
of las HES EIEN SNe EaNeTeny satiENS Be of pension to Anson Greeman—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 13599) authorizing a sur- | §!0PS- . . . 
verte be made for the selection of a site os military post in onan _— Ba aed — im ik | Pen: of pension to 

icini i il; eo © the Committee on invalic ensions. 
Se eS ee ee DY Mr CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 19623) for the relief of Peter 

By Mr. JOY: A bill (H. R. 13600) relating to the appointment reen— e Committee on Claims. ; , 
of dental surgeons in the Medical Corps of the Sasae-tiiien Com-| , By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 13624) grant- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. ing a pension to Louisa Phillips—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. NEVIN: A bill (H. R. 13601) providing for the altera- By Mr. WARN ER: A bill (H. R. 13625) granting an increase 
tion and repair of the public building at Dayton, Ohio—to the of pension to Vatchel Carman—to the Committee on Invalid 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. Pensions. as 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: A bill (H. R. 13602) for the extension By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H.R. 13626) for the payment to C. 
of Le Droit avenue and other streets—to the Committee on the Edward Artist, Edward F. Stahle, and Stahle & Artist of balances 
District of Cplumbia. due for surveying public lands—to the Committee on Appropria- 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 13627) making appropriations | #0. 
- supply ee ge scuaiine ted tour on year ending 

une 30, 1902, and for other p ered to be printed. ONS, . 

By Mr. BURLESON: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 177) pro- — _— A 
viding for the printing of the American Ephemeris and Nautical Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
Almanac—to the Committee on Printing. were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. MUDD: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 178) postponing By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of R. B. Hawkins Division, No. 
the payment of taxes on real estate in the District of Columbia | 114, Order of Railway Conductors, Pittsburg, Pa., in relation to 
for the fiscal year 1903 from November, 1902, to May, 1903, and for | House bill 11060—to the Committee on Rules. 
other purposes—to the Committee on the District of Golumbia. Also, resolutions of General George D. Bayard Post, No. 178, 

By Mr. MARTIN: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 49) pro- | Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Pennsylvania, fa- 
viding for the printing of 1,000 copies of Preliminary Description | wvting the passage of House bill 3067—to the Committee on Inva- 
of the Geol and Water Resources of the Southern Half of | lid Pensions. : 
the Black Hills and adjoining regions in South Dakota and Wyo- Mr. ALEXANDER: Resolution of the Buffalo Merchants’ 
ming—to the Committee on Printing. | Exchange, of Buffalo, N. Y., opposing the proposal of the Mather 
_ By Mr. LACEY: A resolution (H. Res. 209) extending the priv- | Power Bridge Company for the erection of a bridge from the 
ileges of the floor of the House to the commissioner from Porto mainland to Grand Island, Niagara River—to the Committee on 
Rico—to the Committee on Rules. | Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. McDERMOTT: A resolution (H. Res. 210) instructing | Also, resolution of the same body, favoring House bill 8337 and 
the Committee on Ways and Means to report within ten days a | Senate bill 3575, amending the interstate-commerce act—to the 
bill removing all duty on imported beef—to the Committee on | Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Ways and Means, Also, resolution of the same, favoring House bill 163, relating 
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to officers in the Life-Saving Service—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ALLEN of Kentucky: Petitions of Federal Labor 
Unions No. 9316 and No. 9384, of Caseyville; Labor Union No. 9812, 
and Mine Workers’ Union No. 993, of Nortons Gap, Ky., for the 
further restriction of immigratioun—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. APLIN: Petition of St. Joseph’s Polish Society, of Bay 
City, Mich., favoring the passage of House bill 16, for the erec- 
tion of a statue to the late Brigadier-General Count Pulaski at 
Washington, D. C.—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. BELL: Resolution of the League of American Sports- 
men, favoring the passage of House bill 10306, for the preserva- 
tion of wild animals and game birds—to the Committee on the 
Territories. 

Also, resolutions of the National Encampment at Springfield, 
Iil., Spanish War Veterans, for allowance of travel pay from Ma- 
nila to San Francisco, Cal.—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. BURLESON: Petitions of officers of Company A, Signal 
Corps, of the Texas Volunteer Guards, favoring House bill 11654, 
a the efficiency of the militia—to the Committee on the 

filitia. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania (by request): Resolutions of 
Colonel George F. Smith Post, No. 130, of Westchester. and 
Phoenixville Post, No. 45, Department of Pennsylvania, Grand 
Army of the Republic, favoring House bill No. 3067, relating to 
pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CASSINGHAM: Resolutions of Lithographers’ Inter- 
national Beneficial Association of the United States and Canada, 
favoring an educational qualification for immigrants—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DEEMER: Resolutions of General Mansfield Post, No. 
48; Colonel S. D. Barrows Post, No. 385; George Cook Post, No. 
315, and George W. Moyer Post, No. 379, Grand Army of the Re- 

ublic, Department of Pennsylvania, favoring the passage of 
ouse bill 3067—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of Martha Proven and other citi- 
zens of Bellevue, Pa., favoring an amendment to the Constitution 
making polygamy a crime—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, report of the committee on foreign commerce and the 
revenue laws of the Chamber of Commerce of the State of New 
York, urging the reduction of the tariff on the imports into the 
United States from the island of Cuba—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Evidence to accompany House bill 13094, 
granting an increase of pension to John Parker—to the Conimit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, testimony toaccompany House bill 10740,to amend the mili- 
tary record of Henry Davis—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Resolutions of Harlow Briggs Post, No. 
80, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Michigan, pro- 
testing against granting pensions to ex-Presidents or their wid- 
ows—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HANBURY: Resolutions of the Eighteenth Assembly 
District Republican Club, of Brooklyn, N. Y., indorsing House 
bill 6279, to increase the pay of letter carriers—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of Carpenters’ Union No. 639, of Brooklyn, 
N. Y., for the further restriction of immigration—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: Resolution of Labor Union No. 8398, 
of Boonville, Ind., favoring an educational qualification for immi- 
grants—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HITT: Resolution of the League of American Sports- 
men, favoring the passage of House bill 10306, for the preserva- 
tion of wild animals and game birds—to the Committee on the 
Territories. 

By Mr. JACKSON of Kansas: Resolutions of Federal Labor 
Union No. 8460, of Stippville, and Union No. 8454, of Independ- 
ence, Kans., for the further restriction of immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. JOY: Coupon petitions of 1,075 readers of the St. Louis 
Evening Star, asking Congressmen to vote for House bill 6279, to 
increase the pay of letter carriers—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: Resolutions of Central Labor Union of 
Adams, Mass., and Boot and Shoe Workers’ Union of Dalton, 
Mass., favoring an educational test for restriction of immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: Petition of Loyal Lodge, No. 406, Asso- 
ciation of Machinists, favoring an educational qualification for 
immigrants—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of the State of 
New York, favoring a reduction of not less than 50 per cent of 


the duty on Cuban sugar and tobacco—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. NEVIN: Resolutions of Lithograghers Protective Bene- 
ficial Association, Coshocton, Ohio, for the exclusion of illiterate 
immigrants—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Petition of citizens of Alexandria, Va., pro- 
testing against the ‘‘ Jim Crow’”’ car law—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of Stuart Reed Lodge, No. 300, Association of 
Machinists, Milwaukee, Wis., favoring an educational qualifica- 
tion for immigrants—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania: Resolutions of Mine 
Workers’ Union No. 169, of McAdoo; Labor Unions No. 9182, of 
Ashland, and No. 8874, of Shenandoah, Pa., favoring an educa- 
tional restriction on immigration—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of Oswald Bruckner 
and 126 other citizens of Fort Wayne, Ind., on tariff and reciproc- 
ity—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Resolution of commissioned officers of the’ 
Second Regiment Connecticut National Guard, favoring House 
bill 9972, increasing the efficiency of the militia—to the Commit- 
tee on Militia. 

Also, petition of H. J. Kilroy and other citizens of Norwich, 
Conn., in favor of House bills 178 and 179, for the repeal of the 
tax on distilled spirits—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of New London Lodge, Association of Ma- 
chinists. New London, Conn., for the exclusion of illiterate im- 
migrants—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Business Men’s Association of Waterbury, 
Conn., favoring an appropriation for a public building at Water- 
bury—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SCOTT: Resolutions of the Industrial Council of Pitts. 
burg, Kans., for the further restriction of immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: Petition of John Brooks, for refer- 
ence of war claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. THAYER: Resolutions of Boot and Shoe Workers’ 
Union No. 52, of North Grafton, Maas., favoring restriction of im- 
migration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WARNOCK: Petition of Subordinate Association No. 
19, of Lithographers’ International Protective and Beneficial 
Association, favoring an educational qualification for immi- 
grants—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of T. D. Weld and others, of the Eighth Con- 
gressional district of Ohio, for an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion preventing polygamous marriages—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. ZENOR: Proof to accompany House bill 3005, for the 
relief of John Hammond—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, April 15, 1902. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Miisurn, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Jour- 
nal will stand approved. 

HOUSE BILLS RF’ ‘RRED. 


The following bills, received yesterday from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, were severally read twice by their respective titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 3592) for the relief of Henry Lane; 

A bill (H. R. 9455) to remove the charge of desertion standing 
against the name of Lorenzo Marchant; 

A bill (H. R. 9723) granting an honorable discharge to Levi 
Wells; and 

A bill (H. R. 11621) to correct the military record of H. J. 
Rowell. 

The House pension bills received yesterday were severally read 
twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 8326) to set apart certain lands in the Territory 
of Arizona as a public park, to be known as the Petrified Forest 
National Park, was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

SCHOONER GEORGE AND JANE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting the conclusions of fact and of law filed under the act of 
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January 20, 1885, in the French spoliation claims, set out in the | Mr. PERKINS. I present sundry telegraphic dispatches signed 
findings by the court relating to the vessel, schooner George and | by Hon. E. E. Schmitz, mayor of San Francisco, and the beard of 
Jane, Clark Elliott, master; which, with the accompanying paper, supervisors, the labor council, and many representative citizens of 
was referred to the Committee on Claims, and orde to be | that city, relative to the passage of the pending Chinese-exclusion 


printed. | bill, and remonstrating against the passage of any other bill re- 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, lating to the same subject. I move that the dispatches lie on the 
A message from the House of Representatives. by Mr. C. R. = motion was agreed to 


McKENNEY, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had | 
passed, with amendments, the joint resolution (S. R. 56) provid- | 
ing for a modification in the adopted project for the improvement 
of Everett Harbor, Washington; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills; in which is requested the concurrence of the | 


Mr. RAWLINS presented a petition of the Cattle Growers’ As- 
sociation of the State of Utah, praying for the cession by Congress 
to the State of Utah of that portion of the Territory of Arizona 
| lying north and west of the Colorado River and adjoining south- 
western Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Territo- 
ries. 
nate: He also presented a petition of the Cattle Growers’ Association 

a RO ss ‘ | of Utah, and a petition of the Wool Growers’ Association of Utah, 
oun Tater Gee —e wane porns hegg = — | praying for the adoption of certain amendments to the interstate- 
house and jail for said county; — | ae law; which were referred to the Committee on Inter- 

: 2? . state Commerce. 
oll City Railroad a Connany tn ls ae eens He also presented a petition of the Cattle Growers’ Association 


: ; ; of Utah and a petition of the Wool Growers’ Association of Utah, 
“ a for light ho - — Mobile County, Ala.,and now | paying for the passage of the so-called Grosvenor pure-fiber bill, 


: : ss lating to the labeling of manufactured goods; which were re- 
A bill (H. R. 13025) to make the provisions of an Act of Con- ms : : 
gress approved February 28, 1891 (26 Stats., 796), applicable to | gay ccc ven oc o9- mee mat ig ye Wool a 
the State of Utah: and e presented a petition of the Woo Growers Association 
A bill (H.R. 1 3627) making appropriations to supply additional of Utah and a petition of the Cattle Growers’ Association of Utah, 


eee . ; ; praying for the adoption of an amendment io the census law pro- 
urgent deficiencies for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1902, and viding for the taking of an annual classified census of live stock; 


for other purposes. : : ‘ 
| which were referred to the Committee on the Census. 
= sae eae oe ———— = —s ee & | Mr. CLAY presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
reso saa roe ae . vf Hag T K ( ee cae - veep of Atlanta, Ga., praying for the adoption of certain amendments 
Ing GR TRORCRSS CE pense annah T. Knowles, wi € aC- | to the bankruptcy law; which was referred to the Committee on 
companying message of the President, with the request that the | 4). Judiciary. 
Senate reconsider its action in passing the bill, in order that the | “wr, QUA Presented petitions of Lodge No. 348, International 


bill may be amended. | Association of Machinists, of Philadelphia; of Lock Workers’ 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. | Local Union No. 9354, of Lancaster, and of the Federal Labor 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had Union of McSherrystown, all in the State of Pennsylvania, pray- 
signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they i for the enactment of legislation providing an educational test 


" 


were thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: | for immigrants to this country; which were referred to the Com- 
A bill (8. 1178) providing for an additional circuit judge in the | mittee on Immigration. i i 

second judicial circuit; _ He also a titions of 38 citizens of Pittsburg, of 40 citi- 
A bili (H. R. 7675) to construct a light-house keeper’s dwell- | 2ens of Bellevue, and of 20 citizens of Philadelphia, all in the State 


ing at Calumet Harbor; and of Pennsylvania, praying for the adoption of an amendment to 
‘A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 155) granting permission for the | the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which were referred to 
erection of a monument in Charlotte, N. C., and for the orna- | tne Committee on the Judiciary. 
mentation of the public grounds in that city. He also presented petitions of J. K. Taylor Post, No. 182, De- 
rtment of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. thlehem; and of Captain Foster Alward Circle, No. 130, 
Mr. LODGE. I present a letter, in the nature of a petition, | Ladies of the Grand Army of the Republic, of New Kensington, 
from H. L. Wheatley, representing business interests in Chicago | in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of legis- 
and New York, praying that the provisions of the Senate bill to | lation granting pensions to certain officers and men in the Army 
give a temporary civil government to the Philippine Islands, be- | and Navy of the United States when 50 years of age and over, 
ing S. 2295, in regard to corporations owning or controlling more | etc.; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
than 50,000 acres of land, be changed to permit them to hold 20,000 | Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of the Allied Printing 
acres. I move that the petition be printed as a document. | Trades Council, American Federation of Labor, of Philadelphia, 
The motion was sarod to. Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation authorizing the 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is any reference to be made? | construction of war vessels in the navy-yards of the country; 
Mr. LODGE. It may lie on the table, as it relates to the bill | which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
now pending. | He also presented a petition of Jones-Darling Camp, No. 186, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will lie on the | National Association of Spanish-American War Veterans, of 
table. Elkhart, Ind., praying for the adoption of an amendment to the 
Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a petition of Winfield Scott Han- | so-called flag bill, authorizing camps of Spanish War Veterans to 
cock Post, No. 387, Department of Indiana, Grand Army of the | use the flag in the same manner as that authorized for the Grand 
Republic, of Veedersburg, Ind., praying for the enactment of | Army of the Republic; which was referred to the Committee on 
legislation granting per diem pensions; which was referred to the | Military Affairs. 
Committee on Pensions. . He also presented a petition of officers and veterans of the 
He also presented a petition of North Vernon Division No. 9, | Pennsylvania State Soldiers and Sailors’ Home, praying for the 
Order of Railroad Telegraphers, of North Vernon, Ind., praying | enactment of legislation to promote the efficiency of the clerical 
for the passage of the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill to limit | service of the United States Navy, etc.; which was referred to 
the meaning of the word “‘ conspiracy ’’ and the use of “‘ restrain- | the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
ing orders and injunctions” in certain cases and remonstrating | __He also presented petitions of G. W. Ryan Post, No. 364, of 
against the passage of any substitute therefor; which was orde Middleburg; of John T. Greble Post, No. 10, of Philadelphia; of 
to lie on the table. Post No. 465, of Duncansville; of Graham Post, No. 106, of Potts- 
He also presented petitions of Federal Labor Union No. 8398, | town; of Captain Walter S. Newhall Post, No. 7, of Philadelphia; 
of Boonville; of Fire oie Agents’ Local Union No. 8530, of | of Lieutenant Arnold Labach Post, No. 297, of Newport; of Cap- 
Elwood; of Federal Labor Union No. 8971, of Sullivan, and of | tain A. J. Mason Post, No. 322, of Espyville; of Gustin Post, No. 
Foundry Helpers’ Local Union No. 9433, of Indianapolis, allin the | 154, of Troy, all of the Department of Pennsylvania, Grand Army 
State of Indiana, praying for the enactment of legislation provid- | of the Republic, in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the en- 
ing an educational test for immigrants to this country; which | actment of legislation granting pensions to certain officers and 
were referred to the Committee on Immigration. men in the Army and Navy of the United States when 50 years of 
Mr. NELSON presented a petition of Division No. 356, | age and over, etc.; which were referred to the Committee on Pen- 
Brotherhood of Lonomeetive ineers, of Breckenridge, Minn., | sions. 
praying for the of the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of Federal Labor Union No. 
to limit the meaning of the word “‘ conspiracy ’’ and the use of “ re- | 8532, of Martinsburg, W. Va., praying for the enactment of legis- 
straining orders and injunctions’’ in certain cases; which was | lation providing an educational test for immigrants to this coun- 
ordered to lie on the table. try; which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 











q 
t 


| Sstauotee hd-tapeibneehaaie rie 
LED a CT ia 


7 ee 


a 





4140 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 


Aprit 15, 





He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of West Virginia, 
praying for the adoption of certain amendments to the internal- 
revenue laws relative to the tax on distilled spirits; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of Colonel Hassendeubel 
Post, No. 13, Department of Missouri, Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the enactment of legislation 
authorizing the construction of war vessels in the navy-yards of 
the country; which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of Typographical Union No. 206, 
of Sedalia, Mo., remonstrating against the enactment of legisla- 
tion permitting the importation of books printed in a foreign lan- 
guage; which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented a memorial of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 
23, of Springfield. Mo., remonstrating against the enactment of 
legislation to reduce the import duty on cigars from Cuba and 
the Philippines; which was referred tothe Committee on Finance. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In support of Senate bill 2974, granting an 
increase of pension to Samuel J. Boyer, I present the affidavit of 
Dr. W. E. Dawson of April 12, 1902, showing total blindness. I 
move that the affidavit be referred to the Committee on Pensions, 
to be considered in connection with the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the League of American 
Sportsmen, praying for the enactment of legislation providing for 


the protection of game in the Western States; which was referred | 


to the Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of 
Game. , 
DIVORCE LAW OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. I present a document relating to the 
divorce law of the District of Columbia. It is practically the 
same as Senate Document No. 174, Fifty-sixth Congress, first 
session, with additions. I move that it be printed as a document 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 4647) to amend section 4929 of the Revised 
Statutes, relating to design patents, reported it with an amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HANNA, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 4577) for the relief of William McCarty 
Little, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. DEBOE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 6760) granting a pension to Susan House, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2699) to provide for the 
temporary detention of persons dangerously insane in the District 
of Columbia, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 5153) granting an increase of pension to Eri W. 
Pinkham; 

A bill (H. R. 11550) granting an increase of pension to William 
G. Gray; and 

A bill (H. R. 
Hahn. 

Mr. PENROSE, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom were referred the following bills, reported them 
severally without amendment: 

A bill (S. 2229) for the relief of J. M. Bloom; 

A bill (S. 3779) for the relief of Thomas J. McGinnis; and 

A bill (S. 2709) for the relief of John F. Finney. 

PRINTING OF GENERAL INFORMATION SERIES, 


Mr. PLATT of New York. 


2207) granting an increase of pension to Louis 


consideration. 
The joint resolution (S. R. 79) providing for the printing of 


3,000 copies of each volume of the General Information Series, | 


the annual publication of the Office of Naval Intelligence, Navy 
Department, in addition to the number now authorized by law, 

yas read the first time by its title, and the second time at length, 
as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States o 
America in Congress assembled, That hereafter there shall be printed, in ad- 
dition to the number now authorized by law, of each volume of General Infor- 
mation Series, the annual publication of the Office of Naval Intelligence, Navy 
Department, 3,000 copies, of which 1,000 copies shall be for the use of the Sen- 
ate and 2,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the joint resolution? 


EEE EEE EE a 


Iam directed by the Committee | 
on Printing to report a joint resolution, and I ask for its present | 


There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


MANUAL OF SURVEYING. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I am directed by the Committee on 
Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 12536) to 
further amend section 2399 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, to report it favorably without amendment, and I ask 
unanimous consent, it being a short bill, that it be considered at 
this time. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will be read in full to 
the Senate for its information. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 2399 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, as amended by act of Congress of October 1, 1890 (Stat. L., vol. 26, 
p. 659), and act of Congress of August 15, 1804 (Stat. L., vol. 28, p. 285), be 
further amended so as to read as follows, namely: 

‘Sec. 2309. The printed Manual of Surveying Instructions for the survey 
of the public lands of the United States and private land laims, prepared at 
the General Land Office, and bearing date January 1, 1902, the instructions 
of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, and the special instructions 
of the surveyor-general, when not in conflict with said printed manual or 
the instructions of said Commissioner, shall be taken and deemed to be a 
part of every contract for surveying the public lands of the United States and 
private land claims.” 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
present consideration of the bill? 
Mr. RAWLINS. I do not quite understand the purpose of the 

ill. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. The bill simply reenacts the existing 
law legalizing the Manual of Surveying Instructions. It merely 
changes the date in the law, as has been the custom heretofore. 
The urgency of the case is owing to the fact that the printed in- 
structions are now in the hands of the printer, and the passage 
of the bill at this time will obviate delay. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. QUAY. As it seems that nothing is indicated in the title 
of the bill, I should be very glad to have the Senator from North 
Dakota explain its purpose. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I thought I had explained the purpose 


Is there objection to the 


of the bill. In order to make it more clear, I think it would be 
well to have the report of the House committee read. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 


The Secretary read as follows: 


Mr. LAcEy, from the Committee on the Public Lands, submitted the fol- 
lowing report (to accompany H. R. 12536): 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill without amendment 

The bill was introduced at the request of the Department of the Interior, 
as contained in the following House document: 

[House Document No. 456, Fifty-seventh Congress, first session. ] 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, March 11, 1902. 

Srr: I inclose a copy of a letter from the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, dated the 8th instant, in which he has asked that the Congress 
be requested to legalize the Manualof Surveying Instructions, dated January 
1, 1902, approved by the Department December 30,1901, and now in the hands 
of the printer, by an act in the usual form and as embodied in his letter. 

I have the honor to recommend that the legalizing measure, as requested 
by the Commissioner, be enacted into law, and invite attention to the sugges- 
tion of early action. : 

Very respectfully, THOS. RYAN, Acting Secretary. 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., March 8, 1902. 

Str: I have the honor to request that Congress may be requested to legalize 

the Manual of Surveying Instructions, dated January 1, 1902, recently ap- 
sroved by the Department, and now in the hands of the Printer, by the fol- 
f ywing act, which is in the same language as the act legalizing the Manual of 
1894 (see U. 8. Stats., vol. 28, p. 285). 

* * = * *~ ok . 

I have the honor to ask that the immediate attention of Congress may be 
at once called to this proposed legislation in order that the dateof Congres 
sional enactment may be inserted in the manual when issued. 


Very respectfully, 
palit . BINGER HERMANN, Commissioner. 
The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
| passed. 


IRRIGATION STATISTICS. 

| Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on Public Lands, 
to whom was referred the concurrent resolution submitted by Mr. 
MircHELL on the 12th instant, authorizing the Director of the 
Census to complete certain statistics relating to the present con 
dition of irrigation, asked to be discharged from its present con- 
sideration and that it be referred to the Committee on the Census; 
which was agreed to. 

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 
| Mr. CULLOM (for Mr. Mason) introduced a bill (8. 5259) grant- 
' ing a pension to Isadore T, W. Gillmore; which was read twice 
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by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 

Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. + cage introduced a bill (S. 5260) to provide for the pur- 
oO 


chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Easton, Pa.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 5261) reserving from the 
public lands in the State of Oregon, as apublic park for the benefit 
of the people of the United States, and for the protection and 
preservation of the game, fish, timber, and all other natural ob- 
jects therein, a tract of land herein described, and so forth; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committece 
on Pensions: , 

A bill (S. 5262) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Martens; 

A bill (S. 5263) granting a pension to Fannie Frost; and 

A bill (S. 5264) granting a pension to Jane E. Morris (with ac- 
companying papers). 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 5265) to grant an honor- 
able discharge from the military service to Frank McCloskey; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 5266) granting an increase of | 
pension to Robert E. Wardwell; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5267) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Peter Farley; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 5268) granting an increase of 
pension to Florence Courtney Cochnower; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 5269) to provide a commis- 
sion to secure plans and designs for a monument or memorial to 
the memory of Abraham Lincoln, late President of the United 
States; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to state that I introduced a bill very 
much like this some time ago, but after consultation it was 
changed somewhat, and I have now introduced the bill as im- 
proven I move that it be referred to the Committee on the Li- 

rary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 5270) granting an in- 
— of pension to Abner Taylor; which was read twice by its 
title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. To accompany the bill I present the peti- 
tion of Abner Taylor for an increase of pension, together with 
the affidavits of John J.C, Owens, John Keohler, Dr. A. R. Elder, 
and Dr. M, P. Overholser. I move that the bill and accompany- 
ing papers be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 5271) granting an increase | 
of pension to Jacob Stiger; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. To accompany the bill I present the petition 
of Jacob Stiger, late private, Company I, Forty-ninth Ohio Vet- 
teran Volunteer Infantry, for increase of pension, together with | 
the affidavits of Dr. T. M. Anderson, J. C. B. Davis, G. W. Mor- 
gan, and John Bailey, and also the Pension Office letter of March 
15, 1902. I move that the bill and accompanying papers be re- | 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 80) post- 
poning the payment of taxes on real estate in the District of Co- 
lumbia for the fiscal year 1903, from November, 1902, to May, 
1903, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, | 
and referred to the Rannaibtes on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 81) to enlarge the 
use of electric conduits in the District of Columbia; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 


AMENDMENT TO SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. QUAY submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 

$50,000 for the construction, under the direction of the tary 

of the Treasury, of a steam revenue cutter for service at the port 

of Philadelphia, intended to be proposed by him to the sundry | 

civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on | 

Appropriations, 
HENRY F. TOWER. 


On motion of Mr. TELLER, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on Pensions be Sets from the further | 
considera of the bill (S. 969) granting a pension to Henry F. Tower, and 
that leave be granted the said Henry F. Tower to withdraw the papers in the | 
case from the files of the Senate, 

















INJUNCTIONS IN CONSPIRACY CASES. 
On motion of Mr. HOAR, it was 
Ordered, That Senate Document No. 190, Fifty-seventh Congress, jirst ses- 
sion, be printed for the use of the Senate. 
ANDREW J. FELT. 
Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (S. 2671) granting a pension to 
Andrew J. Felt having met, after full and free conference, have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House, and agree to the same, 

J. H. GALLINGER. 
WM. J. DEBOE, 
GEO. TURNER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
W. A. CALDERHEAD, 
J. A. NORTON, 
HENRY R. GIBSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was agreed to. 
ROBERT J. SPOTTSWOOD. 

The PRESIDENT protempore laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendment 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7018) for the relief of Robert J. 
Spottswood and the heirs of William C. McClellan, deceased, and 
requesting a conference with the Senate on the disagrteing votes 
of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. PENROSE. I move that the Senate insist on its amend- 
ment and accede to the request of the House for a conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was.author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. 
PENROSE, Mr. LopGE, and Mr. CLAay were appointed. 

JANE K. HILL, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 201) granting 
an increase of pension to Jane K. Hill, which was, in line 8, be- 
fore the word ‘‘dollars,’” to strike out ‘‘thirty” and insert 
‘* twenty-five.”’ 

Mr.GALLINGER. Imove that the Senate agree to the amend- 
ment made by the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 8752) authorizing the board of supervisors of 
Santa Cruz County, Ariz., to issue bonds for the erection of a 
court-house and jail for said county was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Territories. 

The bill (H. R. 12452) granting to the Mobile, Jackson and Kan- 
sas City Railroad Company the right to use for railroad purposes 
the tract of land at Choctaw Point, Mobile County, Ala.,and now 
held for light-house purposes was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. __ 

The bill (H. R. 13025) to make the provisions of an act of Con- 
gress approved February 28, 1892 (26 Stat., 796), applicable to the 
State of Utah was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

HANNAH T. KNOWLES. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 

lowing resolution from the House of Representatives; which was 
" In THE HovsE OF REPRESENTATIVES, April 1/1, 1902. 

Resolved, That the bill (H. R. 11418) entitled “A bill granting an increase 
of pension to Hannah T. Knowles,” with the accompanying message of the 
President, be transmitted to the Senate by the Clerk, with the request that 
the Senate reconsider its action in passing the bill, in order that the bill may 
be amended as follows: 

Change the title soas to read: “A bill granting a pension to Hannah T. 
Knowles.” 

Change the initial letter in name of the deceased sailor from “'T” to “ M,” 
so as to read: “ William M. Knowles.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, a few days ago a Senate 
bill was recalled from the President precisely similar to this one. 
Understanding that after a bill had been signed by the presiding 
officers of the two Houses of Congress it could not be reconsid- 
ered and amended, I introduced a new bill, which was passed 
through the Senate and sent to the other House. I want now to 
ask the Chair whether, in his opinion, it is competent for this 
body to reconsider and amend a bill that has received the signa- 


| tures of the presiding officers of the two Houses? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the opinion of the Chair 
the only remedy in such a case is the introduction of a new bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Veryweill. ThenI move that the resolu- 
tion of the House of Representatives lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

IMPROVEMENT OF EVERETT HARBOR, WASHINGTON. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the joint res- 
olution (S. R. 56) providing for a modification in the adopted 
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project for the improvement of Everett Harbor, Washington, | 
| Hon. W. P. Frye, United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


which were, in line 6, to strike out ‘‘ postpone ’’ and insert ‘‘ aban- 
don;’’ in line 7, to strike out all after the word “‘ and,”’ where it 
occurs the second time, down to and including “‘ deepen,’’ in line 
8, and insert ‘‘any balance heretofore appropriated or authorized 
for the present approved project may be used for the widening or 
deepening of;’’ and in line 9, after the word ‘“‘and,”’ to insert 
“the Secretary of War may.”’ 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington. I move that the Senate concur 
in the amendments to the joint resolution proposed by the House 
or Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORT OF BUREAU OF AMERICAN REPUBLICS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 





lowing message from the President of the United States, which | 


was read, and, with the accompanying papers, was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a communication from the Acting Secretary of State 
submitting the annual report of the Director of the Bureau of American Re- 


publics, with accompanying papers. 
THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Wuite Hovuss, April 15, 1902. 


P CHINESE EXCLUSION. 


_Mr. PENROSE. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of Senate bill 2960, 
bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 2960) to pro- 
hibit the coming into and to regulate the residence within the 
United States, its Territories, and all possessions and all territory 
under its jurisdiction, and the District of Columbia, of Chinese 
persons and persons of Chinese descent. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, I wish to give notice that 
after the routine morning business on to-morrow I shall submit 
some remarks upon the pending bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I have a large number of 
telegrams received by the President pro tempore of the Senate in 
reference to certain features of the bill now under consideration, 
which I have been requested to read. 

SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 14, 1902. 
The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE, Washington, D. C.: 

Through a telegraphic dispatch from Washington James R. Dunn, chief 
inspector of the Chinese bureau at San Francisco, is accredited with having 
made before the honorable Senate Committee of Immigration the following 
statement: “Passengers denied admission are apt to be held anywhere from 
three weeks to six months, as in almost every such case an ap 1 is taken to 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and the delays are caused by the action of the 
attorneys engaged in this business, who have no scruples as to the methods 
applied in Peas their cases, in holding up the Chinamen for all that can 
be obtained from them, and pursuing tactics which would not be permitted 
in any court and which place this class of attorneys quite outside of the pale 
of legal practitioners. 
with whom we have to deal are absolutely unscrupulous and engage in the 
promotion of fraudulent cases to such an extent that they can not find em- 
ployment in the respectable practice of the law.” 

he undersigned attorneys and counselors at law of San Francisco, prac- 
ticing in the State and Federal courts, who at times have business before the 
Chinese bureau, and to whom the above-quoted language by inference may 
be held to refer, beg leave to reply thereto. The statement that the under- 
signed act in other than an upright manner in the presentation of their 
cases or that they pursue unscrupulous methods or tactics which would not 
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SEATTLE, WASH., April 1), 1902. 


I beg you to use all possible influence to defeat Clark amendment to exclu- 
sion act. Its adoption meang disaster to American shipping interests on 


Pacific coast. 
M. F. BACKUS, 
President Washington National Bank. 
a SEATTLE, WASH., April 1/,, 1902. 
Hon. WILLIAM P. Frye, United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 

I respectfully urge you to prevent, if possible, the passage of Clark amend 
ment to Chinese-exclusion act. Its passage would be serious blow to Pacific 
Ocean shipping, and its failure to pass would do no ge 

HERMAN CHAPEN, 
President Boston National Bank of Seattle. 
ab SEATTLE, WASH., April 14, 1902 
Hon. W. P. Frye, United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
In the interest of American shipping on the Pacific we earnestly urge the 


adoption of the Platt amendment to Chinese-exclusion bill, proposing re 
enactment of Geary exclusionact. This bill as it stands without this amerfa 


| ment might as well be entitled “An act to drive out American ships from the 


| shipping interests, I urge everything be done _ ? 


known as the Chinese-exclusion 


| lina, exporters of cotton goods to 


trans-Pacific continental trade,” for unless amended our trans-Pacific traffic 
to the Orient will pass from American to foreign bottoms. 5. FORT: 
. FU i. 


SEATTLE, WASH., April 1/,, 1902 
Hon. W. P. Frye, United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
Believing Clark amendment to Chinese-exclusion bill disastrous to our 
event such errors. 
. ANDREWS, President. 
PELZER MIL18, 8. C., April 15, 1902. 
Senator Frys, United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
The Pelzer Manufacturing Company and the Belton Mills, of South Caro- 
China, repeat our protest against the 


Chinese-exclusion act and favor the tt amendment. 
ELLISON A. SMYTHE, President. 


Mitchel 


New YORK, April 1/,, 1902 
Hon. WILuiAM P. Frys, President Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
It is our sincere hope that the contemplated legislation looking to drastic 


| Chinese exclusion will be defeated in the Senate and the Platt amendment 


I do not hesitate to say that many of the attorneys | 


be permitted in any court of justice is absolutely and unqualifiedly falseand | 


malicious. The undersigned most earnestly and respectfully request that 
Mr. Dunn be called upon to give the names of those attorneys with whom he 
has to deal and who he states are absolutely unscrupulous and engaged in the 
promotion of fraudulent cases. As to the professional and individual char- 
acter and standing of the undersigned, they most respectfully refer to the 
honorable Senators from California and to the various Representatives from 
the Congressional districts of this State. The undersigned feel that in jus- 
tice to themselves a full investigation of the charges made in the above state- 
ment should be made. 
Very respectfully submitted. 
GEO. A. McGOWAN. 
H. 8. FOOTE, 
Late United States Attorney, 
Northern District California. 
WM. M. MADDEN. 
JOSEPH C. MEYERSTEIN. 
DENSON & SCHLESINGER. 
NATHAN C. COUGHLAN. 
STIDGER & STIDGER. 


JOHN E. BENNETT. 
FRANK V. BELL. 
GASTON STRAUSS. 
JAMES L. GALLAGHER. 
OLIVER DIBBLE. 

H. C. SCHAERTFER. 

J. E. FOULDS. 

EARLL W. WEBB. 


TACOMA, WASH., April 14, 1902. 
Senator W. P. Frye, Washington, D. C.: 
We protest against adoption Clark amendment to Chinese-exclusion bill. 
PACIFIC COLD STORAGE Co. 
NATIONAL BANK OF COMMERCE. 
LONDON AND SAN FRANCISCO BANE, Lrp. 
GREAT WESTERN STOVE Co. 
PUGET SOUND SAVINGS BANE, 
PACIFIC NATIONAL BANK. 
HARDY SHIPBUILDING CoO. 
FIDELITY TRUST CO. 
LUMBERMEN’S NATIONAL BANK. 
DODWELL & CO. 


| 
! 
| 
} 
i 


| 


adopted. 
DEERING, MILLIKEN & CoO. 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 14, 1902. 
Hon. W. P. Fry8, President Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


Strongly urge the adoption of Platt amendment, April 11, reenacting 


Geary Act. 
ABNER DOBLE Co., 
M. A. DOBLE, President. 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 15, 1902. 
Hon. W. P. Frye, President Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
Geary Act by Platt amendment April 11 will give all the protection de- 


sired. 
PACIFIC METAL Works, 


J. A. MORROW, President. 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 15, 1902. 
Hon. W. P. Frye, President of the Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


Highly recommend passage of Geary Act by Platt amendment of April 11. 
ree 3 LEMOINE SCOLLEY. 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 1/4, 1902. 
Hon. W. P. Frye, President Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


Platt amendment April 11 reenacting Geary Act we consider fully protects 
American interests and American labor. Urge its passage. 
BYXBEE & CLARK. 


SAN FRANCISCO., CAL, April 1, 190? 
Hon. W. P. Frye, President Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
Strongly urge passage Platt amendment April 11 reenacting present 


Geary Act. ¢ 
A. A. WIGMORE, 
Vice-President John Wigmore & Sons Co. 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 1), 1902. 
Hon. W. P. Frye, President Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
Failure to pass Platt amendment April 11, reenacting Geary Act, will 
prove detrimental commercial interests of the entire nation. 
E. L. ALLEN, 
Agent Newport Wharf and Lumber Company. 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 1), 190°. 
Hon. W. P. Frye, President Senate, Washington, D. C.; 


Imperative Platt amendment, ap 11, be passed reenacting present Geary 
Act in order secure best results this coast, as also country at large. 
H. Levi & Co.., 
By J. LEVI, JR., Treasurer. 


San Francisco, CAu., April 1, 190?. 
Hon. W. P. Frye, President Senate, Washington, D, C.: 
Consider pending bill injurious, and interest of the country will be fully 


rotected by Platt amendment reenact: Geary Act. 
pat ; wie RAY MANUFACTURING Oo. 








SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 14, 1902. 
Hon. W. P. Frye, President Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
Consider business interests Pacific slope demand acceptance Platt amend- 


ment, April 11, reenactment present Geary law. 
NEVILLE & CO., 
By C. M. OSBORN, President. 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 14, 1902. 
Hon. W. P. Frye, President Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
Best interests Pacific coast served by Platt amendment, April 11, reenact- 
ing present Geary law. 
HAAS BROS. 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 14, 1902. 
Hon. W. P. Frye, President Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


Many interests will suffer by passage pending measure. Would urge sub- | 


stitution Platt amendment reenacting Geary Act. 
C, J. HENDRY Co., 
By G. W. HENDRY, President. 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 14, 1902. 
Hon. W. P. Frye, President Senate, Washington, D. C.; 


Please urge e Platt amendment reenacting Geary Act. 
fully protect labor interests. 


This will 


Borscn LAMP COMPANY. 
EDWIN SAVERY, Vice-President. 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL,, April 14, 1902. 
Hon. W. P. Fryn, President Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


Consider mercantile interests California best served by passage Platt | 


amendment, April 11, reenacting Geary Act. 
Messe & GOTTFRIED Co., 
By F. GOTTFRIED, Secretary. 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 14, 1902. 
Hon, W. P. Fry, President Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


Platt amendment April 11, reenacting present Geary Act, 


Demand 
otherwise Goerimontal best interests this section. 
G. M. Jossety & Co., Inc., 


By A. W. FORBES, Manager. 


SEATTLE, WASH., April 14, 1902. 
Hon. WILLIAM P. Fryk, President Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


| Platt amendment April ll s 


| Hon. W. P. Frye, Senate, Washington, D. C.; 
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Hon. W. P. Frye, Washington, D. C.: 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 14, 1902. 


Believe renactment Geary Act will fully protect American interests, and 


ould be passed. 
FRED B. HAIGHT. 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 14, 1902. 


a ieee 
n p “ . 


Platt amendment April 11 fully protects us. Present Geary Act should be 
reenacted. 

VULCAN IRON WORKS, 
By GEO. M. PINCKARD, President. 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 14, 1902. 


| Hon, W. P. FrvE, Senate, Washington, D. C.; 


| 
| 
| 


} 





Re proposed exclusion act, unamended House bill too severe. Believe re- | 


enactment Geary Act sufficient. to prevent unrestricted immigration. 
MERCHANTS’ AS TATION. 
SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 14, 1902. 
Hon. W. P. Fryx, Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
Please urge passage Platt amendment April 11, reenactin 
Not only the commerce but the industries of this coast would be 
pending bill. 
GORHAM RUBBER Co., 
_ By E. H. PARRISH, Vice-President. 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 14, 1902. 
Hon. W. P. Fry, President Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


Geary Act. 


Present Geary Act protects American labor. Favor Platt amendment | 


A ril ll. 
P Hoover & JENNINGS, 
By H. M. JOHNS, Secretary. 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 14, 1902. 
Hon. W. P. Frys, Senate, Washington, D. C.: ' 
Pending bill too severe. Passage Platt amendment, April 11, reenacting 
present Geary Act, far preferable. 
L. P. DEGEN BELTING Co., 
By L. P=? DEGEN, President. 
SAN, FRANCISCO, CAL., April 14, 1902. 
Hon. W. P. Frys, Washington, D. C.: 
Passage pending Chinese-exclusion act would be a national misfortune. 
Would urge Platt amendment reenating Geary Act. 
CRUCIBLE STEEL Co. OF AMERICA, 
By K. L. HYDES, Manager. 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 14, 1902. 
Hon. W. P. Fryg, Washington, D. C.: 


Plattamendmentreenacting Geary Actentirely satisfactory. Pending bill | 


too severe, 
ALLEN & HiaGins LUMBER Co., 
By K. E. HIGGINS, Secretary. 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 14, 1902. 
Hon. W. P. Frys, Washington, D. C.: 
Consider the interests this coast would be injured by passage pending act. 
Platt amendment reenacting Geary Act satisfactory. 
JUDSON MANUFACTURING Co., 
By J. D. OSBORNE, Secretary. 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL, April 14, 1902. 
Hon. W. P. Fry, Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
Platt amendment reenacting Geary Act would be highly satisfactory. 
Poi ding bill altogether too severe. 
CALIFORNIA ARTISTIC METAL AND WIRE Co., 
By ST. JOHN E. McCORMACEK, Secretary. 


| Hon. W. P. Frye, Senate, 


injured by | 





Considex: Geary Act protects American labor. Urge passage Platt amend- 
ment April 11. 
Paci¥Fic Toon AND SuPPLY Co., 
By CHAS. STALLMAN, Proprietor and Manager. 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 14, 1902. 


| Hon. W. P. Fryx, Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


Confident reenactment Geary bill would be advantageous to labor and 
mercantile interest alike. 
DODGE, SWEENEY & CoO. 
SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 1, 1902. 
Hon. W. P. Frye, Senate, Washington, D. C.> 
The Geary Act has well safeguarded American labor, and its reenactment 
as provided for in Platt amendment of pee 11 is urged. 
THE 7% LAND AND WATER CoO. 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 14, 1902. 
Hon. W.P. Frye, Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
Hope pending bill will not pass. Too drastic for American commercial 
interests. Would urge passage Platt amendment April 11. 
LEVENSON & Co., 
By E. LEVENSON, Presidens. 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 14, 1902. 


| Hon. W. P. Frye, Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


Consider pending bill objectionable to commercial interests. Platt amend- 
ment April ll reenacting present Geary Act is what we want. 
LOUIS T. SNOW & CO. 
SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 14, 1902, 
Tashington, D. C.: 


Exclusion bill of House will be great detriment to commerce; favor strongly 
Platt amendment of April 11 reenacting Geary law. 
Getz Broruers, Incorporated, 
By LOUIS GETZ, President. 





SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 1), 1908. 
Hon. W. P. Frys, Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
Platt amendment April 11, should be passed reenacting present Geary Act 
to best serve interests this section. 


THE CHARLES NELSON Co., 
By JAMES TYSON, Manager. 





, SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 14, 19¢2. 
Hon. W. P. Frye, Washington, D. C.: 


The coolies will be were out by. the reenacting of the Geary law. The 
Platt amendment of April ll should be carried. 
J.K. ARMSBY. 


A. G. FREEMAN, 
Vice-President. 
SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 14, 1902. 
Hon. W. P. Fryn, Senate, Washington, D. C.; 
We strongly advise adoption of Platt amendment of April 1], reenacting 


Geary Act. 
HOLT BROTHERS Co., 
Of Stockton and San Francisco. 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 14, 1902. 
Hon. W. P. Frye, Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


Urgently recommend adoption Platt amendment April ll. Fully answers 
all requirements and will not hamper commerce. 
DIECKMAN & CO. 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 1, 1902. 
Hon. W. P. Frye, Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
Interests of the State would undoubtedly suffer by passage of impending 
measure. Highly favor Platt amendment reenacting Geary Act. 
CHAS. NELSON. 
SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 14, 1902. 
Hon. W. P. Frye, Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
Recommend passage of Platt amendment of April 11. 


ic, 
tie SCHWARTZ BROTHERS. 


House bill too dras- 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 14, 1902. 
Hon. W. P. Frye, Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
If Platt amendment, April 11, passed, reenacting present Geary Act,it will 
serve best interests Pacific coast. 
8. E. SLADE LUMPER Co., 
By 8. E. SLADE. 
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SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 14, 1902. 
Hon. W. P. Frye. Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


_ Platt amendment of April 11 should be adopted. 
highly injurious to commerce of country. 


The House bill will be 


MARK SHELDON COMPANY, 
MARK SHELDON, President. 
SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 14, 1902. 
PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE, Washington, D. C.: . 
: _° urge the substitution of the Platt amendment of April 11 for the House 
1 
JOHN A. ROEBLING’S Sons COMPANY. 
5. V. MOONEY, Manager. 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 14, 1902. 
PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE, Washington, D. C.; 
House bill too drastic. Favor Platt amendment April 11, reenacting 


Geary Act. 
ERLANGER & GALINGER. 
SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 14, 1902. 
PRESIDENT UNITED STATES SENATE, Washington, D. C.: 

Platt amendment of April Il, reenacting Geary Act, keeps out cooliés 

and fully protects American labor. House bill too stringent. 
JONAS ERLANGER DaAvyis Co. 
E. DAVIS, Secre tary. 
: SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 14, 1902. 
PRESIDENT OF SENATE, Washington, D. C.: 

Instead of pending bill urge Platt amendment, 
Act. 

WOLF & SONS. 
: SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 14, 1902. 
Hon. W. P. Frye, Washington, D. C.: 

Platt amendment of April 11 keeps out cooly labor and protects American 
labor without stifling commercial interests. Favor it. 

LIVINGSTON & CO. 
SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 14, 1902. 
Hon. W. P. Frye, Washington, D. C.: 

Urgently recommend passage of Platt amendment of April ll. Fully 
keeps out coolies, and will not injure commercial interests. 

CASTLE BROS. 
SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 14, 1902. 
Hon. W. P. Fryg, Washington, D. C.: 

We urgently ask adoption of Platt amendment of April 11, reenacting 
Geary law. Present proposed legislation is too drastic, and will seriously 
injure growing trade with the Orient. 

HOOKER & Co. 


SAN FRANCISCO, April 15, 1902. 
Hon. W. P. Frye, Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
We urgently favor adoption Platt amendment April 11, extending Geary 


law. House bill injurious to commerce. 
FIELD MERCANTILE Co., 
By F. F. LYDEN, 
Treasurer and Manager, 
Director, 
SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 15, 1902. 
Hon. W. P. Frye, Washington, D. C.: 


Platt amendment April 11, reenacting Geary Act, less drastic than Senate 
bill 2960. In our judgment protects mercantile and labor interests. We urge 
its adoption. 

THE CALIFORNIA FRUIT AND WINE LAND CO. 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 14, 1902. 


He W. P. Frye, S tte. Washington, ~ es 
We urge adoption of the Platt amendment of April 11, reenacting Geary 
law 
GULF BAG Co 
W. N. DEKKER, Manager. 
SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 15, 1902. 
Hon. W. P. Frye. Washington, D. C.: 
Commercial interests this coast demand passage Platt amendment April 


11, reenacting present Geary Act. 
F. H. Ames Co., 
By F. H. AMES, President. 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 14, 19 
PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE, Washington, D. C.: 
The Chinese have decreased in number under Geary Act. Consider it suf- 
ficient protection. House bill will be highly injurious. Urgently recommend 


adoption of Platt amendment of April 11. 
WILSON & BRO. 


. SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 14, 1902. 
PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE, Washington, D. C.: 
The adoption of the Platt amendment of April 11 will keep out all coolies 
and will not injure commercial relations with Orient. Favor its passage. 
THE GUIDGE PUBLISHING Co.- 
WM. F. EMPEY. 
San FRANCISCO, CAL., April 14, 1902. 
PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE, Washington, D. C.: 
Commerce will be greatly injured by passage of House bill. Recommend 


passage of Platt amendment of llth instant, extending Geary Act. 
SHERWOOD & SHERWOOD, 
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BENICIA, CAL., April 14, 1902 
Hon. W. P. Frye, President of Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
We strongly urge adoption of Platt amendment of April Il, reenacting 


Geary Act. 
BENICIA AGRICULTURAL WORKS. 


Los ANGELES, CAL., April 14, 1902, 
Hon. W. P. Frye, United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


Sir: On behalf of the interests of the Pacific coast we respectfully urge 
the reenactment of the Geary Act with the Platt amendment. 
J. 8. Slauson. R. J. Waters, Harry Chandler, H. C. Austin, G. w. 
Burton, W. F. Botsford, E. P. Johnson, A. H. Naftzger, E. Q. 
Storry, J. A. Reid, James H. Adams, N. B. Blackstone, M. A, 
Newmark & Co., Herman W. Helman, A. B. Cass, Chas. Silent, 
A. A. Petsch, J. B. Lankershim, H. Jeyne, E. Q. C. Klokke. 
J. M. Elliott, C. D. Willard, J. C. Drake, Jno. D. Hooker, F. w. 
; King, Union Hardwareand Metal Co., Haas, Barch & Co., W.H, 
erry. 
New YorK, April 14, 1902. 
Senator W. P. Frye, United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
We most earnestly protest in the interest of our oriental trade against the 


| passage of any such legislation as the Mitchell bill and in favor of the sub- 
| stitution of the Platt bill. 


April 11, reenacting Geary 


THE JOHN THOMSON PRESS CO., 
THE NEPTUNE METER CoO., 
263 Broadway, New York City. 
a NEw York, N. Y., April 14, 1902. 
Hon. WILLIAM P. Frye, United States Senator, Washington, D. C.: 
As stated before Immigration Committee, we regard any such legislation 
sroposed in Mitchell bill as threatening friendly commercial relations 
China and imperiling development of a rapidly expanding trade. 
CHINA AND JAPAN TRADING CO., LIMITED. 


as. 
wit 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 1;,, 1902. 
Hon. W. P. Frye, President of Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
Senator PLATT, in his amendment of April 11, extending the Geary Act, 
has judged our desires fully. 
W.P. FULLER & CO. 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 14, 1902. 
Hon. W. P. Fryn, President of the Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
The sentiment of business interests here is, ‘‘Give us the Geary Act by 
Platt amendment April 11.” 
ROTH, BLUM & Co. 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 14, 1902. 
Hon. W.P. Frye, President of Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
Geary Act and Platt amendment llth instant means protection to ou: 
labor and trade to our exporters. 
8S. FOSTER & CO. 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 14, 1902, 
Hon. W. P. Frye, President of the Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


The people demand protection to American labor, and that will be amply 
secured by the extension of the Geary Act by Platt amendment April 1). 
H. 8S. CROCKER COMPANY, 
W. A. SWINERTON, Secretary. 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 1, 1902 
Hon. W. P. Frye, President of Senate, Washington, D. C.; 
Times for all us will be better if we can have the Geary Act with Platt 
amendment of 11th instant. 
SPERRY FLOUR Co., 
JAMES HOGG, Manager 
SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 11, 1 
Hon. W. P. Frye, President of Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
You are bound to satisfy all interests if Geary Act continued by amend- 
ment April 11 Senator PLATT. 


LANGLEY & MICHAELS Co., 
By C. T. MICHAELS, Treasurer. 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 1, 1 
Hon. W. P. Frye, President of the Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


Urgently advocate adoption Geary Act by Platt amendment 11th instant. 
C. A. MALMS CO. 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 14, 1902. 
Hon. W. P. Frye, President of Senate, Washington, D. C.:; 


China’s demand for American products is increasing. Make our relatio 
ship with her closer by passing Geary Act with Platt amendment of Apri! ll. 
8. L. JONES CO. 


n- 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 1), 1902. 
Hon. W. P. Frye, President of the Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
All interests safeguarded by reenactment Geary Act by Platt amend:nent 


April 1. | 
J.C. JOHNSON & CO. 
SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 1, 190°. 

Hon. W. P. Fryn, President of the Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


The passage of Geary Act as amended er sieee April 11 will not hurt a sia- 
gle in+erest, will fully protect labor, and is all we want. 
Pre Harry Uxna Company oF SAN FRANCISCO, 
Per HARRY UNNA, President. 
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SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 1), 1902. 
Hon. W. P. Frye, President of the Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
Protection to the workman, business for the merchant, if you reenact 
Geary Act as amended by Piatt April 11. 
STOCKTON MILLING Co., 
SIGMUND SCHWABACHER, President. 


* SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 14, 1902. 
Hon. W. P. Fryn, President of the Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


Ample protection secured by Geary Act, Platt amendment April 11. 
ALBERT SUTTON. 


MARTINEZ, CAL., April 1), 1902. 
Hon. W. P. Frye, President United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
House bill unnecessarily drastic; urge adoption of Platt amendment of 


April 1. 
R. L. ULSH. 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 14, 1902. 
Hon. W. P. Fryz, President United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


Senate bill 2960 more drastic than necessary; same will materially injure 
growing trade with China. We suggest and urge passage of amendment 
offered by Mr. PLATT, reenacting Geary Act, thus giving full protection to 
Amer oe and not restricting growing trade relations with the Orient. 


lly, 
BAKER & HAMILTON. 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 14, 1902. 
Hon. W. P. Fry8, President of Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
Platt amendment of April 11 renewing Geary Act suits us well. 


Gro. H. TAYLOR COMPANY, 
E. P. DANFORTH, President. 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 14, 1902. 
Hon. W. P. Frve#, President of Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
American labor will be best protected and our industries best profited by | 
reenactment of Geary Act by tt amendment lth instant. 
LEEGE & HASKINS. 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 14, 1902. 
Hon. W. P. Fry®, President of Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


All commercial interests and welfare of American labor insured by exten- 
sion of Geary Act by Platt amendment Ith instant. 
WHEATON, Ponp & HARROLD, INCORPORATED, 
GEO. 8. WHEATON, Secretary. 





SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 14, 1902. 
Hon. W. P. FryY®, President of Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


The sentiment of the commercial community favors reenactment of 
Geary Act by Platt amendment April 11. 
NORTON, TELLER & RODEN. 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 14, 1902. 
Hon. W. P. Frye, President of Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
Public sentiment seems in fayor reenactment Geary Actas per Platt amend- 


ment llth instant. 
: JOHN TAYLOR & CO. 


SAN ANSELMO, CAL., April 1;, 1902. 
Hon. W. P. Frye, President of Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


Respectfully petition all United States Senators vote for Platt amendment 
April Ll, as other measures entirely too drastic and detrimental best interests 
Pacific coast, and particularly State of California. 

EDWIN E. STODDARD. 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 14, 1902. 
Hon. W. P. Frye, President of Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


Platt amendment April 11 renewing Geary Act just what we want. 
ELECTRIC RAILWAY AND MANUFACTURING SUPPLY Co., 
SAML. N. TAYLOR, Treasurer. 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 14, 1902. 
Hon. W. P. Frye, President Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
Our prosperity will be guaranteed if we get the Geary Act as amended by 


PLATT on Lith instant. 
J. SCHWEITZER & CO. 
SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 14, 1902. 
Hon. W. P. Frye, President Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


Our present amicable relations with China would be continued by renewal 
of Geary Act as per Platt amendment April 11. 
BLAKE, Morritt & Towns, 
By A. G. TOWNE, Secretary. 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 15, 1902. 
Hon. W. P. Frye, President of the Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


Geary Act with Platt amendment 11th instant affords every protection to 
American labor and means volume of export trade. 
Gro. W. CASWELL Co., 
GEO. W. CASWELL, President. 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 15, 1902. 
Hon. W. P. Fry8, President of the Senate, Washington, D. C.; 


The Geary Act, as amended by Piatt April 11, isa just one to labor and 
capital alike. Let us have it. 
’ M. EARMAN & CO, 


XXXV— 260 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 14, 1902. 
Hon. W. P. Fry, President Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
Great benefit to all would result from enactment of Geary Actas amenced 
by PuattT April 11. 


BoweErs Rvueser Co. 
W.F. BOWERS, President. 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 14, 1902. 
Hon. W. P. Frys, President of Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


Pass Geary Act amended by Piatt April 11; good for all interests. 
GEO. W. TENDELL. 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April U, 1902. 
Hon. W. P. FrYE, President of the Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


Reenactment of Geary Act by Platt amendment llth instant protects our 


rs and encourages large field for our exports. 
te BOYLE, LACOSTE & CO. 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 15, 1902. 
Hon. W. P. Frye, United States Senate, Washington: 


tion of Geary Act by Platt amendment April 11 will please. 
ae , . CHAS. C. MOORE & CoO, 


San FRANCISCO, CAL., April 15, 1908. 
Hon. W. P. Frye, President Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


By all means extend Geary Act by Platt amendment April 11. 
W.T. GARRATT & Co., 
Per A. L. TAYLOR, 
Vice President and Treasurer. 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL.. April 15, 1902, 


Hon. W. P. Fry8, President Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


Earnestly desire the extension of Geary Act by Platt amendmentof Aprilll, 
H. N. Cook BELTING, 
By WILTON H. COOK, Manager. 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 15, 1902. 


Hon. W. P. Frye, President Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


No interest will be injured by continuation of Geary Act, as suggested by 
Puat? April 11. 
¥ C. W. MARWEDEL & CO, 
SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 15, 1902, 
Hon. W. P. Frye, President Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
Heartily indorse Platt amendment April 11, Geary Act. 
Gro. E. Dow PuMPING ENGINE Co. 
GEO. E. DOW, President. 
SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 15, 1902. 
Hon. W. P. Frye, President Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
Favor enactment Geary Act by Platt amendment April 11. 
JOHN FINN METAL Works, 
By JOHN FINN, President. 


SAN FRANCISCO, April 15, 1902. 
Hon. W. P. Frye, President Senate, Washington: 


Unite all interests by passing Geary Act with Platt amendment of April 11, 
NEW HALL’S SONS & CO. 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 15, 1902. 
Hon. W. P. Frye, President of the Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


You can not better please all good American citizens of the Pacific coast 
than by passing the Geary Act by Platt amendment April 11. 
JOHN ROSENFELD'S SONS. 


ALAMEDA, CAL., April 15, 1902, 


Hon. W. P. Frye, President United States Senate, W« igton, D. C.: 

For the protection of our commerce with China, respectfully urge the pas- 
sage of the Platt amendment of April ll, reenact ment ( ‘eary law. Consider 
other pending legislation absolutely inimical to United States interests at 


large, and particularly to interests of the Pacific coast 
CHARLES M. CURTIS. 
SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 15, 1902. 
Hon. W. P. Frye, President of Senate, Washington, D. ( 
Reenactment of Geary Act, as proposed by Platt amendment Frith, means 
amicable and satisfactory settlement of question. 
OSGOOD & HOWELL. 
VISALIA, CAL., April 15, 1902. 
WituiAM P. Frye, President Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
Respectfully urge adoption Platt amendment April 11; House measure une 
necessarily severe, 
i Cc. B. SIMMONS, 
Port Costa, CAL., April 15, 1902, 
Hon. W. P. Frye, President of Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
Platt amendment April 11 by all means most satisfactory. 
J. C. QUINN. 


’ 
San Francisco, Cau, April 15, 1902. 
| Hon. W. P. Frre, President of Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


| Times are very prosperous here, Give usthe Geary Act, by Platt’samend- 


ment of April 11, and keep them so. 
CONTRA Costa LAUNDRY Co., 
By GEO. H. HALLETT, President. 
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SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 15, 1902. 
Hon. W. P. Frye, President of Senate, Washington, D. C.: 

_With existing laws have not had too great an influx of Chinese labor, and 
with the extension of the Geary Act by Platt amendment of April 11 we 
shall have greater protection in the future. Let us have it. 

Tae Hicks Jupp Co., 
N. A. JUDD, President. 
SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 15, 1902. 
Hon. W. P. Frye, President of Senate, Washington, D. C.; 

Give us China’s good will and her commercial patronage by extending 
Geary Act by Platt amendment of April 11. 

FRANK B. PETERSON & CO. 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 15, 1902. 
Hon. W. P. Frys, President of Senate, Washington D. C.: 
Beg to offer hearty approval Platt amendment, llth instant, to reenact 


Geary Act. 
E. E. DRAKE, 
Agent Union Metallic Cartridge Co. 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 15, 1902. 
Hon. W. P. FrY#, President of the Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


We want the Geary Act and Platt’s amendment of April 11; no more. 
DOUGLAS 8. WATSON. 


San FRANCISCO, CAL., April 14, 1902. 
Hon. W. P. Frye, President of the Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
The American laborer will be protected by continuation of the Geary Act 
by the Platt amendment of April’ 11. " 
THE HASLETT WAREHOUSE Co., 
By 8S. M. HASLETT, Secretary. 


SAN MATEO, CAL., April 15, 1902. 
Hon. W. P. Frye, President Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
We favor adoption of Platt amendment. 

J.H. GAZELL. 
C. L. DRESBACH. 
CARL W. FISHER. 
GEO. B. DRESBACH. 
J. H. MOSS. 
WM. L. NORRIS. 
H. R. MOSS. 


Los ANGELES, CAL., April 14, 1902. 
Hon. W. P. Frye, President Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


Collective telegram sent by J. 8. Slauson this morning signed by leading 
citizens of Los Angeles. 
F. Q. STORY, 


President Chamber of Commerce. 
NILES PEASE, 
President Merchants and Manufacturers’ Association. 


New YORK, April 4, 1902. 
Hon. WiLutAM P. Frre, President Senate, Washington, D. C.; 
American Asiatic Association renews most emphatically the protest 


against Mitchell bill as contrary to treaty St a flagrantly unjust to 
China, and calculated to provoke retaliation highly damaging to our trade 


association; favors Platt amendment. 
SILAS D. WEBB, President. 
SAUSALITO, CAL., April 15, 1902. 
Hon. W. P. Frys, President Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


April li reenacting Geary Act. 
L. M. HICKMAN. 


poison and it also furnishes the antidote. My friend from New 
Hampshire has read many telegrams from representative citizens 
of California. It is, therefore, only fair that I should read a few 
of those I have received. First I will read one addressed to the 
Senate, in my care. It reads as follows: 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 14, 1902. 
To the Senate of the United States, 
Care of Senator PERKINS, 
Senate Chamber, Washington, D. C.: 

Senate bill 2960, as requested by committee, meets uirements of Pacific 
coast. Platt measure or all other similar bills hostile fegislation. Protests 
San Francisco capitalists and Chamber of Commerce do not represent busi- 
ness interests in general. 

E. E. SCHMITZ, 


Mayor San Francisco. 


JOHN CONNER, 
PETER J. CURTIS, 
FRED N. BENT, 

A. COMLE, Jr., 
JAMES P. BOOTH, 
5. U. BRANDENSTE, 
HENRY PAYO, 


Members Board of Supervisors. 


SAML. BRAUNHART, 
HORACE WILSON, 
ROBT. J. LOUGHERY, 
FRED K. EGGERS, 
W.J. WYMAN, 

JOHN A. LIANCH, 
GEO. B. McCLELLAN, 








The next telegram I shall read is as follows: 
SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 14, 1902. 
To the Senate of the United States, : 
Care of Hon. GrorGE C. PERKINS, 
Washington, D. C.: 

Platt or any similar bill hostile legislation. Pacific coast requires Senate 
bill 2960, as reported by committee. Coterie San Francisco capitalists peti- 
tioning Senate not representative of ae community in peneeel. 

n 


. . . £ rest ’ 
ED ROSENBERG, Secretary, 
San Francisco Labor Council. 
Another telegram I have here reads as follows: 
SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 14, 1902. 
To the Senate of the United States, 
Care of Senator PERKINS, 
Senate Chamber, Washington, D. C.: 

Senate bill 2960 meets all demands of Pacific coast. Platt bill and other 
pro measures considered hostile, Protests of capitalists and chamber 
of commerce not believed to represent general business interests. 

FRANK H. KERRIGAN, 
FRANK J. MURSAKY, 
J. V. COFFEY, 
HOS. F. GRAHAM, 
Judges of Superior Court. 


The next telegram I read, Mr. President, is as follows: 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 1/,, 1902. 
To the Senate of the United States, 
Care of Hon. GrorGE C. PERKINS, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


Chinese should be excluded, and our people demand the passage by the 
Senate of the bill reported by committee. 7 
JOSIAH HOWELL, 


Police Commissioner, San Francisco, 


The next telegram is as follows: 
SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 14, 1902. 
To the Senate of the United States, 
Care of Hon. GeorGe C. PERKINS, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


I earnestly commend and support all of the provisions of the Mitchell- 
Kahn bill, and consider that it should be immediately : 
JOHN HUNT 


This gentleman is a judge of the superiorcourt. I have another 
telegram, reading as follows: 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 14, 1902. 
To the Senate of the United States, 
Care of Hon. GrorGce C. PERKINS, 
United States Senate, Washington, D, C.: 


With few exceptions among capitalists, this State emphatically demands 
e of bill now — fore Senate for exclusion of Chinese. Any 
substitute would ce ly be hostile to interests of Pacific coast. 
A. BOUVIER, 
Ex-Chairman Republican County Committee. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Will the Senator from Pennsylvania in charge 
of the pending bill yield to me to move an executive session? 

Mr. PENROSE. I yield for that purpose, Mr. President. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I should like to have two telegrams read 
to supplement those just read by the Senator from California { Mr. 
PERKINS]. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ver- 
mont withdraw his motion for that purpose? 

Mr. PROCTOR. I withdraw the motion temporarily. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The telegrams submitted by 


| .s lorad r. PATTERSON i ; 
All interests would be best served by passage of the Platt amendment of the Senator from Colo n [a , — ] will be read 


The Secretary read as follows: 
SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 1/,, 1902 


| Senator PATTERSON, 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, it is said the earth produces | 


United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 

The chamber of commerce statement in regard to the Chinese-exclusion 
bill is grossly misleading. It does not express the sentiment of the people of 
California. California will be ruined if the Chinese are admitted. In regard 
to Chinese firemen, ali prominent engineers and the Marine Engineers’ Ass>- 


ciation assert that white firemen are better and more reliable than Chinese 
in any climate. ; 
H. B. LISTER, 
Secretary, 


And J. J. SEAREY. 
Business Manager of the Marine Engineers’ Association. 
JOHN BELL, 
Secretary Pacific Coast Marine Firemen’s Union 
L. J. BARRY, | 
Independent L whore Union. 
JOHN KEAN, 
Secretary Sailors’ Union of the Pacific. 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 1, 190° 

Senator PATTERSON, United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
We, the American Association of Masters and Pilots of Steam Vessels, 
California Harbor, No. 15, state that white sailors and white firemen are su- 
perior to Chinese in all climates. We also condemn as m ing the state- 


ments of the chamber of commerce. We know of no ter calamity that 


| could happen to the people of California than the admission of Chinese. 


F. R. WALL, Acting Captain. 
Mr. MITCHELL. I also desire to present some telegraphic dis- 


As appears from its face, the gentlemen who signed this tele- | 
gram are all members of the board of supervisors of San Fran- | patches on the same subject. 
cisco, a city which has, as Senators know, a og ergy of 350,000, Mr. PENROSE. I hope the Senator will defer his request 5° 
and thé supervisors are the legislative body of that city. that we may hold a brief executive session. 
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Mr. PROCTOR. The executive session will take only a mo- 
ment, and it is quite important that the matter should be attended 


to immediately. 
Mr. MITCHELL. Very well; I will withhold the telegrams 
for the present. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. PROCTOR, I renew my motion that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened. 


ADDITIONAL URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the bill 
(H. R. 13627) making appropriations to supply additional urgent 
deficiencies for the fiscal ear ending June 80, 1902, and for other 
pu ; which was read twice by its title. 

r. HALE. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration of 
that bill at this time. After the bill shall have been taken up I 
shall offer an amendment to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. E. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk 
to come in at the end of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment submitted by 
the Senator from Maine will be stated. 

The SecrRETARY. At the end of the bill it is proposed to add the 
following: _ 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Board of Children's Guardians: For care of feeble-minded children; board 
and care of all children committed to the gusdissi of said board by the 
courts of the District, and for the temporary care of dren pending investi- 
gation or while being transferred from place to place, $9,000. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be | 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


CHINESE EXCLUSION, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 2960) to — the coming into and to | 
regulate the residence within t 
and all ions and all territory under its jurisdiction, and | 
the District of Columbia, of Chinese persons and persons of Chi- | 
nese descent. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, I now desire to present some 
telegraphic dispatches in reference to the Chinese-exclusion bill. | 
The first I s present is signed by 16 members of the San Fran- | 
cisco board of supervisors, and is as follows: 


San FRANCISCO, CAL., April 14, 1902. 
Senator MrroHELL, Senate Chamber, Washington, D. C.: 
senate bill 2960 as requested by committee meets requirements of Pacific 
coast. Platt measure or all other similar bills hostile legislation. Protests 
San Francisco capitalists and chamber of commerce do not represent busi- 
ness interests in general. 
E. E. SCHMILZ, 


Mayor San Francisco. 


PETER J. CURTIS, 

FRED N. BENT, 

A. COMLE, Jr., 

JAMES P. BOOTH, 

8S. U. BRANDENSTE, 

HENRY PAYOL, 
Members Board of Supervisors. 


SAML. BRAUNHART, 
HORACE WILSON 
ROBT. J. LOUGHERY, 
FRED K. EGGERS, 


W.J. WYMAN 
JOHN A, LIANCH, 
GEO. B. McCLELLAN, 
JOHN CONNER, 
I also present a number of other telegrams relating to the same 
subject, which I ask to have read. 
The telegrams were read, as follows: 
SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 14, 1902. 


Senator MITCHELL, Washington, D. C.: 


We urge ae of Senate bill 2900 as only effective Chinese-exclusion | 
® 


measure, protest inst substitutes or amendments and ney 
against passage of Platt bills. A small band of San Francisco ome ts are | 
misrepresen the people. 


position of general mercantile oomenenty and o: 
President Brotherhood of Teamsters, | 

JOHN McLAUGHLIN, 
Secretary. 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 14, 1902. 
Hon. Joun H. Mrronenn., United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
People of the Pacific coast urge passage of Senate bill 2960 as reported 
committee. Ao that our people are not unit in Seaondiey 
e us, 


A. M. McDONALD, 
Member California Assembly, Tuolumne County. 


enactment of 





e United States, its Territories, 


| of exclusion desire a law that will exclude. 
_ enactment will be ineffectual. 


) officials to ca 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 14, 1902. 
Hon. Jonn H. MrtcHe.y, United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


Interests of united labor and mercantile class demand enactment of Senate 
bill 2060. This coast and entire country will be injured by passage of any 
substitute. San Francisco capitalists who have petitioned otherwise repre- 
sent only their own personal interests and do not speak for business com- 
munity at —e 
H, M. Burnet, secretary San Francisco Machinists’ Union, 68; Ru- 

doiph Speck, secretary Brewery Workmen's Union 227; George 

Hook, secre Brewery Workmen’s Union 27; Guy Lathrop, 

secretary California State Federation of Labor; D. McLennon, 

secretary San Francisco Iron Trades Council; C. J. Collins, 

president Pattern Makers’ Union; Miss Hannah Mahoney, gen- 

eral secretary Laundry Workers’ Union (2,600 members}; £. i, 
Wisler, business agent Machinists’ Union 28. 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 14, 1902. 
Hon. Jonn H. MrTcH ELL, United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
Workingmen and merchants of Pacific coast demand enactment of Senate 
bill 2960. Platt substitute or any other amendment is hostile to best interests 
of this coast. : 
San Francisco capitalists who ask for anything else do not represent mer- 


J.S. PARRY, 
Fire Commissioner, San Francisco, and Secretary Union Labor Party. 
A.H. EWELL 


| cantile or labor interests of our community. 


Chairman Union Labor Party. 
CAPTAIN KRIMPHOFF, 
Member Executive Cone Union Labor Party. 


Longshoremen’s Union. 
P. DUFFY, 
Tanners’ Union, 
M. FITZPATRICK, 
Rammers and Pavers’ Union. 
J. MULALLY, 
Executive Committee Boilermakers’ Union. 
FRANK CARNEY, 
o Machinists’ Union. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. In connection with the telegrams 
which have been read on the Chinese question, I have received a 
telegram from San Francisco, which I think ought to go into the 
RecorD, and I ask that it be read at the desk. It is very brief. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 11, 1902. 
Senator HANSBROUGH, United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


Exclusion act, as proposed, will seriously injure all commerce and practi- 
cally destroy our trade relations China. Reenactment Geary Act would 
cover necessary requirements and still allow us maintain and increase trade 


with China. 
W. L. B. MILLS. 


Mr. HEITFELD. Mr. President, I am opposed to the immi- 
gration of Chinese laborers to this country, and represent a people 
who would be deeply injured if it were permitted. The friends 
A loosely drawn 
I think the measure as presented 
meets the requirements. I see nothing in it that is not essential 
and doubt if it can be amended to advantage. 

It is charged by the opponents of this measure that it is too 
harsh in its provisions, and some of the opposition even assert that 
itis inhumane. A careful comparison of the bill with the exist- 
ing laws and the present Treasury regulations will disclose that 
the pending bill is no more severe than the laws now in force and 
that there is no material difference between them. 

The severity of this bill is the only argument advanced against 
it by its opponents. Experience has taught us that the most 
stringent laws and regulations are necessary to effectually keep 
the Chinese laborers from coming here, and the Pacific coast Sen- 
ators and Representatives are satisfied that nothing short of the 
proposed measure will successfully bring about the desired re- 
sults. 

The present laws and the Treasury regulations relating to them 
have successfully stood the test, and we now desire to embody the 
whole of them into one law, a law that is specific in all its details 
and not subject to as many possible constructions as we have 
out its provisions. 

The chief difficulty with the present laws is that they are too 
general in their Hence, the Treasury found it necessary to 


ie 
| make certain regulations and to define the meaning of certain 


terms in order to secure uniformity. For example: 
Section 5 of the pending bill constrnes the teri “ official.’ The 
present law fails to do this. 


Section 6 defines the term ‘‘teacher.’’ At present the inspect- 


| ors are governed by a definition laid down by the Treasury De- 


partment. 

Tn section 7 the term ‘“‘ student”’ is likewise defined. 

The term ‘‘merchant”’ is defined in this bill the same as in the 
act of November 3, 1893. 

So, throughout the entire bill every provision is plain and spe- 
cific. Every provision of this bill with the exception of such 
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parts as pertain to our island possessions is either contained in 
the present laws or in the rules and regulations of the Treasury 
Department dealing with these laws. 

There is some objection to that part of the bill which provides 
that Chinese laborers shall not come from any of the insular ter- 
ritory of the United States to the mainland territory. This also 
is but a copy of a law now on our statute books. 

The joint resolution of July 7, 1898 (U. S. Stat., 1897-98, p. 751), 
provides as follows: 

There shall be no further immigration of Chinese into the Hawaiian Islanaés 
except upon such conditions as are now or may hereafter be allowed by the 
laws of the United States, and no Chinese by reason of anything herein con- 
tained shall be allowed to enter the United States from the Hawaiian Islands. 

Mr. President, a careful study of the hearings before the Com- 
mittee on Immigration ought to satisfy any unprejudiced person 
that the men who appeared before the committee in opposition to 
this bill are not so much concerned about this measure in partic- 
ular as they are about the policy of exclusion in general. Some 
of them were guarded in their statements, while others openly 
advocated the repeal of all restrictive legislation. 

The Hon. John W. Foster, who appeared before the committee 
in opposition te this measure, was asked by Senator TURNER, ‘‘ Do 


I underste=a you to say now that you are in favor of excluding | 


the laborers?’”’ He replied: 


I think it is a wise thing to have a reasonable exclusion. Ithink weought 
to admit them where they are needed, and I qualified my position by endeav- 
oring to show to you that our commissioners gave assurances that just such 
a state of affairs as existed in the Hawaiian Islands is a case where you 
ought to allow the admission of Chinese. There are places where they ought 
not to come, and there are places where they ought to be permitted to come. 

Mr. Maxwell Evarts, who appeared before the committee on 
behalf of the Pacific Steamship Company, stated that he was in 
favor of the ‘‘ Proctor” bill. His chief concern appeared to be 
that part of section 39 which provides that it shall be unlawful 
for any vessel holding an American register to employ in its crew 
Chinese not entitled to admission in the United States. But while 
discussing this particular feature of the bill he did not forget the 
main object. He did not openly advocate the unrestricted admis- 
sion of Chinese laborers, but argued in favor of less stringent 
regulations as regards the question of transit. Since, according 
to the testimony of Treasury officials, this is the most difficult 
provision to guard and carry out, it is very evident that Mr. 


Evarts would like this part of the bill so modified as to be an in- | 


ducement for the Chineman to try this particular method of get- 
ting into our country. 
tion of the committee to that particular part of the annual report 
of General MacArthur in which the general spoke of the many 
good qualities of the people of China. But when he came to the 
conclusion drawn by the general he differed from him. 

Mr. Evarts’s language was as follows: 


Now, the conclusions which General MacArthur draws from this clean bill 
which he gives to the Chinaman are not the conclusions which this commit- 
tee would naturally draw. He says that because of their industry and their 
high moral qualities they will drive the Filipino and the American citizen 
out of business. I do not believe that the American citizen will ever take a 
back seat as to the Chinaman. They will use him just as they used him in 
the placer mines of California and in building the transcontinental railroads. 
Prior to the Geary law, prior to the exclusion of the Chinaman, at the time 
when those railroads were built and at the time when those mines were be- 
ing worked, there were a quarter of a million Chinamen in California. When 
their work was done, when the roads were built and the placer mines ex- 
hausted, all those Chinamen went home. At the time when the first exclu- 
sion act was passed, early in the eighties, there were only seventy-five thou- 
sand or so in California. 

Now, this question as to the Philippines is really of vast importance. You 
hear from General MacArthur what kind of men the Chinamen are. I say he 
has drawn a wrong conclusion from the fact. 


Mr. Evarts took pains to call the atten- | 


I say that the American in de- | 


| 
} 
| 
| 
| 


| 
| 


i 


| a practical manner. 





Mr. Evarts tells us further that even the pone of California 
want the Chinese labor. He says that owing tothe lack of China- 
men the children must stay home from school to dothe work that 
ought to be done by Chinamen. On the other hand, when this 
question was submitted to the people of California 154,638 voted 
to exclude the Chinese from our country, while but 883 voted 
againstexclusion. it isevident that either Mr. Evarts is mistaken 
or the people of California have voted contrary to their own sen- 
timents. This vote was taken some years ago, but from my know]- 
edge of the people of the Pacific slope I should say that if the 
Pre were taken now even the 800 negative votes could not be 
ound. 

Mr. Stephen W. Nickerson, who said he represented the opinion 
of a public meeting held in Boston, was very emphatic before the 
committee in his opposition to this bill; he was more candid than 
some of his associates. He did not prefer the ‘ Proctor” or any 
other bill. He was simply against all —- that excludes 
the Chinese, and asked that they be accorded the same privileges 
as the people of other countries. Mr. Nickerson saw no danger 
from an unrestricted influx of Chinese. He said the ‘‘ demand 
for this class of legislation comes from people who are more 
frightened than hurt.’”’ He saw no cause for alarm and appeared 
anxious to embrace all Chinese who care to come, providing we 
can get in return a good share of China’s trade. 

Mr. President, I do not undervalue the advantage of the ori- 
ental trade, but I would rather have us do without a dollar of the 
China trade forever than open our doors to her cooly population. 
The Pacific coast, and California in particular, have too long suf- 
fered from this blight. If no Chinaman had ever set foot on our 
soil, we would be tenfold better off Wherever the Chinese labor- 
ers go in any considerable number, there the white workman does 
not care toremain. Wherever Chinese are employed as domestic 
servants in any considerable number, there no white woman cares 
to engage in the same class of work. 

The only possible way of ever solving this vexed question is by 
effectually barring the doors to every Chinaman who labors for a 
living. It gives me a great deal of satisfaction to learn from the 
last census reports that although our Chinese population is not 
decreasing as rapidly as I would like, it is at least gradually 
relieving many sections of our coast of its obnoxious presence. 

Yew England and the Eastern States are drawing a considerable 
number from us, and, without wishing any evil fortune to work- 
ingmen of the East, I would not object if that section had them all. 

Mr. President, I will not take up the time of the Senate to speak 
of the virtues and vices of the Chinese. All the characteristics 
of these people have been fully discussed by Senators preceding 
me in this debate. The people of the Pacific coast need no en- 
lightenment on this phase of the question. Nothing that can be 
said for the Chinese appeals to us, and I fear that nothing that 
can be said against him will have any effect upon the sentimen- 
talist, who, for some reason or other, wants no restrictive legisla- 
tion to hinder him in coming to our soil. 

The question before us is a vital one. It must be dealt with in 
Sentiment must not be allowed to warp our 
Neither ought we to allow ourselves to be influenced 
by greed for foreign trade. China herself is not sentimental in 
this respect. She buys where she can get the best terms. No ex- 
clusion laws that may be passed by the lawmaking power of this 
country will keep her from buying from usif we can sell cheaper 
than other countries. 

Since the passage of the first exclusion law our trade with China 


judgment. 


|has gradually grown from about $9,000,000 in 1881 to over 


veloping the Philippines will need and use the Chinamen, and when their | 


work is through they will go home to China, just as they went home to China 
after California had been developed. 5 

The question as to the Philippines is even more important than the ques- 
tion as to the United States, because it is a new country which we seek to 
develop. The question is what is the best_means of developing the Philip- 
yines. So I say that Senator ProcTtor’s bill should be enacted, because it 
f aves the situation as it is and does not introduce new elements the result of 
which no one can foretell. 

Mr. President, this gentleman stated that at the time the placer 
mines were being worked California had a quarter of a million 
Chinamen and that all but 75,000 of them had left for home at 
the time the first exclusion laws were passed. If Mr. Evarts is 
correct, then it is evident that the census reports for 1860 and 
1870 are incorrect. The census reports of 1860 give the total 
number of Chinese in this country as 34,933 and the census of 
1870 gives a Chinese population of 63,199. 

Mr. President, there are Chinamen in my State who have been 
in this country for more than thirty years. According to Mr. 
Evarts’s theory, they ought to have gone home several times, 
but, strange to say, they show no inclination of wanting to get 
away. Some of those Chinamen worked in placers when they 
came here. The placers have long been exhausted, but the 
Chinamen remain. 


$30,000,000 in 1899. The falling off of our trade in 1900 was owing 
to the Boxer movement, and this country did not suffer a greater 


| decrease than any other country on the globe. 


| 





I will insert a table showing China’s trade with the principal 
countries of the world for the years 1899 and 1900. This table 1s 
issued by the Bureau of Foreign Commerce, Department of State: 











IMPORTS. 
Country. 1899. 1900. 

i 
Hk. taels.* Hk. taels.* a ae 
Great Britain................. 40,161,115 | $28,986,083 | 45,467,409 | $52, 768, 30° 
(ES LT AEE, ALTE 118,096,208 | 85,088,318 | 98,846,617 | 67,635, 21 
SIT stpcctinntnednGceumnaaiiiies 81,911,214 | 22,992,080 | 16,813,029 | 12, 117,15 
Straits Settlements........... 8,646,195 | 2,627,083 | 2,625,258 | 1,802, 
United PAOONS.... ...ccdccencee 22,288,745 | 16,059,041 | 16,724,493 | 12,055, 04 
Philippine Islands... ........ 21, 641 15, 592 12,815; _ 9,200 
Europe, except Russia.......- 10, 172, 898 7,329,213 | 10,273, 405 7, 404. ( = 
Raho Sacihcsiintunctioeunsithe 8,233,239 | 2,220,549 | 4,236,507 | 8,053," 
Manchuria, Russian .......... 289, 165 | 208, 343 136, 956 A) er 
Japan and Formosa -........- 85,896, 745 | 25,863,005 | 25,752, 694 | 18, 550, 907 
ne 8, 408, 516 | 2, 455,885 | 2,236,280} 1,611, 
Turkey in Asia, Persia, 904 

TNE BU sic ickkcsnecdcnsske 841, 850 606,533 | 1,287,413 891, 
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EXPORTS. 
Country. 1899. | 1900. 
, Hk. taels.* |e taels.*| ¢ 
Copan: TRIOS « citi ndne dtands 18, 962, 547 | $10,060,015 | 9,356,428 | $6,743,178 
FIGS picccinttenecegpenuied 71,845,558 | 61,764,725 | 63,961, 684 , 087,150 
en aca 1,731,498 | 1,247,544 | 2,865,345 | 2,065, 054 
Singapore and Straits Settle- 

SE idadinss webyeiie antnn 2,231, 792 1,608,006 | 2,485,855 1,755, 160 
Use NERS «cance cnconccous 21,685,715 | 15,624,558 | 14,751,681 | 10,631,500 
Philippine Islands............ 61, 629 44,404 | 118,831 82,088 
Europe, except Russia --..... 36,768,506 | 26,488,106 | 24,976,619 | 18,000,649 | 
RUM cba g onee'c p conseseusses 15,331,186 | 11,046,120 | 7,222,788 | 5,205,424 
Manchuria, Russian .......... 8, 225, 806 2,324,008 | 5,151,382 3,712,601 
Japan and Formosa .........- 17,251,144 | 12,429,449 | 16,988,053 | 12,207,25 
MAGUS edie Shes a+ nyoced wqcten 5, 824, 487 4,196, 543 , 710,359 | 3,304,756 
Turkey in Asia, Persia, 

Egypt, ete vnentnewasenenenea} 2,496,982 | 1,799,076 | 2,604,610 | 1,877,142 





«The haikwan tael in 1899 was valued by the United States Mint at 72.05 
cents; in 1900, at 72.07 cents. 

An example of China’s lack of sentimentality in a matter of 
trade is clearly demonstrated in her present trade relations with 
Japan, a country that but a few years past gave her a sound 
drubbing and wrested from hera province. China imported from 
Japan in 1892, two years before the war between those countries, | 
about 5 per cent of her total imports. In 1899 China imported | 
from Japan more than $25,000,000 worth of goods, or more than 
12 per cent of her total imports for that year. 

Since organized labor and the workingmen in general have, 
by petitions and resolutions, plainly demonstrated that they are 
unalterably opposed to anything but the most rigid laws on this 
subject no one can question their position on this issue. Now, | 
what interests are there which oppose this measure, and why all | 
this opposition to a policy which has been in force for twenty | 
years? 
” The answer can be found in the hearings before the Committee | 
on Immigration. A, representative of the China Development 
Company appeared in opposition to this measure. A representa- | 
tive of certain manufacturing interests in this country also ap- 
peared before the committee. Next we find a representative of | 
the American Asiatic Company. Then came the president of the | 
China and Japan Trading Company of New York. The Pacific 

| 
| 


Steampship Company had a representative on the ground. A | 
gentleman presented credentials from the Boston Chamber of 
Commerce and the Boston Merchants’ Association. Later it ap- 
peared this man was counsel for the Canadian Pacific Railroad 
Company, which company also operates one of the most impor- 
tant steamship lines between this continentand Asia. This con- 
cern is said to be most actively engaged in smuggling Chinamen | 
across our northern border. t ; 

Now, in looking over this aggregation of ‘‘ representative ’’ gen- 
tlemen we must conclude that it is the corporate interests of this 
country which are so much concerned about the Chinaman and 
which beg us, for heaven’s sake, to deal kindly with the yellow | 
man, 

Why all this solicitude? Why are the corporations so con- | 
cerned about this race? It is for the sake of trade, for the sake 
of a few millions more of money. Little do they care what effect 
Chinese immigration may have on our own people. 

The Mr. Stephen W. Nickerson, who said he represented “‘ the 
opinion of a public meeting held in our city of Boston,” deliv- 
ered himself of the following utterance before the committee: 

I wish to say this much plainly, that it is felt by a great many of my peo- 
ay that legisintion has teas passed against the Chinsee—% poogee who have 

iad no political voice, and who were powerless, and who had few friends— 
because it offered an easy opportunity for certain politicians ‘to square” 
themselves with their fellow-countrymen for betraying interests very im- 
portant in legislation. That is plain speaking. It is not because I wish to 
say unpleasant things, but it is use I wish this committee to know what 
lask. The people in my State perhaps have always been a little theoretical 
for right, but we have been practical for e. I know what the 
oriental trade did for my grandfather. I know that in my family there are 
still the evidences of the trade with Shanghaiand the profits that came from 
trade and have descended to us. I know of great fortunes made in New 
England asthe result of the Asiatic trade, when our section became wise 


enough to cease — with their fellow-men in rum in the West Indies and 
elsowhere and adopted a commercial policy of trade with the Orient. 


Mr. President, it is une the purpose of certain corporate in- 
terests to ultimately get Chinese cooly labor into this country. 
At present they have not the courage to boldly advocate such a 
policy. They are playing for more time, and if it is granted 
them they will, at some not far distant day, make known their 
real purpose. Our new island ions give these interests a 


splendid o portamity to do by indirection what can not otherwise 
accom ; 
Major-General MacArthur, in his report to the Adjutant-Gen- 
eral of the Army of the United States, dated July 4, 1901, in 
treating the subject of the Chinese people and Chinese immigra- 
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tion into the Philippine Islands, sounds a note of warning. I 
will quote from his report: 


Although at present yo! incapable of organizing on a large scale 
for political prrposes at home, they have solved many of the minor prob- 
lems relating to economic cooperation, especially of cooperative protection 
and production. 

Such a people, aang endowed as they are with inexhaustible fortitude 
and determination, if admitted to the archipelago in any considerable num- 
bers during the formative period which is now in progress of evolution, 
would soon have direct or indirect control of pretty nearly every productive 
interest, to the absolute exclusion alike of Filipinos and Americans. 

This view is stated with considerable emphasis, as unmistakable indica- 
tions are apparent of organized and systematized efforts to break down all 
barriers, with a view to unrestricted Chinese immigration, for the purpose 
of quick and effective exploit tion of the islands—a policy which would not 
only be ruinous to the Filipino people, but would in the end surely defeat the 
expansion of American trade to its natural dimensions, in what is obviously 
ors of its most important channels. In this connection it may not be im- 
pioper to state that one of the greatest difficulties attending military efforts 
to tranquilize the people of the archipelago arises from their dread of sudden 
wnd excessive exploitation, which they fear would defraud them of their 
natural patrimony and at the same time relegate them to a status of social 
and political inferiority. 


Mr. President, General MacArthur did not sound a false alarm. 
Ever since this question has been under consideration we have 
been receiving circulars, pamphlets, and marked copies of news- 
papers, all asking for some modification of our ‘cielo policy. 
But by far the most urgent demands come from our island pos- 
sessions. Only afew weeks ago many Senators received copies 
of-a memorial from the Chamber of Commerce of the city of Ma- 
nila, asking for free and unrestricted immigration of Chinese 
cooly labor into the Philippine Islands. It is said that the mem- 





| bers of this body of business men are American citizens. I give 


the circular herewith: 


| The American Chamber of Commerce of Manila. An appeal to Congress for 


the enactment of laws allowing cooly labor to enter the Philippine Islands 
under such restrictions and laws as the Philippine Commission may from 
time to time enact. 


| To the Congress of the United States of America: 


The American Chamber of Commerce of Manila, P. I., respectfully repre- 
sents to your honorable body: 

That by authority and under instruction of resolutién adopted at a full 
meeting of this chamber held on the 3d day of January, 1902, this chamber 


| does petition and earnestly request the enactment of laws by Congress allow- 
| ing cooly labor to enter the Philippine Islands under such restrictions and 


laws as the Philippine Commission may from time to time enact. 

The present restrictive law does not benefit the Filipinos, nor is it of bene- 
fit to anyone. This labor will nct enter into competition with American 
labor, and its entry into the Philippine Islands is imperatively needed. 

Tobacco, hemp, and sugar plantations are only partially cultivated by 
reason of insufficiency of manual laborers. There are at present people in 
the city of Manila who came here for the purpose of investing in plantations 
and to cultivate them upon lines far in advance of the primitive ideas now in 
vogue. Investors are compelied to either leave these islands or await such 
time as laborers can be secured. This being the situation at present, with- 
out this legislation the Philippine Islands can not be properly Sovak yped. 

Building in the city of Manila has been retarded for months, and only 
since the quarantine has been raised and those Chinese entitled to land have 


| returned to these islands has building actively revived. 


For the development of these islands the urgent necessity for the imme- 
diate enactment of such laws can not be placed too strongly Lefore Congress. 
For which relief this chamber, composed of American citizens representing 
the commercial interests of the Philippines, does most respectfully pray. 

F. E. GREEN, President. 

ROGER AP. ©. JONES, Secretary. 

The Manila Critic of March 1, 1902, has the following editorial 

comment on the proposed legislation: 


The Chinese-exclusion bill which the Pacific coast Representatives have 
reed to support is a direct menace to the very best interests of the Philip- 
pine Islands, and if it should pass would render well-nigh impossible the ex- 
loitation of these islands by the Americans, and would cause an irretrieva- 
le loss of much capital now in thearchipelago. The bill denies the right of 
entry to the Chinese not only into the mainland ports of the United States, 
but also into any of the insular possessions, including the Philippines. The 
cumulative evidence of many years proves that the native labor here is not 
to be depended upon, If the business of the archipelago be developed, as it 
can be, and ought to be, the services of the Chino are absolutely necessary. 
It is to be hoped that the memorial of the American Chamber of Commerce 
and the recommendation of the Commission will raise up some friends for 
the Philippines in Congress. It is late to contemplate the idea, probably, but 
an authorized delegation of business men in Washington would be very 
valuable just now. 


In the same paper also appears the following article, headed 
** Cooly labor necessary:”’ 


With the several requests already made on the Philippines for a labor sup- 
ly for other coun the question as to what this country will do for a sta- 
le and assured labor in the future is brought very distinctly to mind. Re- 

garding the new territory of the United States, Hawaii, it must be borne in 
erind that the coun now asking for labor is practically without a labor 
supply of its own, and is dependent on other lands for men to till its fields 
and carry on the necessary work of its different business and plantations. 

The conditions are quite similar in mame weve to the state of affairs here, 

notwithstanding the fact that in these islands there is an ample supply of 
men perfectly able, physically, to work, but apparently without the dispo- 
sition to exert themselves any more or for a longer time than is necessary 
to accumulate a few pesos for food, fiesta, or cock fight. In the one instance 
the money investor and producer is unable to secure a home labor for the 
reason that it is very limited and not nearly sufficient for the needs, and in 
the other case, while the supply is ample, the quality does not seem, from 
general appearance and experience, to be trustworthy enough to be depended 
on in time of real necessity. In all agricultural pursuits thereare certain 
seasons of the year in which the entire success of the twelve months’ work 
and @ is dependent on the time in which harvesting must be accom- 
plished, else the complete lossof the crop will follow. Especially at this time 
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pended on for the work in hand, and in order to do this he is necessarily com- 
pelled to iy: a greater number of men under pay through part of the year, 
in which he derives little benefit from their names on his pay roll. 

Now, with ignorant labor under the control of a gang or labor boss and 
subject to his will and diction, the boss will possess absolute control of the 
plantation owner's interest and be able to dictate the price of his men at the 
time when it is absolutely required that the employer shall have men or suf- 
fer the loss of his entireinvestment forthe year. If large capital is expected 
to seek this country as a field for investment in tropical agricultural pur- 
suits, it must be borne in mind that the success of a plantation is dependent 
on labor for its welfare, and until this matter is settled beyond a reasonable 
doubt, capital will not be overanxious to locate in a place where it is not 
assured of a reasonable amount of protection by law. 

Ignorant laborcan not be controlled by honeyed phrases or fair treatment 
at alltimes. The cooly class isnot gif with any unusual amount of judg- 
ment in matters beyond the present, and if left to its own way in wor 
which would be better done at once in place of the future, no place depen- 
dent on it would ever see a successful year. The only way of settling the 
question for the — welfare of the country in general would seem to be 
the enactment of a just and fair contract law, under which the laborer would 
be given every protection of the laws of the country, yet at the same time 
would be be and in such a way that he could be compelled to work in times 
of necessity, provided of eourse that his health and general condition were 
not affected. 

This country is naturally an agricultural country, and its wealth in that 
line is equal, at least.to any other country in the world. Its development 
depends entirely on the question of labor, and it is not a question to be passed 
over without the most serious of thought and consideration. 


Will the people of the Philippines take kindly to this wholesale 
policy of exploitation? Will they be satisfied to surrender their 
native land to the greed of the corporate interests which care not 
what may become of the poor native so long as they are allowed 
to reap the harvest? Is it not probable that, goaded to despera- 
tion, the Filipinos may repeat the horrors of two centuries ago? 
In volume 1 of the report of the United States Philippine Com- 
mission, dated January 31, 1900, the Commission, in commenting 
on the hostility of the Filipinos to the Chinese, gives us a bit of 
history. Its language is as follows: 

In the middle of the seventeenth century there were some 30,000 Chinese 
in the neighborhood of Manila. At that time they revolted against the Span- 


ish Government and for some days besieged Manila. After various futile 
attempis they weré convinced that they could not conquer in the Philippines 


and finally withdrew, raising the siege, and then they were pursued toa point | 


behind Cainta and slaughtered in great numbers without pity. As a result 


of this revolt against the sovereignty of Spain in the archipelago greater re- | 


strictions were imposed on their immigration. In spite of these restrictions 
the Chinese colony gained in strength what it had lost in extent, because 
these restrictions gave the Chinese the undeniable right to manage their own 
commercial affairs and enabled them to always corrupt the administrative 
element in the Philippines. 

In 17% all non-Christian Chinese were ordered to be expelled, but before 


the day arrived for their expulsion, June 30, 1755, many had become Chris- | 


tians and many others were studying the mysteries of the faith. Two thou- 
sand and seventy were banished from Manila. In the time of Don Simon de 
Anda (1762-1764) it is calculated that some 5,000 died in the central provinces 
of Luzon, who were exterminated in those towns by the order of the gov- 
ernor-general, only those who lived in Manila and its suburbs remaining 
alive. Asa consequence of this anti-Chinese campaign many of them who 
survived these assassinations emigrated to their own country, and the num- 
ber of Chinese established in these islands diminished little by little. 

The exploitation of the Philippine Islands with the aid of Chi- 
nese labor, directed by American energy and ingenuity, would 
undoubtedly produce marvelous results. Governor Taft and 
others tell us that at present there are but 5,000.000 acres of land 
held in private ownership under cultivation. Sixty-five million 
acres are yet public lands and lying idle. General Hughes esti- 
mates that 75 per cent of the public lands are fit for cultivation. 
Sugar and tobacco are the principal products. Cotton is also 
grown. It is highly probable that if these islands are retained 
by the United States at no far distant date they will become a 
dangerous rival of our Southern States. The cotton raiser of the 
Southern States will not be able to compete with the planter of 


the Philippine Islands if the latter is allowed to employ the Chi- | 


nese cooly. And the cotton manufacturer of the South will see 
the oriental trade, for the sake of which he is now willing to 
allow the cooly to come into this country, monopolized by the 
manufacturers of cotton in those islands. 

The sugar planter of Louisiana and the sugar-beet grower of 
the West are to-day alarmed about the possibilities of Cuba since 
peace has come and renewed energy prevails on thatisland. If 
Cuba, with her 40,000 square miles, is a menace to the sugar in- 
terests of this country, how much greater will be the danger of 
a rival which is nearly three times as large in area and which 
can avail itself of a class of labor which is unexcelled and which 
can be had for prices so low that it leaves no possible chance for 
our planter to successfully compete. The tobacco industry of 
the Philippine Islands is to-day a formidable one. With the to- 
bacco plantations supervised by expert tobacco growers from 
this country and cultivated by the Chinese cooly, the possibilities 
of the islands in that direction may be e sted to give the 
planter of this country considerable concern. The Philippine 
Islands, left to the natives, will maintain their own people in 
comfort, but will supply little for the world’s trade; but with 
the island lands in the possession of large corporate interests, 
cultivated by Chinese coolies under the control of labor bosses, 
the result would become disastrous to our Southern States and 
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is it required that the employer should be assured of such labor as can be de- 


| our Western beet-growing States, as well as to that class of our 
| citizens which works at the manufacture of cotton goods and 
tobacco. 

The provision of this bill denying the Chinese in the Philippine 
Islands admission to the United States is a most important one in 
the light of the conditions now existing in those islands. It is 
very doubtful if we can enact any law that will successfully keep 
the Chinese laborer out of the islands. Years of experience in 
this country has taught us how difficult it is to deal with these 
people, and it stands to reason that the islands, with their immense 
seacoast and their close proximity to the home of the Chinaman, 
will be invaded by great numbers of Chinese despite any barrier 
we may place in their way. Hence it is all important that we 
legislate in anticipation of the rush from the islands into this 
country. If this gap is left open the islands will afford the open 
| door through which the yellow horde can reach the United States, 
Mr. President, I repeat that this is not a question of sentiment, 
| but a question of policy. We should legislate in the interest of 
our own people and not in the interest of the Chinese. 

The people of the Pacific coast are almost a unit in favor of 
this bill, and the workingmen of our entire country are in sym- 
| pathy with them. Every man who works, either as a common 
| laborer or asa mechanic, is vitally interested. He knows that he 
| can not possibiy compete with those people, a people who can 
live and thrive on a wage that would not supply the American 
workman and his family with bread and water, much less furnish 
them with such food and raiment as is necessary to keep them in 
good health and ordinary comfort. 

What benefit will the Chinaman be to this country? He has 
the ability to produce, but since he does not consume anything 
worth mentioning, he is bound to bring about a great surplus and 
a general reduction will follow. Displace our American laborer 
with the Chinese cooly and who is to consume the enormous out- 
put of everything we produce? The Chinaman will not consume 
it, and the white man, being out of work and having nothing with 
which to purchase it, can not consume it. 

It is well known that substantially all the Chinese ever in 
America have come from a single one of the many vast and 
densely populated provinces of China. Yet there are in that 
| single province of Kwangtung about twice as many people as 
| there are in the United States of America west of the Mississippi 
River. We know from past experience how that one subdivision 
| of the Chinese Empire has poured its poor laboring people into 
this country. What would result if our doors were opened even 
partially to the countless legions of all China, the home of one- 
| third of the human race? We have the door closed; let us keep 
it closed. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Mr. President, I desire briefly to state the 
reasons why I can not support the measure which has been re- 
ported by the Committee on Immigration, and in doing so I shall 
| consider this question from a local standpoint, as it affects the 

Southern section of our country. 


THE “OLD” AND THE “NEW” SOUTH. 


Thirty years ago the South was crippled and poverty stricken. 
Possessing natural resources of wealth unsurpassed, she was with- 
out strength, opportunity, or implements, or capital to develop 
them. What with her utterly demoralized labor system, incident 
to the abolishment of slavery, her railroads—such as she had—and 
other methods of communication and transportation destroyed or 
broken, the survivors of this unhappy internecine struggle, con- 
fronted by the new conditions stated and other discouragements, 
well might have stood appalled over the future prospect. 

But, facing this future with Spartan bravery, from the wreck 
and ruin in which she was then ingulfed the South has now 
‘* worked out her own salvation’ and has at last emerged trium- 
phant, and to-day on the threshold of a new century she stands 

| serene, sanguine, and progressive, if not aggressive, in her eager- 
ness to grapple with the new and mighty problems of the new 
‘‘ world power’’ which our reunited States have become through 
| the fortunes of war. ’ 
| To-day the South stands on the verge of unprecedented indus- 
| trial expansion. Equipped, as pointed out, by nature with abun- 
| dant raw material, she has likewise been and is being fast supplied 
with the last and most improved machinery, with ample capital 
| and credit to turn those limitless resources to the best account! 
The two leading elements of productive wealth in the United 
States, agriculture and manufacture, bear the ratio of 25 per 
cent for agriculture to 52 per cent for manufacture, from which 





ve 
the South has been taught the lesson that her prosperity will be 
greatly enhanced by a general system of manufacturing her raw 
material on its native heath. There was a time when ag ricul- 
tural wealth surpassed all other wealth, but it is the mayic 0! 
manufacturing which has produced within comparatively fe" 
years the extraordinary change in the wealth of the East as com: 
pared with the agricultural sections of the West and South and 
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which is now fast bringing the South up on a plane of competi- 
tion with the New England manufactories. 

In 1850 the capital invested in manufacturing in the United 
States was only $750,000,000. Atthe outbreak of the civil war this 
capital had grown to be $1,000,000,000; in 1870 there were $2,750,- 
000,000. This shows that from 1850 to 1860 a growth of 33 per 
cent had occurred, but from 1860 to 1870, a war period, there was 
an increase of 75 per cent in capital engaged in manufacturing 
industries. From 1870 to 1880 there was the large increase of 
$1,000,000,000, while during the next ten years the capital in- 
creased to the enormous sum of $6,250,000,000, or over 100 per 
cent increase. Since 1890 the increase has been stupendous, and 
the gigantic industrial capital of America so employed has well- 
nigh passed a point where ordinary business experience can well 
grasp or comprehend it. 

COTTON AND ITS DEVELOPMENT. 


Immediately following the civil war, when the work of rein- 
stating their shattered fortunes was being instituted, the output 
of cotton grown in the eight cotton-growing States of the South— 
namely, Alabama, Arkansas, the Carolinas, Georgia, Louisiana, 
Mississippi and Texas—aggregated only 2,097,254 bales of 444 
pounds each, selling for 314 cents per — with an aggregate 
value in New York, basis middling, of $193,322,944.44. In 1870 
there was grown more than twice as much, or 4,352,317 bales, 
weighing an average of 442 pounds each, and valued at 16.95 cents 
per pound, basis middling. or $74.91 per bale, equivalent to a total 
valuation in New York of, say, $326,032,066.47. 

Within the next decade, or in 1880, the crop had been aug- 
mented to 6,605,750 bales of 460 pounds each, and estimated at 
11.34 cents per pound, or $52.16 per bale, its aggregate value was 
$314,555,920. This was equivalent to an increase of output 
within thirteen years of over 300 per cent in number of bales and 
333 per cent in actual number of pounds. But on the other hand, 
showing such a great falling-off in price as to yield but a fraction 
greater than one-third per pound, with a net cash result varying 
in the last ten years only $18,000,000, or more accurately, $18,523,- 
854. In 1890 the Southern crop still showed a marked increase in 
weight of output. but a corresponding decline in price; viz, 
8,652,597 bales of 473 pounds each, worth 9.03 cents per pound, or 
a total eggregating in value $369,118,787.02. 

After 1890 the price of middling cotton never exceeded 10 cents 
per pound, but continued to decline to as low as 5 cents in the in- 
terior markets. In 1892 middling cotton, basis New York, ruled 
at 8.24; in 1893, at 7.67; in 1894, at 6.50; in 1895 it reacted back 
to 8.16, declining in 1896 to 7.72, and in 1897 to 7.4 cents per 
pound. Since that date the price ‘‘slumped”’ as low as 4 to 5 
cents in the interior. In 1898, notwithstanding the crop aggre- 
gated the large amount of 11,199,994 bales of 500 pounds each, it 
netted the farmer only 4} cents per pound, or $22 per bale, the 
total money valuation being $246,399,868, which was $100,002,200 
less than the net valuation of the crop of 1890, $75,696,302 less 
than in 1880, and $79,632,198 less than the valuation of the crop 
of 1870. 

And this despite the fact that the number of bales had increased 
more than 550 per cent since 1886, and nearly 100 per cent since 
1880, and 30 per cent since 1890; whereas for the thirty-two years 
the increase in actual weight was over 600 per cent. In other 
words, while the money crop of the South had thus increased in 
point of output or quantity produced during the thirty-two years 
to the extent of 600 per cent, on the other hand it had marked a 
decrease in cash valuation the very huge sum of $100,000,000 per 
annum, 

Meantime, be it noted that the population of the South from 
1870 to 1890 had been augmented by 100 per cent, and the last de- 
cade shows a corresponding or proportionate increase, and at the 
same time, with perhaps a few exceptions, each nation of the 
globe has registered a marked increase in its population, though 
perhaps not so great as the United States. 

CAUSES AND CONDITIONS FOR LOW PRICES OF COTTON. 


Divers and sundry theories have been advanced to explain this 
unwelcome fact suggested by the gradual and almost uniform 
decline in price while the world’s population was at the same 
time, if not jumping by leaps and bounds, as in our own country, 
at least was growing ysendil , and the world’s consumption of 
cotton goods was being likewise concurrently augmented. One 
of these attributed it to a defective national money system, while 
still another found advocates in a supposed eful influence 
wielded by the cotton exchanges and so-called ‘‘ bucket shops,” 
which fostered gambling in “‘ cotton futures.”’ 

In my opinion, neither of these influences can account for the 
phenomena mentioned, but that it springs from 
INADEQUATE COMPETITION IN THE SPINNERS’ PURCHASES, AND THE IM- 

PERATIVE NEED OF A GREAT AND GROWING EXPORT MARKET, ETC. 

In 1875 there were in operation throughout the world 67,940,000 

spindles, Of these the lish owned and operated 60 per cent, 


or 39,000,000, although in area England covers not as much 
ground as one of our States. In 1876 England’s spindles were 
increased to 41,881,789. Now England’s takings of American 
cotton has averaged 65 to 68 per cent of the whole crop grown. 

In 1880 there were in all the world 72,270,000 spindles, of which 
England still vane in operation the majority, and in 1885 she had 
43.000,000 out of 81,145,000 spindles, or more than all the rest of 
the world combined. So, in 1890, she had 43,750,000 out of a total 
in the world of 86,145,000 spindles, and in 1895 she had 45,400,000 
out of a total of 50,094,000 spindles for the world at large. As 
nearly as can be arrived at the last figures at hand reports the 
total number of spindles in operation in 1900-1901 throughout the 
world at about 98,000,000. Of these England then had 45,000,000, 
or just about one-half of the world’s spindles being confined under 
the control of comparatively a few great cotton-manufacturing 
firms or corporations, and as many as 93 per cent of the latter con- 
cerns being actually located within 50 miles in and around Man- 
chester, which is only 30 miles removed from that greatest cotton 
mart—Liverpool. 

In other words, out of an estimate or census of 5,310 cotton fac- 
tories or purchasers throughout the world, fully one-half of these 
(2,655) were almost in sight of each other and ‘* touching elbows ”’ 
on the Liverpool Exchange—in person or through brokers—daily. 
Small wonder, then, that after comparing notes and seeing that 
America had increased her output of cotton 600 per cent in thirty- 
two years, while the increase in spinning capacity had been only 
50 per cent within the same period—not forgetting the handful of 
great concerns who dominated the markets, if not in name, cer- 
tainly in fact—there was thus brought about a ‘‘ community of in- 
terest ’’ which crystallized into the more modern “ trust,’’ which 
thus easily reduced the price of cotton to $22 per bale. 

In 1875 England had 41,000,000 spindles and $450,000,000 capital, 
or $11 per spindle of invested capital. Estimating the spindles 
now at, say, about 80,000,000 throughout the foreign countries, 
and at the rate of $11 per spindle, would represent $900,000,000. 
Now, English capital is plentiful at rates as low as 3 and 34 per 
cent, and her spinners have been netting from 8 to 12 per cent 
dividends and German spinners from 8 to 18 percent. If these 
foreign spinners average, say, 10 per cent dividends where the 
customary rate of interest is as low as 4 per cent, then the South 
should receive a sum equal to at least 6 per cent on this capital, 
which would yield for its cotton $54,000,000 more than it realized, 
say, in 1898, or a net increased profit of $5 per bale. 

Suppose, for sake of argument, that all of the spindles now op- 
erated in England, within an area of less than one of our States, 
were transposed into this country and planted in the cotton fields 
throughout the eight or ten cotton-growing States, the inevita- 
ble result of the active local competition from these buyers of the 


raw material would have enhanced the price to7 cents per pound, © 


or $35 per bale, which would have realized for the South’s use 
about $168,000,000 annually in excess of its cash supply. 

But admitting, on the other hand, that Southern cotton manu- 
factories thus multiplied would not stimulate, as claimed, active 
competition in the purchase of cotton, it must still be conceded 
that 1,000,000 of the 12,000,000 Southern people could have found 
employment as operatives, and that the value of the manufac- 
tured product would reach $1,750,000 annually instead of the 

246,000,000 for raw cotton for the single year named. 

To recapitulate: The world’s spinning capacity since 1875 has 
increased, say, about 50 per cent, while the production of cotton 
has increased in same period by 600 per cent annually, or an 
increase in actual output of 600 per cent against only 50 per 
cent increased spinning and weaving capacity. Since 1890, while 
the output of raw cotton grown has marked an increase of 30 per 
cent, the spinning capacity has increased only 15 per cent. 

Clearly it follows that much of our misfortunes in the matter 
of the low plane of prices prevailing in more recent years can not 
be ascribed to ‘overproduction,’ but rather, we contend, to 
**underspinning,’’ and in some measure also to overcrowding the 
manufacturing capacity of our foreign customers with a plethora 
of our raw material, thereby diminishing, if not losing absolutely, 
the benefit of the zest and stimulus that comes from competitive 
bidding for our raw cash crop. 

England, with her 50 per cent of the spindles of the world, and 
New England, with her 13 per cent of same, could not be coerced, 
if local conditions in each of these quarters justified it, to increase 
their plants to larger proportions, and by thus increasing their 
demands likewise necessitate competition with themselves in en- 
hancing the price they should pay to the South for their raw 
material. 


GROWTH AND PROSPERITY OF COTTON MANUFACTURING IN THE NEW 
ENGLAND STATES. 


This can best be illustrated by taking the single State of Massa- 
chusetts—by far the wealthiest State per capita and per area, and 
which has the largest manufacturing output per area and per 
capitain the Union. In 1880 the wealth of Massachusetts was but 
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little changed from previous census, but the manufacturing out- 
put had increased to $631,135,284. In the census returns of 1890 
the wealth of Massachusetts was placed at $2,803,645,447—an in- 
crease of 100 per cent in ten years. Her manufacturing output 
had increased to $888,160,403, giving her $962 per capita of assessed 
wealth as against only $407 average throughout the United States. 

Thus, devoid of any agricultural resources or native raw ma- 
terial, a State only one seventy-fifth part the size of the cotton- 
growing States was able to show in 1890 assessed wealth equal 
to that of Alabama, Arkansas, Georgia, Louisiana, Mississippi, 
North and South Carolina, and Texas combined—States growing 
80 per cent of the production of cotton of the world, whereas Mas- 
sachusetts only manufactures one-tenth of the American cotton. 
Therefore, considering that Massachusetts thus takes the raw 
material of her Southern neighbors, and by carrying it through 
her various processes of manufacturing, etc., has multiplied its 
value up to a volume of $890,000,000 annually, does not this fur- 
nish the South an eloquent example to follow, and which she has 
been assiduously following of late years to her lasting prosperity, 
as evidenced by the following facts, many of which are vouched 
for by that undisputed anthority, the Manufacturer’s Record? 

Before passing from this subject of ‘‘ cotton’’ and taking up 
its kindred or correlative branch—‘‘ cotton manufacturing ’’—I 
will submit some interesting and recent statistics in the former 
connection by way of demonstrating not only the colossal propor- 
tions of the cotton crop of the South at large, but, incidentally, 
of the conspicuous part my own State itself contributes to swell 
these grand totals. 

In a *‘ supplement’ to the Manufacturers’ Record, of Baltimore, 
issued as a special cotton and cotton manufacturing edition, 
touching upon the ‘*‘ Future of cotton production,’’ Hon. Charles 
W. Dabney, of Tennessee (referring to the preceding year’s cot- 
ton crop), had this to say: 

THE FUTURE OF COTTON PRODUCTION. 

The chief facts with regard to the past history of cotten in the South are 
familiar toall. Few people appreciate, however, the vast importance of this 
crop and its value to the United States and the world. The American crop 
this year will probably reach 9,000,000 bales, worth nearly $300,000,000, of which 
amount nearly 70 per cent will be exported and bring some $210,000,000. The 
cotton produced in America in the last hundred years has been worth at the 

verage price of each year in gold about $15,000,000,000. The 82,000,000,000 
pounds exported from this country during the last hundred years was worth 
about $11,000,000,000. These figures are almost beyond comprehension. 

Soil and climatic conditions restrict the cultivation of cotton to a groupof 
States in the southern portion of America, constituting less than one-fourth 









of the total area of the United States. Yet these States grow over 60 per cent 
of all the cotton consumedin the world. The total value of the annual crop 


eded among the cultivated crops of the United States only by Indian 
corn, which is grown in every State in the Union, and about one year in four 
by wheat, which is grown in almost every State. Its production not only 
engages almost exclusively 7,000,000 of our people, but its handling for do- 
1 foreign markets and manufacture employ the capital or labor of 
several millions more. It is within the truth tosay that 6,000,000 or 7,000,000 
of people in these United States make their living out of cotton. Our inter- 
it ] ‘e a very great one, and it concerns us deeply to learn what 
ature. 
cotton will be determined by the inexorable laws of supply 
and demand. Weare notable to predict very much about the demand for 
cotton, further than that it is sure to grow with civilization and the progress 
of thearts. According to Mr. Edward Atkinson, less than half of the people 
he world are supplied with cotton goods made by modern machinery. It 
will require an annual crop of about 45,000,000 bales to raise the world’s 
standard of consumption of the best civilized nation. It is fair to assume 
that all of the fibers of the world have been pretty well tested as to their 
capabilities and uses. We must conclude, therefore, that cotton, which is 
now the preferred fiber, and is growing steadily in the favor of civilized 
man, will continue to be used by him in increasing amounts. If science 
teaches us anything, it is that the uses of cotton will multiply rather than 
diminish. Weare constantly finding new uses for it, such as thosein gun- 
cotton and celluloid. Doubtless many others will be found as science pro- 
gresses and the wants of manincrease. From the increases in the demand 
on in the last twenty years, it is safe to predict that the world willin 
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0 want at least 30,000,000 bales to supply its wants; provided, of course, 
that the price does not exceed the present ruling prices, say 7 or 8 centsa 
, nna 
pv mu. 

Extract from editorial review of cotton manufacturing in the South, its 


growth and future development, by Hon. R. H. Edmonds, editor. ] 
THE TEXTILE FIELD. 

Cotton growing used to be regarded as the dominating power in Southern 
economy. It was largely responsible fora fallacy that the South could do 
better as a producer of raw material for manufactures than as an artisan and 
mechanic, handling in many processes its own cotton, lumber, and leather at 
home. This theory retarded industrial life, though it did not entirely sup- 
press it, especially in those States where slaveholding was becoming a bur- 
den. In other States, however, the eminently sound policy of placing cotton 
mills in close touch with the cotton fields, if not actually within them, was 
successfully essayed at an early day. 

Under more favoring circumstances it has been extended through the 
Piedmont region, teeming with reserves for the industrial army, readily and 
intelligently adapting itself to the betterment of changed occupations, and 
ar — | its gratifying results, notably at Charlotte, N.C., have gathered mill- 
supply establishments, machine shops, and minor industries, a 
affecting public opinion, inspiring to similar efforts in other directions, an 
more than compensating for increasing disadvantages encountered by the 
older cotton regions attempting to compete on traditional lines with the 
newer. Its value has become enhanced as the source of power has evolved 
from direct water, through steam obtained at a minimum cost, to electricity 
derived from streams having their heads high up in the mountains of eternal 
spring, as abundant fuel has at places been mined almost within shovel 
throw of the mill boilers, and as local capital, tiently and persistently 
pocketing its 10 per cent dividends, has been willingly and gladly, supple 
mented by that m the North and East, in enlargements of well-proven 


undertakings, in independent buildings, or in such a phase as the investment 
by a Massachusetts textile firm of over two millions of money in the con- 
struction of a duplicate factory at Huntsville. 

In the drift of the center of cotton production toward Texas has followed 
the mill builder, until flourishing concerns have set an example and given an 
impulse to othersin the Mississippi Valley and have started practical projects 
in Texas itself. 

Meanwhile, the success of plain goods being assured, and new mills even 
closer to the cotton fields entering upon that particular plane, the manufac- 
turers of the older communities are gravitating to a higher c of goods, 
either by reequipping existing buildings or by erecting others and filling 
them with up-t te machinery. 

This pregnant variation, to be expected with the petuaiention of the num- 
ber of spindles within twenty years from 667,000 to 5,000,000, and with the 
Southern consumption of cotton increasing within ten years from 547,000 
bales to 1,399,399 bales, has been accompanied by a tendency to diversification 
of crops among the cotton growers. he ability thus acquired to raise food 
and feed supplies at home, rendering the farmer comparatively independent 
of the fluctuating price of the staple, the adoption of planting methods look- 
ing more to the character or quality of the crop than to its quantity, and to 
the consequent stricter attention to the improvement of farm labor will re- 
duce the cost of cotton production, even while its quality shall be main- 
tained, as a larger quan is produced to supply a world’s needs, and wil] 
attract more mill capital than ever to profit in the South. 

The same intensive ideas will persist in the handling of cotton’s great by- 
product, cotton seed. Already the crushing of the seed for its oil and meal, 
sought in domestic and foreign markets, requires $40,000,000 capital, with 
millions of pounds of material still empk wed only primarily, and as more 
money seeks an outlet in this direction, as wider differentiation in the use of 
the oil occurs, the wealth of the South will grow. 

Methods of spinning the fiber and of crushing the seed in vogue in the 
South point to the ultimate principle in textiles, the derivation by the pro- 
ducer of all the benefits possible from the product. When are established 
plants in which shall be conducted all the handling of cotton, from the boll 
to the sheetings, duck, twine, undergarments of knit goods and colored 
prints, to the oil prepared for table dressings, lubricants, and divers uses in 
the arts, to the meal ready to be fed to cattle after all industrial ingredients 
have been removed, to the hulls a basis for a fertilizer or a fuel, and even to 
the stalks and other waste, perhaps, converted into paper or other commod- 
ity; when bonded warehouses shall give the farmers a convenient means for 
using their crop as collateral and at the same time shall act asa regulator of 
the market; when bales sent to other parts of the country or to foreign lands 
shall be compressed in such a way that they shall be exempt from pillage, 
protected from damage, and relieved from many of the burdensof insurance, 
freight, and middlemen, which to-day entail an annual loss upon farmers of 
certainly $20,000,000 for an average crop, the impression that cotton has lost 
any of its regal attributes will be dissipated. It is by no means an absolute 
monarch, and never can be. Butas long as cotton is the cheap material for 
clothes, and as long as civilization, not yet universal, teaches more and 
more men and women to use clothes, it will be a mighty monarch, though 
in triple or quadruple alliance with others. 


OTHER STATISTICS SHOWING THE WONDERFUL DEVELOPMENT OF THE 
COTTON-MANUFACTURING INDUSTRY IN THE SOUTH AND THE CONDITIONS 
WHICH HAVE CONTRIBUTED THERETO. 


Mr. Edmonds, in tracing this encouraging development, and in 
ascribing his reasons for indulging in rosy predictions for the 
future of the South, sums up as follows: 


To-day it has $1,000,000,000 invested in manufacturing, with an annual out- 
put valued at $1,500,000,000, and paying $350,000,000 in wages, Its cotton mills, 
with 5,000,000 spindles, representing an investment of $125,000,000, already 
consume yearly 1,400,000 bales of cotton. It is producing about 2,500,000 tons 
of pig iron a yest, 40,000,000 tons of coal, from 10,000,000 to 11,000,000 bales of 
cotton, probably 10,000,000,000 feet of lumber, and 750,000,000 bushels of grain, 
and its railroads, steadily improving and increasing in length, have already 
a 50,000 mileage. The South has accomplished much. It has much more to 
do before its full growth shall have been attained. That it will be equal to 
its mighty task is proved by its present lustiness. 

Its virility is no new traitof theSouth. It is notan artificial acquirement. 
It has existed as long as the South, but has at times been hampered by short- 
sightedness within or by unfriendly pressure from without. It has more 
than once been misdirected or wasted in rash experiment. In experience it 
has gained in judgment, though, until the point has been reached where it 
may be exerted to the best and truest ends, to the enrichment of its home 
and the well-balanced development of the whole country. 

It is grounded and rooted in the South’s stores of minerals, timber, cotton, 
and general agricultural supplies capable of wonderful expansion for the en- 
largement of domestic trade and the extension of foreign commerce. 

It is manifested in cotton mills sending their products to the other side of 
the globe and equipping themselves with latest machinery for the manufac- 
ture of higher and higher grades of goods. 


And Mr. J. B. Killebrew, of Tennessee, indulging in the same 
sanguine sentiments, follows in the same vein: 


8. The low price of cotton is not without its compensations. Nay, the low 
price of cotton is stimulating its manufacture to a degree that was almost in- 
conceivable twenty years ago. The cotton mills in the South in 1494 used 
720,000 bales. To-day the cotton mills require 1,400,000, which is more than 
half the amount taken by Northern mills. And this great industry is hardly 
wegen. Its rapid increase has astonished the cotton-manufacturing world, 
and in many countries is producing consternation. In 1880 the South had 1‘) 
cotton mills, 667,854 spindles, and 14,300 looms. Recent reliable statistics show 
that it has at present 550 cotton mills, 4,952,092 spindles, and 104,446 looms. 

While the number of mills has only increased within nineteen years 2% 
per cent, the number of spindles within the same period has increased 641 per 
cent and the number of looms 630 per cent. The mills now building have far 

eater capacity and better equipment than those that were in operation in 

880. At t time the average number of spindles to the mill was 3,771; in 
1899 the average number is 9,000. But this is not the most encouraging fea- 
ture. In the six years ending September, 1899, the number of mills and 
—— have doubled, as well as the consumption of cotton in the South, thus 
showing an accelerated movement. 


THE CRYING NEED OF THE COTTON MILLS OF THE UNITED STATES BOTH IN 
NEW ENGLAND AND IN THE SOUTH NOW IS THE WANT OF FOREIGN OR 
EXPORT MARKETS, SUCH AS OFFERED BY THE ASIATIC TRADE AND THAT 
OF THE SOUTH AMERICAN REPUBLICS, ETO. 

The foregoing statistics and other data arrayed under their re- 
spective heads show what the South has already accomplished 
and what it is to-day accomplishing, and mark out the lines upon 
which the South promises to progress safely, conservatively, yet 
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surely, as its limitless resources become, under the spur and im- 
petus of abundant and enlivening capital and confidence born of 
success, contributors to the commerce which the United States 
are sending to all quarters of the globe. 

As one of the South’s stanch advocates, whose mission has 
been addressed particularly in the direction of exploiting her 
wonderful resources, well has said: ‘‘ The South’s story is a fas- 
cinating one. Two large volumes have been written. Their 
sequel is only beginning. It is full of the promise of greater in- 
terest and profit than either of the preceding ones.’’ 

The effect of cotton upon the commercial and social relations 
of mankind is, however, too far-reaching for estimation in dol- 
lars and cents. By reason of its many excellences and its cheap- 
ness cotton has become the favorite fiber for the clothing of all 
races and conditions of men in all parts of the world. 

Of the four great staples that provide men with clothing—cot- 
ton, wool, flax, and silk—cotton is rapidly superseding its rivals 
among all peoples. The demand for it is steadily growing with 
civilization. e author of Sartor Resartus, Mr. Carlisle, de- 
fined man as distinguished from the brute in that he ‘‘ wears 
clothes,’’ and so it seems that dating from the time of Adam and 
Eve, the first substantial mark of civilization in man or woman 
as they advance in civilization finds expression in the matter of 
dress. And so cheap and so attractive have become the plain 
white and fancy colored cottons made in this country that the 
veriest savage has begun to clothe his nakedness with at least a 
cotton shirt. 

There are 1,500,000,000 people in the world, of whom possibly 
7,000,000 are financially interested some way in the growing, 
handling, and manufacturing of cotton, and possibly 8,000,000 in 
its sale, and thus we have remaining 99 per cent of the human 
family who are possible customers in the consumption of cotton 
in the manufactured state. 

Of this huge population mentioned, China alone constitutes well- 
nigh one-third—a boundless field whose teeming hordes of human- 
ity must beclothed. Owing tothe honest goods they have been re- 
ceiving so far from this country—our cotton being socheap that it 
is asmuch a matter of cheapness and policy as of principle for our 
manufacturers to avoid the foreign ingredients commonly in use 
by foreign manufacturers, such as clays, starch, sizing, coloring, 
and other deleterious matter to make up for the raw cotton—the 
American cotton goods are given the preference everywhere 
abroad, “everything being equal.’’ This is particularly true of 
the tropical countries, where the natives use the wash fabrics 
freely. 

It is a fact that by reason of the proximity of the cotton to the 
mills of the South, and a multiplicity of other advantages we 
need not enumerate, to the Southern mills has been surrendered 
almost wholly the manufacture of the coarse and cheaper cotton 
goods which are exported to the Asiatic markets. Those of the 
great cotton-mill plants in the New England States which had 
developed a large export demand for their special brands, such as 
the ‘Indian Head” and other well-known brands, recognizing 
these superior advantages, solved the situation by simply erecting 
in the South, in a number of instances, branch factories, in which 
the manufacture of their brands for export continued, while their 
machinery in the New England mill was turned on to new and 
finer numbers, more especially competing with England. 

Consequently the two sections—the New England and South- 
ern mills—instead of being necessarily rivals for business, have a 
common interest in developing this Asiatic trade, in that what- 
ever tends to relieve the congestion at home thereby leaves both 
sections free to follow this policy, namely, the South supplying 
the cheap, coarse cottons to the Asiatic trade and other tropical 
climes such as Africa, South America, etc., while the, New Eng- 
land mills supply the home trade in fancy cottons and ‘lock 
horns,”’ as stated, with England in placing her lus abroad. 

The spinning and weaving capacity of the United States having 
already far outstripped home consumption, inevitably it follows 
that foreign markets must be forged and forced to open and re- 
main open to our expansive and e ding cotton manufactures. 
Per contra, check this outlet by such le tion as now threatens 
under this Chinese-exclusion bill, and the usual Asiatic markets 
being closed to the Southern mills, then in self-defense they 
must turn their machinery on to that class of goods made in the 
New England States and come in immediate competition with 
them for the control of the limited home market. 

The sequence will be that it will inevitably resolve itself toa 
case of the survival of the fittest, and with her conceded numerous 
advan , who doubts will be the sufferer in the end? New En- 
gland, of course. Therefore it would seem plain that while the 
Southern mills have a direct and all-important concern over this 
threatened legislation, of the two sections, New England mills 
have a far greater reason to desire that this harsh measure do not 


pass. ‘ 
The vital importance of this question to both sections can be 


better demonstrated by a home experience or example to be found 
in the evidence of Col. James L. Orr, of South Carolina, presi- 
dent of the flourishing Piedmont Mills, of Piedmont (near Green- 
ville), S.C. The experience recited by Colonel Orr is but the 
echo of the history of very many other prosperous Southern 
mills. It will be remarked that he especially stresses the fact that 
fully 75 per cent of his 39,000,000 yards of cloth is exported to 

China, Africa, and South America. 

TEXTILES IN THE PIEDMONT REGICN. 
[By Col. James L. Orr, of South Carolina.] 

In an interview with a representative of the Manufacturers’ Record Col. 
James L. Orr, president of the Piedmont Mills, of Piedmont, 8. C., regarding 
the textile industry in the Piedmont region of the South, said: 

“The real beginning of cotton manufacturing in the Piedmont section of 
the Carolinas dates back to 1820, when William Bates, a native of Massachu- 
setts, and who learned his trade in the old Arkwright Mills, near Providence, 
came to upper South Carolina at the instance of the Lesters, and finally built 
Lesters’ factory upon the site of what is now Pelham. The machinery for 
this mill was bou at in Philadelphia second hand, shipped to Charleston by 
water, and hauled from there by wagons over 300 miles. 

“The real beginning of cotton manufacturing as we have it now com- 
menced with the Piedmont Mills, projected and successfully carried out by 
the late Col. H. P. Hammett, a son-in-law of Mr. William Bates. This mill 
was begun in 1873, and began the manufacture of goods in the spring of 1876. 
Ina very few years (1882) this venture was followed by the Pelzer Mills and 
the Clifton Mills. These pioneer mills soon demonstrated to a very skeptical 
world that cotton goods could be manufactured in the South as cheap, if not 
cheaper, than in any other section of the United States. The Piedmont Mills 
have grown from a small plant of 5,000 spindles to nearly 61,000 spindles; 
from a capital of $200,000 to $800,000, which is far below the value of the prop- 
erty. 

* The market value of the stock is 185, but very little changes hands, being 
held for investment exclusively. Piedmont uses 32.500 bales of cotton an- 
nually, producing 39,000,000 yards of cloth, of which 75 per cent is exported 
to China, Africa, and South America. 

‘Following the si 1 success of these pioneer mills others were soon 
erected, 1,500,000 s indies, representing an outlay of nearly $40,000,000. Ten 
per cent dividends, and many mills make more, represents annually a net 
profit of $4,000,000. All this has been done in thirty years. 

“The profits in cotton manufacturing during this period has been satisfac- 
tory, varying, of course, as the conditions have been more or less satisfac- 
tory. These mills have been through as hard timesas have ever been known 
in the history of manufacturing in the United States. They have demon- 
strated their ability to live through unfavorable conditionsand make money. 
As investments they are as well tried as any business investments in the 
world. They have been built by a combination of Northern and Southern 
capital, the former being, however, limited to those immediately having busi- 
ness relations with the mills. Gradually it has forced its way into all the in- 
vestment world that as dividend payers there are none better, and their 
stocks are being sought for, and command, in many cases, fancy prices. As 
the facts become more generally known this will grew. Far-sighted New 
Englanders are to-day in the market for stock in standard Southern mills. 
One of these days the general public will see the desirability of these stocks 
as investments. 

“As yet, however, we have only entered a small realm of cotton goods. 
Year by year, however, the number of mills are increasing that make finer 
numbers, some mills even now making finer goods than print cloths. The 

rocess is an evolution; but as to the future, it is well to let that take care of 
er -_ are dealing with facts of to-day, and those outlined are well within 
the truth. 

“A new field for the products of cotton mills has been opened in the Far 
East. Southern cotton mills have entered this field, and some brands are as 
well known and appreciated in China and Africa as they are at home. With 
this new dounadt the danger, if there ever was any, of overproduction is 
remotely removed. Broadly stated, every bat of cotton that is not burned 
or lost at sea is manufactured. The crop is all manufactured at some point 
or other. If the natural advantages we possess are as good or better than 
other places, then we must continue to get new spindles, as well as the keep- 
ing of our old ones going.” 

FACTS AND STATISTICS SHOWING OUR DEPENDENCY UPON THE TRADE OF THE 
CHINESE EMPIRE IN PARTICULAR, AND THE CONSEQUENT REASONS WHY 
AT LEAST EXISTING RELATIONS UNDER THE GEARY LAW SHOULD REMAIN 
UNDISTURBED, IF NOT LEGISLATION HAD AMELIORATING THE HARSHA CON- 
DITIONS ATTACHING TO THE PRESENT LAW. 


To show the utter dependency of the mills of this country upon 
this outlet in the Asiatic markets the single instance of one mill 
in the South might be referred to which was compelled to pile 
up as many as 30,000 bales of cotton géods—sheetings and drills 
for export—for which they had no outlet or market by reason of 
the paralysis to trade incident to the Boxer uprising in China— 
this being the chief if not sole market to which this mill had 
been sending its output. 

And this was but one example out of numerous others. 

During the year 1890, just preceding the Boxer troubles, and 
before the exports to China from this country were shut off, 
within the single month of July there were exported to China 
15,519,945 yards of domestic cottons, valued at $871,000, but within 
less than ninety days after the trouble began this export demand 
dwindled down to only 390,000 yards, valued at only $25,375, and 
still kept down to this nominal figure until July, 1901, when the 
reaction having come, and the markets of China having been 
thrown open, the exports for the single month of July of that 
year aggregated 33,988,783 yards, valued at $1,709,605. It gravi- 
tated around these figures from that time on until it crawled up 
in January, 1902, to the very encouraging figures of 87,672,467 
yards, valued at $1,773,585. It is estimated that for the current 
fiscal year our exports of manufactured cottons will probably ex- 
ceed in value $30,000,000. 

It is the sheerest folly to assert that the Chinese Government 
will submit to any harsher measures than are embodied in the 
present Geary law, especially when the pending bill so ruthlessiy 
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disregards and openly violates existing treaty rights. That she 
will as a self-respecting nation adopt some means of retaliation 
goes without saying. 


Mr. President, I am in favor of the ship-subsidy bill as well as | 


the bill authorizing the construction of an interoceanic canal, 
and I am satisfied that both of these measures will be enacted 
into law during the present session of Congress. The people of 


the South are in favor of both of these propositions, upon the | 
ground that their adoption will facilitate the extension of our | 


trade into foreign countries, and such being the case, many of us 
who live south of Mason and Dixon’s line fear that the pending 
measure will curtail the amount of our foreign trade in the 
future. 

I am opposed to the importation of Chinese labor, and will vote 


for any proposition which will eee Chinese or cooly labor | 


from coming in competition with the laborers of this country, 
provided its provisions will not interfere with our commerce in 
China. Such being the case, I shall vote to extend the provisions 
of the Geary Act, believing, as I do, that the extension of this 


measure will be adequate and at the same time by its adoption | 


we will incur no risk of interrupting our present relations with 
the people of the Chinese Empire. I can not support the bill 
which has been reported by the committee, for its adoption would 
prove disastrous to the interests of the cotton manufacturers of 
the South, and would result in curtailing the amount of goods 
manufactured and lessen the demand for labor, which would nec- 
essarily result in a reduction of wages of operatives employed in 
the cotton mills in the Southern States. 

Mr. MALLORY. 


proposed by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Puiatr]. I ask 
that it be printed and lie on the table. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Ciay in the chair). The 


amendment will lie on the table and be printed. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President,if any other Senator desires | 


to be heard on the bill I will be glad to yield. If not, I will oc- 
cupy a few minutes in presenting one particular phase of the 
question. 

The indications are that the so-called seaman clause in the bill 
is to be stricken out. At any rate, I feel confident that such will 
be the result of the vote. 
nest support from any quarter, not even by the committee that 
reported the bill. I notice on page 134 of the so-called testimony 
the chairman of the committee made this observation: 

I confess it does not seem reasonable to me to prohibit the employment of 
Chinese seamen on vessels plying to Chinese ports. 

It will be remembered that the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. LopGE] on yesterday offered an amendment striking that 
section from the bill, the Senator from Massachusetts being a 
member of the committee which reported it. 


There has been a good deal of controversy as to the conduct of | 


Chinese sailors, especially in time of danger. Going back to the 
discussion of the ship-subsidy bill, I find that the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. PatTrERsSON] made some criticisms upon the Chi- 
nese in this regard. I wish to read very briefly from the speech 


of the Senator from Colorado, made on the 17th day of March | 


last. He said: 

It is true, Mr. President, that Chinese sailors are desirable for some pur- 
poses . , : ; , 
as these, it has been the experience from the time that Chinese sailors first 
manned vessels between the Pacific coast. and China that in times of emer- 
gency they have always proved miserable failures. m 
testified before the Senate committee that in cases of wreck or collision, where 


it required bravery and presence of mind in the crews, the Chinese havealways | 
proved a failure, and ships have been lost and hundreds of lives sacrificed in 
the waters of San Francisco simply because in times of peril the Chinese | 


crew were stricken by panic, and for that reason there has been a failure to 
save lives which otherwise would have been saved. 

Mr. President, I personally know nothing about Chinese crews, 
nor whether they are brave or cowardly in time of danger and 
distress. What I do know is that the statements before the com- 
mittee, upon which the arguments of the Senator from Washing- 
ton [Mr. TURNER] and the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Patrer- 
son] have been based, appear to have no foundation in point of fact. 
Reference was made before the committee to the case of the col- 
lision between the Oceanic and the City of Chester in 1888, and to 
the sinking of the Rio de Janeiro in 1901. 
Rio both carried Chinese crews, and Mr. Furuseth made the fol- 
lowing statement in regard to them in support of his argument 
that Chinamen were cowards in time of danger: 


As such, we could point to the notorious unreliability of the Chinese and | 


other Asiatics in times of emergency on shipboard . 

This characteristic has been demonstrated on numerous occasions—in fact, 
in every case of wreck or other serious accident. By way of illustration we 
would cite the case of the collision between the steamers City of Chester and 
Oceanic in the Golden Gate some years ago. The former vessel, manned by 
American seamen, sank with great loss of life. The Oceanic (chartered by 
the Pacific Mail aD Company), though little , rendered prac- 
tically no assistance to the sinking vessel, for the reason that her Chinese 
crew became terror stricken and were unable to launch the boats. The 
American seamen and firemen of the = of Chester had actually to make 
their way to the Chinese-manned vessel and launch the latter's boats, and by 
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I submit an amendment to the substitute | 


It does not seem to have had very ear- | 


They are obedient, they are sober; but while they possess traits such | 


We know from those who | 


The Oceanic and the | 
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| so doing managed to save many lives that would otherwise have been lost 
through the inefficiency and cowardice of the Chinese. The City of Cheste,- 

belonged to what we called the good old “ Perkins boats"’—thatis, the Pacific 
| Coast Steamship Company’s line coastwise boats. 

Coming down to the recent loss of the Pacific Mail weeceneny Company's 
| steamer City of Rio de Janeiro in the harbor of San Francisco, it will be re. 
membered that that vessel remained above water for fifteen or twenty min- 
utes after striking, thus affording ample time to get the boats overboard and 
| secure the lives of the passengers. In this case, ,& panic occurred among 
| the Chinese crew, with the result that 127 lives were lost, including th. 

eater number of passengers, many of whom were women and children 
mly one boat was launched, and that was captured by the Chinese, in utter 
disregard of the lives intrusted to their care. 


| 

| Before I answer this charge of cowardice made against the 
| Chinese race, let me call to the attention of the Senate the char- 
| acter of some of the statements in other matters made by Mr. 
| Furuseth, who makes the accusation. Like Mr. Dunn, who ap- 
peared before the committee as representing the Treasury De- 
partment, Mr. Furuseth has a fondness for making sweeping 
| charges based upon alleged information received from persons 
| whose names he declines to reveal. He said on pages 253 and 254 
of the testimony as follows: 

| The CHAIRMAN. You referred to the difficulty about seamen during the 
| Spanish war. I had not heard of any difficulty before. Will you explain 
what you mean? ; 

Mr. Furusera. I have what I consider unquestionably true information 
from men who were in the Navy at the time and from naval officers that on y 
six of our fighting vessels attached to the Atlantic fleet were fairly wel] 
manned. y : 

Senator CLAY. How is that? I did not catch your statement. 

Mr. FurvusetTs. Only six of our fighting vessels attached to the Atlantic 
fleet were fairly well manned. = 

Senator FAIRBANKS. Can you give the name of your informant or in- 
formants? 


Mr. FuRUSETH. I would not care about Gctag that. I will put you in the 
way of getting it; though I can tell just what I have a right to tell. 
The CHAIRMAN. That is rather a sweeping. statement, which I have never 


before heard intimated either in newspapers or in rumor. 

Senator FATRBANKS. For that reason I think it would be well for Mr. 
| Furuseth to be a little more specific. 
| Mr. Furvusers. There area great many men who were in the American 
Navy at the time of the war who are now in the merchant marine. There 
are a great many in San Francisco, a great many in New York who served 
| around Cuba and on the Eastern coast. A great many of the men who were 

in the Oregon when she made her a om and who were transferred 
from her on board othtr vessels are to be found in our seaports at the present 
time. 

But I have referred to naval officers, and I want to say that two years ago 
there came to the Sailors’ Union office in San Francisco a naval officer who 
said that he was instructed by the Navy to obtain the average age, nation- 
ality, how many had taken out intention papers, how many were citizens of 
the men then sailing on the Pacific coast and from the Pacific coast. I said 
to him, ‘I believe you have come to the right person, because I have got the 
records of those things, but I would like to know what you want it for before 
I give it.” He says, “I have been instructed to obtain that information.” | 
said, “* Why?” ‘ause we found that the landsmen employed during the 
Spanish war were not efficient—would not do.” 

Senator FAIRBANKS. What was the name of that officer? 

Mr. Furvsetu. If he was authorized to get the information, which he got, 
and was acting under instructions of the Navy Department, as he said he 

| was, then by obtaining the information, Senator, you can obtain the name 

Senator FAIRBANKS. Do you know his name? 

Pee I do not remember his name at the present time; so I can 
no . 
| Senator FAIRBANKS. Very well. 

Mr. Furvusers. But even if I remembered it, I do not know that I hada 
right to tell it, because he said, ‘‘Do not give it to the public.” 

Senator CLAY. Do I understand you to say that only six of our vessels 
were properly manned during the Spanish war? 
| Mr. Furvusers. That is what I said, referring to the Atlantic fleet. 

Senator CLAY. That is a peculiar statement. 

Mr. FurvsetTH. It israthera peculiar statement. Itisa strong statement, 
Senator. If you were to investigate carefully the running of our Navy and 
the manning of our Navy during that time, and get the real facts of the case, 
| I think it would agree just with what I said. 

Senator CLAY. We would not have had to fight any battles, then, if the 
vessels had been properly manned? 

Senator FaArRBANKS. Do you make that statement upon investigation of 
your own? 

Mr. Furvsertu. I make it partly upon investigation of my own and partly 

upon inguiries that have have been made at the Navy Department. 

| Senator FAIRBANKS. By this man whose name you have forgotten? 

| Mr. Furvsera. Yes. 

Senator FAIRBANKS. That is all. 

| Mr. Furvusers. Now, I think I can find-—— 

| Senator CLAY. It isa right serious matter, I declare, and if it is true, we 
ought to kriow something about it. 

r. Furvseru. It is very easily verified by getting information from the 

| Navigation Bureau of the Navy Department. 

Senator FAIRBANKS. Did you examine the reports upon which you based 

| your information; and if so, what reports? 
| Mr. Furusetru. No, I did not examine the reports; the written reports 


I read this from the statement of Mr. Furuseth for the purpose 
of showing to the Senate what manner of man he is; and I now 
come back to his assertion that in the disaster which befell the 
Oceanic in 1888 her Chinese crew were terror stricken and unable 
to launch her boats. 
| Mr. President, I hold in my hand an original letter from the 
captain of the Oceanic at the time of the collision, which I will 
now read: 


PActeic IMPROVEMENT COMPANY, 
OFFICE OF SECRETARY, CROCKER BUILDING, | 
San Francisco, Cal., February 14, 190?. 
DEAR Mr. SCHWERIN: Your 2a of the 5th instant just received on my re 
turn from a trip to Portland. ‘ 
In reply I beg to say that the statement of Mr. Furuseth, as quoted in the 
paper mentioned, is absolutely false in every particular. 
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The Chinese portion of the crew of the steamship Oceanic at the time of 
the collision occurring between her and the City of Chester behaved splen- 
didly and with excellent discipline, When the collision occurred, the order 
was given to clear away the boats, and in three to four minutes three boats 
from the starboard side and one from the port side were alongside of the 
Chester, manned a the Chinese and an officer or petty officer in charge, and 
saved a number of the City of Chester's people. 

There was not the least effort made to clear away the boats of the Chester. 
On the contrary, the major part of the crew scrambled up over the bow of 
theOceanic and were the first to leave her. One boat got away from the 
Chester, and that was got out by the captain and, I should judge, some of the 

passengers. 
’ In fourteen years’ experience of Chinese as sailors and firemen I consider 
their conduct an example for that of any nation, being sober and industrious, 
and I never saw them try to evade their duties under trying situations. 


lam yours, truly, 
J. METCALFE, 
Surveyor to Lloyds Register, 
Late Master of the S. S. Oceanic, twelve years. 
R. P. Sch weErtn, Esq., 
Vice-President and General Manager 
Pacific Mail 8. 8. Company, San Francisco. 


Mr. President, I will now read a statement appearing in the San 
Francisco Call of August 23, 1888, which contains an extract from 
the testimony taken at the time in an investigation of the collision | 
made by Federal officials in San Francisco. The Call says: 


“How did the Chinese crew behave?” avked the vice-consul of Captain 
Metcalfe. “Splendidly; we had not the slightest trouble in getting the boats 
off. We have boat drills every day in port and every week at sea. Wecan 
put off 10 boats, fully manned, in fifteen or eighteen minutes. But in an 
emergency this can done much quicker. e always carry four boats, 
ready for immediate action. We rescued people from the Chester over our 
bow with a rope and by hand.” “Did the Chinese render any assistance in | 
reaeng the Chester's — was asked. “Yes; very ily; but there | 
were a large number of Chinese passengers who had nothing to do with the | 
ship. Our crew consisted of 130 men, 35 of them white. The fact is that four 
minutes after we struck the Chester our boats were in the water. The | 
Chinese acted eeenry. Their movements were eueotiny r= xid. As | 
the Chester sank one of her yards struck the boat in which ond Officer 

| 
| 
' 


Bridgett was carried down in the vortex, and the four Chinamen only 
escaped by reason of their presence of mind in seizing hold of a piece of 
wreckage. All came to the surface and clung to the keel of the boat until 
they were rescued. Officer Bridgett was severely hurt, and was within an | 
ace of being drowned. Another Chinaman (Ah Lun) jum overboard to 
rescue a little 4-months-old baby. He was dragged down with the wreck, but | 
caught hold of the child and climbed with it on the keel of the boat. His legs | 
and feet were fearfully lacerated. 


Mr. President, I will now present the decision of the board of 
investigation, taken from the San Francisco Call, as follows: 


Decision.—That the master, John Metcalfe, and Louis Meyer, the pilot, ap- | 
pear to have navigated the steamship Oceanic in a safe and proper manner, 


and when casualty was apparently inevitable to have done Tilo E | than one-quarter of the total complement of the crews is composed of 


their power to avert the calamity. The chief officers, G. T. T 
Bridgett, second officer, and the other officers of the crew were each and all 
at their respective stations, proper discipline a ring to have been main 
tained, and all orders properly attended to. e boats, which were imme- 
diately manned, were the qeans of saving many lives. The court has no 
ground for blaming any of the above officers or crew of the steamship 
Oceanic, but desire to record their praise that each and all performed their 
duty. 


Yet, Mr. President, that is the crew which Mr. Furuseth slan- | 


ders in the so-called testimony that he gave before the committee, 


declaring them to have been cowards, and saying that through | 


their cowardice hundreds of human lives were sacrificed in that 
collision. 

As to the charge that the crew of the Rio de Janeiro were cow- 
ards, I read a statement which appeared in the San Francisco 
Call under date of March 2, 1901: « 


On the evidence of the surviving officers the greatest credit must be given | 


to the Chinese crew of the Rio Janeiro, Every witness yesterday testified 
under oath that the Chinese had acted with great coolnessand bravery, many 
of es men Sey ng remarkable ability under the sudden circumstances of 
the shipwreck. 


Third Officer Charles Holland, of the Rio Janeiro, testified under oath | 


before Commissioner Morse that ‘‘the Chinese make a good crew; that they 
obey orders; that there was no confusion among them; that they did all they 
could to launch the boats and save life; that they understood and ke Eng- 
lish sufficient to respond to all the orders giventhem.”’ Mr. Holland, with five 
Chinese eailors, lowered the first boat from the R¥o Janeiro, and, instead of 
the Chinese capturing this boat, it was crushed and upset bya falling spar 
from the sinking ship. 

_ Frank Cramp, the carpenter of the Rio Janeiro, testified that he con- 
sidered the Chinese a goed aren, as far as seamanship goes; that they obe 
orders promptly. He says, under oath: ‘I have been in one typhoon wit 
the Rio, and the Chinese sailors were at their post of duty, ready for call, and 


always obeyed every order that was given to them thoroughly. Every one | 


on the Rio understood English.” , 
Caen Chinese boat crew were at their station on the morning of the 
wreck, 


Now, Mr. President, what I have said relates to the matter of 


the Chinese-crew clause, but I called it to the attention of the 


Senate not because of its relation to that clause, but because it 
shows the character of some of the men who have oe be- 
fore the committee, and upon whose statements this Pacific slope 
bill has been reported. This whole bill seems to be based upon 
just such statements as those of Furuseth, to which I have al- 
luded. It was drawn by one of the men who made these state- 
ments, Mr. Livernash—at least he claims its authorshi d, in 
iny opinion, the bill should never have been reported to the Senate. 

After oe true facts as to the Oceanic and the Rio de 
Janeiro, it is difficult to see how any weight can be attached to 


the arguments advanced by certain Senators on the point which I 
have briefly discussed. 

As I said in the beginning, I feel very confident that that section 
of the bill will be eliminated. It certainly ought to be stricken 
from the bill. It would do immense damage to the transportation 
interests of this country, and I do not see that it possibly could do 
any good to anyone. 

Me President, I ask permission to insert in the Recorp a brief 
statement as to the reasons why the Chinese-crew clause should 
be stricken from the bill under consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, it will be 
inserted in the Recorp. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


REASONS WHY THE CHINESE-CREW CLAUSE IN SECTION 39 OF SENATE BILL 
NO. 29600, KNOWN AS THE CHINESE-EXCLUSION BILL, SHOULD BE STRICKEN 
out. 


It has been stated that if it was made illegal for the Pacific Mail Steam 
ship Company to employ Chinese crews upon its ships plying between San 
Francisco and ports of the Orient there would be an opportunity for Amer- 
ican seamen to replace the Chinese now employed in the different depart- 
ments of their vessels. The second paragraph of section 39 of Senate bill No. 
2960 reads as follows: 

“And it shall be unlawful for any vessel holding an American register to 
have or to employ in its crew any Chinese person not entitled to admission 
to the United States or into the portion of the territory of the United States 
to which such vessel plies; and any violation of this provision shall be pun- 
ishable by a fine not exceeding $2,000." 

If this section should become law it would be directed against the Pacific 
Mail Steamship Company and would amount to class legislation. There are 
to-day @ ships plying between Hongkong and ports on the Pacific coast from 
Vancouver to San Francisco. Ninety per cent of these ships fly the British 


| or Japanese flag and employ a Chinese crew, in whole or in part, and many 


of them receive large subsidies. /Three of these ships sail under the Amer- 
ican flag and are owned by the Pacific Mail Steamship Company, and, prac- 
tically, are the a nee engaged in this commerce which are aifected by 
this proposed legislation. If this clause should become law the Pacific Maii 
would either have to give up business or else be obliged to place its ships un 
der a foreign flag, leaving no ship in the trans-Pacific trade under the Amer- 
ican , 

The ific Mail Steamship Company employs three vessels in the trans- 
Pacific trade, as follows: 

China—total officers and crew, 162; 35 Americans and Europeans, 1 
Japanese interpreter, and 126 Chinese. 

City of Peking—total officers and crew, 133; 35 Americans and Europeans, 
and 98 Chinese. 

Peru—total officers and crew, 122; 35 Americans and Europeans, and 87 


| Chinese. 


The above gives a total of 105 Americansand Europeans, 311 Chinese, and 


1 a. ; . 
These three ships represent the entire tonnage of the Pacific Mail in trans- 
Pacific trade under the American fiag, and the above figuresshow that more 


Americans and Europeans. 

The following lines are also engaged in trans-Pacific trade in competition 
with the 3 steamers of the Pacific Mail Steamship Company, all of which 

| have Chinese crews in whole or in part, as follows. 

1. Canadian Pacific Steamship Company, British line, operating 5 steam- 
ers between Vancouver, British Columbia, and Hongkong, China. These 

| vessels are manned entirely by Chinese, with the exception of the English 
officers and the imperial naval reserve deck force, and the company is al- 
lowed a subsidy by both the British and Dominion governments. . 
2. The ““Nippon Yusen Kaisha,” a Japanese line, operating 8 steamers 
| between Seattle and Hongkong, and receiving a subsidy from the Japanese 
Government. It has Japanese and English officers, a partial complement of 
| Japanese and Chinese. 

3. Northern Pacific Steamship Company, operating from 6 to 8 steamers 
between Tacoma and Hongkong. Ships are British; chief officers are 
Englishmen and the balance of the conmplemnant Chinese; no subsidy. 

4. The China Mutual, operating between Seattle and Hongkong, hasa fleet 


j 
of 12 vessels, all British. The chief officers are Englishmen, and the balance 


of the complement Chinese; no subsidy. 

5. The Glen Line, operating between Seattle and Hongkong, has a fleet of 
| about 10 vessels, all British. The chief officers are Englishmen and the bal- 
} ance of the complement Chinese; no subsidy. 

6. The Portland and Oriental Line, operating between Portland and Hong- 
| kong, has 4 vessels, all British. The chief officers are Englishmen; balance 
| of complement Chinese; no subsidy. 

| 7. California and Oriental Line, operating between San Francisco, San 
| Diego, and Hongkong, has 6 vessels, all British. The chief officers are Eng- 
| lishmen; balance of complement Chinese; no subsidy. 

| 8. The Occidental and Oriental Steamship Company, operating 3 steamers 
between San Francisco and Hongkong, under the British flag. Officers 
| Englishmen; crew all Chinese. 

9. Toyo Kisen Kaisha Steamship Company has three steamers operating 
| between San Francisco and Hongkong under the Japanese flag. The officers 
| are Englishmen, deck force Japanese and Chinese, and the balance of the 
| crew all Chinese. This line receives from the Japanese Government a sub- 
sidy of $35,000 United States gold coin for each round voyage of each steamer. 
The line makes a ar round yoyages a year, making the total subsidy 
| $630,000 United States gold coin. 

In addition to the above, there is a large number of tramp steamers car- 
| rying lumber and other commodities from San Francisco and Puget Sound 
| rts to north China ports and Siberia, probably amounting to 40 departures 
i from American ports ina year. Practically all these vessels carry a Chinese 
crew. 

It is therefore apparent from the above that if the vessels of the Pacific 
Mail Steamship Company, which form but a minimum percentage of the 

total tonnage employed in trans-Pacific trade, are compelled to substitute 
ae seamen other than Chinese or seamen who bave “intention papers” 
for the present crews, it will affect to a very small degree the employment 
| of the so-called American sailor on the Pacific coast. Further, the business 
between China and the United States is only obtained by the keenest compe- 
tition in regard to rates; and if the Pacific Mail Steamship Company is espe- 
cially singled out from among all its competitors and compelled to pay a 
different rate of wage, it will be unable to continue to work under the Ameri- 
can flag if it expects to remain in this traffic against the competition of ships 
under a — flag. 
For example, it has been heretofore stated that the crew of the China num- 
bered 162 souls; the monthly pay roll of the Americans and Europeansamounts 
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to $2.220 and of the Chinese to $1,012.02, or a total of $3,232.02. Ifa white crew 
is substituted for the Chinese, that portion of the pay roll will be increased 
from $1,012.02 to $4,520, United States gold coin, or the total monthly pay roll 
will be $6,740, thereby increasing the yearly pay roll by $42,095.96. In addi- 
tion to the increase of the pay roll, there will be a very material increase in 
the cost of feeding the white crew as against the Chinese crew, which will 
amount to about $900 per month for each steamer, or $18,000 per year for the 
three steamers, while the total increase for the present three steamers would 
amount to about $144,000 per annum. ’ 

Two steamships are being built for the Pacific: Mail Steamship Company 
at the shipyards at Newport News, Va., for use in the trans-Pacific trade. 
One has just made her trial trip; the other is nearing completion. They are 
the finest and largest ships ever built in the United States. If the Chinese- 
crew clause should remain in the Chinese-exclusion bill, to take these new 
ships to the Pacific coast would be of doubtful expediency. The costof oper- 
ation would be increased by this bill $75,000 a year for each ship above what 
it would be under the present conditions. The ships would therefore neces- 
sarily be placed under a foreign flag. 

There have been several attempts to aid and assist, by both Federal and 
State legislation, American bottoms in foreign trade. In this act class legis- 
lation has developed, which, instead of assisting such bottoms in foreign trade, 
brings about a condition of increased expenditure which will practically pro- 
hibit continuing American ships under the American flag, without giving 
any commensurate benefit to the present so-called American seamen, a class 
which does not exist to-day in the foreign trade. 

Again, it is important to bear in mind that the steaming distance from 
San Francisco to Hongkong is about 7,200 miles. It takes a race peculiarly 
constituted as regards their physical qualifications to stand extreme heat in 
the fire rooms of these ships while passing through the Tropics and the China 
seas. This bill also contemplates that the steamship company will be able to 
man its vessels with other than Chinese crews, but offers no alternative to 
the company provided that white men decline to ship in the fire rooms, or, 
having shipped, prove absolutely incompetent physically to perform the 
necessary continuous service. 

It might be of interest to note that Hongkong hasshipyards and dry docks 
not surpassed in any part of the world, and that the labor employed is en 
tirely Chinese and is paid corresponding Chinese wages. All the vessels of 
the lines cited above which compete with the Pacific Mail Steamship Com- 
pany have their repairs made |in Hongkong, while it has always been the 
practice of the Pacific Mail Steamship Company to repair its ships at the 
Union Iron Works in San Francisco, and the records show that this com- 
pany has spent about $1,200,000 per annum in San Francisco for the different 
necessities of its vessels, including those operating between San Francisco 
and Panama, about one-third of the total expenses being incurred for the 
trans-Pacific steamers. This work would naturally be done in Hongkong if 
the ships were placed under the English flag. 

As this bill is framed and intended to prevent the illegal entry of Chinese 
into the United States, it would appear that the Pacific Mail Steamship Com- 
pany has been especially selected to suffer the results of class legislation, in 
so far that it isto be prevented from carrying a Chinese crew under the 


pe register of its vessels, while vessels of other nationalities, without | 


1indrance, can enter any portof the United States with Chinese crews; hence 

it can not be claimed that this legislation was necessary to prevent Chinese 
illegally entering the United States, as it is shown that the small number of 
Chinamen employed on the Pacific Mail Steamship Company’s vessels is of 
little consequence compared with the total number of Chinese entering Amer- 
ican ports on foreign vessels, which are the Pacific Mail's competitors: and 
further, there has never been a complaint that any of the crew of any of the 
steamers of the Pacific Mail Steamship Company have ever attempted to 
desert and illegally enter the United States. 

The Pacific Mail Steamship Company had intended to enter the trade be- 
tween the ports of the Philippine Islands and China with vessels under the 
American flag, but it will now be compelled to abandon this venture, for it 
is absolutely impossible for any vessels to obtain any other class of crews in 
these waters than Chinese. The bill therefore prohibits the further expan- 
sion of American —_s in these waters. 

This bill makes it absolutely unlawful for any vessel holding an American 
register to have any Chinese person employed in its crew (whether such ves- 
sel may be operating between American and foreign ports or solely between 
foreign ports), and there is no qualification by which a vessel under the 
American flag can enter into trade between foreign ports where the condi- 
tions are such that only Chinese labor is available or where the Chinese are 
the only people capable of withstanding the climatic conditions. This bill 
deprives American vessels of this right, even though other governments per- 
mit subsidized lines to employ Chinese in their crews where the climatic con- 
ditions are such that other races are not physically adapted to perform cer- 
taln services. 

The Toyo Kisen Kaisha, a Japanese subsidized line, was compelled to carry, 
under its subsidy, crews composed entirely of Japanese, but was permitted 
in the beginning of the subsidy to carry for a certain period foreign officers, 
in addition to the Japanese officers provided by law. Mt was found that Eu- 
rv Pp an passengers would not travel on these steamers provided they carried 
solely Japanese officers, nor could shippers by this line obtain satisfactory 
insurance rates. The law was therefore modified so that European officers 
should be carried solely. It was further found that the Japanese force in the 
fire and engine room was unable to stand the intense heat under high-speed 
conditions, and there were cases where these men abandoned the fire room 
and the ship was absolutely unable to proceed on its way except at reduced 
speed, after the men with great difficulty had been persuaded to return to 
their work. This resulted in a still further modification of the subsidy law, 
and these vessels were permitted and do now carry solely Chinese in their 
engine-room force. 

The North German Lloyd have a subsidized line from Germany to Yoko- 
hama via India and China ports. They found that the German firemen and 
coal passers were unable to work in the fire room, owing to the intense heat. 
Article 31 of the contract of the North German Lloyd Line with the German 
Government was modified as follows: 

‘“‘Asiatics shall not be employed in the crew on the Australian main line, 
and on the Chinese and Japanese main lines they may be employed only in 
the engine and fire rooms in so far as the employment of Europeans is im- 
practicable for pay reasons. : 

‘Exceptions to the foregoing conditions are permitted only with the con- 
sent of the Imperial chancellor.” 

The fire rooms of the Pacific Mail ships have registered as high as 140° for 
many consecutive days. The experience of the Japanese line and the North 
German Lloyd Line will undoubtedly be the experience of the American 
steamer: in the Asiatic trade; yet there is no provision to meet such a con- 
tingency. On the contrary, the wording of the bill is absolute. Further, the 
bill does not permit any American vessels to even employ a Chinese as in- 
terpreter or a Chinese cook, though its vessels are specifically in a trade car- 
rying Chinese passengers, where the services of a Chinese interpreter can 
not be dispensed with. There is, according to law, a regular Chinese passen- 

er traffic between the United States and ,and American vessels will 
Be at a great disadvantage in this traffic, as the Chinese passengers will un- 





doubtedly prefer to travel on vessels which have a Chinese crew, and under 
this law these can only be carried on foreign vessels. 
From the wording of the clause éliminating Chinese from the crew of 


American vessels, it would appear to be aimed particularly inst merchant 
vessels of the United States in the foreign trade, and that the employment 
of Chinese on Government vessels—that is, United States men-of-war—is not 
denied; nor does it appear that it is repugnant to the General Government, 
for it isa matter of fact that Chinese have for years been employed as stew- 
ards, cooks, and waiters on American men-of-war on foreign stations, and 
this act does not prohibit the continuance of such practice. 
Rk. P. SCHWERIN, 
Vice-President and General Manager of the 
Pacific Mail Steamship Company. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, I did not intend to say any- 
thing upon this bill or upon any of the amendments to it, but 
after listening to the remarks of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. GALLINGER], who has just taken his seat, it occurs to 
me that possibly it is not inappropriate for me to say something 
from the view point which I have in looking at this particular 
subject, that is, the prohibition upon the employment of Chinese 
upon American ships anywhere. 

The Senato. .com New Hampshire has stated that he is quite 
satisfied that this prohibition will be stricken from the bill. 
What his source of information is I do not know, because the 
Senator himself is, I believe, the only one, so far as I know, who 
has taken the trouble to make anything approximating toward 
an argument against that feature of the measure. 

There have been read here a number of telegrams from gentle- 
men high in the social sphere and also, I believe, in commercial 
circles, protesting against the prohibition of the employment of 
Chinese as sailors, and I think there have been some counter tel- 
egrams, but so far as any argument is concerned or any reason 
that is assigned for removing from the bill the provision which 
the committee saw proper to insert in it, I have not heard a word, 
and I do not think anything has been said on the floor of the Sen- 
ate on that subject outside of the remarks which we have just 
listened to from the Senator from New Hampshire. 

It seems to me, Mr. President, that it is rather a remarkable 
thing that there should be such a universal assent to the abroga- 
tion of the principle embodied in that prohibition without any- 
thing having been said on the subject in the Senate against the 
views of the committee or of Senators who have had impressions 
and views upon that subject. 

I think, Mr. President, if we analyze the question and give ita 
few moments thought that it will be rather a difficult thing for 
anyone to reach the conclusion summarily that this proposed 
action is proper to be now taken. 

We have recently committed this body to a measure which pro- 
poses to devote $9,000,000 per annum, if necessary, to the build- 
ing up of the merchant marine of the Wnited States; and one of 
the essentials of the merchant marine is the manning of them, 
the encouragement of men who will go into that business for the 
purpose of manning a ship, and I think everyone will admit that 
you can not take a farm hand or a man from the woods or from 
the mines, make a sailor of him, and render him in a few days 
capable of steering a ship by a compass or doing any of the ordi- 
nary elementary things which are required of men who follow 
the sea. It was urged in the advocacy of that bill, by those Sena- 
tors who distinguished themselves peculiarly as its exponents and 
advocates, that that measure was in the interest of the American 
seaman, that one of the essential features of that measure was 
that we were to encourage the employment of American seamen, 
so that in times of stress, when it was necessary to man the naval 
vessels of the country, we should have a reserve corps to draw 
upon—a thing which does not exist to-day. 

In addition to that, Mr. President, there was incorporated into 
that ship-subsidy bill a provision whereby men engaged in the 
deep-sea fisheries along the New England coast, not only the in- 
dividual fishermen themselves, but the men who owned the ves- 
sels, were to receive a bonus, asubsidy, emoluments, not because 
of any particular merit in themselves, but in order to encourage 
American seamen. 

Mr. President, the policy of the dominant party of this country 
has been—at least it has professed that that is its policy—to throw 
its protecting shield around the laboring man of the country 1n 
order that he may enjoy the benefits of enhanced prices by receiv- 
ing enhanced wages. If there is anything which our Republican 
friends try to dwell most upon in their campaigns in this country 
in the political field it is when they appear before the laboring 
people of the land and call attention to the glorious results of the 
efforts of the Republican party to insure and secure beyond any 
question the highest possible wages as remuneration for the labor 
of the American wage-earner; and yet in this bill, which pro- 
fesses to be a measure to some extent looking to the protection of 
the American wage-earner, the only provision which undertakes 
to prevent the competition of the world against American wage- 
earners is to be stricken out, and to be stricken out without any 
reason being assigned therefor. I confess, Mr. President, that it 
is somewhat surprising to me. 
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I do not care to discuss the measure in the abstract. Many of 
its features are not such as I, if I were drawing a measure relat- 
ing to the exclusion of the Chinese, would adopt; but of all the 


features that are contained in it I do not think there is any which 
this rr oe more consistently adhere to and incorporate as a 
rt of this measure than the very one which the Senator from 
ew Hampshire takes it for granted is going to be, by a kind of 
unanimous consent, stricken out of it to-morrow. 

I have taken occasion, Mr. President, to offer an amendment, 
which is now pending, to the amendment proposed to this bill by 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLatr], in which I add to the 
provisions of the amendment proposed by the Senator from Con- 
necticut the popeeinee ‘contained in the bill prohibiting the em- 
ployment of Chinese sailors on ships holding an American regis- 
ter. My reason for that is, as I have stated, that if we are going 
to protect American labor against Chinese competition, there is 
no one in all the vast field of effort in this country among the 
American wage-earners who is more in need of such protection 
and who has had less of such protection than the American 
sailor. We are here expending our breath from session to ses- 
sion protesting how anxious we are to build up the American 
merchant marine and lift the American sailor above the low 
plane to which he has sunk. 

It seems to me, Mr. President, that if we wish to be consistent, 
if the Republican party wishes to put itself on record as being in 
line with what it professed only a few months ago, that it will 
carefully avoid striking out that provision regarding the Chinese 


sailor. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, I move that sections 6 and 
7 of the bill be stricken out. 

Mr. TELLER. What are they? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. They are the sections relating to teachers 
and students. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator will not call for a vote on them 
now, I su ? - 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. May I inquire what is the proposed amend- 
ment? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. It is to strike out sections 6 and 7. Sec- 
tion 6 defines the term ‘‘ teacher,’’ and section 7 defines the term 
‘‘student.’’ I hope that motion will be acceptable to the chair- 
man of the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection was made yester- 
day that, under the unanimous-consent agreement, votes on con- 
tested amendments could not be taken until to-morrow. 

Mr. TELLER. if the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Indiana is a committee amendment, and all the members of 
the committee are in favor of it, I shall not enter any objection 
to its being acted upon now. 

Mr. PENROSE. I feel authorized to accept those two amend- 
ments for the committee. I think they are not only favored by 
the committee, but by the Chinese-exclusion commissioners and 
the friends of the bill. In fact, they were suggested by members 
of the Chinese-exclusion committee. If the amendment be 
adopted, the result will be that the Treasury regulations will be 
amply sufficient, and that these two amendments will remove 
many objections which have been made to the bill. 

Mr. TELLER. If it is the desire of the committee to get this 
bill in such a shape that every Senator will vote for it, whether 
he isin favor of Chinese exclusion or not, I think when we get 
through with the bill it will be of very little value. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I would say to the Senator from Colorado 
that these two sections have been matters of difference with the 
committee, and that the committee deemed, upon full considera- 
tion, that the ends of the friends of the bill would be subserved 
by amending it as I have pro and leaving the subject to be 
dealt with by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. TELLER. I think that a good deal of the fault which has 
bona found with this bill would be found with any bill that was 
of value. 

Mr. PENROSE. Iagree with the Senator on that. A 

Mr. TELLER. I have had a good deal of experience here. I 
commenced my service in this body in 1879, and I have heard the 
same thing at every session when we have had a Chinese-exclu- 
sion bill pending before us. We never got a bill that was satis- 
factory to certain Senators and to certain sections of the country, 
and we never shall. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Indiana will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out, on pages 3 and 4, 
sections 6 and 7, as follows: 

Sec. 6. That the term “teacher,” used in this act, shall be construed to 
mean only one who, for not less than two years next preceding his applica- 
tion for entry into the United States, has been continuously engaged in giv- 


ing instruction in the highe: and who proves to the 


satisfaction of the appropriate anes Salhon dienes is teach 

n o' & 

such higher branches and has comple arrangements to teach in a recog- 

nized institution of learning in the United States and intends to pursue no 
than toneliing 


other occupation while in the United States. 


ee 


Src. 7. That the term “student,” used in this act, shall be construed to 


mean only one who intends to pursue some of the higher branches of study, 
or to be fitted for some cu rofession or occupation for which facili- 
ties for study are not afforded in the foreign country or the territory of the 


os States whence he comes, and for whose sup 
en 
of 


ort while studying suffi- 
it provision has been made, and who intends to depart from the territory 
the United States immediately on the completion of his studies. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. FarrBanxs] to 
strike out the sections which have been read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, we have had many telegrams 
and communications read to the Senate to-day in opposition to 
the pending measure. I have upon my desk and I shall present 
and ask to have inserted in the Recorp as an appendix to my 
speech a large number of petitions which I have presented during 
this session of the Senate from labor unions of the State of Penn- 
sylvania. I also have a large number presented by my colleague 
aie. Geax] in this body, which I shall likewise ask to have 
printed. 

Mr. President, the bill which is now under discussion is as ur- 
gently demanded by the laboring people of the State of Pennsyl- 
vania as it is by the people of the Pacific coast. All our great 
industrial centers, all our miners’ unions and other labor organi- 
zations throughout the anthracite and bituminous regions of 
Pennsylvania urgently demand and insist upon the enactment of 
effective legislation to exclude Chinese laborers from our territory. 

When the American Federation of Labor was formed, in 1881, 
at the city of Pittsburg, Pa.,a preamble and resolution was unani- 
mously adopted asking at the hands of Congress the passage of a 
law that should not restrict but should exclude Chinese laborers 
from coming into the United States. The language of the pre- 
amble and resolution is as follows: 


Whereas the experiences of the last Sey years in California and on the 
Pacific coast have proved conclusively that the presence of Chinese and 
their competition with free white labor is one of the greatest evils with 
which any country can be afflicted: Therefore, be it 
Resolved, 'That we use our best efforts to get rid of this monstrous evil 
which threatens, unless checked, to extend to other parts of the Union, by 
the dissemination of information respecting its true character and by urging 
upon our representatives in the United States Congress the absolute neces- 
Fw hee peoens laws entirely prohibiting the immigration of Chinese into the 
nite ates, 


At the last convention of the American Federation of Labor, 
held at Scranton, Pa., last December, the executive officer of 
that organization called attention to this fact in a report from 
which I desire to read a brief extract. He said: 


In my last report your attention was called to the fact that the Chinese- 
exclusion act will expire May 5, 1902. This fact is repeated now, and the 
warning given that energetic and immediate action is an imperative neces- 
sity. ere is no question to be considered by the present Congress fraught 
with half so much import to the American people as is the question whether 
or not the Chinese shall be excluded from our country anditsdomain. Full 
realizing the immense importance attached to the work done by the Ameri- 
can Federation of Labor and the danger of underestimating the strength of 
the antagonistic element, I have arranged for a most active and energetic 
campaign. 

Being aware that the pro-Chinese element in the country depends in a 
large measure upon the general ignorance of many of us east of the Rocky 
Mountains as to the merits or demerits involved, literature has been pre- 
pared upon the subject for general distribution. We have issued a pam- 
phiet containing in substance the result of official investigations, made by 
special committees of the California legislature, a special committee of the 
board of supervisors ot San Francisco, and the several commissioners of the 
bureau of labor statistics of California, together with extracts from memo- 
rials adopted by State and anti-Chinese conventions; also containing the 
views of some famous statesmen and economists, furnishing exhaustive and 
startling data which will enable those interested to obtain the information 
necessary to combat ignorant or unreasoning oppositien. 


Then the report goes on to say: 


There can not be any honest division of opinion en Chinese exclusion, 
However much we may oppose, and with justice, unrestricted immigration 
from elsewhere, this Chinese question is not at all to be compared with or 
included in a general immigration law. Important as are the interests of 
labor involved, they form by no means the sole or controlling influence gov- 
erning us in our efforts to continue the policy of exclusion. 

Apart from the fact that we are workingmen, we are also American citi- 
zens, fully imbued with the grand. principles underlying our form of govern- 


mentand our presentsystem of civilization. Theintroduction or continuance 
of an element so entirely at variance with our economic, political, social, and 
moral con ons, and so utterly incapable of adaptation to the Caucasian 
ideas of ci tion, is not only dangerous to us as a class, but is destructive 
of the various institutions we are so earnestly striving to uphold, maintain, 
or attain. Whatever may be the opinion of others, to us this matter does not 
permit a compromise. 


Chinese exclusion is an issue upon which all organized labor is a unit. 

The hearthstone of American citizen is in danger. 

Every incoming cooly means the displacement of an American and the 
lowering of the American standard of living. 

It represents so much money sent out of the country. 

So much more vice and immorality injected into our social life in its place. 

We can not afford to trifle with a race of ple so utteriy unassimilative, 
so ruinous to our general pa aa , and so blighting to our every prospect. 

Comparison with immigration of other po is only ible by contrast. 
While we object to an indiscriminate influx of other foreign laborers, we 
main that discri tion in the case of Chinese immigrants is impossible. 

We insist upon an exclusion act which will effectively exclude. Provision 
must be made for proper enforcement of the law when enacted, and the ju- 
risdiction and execution of the law so conferredas to remove it from the legal 
juggling to which former laws have been subject. 

e@ general importance of this legislation justifies me in again urging 

the necessity of ceaseless and untiring activity in whatever direction it may 
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be essential, and, furthermore, that qvery hapest and lagttimate aftart be| Our first treaty with China was negotiated by Caleb Cushing 
that all may contribute toward the successful consummation of an act sab. | i 1844 and marked a great advance in trade and in a recognition 
solutely necessary for the best interests of the nation. of the rights of American citizens in the Chinese Empire. In- 
Mr. President, the report of the special committee appointed by — of Tying to a ) out the Chinese, American diplomacy was 
that convention, only two members of which hailed from the Pa- | en en in enabling American citizens to secure admission 
cific coast, was unanimous in favor of this legislation. That re- | to China and to break up that exclusion and isolation in which 
port declared, among other things, the principal dangers of Chi- | the great oriental Empire had been involved for ages. In fact, 
nese immigration. — had a, with the rs of a few oe —? 
o exclusion of Americans and all foreigners from the Chinese 

in vast numbers toward countries offering them oppertunities (by excessive | Expire; and the rapid development of commerce in the Orient 
toil and the cheapest possible method of Tiving) to save enough with which | soon made necessary a revision of the treaties of all the Western 





to — to —— native ps. . * sod wail eddet nations 
Second. invasion of a people represen uncoun millions, w' ce : . . " 
to inferior social standards would iteslf become « calamity. We were then laboring under no apprehension of an invasion 


y . ; ; 
Third. It would hamper our progress as a nation, by the introduction of a | of cooly labor from China. The object of our diplomacy was to 
nage ne Seen See ee ew developed race conscious- | secure admission for our own merchants and traders, as it was 
ness, Can no’ assimila ° . P 
Fourth. Their presence in considerable numbers would engender a hos- that of England and the nations of Europe. ‘ 
tility. which would make them e disturbing tactor ine society. oa oe France and Great Britain in 1857 invited the United States to 
th. Sher On WOUls Provide OR URIRINE Supmy o : join in an armed intervention to compel China to grant the addi- 
servile laborers that would affect our efforts to improve industrial conditions. : : ss . : . 
Sixth. It is not only a question of wages, but one which concerns the | tional commercial privileges which they desired. Without resort- 
moral and social well-being of the people. ing to force, however, we were at length able to bring about the 
Seventh. From common observation they foster vices peculiar to their | treaty of 1858 by which we secured additional commercial con- 
race and most degrading to humanity. . , 
Eighth. To admit them would be a dangerous reversal of a public policy | C6SS10NS. : ; Paine ; 
which has proven to be sound. - In a few years, however, a new situation of affairs in the Pacific 
Ninth. The demand for their exclusion is unanimous upon the part ofall | was developed. In order to unify the nation and bring the Pacific 
Citizens, save those having epectal Snancial interests to serve. States into easy communication with the rest of the Union the 
construction of a railroad across the continent and over the moun- 
tains became a necessity. Labor was scarce on the Pacific coast. 
| 





Mr. President, I desire to file the petitions which have been of- 
The construction of a railroad was delayed, and resort was had to 


fered by me during the present session of Congress as well as 
those of my colleague urging the passage of this particular bill. 

China for workmen. They came in large numbers, and by their 
aid that great transcontinental work was being carried to suc- 


No law will be effective to accomplish the exclusion of the Chi- 
nese except some bill substantially like that reported by the 
Committee on Immigration or as that passed by the House of | cessful completion. But the Chinese were brought in under a 
Representatives. Any other bill is but a subterfuge of those who | contract system which was practically slavery—naturally repug- 
either have no particular interest in the exclusion of the Chinese | nant to the American people. 
or, on the other hand, perhaps are in favor of their general ad- In 1868 a large embassy from China arrived in the United States, 
mission. the first ever sent abroad, having at its head an American—Anson 
The details of the question have been gone over so carefully by | Burlingame, who had resigned the post of minister to accept the 
others that it is not necessary for me to go into the reasons for | position. With this embassy Secretary Seward negotiated what 
the enactment of this legislation at this time. The fact remains | was termed “‘ additional articles to the treaty of 1858."" The Bur- 
that this bill is simply a reenactment of the Geary law and of the | lingame treaty secured greater privileges to the American citizens 
Treasury regulations which have been promulgated under that | in China, recognized the autonomy of the Empire, disavowed any 
intention to interfere in its internal affairs, and prohibited the 
cooly contract system. The treaty was hailed as a triumph of 


law and have been in practice for a number of years. When I 
say the Geary law, Mr. President, I mean one only of several ex- 
isting measures relating to Chinese exclusion. American diplomacy, because it marked another advance in the 
The United States Treasury officials in carrying out the exclu- | admission of our own people into China. 
sion policy of the United States are, in fact, acting under nine The Chinese question had not then assumed menacing propor- 
different laws, in whole or in part, and the Treasury decisions and | tions, and our chief concern was to secure greater privileges to 
regulations and a great mass of decisions of the Supreme Court | American citizens in China. Our people beheld the immigration 
of the United States, circuit and district courts, of the United | of thousands of Chinese every month to the Pacific coast without 
States Commissioners, besides the opinions of the Attorney- | any great apprehension, and were disposed to entertain a good 
General and of the Solicitor-General of the Treasury, and the de- | opinion of their assiduity, patience, and fidelity; while it was felt 
cisions of the Secretary of the Treasury, and various collectors of | that a great advance ve {Fm made toward opening the Empire 
customs. The bill is, therefore, a codification of existing laws, | to our civilization and religion, giving promise to the future of 
decisions, and regulations. It is not an exaggeration to say that | greater and greater practical results in the diffusion of our arts 
there is hardly a vital departure to be found in this bill in any | and industries, our manufactures and material importance, and 
of its many sections. The bill is in the interest of uniformity in | the sentiments of government and religion. 
enactment and in practice. But the development was so rapid upon the Pacific coast that 
Not only will no substitute for this bill be effective, but it will | it was not long before our Government was again compelled to 
not even embrace all the subjects which confront us as the result | ask for a modification of our treaty relations with China. The 
of our recent expansion in the direction of the Pacific. It willnot | sentiment was emphatic from the Pacific States that some check 
affect the condition of our insular possessions, and if those pos- | should be placed upon Chinese immigration in the interest of 
sessions are left open for the admission of Chinese from the | American labor. The immigration treaty of 1880 was finally 
coasts of Asia, or if we permit Chinese persons to come from them | agreed to, restricting the coming of Chinese persons; but even 
to the mainland territory of the United States, we have opened a | this treaty did not prove satisfactory as a sufficient protection 
gateway which will render ineffective any reenactment of the | against the rapidly increasing danger to American labor from 
Geary law. | Chinese immigration, and the Scott Act was passed by Congress 
it is admitted and must be understood that this legislation is | in 1888, while efforts were being made to negotiate further treaty 
extraordinary in its character. The reason is that we are con- | stipulations with China. 
fronted with the menace that has threatened the white pex _— of| Then we have the treaty of 1880 substituted by the treaty of 
Europe for thousands of years. First it was military and war- | 1894, under which we are at present living. Our early treaties 
like competition with the Mongolians; now it is industrial com- | wese controlled by conditions utterly different from those existing 
petition with them. It is legislation directed against a particular | at the present day. Then it was the effort of the people and the 
weople. The provisions of the law are stringent and unusual. | merchants of the United States, as well as of the nations of 
The principle of exclusion herein embodied is the product of | Europe, to break into the exclusion which the Chinese Empire 
national development, and has become a vital principle of Ameri- | had maintained with rigid consistency in all the recorded time of 
can policy, essential for the protection of American citizenship | its existence. It was to open to our merchants and to our traders 
and for the preservation of American civilization. those rich oriental markets which have always dazzled the minds 
The policy of the United States Government in reference to the | of men. It was only as our own Pacific coast developed that this 
admission of Chinese persons has gone through three phases of | menace of Chinese cooly labor grew darker and darker upon us. 
progression, from free immigration in 1868 to prohibition in 1894,| Then China finally agreed and consented to restrict cooly labor 
to wit: Free immigration from 1868 to 1880, restriction from 1880 | and to provide for certain exempted classes of her own peop!e. 
to 1888, exclusion from 1888 to 1892, and prohibition from 1892 to | To say that when this treaty expires we must back to the 
the present time. From free immigration in 1868, therefore, we | treaty of 1868, negotiated under conditions so absolutely different 
have reached a point when the principle of Chinese exclusion con- | from those which prevail in the United States at the present day, 
fronts us as a labor problem, as a social problem, and in a still | to say that we must go back to the treaty of 1868 after China, by 
more vital degree as a political problem, involving the integrity | two successive treaties, has given her consent to the restriction of 
of American civilization. Chinese cooly labor into this country, is to extend a veneration 
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and a regard for ancient treaties of this country with other na-| Since the administration of Norzaray down to the beginning of 
tions for which I have very little sympathy. the war between the United States and Spain, the influence of the 

Mr. President, even if it were so in a question of this character, | Chinese in the Philippines has been increasing in commerce and 
involving as it does, in my opinion, the protection of American | industry. The Chinese were able by giving valuable presents to 
labor, the protection of the American home, and the preservation | overcome any opinion unfavorable to them, both in the govern- 
of our American civilization, I should say let Congress exercise | ment of the islands and at Madrid. By means of this policy, they 
its right, which has been declared by the Supreme Court of the | triumphed over the anti-Chinese report, which was sent to the 
United States, and let it by proper enactment of exclusion meas- | Government of Spain in June, 1896, signed by many merchants 
ures abrogate all treaties, ancient and modern, on this question. | and manufacturers of the Philippines, both natives of the islands 

It will be seen that the policy of the United States with refer- | and of the peninsular. 
ence to the exclusion of Chinese laborers has been one of slow; It may be true that the exclusion of the Chinese from the Phil- 
growth. In the beginning Chinese exclusion was not a matter of a will delay the exploitation and development of these 
much concern. The — object of our diplomatists was to | islands. It may be true that Chinese labor is needed in some 
break through the exclusion of the Chinese Empire and to secure | parts of the Philippines, and that Chinese skilled laborers are 
access for our citizens and the development of our trade. With | needed everywhere there; but it is our duty and it should be our 
the growth of the Pacific coast conditions became changed, and | policy to protect the native Filipinos and to insure them in the 
the demand became more and more insistent that Chinese immi- | enjoyment of the Philippine Islands and their great resources. 
gration should be restricted and re ted, and finally that it | One of their greatest apprehensions concerning American domi- 
should be prohibited. The principle of exclusion became a | nation is the fear that the islands will be exposed to reckless, 
national necessity. selfish, and wee oe exploitation. 

Our expansion since the Spanish-American war has compelled The sooner the Philippine people realize that our first duty is to 
us to extend the principle of exclusion upon a proportionately ex- | secure their freedom and happiness, the sooner will peace and 
tended scale. The existing laws and regulations have been ex- | order be restored to the islanders. It is hoped and confidently 
tended to the Philippines, and, in fact, to all of our insular terri- believed that with a suitable government established, and with 
tory. Inthe Hawaiian Islands, Chinese immigration is prohibited | the arts of a higher civilization introduced, new wants will be 
by the joint resolution of annexation and by the act of Congress | created among the Filipino people, and that they will in a short 
providing for the government of the Territory of Hawaii. The | time be aroused to the habits of industry, which will gradually 
existing laws and regulations providing for exclusion of Chinese | produce an ample supply of labor, skilled and unskilled. In any 
from the United States have been established and enforced in the | event, it is better that we should act conservatively in this mat- 
Philippine Islands by military proclamation, and the present bill | ter; it is better that the commercial and industrial development 
therefore makes permanent conditions already existing. of the islands be delayed for the ultimate advantage of the Phil- 

Mr. President, the Committee on I igration carefully consid- | ippine people and of the American people than that they should 
ered the S oecegee of the exclusion of the Chinese from the Philip- | be given over to the speculator, the capitalist, and the exploiter 
pines. ere were presented to the committee many petitions | regardless of the permanent welfare of the islands. 
and some testimony urging the admission of unskilled or at least | Our trade with China is becoming an important factor in our 
skilled labor into the Philippine Islands. It was the opinion of | commercial development. The commerce of the Pacific seems to 
the members of the Committee on Immigration that it was better | point in the direction of the great commercial expansion of the 
to postpone the commercial and industrial development of the | future. In the opinion of many interested in this growing trade, 
Philippine Islands for a time and to preserve those islands for the | legislation, apparently hostile to the citizens of the Chinese Em- 
Filipino people themselves and not to threaten them with that | pire, is not calculated to encourage and foster this commerce, but 
of which we understood they had the greatest apprehension, that | rather to depress and discourage it by incurring a sentiment of 
the islands should be immediately thrown open to the exploiter | hostility among all classes in China. Even if such were the case, 
and speculator. this legislation would still be justified as vitally necessary to pro- 

The question of exclusion is as important in the Philippines as | tect American labor and to preserve the integrity of American 
it is in the United States. Manila must not be permitted to exist | civilization and American institutions, but it is difficult to see 
asa gateway through which Chinese immigrants can find entrance | how any just complaint can be made against such legislation en- 
into the United States, and it is our obligation and our duty to acted by the American Congress. 
preserve the Philippine Islands for the Filipino people, extending | _ It is difficult to see how existing treaties, international obliga- 
to them as rapidly as possible the principles of American civiliza- | tions, or even international comity, are violated in any way by 
tion and the Seegest practical measure of free government. A | the proposed legislation. Circumstances have changed com- 
feeling of hostility toward the Chinese on the part of the Filipinos | pletely since our first treaty with China, when the principal ob- 
seems to have always existed in the islands and to be as strong as | ject of our diplomats was to break the exclusion of the Chinese 
anv similar sentiment in the United States. Empire and open it for our citizens and our trade. From the out- 

Inthe middle of the seventeenth century there were about 30,000 | set the ition of the foreigner in China has been one of viola- 
Chinese in the neighborhood of Manila. At that time they re- | tion and exclusion. His rights have been limited under treaties 
volted against the Spanish Government and for some years be- | to certain specific objects within the narrow limits of the treaty 
sieged Manila. They finally withdrew, raising the siege, but they | ports and extended only at the will of the Chinese Government 
were pursued to a point beyond Canarta and slaughtered in great | to residence and travel in the interior. 
numbers. As a result of this revolt against the sovereignty of | Other nations by treaty with China have impliedly recognized 
Spain in the archipelago greater restrictions were placed on their the inherent right of the Empire to regulate the domicile and 
immigration, but in spite of these restrictions the Chinese col- | business of aliens within its borders by obtaining from China the 
ony, notwithstanding their great loss, always displayed a peculiar | limited privilegrs expressed by the former treaties and the ex- 
ability to corrupt the administrative element in the Philippines. | panded privileges growing out of them. Innumerable incidents 

In 1755 all non-Christian Chinese were ordered to be expelled, | might be mentioned where citizens of the United States, peace- 
but before the day arrived for their expulsion (June 30, 1755) an | fully dwelling or traveling in China, have been the victims of 
extraordinary number had become ristianized, while many | mob violence and of hostile aggression on the part of local an- 
others began to study the mysteries of the faith. Several thou- | thorities. The fact that foreign nations have any rights at all in 
sand were banished from Manila, and in the time of Don Siman | China at the present time is only the result of years of diplomatic 
Deon, 1762 to 1764, it was calculated that some 8,000 died in the | endeavor. 
central province of Luzon, being exterminated by the order of the | We alone are the judges as to whether an emergency has now 
governor-general, The Chinese question has always been a seri- | arisen requiring more stringent legislation on our part to continue 
ous one for the governors-general. In 1859, when Sefior Norzaray | the exclusion of Chinese laborers. The assumption is a false one 
gave up his command in the Philippines, he declared that one of | which claims that the status of the Chinese subjects with relation 
the most difficult questions remainmg to be solved was that of | to the body politic of the United States is similar to that of aliens 
the commerce carried on by the Chinese in the provinces. of other nationalities. Neither in the light of international reci- 

The clamor against the Asiatics he declared to be general inthe | procity nor of municipal sovereignty can these assumptions hold 
country, because competition with them was impossible. Span-| good. The restrictions upon foreigners in China are especially 
lards, Mestizos, and Indians all gave them a free field in retail | narrow as to vocation, residence, and travel. In fact, Chinese 
business when they entered the islands. Their few needs, their | legislation is based on the great primitive fact that natural bar- 
patience under e insult and vexation and sacrifice, their | riers exist which seem to forbid the assimilation of the foreign 
great industry, their low standard of living, and their close co- | element with the active Chinese race. 
operation among themselves all gave them extraordi ad-| This condition of immiscibility is likewise as forcibly present 
vantages. The governor-general inquires, ‘‘Are the complaints | in the case of Chinese in the United States as it is generally ab- 
of thousands of individ of other races sufficient warrant for | sent in regard to aliens of the same race and blood as our own. 
the prevention of their invading activity in all their industries?’’ | It is the inherent prerogative of sovereignty to take cognizance 
And his answer is in the affirmative. of such incompatibilities, to provide.special conditions for the 
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tolerance of the immiscible element in the national community. 
Chinese exclusion can be justified on these grounds, and this sov- 
ereign right is freely exercised by the United States in the adoption 
of restrictive or discriminating legislation in regard to any class of 
alien immigration whenever the exigencies of the public needs 
demand and to whatever extent they may require. 

So far from injury having been inflicted upon our growing trade 
with China by exclusion legislation, our commercial relations 
have, on the contrary, tended to develop to a remarkable degree. 
In our diplomatic relations our attitude has been generous and 
disinterested and free from all suggestion of territorial aggran- 
dizement beyond any other nation. We stand preeminently for 
the integrity of the Chinese Empire, and our magnanimous atti- 
tude is duly appreciated. In 1897, when all of the most drastic of 
the present Treasury regulations were in operation, our trade 
with China nearly quadrupled the trade of 1882, which marked 
the beginning of our exclusion policy, and more than doubled the 
trade of the year in which the Geary Act was passed. 

It is believed by many in a position to judge that if we make 
allowance for the large part of our China trade which passes for 
British and Japanese trade, it is probable that the United States 
is second to Great Britain in goods sold to the Chinese. Ameri- 
can kerosene oil, cotton cloth, American drills, American sheet- 
ings. and American agricultural products find an increasing 
market in China. The controlling factor of these commercial 
relations is self-interest. Sentiment enters very much less in the 
Chinese trade than in the trade of any other nation. The Chinese 
lack to a marked degree the national spirit. They will buy our 
goods because they are the best and because they are the cheapest. 

We are indeed looking upon the expanding horizon of a new 
century, and we have awakened to the splendid possibilities of 
our future since the fortunes of war have given us possessions 
in the Far East across the Pacific Ocean. The most available di- 
rection for our free commercial expansion is in the direction of 
China. Our trade with South America does not give promise for 
great development in the future. 

A large part of Africa, India, Australia, and Canada are neces- 


sourceful than Japan, is open to the a 
with a progressive administration, it is 


world and provided 
ogical to estimate that 
its foreign commerce ought to amount to at least $6 per head in 


the next two or three decades. The demand for manufactured 
and raw cotton will increase to such an extent as to have a 
marked effect upon the cotton mills and plantations of the South. 

When we consider that in China’s area of 4,000,000 square miles 
there are not more than 400 miles of completed railway, we can 

icture in some measure the demand that will be made upon our 
iron and steel industries to supply the construction of the future 
great development of her railway system. The Pacific coast of 
the United States is destined soon to rival our Atlantic shores in 
population and in commercial and industrial development. 

In view of our possession of the Philippines, our occupancy of 
Hawaii, our intention to preserve the open door in China, and 
our policy in maintaining cordial relations with Japan, Australia, 
and other countries on the Pacific, we have good ground to pre- 
dict that when the interoceanic canal is constructed, the Pacific 
cable is laid, and vigorous methods employed to advance our in- 
terests, our commercial expansion in the East will grow with 
rapidity to splendid proportions. Legislation by the American 
Congress prohibiting the immigration of any class of unassimila- 
ble and immiscible foreigners can not affect the march of this 
great development. 

Legislation of the character of this Chinese-exclusion bill is 

| necessarily exceptional and extraordinary. It can hardly be said 

that the ae rules of consistency and proprietyapply. Weare 
face to face with a fact originating in prehistoric times—the im- 
| miscibility of the white European races and the Mongolian races. 

The Senator from Massachusetts the other day referred to it as 

|acontest between the great Aryan peoples and the Mongolian. 

| I believe he was right, and he referred to a point which I have 

| had in mind in the consideration of this question. 

| _ Theresearches of modern science disclose an enormousantiquity 

| for the human race, and coming down to comparatively recent 

times we have the geological records of more than one great ice 
age, when a large part of the northern hemisphere was buried 


sarily more or less within the sphere of British influence, but if | under a stupendous sheet of ice, sending out glaciers. and be- 
the commerce of the Pacific is to supplant, in the not distant | tween these Glacial periods with arctic climates we have intervals 
future, that of the Atlantic in importance, and to transform the | of tropical conditions. "We suppose that a race of men, described 
commercial, industrial, and political conditions of the world, the | as ‘‘the men of the river drift,’’ took up their abode in Europe 
American people in geographical situation are destined to be the | and struggled with the extremes of climate. This race of men is 
principal beneficiaries in the rapid development of intercourse | probably now as extinct as the cave bear or the mammoth. 
with the Orient. Across the Pacific from the States of Cali-| Late in what is known as the Pleistocene period he disappeared 
fornia, Oregon, and Washington is a coast line of 4,000 miles, | from Europe,and was replaced by a new race coming from the 
from Vladivostok and Yokohama on the north to Bangkok and | northeast, along with the musk ox and reindeer, and called the 
Singapore on the south. |cave men. Both cave men and river-drift men were in the stage 
If we include Australasia, we can extend this coast line so that | of culture known as the Paleolithic or old Stone age—that is, they 
it will be 8,000 miles, with some 500,000,000 people immediately | used only stone implements. The river-drift men belonged to the 
identified therewith, with whom is exchanged a foreign trade ex- | southern fauna, which existed in Europe before the approach of 


ceeding $2.000,000,000. This great trade already existing is yet in 
the infancy of its development. The wonderful possibilities of 
growth are illustrated in the case of Japan, the foreign commerce 
of which thirty years ago was about $30,000,000, or nearly $1 per 
head. To-day, I believe, it averages between $6 and $7 per head. 

Korea and Siam offer enormous possibilities for commercial de- 
velopment in the future. Right in the center of this populous 
and busy coast line is Manila. Noone can question the commer- 
cial importance of Manila and the Philippines. If the foreign 
trade of these islands amounted to $30,000,000 under restrictive 
Spanish rule, there is no reason why, under American direction, 
when peace and order are finally and firmly established, this total 
should not reach one hundred and fifty millions per annum within 
the next decade. 

Such increase would be no more remarkable than that which 
Hawaii has shown, nor more than Burma showed after ten years 
of British authority. Java, with an area less than Luzon, and 


the Glacial cold. 
| As the climate of Europe became arctic and temperate by turns 
| the river-drift men appear to have retreated southward to Italy 
and Africa or advanced northward into Britain along with the leop- 
| ards, hyenas, and elephants, with which they were contemporary. 
| After several such migrations they returned no more, and instead 
| of them we find plentiful traces of the cave men, a race apparently 
| more limited in its range, and clearly belonging to a subarctic 
| fauna, being contemporary with the reindeer and bison, the arctic 
| fox, the mammoth, and the wooly rhinoceros. We may suppose 
that the cave men were identical with the Eskimos at present liv- 
ing about the Arctic Circle. 
With the passing away of Pleistocene times further changes 
| occurred in the geography of Europe and in its population. The 
British Isles became detached from each other and from the Con- 
tinent. The North Sea and the Irish Channel had assumed very 
nearly their present sizes and shapes, and in general the geograph- 





|ical and physical structure of Europe assumed very much the 
ition it has retained until the present time. The dog, the 
orse, the ox, the pig, the sheep, and the goat appear among 


with no greater variety of resources, has developed under the 
control of Holland an important foreign trade, valued at nearly | 
$200,000,000 per annum. Similarly across the South China Sea ; 
from the Philippines, French Indo-China, including Tokin, Anam, | the animals inhabiting Europe and with them a new race of meu, 
and Cambodia, has shown a wonderful capacity for commercial | the first, as far as we know, in Europe to become tamers and own- 
growth under French control—possessing a trade nearly fourfold | ers of these domestic animals. ; 
greater than it was when the French first took possession. | These men represented a higher step in civilization, as they 
It is not necessary to refer to the enormous possibilities of | built rude huts and had stone instruments of fine edge and im- 
Australia, New Zealand, and the neighboring islands. With all | proved design. The age to which they belonged is known ‘ 
these countries the future channels of foreign commerce are in | archeologists as the Neolithic age. The lake villages of Switzer- 
the direction of the United States. As steamship facilities are | land have come down to us from that time. It 1s certain tuat 
improved, cables are laid, and the transisthmian canal completed | the domestic animals did not originate in Europe, but were ¢ 
there will come a growth of trade that will surpass the wildest | mesticated in central Asia, which was the home of their wild an- 
expectations. China, with a population of 400,000,000 persons, | cestors, and, moreover, they were not introduced into Europ? 
seems to be on the verge of a marvelous development. China’s | generally one by one, but suddenly and en masse. It is clear, 
foreign trade in the year before the Boxer outbreak amounted | therefore, that they must have been brought in from Asia by the 
approximately to $333,000,000. This was less than $1 per head. Neolithic men. in 
Compare this with Japan’s advance from less than $1 per head The same is true of the four kinds of wheat, two of barley. ae 
to $7 per head in thirty years. If China, which is far more re- ' millet, apples, pears, plums, and flax which grew in the orchards 








1902. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. AIGL 





of Neolithic Switzerland. Thiselementary and Neolithic civiliza- 
tion was spread all over Europe, and, unlike the cave men and 
river-drift men who had preceded it, it has remained there in a 
certain sense to this day, and constitutes a very important part of 
ourancestry. This race which once possessed the whole of Europe 
in the Neolithic age, and until the Aryan invasions, is known as 


the Iberian, and is still represented in a few corners of Europe, as | 


in the instance of the Basques of northern Spain. 

At last, in what may be termed very recent times, probably 
not more than twenty centuries before the Christian era, Europe 
was invaded by a new race of men coming from central Asia. 
These were the Aryan people, described as a tall race, massive in 
stature, with round and broad. skulls, powerful jaws and prom- 
inent eyebrows, face rather square and angular than oval, fair 
ruddy complexions, blue eyes, and red or flaxen hair. They came 
in successive swarms, generally described as the Kelts, followed 
by the Teutons, and later times by the Slavs. They were further 
advanced in civilization than the Iberians, and they everywhere 
overcame them. The swarthy Iberians and the fair-skinned 
Aryans have given rise to the present mixed population of Europe. 

It is neither pertinent nor profitable at this time to speculate as 
to the place of origin of the great Aryan race. It is sufficient to 
say that we find them advancing from the north and spreading 
over the country between the Euphrates and the mouth of the 
Ganges. They first seem to have attained something like his- 
torical importance in the highlands of central Asia between the 
source of the Oka and the Jaxartes. They seem to have migrated 
from the Oka in the direction of Hindostan. 

The dominant race in Persia and in ancient India was one and 
the same approaching India from the northwest. But, Mr. Pres- 
ident, the remarkable fact is that the migration of the Aryan race 
seemed subsequently to have been diverted westward, and they 
have continued ever since to take a westward course. The east- 
ern domain has altered but little for many centuries, but westward 
it has extended until it has occupied all of Europe, has crossed the 
Atlantic Ocean and extended to the Pacific coast, has at length 
crossed the Pacific Ocean, and is now confronting the immiscible 
people of Asia. 

Europe possesses a wonderfully mixed population, Iberian and 
Aryan, divided into several great nationalities. These various 
Aryan people, Celts, Gauls, Romans, Greeks, Teutons, and Slavs, 
consolidated into their various European nationalities, have crosged 
the Atlantic, and in a new admixture of peoples have come to 
constitute under new geographical, climatic, and political condi- 
tions a new and homogeneous race, the people of the United States. 

The migration of the im Aryan race, which seems in all 
times to have been the custodian of all progress and civilization, 
has ever been westward. In other words, the course of empire 
has been westward. The reasons would seem af first to be in- 
volved in mystery, but little investigation will make it evident 
that this course has probably been due to the pressure of external 
masses of barbarism, ever on the alert to break through the bar- 
rier that has walled it off from growing civilization, ever threat- 
ening to undo the costly work which has been accomplished. 
Whether the enemy at times appear in the shape of invasions of 
barbaric hordes in the fifth century, and of 7 in the thir- 
teenth century, and at other times as exemplified by Arabs and 
Turks, the principle involved has always been the same. 

In every case the stake has been the continuance of higher civi- 
lization, although the amount has greatly varied. When the 
Greeks confronted social organization of inferior type at Marathon 
and at Salamis, the danger was considerable. In prehistoric 
times it may well have happened more than once that some crumb 
of progressive civilization has been snatched away in a torrent of 
conquering barbarism. Until the rise of the Roman power the 
general military business of the civilized community had been 
to drive out the barbarian. ? 

The Tartaric hordes which molested the ansin far Asia and 
to whose attack, as well as the unmanageable increase of their 
own numbers, we must probably ascribe their gradual and long- 
continued migration into Europe, were far less civilized than the 
Aryan people. Only after many centuries those less civilized 
Ayrans, known as Germans and Slavs, were driven into collision 
with their more civilized brethren of the Roman Empire. Their 
invasion was in an all-important respect different from the inva- 
sions of Huns and Tartars; the followers of Alaric, Hengist, and 
Chlodwig came to colonize, whereas the followers of A: came 
but to riot and destroy. 

When we survey the field of our political, administrative, and 
commercial development, when we consider the great height 
which we have already attained, and contemplate the limitless 
and splendid future which seems to be before us, the 
Of en Dues nna Ee Se 66 ies with the deep sense 
of responsi our great triumphs in every field 
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| That is the keynote to the vital principle which has enabled us 
so rapidly to develop this American continent and to preserve 
| American institutions under tremendous civil and military con- 
| flict. We stand to-day as the most successful and the greatest 
| nation that has ever existed in the history of the world. 
Mr. President, it behooves us for our own interests and that of 
our posterity to see that these institutions are not imperiled. 
| They depend upon the individual energy and intelligence of each 
| citizen of the United States. In my opinion, they would be im- 
periled if we are to have all our great cities and in many of our 

| agricultural centers inhabited by a people never assimilative, not 
desiring to be assimilative, whose ways are so different from our 
ways, separated by so many thousand years of separation that it 
does not seem likely that they ever will be assimilative. 

Mr. President, I would rather go a little slow in our develop- 
ment than have these institutions for one moment threatened by 
an element in our population which can not, as I have said, at any 
time be assimilated with American civilization. The mysteries 
surrounding the Orient have always excited the curiosity of men. 
It inspired them in the early days to build up the commerce of 
Naples, Genoa, and Venice and the great commercial cities of the 
Mediterranean. 

Subsequently, after the Mongolian and the Turk and the other 
non-Aryan people blocked the approaches to China and the East, 
the decadence of those Mediterranean cities began, and then men’s 
thoughts faced the ocean and they endeavored to find a passage to 
the East across the ocean or around the Cape of G Hope in 
Africa. 

Finally the Portuguese discovered the Indian Ocean around the 
African continent. Portugal, by reason of her orientral trade, 
was built up and became for a brief period the great commercial 
center of Europe. Then when the Portuguese Empire was ab- 
sorbed with Spain and her brief period of commercial prosperity 
ceased, the nation of Holland, the Dutch cities, became promi- 
nent, and for a time the most important commercial cities of 
Europe through their trade with the East. It built up England 
later on, and in our own time it seems to afford the greatest pros- 
pect for our own expansion. 

I believe that we are destined to secure that expansion and to 
get our full share of the trade of the East. I believe it is as cer- 
tain to come to us as is the gradual growth of population upon 
our own mainland territory. 

But I am willing, Mr. President, to imperil it rather than to 
imperil for the present generation, in my opinion, and for pos- 
terity the integrity of American civilization and American insti- 
tutions by letting down in any degree the bars which keep out 
Chinese laborers on the ground that they are a race which can 
not be assimilated and which can not mix with our people. 

In my opinion, any member of this body who believes that a 
measure briefly enacting existing law is sufiicient to cover this 
case either deceives himself or is grossly deceived. If he believes 


that it will satisfy the undoubted public clamor and demand which . 


exists for this legislation he is gravely mistaken and is rushing 
to his undoing. It will not satisfy the demand, but in my opin- 
ion if any inadequate, half-way legislation is passed at the pres- 
ent session of Congress, the demand will rise so rapidly, increasing 
so urgently, so irresistibly, from the Pacific coast and from all 
the industrial States of this Union for effective Chinese exclusion, 
that the opponents of the pending measure will bitterly regret 
that they have laid any obstacle in its path. 


APPENDIX. 


Petitions and memorials praying for the reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion 
law presented by Mr. Quay. 

December 4.—Petitions of Pioneer Fire Company, No.1, of Hazelton; the 
Carpenters’ Association of Philadelphia; of Local Union No. 1376, United 
Mine Workers of America, of Hazelton; of Washington Camp, No. 16, 
Patriotic Order Sons of America, of Harrisburg; of the Council of the Allied 
Building Trades, of Philadelphia; of the Central Labor Union of Hazelton; 
of Local Union No. 1499, United Mine Workers of A rica, of Freeland; of 
Local Union No. 1659, United Mine Workers of America, of St. Nicholas: of 
Local Union No. 865, United Mine Workers of America, of Arnot; of West 
Philadelphia Council, No. 561, Junior Order of United American Mechanics; 
of Local Union No. 1736, United Mine Workers of America, of Rossiter; of 
Local Union No. 349, United Mine Workers of America, of Wilkesbarre; of 
Local Union No. 1138, United Mine Workers of America, of Edwardsdale; of 









Local Union No. 166, Unitell Mine Workers of America, of McAdoo; of 
Local Union No. 1513. Mig Mine Workers of America, of Nuremburg: 
of Branch No. 10, Glass ttle Blowers’ Association, of Royersford: of 
Local Union No. 1333, United Mine Workers of America, of Mahanoy City; 


of Local Union No. 81, United Mine Workers of America, of Munson 
Station: of 207 members of Abraham Lincoln Council, No. 513, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, of Montoursville: of 108 members of 
General William Lilly Council, No. 326, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics. of Philadelphia; of 76 members of Eden Council, No. 8, 
Junior United American Mechanics,.of Eden: of 110 members of 
Council, No. 749, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Media; 

_of 53 members of Roseville Council, No. 680, Junior Order United American 
of West Hanover; of 147 members of James E. Hyatt Council, No. 

$23, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Philadelphia; of 110 mem- 
bers of Oriole Council, No. 877, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of 
Chanlersburg; of Local Union No. 884, United Mine Workers of America, 
of Shamokin; of citizens and members of the NInth District United Mine 
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Workers of America, of Lykens; of Shawnee Council, No. 34, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, of Hazleton; of Local Union No. 570, United 
Mine Workers of America, of Portage; of Local Union No. 378, United Mine 
Workers of America, of Glen Richey; of Local Union No. 1549, United Mine 
Workers of America, of Tresckow; of Local Union No, 205, United Mine 
Workers of America, of Shamokin; of the Amalgamated Journeyman 
House Painters and Decorators’ Beneficial Association, of Philadelphia; 
of Trades Unionist Publishing Company, of Hazleton; of #% members 
of Hampton Council, No. 6%, Junior Order United American Me- 
chanics, of Hampton; of 91 members of Westchester Council, No. 633, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Westchester: of 151 mem- 
bers of Colonel David F. Houston Council, No 739, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Westchester; of 1283 members of Black Creek Council, 
No. 51, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Weatherly, of 188 mem- 
bers of Guarantee Council, No. %, Junior Order United American Me- 
chanics, of Wissa; of 112 members of Shenandoah Valley Council, No. 530, 


Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Shenandoah; of 608 members | 


of Allen Council, No. 753, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Allen- 
town: of 67 members of Enhaut Council, No. 231, Junior Order United Ameri- 
can Mechanics, of Enhaut; of 210 members of Camp Curtin Council, No. 629, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Harrisburg; of 180 members 
of George Bancroft Council, No. 571, Junior Order United American Me- 
chanics, of Tacony; of 142 members of Melrose Council, No. 928, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, of Harrisburg; of 298 members of Hazleton 
Council, No. 258, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Hazleton; of 
68 members of Edwin A. Shubert Council, No. 728, Junior Order United 
\imerican Mechanics, of West Philadelphia; of 208 members of St. Clair 
Council, No. 933, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of St. Clair; of 
146 members of Juniata Council, No. 372, Junior Order United American Me- 
chanics, of Altoona; of 498 members of James G. Blaine Council, No. 766, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Philadelphia; of 212 members 
of Harmony Council, No. 53, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of 
Philadelphia; of 484 members of Chester Council, No. 36, Junior Order United 


American Mechanics, of Chester; of 165 members of Woodlawn Council, No. | 


179, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Philadelphia; of Washing- 
ton Camp, No. 60, Patriotic Order Sons of America, of Altoona; of 73 mem- 
bers of Wapwallopen Council, No. 891, Junior Order United American 


Mechanics, of Wapwallopen; of Bridesburg Council, No. 13, Junior Order | 


United American Mechanics, of Bridesburg; of 80 members of Dunns Coun- 
cil, No. 918, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Dunns; of 442 
members of Keystone Council, No. 11, Junior Order United American Me- 
chanics, of Philadelphia. 

December 5.—Petitions of Protection Council, No. 935, of McKeansburg; of 


Lititz Springs Council, No. 197, of Lititz; of Grace Council, No. 631, of Phila- | 
delphia: of Clear Ridge Council, No. 940, of Clear Ridge: of Beaver Falls | 
Council, No. 48, of Beaver Falls; of Industrial Council, No. 437, of Orwigs- | 
burg: of Uhlertown Council, No. 522, of Uhlertown; of Mount Carmel Coun- | 


cil, No. 874, of Mount Carmel, and of Bowmans Council, No. 440, of Bowmans- 


town, of the Junior Order United American Mechanics, and of Local Union | 


No. 160, United Mine Workers of America, of Shamokin, all in the State of 
Pennsylvania. 

January 1.—Petitions of Councils Nos. 124, 28, 89, 68, 43, 17, 139, 154, 45, 81, 61, 
6, 150, 162, 66, 134, 61, 69, 148, 57, 46, 42, 77, 55, 2, 141, 10, 94, 6B, 116, 172, 127, 19, 95, 53, 
147, 5, 146, 138, 20, 100, 118, 50, 52, 71, 40,44, 102,35, and 106, all of the Daughters of 
Liberty; of Councils Nos. 621, 71, 904, 837, 230, 967, 407, 1001, 285, 839, 188, 319, 800, 
787, 112, 1000, 199, 421, 90, 671, 63, 304, 64, 946, 448, 17, 691, 925, 371, 127, 395, 555, 982, 244, 
713, 18, 885, 253, 333, 169, 523, 59, 122, 812, 1024, 1194, 140, 54, 18, 906, 70, 744, 161, 866, 579, 
954, 44. 1508, 250, 65, 969, 86, 115, 443, 998, 20,24, 128, 606, 1500, 495, 15, 456, 570, 211, 546, 
760, 390, 439, 89, 339, 357, 271, 9176, 1024, 549, 898, 984, 944, 367, 54, 324, 280, 1004, 149, 
620, 233, 894,583, 159, 75, 262, 317, G05, 12, 134, 526. 808, 52, 331, 23, 99, 384. 107, 853, 141, 
1012, 239, 366, 315, 342, 172, 22, 398, 277. 194, 345, 55, 168, 42, 200, 780, 273, 1930, 390, 272, 541, 

74, 32, 5, 49, 41, 900, 645, 777, 360, 732, 249, 352, 498, 957, 934, 362, 77, 373, 909, 
f 848, 302, 219, 666, 210, 528, 708, 144, 640, 1005, 125, 201, 307, 335, 108, 858, 160, 
685, 755, 692, 679, 164, 338, 6, 101, 202, 754, 844. 945, 615, 1007, 607, 80, 182, 84, 927, 
121, 46, 1011, 659, 855, 722, 763, 114, 775, 123, 985, 276, 398, 516, 977, 875, B78, 162, 840, 
828, 110, 488, 31, 716, 37, 635, 886, 196, 997, 922. 738, 518, 513, 661, 617, 460, 401, 574, B54, 
144, 979, 117, 961, 282, 521, 948, 587, 879, 180, 234, 129, 717, 720, 520, 708, 1, 580, 8B, 204, 
21, 746, 851, 167, 111, 139, 508, 65, 171, 500, 444, 442, 992, 816, and 757, all of the Jun- 
ior Order of United American Mechanics: of Local Unions Nos. 486, 122, 124, 
198, 847, 228, 286, 394, 150, 723, and 86, all of the American Federation of Labor; 
of sundry citizens of Arch Spring, Harrisburg, Allegheny, Myoma, Verona, 
Jefferson, Center, Buffalo, New Brighton, *hiladelphia, Schellsburg, Chris- 
tiana, Pittsburg, Reynoldsville, Spring Hill, Ingram, Crafton, Maxwell, 
Washington, Myersdaic, Carbon County, Pittsburg, Chester, Apollo, Berwyn, 
Montrose, Newberry, and Eno, all in the State of Pennsylvania. 

January 15.—Petition of Council No. 28, Junior Order of United American 
Mechanics, of Turtlecreek, Pa. 

January 16.—Petition of Conemaugh Council, No. 137, Junior Order of 
United American Mechanics, of Conemaugh, Pa. 

January 20.—Petition of 4083 members of Allegheny Council, No. 23, Daugh- 
ters of Liberty, of Allegheny, Pa., and a petition of the Past Councilors and 
Active Workers’ Association of Lycoming County, Junior Order of Ameri- 
can Mechanics, of Montgomery, Pa. 















January 22.—Petition of Massassaugua Council, No. 608, Junior Order of | 


United American Mechanics, of Erie, Pa.,and of District Assembly No. 3, 
Knights of Labor, of Pittsburg, Pa. 


January 27.—Petition of J. P. Winower Council, No. 618, Junior Order | 


United American Mechanics, of Pittsburg, Pa. 


January 28.—Petitions of 220 members of Walburba Council, No. 859, Junior | 
Order United American Mechanics, of Pitcairn, and of sundry members of | 


the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Pittsburg, in the 
State of Pennsylvania. 


February 3.—A petition of the United Labor League of Western Pennsyl- | 


vania, of Pittsburg, Pa. 

February 6.—Petitions of the Central Labor Union of Wilkesbarre and of 
Tub Molders’ Union No. 7452, of New Brighton, in the State of Pennsylvania. 

March 25.—Petitions of sundry citizens of Bradford; of Local Union No. 
173, United Mine Workers of America, of ee of Local Union No. 
1824, of Leechburg:; of Railway Telegraphers’ 1 Union No. 67, of Wilkes- 
barre; of sundry citizens of Bethlehem: of su citizens of Brownfield; of 
Typographical Union No. 437, of Franklin, and of Retail Clerks’ Local Union 
No. 19. of Wilkesbarre, all in the State of Pennsylvania 


March 2,.—Petitions of Bricklayers’ Local Union No. 31, of Braddock; ( ‘igar | 


Makers’ Union No. 446, of Norristown; Oil City Union, No. 156, of Oil City; 
Brewery Workmen's Union No. 22, of Charleroi; Retail Clerks’ Union No. 
209, of Meadville; 20 citizens of Galeton; 58 citizens of Irwin; Electrical Work- 
ers’ Union No. 91, of Easton; 17 citizens of Tyrone; Central Labor Union of 
Hanover and McSherrystown; Bricklayers and Plasterers’ Union No. 37, of 
Easton; Local Union No. 84, of Erie; rnc 
Local Union No. 615, of Fayette; 18 citizens of Columbia; Bricklayers’ Union 
No. 40, of Johnstown; Carbondale Typographical Union, No. 239, of Carbon- 
2sle: Local Union No. 1254, of McGovern; Local Union No. 1359, of Bowerton; 
40 citizens of Verona: 28 citizens of Archbald; Local Union No. 558, of McDon- 
ald; £2 citizens of Williamsport; Bricklayers and Masons’ Union No, 43, of 


1 Union No. 8, of Belle Vernon; | 





APRIL 15, 


| Franklin; Hod Carriers’ Protective Union No. 7351, of Reading; Harrisburg 
| Typographical Union, No. 14, of Harrisburg; Pittsburg Lodge, No. 18, of Pitts. 
burg; of sundry citizens of South Side, Pittsburg; Newspaper Writers’ Union 
No. li, of Philadelphia; Journeymen Barbers’ Union No. 198, of Meadville: 
Bricklayers, Masons, and Plasterers’ Union No. 47, of Pottsville; Bricklayers 
and Masons’ Union No. 16, of York; Cigar Makers’ Union No. 257, of Lancaster: 
Stone Masons’ Union No. 84, of Philadelphia; United Brotherhood of Carpen: 
ters and Joinersof America, Local Union No. 709, of Shenandoah; sundry citi 
zens of Artz; Federal Labor Union No. 7204, of Carbondale; Coopers’ Interna. 
tional Union No. 101, of Allegheny; United Mine Workers’ Local Union No. 79 
of Webster; Philadelphia Plate Printers’ Union, No. 1, of Philadelphia; sundry 
| citizens of Hellertown; Local Union No. 1787, of Fayette; Miners and Mins 
| Workers’ Local Union No. 248, of Fayette: Retail Clerks’ Union No. 6). of 
| Easton; Iron and Steel Workers’ Union No. 8610, of Lebanon; Local Union 
No. 761, of Webster; Cigar Makers’ International Union No. 104, of Pottsville: 
sundry citizens of Kutztown; Local Union No, 376, of Roscoe; sundry citizens 
of Johnstown; Bakers and Confectioners’ Union No. 132, of Lancaster: Iron 
and Steel Workers’ Union No. 9249, of Pottstown; Brotherhood of Railroad 
| Trainmen’s Union No. 172, of Reading; Erie Typographical Union, No. 77, of 
| Erie; Local Union No. 1572, of Lansford; sundry citizens of Pittsburg: Typo- 
| graphical Union No. 2, of Philadelphia; Bricklayers and Plasterers’ Protec. 
| tive Union No. 8, of Bethlehem; sundry citizens of Dunbar; sundry citizens 
of Conemaugh; Bricklayers and Masons’ Union No. 56, of Greenville; sundry 
citizens of McKeesport; sundry citizens of Elixir; Pattern Makers’ Associ 
tion of Erie; sundry citizens of Fogelsville; Coal Miners’ Union No. 1:% 
of ere: Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen’s Union No. 48, of Sun. 
bury; Bartenders’ Local Union No. 225, of Meadville; the Central Labor 
Union of Kane; sundry citizens of O'Hara Township; United Mine Work. 
ers’ Union No. 12, of Pricedale; sundry citizens of Springrrove borough: 
sundry citizens of Philadelphia; sundry citizens of Shiremanstown; Stone 
Masons’ Union No. 38, of Reading; Stove Mounters’ Union No. 6, of Philadel. 
| oe Local Union No. ll, of Washington; Local Union No. 1726, of Saltsburg: 

Jnited Mine Workers’ Union No. 1234, of Tarentum; the Central Labor 
Union of Charleroi; Stove Mounters’ Union No. 42, of Reading; Internationa! 
| Bricklayers’ Union No 54, of Norristown: Society of St. Joseph, No. 295. of 
| Lansford; Bricklayers’ Union No. 12, of Chester; Cigar Makers’ Union No 
194, of Bradford; United Mine Workers’ Union No. 1622, of Greenock: Brick- 
layers’ Union No. 4, of Allegheny; Brotherhood of Blacksmiths’ Union No 
104, of Philadelphia; sundry citizens of Tidal; Granite Cutters’ National 
Union, of Philadelphia; sundry citizens of Pittston; sundry citizens of New 
Stanton; United Mine Workers’ Union No. 548, of Buena Vista; Meadville Cen- 
tral Labor Union, of Meadville; Glass Bottle Blowers’ Branch Union No. 95. 
of Tarentum; Barbers’ Local Union No. 207, of Lansford; Journeymen Bar- 
bers’ International Union No. 277, of Easton; Cigar Makers’ Local Union No 
466, of Easton; Journeymen Plumbers’ Union No. 207, of Bradford; Powder 
Makers’ Union No. 8742, of Olivers Mills; Carpenters’ Local Union No. 492, of 
| Reading; sundry citizens of Jeannette; United Mine Workers’ Local Union 

No. 700, of Hauto; Local Union No. 1115, of Pricedale; sundry citizens of 
Steelton; Local Union No. 187, of Pittsburg; Local Union No. 556. of Mead- 
ville; sundry citizens of Johnstown; Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 22. of 
Sellersville; Shirt Waist and Laund orkers’ Union No. 74, of Reading: 
Ellwood City Lodge, No. 5, of Ellwood City; Federal Labor Union No. 813), 
of McSherrystown; Local Union No. 500, of Butler; Journeymen Bakers’ 
Union No. 150, of Reading; Central Labor Council, of Franklin; Typographi- 
cal Union No.7, of Pittsburg; the Central Labor Union of Hazleton; Coopers’ 
eine Union No. 102, of Brownsville; United Mine Workers’ Union No 

, of Carbondale; Tinners and Slaters’ Union No. 7382, of Newcastle; United 
Mine Workers’ Local Union No. 1887, of Seek; Federal Union No. 9257, of Re- 
novo; Tin Plate Workers’ Union No. 30, of Washington; Typographical! Union 
No. 258, of Easton; Iron Molders’ Union No. 370, of Reading; Federal Labor 
Union No. 9220, of Newcastle; Local Union No. 1315, of Roscoe; Amalgamated 
Sheet Metal Workers’ Union No. 146, of Easton; Iron Workers’ Union No. (25), 
of Lancaster; Local Union No. 1263, of Monongahela: Boiler Makers’ Union No. 
147, of Susquehanna; American Tin Workers’ Union No. 10, of New Kensing- 
ton; Local Division No. 85, Amalgamated Association of Street Railway Em- 
ployees of America, of Pittsburg: Electrical Workers’ Union No. 56, of Erie; 
| sundry citizens of Wescoesville; Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 295, of Scran- 
| ton; ‘hinists’ International Union No. 159, of Philadelphia; Local Union 
| No. 51, of Monongahela; Cigar Makers’ Union No. 236, aa tendine: Central 

Labor Union of Lancaster; delegates to the Federal Trades Council of Read- 
| ing; the Central Trades Assembly of Washington; T shical Union No 

86, of Reading; Slate and Tile Roofers’ Union No. Wen. of Reading; Local 
| Union No, 82, of Caronsburg; Powder Workers’ Union No. 874, of Wapwal- 
| lopen; the Central Labor Union of Carbondale; International Jewelers’ Union 

No. 5, of Philadelphia; Good Hope Lodge, No. 19, of McKeesport; Glass Cut- 

ters’ Union No. 78, of Monaca; Local Union No. 6, of New Kensington; Print- 
| ing Pressmen's Union No. 31, of Pittsburg; the American Lace Curtain Oper- 
ators’ Union of Philadelphia, all in the State of Pennsylvania. 

April ..—Petitions of sundry citizens of Pittsburg; of Typographical Union 
No. 321, of Connellsville; of Railroad Telegraphers’ Division No. 3, of Harris- 
| burg, and of Falls City Council, No. 885, Order United American Mechanics, 
| of Falls City, all in the State of Pennsylvania. 


w presented by Mr. Penrose. 


December |,.—Petitions of Clearfield Council, No. 394, Junior Order of United 
American Mechanics; of 76 members of Eden Council, No. 988; of 53 members 
of Roseville Council, No. 680; of 110 members of Media Council, No. 449: of 131 
members of West Philadelphia Council, No. 561; of Local Union No. 106, 
| United Mine Workersof America, of McAdoo; of Local Union No. 1736, United 


| Petitions and en the reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion 


Mine Workers of America, of Rossiter; of Local Union No. 85, United Mine 
Workers of America, of Arnot; the Amalgamated Journeymen House Painters 
and Decorators’ Association of Philadelphia; of Local Union No. 1499, Unite 
| Mine Workers of America, of Freeland; of Pride of Mountain City Cc un il, 
No. 472, of Altoona; of Amalgamated Sheet Metal Workers’ Internationa! 
| Association No. 140, of Hazleton; of Local Union No. 1627, United Mine Work- 
| ers of America, of Freeland; of roe Camp, No. 16, Patriotic Order 
| Sons of America, of Harrisburg; of Local Union No. 117, United Mine Work- 
| ers of America, of Springfield; of Local Union No. 1549, United Mine W: 
| of America, of Tresckow; of Local Union No. 206, United Mine Worke 
| America, all in the State of Pennsylvania, se 
December 6.—Petitions of Pioneer City Council, of Carbondale; Lititz 
Springs Council, No. 197, of Lititz; Chester Council, No. 96, of Chester; Black 
| Creek Council, No. 51, of Weatherly; James G. Blaine Council, No. 106, of 
| Philadelphia; Local Union No. 884, of Shamokin; Guarantee Council, No. . 
of Wissahickon: George Bancroft Council, No. 571, of Tacony; Edwin A. bv 
| bert Council, No. 728, of West Philadelphia; Melrose Council, No. 928, of Har- 
risburg; Shenandoah Valley Council. No. 530, of Shenandoah; Keystone ‘ oom 
‘cil, No. 11, of Philadelphia; Allen Council, No. 758, of Allentown; Enhau 
| Council, No. 281, of Enhaut; Dunns Council, No, 918, of Dunns; Camp ¢ eal 
| Council, No. 629, of Harrisburg; St. Clair Council, No. 933, of St. Clair: ¢ vee ; 
| David F. Houston Council, No. 739, of Chester; Harmony Council. ot ' 
| Philadelphia; Juniata Council, No. 372, of Altoona; Ira Council, No. ‘1°, ° 









No. of are: Peace , No. Philadelphia; Pennsburg 
Council, No. 961, of Pennsburg; Siker Council, No. 802, of Manchester; Battle- 
field No. 717, of Gettysburg; Abraham Lincoln Council, No. 513, of 
Monto ; William Lilly Council, No. 826, of Philadelphia; Industrial 
Council, No. 437, of Orwigsburg; Protection Council, No. 935, o: McKeansburg; 
Clearridge Council, No. 940, of Clearridge; Natrona Council, No. 214, of Na- 
trona; Hampton Council, No. 965, of Hampton; West Chester Council, No. 633, 
of West Chester; Uhlertown No. 522, of Uhlertown; Mount Carmel 
Council, No. 874, of Mount Carmel; ver Falls Council, No. 48, of Beaver 
Falls; Greble Council, No. 13, of Philadelphia; Linesville Council, No. 555, of 
Linesville; Bowmans Council, No. 440, of Bowmanstown; Grace Council, No. 
631, of Philadelphia: Hazle Council, No. 258, of Hazletown; Wapwallopen 
Council, No. 891, of Wapwallopen, all of the Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, in the State of Pennsylvania. 

December 9.—Petitions of 158 members of North American Council, No. 322, 
of Philadelphia; 40 members of O. W. Howell Council, No. 210, of Stauffer; 
32 members of Port Kennedy Council, No. 844, of Port Kennedy; 110 members 
of McAllister Council, No. 1011, of Hanover; 230 members of Twin City Coun- 
cil, No. 121, of Allegheny; 127 members of Ganley oy Council, No. 84, of 
Philadelphia; 44 members of Pride of Pickering Council, No. 927, of Picker- 
ing; 40 members of rara Council, No, 977, 0: kesburg; 413 members of 
Wayne Council, No. 46, of Phoenixville; 243 members of York Council, No. 
505, of York; 108 members of Acme Council, No. 219, of Pittsburg; 87 members 
of Muncy Council, No. 516, of Muncy; 108 members of Martha Washington 
Council, No. 528, of Philadelphia; members of Hero Council, No. 666, of 
McKeesport; 172 members o ch ang Council, No. 875, of Gap: 50 members of 
Latrobe Council, No. 80, of Latrobe; 118 members of Landisville Council, No. 
1007, of Landis Store; 35 members of Belsano Council, No. 182, of Belsano; 243 
members of Kearsarge Council, No. 922, of Philadelphia; 177 membersof John 
Morton Co No. 788, of Chester; 61 members of North Star Council, No. 
493, of Wilme ; 46 members of Col. John Clark Council, No. 615, of 
Holnesieegi 64 members of Neptune Council, No. 777, of Philadelphia; 120 
members of Audenreid Council, No. 775, of Audenreid; 110 members of Lans- 
dale Council, of le; 52 members of Greensboro Council, No. 355, of 
Greensboro; 67 members of Nuremburg Council, No. 768, of Nuremburg; 69 
members of Blandburg Council, No. 97, of Figart; 150 members of Council 
No. 985, of Leesport; of sundry citizens of Spri lle; the officers and mem- 
bers of Paoli Council, No. 500, of Paoli; 119 members of Victor Council, No. 
870, of Greencastle; 98 members of West Hazelton Council, No. 943, of West 
Hazelton; 97 members of Mertztown Council, No. 444, of Mertztown; 172 mem- 
bers of Active Council, No. 617, of Philadelphia; 214 members of Monument 
Council, No. 847, of Girardsville; 271 members of Royersford Council, No. 521, 
of Royensinns, 175 members of Pittsburg Council, No. 117, of Pittsburg; 113 
members of Ivyland Come 661, of Ivyland; 79 members of Harrow- 
vate Counci 0. 979, of P elphia; 145 members of Shena Council, 
No. 180, of Newcastle; 320 members of William J. Council, No. 282, 
of Wilkesbarre; 81 members of Sarversville Council, No. 401, of Sarvers- 
ville; 182 members of Iron 7 Council, No. 171, of Pittsburg; 96 members 
of Leseallette Council, No. , of Pittsburg; 44 members of Rising Star 
Council, No. of Rouzerville; 51 members of Elizabethville Council, No. 
992, of Elizabethville; 192 members of Carlisle Council, No. 574, of Carlisle; 
74 members of Henry Seybert Council, No. 520, of Abington; 165 members 
of Woodland Council, No. 179, of Philadelphia; 104 members of Roberts 
Council, No. ©, of Minersville; 120 members of Electric Council, No. 354, 
of East Mauch Chunk; 99 members of American Council, of me a 
of sundry members of Southwark Council, No. 144, of Philadelphia; 110 
members of Federal Council, No, 129; 121 members of Port Richmond Coun- 
cil, No. 234, of Philadelphia; 86 members of Banksville Council, No. 720, 
of Banksville; 256 members of Clearfield Council, No. 804, of Philadelphia; 147 
members of American Star Council, No. 49; 523 members of Kensington Coun- 
cil, No. 5, of eens 238 members of Robert Morris Council, No. 41; 143 
members of West iew Council, No. 716; 167 members of True American 
Council, No. of Homestead; 81 members of Monongahela Council, No. 122, 
of Braddock; 62 members of Lebanon Valley Council, No. of Avon; 143 
members of rve Council, No. 253, of Philadelphia; 125 mem of Jeffer- 
son Council, No. 31, of Philadelphia, and of 30 members of Morton McMichael 
Council, No. 886, of Philadel all of the State of Pennsylvania. 

December 10.—Petitions of 676 members of Allee: aay uncil, No. 112, of 
Allegheny; 70 members of McDonald Council, No. 199, of McDonald; 96 mem- 
bers of Aurora Council, No. 304, of East t: 218 members of Science 
Council, No, 127, of Philadelphia; 100 members of William Penn Council, No. 
64, of Pittsburg; 210 members of Samuel J. Randall Council, No. 448, of Read- 
ing; 110 members of American City Council, No. 1000, of Philadelphia; 225 
members of Lieutenant Cushing Council, No. 839, of Philadelphia; mem- 
bers of A€olian Council, No. 17, of Philadelphia; 177 members of Mount 
Holly Council, No. 671, of Mount Holly § : 75 members of Troy Hill 
Council, No. 819, of Allegheny; 92 members of Robert Fulton Council, No. 
800, of West elphia; 212 members of Wenona Council, No. 63, of Ger- 
mantown; 116 members of Girard Council, No. 509, of Philadelphia; 128 mem- 
bers of Reliance Council, No. 787, of eee ti 57 members of Captain 
Philip Schuyler Council, No. 188, of Philadelphia; 113 members of a 
ton Council, No. 946, of Holland; 140 members of Neversink Council, No. 371, 
of Reading; 210 members of Coatesville Council, No. 421, of Coatesville; 100 
members of Reliable Council, No. 90, of Allegheny; 257 members of Mount 
Prigot Council, No. 128, of Mauch Chunk; 185 members of Brand e Coun- 
cil, of Westchester; 43 members of Major G. Lowery Council, No. 732, of 
Rimersburg; 90 members of Penbrook Council, No. 398, of Penbrook; 50 mem- 
bers of Monroe Counc‘l, No. 360, of Swiftwater; 230 members of Garfield 
Council, No. 114, of Rochester; 48 members of Goshen Council, No. 607, of 
Rocky Hill; 65 members of Annette Council, No. or Saaeere: 418 mem- 
bers of Freeland Council, No. 343, of Freeland; members of Resolute 
Council, No. 27, of ; 23 members of Golden Heart Council, No. 648, 
of West Whiteland; 70 members of Milroy Council, No. 635, of Milroy; 122 
members of sovaae, <x Council, No. of Spring City; 150 members of 
John Grey Council, No. 249, of Pittsburg; 475 members of U. 8. Grant Coun- 
cil, No. 82, of Pottstown; 55 members of Fort W: Council, No. 488. 
of Lemoyne; 88 members of Emsworth Council, No. 474, of Emsworth; 147 
members of General John C. Frémont Council, No. 518, of Philadelphia; 247 
members of Duquesne Council, No. 110, of Pittsburg; 90 members of Ard- 
more Council, No. 169, of Ardmore; Mount Pleasant Council, No. 37, of Birds- 
boro; 68 mem of ‘Picture Rocks Council, No. 523, of Picture Rocks; 396 
members of Mount Vernon Council, No, 833, of Harrisburg; 159 members of 
Lafayette Council, No. 59, of m; 89 members of Cressona Council, No. 
512, of Cressona; 6 mem of No. 997, of Sumney- 


Sumneytown Council, 
town, d 185 : 
the State of Keer wen of Versailles Council, No. 691, of McKeesport, all 


Red Lion; Oriole Council, No. 877, of Chambersburg; James E. Hyatt Coun 
Gouncil a : . 
0. 


_ December 17.—Petitions of West Liberty Council, No. 278, of hen 
County; of Pleasant Valley Council, No. 330, of Ameer: Zieeane Coon, 
(il No. 47, of Tamaqua; of Council No. 272, of City; of Globe Council, 
Heights Council, Mor 40h of Clifted, Hotchte: of Perse Consett’ Nex a0 ot 
Strafford; of James Allen “So ol Soum 


Council, No. of Allentown; of Star 
No. 55, of New Brighton; of Livingston Council, No. 95, of York; of 
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Council, No. 345, of Kunkletown; of Pride of the West Council, No. 157, of 
Allegheny; of Local Unions Nos. 1024 and 1194, of Mayfield: of Tube City 
Council, No. 378, of McK rt; of Dartrum Council, No. 999, of Sharon 
Hill; of Courtland Saunders Council, No. 866, of Philadelphia; of Council No. 
161, of Wilkesbarre; of Council No. 94, of Annville: of Colonel Theodore 
Hyatt Council, No. 573, of Chester; of Central Labor Union, of Kane; ot Com- 
monwealth Council, No. 597, of Mechanicsburg: of Carpenters’ Council, No. 
848, of Ashland; of Mechanic Local Union. No. 723, of Lansford; of Local Union 
No. 185, of Hazleton; of Triumph Council. No. £02, of Sardis: of Cranberry 
Local Union, No. 1434, of West Hazleton; of Local Union No. 1550, of Williams- 
town; of Carpenters’ Union No. 54], of Washington: of Cigar Makers’ Union 
No. 236, of Reading; of Councils Nos. 44, 375, 456, 1, 967, 904, 230, 146, 243, 70, 837, 
250, 495, 100, 77, 15, 362, 621, 71, 708, 909, 960, 744. 86, €5, 96, 20, 276, ST, 52, 75, LOR, 
31, 72, 513, 86, 1590, 18, 842, 54, 1608, 158, 115, 407, 71, 160, 317, 167, 257, 110, 1168, 1434, 
135, 849, 1687, 1062, 1513, 181, and 1413, all of the Junior Order of United Ameri- 
can Mechanics, in the State of Pennsylvania. 

December 18.—Petitions of 99 members of Cohocksink Council, No. 168, of 
Philadelphia; of Pacific Council, No. 44, of Malvern; of 80 members of Reso- 
lute Council, No. 77, of Mechanicsburg; 53 members of Pride of Mount Car- 
mel Council, No. 42, of Mount Carmel; 174 members of Banner Council, No. 
46, of Chambersburg: 190 members of Columbia Council, No. 43, of Wilkes- 
barre; 80 members of Akron Council, No. 906, of Akron; % members of 
Royaltar Council, No. 140, of Royaltar; of Friedensburg Council, No. 1001, of 
Friedensburg; 72 members of Doylestown Council, No. 40, of Doylestown; of 
Pride of the West Council, No. 27, of Allegheny; 137 members of Mount 
Vernon Council, No. 150, of Harrisburg; of Pride of East Mauch Chunk Coun- 
cil, No. 162, of East Manch Chunk; 61 members of Riverside Council, No. 97. of 
New Cumberland; 54 members of Bloomsburg Council, No. 81, of Bloomsburg; 
101 members of Oberlin Council, No. 754, of Oberlin; 151 members of Harris- 
burg Council, No. 328, of Harrisburg; 57 members of White Haven Council, 
No, #40, of White Haven; 234 members of Steelton Council, No. 162, of Steel- 
ton; 137 members of Eagie Council, No. 3, of Philadelphia; 77 members of 
Etna Council, No. 439, of Etna; 7i members of Vine Cliff Council, No. 83, of 
Allegheny; 200 members of Moses Taylor Council, No. 151, of Scranton; of 
Local Union No. 1640, of Minersville; 276 members of William Windom Coun- 
cil, No. 580, of Philadelphia; #2) members of Mantau Council, No. 83, of Phila- 
delphia; 53 members of General Cameron Council, No. 851, of Mount Joy; 
194 members of Orient Council, No. 72, of Johnstown; 183 members of New 
Tripoli Grand Council, No. 204, of New Tripoli; 260 members of Jordan Coun- 
cil, No. 746, of Allentown; 250 members of Fidelity Council, No. 2), of Bristol; 
117 members of Mountville Council, No. 6, of Mountville: Local Union No. 
1571, of Tamaqua; # members of West Side Council, No. 288, of West Nan- 
ticoke; 150 members of ome City Council, No. 227, of Harrisburg; 12 mem- 
bers of Cambria Council, No. 192, of Wilmore; 114 members of General John 
F. Reynolds Council, No. 143, of Germantown; 249 members of Colonel Robert 
P. Deckert Council, No. 978, of Philadelphia; 324 members of Wise Council, 
No. 18, of —-———_; 42 members of Colonel T. M. Bayne Council, No. 103, of 
Belevue; 182 members of Excelsior Council, No. 4, of Williamsport; 112 mem- 
bers of Susquehanna Council, No. 158, of Steelton: 117 members of Martha 
W. Crow Council, No. 65, of Philadelphia; 128 members of Reserve Council, 
No. 91, of Philadelphia; 60 members of Betsey Ross Council, No. 119, of Get- 
tysburg; 290 members of Silver Star Council, No. 130, of Harrisburg: 218 
members of Bethlehem Council, No. 508, of Bethlehem; 151 members of Per- 
severance Council, No. 72, of Harrisburg; 80 members of Westchester Coun- 
cil, No. 45, of Westchester; 57 members of Moss Rose Council, No. 28, of 
Seven Valleys; 200 members of Susquehanna Council, No. 89,of Wrightsville; 
672 members of Champion Council, No. 8, of Philadelphia; 157 members of 
Golden Star Council, No. 6, of Middietown, and of Loyal Orange Lodge, No. 
237, of Altoona, all of the Daughters of Liberty. Junior Order of United Ameri- 
= a and United e Workers of America, in the State of Penn- 
sylvania. 


January 7.—Petitions of councils Nos. 140, 172, 127, 149, 620, 583, 125. 151, 100, 





| Gl, 201, 526, 118, 154, 43, 68, 66, 300, 139, 35, 89, 102, 28, 128, 7, and 148, all of the 


ne oe of Liberty, and of councils Nos. 108, 550, 421, 148, 853, 100, 141, 546, 
271, 357, 1804, 1533, 388, 24, 9178, 780, 504, 15, 29, 863, 104, 988, 448, 2385, 28, 11), 945, 
164, 101, 154, 640, 211, 838, 307, 125, 901, 496, 808, 385, 549, 172, 896, 331, 339, 22, 207, 
1005, 384, 134, and 393, allof the Junior Order of United American Mechanics, 
in the State of Pennsylvania. 

January 9.—Petitions of Council No. 685, of Ferndale; of Council No. 755, 
of Columbia; of Council No. 194, of Freedom; of Hand in Hand Council, No. 
50, of Quakertown; of Bellevue Council, No. 692, of Philadelphia; of James 
G. Blaine Council, No. 2, of Philadelphia; of Shamokin Council, No. 138, of Sha- 
mokin; of the T suki Union of Carbondale; 5f Heilman Council, 
No. 277, of Philadelp ia; of Webster Council, No. 23, of Schuylkill Haven; of 
Rock Council, No, 54, of Glen Rock; of Clover Council, No. 99, of Archbald; 
of Council No. 366, of Worthington; of Major Wm. H. Jennings Council, 
No. 367, of Shenandoah; of Fairview Council, No. 52, of Philadelphia; of 
Council No. 984, of Easton; of Vinco Council, No. 944, of Mineral Point; of 
Camac Council, No. 315, of Philadelphia; of Volunteer Council, No. 679, of 
Philadelphia; of Lewisberry Council, No. 1012, of Lewisberry; of Quaker 
City Council, No. 17, of Philadelphia; of Local Union No. 1691, of Olyphant; 
of West End Council, No. 23), of Easton; of Colonial Council, No. 605, 
of York; of Neptune Council, No. 141, of Philadelphia; of Progressive 
Council, No. 63, of Shippensburg: of Grace Council, No. 147, of Phila- 
delphia; of Federal Council, No. 19, of Philadelphia: of Edwin A. Schu- 
bert Council, No. 5, of Philadelphia; of Loyal Council, No. 94. of Philadelphia; 
of General Harrison Council, No. %, of Greencastle; of Williams Valley Coun- 
cil, No. 317, of Tower City; of Council No. 10, of Philadelphia; of Cincinnatus 
Council, No. 116, of Philadelphia; of Just in Time Council, No. 346, of West 
Bethlehem; of Saratoga Council, No. 262, of Pittsburg: of General McClellan 
Council, No. 150, of Verona; of Dawson Council, No. 75, of Dawson; of Poetter 
Council, No. 894, of Caleton; of Mahoning Council, No. 233, of Punxsutawney:; 
of Wm. Thaw Council, No. 3%, of AHegheny City; of Clearfield Council, No. 
146, of Philadelphia: of Royal Council, No. 342, of Adamsbureg: of Colonel A. L. 
Hawkins Council, No. 334, of California; of Charles A. Gerasch Council, No 
1004, of Kutztown; of Carpenters and Joiners’ Local Union No. 37, of Shamo- 
kin, and of the Glass Bottle Blowers’ Association of Pittsburg, all of the 
Junior Order of United American Mechanics, in the State of Pennsylvania. 

January 1.—Petitions of Seemsville Council, No. 757, Junior Order United 
Ame echanics, of Seemsville; of West Park Council, No. 108, Danghters 
of Liberty, of Philadelphia; of Rachel Hill Council, No. 816, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, of Johnstown, and of Charity Council, No. 64, 
Daughters of ‘Liberty, of Nesquehoning, all in the State of Pennsylvania. 

January 20.—Petition of Turtlecreek Council, No. 28, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Turtlecreek, Pa.,and of Conemaugh Council, No. 
137, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Conemaugh, Pa. 

January 23.—Petitions of District Assembly No. 3, Knights of Labor, of 
Pitts ; of Allegheny Council. No. 23, Daughters of Liberty, of Allegheny, 
and of Past Councilors’ and Active Workers’ Association of Lycoming 
County, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Montgomery, ail in 
the State of orcas. ps 

January 31.—Petition of Lodge No. 140, International Association of Ma- 
—— < will rt, Pa., and a petition of Massassauga Council, No. 608, 
Junior er of Uni American Mechanics, of Erie, Pa. 
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February 4.—Petitions of Waturba Council, No. 859, of Pitcairn; of J. P. 
Winower Council, No. 618, of Pittsburg, all of the Junior Order of United 
American Mechanics; of the United Labor League, American Federation of 
Labor, of Sharpsburg; of Washington Camp, No. 252, Patriotic Order Sons 


of America, of Lansford, all in the State of Pennsylvania; of the Chamber 
of Commerce, of Boston, Mass., and of the Merchants’ Association of New 
York City. 

February ¢.—Petitions of Local Union No. 18, United Mine Workers of 
Americs. of Phillipsburg, and of Local Union No. 228, United Brotherhood 
ei ‘arpenters and Joiners of America, of Pottsville, in the State of Penn- 
syivania. 

" February 11.—Petitions of Leather Glazers’ Union No. 5, of Philadelphia; 
of Federal Union No. 7174, of Jermyn; of Tub Molders Helpers’ Union No. 
7452. of New Brighton; of Kindling Wood Workers’ Union No. 7100, of Austin; 
of the American Lace Curtain Operative Union, of Philadelphia; of Cigar- 
makers’ local Union No. 466, of Easton, and of Local Union No. 6, Tin Plate 
Workers’ International Protective Association, of New Kensington, all of the 
American Federation of Labor, in the State of Pennsylvania. 

February 12.—Petitions of Press Feeders and Helpers’ Union No. 31, of 
Pittsburg: of Iron Workers’ Local Union No. 9334, of Columbia; of Division 
No. 8, Brotherhood of Railway Trackmen, of Spruce Creek; of United Cloak 
Pressers’ Local Union No. 3, of Philadelphia; of American Glass Workers’ 
Local Union No. 38, of Beaver Falls, and of Local Union No. 348, International 
Association of Machinists, all in the State of Pennsylvania. 

February 13.—Petitions of Jewelry Workers’ Local Union No. 5, of Phila- 
delphia; of the Central Labor Union, of Carbondale; of Federal Labor Union 
No. 9101, of Johnsonburg, and of Good Hope Lodge, No. 19, of McKeesport, 
all of the American Federation of Labor, in the State of Pennsylvania. 

February 28.—Petitions of 45 citizens of Tionesta; of 22 citizens of Steelton; 
of 48 citizens of Jeannette; of 32 citizens of Johnstown; of Local Union No. 
1719, United Mine Workers of America, of Lansford; of Local Union No. 556, 
of Meadville; of Local Union No. 210, International Association of Machinists, 
of Wilkesbarre; of Cranberry Local Union, No. 1434, of Hazleton; of Lebanon 
Circle, No. 25, of Lebanon; of Elwood City Lodge, No.5, of Elwood; of Boiler 
Makers’ Local Union No. 17, of Chester; of Glass Bottle Blowers’ Local Union 
No. 9%, of Tarentum; of Local Union No. 1665, National Mine Workers of 
America, of Carbon; of the Central Labor Union of Meadville; of Barbers’ 
Local Union No. 297, of Lansford; of Machinists’ Local Union No. 217, of Phil- 
adelphia: of Local Union No. 548, United Mine Workers of America, of Buena 
Vista; of Federal Labor Union No. 7150, of Bradford; of Journeymen Plumb- 
ers ’ Local Union No. 207, of Bradford; of Local Union No. 115, of Pricedale; 
of Powder Makers’ Local Union No. 8742, of Olivers Mills: of Local Union 
No. 700, United Mine Workers of America, of Horton; of Journeymen Bar- 
bers’ International Union No. 277, of Easton; of Carpenters’ Local Union No. 
492, of Reading; of Glass Bottle Blowers’ Local Union No. 76, of Sharpsburg; 
of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 489, of Souderton; of Chair Makers’ Na- 
tional Lodge No. 1, of Braddock; of Team Drivers’ Local Union No. 22, of 
Ashland; of Iron Molders’ Union No. 370, of ae of Typographical Union 
No. 258, of Easton; of Tile Layers’ Union No. 4, of Pittsburg; of Local Union 
No. 1315, of Roscoe; of Cigar Makers’ International Union No. 257, of Lan- 
easter; of Tin Plate Workers’ Local Union No. 30, of Washington; of the 
Federated Trades Council of Reading; of the Central Trades Assembly of 
Washington; of Local Union No. 1687, United Mine Workers of America, of 
Leek; of Shirt Waist and Laundry Workers’ Local Union No. 74, of Read- 
ing; of Local Union No. 844, United Mine Workers of America, of Carbon- 
dale; of Keystone Associated Shirt and Waist Cutters’ Local Union No. 40, of 
Philadelphia; of Federal Union No. 9251, of Renovo; of Boiler Makers and 
Boiler Workers’ Local Union No. 46, of Reading; of Glass Bottle Blowers’ 
Local Union No. 83, of Butler; of John F. Ward Union, No. 9, Iron and Steel 
Workers, of Newcastle; of United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners’ 
Local Union No. 500, of Butler; of the Central Labor Council of Franklin; of 
Journeymen Bakers’ Local Union No. 150, of Reading; of Typographical 
Union No. 7, of Pittsburg; of the Central Labor Union of Hazleton; of Fed- 
eral Labor Union No. 8139,of McSherrystown; of Cigar Makers’ Local Union 
No. 222, of Sellersville; of Slate and Tile Roofers’ Local Union No. 8926, of 
Reading: of Powder Workers’ Local Union No. 8974, of Wapwallopen; of the 
Central Labor Union of Lancaster; of typosre »hical Union No. 86, of Read- 
ing, and of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, of Philadelphia, all in the State 
of Pennsylvania. 

March |..—Petitions of the Bricklayers and Masons’ Local Union No. 16, of 
York; of the Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 108, of Lock Haven; of the 
Journeymen Barbers’ Local Union No. 241, of Scranton: of the Cork Makers’ 
International Union No. 52, of Philadelphia; of Coopers’ Local Union No. 9, 
of Philadelphia; of Local Union No. 169, of McAdoo; of Local Union No. 376, 
of Roscoe; of Plate Printers’ Local Union No. 1, of Philadelphia; of Local 
Union No. 248, of Fayette; of Local Union No. 1787, of Fayette; of Leather 
Workers’ Union No. 22, of Fremont; of the Iron and Steel Workers’ Local 
Union No. $249, of Pottstown; of Newspaper Writers’ Local Union No. 11, of 
Philadelphia; of Coal Miners’ Local Union No. 1826, of Canonsburg; of Local 
Union No. 1572, of Lansford; of Amalgamated Sheet Metal Workers’ Local 
Union No. 146, of Easton; of Local Union No. 761, of Webster; of Cigar Mak- 
ers’ International Union No. 104, of Pottsville; of Bakers and Confectioners’ 
Local Union No. 132, of Lancaster; of Typographical Union No. 77, of Erie; 
of Paving Cutters’ Local Union No. 7, of Gray Station; of American Tin 
Workers’ Local Union No. 10, of New Kensington; of Local Union No. 1282, 
of Monongahela; of Boiler Makers’ Local Union No. 147, of Reading; of Retail 
Clerks’ Local Union No. 61, of Easton; of Iron and Steel Workers’ Local 
Union No. 8610, of Lebanon; of Local Union No. 51, of Monongahela; of 
Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 29, of Scranton; of Bricklayers, Masons, 
and Plasterers’ Local Union No. 47, of Pottsville; of International Asso- 
ciation of Machinists, Local Union No. 159, of Philadelphia; of Journeymen 
Barbers’ Local Union No. 198, of Meadville; of Local Union No. 91, of Oil City, 
all of the American Federation of Labor; of 21 citizens of Hellertown, 5) citi- 
zens of Johnstown, 43 citizens of Kutztown, and 27 citizens of Bradys Bend, 
all in the State of Pennsylvania; of Typographical Union No. 36 of Oakland; 
of Ship and Machine Blacksmiths’ Local Union No. 168, of San Francisco; of 
Local Union No. 148, of Vallejo; of the Iron Ship Builders’ Union of Vallejo; 
of the Federated Trades Council of San Jose; of Cigar Makers’ Local Union 
No. 2%, of Los Angeles, and of Local Union No. 64, of San Francisco, all of 
the American Federation of Labor, in the State of California; of theJourney- 
men Barbers’ Union No. 215, American Federation of Labor, of Omaha, Nebr.; 
of the Lake Seamen's Union, International Seamen’s Union, of Marine City, 
Mich.; of the Lake Seamen's Union, International Seamen's Union, of Cleve- 
land, Ohio; of the Lake Seamen's Union, International Seamen's Union, of 
Milwaukee, Wis.; of the Tonawanda Branch of the Lake Seamen's Union, 
International Seamen's Union, of New York City; of the Pacific Coast Marine 
Firemen's Union, International Seamen's Union, of San Francisco, Cal.; of 
the Seamen's Union, International Seamen's Union, of Toledo, Ohio, and of 
the Lake Seamen’s Union, International Seamen's Union, of Ashtabula, Ohio. 

March 6.—Petitions of Local Union No. 159, Brotherhood of Railroad Train- 
men, of Derry; of Typographical Union No. 241, of Hanover; of Local Union 
No. 158, Mauchchunk Division, Order of Railroad Conductors, of Mauch- 
chunk; of Bartenders’ Local Union No, 225, of Meadville; of Carpenters and 
Joiners’ Local Union of Hazleton; of 27 citizens of New Stanton; of 25 citi- 
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zens of Springgrove; of Bricklayers’ Local Union No. 12, of Chester, of Stove 
Mounters’ Local Union No. 6, of Philadelphia; of International Bricklayers’ 
Local Union No. 54, of Norristown; of Stone Masons’ Local Union No. 38, of 
Reading; of the Central Labor Union of Charleroi; of Cigar Makers’ Local 
Union No. 194, of Bradford; of Bricklayers’ Local Union No. 4, of Allegheny: 
of 32 citizens of Philadelphia; of Local Union No. 132, United Mine Workers 
of America, of Providence; of the Central Labor Union of Kane; of Stone 
Masons’ Local Union No. 34, of Philadelphia; of Local Union No. 11, of Wash- 
ington; of 21 citizens of Artz; of 50 citizens of Shivemans: of Stove Mounters’ 
Local Union No. 42, of Reading; of St. Joseph's Society, Local Union No, 293 

of Lansford; of Stone Masons’ Local Union No. 10, of Newcastle; of Local 
Union No. 1726, of Saltsburg; of Journeymen Bricklayers’ Protective Union 
No 1, of Philadelphia; of 15 citizens of Fogelsville, and of 100 citizens of 
O'Hara, all in the State of Pennsylvania; of the Labor Council of San Fran- 
cisco; of Cloak Makers’ Local Union No. &, of San Francisco; of the Granite 
Cutters’ Local Union of San Francisco; of San Jose Typographical Union 

No, 281, of San Jose, in the State of California, and of Ship and Machine 
Blacksmiths’ Local Union No. 168, of Washington, D. C. 

March 7.—Petitions of 42 citizens of Philadelphia; 50 citizens of Pittsburg, 
and 52 citizens of Tidal; of the Pattern Makers’ Association of Erie; of Typo- 
graphical Union No. 181, of Meadville; of the Granite Cutters’ National 

Inion, of Philadelphia; of the Bricklayers’ Local Union No. 2, of Pittsburg; 
of Brotherhood of Blacksmiths’ Local Union No. 104, of Philadelphia; of Lo- 
cal Union No. 337, of Sayre, all of the American Federation of Labor, in the 
State of Pennsylvania, and of 101 citizens of Wilberton, Ind. T. 

March 11.—Petitions of 109 citizens of Irwin; of Core Makers’ Local Union 
No. 83, of Meadville; of Jersey Shore Division 168, Order of Railway Con- 
ductors, of Jersey Shore; of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 446, of Norris- 
town; of Typographical Union No. 262, of Uniontown; of Brewery Workmen's 
Local Union No. 1, Branch 1, of Charleroi; of Bricklayers’ Local Union No. 
31, of Braddock; of Switchmen’s Local Union No. 38, of Erie; of Oil City Lo- 
cal Union, No. 157, of Oil City; of Youghiogheny Lodge, No. 218, Brotherhood 
of Railroad Trainmen, of Connellsville; of Bricklayers and Masons’ Local 
Union No. 56, of Greeneville; of Bricklayers and Plastere:’s Local Union No. 
8, of Bethlehem; of Typographical Union No. 2, of Philadelphia; of A. L. 
Dunbar Lodge, 142, of Meadville, and of 35 citizens of Dunbar, all in the State 
of Pennsylvania. 

March 14.—Petitions of 50 citizens of Punxsutawney; of 51 citizens of Derry 
Station; of citizens of Tyrone; of 25 citizens of Columbia; of Honest Work- 
ers Lodge, No. 25, Amalgamated Association of Iron, Steel, and Tin Workers, 
of Reading; of Liberty Bell Lodge, No. 587, Brotherhood of Railway Train- 
men, of Philadelphia; of the Central Labor Union of Hanover and McSherry- 
town; of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 436, of Oy hant; of Bricklayers’ 
Local Union No. 40, of Johnstown; of Bricklayers and Plasterers’ Local Union 
No. 87, of Easton; of Local Union No. 3, United Mine Workers of America, 
of Belle Vernon; of John F. Ward Lodge, No. 9, Amalgamated Association 
of Iron, Steel, and Tin Workers, of New Castle; of Patriotic Order Sons of 
America Camps of Berks County, and of Local Union No. 615, United Mine 
Workers of America, of Fayette; all in the State of Pennsylvania. 

March 20.—Petitions of Retail Clerks’ Local Union No. 185, of Girardville; 
of Allegheny City Division, No.314, of Allegheny; of Bricklayers and Masons’ 
Local Union No. 43, of Franklin; of Local Union No. 192, of Reading; of Team 
Drivers’ Local Union No. 219, of Dubois; of Tailors’ Local Union No. 115, of 
Souderton; of Coremakers’ Local Union No. 83, of Meadville; of Plasterers’ 
Local Union No. 8, of Philadelphia; of Local Lodge No. 323, Brotherhood of 
Railroad Telegraphers, of Freedom; of Bricklayers and Masons’ Local Union 
No. 28, of Erie; of sundry citizens of Williamsport; of Bartenders’ Local 
Union No. 187, of Bradford; of 49 citizens of Verona; of Miners’ Local Union 
No. 1254, of McGovern; of Mine Workers’ Local Union No. 1359, of Bowerton; 
of Lackawanna Division No. 12, Order of Railway Conductors, of Durmore; 
of Steel and Copper Plate Printers’ Local Union No. 2, of Washington; of 
Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 108, of Lock Haven; of the Amalgamated So- 
ciety of Engineers, of Pittsburg; of Retail Clerks’ Local Union No. 102, of 
Williamsport; of Typographical Union No. 239, of Carbondale; of Bricklayers’ 
Local Union No. 18, of Scranton, all in the State of Pennsylvania; of sundry 
citizens of Hartshorne, Ind. T.; of Teamsters’ Local Union No. 85, of San 
Francisco, Cal.; of Local Division No. 389, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engi- 
neers, of Fremont, Nebr.; of Hy Makers’ Local Union No. 132, of Brooklyn, 
N. Y., and of the Immigration triction League, of Washington, D. C. 

March 21.—Petitions of Journeymen Tailors’ Local Union No. 56, of Phila- 
delphia; of Typcgenpeice! Union No. 14, of Harrisburg; of Local Division 
No, %, Order of Railway Telegraphers, of Wellsboro;.of sundry citizens of 
South Bethlehem, West Bethlehem, and Bethlehem; of Railway Conductors’ 
Local Division No. 144, of Derry; of Hodcarriers’ Local Union No. 7351, of 
Reading; of Just in Time Lodge, No. 346, Brotherhood of Railroad Teleg- 
raphers, of Bethlehem; of Stone Masons’ Local Union No. 35, of Philadelphia; 
of Southwest Union, No. 68, Brotherhood of Railroad Telegraphers, of Scott- 
dale; of Bricklayers’ Local Union No. 18, of Scranton; of 48 citizens of New 
Alexandria; of 59 citizens of Pittsburg; of Tobacco Workers’ Local Union No. 
59, of Wilkesbarre; of 98 citizens of Brownville, all in the State of Pennsy]- 
vania, and of Bricklayers and Masons’ Local Union No. 2, of Lincoln, Nebr. 

March 24.—Petitions of Local Union No. 8, of Waynesburg; of Painters, 
Decorators, and Paper Hangers’ Local Union No. 370, of Pittsburg: of Local 
Union No. 24 of Newcastle, all of the American Federation of Labor; of 
Lodge No. 228, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, 6f Bradford; of Council 
No. 853, Junior Order of United American Mechanic8, of Chester County; of 
44 citizens of South Bethlehem, and of Local Division No. 857, Order of Rail- 
way Conductors, of Connellsville, all in the State of Pennsylvania. __ Ss 

. March 25.—A petition of the Ship-Keepers’ Protective Union No. 897"), 
American Federation of Labor, of Vallejo, Cal. 

Mr. PENROSEalso presented petitions of the Brooklyn Branch, of Brooklyn, 
N. Y.; of the Providence Branch, of Providence, R.I.; of the Portland Branch, 
of Portland, Me., and of the Baltimore Branch, of Baltimore, Md., all of the 
Atlantic Coast Seamen's Union; of the Seattle Branch, Pacific Coast Marine 
Firemen’s Union, of Seattle, Wash.; of the Seattle Branch of Sailors’ Union 
of the Pacific, of Seattle, Wash.; of San Pedro Sailors’ Union of the Pacific, of 
San Pedro, Cal., and of the San Pedro Braude Sailors’ Union of the Pacific, 
of San Pedro, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the 
protection of American seamen from Chinese competition. <a 

April 2.—Petitions of Painters, Decorators, and Paperhangers’ Local l nion 
No. 208, of Washington: of Retail Clerks’ Local Union No. 204, of Ashland; 
of Boiler Makers’ Local Union No. 41, of Elwood; of Typographical Union 
No. 321, of Connellsville; of Local Division No. 8, Order of Railroad Telegra- 
phers, of Harrisburg; of Mine Workers’ Local Union No. 1824, of Leechburg; 
of Railway Conductors’ Local Union No. 187, of Sunbury; of 1 citizens of 
Donora, and of Silk Mill Workers’ Local Union No. 246, of Plymouth, all ip 
_ oe = Pennsylvania, and of Steam Fitters’ Local Union No. 82, 0 

ebr. ; ied 

April 3.—Petitions of 64 citizens of Pittsburg; of Fall City Council, No. 385, 
Order of United American Mechanics, of Fall City; of Mount Moriah Lodge, 
No. 319, of Philadelphia, all in the State of Pennsylvania. 


Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, I move that when the Sen- 
ate adjourns to-day it be to meet at 11 o’clock to-morrow. 
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The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. FAIRBANKS. The amendments made to the bill a short | 
time ago render a couple of brief amendments necessary in sec- | 


tion 4. 
I move that after the word ‘‘ teachers ’’ the word ‘‘ and ’’ be in- 


serted, and after the word “‘ students ’’ a semicolon be inserted in | 
place of the comma; that before the word “‘ merchants ”’ the words | 
‘*and to”’ be inserted, and after the word ‘‘ merchants’’ the com- | 


ma be stricken out, so that the section as amended will read: 


That from and after the passage of this act the privilege of Chinese per- 
sons other than laborers, to enter or remain in the United States shall be re- 
stricted to officials, teachers, and students; and to merchants and travelers 
for curiosity or pleasure, as hereinafter defined. 


Mr. TURNER. Mr. President, I understood yesterday when | 


an amendment to another section of the bill was offered that all 
amendments which went to the substantial framework and struc- 
ture of the bill were to be left until the voting commenced to- 
morrow at 1o’clock. I was in the Chamber when the amend- 
ments to which the Senator from Indiana refers were passed, but 
my attention was diverted, and I was not aware of what was 
taking place. Otherwise I should have objected to taking the 
vote upon those amendments at that time. I hope the Senator 
will permit that vote to be reconsidered at this time and allow 
the bill to stand as it originally was until the vote is taken to- 
morrow. Allof the discussion is not over. These are important 
and substantive provisions of the bill, and they are provisions 
that a great many members of the Senate think ought to be re- 
tained in the bill. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The amendments were pro and ac- 
ceptedby the chairman of the committee on behalf of the com- 
mittee. ' 

Mr. TURNER. But I do not understand that the committee 
has ever had its attention called to them. I am a member of the 
committee, and I do not know of any committee action ever hav- 
ing been taken. Ido not understand that it is conformable to the 
rules of the Senate that the chairman of a committee should speak 
for the committee unless the committee has taken some action in 
the premises. I know that there are a great many Senators who 
consider sections 5 and 6 to be very valuable provisions in the bill 
and would regret very seriously to see them stricken out. I would 
think, in view of that, that no vote ought to have been taken 
until the time for the voting to-morrow. 


Mr. FAIRBANKS. Could not the Senator accomplish the same | 


purpose by offering to amend the bill so as to make it stand as it 
did before these amendments, embodying what was reported by 
the committee and what has been stricken out? 

Mr. TURNER. That puts those whoare in favor of those pro- 
visions in a different position from what they would beif the 
provisions were left in the bill. The matter went, as I under- 
stood, pro forma, and it seems that it is not asking too much to 


request the Senator who moved that amendment to permit it to | sent. 
remain unacted on until the ycting commences to-morrow. I| Mr. PLATT of Connécticut. 


word ‘‘ and;’’ after the word “‘ students’’ to strike out the comma 
and insert in lieu thereof a semicolon; before the word ** mer- 
chants,”’ in the same line, to insert the words ‘‘ and to;’’ and after 
the word ‘*‘ merchants’’ to strike out the comma; and in line 5, 
after the word *‘ pleasure,’’ to strike out the comma; so that if 
amended the section would read: 

That from and after the passage of this act the privilege of Chinese per- 
sons other than laborers to enter or remain in the Gnited States shall be re- 
stricted to officials, teachers, and students; and to merchants and travelers 
for curiosity or pleasure as hereinafter defined. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Indiana. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TURNER obtained the floor. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President—— 

Mr. TURNER. Does the Senator from North Dakota rise for 
| the pu of discussing the bill? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I wish to offer an amendment to the 
pending bill. 

Mr. TURNER. I desire to submit a few observations to the 
Senate, but I shall yield to the Senator from North Dakota for 
the pu indicated by him. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH- I do not believe that the amendment 
which I intend to offer will give rise to any controversy. It is to 
perfect the bill. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk, 
and ask that it may be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment offered by 
the Senator from North Dakota will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 11, 0n page 10, line 4, after the 
words ‘‘ New Orleans,”’ it is proposed to insert the words ‘‘ Portal, 
Neche, Pembina, Saint Vincent, Warroad, El Paso.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will lie upon 
the table. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I ask the Chair if the amendment is 
not in order at the present time? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under the unanimous-con- 
sent agreement, the Chair thinks that these amendments should 
be postponed until 1 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Very well. The amendment has been 
offered and printed several days since. Being of a nature not 
requiring any debate, I supposed it would be in order now. 

Mr. TELLER. I mean to object to any further amendments 
being adopted until to-morrow at 1 o’clock, according to our 
agreement. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Any amendment, the Chair 
thinks, comes within the purview of the unanimous-consent agree- 
ment. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Then those which have already 
been adopted—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That was by unanimous con- 





And accepted here ought to be 


hope he will take that course, because if a majority of the Senate | reconsidered, and stand with the rest of the amendments. Those 


is in favor of those amendments they will be 


made on to-morrow. | amendments were entirely agreeable to me; but there may have 


but the bill ought not to have been changed by an amendment df | been a good many Senators absent from the Senate who ought not 
this character made at this time. | to 
| 


Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—— 


be bound by those amendments. 
Mr. TELLER. Tifat is the reason we ought not now to vote on 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wash- | them at all. 


ington yield to the Senator from Colorado? 
Mr. TURNER. Certain] 


Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I was not inthe Chamber | Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 


Mr. FAIRBANKS. They were in the nature of committee 
_ amendments. and unanimous consent was given. 
I have no ojection to the amend- 


when the amendment was made. However, a short time before | ments being adopted. They are entirely satisfactory tome. Mr. 


I went out of the Chamber the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Fatr- 
BANKS] spoke to me about the amendment, and I said to him I 
had no objection to it. That is all I know about the matter. 


President, I wish to make an inquiry as to section 52. 
Mr. TELLER. I did not mean to say that I should object to 


| the amendment which has already been adopted, but I shall ob- 


I wish to say to the Senator from Washington that the effect of | ject to adopting any more. We had better stop now on these 
the amendment, as I understand it, is that it includes in the pro- | and wait until to-morrow. 


scribed classes teachers and students, leaving to the Secretary of | Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 


the Treasury, and oe the Secretary of the Treasury, to 

make proper rules and regulations to carry into effect their ex- | 
clusion—in other words, leaving the law as it is, and making the | 
law in the pending bill precisely as itis now. The bill incorpo- | 
rates the definition of students and teachers. The law as it was | 
sunply mentions students and teachers, and-the Secretary of the | 


I am not proposing an amend- 
ment. Iam making an inquiry about what is meant in a certain 
section. Section 52 provides: 

That the term “Chinese” and the term “Chinese person,” used in this 
act, are meant to include all male and female persons who are Chingse either 
by birth or descent, as well those of mixed blood as those of the full blood. 


Now, I should like to inquire whether it is the understanding 


Treasury made regulations defining what they were. Those reg- | of those in charge of this bill that the bill would prevent the com- 
ulations have been carried into this bill, and if the amendment | ing into the United States of all persons from the Philippine 


remains, the law, so far as this new bill is concerned, will con- 
tinue to be precisely as it is now. 


Islands who had the slightest trace of Chinese blood in their 
veins? I make that inquiry because I think the Senator from 


Mr. TURNER. DoI understand the Senator to say that the | Massachusetts [Mr. LopGer] said in his address that he would not 


amendment is satisfactory to those having the bill in charge? 
Mr. PATTERSON. That is my understanding about it. 
Mr. TURNER. Then I withdraw my request, Mr. President. | 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana 

(Mr. FarRBanks] has offered an amendment, which will be stated. 

¥ The Secretary. In section 4, on page 3, line 4, after the word 
teachers,” it is proposed to strike out the comma and insert the 


be in favor of extending the prohibition to the mixed bloods in 


| the Philippine Archipelago. It is well known there that a great 


many of the Filipinos have more or less of Chinese blood in their 
veins; and this provision would debar every such person, even if 
he was only one thirty-sixth Chinese, coming from the Philippine 
Archipelago to the United States, as I understand it. I wish to 
know if that is the understanding of the committee? 
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Mr. TURNER. Mr. President, I wish to notice briefly the con- 
tention made by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. ForRAKER] yesterday 
in the very able and forceful speech which he made to the effect 
that the true construction of the several treaties with China, par- 
ticularly the treaties of 1880 and 1894, was that nobody was to be 
excluded from this country except Chinese laborers, and that the 
restrictive words of the treaties of 1880 and 1894, defining other 
classes, to wit, that part of it which permitted those to enter who 
were defined as officials, teachers, students, merchants, and trav- 
elers for curiosity or pleasure, were merely by way of illustration 
and were intended to indicate that all the Chinese other than 
laborers, similar in character to those mentioned, were entitled to 
come in under the provisions of those treaties. 

The Senator from Ohio made quite an elaborate examination of 
our treaties with China for the purpose of establishing this prop- 
osition, and went back as far as the treaty of 1844, our first 
treaty; followed that up with an examination of the treaty of 
1858, then of the treaty of 1868, then of the treaty of 1880, and 
finally of the treaty of 1894. 

This was the principal contention in his speech, to which he 
directed most of his argument, and on it he based the proposition 


that it was contrary to public policy and good morals for us to | 


extend the restrictions beyond the classes named, because it 
would be a violation of our plighted faith with a friendly nation. 

I do not consider any of these treaties essential to a determina- 
tion of the question raised by the Senator from Ohio, except the 
treaties of 1880 and 1894, because it is by those treaties alone that 
we have made provision for Chinese exclusion. Nor do I consider 
any treaty necessary to be examined to determine the question, 
except that of 1894, because each of the treaties following, from 
the first down to the last, that of 1894, were intended to be a little 
more and more restrictive than the former treaties. 

It is sufficient to determine this question, applying the ordinary 
principles of construction, to look at the language of the treaty of 
1894. If there be any obscurity in that treaty, of course it is 
proper to look back to the prior treaties to see what the intention 
was in the use of the particular language employed in the later 
treaty; but there is nothing obscure in it; there is nothing in the 
treaty of 1894 which requires an examination of prior treaties. 

The language of that treaty, on which the friends of this bill 
rely as excluding all except those specifically mentioned, is found 
in the third article of the treaty of 1894: 

The provisions of this convention shall not affect the right at present en- 
joyed of Chinese subjects, being officials, teachers, students, merchants, or 
travelers for curiosity or pleasure, but not laborers, of coming to the United 
States and residing therein. 

The Senator from Ohio insisted that the designation of those 
who may come in under the article which I have just read is 
merely by way of description; but it seems to me utterly impos- 
sible for any logical mind to take this article and put any such 
construction as that upon it. There is not anything in the lan- 
guage to indicate that either the Unitell States or China meant 
anything of that kind: 

The provisions of this convention shall not affect the right at present en- 
joyed of Chinese subjects. being officials, teachers, students, merchants, or 
travelers for curiosity or pleasure— 

From being admitted into the United States. If it was the pur- 
pose to put this merely by way of illustration, it seems to me very 
clear that different language would have been employed, that ap- 
propriate phraseology would have been used. Instead of an iron- 


bound designation, as we find in this article of the treaty, which | 


uses without qualification the terms, “officials, teachers, stu- 
dents, merchants, or travelers for curiosity or pleasure,’’ the 


wording would have been, ‘‘ Chinese subjects of the classes such | 


as Officials, teachers, students, merchants, or travelers,”’ etc., or 
something of that kind. That is so plain that it would suggest 
itself readily to any mind; and the minds of those who were en- 
gaged on both sides in formulating this treaty, I imagine, were 
as astute as any in the diplomatic service of any country of the 
world. 

The construction which might be placed on this language would 
have sb readily occurred to them that they would have employed 
apt and appropriate words to indicate a contrary construction if 
they had so intended, words showing plainly that they used the 
terms employed by way of illustration, instead of using them for 


If the contention of the Senator from Ohio is correct, clearly 
the language of this last clause would have been “‘ To entitle such 


| Chinese of the classes above described,’’ or ‘‘ To entitle such Chi- 


j 


nese other than laborers to come into the United States.”” But 
no. The language is ‘‘ To entitle such Chinese subjects as are 
above described,’’ showing that the parties had no other classes 
of Chinese in their minds than those who had been specifically 
described in the preceding provision of Article ITI. r 

If that be correct, Mr. President, then the force and effect of 
the greater part of the magnificent speech delivered by the Sena- 
tor from Ohio yesterday is destroyed, because that speech largely 
proceeded upon the theory that this bill was an unfair, an unjust, 
and an unconscionable effort to extend the restrictions upon Chi- 
nese immigration much beyond anything contemplated by the 


| treaty. 


When we consider, moreover, that this treaty has been given 
this identical construction for the last ten years, not only by the 


| lawmaking department of the Government, but by the executive 





| department as well, and that it has been acquiesced in by China, 


with the exception of one letter written by the Chinese minister 
only two or three months ago, and evidently in contemplation of 
this legislation, which it was known would come before Congress— 
when we consider all of these factors, in addition to the logical 
conclusion which must necessarily be derived from the language 
employed, it seems to me that there is absolutely no justice what- 


ever in attempting to enforce upon the Senate a proposition that 








the purpose of indicating, as claimed by the friends of this bill, | 


the particular classes that might be permitted to come in under 
the provisions of the treaty. 

This, it appears to me, is made absolutely certain and conclu- 
sive when the second clause of the third article is read. That 
clause reads: 

To entitle such Chinese subjects as are above described to admission into 
the United States, they may produce a certificate from their Government or 
the Government where they last resided, viséed by the diplomatic or consular 
representative of the United States in the country or port whence they 
depart, 


| that all other persons of that race 


in the enumeration of the classes who may come here, as provided 
in the present bill, there is any attempt to stretch the provisions 
of the law one iota beyond the provisions of the treaties of 1880 


| and 1894, 


The Senator from Ohio went further and undertook to say that 
the Supreme Court of the United States had given a construction 
to our treaty obligations with China in consonance with his posi- 
tion. The Senator iscertainly mistaken about that. The Supreme 
Court of the United States has never, in any of the litigation that 
has come before it involving the Chinese, or any question grow- 
ing out of the Chinese treaties, or any question growing out of 
the exclusion laws, had occasion to determine this particular and 
identical question. 

It is true that in the case to which the Senator referred, re- 
ported in 140 U. §8., the justice delivering the opinion therein 
undertook to give something of a history of the spirit and purpose 
of the exclusion laws; but it was pure obiter, and had nothing at 
all to do with the determination of the question then before the 
court. The statement was about a matter which the justice writ- 
ing the opinion had a right to suppose would never be called in 


| question, either in court or in the halls of legislation, and con- 


cerning which he need not be as accurate as he would be with 


| reference to those matters which were immediately before the 


court. 

The only question before the court in the case to which the 
Senator from Ohio referred was the question of the right of a 
Chinese person claiming to be a merchant to enter the United 
States under the provisions of the then existing law; and the Su- 

reme Court of the United States held that he was not entitled to 
be admitted for two reasons: first, because he did not have the 
certificate contemplated by the law viséed by the consular officers 
of the United States in China; and second, because the testimony 
showed that he was a laborer and not a merchant and was en- 
deavoring to enter the United States in a fraudulent character. 

The words employed by the learned justice in the conclusion of 
the opinion, which were the words read by the Senator from 
Ohio, were not intended as a determination of either of these 
questions and were not necessary to their determination, but 
were merely a loose statement of the justice as to what he under- 
stood the object of the legislation to have been. This was what 
the justice said and what was quoted by the Senator from Ohio: 

The result of the legislation as the Chinese would seem to be this: 


That no laborers of that race shall hereafter be permitted to enter the United 
States, or even to return after having departed from the country, though they 


may have prereuny resided therein and have left with a view of returning: 
and that all other persons of that race, except those connected with the diplo 
matic service, must produce a certificate from the authorities of the Chinese 


Government, or of such other foreign governments as they may at the time 
be subjects of, showing that they are not laborers and have the permission 
of that government td enter the United States, which certificate is to be 
viséed by a representative of the Government of the United States. 

He does not even say in the language which I have read here, 
and which was read by the Senator from Ohio, who the particu- 
lar classes are that may come in, but simply— 
except those connected with the diplo- 
matic service, must produce a certificate. 

Evidently the court did not have this contention in its mind at 
all, as every lawyer must see who reads the case, or intend to 
make any determiuation or adjudication on the subject. i 

So that we are remitted to the logical construction of the ~ 7 
of 1894 for a determination of this question, and it is imposs!)!° 
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to read the two clauses of the third article of the treaty of 1894 
and say that both parties did not have in mind that the only 
other Chinese persons besides laborers who should be permitted 
to enter the United States without the consent of the United 
Stateswere officials, teachers, students, merchants, and travelers 
for curiosity or pleasure. 

Mr. President, this bill did not have any politics in it when it 
came to this Chamber from the committee. It was conceived in 
a spirit of the highest patriotism. It is the first and only public 
measure originating in Congress since I have been a member of 
this body with the assent of any considerable part of the domi- 
nant majority which has had for its object the protection of the 
rights and the interests of the common people of the land, which 
is aaa upon a recognition of their partnership in our Govern- 


ment and of their right to the provident care and protection of | regulations on the subject, made as the necessities of the case 


the Government. 

The considerations which induced the members of the commit- 
tee to accept this bill without regard to their party affiliations I 
had hoped would be equally effective in inducing both sides of 
this Chamber to accept and pass it. But from the time it was 
reported here by the Committee on Immigration down to the 
present hour sentiment has been crystallizing against it on the 
other side of this Chamber, until at this moment, outside of the 
three or four Republican members upon the Committee on Im- 
migration who gave it their assent in that committee, and outside 


of most of the Republican Senators from the Pacifics coast, I do | 


not believe it has a single friend upon the other side of the 
Chamber. 

The truth of the matter is that politics has crept in in spite of 
everything that eugpoty could do to keep it out. "The ingrained 
tendencies of Republivan policy have had their operation to bring 
about a 8 and forceful sentiment upon the other side of the 
Chamber against the enactment of this just measure. 

The powerful corporations have been heard from upon the sub- 


ject while the bill has been pending here. The business interests | 


have become alarmed, or have affected to become so; the leaders 
and representatives of organized labor have had the imprudence 
to show themselves in the corridors and committee rooms of the 
Capitol, and that has been an additional cause of offense in the 
eyes of some people. 

When we consider that the Republican party worships at the 
shrine of wealth, when we consider that it regards the sole or at 
least the chief duty of government to be the conservation of 
wealth rather than the promotion of an honest, intelligent, and 
patriotic citizenship, the wonder to my mind is not that sentiment 
should have crystallized against this measure on the other side of 
the Chamber, 
side strong enough, with patriotism and statesmanship enough in 
his composition to cast aside the influences of his environment 
and give his yes gk to the bill. I honor those who have been 
able to do so and believe that they will find in the approving 
views of their countrymen full justification for the course which 
they are pursuing. 

In what I say upon this subject I do not intend, either by in- 
sinuation or innuendo, to accuse any Senator of pursuing any 
other course than that which his conscience demands. I am sim- 
ply stating as a philosophic reason for the action of Republican 
Senators the fact that the Republican party finds its chief end 
and aim and object in life in the conservation of wealth, instead 
of iw the protection of the common people of the land. 


I am stating that as a reason why at this time, after all this de- | 
bate, after the merits of this measure have been so fully shown to | 


the Senate and to the country, the sentiment against the bill 


should have crystallized as it has done upon the other side of this | 


Chamber. 

I believe that the Republican party to-day is in favor of the dol- 
lar instead of the man, and this measure, conceived and framed 
in the interest of the manhood of the American people, goes down 
by the vote of the other side of the Chamber when the dollar mark 
of disapprobation has been put upon it. 

The question now and here has come down, in my judgment, to 
a determination whether the committee bill, framed in the inter- 
est of the le of the land. shall receive the assent of the Senate or 
whether the substitute offered by the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. PLatt] shall receive the vote of the Senate. 

Our friends upon the other side may not be conscious of the 
fact; I have no doubt they feel justified in the course which they 
are about to pursty by an approving conscience, but I believe 
that those who vote in favor of the Platt substitute will do so be- 
cause way down in their hearts, perhaps unconsciously to them- 
selves, they are opposed to restricting the immigration of Chinese 
to our country, and they are op to it because the manufac- 
turing corporations, the transcontinental railroads, and the steam- 
a companies want unrestricted Chinese immigration into this 

ountry. A 


I desire to tell the Senate what they are going to do when they 


t that there should be found anybody upon that | 





adopt, in lieu of the committee bill, the substitute off by the 
Senator from Connecticut. They are going to leave in ost 
confusion the restriction laws now in force. They are going to 
make difficult their application because of that confusion. Those 
laws are scattered through a half dozen different enactments. 
They are difficult for the legislator to find, and when he finds 
them they are in so many different shapes, there are so many 
conflicting provisions, there are so many provisions that coincide, 
that it is exceedingly difficult for even a trained legal mind to 
determine what the law is upon any specific point. 

And, moreover, they are going to prevent the officers who have 
the duty of administering our Chinese-exclusion laws, the law- 
yers and the judges who are called upon in judicial matters to 
enforce those laws, from having ready access to the Treasury 


and as experience have shown they ought to be made. They will 
thereby prevent an efficient administration of such laws as we 
have, and they are going to do that, in my judgment, because 


| way down in their hearts they are opposed to Chinese exclusion. 


Even as a mere matter of codification, as a matter of revision, 
for the purpose of presenting in one compact and intelligent sys- 
tem our laws upon the subject of Chinese exclusion. the commit- 
tee bill ought to be accepted here in preference to the substitute 
offered by the Senator from Connecticut. It should be passed 
preferably if there were no other object than that. But there is 
another object for this extended codification of these laws, which 
everybody knows here, which nobody has undertaken to contro- 
vert at all, and concerning the policy of which there ought to be 
no question in the mind of any Senator. 

Do you want a lame, a halting, an inefficient administration of 
the laws relating to the exclusion of Chinese from our shores? 
Do you want as many holes to be punched into those laws as pos- 
sible? Do you want to leave as many loopholes as possible to 
enable the Chinese to come here? If you do, then you want to 
vote for the Platt substitute for the pending bill, because that is 
what it will do. 

A great part of the present laws upon Chinese exclusion are 
found in the act of 1888. A great part of the effective laws upon 
the subject of Chinese exclusion are the regulations made by the 
Treasury Department ens the legislation, which expe- 
rience has shown are absolutely essential to any efficient carrying 
on of our policy against the admission of Chinese to our country. 
It is a fact that both the Scott law and the Treasury regulations 
are being attacked in five cases in the Supreme Court of the 
United. States, with the great probability that that court will be 


| compelled to declare that the Scott Act has no force and effect as 


a law because it was passed in contemplation of the ratification 


| by the Chinese Government of the treaty of 1888, which that Gov- 


ernment declined to do. 

Soif youadopt the substitute offered by the Senator from Connec- 
ticut, instead of passing the committee bill, you are going to give 
ug a lame, a halting, an inefficient system of laws, under which 
it will be impossible to have any efficient exclusion of Chinese 
from the country pursuant to the policy entered upon twenty 
years ago. 

More than that, Senators, the substitute drawn by the distin- 


, guished Senator from Connecticut provides by its own terms that 


it shall run with the present Chinese treaty and expire when that 


| treaty expires, and it is a distinct statement to the statesmen of 





the Chinese Empire, as it is a distinct statement to the laboring 
men of this land, that the Republican party in this country does 
not propose to have Chinese exclusion hereafter except with the 
consent of the Chinese Government. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Will the Senator from Washing- 
ton permit me to interrupt him? 

Mr. TURNER. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I do not see how the Senator 
from Washington can claim that when the amendment provides: 

That in case said treaty be terminated as provided in Article VI thereof, 
this act and the acts hereby extended and continued shall remain in force 
until there shall be concluded between the United States and Chinaa new 
treaty respecting the coming of Chinese persons into the United States, and 
until appropriate laws shall be passed to carry into effect the provisions 
thereof. 

If no treaty should be negotiated, then they would be continued 
indefinitely. 

Mr. TURNER. Iam very glad to be informed by the Senator 
from Connécticut that he has added that clause to his proposed 
substitute. Iwas not aware of it before. But still I think the 
substitute must be taken as an indication of the purpose stated, 
because it would be satisfied by the making between this country 
and China of a treaty of any charactér on the subject of Chinese 
exclusion. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I presume the Senator himself 
can not ask more than that these laws shall be in force if China 
refuses to make a treaty, and if it does, certainly we ought not to 
go beyond the provisions of the treaty in its enforcement. 
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Mr. TURNER. Undoubtedly. My proposition is that any 
treaty which we may negotiate with China, no matter how in- 
efficient its terms might be, would meet the purposes of the 
amendment which the Senator has now added to his proposed 
substitute. 

I think, in view of the evident disposition on the part of the domi- 
nant political party in this country to break down or at least to 
render as inefficient as possible our laws and regulations uper the 
subject of the exclusion of the Chinese, we may expect at no 
very distant day after China has denounced the present treaty, 
that another treaty will be made upon the subject of Chinese ex- 
clusion which will fairly meet the present views and purposes 
of the Chinese Government, but which will not meet the views 
and purposes of the common people of this land, who demand 
that their labor, their morals, and their civilization shall not be 
perverted by the inroad of the hordes of Chinamen who will come 
here whenever our present policy of restriction is broken down 
or materially weakened. But at any rate the substitute prepared 
by the Senator from Connecticut will be an invitation to the 
Government of China to abrogate the treaty in 1904. 





The minister from China has written strong letters, showing | 


that the purpose of the Chinese Government is to break down 
our present exclusion laws if possible; showing his dissatisfac- 
tion with the present system of Chinese exclusion, and certainly 
that Government will take advantage of the clause in the treaty of 
1894 authorizing it to denounce the treaty at the end of ten years 


if it has tendered it such an invitation as that which is couched | 


in the proposed substitute of the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. President, I do not see why there should be all of this ex- 
ceedingly great tenderness upon the subject of our treaty rela- 
tions with China, all this exhortation upon the good faith with 
which we should observe our treaty obligations with that Gov- 
ernment. 
been amazed at the almost hysterical utterances which I have 


heard here from day to day since this matter ‘has been under con- | 


sideration, to the effect that it would be a breach of national 
honor, it would be astain upon the fair escutcheon of our country 
if we should pass any laws which in any respect trench upon any 
of the provisions of any of these treaties. 


It has only been about eighteen months or two years since the | 
Government of China had our minister and the members of his | 
legation penned up in the legation building in the city of Pekin | 
endeavoring to murder them. To-day, under the terms of these | 
treaties with China, there is not a single American who dares to | 
go anywhere in the interior of China, and there is not one in | 


China to-day anywhere within its interior. They are all confined 
tothetreaty ports. They do notdare to go anywhere else, because 
the Chinese Government could not protect their lives anywhere 
else from the ferocity of the Chinese people. 

It does seem remarkable, with this condition of affairs prevail- 
ing in China, that Senators should declaim here in a hysterical 
manner and demand in the name of sacred honor that we obserye 
rigorously and scrupulously every provision of the Chinese trea- 
ties. 

Mr. President, if we wanted an excuse to overrule and over- 
ride any treaty we have with China, that country has furnished 
it over and over again a hundred times in the breaches of the 
treaty of which she has been guilty within the last two years and 
a half. 


I did not rise for the purpose of making a speech particularly, | 


but simply to notice the ground upon which the distinguished 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker] founded the greater part of 
the very eloquent speech which he made to the Senate yesterday. 
In concluding I wish to present to the Senate some telegrams 
from labor organizations in my State which I have received since 
yesterday upon the subject of the pending bill. I ask that they 
be read to the Senate by the Secretary. j 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read as 
requested. 
The Secretury read as follows: 
SEATTLE, WASH., April 14, 1902. 
Hon. GEORGE TURNER, Portland, Washington, D. C.: 
The Longshoremen’s Protective Association urges the adoption of Chinese- 
exclusion bill reported by committee, seamen’s section included. 
J. WEAVER. President. 
J. McCURDY, Secretary. 


SEATTLE, WASH., April 14, 1902. 
Hon. GEORGE TURNER, United States Senate, Washing! m, D. C.: 
The Western Central Labor Union urges the adoption of Chinese-exclusion 
bill reported from committee, seamen’s section included ; 
A. POHLE, President. 
F. A. RUST, Secretary. 


SEATTLE, WASH., April 14, 1902. 


Hon. GEORGE TURNER, United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


The Seattle Branch of the Sailors’ Union urges adoption of Chinese- 
exclusion bill reported from committee, seamen’s section included. 
P. B. GILL, Agent. 
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I am not in favor of violating any of them, but I have | 





APRIL 15, 


| 
SEATTLE, WASH., April 14, 1902. 
| Hon. GEORGE TURNER, United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


The Marine Cooks and Stewards’ Association of Seattle urges the adoption 
of Chinese-exclusion bill reported from committee, seamen’s section included, 
R. POWERS, Agent. 


SEATTLE, WASH., April 14, 1902, 
Hon. GEORGE TURNER, United States Senate, Washington, D. C.; 


The Seattle Branch of the Marine Firemen's Union urges the adoption of 
| Chinese-exclusion bill reported from committee, seamen’s section included. 
J. CARNEY, Agent, 


TACOMA, WASH., April 13, 1902. 


Senator GEORGE TURNER, Portland, Washington, D. C.: 


We urge your vote for adoption sailors’ section Chinese exclusion. 
TACOMA TRADES CouNcin, 
J. MENZIES, Secretary. 


TACOMA, WASH., April 14, 1902. 


Senator G. TURNER, Washington, D, C.: 
We urge your vote for adoption sailors’ section Chinese exclusion. 
TACOMA SAILORS’ UNION. 


SEATTLE, WASH., April 14, 1902. 
Hon. GEORGE TURNER, United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 

Chamber of commerce received dispatch from Washington asking if reten- 
| tion of seamen’s clause of Chinese-exclusion bill will be detrimental to oriental 
| shipping. Committee on national affairs given full power to act; hence Mr. 
| Burke's telegram. 

P. B. GILL. 


SEATTLE, WASH., April 1/,, 1902. 
| Hon. GEORGE TURNER, United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 

Thomas Burke, chairman committee national affairs, chamber of com- 
merce, is attorney for Great Northern Railway Company. Prohibition of 
Chinese seamen on American vessels will not force them to sail under for- 
eign flags. The owners are too anxious to receive subsidy. Will wire later 
about chamber of commerce. 

P. B. GILL. 





TACOMA, WASH., April 14, 1902. 
| Senator GEORGE TURNER or Senator A. G. Foster, Washington, D. C.: 
Weurge you workand vote for adoption of sailors’ section Chinese exclusion, 
EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE OF 
WASHINGTON STATE FEDERATION OF LABOR, 
WILLIAM BLACKMAN, President. 
ABERDEEN, WASH., April 15, 1902. 
| Hon. GEORGE TURNER, United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
Organized labor of Aberdeen in mass meeting assembled urgently request 
you to vote and work for seaman’s clause in exclusion act. 
C. R. HUTTON, Chairman. 
C. J. CAMPBELL, Secretary. 
Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I am not satisfied with the bill 
reported by the committee, amended very materially as it has 
| been, nor am I satisfied with the substitute offered by the dis- 
| tinguished Senator from Connecticut {[Mr. PLATT] as it is now 
| framed, and I wish very briefly to state my position upon each 
| proposition. 
I do not stop to reply properly to the very bitter speech which 
| has just been delivered by the Senator from Washington [Mr. 
| TCRNER]. I have personal friendship for him and great admira- 
| tion for his ability, and I am, I confess, quite amazed that he 
should find it in harmony with his inclination or his belief to im- 
pute to every member of this body on this side of the Chamber 
who does not happen to agree with him unworthy motives or a 
surrender to influences which ought not to affect any Senator on 
| either side of the Chamber. 


| Mr. TURNER. Mr. President—— . 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis- 
| consin yield to the Senator from Washington? 
Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 
| Mr. TURNER. Mr. President, I must disclaim having im- 
puted to any Senator on the other side any unworthy motive. I 
especially endeavored to guard against that by saying that I at- 
tributed the sentiment which had been crystallizing ow the 
other side of the Chamber to the peculiar tenets and policies of 
the Republican party which had become ingrained in the con- 
sciousness of the members of that party. 

Mr. SPOONER. I can not account for the bitter feeling of 
the Senator toward the Republican party. Senators on the other 
side of the Chamber who have been lifelong Democrats disagree 
with us 

Mr. TURNER. Will the Senator permit me to explain that 
also? 

Mr. SPOONER. I think it might take some time. ; 

Mr. TURNER. No,sir; justamoment. Iwas cozened by the 
Republican party for thirty years, and when I found it out I be- 
came very bitter toward that party. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator thinks apparently that the mo- 
ment he left the party all the virtue, all the patriotism, all of its 
traditional regard for the interests of labor and for humanity de- 
parted with him. The Senator is mistaken. 

There should not be—and I was not aware until the Senator 
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from Washington made his speech that there was—any politics in 
this proposed legislation, and I resent, for one, the suggestion 
that because I do not agree with the Senator from Washington 
as to this bill I am any less in favor than he is of excluding Chi- 
nese laborers from the United States; and I deny that there is a 
Senator on this side of the Chamber, so far as I know, who is not 
as thoroughly committed, not simply mentally, but in his heart, 
to the protection of American labor against this impossible com- 
petition as the Senator or any of his associates. 

I do not need to defend the Republican party in its devotion to 
the interests of labor, Mr. President. Its record does that, and one 
ground of Democratic attack upon it always has been that it was its 
policy to do that. The Republican party has been in favor of pro- 
tecting the labor of the United States not only against alien contract 
labor but against the products of that labor made in other lands 
and brought here into unjust and unfair competition with similar 
products of our own labor. It is too late for any man to suggest, 
with the expectation that he can command the confidence of the 
people in the statement, that the Republican is hostile to 
the interests of labor. Strike from the statute books, Mr. Presi- 
dent, what the Republican party in its history has done for labor 
in the United States, and what would there be left? 

I do not know what sentiment, if any, has crystallized upon the 
pending bill on this side of the Chamber. I never ask any Sena- 
tor how he intends to vote. I never canvass the Senate. Ido not 
know how Senators will vote except as they have declared them- 
selves in their utterances upon this measure. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Washington re 
standpoint, somewhat loosely treaty obligations. It is not a ques- 
tion of power. I agree entirely with the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. TELLER]—I agree entirely with the Senator from Washing- 
ton—that Congress has the power to pass laws abrogating every 
treaty which exists between us and foreign governments. It has 
the power to cut us off, if it chooses to exercise it, from interna- 
tional comity and relation. A treaty in our system of government 
is unique. 

By the Constitution the power to make laws is vested in the 
Senate and House of Representatives, but the Constitution gives 
to a treaty, after it shall have been entered into by the President 
and ratified by the Senate, the force of law throughout the land 
equally with laws by Congress. That is the one instance 
where a supreme law of the land, binding everybody but Congress, 
binding courts, obligatory upon the people, passes to the statute 
books without the intervention oftentimes of the House of Rep- 
resentatives or the Senate, acting as a legislative body. It is 
made by the Executive and the Senate. 

That is not all, Mr. President. There is something of unique- 
ness in it beyond that—that it can not be made by the President 
and the Senate without the intervention of a foreign power. So 
it becomes a law, but it is also a compact or a contract. Being a 
law, the Supreme Court has repeatedly decided that it is subject 
to repeal by the lawmaking power of the country. 

But there is something abont it all beyond that which does not 
go to the courts, for whether the Congress acts wisely or justly 
in abrogating a treaty is not for the courts to review. That is a 
question solely for the Con to determine. : 

And these treaties with foreign powers, Mr. Presideyt, rest in 
honor. They are not like compacts or contracts between indi- 
viduals which can be enforced in courts of justice. In the last 
analysis they are enforceable only at the cannon’s mouth, be- 
cause, as the court has repeatedly said, while we have the power 
to abrogate them, we do it at our peril; we do it subject to re- 
prisal upon the part of the injured party to it. : 

A man who does not keep his contracts stands not well in any 
community, and the man stands best, Mr. President, who keeps 
his contract—or, in other words, his word—where the obligation is 
such that it can not be enforced in any tribunal. Among hon- 
orable men an honorable obligation is as strong, if not stronger, 
than one enforceable in the tribunals of the land. : 

There are cases where a country is justified in abrogating a 
treaty. I am frank to say here, although I resisted with other 
Senators for two years any attempt to abrogate the Clayton- 
Bulwer treaty, which shackled the United States and prevented 
us from constructing in the interest of commerce and in the in- 
terest of our safety a canal connecting the oceans. I was influ- 
enced partly by the fact that negotiations were pending to abrogate 
it; but if they had failed I should have deemed it entirely com- 
patible with the honor of this country to have voted to abrogate 
it, because compacts between nations sometimes—containing no 
clause authorizing a denouncement—which affect the safety, as 
time goes on, of a people, they are not bound to observe, and a 
government can not trade away for all time the safety or the 
well-being of its people. This is a doctrine underlying treaties. 
Happily there was in the case of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty no 
such exigency, as I did not believe there would be. 

So Congress passed an act to abrogate the Chinese treaty, and 


rds, from my 


it was a justifiable abrogation. The Supreme Court so declared in 
the ‘“‘Chinese-exclusion case ’’ (Chae Pang Ping,130U.S). Ithink 
the act was not signed. It was justifiable because we had entered 
intoa treaty with China for unrestricted intercourse, and it brought 
toour shores an army of Chinese laborers, and, because of their ra- 
cial instincts, because of their characteristics, because of their pe- 
culiarities, because of the absolute impossibility of their ever assim- 
ilating with us, because of the impossible competition which it put 
upon our labor, that Government not being willing teabrogate it 
or modify it, it being perpetual in form, in the interestef labor, in 
the interest of society, in the interest of our whole people, Congress 
passed a bill to abrogate it. 

So to-day, Mr. President, there is no man, so far as I know, 
except those who consult a purely selfish interest (and if they 
have any representative here I do not know who he is), who is in 
favor of throwing open the gates to the immigration of Chinese 
labor. Weareafraid of them; thatisthetruth aboutit. They can 
not become citizens of the United States. They create Chinese 
societies in our midst which are as isolated as if they were in 
China. They are acute, patient, thrifty, imitative, able, and with. 
a standard of living which would enable them, if they could come 
here at will, to drive American lahor to the poorhouse, if America 
would permit it, which American labor would not. 

So, Mr. President, it is not only in the interest of American la- 
bor that they are to be excluded, but it is in the interest, from the 
standpoint of humanity, of Chinese labor that they should be ex- 
cluded. I do not yield—and I think I speak in that respect: for 
every Senator on this side of the Chamber—to the Senator from 
Washington [Mr. TuRNER] in the slightest degree in strength of 
purpose and desire to exclude Chinese labor from the ‘United 
States. 

Now, Mr. President, a great Government like this, as powerful 
and as rich as this Government is, able to deal with the greatest 
to enforce its just demands, can ill afford, except where there is 
supreme necessity for it, to violate its plighted faith with other 
governments. It can ill afford to do it, Mr. President, beyond all 
things, with the weaker governments of the earth and as to those 
from whose fleets and guns it has nothing to fear. 

I believe in observing treaty obligations. If they are not satis- 
factory, I would seek to modify them. If they can not be modi- 
fied and the public interest certainly demands it, I would exercise 
the power which we possess to relieve the Government from it, 
but I would do it always only as a last resort. 

I venture to say, Mr. President, that if the Geary Act, as it is 
called, did not expire for three years this bill would not be here. 
Legislation is necessary, that is conceded, because with the com- 
ing of May, if there be none now enacted we are left, as I under- 
stand it, without exclusion legislation, and that would be intoler- 
able. We are notto go back tothe treaty of 1880. I think Sena- 
tors never will find the time when our people are willing to let down 
the bars to Chinese labor, no matter if some railway companies 
desire it, no matter if some Pacific steamship companies desire it, 
no matter who desires it for a selfish and ulterior purpose, never. 

The Senator criticised the substitute proposed by the distin- 
guished Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Patt]. I said, and I 
will refer to that for a moment as I go along, although I meant 
to deal with it later, that it is not satisfactory to me. It is 
not satisfactory to me for two reasons. In the first place,it is 
not satisfactory to me because it does not provide distinctly that 
Chinese from the Philippine Archipelago shall not come into the 
United States. Possibly they would be excluded by existing 
law. I have some doubt about it. 

Congress, upon the record, had doubt about it as to Hawaii, and 
notwithstanding there was in force this Chinese-exclusion legisla- 
tion when we acquired the territory of Hawaii. to which acquisi- 
tion I was opposed, the Congress, in the act of annexation, as I 
recollect it, prohibited the coming from Hawaii to the mainland 
of Chinese, and again, as the Senator from Massachusetts | Mr. 
LopGE] said the other day, when the government bill for Hawaii 
was passed in Congress was that prohibition repeated. I do not 
know exactly what would have been the effect, as a matter of law, 
of the annexation without that legislation, but this to meis certain, 
that having enacted it as to Hawaii, if we omit it as to the Philip- 
pines, the Philippines not having been the property of the United 
States when the treaty was entered into, it might raise a question 
which I think all possibility of should be eliminated. 

Thatisnotall. I donot like the substitute proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut for another reason. It continues in force all 
existing laws for the exclusion of Chinese. That is the language 
of it. Iam told that there is now pending before the Supreme 
Court of the United States a case, perhaps more than one, in 
which it is contended that the Scott law never took effect. I 
was a member of this body when that law passed, and I think 
I voted for it. Ifthe Supreme Court of the United States should 
so decide, then that would not be one of the laws falling within 
the use of that word in the substitute offered by the Senator from 
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Connecticut. So I suggested to him privately, and I suggest to 
him now publicly, that I think for ssfety his substitute should be 
amended by inserting at the proper place the words “including 
the act entitled ‘An act to prohibit the coming of Chinese labor- 
ers to the United States,’ approved September 13, 1888.”’ 

Mr. PATTERSON. May I ask the Senator from Wisconsin a 
question? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PATBERSON. If the Scott law shall turn out to be a void 
law, can it be vitalized by mere general terms? 

Mr. SPOONER. I did not say a void law. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Well, suppose it is declared to have never 
been operative? 

Mr. SPOONER. Well, Mr. President, it might be declared 
never to have been operative, and it would not follow from that 
at all that Congress had not the power to make it operative, 
would it? 

Mr. PATTERSON. The thought in my mind is that if the 
Scott law shall be declared void for constitutional or other rea- 
sons it was void from its inception, and I do not believe there is a 
possibility to give vitality to such a law by mere general legisla- 
tion of the kind that is proposed. 

Mr. SPOONER. I agree entirely with the Senator, that if the 
Scott law should be decided to have been void because as contra- 
vening the Constitution it would be void because unconstitutional. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Or for any other reason. 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, not at all. I am going to divide the 
question. If the Supreme Court of the United States shall decide 
that the Scott law is void as being in contravention of the Con- 
stitution, and hold the act to be an entirety, exempt from the 
doctrine of dependent and independent provisions, Congress 
could not give it vitality, because—I do not need to argue to my 
friend from Colorado, who is an excellent lawyer—that Congress 
can not pass an unconstitutional act and give it vitality. 

Mr. PATTERSON. That is not the logic of my question at 
all. 

Mr. SPOONER. it is the logic of my answer. Now, the Sen- 
ator says, ‘‘or for other reasons.’’ He has gotten away now 
from the first reason he gave, which was a constitutional reason. 
He says “‘ for other reasons;’’ and perhaps in order to be able to 
answer the question intelligently I ought to know the other rea- 
sons; but I undertake to say—— 

Mr. PATTERSON. I can suggest a reason. 

Mr. SPOONER. What reason? 

Mr. PATTERSON. For the reason that the law was based 
upon a treaty that never went into effect. That might be one. 

Mr. SPOONER. The law having been based upon a treaty 
which never went into effect, the only reason the law never 
would have been a law was because it never went into effect, 
would it not be? It would be because the condition precedent 
upon the happening of which depended its going into effect never 
happened. Would that prevent the Congress of the United States 
from reenacting it, to take effect at once, without any precedent 
condition? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I think that Congress would 
have the right in terms—I do not mean simply by the naming of 
the law, referring to its title and the date of its passage, but by pro- 
ceeding as we enact any law—to reenact that law. Of course, it 
would have the right to doit. But when a law was void because 
it was based or intended to be based upon something years agone 
that did not exist, and that never came into existence after the 
passage of a number of Congresses, I do not believe it can be made 
a vital law simply by general terms. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Colorado has forgotten the 
doctrine of legislative recognition. He has forgotten the long, 
long line of decisions by which the courts have held repealed 
laws to be revived by being treated as if in force, and those de- 
cisions are overwhelming in numbers. For the Senator to say 





that because the act never took effect, not on account of un- | 


constitutionality, but because the treaty upon the ratification of 
which depended its going into effect never was ratified, Congress 
has not the power to reenact it except formally, surprises me. 
Does the Senator mean to say that if the amendment of the 
Senator from Connecticut, continuing in force all laws relating 
to Chinese exclusion, had incorporated in it these words, ‘‘ includ- 
ing the act entitled ‘An act to prohibit the coming of Chinese la- 


borers to the United States,’ approved September 13, 1888,” that | 


from the approval of the substitute bill by the President that 
would not become a part of the law of the land? 


Mr. PATTERSON. That is practically my contention. It 
would at least place the law in a very dangerous situation. It 


would give to the enemies of Chinese exclusion a most excellent | 


ground, with a substantial hope of ultimately succeeding, by go- 
ing into court for the purpose of having the law again declared 
invalid. That is my view of it. 

Mr. SPOONER. If there is a lawyer in the United States 
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who would charge much to a client for taking that proposition 
into court I do not think he ought to be paid forit. Butif the 
Senator from Colorado has any doubt about that, and I have none, 
he can remove his own doubts by moving to amend this amend- 
ment, if he desires, by saying ‘‘ which is hereby reenacted.”’ 
How wouid that do? 

Mr. PATTERSON. My notion is that you would have to set 
out each section of the law in totidem verbis. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then that amounts to this: That if Congress 
should pass an act saying that from and after the Ist day of July 
next the McKinley law, naming it by chapter, should be in force 
as the law of the United States, it would be a brutum fulmen and 
without effect as a piece of legislation. What is the answer to 
that question? 

Mr. PATTERSON. What law do you refer to? 

Mr. SPOONER. The McKinley Act, or any other act. 

Mr. PATTERSON. You mean the tariff act? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I think it would be a very grave question 
whether in the case of a law that is absolutely dead, of which the 
country has been relieved, which if there was a revision of the 
laws would be wiped from the statute books altogether and would 
not appear, simply by naming that law by title it could be revived 
in all of its terms. I do not believe that it could be done. 

Let me suggest this further proposition to the Senator from 
Wisconsin. Suppose a law is declared to be unconstitutional that 
has passed with all the regularity and solemnity required for the 
passage of a law, and shortly thereafter the constitutional trouble 
has been relieved. Would the Senator from Wisconsin claim that 
by referring to that act by title and declaring that it shall be re- 
enacted it would be given vitality upon the statute books? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. At common law the repeal of a repeal- 
ing act revived the original act. There is no particular solemnity 
necessary to constitute a law. 

Mr. PATTERSON. But there is reasonable particularity. 

Mr. SPOONER. No, there is no reasonable particularity in 
the sense in which the Senatgr now uses that phrase. All that is 
necessary is an enacting clause, authority existing under the 
Constitution, and language which makes plain the purpose of 
Congress. 

Mr. PATTERSON. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. HOAR. MayI ask the Senator toallow me to remind him, 
what I dare =| he would think of himself, that we have fre- 
quently adopted a body of laws for Territories by saying, for in- 
stance, that the law of Oregon should be in force in Alaska? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, replying to the Senator 
from Massachusetts, that does not meet the objection. You are 
applying a live law to another subject or another section of the 
territory of the United States. 

Mr. SPOONER. What is the difference between applying a 
live law to a section of the territory of the United States and ap- 
plying a live Congress to a dead law? 

Mr. PATTERSON. There is the difference between reviving 
or attempting to revive a carcass by electricity and securing signs 
and evidences of life in a body that for the time is simply coma- 
tose. That is the difference. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, if the Senator can not see any 
distinction between the revivifying effect of electricity on a car- 
| cass and the power of Congress on a repealed law in order to re- 
vive it, I can not make it clear. 

Mr. PATTERSON. They are both dead. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. PATTERSON. What is the difference between a carcass 
and a dead law? 

Mr. SPOONER. One is dead with no power on earth to bring 
it to life and the other is dead with the power on earth that mace 
| it in the first place to bring it to life. That is the difference. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Let me ask the Senator to answer another 
question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis- 
consin yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. SPOONER. Of course. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Suppose you want to enact a law adopted 
) by the English Parliament. Can you make that the law of this 
| land? 

Mr. SPOONER. Why not? t 

Mr. PATTERSON. Could it be particularized by simply ¢0- 
| acting that a law, with the following title, adopted by the Par- 
| liament of England at a certain time, shall from this day forward 
| be the law of the United States? 

Mr. SPOONER. Why not? ‘ 

Mr. PATTERSON. Saaply because you can not doit. You 
might try it, but you would fail. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is the only knockdown I have had. 

Mr. PATTERSON. That is the best I can give you. 
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Mr. SPOONER. Simply because you can not doit. You can | treaty obligations, Mr. President. they do not violate the treaty 
reenact a law by a reference to it, can you not? on the of this Government; they do not abrogate the treaty, 
Mr. PATTE N. In my judgment, you can not reenact a | to speak more accurately, because that is a question of construc- 
dead law. You can not put life into that which is dead, that | tion. It is not for the Congress to construe laws. That is a 
which has passed out of existence, simply by calling it by | function of the courts. 
name. Anyone whose —_ under a treaty is invaded by Treasury regu- 
Mr. SPOONER. It takes a new law and becomes a newlaw. | lations incompatible with the national obligation has his day in 


Mr. PATTERSON. That is where we differ. court; and if the Treasury regulation made by the Commissioner 
Mr. SPOONER. No; that is where I think the Senator does | of Immigration is not in harmony with a treaty—if it deprives 
not understand. some one of a right in fact conferred upon him by the treaty—the 
Mr. PATTERSON. I may be obtuse. courts will say that, and the honor of the country will be saved 
Mr. SPOONER. I did not mean that. by one of its Executive Departments, and that the one to which is 
Mr. PATTERSON. Yes. . committed by the Constitution that function. But if the Con- 
Mr. SPOONER. We do not reenact alive law; we reenact a | gress, whose duty is not to construe laws but whose duty if is to 
dead law, and make it live again. That is all. make laws, enacts into a statute regulations incompatible with a 
Mr. PATTERSON. Of course you can enact anne, but | treaty, pro tanto it abrogates the treaty. That is the difference, 
you can not reenact a dead law by reference to its title. and it is a wide difference. 


Mr. SPOONER. You can not perhaps make it retrospectively Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 
alive; it was dead, but when it isrevived by an act of Congress it The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Wis- 





lives again. consin yield to the Senator from Colorado? 
Mr. PATTERSON. I despair of convincing the Senator from Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 
Wisconsin, and so I shall cease. 


Mr. TELLER. I do not like to interrupt the Senator, but he 
Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator did not despair of convincing is complaining that we are aening some of the provisions of 
me of his proposition, I should despair of myself. We have the | the treaty with China by this bill. I wish the Senater would 
power of reenacting by reference—and I think very few will dis- | point them out. I myself have not been able to find them. 
pute it—any law which has hitherto been repealed by Congress,| Mr. SPOONER. I will point them out. But to some Senators 
' provided that the reference to it is so specific that the purpose of that does not make any difference. 
Congress to revive it and reenact it is plain. | Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I say it would not make any 
But I have spent—I had e ted to be through before this | difference to me if I thought a treaty ought to be abrogated, but 
time—all my time in ically an elementary discussion of the | I do not see where in this bill we are abrogating the ty. Is 
law with the Senator from Colorado, | would not make any difference to the Senator if it enght to be 
Now, Mr. President, what has been the trouble with the exist- done. The Senator said he was in favor of abrogating a treaty 
ing law? Any? They say that frauds have been attempted to be that ought to be abrogated. 
perpetrated upon it. Frauds will be attempted to be perpetrated | Mr. SPOONER. Yes, as a last resort, said. Two years from 
upon any law on thissubject which you pass; frauds are attempted | now we shall have the right to denounce this treaty of 1894, and 
to be perpetrated upon the tariff law; and wherever avarice is the | China will have the righttodenounceit. Thiscountry, of course, 
moving motive among men, and they are only restrained by leg- | will never rest content with any less liberal treaty than the treaty 
islative enactment, frauds will be sought to be perpetrated upon | of 1894. I do not assume to doubt, especially in view of the at- 
the law. You may say there has been some belvery and corrup- | titude of this Government during the last two years toward 
tion among officials. Can you pass any law to prevent that? No | China, that, when the day comes, that Government will be found 
matter whether you continue the existing law or pass this bill, willing to yield to our wishes in this respect. I do not feel even 
which liberty-loving and os men must support under pen- as to China—I would not do it as to the weakest and poorest goy- 
alty of impeachment of their motives, is it to be said that there ernment under the sky; I would rather doit as to the strongest— 
will be no attempt to evade it and perpetrate frauds upon it? | that we should violate by statute the honorable obligation of this 
What has been the effect of the existing law? Has it thrown | Government, rather than continue in force the efficient laws now 
the doors open to Chinese laborers? I talked the other day upon upon the statute book, when within two years the question will 
this subject with a gentleman who has had much to do with the be open. The Senator asked me whether it violates the treaty. 
matter; an able, clear-headed,frank man. He might not be will- Mr. TELLER. In what particular does the bill violate the 
ing that I should name him here, but he talked to me frankly treaty? 
and clearly. He did not hesitate to say that the existing law has Mr. SPOONER. In several particulars. The Senate has 
been effective, but said the trouble was they were afraid it would stricken out, I believe, on motion of members of the committee, 
be overturned so far as it related to the Scott Act by the decision _ some of the provisions in the bill which violated the treaty. The 
of the Supreme Court of the United States. I want to guard student clause, I believe, has been stricken out. Why? If it 
against that as eompletely as any Senator can, and my suggestion | ought to have been there when it came from the committee, if it 
of that possibility and of an amendment to guard against it was ought to have been there yesterday, why did it go out to-day? 
not made for the first time to-day by any means. | Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, is the Senator objecting 
The census figures have been brought to the attention of the that it has gone out? 
Senate. In 1890 the number of Chinese in the United Stateswas| Mr. SPOONER. No, sir; Iam not objecting to its going ont. 
107,480; in 1900, 89,863; in California, in 1890, 72,472; in 1900,| Mr. FAIRBANKS. We are dealing here with practical things 
45,753—nearly 40 per cent decrease the Senator from New Hamp- | and not with theories. 
shire [Mr. GALLINGER] said in his argument here as to Califor-| Mr. SPOONER. Yes, we are; and so am J. 
nia, and nearly 17 per cent, or quite that, of decrease during the | Mr. FAIRBANKS. If the Senator objects te its being stricken 
decade in the United States. What did it? Did the Chinese | out. he can put it back by amendment. 
abandon their desire to come here, or was it the enforcement of | Mr. SPOONER. Not at all. But what excites my curiosity 
the law in this country which has brought about this result? | is, if it went out because it was in violation of the treaty, why 
It was sug by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. | was it put in, and why has it been contended for here all these 
LopGe] that the census which has just been taken is erroneous | days, and why put that violation of the treaty out and leave 
in its results as to the number of Chinese in the United States. | other violations of the treaty in? 
It is pretty early to impeach the census. If itis falseinthisre-. Mr. MITCHELL. Nobody,so far as I know, who had any 
spect, in what other particulars is it untrustworthy? It has been connection with this bill has said that this provision did violate 
generally considered throughout the country to have been man- | the treaty. 
aged with great skill and with integrity. e work of the Di-, Mr. SPOONER. Why, then, did it go out? 
rector of the Census has been extolled by Senators on both sides| Mr. MITCHELL. Why does any provision go out in consider- 
of this Chamber, and I regret that the exigencies of debate have | ing a bill in any legislative body, where it has been discussed pro 
seemed to compel anyone, almost within a month after the pub- | and con, and when the members of the committee themselves are 
lication of its bulletins, to impeach its accuracy. It leads men | not quite agreed after consultation? Is it in any wise unusual to 
to doubt it, it casts suspicion upon it, which, so far as I know, | strike a clause out of a bill that has been reported? Is that a 
finds no justification whatever in the facts. sufficient cause to excite the Senator from Wisconsin to the tre- 
Senators say that this bill is only a codification, and that.they | mendous pitch into which he seems to have gotten? 
are proposing to enact by it only Treasury tions. Is that} Mr. SPOONER. I am not excited at all. 
true? And they ask what is the harm in ing Treasury Mr. MITCHELL. Iam perfectly amazed at the Senator from 
regulations? Do not Senators see the great distinction between | Wisconsin. 
Treasury regulations for the enforcement of a treaty and statu-| Mr. SPOONER. Iam glad I have succeeded in impressing my- 
tory regulations for its enforcement? Administrative officers | self upon the Senator from Oregon. [Laughter. | 
construe the treaty, which is a law, and they construe our Mr. MITCHELL. Iam absolutely amazed to see that the Sen- 
statutes in carrying them out; but even if inconsistent with ‘ ator is making such a rumpus, because after an investigation and 
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discussion here of ten days, the committee has consented that a The provisions of this convention shall not affect the right at present en- 


: en : 1 of Chinese subjects, being officials. teachers, students, merchants, or 
certain provision of the bill shall go out. joyed sore for curkcsity or glensure. bat mot laborers. of © 
sion 3 : 2 ; 8, of coming to the Unit 
Mr. SPOONER. If it was essential to protect the laborers of States and residing therein. me r 
the United States against Chinese laborers and was not in viola- I had underlined the next clause to which the Senator from 
tion of the treaty, why did the provision go out? Itought to have Washington referred, which, to my mind, is absolutely conclu- 
stayed in. sive that his construction of this treaty of 1894 is the correct one 


Mr. MITCHELL. There is a difference of —_ in regard to | and that the Attorney-General was correct in the decision of 1898 
that matter. The members of the committee differ in opinion, 80 | ¢. which the Senator from Ohio referred. It says: ’ 


they tell us, and the members of the Senate differ in opinion. a gl eis Cidianiiiien ee ien ates Giiaiiian... 
For one, I believe the provision ought to have remained in the 1 sem tc gegen. aap matpiotatben <n 
bill. I believe it is necessary to the protection of American labor Students, merchants, travelers for curiosity or pleasure, teachers, 
that it should have remained. I do not believe that it abrogated officials—limited to them. wee 
any provision of the treaty. I think it was in strict accordance | ,, To cntitle such Chinese subjects as are above described to admission into 
with the fair and honest construction that has been placed upon | 6r the Government eileen a - last resided, viséed by the diplomatic oreo. 
the treaty by the Department of Justice and by the Department | sular representative of the United States in the country or port whence they 
of the Treasury. depart. 

Mr. SPOONER. Well, did it go out because there was a dif- That is the condition precedent, defined in the treaty itself, to 
ference of opinion among the members of the committee as to | the excepted classes obtaining entrance to this country, and if the 


whether or not it violated the treaty? construction put upon this treaty by the Senator from Ohio | Mr. 
3fr. MITCHELL. I think the Senator can satisfy himself upon | ForRAKER] is correctit leaves all other Chinese classes, except those 
that point. here mentioned and laborers, to come here freely without any 


Mr. SPOONER. Well, I am amazed at the Senator from | means of identification or any evidence of the class to which they 
Oregon—|[laughter]—amazed that he should leave his committee | belong being indicated by the treaty; which never could have 
in such an attitude. been and obviously never was intended. 

Mr. MITCHELL. In the first place, Mr. President, I am nota Mr. MITCHELL, I indorse that statement. 
member of the committee. Mr. SPOONER. So it is clear to me that while the laborer is 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator ought to be. prohibited from coming, the teacher, the student, the merchant, 

Mr. MITCHELL. Iam not a member of the committee, and | or the traveler for curiosity or pleasure may come upon affording 
do not want to be; but I was so amazed, if I must repeat the | the evidence provided for by the treaty. 
word, at the peculiar attitude of the distinguished Senator from Mr. MITCHELL. If the Senator will allow me just at that 
Wisconsin that I could not help so expressing myself. | point—— 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, Iam informed by members of The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wiscon- 
the committee sin yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. SPOONER. Is the Senator a member of the committee? Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. PERKINS. Iam not; but Iam informed by members of Mr. MITCHELL. Iagree entirely with what the Senator has 
the committee that they hoped by striking out this provision | just said-—— 
they would secure the advocacy, the support, and the vote of the Mr. SPOONER. The Senator agrees with me? 








distinguished Senator from Wisconsin. [Laughter. | Mr. MITCHELL. Yes; I do. 
Mr. MITCHELL. I never expected that. Mr. SPOONER. Iam amazed at the Senator. [Laughter.} 
Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—— Mr. MITCHELL. Iam alittle amazed myself that I am able 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. KEan in the chair). Does | to agree with the Senator, but still I do. 
the Senator from Wisconsin yield to the Senator from Colorado? | I desire to ask the Senator a question right at this point in re- 
Mr. SPOONER. Yes, sir. gard to the third article of the treaty of 1894, about which he has 
Mr. PATTERSON. The reason the members of the committee | been speaking, which provides that the exempted classes shall be 
consented to striking out the clauses which defines a student and a | permitted to come to this country by producing a certificate from 
teacher is as follows: We were conscious that there was no viola- | their Government or the Government where they last resided, 
tion of the treaty nor any addition to the rules and regulations as | viséed by the diplomatic or consular representative of the United 
they exist with those express provisions in the bill, but we also | States in the country or port whence they departed. The question 
believed that the efficacy of the bill was in no wise destroyed, be- | I desire to put to the Senator is this: In his judgment, can Con- 
cause we believed that the Secretary of the Treasury, making | gress, without transgressing the provisions of this treaty or run- 
regulations to carry into effect the provision of the treaty which | ning counter to them, provide any other means or conditions that 
under certain circumstances permits the admission of teachers | shall attach to these exempted persons in coming here than the 
and students, will leave the law precisely where it is now as ap- | one prescribed in the treaty? 
plicable to those two classes. | Mr. SPOONER. Reasonable regulations to protect the coun- 
Mr. SPOONER. Well, then, why could he not by making reg- | try against fraud in the administration of this treaty. 
ulations leave the merchant where he is now, as well asthe rest | Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator is familiar with the sixth sec- 
of them? | tion of the act of 1884? 
Mr. PATTERSON. Because the description of a merchant is| Mr.SPOONER. Yes. 
contained in the treaty itself and in the act of Congress itself. | Mr. MITCHELL. It refers to the return of these exempted 
That is the very reason. | classes and it provides a great many things that they shall do 
Mr. MITCHELL. Also “laborer.’’ That is a statutory defi- | other than those prescribed in the third article of the treaty of 
nition. | 1894. There are quite a number of things. A photograph must 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Oh, no. | be presented, and a great many things are provided for in that 
| 
| 


Mr. SPOONER. Yes; it is. section. I will not stop to read it. The Senator is doubtless 
Mr. MITCHELL. “ Laborer’’ and “merchant’’ are both de- | familiar with it. Does the Senator think that provision is in con- 
fined in the act of 1893. flict with the treaty? 
Mr. SPOONER. I am about to speak of that now. Mr. SPOONER. That is aserious question. Reasonable regu- 
Mr. MITCHELL. And this bill, I may say in that connection, | lations against the perpetration of fraud by these excepted 
follows the precise language, the precise phrase, although there | classes—— Boi bias 
is a proviso at the end that somewhat qualifies it. | Mr. MITCHELL. The amendment of the distiguished Senator 
Mr. SPOONER. Yes; I know that. from Connecticut, as the Senator knows, proposes to extend that 
Now, Mr. President, as to the contention of the Senator from | as one of the laws which he extends by his amendinent. 
Ohio [Mr. Foraker] in construing Article III, upon which the | Mr. SPOONER. That is a law which has been in force many 
Senator from Washington {Mr. TURNER] has commented, I have | years. 
reached the same conclusion as that announced by the Senator| Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir; it has been in force many years. 
from Washington Mr. SPOONER. And the Chinese Government has not seen 
I am not prepared to say, reading the treaty of 1880 and the | fit to denounce the treaty as destroyed by its violation under that 
treaty of 1894, that the latter treaty left all classes of Chinamen | law. 
except laborers entitled to come into the United States. lf they| Mr. MITCHELL. That is what I desire to get at. What! 
had omitted Article III altogether and had limited this treaty of | wish to say further is that the pending bill is no more drastic in 
1894 to the prohibition of the immigration of Chinese laborers, | its provisions thai the sixth section of the act of 1884. 
there would have been force in the contention of the Senator from | Mr. SPOONER. I rather think it is. E 
Ohio. They did not do that. The fact that they reyised that| Mr. MITCHELL. I do not think the Senator can point it out. 
subject-matter forces us to find the law as to the excepted classes Mr. SPOONER. I rather think itis. Take Article II, which 
in this revised article upon that subject. ‘ deals with the right of Chinese who have been lawfully in this 
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country and have gone out of it to return, what do they say 
about that? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Iam speaking of the exempted classes. 

Mr. SPOONER. I will get to that. This is the language of 
the treaty: 

The preceding article shall not apply to the return to the United States of 
any registered Chinese laborer who has a lawful wife, child, or parent in the 
United States. 

That is pretty plam. 


A lawful wife. 


Under this treaty we agree that a Chinaman, having a lawful 
wife in the United States, who returns to China may return to 
the United States within a year, complying with certain regula- 
tions which are indicated here. Where do you get the authority 
to provide that he must have been married to that wife a year? 
His coming to the United States is made by the treaty dependent 
upon a question of fact—had he in fact a lawful wife in the 
United States whom he had left here? 

I suppose if he had been married to her only three months he 
might possibly desire to come back to her, if he loved her, and the 
treaty gives him the right to doit. If we find the fact tg be that 
he has here a lawful wife, you provide in this bill, as I recollect 
it, that he must have been married to her a year before he left 
the country. 

Mr. MITCHELL. What provision of the treaty does the Sen- 
ator refer to? 

Mr. SPOONER, Irefer to ArticleII. If we have the right to 
provide that he shall only come back if he have a lawful wife to 
whom he shall have been married a year, we have the right 
to provide that he shall only come back if he have here a lawful 
wife to whom he has been married ten years. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Not at all. The Senatcr admits that we 
should have some reasonable regulations to determine those 
things. 

= a To prescribe reasonable regulations to get at 
the fact. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Just so. 

Mr. SPOONER. You could provide any regulation P teag lease 
to elicit the fact whether he was lawfully married in the United 
States and left a wife here, but where do you get the authority 
under thisetreaty, it being admitted that he left a wife in the 
United States, to provide that he shall not come back unless he 
has been married to her a year before he de ? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Itis one of the regulations and seems reason- 
able. 

Mr. TELLER. Icall the attention of the Senator from Wis- 
consin to the fact that this provision is in the statute of 1888, and 
was in existence when the last treaty was made. 

Mr. SPOONER. That act, it is claimed, did not go into effect. 


But there is force in what the Senator says. But technically the | 


treaty repealed it. 


Mr. TELLER. The Department always claimed that a portion 


of it did take effect—from sections 4 to 14, inclusive, except sec- 


took effect. 
Mr. SPOONER. Here is another: 


Or property therein of the value of $1,000. 


I think it is all right to provide, of course, that that shall be over 
and above incumbrances. That is a proper provision. 
Or debts of like amount due him and pending settlement. 


Mr. MITCHELL. That is in the treaty? 
Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 


Debts of like amount due him and pending settlement. 


What does ‘‘ pending settlement’? mean? Pending payment? 
Unpaid, does it not? ere is there any authority for providing 
in the bill that he shall not be permitted to come in even if debts 
are owing to him amounting to a thousand dollars or $20,000 
or $50,000 if they are represented by a promissory note or notes? 

Mr. HOAR. Or a Government bond? 

Mr. SPOONER. Or a railroad bond or a Government bond? 
Must it be unliquidated indebtedness? 

Mr. MITC L. It is the wording of the treaty. It follows 
substantially the wording of the treaty. 

Mr. SPOONER. No. 

Mr. MITCHELL. So far as property is concerned. 

Mr. SPOONER. It does not. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Where is the difference? 

Mr. SPOONER. I will show you the difference. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Before the Senator does that—I was looking 
forthe Scott Act a moment ago. The Senator objects to a provi- 
sion in the pending bill that a man must have a wife to. whom he 
has been married at least a year prior to the application. That 
very provision is in the Scott law, which the Senator from Wis- 
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| States before the pas 


tion 12. The Department always insisted that those sections | 


| acts provided, with a view of affording them better protection, the Chinese 
| Government will not object to the enforcement of such acts. 


‘ALT 


consin proposes to extend. The sixth section of the Scott law 
provides: 

The marriage to such wife must have taken place at least a year prior to 
the application of the laborer for a permit to return to the United States, 
and must have been followed by the continuous cohabitation of the parties 
as man and wife. 

The Senator from Wisconsin proposes to incorporate that in the 
amendment of the Senator from Connecticut and make it the law 
of the land. 

Mr. SPOONER. There is this to be said about it, as suggested 
by the Senatorfrom Colorado. That was the law when the treaty 
of 1894 was entered into. What the court would hold about that 
I do not undertake to say. But you have provided here in the 
tenth section of the pending bill that— 

If the right to return be claimed on the ground of property or debts, it 
must _pem: (a) In the case of property, that the ownership is of property 
other than money and is in good faith; that the requisite minimum value is 
over all incumbrances, liens, and offsets. 

I see no objection to that. 

In the case of debts, that the debtor is solvent— 

That is not in the treaty— 


that the amount due is not less than the required sum, clear of offsets and 
discounts; that the debts do not consist of promissory notes or similar ac- 
knowledgments of ascertained or settled liability; and that the indebtedness 
was not created with a view to evasion of this act. 

That it must be a bona fide indebtedness. Now, under that 
clause, if a man, as I understand it, had $20,000 of railroad bonds 
and the company had defaulted and gone into the hands of a re- 
ceiver, and he wanted to come back here to save all he had in the 
world, he could not come, because the indebtedness was liqui- 
dated and evidenced by promissory notes. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. And the debtor was insolvent. 

Mr. SPOONER. And the debtor was insolvent. He could not 
come back to eollect his pro rata share, to prove his bonds, to 
protect his interests. Is that in harmony with the treaty? The 
treaty says: 

Nevertheless every such Chinese laborer shall, before leaving the United 
States, deposit, as a condition of his return, with the collector of customs of 
the district from which he departs, a full description in writing of his family, 
or property, or debts, as aforesaid, and shall be furnished by said collector 
with such certificate of his right to return under this treaty as the laws of 
the United States may now or hereafter prescribe and not inconsistent with 
the provisions of this treaty. 

We agreed as a nation to that. 

So much of my time has been taken by the Senator from Colo- 
rado and others that I must omit a number of things to which I 
desired to call attention. 

Take this provision as to merchants. The treaty of 1894 isa 
unique treaty in this respect, that it refers to statutes of exclusion 
that had been enacted by Congress before it was entered into. 

The Government of the United States having, by an act of Congress ap- 
proved May 5, 1892, as amended by an act approved November 3, 1893— 

Incorporating by reference those two acts in Article V— 


required all Chinese laborers lawfully within the limits of the United 
eof the first-named act to be registered as in said 


That is not all, either. They adopt, if the Senator from Oregon 
will hear me for a moment, as I view it, in the treaty of 1894 
the definition of ‘‘merchants”’ contained in the act of 1893 as 
fully as if it had been written in the body of the treaty, and if it 
had been written in the body of the treaty, I take it no Senator 
would claim that it could be lawfully added to by inconsistent 
provisions or burdensome requirements. 

And reciprocally the Government of the United States recognizes the 
right of the Government of China to enact and enforce similar laws or regu- 
lations for the registration, free of charge, of all laborers, skilled or un- 
skilled (not merchants as defined by said acts of Congress), citizens of the 
United States in China, whether residing within or without the treaty ports. 

It is not possible to contend that that definition of merchants 
as made by the act of 1893 is adopted there as to American mer- 
chants who go to China and is not adopted by the United States 
as to Chinese merchants who come here. The great word *‘ recip- 
rocally *’ is used in the clause. It ismutual. It applies to our 
merchants going to China, and it applies equally to their mer- 
chants coming here. 

Mr. TURNER. Will the Senator from Wisconsin permit me 
a question? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certalnly. 

Mr. TURNER. Is there any part of China to-day outside of 
the treaty ports to which an American merchant would dare go? 

Mr. SPOONER. That has nothing to do with the construction 
which honest-minded men who wish to keep the obligations of 
the Government should put upon this language. There has been 
trouble in China. Thatis unquestioned. The whole world knows 
it. China was punished much by force of arms for it. China was 
punished much by the governments aggrieved by the exaction of 
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an indemnity for that, and also by obeisance and apology de- | in this provision, to promote commercial intercourse between the 

manded by Germany. I do not know that the Chinese Govern- | two countries. 

ment was responsible for that trouble. No Senator, I think, is| Being a merchant in China within the definition of the treaty, 

able to say that. China suffered for it. Are we, because of that | he can not under this bill come here to become a merchant unless 

trouble, to violate this treaty? before he comes and before he knows any place or person he shall 
Mr. TURNER. Mr. President have completed arrangements for forthwith becoming the owner 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis- | in whole or in part of a‘‘ good-faith’’ mercantile business in this 

consin yield to the Senator from Washington? | country. Is this in the ‘“ merchant’’ definition of the treaty? 
Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. Clearly not. It is a plain violation of the treaty in every way. 
Mr. TURNER. Does the Senator have any doubt that the Suppose a merchant engaged in business in China at a fixed 











Chinese Government was responsible? place of business conducted in his name wants to come to the 


Mr. SPOONER. I have had great doubt about it. United States to make business arrangements, to study our pro- 
Mr. TURNER. You have? | ductions, to examine into our machinery, to buy our goods, to 
Mr. SPOONER. Yes, sir. There were prominent men under | select some agent or factor to sell his wares, is he not under the 
the Chinese Government who were responsible for it. Possibly | treaty entitled to come, and entitled to come by producing the 
the Chinese Emperor was responsible for it. Possibly the Dowa- | certificate of his Government viséd by our representative abroad? 
ger Empress was responsible for it. Iam not able to say. But To say that he shall not, to put the restrictions upon him which 
we have demanded indemnity for it. Other Governments have | are put in this bill, is practically in my judgment to exclude him, 
demanded indemnity for it and have put upon the Chinese Govern- | and a plain, palpable violation of the treaty. Merchants have a 
ment punishment at the cannon’s mouth. Are we in this way to | right tocome, in my opinion, being properly vouched for by their 
add to that? Are we to violate the treaty because of the outbreak | Government and our own representatives, as men who are within 
in China? | the defifition adopted by the treaty of 1894, and if we may put 
The outbreak in China, to me, gives an added reason why we | the restrictions about them which are put into this bill without 
should in this instance, if not in all others, move along the line of | violating the treaty, we can add others without limit. 
honor, giving to treaty obligations scrupulous observance, be- I intended to analyze this provision, but I have not the time to 
cause out of the trouble in China came the splendid attitude of | doit. The interruptions have taken time which I intended to 
the United States Government toward China that ought to win | devote to the consideration of some other sections here in their 
the friendship of China, which, from a commercial standpoint, I | relation to the treaty. There are several violations of it, in my 
believe our people in the long years to come much desire and will | judgment. I can not take further time, and all I wish to say in 
much profit by conclusion is that I hope the Senator from Connecticut [Mr.PLarr] 
The attitude of this Government—and I am glad we were in a | will accept the amendment which I have read in the hearing of 
position which gave weight to it—was against the seizure and | the Senate, modifying it if there is any doubt about its reviving 
partition of China. Never, in my judgment, under any adminis- | the Scott Act, which I am certain there is not, so as to revive it 
tration was there finer diplomacy than that which characterized | beyond all question. 
that Administration in relation to the whole Chinese difficulty. | I hope, also, he will amend his substitute so as to clearly ex- 
When the time of settlement came we exacted no punitory dam- | clude the Chinese from coming from the Philippine Archipelago 
ages from China. We put upon China no humiliation. We into the United States. Whether they ought to be permitted to 
stood out apart from some other nations as we stood apart on | come any longer into the archipelago I do not know. There 
questions of partition from some, and exacted from China only seems to be a difference of opinion about that among our officials 
actual damages. over there, and I have thought, as we are in a few days—prob- 
We have a right to feel that China owes us her friendship. Is | ably on Thursday—to take up the Philippine government bill, that 
there any man here who is anxious to have nonintercourse for all | on a fuller discussion and_ better opportunity to get at the truth 
time to come between China and the United States? Are we not | and consider from all standpoints this particular phase of the sub- 
looking to the Orient for an immense, incalculable addition to | ject, we might take up the matter when that bill is before the 
our foreign trade? Is there any reason why that should be con- | Senate. I regret to have been so diverted as to preclude a more 
sidered only a dream? Isthere any reason why we should not in | thorough discussion of this bill. There is no need to violate the 
the future have our share of it? Is there no reason in the interest | faith of the Government, and I will not vote, without necessity, 
of labor why we should be just to China in the observance of | to do it. 
treaty stipulations? Is there any pressing necessity within the| Mr. HOAR. I simply want to say to the Senator from Wis- 
next two years for our departing from the line of good faith and | consin that I hope, in making his proposed amendment to the 
violating in fact and in spirit obligations of this treaty? | amendment of the Senator from Connecticut where he revives 
I have not been able to see it. If there were need for it, if we | the Scott Act, he will say ‘‘so far as not in violation of the 
were threatened with an influx of Chinese labor, I would vote to | treaty,’’ or some such phrase. The Scott Act, as I understand 
pass this bill and to make it more drastic even than it is. I am | it, preceding the treaty, we had a right, without violating any 
willing, as matters stand—I feel it as a Senator to be a duty—to | treaty, to make a provision that the laborers should have been 
continue, not simply for two years, but until another treaty is | married a year; but following the treaty, as the Senator has so 
made. followed by necessary legislation, the laws now in force, | conclusively argued, we have no right todo that. Therefore, if 
including the Scott Act—laws which hitherto have been soeffective | he simply revives the Scott Act in his suggested amendment to 
as to reduce the number of Chinese residents in the United States. | the amendment of the Senator from Connecticut, he is encoun- 
Take the matter of merchants. What does “‘merchant’’ mean? | tering the same difficulty. 
I have authorities as to what it means, but I can not take time Mr. SPOONER. It is abrogating the treaty in that respect. 


to refer to them. It is used there, I think, in its generic sense.| Mr. HOAR. But if, when he revives the act of 1888, he simply 
It is defined in this treaty, where they adopt the definition in the | says *‘ so far as not inconsistent with the treaty,’’ that will make 
act of 1893. | it more clear. 

This bill provides, in addition to the definition in the treaty, as Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, I donot wish to say 
follows: | that the Senate is getting technical. I thought when I proposed 


The term “merchant,” as ometezes herein and in the acts of which this | this amendment and when I said “‘ that all laws now in force pro- 
saat io person pagaged in baying and gelling merchandise at » fixed place | Libiting the coming of Chinese,” etc., should be “extended and 
: s e an or . 3 are se. nf . Z = . 49? 7 Sa er : 
of business, which business is conducted in his name, and who during the | continued in full force and effect,’’ etc., [included what is known 
time he claims to be engaged as a merchant does not engage in the perform- | as the Scott law. I supposed that that law was now in force, the 
ance of any manual labor. except such as is necessary in the conduct of his | whole of it, it not having been decided that it was not in force by 
yUSINeSS as > ere . | : ‘ . s 20 « 
And where am application is made by a Chinese person for entry into the | the Supreme Court of the United States, and it having been de 
United States as@me formerly or at the time engaged in China as a merchant, | cided by the attorney for the Treasury Department or the Attor- 
crils for outa tito ong portion of the United Btates from another portion | 2eY-Creneral that the sections from section 5 to section 14, incu 
. s to 2 Bs por B 3 ) CR i ato . . = athe 
thereof, then, as a prerequisite to entry, the applicant must have been engaged | SiV@, EXC ept section 12, took effect whether the treaty was ratifie« 
asa merchant for at least one year next preceding his application; and it must | OT not. I supposed, therefore, when I drew the amendment, that 
appear to the satinfaction of the appropriate, Treaty oficer at thc port of | there was not any question about its applying to the Scott Act 
Se ee ee a B00 5 ¢ rer | and continuing that in force. 


that calling exclusively, and that he has the means under his immediate con-  % 7 ; 
trol for forthwith becoming, and has completed the arrangements for forthwith But I am willing to accept the suggestion of the Senator from 
becoming, the owner, in whole or in part, of a good-faith mercantile business in | Wisconsin and to insert. after the word “‘ therein.’”’ in the fourt h 
the United States, or any portion of the territory thereof. | line of the first print of my amendment, the. language suggested 
May he not under the treaty come to buy our goods or to sell | by him, as follows: . 

his own? May he not come, being a merchant, upon his busi- Inclading the act entitled “An act to prohibit the coming of Chinese labor 
ness, as a merchant, in our interest and in his, without opening | ers to the United States,” approved September 13, 1888. 

an establishment here? He is not atraveler, teacher, student, etc. | I am willing to add the suggestion of the Senator from Massa- 
He does not come as a commercial traveler to sell some one else’s | chusetts, ‘‘ so far as the same is not inconsistent with the treaty 
goods, buf'to sell his own or to buy ours. The treaty wasintended, | obligations now existing.’’ How will it read now? 
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The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Connecticut | comes, if it be in order then, before we shall vote on the amend- 
modifies his substitute as follows: ment of the Senator from Connecticut, I shall move to amend the 

The Secretary read as follows: amendment, if it is not accepted by the Senator, in the following 

Includi the act entitled “An act to prohibit the coming of Chinese labor- manner: I shall move to strike out all after the words ‘‘ force and 
ers to the United States,” approved September 13, 1888, so far as the same is | effect,’’ in line 5, page 1, section 1, and to insert in lieu thereof 
not inconsistent with the treaty obligations now existing. the following: 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I have a right to modify it, I | until the 8th day of December, 1904. 


believe. So that should that amendment be adopted or accepted it will 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Undoubtedly. f | simply extend existing laws absolutely until the 8th day of De- 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. In view of the suggestion of the | cember, 1904, at which time the treaty of 1894 will expire, unless 


Senator from Wisconsin, I am willing to adopt language which | denounced either by China or the United States six months before 
was furnished me by the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. | the 7th day of December, 1904. 


LODGE]. ioe | Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Now let the Secretary read the 
Mr. LODGE. If the Senator will allow me, I have worked up | amendment suggested by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
what I think is a little better form. I will suggest it to the Sen- | Lopar}. 


ator before he moves it. It is to add at the end of section 2: Mr. TURNER. Mr. President—— 


7 And mid lnwe shall apply to an torritory unter the jariediction of the | The PRESIDENT protempore. Will the Senator from Connec- 
Jnite sand to all immigration o nese rers from the island to | tie : . : 9 

the mainland territory of the United States or from one portion of theisland | — ere > aman waar ve ae 2 ill 

territory of the United States to another portion of said island territory: r. i of Connecticut. wish to get my amendment per- 
Provided, Rowever, That this Shall not apply to the transit of sinew oe. | fected. It will take only a moment now. 

ers from one nd to another nd of ths same group or to an nd | S Senata ‘ Saati 
within the jurisdiction of any State or of the district of ‘hain. 7 | The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Connecticut 


te me modifies his amendment as follows. 
_ Mr. HOAR. Does that leave still in force the provision defin-| The Secretary. It is proposed to add at the end of section 1, 
ing what is an_island—that it is not something within the juris- | the following: 
diction of any State? And said laws shall apply to all territory under the jurisdicti 
. » jurisdiction of the 
Mr. TURNER. Mr. President, I ask who has the floor? United States, and to all Tmmigration of Chinese Inborers from the ialand to 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecticut | the mainland territory of the United States, or from one portion of the island 
has the floor | territory of the United States to another portion of said island territory: 


i ‘ z Provided, however, That this shall not apply to the transit of Chinese laborers 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. If it will make it more accepta- | from one island to another island of the same group or to any island within 


ble to the Senator from Massachusetts, I will adopt his language. | the jurisdiction of any State or of the district of Alaska. 


Mr. LODGE. Perhaps I had better have it printed. Mr. TURNER. Mr. President, I wish to question the character 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. We will have it printed. I pro- | of the courtesy which has been exhibited by my friends on the 
pose to add at the end of section 1 what I send to the Chair. other side. The Senator from Wisconsin having made a number 


Mr. HOAR. The question which I put—without being recog- | of personal allusions in the speech just concluded, which must 
nized, and, lam afraid , out of order—to my colleague isone which | have been apparent fo everybody, I should like to have the oppor- 
I ask recognition to put to the Senator from Connecticut, if he | tunity of answering. The moment he concluded the Senator from 
will consent. Connecticut took the floor, and we were treated to a family col- 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Con- | loquy between Senators on the other side, brushing me aside at 
necticut yield? this late hour of the evening like I was a fly upon a wheel. I beg 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Yes, sir. to assure my friends on the other side that I am very far from 
Mr. HOAR. As I understand it, the phraseology of the com- | thaf. I may not amount to very much, but I know enough to 
mittee’s bill referring to coming into the United States from | insist upon my rights, and know when I am being treated with 
islands to the mainland would ap ly to the coming from Long | discourtesy. 
Island to New York, or from Mare Ts and to San Francisco, or to Mr. HOAR. I am one of the persons who spoke, and, if the 
Nantucket or Marthas Vineyard in Massachusetts, but for a defi- | Senator will pardon me, I do not believe that any discourtesy to 
nition in the committee’s bill which is that the term ‘island ’’ shall | him could be intended, but it may be some consolation to him to 
only be understood to apply to islands not forming a part of any | reflect that probably he is the first man since the creation of the 
State. Butif you put it into this proposition of the Senator from | world that was ever brushed aside by a family colloquy. 
Connecticut, whieh has not that provision in it, then you have Mr. TURNER. Whether I am the first or not, it is quite evi- 
regulated the going and coming across from the island of Nan- | dent that there was an attempt to do so on this occasion. 
tucket, or Long Island, or any other island off our coast to the Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Ifthe Senator will permit me-—— 
mainland. So it ought to be accompanied with the adoption into | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wash- 
the Senator’s amendment of the provision of the main bill defin- | ington yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 
ing island. Am I mistaken in that ct? Mr. TURNER. Yes, sir. 
Mr. LODGE. I think that can be added to the proviso soasto| Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I certainly ought not to be put in 





cover it. | the position of being discourteous to the Senator from Washing 
Mr. HOAR. I have not studied it carefully, but I suppose that | ton. I certainly intended no discourtesy. I rose and was recog-" 

is correct. | nized by the Chair, and supposed I was within my rights to per- 
Mr. McCOMAS. Will the Senator allow me? | fect the amendment which I had offered. I did not suppose it 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Con- | would take more than a minute, and it did take several minutes. 

necticut yield? I assure the Senator that I did not intend to be discourteous, I 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Yes, sir. | have taken no time in this debate. 


Mr. McCOMAS. Will the Senator from Massachusetts, in the Mr. TURNER. When I undertake to perfect an amendment, 
time of the Senator from Connecticut, tell me why a simple pro- | I sit down at my desk or in my committee room and I write out 
vision excluding Chinese coming from any islands of the Pacific | the amendment in the way I want it to read, and at some appro- 
Ocean subject to the jurisdiction of the United States would not | priate time—and certainly there will be plenty of time before the 
cover the whole business? bill is to be voted on for the Senator to perfect his amendment— 


Mr. HOAR. How about Porto Rico? I offer it, instead of taking up the time of the Senate uselessly 
Mr. LODGE. It is necessary to prevent their going to Porto | and at a late hour and depriving some other Senator who desires 
Rico, to go on with the discussion of the bill of having the opportunity 


Mr. McCOMAS. And with the words ‘‘ Porto Rico’’ added. to do so. 
Mr. LODGE. Ithink mine is phrased correctly. The language I do not, however, desire to detain the Senate longer here to- 
is drawn with some care. night if Senators are impatient and desire to go home, although 
Mr. McCOMAS. I suggest that it read “the island of Porto | I am ready to proceed with such observations as I want to make 
Rico and the islands of the Pacific Ocean subject to the jurisdic- | at this time if Senators are ready to remain. 
tion of the United States.”’ Mr. FAIRBANKS. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt 
Mr. HOAR. It struck me that committee's phrase, though, of | him? 
course, I do not support their bill at all, is a very good one; that | The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Wash- 
it is an island not within the jurisdiction of any State. That is —— ae to the Senator from Indiana? 
in the bill, and is, I thought, a very comprehensive and a very r. TURNER. I do. 





felicitous phrase. Mr. FAIRBANKS. As the Senator knows, the hour for voting 
Mr. MITCHELL, Will the Senator from Connecticut yield to | is not faraway. This morning I gave notice that after the rou- 
me a moment? tine business to-morrow I should do myself the honor of address- 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Con- | ing some few remarks to the Senate upon this subject. The Sen- 
nectient yield? ator from Colorado [Mr. PATTERSON] and the junior Senator from 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Yes, sir. Ohio [Mr. Hanna] indicated a desire to be heard in the time to- 
Mr. MITCHELL, I desire to give notice that when the time ' morrow morning. I would suggest to my honorable friend that, 
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if he could do so, he conclude his observations to-night, because 
we will be very much restricted to-morrow. 

Mr. TURNER. Iam very willing to doso. 

Mr. HOAR. Willthe Senator allow me to make a suggestion 
which may be agreeable to him? It seems that if the Senate is 
to vote on this bill at 1 o'clock and have the five minutes’ debate 
after that, it might be well to change the hour of meeting to- 


morrow from 11 o’clock to 10 o’clock. That would give an added | 


hour for general debate. 

Mr. TURNER. I desire to take about half an hour in reply to 
the Senator from Wisconsin. If we might have unanimous con- 
sent to postpone the hour of voting until 20’clock instead of 1 o’clock 
to-morrow, I think it would enable me to make such observations 
as I want to make, and other Senators could do the same thing. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not believe we can change a unanimous- 
consent agreement when there are very few persons present. 
test the question, I move that when the Senate adjourns to-day 
it adjourn to meet at 10 o'clock. 

Mr. TURNER. Very well; that is satisfactory to me. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
setts moves that when the Senate adjourns to-day, it adjourn to 
meet at 10 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Has nota motion been adopted that when 


To 





The Senator from Massachu- | 


the Senate adjourns it shali adjourn to meet at 11 o'clock to- | 


morrow? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 
sidered. 

Mr. HOAR. It does not require that. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It seems to me it would be an extraor- 
dinary proceeding if we do not. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to rescind the order by which the Senate 
agreed to meet at 11 o’clock. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts moves to reconsider the vote by which an agreement was 
made that when the Senate adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet at 
11 o'clock. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is 
is reconsidered. TheSenator from Massachusetts moves that when 


It has. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. PENROSE. There is rather an important nomination to 
be acted upon, to which I do not think there will be any objec- 
tion, but it is somewhat urgent, and I therefore move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. It will 


| not take a minute. 


Mr. PETTUS. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Pettus], that the Senate do 
— adjourn. [Putting the question.] he ‘‘noes’’ seem to 
nave it. . 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President 

Mr. PETTUS. Iask for the yeas and nays, Mr. President. 

Mr. PENROSE. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

Mr. PETTUS. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. PENROSE. I raise the point of order, Mr. President, that 
the decision of the Chair has been announced. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Alabama on 
this question demands the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. PENROSE. I now move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 





The question is on the motion 


| of the Senator from Pennsylvania. 


It seems to me that ought to be recon- | 


The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate do now adjourn, 


| if the Chair has decided that the motion for an executive session 


the Senate adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet at 10 o'clock to- | 


morrow. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TURNER. I hope now that I may be permitted to have 
the floor on the assembling of the Senate to-morrow. 

Mr. PETTUS. I ask the Senator to yield to me to make a 
motion? 

Mr. TURNER. [ yield. 

Mr. PETTUS. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Will the Senator withhold that 
motion for a single moment? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Doesthe Senator from Alabama 
withhold his motion? 

Mr. PETTUS. I did not understand what the purpose was. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I wish to propose an amendment 
to the bill to be printed. 

Mr. PENROSE. Ihope the Senator will suspend his motion 
for a single minute. I wish to make a request in reference to the 
pending bill. 


Mr. PETTUS. I will yield for anything that will not tend to 
delay. I think we have been here long enough. 
Mr. TURNER. Mr. President 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Ala- 
bama withdraw his motion for the present? 

Mr. TURNER. I simply wanted to ask if I would be entitled 
to the floor on the reassembling of the Senate to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair should consider 
himeelf rather obliged to recognize the Senator immediately after 
the routine business to-morrow. 

Mr. TURNER. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
[Mr. Puiatr] has offered an amendment to the pending bill. 
What disposition does he desire to be made of it? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Iask that the amendment may 
be printed and lie upon the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be 
dered to be printed and lie upon the table. 

Mr. PENR SE. I ask that the usual number of copies of the 
pending bill be printed for the use of the Senate, so that Senators 
will have it before them in its final shape to-morrow morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. How many copies does the 
Senator desire to have printed? 

Mr. PENROSE. The usual number for the use of the Senate. 
I do not know how many that is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The usual number is 1,600. 

Mr. PENROSE. Well, I will say 200 copies. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the absence of objection, 
the order to print 200 copies of the bill as amended will be made. 


or- 


The Senator from Connecticut | 


' 


has been rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from New Hampshire, that the Senate do now ad- 
journ. 

Mr. PENROSE. What decision did the Chair make on my 
motion for an executive session? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
motion had carried. 

Mr. PENROSE. Then I ask that the order be executed, and 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The fact that a motion for an 
executive session was agreed to does not prevent the motion to 
adjourn being made. Will the Senator from Pennsylvania state 
what he desires? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I withdraw my motion for an adjourn- 
ment. I did not understand—— 

Mr. PENROSE. I do not like to discuss executive matters in 
open session, but there is a nomination desired very urgently by 
the head of a department. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator from’ Pennsylvania per- 
mit me to make a statement? 

Mr. PENROSE. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I did not understand that the Chair had 
announced that the motion to go into executive business had car- 
ried. I thought the Chair announced that the motion had not 
carried. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the motion had carried. 

Mr. GALLINGER,. Very well. 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of executive business. 
After two minutes spent in executive session the doors were re- 
opened, and (at 6 o’clock and 18 minutes p. m.) the Senate ad- 
journed until to-morrow, Wednesday, April 16, 1902, at 10 o’clock 
a. ™. 


The decision was that the 


No; the Chair announced that 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, April 15, 1902. 

The House met at 12 0’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

WAR CLAIMS. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
House nonconcur in the Senate amendments to the bill H. R. 
8587, the war claims bill, and ask for a conference thereon. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent that the House nonconcur in the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill H. R. 8587, the war claims bill, and 
ask for a conference. Is there objection? 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

CLERK FOR ELECTIONS COMMITTEE NO. 8. 

Mr. JOY. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee on 
Accounts to call up House resolution 17 1, which I will send to the 
desk and ask to have read, together with the report. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred House resolution No. 
171, for the appointment of a clerk to the Committee on Elections No. 3 ata 


qompenaansin of $2 per day, and providing that such a 
a 

nave had the same under consideration, and report herewith a resolution in 
lieu thereof and recommend its adoption. 


The second paragraph of the original resolution, providing that the ap- 
pointment of a clerk to said committee shall not deprive its chairman of 
personal clerk-hire allowance, contemplates a change of existing law, which 
can not be done by resolution of the House. Your committee therefore, be- 
lieving that the Committee on Elections No. 3 isas much entitled toa clerk as 
the other two Committees on Elections, report herewith a resolution for the 
appointment of a clerk to said committee for the sessions of the oes Con- 
gran the usual compensation of $6 per day, and recommend its adoption, 
to wit: 


Resolved, That the chairman of the Committee on Elections No. 3 is hereby 
authorized to sepetns a clerk to said committee, to be paid out of the con- 
tingent fund of the House at the rate of $6 per day during the sessions of the 
Vifty-seventh Congress. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Missouri if he will yield for a moment? 

Mr. JOY. Certainly. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I want to say to the House and to the gen- 
tlemen on this side of the House that that resolution simply pro- 
vides a clerk for the Committee on Elections No. 3, which is the 
only Committee on Elections that has not been provided with a 
clerk. The House considered the resolution in the opening of the 
session providing for clerks, I think, without understanding the 
situation of the work before the Committee on Elections No. 3, 
and, I thought at the time, more in a spirit of fun than anything 
else, struck out the resolution reported to the Committee on Ac- 
counts the provision providing for a clerk for that Committee No. 
8. Now, these gentlemen have had their work to do, and I un- 
derstand the chairman has been compelled to provide for clerk 
hire out of his own pocket for the work of the committee, and 
under the rules he has not been provided with a clerk for him- 
self. Therefore this is but a just and proper resolution in my 
judgment, and as such met the approval of the entire Committee 
on Accounts. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the substitute 
resolution reported by the Committee on Accounts. 

The substitute resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. JOY, a motion to reconsider the last vote was 
laid on the table. 


intment shall not 
ve the chairman of said committee of personal clerk hire allowance, 


CUBAN RECIPROCITY. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 12765) to 

rovide for reciprocal trade relations with Cuba. Pending that 
f woul like to see if some a can not be e by 
which we can close debate, say,on Thursday next, and on Friday 
consider the bill under the five-minute rule, a vote to be taken in 
the committee on reporting it to the House, say, at 4 o’clock, and 
in the meantime, if there is any desire on the part of the House 
to meet to-morrow and next day at 11 o’clock and also to meet to- 
morrow evening and the next evening, holding a session from 8 
to half past 10 for debate only, to makesuch arrangement. This, 
of course, would involve a change of debate fixed for the War 
Claims Committee from Friday, and I would su that it be 
changed from Friday to Tuesday, if that be agreeable to the 
chairman of that committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York moves that 
the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the further consideration of the bill 
H. R. 12765, and pending that motion seeks to make an arrange- 
ment to close iukoho on Thursday next and to meet to-morrow 
and the next day at 11 o’clock in the morning instead of at 12, 
and to-morrow evening and the next evening. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. . Mr. Speaker, I demand the 
regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. The ques- 
tion is on the motion of the gentleman from New York that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on 
iy i of the Union for the further consideration of the bill 

. R. 12765. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
wae House on the state of the Union, Mr. SHERMAN in the 
chair, 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of 
the bill H. R. 12765, the title of which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 12765) to provide for reciprocal trade relations with Cuba. 


[Mr. SWANSON addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 
The CHAIRMAN. The tleman from West Virginia [Mr. 


Dayton] is recégnized for fi minutes. 
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Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, as a protectionist and a Repub- 
lican I have no apology to make for my opposition to this bill 
after having listened to the remarks of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Swanson]. [Applause on the Republican side.| I 
have not in my political career trained in the school that would 
teach to this country the idea that we are to reduce revenue sim- 


| ply to break down its institutions and industries. I do not for 


one moment allow myself to be subjected to the charge that 20 
per cent or 10 per cent or 5 per cent or 1 per cent of Democratic 
free trade has been infused into my politicalcomposition. [Laugh- 
ter on the Republican side. 

When I remember the effect of that Democratic free trade, the 
effect that every man in this country can recall if he will stop a 
moment, that prostrated theindustries of the country and brought 
us all to our knees in distress and almost in despair, I for one 
am op to having any repetition of it; and believing. as I 
honestly do, that this bill is in the nature of a tinkering with the 
Dingley law, that the representative of the Democracy from Vir- 
ginia has just now so vigorously denounced, Iam opposed to it. 
When I look over this great land of ours and see it the mest 
prosperous under heaven, when I see its mills all running, its 
mines in operation, everybody making money and everybody 
pony as a result of five years of practical experience under that 
Dingley tariff law, the gentleman from Virginia can stand here 
and denounce it until he is baldheaded, and I will, if permitted, 
stand here to uphold it and vote for it. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side. | 

It is not given to us to understand the inner thoughts of our 
fellow-men, but I would be glad to know what some of the lead- 
ers of this House thought when they heard the prophecy of the 
gentleman that this bill—their work—was the beginning of the 


| Sweeping away of the Dingley tariff law and the beginning of a 


new era of free trade! 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. And free silver. 

Mr. DAYTON. Iam aware that some of my friends here, for 
whom I have the highest regard, have expressed themselves upon 
this subject, and have told us that conditions have changed, and 
changes are therefore in order in our tariff laws. I am not like 
the warrior who, when purchasing his horse, wanted one that 
could turn quick and run fast. I do not want to turn the corner 
of free trade and run away from the Dingley bill and its schedules. 
a call attention very briefly to some reasons for the position 

take. 

In the first place I insist that when the Dingley law was passed 
five years ago it was for the purpose of establishing prosperity in 
this country. I look every Republican in the face and ask you if 
there is any greater satisfaction in your hearts than the one which 
springs from the fact that you can go before your constituents 
and defy any one of them to point to a single promise, or a single 
pledge, or a single prophecy of prosperity that has not been re- 
deemed by reason of our passing that law. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] And I want to ask you if there has ever been 
a stronger confidence established between man and his fellow-men 
than has been established between us, as the representatives of the 
Republican party and the great constituencies of this country, 
because they recognize and know the fact that prosperity has 
come in so full measure as the result of that law and of our 
pledges and of our policies. 

And we told the people, Mr. Chairman, that that Dingley law 
was to bring stability as well as prosperity. It was to bring sta- 
bility in prosperity. Under the complex business conditions of 
this country there is no element so essential as that there shall be 
stability in our tariff and revenue laws. The distinguished chair- 
man of the Ways and Means Committee recognized that when he 


| stood upon the floor of this House and said that the Dingley law was 


tolasta quarter ofacentury. It has lasted five years, and I regret 
to say that the first tinkering with it has come from his own hands, 
Not only that, but so recently as last June, when another distin- 
guished Republican, who has been eulogized by the Democratic 
party, started out in another direction, there was an outcry in all 
parts of this country from these distinguished leaders on our side 
against any such tinkering. 

The chairman of the Ways and Means Committee himself in an 
interview denounced the Babcock bill. The distinguished gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania {Mr. DALZELL] came out in an interview 
in which he stated that the Babcock measure, that affected the 
steel schedules in which his State was interested, would not be 
corrective of the trusts; and that very distinguished gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. GrosvENOoR], who has reflected upon some of the 
members here because they were young and inexperienced, also 
had something to say upon the same ‘subject. I do not claim to 
have been a member of this House so long that ‘‘ the memory of 
man runneth not to the contrary,’ but I was a member of this 
House five years ago when the ee law was passed. I may 
at least be called of indifferent age, old enough to be allowed to 
speak for myself. 
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Therefore, my friends, I want to say to the gentleman from | 


Ohio that I have not changed my opinions in the last six or seven 
or eight months. Some insist that conditions have changed since 
the Spanish war, and that these utterances of theirs were uttered 
five years ago. I want you to hear what the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] said not five years ago but 
last June; in the balmy month of June, when we were all taking 
our vacation, and when we had a chance, under our own vine 
and shade tree, to consider of these things. In a communica- 
tion, dated on the very ist day of June, 1901, this distinguished 
gentleman, who came before us a day or so ago to tell us that 
these schedules are not to be stable, said this to the people of the 
country: 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES OF THE UNITED Soaree, . 

June ¥ol. 

EDITOR OF THE AMERICAN Economist, New York. eats 

DEAR Str: The great danger to the future welfare of the American peo- 
ple lies in the shortness of their memory. 

In view of the position taken by the gentleman here, I might 
say, ‘‘ Lord, be with him yet, lest he forget, lest he forget.”’ 

Mr. HAMILTON. He says the Lord is with him now. 

Mr. DAYTON. Wait a minute. Let me quote further from 
the gentleman. 

Two things have made this country prosperous and rich, and are moving 
forward with enormous strides toward making us the richest country on 
earth. Those two things are, first, the Dingley tariff law, and, second, the 
confidence which up to a recent period the American people had that we were 
to have steadfast adherence to the status quo, that it was to be maintained, 
and that disturbers of the peace— 


God save the mark! [Laughter. ] 


that disturbers of the peace and prosperity of the country were to be rele- 
gated to the rear. 


Where does he come in now? 


[Applause on the Republican side. } 
The demand for tariff reform— 


Watch, now, how carefully he defines all possible conditions of 
things— 


The demand for tariff reform, tariff revision, tariff anything whatever 
other than what we now have, comes from two classes of pe yple. First, the 
free trader in all his forms, semblances, and phases, and, second, the man 
who, stampeded about trusts and combinations, has been carried off his feet 
by thecry of the tariff reformer, that we ought to repeal the tariff on certain 
products in order to break up the trusts. 


Now, listen how he illustrates the case to you, my brother Re- 
publicans: 

It isa small matter to get up on an elevation where there is a reservoir cf 
water and bore a gimlet hole through the structure and let a stream of water 


the size of a straw project itself out upon the city below, but when it is en- 
tirely apparent that there is that sort of a gimlet hole which will become an 


auger hole, and finally a breach in the wall, and that the flood will come | 


down on the town, then the old Bible illustration becomes forcible: ‘It is 
the beginning of strife.”’ 


[Laughter and applause. } 

And to think that he should be boring a gimlet hole in the 
protective wall that surrounds our industries! 

Mr. Chairman, let us consider this matter just a moment. Is 
it not enough to make any thoughtful Republican stop and con- 
sider, when he hears a Democrat like the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia |Mr. Swanson] already undertake to dictate and tell us 
what we shall do to get ourselves out of the dilemma that our 
own leaders have placed us in? I am not yet prepared to say that 
the great protective policy is intended to be put into the guardian- 
ship of such men as the gentleman from Virginia. 

But let us look at this matter from another standpoint. If you 
will take this measure by the four corners and shake it, it seems 
to me you will find it is based on no sound principle of economy, 
nor any sound principle of morality, either. It is neither ‘‘ flesh, 
nor fowl, nor good red herring.’”’ [Laughter.] They say that it 
is proposed in the interest of Cuba, and they say that under our 
peculiar relations to Cuba we must establish a government—a 
** stable ’’ government, according to the language in the report— 
in Cuba. Is that true? Grant it for the moment, that we are to 
establish a stable government in Cuba. But does that mean that 
we are to establish a certain class of Cuba’s citizens in a stable 
private business? 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. WEEKS. 
the gentleman may be permitted to extend his remarks until they 
are concluded. 

The CHATRMAN. 
if he desires any? 

Mr. DAYTON. I desire to say, Mr. Chairman, that I under- 
stood originally that I had thirty minutes, but the Chair an- 
nounced that I had but fifteen. I would be very glad if my time 
might be extended. I shall not take the time of the committee 
longer than fifteen or twenty minutes. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. The request was made that the gentleman 
be permitted to close his remarks. 


The time of the gentleman has expired. 


How much time does the gentleman desire, 


| might be accommodated. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Washington has prop- 
erly stated what the request was that the gentleman made; but 
the Chair did not recognize anybody to make that request. The 
Chair has allotted the time so far as he could so that everybody 
It is within the province of the Chair 


| to extend the time of the gentleman for fifteen or twenty minutes. 


Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that | 


The Chair thinks that he can do so, and still take care of other 
gentlemen who desire to speak, and therefore it is not necessary 
to submit the request of the gentleman from Michigan. : 

Mr. DAYTON. I think I will be able to conclude my remarks 


| in twenty minutes. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is recognized for fifteen 
minutes. 

Mr. DAYTON. I say that this proposition is not based upon a 
logical proposition to establish a stable government in Cuba. 
There are very many things that enter into that proposition that 
do not enter into this. 

According to the statement of this report itself, since we have 
had charge of the affairs of Cuba its business has increased 
threefold. But they say that business has been expensive; that 
there has been an overproduction in sugar—one of the kinds of 
business in Cuba—and that therefore the price has gone down 
to such an extent that some of the Cuban planters will (not now) 
go to the verge of bankruptcy if we do not pass this bill. I want 
to ask you, gentlemen, legislating in the interests of our own 
country, when we ever took the revenues from our Treasury and 
gave it to anyone (one of our own people) to whom the possible 

| contingency of misfortune and disaster was to come in business? 
They say that this business interest in Cuba is an incident to the 
establishment of a stable government. So it may be; but there 
are a thousand and one other things that are a part and parcel 
and incident to the establishment of a stable government in Cuba. 
Among other things there must be patriotismthere. There must 
| be disinterested patriotism and a lack of selfishness and the pres- 
| ence of virtue in Cuban people themselves or else that govern- 
ment never will be stable. 

And all the laws of this country can not establish that govern- 
ment unless the inherent elements of self-government are in the 
people of Cuba themselves. And if those elements are in the 
Cuban people, they ought to be, and would be, the last people on 
earth to come cringing to another nation asking its money, asking 
its laws, asking its help to give them the power to govern them- 
selves. It strikes me that if I were a patriotic Cuban, hoping and 
trusting to establish a stable government in my land and my 
country, the last thing on earth I would do waune be to go toa 
foreign nation and place myself under obligations to it in order 
to establish some of my fellow-citizens in a private business by 
such a measure as this; and I would repudiate unquestionably 
the interference of that foreign country in the character of the 
| laws my country should establish for its self-government. 
| How do we know what may be best for Cuba as to its natural- 

ization, as to its immigration, as to its labor laws? Why not 

do the thing itsel’ that would be reasonable and allow Cuba 
to become a part of us if we have to supply her citizens with 
the money to carry on their business? hat kind of a stable 
business do you propose to establish under such conditions as 
that? 

Then they tell us it is for the purpose of “establishing re- 
ciprocal trade relations with Cuba.’’ Does any man think here 
for one moment that a few months, or a little over a year's 
| time, under a bill like this will establish reciprocal trade re- 
lations with Cuba? How many of the ple of Cuba will be 
able to get their bearings before this bill has passed away? How 
many will be able to establish trade relations with this country 
of a satisfactory character before the time comes when it has 
expired? 

The more I study this bill, and I say it unhesitatingly, the more 
I believe its sole practical effect will be to disturb the sugar in- 
dustry in our own country in the interest of the sugar trust that 
| is seeking to get it by the throat. It can not have any effect In 
establishing a stable government. It can not have any effect In 


establishing reciprocal trade relations. It does not last long 
enough to do it, and the excuse for it is not justified by any prac- 
tical business experience or sound business judgment. 

Why, they tell us that the sugar trust is the sole purchaser of 
| the sugar of the Cuban planter. Does any man suppose, if that 
| is true, that under the extraordinary conditions in that country. 
| where the sugar planters are embarrassed, that the sugar trust will 
| allow the planters to go to the wall and suffer? If they do they 
| cut off their supplies of raw sugar for refining, do they not 

Business sense will tell us that the trust will see to it that the 

temporary financial difficulty is bridged over, and that 1t 

bridged over without any loss or destruction of the source of sup- 
| ply. There are many men in different classes of business 11 0U! 
| own country who have met temporary embarrassment by reasou 
' of extraordinary exigencies which have arisen. 
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I know that is true in regard to the coal men of our country. 
The fact that they must operate for a year or two in the hands of 
a receiver is not an uncommon thing. So these sugar planters 
will be able to make temporary loans nee bridge them 
over the difficulty. It is a mere bugaboo. is agitation -was 
started by fhe trust that first sought to destroy the beet-sugar 
industry by putting down the price of sugar, and when the beet- 
sugar men met that by buying trust sugar and selling it at a price 
that they could realize a profit from, then it started the hue and 
cry in regard to the suffering in Cuba, and when the matter came 
before the Ways and Means Committee, as the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. Morris] pointed out, it was the men interested 
in the sugar trust that appeared before that committee and 
made the argument. There they had to admit that Cuba was not 
in a suffering condition, but they insisted that some of her people 
were about to suffer. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I want to say to the members of this House 
that opposition to this measure should not be based, in my judg- 
ment, solely on the ground of our obligations to the beet-sugar 
industry or to any special industry in this country. The broad 
general as that I want to lay down is that when you are 
doing well let well enough alone. It is this tariff agitation that 
I cry out against. It started with the proposition coming from 
the distinguished gentleman from Wisconsin {[Mr. BaBcock], and 
the leaders of the House opposed that. Now, I cry out against 
their coming here with a proposition that means tinkering with 
the tariff in another direction. 

I can talk plainly because I have no private interests to sub- 
serve. There isnot asingle stick of sugar cane, not a single “se 
beet, nor a pound of sugar grown or refined in my State. Our 
soil and climate are not adapted to the growing of the sugar beet. 
We have not anything to do nor can have nothing to do with 
these industries. On the other hand, I have always been a sin- 
cere friend of Cuba. 

Just prior to the Spanish war, when under the leadership of 
this House it was sought to quell and repress agitation for relief 
to Cuba, I had the fortune to be one of the first to stand on this 
floor and our country’s intervention in order to stop the 
butchery and cruelty that was going on in that island, and give 
to her her freedom. 

But what have we done? We have given her $3,000,000; we 
have loaned her our Army and Navy at an expense of $200,000,000; 
we have given her f om; we have established her cities in 
healthful condition. We have done all this. And now we are 
asked to do what we never in our Government's history did for 
any class of our own citizens. We are asked to take the revenues 
of the United States and give them to a class of private citizens 
in Cuba in order to establish them in business. I rebel against such 
a proposition. Itseems tome that it is contrary to good morality. 

hat right have we—yes, even Democrats, whom the gentle- 
man from Virginia so enthusiastically praised and to whom indi- 
vidually I have no objection, but whose policies somehow or other 
I feel safest in keeping as far away from as possible—I ask Dem- 
ocrats under what law of morality they can justify themselves in 
taking and giving away $8,000,000 of the revenues of this country 
without reducing the price of the article to the consumer a single 
cent? It is conceded that this isthe purpose by all. Under what 
right and by what lawand by what principle of morality will you 
take these revenues and give them to some citizens in a foreign 
country? How will you justify this proposition? In my judg- 
ment, gentlemen, there is no justification for it. 

The gentleman from Virginia played the play of Hamlet, but 
left Hamlet out. On this measure he favors a 20 per cent reduc- 
tion. For what purpose? For the mere purpose of reducing the 
revenue in the interest of the sugar trust. I say to you gentle- 
men who are clamoring for improvements in the South—for the 
improvement of your rivers and your harbors and for the build- 
ing up of your naval stations—what argument can there be for 
cutting down the revenue of the United States if it does not bring 
any good to the e of this country? Do you not believe that 
the $8,000,000, which you propose as a free gift for the benefit of 
some of the private citizens of Cuba, can be expended:in your 
Southland and my Southland in building up the country and re- 
Lae the ravages which still exist as the result of the civil war— 
expended in the improvement of our rivers and our harbors? Why 
do we want to cut down these revenues, the effect of which must 
be that these improvements can not be made? 

Mr. DINSMORE. I understood the gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Dayton} to insist that the reduction of the tariff on 
“— oar for in this bill will not reduce the price of sugar? 

tr. DAYTON. I stated that on what I believe to be good au- 
thority, the authority of the report of the committee. 

Mr. DINSMORE. If that be true, then, how can any injury 
result to the beet-sugar producers from this bill if it is not going 
to reduce the price of sugar? 


Mr. DAYTON. Why, sir, that argument has been met over and 





over again by the special friends of the beet-sugar industry in this 

way: The pro reduction may not put a stop to the present 

industry, but it will retard its development and growth. It will 

= the building up of large manufacturing establishments 
or the prosecution of this industry. 

Mr. DINSMORE. How so, if the price of sugar does not go 
down? 

Mr. DAYTON. The mere fact that the great policy established 
in respect to this industry (for, as will be shown by an examina- 
tion of the discussions on the Dingley tariff bill, the sugar sched- 
ule was established for the purpose of providing that the $100,- 
000,000 spent a by the American people for sugar should 
inure to the benefit of the beet-sugar industry) has been repudi- 
ated at the instance, as I believe, of the American Sugar Refining 
Company must have the effect to cause those contemplating in- 
vestment in this direction to think that eventually much greater 
reductions will be made. 

Mr. WEEKS. Is it not also to be considered that the discrimi- 
nation against this one industry, selected out from all the other 
industries of the country, would have a tendency to alarm and 
impede this branch of production? 

Mr. DAYTON. Certainly. 

Mr. DINSMORE. The gentleman from West Virginia has 
conceded that the reduction of duty will not lower the price of 
sugar. That being so, ask him whether it will or will not inure 
to the advantage of the consumer? 

Mr. DAYTON. Certainly it will not. That branch of this 
question has been thoroughly gone over by those who specially 
represent this industry. As my time is limited, I do not care to 
enter into minute details in regard to the price of sugar or the 
effect of this measure upon it. But I do know this, as the gentle- 
man suggested a moment ago: That for this Congress to select 
that industry in its youth as the single schedule that is to be af- 
fected by this legislation will have a retarding effect, a paralyz- 
ing effect, on the beet-sugar industry; and I want to call the 
attention of the gentlemen from the South to another condition 
that enters into this and which no man can deny. 

The hearings before the Ways and Means Committee showed 
clearly that the cane-sugar industry in the State of Louisiana has 
not been | ep this year; that they have had to meet the 
same condition of an overproduction of sugar, and that if we pass 
this measure at the instance of Cuba we do it discriminating 
against our sugar planters down there, and the distinguished 
chairman of the Ways and Means Committee himself admitted 
that there was danger of paralyzing the sugar industry in Louisi- 
ana. My friends on this side, I want to call your attention inci- 
dentally to the fact that there are 375,000 colored people in the 
State of Louisiana who get their bread and butter day by day and 
year by year from this industry, and I can not reconcile it as good 
morality for us to discriminate against these colored people, our 
own citizens, for the benefit of the foreign raisers of cane sugar. 
{[ Applause. ] 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Mr. Chairman, impressed as I am 
with the belief that I ought not to give my support to the pend- 
ing measure, I feel that I owe it to myself, to the House, and to 
my constituents to give some of the reasons which actuate me at 
this time. 

When I came here at the beginning of the Fifty-fifth Congress, 
all branches of industry were in a deplorable condition. Capital 
was idle, agriculture was depressed, and the laboring men of the 
country were without employment. During the exciting contest 
of 1896 I had said to my constituents that if they honored me 
with a seat in Congress I would do all in my power to bring about 
a change for the better, and I at once set myself to work, as best 
I could, to accomplish that purpose. 

Some one has said in the course of this debate that those of us 
who oppose this legislation are not in accord with the Adminis- 
tration. Itis true that the President,Secretary of War, and Goy- 
ernor Wood have made certain recommendations. But have we not 
the right to differ with one or all of them and to make our objec- 
tions known? This is a Government composed of three great de- 
partments—the legislative, judicial, and executive—and notwith- 
standing the Supreme Court of the United States is the court of 
last resort, I hold that it is the right of every citizen not only te 
differ from but in a respectful manner to criticise the court's deci- 
sions. Surely the legislative is an independent branch of the Gov- 
ernment. 

I do not believe we ever had a President who more thoroughly 
respected one who honestly differed with him or who had more 
decidedly the courage of his convictions than President Roose- 
velt. I may be wrong in the views which I entertain about this 
proposed legislation, but God knows I am honest in the position 
which I take. I have great admiration for the President, and 
congratulate him upon the splendid Administration that he is 
giving to the country; and his recent trip to Charleston demon- 
strates that he is not simply the President of the Republican 
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party or of a divided country, but that he is the President of all 
the people of this great Republic. [Applause.] 

I congratulate him on the statesmanship displayed in that hour 
of great national grief, when he said to the people that the policy 
of William McKinley should be his policy, and, further, that he 
should call to his counsel those who had been the counselors and 
advisors of our lamented President. No one event in recent 
years has given such universal satisfaction; and, sir, when a va- 
cancy occurred in his Cabinet, I congratulated him that he came 
to this forum and selected one of our number. Our best wishes 
will go with our colleague in his new field of labor, and may the 
time be near at hand when he shall eccupy as prominent a place 
in the counsels of the Cabinet as he has in this august body. 
[ Applause. ] 

We differ also with some of the Republican members of the 
Ways and Means Committee, but nevertheless we respect their 
great adility and believe them to be honest and conscientious in 
the discharge of their every duty; and we express the hope that 
their constituencies, recognizing their commanding ability and 
their years of service and experience, which have given them a 
foremost place in the greatest of legislative bodies, will continue 
to send them here as long as they will consent to come. 

There ought to be no partisan politics in this measure; indeed, 
from my standpoint, there is none. This is clearly shown by the 
fact that Mr. RicHarpson of Tennessee, the minority leader; Mr. 
McCLELLAN, of New York, and Mr. Swanson, of Virginia, all 
leading and able Democrats, have joined with a portion of the 
Republican members of the Ways and Means Committee in re- 
porting this bill to the House. i 

I repeat that it is not properly a political measure, because it is 
one which will either injure or benefit one of the new and leading 
industries of the country; and as a further reason why there 
should be no politics in it I desire to call your attention to the 
fact that the Government has already expended a large sum of 
money in helping to promote this new industry, as is shown by a 
letter of recent date from Hon. James Wilson, Secretary of Agri- 
culture, which I will present herewith: 

APRIL 2, 1902. 

DEAR Srr: With reference to the expenditure of money in this Depart- 
ment for the investigation and encouragement of the sugar-beet industry, I 
may say that this work was begun in 188] and since that time has been con- 
ducted in anumber of bureausand divisionsofthe Department. The largest 
expenditures have been made in the Bureau of Chemistry, extending from 
1851 to 1892. Beginning with the fiscal year 1898,an annual appropriation has 
been made for the investigation of domestic sugar production, and, begin- 
ning at the same time, an annual distribution of sugar-beet seed has been 
made. Where this special appropriation has been used to pay salaries of 
chemists working under the direction of the Bureau of Chemistry, as oc- 
curred in the years 1899-1901, inclusive, or where, as in the year 1900, part of 
the sugar-beet seed for general distribution was purchased from this appro- 
priation, it has been subtracted and put under the heading ‘ Bureau of 
Chemistry” and “Distribution of sugar-beet seed,” respectively, to avoid 
duplication. Following is an itemized statement of the expenditures that 
have been made: 

Been cf Cg, Beste nc ccneccntcdecduimocnatenismescangne $25, 518. 54 
Sugar investigations: 
1898 4 
5 


19 : 
Distribution of sugar-beet seed, including cost of seed and labor: 


18 





1902 





DOE ia citi dh thn siceiduddeianeeanea ae 65, 683. 47 
Trusting that the foregoing information will be satisfactory, Iam, 


Very truly, yours, 
JAMES WILSON, Secretary. 

Hon. SAMUEL W. SMITH, 

House of Representatives. 

The efforts of the General Government in this direction are 
only in keeping with what several States have already done in 
their individual capacity, through the instrumentality of their 
agricultural colleges, and I point with pride to the fact that no 
State in the Union has taken a greater interest in promoting this 
industry than has the State of Michigan, through its Agricul- 
tural College, and to Prof. R. C. Kedzie, of that college, as well 
as toothers. Nolittle credit is due for their years of patient effort 
in seeking to make the raising of sugar beets in this country a 
success. F : . : 

Mr. Chairman, my first objection to this measure is that the 
proposed legislation is repudiated in advance by Mr. Palma, the 
President-elect of the Cuban Republic, as is shown by the follow- 
ing statement by him, published in the New York Tribune of 
January 25, 1902: 

The prosperity of Cuba depends to a great extent upon the attitude of the 
United States to the now forming republic. The full moral obligation of 
- «This figure is the appropriation for the fiscal year 1901-2, and probably is 
considerably in excess of what actually will be expended for beet-sugar in- 
vestigations. 


this great nation to Cuba will be disc when the United States has 
opened the ‘- market that is possible to Cuban products. We must have 
this market. nless we receive a reasonable reduction on sugar and tobacco 
prosperity will be an impossibility. If this is denied it will be the ruination 
of the country. Itisimpossible toimprove the bad condition of our principal 
staple, sugar, by reducing the American duty one-third. In that way the 
—- will not be solved at all. The clamor for further reduction will 
continue. 


Also the Washington Times of March 25, 1902, quotes General 
Palma as saying: 
We have said from the beginning that a reduction of 50 per cent, or possi- 


bly 40 per cent, was necessary for Cuba's relief, and I have said before, as I 
am compelled to say now, that 20 per cent reduction will not be of any benefit. 


And recently before the New York Chamber of Commerce he 
gave expression to the same views. If such are his opinions, can 
we not confidently expect, when the new republic is organized 
on May 25 next, and the Cuban congress adopts this legislation— 
if itever reaches them—that he will promptly veto it, upon the 
grounds that it affords the Cuban—at least the poor Cuban resi- 
dent planter—no relief? Would it not be much better to defer 
this legislation until after the organization of the new republic, 
so that we may know not only the views of the president-elect, 
but also of the Cuban congress? We ought not to seek to force 
upon the Cubans legislation which is unprofitable and unaccept- 
able to them, and especially when it is being urged by the sugar 
trust, which, in a large degree, is to be the recipient of the bene- 
fits of this legislation. 

Next, I am opposed to this legislation because we were told, in 
the first instance, that there was great suffering in the island of 
Cuba, and that the proposed reduction of 20 per cent was needed 
by the poor Cuban planter, and it is further urged that he will be 
largely benefited if this measure becomes a law. Ideny the truth 
of both these statements. ; n 

In order to determine what the conditions were in Cuba, hear- 
ings were had before the Ways and Means Committee, beginning 
January 25, 1902, and continuing until the 29th of that month. 
Eighteen witnesses testified in favor of tariff reductions in the 
case of Cuba, and their testimony disclosed clearly what the con- 
ditions are in Cuba. 

I quote briefly from the testimony as to these conditions, as to 
wages, and as to in whose hands are the property and business 
of the island: 

HUNGER AND DISTRESS DO NOT EXIST. 

Brass. I have not ken of distress except to deny that any existed so 
farasIknew. It isa long time since I have seen anyone begging on the 
——_ “J anyone who wanted work who was not at work at g wages. 
(P. 389. 

a. Ishould say there was no distress whatever from all I have seen. 
(P. 379.) 

HAWLEY. Q. And anybody who comes there will be a competitor in the 
field of labor, and as all these people are now employed, how can they be dis- 
tressed and starved? (P. 362.) 

A. Who has said they are? 

Menpoza. Q. Then this condition of hunger or starvation which you have 
just outlined or detailed here does not exist to-day, does it? 

A. Not yet; it will exist. (P. 67.) 

ABAD. Q. Then there is ho suffering among the laboring classes, is there? 

A. No; t is not the case, becamse living in Cuba is very high; it is very 
expensive. (P. 144.) 

LABORERS’ WAGES $23 TO $30 PER MONTH. 
ATKINS. The wages are high. Wages there run quite as high as the aver- 
age agricultural labor in the United States. (P. 15.) 7 
Atkins. The price of labor in Cuba is in excess of the price of labor in 
the Southern States. (P. 29.) 
Buiss. The men themselves get varying w 
many portions of the ne as much as 
om — less than that. en I say much 
(P. 388. ; 
Atkins. In my section I pay about $23 for a month of twenty-six working 
days. Mr. Kelly has to pay $la “Tt; (P. 18. 
Hawrar. Q. Is labor employed there? (P. 358.) 
. Itis. 

2. Can labor find full employment? 
. It has employment at the present time. 

2. At good wages? 
. At good wages; yee. (P. =) 

KELLY. Roustabout or unskilled labor in Cuba is 90 cents to $1.10 per day, 
United States gold. (P. 51.) 

one. In our end of the island we are paying an average of $30 a month. 

. 57.) 

: MENDozA. Thereis plenty of work for the workmen in Cuba to-day. (P. 66.) 

PLACE. We are paying $22 to $24a month. (P. 76.) 

PROPERTY AND BUSINESS OF THE ISLANDS IN THE HANDS OF SPANIARDS. 

ATEINsS. A a proportion of the property of the island is owned by 
Spaniards. (P. 11.) 

PLACE. The business of the island isin the hands of the Spaniards. All 
businessis intheir hands. The majority of the Spaniards have not renounced 
their allegiance [to Spain]: they remain Spanish. (P. 95.) 

PLACE. We are taking the money we get from you and going to Europe to 

nd it. You buy seven-eighths of our products, and we buy from you one- 
third of what we consume. (P. 45). 
MONEY AT 8 TO 18 PER CENT, STILL THE SUGAR INDUSTRY OF CUBA IS 
PROFITABLE. 
ensiee- We pay from 8 to 12 and sometimes 186 per cent per annum, sIr, 
. 5138.) 
ATE INS. It was profitable last year; I do not deny it, sir. (P. 18.) 


This ought to show that there is no great and widespread suf- 
fering or distress in the island, such as has been represented. 
Now, as to the suggestions that the poor resident Cuban planter 


, but many of them, in 
a month, American gold; 
I mean $4 or $5 or $6 less. 
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is in need and is to be benefited by the proposed reduction, I think 
it is conceded that there are about 15,000 poor Cuban planters, 
many of whom are hopelessly in debt; that for some years, by 
some process of law in Cuba, they have been protected by Generals 
Blanco, Weyler, and Wood, and that if they were in this country 
they would take advantage of the bankruptcylaw. Can weafford 
to legislate for these foreign people, who are being carried along 
by the payment of from 8 to 18 per cent, to the injury of a new 
and infant industry in our own country? 

Let us see who will get the greater portion of this proposed 20 
per cent reduction, and how much of it. The duty on raw sugar 
is 1.685 cents per pound. One-fifth, or 20 percent, of this is 0.337. 
On 1 ton of 2,240 pounds the reduction would be $7.55. The 


reduction on this year’s Cuban product would be $7.55 multiplied | 


by 800,000 tons, which would be $6,040,000. Let us for the pur- 
pose of this argument call it $6,000,000. 

Mr. H. Gilson Gardner, the Washington correspondent of the 
Chicago Journal, in writing of Cuban conditions, says: ‘‘ Only 
7 per cent of the sugar plantations in the island are owned by na- 
tive Cubans.’”? Mr. Gardner is doubiless correct, but let us be 
generous and say 15 per cent. If so, the poor native Cubans 
would get 15 per cent of $6,000,000, which is $900,000, and if you 
divide this among the 15,000 poor Cubans, they will receive the 
enormous sum of $60 each, which will not do much to relieve 
them from the great burden of debt under which it is claimed 
they are laboring. - 

But it is equally interesting to know what is to become of the 
balance of the $6,000,000, which is $5,100,000. I assert, without 
fear of successful contradiction, that it will be divided among 
such men as Edwin F. Atkins, who is a resident of Boston, Mass., 
an American sugar refiner interested in a syndicate owning a 
14,000-acre Cuban sugar plantation, and one of the organizers 
and original directors of the American Sugar Refining Company 
(sugar trust); also, Mr. Havemeyer (president of the sugar 
trust); Mr. Howell, in the syndicate owning a 75,000-acre Cuban 
sugar plantation (this is equal to more than three townships of 
land in the State of Michigan); also, James H. Post, of New York, 
president of the National Sugar Refining Company, controlled by 


partner of B. H. Howell, Son & Co., sugar merchants; also, Hugh 


pany, owning a 9,000-acre Cuban sugar plantation, and in one 
other plantation company; also, Miquel Mendoza, of Habana, 
owner of a 27,000-acre Cuban sugar plantation; and so we might 
go on adding to the list. What a shame and pity it is that Con- 
gress has not been more active and diligent in caring for these 
poor Cuban suffering planters, nearly all of whom live in the 
United States and enjoy the blessings of everything that wealth 
can command! [Applause.] 

It will be interesting to still further inquire what amount some 


of these individuals whom I have named would receive by the | 


proposed tariff reduction. I quote from page 8 of the hearings 
heretofore referred to, as follows: 


The CHAIRMAN. Can you tell us what proportion of the present crop is 
——— by citizens of the United States or by corporations of the United 

states? 

Mr. ATKINs. I am not prepared to give you those figures. 

The CHAIRMAN. Can you give us an estimate? 

Mr. ATKINS. No; I can not even estimate it for this reason, that there are 
s0 many naturalized Cubans, American citizens, in the island that you can 
not tell, — by talking with them, whether they are Americans or Cubans; it 
is impossible. 

The CHAIRMAN. Well, leaving out that class—- 

Mr. Atkins. Well, I can name them on my fingers. Mr. Kelly, who is 
here, represents an estate, of which he is a part owner, on the south side of 
Cuba, which turns out from 10,000 to 12,000 tons of sugar per year. 

Mr. Ropertson. What of sugar is that? 

_ Mr. Atxrys. That is standard 69 centrif sugar. The Trinidad Sugar 
Company, of which I am president, at Trinidad, Cuba, has an estate the ca- 
pacity of which is about 10,000 tons per annum. one property at Cien- 
tuegos has a capacity of about 12,000 tons of sugar. e turned out last year 
11,000 tons. The Ho: iero estate is held by a New York corporation, lo- 
cone at Clenfuagen, Cae, and has a oo of 12,000 tons. ate Captteade 
estate, recently purchas parties in witene, v0 resen r. Spell- 
man, connected with the Illinois Central Railroad, I should say should have 
a capacity of about 20,000 tons of r. The United Fruit Company, of Bos- 
ton, ata e called Banes have a factory—a new factory started last year— 
with a capacity of about 20,000 tons. There is the property called the Cha- 
parra Sugar Company at Puerto Padre, on the north coast of Cuba, which is 
about pengy So start up, owned by New York gentlemen, in which ex-Repre- 
sentative Hawley, of Texas, is interested and which has a capacity of about 
50,000 tons. This estate has an estate near 
Santiago called the San Francisco, in which Mr. Craig, of Philadel is in- 
terested, which will start, I believe, this year with a capacity of Ts. tons 


of sugar. Now, as far as my memory serves me, I think that is all the bona 
fide American interests there. 


never been operated. There is 


The Trinidad Sugar Company, of which Mr. Atkins is president, 
would receive $7.55 by 10,000 tons, or $75,500. Mr. Atkins would 
receive $7.55 by 12.000 tons, which would be $90,600. The Homi- 
gulero estate would receive the same amount. The Constancia 
estate would receive $7.55 by 20,000 tons, or $151,000; the United 
Fruit Company, of Boston, the same amount; and so on until the 
whole $5,100,000 would be divided up among wealthy people who 


Aisi 


have invested their money in Cuba, and who have been very 

largely interested with the sugar trust in creating the clamor for 

the reduction of the duty on sugar, under the plea that it was to 

be for the poor and destitute of the island of Cuba. We thus see 
| very plainly, Mr. Chairman, where the bulk of this $6,000,000 of 
| good, solid American money would go. It would go straight into 
the pockets of these few rich American sugar capitalists. And 
where would it come from, Mr. Chairman? Straight out of the 
pockets of my Michigan constituents and the rest of our Ameri- 
can beet-sugar producers. Is this right? Is this just? Is this 
even expedient and politic? Not while I have a voice or a vote 
in this Chamber will I fail to denounce and combat any such 
scheme for allowing the sugar trust toinjure and defrand my 
honest, deserving, and hard-working constituents. I can hardly 
see how this legislation commends itself to anybody, and I am sure 
that when it is thoroughly understood, as it will be by the people 


later on, they, too, will repudiate it and say to those of us who 


have opposed it, ‘‘ Well done, good and faithful servants.’ [Ap- 
plause. | 

Much has been said about our moral and legal obligation to 
Cuba, and if there is anyone here on either side of the Chamber 


who longer maintains that we are under either a moral or legal 
obligation to Cuba,I would be glad to have him say so. I hear 
no response. [Applause. ] 

Much has been said also about this proposed reduction benefit- 


|ing the consumer. Already in this debate it has more than once 
| been admitted on both sides of the Chamber that the consumer 


will receive no benefit by the reduction. Before Congress con- 
vened and for some time since a portion of the newspaper press 
was busy, as I believe, in the interest of the sugar trust (which 
was proper, for doubtless the trust paid for it) in circulating the 
statements of the sugar trust to the effect that the consumer would 
be benefited, and elaborate statements were made and sent out 
to that effect. In my judgment, when the American Sugar Re- 
fining Company (commoniy known as the sugar trust) is found 
doing anything for the consumer, then you can confidently state 


| that the devil has commenced to quote the Scriptures correctly. 


" : - | [Applause. ] 
the sugar trust, who is much interested in Cuban sugar and a | 


Much has also been said to the effect that we ought to give up 


t > 1 | or yield a portion of our markets to Cuba. The hills and valleys 
Kelly, of New York, interested in the Santa Teresa Sugar Com- | 


of Cuba are sprinkled with the blood of our brave soldiers, $300,- 
000,000 of our National Treasury has been expended that Cuba 
might be free, and she has been relieved by our help from more 
than $300,000,000 of debt. Suppose Cuba, unaided by the United 
States, had secured her own liberty from Spain, then where and 
how would she have secured a market for her products? Would 
we have been under any special obligation to her under those cir- 
cumstances? And are we under any greater obligations to her 
to-day, after having given freely to her of our blood and treasure, 
and after releasing her from helpless bondage and bankruptcy? 
We also are informed that we owe Cuba a market for her prod- 
ucts because of the Platt amendments. It is said that these 





amendments forbid her to enter into commercial relations with 
the other nations of the earth. I deny it, and believe that a care- 
ful reading of the amendments will bear out my denial. 


THE PLATT AMENDMENTS NO BAR TO CUBAN COMMERCE. 
L 


That the government of Cuba shall never enter into any treaty or other 
compact with any foreign power or powers which will impair or tend to im- 
ir the independence of Cuba, nor in any manner authorize or permit any 
oreign power or powers to obtain by colonization or for military or naval 
purposes, or otherwise, lodgment in or control over any portion of saidisland. 


I. 


That said government shall not assume or contract any public debt, to pay 
the interest upon which and to make reasonable sinking-fund provision for 
the ultimate discharge of which the ordinary revenues of the island, after 
defraying the current expenses of government, shall be inadequate. 


Ii. 


That the government of Cuba consents that the United States may exer- 
cise the right to intervene for the preservation of Cuban independence, the 
maintenance of a government adequate for the protection of life, property, 
and individual liberty, and for discharging the obligations with respect to 
Cuba imposed by the ty of Paris on the United States, now to be assumed 
and undertaken by the government of Cuba 


IV 


That all acts of the United States in Cuba during its military occupancy 
thereof are ratified and validated, and all lawful rights acquired thereunder 
shall be maintained and protected. 


That the government of Cuba will execute, and as far as necessary extend, 
the plans already devised, or other plans to be mutually agreed upon, for the 
sanitation of the cities of the island, tothe end thata recurrence of epidemic 
and infectious diseases may be prevented, thereby assuring — to the 
people and commerce of Cuba, as well as to the commerce of Southern ports 
of the United States and the people residing therein. 


VL 


That the Isle of Pines shall be omitted from the proposed constitutional 
— of Cuba, the title thereto being left to future adjustment by 


rR 
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That to enable the United States to maintain the independence of Cuba 
and to protect the people thereof, as well as for its own defense, the govern- 
ment of Cuba will sell or lease to the United States lands necessary for coal- 
ing or naval stations at certain specified points, to be agreed upon with the 
President of the United States. vIn 


That by way of further assurance the government of Cuba will embody 
the foregoing provisions in a permanent treaty with the United States. 


These stipulations have been well analyzed in the following 
terse language: 


Nos. 1, 2, and 3 are simply applications of the Monroe doctrine. 

Nos. 4and 5 are simply exigencies of the occasion of occupation. 

No. 6 refers to acquisition of territory which is meaningless in that it re- 
fers the whole matter to a future treaty. 

No.7 isan implied contract with Cuba to grant us, for a consideration, 
coaling and naval stations either by lease or grant of the fee to the same, de- 
pendent also on future treaties. 


I cite the Chicago Tribune (and could cite many other influen- 
tial journals) to prove my contention that the Platt amendments 
are no bar to Cuba’s entering into commercial relations with 
other nations: 


There is a mistaken idea that the Platt amendment forbids the republic of 
Cuba making treaties with foreign countries without the consent of the 
United States. The Platt amendment does not deprive Cuba of any treaty- 
making right, with the single exception that the republic of Cuba is forbid- 
den to enter into any treaty which would impair its independence or which 
would authorize any foreign power to control any part of the island for mili- 
tary, naval, or other purposes. There is nothing to prevent the republic of 


Cuba making any kind of tariff treaty it sees fit providing for reciprocity | 


with any country.—Chicago Tribune, March 3, 1902. 
Let it be clearly understood that those of us who do not favor 


his legislation are in no wise opposed to entering into reciprocal | 


relations with Cuba on a fair basis, and that we have also always 
expressed our willingness to vote to relieve any distress which 
may actually exist in the island of Cuba. Not less than two or 
three propositions have been submitted to the Ways and Means 
Committee, all of which have been rejected by that committee 
upon the ground that the majority of the committee deemed 
them unconstitutional. They do not seem so to me and to many 
others. I will proceed to outline two of these plans of relief. 
Why can we not, under the seventh clause of the Platt amend- 
ment, either lease or buy coaling stations of Cuba in considera- 
tion of reciprocal trade relations? This is the first plan, and it 
has been summarized as follows: 


First. It is claimed that a remittance of money from our Treasury to the 
Cuban treasury based on a percentage of our tariff is unconstitutional. 

Second. Taking it for granted that we are going to acquire said naval or 
coaling stations either by lease or purchase, it must be assumed that either 
feature represents a purchasable value. 

Third. Base oursettlement of Cuban concessions by payment to the Cuban 
treasury from our Treasury on the bona fide purchase of the lease or fee of 
said coaling and naval stations. 

Fourth. We certainly have aright to buy anything we need, and this prop- 
osition meets the so-called **‘ Cuban exigency,” leaving the Cuban government 
to provide for the interests distressed. 

Fifth. It makes the Cuban respectable and not a beggar and assures our 
people that their money is being spent for legitimate purposes. 

Sixth. This appropriation of money for coaling and naval stations can be 
distributed on a sliding series of years consistent with the judgment of those 
responsible for its enactment. 

Seventh. The settlement of the question in the manner outlined will aid 
Cuba in establishing her commercial relations at the inception of her govern- 
ment. 

Eighth. It will advise home producers of their exact status 

Ninth. It estops any meddling or tariff tinkering. 

Te nth 
can sugar refiners. 

Eleventh. It satisfies public sentiment. 

Twelfth. It gives us a quid pro quo for our money. 

Thirteenth. It benefits the Cuban people generally or specifically, as they 
may determine. 

Fourteenth. It is honest; 

I also submit a plan credited by the Chicago Record-Herald to 
Senator Spooner, one of the great constitutional lawyers of the 
penate: 

Senator Spooner, of Wisconsin, has devised a plan by which it is believed 
the warring elements may be reconciled and Cuba be given what she asks 
without any political or industrial harm in this country. 

The beet-sugar and tobacco people of this country do not object to Cuban 
products coming into the United States, provided the price be not cut so 
as to injarehomeindustries. Hence they are willing to havea rebate allowed 
ora bounty to the foreign producers. But the idea of direct American 
bounty to foreigners is too ridiculous to receive serious consideration. The 
Cuban planters are not satisfied to have a rebate unless they can get it, for 
in such cases they will be no better off than before. Itis here that the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin comes along with the following ingenious plan: 


it is equitable; it is fair. 


“1. The United States to charge full Dingley rates on all sugar and tobacco 


coming in from Cuba. : 

“2. But in consideration of the agreement of the Cuban republic to reduce 
the Cuban tariffs on American go going into Cuba the United States is to 
refund to the Cuban government, say, 40 per cent of the duties collected on 
Cuban sugar and tobacco. es 

“3. So far as the reciprocity agreement between the two countries is con- 
cerned it is to go no further than this. But the Cuban congress can turn 
round and pay to its own planters an oxpore bounty on sugar and tobacco 
equal to the drawback received from the United States. : 

“By this plan there would be a fair reciprocity between the two countries, 
the United States would return to Cuba, say, r cent of the revenue de- 
rived from sugar and tobacco imported from that island. For this concession 
the United States would secure a valuable return in tariff concessions by 
Cuba. The Cuban government would take the money which it receives from 


It places the money in the hands of the Cubans and not the Ameri- | U { ; J 
| now imported into the United States and for which over $100,000,000 are paid 


the United States and turn it back to the exporters as a bounty, the bounty 


exactly equaling the drawbacks and finding its way to the proper parties. 
“In other words, Cuba would get the relief asked for and no producing in- 
terest in the United States would be hurt.” 

A number of Senators to whom this plan has been submitted believe Sena- 
tor SPOONER has found a solution of the vexing problem. President Roose- 
velt is satisfied with it, the Cubans would be pleased with it, and there isno 
reason why the beet and tobacco people should object toit. Cuban sugar has 


| toenter into competition with the bounty-paid sugars of Europe, and there 


is only one good reason why the government of Cuba should not also pay a 
bounty. This reason is that Cuba has not the money to pe, |i with. Here 
the United States proposes, for a valuable consideration—to 't, an enlarged 
Cuban market—to pay into the Cuban treasury the money needed for that 
purpose. 

1e domestic sugar aatuatey would not thereby be endangered, at least 
for a time, the United States Treasury would get the bulk of the duty, and 


| the rebate would go to the Cuban planters instead of going into the pockets 


of the sugar trust, as it would in case of a reduction of the duty. Moreover, 
it would be a gift from the American people as a whole, instead of being 
given entirely at the expense of one industry. 

If there are no constitutional objections, there remains the one serious 
question if other foreign nations will not insist on the countervailing duties 
on their sugar being taken off if no such duty is put on Cuban sugar, which, 
under this plan, would receive a bounty.—Chicago Record-Herald, 

Iam further opposed to the pending measure because it is in 
violation of the principles of the Republican party as expressed 
in our national platform and in the utterances of leading Repub- 
licans in the House and Senate during the passage of the Ding- 
ley law, and since. It is the pride of every Republican that the 
party has always stood for protection to American industries and 
American labor, and further that it has faithfully kept every 
pledge and every promise made to the American people. Pro- 
tection has accomplished four things in all industries naturalized 
and established in America— 

1. Supplied the demand. 

2. Cheapened the cost to the consumer. 

3. Given remunerative employment to labor. 

4. Quickened the spirit of invention. 

That it will accomplish as much for the beet-sugar industry, if 
allowed to do so, no one can reasonably doubt. [Applause. | 

In the platform of 1896 we said: 

We condemn the present Administration for not keeping faith with the 
sugar producers of thiscountry. The Republican party favors such protec- 
tion as will lead to the production on American soil of all the sugar which 
the American poo use, and for which they pay other countries more than 
$100,000,000 annually. 

During that exciting contest, we frequently quoted from the 
platform, which says: 

The country demands a right settlement, and then it wants rest. 


Did we mean what we said to the sugar growers, and did we 
later on settle the question and settle it right? If so, why seek to 
disturb it now in the interest of a foreign nation and of capitalists 
who have invested their money there rather than in the United 
States? We shall long remember the solicitude manifested by all 
parties in that campaign, and among the means used to win the 
desired victory was a document issued by the Republican national 
committee to the capitalists and farmers showing the benefits to 
be received from the new and infant beet-sugar industry. I re- 
spectfully herewith submit the same: 

AMERICAN BEET-SUGAR INDUSTRY. 


The following statement shows the benefits which will accrue to farmers, 
artisans, and the various trades of the United States from the fostering of 


| the beet-sugar industry by means of a proper protective tariff, insuring home 


production of the 85 per cent of sugar consumed in this country, which is 


to foreign farmers and manufacturers. 4. 

It has been compiled and calculated from the official statistics of the United 
States Government for 1894-9, and from the actual experience of the beet 
raisers in California, Nebraska, and Utah; also from official returns of some 
of the beet-sugar factories now in operation in the United States. 

More particularly, it exhibits: 

First. The amount of sugar consumed, produced, and imported into the 
United States in 1894 and the amount of money paid on this account to fo: 
eign countries by our people and thus withdrawn from our circulation. 

Second. The sources of supply and the countries benefited. 

Third. The number of factories required and the number of people who 
would be supported in producing the sugar now imported. : 

Fourth. The value, cost of production, and profits to our farmers from the 
growing, af the amount of sugar beets required to produce the sugar now 
imported. 

Fitth. The cost of construction of the number of factories necessary to 
»roduce the sugar now imported and the amount of money which would be 
Nistributed among our machine shops, mechanics, and laborers for the erec- 
tion of the plants. 

Sixth. The amount of money which would be annually expended among 
our people in the beet fields and for labor and material in the factories, ! 
the sugar now imported were produced at home, 

Seventh. Recapitulation of benefits to farmers and the various trades were 
the sugar now imported produced in our own country. 


I, CONSUMPTION OF SUGAR IN THE UNITED STATES IN 18%. 











Tons. | Value 
| Sugar consumed..................-. pee entainiidemibegsetl 2, 024, 604 | $128, 871, 9%) 
Sugar produced at home........... nadacenniecneedeanilll 905,800 | _ 20,283, 014 
Sueer Feaported ovmuanincesdehnahuidantanaliacsaee 1,718, 894 | 108,558,946 











Tons 
Nin ticles elem ha cali ada ieg ease deniededlinsh Gankanigtimmaalntelamitesy tits 1,005, 761 
FEL ieiekm sini pe SEtnbdd noone conienu saceescos saneeninainsen osanbanecous 64,310 
RIS ANE RE TANK SE TE 150, 845 
a ee ea ee 135, 894 
I chistes woth nouaisinndekeddiadiinaeeenamdbedicnesd: veenabkheenen 120, 557 
at ak ete al cea 87, 646 
a i a aa a al ae a 45, 757 
i Se win etnies snadandacdrenneenceacetes 45, 347 
aa aR cern tania etal reali aiid ils al in gan wads raster amies $1,402 
He een ubeunnnenmene weds 15,137 
I ahi A a eT Se 1, 804, 866 


Ill. FACTORIES REQUIRED AND NUMBER OF PEOPLE SUPPORTED. 


To produce the amount of sugar now imported would require 920 factories, 
with a capacity of 850 tons of beets each for 7 working day of twenty- 
four hours. ch factory would work up the product of 2,000 acres of sugar 
beets, and the 920 factories would utilize the product of 1,840,000 acres. At 
an average of 10 tons of sugar beets per acre, this would equal 18,400,000 tons 
of beets, which would be the amount of beets necessary to produce the sugar 
now imported. The total number of men employed in the factories and in 
the beet fields would represent a population of about 2,500,000 people. 


IV. BEET GROWING AS AN AGRICULTURAL INDUSTRY. 


The total average amount annually paid to our farmers for sugar beets 
required by 920 factories, in order to produce 1,718,894 tons of sugar now im- 
ported, would be: 

For 18,400,000 tons of beets, at $4.20 per ton, $77,280,000, 40 per cent of which 


(or about $30,000,000) would on an average represent the farmers’ share of the 
total sum earned. 


Vv. COST OF FACTORY CONSTRUCTION, ETC. 


The average cost of construction of each factory having a capacity of 350 | 


tons is $400,000, or for 920 factories $368,000,000, which would be distributed 
among our machine shopsand the building trades. Since — cent of nearly 
all our fabrics represents labor, it would follow that $331,200,000 would go di- 
rectly into the hands of our mechanics and laborers. 

The annual peep gs for materials and labor in extracting the sugar 
from the 18,400,000 tons of beets (the amount necessary to manufacture the 
sugar now imported) and the amount of money placed in circulation through 
the channels of this most important industry would be as shown in the fol- 
lowing detailed statement: 


Detailed estimate of cost of wen the sugar from 18,100,000 tons of sugar 
ets. 


: | Forl For 920 
Labor and materials. factory. | factories. 





Lae i vc iukeddien cnn acecccsvuiiene cbwes $19,130 | $17,599, 600 
BOC MD ons nce dhicie ccaus cadubewszsaasee 84,000 | 77,280,000 
Oonil, S CNEL o ovcinccnnusinenscanacatieden cane 9, 383 8, 586, 360 
Lime rock, 1,200 toma, at $8...... 2.2.0. cc cece cece ences | 2,400 2, 208, 000 
oR a Sa ' 1,872 1, 722, 240 
Filter cloth, 4,000 yards, at 17 cents ...........-....-..- 680 625, 600 
Filter Date: Gis 06 OB COMB iis inne cece nick cocescccccence ! 200 184,000 
Sugar bags, 44,000, at 14 cents.................--......-. 6, 160 5, 667,200 
Sree I one eb ck tcalsendcwesedensmice | W 91,080 
Hydrochloric acid, G) carboys, atge. .................... 180 165, 600 
Soda, 200 pounds, at 35 cents -..................-.--..--- | 70 64, 400 
Cylinder oil, 50 gallons, at 60 cents ....................- | 30 27, 600 
Machine oil, 200 gallons, at 30 cents. ..................-- 60 55, 200 
Tallow, 300 pounds, at 7 cents....................-.-...- 21 | 19, 320 
Coal oil, 10 een DG aks tigh ible adche op dewnnwdeokia 18 | 16, 560 
Waste, 200 pounds, at 10 cents ..............---....-....| 20 | 18, 400 
Dood Me sok dati nla dite scccs wovccioncands } 150 | 138, 000 
Carbon for 100 electric lights, at $1....................- 100 | 920, 000 
Chemicals Sot IARGRACOCY . ooo. onic cnc cn ccc cc cece wee 250) 230,000 
Incidental and petty expenses...............-..-.-...--- 500 | 460, 000 
Tate Gn da tei Aicnthob edison cdbundtionsawana sie 1,875 | 1,725,000 
InGurRahty Esko onan donc ckccceccc cece cccnsedes 1,000 | 920, 000 
Repairs and maintenance. ..................---...-...-- | 5,000 4,600, 000 





Total annual expenditure 


266,296 | 122, 496,160 





VI. LIST OF TRADES BENEFITED, WITH AMOUNTS. 


The amount of money which would be paid per annum to our farmers and 
to each of the various trades and industries if the 1,718,894 tons of sugar now 
imported were produced in our own country would be as follows: 


"To Ce ee dn sv ebavecuvanaeusen 77, 280, 000 
To laborers in factories, as per pay roll................-...--..-.--- 17.599, 600 
"Th Sa td ok eA USCE phicn does thes beeennsctadslede savas 8, 586, 360 
To CURIE II ORIG ii ic cane cease cecsnc nce censnccece~ss 2, 208,000 


To coke manufacturers, for coke ..........-..--..-----2.--+-2------- 1, 722, 240 
To textile manufacturers, for filter cloth, filter bags, and sugar 

a L dowabinedduccwseauences 918, 160 
4, 600, 000 


VII. RECAPITULATION AND CONCLUSION, 
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One of the greatest advantages of this crop to the farmer is the knowl- 
edge which he has, when he puts his seed in the ground in the spring, of the 
exact amount which he will receive at harvest in the fall as the result of his 

ear’s work, since contracts are made with the farmer in the spring stipu- 
ting the price to be paid for beets at harvest, unlike oats, corn, wheat, and 
other crops, which are subject to speculation and to manipulation by the 
boards of trade of New York, Chicago, and London. If the crop of cereals 
is good, the price is apt to be low; whereas with beets the farmer gets all the 
ie e of a good crop. Why not help the farmer when the opportunity 
offered? 

Another point to be considered, which farmers within a very considerable 
radius of a sugar factory appreciate, is the increase in value of their lands. 
In fact, land values around and about sugar factories have increased 25, 50, 
and even 100 — cent wherever beet-sugar factories have been located. Be- 
cause of thet — tillage of land required for acrop of beets, other crops, 
when rotated, yield a double product. When the val is used for feeding 
cattle, as it is used abroad, the increase in number and weight of stock be- 
comes apparent. 

There is no known industry which calls for the employment of such a 
variety of labor and of material as the manufacture of sugar. There is no 
industry in which agriculture, manufacture, and transportation or inland 
commerce are brought so closely together, none which so completely shuts 
out the middleman who is abroad in the land, preying upon the people. The 
farmer has a sure market close at hand. He delivers his beets or cane and 
receives his money in cash, without deductions for commission, storage, or 
other charges which reduce his profits, and he knows just what he is to re- 
ceive per ton and when he is to receive it, so that he can calculate very 
closely what his profit will be. It has been fully demonstrated that we have 
the soil and the climate to produce our own sugar. If we do it, weshali keep 
over $100,000,000 at home annually which we are now sending abroad. 

Germany has just increased its bounty to sugar exporters, and France has 
increased its protective duties for sugar producers. In this connection it 
might be well to quote from a recent report sent to the Department of State, 
in which the consul at Magdeburg, Germany, under date of May 30, 1596, 
says: 

“In conclusion, I desire to speak.a word for our own beet-sngar industry. 


| If we consider the enormous wealth which has accrued to Germany and all 
| other countries that have introduced and fostered this industry, it is indeed 


to be desired that the United States should be put on such a footing as to be 
able to yo its own sugar. With our vast territory and varied climate 
and soil we should find a sufficient area adapted to grow all the sugar woe 
consume, if we can sufficiently protect the industry against European com- 
petition, unduly aided by direct or indirect bounties.” 

If the United States is to compete with these and other countries in the 
production of sugar, American manufacturers and producers must receive 
the same encouragement from their Government that Europeans receive 
from theirs. It goes without saying that if the $100,000,000 which we now 
send abroad for sugar could be kept at home, this country would be much 


| better off and our farmers would be enormously the gainers. The home 


production of sugar would diminish exportation of gold, because the a 
tation of sugar would be so reduced that the balance of trade would be 
largely in favor of the United States; much money would therefore flow 
toward this hemisphere which now flows away from it. 

This $100,000,000 would be mt for American labor, and that would mean 
the employment of thousands of idlemen. The farmers would have more 
money and could spend more; they could pay off their mortgages and return 
to the times when they were prosperous and happy. 

The candidate for the Presidency nominated ey the Chicago convention 
is bitterly opposed to helping the sugar industry. He worked and voted 
when in Congress against the sugar bounty: he worked and voted against a 
tariff for protection. In his speech in Congress in January, 1894, when tie 
sugar tariff was under consideration, Bryan said: “If Congress can not 
properly pre a bounty directly to the sugar industry, neither can it properly 
impose a tax upon sugar for the avowed purpose of protecting the sugar in- 
dustry. It is as easy to justify a bounty as a protective tariff, and it is 
impossible to justify either." Should he be elected, no bill in aid of the 
wee industry would receive his sanction. 

f, on the contrary, the Republicans succeed in electing McKinley, there 
will be speedy legislation in favor of sugar, and not only will the price of 
beets be higher, but new factories will go up all over the United States, in 


proet of which we quote the plank inserted in the Republican platform at 


t. Louislast June: ** We condemn the present Administration for not keeping 


| faith with the sugar producers of the United States. The Republican party 


favors such protection as will lead to the production on American soil of all 
the sugar which the American yple use, and for which we are sending 


| abroad annually more than $100,000,000 to foreign countries.” 


Previous to 1888 there was practically no beet-sugar production in the | 


United States. 


The annual production of sugar in the United States from 1888 until 1896 
was as follows: 





Year. | Cane, Beet. 

| Tons. Tons. 
LOU eha te imitate ce ek 143,7 2, 000 
UDB  Sscteeas nicl i ag Dae | 252, 255 2,800 
LEOE swing Sagem nr as ik a gaa eee Sat 180, 250 5, 400 
OI i caicaaie a , 604 12,000 
UII ssnccsnse i Ma AR a SN 297, 737 16,000 
TOON. wc anes mage WIRE eee, oe at eee Se ad 855, 384 20, 443 
an a a ae 260, 000 30,000 


wena 


sugar beets can be successfully grown over the ter portion of the 
United States, and States unable to grow beets produce s cane or sor- 


hum. Farm i 
fe ian ar es. aoe $4 to $5a ton for their beets, delivered, accord 





Since 1891 not a single new sugar factory has been built. With the prob- 
able return of the Republican party to power the erection of new factories 
is projected; and hope and animation pervade this industry, where gloom 


| and despair have existed for the last four years. 


I desire also to call your attention to the closing words of the 
splendid 1896 platform of the Republican party: 


Such are the principles and policies of the Republican party. By these 
principles we will abide, and these policies we will put into execution. We 
ask for them the considerate judgment of the American people. Confident 
alike in the history of our great party and in the justice of our cause, we 
present our platform and our candidates, in the full assurance that the elec- 
tion will bring victory to the Republican party and prosperity to the people 
of the United States. 


It has brought unparalleled prosperity, and for one, while I 


| recognize that in the near future the tariff will have to be re- 


vised, I am opposed to doing it now, fearing the disturbance that 
may come to the business interests of the country; and when it 
is done, I want it done by.the Republican party, which, so far, is 
the only party that has ever shown its fitness and ability to do so. 
[Applanse.| 

o besides the sugar trust is asking for a reduction of the 
duty on sugar? I have been asked to seek to have the duty on 
hides and glass reduced. I have the honor of representing a 
district in which more carriages and buggies are manufactured 
than in any other in the Union, and considerable glass is used in 
the manufacture of show aases, etc.; but when requested to seek 
to reduce the duty on hides and glass, I have declined for the 
present,and have given as my reasons those which I have just 
assigned. There are now two beet-sugar factories in the district 
which honors me with a place here, and the money has been 


re ee 
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subscribed for the building of at least two more, and I confi- 
dently believe that if it were not for this unwarranted agitation, 
they, and possibly one or two more, would have been built dur- 
ing the present year. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] has said that the 





proposed reduction would not injure the sugar-beet industry. In 
1898 there was only 1 beet-sugar factory in Michigan. The 


growth has been so rapid that we now have 13. During the last 
year 5 of these factories did not make any money, and 1 of 
the factories has been or is being removed to Canada; and Mr. 
F. R. Hathaway, secretary of the Michigan Sugar Manufactur- 
ers’ Association, is authority for the statement made in the 
presence of several other gentlemen competent to bear witness 
that the Michigan factories only made last year an average net 
profit of 7 per cent. Certainly, no one will regard this as an 
extravagant profit, and in addition we respectfully call the 
gentleman’s attention to the fact that if it were not for this agi- 
tation there would have been built during the present year in the 
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Aprit 15, 


Mr. Chairman, we shall cease to send $75,000,000 a year abroad to pay for for- 
eign sugar. 


[Congressional Record, July 19, 1897, page 2748.] 
PAYNE, 

What did we do? We raised the duty on refined sugar from 1.877 to 1%, 
and then raised the raw sugars allalong the line in the same proportion as we 
raised the refined. Did we do anything wrong in that? I ask you men, who 
are surrounded at home by farming constituencies that are reaching out for 
some new industry to take the place of others on their farms, did we do any- 
thing wrong in holding out this encouragement to the sugar-beet industry? 

Men stand up here and seem to think that the way to demolish a trust is 
to start a windmill and interject invectivesinto this debate. [Laughter and 
applause.}] And every name that they can get out of their vocabulary, 


| whether in the dictionary or not, is applied to the trust. But you will never 
| destroy a trust in that way. Gentlemen talk about destroying the trust by 


| taking away the differential between the raw and the refined sugar; they say, 
| “Let them all come in on a common plane.” i 


‘ : A Well, of course, when you do 
that you break down the line of protection to that sugar-beet industry. You 
not only break down the refiners, you not only send their employees to tramp 


| the streets looking after other jobs, but you break down the most promising 


United States more than 80 factories with a capitalization of | 


$50.009.000. 
President McKinley convened Congress in extraordinary session 
March 15, 1897, and, thanks to the Republican members of the 


| every Congressional district in the United States. 


Ways and Means Committee of the House, we were offered with- | 


out delay the Dingley tariff bill as prepared by them after weeks 
and months of patient study and care. 
cussion the leading members of that committee put themselves 
on record in speeches in regard to the subject of protecting beet 
sugar, ina most emphatic and positive manner, and repeatedly. 
Their utterances are not less eloguent and appropriate if applied 
to the present situation, and some of them appear rather incon- 
sistent in connection with the attitude of certain leaders of that 
committee toward the pending measure. I quote as follows from 
the speeches in 1897 by Mr. Dingley, then chairman of the Ways 


and Means Committee; Mr. Payne, the present chairman; Mr. | 
: I | fully established and revenue from sugar ceases, the reduction will keep pace 


STEELE, and Mr. GROSVENOR, prominent committee members: 


[Congressional Record, July 19, 1897, page 2708.] 


DINGLEY. 

ein mind that the general increase of duty on sugar made 
I ariff has been made not only to increase the revenue, but 
alse further encourage the production of beet sugar in this country and 
furnish a new crop for our farmers, who are being sorely pressed as to our 
large wheat surplus by Russia and South American competition. I believe 
t has come when the production of our own sugar from the beet 
» be and can be ppnseeaiaiie entered upon, and thus the seventy-five 
soon to b hundred millions 
2 tely distributed here to ourown farmers. Already, indeed, 
bee onstrated that we can successfully produce beet sugar here, 
he proposed duty placed on that article will gradually bring this 

rhile for the time being affording increased revenue. 


_ It should 


be born 
eA +om 













thing can be done tososuccessfully clip the wings of the sugar 


trust as to develop our beet-sugar industry. Sugar-beet factories turn out 





During the ensuing dis- | 


farming industry that has been held out to the farmers of this country in 
the last century. The remedy is worse than the disease when you try to 
eradicate the trouble in any such manner as that. * * * 

What shall be done with the sugar trust? Well, I will tell you what, in my 
opinion, is the best way of dealing with it. Establish a beet-sugar factory in 
[Applause on the Repub- 
Give compotion and lots of iteverywhere. Put the farmers 
over against the trust by passing this bill, and reduce the price of sugar so 
that German raw sugar can not be brought in to be refined here. Gentle- 
men on the other side, come over and help us, while we help the farmers out. 
{Laughter and applause]. You grangers over there, come and help us, You 

-opulists, that go up and down the streets day after day proclaiming your 
devotion to the interests of the farmers, help us out now when we are trying 


lican side. } 


| to help the farmers in this industry that we can establish so successfully. In 


sent abroad for the purchase of | 


this way you will do something toward demolishing the trust. You will ac- 
complish more in this way than by mere invective—by running windmills 
and all that. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Why should we not produce al of our sugar inthiscountry? Why, it costs 
us, Mr. Speaker, about one hundred millions. We were looking around for 
proper subjects for taxation. We knew that sugar would produce an enor- 
mous revenue; and, besides all that, we knew that an adequate protective 
tariff would build up the industry in this country, and asit was gradually 
built up the revenue from that source would be reduced; by and by the reve- 
nue will come in more largely from other sources, and when this industry is 


with the increase. The thing will regulate itself; we will not disturb our 
tariff in the next quarter of a century. 
[Congressional Record, Appendix, March 25, 1897, p. 123.] 
STEELE, 

Iama protectionist because I believe firmly in protection, and if I had my 
own way in framing a billI might overdo the matter. I believe in manufac- 
turing in this country everything that the country needs and that it is pos- 
sible for us to manufacture. I believe in our growing everything that it is 
possible for us to grow in this ccuntry and keeping at home the money we 
send out to buy the products of other countries. 

With regard to sugar, 1 predict that if the tariff fixed by this bill is un- 
changed for a period of ten years we will at the end of that time be produc- 
ing not only enough for our home consumption, but as much as we care to 
export, and at very little additional cost to the consumer. Germany gives 


| an export bounty on sugar, yet the home consumer pays from 6 to 8 cents 


per pound for it, the bounty enabling the German producer to sell it in this 


| country at a lower price, while the French consumer pays from 8 to 10 cents 


their product in a refined form, and thus become the efficient competitors of 
other r¢ rs. The successful establishment of the sugar-beet industry in | 
he 2 ites which can and will successfully grow sugar beets 





1 tariff would speedily end any sugar trust, and would at 


I the proposed 


the same time confer immense benefits on our farmers and all of our people. 
(Congressional Record, March 25, 1897, pages 302, 303.] 
PAYNE. 






Well, we did not get revenue enough yet, so we examined the sugar ques- 
tion. The people of this country seem to havea sweet tooth, as the saying is. 
Wwe nsume more sugar per capita than any other nation that the sun shines 
upon. Why, we consume 2,100,000 tons of sugar a year, and the entire sugar 
production of the world is only about 7,000,000 tons. We thought that wasa 
good item upon which to raise revenue. * * * 

We knew that the people of Louisiana had been working hard for years to 


build up the industry, working with more zeal than wisdom, because if they 
had had as much wisdom as they had zeal they would have sent men to rep- 
resent them in the Congress of the United States who believed in a protect- 
ive law that would protect all the interests of this country, and not simply 
sugar. [Loud applause on the Republican side. ] 

We hope that the Representatives of Louisiana are wiser to-day, and will 
support this bill. We did not want to destroy that Louisiana industry in 
1880, and, furthermore, the hope was held out that we might raise beets for 
making sugar in 20 States of the Union. 

If we sould do that, there was no reason why we should not produce as 
much beet sugar in this country as they producein Germany orin France. So 
we gave the sugar growers a bounty, saying, as I said then in my speech, 
that if it should result in developing the industry we would still protect it, 
even if it became necessary to go back to a tariff on sugar. 

Well, it did develop the industry. The production increased from 2,000 
tons of beet sugar in 1889 to 37,000 tons in 1896, notwithstanding the Wilson- 
Gorman bill and the repeal of the bounty. The product increased in Louisi- 
ana from 200,000 tons in 1890 to 317,000 tons in 1896, notwithstanding the 
Wilson-Gorman Act. Thereisa rs outlook for sugar in this country, as 
there is for many an iteminthis bill * * * 





| propose to offer the same beneficent opportunities. The Republican 


Mr. Chairman, I said I would tell the Househow we proposed to reduce | 


revenue when it becomes necessary to do so, but I can only hint at it now, 
as my remaining time is so limited. We propose to take off five or six 
millions a year of duty on the linen that we import by producing it in this 
country and not having to pay any duty upon it, because it will not be im- 
ported. [Applause on the Republican side.| We propose toraise beet sugar 
and cane sugar enough in this country to supply all our pe who 
must have the best in the world, and in thgt way we will take off $50,000,000 
in the course of a few years. 3 

We will take off four anda half million dollars which we are now paying for 
foreign tin plates broughtintothiscountry. Solmight goal) through the bill. 
I have not time to speak of the other items, but we will reduce the revenue 
as it becomes necessary by building up the industries of the United States. 
[Prolonged applause on the Republican side.] When we have done that, 


| culturist shall have an opportunity to sell his wool at a fair 


a pound for the same reason. The farmersin the 20 States where the sugar 
beet can be successfully raised will reap a double benefit from the develop- 
ment of the sugar industry; first, because the sugar beet isa more profitable 


| crop than wheat or corn, and second, because the land devoted to raising 


beets will no longer be producing wheat and corn, and the lessened produc- 
tion will increase the price of these products. 
[Congressional Record, March 24, 1897, p. 210.] 
GROSVENOR. 


We have ue wool upon the dutiable list for two purposes: First, to raise 
revenue and, second, to give that industry another chance to live in the 
United States. Not only that, but we propose that agriculture and the agri- 


| culturists of my district and of all the districts shall be both directly and 


indirectly benefited by this wool schedule. First, we desire that the agri- 
rice when the 
effects of free wool shall have been gotten rid of and, secondly, we propose 
that the agricultural lands unfitted in fact for the culture of anything but 
sheep shall be devoted to the sheep industry, and that that land shall cease 
to be competitive in the production of cereals and vegetables. We propose 
that instead of sending $125,000,000a year to the foreign countries of the world, 
most of which goes to pay labor in the production of sugar, we will make it 


| possible for every pound of sugar that we want to be produced in the United 


States of America. [Applause.] . 

We are going to force upon Louisiana that which she dare not ask for her- 
self. Suppliant at the hands of Congress, with pecune representing not the 
claims and the clamors of her own people, we will force upon her the benefi- 
cence she dares not hope or ask for herself, We will give to the sugar pro- 
ducer of Louisiana an o ea enlarge his products and turn over 
some of the splendid lands of that utiful State to the production of sugar 
instead of corn, cotton, and other products of the soil; and so, Mr. Chairman, 
throughout Nebraska, through Kansas, and all of the States of the Union - 

r 
comes and offers to the agriculturist of this country this magnificent boon. 
We will protect the industries of the country in all directions from further 


| demoralization; and we ask you to turn aside hundreds of thousands of acres 


of the splendid lands of all these States from the production of corn, oats, 
wheat, potatoes, and cotton, to be put into an already overstocked market, 
to the production of sugar, and give to the farmers upon the farming lands 
of the country a better market, with less competition than they now have. 
During this debate Republicans and Democrats alike were pro- 
fuse in professions of their willingness and eagerness to enact leg- 
islation that would benefit the farmers and laboring men of the 
country. The bill eae eae the House, it was at once taken 
up in the Senate, and I your attention to some utterances on 
the bee r question by the distinguished Senators from Iowa 
[ALLISON], Nebraska [Thurston], and Massachusetts [Hoar]. 


‘ 
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[Congressionat Record, June 11, 1897, p. 1674.] 
ALLISON. 


Mr. ALLIson. That is the situation as respects the sugar schedule. Now, 
I wish to say a word about the policy of it. Itis that we li do what Europe 
has done; that we shall establish the industry of produc sugar in our own 
country, instead of paying $100,000,000 per annum, as we have been paying 
for the last twenty years, to other countries who are engaged in agriculture. 
But for that part of this policy I would follow Senators who would place a 
duty of only 40 to 45 per cent ad valorem even upon sugar as one of the 
methods of raising revenue to carry on the Government. 

We import into the United States now nearly 3,500,000,000 pounds of sugar 
from other countries, and in increasing quantities constantly from Europe 
from sugar beets,which rere are grown upon landin Germany, Austria, 
Holland, and Belgium that is worth three or four times the land in our own 
country which would pease, and by actual test can produce, sugar from 
beets equally well with the countries Fhave named. It is for this purpose 
that I favor these provisions for a ~~, duty upon sugar. 

The Senator from California [Mr. hite} did me the honor a while since 
to quote what I said two years ago. It was the policy in 1890 to encourage 
the growth of the sugar industry in our own country by paying a bounty. 
That policy of course failed. It failed, perhaps, first, by the rapid increase 
of the production of sugar in our covntry, requiring a large draft upon the 
Treasury. It failed, apoonsy by the policy of the Democratic party four 
years ago, when they decided that they would do nothing to encourage the 
beet industry of our country and but little to encourage the continuation of 
the production of sugar from cane. 

So, Mr. President, the schedule stands or falls, and this policy stands or 
falls, as we succeed in established the beet-sugar industry in our country, 
which can bo established, as shown by chemical tests, in nearly half the 
States of the Union. 

Mr. Hoar. It is a great agricultural industry. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is an agricultural industry, as my friend from Massachu- 
setts suggests, and a great agricultural industry. It is said that it is the 
beet-sugar production in Germany that has given to that country its marked 
prosperity for the last few years. Can anyone tell me why it is that we 
should export the corn, the meat, the pork, and the grain of lowa to Europe, 
grown upon fields in the interior of our own country and bearing the burden 
of transportation to the countries of Europe which now produce sugar, and 
then draw from them the refined sugar which we consume in Iowa? That is 
the question we are deciding here. 

Of course, the other question is also under consideration, and I do not 
minimize the importance of it, and that is that while we are doing this we 
shall so balance the scales as between all interests as to give neither to the 
refiner nor to the producer an undue advantage. 


That is all there is in thisschedule. It may be that we have had the sched- 


ule adjusted and arranged not precisely as it ought to be, but it isconfessedly | 


within a fraction of all the schedules that have been devised in the past upon 
= eee, except that of 1894, and this one is much lower than any prior 
sc e. 

I was asked by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JonEs] to state why this 
three-eighths should not be counted asa part of the differential duty to re- 
finers. This three-eighths of a cent is only 11 cents on a hundred pounds to 
the refiners, 27 cents of which is upon raw sugar. It is a fact, and a certain 
fact, as it seems to me, that if we do not give the three-eighths and the 27 the 
effect of it will be that our industry, which we call the beet-sugar industry, 
and the cane-sugar industry, if you please, will be still, as it has been, at the 
mercy of the beet-sugar raisers of Europe. If we shall not charge this coun- 
tervailing duty, then we are in no position to compete with German sugars 
or with the sugars of the Continent, Therefore this countervailing duty is 
put on now, as it was put on in 1894 in the Wilson bill, so-called. They put on 
a countervailing duty equivalent to the bounty at that time. The result was 
to get rid of the countervailing duty. 

Germany, France, and Austria all increased their bounties, so that the 
countervailing duty which the Senators on the other side of the Chamber 
ir on four years ago proved unavailing to protect our sugar industry; and 

think our own sugar industry would not be protected unless we place this 
countervailing duty of three-eighths of a cent per pound upon the sugars 
produced in Europe or in bounty-paying countries. Now, that is all there is 
of it. If Senators can show me that the countervailing duty is an injustice, 
I will deal with them ina spirit of justice as respectsit. It is not involved 
now in the particular question before us; but I can see no way of protecting 
our industry in this country, whether it be beet or cane sugar, except by 
imitating what was proposed by the Senators on the other side in 1894 and 
imposing a countervailing duty equal to the bounty. 


[Congressional Record, July 3, 1897, page 2244.] 


Mr. Jones of Arkansas. Will the Senator give the Senate some idea as to 
why cane —— and sp ed e from sorghum should be discriminated 
against in this way? If I remember aright, the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, of which the Senator is chairman, has made seeegeniiens of consid- 
erable amounts of money to develop the cultivation of sugar from sorghum, 
and great promise was made by the Agricultural Department of results to 
come from that industry. The development of cane sugar in this country 
has, I understand, been considered a sort of pet project with gentlemen on 
the other side. We would be glad to have some idea about what the theory 
of the committee was in pro’ g to discriminate in favor of beet sugar and 
leaving out sugar produced from other sources besides beets. 

_ Mr. ALL1son. It is for the purpose, and that only, of introducing the cul- 
tivation of the sugar beetand the production of sugar from sugar beets, with 
the idea, whether it is a vain one or not, that in this coum we can produce 
sugar from beets as well as can be done and is done in all the countries of 
Europe, and that in orate State in the Union we can cultivate the sugar beet 
and produce su from it. 

Mr. Wuire. Iam inclined to accede to that tion. 5 

Mr. ALLISON. That is true as affects this scale. In endeavoring to distrib- 
ute it, if I may use that word, the Senate conferees in dealing with the sub- 
ject desired that there should be as much protection, if I may use that word 
without offense, given to beet sugar as reasonably be done. Therefore 
we have protected in our bill the beet-sugar ind to the extent of $1.95. 
whilst the House had protected it to the extent of $1.87. I mean in the sense 
of giving that advantage to our beet-sugar producers and our cane-sugar 


producers. 
[Congressional Record, July 6, 1897, pages 2408, 2409.] 


THURSTON, 

Mr. THuRstTon. When the blicans of the Nebraska ture 
the bee ‘bounty act of 1 they did it over the veto of Governor Hol- 
comb, our Populist governor. He vetoed the bill, and so far as was within 


the power of 
mi +4 oo of the State of Nebraska they continued their 


at oo ee ee. 
The votes cast for the were all cast by Republicans; the votes cast 


it were all cast b be 
Once more the Republican party stood for the encouragement of this t 


industry. Once more it declared in favor of a local policy under w: our 
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beet-sugar manufactures would have greatly increased, for Mr. Oxnard, who 
has been referred to here, has repeatedly stated that with a bounty such as 
the Republican legislatures of the State of Nebraska have twice placed upon 
the product of beet sugar there would be no need for any further bounty 
from the National Government. 

But my colleague says that the Republican party stands pledged in its na- 
tional platform to another bounty. Not at all. The Republican party at 
the St. Louis convention declared that— 

* We condemn the present Administration for not keeping faith with the 
sugar producers of this country. The Republican party favors such pro- 
tection as will lead to the production on American soil of all the sugar which 
the American poe use, and for which they pay other countries more than 
$100,000,000 annually.” 

For protection that will lead to the upbuilding of the beet-sugar manu- 


facture, not to any particular form of protection, not to a tariff per se, or a 
bounty per se, or a combination one with the other, but for whatever pro- 
tection will adequately develop and build up and render successful this great 
national possibility, that, in my judgment, is one of the most promising 


y 


features of our present industrial, agricultural, and commercial situation 

What has the Republican party done to keep this pledge? It has taken 
sugar from the list where my colleague placed and left it, without a bounty 
or an adequate compensatory tariff. So far as was in his power he stopped 
beet-sugar manufacture in Nebraska, and made it utterly impossible to build 
another factory. 


Yes, Mr. President, I say my colleague virtually left sugar on the free list 
without a bounty so far as the State of Nebraska is concerned, because the 
tariff of the Wilson act amounted to nothing to the sugar producers of my 
State * * 


Mr. President, I love the interests of my State. I have been, perhaps, more 
instrumental than any other Senator in securing favorable action upon this 
beet-sugar bounty question from my Republican associates. But, Mr. Bresi- 
dent, I said then, and I say now, that I Bold over and above any mere local 
interests of my State the interests of my country. 

For myself, I have no apology to make. On that record I can face the 
American people and my constituents as well; and God knows, Mr. Presi- 





| dent, upon this question of beet-sugar encouragement in the State of Ne- 


braska I will put that record beside the record which my colleague in this 
Chamber has deliberately made for himself. 

The Republican party on this side of the Chamber is for an adequate pro- 
tection to the beet-sugar industry. It stands to-day, and it will stand at the 
first available opportunity, for the passage of a law that will give the bect- 
sugar producers of my State fair and reasonable protection. 


[Congressional Record, June 11, 1897, p. 1676.]} 


HOAR. 
Mr. Hoar. Before the Senator sits down, I want to ask one question as to 
a part of his statement which goes to the country, and it is obvious enough, 


I suppose. Would not the transferring, as the result of an inadequate pro- 

tection of the sugar-refining business, to other countries tend very largely to 

svrevent the estallishenent in this country of the business of raising cane and 
2et sugar for our domestic consumption? 

Mr. ALLIson. There is certainly no doubt of that. The dealing with this 
great sugar question, from the time of its production to its final consumption, 
is an entirety; and if we are to foster and protect it in our country, we have 
got to do it with the work in our country. 

Mr. Hoar. I put that question to the Senator because I have heard it 
said more than once on this floor that the framers of this bill were indiffer- 
ent to the agricultural interests of this country. Now, if I understand it— 
whether the details be right or wrong I am not competent to discuss, and 
there is no time to discuss them now—but if I understand the attempt of 
the Senator from Iowa and his associates, it has been toestablish, encourage, 
and promote a great agricultural interest of this country, which shall be en- 
abled to supply not foreign markets, but the home market, which is now 
largely by other countries; and it seems to me that the gentleman 
shuts his eyes to the effort of the framers of this measure who does not see 
that the struggle over this sugar scheme which we are making with our 
Democratic | our other opponents is a struggle to establish one of the 
greatest, most profitable, and most valuable agricultural industries that we 
can possibly get for the parpose of supplying our home market. 

Mr. Auuison. I have failed to be understood if I did not say in the begin- 
ning that but for the fact that we all believe this schedule will secure at an 
early period the production, from beets chiefly, of the sugar necessary for 
the consumption of the people of our country, I would not support this 
sugar schedule. 

[Congressional Record, June 14, 1897, p. 1714.] 


Mr. Hoar. Some Senators or some newspapers say we do nothing for agri- 
culture. Mr. President,if you had in your hand the wand of a magician and 
could compel anything in the way of wealth or prosperity to spring up at its 
touch, you could not accomplish for agriculture any benefit like that which 
you could accomplish if you could cause the farmers of this country to raise 
the material for supplying this country with its sugar. Certainly next to 
the blessing which Providence gave us when we found these great and virgin 
wheat fields, ready for the cultivation of the immigrants, would be the benefit 
of such a condition as I have described, and that benefit can be accomplished 
and wrought by wise and judicious and bold legislation. I wish I could see 
both parties in this country eager and emulous in rivaling each other with- 
out political division to accomplish and bring about that great boon to the 
people of the Northwest. 

Gentlemen of the committee, we Representatives of the North- 
west urge you Representatives of the East and Northeast to re- 
main true to the principles of the great Republican party and to 
your own convictions as repeatedly expressed here and elsewhere 
in former years. We ask you Representatives from Massachu- 
setts to stand by the utterances of your distinguished Senator, 
From you Representatives of the other New England States we 
invoke a reciprocation of the assistance which we have always 
loyally given to your communities. Weask you Representatives 
from the States of Pennsylvania, New Jersey, and New York, to 
whom in past — we have given our votes most willingly to build 
up your splendid industries, do not forsake us in this hour of our 
trial, when we are looking to you to stand by us in maintaining 
this infant industry. [Applause. | ; ee. : 

Before leaving this branch of the subject it will be in order to 
present the opinions of Hon. Davip B. HENDERSON, of Iowa, the 

t § er of the House, on this subject, as expressed by 
im in an article recently published in the Moline (Tll.) Mail: 


Iam just in receipt of your letter, which I have read with care and inter- 
est. It seems to me that you do not segregate the questions before Congress, 


Say 


: 
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wiping out of all war taxes, which the party promised todo when we put 

them upon the people to carry on the war with Spain, and no one of any in- 

telligence can say that the time has not come for wiping out these taxes, since 

we have $176,000,000 surplus in the Treasury, with a working balance of about 

$50,000,000 in the hands of disbursing agents for current work. If this pledge 

is ever to be fulfilled, it seems clear that it ought to be now. This first ques- 
ion stands alone without reference to any other. 

The second question is, What are we going todofor Cuba? It isa separate 
and distinct proposition, and this is the situation: Those contending for Cuba 
want a reduction of 0 per cent or a clean sweep of duties between us and 
that country. Contending for this doctrine is, first, the American sugar trust, 
which is here in the person of its ablest managers; second, the money—the 
capital that has been put into the construction of railroads in Cuba, where a 
system of railroads extending along what may be termed the backbone of 


the island, with arms extending from the backbone into each part of it, is in 


process of construction. 

All the money in this enterprise is anxious, of course, to build up the com- 
merce of Cuba. Thir?, there are millions of dollars that have gone into 
Cuba buying up plantations, cheap lands, and with large syndicates formed, 
are seeking to make fortunes out of the sugar industry. hen, again, there 
are Americans over there with vast sums of money in various enterprises 
who are all anxious for this. Then, again, the Cubans themselves who have 
the capital are anxions to have free-trade relations with the United States. 
These all touch elbows and are working together. 

On the other hand, the beet-sugar industry of the United States and the 
cane-sugar industry are fighting most vigorously against any reduction. 
The beet-sugar industry has developed toa wonderful extent, and so much 
so in the States of California, Colorado, Nebraska, Wisconsin, and Michigan 
that the delegations from those States have their faces set vigorously, firmly, 
and most determinedly against any reduction, their contention being that 
for the first time in the history of the country the farmer finds a direct in 
terest in protection. They stand upon the doctrine of protection. 
retary of Agriculture tells me that every acre of land in Iowa is ca 
raising the sugar beet, and this is true of every State throughout t 
and in the Mississippi Valley. 

Now, in regard to my own position. You have accepted the lies sent out 
by the press, which is being manipulated in the interest of free trade with 
Cuba. I have neverexpressedan — m against doing something, whatever 
we px yssibly can, to strengthen the hand of Cuba. I have stood side by side 
with the President and the Ways and Means Committee trying to devise 
some plan to do this without injuring the farmers of our own country and at 
the same time give encouragement to Cuba. The contention is brought to us 
from our own people that we have shed blood and money enough for Cuba, 
now an independent government, so to speak, without slaughtering the farm- 
ing interests of our own country, and the most intense feeling exists. 

I doubt if, with all the combined influence we have to bring to bear, we 


9 of 
10 West 


can dislodge or change the views of the States that I have named, that are | 


operating in the beet-sugar industry, with sufficient force to carry the House. 
It may be that we can hit upon some other plan and harmonize matters, but 
I beg of a man of your intelliaenne and experience not to accept the flying 
reports and dispatches sent out and stimulated by the concrete organization, 
as I have indicated, who, indifferent to our own farming interests in this 
country, want to break down all the barriers.between us and Cuba. 


Representative EpGar D. CRUMPACKER, of Indiana, in a recent 
able article on the subject in the Chicago Tribune, hit the nail 
on the head when he characterized the pending proposition as 
** crazy-quilt reciprocity.’’ I quote him also, as follows: 

We might grant concessions upon lines where we can not produce enough 
for our own consumption, such as sugar. Itis insisted in many quarters that 
we should make substantial reductions of the tariff in favor of Cuban sugar 
out of considerations of benevolence as well as of business. 
the result would be: Suppose we produce one-sixth of the sugar we consume 
and Cuba could produce three-sixths. If we should reduce the tariff on the 
Cuban importation, say, 25 per cent, it would take $10,000,000a year out of the 

‘edera] Treasury, and who would get it? The Cuban sugar grower. The 











Cuban importation and our own production would supply only two-thirds of 
the demand, and the price of all would be fixed by the cost of the other 
third, which would have to pay full tariff. It is an incontestable law of eco- 
nomics that the price of a commodity is fixed by that part of it which is 
neces sary to supply the demand and which is produced at the greatest cost. 

A reduction of the tariff on Cuban sugar of $10,000,000 a year would not 


cheapen sugar a farthing to the American consumer, but it would take that 
‘ out of the people’s Treasury each year and put it into the pockets of 
» Cuban sugar producer. In order to cheapen the cost to the consumer the 


rr 





The Sec- | 





tariff upon the entire importation must be reduced, and that would be of no | 


special benefitto Cuba. We can not help Cuba by special tariff reductions 
upon her sugar eee luct, except at the direct expense of our own people. 
But we are told that Cuba mi 


ght buy more of our flour, bacon,etc. If she | 


did it would be because we took the $10,000,000 a year out of the Treasury and | 


gave it to her sugar growers. 


the foreigner, and at the same time we would likely lose a market for twice 


; : _— ye all _ ee ero. | 
an export bounty without its chief virtue, for the bounty would be paid to | a oan 
| home on the farm and away from the villages and cities, where 


Let us see what | 


as much in Germany and other countries on account of the discrimination. | 
Is it a sound permanent policy to materially reduce the tariff upon a portion | 


only of an imported commodity necessary for our consumption’ 
the millions of American consumers and taxpayers? 

Any reciprocity arrangement that lets into our markets on special terms 
only a portion of a necessary commodity simply takes out of the Treasury 
so ante money and puts it into the pocket of the importer without cheapen- 
ing the commodity to the consumer a particle. 
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Is it just to | 
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be called by that name—was answered in the negative by the Republican 
party when it passed the Porto Rican bill. The mocratic party fought 
with all of its power to prevent the enactment of that measure Which placed 
a duty y= articles coming into the United States from Porto Rico. 

That duty was small, but it was an explicit declaration by the Republican 

rty that it proposed to retain the power to fix such tariff as it might deem 
judicious against the products of cheap tropical labor, wherever located and 
under whatever conditions. In other words it was a distinct promise to the 
farmer that he need not fear that the Republican party would permit the 
cheap labor and cheap sugar of any tropical territory to be brought in in a 
manner which would destroy the infant industry of beet-sugar production 
which the farmers of the United States have, under the fostering care of the 
Republican party, been building up during the last few years. The farmers 
of the temperate zone can produce beet sugar successfully in competition 
with the sugar cane of the Tropics when both are handled by free labor, and 
this advantage which the farmer of the temperate zone has will be strength- 
ened in the United States so long as the Republican party retains its control 
and is enabled to apply the protective principle in the interests of its farm 


| ers, as it did in the case of the Porto Rican bill, but against which the Demo- 


crats turned their every energy. With a few years of moderate protection 
against the cheap labor of the tropics the beet-sugar industry in the United 
States will be placed fairly and squarely upon its feet, and will be fully able 
to contend with the cane-sugar industry of the Tropics, while meantime the 
improved condition of labor in the Tropics, and the tee eee for better 
earnings which the guidance of the United States will give them, wil! more 
nearly equalize the two systems of production. 

One further fact in regard to the world’s production and producing ca- 
pacity is worthy of consideration in this connection, and _ that is that nearly 
one-half of the sugar now being imported into the United States comes from 
the islands of the Pacific. The total importation of sugar into the United 
States in the twelve months ending June, 1900, amounted to 4,018,000,000 
pounds, and of this amount 1,755,000,000 pounds were from the East Indies, 
the Hawaiian Islands, and the Philippine Islands, thus indicating the possi- 
bilities of our Pacific territory to supply that portion of our consumption 
which it will be prcemaey to import until the farmers of the country are 
able to supply the home demand; and thus, instead of sending to other coun 
tries and other peoples the $100,000,000 per year which we have been annually 
expending for foreign-grown sugar it nr be expended under the American 
flag and ina manner which will benefit the people of those islands and inci- 
ney those of our own people who may enter upon business enterprises 
in them. 


I wish also to call attention to the following letter from Prof. 
C. F. Curtiss, B. Agr., M.S. A., who is the director and professor 
of agriculture in the Iowa Agricultural College, and one of the 
leading agricultural authorities and experts of the United States: 


AmgEs, Iowa, September 11, 1900. 
Mr. EDWARD C. Post, 
Secretary Farmers’ Cooperative Beet Sugar Company, Dundee, Mich, 

DEAR Sik: I have your esteemed favor, and in reply beg to say that the 
following quotation from the National Sugar Beet Grower is correct: 

“During the past summer I had an opportunity of observing the industry 
as it exists in Germany, the locality from which so much of our import sugar 
comes. I had heard of high-priced lands, high rents, and expensive fertil- 
izers, and I was a little incredulous about some of it, but I went out over the 
farmsin the vicinity of Magdeburg and I found that the best sugar-beet lands 
in the most favored localities were valued at $800 to $900 per acre, that ground 
rents were from $20 to $25 per acre, and that the beet grower was compelled 
to pay out $12 to $15 per acre in addition for commercial fertilizers. This 
seems like an enormous outlay, and, indeed, it is, and the land that com- 
manded this rental, Iam prepared to say is no better in any way, and will 

produce no more beets or iw better beets than the best lands of northern 
we and adjoining territory "—National Sugar Beet Grower. 

I personally investigated these conditions in Germany last year and found 
them to beas reported inthe above. I feel confident that the sugar industry 
is destined to occupy a permanent place in agriculture. 

Very truly, yours, C. F. CURTISS 


Give to the American farmer an opportunity to enhance his 
lands to the value of German lands, as he can do if given an op- 


portunity. Think of the increased wealth in this country by so 
doing. Give to him the blessings of rural free delivery, tele- 


phones, and enlarged facilities by the building of electric rail- 
ways, and you have transformed his life from one of monotony 
and dreary toil to one of broader mental activity and awakened 
interest in agricultural developments, which will tend to make 
farm life more attractive and lucrative. 

Better still, you will have kept our young men and women at 


many of them go in pursuit of happiness and better employment, 
only to meet disappointment and defeat. 

In view of all the past utterances of the prominent leaders of 
the party, of which the above are only short random samples, how 


| can any Republican support this pending measure? 


: . . . : . e ' 
This crazy-quilt hit-and-miss reciprocity is illogical and unnatural, and is | 


not the policy the late President spoke of in his magnificent address at 
Buffalo 
principle and permanency. erever we can make concessions without 
material injury to home industries and home labor we ought to do so in the 
interest of foreign trade, but all concessions should be general. They should 
apply to all foreign countries alike, where our interests are given equal con- 
sideration. If any country discriminates against us, we should promptly 
and vigorously retaliate. 


I respectfully call your attention further to the following decla- 
rations of the Republican party as expressed in its national cam- 
paign book of 1900: 

[Republican Campaign Text-Book, 1900, p. 152.) 


The first thought which came to the minds of the farmers, when the 
events foHowing the war for the liberation of Cuba brought under our con- 
trol certain tropical areas, was whether or not the ion or control of 
tropical territory by the United States would injure, ped ig destroy, the 
opportunities which they believed they had almost within their grasp for 
supplying the $100,000,000 worth of sugar which the people of the United 


Our reciprocity policy ought to be upon the broad foundation of | 


But some have taunted us with the statement that the sugar- 
beet industry has not made very rapid progress. It certainly has 
since 1896, for there are to-day in this country more than 40 fac- 
tories. Michigan last year, with her 13 factories, produced 75 
per cent of all the sugar that she consumed; and it is confident!) 
hoped that during this present year her output will be sufficient 
to supply all of her consumption. 

I point you to the progress of this industry in France and some 
other countries. Marggraf,an eminent Prussian chemist, gave to 
the world his discovery of sugar in the beet and kindred roots in 
a paper read before the Berlin Academy of Science in 1/47. No 
practical results followed, however, for a generation. It re- 
mained for Napoleon, after the British had blockaded France, to 
make a practical test of the beet-sugar discovery and to establish 
it firmly in his country; and this is the test monument the 
victor of Marengo and Austerlitz left to his distracted country- 
men and the world. 
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The struggle by which France produced beet sugar was a long | 
and at times a discouraging one. But she won, and to-day is an 
exporter of beet sugar. This she has done by protecting the in- 
dustry; and besides accomplishing this great result, she furnishes 
her people a better grade of sugar at less cost than consumers had 
paid for imported sugar. There were other and great results from 
the establishment of the beet-sugar industry in France, as there 
will be in this country. The soil, mellowed and fertilized by the 
beet, produces more wheat; the residuum of the sugar mills feeds 
more cattle than the same lands formerly sustained, while labor 
finds in the yd factory remunerative employment. 

Not only in France but in other foreign countries has this in- 
dustry been zealously guarded until to-day it assumes monstrous | 
proportions, and it should not be allowed to compete with our new 
and infant industry, at least not until the industry shall have been | 
given an opportunity to gain a foothold and pay te ve planted in | 
thiscountry. There are to-day in France 368 sugar-beet factories, 
in Germany 403, in Russia 226, in Austria-Hungary 213, in Bel- 
gium 121, in Holland 30, in Spain 15, and in Sweden 10. So we 
have only to encourage this industry, as we have many others in 
this country, under the wise and protective policy of the Repub- 
lican party, and it will be but a few years more until we shall be | 
able to raise the beets and manufacture all the sugar that we con- | 
sume in this country. [Applause.] 

In all parts of the United States the beet-sugar industry is still 
in its infancy, and this is emphatically the case as regards the in- 
dustry in Michigan. 

The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Lone] has sought, in an able | 
speech of more than two hours, to demonstrate the benefits of | 
reciprocal trade relations between Cuba and the United States, | 
and has endeavored to show what our trade with that country | 





would be worth to the farmer in the sale of his flour, meats, and | 
other products. I call your attention to the fact that the recipro- 
cal commercial agreement with Spain, with relation to Cuba and | 
Porto Rico, went into effect on September 1, 1891,and terminated | 
on August 27, 1894, being in force almost exactly three years. 
The fiscal years 1892, 1893, and 1894, though not corresponding 
precisely with the above-named period, correspond sufficiently for 
the purposes of comparison. 

Imports of merchandise from Cuba to the United States and 
exports of merchandise from the United States to Cuba, for the 
fiscal years 1892, 1893, and 1894 were as follows: 








| 1802. | 1898. 1804. 
Dennison me eae | $7,951,671 | $78,706,506 | $75,678, 261 
Reet ne | “17,953,570 | “24,157,698 | “20, 125, 321 

I SS ieee oie | 95, 885, 241 | 95, 808, 582 


102, 864, 204 | 

These figures show what has been done, and what can be rea- 
sonably hoped to be done, under reciprocity with Cuba. It will 
be seen that even in the most favorable year, 1893, under the re- 
ciprocal arrangement, we exported to Cuba goods valued at only 
a little more than $24,000.000. On the other hand, there were 
imported into the United States during the year 1891 4,670,000,000 
pounds of sugar, at a cost of about $115,000,000. Now we are 
asked to throw off a part of the duty on sugar, in favor of Cuba, 
on the plea that we shall make up all the difference and save all 
that we pay out for foreign sugar by means of the immense in- 
crease in exports from this country to Cuba which would result 
from the new arrangement. 

Judging from our past experience, it will bea long while before | 
our exports to Cuba, which were less than $25,000,000 during the 
year 18938, under our last reciprocal commercial agreement with | 
Spain, will amount to the $115,000,000 which we are annually 
sending abroad for sugar, and which we have promised the peo- 
ple we would try to keep at home by the building up of industries 
in this country. 

While we are on the subject of commercial statistics it will be 
appropriate for me to quote a few facts and figures from recent | 
official statements by our Treasury Department and the insular 
division of the War Department, showing that Cuba is not in such 
dire financial straits after all, and that she has been prosperin, 
better during the few years of her independence than the Unit 
States did for many decades. During the ten months ending Octo- 
ber 31, 1900, Cuba imported in round numbers $55,000,000 worth 
of goods and exported $41,000,000 worth. In the corresponding 
eight months ending October 31, 1901, Cuba’s imports were 
$54,000,000 and her exports $56,000,000, showing a balance of 
trade in her favor in to third year of her national existence. 
This is certainly a most remarkable showing, especially as com- 
pared with the record of the United States, which showed a bal- 





ance of trade against us in all but fifteen years previous to 1874, 


the average annual adverse balance of trade being upward of 
$120,000,000. 





| higher prices, and how the war by the trust on } 


The record of the Cuban government receipts is equally strik- 


| ing, showing, as it does, that during the last two years they were 


almost as great as were the average receipts of the United States 
Government during the first seventy-five years of our national 
existence. 

I quote from a recent official statement in regard to this mat- 
ter, as follows: 


Cuban revenues. 





Receipts. 1900. 1901. 
nde abndib sree duribbsdhesencageces $16, 068,085.90 $15,945, 666. 42 
us ones 258, 237.17 387, 250. 28 
I aipweus 884, 783. 29 658, 535. 92 
re te a eeianl s indnodaemceiin saws 174, 848. 99 182, 735. 96 
ae li ale ial sine ns memes 17, 385, 905. 35 17, 154, 939. 58 


UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT RECEIPTS. 
[1790 to 1863—seventy-four years. 

Total net ordinary receipts of the United States Government 

17% to 1863—seventy-four years_..................-... ...--- $1,744,021, 185 
pe EE ES ee 23, 567, 366 

These comparative figures show that once Cuba is launched as an inde- 
pendent government she will have no difficulty in meeting her expenses, and 
will not need to ask favors of Uncle Sam or of anybody else. 

The fact is that Cuba has not sought relief since we freed her from the 
Spanish yoke. Those who are begging for favors are the same old Spaniards 


| we dragged off the Cubans, their numbers being augmented with representa 


tives of the sugar trust and other Americans who have acquired enormous 
sugar plantations on the island. 

n fact, of the 16 witnesses who pleaded the Cuban cause before the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, 5 were Spanish owners of extensive sugar plan- 
tations, 3 were Americans interested with the sugar trust in Cuban sugar 


| plantations covering 96,000 acres, 4 were sugar trust representatives, 2 rep- 
| resented New York exchanges, i was a civil engineer, and 1] was the col- 
| lector of the port of Habana. 


The Cuban was noticeable only by his absence. 


In this connection it will be remembered that the American Beet 
Sugar Association sent a petition to the Committee on Ways and 
Means last February,in which petition the American Cane Grow- 
ers’ Association joined, asking for the appointment of a special 
committee to visit Cuba for the sake of examining and ascertain- 
ing the real facts of the situation there. This petition challenged 
General Wood’s statement that the average cost of the production 
of sugar in Cuba was not less than 2 cents per pound and con- 


| tended that it had been proved beyond controversy that said cost 


was not over 14 cents per pound. The petitioners argued from 


| this that Cuba was now raising and selling sugar at a profit, so 
| that the proposed reduction of our tariff in her favor had no pos- 


sible justification. It would have been no more than just to have 
granted this petition, and any such investigation as proposed 
therein would no doubt have proved the contention of the peti- 
tioners. [Applause.] 

Before I close I desire to emphasize the bitter war which is be- 
ing waged against the beet-sugar industry at the instance and in 
the interest of the sugar trust by a number of editorial comments 
and statements, culled from a large number of the leading joarnals 
of the United States, of all parties, Republican as well as Demo- 
cratic, and of all other shades of political opinion. These extracts 
show plainly that the intelligent and patriotic press of the country 
has become fully aroused upon this question. They show how 
the trust is endeavoring to ruin the beet-sugar industry, how it 
fears its home rival, how the success of the trust will lead to 
eet sugar has 


been now transferred to Washington. Yes, gentlemen. I do not 


| hesitate to say that the sugar trust has had its headquarters in 


the national capital all the past winter and is encamped here 
even now, exerting its malign influence to the utmest of its 
power. I call attention to the following pertinent extracts: 


The reduction is a blow aimed directly at the beet-sugar interests of the 
country.—New York Journal of Commerce. 

War to the knife with the Colorado beet-sugar refiners was declared to-day 
by the American Sugar Refining Company. The object is to deal a blow to 
Saaear ana acturersin their own territory.—Chicago Tribune (Repub- 

ican). 

The cut recently made is designed to cripple the beet-sugar manufactur- 
ers.—Denver Republican (Republican). 

Threats have been made that sugar prices will be sent down within a few 
days to a point that will bring the purveyors of the beet product to their 
knees.—Chicago Chronicle (Democratic). 

The sugar trust has finally come out openly against the beet-sugar indus- 
try.—Portland Oregonian (Republican). 

t is @ means to fighting the beet-sugar producers.—Sioux City Tribune 
(Democratic). 

Havemeyer has started this war with the object of demoralizing the beet 
sugar industry.—Lansing Journal (Democratic). 

Ttis a struggle of home industries, backed by millions of people, against a 
mercenary, soulless corporation with millions of money.—Denver Times ( Re- 

ublican). 
- The trust is trying to keep down the beet-sugar manufactories that are 
being started all over the land.—Peoria Journal. 

The trust is prepared to make a very considerable sacrifice in order to 
break down the beet-sugar industry, which stands in the way of its scheme 
to secure the free admission of raw Cuban sugar.—Omaha Bee (Republican). 

The piratical r trust has declared war of extermination on the beet- 
sugar industry of the West.—Denver Times (Republican). 
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The sugar trust appears to have determined that, within the limits of its 
power to prevent it, no one but itself shall enjoy the benefitof the protection 
which American law gives to the sugar business.—Lansing State Republican. 

The sugar trust is prosecuting its war on the beet-sugar industry with a 
vigor which plainly denotes a determination to destroy that industry if pos- 
sib! Des Moines Farmers’ Tribune. 

Che sugar trust is bent upon the ruin of this new home industry.—Denver 
Times (Republican). 

The last move of the sugar trust against the beet-sugar producers is a dem- 
onstration of the fear it has of the new industry.—Denver News (Inde- 

endent). 

The output of beet sugar has become sufficiently large to interfere with 

ts (the trust's) desire to control the sugar market of the United States. 
rth Times (Republican). 

There could be no surer indication of the increasing importance of the 
ar industry in this country than the war which the American Sugar 

Refining Company has declared on the makersof beet sugar.—Syracuse Jour- 
nal (Republi tm). 

The trust fears that a rival may grow up in beet sugar which will wax as 
strong as itself,a situation incompatible fora trust.—Portland Oregonian 
(Republican). 

It is this development which has alarmed the Havemeyer interests and led 
it to enter upon a campaign for the annihilation of the beet-sugar refin- 
Minneapolis Journal (Republican). 

The trust sees in the rapid development of this (sugar beet) 
competitor which must be destroyed if possible.—Philadelphia Recor 
C ccie . 

; The laws will protect the beet-sugar growers and manufacturers until 
they « 
sugar trade of the world.—Des Moines State Register (Republican). 

The trust has been keeping more closely in touch with the development 
of the beet-sugar business than has anybody else, and has plainly reached the 
where it is alarmed.—Siouzx City Tribune (Democratic). 

Apparently the intention is to force the producers of beet sugar to sell 
their raw product to the trust.—Chicago Tribune (Republican). 

The trust has made a standing offer to the beet-sugar producers to take 
he raw product off their hands at the regular raw-sugar price.—Chicago 
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Post (Independent). 

It (the trust) is fighting for monopoly within the usual methods, cutting 
prices in order to ruin the beet-sugar refiners, after which it hopes to fix 
I 3 to suit its own convenience.—Chicago Tribune (Republican). 





ts (the trust’s) sole object, aim, and purpose is to crush out a rival indus 
rder that the stockholders and managers of the sugar trust may reap 
profit.—Denver Republican. 
Should this warfare pr »ve successful, every ounce of sugar that sweetens 
» poor man’s tea would be at the absolute dictation of monopoly.—Quincy 
Herald (Democratic). 
The sugar war is spreading out to envelop Congress and to make of Cuba 
cation or its admission to reciprocity with the United States—the 
most bitter industrial and political struggle.—Springsield Repub- 
mn (Independent). 
The trust will doubtless make common cause with the Cuban sugar raisers 
in their warfare against the claims of the beet interestsof the West.— Boston 
Transcript (Independent). 
The trust is trying to procure from Congress a change in the tariff which 
will admit raw sugar free or nearly free of duty.—Denver News (Jndepend- 
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hey (the trust) will attempt in some way to bring the product in free of 
} 





duty, perhaps, from Cuba or some of our colonies.—Colorado Springs Ga- 
tte (Republican). 
The trust will come before Congress this winter with a proposition to ad- 
mit crude cane sugar free.—Peoria Journal. 


ist has declared itself in favor of admitting Cuba raw sugar free 
ing the duty on refined. Undersuch a policy the domestic sugar 
ould be destroyed and the trust would secure complete and ab- 
mtrol of the American market. 









s te Cc If it can now seriously cripple 
the beet-sugar industry and discourage its further development, it may 
achieve its object.—Omaha Bee (Republican). 


The trust first demanded free sugar from Cuba, then a reduction of 75 
per cent, 50 per cent, 33: per cent, 25 per cent, and, finally, at the pres- 
ent writing, has reduced its demands to a 20 per cent reduction on tariffs 
on Cuban imports. Even this reduction to Cuba would yield the trust a trifle 
over $6,000,000 extra profitsannually with which to fight the home beet-sugar 
interests, and would not aid Cuba in the least, for there is no way in which 
she can force a demand for it, and it is hardly to be presumed that the trust 
will voluntarily turn it over to her. The purpose of the trust being per- 
fectly obvious, there can be no doubt Concress will refuse to play into its 
hands by making such tariff concessions on Cuban raw sugar as would oper- 
ate to the injury of, and perhaps ultimately destroy, the domestic industry.— 
Ph de Record (Democratic). 

Congress can ill afford to establish the policy of reducing the present rate 
of duty by reciprocity, or in any other way, which would have the certain 
effect of enriching the trust on one hand, and on the other the killing of the 
most promising industry in the agricultural business of America.—Los Ange- 
les Express (Republican). 

It would be unfair to the beet-sugar interests of the United States to do 
anything in the way of tariff reductions that would give not only the Cuban 
growers, but also the American refiners of cane sugar, a further advantage 
in the cost of production.— Milwaukee Wisconsin (Republican). 

To conclude a reciprocity agreement with Cuba soas to admit her prod- 
ucts into destructive competition with similar ay of home growth is 
opp sed to the policy expressed by both Presidents, and is not reflected in 
the doctrine of the Republican party in this manner. No such agreements 
are in accord with the spirit of section 4 of the Dingley bill. Adhesion to 
that declaration is all that home-protected interests demand, and that de- 
mand is justified. On the pledge of the Dingley bill the people invested 
heavily in these industries. Under it vast acreages have been redeemed to 
profitable cultivation and the development of the richest lands of America. 
Under that guaranty towns and cities have been built up, great communi- 
ties founded, and countless fortunes been invested, while millions of men 
and women have entered upon employments dependent upon such indus- 
tries. Tocast all these down would Se little less than criminal.—Sacramento 
Record-Union ( Republican). 

It is undeniable that partial reduction of the duty on sugar to Cuba alone 
is a gift to the sugar-refining interest without any compensation to consum- 
ers of sugar in reduction of price. The American people are sure to be im- 

atient of this. They endured the same thing for a long time in the case of 

iawaii, but the amount of sugar involved was small and the American mar- 
ket affected was local. Here is a gift of five or six million dollars to a large 
manufacturing interest, which is considered to be sufficiently prosperous, 
although it conceals its profits carefully. There iscertain to bea demand for 
oceans reduction in the tariff on refined sugar.—Minneapolis Tribune 
(Republican). 


he sugar trust is playing for a high stake. It stands to win probably 
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an supply the home demand forsugar and enter into competition for the | 
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| sugar, but a bounty was paid to the domestic producer. 
| afterwards to yield to the demand of the revenue, but the trust got what dif- 
ferential rates it demanded. 
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$5,000,000 if it can secure a 25 per cent reduction, and it can well afford the 
few thousands which it costs to send cablegrams from Cuba and to scatter 
letters and appeals throughout the United States.—Newport Herald (Inde- 
pendent). 

The sugar trust’s cunning is limited only by the capacity of human brains 
toinvent. It is behind the sanctimonious ra for justice and favor for 
Cuba. It is inspiring the pleas for sympathy for the Cubans. It is working 
the reciprocity game for all there is in it. It is also instigating a large pro- 
portion of the manufactured demands for tariff revision.—Denver Times ( Re- 
publican). 

The sugar trust does not benefit the people of this country. Its product 
comes from foreign countries in the raw state and is refined in this country; 
hence their anxiety to obtain raw sugar free of duty.—Fremont News (Inde- 

vendent). 
’ Congress will make a great mistake, we believe, if, at the demand of the 
sugar trust, it reduces the duty on raw si Just at present the trust is 
working through the emotions of the Congressmen.— Peoria Journal. 

Just now they have the proof that the trust is attempting to crush the 
beet-sugar manufacturers of this country, and will doubtless succeed if the 
tariff on sugar isreduced. Congress and the people should stand by the sugar 
producers of the nation, for only a few more years will bo required to make 
that business as safe as the making of steel rails and tin plate, both of which 
the free traders insisted could not be manufactured in the United States.— 
Des Moines State Register (Republican). 

The president of the National Sugar Refining Company, who appeared be- 
fore the committee to testify in favor of the concessions, frankly admitted 
that free sugar from Cuba, or anything approximating it, would entirely de- 
stroy the American sugar industry. There are 25,000,000 acres of land on the 
island available for sugar culture, of which only 300,000 acres are under culti- 
vation. Under the impetus of tariff concession this acreage would rapidly be 
increased, and eventually, the committee feels certain, the result would be 
disastrous for the sugar business at home.—Washington correspondence of 
Chicago Journal (Independent). 

The movement for free raw sugar wouldattract little attention if it were not 
backed by thesugar trust. That great organization has been dictating rates 
on sugar ever since it came into existence. Its influence at Washington has 
always been great enough to get all, or nearly all, that it desired in the way 
of duties on sugar. Every tariff bill before Congress has been held up until 
the trust was satisfied, or at least placated. In the act of 1890 it got free raw 
Free raw sugar had 








Now that there is again a surplus of revenue, 
the trust is again in the field for free material and is making promises that 
it does not intend to keep about cheap sugar to the consumer.—Louisville 
Courier-Journal (Democratic). 

Whenever the sugar trust comes in the disguise of a philanthropist, the 
American people may well have their suspicions aroused. At present the 
trust is sending out computations to show that the consumers are paying a 
great many extra millions for their sugar by reason of the present tariff, and 
that the duties on raw sugar should be abolished. The trust's present atti 
tude is in striking contrast with its position during the discussion of the Ding- 
ley billin Congress. At that time the trust moved heaven and earth to have 
the tariff duties retained, awful scandalsattended its work inthe lobbies, and 
the reputations of several Senators were involved. Everybody knows what 
the disinterested work of the sugar trust means. It aims at the destruction 
of the sugar-beet industry, the only rival that has up to this time given itany 
concern. If the trust were sincere in its professed desire to lighten the bur- 
dens of the consumer, it would insist upon Congress removing the tariff on 
the refined product also, that the sugar of European countries might have a 
larger market here. But it would fight such a proposition, of course. It 
does not want more rivals. It wants to get rid of the only competitor that 
it now has in order to clinch its hold on the sugar trade of this country.—Jn- 
dianapolis News (Independent). 


The following article from the Los Angeles Herald, on this sub- 
ject, is conceived in such a novel spirit and written in such a 
graphic style that it is well worth quoting entire: 

TEN THOUSAND MILES OF SUGAR. 


It is difficult for the mind fully to comprehend the statement that the 
United States is annually importing about 2,000,000 tons of sugar. The thought 
instantly occurs, of course, that the figures represent a mountain of sweet- 
ness. The American mind, with its aptness for reducing things to cash valu- 
ation, sees at once that there would be “ millions in it” if the United States 
could produce all its own sweet goods. But does anybody stop to figure out 
that aggregate sugar importation, so that the mind may readily grasp its 
magnitude? Glance at this object lesson. 

One net ton—2,000 pounds—is a fair 2-horse wagonload on average country 
roads. Team and wagon in the road require approximately 25 feet of long)- 
tudinal room, allowing for a little margin, if other teams are inline. Now, 
load up that 2,000,000 tons of sugar, with one ton to each wagon, and start a 
procession from Los Angeles eastward to—where? 

Four of the sugar turn-outs would reach 100 feet; 40 of them would cover 
1,000 feet; 200 of them would extend almost a mile—call ita mile for concession 
in figuring. Then, 2,000 of them would reach eastward 10 miles; 20,000 would 
extend 100 miles; 200,000 would cover 1,000 miles, and 2,000,000 would stretch 
out 10,000 miles! 

Ten thousand miles of mer the United States is importing every year, 
when every pound of it might be produced at home. The line is even longer 
than the figurés indicate, in fact, because bulk sugar is marketed in gross 
tons of 2,240 pounds. That adds 12 per cent to the total weight and extends 
our sweet procession in like proportion. With that addition the sugar line 
reaches 11,200 miles, nearly half the circumference of the earth. 

Is it worth while to fight for the domestic production of that ae or shall 
we continue to import it every year? That issue is involved in the present 
effort of the sugar trust to crush the beet-sugar industry? California alone 
is capable of producing every pound of sugar in that 12,000-mile procession. 
We may in time produce a large part of it, at least, if the sugar trust fails in 
its purpose. If the trust wins, however, good-by to our sugar-producing 
prospects and to cheaper sugar for American consumers, 


meg 

t would seem as though every true American’s heart would 
swell with pride and joy in contemplating the magnificent future 
of the beet-sugar industry of the United States if its progress 18 
not impeded by such adverse legislation as that which is now con- 
templated. On this point there is no better authority than our 
present well-informed Secretary of Agriculture, Hon. James Wil- 
son. He has expressed his opinions in regard to the matter most 
positively and convincingly. In a recent statement by the Sec- 
retary he pointed out that the growth of the sugar-beet industry 



















1902. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





had alarmed the sugar trust to such an extent that it was dis- 
posed to spend a large amount of money in opposition to the 
further development of the home industry. The Secretary said 
that he was not at all surprised at this, and added: 

it would no doubt be very profitable to the members of the trustif they 
could destroy this new industry that promises to supply home demands 
within a reasonable number of years, but I think their efforts will be in vain. 
Our people are gradually learning the value of the by-products of the sugar- 
beet factories, and as soon as they fully comprehend these opposition Zum 
any quarter will be entirely in vain. 

Mr. Wilson went on to state that the Department of Agricul- 
ture ‘‘ has been well satisfied for some time that it is only a ques- 
tion of time when all the sugar used in America can be made 
within the States of the Union.’’ Continuing, he said he believed 
also that ‘‘ the time will come when none of the islands of the sea 
will be able to produce sugar as cheaply as it can be produced in 
connection with divesified agriculture in the prairie States of the 
Northwest.’ Secretary Wilson proceeded to elaborate his ideas 
on the subject in a most interesting and instructive manner, show- 
ing conclusively that he had good and sufficient reasons for proph- 
esying the grand results to be expected from the development of 
this industry in the United States. His investigations, he said, 
had proved to his satisfaction that any one of the States of Mich- 
igan, Dlinois, Indiana, Iowa, and Nebraska could produce from 
beets all the sugar needed in the United States. I quote from 
him as follows: 

It will not be necessary in the United States, where sugar beetsare grown, 
to fertilize the lands. nder a system of rotation, which can be practiced 
profitably, the lands of the Mississippi Valley can produce a crop of beets 
once in four or five years without detriment to the soil. Itis only a question 
of time when the dairymen of the United States will discover that the by- 
product of the sugar mill is valuable for all domestic animals. In foreign 
countries it is even fed to horses., It will take the place with the Western 
dairymen of bran from the wheat mills and by-products from the oil mills, 
glucose factories, etc. The water will be pressed out of the pulp very soon, 
and, in fact, it is now being done in California, and the farmer will haul 
home the cake when he takes beets tothe factory. The by-product contains 
all the elements of nutrition the domestic animal requires. Taking the sugar 
from the beet really reduces its feeding quality but little, because the ani- 
mal gets all the carbonaceous matter it requires in its fodder. 

About three years ago we had some 30,000 tons of beet sugar produced in 


the United States, two years ago about 56.000 tons, a year ago about 82,000 | 


tons, and this year we will have something like 200,000. The following table 
shows an estimate of sugar-beet production in 191, made by experts who 
have been watching the sugar beet development, and is particularly inter- 
esting: 


Estimated beet-sugar production, 1901. 








Tons. 
California - 80, 000 
Michigan... 60, 000 
Colorado ... 20,000 
UN tttteah tari hbacn cticngndadupbinetbenney nedtadantendedsaleibodbndinees 15, 000 
GRIN vdindawenchécconswnusninheee cectbteementin seemeninaoningendeaneete 7,000 
ad accandocenchadactsnactdnasdntesicinbardansctegtininndedasine 7,000 
FR iies acbdcatbicaerdbusocedabassabunduséoencddewentvensdantny 8,000 
ia nitiiectwencwncedncu cnet avenks cnsahbcdtsonecenéeqicousnangoces 2,000 
inten ton damecencccddsen ee tyne cokeeinngeenenamadnasadamenesunt 2,000 
QURIOIR. <i cccmecencececcccs coccnccccnc nce cose conc cesses voce coencconccaccuse 2,000 
OG cna deck voscce cone anacctsisconswesecbepieSsnnccotcocncesqesseoese 198, 000 
Cane sugar. 
De I vine coke ntinincbitdnnncin unis bcibitninns eneos bigest 300, 000 
a Rite cnisncee+ccncnignssnedjnnnda conenntiniedinipinkoomnn 100,000 
TR oar ta eked ture tact qpve deaianen cope nsedapsnceadudsadoecoensneshehetal 300, 
tite Sh ctincteieciengneind nncops octets unibonvadesmbistenn ountan oa 700, 000 


It is eminently wise for the farmer to grow beets and sell sugar, because 
he only disposes of something that comes from the atmosphere, for the pulp 
is fed to the dairy cow, and everything taken from the soil is restored to the 
soil, and there is no deterioration whatever. 


including sugar, will be kept at home. 


The committee on statistics of the Michigan Sugar Manufac- | 


turers’ Association in a recent report to the association furnished 
some striking and suggestive considerations which it would be 
well for the people of the United States to ponder. 
considerations are the following: The beet-sugar industry in 
Michigan is carried on at present by 13 companies, with a daily 
capacity of 6,600 tons and a total investment of $7,700,000. The 
number of acres of beets harvested in the State last year was 
66,400, yielding to the farmers $3,107,520. The number of labor- 
ers employed was about 30,000 on the farms and nearly 3,000 in 
the factories. The development of the industry in Michigan has 
greatly stimulated the manufacture of agricultural tools and ma- 
chinery suitable for the cultivation of beets, and also the manu- 
facture of American sugar machinery for the factories. 

The report points out this interesting distinction, namely, that 
when the sugar trust buys and imports its raw sugar from other 
countries, and then refines it, the laborers employed by the trust 
get about 15 cents for refining every hundred pounds, and that is 
all they do get, because the labor required in producing the raw 
sugar is performed by foreign workmen in foreign countries; 
whereas the beet-sugar manufacturers of this country pay the 
farmers and other laborers both for the raw sugar and for the re- 
fined to the amount of about $2.50 for every hundred pounds, 
and the difference between 15 cents and $2.50 is the measure of 
the advantage to labor in this country from the development of 


It will not be many years be- | 


fore all the money now paid foreigners for agricultural products of all kinds, of Representatives by Mr. Crook, one of his secretaries. 


great and enduring triumph. 
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the beet-sugar industry as compared with the industry of the sugar 
trust. [Applause.] 

As for the future of the industry in Michigan, I will add that 
four more companies besides the thirteen already alluded to will 
be in full operation this coming year, making the total daily 
capacity for next season about 9,000 tons, with a total investment 
of at least $10,500,000. It is expected that Michigan will grow 
next summer very nearly, if not quite, 1,000,000 tons of beets and 
produc) very nearly 200,000,000 pounds of granulated sugar, or 
an increase of over 50 per cent above the output of the last year. 
As the committee’s report says, ‘‘ This is a startling showing, but 
the rate of increase is no greater than it has been ever since the 
inauguration of the industry in Michigan four years ago.’’ Be- 
sides the four new companies just mentioned, there are four other 
companies that have been organized in the State and are awaiting 
the action of Congress before going any further. The projects of 
these companies will be abandoned if the sugar tariff is reduced. 

So far as the country at large is concerned, the annual consump- 
tion of sugar in the United States is now considerably above 
2,500,000 tons and wil? probably reach 4,000,000 tons by the year 
1910. This immense amount of sugar can be easily grown and 
furnished at home if no unfavorable legislation intervenes. If 
this statement appears at all wild, let it not be forgot that Europe, 
which has a much smaller area of land suitable for beet cultiva- 
tion than the United States, produces annually 6,000,000 tons of 
beet sugar. Viewed in the light of this fact, the ability of the 
United States to produce its own sugar must appear much more 
practicable even to the most incredulous. 

It all depends, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, upon what is done 
in regard to the tariff. Hf the tariff is allowed to remain as it is, 
this glorious future of the American sugar-beet industry is abso- 
lutely assured. If the tariff is removed or reduced, this most 
promising and beneficial industry will be cut down instantly, like 
summer flowers beneath the first killing frost of autumn. Can 
this great deliberative body hesitate a moment as to what its con- 
duct should be in regard to this very serious and important mat- 
ter? I for one will not believe that the Congress of the United 
States will vote to strike down this new American industry so 
fraught with benefit and profit to the whole country in opposi- 
tion to the time-honored principles of the dominant party, in vio- 
lation of the dictates of patriotism and common sense, and at the 
behest and dictation of the sugar trust. 

A word to the little band of faithful followers, who from the 
first have been actuated by a devotion to principle, and I am 
done. Let us present an unbroken front and the victory will 
rao ours. Our numbers have been depleted, and many have 

n convinced against their will and better judgment. Let us 
stand upon that bed-rock principle of our party—protection—and 
that immortal principle that all men were created free and equal, 
which principles together brought into being that great organi- 
zation—the Republican party. 

So grounded and ever inspired by considerations of justice and 
right to all the people, we will move confidently forward toa 
{Long-continued applause. } 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. DALZELL having taken 


the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message in writing from the 
President of the United States was communicated to the House 


RECIPROCITY WITH CUBA. 
The committee resumed its session. 
Mr. WHITE. Mr. Chairman, while I regard the pending meas- 


| ure as important in some of its bearings as affecting the revenues 


Among these | 


of Government, not very materially, however, and as extending 
some relief to the people of Cuba, the most interesting phase of the 


| subject, to my mind, is that the discussion of the bill will tend to 


| dispel the delusion, which has so constantly been kept before the 


RE 


people of this country for political effect and for special interests 
and classes, that a high scale of tariff duties has brought all the 
happiness and prosperity we have enjoyed in recent years, for we 
have now the admitted fact here brought forward and advocated 
by those who have so persistently made this plea that this pro- 
tective scale may be lowered upon one at least of the articles of 
daily use by the people—the sugar they consume—without de- 
stroying the domestic industries furnishing it, thereby presenting 
an ultimate hope to the great toiling masses of consumers of the 
country that a time may come when the various manufacturing 
interests supplying their necessaries of life can reasonably be ex- 
to pursue their business without being specially favored 
and fostered by Government aid at the expense of by far the 
more numerous classes of the people of this country, except to the 
extent the aid may be given in laying a just measure of tariff 
duties to raise revenue for the Government. 
But we can not help but note the determined character of the 
struggle here being made to continue this protection, persistently 
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claimed now asa right, by the representatives of these ravored 
industries. They almost shed tears in their pathetic appeals for 
the continuance of this favoritism to their particular sections 
and fostered industries, that accumulated corporate wealth may 
flourish at the expense of the people. 

Thinking that these aspects of the case are made sufficiently 
manifest already by the discussion, I will ask the indulgence of 
the House to present my views briefly upon a matter which, to 
my mind, is of greater consequence to the American people than 
any other now asking for solution at their hands. 

The policy pursued by the Government and the course of events 
in the Philippine Islands since the treaty of Paris mark an epoch 
in American history, not to be noted so much for the relinquish- 
ment of sovereignty over the islands by Spain as for the influence 
and ultimate effects upon our own country and its institutions; 
not so much to be weighed by any changed condition of the 
unfortunate inhabitants of these remote and to us worse than use- 
less islands if the change has done aught but bring deeper gloom 
to them as by the drift and tendency upon our own political 
moorings and destiny. 

Unhappy Filipinos, borne down by ages of foreign misrule, de- 
prived of the boon of liberty and independence, seemingly won 
after years of repeated toil and suffering, stricken by an unlooked- 
for, irresistible hand, alluringly held out in apparent friendship and 
protection, when all your hopes and struggles for freedom ap- 
peared at successful termination, how doubly visited by a fate of 
adversity, an endless gloom of oppression! 

It is well remembered how the negotiations of that treaty lin- 
gered; how it was soon known that Spanish authority would be 
withdrawn from Cuba, and Porto Rico ceded to us—conditions 
justified by the circumstances and approved by our people; how, 
when near the close of the treaty, the realization was first brought 
to our country that a cession of these Asiatic islands was to be 
forced upon Spain. 

This result was not expected by the people of the United States, 
nor generally approved by them, but they awaited the course of 
events with feelings of uncertainty and apprehension. But little 
did they know the fateful consequences that were to follow. The 
event was of far-reaching, momentous importance; not, indeed, 
that the political power of one of the old monarchies of the world 
was to be removed, for Great Britain once before, in 1762, 
wrested these possessions from Spain, and after holding them two 
years, and finding them worthless, restored them by treaty; but 
the great and vital importance was that Spanish dominion over 
these distant territories was to be forever parted with at the 
mandate of the only nation of all ages founded upon principles of 
liberty and self-government, upon a solemn declaration on our 
a in the beginning that the purpose of the conflict which 

rought the result was to advance liberty, uplift humanity, and 
confer independence to those offering their lives for its blessings. 

What result should have followed? What was the reasonable 
expectation? Why should we require this sacrifice by Spain of 
her ancient possessions improved by her efforts for centuries? 
Was it to compensate us for the cost of the war? No; for it was 
a coincident fact that the payment of $20,000,000 came as a pro- 
posal from our commissioners upon demanding the cession of 
these islands. Was conquest the object? This was denied by 
our declaration and nowhere demanded by the great and gener- 
ous people of this country. 

No, Mr. Chairman, the motive inspiring the people of the United 
States had a higher purpose than paltry indemnity, useless con- 
quest, or the acquisition of territory from a weaker adversary. 

It was a motive to relieve the downtrodden—to strike the 
shackles of oppression from people contending for the right of 
self-government. And this high purpose should have been car- 
ried out by those intrusted with the Administration. There was 
but one rightful sequence, but one justification for the removal 
of Spanish power from the Philippines, and that was to confer 
upon the inhabitants the greatest of all political rights—that of 
free and independent government. The opportunity was then of- 
fered, as never before in all history, to vindicate to the world the 
strength, the grandeur, the beneficence, and humanity of our in- 
stitutions, and recommend them to the intelligence of mankind. 

To turn asidefrom this, our plain path of duty and sound policy, 
was to disregard the fundamental principles of our Government, 
the teachings and admonitions of its great founders, and every 
consideration of wisdom, peace, and safety. It was the greatest 
political mistake of any age. It was worse than a blunder; it was 
a crime. 

The proposition may be laid down as easy of logical demon- 
stration, if it is not self-evident, that the relative location of ter- 
ritory to that of our Union should form a controlling considera- 
tion in the question of making it a part of our national domain, 
whether with the consent of the inhabitants or not. No valid 
argument can be presented nor any just expectation entertained 
that islands or territory thousands of miles from our shores, not 








a part even of our continent, can bring to us the unity of purpose, 


the same aspirations, a efforts, and common interests that 


bind together the people of our States in the ties which constitute 
our pride in peace and bulwark in war. 

If these elements of sympathy and joint interests are not to be 
found in the possessions and among the people to be united with 
us, if there is to be no cooperation in a common destiny and in 
public dangers, what desirable bond of union can there be? But 
when there is added the still greater obstacle, that of the deter- 
mined opposition and hostility of this remote and numerous peo- 
ple, there is presented a barrier to a beneficial or —— union 
of the gravest nature, and in view of our form of Government, 
one that is insurmountable; especially as is the case here, when 
their numbers, geographical position, state of civilization, and 
capacity for self-government point to the conclusion that a sep- 
arate nationality would be a measure of justice and an act of hu- 
manity to them—considerations which address themselves to our 
people as well as to the intelligence of mankind, in behalf of right 
and justice. For I hold the proposition as reasonable and sup- 
ported by the history of the world that when these conditions to 
form a separate nation exist, the people possessing them, who as- 
pire to independence, will never long submit to foreign dominion. 

This is not a question of acquiring situations for commercial 
purposes, for coaling stations, or for military or naval operations; 
of taking possession of uninhabited country; of extending civili- 
zation to people incapable of governing themselves. A course of 
pay based on these motives and considerations is not found 

ere. These are not the dominant questions, and when they are 
interwoven in the arguments in defense of this dangerous and un- 
just course suddenly thrust upon our people they only tend and 
are only meant to obscure the real purpose and objects of the ad- 
vocates of military rule and force, always the first and always 
the test danger to republican institutions. There is no prec- 
edent to be found in former acquisitions of territory to our Union 
for this policy. It stands alone in all our history in its hideous 
characteristics of militarism, of useless conquest, of barbaric 
slaughter; of disregard of all primary principles and teachings 
underlying our political system, of utter and open departure from 
all of our former professions. 

And how easy to have avoided this war—this useless waste of 
treasure and life. It only required a just and considerate applica- 
cation of the spirit of our laws, a due regard for the rights of 
others, sympathy for the distressed, and attention to the precepts 
of religion and cause of humanity. It needed only a friendly, 
candid, and honorable declaration by this Government that, sub- 
ject to such control and occupation for peace and order as needed 
to protect life and property, — the withdrawal of Spanish au- 
thority these islands should free and independent when a 
stable government was established by their ple, in the forma- 
tion of which our Government would lend all needful assistance. 
Such a declaration would have been an act of the greatest wis- 
dom and justice, of sublime duty and humanity. 

But we are told that large commercial advantages will arise 
from our governing this archipelago rather than to allow the na- 
tives to do so themselves. How these benefits are to accrue, how- 
ever, is not distinctly set forth, and in view of the admitted 
poverty of the ple of these islands they are not made manifest, 
unless we shall further impoverish them by military rule and ex- 
actions, excessive taxes, or oppressive conditions imposed in trade. 
It must be noticed, however, that so far as our trade has increased 
with the country of these stricken people since our occupation, it 
is accounted for chiefly, if not solely, from supplying our military 
and naval forces there. 

It is also claimed that the Filipinos are uncivilized and in- 
capable of self-government. This isan assertion easily made and 
has often been the plea for oppression. It is equivalent to saying 
that Spanish rule has never brought advancement to its colonies, 
notwithstanding the building of churches, cities, institutions of 
learning, and all the establishments for national, religious, and 
educational progress. While Spain from time to time has lost 
her vast colonial possessions, she has always left remaining mag- 
nificent works of art, architecture, and learning—monuments to 
attest her power and civilization wherever she hasruled. And if 
Spain could not civilize these people in three hundred and seventy- 
five years, a mighty task indeed have we taken upon ourselves. 
But while portions of the inhabitants of these islands are unciv- 
ilized, the assertion is shown to be unfounded as to the classes 
and sections that would furnish the mental forces and energies 
that word control in forming and administering a government 
for their sound The conflicts of these people for their liber- 
ties have brought forward men of ability who have evinced to 
the world that they are fit and worthy to control the destinies of 
their country. 

But if it were true that commercial benefits would result to 
our country by holding these islands permanently, or that their 
people are uncivilized, wherein moral and religious agencies might 
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be better applied than the sword, still these contentions are inad- 
missible and should not control if the structure of our institu- 
tions or considerations of sound policy should dictate that it is 
wrong to force our rule upon these people who once looked to us 
for succor, friendship, and protection. 

And upon this question, which may be the turniug point of our 
entry upon that course which has hitherto marked the destinies 
of nations, the experience, enlightened judgment, and patriotic 


sentiment of the American people must be invoked, until a final | 


and just decision is made for the honor and for the weal or woe 
of this Republic. 

Mr. Chairman, in all former additions of territory to our country 
that might affect its welfare, of Lowisiana, Florida, Texas, Califor- 
nia and New Mexico, Alaska—more especially all the first named— 
their fitness in our national boundary and system, that they 
might aid in the common advancement and national strength, 
weighed as the controlling considerations. 
natural extensions of our country, dictated by wise foresight and 
just policies. 

So far as I am concerned, Mr. Chairman, the counsels and ad- 
monitions of those who laid the foundation of our political fab- 
ric shall be a sufficient guide. 
the American people shall forget or turn aside from these warn- 
ings and teachings. The great author of our Declaration of In- 
dependence said: 

Governments are instituted among men, deriving their just powers from 
the consent of the governed. 

Peace, commerce, and honest friendship with all nations; entangling alli- 
ances with none. 


The Father of his Country said to us: 


The great rule of conduct for us in regard to foreign nations is, in extend- 
ing our commercial relations, to have with them as little political connec- 
tions as po So far as we have already formed engagements, let them 
be fulfilled with perfect good faith. Here let usstop. * * * Our detached 
and distant situation invites and enables us to pursue a different course. 
* * * Why forego the advantages of so peculiar a situation? Why quit our 
own to stand upon foreign ground? * * In offering you, my countrymen, 
these counsels of an old and affectionate friend, I dare not hope they will 
make the strong and lasting impression I could wish—that they will control 
the usual current of passions or prevent our nation from running the course 
which has hitherto marked the destiny of nations. 


In direct opposition to these teachings we now have proclaimed 


the uncertain and boastful doctrines, bounded by no determinate | 


limits, of a liberal construction of our organic law; of strong, 
aggressive foreign policies; of making our nation a world power; 
of expanding our possessions to distant islands and countries for 
commercial purposes; of great and ever-increasing naval and 
nilitary establishments. 

A mission of peace to the people of the Philippine Islands will 
be sent from our people in the near future, I trust, bearing the 
message of freedom and independence for them. Let us hope 
that this blessing to them and honor to ourselves may not be long 
delayed. [Applause. 

Mr. SWANSON. r. Chairman, during the progress of this 
debate I may have said something to my friend from Georgia 


They were but the | 


And it will be an evil day when | 








|Mr. BARTLETT]—I think it is possible I did—that may have been | 


discourteous to him. I desire to say that there is no member on 
this floor on either side whose relations have been more ixtimate 
than those of the gentleman from Georgiaand myself. We have 
been like two brothers. There is no man for whom I have a 
higher personal regard as to his patriotism, integrity, and ability 
than I havefor him. His family and mine are as intimate as any 
two families in Congressional life can be. I desire to say that if 
I said anything that wounded his feelings or was in the least dis- 


courteous that I regret it, and I desire to disclaim to the House | 


and a the House to him any intention to wound his feel- 
ings or to be in the remotest degree discourteous. [Applause. } 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. HamiLtTon having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Sen- 
ate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the Sen- 


ate had passed joint resolution of the following title; in which the | 


concurrence of the House of Representatives was requested: 

_ 5. R. 77. Joint resolution providing for printing the general 
index to published volumes of the diplomatic correspondence and 
foreign relations of the United States. 

The message also announced that the Senate had — to the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 201) 
granting an increase of pension to Jane K. Hill. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 18627) making appropriations to sup- 
ply additional urgent deficiencies for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1902, and for other purposes; in which the concurrence of the 
House of Representatives was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 


its amendment to the bill (H. R. 7018) for the relief of Robert J. 
Spottswood and the heirs of William C. McClellan, deceased, dis- 
agreed to by the House of Representatives, had agreed to the con- 


ference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Penrose, Mr. Loner, 
and Mr. Cay as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bill of the following title: 

H. R. 12536. An act to further amend section 2399 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States. 


RECIPROCITY WITH CUBA, 


The committee resumed its session. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas is recognized 
for forty-five minutes. 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Chairman, this bill now offered to this 
Congress, stated in legal effect, means this: That America says to 
the independent established government of Cuba, if you will pass 
immigration-exclusion and contract-labor laws as restrictive as 
ours, the President of these United States will enter into negotia- 
tions with you, and if you will agree and bind yourself by treaty 
to so adjust your tariff laws as that American manufactures and 
products shall get admission into your territory at 20 per cent Jess 
than those of any other country on earth, then this country will 
agree that you can send your products into ours at 20 per cent less 
than the present tariff rates. 

Now, as a Democrat, I can see no reason on earth why I should 
give my support to that bill. I see no reason, in fact, why any 
Republican should give his support tothe bill. It is purely a Re- 
publican Administration measure, forced into this House under a 
party whip cracked as never before in its history, and attempted 
to be foisted upon the country by a combination of Republican 
and Democratic votes. There is no substantial reason to uphold 
it before the thinking and intelligent masses of this country. 

It is offered under a pretended cry of relief for Cuba and moral 
obligation to Cuba. So far as Iam concerned, I am frank to say 
that the action of this and the preceding Republican Administra- 
tion with reference to the Philippines and the sullen silence of both 
while the governmental tragedy of the century is being enacted 
in Africa does not make me believe in its sympathy for any peo- 
ple anywhere. AsI see it, Republican sympathy is a question of 
profit. It is trade wind solely. It is a mere interrogative emo- 
tion, and with Republicans the only question is, ‘‘ Will it pay?” 
Nor do I believe that the facts justify sincere sympathy for Cuban 
distress. 

The hearings before this committee have forced men who 
originally began to support this bill on the cry that Cuba was 
bankrupt to shift their position, and from the statement of facts 
take the position that it was a prophecy of the future. The 
hearings before the committee have demonstrated beyond ques- 
tion that labor is now employed and well paid in Cuba, that so 
far as present distress is concerned it does not exist in the islands. 
And I will tell you that, so far as threatened disaster is concerned, 
the chances are far greater for it to occur in Louisiana than in 
Cuba. I tell you the Cub.n is not the only man who suffered by 
the low price of sugar. I tell you it has hurt the beet-sugar man 
of the West, and it has staggered the enterprise along that line in 
Texas and Louisiana. 

I tell you if you dare assert that the Cuban can not make 
sugar at a profit at half the cost that it can be made in Louisiana 
and Texas, you simply do not know what you are talking about. 
I tell you that under the present price of raw sugar in the mar- 


| kets of the United States the Louisiana cane raiser is trembling 





| 


| cane be raised without replanting every two years. 


on the verge of bankruptcy. I can call some names of those 
who within a year have had their plantations sold out from under 
them on account of their losses in the cane-sugar industry. 

I tell you thedistressis more threatening and imminent with them 
than the Cubans, and if you are going to base this matter on char- 
ity, Linsist that it shall begin at home. The reasons why this is 
true are simple and obvious. In no part of the United States can 
In Cuba it 
can be raised without replanting in from ten to fifteen years. It 
takes 1 acre of cane to plant 3 acres to get a crop, and it is easy 


| to figure that upon that proposition the island of Cuba has 33} per 
| cent advantage over the cane raiser in any section of the United 


States. 

Not only that, but by reason of the soil and climatic condition 
more tons of cane per acre can be raised in Cuba than in any 
section of the United States. Not only that, but in Cuba there 
is a greater extraction of sugar per ton than in the United States. 
In Cuba they use no fertilizers, and in Louisiana this has gotten 
to be a considerable item of expense. In Louisiana the cost of 
drainage is another considerable item, and the planters are heavily 
taxed to maintain levees to protect the crops against high water. 

Not only all this, but in Cuba there is never any danger from a 
freeze, while in Louisiana this is ever present, and scarcely a year 
passes but what the crop is to some extent injured by frosts, and 
some years nearly destroyed. These are the reasons why under 
the existing tariff law sugar production has so vastly increased in 
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three years in Cuba, while the growth of the industry in Louisi- 
ana and Texas has been slight. Iam no protectionist, but I am 
frank to confess that to the limit admissible under Democratic 
principle so long as I am in Congress I shall remain the friend of 
the agriculturist and the stock raiser of this country. 

They have the supreme merit in my eye of being the investors 
in American enterprises, and their interests are not to be com- 
pared with the American and Spanish land grabbers in Cuba, 
who seek to enrich themselves by investment in American and 
foreign enterprises, and who are hand in glove with the protected 
manufacturer of this country, who would filch from the consumer 
in both this and the Cuban market under this bill. 

I am opposed to stimulating sugar production in Cubaand trust 
the sugar interests will prosper in this country, for it is clear that 
the increased sugar production in Cuba will aid no agricultural 
interest in this country, whereas the increase of cane acreage in 
this country offers a practical crop diversification in the reduc- 
tion of cotton acreage, its decreased production, and a consequent 
increased price for cotton, the production of which now is not 
profitable, and but for the discovery and growth of the cotton- 
seed industry would be ruined. 

I believe the sugar tariff one of the best schedules of a tariff for 
revenue bill; that it produces more revenue with less injury to 
the toiling masses, and bears more evenly in burden in proportion 
to wealth than almost any article which produces any consider- 
able revenue. When a tariff revision comes the raw materials of 
the South and West ought to be the last reached and the least re- 
duced. Why not tackle and reduce the tariff on agricultural 
implements, barbed and smooth wire, locks, hinges, nails, and ali 
those articles so highly protected which are essential to agricul- 
tural development, and the building of homes for the people? 

I am for an honest tariff for revenue, for a revision of the pres- 
ent outrageous Dingley bill, so arranged as to break up and de- 
stroy the trusts and bring relief to the toiling masses. I am bit- 
terly opposed, however, to free trade forthe South and Westand 
protection for the North and East, you may call it what you 
please. [Laughter and applause.] And that is the tendency of 
this Republican reciprocity scheme, to maintain protection in the 
North and East, while it seeks to broaden the markets for such 
protection by trading off tariff schedules on raw materials of the 
South and West. 

I am for the old Democratic doctrine of equality in taxation, 
and I desire a revision of the tariff so arranged as that one section 
shall not be traded off for the benefit of another. Nor dolI believe 
that the parties who would get this alleged 20 per cent reduction 
deserve it at ourhands. Whoarethey? Whoare these poor, dis- 
tressed Cuban planters that seek a benefit of 0.34 of a cent a pound 
on sugar? I will tell you. 
tee shows that at least 65 per cent of them are Spanish and Ameri- 





can investors in an industry in a foreign country that asks us to | 


surrender our revenues and facilitate the investment of American 
money under the flag of another country. 

That is neither Democracy nor Republicanism, it is neither pa- 
triotism nor Americanism, and I will not support any measure 
that tends to throw out a life line to people who have not the 
nerve to plant their stuff in American soil. [Applause.] I have 
got no sympathy with the land grabber, whether he is in the 
Philippines or Cuba or Porto Rico or anywhere else. 

We have lots of fine land all over this broad country, stretch- 
ing from Maine to Mexico, and if you have any money and patriot- 
ism I want you to stay at home and plant it here, and keep your 


family here, and not invest it in Cuba, and then knock at the 


doors of the American Congress and ask for relief so that you can 
get rich and enjoy your European trips abroad. Get out, the 
whole brood, for [have nosympathy withsuchagang. [Laughter 
and applause. | 

Some of them have tried it, have money invested in Louisiana. 
I am not calling names, but I can do it. They found out that it 
did not pay under the existing tariff laws, and they went and in- 
vested their money in Cuba. They hied themselves away and 
planted it in Cuba, and I do not care if they lose every dollar of 
it. I would like to help doit. They deserve no consideration. 

This is not attacking the bill on any party lines whatever. I 
want to say to you that, as a Democrat, I do not believe a single 
Cuban will get relief to the extent of a single nickel under this 
bill. I want to say to you that many Democrats are going to 
stand by me when I fling out what I believe to be the old flag of 
the Democratic party, that never trailed in the dust on the tariff 
issue no matter how much tattered and torn it may have been on 
other lines. 

I understand the Democratic party contends that the consumer 
pays the tax. I understand that it was only the protectionist and 
the Republican that ever-contended that the foreigner pays the 
tax. 
PAYNE] and the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] and the 
Republican leaders who have rocked its cradle—and I trust they 
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All the testimony before the commit- | 


I can understand how the gentleman from New York [Mr. | 
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will live to stand by its grave—I understand how they can argue 
that the foreigner pays the tax, and that if you take off 34 cents 
you will put it in the pockets of the poor Cuban, but how a Dem- 
ocrat can believe that passes my comprehension. 

I understand, as a Democrat, that the consumer pays the bur- 
den of the tariff tax which is put on the product that comes into 
this country. If that is true, then the reduction of this 20 per 
cent is a sham and a pretense, false from every Democratic stand- 
point, and ought not to receive any Democratic support. It will 
not get mine, I will tell you that right now. [Laughter.] 

I am not going to vote for a miserable pretended policy that 
overturns every Democratic principle that I have fought for, 
whether in Congress or out of it, whether in office or out of it, 
since I attained my majority. i seers 

The true economic view, as I understand it, of tariff taxation 
is that it operates to interfere with the law of supply and de- 
mand—that it tends to shutout supply; and if we bar off supply, 
while the demand does not diminish, we increase the price; and 
that is why the consumer pays the tax. 

Now, suppose we make this reduction of 34 cents on the 100 
pounds, what would be the effect? Would the Cuban get the 
benefit of it? No. Why? Because it will not adda single pur- 
chaser to his present market; not one. Who buys the Cuban 
sugar that comes into this country now? The American sugar 
refiner, for purposes of profit. Will this bill add a single pur- 
chaser to the market for the Cuban crop? Not one. 

Now, mark you, I admit that if this measure were to continue 
in operation for ten, fifteen, or twenty years, possibly it might 
open an inviting field to competition with the American Sugar 
Refining Company. Other companies might spring up, so that in 
the competition for the purchase of the Cuban sugar the Cuban 
might ultimately get more. But you fix a limit upon this thing, 
so that what I have just described can not possibly happen. You 
have so framed this measure that it applies only to the crop now 
in hand and the next crop. Into whose hands will the present 
crop go? 

In my judgment it will all go to the benefit of the American 
Sugar Refining Company, giving only one more crop for this law 
to operate upon. No American capitalist will be foolish enough 
to start and organize another sugar refining company to become 
a competitor with the American Sugar Refining Company for the 
Cuban sugar crop. Hence the market for Cuban sugar will not 
be extended; the demand will not be increased; the supply will 
be the same. Hence the American Sugar Refining Company will 
purchase under the same market conditions and for the same 
price, and the Cubans will not get a nickel of relief. This I un- 
derstand to be Democratic doctrine, hoary with age and sacred 
with legislative enactment. 

Where, then. will the benefit from this measure go? Some say 
that the price of sugar in this country may be reduced, and we 
are urged, upon the theory that this is genuine tariff reduction, 
to support the measure. But, sir, there is not a man in this 
House who in his heart believes or who has the courage to pro- 
claim it as a logical proposition growing out of this bill that 
there is to be a reduction in the price of sugar. 

No one here has dared to make such a statement. The pretense 
here wabbles between the suggestion that this measure may give 
relief to the Cubans and the suggestion that it may give relief to 
the American consumer. But in fact there is no faith in any 
such relief. Gentlemen in their hearts doubt whether it will give 
Cubans or Americans any relief; and this proposition applies to 
the other side of the House just as well as this. I will not draw 
| any party line on that proposition. 

That is enough to condemn the measure—the fact that none of 
the experts of either party are agreed as to where the money will 
go, except that all agree that possibly it will go into the till of the 
American Sugar Refining Company. Ido not propose to take 
that risk.. I do not propose to have my intelligent and honorable 
constituency charge me with having contributed to that result 
and to have me explaining a much worse position than that which 
some Democrats are to be called upon to make for having voted 
for this bill. 

Mr. Chairman, I maintain that the consumer in this country 
will not get any benefit under this bill. It really is not necessary 
to argue this proposition, because every member of the committee 
who reported the bill has agreed upon that. That is the one 
thing which no one seems to differ about. The gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Payne] says in his report: 

All the experts who were called before the committee admit that the price 
of sugar will not be less to the consumer on account of the 20 per cent reduc- 
tion proposed. 

Who disputes that? Why is that true? Because of the differ- 
ential on refined sugar, which increases the tariff, which gives 
| life and existence to the American Sugar Refining Company, and 
| which, it is pretended, amounts to only thirteen one-hundredths 
‘of a cent, does in fact, under the manipulation of the ‘‘ Dutch 
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standard ’’ test by the American Sugar Refining Company in its 
importations, amount to at least forty one-hundredths of a cent. 
That is the truth about the matter. Nobody knows—not even 
the expert can tell—exactly how much benefit the American 
Sugar Refining Company now gets under the miserable schedule 
rates of the Dingley bill on sugar. 

In this way competition in refined sugar in this country is barred 
off. The sugar trust buys raw sugar in the Cuban market at the 
same price as before. He brings it into this country, pays a less 
tariff, puts the difference in his pocket, and sells in the same 
restricted market as before. 

Do you believe the trust voluntarily surrenders any of its prof- 
its? Idonot. Do you believe this trust, from motives of pure 
philanthropy, will reduce the price of sugar to the American 
consumer? Notmuch. So that I reach the logical conclusion 
that this bill of itself, by reason of trade conditions under the ex- 
isting unaffected schedules of the Dingley bill, will not add one 
cent to the profits of the Cuban planter, nor will it cheapen the 
price of sugar to the American consumer. It is a Republican 
trust measure, pure and simple, and every particle of the reduced 
tariff will go into the till of the trust. The reason is obvious 
why its agents in public and private, by pamphlet, circular, lec- 
ture, and speech support the bill. 

Now, I do not say that sugar may not decline in price after the 
passage of this bill. That is far less certain, however, than that 
the stock of the American Sugar Refining Company will go up. 
Nor do I say that the price for Cuban raw sugar may not slightly 
be advan by the trust. If either or both occur, however, there 
will be method in the seeming madness of the trust. 

I think it likely that the trust may decrease the price of sugar 
in this country at points where it com with refined beet 
sugar for the purpose, not of benefiting the American consumer, 
but of injuring the beet-sugar industry, its only competitor in 
the American refined sugar market; and that it may increase the 
price for Cuban raw sugar in order tostimulate production there 
and check development here in Louisiana and Texas, its object in 
both — being to ultimately increase its monopolistic power 
and profit. 

The remainder they will doubtless contribute to such campaign 
funds as will inure to their benefit in the coming Congressional 
election, in the main in the interest of Republican nominees, for, 
while I do not contend that the American Sugar Refining Com- 
pany exactly owns the Republican party, it has a good, solid lien 
upon it. 

I do not say that it will contribute alone to Republican success. 
It is wonderfully impartial. It will help anybody that will help 
it. I believe Jay Gould told the truth of all these concerns when 
under oath he once said of himself: 

In a Republican district I am_a Republican, in a Democratic district a 
Democrat, in a doubtful district doubtful, but Iam always an Erie man. 

So with the trusts. But that is not the worst of this measure 
from a Democratic standpoint. My contention is that is a straight 
Republican policy outlined in this bill, that it is Republican 
reciprocity from start to finish, advocated in all their tariff leg- 
islation and national platforms since 1890 and denounced in all 
our platforms and yoted against by Democrats in all tariff legis- 
lation since 1890. Now, let us see if Iam not correctin that. The 
distinguished chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means 
says in his report: 

The action of the committee is in entire accord with the reciprocity doc- 
trine of the Republican platform and the declarations of President McKin- 
ley and President ere seCreane revision of the tariff or anything 
not entirely in harmony with the maintenance of the protective system. 

Mr. GROSVENOR, who recently delivered a searching and crit- 
ical lecture to the insurgents in his camp, leads up in an extended 
argument to the conclusive presumption that reciprocity found 
its place in the legislation of the country under the Blaine régime 
and the McKinley bill, and that that bill contained a provision, 
as well as the present Dingley law does, in exact accord with this 
policy of trading off the revenues of one agricultural country 
with the revenues of another agricultural country, condemned 
in express terms in the national Democratic platform of 1892. 

Mr. PAYNE says in his argument in this House: 

Why, the Republican party started out on the idea of reciprocity in 1890 
and section 8 was ingra: into the McKinley bill providing for reciprocal 
trade relations; and when the committee and Chairman Dinghy were mak- 
ing the sugar schedule of the Dingley bill we had a section 3 that provided 
that the President might make reciprocal trade relations with other nations, 
and when he did, and proclaimed them a deal after the manner as sta 
in this present bill, then that certain du should be decreased, and one of 
the duties to be decreased was the duty on sugar. 

Turning from these words of the two recognized leaders of the 
Republican party, and turning to their platforms of 1892, 1896, 
and 1900, you find they — continually the joint praises of pro- 


tection and reciprocity. ey in one sentence the two poli- 
cles are “* associated policies.’’ They say in one platform, “* 
tection and reciprocity are twin measures of Republican policy 
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and go hand in hand.’’ I believe thatistrue. ‘‘ Democratic rule 
has recklessly struck down both, and both must be reestablished.”’ 

I believe the hand of Democracy and the Wilson bill struck 
down protection and reciprocity, and I hope that there will be 
another reunion of Democratic hosts of this country that will 
strike down both these twin doctrines that now stand on the 
statute books in the Dingley law. What has the Democratic 
party said on this subject? It is the one bright light that shines 
along its pathway from i840 down to to-day. 

It has forever declared we favor a tariff for revenue so levied 
as to méét the needs of honest government economically admin- 
istered, and really there never could have been any other Demo- 
cratic position than that. Why? Democracy from its birth 
draws its inspiration out of a strict construction of the Consti- 
tution of the United States in its just application to the condi- 
tions of the country. 

The Constitution provides, as a means of raising revenue, for a 
tariff, and hence out of that grew the old Democratic position 
that a tariff for revenue was the only constitutional tax, and that 
to exceed a tariff for revenue to meet the needs of honest gevern- 
ment economically administered was to violate the Constitution 
as well as sound economic principles. 

That is one issue upon which the party has never divided, even 
in the exciting times that led from Grover Cleveland’s last Ad- 
ministration down to our last defeat at the polls. Men of all 
shades of political thought in the Democratic party have adhered 
openly and unfalteringly to this flag ‘‘of tariff for revenue.”’ 
Certain people are trying to proclaim the doctrine now in this 
country that the Republicans have torn a leaf from the gospel of 
Democracy and proclaimed it as true Republican dogma with 
reference to this question of reciprocity. 

I deny that the Republicans stole reciprocity, but I am willing 

to admit that if they did, it was only after the chemistry of com- 
merce had converted the drug into a poison, and it had been aban- 
doned as useless and worthless, that the Republican party took it 
up to use to strengthen on their feet the staggering and intoxi- 
cated trust-ridden industries of this country. 
But before I leave the platforms on this subject I want to read 
a declaration from the national Democracy that I think concludes 
this debate, fairly considered. Something has been said about the 
traditional policy of the Democratic party being in favor of re- 
ciprocal trade relations. Of course it is. It believes in the 
equality of trade everywhere, on equal terms, as well as just tax- 
ation. But that is not the question presented in this bill. This 
bill forces a reciprocal treaty with Cuba that is not equal and just 
to either of the contending parties. or just to the outside world 
with which we trade. What said the 1892 platform on reci- 
procity? Listen! 

We denounce the sham reciprocity which juggles with the people's desire 
for an enlarged foreign market and freer exchanges by pretending to estab- 
lish closer trade relations for a country whose articles of export are almost 
exclusively agricultural products— 

Speaking of our own country at that time, in 1892— 
with other countries that are also agricultural, while erecting a custom-house 
barrier of prohibitive tariff taxes against the richest countries of the world 
that stand ready to take our entire surplus of products and to exchange 
therefor commodities which are necessary and comforts of life among our 
own people. 

That has the genuine ring of Democracy in it. It was these 
pretended trades that you want to make with countries that are 
agricultural, end hence in competition with the farmers of this 
country, whose products can not be protected here, and sham 
trades in the further interest of protection that can possibly bring 
no benefit to the toiling masses in this country. 

So I find that by Democratic platforms, by Republican plat- 
forms, by Republican leadership, this bill is Republican reci- 
procity. And if Grosvenor, of Ohio, and Paynr,of New York, 
and DALZELL, of Pennsylvania, are not Republican authorities 
upon Republican doctrine, I do not know who is. 

Turning from that, I say that the policy of reciprocity is wrong, 


“even if the Democracy had never written a line on the subject 


and Republicans had never written a line on the subject, and it 
was a question of “first impression’’ for Democrats to consider 
now. Why? I say it violates every Democratic principle per- 

ining to correct domestic policy, and to correct foreign policy 
as A tariff for revenue fairly levied to meet the needs of 
an honest government economically administered—in such a sys- 
tem as that I ask you what place would exist for this traffic in 
revenue with another country? 

“What would you have to trade on if you had a just Democratic 
tariff? Upon what basis would you offer to trade with any coun- 
try on earth? Can you answer that successfully? But you may 
say, ‘‘ Well, we can not get that.’’ The difference between you 
and me, then, narrows down to this: I believe we can, I hope we 
can, I am ready to fight for it, but you are ready to surrender at 
the firing of the first gun. That is the difference. The traffic in 
revenue says to another country, ‘‘ You lick our skillet and we 
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will lick yours.’’ This will invite the enmity of every other na- 
tion in the world and incite them to unite to break both skillets 
and lick us both. That is the narrow, short-sighted statesman- 
ship of Republican reciprocity. 

And that is not the worst of it. Itwasa scheme cunningly de- 
vised by the shrewdest protection leaders this country ever had 
to escape the clamor for tariff revision, to maintain protection in 
the East and North, and at the same time to appear to yield to 
the clamor by extending the power of these protected industries 
at home by trading off a few minor interests for a market exten- 
sion abroad. 

How did protection and reciprocity arise? They are twin chil- 
dren, born at the same time, and born of the same mother—pro- 
tection. Why, many of these older Democrats can remember 
the time when the cry of the protectionist was the ‘‘ home mar- 
ket.’? When you declaimed against protection he said to you, 
‘The home market is abundant to meet and call for all the out- 





put of the manufacturers of this country. Protection can not | 


hurt so long as it only forces the development of manufacturing 
industries here and the home market calls for their products.’’ 
But that period is past and gone forever. It is the dream of the 
gentleman from Ohio and the gentleman from New York that was 
dreamed years ago. It has long vanished. To-day the factories 
in this country are making more than the home market demands. 
What was the result when we reached that condition? Why, at 
once two things occurred. The trust was organized to prevent 


competition in the home market, and aid the organized manufac- | 


turers to hold up prices to the tariff limit and continue to filch 


from the pockets of the American consumer; and on the other | 


hand reciprocity was invented to extend the foreign market and 
further aid the same protected manufacturer at home. 

They are twin children of the same miserable mother, and no 
Democrat ought to think for a moment of supporting either one 
of the policies. For my part I had just as soon vote for Repub- 


lican reciprocity as for Republican protection. I do not care a | 


cent which one comes first. I know they are both unmitigated 
curses, if the Democratic view of the tariff is right, and I will 
vote for neither. On the Republican side they are both consid- 
ered as ** policies.’” Conceding reciprocity is a policy, I will not 
vote for a ‘* policy’’ that overturns all the principles in which I 
believe. I believe the people of this country are clamoring for 
genuine, honest tariff revision. I believe it can not be much 
longer denied, and unless tariff reform is wounded in the house 


of its friends it will be effective in the next Presidential and Con- | 


gressional elections. 

The people are feeling the effects of these trusts having been 
formed in barbed wire and agricultural machinery, and that they 
are selling them cheaper to other countries than they are to our 
own, that the people of Cuba will get them for less than the United 
States, and these old farmers are pressing these truths home to 
their Republican Representatives in Congress; and that is why 
Mr. Baxscock got a move on him, and that is what is the matter 
with that crowd. They see the handwriting on the wall. I tell 
you this country will not remain dominated by the protected 
trusts. It will be broken down ultimately or the Government 
itself will go down in wreck and ruin. Do not doubt it. 

But I have said that this policy of reciprocity runs counter to 
the true Democratic American foreign policy. How? For one I 
am as proud as any living American of the great commerce and 
industrial supremacy of America. No man lives who loves the 
flag with a deeper devotion and who would be more willing if it 
was imperiled to give his life to defend it than the man who now 
addresses you. 

I am proud as an American that we are capturing the markets 
everywhere, that American invention, American labor, American 
skill, and American enterprise, the ‘‘ get up and get,”’ that policy 
of ‘‘ get there’’ that Sam Jones talks about, is making us the 
greatest nation in the world. Let me tell you that it is provoking 
the enmity of all the other nations. Sullenly and silently there is 
coming a feeling in Europe that the commercial supremacy of 
America must be checked and their markets rescued from this 
horde that have invaded them. 

I am in favor of no policy that will give them just cause for 
resentment against America and throw us into a commercial war, 
as nearly all the wars of our country have been. I regard this as 
the immediate threatening danger to America, and that this policy 
will ultimately lead the European powers to enter into a combi- 
nation to check our commercial power, the great power of Ameri- 
can commercialism. Why do I say that? I say that you have 
not read the history of the world right if you do not recognize the 
fact that most wars we have had have had commerctaliem behind 
them. 

Now, let us ‘see how this foreign policy of reciprocity works. 
We have had members of the Republican and Democratic pa 
with one glad acclaim hailing the wisdom and statesmanlike pol- 
icy indorsed by Cleveland and McKinley of the open-door policy 
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in the Orient. It isa very good policy in China, Why is it not 
equally fair when applied to Cuba? Will not Europe think we 
are discriminating against their trade in a country foreign to 
ours as well as theirs. 

Can they not justly say, You miserable traders in revenue, you 
| talk about what you have done for Cuba, you prate about your 
| patriotism. You took by war the gem of the ocean from Spain 
| and pretended that you didit in the interest of freedom. You have 
| hedged that about with Platt amendments; you have coerced 
them into tariff discrimination against all of us to their injury 
| and to your benefit, and yet you ask us to join with you in main- 
| taining an open-door policy of trade in the great markets of the 
| Orient, and that in spite of your Chinese-exclusion acts, your re- 

strictive immigration and contract-labor laws, all of which you 
| have coerced Cuba into adopting. Why should we not join in 
| coercing the countries of the Orient into closing this open door 
| against American manufacturers, and leave it open only to us’ 
| Why should we not retaliate on account of your miserable Cuban 
| policy? If you do this with one independent American republic, 
| what assurance have we that you will not at the first opportunity 
'take similar action with the other South American Republics 

under the wing of your Monroe doctrine. Why should we not 

unite in barring American products wherever possible in any of 

the world’s markets. If you call on this commercial war, why 

should we not fight for our trade? , 
| The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that my colleague may be permitted to conclude his remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to say to the gentleman 
from Texas that he has agreed to recognize other gentlemen, and 
| an extension of the time prevents other gentlemen from being 
heard and from speaking at the time they expecta]. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. My colleague thinks that ten minutes 
will be sufficient for him to conclude in. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the committee desire to shut out other 
gentlemen the Chair is not responsible if they can not be heard. 
Unanimous consent is asked that the gentleman may be permitted 
to continue his remarks for ten minutes. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BURGESS. Now, rapidly trying to conclude, Mr. Ckair- 
man and gentlemen, this foreign policy, in my judgment, to which 
we will be committed when we vote to support this bill is the 
most dangerous feature under existing conditions. My friend 
from Virginia [Mr. Swanson] tried to meet the argument of my 
colleague [Mr. BALL of Texas] in discussing this bill of forcing on 
Cuba a protective wall of 20 per cent by saying that the Cubans 
| could reduce the tariff in our favor and make up the necessary 
deficiency by an internal-revenue tax, and thus met Mr. BA..’s 
argument. But it does not meet mine. 

I do not care whether he lets the tariff up or down, it will be 20 
per cent difference in favor of the United States against every 
nation on earth, and we will be charged with having, as the 
guardian of our ward, forced that international principle upon an 
| independent nation against the interests of European countries. 
and they will say to us, you have no right under our international 
law to ask us to join with you in an open-door policy anywhere. 

The diplomats of Europe, ever ready to take advantage of our 
mistakes and turn them to their commercial account, will turn 
this unreasonable proposition against the American people, and it 
will result in God knows what. For one Iam not willing to com- 
mit myself to it. I would rather stand for the old doctrine of 
peace and amity with all nations and entangling alliances with 
none. And of all the entangling, contemptible, miserable alli- 
ances is the selfish one based on the dollar; haying no patriotic 
sentiment in their union, and offering nothing on earth to posterity. 

I have no feeling against Great Britain, but I have a bitter 
contempt for any sort of an alliance with her, commercially or 
otherwise, against any other European powers. I feel the same 
way toward Germany, France,and Russia. Let us have the old- 
| time Democratic peace and amity and good willof all nations and 
| no entangling alliances. Let us dare to hold the Democratic (oc- 
| trine of tariff for revision for revenue, and repudiate the sham 
| reciprocity which seeks to juggle with the revenues of the people. 
| Inconclusion, gentlemen of the committee, I welcome the fact 
that this controversy has arisen, has been intense, has been bitter 
| and prolonged, for Iam one of those who believe that discussion 
which leads to thought and investigation is one of the surest aids 
to Democratic supremacy, and a benefit to the toiling masses of 
this country. ether this bill passes or not, Democracy will be 
strengthened. Reciprocity and representation are two issues 
which will not bear honest investigation, and I regard the Cuban 
and CRUMPACKER as both unwittingly giving friendly comfort to 
Democratic hope of success. 

It is time that the farmer and stock raiser of this country should 
awake to the realization of the fact that the Republican party 
offers him no substantial relief, and that if he is inclined to its 
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support he had better pause ere he trades off his birthright for a | will go almost entirely to the great New York buyer of this sugar, 
mess of political pottage. the only buyer—the New York sugar trust—who will fix the price 

In the coming Congressional and Presidential campaign, older | and dictate terms. They will get the Cuban sugar now produced 
and abler hands than mine will snatch the mask from the face of | and in prospective at lower rates, and in this way their existing 
protection and her twin children, the trust and reciprocity, and | differential, out of which they have made such enormous divi- 
then aroused patriotic conscience in the American voter will force | dends, will be largely increased. The title of this bill should be 


at the polls, not a reorganization of a pee of the people, but a | changed so as to read: *‘A bill to increase the differential of the 
reunion under the old flag and on the ol 


battle ground that shall | sugar trust and to augment their profits, while the cane and beet- 
bring an overwhelming Democratic victory. | sugar industries are destroyed.’’ The title of the bill should cor- 
I can hear the tread of the gathering clans as they come from | respond to the actual facts and the known effect of the bill. 
divers pathways, merging into the high road of tariff reform, I propose to speak on this billnotasamere partisan. [Applause.] 
which leads to the old and ever victorious Democratic battlefield | Itis really as hard to excuse a Democrat who votes for it as a Repub- 
of ‘* Equal rights to all and special privileges to none.” | lican who does so. Although this is an Administration measure, 
I can see gathering on the one hand the battle-scarred veterans | and without the urgency of the Executive could not stand one 
who followed the golden banner of Cleveland and Carlisle. Ican | hour in this House, we find a number of Democrats willing to 
see on the other hand the gathering of the great clan who fol- | support it. It is hard to conceive why they should do so. I 
lowed the silver-starred banner of Bryan and Bland. I can see | counsel no mere factious opposition to the recommendations of the 
gathering and mingling with these the faces of thousands of pa- | President on any subject, and in my service here for ten years I 
triotic recruits coming from paths leading from all parties, and | have never indulged in it. Now, the Democrats on the Ways and 
mingling in the great patriotic reunion of the forces of the people | Means Committee endeavored to amend this bill. They tried first 
against the oppression of protection, trusts, reciprocity, and im- | to abolish the differential duty of the sugar trust. The Repub- 
perialism. lican members voted that proposition down. The Democrats 
I can see floating serenely among this great gathering of hosts | have nothing to expect in the way of political help from the sugar 
the old-time Democratic banners with their old-time inscriptions, | trust; they know well its unscrupulous character; and it seems to 
and I can hear the trumpet call to conflict, as of old. I can hear | me that this revelation of its purpose alone ought to have sufficed 
the shout of our great commander in that coming battle, whose | to lead them to vote against this bill first, last, and all the time. 
obscure face I can not now define, as he calls to this host of peo- There was another proposition of the Democratic members of 
ple with the old cry, ‘‘ We denounce the doctrine of protection as a | the committee, namely, to have a 
fraud, a robbery of the many to enrich the few. Down with 





trusts and with imperialism and rescue this Republic from the er ce reer at 
hands of those who now would wreck it, and save ‘the govern- | 24 not to pick out the sugar and tobacco industries as special 
ment of the people’ to the people!” victims of reduced duties. This proposition would have relieved 


The issue of that conflict can not remain in doubt. If this | the bill to some extent. at least, of the charge of being a harsh, 
reunion occurs a triamphant victory will crown such a Democratic invidious, and discriminating statute, singling out special indus- 
reunion, and again in the sweep of the century will be demon- tries for attack; but this, too, was rejected. The cut was to be 
strated the deathlessness of Democracy. [Prolonged applause. } applied to the farmer, or rather to two or three classes of farmers. 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman, in what I shall say The sugar grower and the tobacco grower are selected for the sac- 
upon this bill I shall endeavor to avoid any personal reflection | Tifice. The farmer all along the northern border is now pro- 
upon any member of this House. so far as motives are concerned, | tected against his Canadian rival. His lumber, poultry, eggs, 
and also upon the Executive. But, sir, I can not speak or think | ©hickens, hops, butter, barley, oats, potatoes, and all farm prod- 
of this bill without indignation. It violates the economic princi- | @°* 4T€ protected by heavy duties. Is he a better man than the 
ples declared and recognized by both of the two great political | beet-sugar grower of Michigan and Minnesota? ; 
parties of the land. It disregards their solemn pledges and plain Is not this bill a precedent for striking him down next by a Cana- 
duties. It makes war upon the most elementary principles by dian reciprocity arrangement? Such a scheme is proposed and 
which the statesmanship of great and wise nations is managed urged. It naturally finds favor among the New York capitalists, 
and has been managed all over the world, including the better | W290 seem to have such a strange and_ mysterious influence upon 
days of our own Republic. It flouts the teachings and maxims of | °"". legislation. I do not envy the Democrat representing an 
our wisest and most renowned statesmen and Presidents. It agricultural constituency who goes home and has to explain his 
makes war upon two of our industries, both agricultural indus- course in voting for a bill which singles out large farming classes 
tries, North and South and West, which are supporting hundreds for various reductions, while it leaves untouched all the interests 
of thousands of laborers, and which, though now. temporarily protected by the trusts. If he has to meet the charge that he 
depressed, promise upon the highest authority a great develop- helped the Republicans to cripple those agricultural interests and 
ment in the immediate future. , to enhance the profits of the New York sugar trust, he may have 

a hard time to explain his vote to a constituency of farmers. He 
SELECTION OF VICTIMS. may in the end have to call on the mountains to cover him from 

There is some impartiality, I concede, Mr. Chairman, in your | their wrath. [Applause. ] ' 
selection of your victims. You assail directly and confiscate one The farmers of the land are an intelligent class of men, and 
hundred and thirty millions of capital invested in some eight or they know well by this time that their interest consists in stand- 
ten States of the Union under the implied pledge of your past leg- | ing together. Suppose they should say to this candidate, ‘** We 
islation, and you injure, also, affiliated industries in these and | can not just now reach the real or chief authors of this unjust 
many other States. The white man in Michigan who grows beets legislation, but you have helped to turn us over to the tender 
or makes beet sugar you are willing to ruin as quickly as the Loui- | mercies of the sugar trust, and as you have indorsed this note we 
siana planter. But this is not enough for you. You turn out of | will hold you responsible.’’ How about the representative of a 
employment over a quarter of a million of bla¢k men whom you tobacco-growing or manufacturing industry? He may attempt 
enfranchised in 1865, and to whom we are giving employment | to excuse his vote by alleging that the tobacco grower in his dis- 
and bread, and will continue to give bread as long as we are | trict is not endangered by Cuban competition, but then he is con- 
allowed zee to do so. With all your loud professions you fronted by the fact that the tobacco growers and manufacturers 

i 


° 


seem to think you owe these negroes nothing. Your bill says | of this country have, with one voice, protested against this meas- 
to them, ure. This is significant. Do uot these gentlemen—the tobacco 
“ROOT, HOG, OR DIE.” growers—understand their interests quite as well as the Congress- 


It save. “ 2 man? Who can measure the possibilities of Cuban tobaceo and 
sal Joomla tian Magenta ch eee fel. say with certainty that any kind of tobacco grown in the United 
low colored man;” or, if you can not get work there, borrow an States will be free from Cuban competition if the tariff be re- 
idea from the grand army of Cuban patriots, who by threatening duced? a 
robbery and_brigandage secured three millions of bounty from Lop Ste ea eoogaama 
the United States Government at the close of the Spanish war. The tobacco grower and manufacturer both protest against any 
But the black man of Louisiana no 1 Tr claims your sym thies. reduction of duty, and the politician who endangers their liveli- 
You have set up a new idol—a new o ject of worship. wee are | hood may have an account to settle for the act. I think that 
greatly concerned, or profess to be, about the Cubans, the Span- | Ohio, Pennsylvania, Connecticut, Virginia, and Maryland may 
iards, the Africans there, the mass of Asiatics or coolies, and the | all be heard from on this question of the tobacco duty. A few 
planters, Spanish Cuban. I say “ profess” carefully. years ago nobody dreamed that Connecticut, Pennsylvania, and 
oun unw Yeon Ohio could enter the field of tobacco growing and produce 
ee SR START. the highest and most valuable grades. It was supposed by some 
Mn slightest knowledge and investigation of this question dis- | that certain counties in southern Virginia and some North Caro- 
oa the fact that the Cuban planter and his hands will _ little | lina counties had this advantage exclusively, but now the North- 
nefit from this destruction of our sugar industries. e profit | ern farmer is reaping high profits from tobacco culture. Such 
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discoveries as these, such changes in culture so common nowa- The Democrats have not been any more consistent on this issue 


days, ought to admonish incautious gentlemen that in throwing | than the Republicans. 


In the earlier party contests, and during 


down the bars they may develop in Cuba rivals in all the brands | the long period from 1789, when our first legislation was framed, 


and forms of tobacco; and here, leaving them entirely without 
excuse, comes in the indisputable fact that the Cuban tobacco in- 
dustry is prosperous and has suffered nothing, as sugar has, from 
general overproduction or from European legislation. 

In view of these considerations, Mr. Chairman, I think that the 
Representatives of agricultural districts who favor this legislation 
are laying up trouble for themselves at home by doing so, and that 
their own interest and that of their constituents would prompt a 
very different course. Iam not willing to make my appeal to them 
based on the mere ground of personal interest. But they owe 
something to the great farming class of this country, and they 
owe everything to those great principles of justice and equity 
without which any tariff bill becomes iniquitous, oppressive, and 
criminal. How can any Democrat who votes for this bill here- 
after arraign the Dingley tariff bill for its alleged discriminations, 
for being class legislation, for fostering and promoting trusts, 
and for treating the farmer class with injustice? 

TRUST V. FARMER. 


Have the farmers of this land come here from any section to ask 
for this bill? You have seen the work of the sugar trust and the 
Cuban speculators about the Capitol. Their literature is spread 


broadcast over the land, and according to the high authority of | 


our Speaker they have manipulated a portion of the American 
press in favor of the policy of this bill, but the farmers, so far as 
they have spoken at all, have spoken against it. The sugar plant- 
ers and the beet growers have asked you and begged you not to 
destroy their industry and wipe out their capital. 

I do not see how any Democrat can consistently refuse to listen 
to this appeal. I feel that I have a right to appeal asa Louisiana 
Representative to every Democrat of this House not to give a vote 
which will strike down an industry which supports over half a 
million of people in the State of Louisiana. Remember, that our 
sugar lands are not adapted to other farming products which 
thrive elsewhere, such as wheat. Surely the bankruptcy and 
misery of our people will do no good to yours. Louisiana has 
done them and you no wrong. What is our crime that we are 
thus strangely and cruelly denied your sympathy in an hour of 

rial and danger? 

Mr. Chairman, I am aware that some gentlemen will say that 
they desire a reduction and a general revision of the tariff, and that 
they feel bound to go for any bill which offers a reduction in any 
direction, even if they can not get more. It would be a full and 
complete answer to this position to say that even if the sugar 
tariff were excessive, which I deny, it would be the height of injus- 
tice to cut it down unless at the same time the planter is relieved of 
the high prices he has to pay for anything and everything used in 
his industry and in his household. If you can and will give him 
lower prices for his machinery, farming implements, and the like, 
clothing of all sorts, then you may fairly take up the question of 
the sugar duties for consideration, and not before. The Louisiana 
sugar planter did not suffer under the tariff of 1846 because, 
while he had to stand a lower rate of duty, the tariff was also 
reduced on everything he had to buy. 

The question of the tariff has been a topic of political discus- 
sion at different periods of our history. It hasrarely been madea 
strictly party question. Neither party has a consistent record on 
this subject. The public men of each party have differed and 
differed honestly. The tariff bill of 1846 was indeed a party ques- 
tion and was carried by a party vote of the Democracy. But the 


tariff bill of 1857, which made a general reduction of the rates of | 


that of 1846, was carried through the two Houses of Congress by 
a nonpartisan vote. It was supported by a number of the most 
distinguished Republicans of both Houses of Congress. The Re- 
publicans acquired control of the National Government in 1861, 
and except for eight years have held it to this time—that is to say, 


thirty-three years out of forty-one years. These war tariffs were | 


mainly to raise revenue, and it was so also for long years after the 
war. The issue of protection was not prominent at all. 

In these years some of the leading Republicans in Congress 
had a warm side for the revenue idea of a tariff. General Gar- 
field, one of their most accomplished and intellectual leaders, 
was, I recall, a member of the celebrated Cobden Club, a politi- 
cal, free-trade club, named for the great English statesman, who 
was the leader of the agitation which overthrew the corn laws 


TARIFF WAS NOT PARTY ISSUE. 


down to 1828, the tariff was not madeapartyissue. The first tariff 
bill passed—namely. that of July 4, 1789—in its preamble stated, 
among other objects, that it was necessary ‘‘for the encourage- 
ment and protection of manufacturers that duties be laid on 
goods, wares, and merchandise imported.’’ These duties were not 
excessive, but the idea of protection and of building up manufac- 
tures was there in the preamble to that initial tariff statute. This 
thought was a very natural one, indeed. The thirteen colonies 
were then mainly agricultural, almost exclusively so in fact, and 
in their seven years’ struggle with England they felt the lack 
of a development in the arts. The same trouble, I may here 
state, was felt in the South during the war between the States. 
The great men of that day, I mean 1787-1789, wanted a country 
independent in peace and also in war. In this light Iam bound 
to construe the 8th section of article 1 of the Federal Constitu- 
tion, which reads as follows: 

The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, 
and excises, to pay the debts and provide for the common defense and gen- 
eral welfare of the United States. 

I believe these last words are words of limitation rather than a 
general and original grant of power; but plainly enough it is said 
that duties and imposts may be laid in order to provide for the 
‘*common defense’ of the United States. Such an object was a 
wise provision of statesmanship by men who had gone through a 
seven years’ struggle, handicapped by the lack of manufacturers, 
and it comports with the tariff bill of 1789, which you remember 
was passed only two years after the United States Constitution was 
framed at Philadelphia. 

My recollection is that the Democrats of that period made no 
issue on the tariff question, but they did object to the system of 
internal-revenue duties and excises enacted by the Federal party 
under John Adams, and when they came into power they proceeded 
to wipe them out. The effect of repealing internai-revenue taxes 
was, of course, to necessitate a higher tariff in order to support 
the Government. 

I beg to say here that the language of the act of July 4, 1789, 
was not used lightly or carelessly. On the contrary, the text of 
the preamble I have quoted was reiterated word for word in the 
very next tariff act passed, namely, the act of August 10, 1790. 
Remember that at that time General Washington was,President 
and Thomas Jefferson was his Secretary of State. I am very 
sure that you will not find in the writings and record of Wash- 
ington, Jefferson, Madison, or Monroe anything in conflict with 
the idea of protecting our industries. 

In 1888 the Hon. Samuel J. Randall, an honored leader of the 
Democracy and one of the truest friends the South ever had. was 
assailed because he would not support the famous Mills tariff bill. 
He defended himself by quoting from Jefferson's repeated letters, 
by citations from the recorded opinions of Madison, Monroe, and 
Jackson. I could easily quote these opinions, but I do not want 
to consume your time. If gentlemen think that the authority of 
these great Democratic leaders is entitled to any weight they 
can find them set forth in Mr. Randall’s speech of May 18, 185s, 
on the tariff, delivered in this Hall. 

Mr. Calhoun opposed, as he had a right to do, the bill of 1828, 
and under Mr. Clay’s wise leadership that act was repealed and 
the compromise tariff bill of 1832 enacted, thus ending a painful 
controversy. It must be remembered, however, that Mr. Cal- 
houn favored the tariff bill of 1816, which was a protective tariff 
bill, and when the tariff act of 1846 was under discussion he op- 
posed the doctrine of free raw material on which some gentlemen 
insist. 

I wish to observe here and emphasize this position and state- 
ment: Thée sugar duty has generally been maintained and in- 
sisted on by the Democratic party and by the revenue tariff men 


SUGAR DUTY DEMOCRATIC. 


as a revenue duty. The high duties imposed by the old statutes 
of 1789 and 1790 on sugar were, of course, revenue duties strictly, 
for at that time Louisiana had not been acquired and we were 
making no sugar. <A duty is surely a revenue duty when it yields 
a big revenue, and this is what sugar has done all through our 


_ legislative history. 


and made England a free-trade country. The Republicans made | On the other hand, itis obvious that if you are to apply the 
many tariff changes, and, as time passed, have become more and | protection principle to our industries fairly, the farmer and the 
more committed to the protective tariff theory, though I regret to | sugar grower are equally entitled to full protection along with 
say they are not applying it fairly in this bill. In 1890 they passed | other industries. The protectionist who is not willing to concede 
a bill highly protective, but they took sugar out of the class of pro- | such equality is not fair or logical, in my opinion. ; 
tective industries. It is true they gave a liberal bounty to sugar, I care not what principle you adopt, whether of protection oT 
but they knew it was a mode of legislation which could not be | seeking to raise the large revenue we need, the sugar duty is de- 
expected to stand, and it was finally overthrown. fensible on either theory of public policy. [Applause.] 
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It is well, I think, Mr. Chairman, to consider the trend of pub- 
lic opinion on this question. In the early days of the tariff con- 
troversy it was urged by the friends of protection that protective 
or discriminating duties were necessary to protect the American 
laborer against the pauper Iabor of Europe. At that time Eu- 
rope was the competitor we chiefly had to dread. The hordes 
of Asia were not then considered by the disputants. But since 
then the Asiatic peril has become a serious menace. We see in 
China over 400,000,000 of ple—hardy, mdustrious, intelligent, 
and with a wonderful faculty in the arts. I do not mean discovery 
but imitation. They readily learn any branch of work. They 
will work as long as a white man or longer. They can live and 
thrive in their own land on 5 to 10 cents per day. They can live 
here on one-fourth of the wages of an American workingman. 
We have had to laws to exclude them. But the question is 
one of the admission of their products, with prices based on such 
a low scale of wages. 

There are hundreds of millions more of Asiatics who live as 
cheaply in Asiaas the Chinaman. So it is not so much a question 
of competing with the pauper labor of Europe as it is with the 
pauper labor of Asia. e position of the question is changed, 
and I think public opinion has finally settled down upon the posi- 
tion that the difference in the prices paid to labor must be taken 
into account in framing our tariffs. I do not expect to see in my 
time any struggle or dispute over that question. Sir, I consider 
that the best thought of the Democratic party and, I may say, of 
the country, is fairly embodied in the language of the Democratic 
platform of 1884, adopted at Chicago. It declared: 

DEMOCRATIC PLATFORM. 


Knowing full well, however, that legislation affecting the operations of the 
poor ao cautious — Fy es = eee. not in arene of pub- 
ic opinion, responsive to eman mocratic party 
to reeign the tariff in a spirit of fairness to all interests. But in quinn re- 
duction in taxes it is not pro: to injure any domestic industries, but 
rather to mote their healthy growth. the foundation of this Gov- 
ernment taxes collected at the custom-house hawe been the chi 


chief source of 
Federal revenue. Such they must continue to be. Moreover, many indus- 
tries have come to rely upon 


en for successful continuance, so that any 
change of law must be regar of the laborand capitalthusinvolved. The 
process of the reform must be subject in the execution to this plain dictate of 
justice—all taxation shall be limited to the requirementsof economical gov- 
ernment. The necessary reduction and taxation can and must be effected 
without depriving American labor of the ability to —— successfully 
with foreign labor and without imposing lower rates of duty than will be 
ample to cover any increased cost of production which may exist in conse- 
quence of the higher rate of wages prevailing in this country. 


Such was the wise and considerate statesmanship of the Demo- 


cratic national convention which assembled at Chicago in July, | 


1884. I ask the Democrats of this House—each and all of them— 
to test this bill by this platform, and say which is right, the 
platform or this sugar-trust bill. 


What would that convention of 1884 have said to a proposition to | 


give the power to the sugar trust—the power tocrush out all com- 
— in the United States and to monopolize absolutely the 


yusiness of refining all our sugar and fixing the price to the con- | seeking to remodel our tariff system to put money in their pockets, 


sumer? 

The Democratic national convention which met at St. Louis in 
1888 recognized expressly the same principle embodied in the 
platform of 1884—that in adjusting the rates of a tariff ‘‘ due al- 
lowance’’ must be made ‘‘for the difference between the wages 
of American and foreign labor.”’ 

So far as the Republicans are concerned, I might spend days 
and weeks in citing authorities, platforms, and expressions which 
absolutely condemn the present bill, but I will content myself 
with one or two extracts which I consider specially appropriate. 

On April 30, 1901, the celebrated Home Market Club of Boston 
gave a grand dinner, at which were present a number of eminent 
Republicans. The principal speaker eulogized the tariff enacted 
by the Republicans (which is now to be attacked piecemeal by 
its own friends) and complimented the club by Saying: 

PROTECT LABOR. 


But you have established the principle that the tariff shall always protect 
the conditions of American life by a duty at least equivalent to the differ- 
ence in the labor cost here and abroad. 


The orator who enunciated this sound principle was Vice-Presi- | 


dent Roosevelt, now the President of the United States. The 
situation in respect to the relative cost and conditions of labor 
between our own couftry and tropical countries has not changed 


one iota since April, 1901. Economic truth has certainly not | 


changed in the past twelve months. There is hardly an intelli- 


gent high-school boy who does not know that the ‘“‘ conditions of | 


American life’ and of the American laborer are altogether dif- 
ferent from those of the Cuban laborer, whether he be a negro, a 
Spaniard, or a cooly or some Cuban who may perchance be will- 
ing to work. 

The tropical laborer can get along with far less rich food—less 
meat, butter, and other things—than the American laborer. It 
costs far less to feed him. The climate ismild. There is no win- 
ter, frost,or snow. His clothing need not cost him a third of what 
it would cost our laborers in Louisiana or Michigan. He does not 





need fuel tokeep him and hisfamily warm. As for that, he is often 
not a family man. He can sleep outdoors in a hammock and not 
suffer. There are hundreds of comforts and necessaries which 
the American laborer needs and is accustomed to have, and to 
which the Cuban or tropical laborer is absolutely indifferent. 
If he is a Chinaman or a cooly, the contrast is even stronger. 
Everyone who knows anything about tropical life in the East or 
the West Indies knows this to be true of the laboring or peasant 
class in these countries. 

The condition of the American laborer, whether in Louisiana 
or Michigan, white or biack, is altogether different. The Amer- 
ican laborer wants comfort for himself and his family; he wants 
not a hammock, but a house well warmed; he wants nourishing 
food, expensive foed, warm and more expensive clothing, fuel, 
and many other things, and he gets them and will continue to 
get them unless you take the bread from his mouth and make 
him a wanderer on the face of the earth. 

With such facts we have a right to ask President Roosevelt to 

| stand by his Home Market speech. [Applause.]} 

Mr. Chairman, there is one other Republican authority from 
whom I beg to quote, not merely on account of the high personal 
and official character of the witness, but because he vividly por- 
trays the situation around this capital and throws a flood of ight 
upon the abominable influences which have plotted and demanded 
the sacrifice of our domestic industries for the benefit of Cuban 
| speculators and the New York sugar trust. I quote from a letter 
| written on the 6th of February last, about two months ago, by the 
Hon. D. B. HENDERSON, Speaker of this House. Probably no man 
in this body has such ample opportunity for knowing all the ins 
and outs of legislative work of penetrating the secret, occult 
influences which are brought to bear to pass or defeat a particular 
|measure. His position usually constrains him to silence, but on 
| this occasion he spoke out with refreshing vigor. In this letter 


| he says: 


| SPEAKER HENDERSON EXPOSES SUGAR TRUST. 


The second question is, What are we going to do for Cuba’ It is a separate 
and distinct proposition, and this is the situation: Those contending for Cuba 


| wanta reduction of 50 per cent or a clean sweep of duties between us and 


that country. Contending for this doctrine is, first, the American sugar trust, 
which is here in the person of its ablest managers; second, the money, the 
| capital that has been put into the construction of railroads in Cuba, where a 
system of railroads extending along what may be termed the backbone of 
the island, with arms extending from the backbone into each part of it, is in 
process of construction; all the money in this enterprise, of course, is anxious 
to build up the commerce of ; third, there are millions of dollars that 
have gone into Cuba, buying up plantations, cheap lands, and, with large 
| syndicates f , are seeking to make fortunes out of the sugar industry. 

hen, again, there are Americans over there with vast sumsof money in va- 
| rious enterprises who are all anxious for this. Then, again, the Cubans 
| themselves who have thecapital are anxious to have free-trade relations with 
the United States. These all touch elbows and are working together. 


Mark well the language of our Speaker. Note the character of 
this allied army—the New York sugar trust, the American specn- 
lators and syndicates in Cuba, and the rich Cuban planters—all 





and in order to secure this result, eager to destroy our sugar in- 
dustries and to imperil our tobacco industry, to say nothing of 
others, the tariff is to be cut 20 per cent to satisfy this greedy 
crowd—sugar, tobacco, iron, and everything else—to enrich a 
class of men who probably did not contribute a dozen men, all 
told, to secure the freedom of Cuba. [Applause.]} 

The Speaker says in this letter that the Secretary of Agriculture 

told him that every acre of land in Iowa was capable of raising 
| the sugar beet and that this was true of every State throughont 
| the West. The sugar trust demands the sacrifice of this industry 
| and the entire abandonment of this business. ** Stand and de- 
| liver’’ is their modest request to the Western farmer. 
I should like to have time to quote more of this very able letter. 
| There is one passage worthy of the attention of members who 
| have of late been inundated with sugar-trust literature. He 
speaks of the lies sent out by the ** press which is being manipu- 
lated in the interest of free trade with Cuba.” 

If any member has any doubt of the connection of the sugar 
trust with this contest, let him study the quotations of this stock 
in the New York market. It was not the interest of the trust to 
let their hand be seen. It was not deemed advisable for them to 
put their known leaders in the foreground when they could put up 
before the committee men not notoriously connected with them to 
advocate their interests. Nor was it their interest or good policy 
for them to let their stock go up too rapidly, as that rise would 
| challenge public attention, but the idea of outside parties that 
| they would carry their project, at least in part, has had its nat- 
' oak effect on the sugar stock. It is a subject of comment in the 

daily press. If this bill should pass, the result of your benevo- 

lence will be promptly recorded in the stock market of New York 
| by a big rise in sugar-trust stock. 

In the month of January last the Ways and Means Committee 

| gave nine days, beginning on the 15th and ending on the 29th, to 

| the different interests that desired to be heard on this question. 
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They heard certain American interests favoring reciprocity legis- 
lation, and also Cuban interests on the same side, 
and Americans. 
nares heard the American interests opposed to this legis- 
ation. 


These included the beet-sugar manufacturing interests, | 


the beet-growing interests, the American cane-sugar interests, and | 


the American tobacco interests, cigar makers, manufacturers, 


dealers, and packers, and the tobacco growers. The doors were | 


thrown open also to the Hawaii, San Domingo, and Porto Rican 
interests. In addition to this, Dr. Harvey W. Wiley, chief of the 
Bureau of Chemistry in the United States Department of Agricul- 


_ millions of dollars, and the hybrid laborers of Cuba, whom to help 
th Cubans | 
On the other side—the side of the American | 


and pacify is the alleged object of your bill. 

The colored men of Louisiana understand the situation, and they 
have, by their Colored Men’s Industrial League and the Colored 
Men's Laboring Alliances, protested against this policy of sacri- 
ficing them and their race under the pretense of aiding Cuba. In 
other forms and modes the black man has appealed to you to stay 
your hand. It is pretended that as the United States delivered 
Cuba from the Spanish yoke and relieved her from a multitude 
of taxes, imposts, and exactions, and has given her independence 


| and a free hand, this country is bound to set her up in business. 


ture, was heard at length, and spoke with a fullness of knowledge | 


and cancer that can not be too highly commended. 
ernment experts testified also. The committee have added in an 
appendix a number of valuable documents. The result is a volume 
of nearly 800 pages of the most instructive character. 

I wish that every member of this House could have listened to 
these hearings, or at least would give a careful study to this vol- 
ume before casting his vote. If this were done, I should have 
very little fear of the result. 

PROFESSOR WILEY ON SUGAR. 

Professor Wiley is a perfectly disinterested witness. He has 
not a dollar of interest in any beet-sugar or cane-growing indus- 
try, but he understands the subject thoroughly in its scientific, 
practical, and political aspects, and anyone who wishes to under- 
stand the whole question and its present conditions ought to study 
his testimony. It covers the whole ground. I wish here to call 
special attention to his statement of the cost of making refined 
beet sugar and cane sugar in this country. He puts the former 
at 4 cents a pound and he puts the cost of producing fair refining 
centrifugal sugar of 96 polarization in Louisiana at not less than 
34 cents per pound. 

The State of Louisiana has such a deep, vital, and pressing in- 


Other Gov- | 


terest in this question that she sent up a delegation of her most | 


intelligent and representative citizens to protest against this leg- 
islation. There were representatives from every great interest— 
fromthe planters, all the commercial bodies, the associated banks 
of New Orleans, and gentlemen representing both the great po- 
litical parties of the country. As I can not repeat, or even refer 
in detail, as I would like,to their testimony, I think I ought at 
least to specify the names and character of those witnesses and 


| people went to work to restore this industry. 


ask gentlemen of the House to read and weigh what they said | 


before the Committee on Ways and Means. 
STATEMENT OF LOUISIANA REPRESENTATIVES. 

Col. James D. Hill, president of the Poydras Planting and Man- 
ufacturing Company of New Orleans, made the first statement. 
It was full, elaborate, and a candid presentation of the question, 
especially in reference to conditions in Louisiana and Cuba. He 
was followed by ex-Governor Warmoth, a prominent Republican, 
and a large sugar planter, who began planting twenty-odd years 
ago. Then came Mr. J. N. Pharr,a cane grower and sugar man- 
ufacturer, and Mr. James W. Porch, representing the Board of 
Trade of New Orleans and the New Orleans Progressive Union. 
Mr. Porch also presented the protest of the New Orleans Cotton 
Exchange against this proposed legislation. These three organiza- 


| the New York sugar trust, both seeking to destroy us. 


| gar and a great fall in prices. 


tions, as Mr. Porch said, cover practically the entire commercial | 


field in New Orleans. Mr. Porch has lived a good deal in Latin 
America or tropical countries, and was able to contrast the two 
civilizations. 

Then came the Hon. T. 8. Wilkinson, a large sugar planter, who 
for a long time ably represented Louisiana on this floor. 
G. W. Nott is not a sugar planter. He came in behalf of the 


Mr. | 


associated banks of New Orleans to protest against this legisla- | 


tion and to say for these banks that already the mere threat of legis- 


lation is crippling the sugar industry by preventing the necessary | 


advances to make the crop. He presented their letter to Presi- 
dent Roosevelt to this effect. Another important witness was 


Mr. D. D. Colcock, secretary and superintendent of the Louisi- | 


ana Sugar Exchange, secretary and treasurer of the Cane Growers’ 
Association, and secretary of the Scientific Agricultural Associa- 


tion of Louisiana. 
VARIED LOUISIANA INTERESTS. 


Surely this enumeration ought to satisfy you that it is not a few 


Uncle Sam must put his hand into his own pocket, or, it would 
be more correct to say, into the pockets of the American beet-sugar 
and cane interests, in order to insure good wages and prosperity 
to the Cubans. Allow me to ask right there this question: You 
enfranchised the blacks at the close of the civil war. Did you do 
anything for the blacks then in the way of giving them employ- 
ment or bread? You gave them the ballot, I know, and now and 
then a vote will buy a breakfast or a day’s board, but it will not 
maintain a man or a family for a week, and still less for a month 
ora year. These eight or nine millions of negroes in the South 
whom for over thirty years you have turned over for employment 
to the whites who were left ruined and beggared by the war and 
your action—have not these negroes as good a claim on you for 
bread and employment as the Cuban laborers? How is it that in 
one direction you are so sentimental and hysterical and in the 
other cold, indifferent, and even cruel? 

There was a time when Louisiana raised one-half of the sugar 
consumed in this country. “In those days we had organized, 
steady labor and no hostile tariff. Sugar everywhere had a high 
price, largely exceeding present rates. We did not plant with a 
constant sense of insecurity. The idea of sacrificing our indus- 
try to benefit foreigners or speculators had not entered the mind 
of man. The war came with its havoc and desolation. Labor 
was disorganized and. unreliable. The levees had been cut and 
our best lands for sugar and cotton were under water. Capital 
had been swept away. Underevery discouragement possible our 
We have had no 
help from the Federal Government. We have had continual 
tariff charges and a constant sense of insecurity. 

HOSTILE SUGAR LEGISLATION. 

We have had hostile tariffs and unfriendly legislation in respect 
to sugar. We have had to meet high duties on everything the 
planter needed in his business to support hishousehold. We have 
had the sugar-beet industry of Europe, Germany ey and 

Ye have 
had to face of late years an extraordinary overproduction of su- 
This overproduction has operated 
against us in Louisiana, as well as against the Cuban sugar grow- 
ers, and the American sugar-beet growers. 

Notwithstanding all those obstacles and discouragements we 
kept up our industry. [Applause.] We have not gone on in the 
old ways, but have availed ourselves of every improvement in sugar 
culture and sugar manufacture, and of every method that science 
and experience could suggest. We are producing 300,000 tons of 
sugar per year. With an adequateand fair duty this product may 
be largely increased. I should say that with fair treatment and 
steady legislation Louisiana and other cane-growing sections of 
the South could finally supply the wants of the American people, 
but I am bound to consider in this connection that the consump- 
tion of this country is rapidly increasing and will be very large 
in the immediate future. And then there is the amazing growth 
of the sugar-beet culture in the United States, which began only 
the other day and already produces 150,000 tons per annum. 

When you consider what has already been done with this indus- 
try, the prospect of further improvements in culture, and the 
great area of the United States and the number of States able to 
produce sugar beets with a high degree of saccharine matter, as 
shown by Professor Wiley’s testimony and maps, and demon- 


| strated by experience, it is hard to conceive any limits to the 


possibilities of the beet-sugar culture, unless, indeed, with 4 
stupid purpose and reckless legislation this Government shall set 


| to work to destroy it. 


planters only that you are dealing with, but all the varied inter- | 
ests of Louisiana—planting, cotton, sugar, manufacturing, com- | 


mercial, and banking. 
race. 1 C L ar in 
dustry than whites, and in the suffering which will be the inevi- 


Nor are you dealing alone with the white | 


There are far more colored men employed in the sugar in- | w ‘ 81 
ticle of luxury but of necessity for all classes and conditions—th« 


table result of this legislation the black race will probably suffer | 


the most. 


SUGAR SHOULD BE SUPPLIED BY UNITED STATES. 
Mr. Chairman, it is certain that the cane-sugar growers and the 
beet-sugar producers at no distant day can supply the United Siates 
withsugar. Is not this a grand desideratum? Sugar is notanar- 


Ought 


rich andthe poor. It isa great article of our food supply. 


He rarely has any capital; he lives by his labor, and | we to be dependent on foreign nations for any part of our necessaTy 


he can not afford to roam over the country to find employment. | food supply? Suppose you have a war, are you sure that you \ ill 


This class of laborers engaged in sugar can not find other employ- 
ment in Louisiana, even at lower wages, and while in their dis- 


have the command of the sea? Great Britain. with her immens: 
navy, may, indeed, sacrifice one of her dependencies, as she }4s 


tress they may not resort to robbery, they will have as good an | done, and trust to her navy to protect her trade, but even she 's 


excuse for it as the so-called Cuban army, to whom you gave three 


beginning at last to change her policy. She has announced that 
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she will no longer sacrifice her sugar refineries and her sugar pro- 


ducers to the German bounty-fed sugar. 

But we are not the first country in naval power. Assuming that 
we are equal to Germany on the sea and will so continue—which | 
is not certain at all—we are not equal to England, France, or 
Russia singly, and a combination of powers inferior to these na- | 
tions would cut off our sugar supply. Is it not a wise act to be | 
self-reliant and — in our own country the sugar that we 
may need, or at least the bulk of it? Is it not rank folly to be de- | 
pendent on a foreign country for our sugar? The country ought 
to be independent in war and in peace. The wisdom of the 
fathers, the experience of France in the Napoleonic wars, ought to 
teach you this much. 

LOUISIANA’S CONDITIONS AND INTERSTATE RELATIONS. 


Mr. Chairman, the population of Louisiana by the last census | 
was a little under 1,400,000, very nearly equal to that of Cuba, but 
immeasurably superior to the people of Cuba both in the white and 
black population—superior in character, intelligence, industry, 
and the standard of comfort for all classes. Many persons have 
come there from all portions of the Union. They have had far 
greater difficulties than Cuba to contend with in the past forty | 
years. They are at work building up a beautiful city and a great 
State. They have er more trade with the rest of the Union 
than we may expect to have with Cuba. The Cuban trade may 
increase, but our trade will increase more rapidly with our sister 
States of the Union than the trade of the United States with Cuba. | 

If you have any doubt about this, compare the trade of the | 
Dominion of Canada with that of Mexico, rich as Mexico is in | 
natural resources and with twice the population of Canada. 
Your trade with all the tropical regions is insignificant compared 
with your trade with the natives living in temperate climes. The 
latter are forced to labor; they produce and they consume. They 
have something to exchange. In the Tropics life is easy, the cli- 
mate is enervating, and the great mass of the people are able to 
live with little exertion. A little labor suffices for their simple 
and inexpensive wants. Judging by our experience with these | 
tropical countries, there is nothing to encourage us to sacrifice or 
ineete any of our own industries for schemes of reciprocity or toin- 
dulge in idle dreams of a vast trade with them. Our fiscal system 
and hope of a great trade development must be built on a broader 
basis and on calculations resting on a wide experience and obser- 
vation. 

Out of this 1,400,000 of people living in Louisiana, some 500,000 
are directly or indirectly engaged in the sugar industry. This is | 
over a third of our population. Destroy or cripple this industry, 
and the lands can be put to no other purpose that will support | 
the present population. We can not raise wheat there at all, 
nor can we grow cotton to any advantage. Mr. Hill testified | 
that the cotton goes to stalk. Perhaps we could grow some | 
corn, but not enough to compete with our Western rivals and the 
States higher up the oy og Valley. Rice was discussed b 
Mr. Porch, a member of the New Orleans Board of Trade, which | 
handles our rice crop. He said that it was one of those crops | 
which are easily overproduced and that it was not one of those | 
things generally consumed as is sugar. 


| which the planter must resort to other States. 


| ple it. 


| white man. 


| be the honest and fair way to do. 


The output of sugar per acre and per ton of cane has been greatly 
increased. New lands are being opened. Old sugar lands are 
better drained and tilled. Every surplus dollar made in sugar 
since the war has gone into sugarhouses and improvements. The 
acreage is increased. The sum of $100,000,000 has been invested. 
The present harvest of cane is from over 300,000 acres. The crop 
of 1900 brought about $35,000,000. There are many things for 
He wants machin- 
ery, lumber. bricks, mules and horses, coal and oil, flour and pro- 
visions of all kinds, feed for his stock, wagons, carriages, and 


| agricultural implements, meats, lard, cheese, butter, beef, boots, 
| shoes, clothing of every kind. 


BENEFITS TO SISTER STATES. 

The Louisiana sugar culture benefits Pennsylvania, Tennessee, 
New York, Illinois, Alabama. Mississippi, Kentucky, Missouri, 
Iowa, Kansas, Minnesota, and the New England States. This 
trade is a large one, and will increase all the time unless you crip- 
I speak of this point only in its material aspects. But your 
people of the North go down in numbers to New Orleans in the 
winter for health and enjoyment—to have a good time. If they 
go there another year and find a gloomy and stricken city they 


| will ask who did all this, and your reputation as statesmen and 
| patriots will not be enhanced by the suggestion that you were help- 


ing Cuba, 
OVERPRODUCTION OF SUGAR. 

The testimony before the Ways and Means Committee shows 
that the sugar industry has suffered everywhere by the overpro- 
duction of sugar, by bounties, and the cartel system of Europe. 
Cuba has suffered the past year, but Louisiana has suffered quite 
as much by all this, mad we are making no profits. Weare barely 
existing, but we have not asked you for new legislation or in- 
creased duties. We are content to struggle as best we may, 


| and in the meantime we hope not to have any new burdens put 


upon us. We have not complained of your high duties on all the 
articles we need for our industries and for our daily wants. We 
are not threatening you with ‘“‘ disturbances’’ or brigandage if 
you do not help us out of our trouble; and here let me say that 


| there is as good order and good feeling between the two races in 


the sugar country of Louisiana as in any part of the American 
Union. The papers tell us that in some parts of this Union the 
negro laborer is not allowed to compete for employment with the 
This is not the case in the sugar-growing portion of 
Louisiana. The black man is welcomed as a laborer and will not 
be discharged from any plantation unless you make it impossible 
to employ him by legislation hostile to him and to us. 
SUGAR AND TOBACCO PAY FOR CHARITY. 

But it is urged that we are bound to assist Cuba and relieve 
her from the consequences of the low price of sugar caused by 
overproduction. You do not owe anything to your own peopie. 
Such is the position. Well, if you do owe anything to Cuba, why 
not give it from your full Treasury, as you did three millions to 
the insurgents at the close of the war? Why not let everybody 
contribute to this bounty instead of making two American in- 
dustries bear the whole burden—sugar and tobacco. Tnis would 
But no. If it were a bounty 


It is the judgment of all our planters and experts that these | given, it would be uphill work to ask the American people to re- 


sugar lands are not suitable for raising other products for profit. 
Even if they were, I suggest that it is very serious business to 
cripple and Leaheens one industry with the expectation that some 
day another industry may be substituted for the one abolished. 
It would not be a kind or a sensible thing to say to a man living 
in New York, Pennsylvania, or Massachusetts, ‘‘ We are going 
to break you up, but aftér you are ruined you may perhaps turn 
your hand to something else.”’ 
$100,000,000 INVESTED IN SUGAR INDUSTRY. 


The capital-invested in the sugar industry is $100,000,000, and 


it was stated in the testimony before the committee that this prop- 


erty was one-third of the whole taxable values of the State of | 
— and bankrupted, 


Louisiana. 
If, therefore, the sugar industry be 
the result will be that the whole Gena of supporting the State 
government will be thrown on the remainder of the States, and 
also of maintaining those who may be made destitute by your 
legislation. Thus you practically consign the whole State to 
bankrupte - You crush New Orleans, a city which, after a very 
long period of depression, is once more becoming prosperous and | 
has just begun certain necessary loczl improvements which in- | 
volve a very heavy expenditure, say twenty or more millions of 


dollars. And yet, while you make your hand heavy on this 
you will 


> 


ple, | 
go on to celebrate Jackson’s victory over the British at 


ew Orleans, and you — $5,000,000 to celebrate at St. 
oa the acquisition of Louisiana by the Jefferson Administra- | 


According to Dr. Stubbs, of the Louisiana Experiment Station, 
great improvements are going on there in the sugar industry. 


| to forei 


| new it a year or two from now. Again, if the bounty system of 
European nations be swept away, as is now indicated, thus taking 
| away all excuse for alleged unprofitable culture in Cuba, the 
| planter there, in addition to the absence of low European sugar 
| as a competitor, would still have the American market by a dis- 

criminating duty of 20 per cent in his favor. The Louisiana 
| sugar grower and the beet grower would be out of the way and 
| Cuba would have the field. 
| The Cuban planter would supply us with raw sugar and the 
| New York sugar trust would have the whole American field of 
refining sugar and an increased differential; so it will not do to pay 
direct from the Treasury if this precious scheme is towork. The 
sugar trust would then have the beet grower as a rival growing 
more dangerous every year. 

OWE CUBA NOTHING. 

But, sir,I deny your proposition. I deny that the United States 
owe any debt to Cuba. The practice of every enlightened nation 
is to take care of its own people, not of foreigners. What it owes 
ers is simple justice. There is not a government in the 
world that even professes to act on any other principle. Even 
England in her war on the Boers does not claim that she went to 


| war to help the Boers, but to maintain, as she says, the rights of 


her own people and the glory and prestige of her imperial author- 
ity in South Africa. Take your Federal Constitution. 

It does not set forth in the preamble that it is framed for the 
benefit of other countries, but for the ‘‘ common defense and gen- 
eral welfare’’ of the United States—our own land. And then 
when you come to the taxing power, what does it say? Congress 
shall have power to lay and collect taxes and ‘‘ to pay the debts 
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and provide for the common defense and general welfare ’’ of the 
United States. It is not for Cuba or Spain or any other coun- 
try. How much did you do for France, without whose timely 
help you could not have succeeded in the struggle for independ- 
ence? You never gave her a dollar for it. You gave her in her 
death struggle a neutrality which was not even “* benevolent,” as 
the phrase goes. 
ACCOUNT WITH CUBA. 


State your account with Cuba, if you please. Whatisit? First, 
you forced Spain to moderate the harshness of her war on the 
Cuban insurgents, and after she had made every concession you 
required you next demanded that she should withdraw her land 
and naval forces from Cuba, relinquish her sovereignty, stating 
at the same time that you asked nothing for yourselves—only 
freedom and independence for Cuba. You spent some three 
hundred millions of money to enforce this demand. You spent 
your treasure and your blood to secure your object in two hemi- 
spheres. You got precious little help from the Cubans—nothing 
in money and hardly any fighting—and then, at the close of the 
war, you forked over three millions to those so-called patriots of 
the Cuban army to keep them from robbing and burning the 
cane fields, as they had been in the habit of doing. We kept our 
army there at a big expense after the war, and have maintained 
order at the critical period, while they were being manipulated 
and trained for self-government. 

We have wiped out absolutely all the debt which Spain claimed 
to be due her from Cuba. So Cuba starts asa nation without any 
debt. There were export duties and a multitude of exactions on 
trade, production, and industry which were a burden to Cuban 
industry. These we have all swept away. All customs duties 
have been reduced or abolished. 

Have we done Cuba any harm? I ask how, where, and when? 
We have cut her off from no market. She only sent in former 
daysa trifling quantity of hersugartoSpain. The American mar- 
ket, which for a long period has been her main reliance, is as open 
to her as it has been in days gone by. 

What is the result of our beneficence? 

The Treasury Bureau of Statistics states the sugar output of 
Cuba in 1894 at 1,054,214 tons, the largest crop ever made in Cuba, 
but greatly below what could have been made under a good gov- 
ernment, such a government as Cuba has under us to-day. 
The war of rebellion in 1895-96 followed, and this production fell 
to 225,221 tons, the lowest figure known in fifty years. In 1898 
the Spanish-American war terminated Spanish rule. Peace came. 
After all this waste and havoc of war, such was the wonderful 
and natural fertility of the island and its special adaptation to 
sugar that in the year 1899-1900 Cuba made 300,000 tons; in 
1900-1901 the production rose to 600,000 tons. The product for 
1901-1902 is estimated at 850,000 tons. There is no reason to 
doubt that without this proposed legislation the sugar product of 
Cuba, which is now approximating her best year, will in two or 
three years greatly exceed any yield she has ever made. 

The present crop is made from only 2 per cent of the cultivable 
area of Cuba. There has been a loss generally to many of the 
sugar planterseverywhere in the last year, but the bounty system 
is doomed and overproduction will then cease. The Cuban sugar 
planter will set to work with a soil and climate superior to any 
in the world for sugar culture and free from the exactions and 
burdens of Spanish rule. [Applause.] 


PLATT AMENDMENT. 


It is said that we are bound to help Cuba because she agrees to 
the Platt amendment. Why, what is the Platt amendment? It 
does not prevent Cuba from making a reciprocity treaty with 
any European nation. It is simply a bond to guard against her 
allowing any European nation to use her soil as a base to strike a 
blow at us. Where and how does it cost Cuba a dollar? We are 
to get one or two naval stations the better to protect her against 
aggression, and for these we are to pay her. 

Mr. Chairman, the Platt amendment is a boon and a blessing 
to Cuba. She need not create an army or a navy. We say to 
Europe ‘* hands off.’ Suppose we did not do this? It would in- 
volve for Cuba the expense of an army andanavy. What that 
means anybody can find out by a glance at our annual appropria- 
tion bills. 

There are many aspects of this question which I have not the 
time to discuss, but there is one feature of this proposition which 
demands the most serious attention. I refer to the employment 
of cooly or contract labor by Cuban plantations. The Ways and 


danger. They admit that they have no right to expose our in- 
dustries to the competition of Asiatic, or, rather, Chinese labor. 
This reciprocity is not to begin until after the new Cuban govern- 
ment shali have adopted immigration, exclusion, and contract 
labor laws as fully restrictive of immigration as our own laws. 
Suppose they do go through this form? What guaranty have 





we that they can or will be enforced? The coast of Cuba is 1,200 to 
1,500 miles long, with countless places where laborers can be 
landed. Much of the coast line is unsettled—a mere jungle. 
Slaves were landed easily in the old days. Even if the people 
and government of Cuba were to act in perfect good faith the 
administration execution of such laws would be very difficult, 
if not impossible. Our friends on the Pacific coast tell us that it 
is very hard tokeep out the Chinaman. In spite of every endeavor 
he slips by the Government officer and helps to beat down Ameri- 
can wages. Yet the population of the Pacific coast are almost 
unanimously opposed to allowing the Chinese tocomein. Pub- 
lic sentiment there and all over the Union is behind the exclusion 
laws. Then you have the American labor organizations, intelli- 
gent and vigilant, determined that the law shall be enforced. 

You have no such burning public sentiment for exclusion in 
Cuba, and no such organizations constantly on the alert to help 
to enforce such statutes. The Cuban planter’s interest is all on 
the side of the free admission of all the cheap labor he can get, 
and there will be no one with the power or the wish to keep out 
John Chinaman. He will run in and be welcome. Instead of 10 
cents a day at home he will get 50 to 75 cents per day, and will 
live on nothing, or next to nothing; no fuel; little clothing; no 
house rent to pay. Three or four dollars will give him a shed and 
ample shelter. His food will cost him little more than in China. 
Perhaps there will be complaints made of the Chinese coming in. 
There will then come denials from Cuba, and plausible affidavits 
to back up the denials. The code of morals in tropical countries 
is none too strict. The Chinaman will have a field of labor open 
to him so long as you throw down the bars of the American 
market by this species of legislation. 

NOT DEMOCRATIC DOCTRINE. 


An attempt has been made to clothe the nakedness of this bill 
by the allegation that the plan of reciprocity treaties fixing cus- 
toms duties is sanctioned-by the Democratic faith and precedents. 
This Ideny. You may find perhaps one or two tentative expres- 
sions in its favor by Mr. Jefferson, but at that time it was diffi- 
cult for us to be a neutral power, and our fiscal policy was hardly 
unfettered. Mr. Jefferson, however, was President for eight 
years, and he had Congress fully in sympathy with him; but he 
made no reciprocity treaty in all that time. Madison followed 
with eight years of power, Monroe with eight years, and Jackson 
with eight years. Here were thirty-two years of Democratic rule 
and no reciprocity treaty. There was one, indeed, under Frank- 
lin Pierce with Canada, but it was not renewed. 

When the Democrats came into power in March, 1885, they 
found a number of these treaties pending in the Senate, largely, 
I think, with tropical countries. Mr. Bayard was Secretary of 
State. All of these treaties were recalled and withdrawn and 
consigned to the wastebasket. My colleague, Mr. RoBERTSON, in 
his excellent report, has shown you that they were condemned 
in the Democratic platform of 1892. There are some considera- 
tions which ought to make every Democrat oppose such treaties. 
They operate to transfer the legislative power over taxation to 
the Executive. Instead of open, public action on the taxes to be 
paid by our people, you have secrecy and jobbery. In such ar- 
rangements the farming class is always sacrificed. The interest 
that can maintain a 

LOBBY AT THE CAPITOL 
controls the situation as we see to-day. [Applause.] Every corrupt 
interest in this Union will be glad to substitute for the regular pub- 
lic, healthy action of the two legislative bodies the stealthy methods 
of reciprocity treaties. You can rely the sugar trust being 
with you for such methods of tariff alkinmenaala, The argu- 
ment of Mr. NEWLANDS, of the Ways and Means Committee, in 
his minority report, is, I conceive, overwhelming and unanswer- 
able. If we by our legislation and power lead Cuba to make 
a discrimination of 20 per cent in favor of our products, with 
what grace can we demand an ‘‘ open door’’ in the vast Empire 
of China, with its large prospective trade? There is danger that 
the other powers would laugh us to scorn. 

CHAIRMAN PAYNE'S ARGUMENT REFUTED. 

I have listened to the debate on this bill with deep interest. 
The chairman of the Ways and Means Committee always com- 
mands our attention by reason of his high sre | and command- 
ing position as the leader of the House. I think his speech, while 
wholly unsound in its conclusion, will be found equal or superior 
in interest to any delivered. I thought that it was intended 


Y id | chiefly to satisfy, if possible, those Republicans who were really 
Means Committee claim that they have guarded against this y . P P 


and honestly in favor of the protection theory, and especially the 
Republicans representing States where the sugar-beet industry 
was in existence or was capable of existing. His language to 
them was in the nature of an emollient. The sum and substance 
of it was: 


We are going to take off 20 per cent of = protection at this most critical 
stage of your industry, but it won’t hurt you much. You can stand it. In 
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fact, it ane a you at all, All your uneasiness is the result of an ex- 


cited . Your delegations who came here lately to protest might 
just as well have stayed at home. 

The Democrats were turned over by the chairman to his col- 
league from New York City, and if there was a thought for the 
Louisiana sugar growers and the negroes employed by us, it did 
not crop out on the surface of the chairman’s . Ithink the 
Democrats who are following the lead of the chairman of the 
committee ought to have had a word of thanks and encourage- 
ment for their services. 

The inaccuracies of the gentleman’s speech are very striking. 
He told us that sugar was not going to be hurt; the sugar growers 
did not understand the subject. en, too, that no one pretended 
to claim tobacco would be injured by the reduction, and this with 
the whole American tobacco trade and leaf growers of tobacco 
appearing before his own committee to make their protest. 

hen, again, that the Cubans would get all the benefit of this 
20 per cent reduction and the sugar trust would get nothing. He 
avowed himself an enemy of the sugar trust. I concede that the 
statement is perfectly sincere; but if this bill is the best fight he 
can make against them, I do not think the sugar trust will lie 
awake at nights studying how to guard against his hostility. 

The Cuban planter has no market save the United States for his 
sugar at present. He must sell his raw sugar here, so he and 
his allies say, or not atall. He does not refine at all. He sells 
his raw sugar where he can. The 


ONLY BUYER IS THE TRUST. 


The trust can dictate terms and give him out of the 20 per cent just 
as much or as little as they please. They will give him enough 
and only enough to keep him agoing, and he will have to e 
it. a e Cuban does not like the price, where is his 
remedy? 

But I pass from the gross inaccuracies of the gentleman to his 
pregnant admissions. They are of the highest consequence in this 
debate. I will briefly notice some of them. There are a number 
of Democrats in this House who are sensible of the bad features 
of this bill and of its speculative origin and peculiar surround- 
ings, but they have an idea that if it passes it will lower the 
price of the refined sugar of consumption to our own people. I 
mean the sugar that the American pee use on their tables 
every day. Now, the chairman of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee, who has been over the whole ground of investigation, 
tells you Democrats that this idea of yours is all a delusion—he 
tells you that the— 
universal testimony before the committee was that it would not reduce the 
price u reduction was continued for sucha length of time as to 
enable Cuba to supply the principal part of the imported sugar. 

He followed this up by his frank reply to a question of Mr. 
BartTLetT, of Georgia, that the bill ‘‘ would not reduce the price of 
sugar to the consumer.’’ Ponder this weil, my friends, you who 
are willing to endanger our industry to get cheaper sugar for the 
people. You do not get it. 

There is big money to be made by the bill, of course, by some- 
body. The American consumer is not to get any benefit, the cane 
grower none, the sugar-beet — none. The sole question re- 
maining is as to the relative shares of profit to the Cuban planter 
and speculator and the New York trust. 

Mr. Chairman, remember that the Louisiana growers and the 
sugar-beet growers are the only people you can rely on to check by 
their competition the price of the refined sugar of the New York 
— The moment our crop enters the market the effect is per- 
ceptible. 

Another important statement and admission of the distinguished 
gentleman who is responsible for this bill: He tells you that this 
20 per cent bill is going to involve a loss of our revenue amount- 
ing to $8,200.000, seven millions on sugar alone. Now, I ask you 
to weigh well this admission. Is our revenue redundant? No 
such excuse is put forth for this bill, for we have just repealed 
all the war-revenue taxes. We have heavy burd 


ens to bear for 
our Army and Navy. We are maintaining acostly establishment 
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in the Philippines. We shall have to increase our Navy at a_ 


heavy expense if we are to maintain the Monroe doctrine and 
our rights everywhere. We have a pension system to keep up. 
There is our costly postal system. Which of these do you pro- 
pose to reduce? 

MUST NOT SACRIFICE REVENUE. 

We have had no river and harbor bill for three years. 
merce is suffering for the lack of such improvements. The com- 
mercial interest loudly demands a bill. Then there is the project 
of the isthmian canal, which the American people want con- 
structed without delay. You must soon appropriate a large sum 
for much-needed public buildings. You will soon have to pay for 
the Danish West Indies and for naval stations in Cuba. Is this a 

e to sacrifice over eight millions of revenue? You can not re- 


Com- 
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$8,000,000 in this way, you must raise the money in some other 
way, and by taxation. This taxation and the hundreds of mil- 
lions you have already spent to help Cuba—where do they come 
from? I answer, From the American people, and mainly from the 
laboring and producing classes. They are working and groaning 
while the trust barons are clipping coupons. 

Mr. Jefferson, in the year 1793, in a peculiar situation of our 
affairs, favored some experiments in reciprocity, but in his after 
life I find nothing from him in its favor. His example as Presi- 
dent is against it. In his early life, in the Notes on Virginia, 
he expressed himself against having manufactures, but it is well 
said, ‘‘ Wise menchange their opinions.’’ Ina letter written about 
January, 1816,to Mr. Benjamin Austen, twenty-three years later 
and after a wide experience in public affairs, he said that ‘‘ he who 
contended against domestic manufactures must be for reducing 
us to dependence on foreign nations—that manufactures, to the 
extent of our own supply, were as necessary to our independence 
as to our comfort.” 

I ask that the wisdom embodied in this letter to Mr. Austen 
may be compared with the foolish policy which would make us 
dependent for our raw sugar on a foreign country. 

Reciprocity can not plead the examples of Jefferson, Madison, 
Monroe, or Jackson. It lacks the sanction of all the Democratic 
national conventions which have assembled since the first one, in 
1832. It is only a recent dogma of a portion of the Republicans. 
Iam not aware that Hamilton, Clay, or Webster, the great found- 
ers of the protective theory, ever favored it. I remind Republic- 
ans that the tariff bill of 1890 was framed and fashioned by William 
McKinley, jr., who had made a study of the whole tariff question, 
and that the bill when it left this House to go to the Senate did 
not contain a line or asyllable of reciprocity legislation. How 
many Republicans in Congress to-day would vote for any kind of 
a reciprocity treaty with Canada? Would our chairman of the 
Ways and Means Committee vote for such a measure? 

To conclude, I ask for justice to the farming class; I ask for 
some mercy at least to the black laborer in our fields; I appeal to 
you tospare your own industries and to be true to the people 
who sent you here, to your own country. ‘‘ Why quit your own 
to stand upon foreign ground?’’ Recognize your 


OBLIGATIONS TO THE AMERICAN TAXPAYER. 


Discard all this silly, sentimental, and hysterical legislation, and 
substitute the practical good sense which is the characteristic of 
the American people in business and private life. All that you 
owe to foreigners is justice and good faith. Be true to your own 
people, your own workers, and study the methods that have con- 
ducted you to greatness and the respect of mankind. The poet 
well says: 
This above all: To thine own self be true, 
And it must follow, as the night the day, 
Thou canst not then be false to any man. 
[Prolonged applause. | 
Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. Chairman, what I may say upon 
the pending question may have little if any effect upon the result. 
The discussion has already been so thorough that every member 
of this House has already determined how he will vote, but 1 can 
not, with decent regard to my own convictions on this subject, 
allow the vote to be taken without saying a word or two of protest 
against the proposed bill. Something like four months ago the 
country was startled by the sensational claim that the people of 
Cuba were on the point of starvation. On December 3, 10901, the 
Cuban people themselves addressed a petition to the American 
people asking for action of the character now proposed. That 
petition was based upon two grounds—first, that the United States 
is under moral obligation to aid Cuba in the reestablishment of 
prosperity in the island so far as aid can be given without injury 
to American industry; second, that the commerce and industry 
of Cuba are in imminent danger of disaster if aid is not given 
immediately. 
That was the claim of the Cuban people on December 3, 190i1— 
over four months ago. In January, 1902, the Cuban Planters’ 
Association appealed to the American people in this language: 





An effort has been made to show that Cuba is in no need of help. Sucha 
claim is wholly without foundation. The cry has come up from ail over the 
island, “Save or we perish.” It has come from the official heads of every 
municipality in the island. It has come from every organization of trade, 
commerce, or labor. It has come from planters, !arge and small. It hag 
come from the Cuban people. It has been echoed by the President of the 

| United States, by the Secretary of War, by the military governor of Cuba, 
by American boards of trace and commerce, and by every American news- 
r of high standing, with the exception of the few which are pub- 
fishea in the immediate locality of the special interest which now opposes 
the proposition for reciprocal trade relations with the island of Cuba. It is 
echoed in the hearts of the American p2ople. We can not stand by and se¢ 
the land for whose future we are no'w responsible fall into disaster. Muck 


less can we allow it to be said that ours was the hand which dealt her ruin, 


On January 13, 1902, the situation apparently became acute, 
and telegraphic applications for relief began to come to this 


duce your revenue, and you willnot. Thereforeif youthrowaway | country. One of these, a sample of the others, was addressed to 
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Mr. Corwine, who appeared before the Ways and Means Com- | 
mittee on this subject in behalf of the Cuban people. It read as 
follows: 

Immediate relief to Cuba situation absolutely necessary. Your most ener- 
etic cooperation solicited. Condition of affairs so serious prompt solution 
as become a question of humanity. 

We had a right to understand from that language that the 
situation was grave—acute—the necessity for help immediate, 
imperious, and overwhelming. 

The Ways and Means Committee, however, refused to be stam- 
peded by these appeals, and proceeded to enter upon an investiga- 
tion. Among the witnesses who appeared before that committee 
was a gentleman named Mendoza, a Cuban planter. Mr. Men- 
doza, in the course of his examination, made this statement with 
reference to the situation in Cuba: 


The military government has attended to the sanitary situation in the | 
island. It has improved it a good deal. But the stomachs of the inhabitants 
are empty, and I fear that the consequences of the reconcentration policy of 
General Weyler are going to come up again in a different way. 


Mr. Fowler, a native Cuban, who testified on this subject before 
the Ways and Means Committee, said: 


The cry for aid has come to you from all over the island. It has come up 
from the heads of all the municipalities in the island. It has come up from 
every organization of trade, of commerce, and of labor. It has come from 
planters, large and small. It has come from the Cuban people. It has been 
echoed “by the President of the United States, by the Secretary of War, by 
the military governor of Cuba, by American boards of trade and commerce, 
and by every American newspaper of high standing, with the exception of 
the very few which are publis hed in the locality of the special interest which 
now ogenaes the proposition for reciprocal trade relations with Cuba. It is | 





echoed in the hearts of the American people. Gentlemen, you can not stand 
by and see the land for whose future you are now responsible fall into disas- 
ter; much less can you allow it to be said that yours was the hand that dealt 
the ruin. We, therefore, as representatives o 
you with our last anguishing breath to say: ‘“‘ Help us or we perish!” 

The newspapers of the country took up the cry. 
that while Congress was hesitating the Cuban people were starv- 
ing. Our people, always quick to respond to the cry of distress, 
generous as only a great and splendid people can be, were swept 
by a wave of sympathy and demanded that something should be 
done for the relief of starving Cuba. We were led to believe by 
these various calls upon us that the gaunt figure of famine al- 
ready stalked among the people of Cuba, and only the prompt 
action of the American Congress could save them from death by 
starvation. 

But while the newspapers fumed and fretted, and the people 
demanded, the Ways and Means Committee patiently investi- 
gated; and we found, after we had proceeded with the investiga- 
tion a little while, that the cry that Cuba was in distress—that 
the people were starving—was a myth; that it was simply a piece 
of cheap and false sensationalism. "We discovered that we had 
bem listening not to a sober statement of a solemn fact, but to 
the extravagant superlatives of an imaginative people. 


Mr. Mendoza, who,in his direct examination to which I have | 


already referred, declared that the people of Cuba were starv- 


ing, testified upon cross-examination by Mr. TAWNEY as follows: | 


Mr. TAWNEY. Is labor generally employed on the island outside of Habana? 

Mr. MENDOZA. Sir? 

Mr. TAWwNneEY. Is the laboring class more generally employed on the island 
outside of Habana?’ 

Mr. Menpoza. It is. 
They are all employed. 
to-day 

Mr. TAWNEY And at good wages? 

Mr. Menpoza. Well, not very good, because the wages in Cuba increase 
oceans to the price of sugar. When sugar is low we can not afford to pay 
high wages. 

‘Mr. TAWNEY. They are paying now for common laborers as high as $30 a 
month, are they not? 

Mr. Menpoza. In some places in the island, but not inall. In the eastern 


All the sugar plantations are working by this time. 
There is plenty of work for the workmen in Cuba 


They insisted | pusiness methods and, we may conclude, the superior business 


| 
a ap the has : | that he had made a profit on his sugar and ot 
26 Sullering ciass, come to | 





part of the island, which is less populated, the wages of labor are higher. 


just outlined or detailed here does not exist to-day, does it? 
Mr. Menpoza. Not yet; it will exist. i at fe 
Mr. TAWNEY. This request, then, for the admission of sugar is in anticipa- 
tion of distress? 


Mr. Menpoza. Yes, sir. It will exist, and it will exist, not after the island 


has been left to the Cubans (as they say they are going to do; I do not believe | 


it myself), but—— 

Mr. Atkins testified to similar effect. 
other witnesses—among them Colonel Bliss—testified that there 
was absolutely no suffering, no distress of any character whatever 
in the island of Cuba to-day. 
in this manner: 


island. In what does this distress of which you speak consist? 

Colonel Biiss. I have not spoken of any distress, except to deny that any 
existed so farasI knew. It is along time since I have seen anyone begging 
on the streets, or anybody who wanted to work who was not at work at good 
wages. 

To-day no well-informed person will contend that there is any 
present suffering in Cuba. Labor is better employed and better 
paid than ever before. Anyone who wants work can obtain it 
at remunerative wages. Instead of there being any scarcity of 
work there is actually a scarcity of workers. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Then this condition of hunger or starvation which you have they are able to realize for it at the 


| prices they will beable to realize for it during the period of nearly 


So that the people who were demanding relief for Cuba were 


| driven from the position that there was any immediate need— 


driven from the position that there was any suffering in Cuba at 


| the present time; and they then insisted that they needed help 


along the lines that this bill provides, because if relief were 
not extended there would be suffering in the future. Now, upon 
that subject there has been very full investigation before the 
committee. The evidence is before this House; and we are just 
as capable of passing an opinion upon it and determining what 
the future will bring to the island of Cuba as the witnesses who 
came before the Committee on Ways and Means and gave their 
opinions on the subject, and I think that we are quite as likely to 
reach a correct conclusion upon this evidence as a gentleman like 
Mr. Mendoza, who is intensely interested in the final determina- 
tion of this question. 

Mr. Mendoza is the owner of something like 10,000 acres of 
sugar lands in the island of Cuba, lands that are capable of rais- 
ing 25,000 tons of sugar per annum, and which at a reduction of 
duty of 20 per cent would mean a difference to Mr. Mendoza of 
$150,000 upon a single year’scrops. It can not be said that a man 
who owns that much land, who is going to reap that much bene- 
fit from this legislation, is to be regarded as a disinterested wit- 
ness upon this subject. Up to the present time, therefore, it is 
settled beyond any question that there has been no loss to the is- 
land of Cuba. Mr. Atkins testified that he had not raised sugar 
ataloss. Mr. Mendoza testified that he made a profit upon his 


| sugar in the year 1901; but Mr. Atkins said that he believed there 


were some upon the island of Cuba who had not made anything 
upon their sugar, and when he was asked to ps aay why it was 
ers had not, he 


| shrugged his shoulders, and, with a smile, said that modesty for- 


bade him giving an answer, implying that it was his superior 


methods of Mr. Mendoza that had enabled them to make profits 
when other people on the island of Cuba had not. 

Now, I submit that if that is true it is no part of the duty of 
the American Congress to make up the difference between good 
business ability and bad business ability. Itis no part of the duty 
of the American Congress to equalize the difference between gocd 
business ability and bad business ability, even among our own 
a, let alone among the people of a foreign land. But it is 
said—— 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. To what point does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I rise to a question of personal privi- 
lege. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not think the gentleman 
can take the floor from another gentleman on a question of per- 
sonal privilege. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It is a question of the highest privilege. 
I do not like to interfere with the gentleman from Utah, but I do 
not think a debate on as important a matter as this is should go on 
at this late hour without a quorum, and I make the point that 
there is no quorum present. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I suggest to the gentleman that if he 
will permit me to proceed until half past 5 I will then yield to a 
motion to rise. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will withdraw the point, if that is the 
agreement. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman withdraws the point. 
gentleman from Utah may proceed. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. The whole case, therefore, it seems to 
me, Mr. Chairman, turns upon the question as to whether or not 
the Cuban people can make a profit upon their sugar at the prices 
resent time and at the 


The 


| two years that this bill will be in effect if passed. 


He and a number of | 


Colonel Bliss clinched the matter | 


Now, upon that question I desire to call the attention of th: 
House to afew facts that appear from the record made before 
the Ways and Means Committee. In the first place, there is cer- 
tain direct evidence on the subject. It appears from the testi- 
mony before the Ways and Means Committee that in the island 
of Cuba they can raise about 25 tons of sugar cane to the acre; 
that that sugar cane will yield 24 long tons of sugar, amount- 
ing in round figures to 5,600 pounds. There is the testimony 0! 


| half a dozen absolutely disinterested witnesses upon this subject 
Mr. TAWNEY. You have said that labor there is employed, all over the | 


| average of 14 cents a pound. 


to the effect that that sugar can be raised at not to exceed an 
Mr. Saylor, the expert of the Agr- 
cultural Department, a gentleman who has absolutely no interest 
in this question, it seems to me, after a very thorough investiga- 
tion into the conditions in Porto Rico, and an examination into 
the conditions in Cuba, testified that sugar could be raised there 
and be laid down at the ports of the island ready for shipment 
from Cuba at from 1} to 1} cents per pound, an average of 1) 
cents a pound. That testimony is borne out by the statements of 
Mr, Douré, a Frenchman, who made an examination of the same 
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subject in the island, and of Mr. Weinrich, and of other gentle- 
men whose names I do not now remember. 

There was testimony to the contrary upon the subject. Mr. 
Atkins, whom I have already shown is intensely interested in this 
legislation, but who is modest and knows it and admits it, testi- 
fied that it would cost over 2 centsa pound. Mr. Hawley, an- 
other man who was intensely interested in the subject, testified 
to the same effect; Mr. Machoda testified to the same effect, and 
Mr. Fowler, a native Cuban, testified to the same effect. Now, 


all these gentlemen are sugar planters, and are interested in the | 


result of this bill. The only disinterested witness who testified 
to that effect was Colonel Bliss, and he based his statement upon 


certain written statements that had been made to him by plant- | 


ers. In other words, the statement of Colonel Bliss was based 
entirely upon hearsay. So that we have the hearsay testimony of 
Colonel Bliss and the statement of the planters on the island of 
Cuba, whose profits are to be enhanc 
bill, upon the one side, and the testimony of these disinterested 
witnesses upon the other side. 
testimony into consideration, any unprejudiced investigator must 
come to the conclusion that sugar can be raised and laid down at 
the ports of Cuba for not to exceed 14 cents per pound. 


It appears from the testimony that the lowest price that has | 


been realized for sugar up to the 
hundred at the ports of Cuba. 
to $1.91 per hundred. 


resent time has been $1.81 per 
I think since that time it has risen 


cents per hundred, or 20 per cent upon the cost of the sugar, which 
ought to satisfy the Cuban planters. 

But there is a piece of evidence which to my mind shows beyond 
any question whatever that up to the present time there has been 
absolutely no loss, and that there will be no loss in the future 
upon sugar. 
that island from 50 to 75 per cent during the last year or two. 
Now, I never in my life heard of a case where a country was upon 
the verge of bankruptcy, where its business was about to fail, 
where the business men were not making profits and where the 
wages of the men employed in that business had risen as wages 
have risen in Cuba, from 50 to 75 per cent. The best barometer 
of the business prosperity of any industry is the wages paid to its 
laborers. 

Another fact. It appears from the testimony that the amount 
of sugar produced in Cuba has been steadily increasing. Two 
years 2go the amount produced was about 300,000 tons. The crop 
for this year, when finally gathered, will amount to over 850,000 
tons, which indicates that instead of there being any hardship in 
the dustry it is a thriving and growing industry. 

One other fact. It appears, as I have said, that 25 tons of cane 


can be raised to the acre in Cuba; that that cane will produce 24 | 


long tons of sugar, or in round figures 5,600 pounds. The rule 
in Cuba, as I understand from the testimony, is that one-half of 
that goes to the planter. In other words, the planter raises the 
sugar cane and takes it to the centrales, and is there paid for his 
cane one-half of the sugar which is produced. It is not turned 
over to him in kind, but he receives the value of one-half of the 
sugar. 

It is the same as if the planter had received from the 5,600 pounds 


of sugar which his cane will yield 2,800, which at $1.81 per hun- | 


dred, the lowest price, would mean $50.68 per acre, or at 2 cents a 
pound, which is about the average price that he has received dur- 
ing this year, it will mean $56 to the planter; $56 for every acre 
of land planted in sugar cane in the island of Cuba. Now, in the 
United States we raise upon the beet-sugar lands an average of 10 
tons of beets to the acre. That is a large average. In many of 
the States the average is only 9 tons. I am taking the largest 
amount. We raise 10 tons of beets at an average of $4.39 per ton, 
which is paid to the farmer, and which would give to the farmer 
$43.90 per acre. So that the planter in the island of Cuba receives 
a gross revenue from his land, at ‘the lowest price that sugar has 
ever been, of $50.68, while the beet-sugar planter in this country 
receives a gross profit on his land of $43.90 per acre. Now, any- 
one who understands the situation knows that it costs the Ameri- 
can farmer more to raise an acre of beets than it does the Cuban 
planter to raise an acre of sugar cane in Cuba. So that the point 
I make is this—that if the sugar-beet farmer in this country is 
doing well and making a profit upon his land with a gross income 
of $43.90 per acre, the Cuban planter must be making a — profit 
when he receives a gross income of $50.68. oe applanse. ] 
But, Mr. Chairman, it is not sufficient to show that the Cuban 
people need this legislation. We must go further and show that 
it will not injure any American industry. We must pay some 
attention to the protests of our own citizens who are engaged in 
the production of cane and beet sugar. The injurious effect upon 
the cane growers of Louisiana and Texas has been so forcibly 
and so clearly demonstrated by gentlemen who represent those 
States that it is not necessary to further discuss it. The slightest 


by the passage of this | 
It seems to me that, taking all the | 


If sugar can be raised and laid down at the | 
ports of Cuba for 1} cents a pound, then there is a profit of 31 | 


It has been testified that wages have advanced in | 
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| interference with the duty is sure to result disastrously to the 
| industry in those States. Mr. Fowler, a native Cuban planter 
| whose hysterical appeal for aid I read a moment ago, while ap- 
| parently recognizing this fact, coolly and blandly suggests that 

the cane planters take. their machinery to Cuba and turn their 
| Sugar estates into rice fields to supply Cuba with rice. He says: 
Louisiana, producing refined sugar from cane, should find her markets in 
| her own sphere of influence. If unable to do so, it is wholly clear that sugar 
| cane is, as it is said to be, an artificial product for which her vicinity is an- 

suited, and her planters would do well to take their machinery to Cuba and 
turn their sugar estates into rice fields to supply the Cuban demand, for 
| that article is largely consumed on the island. 

An exceedingly generous proposition to come from an alien and 
| a stranger who is himself seeking our aid for the preservation of 
his own sugar lands! It would not be unreasonable to commend 
tohim hisown advice. If Cuba can not produce sugar at a profit 
under existing conditions, let her turn her sugar lands into coffee 
farms and supply us with an article that will not come into com- 
| petition with any product of our own. 

But it has been argued here that the proposed reduction may be 
| made without injury to the beet-sugar producers. It may be 
| true, it probably is true, that there are factories in especially fa- 
vored localities that will not be injured by a reduction of 20 per 
cent of the duty. The Utah Sugar Company’s factory, at Lehi, 
in my own State, has been referred to. The gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. Lona] called attention to the statement of Mr. Cut- 
ler, manager of that factory, on the subject. It is claimed that 
Mr. Cutler stated that the beet-sugar industry would not be inju- 
riously affected by the proposed reduction. 

I know Mr. Cutler very well indeed. I am glad to number him 
among my close personal friends. I am ready to stand by and 
vouch for any statement which he has made upon ‘this subject; 
| but I have searched Mr. Cutler's statement before the Ways and 
Means Committee in vain to find any such declaration. I think 
he does substantially say that the Lehi factory would not be in- 
jured. The Lehi factory, I think, is more favorably located and 
is in a better position to stand the reduction of the duty than any 
factory in the United States. Itis an old factory, under excellent 
management, in which every expense has been reduced to the 
minimum. Auxiliary plants are situated 15 or 20 miles to the 
north and 15 or 20 miles to the south of the main factory, respec- 
tively, and with connecting pipe lines. The beets grown in their 
locality are taken to these auxiliary plants, and there sliced, and 
the juice sent to the main factory by means of the pipe lines, and 
thus a great saving in the cost of transportation is effected. 
| There are other circumstances which result in cheapening the 
cost of the sugar product, and it is entirely safe to say that sugar 
| can be produced at this factory very much more cheaply than at 
any other factory in the United States. So much for this excep- 
| tional case. 

The question, however, is not whether this factory or that fac- 
tory can stand the proposed reduction, but a broader question is 
presented: What will be the effect upon the sugar-beet industry 

itself? Willthat be injured? The distinguished gentleman from 
| Ohio [Mr. GrosvENoR] in his speech the other day answers this 
| question in the negative, and he refers with somewhat contemptu- 
| ous emphasis to the members upon this side of the Chamber who 
have had the hardihood to differ with him as ‘‘ juvenile Republic- 
ans.’”’ Now, I submit, Mr. Chairman, that when a man is being 
arraigned for his party loyalty to a cardinal principle it is not so 
much a question as to how long he has been a protectionist as it 
is how good a protectionist is he. Tested by that rule, the men 
who are standing together upon this side in opposition to this bill 
are better protectionists by 20 per cent than those who are bending 
every effort to pass it. Less than three months ago the gentleman 
himself took the position which we occupy to-day. On January 
28, in a hearing before the Ways and Means Committee, the fol- 
lowing colloquy took place between him and Mr. Carey: 

Mr. Grosvenor. Allow me to ask you a question; and don’t get me on 
the wrong side, either. 

Mr. CAREY. I will assume that it comes from a friendly source this time. 

Mr. Grosvenor. Is it ible, in your judgment, to make a concession to 
Cuban sugar that will benefit the Cuban people and still not injure the pro- 
duction in the United States of cane and beet sugar? 

Mr. Carey. I do not think anything about it; I know that it is not. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Nobody could help knowing that who knew enough to 
put two and two together. 

In other words, the position of the gentleman then was that 
it was as plain as two and two make four that any reduction 
which would help the cane-sugar growers of Cuba would injure 
the beet-sugar growers of the United States. If it was true then, 
it is true now. If it is not true now, then the gentlemar was 
mistaken ten weeks ago, when he took the position that it was a 
self-evident truth. If he was mistaken ten weeks ago, at the end 





of an exhaustive investigation into this subject, upon this vital 
question, by what sort of consistency can he insist that we shall 
follow him to-day? 

Mr. Chairman, ‘‘I appeal from Philip drunk to Philip sober.’’ 
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I appeal from GROSVENOR filled with the intoxication of debate to | thing, and that is the only thing you were 
GROSVENOR in the calm reflective atmosphere of the committee 


room. In my experience I have known of but one case where so 
complete a change of sentiment was wrought in a shorter time. 
Some years ago I had the honor of being a member of a Repub- 
lican caucus charged with the important duty of selecting a can- 
didate to be presented to the legislature as United States Senator. 
There were two candidates before the caucus. During the pro- 
ceedings the supporters of one of these candidates concluded that 
it was to their interest to postpone action, and some gentleman 
moved that an adjournment be taken until the following evening. 
One of his colleagues had been partaking somewhat freely of 
the cup that cheers and also inebriates, and had not observed 
that the motion came from his side. He at once arose, and, ad- 
dressing the chair, said: ‘‘ Mr. Chairman, there are two proposi- 
tions before this caucus. One of those propositions is, Shall we 
adjourn? Another of those propositions is, Shall we not adjourn? 
Now, Mr. Chairman, so far as Il am individually concerned, I am 
unalterably opposed to adjourning.’’ Just at this point he caught 
sight of his colleague who had made the motion shaking a warn- 
ing finger at him, and, without changing his emphasis or tone, 
he proceeded, *‘But, Mr. Chairman, if there is any gentleman 
here who wants to adjourn, so far as I am concerned, I am en- 
tirely willing.”’ 

But in addition to being characterized as “juvenile Republic- 
ans *’ we are also derided as ‘‘ amateur statesmen.”’ I am willing 
to overlook the insult conveyed by the first word in the expression 
in consideration of the implied compliment contained in the sec- 
ond, and cheerfully plead guilty to the charge. I think I know 
what the distinguished gentleman means by the expression. 
An ‘“‘amateur statesman ’”’ is a member of the House who has not 
been in the business long enough to have acquired the ability to 
be upon more than one side of the same question at the same 
S€SS101. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I think it is beyond doubt that the sugar- 
beet industry of this country will be injured by this legislation. 
If in no other way, confidence will be destroyed. It will be diffi- 
cult and in some instances impossible for many of the factories to 
obtain the credit so necessary to business enterprises. But in ad- 
dition to this there will be a discouragement to the further exten- 
sion of the industry. As shown by the statistics of the Agricul- 
tural Department, there is to-day in contemplation the erection of 
93 factories in the United States, involving an expenditure of the 
enormous sum of $49,000,000. The erection of these factories will 
be discouraged by this legislation. It has been well said that 
‘*there is nothing in this world so timid as a million dollars except 
two millions.”’ 

If you pass this legislation you will put money into the hands 
of the sugar trust to fight the beet-sugar industry. We are fa- 
miliar with the history of the American Sugar Refining Company 
and we know its disposition. A year ago it reduced prices in 
the Missouri Valley below cost in order to crush its rivals. If 
the result of this legislation shall be to put into the hands of this 


gigantic monopoly $6,000,000 that will go to somebody, or to put | 


into its hands only one-half of this amount, you will simply give 
to it that much money to be used against its only competitor in 
the production of refined sugar. 
trust will not get the benefit of any part of this reduction, but 
that the whole of it will go tothe Cuban planters. If anyoneim- 
agines that the American Sugar Refining Company will not get 
some benefit from this reduction he is credulous enough to be 
called foolish. The sugar trust has a monopoly of the refining of 
raw sugar in this country. The Cuban planters can sell their 
raw sugar to no other customer. 
sugar trust being the only purchaser, it can dictate its own price 
to the seller, who must sell. It will not be disputed that the trust 
has the disposition to rob the Cuban planters of the benefit they 


would otherwise derive from this reduction in order to enrich it- | 


self. 
found in the testimony of Mr. Havemeyer, its sole manager, be- 
fore the Industrial Commission, as follows: 


Q. Now, I also understood you to imply at least that it is the policy of the 
American Sugar Refining Company to crush out all competition, if possible? 

A. But that is not so; there isno such testimony. I understand it has been 
put in that form by one of the gentlemen, but it is notthe fact. What I said 
was that it was the policy of the American Company to maintain and protect 
its trade, and if it resulted in crushing a competitor it is no concern of the 
American Company. If he gets in the press that is his affair, not ours. 


. . . . ; 
Q. And if anyone interferes with the business, profits, or competition of 


the American Sugar Refining Company it is its policy to prevent it, if pos- 
sible? 
A. By lowering profits to defy it. 
And if it results in crushing him out 
A. (Interrupting.) That is his affair. 7 
Q. Not the affair of the American Sugar Refining Company? 
A. No. 


On page 117 Mr. Havemeyer’s testimony reads as follows: 
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It is perfectly clear that the | 


If further proof of this disposition is required it will be | 
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overned by, I ask you th 
whether the consumer will be materially benefited or noe 4 ” 
| _ A. Is he not benefited to the extent of the reduction of the prices during 
| the fight? 

Q. He is; but if he has to pay double or three times the price after the fight 
is ended I fail to see where he is benefited. 

A. He is not if he has to pay that. 

> + understood you to say when the war was ended you evened up? 

. Yes. 


2. a price you put on was for the benefit of the stockholder? 
. Yes 


Q. Do you think it is fair that the consumer should pay a dividend to your 
company on brands, good will, etc.’ 

A. I think it is fair to get out of the consumer all you can consistent with 
the business proposition. 

Q. You state that as an ethical proposition before this Commission, and 
you have to stand on that ethical position for fair play. Now,I want to 

now if you think—you stated that the consumer received the benefits of 
this consolidation of industry—it a fair ethical position, independent of the 
business view you put on, that the consumer should pay dividends on this 
$25,000,000 of overcapitalization? 

A. I do not care 2 cents for your ethics. 
apply them. 

Does anyone believe that this gentleman, as tender and gentle 
a commercial buccaneer as ever ** cut a throat or scuttled a ship,”’ 
having both the power and the disposition, would permit the 
Cuban planter to receive $1 of the saving effected by the reduc- 
tion of the duty that he was able to take for himself? 

It is a significant fact that the stock of the sugar trust has ad- 
vanced from about $116 to $133 per share since the time it became 
reasonably certain that this bill would be passed. The gentlemen 
who deal in this stock are willing to pay these enhanced prices, 
because they believe that the trust will be benefited by this legis- 
lation, and if they, shrewd business men and shrewd speculators, 
believe it, why should we doubt? 

But it is said that this proposed law is to last for less than two 
years; that the beet-sugar industry will not be hurt in this short 
time. The difficulty is that this legislation is proposed at the 
most critical time in the history of thisindustry. As I have al- 
ready said, 93 factories are projected. If their erection is dis- 
couraged—as I firmly believe will be the case—the money will be 
invested elsewhere, and the opportunity for this great develop- 
ment will be gone. It is not much consolation to a man who is 
to be ruined to tell him that it will be done quickly. I am re- 
minded of the gentleman who undertook a trip down the Niagara 
River in a barrel, upon a wager. By some strange dispensation 
of Providence he was saved to relate his experience. He said that 
it was “all plain and easy and beautiful sailing above the falls, 
and all plain and easy and beautiful sailing below the falls, but 
going over was h—1.”’ 

I am not going to take the time to discuss at any length the 
| question of our duty to Cuba, because it is now practically con- 
ceded that we are under no moral or legal obligation to the 
Cuban people to pass this law. It must be conceded by everyone 
that we have been more than generous to these people. We have 
relieved them of $300,000,000 of Spanish debts; we have distrib- 
uted $3,000,000 in cash among her people; we have distributed 
5,493,500 rations among her people; we have cleaned her harbors 
and cities; we have given her liberty and independence at the 
cost of uncounted treasure of our own and the sacrifice of the 
lives of the best and bravest of our sons, and still they come to 
us for more. In heaven's name, when will this ‘“‘ Oliver Twist”’ 
among peoples be satisfied? 

It is said, however, that it is a good business proposition for 
the United States. In return for this reduction upon our duties 
we are to be givena similar reduction and thereby obtain the 
Cuban markets for ourselves. This particular question must be 
considered apart from the question of our duty to the Cuban 
people, and so considered we have a right to analyze it as we 
would analyze any other business proposition. We propose to 
give to Cuba (or somebody) the equivalent of over $6,000,000. 
We turn aside from our Treasury this much money, and for all 
practical purposes it is precisely the same as if we first . 

yhat do 


I do not know enough of them to 





| it to go into the Treasury and then paid it out again. 
we get in return? 
Cuba last year bought from us a little more than $28.000,000 
worth of goods. She bought from other countries a little more 
than $37,000,000. No one supposes that we would secure this en- 
| tire trade; but suppose, for the sake of argument, we do. In ex- 
| change for between six and seven millions of dollars some of our 
| business men would secure the sale of $37,000,000 worth of their 
| goods. Let us assume that upon these goods these business men 
would receive a profit of 10 per cent net, which I think isa very large 
estimate. This would amount to $3,700,000. Reduced to the last 
analysis, therefore, this is a proposition to give to the Cuban peo- 
ple or the sugar trust, or both, over $6,000,000 in order that some 
business men in thiscountry may reap a possible profit of $3,700,000. 
I wish I had time to discuss at lanai aes objection to this leg- 
| islation upon the ground that it is opposed to Republican prin- 
ciples, but I have not. Upon the plainest principles of common 


Q. I say he (the consumer) may be benefited temporarily for six months or 
a year; but if, after the crushing out has taken place, you then, as you said 
in your testimony, resume a margin of profit which you consider is the right 


honesty the Republican party can not afford to be responsible for 
it. We specifically invited the people of the United States to 
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engage in the growing of sugar beets and in the manufacture of | 
sugar therefrom, under a pledge, not made expressly but none 
the less explicit, that we would protect them against the cheap 
sugar of other lands. 

The bill is not in line with the Republican idea of reciprocity. 
In 1900 we declared—the Republican platform declared—that we 
favored the ‘‘ associated policy of reciprocity so directed as to 
open our markets on favorable terms for what we do not ourselves 
produce in return for free foreign markets.”’ It was never in- 
tended by that declaration, it is not a part of the Republican 
policy, it is contrary to every declaration which the party leaders 
have made, to say that we shall make a trade agreement with a 
foreign country by which there shall be admitted to our ports a 
class of goods which will come into direct competition with the 
products of our own people. 

But Mr. Chairman,I must conclude. I am opposed to this bill 
because it is based upon a cry for aid that is shown to be false; 
because it ill destroy confidence in the sugar industry of our 
own land; because its benefits will go to the grasping hands of a 
mercenary trust that has already grown fat by feeding upon the 
people; because it is contrary to the best teachings of the Repub- 
lican party under which we have become the greatest producing 
nation the world has ever seen; in short, because it is unneces- 
sary, unwise, unbusinesslike, and un-Republican. [Loud Ap- 
plause. | 
: Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Lacey having re- 
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SHERMAN, Chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
reported that the committee had had under consideration the bill 
H. R. 12765 and had come to no resolution thereon. 


ANNUAL REPORT OF BUREAU OF THE AMERICAN REPUBLICS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the follow- 
ing message from the President of the United States; which was 
read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a communication from the Acting Secretary of State, 
submitting the annual report of the Director of the Bureau of the American 
Republics and accompanying papers. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 


WuHitr Hovss, April 15, 1902. 
MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee on 
Military Affairs, I submit the report on the bill (H. R. 13676) 
making appropriations for the support of the Military Academy 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and for other purposes, 
and ask that it be referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union and ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill and the report will be 
referred. to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
Union, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
of order on the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. All points of order are reserved 
by the gentleman from Tennessee. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their appro- 
priate committees, as indicated below: 

S. 911. An act authorizing the Federal Railroad Company to 
corstruct a combined railroad, wagon, and foot-passenger bridge 
across the Missouri River at or near the village of Oacoma, Ly- 
man County, 8. Dak.—to the Committee on Interstate and For- | 
eign Commerce, 

S. 1153. An act for the relief of Mary E. Parker—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, 

S. 4069. An act to establish a fish hatchery and fish station in | 
the State of South Carolina—to the Committee on Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

5. 1104. An act providing for the use by the United States of | 
devices invented by its naval officers while engaged in its service 
—_ covered by letters patent—to the Committee on Naval | 
Affairs, i 
_ 8. R. 77. Joint resolution pores for printing the general | 
index to published volumes of the diplomatic correspondence and 


foreign relations of the United States—to the Committee on | 
Printing. 


I desire to reserve all points 


journ, 
The motion was agreed to. 
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nication was taken from the Speaker's table and referred as fol- 
lows: 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the schooner George and Jane, Clark 
Elliott, master, against the United States—to the Committ 
Claimr, 


22 ON 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 





ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bill and resolutions of the follow- 


ing titles were severally reported from comuinittees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars 


therein named, 
as follows: 


Mr. CORLISS, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1905) 


for the erection of a keeper’s dwelling at Grosse Isle, North Chan- 
nel Range, Detroit River, Michigan, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1611); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1906) for the erection of a keeper’s dwelling 
at Grosse Isle, South Channel Range, Detroit River, Michigan, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1612); which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 

Mr. FLEMING, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12205) to provide for 
circuit and district courts of the United States at Valdosta. Ga., 
and to transfer certain counties from the northern to the south- 
ern district in said State, reported the same with amendments, 
accompanied by a report (No, 1613); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 


| of the Union. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 


| following titles were severally reported from committees. deliv- 


ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 


, House, as follows: 


: ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 12075 


| Te 
table. 


Mr. PAYNE, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad- 


Mr. THOMAS of Iowa, from the Committee on Claims. to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2218) for the re- 
lief of the legal devisees of James W. Schaumburg, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1615): 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. SCHIRM, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3692) for the relief of Eliza- 
beth B. Eddy, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1616); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Claims. 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 248°) for the 
relief of W. J. Kountz, reported the same with amendment, ac. 
companied by a report (No. 1617); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. REID, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
for the relief of Jacob 
Swigert, late deputy collector seventh Kentucky district, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1619); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 





ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. RAY of New York. from the 
Committee on the Judiciary, to which was referred the House 


| resolution (H. Res. 203) requesting the Attorney-General to in- 


form the House of Representatives what steps have been taken 
by the Department of Justice to prosecute alleged violations of 
anti-trust law, reported the same adversely, accompanied by a 
rt (No. 1614); which said bill and report were laid on the 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Pensions was 
discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8021) 


erant- 


mi chit 


And accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 33 minutes p. m.) the House | ing a pension to Jonathan F. Martin, and the same was referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


adjourned, 


I 
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PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 


of the following titles were introduced, and severally referred as | 
| 


follows: 
By Mr. NORTON (by request): A bill (H. R. 13628) for grading 


V street from North Capitol street to Lincoln avenue east—to the 


Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 13629) amending an act 
approved February 26, 1881, providing for the payment of pen- 
sions to pensioners who are inmates of the National Home for 


Disabled Volunteer Soldiers—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 


sions. 


By Mr. BABCOCKE: A bill (H. R. 13630) to provide for the abate- 


ment of nuisances in the District of Columbia by the Commission- | 
ers of said District, and for other purposese—to the Committee on | 


the District of Columbia. 
By Mr. MARSHALL: A bill (H. R. 13631) to reserve 640 acres 


of land in the State of North Dakota, embracing the White Stone | 


Hills battlefield and burial ground, as a memorial park, and to 
embellish and improve the same—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 13632) providing for memo- | 


rial tablets to mark the position of each regiment and battery of 
regular United States troops engaged in the battle of Gettys- 
burg—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 13672) providing for the leasing 


of gilsonite mineral lands in the Uncompahgre Reservation in | 


Utah—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. McLACHLAN: A bill (H. R. 13673) for the erection of 
a statué of Commodore John D. Sloat in the city of Monterey, 
Cal.—to the Committee on the Library. 


By Mr. OVERSTREET: A bill (H. R. 13674) amendatory of sec- 
tions 3339 and 3341 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, | 


relative to internal-revenue tax on fermented liquors—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs: A bill | 


(H. R. 13676) making appropriations for the support of the Mili- 
tary Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and for 
other purposes—to the Union Calendar. 


By Mr. KEHOE: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 179) providing | 


for the annual printing of franks used in sending out seeds—to 
the Committee on Printing. 


By Mr. BURLESON: A resolution (H. Res. 211) requesting the | 


Secretary of War to furnish the minutes of the court-martial of 
Maj. Littleton W. Waller—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. BURTON: A resolution (H. Res. 212) concerning com- | 


pensation for clerical services rendered Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors—to the Committee on Accounts. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BOWERSOCKE: A bill (H. R. 13683) granting a pen- 
sion to Laura M. Swan Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BREAZEALE: A bill (H. R. 13634) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Helen Olivia Leckie—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND (by request): A bill (H. R. 13635) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to George W. Burgess—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 13636). granting a | 


pension to Sarah A. Grinnell—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
S10NS. 


By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 13637) granting a pension to 


Orlena Beasley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13638) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Hickman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: A bill (H. R. 13639) granting an increase 
of pension to Hannah Riley—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
s10ns. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13640) granting an increase of pension to 
John Settle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13641) for the relief of the heirs of Joseph 
Jennison—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13642) granting a pension to Joel O. White— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 13643) granting an increase of pension to 


Arthur F. Devereux—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. GROW: A bill (H. R. 13644) granting a pension to 


Maletta Hill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also; a bill (H. R. 13645) granting a pension to Hiram B, Wil- 


son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. HALL: A bill (H. R. 13646) granting an increase of 
pension to John G. Heiser—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 
| By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 13647) granting an increase 
| of pension to Hiram Booth—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
| sions. 

By Mr. KEHOE: A bill (H. R. 13648) for the benefit of Eliza- 

| beth Redmon, Joseph Redmon, Charles Redmon, Frank Redmon, 

| Mrs. M. L. Hull, Mrs. W. W. Hall, and Mrs. G. K. McProud. 
heirs of John Redmon—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 13649) granting a pension to 
| Mary A. Baldridge—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 13650) to correct the military 
| record of James M. Olmstead—to the Committee on Military 
| Affairs. F 
| By Mr. NORTON: A bill (H. R. 13651) granting a pension to 

John Rodgers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13652) granting an increase of pension to 
Anderson H. Ash—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13653) granting an increase of pension to 

| Ermina A. Boss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13654) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Reiter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 13655) for the relief of the estate 
of James T. Ball, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13656) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. Baugher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBB: A bill (H. R. 13657) for the relief of George W. 
Mattingly—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13658) for the relief of Ellen Mansfield and 
| Mattie Mansfield—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. SNODGRASS: A bill (H. R. 13659) for the relief of 
| Daniel Ladd—to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 13660) for the relief of Jackson Pryor—to 
| the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13661) for the relief of Joseph P. Rollins— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13662) granting a pension to Calvin E. My- 
ers—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13663) granting a pension to Dempsey D. 
| Driver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 13664) granting a pension to Solomon C. 
Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (EH. R. 13665) granting an increase of pension to 
George R. Baldwin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13666) granting an increase of pension to 
_ Andrew F. Byers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 13667) granting an honorable discharge to 
George W. Peneyhouse—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
| By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 13668) for 
| the relief of the heirs of Nathan D. Adams—to the Committee on 
| War Claims. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: A bill (H. R. 13669) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James H. McVicker—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON: A bill (H. R. 13670) granting an increase 
of pension to Annie Freeman—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
s10ns. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 13671) for the relief of 
Charles F. Sayles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McRAE: A bill (H. R. 13675) granting an increase of 
pension to George W. White—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Resolutions of Polish Roman Catholic So- 
| cieties, of Everson, Pa., favoring the erection of a statue to the 
late Brigadier-General Count Pulaski at Washington—to the 
Committee on the Library. 

Also, papers to ee 


House bill 4429, granting a pension 
to George W. Meanor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 4426, ting increase 
of pension to Daniel Sims—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| By Mr. ADAMSON: Resolutions of the Board of Trade of Colum- 
| bus, Ga,, indorsing the Ray bankruptcy bill—to the Committee 
| on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BATES: Petition of officers and veterans of the Penn- 
sylvania State Soldiers and Sailors’ Home, Erie, Pa., for the pas- 
sage of House bill 13438, to promote the efficiency of the clerical 
| service in the Navy, etc.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
| By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: Petition of Owen Hoey and 
| others, of South Dakota, in favor of House bills 170 and 179, for 
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the repeal of the tax on distilled spirits—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Petition of John F. Jelke, Chicago, 
in vation to the oleomargarine bill—to the Committee on Agri- 

culture. 

Also, resolutions of McAllister Lodge, No. 374, of Herrington, 
Kans., favoring an educational qualification for immigrants—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. COOMBS: Petition of D. R. Hess and others, in favor 
of House bills 178 and 179, for the repeal of the tax on distilled 
spirits—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CROMER: Resolution of Fire Insurance Agents’ Union 
No. 8530, of Elwood, Ind., favoring an educational test for re- 
striction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. EMERSON: Resolutions of Laborers’ Protective Union 
No. 9512, of Ticonderoga, N. Y., favoring a restriction of immi- | 
gration and cheap labor—to the ‘Committee on Immigration and | 
Naturalization. 


By Mr. ESCH: Petition of Rabbi V. Caro, in the name of Jew- | 
ish citizens of Milwaukee, Wis., in relation to the violation by | 


Russia of its treaty with the United States, and in support of the 
ates bill—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs 


y Mr. GIBSON: Papers to accompany House bill granting a | 


veal to Orlena Beasley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting a pension to 
Thomas Hickman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of Woman’s Board of Home Mis- 
sions of the Presbyterian Church, New York, protesting a — 
the passage of House bill 12543, for the admission of the 
tories of Arizona and New Mexico to statehood—to the impale: 
tee on the Territories. 

Also, resolution of United Mine Workers of Tarentum, Pa., 
for the further restriction of immigration—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of T. J. Morgan and officers of various mission- 
ary boards in the United States, protesting against the teachings 
and institutions of Mormonism—to the Committee on the Judi- 
cis ary. 


Also, petitions of Major W.G. Lowry Post. No. 548, of Wilkins- | 


Grand | 
Army of the Republic, favoring House bill No. 3067, relating to | 


burg, and St. Kress Post, No. 284. of Slatington, Pa., 


pensions—to the Committee on.Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Papers to accompany House bill 13641, 
granting an increase of pension to John Settle—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAY: Petition of Walker Ritter, of Frederick County, 
Va.. for reference of war claim to Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: Resolutions of Labor Union of Owens- 
ville, Ind., favoring an educational qualification for immigrants— 

to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. KERN: Petition of sundry citizens and farmers of 
Smithton, Ill, favoring the oleomargarine bill—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Foundry Employees’ Union No. 9617, of 
Belleville, Labor Union No. 8769, of Muscoutah, Ill... and Labor 
Union No. 8306, of Sandoval, Il.. for the exclusion of illiterate im- 
migrants—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Resolution of Eureka Lodge, No. 434, As- 
sociation of Machinists, Brooklyn, N. Y., favoring an educational | 
qualification for immigrants—to the Committee on Immigration | 
and Naturalization. 


By Mr. LITTAUER: Resolutions of Laborers’ Protective Union | 


No. $465, Corinth, N. Y., favoring a restriction of i tion | 
and cheap labor—to the Committee on Immigration and Natural- 


izavion. 

By Mr. MARSHALL: Resolutions of Journeymen Tailors’ 
Union No. 237, of Fargo, N. Dak., for the further restriction of 
immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 

By Mr. MARTIN: Petition of citizens of South Dakota, in favor 
of the adoption of the metric system in the United States—to the 
Committee on , Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. McANDR S: Petitions of various Polish societies of 
Chicago, IIL, fa House bill 16, ee eee 


ote et ee oo, . C.— 
to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, resolutions of Reliable ‘Lodge, No. 253, of , UL, 
Association of Machinists, favoring Chi- 


the reenactment of t 
nese-exclusion act—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
Also, resolution of the same lodge, favoring the construction of 


—_ al vessels at Government navy-yards—to the Committee on 
Nav al Affairs. 


Also, resolutions of Horse Nail Makers’ Union No. 7180, Chicago, 


Ill., favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. McCLEARY: Resolution of the St. Paul (Minn.) Job- 
bers’ Union, favoring amendments to the national bankruptcy 
law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, letters of Augusta A. Connor and other citizens of Min- 
neapolis, Minn., asking for the appointment of a commission to 
investigate woman suffrage in the Western States—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MORRELL: Petition of the East End Suburban Citi- 
zens’ Association of the District of Columbia, for the passage of 

| bill authorizing the use of electric lights by means of wires on 
poles east of Rock Creek and beyond Florida avenue—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, resolutions of Machinists’ Association No. 348, Philadel- 
phia, Pa., for the further restriction of immigration—to the Com- 
| mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. NEVILLE: Paper to accompany House bill 5171, for the 
| relief of Catherine Grace—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. NORTON: Petition of Merle Miller and other citizens 
of Sycamore, Ohio, and resolutions of American Flint Glass 
| Workers’ Union No. 31, of Fostoria, Ohio, favoring the Chinese- 
| exclusion act—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of Federal Labor Union, No. 88, Sandusky, 
Ohio, favoring an educational restriction on immigration-—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolutions of Division No. 124, Locomotive Engineers, 
Bucyrus, Ohio, favoring the passage of the Hoar-Grosvenor anti- 
injunction bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


| Also, papers to accompany House bill to grade V street from 
| North Capitol street to Lincoln avenue east—to the Committee 


| on Appropriations. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting an increase of 
pension to Charles Reiter, Tiffin, Ohio—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill granting an increase of 
pension to Ermina A. Boss, Vermilion, Ohio—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting an increase of 
pension to Anderson H. Ash, Marion, Ohio—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting an increase of 
pension to John Rodgers, State Soldiers’ Home, Ohio—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PALMER: Resolutions of the Board of Trade of Pitts- 
ton, Pa., urging the passage of House bill No. 8337, confirming 
certain powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. RIXEY: Papers to accompany House bill granting an 
increase of pension to Charles H. Baugher—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBB: Papers to accompany House bill for the relief 
of George W. Mattingly—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHATTUC: Papers to accompany House bill 12277, to 
place D. B. Jeffers on the retired list of the Army—to the Com 
— on Military Affairs. - 

pers to accom ouse bill 5274, granting 
ry vo alee to Isaac iinet the Committee on Military 
A 

By Mr. SIBLEY: Petition of Mount Pleasant Gr ange No. 68, 
of Pennsylvania, protesting against the passage of bill for the 
—_ mg of arid lands—to the Committee on Irrigation of Ar 

nds 
! By Mr. SNOOK: Petition of Subordinate Association No. 19 of 
| Lithographers’ International Protective and Beneficial Assoc 
| Som, favoring an educational qualification for imandavants—to 
| the Committee on Immigratios and Naturalization. 
Also, pa as to accompany House bill 12495, granting a pen nsic 
| to Amelia Hollinshead—to the Committee on Invalid Pensi: 
By Mr. STARK: Papers to accompany House bill 12751. gra 
_ ing an increase of pension to Martin L. Pembleton—to the Com 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. STEELE: Resolutions of Kokomo Lodge, No. 463, 
| Machinists Association of Kokomo, Ind., for the restriction m 
ee the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza 


' 

} 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey: Resolutions of Trenton 
sy Lodge No. 28, Trainmen, favoring _ passage of 

ss Foraker-Corliss safety-appliance bill—to the Committee on 

| Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


an honer- 


By Mr. SULZER: Resolutions of the New York Board of Tra de 
and tion. in favor of the enactment of the Lovering 


: bill in relation to the export trade—to the Committee on Ways 
| and Means. 


By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: Paper to accompany 
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House bill for the relief of the heirs of Nathan D. Adams—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: Resolutions of Lithographers’ Pro- 
tective Beneficial Association, Coshocton, Ohio, for the exclusion 
of illiterate immigrants—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. WEEKS: Resolution of the board of control of State 
house of correction and prison at Marquette, Mich., relative to 
the restriction of transportation of prison-made merchandise—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, April 16, 1902. 


The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by Rev. Henry N. CoupEn, Chaplain of the House of 
Representatives. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. CLapp, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Jour- 
nal will stand approved. It is approved. 

REPORT ON FRAUDULENT ENTRY OF CHINESE LABORERS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing communication from the Secretary of the Treasury; which 
was read, and ordered to lie on the table: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, April 14, 1902. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Sir: In romans to Senate resolution of 9th instant, I have the honor to | 


inform you that thus far the official report made to the Treasury Depart- 
ment by Inspector James R. Dunn, referred to in said Senate resolution, has 
not been found among the correspondence on file in the Department. 

It is recalled in the Bureau of Immigration that such a report was made, 
embodying, as well, various other matters in relation to the enforcement of 
the Chinese-exclusion laws at the port of San Francisco; but under the sys- 
tem of filing of the said Bureau some question of administration would be 
taken as the subject of such a report, and it would be given an appropriate 


number designating that subject rather than a statement of the nature re- | 


ferred to in the Senate resolution. The search, however, will be continued, 
and when found, if still desirable, the official report referred to will be for- 


warded. 
Respectfully, L. M. SHAW, 
Secretary. 


The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE, 
Washington, D. C. 
STATUE OF GEN. ULYSSES 8. GRANT. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the report 
of the Grant Statue or Memorial Commission relative to the selec- 
tion of a site, plans, and designs for a statue or memorial of Gen. 
Ulysses S. Grant, late President of the United States and General 
of the armies thereof, etc.; which, with the accompanying papers, 
were referred to the Committee on the Library, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LANDS OF THE CHEROKEE NATION. 


‘he PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting : 
memorial of the national council of the Cherokee Nation request- 
ing the individualization of the lands and disbursements of mon- 
eys, etc., together with a draft of a bill prepared by direction of 
the Secretary; which, with theaccompanying papers, was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CHINESE EXCLUSION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The President of the Senate 
has received a communication from the executive council of the 
American Federation of Labor, relating to the pending Chinese 
bill, with the request that it be read. 
its being read? 
the communication, 

The communication was read, and ordered to lie on the table, as 
{i yh WS: 

AMERICAN FEDERATION OF LABOR, 
Washington, D. C., April 15, 1902. 
Hon. WILLIAM P. FRYE, 
President pro tempore United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

DEAR Sir: The undersigned, the executive council of the American Fed- 
eration of Labor, being in session in this city of Washington, D.C., had under 
consideration the matter of legislation relative to the exclusion of the Chinese 
laborers from the United States and its insular territory. It may be unnec- 
essary to indicate how oa interested are the men and women of our 
country whom we have the honor to represent in the matter of this legisla- 
tion, and desirous of serving them, as well as all ple of our country, to 
the very best of our ability, we have adopted the following preambles and 
resolution: 

‘Whereas the Philippines, with their large Chinese population of the pure 
and mixed blood and their proximity to China, serve, and could to a greater 
degree serve, as a reservoir of Chinese laborers, and a bridge over which 
Chinese could and would come to the mainland territory of the United States 
unless stopped by effective legislation; and ; : 

** Whereas any law which does not exactly define the meaning to be given 
to the treaty terms ‘official,’ ‘teacher,’ ‘student,” ‘merchant,’ and ‘ trav- 
eler’ would, in view of Chinese duplicity, be a mockery and of no value; 
and 


Is there any objection to | 
The Chair hears none, and the Secretary will read | 


| Mitchell bill and against the Platt amendment. 
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‘‘ Whereas the seamen are clearly entitled to equal protection from Chinese 
— and contamination as are other workers in our common coun- 
try; anc 

‘** Whereas the validity of the entire Scott Act of 1888 is in controversy in an 
appeal case now pending before the Supreme Court, and it is generally aq- 
mitted that the attack will be sustained by the court, neither the Proctor 
bill nor the Platt amendment dealing in any way with these new questions 
or the emergency which will beyond doubt arise by the court's decision: 

‘Resolved by the executive council of the American Federation of Labor in ses- 
sion assembled, That we hold said Proctor bill and Platt amendment utterly 
inadequate and contrary to the best interests of labor all over the country. 
in the mills of New England or the Carolinas, as well as the workers on the 
Pacific coast and in the intermountain States; and 

“Further resolved, That we are firmly convinced that the Mitchell-Kahn bill. 
as reported from the Committee on Immigration and passed by the House of 
Representatives, is the only exclusion bill that will exclude now before Con- 
gress; and we therefore urge all true friends of the policy of the exclusion of 
Chinese laborers from the United States to vote for this bill and to defeat 
any amendment offered thereto tending to weaken it in any of its essentia] 
or effective features.” 

We sincerely trust that this petition, embodying our best judgment, may 
meet with your favorable consideration, and that you may honor us by pre. 
senting the same to the Senate in session. , 

Thanking you in advance, in anticipation of your compliance with our re- 
quest, we have the honor to remain, 

Very respectfully, 
Samuel Gompers, of New York, president; James Duncan, Bos- 
ton, Mass., first vice-president; John Mitchell, Indianapolis, 
Ind., second vice-president; James O'Connell, Oil City, Pa.. 
third vice-president; Max Morris, Denver, Colo., fourth vice- 
resident; Thomas I. Kidd, Chicago, I1., fifth vice-president: 
. A. Hayes, Newark, Ohio, sixth vice-president; John B. Len- 
non, Illinois, treasurer; Frank Morrison, of Chicago, secretary, 
executive council American Federation of Labor [seal ). : 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The President of the Senate 
has received 61 additional telegraphic memorials from the Pacific 
coast against the Mitchell bill (so-called) and for the Platt amend- 
ment. Also 2 from Seattle, protesting against the seamen clause: 
also 12 from the labor unions of Portland, Me., in favor of the 
The President 
of the Senate does not feel like filling the Recorp with these tele- 
grams, and will suggest, if there be no objection, that they simply 
be noted in the Recorp. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. TURNER. DoT understand that some of those telegrams 
are from Seattle? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There are two from Seattle. 

Mr. TURNER. I should like to have an opportunity to ex- 
amine them. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They are by themselves here. 

The telegrams were ordered to lie on the table, as follows: 

A telegram from 8. M. Mears, president of the board of trus- 
tees, Chamber of Commerce of Portland, Oreg.; 

A telegram from A. H. Mohler, president of the Portland and 
Asiatic Steamship Company of Portland, Oreg.; 

A telegram from John Breuner Company, of San Francisco, Cal.; 

A telegram from Charles Forman, ex-president of the Chamber 
of Commerce of Los Angeles, Cal.; 

A telegram from George H. Stewart, of Los Angeles, Cal.; 

A telegram from R. P. Burr, of Sacramento, Cal.; 

A telegram from Theodore B. Wilcox, president of the Portland 
Flouring Mills Company, of Portland, Oreg.; 

A telegram from John F. Francis, of Los Angeles, Cal.; 

A telegram from H. J. Knowles, secretary of the Pacific Steam 
Whaling Company, of San Francisco, Cal.; 

A telegram from William Wolffe & Co., of San Francisco, Cal.; 

A telegram from Lawrence Harris, of San Francisco, Cal.; 

A telegram from O. G. Sage, of Sacramento, Cal.; 

A telegram from W. A. Kelsey, of the Los Angeles Capital, of 
Los Angeles, Cal.; 

A telegram from J. F. Sims, of San Francisco, Cal.; 

A telegram from T. M. Stevens & Co., of Portland, Oreg.: 

A telegram from W. E. Dennison, president of the Steiger 
Terra Cotta and Pottery Works, of San Francisco, Cal.; 

A telegram from Gladding, McBean & Co., of San Francisco, 
Cal.; 

A telegram from Charles E. Fredericks, president of Joseph 
Fredericks & Co., Incorporated, of San Francisco, Cal.; 

A telegram from J. Eppinger, of San Francisco, Cal.; 

A telegram from G. W. McNear, jr., of San Francisco, Cal.; 

A telegram from H. L. Tatum, of San Francisco, Cal.; 

A telegram from Thomas C. Berry, of San Francisco, Cal.; 

A telegram from T. C. Gibbons, of San Francisco, Cal.; 

A telegram from L. Kauffman, of San Francisco, Cal.; 

A telegram from E. A. Bresse, of San Francisco, Cal.; 

A telegram from George H. Higbee, of San Francisco, Cal.; 

A telegram from Andrew E. Moseley, of San Francisco, Cal.; 

A telegram from George P. Morrow, of San Francisco, Cal.; 

A telegram from John Herd, of San Francisco, Cal.; 

A telegram from G. W. Hume, of San Francisco, Cal.; 

A telegram from George W. Scott, of the Scott & Van 
Lumber Company, Incorporated, of San Francisco, Cal.; 

A telegram from Meyer Wilson & Co., of San Francisco, Cal.; 


Arsdale 
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A telegram from G. H. Fuller, president of the George H. | grove and of Lieutenant David H. Nessley Post, of Mount Joy, 


Fuller Desk ene of San Francisco, Cal.; 
A tele from V. Selby, manager of ‘the Boston Woven 
Hose an 


Rubber Comaaars of San Francisco, Cal.; 

A telegram from J arron, president of Harron, Rickard & 
McConne, of San Francisco, Cal.; 

A telegram from C. W. Weaver, secretary of Studebaker Broth- 
ers Company of California, of San Francisco, Cal.; 

A telegram from E. D. Page, manager of the Howe Scale Com- 
pany, of San Francisco, Cal.; 

A telegram from Joseph Rosenberg, of San Francisco, Cal.; 

A telegram from Juda Newman, of San Francisco, Cal.; 

A telegram from W. G. Lowry, ‘of San Francisco, ‘Cal.; 

A telegram from O’Brien & Sons, of San Francisco, Cal.; 

A telegram from W. F. Soule, of San Francisco, Cal.; 

A telegram from William Rennie, for Fairbanks, Morse & Co., 
of San Francisco, Cal.; 

A telegram from E. Ww. Ferguson, of San Francisco, Cal.; 

A telegram from 8. J. Newman, of San Francisco, Cal.; 

A telegram from Isaac L. Requa, of San Francisco, Cal.; 

A telegram from H. C. Norton, vice-president and manager of 
the Pacific Coast Rubber Company, of San Francisco, Cal.; 

A telegram from Redington & Co., of San Francisco, Cal.; 

A telegram from Clark & Sons, of ‘San Francisco, Cal.; 

A telegram from C. F. Runyon, secretary of the Goodyear Rub- 
ber Company, of San Francisco, Cal.; 

A telegram from Murphy Grant & ‘Co., of San Francisco, Cal.; | 

3 telegram from Whittier Coburn Company, of San Francisco, 
Ca 

A telegram from H. T. Lally, manager for the Crane Company, | 
of San Francisco, Cal.; 

A telegram from Mack & Co., of San Francisco, Cal.; 

A telegram from A. B. Costigan, of San Francisco, Cal. $ 

A telegram from S. B. McNear, of San Francisco, Cal.; 

A telegram from the treasurer of the Nathan Dohrmann Com- 
pany, of San Francisco, Cal.; 

A telegram from Francis Smith & Co., of San Francisco, Cal.; 

A telegram from Vanderlinn Stow, secretary of the Thomas | 
= Company, of San Francisco, Cal.; 

A telegram from Girvin & Eyre, of San Francisco, Cal.; 

A telegram from John W. Classen, secretary of the Tacoma Mill | 
Company, of San Francisco, Cal.; 

A telegram from Frank Waterhouse & Co., of Seattle, Wash. ; 

A telegram from Moran Brothers’ Company, of Seattle, Wash.; 

A telegram from M. H. Schlitter, secretary of the Granite Cut- 
ters’ Union, of Portland, Me.; 

A telegram from W. J. Lappen, secretary of the Barbers’ Union, 
of Portland, Me.; 
A tele from 8. C. Phillips, agent of the Seamen’s Union, of 

Portland, Me.; 

A telegram from A. Reed, secretary of the Team Drivers’ Union 
of Portland, Me.; 

A telegram from James H. Flynn, recording secretary of the 
Painters’ Union, of Portland, Me.; 

A telegram from John C. Clarke, secretary of Iron Molders’ | 
Union, of Portland, Me.; 

A telegram from Michael McDonough, for the Masons’ Union, | 
of Portland, Me.; 

A telegram from D. A. Cameron, secretary of the Carpenters’ 
Union of Portland, Me.; 

A telegram from J. H. Dooley, president of the Typographical 
Union of Portland, Me.; 

A telegram from Charles L. Fox, secretary of the Central Labor 
Union of Portland, Me.; 

A telegram from Patrick J. Joyce, vice-president of Bricklayers 
Tenders’ Union of Portland, Me.; and 

A telegram of James J. Mullen, secretary of Cigar Makers’ 
Union of Portland, Me. 

Mr. PERKINS. I present a eee petition signed by M. | 
Casey, president, and John McLaughlin, secretary, of Brother- | 
hood of Teamsters of San Francisco, Cal., praying for the pas- 
sage of the pending Chinese-exclusion bill, and remonstrating | 
against any substitute or amendment therefor. I move that the | 
dispatch lie on the table. 

The motion was 

Mr. KITTREDGE Rees a petition of Prairie Lodge, No. 

170, Brotherhood of motive Firemen, of Huron, 8. Dak., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to exclude Chinese labor- 
ers from the United States and their insular possessions; which 
“= a to lie on the table, 

QUAY presen tions of General James B. Rickett Post. 
Noe a7 au Dalai 0 John Ennis Post, No. 47, of St. Clair; of | 
Jesse Taylor Post, No. 450, of Mount Morris; of Post No. 95, of 
Bellefonte; of Major W. G. Lowry Post, No. 548, of Wilkinsburg; | 
of Captain’ Lyons Post, —_ * of ieilienweod: of Samuel Kress Post, 
No. 284, of Slatington; of . S. Davis Post, No, 148, of Selins- 
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the Department of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment 
of legislation providing pensions to certain officers and men in the 
Army and Navy of the United States when 50 years of age and 
over, and to increase the pensions of widows of soldiers to $12 per 
month; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PATTERSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1300) granting a pension to Judson N. Pollard; and 
uaa (S. 3505) granting an increase of pension to Matthew B. 

oel. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1299) granting a pension to Ambrus U. Harrison, reported 
it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9455) to remove the charge of 
desertion standing against the name of Lorenzo Marchant, asked 
to be discharged from its further consideration, and that it be 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs; which was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON, from the Committee on Appropriations, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 13123) making appropriations 
for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1903, and for other purposes, reported it with 


| amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CLAPP introduced a bill (S. 5272) for the relief of Dar- 
win S. Hall; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 


527% 


3) to amend section 


| 4189 and section 4314 of the Revised Statutes; which was read 
| twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


Mr. MILLARD introduced a bill (S. 5274) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the name of Frederick W. Joslin; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


| Military Affairs. 


Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 5275) to provide for the 
| purchase of lands that may be required for military purposes and 
for the building of barracks and quarters thereon, to be paid for 
| from the proceeds of the sale of abandoned military reservations; 

which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


AMENDMENT TO APPROPRIATION BILL. 


r. QUAY submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
| $055 ‘for the purchase of ‘‘ The’ Jesuit Relations’’ for the library 
of the Military Academy, intended to be proposed by him to the 


> | Military Academy appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
| Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


| Bx PENSES OF MILITARY 


Mr. CULBERSON. 
ent consideration. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to send 
to the Senate the following: 

1. A statement of the amount of money paid by the United Sts rtes for or 
on account of the a Commission to the date when such expenses 
were paid out of the Philippine Treasury. 

2. A statement of the amount of money paid by the United States for or 
on account of railway transportation for troops to and from the Philippine 
Islands since the ratification of the treaty of peace between the United States 
and Spain, and the several railway companies to which it was paid and the 
id each of them. 


OPERATIONS, ETC., IN THE PHILIPPINES, 
I submit a resolution and ask for its pres- 


statement of the amount of money expended and the amount, as far 


| as i is able to state the same, for which the Government of the United 
| States is liable, remaining unpaid, for equipment, supplies, and military 
| operations in the Philippine Islands each year from’ May 1, 1898, to the pres- 


ent time. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the resolution? 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Let the resolution go over. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will go over 
under objection. 
EXPENSES OF NAVAL OPERATIONS IN THE PHILIPPINES. 


Mr. CULBERSON. I submit a resolution and ask for its im- 
mediate consideration. 

The resolution was read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, directed to 
| send to the Senate a statement of the amount of money expended, and the 
| amount, so far as he is able to state the same, for which the Government of 
the United States is liable, remaining unpaid, for equipment, anger tation, 
* plies, and naval operations in the Philippine Islands each year from May 

898, to the present time. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE and Mr. KEAN. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, 


Is there objection to the pres- 


Let it go over. 
The resolution will go over, 
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THE NICARAGUA CANAL, 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I had a conference yesterday 
with the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopar], in which he 
said that the Philippine-government bill would succeed the bill 
that is to be voted on to-day; that he expected it would be made 
the regular order of the Senate for to-morrow, but he would yield 
to another Senator after the bill was taken up for business con- 
nected with the District of Columbia. 

I wish to give notice that on to-morrow, after the conclusion of 
the routine morning business, I shall ask the Senate for leave to 
make some observations on the Nicaragua Canal, which will 
occupy probably from an hour to an hour and a half. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. W. H. 
CROOK, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 15th instant approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 2442) confirming title to the State of Nebraska of 
certain selected indemnity school lands; and 

An act (S. 3513) authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River at or near Parkville, Mo. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. C. R. Mc- 
KENNEY, its enrolling clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 


upon signed by the President pro tempore: 
A bill (S. 
David: 
A bill (S. 


201) granting a pension to Jane K. Hill; 
A bill (S. 


721) granting an increase of pension to Lavalette D. 


eo (S. 951) granting an increase of pension to Charles Am- 

rs bil (S. 952) granting an increase of pension to George H. 

om bil (S. 1285) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 

NA bil " 1678) granting an increase of pension to Charles B. 
ingneia; 


A bill (S. 2063) granting a pension to Ida 8. Mcixinley; 

A bill (S. 2079) granting an increase of pension to William 
Wheeler; 

A bill (S. 2327) granting an increase of pension to William 
Hoag; 

A bill (S. 2329) granting an increase of pension to Peter Bitt- 
man; 


A bill (S. 2877) to remove the charge of desertion standing 


against the name of Thomas Blackburn: 


A bill (S. 3064) granting an increase of pension to Emma Sophia 


Harper Cilley: 
A bill (S. 3103) granting an increase of pension to Susan Hays; 
A bill (S. 3378) granting an increase of pension to Sarah Anne 
Harris: 
A bill (S. 3388) granting an increase of pension to John Peter- 


son; 


A bill (S. 3390) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Allen: 

A bill (S. 3849) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
F. H. Luce; 


A bill (S. 3995) granting a pension to Susan E. Clark; 

A bill (S. 4022) granting an increase of pension to Annie E. 
Brown: 

A bill (S. 4404) granting an increase of pension to Otto H. Has- 
selman; 

A bill (S. 4414) granting 
Schoenecker: 

A bill (S. 4643) granting 
Peyton: and 


an increase of pension to Pheobe L. 


A bill (H. R. 11354) making appropriations for the service of 





181) granting an increase of pension to William C. | o¢ principle-which they ever stood for animated that party, I was 


an increase of pension to Albertine 


The Secretary called the roll; and, after a delay of some minutes, 
the following Senators answered to their names: 


Allison, Cullom Kean, uay, 
Bacon, Dietrich, Kittredge, mon, 
Bard, Dillingham, McLaurin, Miss., Stewart, 
Be Fairbanks, McMillan, Taliaferro, 
Beveridge, Foster, La., Martin, Teller, 

m, Frye. Millard Turner, 
Burrows, Gibson, Mitchell, Warren, 
Clapp, le, Money, Wellington, 
Clark, Mont., Hanna, Morgan, Wetmore. 
Clark, Wyo., Harris, Patterson, 

Cockrell, Heitfeld, Pettus, 
Culberson, Jones, Ark. Proctor, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Forty-five Senators having 
answered to their names, a quorum is present. 

Mr. TURNER. Mr. President, during the speech of the Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin |Mr. SPOONER] yesterday, in answer to the 


| taunt made in his statement that it was extraordinary that | 


should show so much bitterness toward the Republican party, | 
said that it was because I had been cozened by that party for 
thirty years. I can not permit this answer, given on the spur of 
the moment more in jest than in earnest, to stand as a serious 
expression of ee views. 

I have no feeling of bitterness toward the Republican party 


| of Abraham Lincoln and Ulysses 8. Grant, nor do I believe that 


House had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were there- | = Ss _— anybody. So long as those great men 


ae so long as the principles which 
they stood for animated that party, so long as the slightest shred 
a loyal, ardent, and consistent follower of it. The Republican 
party in that day stood for human rights. Abraham Lincoln de- 
clared that it was brought into existence to bring this Govern- 
ment back to the eee and the practices of Thomas Jeffer- 
son, and I believe that the Republican party of that day was as 
truly the exponent of the principles of Thomas Jefferson as | 
believe that the Democratic party of this day is the exponent of 


the principles of Thomas Jefferson. 


But it would be a brave man who would assert and undertake 
to establish that the an party of to-day has anything in 
common with the Republican party of Abraham Lincoln's day. 
That great man, if he could come back to earth, would not recog- 


| nize it as the party which honored him and which he honored in 
| the high office to which it elevated him; that party which to-day 


the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, | 


1903. 
CHINESE EXCLUSION. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. ] 
sideration of Senate bill 2960, the Chinese-exclusion bill. 
Th 


I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 


» motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 2960) to 
prohibit the coming into and to regulate the residence within the 


finds the principal ground for its existence in the exercise of 
boundless extravagance and gross favoritism in government: 
which has had its sentiment so shriveled and shrunken that on al! 
occasions it prefers the dollar to the man, and which has so little 
regard for liberty and the sacred principles upon which our free 
institutions are founded that at this moment it is endeavoring to 
drown in a sea of human blood the aspirations of a friendly and 
an allied people for liberty and independence. 

I followed that party as long as | could; I followed it longer 
than I ought to have done because of the associations which clus- 
tered around it; but the time came when conscience pointed in 
one direction and the Republican party pointed in another, and | 
followed my conscience. I have never had any occasion. Mr. 
President, to regret the course which I pursued in leaving the 
Republican party. When the scales have fallen from one’s eyes 
he can see more clearly than he did before, and I see to-day that 
all idealism, all sentimentality in favor of human liberty has de- 
parted from the Republican party, and that it is gross and ma- 
terial in all its instincts. It stands to-day not for a pure and 
simple administration of this Government in the interest of the 
common people of the land, but it stands for the material inter- 
ests of the nation, for the corporations, for the trusts, and for the 
enormous aggregations of capital which come to the halls of C\» 
gress and demand exceptional legislation in their favor. It does 
not stand, as it did in the day of Abraham Lincoln, for the rights 
of the common people of the land. 

I did not imagine, as the Senator from Wisconsin said, that 
when I left the Republican party all virtue had departed from 
that party. I have some old-fashioned notions that the Govern- 


| ment of the United States was established to conserve the inter- 


United States, its Territories, and all possessions and all territory | 


under its jurisdiction, and the District of Columbia, of Chinese 


persons and persons of Chinese descent. 
Mr. TURNER obtained the floor. 
Mr. CULBERSON. 


quorum. 


roll. 


Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 


' 
i 
} 


| 


ests of the American people rather than the interests of wealth 
and the organizations which have been formed to promote the 
aggregation of wealth. I have some old-fashioned ideas that it 
is our duty here to legislate for the people rather than to lexis- 
late, by gross favoritism, for the building up of a few enormous 
fortunes in the United States. The only thing that I have imag- 
ined in connection with my departure from the Republican party 
was that I saw the tendencies of the Republican party more clearly 
than do some of my friends upon the other side, so that I was 
enabled to break away from my attachments to that party, which 
were very strong indeed, and which holds some of my friends on 
the other side, I believe, contrary to—I will not say contrary to 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the | their convictions, but at the expense of many misgivings upon 


their part concerning the course which that party is pursuing. 
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the part of nobody on the other side do I find those 


And upon 
minstobuns more clearly owed forth than in the utterances 
and the actions of the distinguished Senator from Wisconsin, who 
taunted me by saying that I thought all virtue had departed from 
the Republican party when I left that organization. 

I find that in his utterances against the wicked and uncon- 
scionable and unconstitutional course which his party is pursu- 
ing toward the a Islands and in the reluctance which he 
has shown to follow that party in that course; I find that in his 
action upon the ship-subsidy bill, in connection with which the 
Republican party ran its arms down into the of the 
United States up to the armpits for the purpose of favoring 
the protected and the exceptional interests of capital invested in 
the shipping industry, and I believe firmly that if the Republican 
party on in the course which it is pursuing, showing a con- 
tempt for the just rights and interests of the people of the land, 
indicating, as cone as it has been doing for the few years, 
that the only gn that exists in the breast of its leadership is 
the conservation of wealth in this country, that these misgivings 
which I find in the breasts of some of my friends on the other 
side will continue to grow, and that they’ will see their conscien- 
tious duty in the same way that I saw mine when I left that Re- 
publican party, because I could not approve of the course it was 
pursuing and which I saw it was determined to continue to pursue. 

The Senator from Wisconsin complained that I impugned the 
motives of Senators on the other side of the Chamber because I 
said they had been actuated b litics in the consideration of 
this measure. Mr. President, I do not consider that I have im- 
pugned the motives of any Senator upon the other side. I was 
particularly careful to disclaim any reflection upon the motives 
of any Senator upon the other side. I simply asserted that they 
were a the ingrained tendencies of Republican policies 
when they permitted sentiment to be crystallized upon the 
other side in opposition to the enactment of this just and wise and 
vee se ge reported by a nie a Immigra- 
tion for the purpose o ing out the policy of this country 
against Chinese exclusion. I said that the aotley of the Repub- 
lican party was the conservation of wealth rather than the protec- 
tion of the common people of the land, and that whenever wealth 
appealed to the Republican party any just measure designed for 
the protection of the people went down when it had upon it the 
dollar mark of disapprobation. 

I also called attention to the fact that since the bill had been 
reported here we had been eco wealth upon the subject of 
the enactment of this measure. eir telegrams and petitions are 
presented here and laid upon the table every day, and some have 
even been presented this morning. The transcontinental rail- 
roads have had their agents here inveighing against this measure. 
The great shipping companies on the Atlantic and Pacific coasts 
have had their agents hereinveighing against this measure. The 
business interests, the commercial interests, the trade interests 
affect to have been frightened by this measure. They have all 
exerted their influence to bring about the operation of this in- 
grained tendency of the Republican party to oppose everything 
which wealth wants defeated and to deny to the people everything 
which they want enacted. 

Mr. President, if that is an impeachment of the motives of Sen- 
ators, it is so because the facts stated are an impeachment of their 
motives, and nobody is to be held responsible for it simply because 
he refers to it. It is the facts themselves which constitute the 
impeachment, and they do so because they stamp tae 
upon Republican policies and disapprobation — publican 
Senators who undertake to follow Republican policies. 

I have had occasion to look Room most of the speeches deliv- 
ered in this Chamber upon this bill since it has been under con- 
sideration. I find the keynote of all of them to be the fact that 
we want to build up our trade with China; that the business in- 
terests are alarmed at the drastic features of this bill, and there- 
fore, notwithstanding the strong appeals which are made to the 
Congress of the United States to enact this legislation, notwith- 
standing that the interests of civilization are bound up in our 
having adequate Chinese restriction laws, that the commercial 
interests are so preponderant in the minds of our friends on the 
other side that the oe measure is to be laid aside in favor of 
a halfway measure which has no merit except that it meets the 
“re of those interests. 

shall read briefly from the speech of my distinguished friend 


from Ohio, which I had occasion to refer to yesterday, to show | 


the views which appear to be most = in governing his action 
upon this bill. The Senator from Ohio in that speech said: 
We have reached in the progress of our development a point where we 


not only supply our home markets with what we manufacture and what we 
produce on our farms and out of our but we havea great surplus to 


mines, 
sell, which we must sell in the markets of the world. We 
across the Atlantic to E 
there. But in Europe they 
what can produce for 
enough fo exhaust 


have been 
for markets, and we will continue to loo 
take from us only what little, in addition to 
themselves, that they may want, and that is not 
our surplus, 


ane 





We must look elsewhere, to the whole world—and particularly to the Far 
East, now that we have a base of operations in the Philippines—to China, 
Japan, Oceania, the Straits Settlements, and southern India. They have 
there a thousand millions of people who are just beginning to learn that the 
want and must have—if they would keep pace, even in their own way, with 
the : of the world—that which we produce, both to wear and to use 
an eat. 


In China, therefore, the greatest of all the countries to which I have re- 
ferred, is the greatest opportunity for the development of a market that the 
world affords to-day. It has been said there are 400,000,000 Chinamen. You 
might just as well say there are 600,000,000. Nobody knows. It is all guess- 
work. There been no census, but nobody says there are less than 409,- 
000,000 to 450,000,000 Chinamen. t is the trade of China? It is only a few 
years since she wn to trade with the world. Already her foreign trade 
amounts to more than $100,000,000, but out of itall, whatever it may be—and 
I do not want to go into figures and quots them—we sell there less than 10 

cent, I believe, of what she buys. 
0 per cent? 

And in pursuance of this idea that we ought to develop our 
trade with China and that we ought to be very careful how we 
tread upon her toes in the violation of any of our treaty obliga- 
tions, I find the Senator from Ohio making this most remarkable 
proposition. He reads a letter from the Chinese minister to the 
Secretary of State for the purpose of supporting his construction 
of the treaty of 1894, which shows that the Chinese version of the 
treaty of 1894 is different from the version delivered to the Ameri- 
can representative, and now on file in the Department of State, 
and upon this statement of the Chinese minister, to the effect 
that re are other words in the Chinese version than those 
which are in the English version, the Senator predicates his re- 
markable proposition that all Chinamen, except laborers, .are 
entitled to come into this country under and by virtue of the treaty 
of 1894. 

Who has read anything concerning the duplicity of oriental 
statesmen, who has read the many instances in which in their cun- 
ning and deceit they have interpolated provisions into their own 
copy of treaties which did not a in the copies of those with 
whom they were treating, that does not know, if there be any 
difference in the wording of the Chinese treaty between the copies 
written in Chinese and the ome written in English, that it is an 
instance of the duplicity of Chinese character, and that it does 
not and ought not to militate at all against the force and effect of 
that version written in English? Acting upon the Chinese ver- 
sion, however, which the Senator from Ohio accepted without any 
question, simply because of the statement of the Chinése minister, 
the Senator makes this remarkable proposition: 

In other wo: Mr. President, only laborers are prohibited, and all other 
classes have a rig! t to come and here reside. I call attention in this connec- 
tion to the fact that they are not required by this treaty tc come here to fol- 
low here their avocations in China. A merchant in China has a right to come 
here because he isa merchant. His right to come is not to be restricted toa 
case where he wants to become a merchant in the United States. 

A man who is a student within the accepted meaning of that term has a 
right to come here, not because there is some particular study he wants to 
pursue in the United States, but because he isa student. And soit is with 
every other class named. The publicist is not, if he is within the exempted 
class, to be allowed to come here because he wants here to practice states- 
manship, but because of his character. 


Why should we sell to China only 


# * 

That being our treaty stipulation, I say that whenever a man who belongs 
to any class not a laborer comes to one of our ports with a certificate from 
his government, viséed by our consular representative in China, he has a 
right to admission without any more ado about it, and no Congress—unless 
we want to violate and disregard our treaty obligations, which, of course, we 
have the power to do—not even the Congress, unless we want to do that, cer- 
tainly no Treasury official, has a right, in the name of making regulations, to 
disregard and override it. 

The proposition is, as urged by the Senator from Ohio, that any 
Chinaman who can get a certificate from the Chinese officials that 
he is not a laborer, and who can procure that certificate to be 
viséed by the consular representative of the United Statesin China, 
has the right to come here upon those papers, and that neither 
Congress, nor the Secretary of the Treasury, nor any other execu- 
tive officer of the Government, has a right to require any other 
evidence of his good faith with respect to the character in which 
he pretends to come here. And that, I take it, Mr. President, is 
the reason why our friends upon the other side want to emascu- 
late these provisions from this bill which experience has shown to 
be necessary, and which the Secretary of the Treasury, out of the 
experience of that Department, has formulated into the shape of 
Treasury regulations. 

Mr. President, the reason for the outcry against these necessary 
regulations, which go beyond the treaty, but which are not in 
opposition to the treaty, because designed for the purpose of re- 
quiring a fair and just execution of the treaty, is based upon the 
idea that we have no right to supplement the treaty provisions at 
all, but are to be remitted to the tender mercies of the Chinese 
Government and to the action of our own consuls in China, un- 
der all of the difficulties under which they must labor there in 
attempting to carry out their duties. 

This fails to take account of the duplicity of the Chinese char- 
acter, which everybody who has been in that country and who 
has written upon the subject tells us extends from the highest to 
the lowest. Even the Emperor of China is not exempt from this 


trait of duplicity. It is said that when England sent an embassy 
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to China in 1796 for the purpose of compelling the observance 
upon the part of that Government of its treaty stipulations with 
England the Chinese vessel which carried the envoys of England 
to the Chinese court had printed upon its flag the words “‘ Tribute 
bearer from the country of England.”’’ It is said further that in 
1873, when the envoys of the civilized countries had succeeded in 
forcing from the Chinese Government the concession that those 
envoys might be received in audience by the Emperor as the rep- 
resentatives of their several sovereigns and their several countries, 
they were received by the Emperor in what was called the “‘ pa- 
vilion of light,’’ an apartment used for giving audience to envoys 
from tributary States. 

It is known that not only deception but corruption prevails 
from the highest to the lowest in the governmental service of 
China. Li Hung Chang, whose name was mentioned yesterday 
as one who would have been prohibited from coming into the 
country under the construction of the treaty which the friends of 
this bill advocate, who died only a few months ago, leaving one of 
the colossal fortunesof the world, and who was the chief minister 
of China for over forty years, is known to have amassed his 
immense fortune as the result of the corrupt use of his office. 

With certificates permitting Chinamen and Chinawomen to 
enter into this country worth anywhere from $500 to $1,500 or 
$3,000, as my friend from Idaho [Mr. HEerrFrELD] suggests, if the 
gates are to be thrown open upon the mere certificate of these 
Chinese officials, we might just as well have no Chinese exclusion. 

The Senator from Wisconsin thought we had suffered no bad 
results by the execution of the present law, and therefore that 
the substitute proposed by the distinguished Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. PLATT] was amply sufficient for the future carry- 
ing out of our policy of Chinese exclusion, and he criticised those 
here who undertook to impeach the correctness of the recent cen- 
sus returns upon the subject of the Chinese population of this 
country. Mr. President, it has not been the Senators in favor of 
this bill who have inveighed against the correctness of the census 
returns. It was the Treasury officials themselves who came be- 
fore the Immigration Committee and told that committee that 
those returns were not correct, and that, whereas those returns 
showed that there were only 93,000 Chinamen in the United States, 
their information led them to believe that there were more than 


day from the merchant shipowners to the effect that this would 
involve them in great hardship in ee with vessels of for- 


eign nations. But is it not a fact that this Chamber has just 
pone a measure which undertook to equalize those hardships? 

s it not a fact that that measure p ed very largely upon the 
theory that it was necessary by reason of the larger wages which 
were = to American seamen to give our ships a subsidy to en- 
able them to compete with the ew other countries? This did 
not prevail as to the Paciéc coast, because our shipping there em- 
ploy Chinese the same as the ships of other countries. If they 
are to be permitted to go on in the employment of Chinese crews 
at Chinese wages, they would receive for nothing the subsidy 
which you propose to give them. There is no doubt about that. 
They are going to get a subsidy under the terms of the bill which 
lately this Chamber and which will undoubtedly pass the 
other House that will more than compensate any inequality even 
between American seamen and European seamen. ey are go- 
ing to get a subsidy which is not necessary by reason of any ine- 
quality in the wages of seamen upon the Pacific coast. 

Why is it that the rights of American seamen should be dropped 
out of this bill and that it should be enacted in a shape utterly 
regardless of their interest? I confess I can see no reason for it. 
Every reason urged in favor of the ship-subsidy bill exists to-day 
in favor of the retention of the merchant-seaman clause in the 
bill now under consideration. The rights of our seamen; the in- 
terest of the traveling public, who are entitled to be protected by 
the employment of efficient seamen upon these great ocean car- 
riers; the building up of an American merchant marine for the 
education of American sailors, who can man our war ships in time 
of war, demand it. Everything demands it; and yet it has been 
determined that it shall go out of this bill simply upon the ipse 
dixit of the shipowners. 

Mr. President, two telegrams were read this morning from ship- 
ping interests in the city of Seattle, in my own State. I hold in 
my hand a clipping from the Seattle Post-Intelligencer of April 9 
in which I find the views of the shipmasters of Seattle stated in 
a way different from that in which it was stated in the two tele- 
grams, and I should like to read this clipping and then conclude 
myremarks. The paper says: 

The contention of Congressmen Hitt and CANNON that the passage of the 


200.000 Chinamen in the United States. and that they were here | exclusion bill, with the amendment providing that Chinese shall not be em- 


loyed on vessels of American register, will drive the American ships on the 


as the result of frauds perpetrated upon the Government by China- | Pacific under the British flag is not supported by local marine men. 


men who were, in fact, laborers, but who had come to the coun- 
try under other guises and under other designations. 

Mr. President, I must hurry on and conclude what I have to 
say. because I do not wish to discommode other Senators who wish 
to take the floor. I was very much gratified that the Senator 
from Wisconsin—for whom I have a very high regard and whose 
kindly expressions toward me I heartily reciprocate—I am very 
much gratified to have his opinion, that my contention concern- 
ing the true construction of the treaty of 1894 was the correct con- 
struction, and to have him coincide with the view that those China- 
men only might be admitted into the United States who belong 
to the classes specifically enumerated in the treaty, to wit: Offi- 
cials, teachers, students. merchants, and travelers for curiosity 
or pleasure. because that admission takes the sting ont of ninety- 
nine one-hundredths of all that has been said in this Chamber 
against the enactment of this measure as it comes from the com- 
mittee. This is true, because that measure does nothing except 
to formulate into the shape of statutory provisions the clauses of 
the treaty, with the necessary Treasury regulations enacted into 
law to carry them into effect, or, speaking more accurately, to give 
it honest and effective enforcement. 

I took occasion to point out on yesterday a number of reasons 
why the Platt substitute could not take the place of this well- 
considered measure reported by the committee, but there was one 
reason I did not then mention and which I now desire to call to 
the attention of the Senate. 

That substitute has been amended from time to time so that 
many of the objections urged to it have ceased to have force. 
But this objection has not ceased to have force, and that is that 
that amendment does not take account of the right of the seamen 
of this country to the same protection for their labor that all 
other labor has received under the protection policy of the Gov- 
ernment. Why is it that this most important and deserving 
class of labor in this country is brushed aside in this way? Why 
is it that they are to be put upon the level of the Mongolian in 
the matter of their wages? 

Our Republican friends say they are the friends of labor, that 
their policy has builded up labor, that they want to conserve it 
and upbuild and uplift it in every possible way. Why, then, is it, 
my Republican friends, that you insist upon dropping the Ameri- 
can seaman down to the level of the Mongolian seaman? Why is 
it you refuse to give him the protection he insists he ought to have 
in the American merchant marine? What reason is there for it? 

I have not heard a single reason urged in this Chamber, except 
the telegrams and letters which have been read here from day to 


emai 


Thisis a Republican paper from which I am reading. 


With one noteworthy exception, all who were questioned anent the claim 
of the two Congressmen yesterday promptly declared it to be incorrect 

Capt. E. E. Caine, of the Pacific Clipper Line: ‘Such talk on the part of any 
Congressman is utter nonsense. Almostall of the Chinese employed on Amer- 
ican vessels are cooks. I would prefer that the lines had not n drawn 
quite so close, because it frequently happens that it isa difficult matter to 
get other cooks. But to claim that American — on the Pacific will go un- 
der the British flag on account of the enactment of such a law is nonsense, 
pure simple.” 

C. W. Miller, assistant general agent of the Pacific Coast Steamship Com- 
pane: “The Pacific Coast Steamship a employs a few Chinese cooks 
on the steamers running to Alaskan pote . It adunetinees happens that on 
the boats running between here and Francisco there are a few Chinese 
laborers. At other times there are none in our employ. I think the claim 
of Congressmen Hirt and CANNON absurd in every way. I fail to see where 
they can bring forward a single legitimate argument showing that their con- 
tention will materialize with such a law in operation. I think but few Ameri- 
can vessels on the coast employ Chinese labor. So far as American shipping 
is concerned, the law will do no damage whatever.” 

Capt. John B. Libby, of the t Sound Tug Boat Company: “The claim 
of those cpus to the passage of the amendment is ridiculous. American 
ships on the Pacific are not manned by Chinese. A great many of them em- 
ploy Chinese cooks, because they are ee If the proposition that 
American ships can not be manned without emp: ee See is true, we 
would better shut up shop. I would be one of the first to get out of the busi- 
ness. 

L. H. Gray, agent of the Pollard Line: “It is perfect nonsense to advance 
any such argument against the bill as was made Messrs. CANNON and 
Hirt. those estimable gentlemen would do well to come out here and 
study conditions for ashort while. A many Chinese cooks are employed 
aboard American ships, but many white and colored men could do just as 

90d work.” 
. Capt. J. F. Trowbridge, of the Pacific Clipper Line: “I think the amend- 
ment to the exclusion bill is a good provision. The talk about American 
ships being driven under the British flag is childlike. A few Chinese cooks 
are employed on the American vessels plying the waters of the Pacific, but 
that is about the limit.” 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator permit a question? 

Mr. TURNER. Certainly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I have listened with attention to all the 
quotations the Senator from Washington has read, and I wish to 
ask him if they do not all refer to our coastwise trade? Is there 
a single reference there made to any trans-Pacific line or ship: 

Mr. TURNER. I think one or two of the lines referred to are 
engaged in the foreign trade, and others have reference to Amert- 
ican vessels in the domestic trade. But these gentlemen are all 
intelligent men, and they knew what they were referring to. 
Their opinion was sov¢ht by this n per because they were 
familiar with shipping and were with the effect which 
this measure w: have upon our foreign . While some 
of them may refer to the employment of ag lines en- 
gaged in the coastwise trade, the opinion which they gave had 
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reference to the employment of Chinese upon American ships en- 
gaged in the foreign trade. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE, I do not ae the intelligence of the 
gentlemen who are quoted, but listening with attention to the 
quotations, as I have to the remarks of the Senator, and as I al- 
ways do, I observe that they have reference to our coastwise 
trade, and that the companies whose officers were quoted were 
all coasting companies, and that not one of them referred to our 
trans-Pacific trade. If that is true, then the quotations are not 
in point, since it is not insisted, of course, that our coastwise 
trade would be driven under a foreign flag. It could not be, 
since there is an absolute prohibition against any coastwise ship 
sailing under a foreign flag. 

Mr. TURNER. Undoubtedly the gentlemen quoted had refer- 
ence to our ships engaged in the foreign trade being driven under 
the foreign flag. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. But they do not say so. 
even mention twice the coastwise trade. 

Mr. TURNER. You could not drive our ships engaged in the 
domestic trade under a foreign flag. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Of course not. 

Mr. TURNER. Foreign ships can not engage in that trade. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Therefore, the quotation is beside the 

r0int. 

' Mr. TURNER. Manifestly these gentlemen, who are all in- 
telligent men, whose = were asked simply because they 
were engaged in the shipping trade and might be supposed to 
have knowledge concerning the effect of this amendment upon 
that trade, whether foreign or domestic. had reference in the 
statements which they make here to the effect of this amendment 
upon ships under American registry engaged in the foreign trade. 

But, Mr. President, I have taken up more time than I ought to 
have done, and will conclude. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, I rise to ask what is the order as 
to the offering and discussion of amendments to the pending bill. 
I have an amendment to offer, as the Senate knows, which I re- 
gard as important. I do not desire to speak upon the bill; that 
is for the senior wranglers of the Senate, to whose utterances I 
am always ready to listen with the greatest of pleasure. I always 
sit at their feet to drink in the words that fall from their supe- 
rior wisdom. But I desire, bearing upon the question of the ad- 


They refer and 


mission of Christian Chinese and of the gallant Chinese soldiers | 


who fought in defense of the American legation and American 
men and women, and who defended the Pe Tang Cathedral, to 
have read some pages from recent works describing the defense 
of the legations in China. It may occupy a little more than five 
minutes, which is, I understand, the time allotted. If that is the 
case, I wish to say that I will ask the Senate—and I do not often 
occupy its time, as the Senators all know—to give me a little 


more than the time allotted under the order, which was made | 


when I was not present. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
utes on his own amendment. 
Mr. QUAY. Five minutes? 


I will probably require ten. I 


will not in personal remarks consume more than one minute; but | 


the chapters I desire to have read may occupy from five to ten 
minutes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On one amendment the Sena- 
tor can occupy five minutes; when another amendment is offered 
he can, if he is recognized, occupy five minutes more; but to 
occupy more than five minutes on one amendment by one Senator 
would be against the unanimous-consent agreement. 

Mr. FORAKER. I suggest to the Senator that he read his chap- 
ters now. 

Mr. QUAY. I am ready now to say what I have to say in a 
few moments, but I do not wish to interfere with the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. Patrerson], who has given notice that he 
desires to speak to the bill. 

Mr. FORAKER. I beg pardon. I was not aware of that. 

Mr. QUAY. The Senate understands the situation. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, before the debate closes I 
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hibits the ingoing of Chinese into the Philippine Islands. The 
last amendment accepted prohibits Chinese coming from the Phil- 
ae Islands to the United States, but it is entirely silent as to 

e going of Chinese from China or other lands into the Philip 
pine Islands. 

Whatever the motive of Senators may have been in omitting 
this very material clause, I am inclined to think that those out- 
side of this Chamber who have urged its omission have a very 
well-defined and determined purpose in the omission, which is, 
Mr. President, to leave the Philippine Islands in such a condi- 
tion that they may be exploited by the aid of unlimited Chinese 
labor, no matter what the result may be to the native inhabitants 
of the islands and to the honor and welfare of the United States. 

In this connection I desire to read what General MacArthur has 
said upon the subject, so that the Senate may not for a moment 
| suppose that it is a note of alarm originating either with myself 
| or this side of the Chamber. General MacArthur, in one of his 
| annual reports to the War Department, makes the following 
| Statement: 

i Such a peopl2— 
Referring to the Chinese— 


| Such a people, largely endowed as they are, with inexhaustible fortitude 


| 


| and determination, if admitted to the archipelago in any considera! 1um- 
bers during the formative period which is now in progress of evolution, 





iu 
would soon have direct or indirect control of pretty nearly every productive 
| interest, to the absolute exclusion alike of Filipinos and Americans. 


And then he contines: 


i 

This view is stated with considerable emphasis, as unmistakable indica- 

| tions are apparent of organized and systematized efforts to break down al! 

| barriers, with a view to unrestricted Chinese immigration, for the purpose 

| of quick and effective exploitation of the islands—a policy which wouid not 

only be ruinous to the Filipino people, but would in the end surely-defeat the 

expansion of American trade to its natural dimensions in what is obviously 
one of its most important channels 

| In this connection it may not be improper to state that one of the greatest 









| difficulties attending military efforts to tranquilize the people of th« hi- 
pelago arises from their dread of sudden and excessive exploitation, ich 
| they fear would defraud them of their natural patrimony and at th Lme 





| time relegate them to a statu of social and p litical inferic ity. 
| Task the members of this body whether the exclusion from the 
| United States by the Platt amendment of Chinese coming from 
the Philippine Islands, and the omission to exclude them from 
the Philippine Islands coming from China or other foreign coun- 
| tries, is not the equivalent of a notice to the Philippine Commis- 
sion and the American authorities in the islands that the policy 
| of exclusion from the islands is looked upon with disfavor by the 
| party in power, and that the barriers there should be thrown 
| down, so that there may be no obstacle to the inroad of Chinese 
| from across the sea? 
I can see no other motive upon the part of those outside of this 
Chamber in excluding from the United States Chinese coming 
| from the Philippine Islands and remaining silent upon the invasion 
of the Philippine Islands by Chinese from their own country, than 
_ that it shall be given out as the policy of the United States that 
the Philippine Islands are to be left open to the invasion, in order 
that when the tithe for exploitation comes it may be rapid and 
| effective through the agency of Chinese labor. 

Mr. President, we could not commit a more indefensible act 
during this formative period in the Philippine Islands, when the 
destiny of the islands is as yet unsettled, when it is undetermined 
whether the islafids shall be permanently annexed to the United 
States or whether they may have a government of their own, than 


4 to flood their country with a people they hate, with a people who 


| will practically drive them from the possession of their land and 
their trade and commerce. 

I wish to call the attention of some of the Senators on this side 
| of the Chamber to the fact that the effect of the last amendment to 
| the Platt substitute is to prevent them from voting for the substi- 

tute. I listened to the eloquent and incisive argument of the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], stating why he could not vote 
for the committee bill. It was because it prohibited the Chinese 
from coming from the Philippine Islands to the United States. 

The Platt amendment as it now exists prohibits Chinese from 

coming from the Philippine Islands into the United States, and 


wish for a short time to occupy the floor to recur to what is | the honored Senator from Missouri and those who may have been 
known as the Platt amendment, and to show, if I can, why it | opposed with him to the committee’s bill for that reason can not 
should not be adopted and why the bill as reported from the com- | vote for the Platt substitute now by reason of that amendment. 
mittee should receive the practically unanimous vote of this; But, Mr. President, I can not take any longer time upon that 
Chamber. Pp ition. I desire to devote what remains of the time which 

Entirely independent of the devious and uncertain way in which | it has been agreed I shall occupy to that clause of the measure 
laws are to be continued in force, the omission of certain provi- | which excludes Chinese sailors from American ships in foreign 
sions material to the proper exclusion of Chinese labor from the 


United States and the territory of the United States isafulland| I call attention to the significant fact that every class of Ameri- 


complete reason why the Platt amendment should not be ae can labor except that of seamanship has been protected by Con- 
We ma te ourselves, however, that the result of the | gressional legislation in three different ways, and that the sea- 
debate been to force the advocates of the Platt amendment | man is not only abandoned to his fate, but American shipowners 


to the acceptance of certain provisions to which I am inclined to | are invited to go into the cheapest markets of the world to man 


think they are at heart but without which they could | their ships with the cheapest and meanest sailor labor that can 
eee measure. be foun oe ee 
The to which I particularly refer is a clause that pro-! It is claimed by the ds of the present tariff that protection 
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protects every laborer within the United States, whatever branch | 


of it he may follow. 
that that is true. 
which excludes what is known as contract foreign labor from 


Let us, for the sake of the argument, admit | 
Then we have a law upon the statute books | 


the shores of the United States, ostensibly for the benefit of all the | 


labor within our country. Then we have the Chinese-exclusion 


law, which prohibits Chinese laborers from contesting for the | 


bread of life with American laborers. 


All these laws are for the benefit of labor within the limits of | 
the United States, but when we turn to the sailor we find that he | 
is protected by none of them. The so-called protection policy of | 


the Republican party can not protect him. On the contrary, in 


the purchase of whatever he needs he contributes to the Treasury | 
for the purpose of subsidizing ships from which by legislation he | 


is excluded. 

In addition to that, Mr. President, by section 20 of an act of 
Congress entitled ‘‘An act to remove certain burdens on the 
American merchant marine and encourage the American foreign 
carrying trade, and for other purposes,”’ approved June 26, 1884, 
known as the Dingley shipping act, it is expressly provided: 

That every master of a vessel in the foreign trade may engage any seaman 
at any port out of the United States, in the manner provided by law, to serve 


for one or more round trips from and to the port of departure, or for a defi- 
nite time, whatever the destination. 


So we see that not only is the labor of seamanship not protected 
by the law excluding foreign contract labor, but American ship 
masters are advised to go to foreign ports wherever they can find 
sailor labor cheap and mean enough to suit their purposes, and 
with that labor to man their vessels, opening the ports of the 
United States to this contract foreign sailor labor to the exclusion 
of the American and the Caucasian sailor. 

Mr. CLAY. Will the Senator from Colorado allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. CLAY. I desire to ask the Senator whether, under the 
provisions of the bill, if it is passed. Chinamen who are legally 
entitled now to be in this country could procure employment on our 
ships, and I ask the Senator if a crew were to strike in China, 
under the provisions of this bill, the master of the ship would be 


| either of the American people or of American labor. 


| sailor of the Atlantic coast. 


authorized to employ a crew in China for the purpose of bringing | 


the ship back? 

Mr. PATTERSON. 
tion, Can Chinamen within the limits of the United States man 
American vessels under the provisions of the proposed law, I 
would say no, because they are not citizens of this country. 


As to the first part of the Senator’s ques- | 


| which I have presented to the Senate. 


They are yet subjects of their own Government across the ocean, | 
and there is no reason why any exception should be made in their | 


favor above those who have not come to this country. 

As to the other part of the question, the bill fully and amply 
provides for the manning of American vessels with Chinese sail- 
ors if an emergency requires it. If by reason of a striking crew 
or the loss of a crew in any other legitimate way the vessel can 
not reach an American port without the aid of Chinese sailors, then 
for the purpose of bringing the vessel into port Chinese sailors 
may be employed and used. So thatthe objection which has been 
made to this clause upon the ground that American ships might 
be stranded, as it were. across the ocean does not exist. 


| sent to me in which there is great similarity. 


Mr. President, I have wondered why it is that gentlemen upon | 
the other side are so solicitous about the American flag flying at | 


American mastheads. We discover that there are but two 
methods by which they are willing to hoist American flags upon 
American ships. 

One is by means of a subsidy, the using of money paid into the 
Treasury by the people of the country as taxes to rich shipown- 
ers, toenable them to make the greater profit by such ships as they 
are willing to sail under the American flag, and the other method 
is by driving outand from the sea American and Caucasian sailors 
and manning American ships with the cheapest seamen that can 
be procured the world over. If they can have American ships 
with American registry and floating the American flag by either 
the one or the other of these methods, then they welcome the flag; 
otherwise they do not want it. 

Mr. President, we all know that if to see the American flag on 
the mast of an American ship isa delight tothe eyes of the Ameri- 
can people the world over, all that Congress has to do is to repeal 
our present shipping laws, a relic of barbarism—laws that have 
been rejected by almost every other nation upon the face of the 
globe—and allow American capital to be invested in ships over 
which will be raised the American flag and that will sail under 
American papers. 

No, Mr. President, a plan so simple as that will not do. One 
of the two methods or both must be adopted, either to tax the 
people that those who are willing to sail ships may be paid the 
taxes, or to drive from the ships of the country the manly, the 
able, and the worthy American and Caucasian sailor. 

I assert, Mr. President, that we want American shi 
the American flag and manned by American sailors. 


fiying 
e Amer- 


| 


| 
| 


ican flag or any flag, after all, is but a piece of cloth. It may be 
cut and sewed together in stripes of aie white, and blue. — 

You may put upon its field the stars. After all, what does it 
signify? Other nations have flags with colors of red, white, and 
blue, fashioned with red stripes and stars, and such flags em- 
blemize in many instances all that is mean and cowardly in goy- 
ernment. A flagis only tobe revered as it emblemizes that which 
the human heart aspires to—that emblemizes manhood and liberty 
and law. ; 

So far as our flag is concerned, Mr. President, if it is to be at 
the head of our armies that invade other people’s countries to 
subjugate their populations, to subject their people to torture, 
under its folds to burn down towns and cities—if our flag is to be 
raised at the mastheads of ships manned by a yellow-skinned and 
white-livered peon race, then it is better that our flag be taken 
down and cleansed, and that it be again unfurled to emblemize 
that of which the American nation are proud, to let it again kiss 
the breeze and meet the gaze of the downtrodden, of the op- 
pressed of every nation, who see in the American flag an invita- 
tion to come to our shores, where they will be met with extended 
arms and live upon equality and be protected by the never-dying 
proposition that all men are created equal, and that governments 
derive their just powers from the consent of the governed. 

Mr. President, I sincerely hope that the Platt amendment will 
be voted down. It is insufficient. It does not meet the demands 
It leaves 
the Philippine Islands to be despoiled by those who are now 
waiting to invade its soil and take from their inhabitants their 
rightful possessions, the property by means of which they expect 
to live, and it discourages American seamanship and mans our 
ships with sailors whose only merit is that of cheapness and who 
can not be depended upon in a time of emergency. 

I speak not only for the Pacific coast sailor, but I speak for the 
When the isthmian canal is built, 
and I sincerely trust it will not be long before that great work is 
accomplished, Atlantic steamers will be sailing from Atlantic 
seaports to the ports of China, and unless this clause is upon the 
statute books you will find the ships of the Atlantic and the 
Southern ports manned by the yellow sailor, and. the compara- 
tively few white sailors now upon the ocean will be driven from 
the occupation. 

Mr. HANNA. Mr. President, I had not intended to take any 
part in the discussion of this Chinese puzzle until within a day or 
two. I have been in receipt of numerous telegrams, some of 
There seems to be an 
anxiety in the minds of some men as to where I stand upon this 
proposition. Therefore I thought it best in my own interest to 
tell the people and save postage and the answering of telegrams. 

I have in my hand one of numerous telegrams which have been 
This one says, 
‘We insist upon your supporting the Chinese-exclusion bill in 
every essential feature.’’ The phrase ‘‘every essential feature” 
is in nearly every telegram, which is self-explanatory as emanat- 
ing from one fountain head. 

I am going to support the essential features of this bill, but I 
reserve the right to define for myself what is meant by the essen- 
tial features. The essential feature of this bill is that the law 
which has for years protected the workingmen of the United 
States from Chinese labor shall be reenacted. There is not a 
member of this body who has spoken upon the subject but has laid 
that down as the essential feature of this bill, to accomplish 
which we may differ as to the method. I have my own ideas 
upon that subject. 

The essential feature as given to me by representatives of the 
interests that we are seeking to protect, by a committee who 
waited upon me, was that what they wanted was an extension of 
the Geary Act. Iam in favor of the extension of the Geary Act 
carried by the Platt amendment, which to my mind covers the 
whole ground, provides for all emergencies, and absolutely pro- 
tects the workingmen of the United States. It goes further, Mr. 
President; it protects the dignity and integrity of this Republic. 

Senators may claim that there is no violation of our treaty with 
China in the verbiage of this bill, but I for one, a layman, who 
have listened to the arguments upon that proposition as if I sat 
upon a jury under oath, can testify that in my belief some of the 
provisions of the bill are in direct violation of our treaty agree- 
ments. Therefore, after protecting, to the fullest extent that 
law can carry it, the rights and interests of the American work- 
ingmen, certainly we can appeal to the patriotism of American 
citizens and the Congress of the United States to protect the dig- 
nity of the nation. 

In giving attention to the origin and construction of this meas- 
ure, I received from the Treasury Department within a day or 
two the following: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, April 12, 1902 

My Dear Sir: With reference to the part taken and services rendered by 

Mr. Dunn in connection with the draft of the new Chinese-exclusion act, ! 








have to state that Mr. Powderly advises me that in November last, after a 


conference with my predecessor, Mr. Dunn was oe to come to Wash- 
ington for queseinente, end that after his arrival various phases of the 
existing Chinese-excl n act and the many issues gro out of its admin- 
istration were thoroughly gone over and a bill prepa by Mr. Richard 
Campbell, of the Bureau, assisted w ¢ Mr. Dunn. He was then informed that 
his services were no longer required by the Department. 

Thereupon the Pacific coast dele on in Congress asked that he might be 
permitted toremain for consultation. This request was granted. 
After the Senate and House bills were presented it was again suggested to 
Mr. Dunn that he return to the Pacific coast. Then the Senate Committee 
on Immigration requested that he be permitted to remain, and he has since 
then been at their service. Mr. Dunn has never and does not represent the 
Department, and his presence at this time is a courtesy extended to the 


yarious committees having the matter in charge in Congress. 
Very truly, yours, 
L. M. SHAW. 
Hon. M. A. HANNA, 
United States Senate. 


Mr. Dunn, as an expert and an officer of the Government, hold- 
ing the position of Chinese inspector at San Francisco, was sent 
for by the Treasury Department last fall to furnish such evidence 
and testimony as he might be able to give that would aid in the con- 
struction of a law which was to take the place of the one about to 
expire. The statement was made yesterday that had it not been 
for that circumstance—the expiration of the law by limitation— 
this question would not have been mooted at the present session 
of Congress. That is most probably true. 

Therefore Mr. Dunn’s presence here in obedience to orders from 
the Department was to aid in the construction of a new law, and 
as far as his evidence was required by the officials of the Depart- 
ment in the construction of such a law he was used to that effect 
and then told to go back. This letter states that he remained in 
an advisory capacity with the delegation from the Pacific coast, 
and later at the request of the Committee on Immigration of the 
Senate. He was not detailed to represent the Treasury Depart- 
ment of the United States Government, to sit at the executive 
sessions of the Committee on Immigration and make statements 
which have proven to be false, nor to make suggestions that would 
mislead the members of that committee in the construction of the 
details of the proposed law. 

When this bill was reported from the Department of the Treas- 
ury it was supposed to cover every point, by the way of sugges- 
tion only, that the Department had to offer for the assistance of 
the committee of the Senate, and anything beyond that which 
the Committee on Immigration may choose to have adopted from 
any information obtainable was the work of the committee. All 
the information that was extracted from the man who was coun- 
seling them was misleading and in several cases not true. The 


committee are not to blame and can not be held responsible, and | and they give good reasons for it. 


I here state, knowing the man and knowing the evidence which 
has come before the Senate, that Mr. Dunn is an unreliable wit- 
ness and adviser. Now, I will read some extracts from Mr. 
Dunn's own statement: 

I must first make a personal statement: Your committee was addressed in 
a previous hearing by an attorney for the Pacific Mail Company, who ap- 
peared before you under the halo of a great name, honored and respected by 
all Americans. The misfit of this halo was no more manifest than was the 
dual position assumed by this man in his conflicting representations before 
the committees of the 
exclusion legislation. 

The name of the attorney was Mr. Evarts, the son of that dis- 
tinguished statesman who has sat in this body and who has occu- 
pied the exalted oe of Secretary of State, a worthy man and 
a worthy son of his father. This man speaks of the halo as if 


the son had smirched the reputation and honor of his father, | 


which, according to Mr. Dunn’s testimony, he has done by ap- 
pearing as an attorney in the interest of the Pacific Mail Steam- 
ship Company. Suppose he did? He hada right to appear there. 
Mr. Dunn had no exclusive privileges before the committee. The 
Committee on Immigration were not bound to consider only the 
statements of this man, whose only prestige was that he was an 
officer of the United States Government. That sarcastic remark 
only reflects the character of the man. Mr. Dunn proceeds: 


I have been uested to explain the reasons for my appointment to this | 
ton = rtaf McKinley's Ad- | 


service. Some four or five years , in the early 
ministration, a commission 0 special agents was sent to San Franciso to in- 
vestigate the alleged frauds perpetrated in the Chinese service, and as a 
result of a very searching investigation an exhaustive report was made 
which resulted in the resignation or dismissal of the inspector in charge of 
the Chinese bureau at that . At that time I received a letter—which I 
am told is the only one of its kind ever sent from any department of the 
Government—sta . in effect, that my name was being considered for this 
tion, which required certain stated qualifications, and continuing as fol- 
ows: “It will be well for you to know that if you accept this position, and do 
your duty, you will make enemies of powerful interests who will undoubt- 
edly smirch your character and seek to ruin you.” 


That letter from a department of the United States Govern- 
ment! Why does he not produce the letter? I disclaim that he 
ever received such a letter. The head of any department in the 
city of W: could not be found who would ever dictate 
such a letter. inference meant to be conveyed was that it 
came from the President of the United States because Mr. Dunn 
lived in his own county. If that beso, I deny it, and take the 
responsibility upon myself, 


ouse and Senate in the consideration of Chinese- | 
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In spite of this warning I was fool enough toaccept the position. 
the President, however— 

And there is the connection— 
after considering all of the circumstances, that I did not care to go to San 
Francisco, but I washeld tomy promise. I then informed the President that 
I would accept “the position for six months, which was as long as anyone 
could be expected willingly to live in hades"— 

My friend from California [Mr. Perkmys] is not in his seat. 
should like to congratulate him— 
that I had been in San Francisco some years before, knew something of the 
circumstances relating to Chinese matters, and considered that six monthe 
was as long as anyone could be asked to occupy the proposed position. 

Mr. Dunn was a seeker after office within thirty days after the 
Administration of McKinley began in 1897, and continued as such 
until he accepted the first position that was offered him. 

Now, were it not that there was gravity in the situation, that 
there was something above any personality, I would not at this 
time and place expose this situation, but knowing and believing 
that the Committee on Immigration were misled by the state- 
ments of this man, and in so much as some of the speakers on the 
other side have seen fit to drag politics into this question, disclaim- 
ing any intention of impugning the rights or the motives of any- 
one who appears here in behalf of labor, I propose to go to the 
root of this matter, and if the temperature of San Francisco is too 
high and has produced a feverish condition in the body and mind 
of Mr. Dunn, I suggest that he be sent to—well, say Nome. 

Mr. KEAN. Guam. 

Mr. HANNA. Guam would be a better place. 

Because of my exceptional experience I was selected by the Treasury De- 
partment to assist in. this work, with a view to urging only such legislationas 
will carry into the new law those administratiy= features which have been 
found effective and possible of enforcement. It is proper for me to say that 
the Treasury Department is taking no stand as to the principle involved, nor 
is it making any argument as to the advisability of excluding the Chinese. 
Very properly it leaves such matters tothe legislative body, but seeks to have 
incorporated in any law which may be passed all such measures as may ren- 
der it easy of enforcement. 

I have heard from Mr. Gage, the ex-Secretary of the Treasury, 
and from Mr. Vanderlip, the ex-Assistant Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, both of whom state positively that they never in any way 
advised with this inspector nor sought his advice, nor would they 
consider his advice worth having in connection with such impor- 
tant legislation as this before us. The present Secretary of the 
Treasury has told me personally that he was not in accord with 
the provisions of this bill as to the execution of its provisions. 

The Treasury Department do not advise that the regulations 
which have heretofore existed shall be enacted into statute law, 
Neither has the Secretary of 
State nor his Department been consulted in the construction of 
this proposed law, although the all-important question of a treaty 
is involved, and further, a commercial treaty with China, open- 
ing upon this new era conditions between the Orient and the 
Uni States, is now under consideration. But the deference 
was not paid to the Department of State that their advice should 
be sought in the formation of the bill. 

No, Mr. President; this self-constituted agent and chairman of 
committee, Mr. Dunn—self-constituted I say because he can not 
show any authority for the information which he transmitted to 
the Committee on Immigration as coming from the Department 
of the Treasury—seems to be the chief adviser, and upon his rep- 
resentations of conditions, without regard to other testimony 
which followed, he is the only one who represents the Treasury 
Department in the discussion of this proposed law. 

I repeat, in view of the charge he has made against a repu- 
table firm of attorneys in San Francisco, which has been abso- 
lutely and unequivocally denied, his evidence is put out of court, 
in my judgment. 

I want to refer for one moment to something said by the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGr] in the course of his discus- 
sion of the bill. I am sorry that he is not present because I 
should like to ask him about the correctness of this language. 
His speech has not been printed, but, as I get it, he made this 
statement: 

There is no question what the feeling among the great mass of American 
is on this question, and if Senators have any doubt as to what 
their feeling is they can omit legislation on this subject and see what hap- 

ms nextautumn. My own impressions are that they will find out. I think 

he House has an impression in that direction too. They are going to run 
for election; we are not. 

I am sorry that the Senator from Massachusetts has such an 
opinion of the workingmen of this country. Asa friend of that 
ans I want, standing here, to resent the imputation that they 
would undertake to pass through Congress any legislation, that 
they would criticise differences of opinion that might arise in the 
debate, and that if the judgment of the United States Senate were 
not entirely in favor of a certain method of procedure in accom- 
plishing their purpose, they would threaten a Senator with their 
vote. No, Mr. President, I would not forfeit my respect and con- 
fidence in the leaders of the great mass of workingmien in the 
United States, knowing them as I do, by believing for one 


linformed 


i 
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moment that any such language has been used in the Capitol or out- 
side of it, intended to be a threat or menace as to whether a 
Senator who would not vote as they dictated should afterwards 
receive their support. 

There is but one section of this bill that has an interest for the 
workingman—no, I will not say that, but I will say they are in- 
terested in both questions. They are interested in protection for 


themselves, which they have aright to demand and which will be | 


conceded to them unanimously, and they have a further right to 
raise their voice on behalf of their country and to insist that no 
provision of this bill shall carry with it an obligation which means 
that this nation has disregarded its promises and its covenants. 

If we differ as to methods, that is fair and honest and debata- 
ble, it is only a question of method; and, therefore, in view of all 
the amendments which have been offered on this floor, if any 
part of this body decides that those arguments are convincing, 
that the best method is through the operation of the Platt 
amendment, have we not aright to vote our judgment without 
having it said that we are biased by dollars, without having poli- 
tics injected into this question by the attempt to put upon the 
Republican party a responsibility which does not exist as to it, 
for, as I have stated before, it is only a question of protection to 
the workingmen and the upholding of our treaty stipulations. 

I regret that any Senator should deal in such an argument and 
attempt to bring into this discussion the responsibilities of either 
the Republican or the Democratic party on a question that is ab- 
solutely nonpolitical, when it is understood and agreed that there 
is no man on the floor of this Chamber who is not in favor of the 
essential features of this bill. 

Mr. President, I have already occupied more time than I in- 
tended. I had meant to stand here to-day and refute the insinua- 
tion that there is any disposition on the part of anyone on this 
side of the Chamber, Republican or otherwise, by vote this after- 
noon to indorse any principle of this bill which will in any way 
in the slightest degree violate the rights and interests of the work- 
ingmen of the United States; but I do claim—and I restate it— 
that the man who has been posing under the official seal of a 
United States officer has misrepresented the matter and has spoken 
without authority to the prejudice of the members of the Com- 
mittee on Immigration. 

In view of all these facts, as a final analysis, there is but one 
question upon which we vote—the best way to accomplish the ob- 
ject for which we are striving; to make this bill as effective as 


the English language can do; to make it just as effective under | 


regulations of the Treasury Department as it would be under 
statutory law. After all, the success of the execution of this law 


will depend upon the vigilance of the officers in charge of its en- | 
The men who are stretched along our borders from | 


forcement. 
the Atlantic to the Pacific coast are men who will be responsible, 
and can they not act as faithfully and as energetically under the 
regulation of the Treasury Department as they could if that regu- 
lation were a statute? I think they would do so. 

Therefore I believe, Mr. President, that in the interest of this 
measure, under the conditions which are presented to-day, it is 
our duty, as it should be our privilege, to vote for the best law 


which will carry into effect the provisions we enact without vio- | 


lating the dignity and integrity of our Republic. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, the debate upon the pend- 
ing bill has proceeded for several days. There are many features 
of it to which I should like to advert if time permitted, but it is 
obvious that in the short space remaining before the vote begins 
I can only touch upon a few of its most important features. 

There is one thing that has impressed me since the bill was re- 
ported to the Senate, and that has been the very strong feeling 
against it, due, it has seemed to me, to a misconception of its 
scope and purpose. 

What is the precise question before the Senate? The question 
is whether the bill reported by the Committee on Immigration 
or the substitute proposed by the distinguished Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. PLatt] shall be adopted. The bill as reported 
from the committee contained features which did not have the 
unanimous support of the members of the committee; but in its 
large purpose it had, I believe, the full approval of every member 
of the committee, Republican and Democratic alike. 

The bill comes to the Senate from a committee the majority 
members of which are Republican, but it is not a party measure, 
and must stand solely upon its own merits. Is it against the in- 
terest of the American people or against any treaty of the Goy- 
ernment? Wherein does it violate any treaty between the United 
States and the Chinese Empire? If there be in this bill one 
solitary word which is violative of any treaty I will gladly vote 
to eliminate it, for we should keep our international faith unsul- 
lied and unimpaired. 

The distinguished Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPooNnER] yes- 
terday urged the observance of faith with foreign nations, and he 
did not urge it too strongly. Sir, I have, and the members of the 


Committee on Immigration have, as sensitive a regard for the 
national honor as has my distinguished friend or anyone else in 
the Senate of the United States. This bill violative of treaty 
rights? I challenge anyone in opposition to the measure to point 
out one line in it, as amended in the Senate by the committee 
and as it stands now, thatis an infraction of our treaty obligations, 

The bill as it was presented to the committee was drafted by 
the distinguished Senator from Oregon [Mr. MiTcHELL], as able 
a statesman as ever sat in the Senate and regardful of the na- 
tional honor. Associated with him were other distinguished Sen- 
ators, Senators Foster of Washington and HEITrrLp; and in the 
other House, Representatives MercaLr, NEWLANDS, and Kany. 

The committee heard, in support of the bill and in opposition 
to it, everyone who was interested in the subject of Chinese ex- 
clusion. Who were they? The representatives of the Brother- 
hood of Locomotive Engineers, of the Brotherhood of Locomotive 
Firemen, the Order of Railway Conductors, the Brotherhood of 
Railroad Trainmen, the Order of Railroad Telegraphers, the 
Knights of Labor, the Sailors’ Union, representatives of manufac- 
turing companies from New England and from the South, and 
the commission from the State of California—able, conservative 
men, knowing the needs of the service as well as anyone in the 
United States. 

We heard also, Mr. President, the representatives of the Pacific 
Mail Steamship Company. They had a perfect right to be heard. 
Their interests were deeply concerned. The representatives of 
the Treasury Department also were heard. Furthermore, the 
eminent and able counsel of the Chinese Empire was heard at 
length in opposition to the bill. We gave to his arguments most 
careful attention, and wherein they were well founded in the 
opinion of the committee the bill was modified. 

When the bill was reported to the Senate it contained some 
provisions which, as I said before, did not have the entire assent 
of the committee. I may be permitted to say they did not all 
have my approval. 

The clause which excluded Chinese seamen from American 
ships did not have my approval nor the approval of all the mem- 
bers of the committee, and since the bill came to the Senate a 
motion was made to strike out that clause, by the honorable 
junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGEr], with the con- 
currence, I may say, of the majority members of the committee. 

Why? Because it was supposed that it would not accomplish the 
desired end of putting American seamen upon ships bearing the 
flag of the United States engaged in trans-Pacific service. The 


| motion prevailed, and the objectionable clause was eliminated. 


| line immediately north of them, which cenplore & 
Pp 


Mr. Livernash, an intelligent and worthy citizen, chairman of the 
Pacific coast commission, appeared before the committee, and, 
being interrogated upon this subject, said: 


Speaking tentatively, for again I must remind the Senators that my in- 
formation on this subject is comparatively vague, I will say that it seems to 
me probable something would have to be done for shipowners, by subsidiza- 
tion or otherwise, if the Congress should determine to drive Asiatics from 
American ships. The argument made before this committee—— 

Senator FAIRBANKS. They are operating in opposition with the British 
hinese cheap labor. 


Mr. LIVERNASH. The Pacific Mail Steamsh ompany, whose vessels ply 


| between Hongkong and San Francisco, competes with at least one English 





company running vessels between Hongkong and San Francisco and carry- 
ing Asiaticseamen. The Canadian Pacific steamships do not, I am informed; 
carry so many Chinese, proportionately, as do the trans-Pacific steamships 
plying to Pacific ports of the United States. 


The general manager of the Pacific Mail Steamship Company, 
an able and intelligent officer, submitted a statement which was 
presented to the Senate yesterday, as follows: 


It. is therefore apparent from the above that if the vessels of the Pacific 
Mail Steamship Company. which form but a minimum percentage of the 
total tonnage employed in trans-Pacific trade, are compelled to substitute 
foreign seamen other than Chinese or seamen who have “intention papers 
for the present crews, it will affect to a very small degree the employment of 
the so-called American sailor on the Pacific coast. Further, the business be- 
tween China and the United States is only obtained by the keenest competi- 
tion in regard to rates; and if the Pacific Mail Steamship Company is espe- 
cially singled out from among all its competitors and compelled to pay a dif- 
ferent rate of wage, it will be unable to continue to work under the Ameri- 
can flag if it expects to remain in this traffic against the competition of ships 
under a ee —e. ae 

For example, it been heretofore stated that the crew of the China 
numbered 162 souls; the monty pay roll of the Americans and Europeans 
amounts to $2,220 and of the Chinese to $1,012.02, or a total of $3,232.02. If a 
white crew is substituted for the Chinese, that portion of the pay roll will be 
increased from $1,012.02 to $4,520, United States gold coin, or the total monthly 
pay roll will be $6,740, thereby increasing the yearly pay roll by $42,005.9. 

n addition to the increase of the pay roll, there will be a very material in- 
crease in the cost of f the white crew as against the nese crew, 
which will amount to about $500 per month for each steamer, or $18,000 per 
year for the three steamers, w the total increase for the present three 
steamers would amount to about $144,000 per annum. 

Two steamships are being built for the Pacific Mail Steamship Company 
at the shipyards at Ne rt News, Va., for use in the trans-Pacific trade. 
One has just made her i trip; the other is completion. They are 
the finest and ships ever built in the Uni If the Chinese- 
crew clause should re in the Chinese-exclusion bill, to take these new 

the Pacific coast would be of doubtful expediency. The cost of oper. 
ation would be increased by this bill $75,000 a year for each ship above wha 
it would be under the present conditio: The ships would therefore neces 
sarily be placed under a foreign flag. 
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It is perfectly manifest that if we exclude Chinese sailors from 
our om we must absolutely drive every ship from the Pacific 
a 


which rs our flag. We have but few ships on that great 
ocean. We should not drive them to seek foreign register. We 
should not adopt a policy which will pull down our flag and raise 
in its place the flag of some foreign nation. We shall have accom- 
plished nothing in the interest of American seamen by the effort 
to exclude Chinese seamen from our ships under existing condi- 
tions. We shall do nothing but take a step backward in our 
attempt to build up a merchant marine. I shall be glad to see 
American seamen upon all our ships, but that we can place them 
there in the manner proposed is in the highest degree improbable. 

Mr. President, there was in the bill as it was reported to the 
Senate another objectionable paragraph—the one which excluded 
Chinese from participating. in expositions. It would have pre- 
vented their taking part in the exposition which is soon to be 
opened at St. Louis, in the great Mississippi Valley. China has 
accepted the invitation extended by the United States, but the 
bill as reported would have excluded her subjects from partici- 

ating. 
: I am glad to say that provision was struck out upon the motion 
of the committee, upon the floor of the Senate, and an amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CockRELL] was 
incorporated in the bill, under which China will be permitted to 
freely enjoy the hospitality of the United States under the invi- 
tation which was cordially extended. 

What of the so-called Platt amendment? Under it the subjects 
of the Chinese Empire are absolutely forbidden to participate in 
the great exposition. I invite to this feature of the amendment 
the attention of those Senators from the Mississippi Valley, who 
are so interested in the success of this great international enter- 

rise. 
. There were two other important features of the bill as it was 
reported to the Senate by the committee which did not meet my 
entire approval. They were sections 6 and 7, defining ‘‘ students ”’ 
and ‘‘teachers’’ among the excepted classes in the Gresham 
treaty. I am glad to say that, upon a motion made by me yes- 
terday, those two sections were eliminated from the bill. I had 
a fear, Mr. President, shared in by some but not by all of my 


colleagues upon the committee, that those sections were viola- | 


tive of the treaty of 1894. Those who held to that view did not 


wish to write in this great law a solitary line that would be viola- | 


tive of a solemn international compact. 

The term ‘‘ merchant,’’ which has been much criticised in the 
progress of this debate, is defined in the bill. It is but a literal 
reproduction of the definition found in existing law. In the open- 
ing of the debate there were those who believed that the provision 
of the bill with respect to merchants was unduly restrictive and 
that if it should become a law, it might interfere with our com- 
merce with the Chinese Empire. 

Mr. President, I pause here to say that the claim made by those 
in opposition, that it will impair or prejudice American commerce 
with China, seems to me to be without good foundation. It has 
not had that effect hitherto. Why should it operate prejudicially 
in the future? 

It became necessary in the law of 1893 and other laws to define 
strictly the meaning of the word ‘‘ merchant’ as used in the treaty. 
That definition, as I have observed, is carried into the pending 
bill. Why? Inorder to prevent the admission of Chinese laborers 
a the spirit and letter of the Gresham treaty in the in- 
terest, Mr. President, of the citizens of the United States. 

Many frauds have been practiced upon the Government under the 
merchant clause of the treaty. Chinese merchants are easily and 
freely manufactured in the United States, and hundreds of Chinese 
laborers, known to be such in the Chinese Empire, have been ad- 
mitted through the ports of the United States as belonging to the 
excepted class—merchants. One firm in Chicago was composed 
of over 50 members, claiming to be merchants, but who, excepting 
two or three, were nothing but laborers. 

The Chinese know what our laws are and how to evade them. 
I sometimes think, Mr. President, they are more attentive students 
than some of our own citizens. How many of us have read the 
treaties, the laws, and the rules and regulations promulgated—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Of course the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire has done so. He always does in full measure a statesman’s 


duty. 

Me, GALLINGER. I rise, with a of the Senator, 
to say that one Senator had done so, that he takes an entirely 
opposite view of this question from that being advocated by the 
Senator from Indiana. And now, Mr. President, if the Senator 
will it me—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Penrosrinthe chair). Does 
the Senator from Indiana desire to be interrupted? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I only have fifteen minutes remaining, Mr. 
President, and I have much ground to cover. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana de- 
clines to be interrupted. 

Mr. GALLINGER. He has not yet declined, Mr. President. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I always gladly yield to the Senator. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I yielded very graciously to the Senator 
from Indiana the other day, and at length; but, of course, if the 
Senator does not wish to yield 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Ido yield with pleasure; no matter what 

| time the Senator takes, he is welcome to it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Ishall take but a moment. 

| ‘The Senator from Indiana, Mr. President. is going to give us 
now some testimony of the frauds perpetrated by the Chinese. I 





want to ask the Senator if, in his opinion, the frauds perpetrated 
by the Chinese are any greater than those perpetrated by Ameri- 
can citizens in the matter of the undervaluation of goods at the 
port of New York? 

I want to call the attention of the Senator to just one other 
| thing. The other day the junior Senator from Massachusetts 
| [Mr. LopGE] very dramatically read from the New York Sun a 
| story to the effect that six nuns had been smuggled into this 
| country, or were attempted to be smuggled in, by a Chinaman in 
| the garb of a Catholic priest. The Treasury Department knows 

nothing.of that incident, and, in my opinion—and I have taken 
| occasion to investigate it—there is no truth in it whatever. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I regret that I can not dwell upen that 





|'now. I wish that I had sufficient time todoso. But there are 
| frauds, and I will ask permission to insert in the Rzcorp, with- 
| out reading, the following evidence bearing upon the manner in 
| which frands are systematically committed under the merchant 

clause: The case is that of a Chinese laborer claiming to be a 
| domiciled merchant returning to his store. As original evidence 
| had been inadequate, he is here told how to deny and correct I 


| previous statements. 


For the information of Ah Choi: I have just 
| house to inquire about your paper, as to 

cause there is discrepancy in your testiz 

had been in the Man Wah Tai business for 
| turned to China; that does not comply with t 
| not allowed to land. You have to be in the 
| before you can comply with the law. You said ; 


sent a lawyer t 
ou coul 










for m har 
u went inte busines: 
Kwang Shu 
land under 


we than 


Met 


Kwang Shu 22d year, 10th month; that you went back to China 
23d year, 5th month, which makes but seven months; hard to 
| those circumstances. 

On the 26th day of the 6th month, a few days ago, I had already sent 
testimony paper inside of shrimp pates. I don’t know whether you have re- 
ceived it. I believe, though, that you did not receive it, because had you 
| received it you would never have testified as you did 

Iam now taking means to get your testimony fitted. Perhaps a new peti- 
tion or affidavit has to be prepared, asking the collector of customs to com 
mand the interpreter to give you a second hearing, and perhaps 
| able to land. You may be sure I will do my best. 

You say you went into the Man Wah Tai business Kwang Shu the 2ist year 
and 10th month, making one year and seven months in business befor 
return to China. 

In case you should be asked, “ Why, then, did you formerly say that you 
went into business 10th month of the 22d year Kwang Shu, making only seven 
months that you were in business before your return to China,” you answer, 
“*T didn’t say anything of the kind; I said I went into business in the 10th 
month and 2ist year of Kwang Shu, making altogether one year and seven 
months in business. Very likely you did not hear right.” 

According to these means very likely you will be allowed to go. 

The total capital in the Man Wah Tai business is $7,000, divided into 14 
shares, as follows: Lee Kung Yeo, $500; Lee Choi, $00; Lee Sher Dick, $500; 
Lee Sher On, $500; Lee Sher Wing, $500; Jui Yock, $500; Lee Kung Yau, $0: 
Lee Steung ‘Tsung, $500; Lee Lok, $500; Lee Look Tseam, $500; Lee Yuen Sim, 
$500; Lee Tsok, $500; Lee Lum, $500; Lee Po, $500. 

The manager, Lee Kung Yeo, attends to money matters; Lee Choi, sales- 
man; Lee Sher On, ne Lee Lok sold goods; the others were outside 
pees. Lee Kung Yeo sleeps in the store; the other partners live else- 
where. 

Ihave known Lee Kung Yeo five or six years; I do not know whether 
Kung Yeo has not been back after his visit to China. 

You say you went into the Man Wah Lee place at Borden; you have a 
share in that business of $500; Lee Sai’s share is $3,000; Lee Sik Sam has a 
share of $3,000: Lee Tsung has $2,000; Lee Seung’s share is $1,000; Lee Kung 
Hin has $1,000; Lau Tso, $1,000; Man Wah Lee’s business consists of seven 
shares; total capital, $11,500. I lived in the town of Borden eight or nine 
months, until the tenth month of the twenty-first year, when I came out and 
went into the Man Wah Tai business because I was consumptive and I did 
not attend to much in the store. I went to San Francisco to engage the 
services of a doctor; that’s how I became manager of Man Wab Tai’s 

The fare from Borden to San Francisco is $6.35. You first get to Madeira; 
farther in is Fresno, 20 miles away. 

Your saying you were a laborer before the 20th year of Kwang Shu (1894) 
is all right. 


yGai will be 


vour 





If you should receive this testimony paper, send word by anybody that 
ma going ashore; will then act acco ingly. Orif you send written word 
and let some one bring it up, that will be all right. 


Be sure that you be very careful of written letters. Don't let them be 
captured. 
I will not stop to point out other flagrant frauds upon the Gov- 
ernment—there are many of them—and show the necessity of 
carefully guarded laws. 

Now, Mr. President, it seems to me the way in which the com- 
mittee has gone about perfecting this legislation is the only ra- 
tional and satisfactory way. The bill has 55 sections. The pres- 


ent treaties, laws, decisions of the Attorneys-General, decisions 
of the solicitors of the Treasury Department, rules and regula- 
tions promulgated by the Treasury Department are found in a 
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pamphlet which has been laid upon the desk of every Senator, 
covering 57 closely printed pages. 
Let anyone obliged to execute the Chinese-exclusion laws en- 


deavor to learn the measure of his duty and the rights and du- | 


ties of the United States and the rights and duties of those seek- 
ing admission from China, and he has to wade through numerous 
acts of Congress, numerous regulations, numerous decisions of 
the various law officers of the Government, covering many years. 
They are widely scattered. Itis a serious task to find them. 
that right? 


Mr. President, there is no one obliged to execute the laws of | 


the United States who can go through the labyrinth of laws, 
regulations, and decisions relating to Chinese exclusion without 
often becoming confused. Was it not the duty of the Treasury 
Department to ask, as it has done, to have them codified into one 
comprehensive, compact, scientific bill? 


The Platt amendment simply adds one more law to the mass | 


upon the statute books, while the bill proposed by the committee 
embraces all laws, rules, and regulations now in force upon this 
question, and that is all it does. Is that prejudicial to China’s 
interests? The committee, sir, has done well to present to the 
Senate a comprehensive measure for the guidance of the executive 
officers of the Government. ‘ 

Mr. President, some reference has been made to the fact that 
the Chinese in this country have decreased during the last decen- 
nial period as compared with the preceding ten years. What does 
that signify? That no other laws are necessary? Does it suggest 


that the laws upon the statute books have not been evaded or | 


violated? No,it shows nothing of the sort. It seems to me to be 
of no possible significance. 

If at all times there had been adequate laws which the officers 
of the Government were obliged by the mandate of the Congress 
of the United States to execute, the number of Chinese laborers 
might have been still less,and probably would have been. Would 
that have been in derogation of the national interest? No, Mr. 
President. As an American citizen, I shall be glad to see the 
number diminish and their places taken by American citizens. 

I shall be glad to see the Chinese labor population diminish and 
their places taken by Germans, by Dutch, by English, by Scandina- 
vians, by other nationalities from whose blood we have sprung 
and have become the most puissant people upon the face of the 
globe. As Chinese laborers go out American laborers will go in. 
Is that hurtful to our national interest, Mr. President? Is it not 
in the fullest measure in the highest and best interest of our civ- 
ilization? 

Reference has been made to the very able letter of the Chinese 
minister, and much has been made of it. Minister Wu is an able 
and accomplished diplomat and, I may say, one who possesses the 
admiration and good wishes of the American people. What is his 
complaint, in a word? Is it that our laws with respect to the ex- 
cepted classes are too restrictive? No; his chief complaint is that 
we exclude Chinese laborers. 

What the minister most earnestly protests against is our labor- 
exclusion laws, and, in his judgment, we can secure a larger 
measure of commerce by the admission of Chinese labor into the 
United States. I read from his letter of the 10th of December last: 

The review of the diplomatic history which I have made makes it clear, I 
think, that the Chinese negotiators of the treaty of 1880 did not contemplate 
a permanent exclusion of Chinese laborers from the United States, and the 
American commissioners held out the hope that it would be only a temporary 
measure and not general in its application. 

That, Mr. President, is the gravamen, the exclusion of Chinese 
laborers. 

And further— 

Certain it is that if it had been proposed or intimated that the exclusion 
would continue for twenty years the Chinese Government never would have 
agreed to the treaty. It is also quite certain that if the present laws shall 
be reenacted the two Governments can not have the cordial and harmonious 
intercourse which should be maintained; neither can the commercial rela- 
tions be as extensive, as intimate, and as profitable as the economic condi- 
tions of the two countries demand and justify. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Does the Senator read from the letter of | 


March 22? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. No, sir; I read from the letter of Decem- 
ber 10. It is in Document No. 162. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is not the last letter. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. It continues: 


Can the Governnient of the United States afford to pay the high price 
which it will cost to maintain laws which I think I have shown are con- 
trary to the spirit and intent of the treaties, to the recognized principles of 
jurisprudence, and to the spirit of amity and fair dealing which should con- 
trol the conduct of nations’ I feel confident that if the honorable Congress 
of the United States will cause a thorough investigation of this subject to be 


made, uncontrolled by the unthinking clamor or selfish interests, it will find | 


a better way to conserve the interests of this great country than by the re- 
enactment of the Chinese-exclusion laws as they now exist and are enforced. 

It is obvious from what the distinguished Chinese minister 
says that any bill which affects Chinese exclusion he regards as 
imperiling the good relations e-isting between the two powers. 
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| Mr. President, the great complaint is that we exclude Chinese 
laborers from our hospitality. He is apparently not so much 
| concerned as to the excepted classes. 
The United States is not unfriendly to the Chinese Empire. The 
| proposed law is not dictated by any hostility to that venerable 
| Government. We have but to go back a few months to find the 
most manifest evidence of our cordiality, of our friendly interest, 
| and sympathy. 
When the great nations of the earth sat about the international 
_ council chamber and many of them looked with covetous eyes 
upon the harbors, upon the cities, and provinces of China, the 
| United States with her potential voice said ‘‘ the integrity of the 
| Chinese Empire shall not be destroyed; ’’ and when other govern- 
| ments undertook to exact indemnities which would have bank- 
| rupted the Empire, the United States spoke for moderation, for 
ws and for equity, and saved to China many millions of dol- 
ars. 
| Those who have suggested that the pending measure will jeop- 
| ardize our commerce, misconceive its effect. It does not change 
| existing laws and the regulations promulgated to give them effect. 
It is a change in form, but not a change in substance. By the 
enactment of the bill into law our trans-Pacific commerce will 
| not decay, diminish, or fade away. We all desire to see our com- 
merce expand; but we can not consent to purchase its extension 
by the abandonment of those restrictive measures which experi- 
ence has justified, and which have tended to uphold the exalted 
standard of our American civilization. 

By adhering to the course we have hitherto pursued we shall 
enjoy our full share of the trade in and beyond the Pacific. 
‘* Who shall say,’’ said Garfield, ‘‘ that the Pacific will not yet he- 
| come the great historic sea of the future—the vast amphitheater 

around which shall sit in majesty and power the two Americas, 

Asia, Africa, and the chief colonies of Europe? In that august 

assemblage of nations the United States will be easily chief if she 
| fill worthily the measure of her high destiny.” 

Mr. President I have but a moment more at my command. 
Let me again ask, in conclusion, what provision in the pending bill 
is in derogation of our treaty obligations to the Chinese Empire? 
If it is not in contravention of any treaty, if it is but a codifica- 
tion and simplification of existing laws, it should, it seems to me, 
receive the favorable consideration of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is in the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole and open to amendment, 

Mr. LODGE. I think my amendment to strike out lines 11 to 
18 on page 40 is the pending amendment. I moved it last night, 
to perfect the committee bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts offers an amendment which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 40 strike out lines 11 to 18, both in- 
| clusive, as follows: 


And it shall be unlawful for any vessel not foreign—that is to say, any ves- 
sel under the flag of the United States—to have or to employ in its crew any 
Chinese person not entitled to admission to the United States, or into the 
particular territory of the United States to which such vessel plies; and any 
violation of this provision shall be punishable by a fine not exceeding $2,(”) 


Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, the adoption of the amend- 
ment will relieye the bill of a very objectionable feature. A|! 
} commerce is conducted on the high seas by sailors where they 
| can be had. I suppose it would be impossible for an American 
| ship to cross the Pacific Ocean and return if it could employ only 
| American citizens. I doubt even if it could conduct the coast- 
wise trade if American citizens were to be employed altogether. 
| Sailors are all over the world, and they are employed by ship- 
| masters where they can get them. 
| Now, to say that this is in the interest of labor, it seems to me, 
is a burlesque. If we make it impossible to carry the American 
| flag on our ships, we will injure shipbuilding here, and we will 
put out of employment in that business a thousand men where 
| you give one American citizen the privilege of a coal heaver in 
the Tropics. 

It is very difficult now to obtain enough skilled labor to man 
| the ships. One-third of the crew on all the ships on the Pacific 
| and in the Tropics must necessarily be high-grade labor, and it 
| must be white labor, though not necessarily American. Many 
| of them are foreigners, but it is very difficult even to get them. 
| The privilege of taking the place of Chinese in heaving coal and 
| cooking—doing the ordinary work on the ships in the Tropics— 
| is not a privilege which American citizens covet. They prefer 
| that we should have commerce, which will give them employ- 
—- home in building ships, creating products to be trans- 
| ported. 

It is an absurdity to assume that anything which benefits com- 
| merce, which benefits industry, which makes wealth, is prejudi- 
cial tolabor. All wealth is produced by labor, and if you destroy 


| the means of producing wealth you impoverish labor. We must 


> 


have markets for what we produce and we must carry our prod- 
ucts to those markets. The laboring people of this country are 








not such imbeciles as to think that this particular provision would 


be in theirinterest. Thereappears to be a desire to pander to some 
false sentiment. I am under no necessity to do it on this subject. 
But for me, as the RecorpD will show, the Chinaman could have 
been a citizen. I did what I regretted very much to do at the 
time. I was on the Judiciary Committee. An amendment came 
in to strike out the word ‘‘ white’’ after we had agreed to vote, 
not more than ten minutes before the vote was to be taken. 

I said I would not be bound by the agreement. Every member 
of the committee begged me not to violate the agreement. All my 
friends about the Senate appealed tome. I told them I must vio- 
late it if they brought in that proposition. Finally the Senator 
from Vermont, Mr. Edmunds, on the committee, appealed to me 
to let the vote be taken. I let the vote be tuken, and it was voted 
in by a vote of 27 to 22. The struggle went on over the 4th of 
July. Noadjournment was taken, and about 1 or 2 o’clock on the 
5th of July the vote was taken in the Senate. The first vote was | 
taken as in Committee of the Whole. When the vote was taken | 
in the Senate the amendment was beaten by a vote of 30 to 14. 
There was no question about it. It got in first without debate. 
When the time came to explain it, it was beaten. I took that risk, 
and I took it knowing that the Senate would absolve me if the 
Senate knew what the proposition was. 

Ican not be led away by a desire to pander to some sailors. 
When we have protected labor on land, when we have protected 
labor everywhere, as we do protect it, we have to employ for- 
eigners in our shipping. If you pass a law to the contrary we 
destroy it. It is a new idea, a foolish idea, prejudicial to labor, 
and I am delighted that the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
has offered an amendment to strike it from the bill. 
RESIDENT pro tempore. 


LODGE 

The 
pired. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, I accept the suggestion of the 
Chair made an hour or two ago, and will speak to this amend- 
ment. I desire to say in beginning that I will speak briefly, and 
further, that I can not join in the general howl and attack upon 
the Chinese as Chinese. Ihave a deep respect for the Chinese na- 
tion—forits antiquity, intelligence, patriotism, and exclusiveness. 
Its history reaches farther back into the past than that of any 
other nation. Its great families have genealogies of thousands 
of years, well authenticated, and surpassed in duration only by a 
very few among the Hebrews. It invented gunpowder, the mar- 
iner’s compass, the manufacture of porcelain and silk, and China 
was the mother of philosophy and higher mathematics. Its ruler, 
the present Empress Dowager, who during fifty years, since she 
was 18 years of age, has dominated its policy and governed 
400,000,000 people, is the greatest woman born in Asia for many 
centuries, 

I regret that China has become obnoxious in the circles of 
American politics on account of her barbarism and the low con- 
dition of her laboring classes. 

The organization known as the Boxers is the offspring of patri- 
otism. Its underlying idea is the theory of this bill. ‘* Exclude 
the foreign devils; China for the Chinese,’ cries the Chinese 
Boxer. 

‘‘Exclude the Chinese; America for the Americans,”’ says my 
distinguished colleague, the chairman of the Committee on Immi- 
gration, and to a large extent I sympathize with him. If he will | 
strike out the word ** Chinese ’”’ in the first paragraph of this bill 
and add to it the words “‘ during the term of five years,’’ making 
it exclude all importation of labor, I could adopt its eccentricities 
and vote for it, panicky and tumultuousasitis. Ican not approve 
of the segregation of China from the world as the object of a 
commercial hostility. I can not conceive of the propriety of ex- 
cluding Chinese labor and opening our ports to all the ring-streaked, 
speckled, and spotted importation of Asia and Africa, nor why a 
Tartar living on the left bank of the Amur River should come 
free into this country and the Tartar on the right bank should 
not. 

We have labor enough in this country now for general pur- 
poses. It is our surplus labor which in hard times brings down 
wages and produces distress and disorder. Weare short in ag- 
ricultural labor. But for improved machinery we could not har- 
vest ourcrops. The want of domestic servants has also become 
a great and vexatious problem. These classes compete with no 
American labor and might well be excepted inthis bill. But our 
laboring people in Pennsylvania have become imbued with the 
idea that they are threatened with a flood of competing Chinese 
labor and with no nther competition, and I feel like deferring to 
some extent to their wishes in this legislation. They favor the 


The Senator’s time has ex- 


he 





House bill. I can not go with them to that extent, and I do not 
recognize the House bill in the mutilated measure now about to 
be voted upon. 


I will proceed to speak as to my amendment proper when it be- 
comes in order. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, Mr. President, I understand that 
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during my temporary absence from the Chamber the amendment 
which I have proposed was criticised on the ground that it did 
not include a provision allowing Chinese persons to come to this 
country in connection with the St. Lonis Purchase Exposition. I 
do not think it is at all necessary that it should. As the bill was 
reported from the Committee on Immigration it contained a 
clause to the effect that Chinese persons should not be permitted 
to come to this country for the purpose of taking part in exposi- 
tions. There was no such provision in the law before. There is 
no such provision in the proposed law now, it having been 
amended upon the motion of the Senator from Missouri, to allow 
Chinese persons to come and participate in the St. Louis Exposi- 
tion. They have always been allowed to come and participate in 
expositions. They were here at the Buffalo Exposition, the most 
recent. There is nothing in the present law which forbids it, 
and Treasury regulations and the administration of the law under 
Treasury regulations have permitted it. 

Mr. President, when the St. Louis Exposition bill passed there 
was provided for an invitation to foreign countries. In section 9 
it was provided: 

Sxzc. 9. That whenever the President of the United States shall be notified 
by the national Commission that provision has been made for grounds and 
buildings for the uses herein provided for, he shall be authorized to make 
proclamation of the same, through the Department of State, setting forth 
the time at which said exposition will be held, and the purpose thereof; and 
he shall communicate to the diplomatic representatives of foreign nations 
copies thereof, together with such regulations as may be adopted by the 
Commission, for publication in their respective countries; and he shall, in 
behalf of the Government and the people, invite foreign nations to take part 
in the said exposition and to appoint representatives thereto. 

I do not know whether or not that invitation has gone forward 
to China. I do know, I think, that a representative of the fair 
has been appointed to go to Asiatic countries and endeavor to se- 
cure their participation in the exposition. 

Now, Mr. President, it being the fact that under the law as it ex- 
ists, and which my amendment would continue, Chinese subjects 
have been permitted to come for the purpose of participating in 
fairs, and it being the fact that the bill providing for the St. 
Louis Purchase Exposition directs the President to invite foreign 
nations without exception to come and participate, I think there 
can be no objection to my amendment on that ground. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, the amendment which is now 
before the Senate, presented by the junior Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, proposes to strike out of the bill the provision prohibit- 
ing the employment of Chinamen on vessels holding American 
registry. That is, in my humble judgment, one of the most im- 
portant and beneficent provisions of the pending measure. 

The purpose of this measure, as I understand it—that is, the 
purpose which seems to have great weight with members of this 
body—is to prevent the influx of any very large number of Asi- 


| atics into this country, because of the apprehension that they 


may materially interfere with the employment of our American 
workingman. In fact,those members of this body who are op- 
posed to the committee bill are largely in favor of the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Connecticut, which continues in 
force the existing law, whereby Chinese immigration is greatly 
limited and restricted. Itis a fact that that is one of the main 
objects and purposes of this measure and one in which almost all 
Senators agree, namely, the purpose of excluding Chinamen from 
competing with our domestic labor. If that be the fact, then it 
appears to me that this is a most striking illustration of that spe- 
cies of legislation. 

Our merchant marine, as has been said here time and time 
again, is in a languishing condition, and we have thought proper, 


| at least the majority of this body have thought proper, in order 


to rehabilitate it to put upon our statute books, as far as this body 
can doit, a law appropriating $9,000,000 per annum, if necessary, 
for the purpose of encouraging the building of ships and enabling 
shipowners to carry on their business. It is well known that we 
have not eaough native American seamen to man the Navy which 
we are building. Weeertainly will not add to the number of sea- 
men of this country by opening the door for hordes of Chinamen 


| who, as has been stated here on several occasions in different de- 


bates in this body, work for at most about one-half what the 
American or Caucasian sailor is willing to work for, and unless 
we do something that will exclude this extremely cheap competi- 
tion with the American sailor we will drive him from the high 
seas, we will drive him from the decks of our own vessels, and 
therefore deprive ourselves of a resource for manning our naval 
fleet with American seamen. The Chinaman can not be natural- 
ized under existing law, he can not become a citizen of the United 
States, and in time of war when we want to draw upon our mer- 
chant marine for sailors, stokers, firemen, and oilers to man the 
battle ships and swift cruisers that we are building, we will find 
that we have none but Chinamen on the Pacific, at least unless 
we do something to prevent the influx of these Chinese competi- 
tors with the American sailor. 

The argument which is presented here, some telegrams received 
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from shipowners, that this would paralyze the shipping indus- 
try on the Pacific, is one which I do not think is atall conclusive, 
although it may be plausible, because it is a fact, as far as I have 
been able to gather, that there is now only one important line of 
ships sailing from the Pacific coast to the Orient which employs 
Chinese sailors. If we put our stamp of reprobation upon the 
employment of Chinamen on board of our ships I take it that there 
will be no effort hereafter to put them into the service of our mer- 
chant marine and that we will hereafter have no difficulty, so far 
as the Pacific is concerned, in securing Caucasian sailors when- 
ever they are needed. 

As it is now, if this amendment is adopted and this provision 
stricken from the bill, it will be notice to the world that the 
United States is ready to invite all the Asiatic cheap labor that 
chooses to come from the Asiatic shores on American ships to 
this country. It will drive out a great many American sailors 
who now have employment upon the various lines plying from 
the Pacific coast to Australia and to the Orient generally, and it 
will certainly have a most injurious effect upon the morale of the 
American sailor. We need, besides men before the mast, stokers 
and firemen, intelligent men, to run the engines in case of neces- 
sity, coal passers, and deck hands generally. Those men are ab- 
solutely essential, and by being employed in the commercial ma- 
rine they are enabled to learn the ways of the sea and could be 
rendered very useful in the service of the Navy. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator’s time has expired. 

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, I am heartily in favor of this 
amendment on the ground of common justice to American ship- 
ping and American interests. The amendment should be adopted. 
I can not understand what was in the mind of the committee re- 
porting the bill, why it saw fit to discriminate so sharply against 
American shipping in favor of foreign shipping by prohibiting 
American vessels from employing Chinese crews and allowing 
foreign vessels to do so. The difference under this provision 
against the American line on the Pacific amounts to about $40,000 
per annum. 

It is well known that on the Pacific there are 8 foreigu and 1 
American steamship companies doing business between the Orient 
and Pacific coast ports. The 8 foreign companies employ 56 ves- 
sels and the American steamship company 3. This committee is 
willing that the 8 foreign steamship companies shall employ 
Chinese labor and land at all of our ports on the Pacific coast or 
wherever they choose without let or hindrance, but when it comes 
to American ships Chinese labor must be excluded. The bill 
expressly provides that the foreign ships with Chinese crews 
shall land under certain conditions and restrictions, but refuses 
to allow these restrictions to extend to American vessels. If for- 
eign vessels can land with Chinese crews under proper safeguards, 
why could not American vessels do the same? 

Now, what was the purpose? Why was this done? Why was 
this discrimination made against American vessels? What has the 
senior Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER], so violently in- 
terested in this bill, against American interests and American 
ships, and why does he strongly prefer foreign ships? How can 
he justify his vote here in bringing in a bill of this kind? 

I stand here for American interests against all other interests, and 
I want American shipping under our laws to be on an equal footing 
on the Pacific Ocean and elsewhere with foreign ships. Prohibit- 
ing American vessels from employing Chinese makes a difference 
in cost of operating of about $42,000 per annum. This is a large 
item in running expenses, and is, in effect, a donation to foreign 
vessels in competition with American vessels. If American ves- 
sels are not to be allowed to have Chinese crews, then I am op- 
posed to any foreign vessels landing at any ports of the United 
States with Chinese crews. This is only fair dealing. I am not 
ready to drive American ships off the Pacific by discriminating 
in favor of foreign vessels. 

Let us make conditions equal so faras wecan. Why not ex- 
clude all vessels from landing that employ Chinese crews and 
Chinese labor the same as you have provided in the bill against 
American ships? 


Mr. President, all of us are against Chinese immigration. We 
are united in excluding Chinese labor from our country. It isa 


definite, determined American policy; one that can not be re- 
versed; the people will not allow it. The present act simply car- 
ries out this definite policy. 

I hold that unless we should exclude the Chinese they would 
in the end exclude us, and therefore it is in our interest to do so; 
and because I can not vote for this bill that is so drastic, so offen- 
sive to a friendly government, so recklessly drawn that it sounds 
like a stump speech instead of a solemn act of Con , Ido not 
want it taken that I am in favor of the Chinese or Chinese immi- 
gration. Furthermore, Mr. President, because I can not agree 
that the Republican party worships at the shrine of wealth, and 
here protest against such a charge, I am not to be set down as a 
friend of Chinese immigration. 


Now, Mr. President, this bill is clearly against treaty obliga- 


tions. They are sacred and should be kept. This Government 
must keep its faith until the treaty is denounced, no matter what 
China has done. It does not justify us because of a Boxer rebel- 
lion that occurred a year or two ago, and the Chinese Govern- 
ment could not control, that we are entitled to violate at random 
and recklessly solemn treaty obligations. Because China may 
have done wrong does not authorize this great Republic to become 
a highwayman among nations and do wrongalso. Lam astounded 
that any Senator should advocate such acourse. It is the weight 
of opinion of the best lawyers in the Senate and in the country 
that this bill, if it becomes a law, will violate the treaty, and I 
claim as long as the treaty is in force its provisions must be 
observed. 

Then, again, Mr. President, under the present law the number 
of Chinese in the United States is being reduced at the rate of 40 
per cent in ten years. There are only about 56,000 Chinese in the 
United States, according to our lastcensus. Atthis rate of reduc- 
tion under the present law it will not take long to get rid of all 
the Chinamen in the country. This is gratifymg progress, and 
we are doing it in a way that does not offend the Chinese Goy- 
ernment. We have won great prestige in the Orient, and espe- 
cially in China, by our policy and conduct last year, and we want 
to maintain this prestige. We want to maintain friendly rela- 
tions in the interest of extending and establishing our trade with 
400,000,000 consumers. We do not want to recklessly throw this 
advantage away. 

Mr. President, there is danger of this bill, if it became a law, 
offending China and this would be very serious. Any other self- 
respecting nation on earth would be offended. If China should 
withdraw her minister from this capital, sever diplomatic rela- 
tions, be as harsh to us as this bill is to them, expel our mer- 
chants, close her ports to American ships, this would simply 
prove disastrous to the United States and especially the South. 
The first hour after Congress assembled again it would repeal 
such an actin order to win back the friendship and trade of China; 
but it might be toolate. Already our exports are about $30,000,000 
a year. 

Now, do we want, or does the South want, to turn its back on 
this trade—throw away this opportunity and get nothing in re- 
turn? Iam from the South. I love the South, desire its success 
and its progress. I love its people and I seekits good. Although 
I am a Republican, I feel I have a right to speak in part for the 
South. What the South needs now is to put aside prejudice and 
build up her business—take advantage of her great resources. 

Cotton goods are the largest factor in our exports to China, and 
they are largely from the South. England and Russia are ready 
to take advantage of any mistake we may make. Suppose they 
secure this advantage pending a disagreement or difference be- 
tween China and the United States, how are we to win it back? 
We might never be able todo so. President McKinley and our 
very able Secretary made a great effort to secure the open door 
for the United States in China. Now, are we ready by law and 
by our own act to close this door, which may never be opened to 
us again? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, an American ship is Amer- 
ican territory, and the American flag flying over an American 
ship, it seems to me, should afford the same protection to the men 
who are engaged in sailing that ship as the flag gives to laborers 
on the land. 

As I suggested a little while ago, every class of labor in the 
United States, except the sailor labor, is protected by three sepa- 
rate and distinct acts of Congress—by the tariff law as claimed 
by every friend of protection, by the law that excludes contract 
labor coming from foreign countries, and by the Chinese-exclusion 
laws. I can not comprehend why the sailors of the United States 
should be cast adrift upon a barren and bleak shore, there to per- 
ish, while every other class of labor of the United States, it 1s 
claimed, receives perfect and ample protection. 

The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] yesterday 
morning read somewhere in the neighborhood of a hundred tele- 
grams, chiefly from San Francisco, for the purpose of demon- 
strating that the provisions of this measure, including the clause 
that excludes the Chinese from American ships, are obnoxious to 
the Pacific coast. I need only refer to the attitude of the two 
Senators from the State of California upon this measure with 
reference to this clause to show that his telegrams are misleading, 
for I imagine that the Senators from California comprehend what 
the sentiment of the State of California and the Pacific coast is 
and what is good for the interests of those States and what is 
good for American shipping better than the comparatively few 
gentleman who were induced to send the telegrams the Senator 
from New Hampshire read yesterday. 

Mr. President, I want to call attention again to what the Sen- 
ator from California [Mr. PerKrns] said upon the subject of the 











amendment that is now under discussion. 
diana [Mr. FArrBANKS] said: 


Something has been said as to the inability to secure American seamen for 
the trans-Pacific service. I should like to have the Senator,if he can, give 
us some information upon that subject. 

The Senator from California [Mr. Perxrys] replied: 


The best answer I think I can make to the question is that there are a num- 


The Senator from In- 


ber of steamship companies running vessels out of San Francisco cmelorns 
a large number of sailors, firemen, and coal passers which do not employ Chi- 
nese. I have myself for t = rs been connected a stea: p com- 
pan omeiegtns from 1,500 to 5, men most of the time, and we never have 
employed, to my knowl , a Chinaman ering Set pernd. 

to vessels running i the Tropics, all of the United States tra rts 
ror Puilimpine Islands and ertaeecial aneuan eid cbieorn rand 
the pine nds and Japan, have w w stokers, an 
white drumen. Their whole crews are Caucasian — _ 


The ships plying to Central America from San Francisco and to the coast 
of Central America and Mexico, and German ships running down the coast of 
cms and white Asck ins afl). he Sigs of tas Oceanic reams 
bompeny, one of which runs every two weeks to Mow Zealand and ‘Australie, 
run to. Honolulu, across the ——, and go down through the Tropics. They 
allemploy white men. Thesteamers running from San Francisco to Samoa, 
to the Fiji Islands, also employ all white men. Itis the same way with ves- 
sels of our Navy. 

The Senator from California further testified that there were 
plenty of white sailors upon the Pacific coast toman every Amer- 
ican ship now in existence, and that there would be enough to 
“a them as fast as they were brought into existence. So far 
as the other ships are concerned—ships belonging to foreign com- 
panies—if the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELxkrvs] will do 
what he said he would do, I stand seat to introduce an amend- 
ment to prohibit any ship entering an American port manned by 
Chinese crews. There is nothingin our laws, Mr. President, and 
— in our policy that would sustain an amendment such 
as that. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I am very sorry indeed 
that the one hundred and twenty-odd telegrams that I had the 
honor to read did not convert the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
PATTERSON] to a support of the Platt amendment to this bill. 

During my enforced absence this morning I believe something 
over a hundred more telegrams from the Pacific coast were pre- 
sented to the Senate by the President protempore. I have six or 
eight additional ones which I want to put into the Recorp in the 
hope that before we come to a final vote on the bill even the Sen- 
ator from Colorado and the two Senators from California may 
see their way clear to vote for the Platt amendment. These tele- 
grams are as follows: 


MENLO PARK, CAL., April 15, 1902. 
WILLIAM P. Fryz, President United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
Platt amendment, Chinese bill, ought to be adopted. 
J. LEROY NICKEL. 
8. E. SLADE. 
MENLO PARK, CAL., April 15, 1902. 
WILLIAM P. Frye, President United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
Adoption of Platt amendment, Chinese bill, is important and just. 


TIMOTHY HOPKINS. 
C. W. SMITH. 
SAUSALITO, CAL., April 15, 1902. 
Hon. W. P. Frye, President United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
Respectfully urge passage Platt amendment, April 11; believe it amply 
sufficient for all needs and more just to mercantile jterents. . 
ROBERT P. GREER. 
MENLO PARK, CAL., April 15, 1902, 
WiL11AM P. Frye, President United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
I hope Congress will admit Chinese merchants and students. 
JOHN P. DOYLE. 
SAUSALITO, CAL., April 15, 1902. 
Hon. W.P. Frye, President United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
_ Passage of exclusion bill now pending in the Senate would be an act of in- 
justice to the mercantile interests of the United States and Jpeiecheiy 
affecting the Pacific coast. Respectfully petition use every effort for the 
passage of the Platt amendment of April 11, reenacting ae nt Geary law. 
. T. HAMILTON, 
MENLO PARK, CAL., April 15, 1902, 
WILLIAM P. Frvk, President United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
We approve of Platt amendment Chinese bill. 
PERRY EYRE. 
_ AUGUST TAYLOR. 
MENLO PARK, CAL., April 15, 1902. 
WILLIAM P. FrvE, President United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
We favor adoption of Platt amendment, Chinese bill. 7 
THEODORE PAYNE. 
HUGO D. KEIL. 

Now, Mr. President, I have only one minute to say that I think 
these telegrams, probably over 200 in number, coming from men 
who are engaged in mercantile and transportation pursuits on the 
Pacific coast, are entitled to a great deal of consideration by the 
Senate of the United States. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


4221 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
LopGeE]. 

Mr. 
ment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the amendment may be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be again 





ALLORY. I ask for the yeas and nays on that amend- 


ead. 

Mr. BATE. I do not know whether it is a motion to lay on the 
table or not. Let us know the parliamentary situation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is directly,.up 
to the present time, on the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGe] to strike out certain words, 
which the Secretary will read. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out on page 40, lines 11 to 18, inclu- 
sive, as follows: 

And it shall be unlawful for any vessel not foreign—that is to say, any ves- 
sel under the flag of the United States—to have or to employ in its crew any 
Chinese person not entitled to admission to the United States, or into the par- 
ticular territory of the United States to which such vessel plies; and any vio- 
lation of this provision shall be punishable by a fine not exceeding $2,000. 

Mr. CULBERSON. The Secretary seems to be reading from 
an old copy of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
printed edition. 

Mr. BACON. I ask him to give the section, as we have differ- 
ent copies. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
read. 

The SECRETARY. 
inclusive. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the 
roll on agreeing to the amendment. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. KEAN (when Mr. DrypDEN’s name was called). 
league [Mr. DRYDEN] is necessarily absent. 
the junior Senator from Idaho [ Mr. Dusots]. 
on this questlon he would vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. HEITFELD (when Mr. Dusois’s name was called). My 
colleague {Mr. DuBois] is absent by reason of sickness in his 
family. He had intended to speak in support of the bill and to 
vote for the bill and against all amendments that were material. 
He, as the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. K&An] has stated, 
is paired with the junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. DrypEn}. 
If my colleague were present he would vote ‘“‘nay”’ on this 
amendment. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. DanreL]}. If that 
Senator were present I should vote *‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana (when Mr. McENERY’s name was 
called). My colleague [Mr. McENERy] is absent by reason of 
sickness. e has a general pair with the Senator from New 
York P Depew]. I am authorized by my colleague to state 
that if he were present he would vote in favor of the bill and 
against the pending amendment. 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). Iaskif the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky |[Mr. BLACKBURN] has voted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed that he 
has not. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I am paired with that Senator and with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. CULLOM (when Mr. Mason’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. Mason] is absent, but I understand he is in favor of 
this bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the senior Senator from Idaho [Mr. Dusois}. He 
is absent, as has been stated, by reason of sickness in his family, 
and my pair has been transferred to the junior Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. DryYDEN]. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. MONEY (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from Iowa [ Mr. DoLLivek}, who 
has not voted. He is not here. I respect that pair. I do not 
know how he would vote. If he were here, I should vote ‘“ nay.” 

The roll call having been concluded, the result was announced-— 
yeas 47, nays 29; as follows: 


He is reading from the last 


The page and section will be 


Section 39, page 40, strike out lines 11 to 18, 


My col- 
He is paired with 
If he were present, 


YEAS—47. 

Aldrich, Dillingham, Jones, Nev. Platt, N. Y. 
Allison, lkins, Kean, Pritchard, 
Beveridge, Fairbanks, Kearns, Proctor, 
Blackburn, Foraker, Kittredge, uarles, 
Burnham, Foster, Wash. Lodge, uay, 
Burrows, Frye, McComas, Scott, 

urton, Gallinger, McCumber, Spooner, 

lapp, Gamble, McMillan, Stewart, 
Clark. Wyo Gibson, Millard, Warren, 

*krell, nna, Morgan, Wellington, 

Cullom, Hawley, Pettus, Wetmore. 
Dietrich. Hoar, Platt, Conn. 
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NAYS—29. 

Bacon, Culberson, Martin. Taliaferro, 
Bailey, Foster, La. Mitchell, Teller, 
Bard, Harris, Nelson, Tillman, 
Bate, Heitfeld, Patterson, Turner, 
Berry, Jones, Ark. Penrose, Vest. 
Carmack, McLaurin, Miss. Perkins, 
Clark, Mont. McLaurin, 8.C. Rawlins, 
Clay, Mallory, Simmons, 

NOT VOTING—12. 
Daniel, Dolliver, Hale, Mason, 
Deboe, Dryden, Hansbrough, Money, 
Depew, Dubois, McEnery, Simon. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair calls the attention 
of the Senate to the clause in section 39, beginning in line 19, on 
page 40, and going down to line 12, on the next page. Those lines 
are connected with the clause which has just ae stricken out, 
and in the opinion of the Chair no action is necessary, because 
this provision was passed over when it was reached as a commit- 
tee amendment. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, I offer an amendment, to 
which I call the attention of the Senatcr from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
PENROSE] who reported this bill. In section 2, on page 2, line 7, 
after the word “‘laborers,’’ I move to insert “‘ not citizens of the 
United States;’’ in line 9, of the same section, after the word 
**all,’’ I move to insert ‘‘ such ;’’ and in line 13, in the same sec- 
tion, after the words “‘apply to,’’ I move to insert the woré 


**such.”’ 
Mr. PENROSE. I feel authorized to accept that amendment, 
because it is simply a declaration of what has been the law any- 


way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Tennessee will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 2, on page 2, line 7, after the word 

‘‘laborers,”’ it is proposed to insert ‘‘ not citizens of the United 
States; ’’ in line 9, after the word ‘“‘all,’’ to insert ‘‘ such;”’ and in 
line 13, after the words “apply to,’’ to insert “‘such;’’ so as to 
make the clause read: 
_ Sxc. 2. That fromand after the passage of this act the entry into the Amer- 
ican-mainland territory of the United States of Chinese laborers not citizens 
of the United Statescoming from any of the insular territory of the United 
States shall be absolutely prohibited; and this prohibition shall apply to all 
such Chinese laborers, as well to those who were in such insular territory 
when the same was acquired by the United States as to those who have come 
there since, and it shall also apply to those who have been born there since, 
and to those who may be born there hereafter. And the same prohibition 
of entry shall apply to such Chinese laborers comsing, to one island of the 
United States from any other insular territory of the United States, except 
territory of a group whereof such island is a member. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Without objection, the amend- 
ment will be regarded as agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER. No, Mr. President; I hope that amendment 
will not be adopted. Ido not understand the object of it. Under 
our naturalization laws, as I understand, no Chinaman may be- 
come a citizen of the United States. If that amendment is adopted 
it would be an implication, so far as legislation could raise an im- 
plication, of the understanding of Congress that, because of the 
acquisition of territory by the United States in Which reside Chi- 
namen, they may thereby become or have become citizens of the 
United States. 

Mr. CARMACK. If they have become citizens of the United 
States can they be excluded? 

Mr. SPOONER. Whether they have become citizens is a ques- 
tion of law, which need not be aided by any legislative recognition 
from my standpoint. I hope the amendment will not be adopted. 

Mr. HOAR. May there not be a Chinese laborer born in Mil- 
waukee, under the definition of this bill? 

Mr. SPOONER. There might be a Chinese laborer born in 
Milwaukee. 

Mr.HOAR. Yes; andif he left the country he might be denied 
the right to return to the United States, within the definition of 
this bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then I think the amendment ought to be 
amended so as to be confined not to Chinese born in Milwaukee, 
but to Chinese born in the United States. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I should like to ask the Senator if this China- 
man, Wong Kim Ark, himself born in this country of parents 
who were citizens of the United States, should go out of this 
country and come again into it, how could he be admitted under 
this section of the bill, unless the amendment of the Senator from 
Tennessee were adopted? 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not know that Wong Kim Ark, or what- 
ever his name may be, was a citizen of the United States. 

Mr. McCOMAS. He was, because he was born of parents who 
were subject to the jurisdiction of the United States. 

Mr. SPOONER. He was born in a State? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Yes; and when he wanted to come back to 
this country, under this section of the bill how could he come 
into the country unless this amendment were adopted? 


rg eS eller ele eee tata 


Mr. SPOONER. Iam perfectly willing that the amendment 
should be adopted applying to Chinamen born’in the United 
States, but as it is offered it might mean very much more than 
that. 

Mr. HOAR. Does not the amendment of the Senator from Ten- 
nessee, as I understand it, include only citizens? 

Mr. CARMACK. That is all. 

Mr. HOAR. If that be true, citizenship will be determined by 
the courts under the Constitution and the laws, and this act of 
Congress can not change the Constitution one way or another. 
The word “‘ citizens ’’ seems to me to cover everything. 

Mr. TELLER. Before the interdiction of Chinese naturaliza- 
tion some Chinamen were naturalized. I have known some Chi- 
nese who were legally naturalized, and of course we can not take 
away from them the right of naturalization. ite a number of 
children have been born of Chinese parents in the United States, 
and, as the courts have held, they are citizens. So that there is 
enough of that class to afford a reasonable excuse for putting the 
pro amendment in the bill. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I have before me the case of 
Wong Kim Ark, in which the Supreme Court of the United States 
distinctly decided that the fact that Wong Kim Ark was a citi- 
zen of the United States entitled him to entry into the United 
States, and that he could not be excluded from the United States. 
The issue in that case really was whether the Chinaman Wong 
Kim Ark was a citizen of the United States. That fact being as- 
certained, the court ruled, as a matter of undeniable and indis- 

utable law, that he was entitled to entry into the United States. 

e court having determined that he was a citizen of the United 
States, his right of entry into the United States was recognized 
and conceded as beyond dispute. The court ruled that, although 
born of a Chinaman and a Chinawoman not citizens of the United 
States, he was still a citizen of the United States, because born in 
the United States, and, being a citizen of the United States, he 
was entitled to come into this country. The distinct issue was 
as to whether he had a right to enter the United States, and the 
court ruled that, being a citizen, he was entitled to enter. 

Mr. President, I do not seein what way the apprehension of the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] can have any legitimate 
foundation. Theamendmentisasimple declaration of that which 
is the right of a citizen, so declared by the Constitution of the 
United States; a right which, in the absence of words sought 
to be inserted, might be denied to such a person; and, as sug- 
gested by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. McComas], the lan- 
guage as it is now found in the bill would deny to any Chinese 
laborer, even though he be a citizen of the United States, the right 
to enter. Upon that decision of the court, in 169 U. 8., found on 
page 649, it seems tome the amendment of the Senator from Ten- 
nessee is entirely proper. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. If I may ask the Senator a ques- 
tion, does he think we can by any law bar out a citizen of the 
United States from coming into the United States? 

Mr. BACON. I do not. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Then the amendment is unneces- 


sary. 

Mr. BACON. But, Mr. President, we ought not to say that 
which we have no right to say. This bill does say that no Chinese 
laborer shall enter the United States whether he be a citizen or 
not a citizen; and while I believe the courts would declare that it 
would be inoperative to the extent that it sought to exclude one 
who is a citizen, we, as legislators, certainly ought not to put 
upon the statute book that which is in violation of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States simply upon the supposition that the 
courts will declare it to be inoperative. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will permit me, I was not 
able for a moment tosee how an American citizen could be a Chi- 
nese laborer. 

Mr. BACON. Oh, yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. He might bean American laborer of Chinese 
descent. 

Mr. BACON. Yes. But the Senator certainly will appreciate 
the fact that the words ‘‘Chinese laborer’’ here are a generic 
term, which intend to include every Chinaman who is of the class 
of laborers. A man who is by birth or by race, although born in 
this country, of Chinese blood, is called a Chinaman. If he is ot 
the cooly class, he is called a Chinese laborer; but, according to 
the terms of this bill as it now stands, even though he be a citi- 
zen of the United States—and it has been shown that that is en- 
tirely possible—he would be excluded so far as this law could 
exclude him. Of course, it is true that the law might be declared 
inoperative, and I think it would be, but that does not relieve us 
of the obligation to so frame this law as to make it in its letter, 
so far as we can, within the terms and requirements of the Con- 
stitution. 

Mr. HOAR. The term “‘ Chinese’’ is defined in section 52 of 
the bill, and it includes “‘all male and female persons who are 








Chinese either by birth or descent, as well those of mixed blood 


as those of the full blood.’’ So the term ‘‘ Chinese,”’ without any 
limitation or qualification, includes an American citizen, whether 
nwturalized or born of Chinese parents. That being true, we 
should either make the exception which the Senator from Ten- 
nessee proposes or we have got to rely on the fact that it would 
be unconstitutional to pass the bill without the exception. I mean 
the bill without the exception would be unconstitutional. Now, 
if we rely on the latter fact, nobody supposes that the custom- 
house officials are going to take the ee of declaring an 
enactment of the United States unconstitutio The party ag- 
grieved, therefore, has got tocarry his case to some court of suffi- 
cient dignity and authority to presume to declare that this law is 
pro tanto unconstitutional. It seems to me, therefore, that, if 
without the limitation it is constitutional as applied to a certain 
class of persons, we — to put the limitation in it. 

Mr. CARMACK. r. President-— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair begs pardon of the 
Senator fora moment. The Chair calls the attention of the Sen- 
ate to the fact that under Rule VIII no Senator is entitled to 
8 more than once to the same question. The Senator from 

ennessee. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, my object in offering this 
amendment is to make it clear that we are not attempting to do 
an unconstitutional thing. It is true, as the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. PLatT] says, that we have no right to bar any per- 
son who is a citizen of the United States; but the language of the 


section as it stands now may be construed as an attempt to do | 


that very — I sim oor to make it clear that we are not 
attempting to do it, and that we are not attempting to violate the 
Constitution of the United States by the passage of this bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, I hope the amendment of the 
Senator from Tennessee will be adopted. I think it should have 
been in the bill in the first place, if for no other reason because 
of the fact that we have a good many native-born Chinamen in 
this country. We have in my own town quite a number, who 
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On June 15 we were startled to receive a telegram from Tientsin 
Se south.”” Wealso got the news of the murder of 
two Belgians at Pao Ting Fu. Not having had any reliable news 
from Tientsin for several weeks, we were ignorant of what was hap- 
poe there and did not feel like deserting our station without 

nowing the reason why we had been advised todo so. We waited 
on anxiously looking for letters but none came. 

Meanwhile we communicated with Mr. Jameson and party of the 
Pekin Syndicate, who had passed through our town on the way to 
Huai Ching Fu. In reply, there came a letter from Mr. C. D. 
Jameson, saying that he saw no reason for escaping; as he had not 
had any word from his agents at Tientsin or Pekin, and he could rely 
on their sending word if matters were very serious. But for our 
comfort, he added, that if we thought it necessary to go he would 
place everything he had at our disposal—arms, money, etc.—and 
the personal services of himself and Messrs. Reid and Fisher. 

On June 19 we received word that our friends at Ch’u Wang 
were besi by a mob of over a thousand people. This trouble 
was brought on by a woman who declared she had seen Mrs. 
MacKenzie at an upper window performing mysterious rites and 
sweeping the clouds from thesky. Mrs. MacKenzie had been clean- 
ing a window in her new house, and this, seen from the outside, 
looked like making passes and motions toward the clouds. The 
mob gathered around for two or three days, but seemed to be in 
need of a leader. The official on being appealed to for help promised 
to send it, but first of all tried to disarm our friends by asking for a 
loan of any rifles or other arms in their possession. This ingenuous 
request was politely refused, as was also one for a few thousand taels 
of silver ‘‘to purchase arms for the soldiers.’’ 

From this time on till the 24th things began to look more and 
more threatening. Our bankers refused to pay us any more money, 
although they had a considerable balance in our faver. We heard 


| of Boxer societies springing up in different towns and gradually 
| coming nearer us, until on the 24th a few Boxer teachers arrived 


| and founded a Boxer school. 


vote at every election, of persons who were born in the United | 


States of Chinese parents. As the bi!l now stands, it seems to me 
if any of those citizens of Chinese descent’should go to China or 
go out of the United States they would not be permitted to return 
here. 

So far as I am concerned, I have no fear of the great mass of 


Chinamen in the Philippine Islands having become citizens by | 


virtue of the transfer of allegiance from Spain to the United 
States. 
may trouble some Senators. For the reason I have stated, I think 
the amendment should be adopted. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, speaking to this amendment, I de 
sire to have read Chapter XXXV from a work entitled ‘* China in 
Convulsion,”’ b 
what transpi in Pekin during the siege of the legations. The 
succeeding three chapters I desire to have printed in the RecorD 
as a part of my remarks, without reading. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read as 


That question does not trouble me at all, but, perhaps, it | 


Arthur H. Smith, a standard authority upon | 


uested. 
"The Secretary proceeded to read the matter referred to. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The time of the Senator from | 
Pennsylvania has expired. 
Mr. QUAY. Mr. ident, I ask that the Secretary be allowed | 


to read the concluding sentence of the chapter, being Miss Bishop's 


statement as to the character of the Chinese. It is the last clause 
in the chapter. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 


quest of the Senator from Pennsylvania? There being no objec- 
tion, the Secretary will read the request. : 


| no more with us than we might be able to carry ourselves. 


The motto of this branch was “‘ First 
kill the foreigners, then annihilate the Manchus.”’ 

On June 25 we received word that our friends at Chang Té Fu and 
Ch’u Wang had decided to make their escape, and that they were 
arranging to travel together to Chi Nan Fu, which seemed the best 
route. Later on they had to abandon this plan, as they found it 
impossible to hire carts for the trip, could get no escort across the 
strip of Chihli Province which lies between Honan and Shantung, 
and had no means of speedy communication with the governor of 
Shantung. Our friends had decided on this step because of another 
telegram which had arrived, saying that the Taku forts had been 
taken by the Allied Forces. We knew then that trouble was cer- 
tain. We sent off messengers, one to ask Mr. Jameson and party to 
meet us at the Yellow River, another to the prefect at Wei Hui 
Fu, and another to the magistrate at Hsii Hsien. We were afraid 
of delay in being referred from one yamen to the other. 

We got no help from the prefect. An escort however was prom- 
ised by the district magistrate, and friendly messages were returned. 
But he refused to take charge of our house, saying that in the pres- 
ent state he could not possibly guarantee protection of our property. 

Things were at their very darkest on the 27th. We had got 
together the few things that we had decided to take with us, but it 
looked as if we should require to make our escape in the dark, taking 
The 
carters who had agreed to take us had backed out of their bargains 
and would not come near us, though we offered four or five times 
the usual rates. Our servants were panic stricken, as we heard of 


| one band of desperate characters planning to attack us before we 


left our premises; and of another band at the other end of the town 


| formed for the purpose of attacking us after we left. 


The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading, as follows: | 


XXXIII.—NOTABLE EXPERIENCES. 
CANADIAN PRESBYTERIAN MISSION, NORTH HONAN.* 


The trouble which began in Honan during the spring seemed to 
be local in character, originating in the severe drought from which 
we had been suffering. Three crops in succession had failed. As 
early as March there were riots in different places. Some of these 
were of a serious nature, in which there were conflicts between the 
people and soldiers, lives being lost on hoth sides. By the month 
of June matters became very serious indeed, every day bringing 
fresh reports of granaries searched and wealthy farmers looted by 
bands of starving men. The magistrates stationed small posts of 
militia at all the market towns, but were unable to preserve 28. 
They ee their helplessness by refusing to punish an 
who were of stealing grain, saying it was useless to punis 
starving men, and that those who had lost grain might look upon 
it as having afforded help to their distressed neighbors. 


e oe at the author's request by the Rev. James A. Slimmon, one of the 


There was no sleep for us that night; indeed there had not been 
much for several nights; but this particular one was passed in try- 
ing to put courage into our servants, and in spurring on the few 
friends we had in the town to take active measures on our behalf. 
We induced one man—our teacher (a literary graduate)—to inter- 
view the leaders of one band, and by reasoning, expostulating, and 
threatening, to persuade them to let us go in peace. Another friend 
performed the same office with the other band. But the argument 
that weighed most with both was that we had failed to secure carts 
and could carry nothing away with us. 

Daybreak of the 28th arrived, and while we welcomed it as a 
relief from the terror of the night, we dreaded it as the day on 
which we should have to set out on our journey without having 
been able to make proper arrangements for transport. We had 
sent.a messenger to a neighboring town to secure carts there at any 
cost, and as he had not yet returned we feared he had failed in his 
mission. To our great relief, he turned up with four carts while we 
were pretending to take breakfast. It did not take us long to get 
our boxes and bedding on board. 

And here one of those incidents occurred that force us to believe 
in a special providence. Just as we were almost ready to mount 
our carts and face the mob that had gathered around our door, the 
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officer in command of the militia in our town returned from an ex- 
pedition against some robbers, bringing prisoners with him. At our 
request he called on us and we persuaded him to send some of his 
men to escort usa few mileson our way. This nonplussed the mob, 
who got the impression that the officer had come by arrangement 
for our special protection. And the fact that he had prisoners with 
him proved to the rowdies that he did not hold his office in vain. 

The whole town was gathered together to see us off, and lined 
the streets three and four deep on both sides all the way from our 
house to the town gates; but all passed off quietly and a few miles 
out our special escort left us to the care of four men who had been 
provided by our magistrate. We made our first halt at Wei Hai Fu, 
and at once sent our cards to both civil and military officials, also 
to Father Gerrard, who called on us in the course of the evening. 
We explained the situation to the priest and invited him to join our 

arty. 

anion from his bishop, and if the bishop concluded that it was 
not safe for the priests to remain at their posts, they would all 
retire to a place already prepared among the hills, where all their 
converts were armed and could hold out against an army. 

The military official arrived just in time to disperse the mob that 
had gathered around the door of the inn, and was getting beyond 
the control of our escort. 
we had peace for the rest of the night. Next day we halted at 
Hsin Hsiang Hsien for our midday meal. I was well known at this 
place, and put up at the inn of a man who had been friendly for 
some years. We had been there about an hour when this inn- 
keeper told us that some Boxers had arrived in the town a day or 


two before and that some of them had just come to him making | 


inguiries about us, our destination, ete. We at once sent our card 
to the official to inform him and ask for protection. The only 
result was that we were told that the official was not at home, and 
that our informant was at once sent for by the Yamen people and 
told to get rid of usatonce. We started off fully expecting to be pur- 
sued by the Boxers, but reached our inn at night without having 
heard anything more of them, and from there on ‘‘ Boxers’’ seemed 
to be an unknown term. 

Next day, 30th, we reached Yuan Wu Hsien, quite close to the 
ferry on the Yellow River, where we were to meet Mr. Jameson 
and party. The official here at once put a strong guard at the door 
of our inn and thus secured perfect quietness for us inside. 

In the evening we were much relieved by the arrival of a mounted 
messengerfrom Mr. Jameson, bringing word that he and his party 
were coming with a large escort, plenty of silver, and a few firearms. 

Next day, Sunday, Ist July, we got to the bank of the Yellow 
River first and waited two hours for Mr. Jameson. When they 
arrived, we found them dressed in Chinese costume. They had 
found the people at Wu Chih Hsien—their last halting place 
very rude. The magistrate not only declared he could not protect 
them unless they put on Chinese clothing, but made them give up 
much of their luggage. The clothing not only failed as a disguise, 
but seemed to emphasize the fact that they were refugees, and must 
have been meant by the officials to humiliate them or else as a 
practical joke, for they certainly looked awkward and clumsy. 

Just as we got to the south bank of the river, we saw the Chang 
Te Fu and Ch’u Wang party arrive on the north bank, so we waited 
till they came across. We were now a large company—made up as 
follows: Ch’u Wang party, Mr. and Mrs. MacKenzie and one child, 
Dr. and Mrs. Leslie, Misses McIntosh and Dow; Chang Te Fu party, 
Mr. and Mrs. Goforth and three children, Miss Pyke and Miss Dr. 
Wallace, Messrs. Griflith and Hood; Hsin Chén party, Mr. and 
Mrs. Mitchell, Mr. and Mrs. Slimmon and one child; Pekin Syndi- 
cate party, Messrs. Jameson, Reid, and Fisher. The missionaries 
had only a small escort, but Mr. Jameson’s party had a fine escort 
of mounted men, and a petty court officer who was very useful in 
making arrangements with officials by the way, about local escorts, 
inns, etc. Having now the Yellow River between us and the Box- 
ers, we got off bright and early next morning, all in good spirits, 
with the exception of Mrs. Slimmon, who was beginning to be 
anxious about her baby, who showed signs of breaking down under 
the strain of the journey. 

Mr. Jameson was inspired with a happy thought this nm orning 
and sent a man off on horseback to dispatch a telegram from K’ai 
Féng Fu to the 
ing them of our whereabouts and asking that help be sent. The 
messenger had 70 miles to go, 70 miles back, and then to catch up 
with a party traveling 35 milesaday. It was a great undertaking, 
but Mr. Jameson was not a man to be daunted by difficulties, and the 
feat was accomplished at the expense of the plucky little pony, that 
died after reaching Fan Ch’éng. Thesending of the telegram proved 
to have been a wise proceeding, as it conveyed to our friends the 
first intimation that we were alive, and also enabled our consuls to 
get Chang Chih Tung to send us much-needed help. 

The next two days we suffered much from heat, as we were tray- 
eling through the loess region. Thesun blazing down into the deep 
roads made them like ovens, and the roads being 30 or 40 feet below 
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He replied that he had not power to do so without per- | 

| to be only too well groundec 
| Tien, thirt 
| there for the night, but on our arrival we found it impossible to get 
| accommodations for the whole party. 


| midst. 


sritish and American consuls at Hankow, inform- | 
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the level of the country, there was no possibility of getting any 
breeze. On reaching Hsiang Hsien we found Mr: and Mrs. Gracie 
living in seeming peace and quietness. They were surprised to 
learn that we were fleeing for our lives and invited Mrs. Slimmon 
and myself to stay with them for a while and give our little one a 
chance to recover. She was by this time very ill indeed, and we 
were sorely tempted to run the risks and accept the invitation. But 


| at midnight Mr. Gracie came to our inn and told us that the con- 


verts and friends had strongly advised them to join our party, which 
they decided to do and would have done, but found it impossible to 
secure carts. They expected to be able to do so in the course of the 
day and try to overtake us. Subsequently we learned that they 
made their escape by way of Chou Chia K’ou to the province of 
Anhui, having most harrowing experiences by the way. 
We were now approaching the Nan Yang Fu district, the only 
place where we really yes any trouble, and our fears proved 
. On the 7th July we arrived at Hsin 
li north of Nan Yang city. We had intended halting 


_Mr. Jameson, with his usual 
thoughtfulness for the ladies and children, decided to push on to 


| Nan Yang city, well knowing that it was a most dangerous place at 
The local soldiers dispersed them and | 


which to halt. 

And just here I would like to say that Mr. Jameson and his 
party nobly fulfilled the promise that they personally, and all they 
had, would be at our disposal. They not only gave us the best 
rooms at the inns when there was any choice, but shared their stores 
with us, giving up their last tins of milk when they learned that our 
friends had exhausted their own supply. They let us have all the 
silver we needed, and without this Soe it would have been impos- 
sible for us to get along. Mr. Jameson also proved himself to be a 
born leader. It was a great relief to leave everything in his hands, 
knowing that there was no detail of arrangements, such as inter- 
viewing mandarins, getting the daily local escort, securing inns, 
and the hundred and one little things incidental to such a journey, 
but were in most capable hands. He never seemed worried or 
anxious, but had a cheery word of encouragement for each one as 
he went his daily rounds. 

On leaving Yu Chou at daybreak Mr. Goforth’s servant took the 
wrong road and later the other parties got separated from us and 
went by a different way. This took the large company of ladies 
and children safely past a procession of rain dancers that we ran 
into in one of the towns en route. Mr. Jameson and his friends 
were on horseback 500 yards ahead of our carts, and suddenly found 
themselves surrounded by an armed body of men 200 strong, fol- 
lowed by a huge rabble. The rain dancers wore green wreaths on 
their heads, and were armed with huge swords, being on a pilgrim- 
age to a famous temple to pray for rain. Catching sight of the for- 
eigners they at once surrounded them, crying out ‘‘Here are the 
foreign devils that have chased away the rain.’’ One of the leaders 
suggested killing them at once, and our friends had a bad ten min- 
utes persuading the crowd that it would be a dangerous thing to 
try. Meanwhile we came to the fringe of the crowd, and, learning 
that it was a rain procession, we did not stay to make further in- 
quiries but turned hastily up the first lane, which proved to bea 
cul de sac, and our carts stood there with their backs toward the 
main street, effectually screening us from the mob, who passed by 
quite unaware of the fact that there were foreign women in their 
Upon getting through the town we found Mr. Jameson and 
friends filled with the gravest apprehensions for our safety. 

We arrived at Nan Yang Fu after dark, and, searching the city 
for quarters, had finally to separate and put up in miserably poor 
inns, but this turned out to our advantage. We approached our 
inns from the south, thus throwing those off the scent who were ex- 
Pecting us from the north. On trying to see the official we were 
told he would see us at 8 o’clock next morning. This looked omi- 
nous. At midnight a messenger arrived from the party at Hsin Tien, 
saying they were besieged in their inn, and asking for help. We 
tried to see the mandarin to get help for our friends, but only suc- 
ceeded in getting a promise that some runners would be dispatched 
to put down the disturbance. Mr. Jameson, seeing that it was 
useless to expect help from the mandarins, sent back half of his 
mounted escort. 

Some of our servants told us that the Roman Catholics had been 
besieged in their fortified place 4 miles away, and that a soldier had 
been beheaded by the officials, because he had carried out their or- 
ders too literally and in trying to disperse the besiegers had injured 
one of them. Wealso learned that plans had been made to kill the 
whole of our party, and it was for this reason that we had been told 
to wait till 8 o’clock next morning. 

Realizing our danger, we at once got our tired animals hitched up 
again and got off at 3 o’clock and traveled to Hsin Yeh Hsien. 
Here some of the mounted men who had been sent back to Hsin 
Tien to help our friends turned up and told us what had been tak- 
ing place. Our friends had been in negotiation with their besiegers, 
who were demanding a large sum of money. They waited on in 
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